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WHY EISENHOWER WON

The Two Paradoxes of the Election Results... What the People Voted Against. ..
Who Were the Ten Million?... Labor Vote’ Didn’t S wing...A Look at Next Trends

By HAL DRAPER

" If Eisenhower’s victory was a “landsiide,” it
was the most peculiar “landslide” in American
electoral history. As a matter of fact, the.results
in general were, in several very important re-

spects among the most seeming-contradictory
" in recent times. But by this tlme, as we write
one short week after the event, it is not so very

mystenous on the main counts.
Interpretation has to revolve around the two
b:g' paradoxes of the returns. These weve:

(1) A Republican- premdent was voted in bv"

the greatest popular majorrty ever, and by the
crushing electoral-college majority which gav:
the word landslide to the headlines, BUT—there
was no corres;;ondmg spectacular gain for the
GOP as a party in local elections and an un-
, precedentedly small gain for the party in the
congressional elections.

(2) Stevenson was defeated, and defeated
badly, BUT—he not only received more votes
than did Truman when he won in 1948, he not

“Yonly got more votes than any losing candidate

’had ever garnered before; he also got more
votes than any WINNING candidate had ever
 piled up, with the exception of Roosevelt. And
“ Stevenson in defeat scored a higher vote even
than Roosevelt had done in 1944 or 1932, the
latter's first and last campaign.

By PETER WHITNEY

Talk of an Eisenhower landslide by itself is
illusory. This need not be argued with respect
to the electoral-college side of the landshde: ir
the American system, such a result mercly means
that the proportions over the country have been
more or less uniform, without great sectional
differences. The division in the popular vote was
55-45 per cent. All of the elections between 1920)
and 1940 were won by wider percentages.

Blind-Alley Yote.

But even if “!andshde” is thrown out as 2

bit of headline jargon, the fact is that Eisen-
hkower swept in by a decisive vote, that some-
thing new had happened to the voting lineup of
the American people. What, and why?

Was it because Eisenhower was a popular
war hero with a winning perscnality? Was it
simply “time for a change”? Was it a vote
against the Korean war? Was it the sinister re-
suit of the MecCarthyite “Communism” issue?
Was it disgust with the corruntion that had fes-
tered in the Demoecratic administration?

These are the explanations which are being

advocated with different degrees of emphasis by

commentators. The official Democratic Party
line, reportedly arrived at in conference, seems

‘to be that Stevenson merely lost a popularity

New York's Liberal Party Makes
Big Gains; Vote for Counts High

had an easy victory over the weak pressive

considering Lehman's

contest. If we were to plump for any of them, it .
would be to put first emphasis on the fact that -

the people registered their frustration, irritatior:

and discontent with the blind alley of the Korean

wanr.

This by itself is too simple; yet, in another |

way, the broader reason is even simpler.

. We submit that, to an overriding extent; the
swing to Eisenhower was not motivated by any -
definite political issue or issues as such, but was -
primarily a vote of blind frustration, of discon- -

ten? against WHAT IS, without even-a clear nleu
of what this vofe was agains¥, let alone for.

This is not to claim that in previous elections

the people always knew consciously and deliber-
ately what they wanted and what they expected
to get; there is no need to paint such a false pic-
ture of the political awareness and understand-
ing of the U. S. electorate as s whole at anyv
previous time. But what specially distinguishes
the wellsprings of this vote in 1952 is its amor-
phousness. It was not so much against “the mess
in Washington”; it was against The Mess,
period.

From all sides it is pretty widely agreed that =
the main focal point of this mood was the

Korean war. We should like to be able to report =

that the American people voted against this war
But that would not be the truth, by and larg».

ment was involved. For the
Korean war mess is merely

tant component of the
shapeless fears and unde-
fined discontents that besat
American society -

crats could campaign on the
slogan “You never had it so

though no doubt a good deal
of inchoate anti-war senti- -

the biggest and most impor- -

at the
same time that the Demo- -

NEW YORK, Nov. 9—The elef.tlons in New York State
resulted in a big Repubhean victory, a big defeat for the

tion of the Liberal Party.

" Democrats, and an impressive strengthening of the posi-

The Liberals, offering the voters an independen? alter-
native in their candidate for U. S. Senate, Dr. George S.
Counts, emerged in a substantially stronger and more pow-
erful position, despite the Eisenhower landslide in the state

as in the nation.

Eisenhower carried the state, outside the traditional
Democratic stronghold of New York City, by the cveatest

Stevenson . waa
851,032. Stevenson carried
only three counties — New
York, Brooklyn,

Bronx — winning the over-
whelming support of the
Negrc and other minority
distriets, -buf the upstate vote can-
celed out his New York City vie-
tory.

and the

__ plurality of any presidential candidate, whiie his total plur--
* 7 ality over

The Republican candidate for
re-election, Senator, Irving Ives,
did even better than Eisenhower,
rolling up the largest plurality
ever obtained by any candidate in
New York State—1,287,102. Ives,

a “liberal” Republican well-known
and popalar for his sponsorship
of a New York State law against

discrimination in - employment,

machine hack, Brooklyn Borough
President John Cashmore. Cash-
more squeezed out a bare T18-vote
lead over Ives even in New York
City and was completely swamped
by the upstate vote.

