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THE MOST AMAZING POLITICAL SPECTACLE IN DECADES ——

By HAL DRAPER
This is the campaign that was going to

" be waged on a “high level,” given such

eminent gentlemen as Eisenhower and Ste-
venson at the head of the major tickets.
Remember? It is a bit difficult to remember
at the moment.

The campaign has bogged down—or

- flared up—into the dirtiest mess in decades.

Most of the public’s attention is concentrat-
ed on the efforts of each of the leading

. candidates to prove to a skeptical public

that he is not a crook. This is not happen-
ing in some Latin American republic but in
the most powerful nation in the world.

It is an amazing polmcal spectacle, if
~you shiff your attention from the details of
the sordid fight to the broader picture of
what is happening. We have made the point
"before (in LABOR ACTION for April 14)
that the corruption issue has reached what
is virtually a new siuge in the United States.
The present opening of the muddy sluice-
gates serves again to underline the main

. thought.
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This, to be sure, is not the first Ameri-
can presidential campaign in which charges

( of corruption were a leading issue. That

was so in the campaign against Jackson
and his spoils system in 1832, and against

Tilden contest in 1876, after the graft rec-
ord of the Grant administration. It was so,
most recently, in 1924 when the Democrats
tried to capitalize on the exposures of the
Harding grabfest. But in all of these cases
it was the Out Party yelling, with perfect
truth, about the sins of the In Party.

The pattern that we pointed to last
April holds again this September in the
current bout between the pot and the ket-
tle. If ever there was an issue on which the
Democratic Party and the Republican Par-
ty are indistinguishable Gold-Dust twins—
Tweedledee and Tweedledum—it is this one.
There never has been a time when the
amount of well-publicized corruption has
been so thoroughly bipartisan.

"Some politicos,” writes: Washington
columnist Doris Fleeson in the N. Y. Post
for September 29, "do not believe the issue
can or should be kept alive during the cam-
paign. Both parties, they think, have been
hurt and should retire it."” ™

Those are wise words of advice, but
neither party can heed them. For neither
side can “retire” the issue, just as it was
neither party that brought up this question
of kept congressmen.

Earlier this year the heat was on the
record of the Truman administration. We

The Candidates Turn Out Their Pockets . . .

Van Buren in 1836. It was so in the Hayes-

(Turn to last page}

Another Place for the Little Man
To Look for Big-Business Corruption

The twin parties of capitalism, the Repub-
lican and the Democratic, are offering their
presidential candidates to the people once again.

The working class appreciates the impor-
tance of this year’s election. Its organized sec-

"_tion, the trade unions, have almost unanimously

decided to take an active part in the campaign.
Faced by the strong pOSSiblllty of a Republican
victory, most of the unions 1n the country have
‘hastened to endorse the Democratic Party or its
candidates and to muster all their strength to
assure their victory. Even the AFL has found
itself impelled to abandon the traditional, cen-
servative, obsolete Gompers policy of “no poli-
tics” and to adopt instead an endorsement of
the Democratic candidates.

In one respect, we welcome these develcp-

ments, especially the most recent action of the

AFL convention, for a number of reusons. We

‘ have long advocated the long-overdue need for

the labor movement to enter actively and reso-

*jutely upon the road of political action, so that

it can realize its interests and make its power

' felt in the field which is, especially nowadays,
. the most important of all, the political field. We
have long emphasized that the workers are a

®

The ISL Urges: VOTE
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distinct class with dnshnci class interests, and
that just as they defend these interests by or-
ganizing on a class basis in the economic field,
they must likewise organize on a class basis in
the political field.

Labor in a Trap -

The decision of the unions to enter the elec-
tion campaign as labor unions, which means the
political mobilization of the workers as a class,
is an ugexpressed acknowledgment of the truth

" that we socialists have always put forward.

Finally, the desire to prevent the Republiean
Party from coming to power, not so much be-
cayse of the individuals who compose it, but be-
cause of the reactionary, capitalist, anti-work-
ing-class program and tactics they represent,

Bevan 'V'icfory_

As we go to press, news reports indicate a
sweeping victory by the Bevan wing of the British
Labor Party at the current party conference, in the
elections to the National Executive among the con-
stituency Labor Party branches. We plan to bring
our readers the fullest accounts of this conference
beginning with next week’s issue.
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shows a growing political consciousness in the.

labor movement and a determination to stop the
advance of reaction in the country.

However, the fact that these progressrve po-
litical developments have been enclosed within
the framework of the Democratic Party means

that labor's aspirations will continue to be

thwarted, that labor still remains in a polifical
trap which can only assure defeats and disasters.
Proof of this is abundantly available in this

" election.

]

Scrap of Paper

The failure of the official labor movement to

form an independent labor party of its-own, and :

its commitment in advance to the Democratic

Party and its candidates, is not only a tragic -

mistake in general, but in particular in the 1952
elections. This abject commitment made it poes-
sible for the Democratic Party bosses to take the
support of the unions.and their leaders for
granted, and therefore to act in any way they
pleased.

The party bosses saw to the adoption of a *

platform which is a scrap of paper only, and
therefore a deception from beginning-to end. The
(Conﬂnued on page 7)
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- Contracts on New Demands

By WALTER JASON

, DETROIT, Sept 28—The ‘modest
' démands made by the top Jeader-
ship of the United Auto Workers
(CIO) on the major auto corpora-
tions, although contract reopen-
ing dates are better than two
years away, reflect the deep dis-
satisfaction and pressures of the
men in the shops. .

As the rising cost of living cuts
down standards in spite of the es-
calator clause and the so-called
raise,
the gripes and tensions in the
plants intensify. In recent months,
this process has been given further
impetus by two major factors: (1)
the widespread unemployment for
weeks at a time, first becduse of
the steel strike and then model
change-overs, and (2) the usual
speedup drive of the auto compa-
nies as production on 1953 models
begins. '

Using the vague language in

the contracts regarding the an-
nual improvement factor as their
excuge, the’ cdrpmtlb'ns, General
Motors, Ford, and"Chrysler are
trying to get more production per
man, based on more sweat per
man rather than technological ad-
vances. In fact, the companies use
technological advances to speed
up the individual.

RESENT SPEEDUP

Some of the new production
rates proposed by the companies
remind one of the pre-union days.
Since the policy of the auto union
is to settle these questions
through grievance procedure, and
the umpires use the contraets to
make rulings that take away es-
tablished rates of work, the speed-
up becomes an inexorable process,

In this connection, the proposed
change in the annual-improve-
ment factor, from 4 to 5 cents per
man per hour per year, has sig-

WHAT THE AUTO WORKERS ARE ASKING

By M. G.

At a National United Auto
Workers conference of all Gen-
eral Motors local unions in De-
troit on September 12 and 13, the
UAW resolved to make new eco-
nomic demands on GM. These de-
mands are being made in spite of
the fact that the current UAW-
GM contract does not expire until
May 29, 1955 and contains no re-
opening clause.

The UAW leadership maintains
#hat it is not reopening the famous
ﬁve-yeur contract, but rather
views the contract as a "living
document” whose agreed - upon
basic principles must be newly ap-
]tl‘iea to changing conditions. The
significance of this resolufion of
GM~ workers is quite apparenf
"l‘:éh one recalls that the GM con-
#ract is the basis for most of the
confracts of fthe million and a
qgrarfer members of the UAW and
of niany organized workers in oth-
€r industries.

The 1950 contract solidified two
principles underlying collective .
targaining between GM and the
UAW. First, that a cost-of-living
escalator clause would allow for
monetary adjustments in line
with" ups and downs in the BLS
statistics every three months dur-
ing the life of the contract, These

» adjustments would not affect the

base rates of the workers. Sec-
ondly, an annuval improvement
factor based upon the increased

_productivity of the workers would

add 4 cents to the base rates at
each year’s anmversary of the
contract.

ASK NEW BASE

In 1950 the UAW accepted
GM's figure of 2% per cent as

bemg the annual inerease in
w_‘i}rkbrs’ productivity, although

the union claimed it to be much
Iagher. At the average wage of

%4.60 per hour for the GM worker

in 1950, this 2% per cent was

‘translated into 4 cents per hour

to be added to the base rates. To-
day, the GM worker’s average
wage is $%.95 an hour in that the
escalator clause has risen from 3
cents to 26 cents and the base
rates’ have increased 12 cents
three annual improve-
wents. Using GM’s figure of 2%

‘per cent, the UAW reasons that

2% per cent of $1.95 is 5 cents

‘per-hour instead of 4 cents and is

démanding the additional penny.

- . Furthermore, the union points
-out that while the

escalator
c¢lause has risen from 3 cents to
26 cents, GM workers conceivably
could lose the entire 26 cents

should the economy tailspin. Iron-

ic¢ally, while the UAW’s fight be-
fore -the Wage Stabilization
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Board to proteet its escalator
clause and the annual improve-
ment factor enabled other work-
ers o make corresponding gains,
these gains of other workers were
for the most part added to base
rates. Therefore, the UAW is de-
manding that a recognition of
this relationship by GM should
cause a change in the escalator
clause whereby it could never de-
crease more than 5 cents from its
highest point. Everything but the
top 5 cents would be added to the
base rates of GM workers.

IN THE BAG?

In addition, the UAW is seek-
ing to apply the escalator-clause
principle to its pensmn plan,
whereby GM would give a cost-of-
living bonus to pensioners so as
Lo restore their purchasing power
as of the signing of the pension
plan in 1950. At present there are
some 7000-odd GM workers on
pension receiving an average of
$38 a month from GM plus social
security.

Finally a separate substantial
wage increase is being sought for
the skilled-trades workers firmly
based upon the scarce labor mar-
ket rather than on any “living
document” contract reasoning.

It is difficult to see where the
raising of these economic de-

* mands by the UAW is going to

cause any difficulties with GM.
“Exploratory talks” have already
been held. Keeping in mind the

(Continued on page 6)

nificance only if the union obtains
a clearer statement directed
against the use of this clause for
speedup.

How “strongly the rank and file
feel about this is shown in the
number of cases where top ‘senior-
ity men fight for loweppriced
classifications bécause the work is
so much easier and off the assem-
bly line.

What the reaction of the cor-

porations to the new demands of

the UAW-CIO will bé remains a

corporation secret. Besides the
change in the annual improvement
factor, the union is asking that a
new ceiling on the base rafe of
pay—adding 21 cents out of the
26 cents of escalator-clauses raises
to base pay rates—and increases
in pension payments be given by
the corporations to the union.

It may be recalled that in the
fall of 1950 when the pressure in
the Chrysler shops was great
enough—wildeat strikes, ete.—the
company scrapped a three-year
contract and wrote a new one
which included a 10-cenfraise, an
escalator clause and the improve-
ment factor.

PROFITS BIG ENOUGH

Since the auto companies have

made tremendous—in faet, fabu--

lous—technological improvements,
thereby greatly increasing pro-
ductivity per man, the granting
of the UAW-CIO demands would
hardly be a finanecial burden.
The Ford Company, for exam-
ple, has created one billion dollars
worth of new plant equipment

since the war, and yet has shown ,

a ‘great profit every year.
Chrysler Corporation made $37,-

000,000 in the. first six months of

1951 with the production of nearly

850,000 units. In the first six months _

of 1952 it made $43,000,000, al-
though it produced 200,000 fewer
units! Labor-saving machines, etc.
are being put into the plants daily,
as auto workers are finding out
when they are called back te work
after the layoffs.