The Liberals gained substantially
in this election and demonstrated
their political power. The Steven-
son vote on the Liberol Party line
was about 410,000, with the par-
ty's independent candidate, Dr.-
Counts, running ahead of Steven-
son with some 485,000 votes. The
Liberal Party leadership correctly
interpreted this fact os a jestifi-
cation for their running a Liberal
Party leader against the two oid
party candidates.

IMPRESSIVE GAIN

Dr. Counts’ vote of 485,000
compares with the Liberal vote of
312,000 for Senator Herbert H.
Lehman in 1950, a gain of 55 per
cent, This gain is particularly im-

prominence and the hard cam-
paign waged. Dr. Counts, on the
other hand, is a relatively un-

‘known figure and was waging his

first big battle in the political
field.

The Liberals devoted the ma-
jor part of their campaign to the
national candidates and failed to
support Counts with "an all-out
and vigorous campaign. Had they
done so, it is possible that Counts
would have emerged with an all-
time high vote -on-'the Liberal
Party line, beating the vote for
Rudolph Halley of 660,000 in last
vear'’s Clty Councﬂ premdency
election.

Another important; comparison
is the Liberal vote of 410,000 for
Stevenson with the vote for Presi-
dent Truman of 220,000 in 1948—
a gain of 85 per cent. The attrac-
tive powers of the Liberal Party
are confirmed by these votes. The
candidacy of Dr. Counts, a vice-

‘{Continued on page 5) -

cood.”

Eisenhower's  popularity
and status as a war hero
may have played a bigger
part than we think at the
moment. But there had been
another war hero, who came
home to find that he could

get nowhere in politics af -

this time, not even in the
ranks of the Republican Par-
ty, and who therefore had

to retire on a salary paid by

Remingion Rand instead of
by a gratzf:! people.

Was it time for a change? -

Obviouslv, it is unnecssary
to ask now

explanation  explains
- (Confinved on page. §)

bo whether a ma-
jority. thought so,- but the-
re- .
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‘LABOR ACTiON

By WALTER JASON

DETROIT, Nov. 9—The reaction to the results of the na-
tional elections may be described in three distinet phases
here. At first there was sheer disbeliéf at union and Deme-
cratic Party headquarters as the returns kept pouring i
Then there was a gradual shock effect—the kind that doesn’t
wear off evernight. And finally a ‘deep gloom has perme-

ated the: labor movement.

Most labor leaders view it as a debacle almost too pain-
ful to discuss. For two days many secondary leaders walked
-around as if they were punch-drunk. "What hit us? Wha?

_ happened?” asked incredulous CIO activists who hal
worked long and hard in the election campaign.

On Wednesday it was very
quiet in the auto shops, es-
pecially among the Negro
workers who seemed to fezl
the defeat of Stevenson most
keenly. There were many
comments like, “I wish 1
hadn't bought a home. The de-
pression will be here soon now.”

A very popular suggestion was,
“The CIO.is a kiss of death. We
shouldn'’t be in polities.” This kind
of idea, coming more than once in
informal séssions of shop leaders
gives one indication of the imme-
diate mood in the United Auto
Workers (CIO).

PRE-ELECTION SCARE

Like a sailor clinging to any
piece of driftwood after a tidal
wave sunk'his ship, the CIO lead-
ers sought consolation at first in
the hope that at least Governor
Williams and Senator Blair
Moody would be re-elected. As
Madody was counted out, it became
harder to find anything encourag-
ing, for the prospect of Williams
as’a lone-wolf official was hardly
thé -answer to political problems.

For two days after the election
Solidarity House, the UAW head-
quarters, seemed as empty and
gloomy as a funeral parlor. The

top leadership of the UAW took
the defeat very hard.

The basic reasons for this vie-
lent reaction here are two-fold.

‘The campaign of the UAW was
based on a fear psychology. as we
pointed out two months ago. A
typical example was the special
edition of the United Auto Worker
with'a clever display of depreéssion
-pictures confrasted with "Demeo-
cratic Party' prosperity. It was an
intense, personal campaign against
Herbert Hoover and Senator Taft
=—but the main opponent happened
{o be General Eisenhower. Unques-
tionably, the UAW leaders be-
lieved, or fell victim to, their own
campaign exaggerations and prop-
aganda. Their dire predictions had
permeated the active strata of the
union, ‘and hence the current state
of shock.

Any sugg‘estmn:. that maybe
Eisenhower would win and it
wouldn’t be the end of the world
was met with impatient brush-
ofls. The faith of the leaders and
the secondary ranks in victory
was blinding. Anyvone who ven-
tured the prediction that Eisen-
Hower would win was considered
a defeatist ‘and an agent of the
Repuyblican Party.

Probably not sinece Black Fri-

' Union’s Scare Campaign Intensifies Shock Effect

Vote Shows UAW

day in October 1929 was there
such a shock éffect on a section
of American society as the official
labor movement got last Tuesday
night. That’s the way it locks
here.

The second major reason for this
dazed reaction ‘is that 'life finally
taught the union leaders something
that no argument in the world
seemed able to ‘do. They thad a
theory about the keystone %o all
sound, practical, effective, victori-
cus political action: it was that all
you had to do was-get the people
to register and vote, ‘and that the
bigger the vote the bigger the
Democratic Party victory. They re-
duced all political science to o
mechanical schema, ddopting the
very oversimplified outlook which
they falsely accuse their socialist
critics of entertaining.

Their “key” to victory is pre-
cisely what hit them on the headl
in this election.

CATHOLIC ANGLE

A well-known New York phil-
csopher of sorts once pointed out
that “the power of the human
mind to rationalize is infinite.”
The more politically conscious
leaders in the UAW are already
working on a fresh analysis
which, if it doesn't save the face
of the union movement nationally.
certainly would put Walter P.
Renther in a better light.

It consists of pointing out that
Wayne County didn't have the
defections that marked the big-
city vote elsewhere: if only the
rest of the country had done as
well as the UAW-CIO in Wayne
County, the election might be dif-
ferent. Sounds plausible, doesn’t
it? And although there ean be
little doubt that the vigorous par-
ticipation in the campaign by the
!abor movement had its effect,
there are other factors which con-
tributed strongly to the strength

Reactionary Propositions Carried Along

By 8. ARNOLD and S. BEILAS

BERKELEY, Calif., Nov. 10—The travail of the labor-
liberal coalition within the Democratic Party failed to stem
the Republican-Eisenhower tide which in California mount-
ed to higher dimensions than the national sweep. The lib-
erals have come away from the election returns as though
kicked in the stomach, while the labor leaders have been

stunned. into silence.

Not only did the GOP candidate pile up the greatest
margin in the state’s history, 115,000 votes, but major met-
ropolitan centers like San Francisco, Los Angeles, San
Diego and Oakland, as_well as all Southern California coun-
ties—without exceptlon——repudlated the Democrats and the

administration.

Not since the days of Up-
ton Sinclair’s EPIC did the
state’s labor leaders toil so
for a political party. The
California Federation of La-
bor, LLPE, the CIO-PAC
and the railroad brotherhoods all
endorsed and campaigned for the
Stevenson-Sparkman ticket. The
loeal memberships were mobilized,
and electioneering down to the
précinet level was conducted.

;. Nevertheless,
whole state ballot—top ecandi-
dates, congressional and state
: _leglslators, and state constitution-
al amendments—labor suffered an
eléeforal rout through the means
of 'the Democratic Party. Only
nine of the state’s 58 counties es-
caped the GOP sweep, and of
these two—Contra Costa and So-

_ lano—were considered part of the

semi-industrial stronghold of the
Democrats.
~'Thie shock and the bitterness of
ike election outcome was enhanced
by the fact that none of the poll-
sfers, politicians and labor leaders

: . Foresaw the sweep. All forecasts

throughout the -

ik e R

with 900,000 more

spoke of a continual whitHing
down of Eisenhower's original lead.
By election day the Stevenson sup-
porters were in high spirits, Yet
California, "the doubiful state™
returned a more decisive GOP vic-
tory than did the nation as a
whole.

L. A's ROLE

Out of almost five million votes
cast by over four-fifths of the reg-
istered voters, 56 per cent went
for Eisenhower. Thiz in a state
registered
Demoerats than Republicans!

As in the previous two presi-
dential elections, Tos Angeles
County became the lead bell-
wether county. Its 42 per cent of
the state’s registered voters give
il an electoral specific weight al-
most equal to the rest of the state.
its massed 250,000 majority for
Eisenhower reflects in exaet per-
centage terms the trend of the
entire state.

It. has thus taken on the elee-
toral role in California that Cook
and Wayne Counties have in Tlli-
nois and Michigan—except that

Los Angeles, with its wide diver-
sity of social and class makeup,
ntirrors more accurately the heéte-
1ogeneous composition of its state.

Comparative data with previ-
ous returns reveal the extent of
the Democratic defeat. Unionized
counties like’ San Francisco and
Alameda (Oakland and Berkeley)
swung to the GOP for the first
time in decades.

FARM VOTE ’

In 1948 Truman took the Central
Yalley agricultural counties over-
whelmingly. This fiie ‘the farm
pepulation generally rejected 'fhe
Democrats. Only three important
cgriculfural counties—Sacramento,
Fresno and Madera — supporied
Stevenson and then by small ma-
jorities. All suburban areas upheid
the GOP.