The fact that the UAW leader-
ship has called for improvements
in the present contracts between
the companies and the union is a
tacit admission that many fea-
Lures of the 5-year contracts can’t
stand waiting five years, from the
standpoint of the men in the
shops, for modification and
change.

The demand for adding 21 of
the 26 cents escalator-clause pay-
ments to base rates shows a con-
cern over the possible accuracy of
the CIO Economic Outlook prog-
nosis that 1953 will see a reces-
sion. If that were to develop and
auto workers took a Zl-cent pay
cut, the Reuther administration
would face the crisis of its life,
and it knows it.

[ Gordon Haskell's Tour |

" By ‘the time this issue reaches you, the national ISL organization

and speaking tour of Gordon Haskell,

assistant editor of LABOR

AcTION will have covered the West Coast

At the time of this writing, Haskell is addressing a series of
meetings in Seattle and the surrounding area. Upon completion of
his activities there, he will continue on to the Middle West where,
omitting his stop at Kansas City, he will begin with a stop in Mﬂ-

waukee, Wisconsin,

Meetings for Haskell in the Middle West and East will concentrate
on the presidential election campaign, at which time he will present
the socialist viewpoint of the ISL, calling attention to the need for an

independent labor party.

The remainder of the tour schedule follows below. While in Chicago,
he will cover surrounding towns, including Streator, Ill. At Detroit,
he will visit Ann Arbor and possibly Lansing, Mlehlgan Haskell will
also cover Akron during his stay in Cleveland and then move on to
complete his tour with three meetings in Pennsylvania,

Milwaukee ... ...
Chicago Area ... ...

Detroit Area . ... . .
Cleveland Area ..
Pittsburgh .. ...

e e e R SN RN M T s

...October 6.7
...October 10-15
..... October 16-19

...October 20-22
October 23-24

................................ Ocober 25
............................... October 26
.......................... (Date Open)
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OAKLAND, Calif., Sept. 29-—The
Independent Socialist view of the
coming eleétions was the main
topic of a series of meetings in
the San Francisco Bay Area dur-
ing the last week.

Gordon Haskell, assistant editor’

of LABOR ACTION, NOW on a na-

tion-‘wide tour for ‘the Independ-

ent’ Soclahst League, and known
locally in the Bay Area for his
activity in the socialist movement,
finished thé second lap of his visit

to the West ‘Coast with a public-

meeting in'Qakland and an inter-
view over radio station KPFA.

During his visit, Haskell spoke
fwice under the auspices of the
Socialist Youth League of the Uni-
versity of California. His street
meeting at the university's Sather
Gate drew a crowd of over 100
students and faculty members of
the university and was the kickoff
for local political activity on.the
campus this yéar.

Haskell was introduced to the
audience by Bob Martinson of the
SYL, who explained- the educa-
tional nature of socialist electoral
activity in America, decried the
ballyhoo which accompanies U. S.
elections and asked for a critical
and questioning attitude toward
both parties and their candidates.

AT SATHER GATE

Although pressured by “loyalty
oaths,” administration maneuvers
and attacks by the Berkeley City
Council, the university community
Las resisted the attempts of last
year to destroy Sather Gate as a
free-speech area for the East
Bay. The combined phalanx of
paid city photographers, adminis-
tration stool-pigeons and FBI
agents that “livened up” every
meeting last year was not so much
in evidence. These forces have
managed to intimidate the univer-
sity but have failed to still stu-
dent curiosity in the ideas of the
anti-administration forces. The
socialists and liberals have man-
aged to keep the Gate open for
everybody. Thus the voice of In-
dependent Socialism ecan still be
heard at the campus.

Attempts to throttle fair and
Lomnest reporting by the student
newspaper — the Daily Califor-
nian—were also frustrated last
year. Regent John Franecis Ney-
lan, reactionary Republican and
leader of the attack on the free-
dom of speech and thought long
enjoyed at this state university,
has so far been unsuccessful in
silencing the critical voice of the
student paper, although he man-
aged to force upon the paper, last
vear, an “Advisory Board” whose
exact functions are not clear but
which stands as a constant threat
to the integrity and independence
of student journalism.

Given this atmosphere, the meet-
ing was very successful. If was the

first meeting of the new semester -

and the only meeting since Seocial-
ist Party candidafe Darlington
Hoopes spoke here during the sum-
mer. There was no heckling and a
great deal of inferest in Haskell's
criticism of the present state of
civil liberties and" U: S. foreign
policy and his statement of a

Successful Meetings Mark
Haskell's Bay Area Visit .|

']

democratic alternafive to the

course of the U. S. today.

Although great numbers of stu-
dents support the Democratic
Party and Governor Stevensoh,-
there was no .real opposition to
his measured criticism of the role
p]ayed by this party in institut-
ing the present drive against all
radical and liberal thinking under 3
the guize of fighting “commu-"
nism.” “Reactmnary Stalinism”is
not the main domestic threéat to
our civil liberties,” he insisted.
“The government’s ‘loyalty’ prb-
gram, backed up by the grow‘mg
pressure of McCarthyism, is in
blatant contradiction to the "al-
leged program of saving democ-
racy all over the world. How can
we save democracy abroad if we
curtail and seriously undermine
democracy at home?”

The reason for this contradic-
tion in behavior was related to
the actual foreign policy of the
present administration, its int
ability to win allies, its fear of
Stalinism, its support to reaction-
‘ary regimes, its attempts to save
and prop up capitalism all over
the world. Haskell presented the
case for a democratic foreign
policy—a poliey which could win
allies abroad and stop the ad-
vance of Stalinism all over the
world.

OAKLAND FORUM

Copies of LABOR ACTION were
distributed to the crowd and come
students remained to “talk poli-
ties” after the meeting.

That evening a smaller group

of students heard Haskell ana-
lyze the present American politi-
cal scene, the present role of the
labor movement as a tail to the
Democratic Party, and the need
for independent labor- political
action,
“These two studenf meetings
were followed up by a successful
public forum in Oakland under the
auspices of the Independent Social-
ist League. At this meeting., af-
tended by -about forty workers
and students, Haskell explained
why the great need of the day
was to show the European peoples
and the peoples under the yoke of
Stalinism that there is opposition
tc American imperialism among
the students and workers of this
country and against the currenty
policies of the two big capitalist~
parties.

“The way to show this is by
casting a soctalist protest vote in
the coming elections for the can-
didates of the Socialist Party of
America.” Such a vote, according
to Haskell, would indicate to the
people of the world that there is
an anti-imperialist, democratic
force in America which refuses to
associate itself with the reaction-

‘ary foreign policy of the admin-

istration and which also refuses
to support Stalinism (whose ¢lec-
toral front in California is .the
Independent Progressive Party)as '
an alternative. It was also made
clear that the Independent Social-
ist League does not endorse the
program of Hoopes and in fact
cpenly ecriticizes the pro-adminis-
tration position of the Socialist
Party on the Korean war.

Gordon Haskell Speaking at Sather Gate
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_{ﬁarlié Chaplin Hailed Back by British;
Zilliacus Is Back as Infiuence in BLP

By ALLAN VAUGHAN

LONDON, Sept.. 24 — Charlie
Chaplin’s triumphant return to
London is the great subject of
discussion in the national press
right now. His persecution by the
witechhunters in the U. S. has
given his visit to London a po-
litical significance. The fact that
Attorney General James P. Me-
Granery has ordered an inquiry
to determine whether Chaplin
shall be allowed back to the U. S.
has, not unna.turally, provoked
lively comment in the editorial
and correspondence columns of
the big newspapers.

The Laborite Daily Herald edi-
torial for Tuesday, September 23,
vigorously attacked the unwhole-
some record of the Committee on
Un-American Activities. The Labor
Party has thus taken a stand on a
garticularly dramatic case of the
-;iolnhon of human rights, a stand
whicih has the backing of all sec-
tions of the labor movement and
liberal opinion in the country.

Charlie Chaplin is the symbol
of “the little man” to the British
people, the little man who made
fun of authority, who scoffed at
police forces, at the big capital-
ists and the fascist dictator. His
films, like “Shoulder Arms,” “The
Great Dictator,” and “Monsieur
Verdoux,” had a lesson to teach,
a moral to be drawn. _

Charlie Chaplin’s return to
London takes us back two or three
decades when “the little man” was
-completely at the mercy of an un-
modified ecapitalism unable to
ecpe with the millions of disabled
at the end of the great war, un-
able to provide work for millions
of unemployed men. In his por-
trayals the British “little people”
see their own recent past and the
reasons why.they look to the La-
bor Party and a new Labor gov-
ernment to ensure against its re-
turn under the Tories.

_ _ °
IN-BETWEENER

Emanuel Shinwell has said it
ogain. He has challenged the pres-
ent secretary of state for war,
Antony Head, to deny the fact that
a "giant" in the War Office had
supported -his demand for reduc-
%ion in the term of military service
%o 12 months. An editorial in the
New Statesman and Nation quite
rightly points out that if Shinwell
really intends to stand by his de-
mand, he has placed himself to the
left of even Anecurin Bevan.

The News Chronicle of Septem-
Ler 20 is very concerned with
Shinwell’s adamant views on the
subject because, as it points out,
General Omar Bradley has reject-
ed Shinwell’s views on Britain’s
contribution to NATO.

It will be interesting to see if
Shinwell intends to také the
struggle to the coming Labor
Party conference at Morecambe.
His previous anti-Bevan stand
will not, however, endear him
with the left wing, and his present
conversion to a kind of ‘Bevan-
ism” will not help him in his re-
lations with the official wing of
the party and the trade unions.

°
HE'S BACK AGAIN

Konni Zilliacus is coming back
into the political limelight again,
after his readmission to the Labor
Party a few months ago. Already
a large number of constituency
Labor Parties have asked him to
stand as their parliamentary can-
didate. If he gets into the next
House of Commons, he will play a
very important role in shaping the
Bevanites® foreign policy.

His support for Tito has earned
him the bitter hatred of the Stal-
inists, and he is now one of the
CP’s biggest enemies. His most
recent book, Pito of Yugoslavia,
gives the reader.a rough idea of
his conception of foreign policy.

Firmly tied to the idea .of the
$coexistence of capitalism and so-

~f

cialism’—we preume that “totali-
tarian socialism” -is his concep-
tion of Russia—he holds the view
that the Yugoslav break offers a
unique opportunity for proving te
the Kremlin that the West can
coexist with “socialism.” His
identification of the totalitarian
regime in Yugoslavia with social-
ism is a most unfortunate one,
although, to be fair, he does not
hesitate to criticize one or two
features of the Tito regime.

Zilliacus® plan seems to be this:
to establish the closest possible
relations between the Yugoslav
party and the Labor Party as a
democratic socialist bridge be-
tween Russian totalitarianism and
Western capitalism.