The only group in the popula-
tion standing firm behind the
Democratic ticket was the urban
Negroes in the North. Some Ne-
gro precinets showed over a 95
per cent support for Stevenson-
Sparkman, the latter propped up
with the flimsiest apologies. But
without this pro-FEPC vote the
landslide would have turned into
an avalanche,

That Knowland would retain
his senatorial toga was a foregone
conelusion. He had successfully
employed cross-filing in the pri-
maries to eliminate Democratic
opposition. But his total of over
3,100,000 votes, the largest sena-
torial sum in state history, was
less of a tribute to the China
lobby than a criticism of labor's
failure to resort to petition rights
in presenting an independent can-
didate.

Of the 30 seats in the U. 8.
House of Representatives. (seven

leeds New Political

shown by Democratic candidates
in the county.

City, county and state officidls,
both legislators and senators, were
te-elected handily from here. But

“%he Republican Party didn't expect
fo crack this-urea, and one of the
reasons ‘was’ given -us- quite can-

“didly by d praminent Catholic poli-
tician.

This politician, ‘who said that
in othér 'big cities the Catholic
vote ‘would ‘swing to Eiserthower
in large numbeérs and help elect
him, pointed out that the over-
whelming bulk of the Demoecratic
candidates in Wayne County were
Catholic. Although many of them

had been opposed in the past by"

the CIO, théy were in a position to
win the large and active Gathalic
bloc of voters. A check on-state
legislator candidates verified this;
16 out of 21 had Irish or Polish
names.

Both Moody and Williams also
maintained excellent contact with

the powerful Catholic bloe here.

They took a donservative tack in
the election. Williams, of course,
had the further-advantage of-be-
ing popular béeause his brain-
truster, Paul Weber, is former
editor of the Wage Earner, official
paper of the Association of Cath-
olic Trade-Unionists.

Already some of the state legis-
luators, and Williams himseif, have
shown they are going to be more -
independent of labor than ever be-
fere. If this situation gives con-
solation to the CIO leaders, then
zmall gifts indeed are big favors,

Outside of the comment, made
Wednesday night on Guy Nunn’s™
radio program, that “This signi-
fies. a basic swing to the right,”
there has been no attémpt at a
rounded-out analysis in the labor-
movement.

Until labor endorsed a proposal
to reapportion the state legisla-

with lke Sweep

mocrats Lost All Down the Line

of which were added through re-
apportionment) 18 weére claimed
by the Republicans, 11 by "the
Democrats, and one is still in
doubt. It was over these seats that
both LLPE and the PAC efforts
were most vain. Sixteen Demo-
crats were endorsed and cam-
paigned for, but only four were
victorious and there is an addi-
tional ene in doubt. .

LOCAL CONTESTS

The defeat of incumbent Frank
Havenner, whose pro-labor record
incited the reactionaries ‘and con-
servatives i’hroug‘hout the state,
was most serious. He received
only ‘45, pér cent of ‘his distriet’s
support, but he had been actually
gerrymdhdered out of office when
the Republican state house redis-
tricted the state. Dean McHenry,
ADA professor at UCLA, had
been given only a slight chance
for vietory, so his defeat evoked
less disappointment.

Moss of Sacrameénte, King of
ios Angeles, Condon of Richmond
and Hagen of Buakersfield—all la-
bor-supported—won out. Condon's
victory served as ‘a special con-
sclation for liberals. As assembly-
man ke had been unmercifully
smeared for casting one of the two
lane votes against a state loyalty
oath. Hagen beat out Werdell, Re-
publican, who campaigned in the
primaries against Governor War-
ren's “Republican Socialism."

Three additional labor-backed
candidates were sent to Congress
because they had cross-filed in
spring and received both nomina-
tions. These include: Shelley, for-
mer president of the California
Féderation of Labor; George
Millér; pro-labor liberal from the

(Continued on page 5)
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ture, the 1dea was" Very popular .

and supported by most ‘Micligan
newspapers. After “Proposal 2,7
~a very sound and democl‘atm pro-
~posal, became a campaign-issiie
for the CIO, the!'papers tuined
‘against it and top Demecrats liké
Williams skirted: the issue. “whén-
évér appearing hps‘tefbe Yes, in
Michigan 4here ‘is"a’ Swing to the
right. Incidentally, “Woody = did
somewhat better ‘dgainst Con-
gressman Potter than generally
expected.

LOOKING AHEAD

There is one other very distuih-
ing factor in this situation to the
UAW leadership. Their prestige has
faken a sharp blow. Will the rank
and file take out their dissatisfac-
fion on the secondary leaders in
the next local union elections?
What happens to the demands
made recently on Ford, General

Motors and Chrysler? Will a new,

conservative opposition arise to
the Reuther leadership?

‘Above all, what happens to the
influence of the leadership on the
ranks if the dire predictions of
the election campalgn don’t turn
out to be true in the neéxt period
ahead? Will Walter Reuther be
looked on as the boy who ecricd
wolf too often? .
~ Operating under the curse of
the théory of the lesser evil, the
CIO leaders, including the UAW,
will furnish new kind of ‘viz-
tories” in the next period. They'll
“save” the Taft Hartley Luw
from worse amendments; they'll
“defeat” proposals to take away
nation-wide bargaining rights.
How long will that kind of alibi
work? What happens to their in-
fluence if President Eisenhower
appears in the role of curbing the
Republican extremists?

One observer in the UAW made
the well-received point at a union
meeting this week that “The prob-
lem is not one of rape in the next
period, as CIO leaders have becn
yvelling about a Republican vic-
tory, but rather of meeting sedue-
tion in the name of national
unity!”

Walter Reuther's post-election
statement about uniting as Amecr-
icans and viewing Eisenhower's
vietory as a personal one, hardly
prepares the ranks for the uneusy
days ahead.

WILL THEY CATCH uP?

At the moment, the labor move-
ment is bogged down by the feel-
ing of defeat and stuck with the
oversimplification that Eisenhow-
er’s vietory is to be seen only as
a “swing to the right” By its
thought processes, 33 million
Americans voted for depressmn
war, destruction of -unions, Me-
Carthyism, ete. Such is the power
of self-hypnosis in political cam-
paigns. _

The shrewder capitalist ‘observ-
érs know better. Newsweek, in its

- special election edition, pomt‘- out

that the Eisenhower victory came
because the wvast bulk of the
American people thought they
could make more progress and
have peace and prosperity under
his leadership than under the
coalition known as the Demociatic
Party. This magazine is quite con-
cerned about Eisenhower dehvu-
ing the goods.

Perhaps the ivory tower in which
the union bureaucracy lives has
been sufficiently shaken to force a
reappraisal of its prograim and
policies. A new epoch opens in
American politics. Will the labor
bureaucracy, which sought desper-
ately to preserve the status quo
in a restless and changing world,
finally begin to catch up with
events? A partial answer mdy ap-
pear from the forthcoming national
Cl10 convention.

In the UAW-CIO, more sensi-
tive to political changes, some re-
adjustment in thinking has be-
gun. The descent from the arro-
gance of false conviction .and
power to the confusion of uncer-
tainty. can be a step forward on
the road to clarification.

o
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Labor Carried the Ball but It Wasn't Their Party
Unionists Blame Democrat Machine

By PETE_JARMS

CHICAGO, Nov. 9—Illinois went the way of the nz'ti:0n in
the November 4 elections. This was the greatest ‘nctm"}'
for the Republican Party in Illinois and Cook County in

. recent history. The Democrats won only two of thz elective

posts in the county and lost all of the state posts. .
The initial reaction in the shops in Chicago was one of
great shock. The active union members were the most dis-

turbed.

~ The fear of a coming depression was everywhere. Work-
ers ‘wondered about their unpaid homes, their inst2llment

debts, their jobs, their un-
ions. The standard crack in
the shops today is: “It’s all
over except the depression.”

Some workers wondersd
to what extent anti-labor
legislation would come with
a complete Republican majority.
The notorious Robert Denham
gave color to this thought when
he was quoted in a newspapeyr as

saying that now “something can
be done”—the NLRB must he

“yabolished and the Taft-Hartley

Act amended because it is too pro-
labor, This comes from the first
head of the Labor Board when the
Taft-Hartley Act became law, ap-
‘pointed to that post by Truman.
Other workers worried about
what would happen in the event
the companies took this period as
a rignal to attack the trade un-
ionz. They wondered whether
strikes could be successful, ete.

SEEK EXPLANATION

The active unionists could not

figure out what hit them. They
knew that the unions worked
harder in this campaign than
ever before. More people were in-
volved in the work. The United
Automobile Workers (CIO) Citi-
zenship Council with its huge
funds had hundreds of shop work-
ers on full time Political Action
Committee work,
" Everyone criticized the activify
of the Democratic Party. In Cock
County it was universally reported
that precinct captains. did not visif
eny homes. A number of reporis
have circulated that these party
workers were bought off. Another
explanation was that the precinct
captains could only beg for a vete
on the basis of saving their own
political jobs, and were afraid te
visit homes because of the possi-
bility of being involved in a po-
ion. The ists all
agree fhat the Democratic Parfy
as such did nothing.

In one congressional district,
ihe CIO did all the work. It was
considered a lost cause in ad-
vance by the Democratic Party.
They nominated an unknown for
the job. The CIO (UAW in the
main) ran his whole campaign,
furnished all the funds, did all
the leg-work and carried every
working-class district for him in
spite of the Eisenhower landslide.