THE BIG ILLUSION

In Zilliacus’ own words: “The
Yugoslav Communists, by their
courage, their faith in the people
and their determination to include
demoecracy,” humanism and .the
freedom and rights of the indi-
vidual in the socialism they are
building, show that not only is
the policy of force based on fear
and hatred futile, but a policy of
negotiation and compromise with
Communism is perfectly posmble
The Yugoslav example is proof
that common interests can be dis-
covered between Communist and
non-Communist states on which
we can make a peace that will en-
dure, because it is animated by
the common purpose to extend de-
mocracy from the political into

the economic field and to knit the
people of the world together in a
system of world government.”

This statment of Zilliacus’
views is particularly important
as it makes it quite clear that to
expect the left wing in the Labor
Party to take certain a-priori
forms of development at this
early stage in its maturing is to
expect something that simply will
not happen, The left wing is
amorphous, confused and contains
views, opinions and tendencies
ranging from Titoism to. semi-
Stalinism, from pacifism to neu-
tralism. '

I+ must be stated that the left
wing is still wedded to the idea of
the coexistence of the two werld
systems, with Britain acting as a
bridge or mediator. The resolutions
sent to the Labor Party conference
on East-West #rade, big-power
conferences, etc., indicate not a
copscious pro-Stalinism but a gen-
uine (if naive) hope that somehow
or other we can get back to the
good old days when Stalin, Church-
il and Roosevelt could talk
things over and setile the world's
problems over a drink of vodka.

However, this is no reason for
despondency. Only incurable sec-
tarians here think that the left
wing should be able to skip over
these amorphous stages with the
aid of obscure journals. Still, it
points to the important tasks
which consistent left-wingers face
in trying to elarify the policy of
the Bevan group.

By DAVID ALEXANDER

LONDON, Sept. 24—On the 12th
of September, 1952, the Ethiopian
New Year, Haile Selassie ratified
the treaty of federation between
Eritrea and Ethiopia. The next
day, large crowds collected in
Asmera, the capital, to watch the
Ethiopian flag being run up in
place of the British flag.

But a very unpleasant incident
marked the handing over of power
from the British ‘to the Ethiopians
in Eritrea. For reasons which  the
British government Ilcu ‘yet to ex-
plain, 75 modern hmldmgs were de-
stroyed, appurea!l_y wantonly.
These included a customs house,
warehouses, a hospital, a cement
factory, a floating dock and other
valuable equipment. At Otumlo 500
oil reservoirs were destroyed,
while at Fatma Dari a potash fac-
tory was demolished; at Zulla 400
modern houses were demolished.

The British government will
have to talk, and talk fast. Was
this merely an administrative
mistake of somewhat immense
.proportions—and if so, who was
responsrb]e‘? Or was it the last
spiteful act of an imperialist?

.BAD CONSCIENCE

Otherwise the transfer of pow-
er marked an event unique in
modern history. During the 19th
century there had been an im-
perialist scramble for Africa.
Largely because of its then geo-
graphical inaccessibility, Ethio-
pia was the only country, besides

\ Russian ‘Monroe Doctrine’?

By GORDON HASKELL

The American press is specu-
lating that one of the purposes of
the forthcoming congress of the
Russian Communist Party will be
to proclaim a “Monroe Doctrine”
for the whole area extending from
Berlin to Canton. This specula-
tion is based chiefly on a docu-
ment which is purported to have
been furnished the State Depart-
ment six years ago by the Sino-
Korean Peoples League, which is
deseribed in the press as an “anti-
Communist underground party.”
It is a report of a speech made
by a Russian official in Siberia in
1946 in which he predicted that
a “Monroe Doctrine” for Eurasia
would be proclaimed in 1952.

Of course the publication of this
document has given a further boost
fo the American obsession with the
idea that Stalin is operating on
the basis of a "world plan,™ or
even a "world timetable" of oper-
ations. For people who think that
revolutions and other mass move-
ments are “fomented” by small
groups of ''professional conspira-
tors” it comes quite naturally to
think that Stalin's world counter-
revolution can be and is tailor-
made in the same manner.

NO TIMETABLE

Further, the failure of Amer-
ica’s patehwork, improvised for-
eign policy to make real headway
in winning selid allies, and even
greater failure to win mass sup-
port outside the United States,
lends a peculiar attractiveness to
the rationalization that Stalin’s
successes can-be attributed to the
Politbureau’s - ability to proceed
according to a long-range “time-
table.”

If there be any basis to the
story that the Russian Stalinists
planned in 1946 to proclaim a
“Monroe Doctrine” in 1952 which

- would include a China which at
the earlier date had not yet been
conquered by Mao’s party ma-
chine, it ‘would seem to be just
the opposite of proof that the
Polithureau’s “timetable” was
able to predict the conquest of
the country by 1952. A “Monroe
Doctrine” only makes real sense
if it is proclaimed for territory
which has not yet come under-the

direet control of the country
which is proclaiming it. It is a
political instrument which is in-
tended to interdiet the political
or military intervention of other
powers in an area which the pro-
claiming government does mnot
control, but which it wishes to
establish as an exclusive sphere
of influence pending future dis-
position.

Thus it would make little sense
for the American government to
proclaim a “Monroe Doctrine” for
Alaska. That territory is a prop-
erty of the American government,
and military or other encroach-
ment on it by other powers would
be expected to elicit the same re-
sponse from the American gov-
ernment as an encroachment on
any one of the forty-eight states.

OVER WHAT AREA?

Today a similar situation applies
to the whole territory to which the.
Russian ""Monroe Doctrine” is to
be applied, according to the
quesses of the American papers.
Formally, the satellite governments
in Eastern Europe and the govern-
ment of China have mutual defense
pucis with Russia which give ample
warning to any would-be inter-
xenor on their territory. Actually,
the satellites - are provin:es of
Stalin's empire, while China is
more analogous to a kingdem
which owes definite and enforce-
able allegiance to it. This is why
to proclaim a "Monroe Doctrine"
over this territory would make
little if any sense.

In 1946, when most of China
was still in the hands of Chiang
Kai-shek, the proclamation of a
“Monroe .Doctrine” extending to
Hong Kong would have been a
significant act. That would have
been a warning to the United
States to get out or keep out of
China on penalty of having to
reckon with Russia if she failed
to do so. It would have had the
advantage of a real analogy to
the situation which evoked the
original Monree Doctrine as ap-
plied by the -United States to
Latin America in 1823. That is,
without openly implying the in-
tention of :Russia to conquer
China, it.would have constituted
a powerful .pelitical .interdiction

of Ameriean efforts to build up
China as a potential ally and base
of operations against Russia.

Today, a Russian “Monroe Doe-
trine” would only have political
meaning if it were proelaimed not
for the satellites and China, but
for ‘border territories such as
Iran, Burma, Siam, Indonesia
and, perhaps, India. It might even
be extended to portions of the
Middle East which are not con-
tiguous to Russian territory, and
in which the United States and
its NATO allies do not have a
military foothold.

"STALIN DOCTRINE"?

In effect, such a proclamation
would be closer to a Russian
“Truman Doctrine” than to the

“Monroe Doctrine.” The former,
it will be recalled, states Amerl-
can intention to prevent the con-
quest by Stalinism of any coun-
tries over which it does not have
control at present. As it has been
proclaimed in rather vague terms,
it does not actually indicate what
America would do in any specific
case of the extension of Stalinism
or of Russian intervention. But
it has had the effect of claiming
as the American sphere of influ-
ence that part of the world which
is not under actual Stalinist con-
trol.

If the Russian Stalinists are
actually contemplating some kind
of a major statement of world
policy at their party convention
next month, it would appear that
only some kind of a "“Counter-
Truman Doctrine” would make
sense. If in proclaiming it, they
actually mention the Monroe Doec-
irine as a ‘precedent, that would
be only because of the greater
respectability which the pelicy of
1823 has achieved through age.

The Stalinists should be aware
of the fact that throughout Latin
America the Meonroe Doctrine has

rightly been for over a century a
symbol of Yankee imperialism. If
they should actually invoke it as a
precedent in any proclamation
they may issue, it would simply
mean - that the imperialists of the
l(temJin have become so drrogant
that they disdain to conceal their
.gims.

Britain Gives Up Eritrea
With Last Spiteful Growl

Liberia, which kept its self-gov-
ernment.

These two countries managed to
avoid notice because they are dis-
tinguished neither for their mineral
wealth nor their strategic position.

However, the rapacious Fascist
government in Italy decided that
Ethiopia would make -the last
“game.”. After provoking a num-
ber of border incidents in 1934,
General de .Bono crossed -the
frontier from Italian Eritrea on
October 3, 1935. At the same time
Graziani attacked from Somali-
land. In seven months, by the use
of tanks, bombs and poison gas,
the gallantly fighting Ethiopigns
were defeated.

Within a few sordid months,
Lord Halifax, the British foreign
secretary, recognized the Italian
conquest. Practically every major,
country, except the U. S., Russia,
China, Mexico and New Zealand,
accepted the rape of Ethiopia de-
spite the previous resolution of
the League of Nations (in 1932)

“not to recognize any situation
brought about by means contrary
to the Covenant.”

The hasty diplomatic about-face
of the imperlallsi powers before
the war left them with an ex-
tremely bad conscience affer it.
They began to talk of Haile-Selas-
sie and Ras Imeru as "the first vie-
tims of fascist aggression,” despite
the fact that their attitude of non-
mtervenfhon had ptnyed into the
hands of the aggressors just as in
Spain.

UN TAKES -OVER

On July 3, 1941, the last Italian
forces surrendered to a force of
Belgians. The British government
immediately issued a statement
defining 1its relations with the
Ethiopian government and the
reasons for its stay in the coun-
try.

The whole of the East African
Italian empire — Italian Somili-
land, Eritrea and Ethiopia—was
now a power vacuum, which the
British government was not slow
to fill. However, these regions are
so poor and backward that they
decided to leave the fate of the
Italian colonies in Africa to the
United Nations.

Seeing that no great imperial-
ist power had yet landed a heavy
foot there, Haile Selassie became
interested. Looking back in his-
tory, he reminded the Council of
Poreign Ministers in London that
the Ethiopian empire had been
split by the Ottoman invasion of
Eritrea in 1850. In 1881 General
Gordon, the British imperialist,
had gone to Ethiopia after the
Egyptian forces had been defeat-
ed there, and accepted the suzer-
ainty of the Ethiopians over
Eritrea.

UNIQUE EVENT

There were also some very co-
gent economic reasons for the de-
sirability of Ethiopian .federation
with Eritrea and Somaliland. The
former country always had a-finan-
cial deficit because of its lack of
communication with -foreign coun-
Jries except through the Iatter.
There were very many Eritreans in
Ethiopia.in high adminjstrdtive po-
sitions. Fifty per cent of the popu-
lation of Eritrea (about a half
million out of a total of one mil-
lion) are Coptic Christians, like
the Ethiopians.

All these arguments were pow-
erlful enough to persuade the UN
on December 2, 1950, that Eritrea
should be federated with Ethio-
ria. The federation was to be
one in which Eritrea would Rave
autonomy in all local and domes-
tic matters but would be under
Ethiopian auspices internation-
ally.