DEMS FELL DOWN

The Democratiec Party as such
was not responsible for the two
congressional victories that they
are bhragging about today. Con-
gressmen Yates and O'Hara were
elected over vicious reactionary
opponents by the liberal organiza-
tions and the CIO. The Indepen-
dent Voters of Illinois (Ameri-
cans for Democratic Action
branch in Chicago) provided the
-election workers, assisted by the
CIO in these contests.

The Democratic Party flouted the
trade unions when they ran a can-
didate for Sanitary Trustee of
Cook County who had disgraced
the labor movement as Governor
Stevenson's secretary of labor. He
had been forced to resign his state
job because of connections with
the crime syndicate. Yet the Demo-
crats went ahead and placed him
en the ballot in spite of loud pre-
tests by the unions. He was
trounced. Hundreds of CIO work-
ers crossed party lines and voted
for his Republican opponent.

One of the obvious results was
that the South Chicago Republic

Steel and U. 8. Steel workers did
not follow PAC. This was not the
case in the auto shops where the
union does a much better job in
the economic struggle with the
employers.

The explanations given are nu-
merous, [Illinois Labor (publica-
tion of the state CIO) features a
full-page cartoon. It pictures a
large fish with a hook in its
mouth, labeled “Continued Pros-
verity, Price Reductions . . . Home
from Korea . . . 15% tax cuts”
At the bottom is the legend,
“We're hooked , . . but they’ll have
to prove these fish stories.”

In the case of the men in the
shops, some say the big issue was
Korea, some say it was corrup-
tion, or Communism, or high
vrices, or that it was all these
things rolled into a huge protest,
a vote against the Ins rather than
for the Repubilean Party. All
agree that the Korean war is the
most detested in U. 8. history,
and that the Democrats who de-
fended the war did not have the
answers., :

The lesson is that the Democrats
had no answer to the phony anti-

- war line of the Republicans, to

prosperity based on war produc-
tion, €tc. Knowing how internal
union politics works, men summed
it up by saying that the Demo-
cratic Party was on the defensive
afl the time.

The victory of the Republican
iratton for governor was an-
other blow to the unions. This
vro-Fascist-Bund man, mouth-
piece of the Chicago Tribune, was
believed to have been surely heat
—but he ended up a 200,000-vote
winner.

Everyone asks,
go?"

“Where do we

‘pressed by the line:

The real danger today is from
two sides. The first is that the
American Federation of Labor
may return to its old Gompers
theory of “reward your friends
and punish your enemies.” An-
other is the danger represented
by the type of thinking of one
CIOQ rank-and-file activist who
zaid: “let’s get out, we only give
the kiss of death to any candidate
we work for.”

Equally dangerous is the idea

that we’'ve got to stick with Ste- -

venson and rebuild the Demo-
cratic Party. TRis thought is ex-
“Now is. our
chance to capture the Democratic
Party, because everyone is desert-
ing the ship.”

THE REAL LESSON

People who think that way have
iearned nothing from this cam-
paign. First they couldn't eapture
the Democratic Party as a whole
in a million years, and second,
they would then have the problem
of continually apologizing for
mink coats, war, aid to' Franco,
MecCarran, loss of civil liberties,
ete. Sure, they could become the
whole Democratic Party in Po-
dunk. but what then?

The course for labor today is to
strike out for the establishment
of a new political force, a new
party. One AFL business agent,
who of course is not representa-
tive of the AFL (or the CIO),
had this to say:

"The lessons of the 1948 election
were lost on the non-Communist
left in '52. The lesson of '52 may
very well be lost on us again if we
re-form our ranks merely fo push
the Democratic Party into the fold
cnce again. New blood, new pres-
sures are needed to turn the tide
that is lowing foward -extreme re-
action. Only a third party cleansed
of reaction and compromise can
afford such pressure.

“The objections to a third party
are, of course, that ‘it cannot
win,” But that is the whole trou-
ble with our concept of polities.
We feel that winning an election
ig really decisive, whereas in real-
ity it iz the ability to turn on the
pressure that actually carries the
day. The Taft-Hartley Law mo-
mentarily is relatively ineffeetive

against labor only because labor
has mobilized the pressure against
it, When, as, and if that pressure
relaxes, then the law will be dev-
astating. Every unionist under-
stands the significance of pres-
gure; in fact every honest and
iGealistic union leader ceaselessly
points out to his membership that
‘the only guarantee of democracy
and progress in our union is your
interest and participation. If you
stop being interested and stop
participating, then no matter how
good the leadership is in jtself, it
is bound to deteriorate.’

“Viewed in such terms ‘win-
ning’ is something more concrete;
it means forcing the powers-that-
be to concede. Voting and elec-
toral victories ave a small per-
cent of political action; what is
decisive is the vigilance and pres-
sures of an aroused electorate.

“We of the non-Communist left
can forge a new political force if
we adhere to two fundamental
prineiples, ‘one political and one
organizational. First, we must
dissociate ourselves from a for-

~tign policy based on military con-

tainment and struggle for one
which makes political contain-
ment primary. Secondly, we must
ceaselessly educate American
workers, farmers, and intellectu-
als to the thesis that a vote for
a ‘winner’ among either the Dem-
cerats  or Republicans is a
WASTED VOTE because it is a
vote for a ‘man’ rather than a

program, because it is_a vote that _

permits illusions to be sowed and
de-emphasizes the importance of
pressure groups.

“The only vote that counts is a
vote that is coupled with day-to-
day political struggles for a party
capable of making such struggles.
The old parties are too closely
linked with status-quo pressures
to permit any such thing; we can
have no decisive place in their
apparatus. Only a Third Party
can offer us—and America—such
an opportunity.”

One UAW-CIO local has issued
a statement re-raising the labor
party question and calling upen
the national CIO Convention to
move toward the establishment of
a new party.

Now is the time. There could
never be a“more appropriate mo-
ment.

No Sweep for
Jumpin’ Joe

In Wisconsin.

MILWAUKEE, Nov. 9—Joe
MeCarthy’s victory in Wis-

consin was shallower thau

most people will. gather

from their newspapers. Al-

though he was faced with a

colorless opponent who could'
not even make a decent political

speech, the labor movement—
whether it realizes it or not—was

able to narrow the gap to the
point where McCarthy might well

have lost if it had not been for
Bisenhower’s sweep.

I+ was the trade-union movement
that provided the 90.000-majority;
for Fairchild, the Democratic Par-
ty nominee, in Milwaukee—where
it was not expected that he would
be able to get more than a 50, 000
plurality., On the other hand, in
Dane County, where Fairchild llulls
from, he did not eveh carry.

Another example is what hap-
pened in, the distriet where the
ex-socialist Andrew Biemiller ran
against Charles Kersten. The
trade-union movement did all the
work, the Democratic Party noth-
ing. In (ﬁk: Negro precinet, the
vote was'490 to 18 for the Demo-
crat.

The CIO worked hard, but the
national trend was too great. In
Wisconsin the Democratic Party*
looks like a corpse, and the auxili-
ary corps is the only vital organi-
zation. The Democratic Organiz-|
ing Committee is the only live or-
canization, and it is composed ex-
ciusively of the trade-unionists.
Without the unions in Wisconsin’
there would likely be no Demo-
cratic Party at all.

In a working-class district of”
Milwaukee, Clem Zablocki won
handily, while Howard Pellant, a
UAW international representa-
tive won a post as state senator.

Most of the trade-unionists be-
lieve it was no defeat for them.
They got out the vote. But it was
« defeat for the Democratic Party.

Whether out of this situation a
grass-roots movement will arise
Jfor the deyelopment of a lahor
“party remains to be seen. A labor .
party here, we have a right to .
think, could do no worse and prob- .
ably much better, considering the
anti-war feelings of the people of
this state.

Alliance with Fair Deal No Boon for Labor

Labor He

By GERRY McDERMOTT

PITTSBURGH, Nov. 10—After the initial shock of the
Eisenhower victory, the labor movement in Pittsburgh ap-
pears ta be recovering its self-confidence. Although sobereil
by the prospects of an even less friendly Congress and 2
less friendly administration, labor spokesmen here feel that
they were able to get out the vote, even if the regular Demo-
cratic machine couldn’t. Furthermore, local spokesmen for
labor, at least for the present, are advocating an intensi-
fied, not a decreased, political-action program.

They found the ﬁl‘bt returns numbing, howeves

. Alle-

gheny County, which includes Pittsburgh, its suburbs and
many mill towns, gave the Democrats only a puny 14,000-

vote majority. This despite
the fact that the Demoerats
hold a lead in regisiration
of 123,000. In 1948 Truman
carried the county by 84,000
and Roosevelt by as high as
190,000.

As election-night commentators”

gleefully announced that Eisen-
hower had run strongly .in one
industrial area after another

throughout the nation, labor peo-

ple and politicians alike coneclud-
ed that Eisenhower had pulled
many labor votes. Various labor
spokesmen complained that they
couldn’t deliver any vote but their

own, and, that the workers only

vated “correctly” when their bel-
lies were empty.

e RN S SRR T

A top Democratic spokesman in
town stated in public that “labor
failed us.” Demoralization and a
retreat from polities altogether
by labor zeemed quite possible.

A closer look at fotals, ward by
ward, however, shattered the no-
tion that many workers, af least
in this area, switched to Eisen-
hower. A local political writer fo-
taled up the vote in the labor
wards and discovered that these
areas gave Stevenson a bigger ma-
jerity than Truman had received in
1948! On the other hand, the Dem-
ocratic ticket had fallen off 'pre-
cipitously in the middle-class and
rich suburban areas.

With these fizures in mind, la-

bor began to boast and to.accuse

the 1ewulﬁ Democratic Party ma-
chine of having fallen down. From
all appearances, it did.