The historic importance of this
decision is that it is probably
unique in modern history for a
colony to be handed over for fed-
eratwn with another of eqgual

“international status.” Kwame
Nkruma, prlrne minister of the
Gold Coast, is reported to have
commented very favorably. on.the

happy marriage and equal terms

of the two. Negro countries,

@
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,ﬁThe 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 any Fair Deal or other deal, so as to give

the people freedom, abundance, security or

peace. It must be abolished and replaced by a
new social system, in which the people own
and control the basic sectors of the economy.

democratically coatrolling their own economic

and political destinies.

Stalinism, in Russia and wherever it holds
power, is a brutal totalitarianism—a new form
of exploitation. Its 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
ere today 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
tapitalist and Stalinist rulers in power, Inde-
pendent Socialism stands for building and
strengthening the Third Camp of the peeple
against both war blocs.

The ISL, as a Marxist movement, looks fo the
working class and its ever-present struggle as
the basic progressive force in society. The ISL
is 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
puﬂlhipuie actively in every struggle to bet-
ter the people's lot now—such as the fight for
higher living standards, against Jim Crow ond
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 for-
mation of an independent labor party and
other progressive policies.

The fight for democracy and the fight fer
socialism are inseparable. There can be neo
lasting and genuine democracy without social-
fsm, 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 *

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

00 I went to join the ISL.

NAME

ADDRESS

CITY . ZONE.
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Population
And Hunger

To the Editor:

As a reader of LABOR ACTION
I was disappointed by the lack of
acquaintanee your reviewer of
that population - book of some
weeks ago apparently has with
the sociology and biology of ani-
mal populations and natural re-
sources. [The reference is to Carl
Darton’s column. in “You and
Science” for July 28, reviewing
De Castro’s Geography of Hun-
ger—Ed.] .

Most people do not realize that
it is an absolutely abnormal thing
for an animal population to in-
crease so tremendously as the hu-
‘man population has been doing
lately. When animal populations
do this, it is almost always a pre-
cursor of famine and disease or
migration, as with the lemmings,
the snowshoe rabbits, and the
ruffed grouse, or the grasshop-
pers that form locust plagues.

Most animal populations are
kept a community of healthy,
vigorous individuals by predators
that weed out the sickly, injured
and aged, or their reproduction
is limited by the amount of suit-
able territory for mated pairs.

Mankind has managed to kill
off its predators but without tak-
ing over the responsibility for
regulating the size of its popula-
tion. Older methods of population

-control such as infanticide, celi-

bacy, or deferment of marriage
until an adequate financial stake
has been accumulated are now
considered barbarous and out-
moded.

The causes of modern overpop-
ulation and its resulting misery
are not unconscious and uncon-
trollable, as so many kindhearted
but shortsighted people like to
think. The catastrophic increases
in underfed people in already
overcrowded countries such as
Japan, Egypt, and Puerto Rico
are largely due to the well-mean-
ing “introduction of only one as-
pect of modern civilization—pub-
lic health measures—to popula-
tions which had depended for
keeping their numbers low enough
to avoid starvation on a high in-
fant mortality and epidemic dis-
eases. .

I think, as only one species

Readers Tahe the oo . .

among the thousands in the world,
we owe something to the other in-
habitants. At present, consciously
or unconsciously, the efforts of
most of mankind are being turned
toward crowding out every other
species, no matter how beautiful
or interesting. We ‘are turning
the world into a China, in which
no animals will survive except in
captivity, like the Pére David

deer (only living evidence there

were once marshes .around Pe-
king), or plants except in cultiva-
tion, like the ginkgo tree.

, If the reviewer would study the
extensive literature on the sub-
jeet, he would discover that every
day there is less good crop land
in the world and there are more
people whom it must sustain. The
extractive methods of cultivation
widely used both in the U. S. and
Latin America continue to reduce
the amount of good land.

In most parts of the world, peo-
ple are cutting or grazing down
the forests and ruining the water-
sheds, consequently drying up
their loecal climate and bringing
in the deserts as the earlier civili-
zations did thousands of years
ago. Certainly we need pelitical
remedies for hunger, but ¥ so-
cialism delays too long, it will find
that only a reduction of popula-
tion can insure a desirable life
for the remainder.

People must learn to limit their
npmbers in such a way that, like
most other animals, the average
individual has enough room to be
healthy and happy, not slowly
dying of semi-starvation or con-
sequent disease.

D. W.
Philadelphia, Sept. 5. ‘

We can’t say we see why D. W.
thinks the Darfon review showed
“lack of acquaintance . . . with
the sociology and biology of ani-
mal populations and natural re-
sources.” The column was entirely
about thé problem of human pop-
ulation, and while it is true that
man is an animal the problems
are qualitatively different. In any
case, it was De Castro’s conclu-
sions that the column presented,
and D. W. does not really seem to
disagree with them. The question
of animal and plant conservation
that D. W. raises did not figure
in the review at all.—Ed.
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" CANADIAN PUPPETS.—Ammunition, September

1952, .

Here's an array of solid facts for your scrap-
book, about America’s economi¢ colony to the
north—from the United Auto Workers (CIO)
magazine: ‘

“In 1948, according to the Canada Year Book,
non-resident ownership of Canadian industry

and business represented about 32 per cent, or

almost one-third, of the total capital invested,
and the great majority of it was owned in the
United States. Even more significant, the
National Accounts, published by the Dominion
Bureau of Statistics, show that in 1948 over 54
per cent of the dividends paid by Canadian com-
panies went to non-resident owners, and by 1950
this proportion had increased to over 62 per
cent. These figures suggest that well over half
the stock in the most profitable @anadian com-
panies is owned abroad.

“Still more interesting, however, are the
facts brought out by a recent publication of the
Bureau of Statistics, United States Direct In-
vestments in Canada. By ‘direct investments’
the Bureau means investment in companies con-
trolled by U. S. citizens or U. S. corporations,
either by direct ownership of a majority of the
stock or, in certain cases, by ownership of a big
enough block to guarantee control.

“Compiete fizures are available: only up to
the end of 1946, but indications are that the
extent of U. S. control over-Canadian companies
has been inereasing since then.

“In 1946 there were 2,015 Canadian compa-
nies controlled by U. S. capital, 1,022 of them
in manufacturing industries. In numbers this
represents only about three per cent of Canadian
manufacturing concerns, but it represents 37 per
cent of the total investments in Canadian manu-

fo RIGH

fa%;:mg., n ot words, U. S. capital is con-
centrated iin biz- corporations. Ford, General
Motors. and Chrysler are outstanding examples.
Although the average size of all Canadian com-
in {terms of capital invested, was less

arter of a million dollars, 80 per cent
of the capital in U. S.-controlled manufacturing
companies fwas invested in 154 companies worth

I

lions per e¢ompany. Fifty-five per cent of the
capital wag invested in 34 companies worth 10
millions orfmore, with an average investment of
more thani{22 millions. These figures include a
small amodnt of capital (less than one-fifth of
the total) fheld by Canadian and British in-
vestors in these U. S.-controlled companies.
* “Severdl Canadian industries are completely
dominated by U. S.-controlled corporations. The
larger companies alone (the 154 which are worth
a million dollars or more) produce 95 per cent
of  Canadals motor vehicles, 66 per cent of her
refined petroleum, 66 per cent of miscellaneous
non-ferrous metals, 60 per cent of her rubber,
55 per cent of her electrical apparatus and sup-
plies, 49 per cent of her sheet metal products,
49 per cent of her soap and other washing com-
pounds, 40 per cent of her soft drinks, 34 per
cent: of her miscellaneous chemical products and
32-per cent of hey pulp and paper. In other in-
dustries, such as textiles, sugar refining and
various miScellaneous industries, U. S.-controlled
companies iplay little or no part. ...
“Approximately one in every six workers in
Canadian manufacturing is employed by one of
the 154 la¥ger U. S.-controlled companies, and
if the smaller companies are taken into account
it is probably true that one Canadian factory
worker out'of five is employed by a U. S. con-
cern.” E .
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. Stalinist Line on Teachers’ Rights Stands in Way of the Fight

By PAUL GERMAIN

The pro-civil-liberties elements at Brooklyn College certainly have
their work cut out for them this semester. Campus liberals and social-
ists have been faced with the current investigation by the Senate
Internal Security Sub-Committee into Stalinist “infiltration” of the

municipal school system.

Now, in addition, their work has been made more difficult by the

antics of the Stalinist group at Brooklyn College. '
The current witchhunting activities of the subcommittee have

presented an additional problem to those that are usually brought

forth in circuses of this sort.

For the most part, liberals and socialists are usually faced simply
with the task of defending the right of members of political minority
groups to teach or hold office, and of opposing all attempts to include
within the criteria of competancy for teaching or holding office all
questions of personal or public political convictions.

Also, we are obligated to defend the constitutional rights of all
witnesses to refuse.to testify against themselves on the grounds of the
protection offered by the Fifth Amendment.

The additional barrier thrown up against the defenders of civil
liberties left in this city, however, and a chief factor in the case here
considered, concerns a “legal” city ordinance, Section 903 of the New

York City Charter.

According to the New York Times, Section 903 carries the stipu-
lation that “any city employee [which necessarily includes instructors
and professors at any of the four municipally owned colleges] who
refuses to testify before an authorized body on grounds of possible

self-incrimination forfeits his job.”

In other words, all city employees are, in such situations, “legally”
_denied the conmstitutional protection of the Fifth Amendment.

Section 903 Gets Teeth

The repercussions at Brooklyn College have been immediate and
expected. Professor Frederic Ewen of the English Department was
able to forestall his dismissal by the Board of Higher Education by
filing his retirement papers. Because of his thrty years of service, and

The identity of Trotsky’s
murderer, as first revealed
by General Salazar and Gor-
kin in the book Murder in
Mexico, has now been con-
firmed by another source,
this time with public docu-
mentary evidence. It is now es-
tablished to the hilt that the as-
sassif was a tool of Stalin’s GPU.

The new proof appears in the
current (October) issue of True
magazine and was accumulated by
Dr. Alfonso Quiroz, the director of
the Bank of Mexico's Depariment
of Special Investigation. The arfi-
cle (written by Murray T. Bloom)
explains that Quirox was the crimi-
nologist assigned by the Me:i.cun
court in 1940 to make a physical

. and mental examination of the man

who went by the name of Jacsen
or Mornard. .

The article suffers from the
fact that it omits any mention of
the prior revelation by the Sala-
zar book, presenting Quiroz’ story
as if it were new in all respects,
but its contribution is to add
mitch more detail and, as men-
tioned, documentation.

CLUE IN MADRID

Quiroz had deduced from his
examination that Jacson-Mornard
was a Spaniard. In 1950 he got
his opportunity to check this in
Spain, after he went abroad to at-
tend a congress of criminologists
in Paris. He went first to Barce-
lona to check Jacson’s finger-
prints, but found that the records
of all political prisoners had been
destroyed there during the civil
war. It was in Madrid that he
made his find. It took exactly one
minute and 40 seconds in the fin-
gerprint division of the police
headquarters. For it happened—
no one had thought of checking
in this place—that the murderer
had been arrested on one oecasion
in 1935 and his identity was on
file. 3

His real name is Ramon Mer-
cader del Rio (the “del Rio” is,
as in such Spanish names, his
mother’s maiden name, and we
can refer to him as Mercader).

\

T A o B e TR N A E R SR Nl S P e e e R

He had been arrested for taking
part in an underground attempt
te form a  Young Communist
group; at this time he was obvi=
ously new and inexperienced: he
gave his real name, addtess, par-
ents’ names, etc. His father’s
name was Pablo Mercader, and
his mother Caridad. This infor-
mation, plus a picture, was in the
Madrid police dossier, \

THE MOTHER

Back in Barcelona, Quiroz told
the police there of his find and
they.informed him that they had
long been ‘of the opinion that
their Mercader was the assassin.
They explained their silence by
saying: “in those days no one
was talking to Spain officially.
We were outeasts. So why should
we volunteer information?” |

The rest of the story, as Quiroz
tells it, was pieced together from
further investigations. Leaving
aside the manner in which the
supplementary information Wwas
obtained, here is a summary of
the facts as True gives it.

The big influence in the life of
Ramen Mercader was his mother,
Caridad. His father was opposed
to the Stalinist sympathies of his
wife. Having joined the CP in Bar-
celona, by 1925, Caridad "had be-
come so trusted a member that
she was made a courier for seeret
trips to France and Belgium." Pab-
lo died in 1926 and the woman's
Stalinist career expanded, to "full-
time work for the Communist Inter-
national." In the late '20s she was
among those infiltrating the French
Socialist Party for the Stalinists.
"The party sent her on occasional
courier missions to Belgium and
from time to time she_probably
took Ramon."

~
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\%David Alfaro Siqueiros,

Caridad returned to Barcelona
in the middle ’30s, and it was thus
that Ramon came to be arrested
there. With the outbreak of the
Spanish civil war, the mother
“was given an important Soviet
Secret Police post, ferreting out
unreliable members.”

IN MEXICO

It was in Spain that she met
the Mexican Stalinist artist,
who
ater organized the machine-gun
assault on Trotsky’s home in
Coyoacan. Siqueiros took up Ra-
mon as a protégé. After the Loy-
alist defeat, the Mercaders came
to Mexico as refugees in Novem-
ber 1936, obtaining their visas by
fraudulent means, as it turned
out later. By February 1937 the
Mexican authorities were looking
for them because of the -fraud
but they had disappeared.

Trotsky arrived in Mexico in
1937, having been given asylum
by President Cardenas after
every other country in the world
had refused. At once, of course,

the GPU forces started organiz--

ing its plots ‘to take the life of
their most feared enemy. It ap-
pears that two plans were set in
motion; and the first—organized
by Siqueiros via a machine-gun
assault — failed. The Mercader
setup was the second string and
had already been set in motion
when Ramon found the means to
get into the Trotsky household.
This part of the story has long
been given in detail.

MEDAL FOR MURDER

Quiroz's investigations added
the following:

He believes that it was Caridad
Mercader who persuaded her son
to sacrifice his life in order to
take Trotsky’s.

“Just ‘to make sure that her
son’s nerve wouldn’t fail, Caridad
Mercader remained in Mexico
City. From time to time she
would secretly visit her son—he
was staying at the Hotel Montejo
—+o0 make sure his courage wasn’t
failing. She was seen in Mexico
at this time by several Spanish
refugees. . . .

ew Disclosures on Trotsky's Assassin

- Add Documentary Proof on GPU Role

"A few days after the assassi-
nation Caridad Mercader learned
that the Mexican police were on
her trail—for the 1936 tourist per-
mit tricks. She immediately left the
counfry and fled to Moscow. There
she was given special quarters in
the Monino Rest Home where sev-
eral friends of hers from Spain
were also living. Early in 1941—
Ramon Mercader having kept his
mouth shut — she was quietly
awarded the Order of Lenin, high-
est of all Soviet decorations. She
was the first foreign woman ever
to receive it. She was certainly
the only woman who ever got it
just for sending her son into an
assassination.”

FAMILY IN RUSSIA

Quiroz sketchily tells how he
got this' part of the story from
a Stalinist agent who was ar-
rested in Spain, and who had him-
self lived at the Monino Rest
Home along with the Spanish
refugees there. “Elena, Ramon’s
wife, with whom the informant
had a brief affair, often talked of
her husband as a prisoner in
Mexico whom she never expected
to see again. She was then work-
ing as a stenographer in a Mos-
cow radio station and later died
of TB. Luis, Ramon’s brother, got
a degree in Moscow as a con-
struction engineer in 1947. He
also confided to the informant
that his brother, Ramon, was in

a Mexican jail for killing Trot-
Skj'.”

Finally, the article adds an item
of information which, if true, would
seem to offer an opportunity to
break the whole mystery wid
open: /

“For the past few years Cari-
dad Mercader, the assassin’s
mother, has been living in Paris
under an assumed name. Also
living there with her is her son
Jorge, an invalid, and her ever-
devoted daughter Monsterrat.
Luis, another son, is still in Mos-
cow and a useful hostage.

“Now 60, Caridad is no longer
the zestful, efficient underground
agent she once was. Belatedly,
normal mother love seems to have
come to her. According to non-
Communist Spanish sources in
Paris, she is supposed to have
said recently that she regretted
the sacrifice she urged her son ta
make.”

According to this informatien,
the French police obviously know
ker whereabouts. Obviously also,
with the cooperation of the Mexi-
can authorities at least, it would
be possible to arrest her for the
rele in the assassination which
Quiroz charges she played, and af
any rate hold her for interroga-
tion. Equally obviously, the safety
of the woman for whose sake
Ramon Mercader became an as-
sassin would be a sufficient lever
to pry open his lips.

Vi .
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the fact that he was not dismissed, Professor Ewen is ettitled to-
the benefits of the faculty pension fund.

Professor Harry Slochower of the German Department, However,

while declaring in the witness chair that he is not presently a mem-

ber of the Commiunist Party, refused, on constitutional grounds, to
testify on any past affiliations with the party. It is the general feeling
on campus that the professor will not be with us much longer.

. This whole sordid affair, which has also precipitated incidents ot
Queens and Hunter Colleges, and alse at Columbia University, becomes
even more interesting when, upon investigation, it is discovered that
so-called liberal elements had a hand in the original enactment of this
legislation, which now becomes a juridical basis for witchhunting.

Section 903 was first utilized by the Samual Seabury investigation

into the corruption-ridden city administration of the late Jimmy

Walker. The Seabury revelations were not long after followed by the
La Guardia reform administrations. We need not doubt that the
“Little Flower” did not hesitate to use Section 903 against “tinhorns,”

chiselers, racketeers, ete.

At that time, liberals and socialists can perhaps be excused for.

failing to be sensitive to the implications and potentialities of Section -

903, given the fact that it appeared to be a handy weapon against

political corruption. Today, and particularly given the uses to which ,

it has been turned, its earlier beneficent motivation can hardly be

decisive.

The attitude on the part of the Stalinist “elements at Brooklya -

College to this bit of jurisprudence is most interesting and, given their

basically totalitarian and anti-democratic mentality, was to have been -

expected.

How Not to Defend "Our Teachers”

The line on Section 903 was given its formulation at the first public
meeting of a newly organized Stalinist front group, blissfully entitied

the "Committee to Defend Our Teachers.”

The assembled handful of Young Progressive and Labor Youth
League members, and a few assorted innocents, were informed by
Miss Charlotte Goldberg of the history of the ordinance and the

“suggested” position to be taken on it.

Let us digress for a moment to state that Miss Goldberg herself
is a peculiar subject. Readers of the anti-war student magazine
Anvil and Student Partisan may remember her much chuckled-over
articles, in the Stalinist sheet New Foundations. There, in addition
to criticizing Anvil’s prose content, the author revealed herself as an
expert -in expesing the “fascist” propaganda to be found in “its

“Trotskyite” poetry.

However, Miss Goldberg does not have all of her time to spend
on such intelléctual pursuits. On the Brooklyn campus she is known

as the most cacophonous Stalinist hack ever to set foot in this fair

college.

But—to get back to our story—the ordinance, all present were
informed by Miss Goldberg, was a most useful weapon against crooked
politicians and officials, but has turned out to be a most approbrious
thing when it is used to prevent the invocation by honorable citizens
of their constitutional rights—especially when private political con-

victions happen to be involved.

From this, the hearty group of liberty-lovers went on o adoptias -

their official position opposition not to Section 903 but only to the
methods by which it is currently being put to use. In addition, plans

were made for the circulation on campus of a petition, worded accord- .

ingly, to be forwarded to the Board of Higher Education.

In the opinion of the Socialist Youth League, such a position, if
taken by any truly representative body of students at Brooklyn Col-
lege, or elsewhere in the city, would be self-defeating. We are not

“too concerned about Miss Goldberg and her front-group cohorts—who

have just about as much chance of covering up the real political

nature and composition of their “Committee to Defend Our Teachers” .

as we have of selling Miss Goldberg a year sub to LABOR ACTION—
but of the possible disorientating effects that this lime may have on

the already confused liberal student body.

A Reminder

And so we would like to present the reminder that constitutional
rights are possessed not only by Stalinists, fascists, and all political
and racial minorities, but also by those who are justly denounced as

“tinhorns” and crooked politicians.

We believe in these basic democratic precepts: first, that any man
is innocent until proven guilty; and secondly, that the burden of proof
of guilt lies with the accuser. In addition, and most important, we
hold that the establishment of guilt by any accuser cannot rightfully

be attempted by constitutional methods as far as one segment of the -

population is concerned, and unconstitutionally with regard to an-
other segment—no matter how debased and implicated the latter may
apear to be; Unlike Miss Goldberg and her friends, we of the SYL
do not believe in second-class citizenship as a juridical institution.

We can only add that the approach of the aforementioned Stalinist
committee, reminds us of the CP attitude in the "Good old days" of
the Smith Act, that is, when it was used to prosecute only Trotskyists
and suspected seditionists for their ideas. We remember how the CP
applauded when that expert on Oliver Wendell Holmes, one Max Lerner—
he was a "good" guy then, wasn't he, dear friends of the LYL?—wrote
in PM that maybe it would be a good idea, in the case of the Justice
Department trial of the suspected seditionists, to throw the "clear and
present danger" concept out of the window. But the Stalinists don't
applaud Chief Justice Fred Vinson of the Supreme Court when he takes

the same approach today.

Perhaps they would all answer—in unison, of course—that Vinson
is a ‘“bad” guy who is using the “right” kind of law against the

“wrong” people?

In conclusion, we would like to state to all concerned that we hope
the Committee to Defend Our Teachers does not become too disturbed
by our typically sectarian attitude of opposing authoritarianism
wherever and against whomever it rears its ugly head. Why, we shall
even continue our policy of defending the civil liberties of Charlotte
Goldberg herself, and of her coterie, though one must certainly admit

that at times they make the task for us a bit tougher than it need be. _
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By AL FINDLEY

We have just received copies of a daily evening news-
paper printed in Israel, the Democratic Journal, published
and edited by M. Stein of Tel-Aviv. The publication is note-
worthy for two reasons.

The first is that this is the only Yiddish daily ever pub-
fished in Israel.

. As is well known especially to readers of LABOR ACTION,

the Yiddish language is frowned upon by the Zionists and,
though not outlawed by the Israeli government, is subject
to many restrictions and discriminations.
- Until a few months ago, no plays were permitted in
Yiddish. A test case in the high court declared that prohi-
bition illegal, and Yiddish plays were permitted to be pre-
sented. However, it is still difficult to get halls, fire permits,
ete., except in out-of-the-way places.

While daily papers in most European languages are
published in Israel, po permit has been issued for a Yiddish
daily. Yiddish, however, has been permitted in weeklies,
in magazines, and above all in political meetings. .

It was quite a surprise, therefore, to see the Democratic
Journal publish as a Yiddish daily—especially since this
event has not been treated-as news by the local ‘Yiddish
press here, which has been advocating the rights of the
Yiddish language in Israel.

Permission to publish was originally obtained from the
British, toward the end of the mandate in 1946, and not
from the Israeli government.

Government Revoked Permit
Here we must explain that the Israeli government has
carried over many permit laws and other laws from the

British regime, unless these have been annulled by further
é’fc’ti_on. The necessity for a permit to publish a newspaper
is, of course, the heritage of a colonial administration, and
obviously anti-democratic. (Such a permit is different from
applications for the allotment of scarce newsprint; for this,
a'different permit is required. It is not a matter of clear-
ance by the censor; this is still another step. It is purely
and simply an attempt at administrative control of the
press by the government.)

" The Israeli government immediately ordered the Demo-
crat Journal's permit revoked, and that the newspaper be
closed down. The editor appealed to the high court of jus-
tice for an injunction against the government. He was
granted a stay, and the government was ordered to show
c¢ause why the paper should not be allowed to continue.
Though this took place in July, we do not know the out-
come, nor whether the paper is still appearing.

* The second and more important reason for noting the
appearance of this daily is its political point of view. The
editor says that "our.aim is not merely to fill the need for
da:Yiddish daily in Israel . .. we want the . Democratic Journal
to be an instrument in changing Israel to a country where
one can and will want to live."

The reference to “want to live” in Israel stems from

the fact that the paper directs its appeal to the new immi-
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grants, among whom there is a great desire to emigrate.
Naturally, the difficulty of finding a country that will accept
them, plus the almost complete refusal of the Israeli gov-
ernment to grant exit visas, makes this an unreal perspec-
tive. The paper does carry some factual material on emigra-
tion but points out that “emigration solves the problems
of only a few, and the real problem is to change conditions.”

From a journalistic point of view, the paper seems to
be on a par with the other Israeli papers, which are forced
to condense everything into one sheet. The Democratic
Journal is also a one-sheet publication, in tabloid form, and
tries to compress news, views, features, etec., into that small
compass, with all the difficulties which it creates. It has its
compensation, however, in the fact that a small group can

equal the output of a well-financed outfit. .

Anti-War Policy ,

On foreign affairs, the paper takes a Third Camp posi-
tion, opposing both Stalinist imperialism .and Western im-
perialism. It actively advocates Arab-Jewish friendship
and unity, and proposes a Near East federation, eventually
an Asian federation. In this, and not in “neutralism,” it sees
the hope of saving the East from becoming a victim of the

‘war and the hope of delaying or preventing a Third World

War.

[Its programmatic views in this.field were embodied in
an editorial which appeared-in Stein’s Hebrew newspaper
Ha’'Iton He’ Democrati, which LABOR ACTION translated and
published in our issue of December 10 last year, under the
heading “From Israel: A Socialist Voice on the War.” This
year, in our issue of May 26, we also translated and pub-
lished the election manifesto drawn up by Stein’s group
when it was planning to run a “Third Camp list” of candi-
dateg in the election. The latter article was headed “Israel
and Middle East Unity.”"—Ed.]

In addition, we find in the Democratic Journal such
statements as “Stalinism is the opposite of Communism,”

and an emphasis on understanding the upheavals in the .

Near East. Its reports sympathetically follow these develop-
ments and show that peace between Jews and Arabs de-
pends on the emergence of truly progressive forces in the
Arab countries.

Appeals to New Immigrants

On the domestic front, the paper, as has been mentioned,
directs its appeal to the new immigrants, but it does so on
what seems to this writer to be an unnecessarily low and
oversimplified level. It accuses the more settled portions
of the population of using the misery of the immigrants for
their own gain. : ‘

One editorial says: “Never in their lives did they have
such Frigidaires as now and the Frigidaires are full. They
do not need the black market. The millions raised in Amer-
ica are not thrown into the sea; part is used to produce
food. The production of food is in their hands and they
always have. sufficient.both in quality and quantity.”

“The death rate for children in Israel is 40 per 100. In
kibbutzim it is-26 per 1000. But in an immigrant camp 100
out of 300 children died.” .

The “they” referred to are not the capitalists, not the
Zionist leaders, -but the older settled imhabitants in general
and the Mapai in particular.

Unfortunately, the paper does not present, anywhere,
any real .positive suggestions for improving the food situa-
tion, such as reduction of armament expenditures, diver-
sion of funds from overambitious capital expansion to food
and housing, etc. While it may be unfair to demand of a
daily paper which is the size of a single tabloid sheet that
it.do all this in its first weeks of .publication, and while it is
perfectly -true that the immigrants are getting much the
worst of the deal, emphasis on this alone seems to me to
be agitational oversimplification. Without in the least giv-
ing up the fight for a better distribution df the available
goods, a more rounded and fundamental analysis of the
causes of poverty in Israel could have been presented.

[In the election manifesto of M. Stein’s group, referred
to above as having been published in LABOR ACTION for May.
26, there is an excellent connection made between the eco-
nomie situation within Israel and the foreign policy of the
Israeli government, which, if elaborated, could go far in
meeting Comrade Al Findley’s criticism.—Ed.]

One of the issues of thé Democratic Jonrnal carries an

- appeal by a consumers’ society addressed to the Jews of

the world, to protest against the Israeli government’s tax
on food parcels, a tax which is imposed to.get dollars. The
appeal also says that the “scrip” gift certificates do not buy
food at a reasonable price, and urges-that packages be sent

directly.

Footnote on
"Thomas vs. the SP"

Once again—as we pointed out
in a recent article on “Norman
Thomas versus the Socialist Par-
ty,”” Thomas has managed to
write a magazine piece on the
election campaign without men-
tioning the existence of the So-
cialist Party or of the candidates
it is running in this election. (He
is theoretically supporting the
SP candidates.)

The current example is his
“The Democrats and Party Re-
alignment” in the New Leader
for Sept. 29, in which he is sup-
posed to be discussing precisely
the question of third parties. He
does find space, however, to com-
pliment the Democrats because “a
good man was nominated for
president,” who, he says, made a
“tremendous impression” on him.
That was Stevenson, of course,
(The unmentioned Hoopes is

merely the presidential candidate” _.
whom Thomas is supposed to be ~

for.)

It is fine irony, worthy of a
master hand, that in this same
article Thomas—for whom his
party’s discipline has always been
a joke—can write: “I do not be-
lieve that, under American condi-
tions, it is wise to seek a mass
party held together by the degree
of discipline to which the Ameri-
can Socialist Party has been ac-
customed.”

The Nixon Type

“Have you ever tried serewing
your face into an expression
which shows shame and apathy,
desperation and hunger, weari-
ness and illness, pleading and
misery—all at the same time?”

That may sound like a comment
on Senator Nixon’s recent per-
formance on TV, but it isn’t. It’s
the defense presented by a beggar

, in Rome to explain why his cho-
sen profession is harder work
than what other people call a job.

Uﬁreconsjrucfed

The president of the NAM,
- William J. Grede, not having to
run for any political office, frank-
ly declares that he doesn’t believe
in demoecracy. So he told students
at the University of Wisconsin’s

School of Banking in an address. -

“Nothing can be as autocratic
as a majority. . . . This word
‘democracy’ that is bandied across
the country and around the world
does not even appear in our Con-
stitution or Declaration of Inde-
pendence.” .

Orators, he said, should not re-
fer to America as a “bulwark of
democracy” but as a “frontier of
free enterprise.” By free enter-
prise he means freedom to exploit
workers and gouge the publie, un-
hindered by autocratic majorities.

Labor
'Scope——

(Continued from page 2)

“enlightened” labor policy of GM,
it seems that this is another oec-
casion whereby the UAW will use
concessions from GM in return
for labor peace as a lever to make
additional gains througheout the
Industry.

Throughout the national confer-
ence no mention was made of the
need for preparing the ranks for
a struggle to win the demands; in
fact no mention was even made of
the possible need for a struggle.
One might be so crass as to write
that these new terms, though not
yet signed nor sealed, are deliv-
ered. Nevertheless, they do repre-
sent gains for the auto workers.

Yet, it's entirely another matter

when one measures the amount of
these gains as compared to what
could be secured from the healthy
auto industry under a shorter term
contfract.
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(Continued from page 1)

# progressive planks in it are worse than mean-

-ingless when-everybody knows that the failure
to carry out these same pledges up to now has
been due:not: so much to the Republicans; who
are not the administration party, but to the
opposition of outstanding leaders and represent-
atives of the Democrati¢ Party itself.

There- is absolutely no redson to'believe that
the party which failed to get the Taft-Hartley
Law repealed; a-compulsory FEPC endcted, ef-
fective price controls set up, and so forth, when
if had ‘power up-to 1952; will succeéd when it
comes to power affer 1952.

Brothers Under the Skin

Anybody or anything Democratic—whether
senators in office 'or candidates for the Senate,
whether candidates for other national offices, in-
cluding the presidential offices, whether speak-
ers for the Democratic platform or the platform
itgelf, whether members of the Democratic Par-

~ty or labor leaders who endorse it—anybody or

anything Democratic that says the next Demo-
cratic administration will fight for the demands
of labor, particularly for those included in the
platform, without saying in advance what is to

. be done about the reactionary Democratic Party
leaders who have systematically opposed and
sabotaged these demands, is a political hypocrite
and a fraud.

The party bosses need these reactionaries in
their party, not only because they are brothers
under the skin, but because without them it
weuld be-impossible at one and the same time to
pretend friendship for labor and to be unable to
do anything about it. That is why they protected
and saved the Southern Democratic reaction at
the Chicago convention. For the same reason,
th-y could and did ignore and flout the labor
representatives. The party bosses nominated
Stevenson and supplemented him with the no-
.torious Sparkman. The bosses knew that once
labor had failed to organize a party of its own,

. it. would- have no choice—so far as the official

" labor movement is concerned—than to swallow

-what was rammed down its throat and to en-
dorse the Democrats with spurious enthusiasm
and shameful faces.

Frze Field for GOP

By its endorsement, the labor movement has

' rffo;':ta-d upon it the responsibility for an admmis-

trction record which it did not determine, for a
hypocFitical platform which it did' not wrifé; for
ceadidafes which it had no word in selecting,
for a campaign which it has no word in conduct-
ing. This utterly unwarranted assumption of re-
sponsibitity’ is just what contributes heavily to
what labor seeks to avoid—the advancement of
Republican reaction, under the auspices of the
Republicans themselves, or under the auspices
of the Republican-Southérn Democratic coalition
in Congréss.
By its endorsement, the labor movement,
whi¢h should be assailing the criminal and fu-
‘tile war in Korea from the working-class and
genuinely democratic standpoint, is forced to
take responsibility for that war. This leaves the
Republicans a free field for criticism and attack,
“whieh- they conduct from a reactionary and
chauvinist standpoint, to be sure, but which ap-
peals to the millions who are rightly indignant
-about the Korean adventure.

J 'Recding the Record

e

By its endorsement, the labor movement like-

" wise takes responsibility for the always impe-
rialist but always muddleheaded foreign policy

. of the Democrats, before and after the election.
That foreign policy is opposed not only to a truly

democratic foreign policy for the U. S., but even

to the foreign policy of the present labor move-

ment. But the Democratic trap in which official

labor is held keeps its voice silenced. The Re-
publicans are left to attack it from the reaction-

ary and demagogical standpoint, but one which,

in the absence of any responsible criticism, ap-

peals to multitudes who are uneasy or in out-

right opposition to the present foreign policy.

-

iSl. Urges:

The same holds true in every other impor-
tant field: with regard to the record of corrup-
tion and graft in the administration; with re-
gard to the record of hypocritical impotence on
the Taft-Hartley Law and on a serious FEPC
law; with regard to its record-of failure to keep

the standard of living of the people at least by-

serious price-control measures, while unprece-
- dented - profits by the monopelists continue to
rise; with regard to its outrageously anti-deme-
cratic record of witchhunting, of “loyalty”
oaths, of “subversive lists,” of “administrative”
law, which, far from eliminating McCarthyism,
only whetted its vicious appetite and encouraged
its monstrosities; with regard- to its record of
out-and-out strikebreaking: in the strike of the
- railwaymen and then of the miners, a récord
which cannot be concealed by its hollow pre-
election gestures in the steel strike which ended
with a modest gain for the workers and a pirati-
cal gain for the companies; with regard to its
record and shameless claim of a “prosperity”
which is based exclusively on the blood being
shed in wars going on now and on the blood

which the arms economy is preparing to have us

shed in the Third World War.

- Go Independent!

To support the Democrats in the light of all
this, serves only to drive into the arms of the
Republican reaction those inexperienced and un-
organized workers, those among the white-collar

groups, those among the middle classes, farmers_

included, who are discontented with the Demo-

cratic record of rule. They place the blame for

this record, at least in part, upon the shoulders

of the labor movement, which has no real re-

sponsibility for it, but yet takes responsibility
" by its endorsement.

These people see and hear no progressive
alternative to Demoératic Party rule, which is
what the labor movement should offer; in conse-
quence, they fall victim to the reactionary alter-
native offered by the Republican demagogues.

The present laber political policy, then, is a
self-set trap. It not only strengthens the hands
of the reactionaries in the: Demoecratic Party,
but it also strengthens the hands of the Repub-
lican reactionaries. It is a self-defeating policy.

Until labor is in a position to take command
of the natién in the name of the people and de-
mocracy, it must seek to exact concessions from
the capitalist parties and capitalist governments.
There is only one way of doing that, and it is
the same on the political field as on the economic.
Tt is called the independent organization and ac-
tion of the workers as a class—trade unions on
the economic field, an independent labor party
on the political field.

Vote SocialisH

The hypocritical "friends of labor" in the two
capitalist parties would have a-thousand times
more fear and more respect for the working
class and its labor movement 'if it elected just a
few of the candidates of its own party, as a be-
ginning, no mdtter which Democrat or Republi-
can was defeated in the course of the election,
than they have for labor whén' it stands hat in
hand at these parties’ back doors.

However, the official labor movement, and
its leadership in particular, for this election
shut off the road to an independent labor party,
that invaluable instrument of the working class
in every other democratic country of the world.
Nevertheless, the thoughtful, class-conscious, re-

“sponsible workingmen and workingwomen have
at their disposal a means of registering a work-
ing-class vote, a vote for independent political
action by labor, a vote for working-class democ-
racy and freedom and peace. That means is:

VOTE SOCIALIST!
That is what the Independent Socialist
League urged in the presidential election of 1948.

It repeats its recommendation in 1952. All the
reasons why it was so grave a mistake to en-

dorse the Democratic capitalist party, indicate =

?vhy it is right and valuable to support a social-
ist candidate for every office for which one is
nominated.

Vote for the SP!

In 1952, the Independent Socialist League bé<
lieves that the most effective way to- ""Vote So-

cialist?* is to cast the vote for the candidates
of the:Socialist Party.

The Independent Socialist League is unable -

to endorse the entire program or the policies of
the Socialist Party, either before the election
campaign or while it is going on. The Socialist
Party has not freed itself from the confusion,
uncertainty and half-heartedness on some of the
most vital questions of our day, the question of
the Third World War in particular.,

The Independent Socialist League calls for
a vote for all the Socialist Party candidates, es-
pecially its presidential and vice-presidential
candidates, Darlington Hoopes and Samuel
Friedman, for particular reasons.

This year—unlike 1948 when we recommend-
ed without distinction. a vote for any of the
three socialist candidates—we select the SP for
this electoral support, from among the socialis-
tic organizations that have nominated candi-
dates, because the more staunchly socialist and
internationalist members of the Socialist Parfy
have succeeded thus far in defeating the e‘lh_:‘l"l:s;'4
of the right-wing members and leaders, notably
Norman Thomas, to commit the Socialist Party

. fo-support of American imperialist foreign pol-
icy and to American imperialism in the Third
World War which is being prepared. They have:

_also defeated the right-wing efforts to liquidate
the Socialist Party by transforming it into a
"left wing" of the New Deal, the role which so
many.ex-socialists pretend to play as a cover for
their base- desertion of the fight for socialist
‘peace and freedom. A

o
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-The Vote That Counts

To “Vote Sociakist!” in the 1952 elections

therefore’ means, most effectively, to vote for

the candidates of the Socialist Party. It is our

duty, and the duty of every socialist and class- ,-

con-sciot_:s worker, to record the largest possible
socialist vote this year. It is our special duty, by
voting for the Socialist Party candidates, to
encourage those in the SP who are resisting the
right-wing dissolutionists, to encourage those
who want to continue the fight for socialism in
the nameé of socialism, to encourage those w}'fp
want to see the Socialist Party return—or better
yet, to advance—to the internationalist tradi-
tions of Eugene V. Debs, to encourage those
who grasp the faet that the only progressive way
gf combaﬁng the menace of the Stalinist despot-
Ism 1s to combat capitalist imperialism as an
independent, working-class, democratic pOWeE.

At the same time, the Independent Socialist
League takes this opportunity to renew its in-

‘transigent opposition to the Stalinist party and '

to its electoral tool, the Progressive Party. A
vote for this creature of the Kremlin, which en-
_deayors to exploit the democratic and socialist
-aspirations of tens of thousands of workers, pro-
fessionals and intellectuals, is a vote to endorse
the cruelest tyranny and exploitation in exist-
ence today.

To al_I workingmen and women, to all true
progressives, to all students and intelectuals,
the Independent Socialist League repeats:

Redouble all efforts to break the labar mové-
-ment from its exploitation by the parties of
capitalism! i

Forward to the creation of the new and in-

vineible political power in this country, the In-

dependent Labor Party!

Vote Socialist in the 1952 elections! .

Vote for the candidates of the Socialist
Party!

NATIONAL COMMITTEE of the

INDEPENDENT SOCIALIST LEAGUR

Max Shachtman, Natonal Chairman
Albert Gates; National Secretary
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: stressed then that what was néw and unprecedented in

to make a pretense of cleaning up, It reached the climax
of its fiasco with the firing of corruption investigator
Newbold Morris. At the same time it was clear that a
real investigation of corruption even at the mink-coat
level would deeply involve the GOP as well as the Falr
. Deal party.

o Now the stink raised over the Nixon affair, which the
: Democrats at first greeted (even if cautiously) as a boon,
has also quickly extended itself. It turns out, for example,
that o darling. of the liberals, Senator Benton, ‘admitted

'more malodorous than Nixon's.

been against Governor Stevenson, who, it seems, has had

- a fund or maybe two himself. Let us take a look at the
debate about the Stevenson vs. the Nixon Fund—not in
order to judge whether one was worse than the other,
and still less to apologize for either, but to point up an
element common to both, the element moreover which lies

. @t the bottom of the whole Bipartisan Mess in Washing-
ton.

Story of Two Funds

“Remember, half the lies they tell about the
e Dodgers are mot true’—Telegram by Walter
Al 2 0’Malley, president of the Brooklyn Dodgers, as
reported by the AP.

That will do also as an excellent statement on the
& charges flying thick and fast over The Funds. It’s the
. other half of the “lies” that concern us.

Last week’s LABOR AcTION discussed the case against
the Nixon fund. The Stevenson fund s different. But
different in what way?

. As all our readers must have heard to satiety by now,
* Stevenson, while governor, accumulated a special fund
through contributions to increase the compensation of

By a coincidence the amount of this fund was roughly
the same as Nixon’s. With this fund Stevenson gave
Christmas bonuses to eight state administrators working
for him. Donors to the fund included bankers, business-
men, a race-track manager, trade unions, ete.”

In evaluating this scheme one can take either of the
same two approaches that have been used on the Nixon
affair: what we may call the “abstract-legal approach”
or the “view-with-alarm approach.”

From the abstract-legal point of view, Nixon's political
activities .were merely being helped out by men who
agreed with his policies—being thoroughly reactionary—
and who wished to further the kind of political education
.he was carrying on. There does not seem to be any real
_evidence that they expected, or that Nixon performed, any

+ special personal favors for them. At any rate, it has
largely been denounced, and corectly so, on the ground
-that the very existence of such a type of support serves o
bind a senator to the moneyed interests which are capable

+ of putting out the kind of coin it takes to swing such a
scheme.

It is misleading, T think, to emphasme that Nixon
“delivered” his votks to suit the interests of his con-
tributors, as for example Kroll of the PAC argued. In a
sense, this argument tends to reduce the issue of the
Nixon fund to too low a level, to an almost trivial case of
plain vote-buying. This may be more effective as election-

; year ammunition but it puts the stress in the wrong
~ place. The fact is that, at bottom, it was not Nixon who
delivered his vote to suit the contributors, but it was the
reactionary big-businessman contributors who delivered
the cash to build up “their boy,” already knowing what
iomd of votes he cast.
- The revelation of the Nixon fund, rather, cast a
‘strong_light on the power of money and the possessors of
wealth to use this economic power to tie a senator to
. capitalist apron-strings. It may have been abstractly
legal, and even from a non-legal point of view it may be
difficult to draw the line between this setup and other
forms of subsidization of legislators. In the last analysis
that line probably can’t be drawn, and it may be futile
“tostry to do so. What gave the Nixon fund its justified
impact on the public consciousness was the direct, per-
sonal way in which this relationship of capitalist sub-
sidization was set up. ;

‘'WHAT ARE THE DANGERS

For, as the "view with: alarm” approach rightly puts it:
! even granted that Nixon on his own behalf is as reactionary
; ‘as his pursestring-holders, what if on any occasion he
! wished to act differenty? Nixon may be consciously inno-
cent of wrong-doing (that is, conscious corruption)—this
. view would go on to say—but it is the DANGERS of the
- extension of this kind of setup which make it intolerable.

‘But if it is a question of the potential dangers in-
herent in a setup, apart from the actual use made of it,

s _ Stevenson device, which the Fair Deal liberals defend so
e heatedly as fundamentally differ'ent. Here too it gan be
i granted out of hand that the conseious motivation for the
salary-stretching Christmas bonuses was unexception-
able. Men, explains Stevenson, were making a financial
: saerifice. to enter government service; he wanted good
men in his offices, and the pay wasn’t big enough for
.good men; therefore the fund.

The Fair Dealers argue that the money went to the
officials through Stevenson, and the officials did not even
Eby “know who the contributors were. This would be a point
: if what was involved was solely the. danger of special

favoers for the contributors. But, as we have séen in the
~case of Nixon, this is not properly the main point. The
". faet that the money went through Stevenson means that

the situation was the inability of the administration even’

some months ago to a financial arrangement somewhui :

But the main counterattack of the Republicans has.

. several of his key appointees in the state administration, -

. fhen. there are at least questions to be raised about the-

the question mark is not over the appointees but over
Stevenson himself,

Does the pattern of this fund setup mean the exist-
ence of an external pressure upon an elected official who
uses it? It ean hardly be doubted that the danger exists,
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if we are going to view-with-alarm. These contributors .

were willing to kick in because they wanted to help the
Stevenson administration, What if they were to with-
draw because of displeasure with the policy of that
administration? It certainly is irrelevant at this point
merely to claim that Stevenson would have enough in-
tegrity to say “Take your money and be damned.”

Anyone who wishes to do so is free to argue that
the Nixon device is “worse” or “more dangerous.” The
current issue of the New Republic takes this line in an
even more peculiar way than most. It actually cites the
example of Joe McCarthy’s acceptance of a $10,000 “fee”
for signing the Lustron’ pamphlet, and the fact that
“there are numerous instances of lawyer-congressmen
seeking government favors for clients,” and still it adds:
“But the method by which Richard Nixon has added to
his income as a senator is the worst of all.”

I¥ must take a very fine calculation, using chemical
balances to weigh the iniquity, o come to a conclusion
in such a comparison. But it is not the matter of degree
that we are interested in, with respect to the Stevenson
fund pattern.

There is another consideration which might give pause
to those who view the funds with alarm. The Stevenson
method may not tie the appointed official to the contribu-
tor, whom he does not know, but it certainly ties him to
the governor who is cashier for the money, and who de-
cides on his arbitrary say-so which official shall get a
slice of the pie and how much. To be sure, an appointed
official is supposed to be beholden to his chief executive’s
wishes in any case, but there has been many a time when
the independence of an appointed administrator and his
willingness to break with the head of the administration
over righteous issues has been a valuable element in
cleanmg out murky corners. The examples are legion. If
it is real dangers we wish to forestall, how can we avoid

. raising questions about a setup where the head of the

administration has other methods, besides the correct-
ness of his policy, to exercise pressire for the uncritical
loyalty of his department heads?

Again: this may not be “as bad as the Nixon fund,”
but we are pointing at a different question; and certainly,
in any case, it does not matter at this point whether the
existence of the setup is “secret” or “public.”

STEVENSON'S BLIND SPOT

Now it happens that there is positive proof that Ste-
venson—who is undoubtedly a personally honest man, even
if cynics would add that he can afford to be—IS NOT
SENSITIVE - TO SUCH DANGERS, the very dangers over
which his supporters make such an outcry in the case of
the Nixon fund. .

This proof lies in Stevenson’s statement, made pub-
licly in November 1948, with reference to the dollar-a-
year-man scheme whereby corporation and big-business
executives come to Washmgton to administer offices in
fields in which their own “economic interests lie—not to
speak of the economic interests of their corporations.

The dollar-a-year-man arrangement has been defended
as an emergency wartime measure, in spite of the notori-
ous practices to which it gave rise. But it was Stevenson
who proposed that it be institutionalized. He stated:

"l wish more individuals felt .the urge to make the
sacrifice to serve the public. | wish that more businesses
were disposed fo subsidize important employees to serve
in public capacities in peacetime as they did so generously
in wartime." (My emphasis.)

Note that the motivation for this proposal is exactly
the same as for his salary fund in Illinois.

We are not interested in casting reflections on Steven-
son’s desire to be “ethical,” any more than we think the
main point about the Nixon fund®vas along these lines.
What is clear is that Stevenson’s conceptions about
“ethies in government” and the actual dynamiecs of cor-
ruption have a most amazing blind spot. Here he is
proposing that government administrators be directly
subsidized by their corporations, under circumstances
where everyone and his grandmother knows that, at the
very best, the subtle influence of economic interest makes
objective “public servie” an impossibility!

Perhaps, however, the difference is that Stevenson's
subsidized men are not to be elected officials but ap-
pointees, whereas the subsidized Nixon was an elected
official? It is a difference, to be sure, but not one that
speaks altogether in favor of Stevenson. In the hearings
of the Congressional Committee on Ethical Standards,
chairmaned by Paul Douglas, Senator Humphrey vigor-
cusly emphasized:

.

"Where does the corruption come in? Does it not come
from where you have two things—a substantial economic
reward, not a two-bit one, or a favor to a very limited
group, which reward or faver is administered by a po-
litical appointee—I repeat, by a political appointee.”

In its editorial, the New Republic comes to a conclu-
sion which will Remedy Everything: “a man who serves

-the public should be paid by the public alone. That is the

only possible rule. . ..” (Emphasis in original.) If that
is the only possible rule, it was broken by Stevenson as
well as by Nixon.

What this discussion of Stevenson discloses is not per-
sonal corruption—we can leave such charges on both sides
to the campaign orators—but, at the very best, no sense
whatever of where the real source of corruption in gov-
ernment lies.

What the earlier scandals of this year revealed about
Truman was also not personal corruption but rather his

- complete inability to fight corruption. I likewise do not

believe that special personal corruption in.-this sense can

be proved: of Eisenhower or has been proved of Nixon.’

-cepting a swimming pool from a contractor who has

.gloss over the Democrats’ dependence, in the last analy-
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It can be summed up in an apparent paradox: Never
has so much cwuptio?'z been headed up by such hone
men. The paradox is resolved when we look at the cordx
ruption as a phenomenon of the society and not pri-
marily as the failing of an individual.

The corruption lies a bit deeper. But it’s not a very
deep question, at that.

The Goose and the Common

“The law locks up both man and woman

Who steals the goose from off the common,

But lets the greater felon loose

Who steals the common from the goose.” !
—0ld English jingle.

“You notice,” writes the current issue of U. S. News
and World Report, “that almost no Democrats in Con-
gress took shots at Senator Nixon for accepting financial |
help for political activities. The reason: It's common
practice in one form or another.”

There is a completely bipartisan gentleman’s agree-
ment in Congress that ethics in politics is something to
be discussed in congressional hearings but never, never
enforced. In fact, it has been pointed out that, even with
regard to the hole-ridden laws which Congress has passed
on the subject, there is no section of the government even !
theoretically charged with enforcing them. ’

In 1942 the War Investigating Committee headed by
the then Senator Truman looked into the charges agamsi,
Senator Chandler (Dem., Ky. ), as the result of the aec=-
ceptance by Chandler of a swimming pool from a war
contractor, The Truman committee cleared the sel};lator.
It did not comment on the propriety of a senator’s ae-

business with the government,

As a recent book summed it up: "No member [of |
Congrenl has been expelled or disciplined in any way
for receiving money, gifts, services, swimming pools, lakes
or anything else from contractors or other persons doing
business. with the governmenf. . . . No member has been
expelled for violation of the law even when indicted, tried,
and convicted of crime."” (Graham, Morality in American !
Polities.)

Congress has consistently voted against the proposals
by Truman, Wayne Morse and others to make mandatory
the disclosure of the financial status of government offi-
cials; and the fate of the Newbold Morris questionnaire
showed that, when it came right down to it, Truman
himself backed down.

Senator Humphrey, speaking at the hearings of the |
Committee on Ethical Standards, perhaps has his own |
Democratic reasons for poch-poohing the mink-coat scan-
dal, but what he said was justified:

“All of these exemptions in the excess-profits tax, all
the exemptions . . . in the Renegotiation Act ... lead to
the possibility of the most vile forms of corruption. ...
We have the law of depletion and allowance [devices for
cutting corporations’ taxes]. I think that is improper.
But who am I? Nobody gets as steamed up as they do
about the mink coat. I think it is improper to have some
of the exceptions in the excess-profits tax. I think it was
improper that the insurance companies did not pay any
federal income taxes for two years. That only amounted
to $147,000,000, and here is a $9,000 mink coat that gets
the headlines.”

THE SOCIAL MIASMA o

]
What cries aloud, out of the Elpﬂriisﬂn Corruption J
Mess in Washington, is the all-pervading character of the |
corruptive forces in American politics—and it cries out
thot indignant denunciations of the morals of this man or ‘
that congressman are like complaints about wet cabin |
floors in a leaking ship. To say this does not derogate
indignation about cases of open graft or bribery, and in- |
dignation about the failure of the dollar-honest statesmen !
at the head of the mation to punish it. To say this is not g
to counterpose an "abstraction” to concrete cases of
corruption, or at any rate, this is the "abstraction™ which
is behind the futile efforts of honest-government liberals
to close up the leaky seams of the ship with Scotch tape.

More than at any other time, in a presidential eleec-
tion year the intimate tie-up between politics and the
money civilization of America’s capitalism is highlighted.
What is at stake is control of a government that-spends |
$79 billion a year, stakes high enough to outweigh what
passes for ethics in the profit system and among the
politicians who serve the profit system and who assume
all its values. The political campaign itself is a big -busi-
ness. It is estimated ‘“‘conservatively” that $85 million
will be spent in this election campaign, but what is $85
million' as an investment for $79 billion?

It is a measure of the political level in the United
States that the only choice that the average voter sees «
is to decide whether the Nixon- Republicans or the Tru- |
man-Democrats are the worse crooks. It is understand-
ably a hard choice.

The labor movement and liberals, who above all oth-
ers should be carrying on a-struggle against tHis cor-
ruption which has become a major social phenomenon of
American capitalism, are instead reduced to apologizing
for and whitewashing the Democrats, with specious “dis-*
tinctions.” They are power]ess to t.ake advantage, for
progressive purposes, of an issue which arouses the voters >
with far greater justification than it ever did before. f;_."

They are in the disgraceful position, along with the -
Fair Dealers, of pointing the finger at Republicans in- ~
stead of at the real sources of corruption. Having re-
fused to declare their political independence, they must = =
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sis, on the same- sinister foreces that finance both capi-
talist parties. That is one reason why there is cmly' one 4
protest vote possible in this campaign and that is a
socialist vote: i
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