PLAN MORE WORK

The Lawrence-Kane machine
here has long been one of the few
old-line, patronage-built city ma-
chines still intact. This time, it
won little more than the labor
and Negro vote.

T

To all appearances, the machine
did not work very hard this year.
Opinion is divided as to whether
this should be attributed to com-
placency or to a feeling on the
part of the machine that the elee-
tion was lost anyway

At any rate, labor people here
atfribute the defeat to the inef-
fectiveness of the machine. Labor
is convinced that they were more
effective, and are bound to regard
the regular Democratic Party with
considerably less respect in the
future.

The AFL Pittsburgh Central
Labor Union has declared that
they did better than the regulars.
However, they feel that they must
o even better in the future. One
spokesman declared that “We
must do a real job of educating
our members on how politics and
economics arve intertwined.” The
chairman of the body boasted that
the -united labor effort prevented

Its Lines, Dems Folded

an even greater Ike sweep.
The body decided to put its po-

litical-action work on a year-round .

basis and to give it increased
financial support. If the AFL na-
tionally regrets having plunged
deeper into politics this year—and
this has been reported—the feel- '
ing is not shared by local AFL:
ieaders

The same sentiments
echoed by David McDonald, see-

retary-treasurer of both th_e CIO -

Steelworkers and the national

PAC. He declared to a conference -

of District 16 of the Steelworkers
that labor did deliver the vote. He
attributed the loss to women and
new voters. What is more impor-
tant, he advocated more intensive
political action in the future as
well as an aggressive mgam?mg
and union-building campaign.

The conclusion is hardly war-
ranted, however, that the election
E‘-u'!tf-: in mdustl ial districts here
show that labor’s alliance with the

Y

Democrats has been fruitful, This

i even aside from the question of
the failure of the Fair Deal to
deliver any of its promises in the
past four years, and the proba-
bility that a Stevenson adminis-
tration would have done even less.

First of all, the labor vote, where
if was successful, elected machine

(Turn ;fo- last pagel..

were
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The ISL Program
in Brief

The Indepéndent Socialist League stands for
sociolist democrocy and against the two sys-
fems of exploitation which now divide the
- worid: capitatism ond Stalinism.

Capltalism cannot be reformed or liberallzed,

" by any Fair Deal or other deal, so as to give
- the ‘people freedom, abundance, security or

@ peace. I# must be abolished and replaced by o

mew social system, in which the people own
and control the basic sectors of the economy.
democratically conirolling their own ecenomic
' and political destinies.

. Stalinism, in Russia and wherever it lels
. power, is a brutal totalitarianism—a new form
of exploitation. Its agents in every country,
" the Communist Parties, are unrelenting ene-
" miles of socialism and have nothing in commen
* with socialism—which cannot exist without of-
" fective democratic control by the people.’
.. These two camps of capitalism and Stalinlem
= are hllcf at each other's throots in a werld-
© wide lmperrekst rivalry for domination. This

struggle can ‘only lead to the most frightful
“ war in history so fong as the people leave the

capitalist and Stalinist rulers in power. Inde-

“wandent Sociolism stands for building 'end

) nrengl-henmq the Third Camp of the pooplo

. . against both war bloes.

The ISL, as a Marxist mevemenh looks fo the
- working class end its ever-present struggle as
Hhie basic progressive force in society. The ISL
. Is orgunized to spread the ‘ideas of socialism
. in the lcbor movement and among all other
. .sections of the people.

At the some time, Independent Socialists
“participate actively in every struggle to bet-
" per the people's {ot now—such as the fight for

“higher living standords, against Jim Crow and
"anti-Semitism, in defense of civil liberties and
. the trade-union movement, We seek to join te-
" gether with all other militants in the labor
. movement as a left force working for the for-
. mation of an independent labor party and
-other progressive policies.

The fight for democracy and the fight fer

‘ socialism dre inseparable. There can be ne
lasting and genuine democracy without seclal-
ism, and there ¢on be no socialism without de-
mocracy. To enroli under this banner, join' the
independent Socialist League!

INTERESTED?
Get Aequainted

Independent Sacielist: League
114 West 14 Street
New York 11, New York

O I -want mare information about the
.fdem} of Independent Socialism and
the ISL. .

::] I want to join the ISL.

“ADDRESS ...oovvvereennens vl A s
CIRY: ivisiiviiassinssiisdanssisviasvsais. BONBeiiorsinissi
o OSTATE e sernnins TEL....comeresremorrisroni

_abroad. Indeed,

" lectual terror”
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Exhibit B in Freeman's Upside-Down Campaign on Academic Fr'@ed

By DON HARRIS

Last week in this column we sought to describe the
Through the Looking-Glass picture of the American campus
which is professedly entertained by the editor of the Free-

aan magazine, It is a weird picture of rampant radicalism

domir{'ating the intellectual life of our colleges and cultural
life in general, and conducting a reign of terror against
the holders of conservative views.

Now this intriguing viewpoint is startlingly d:fferent
from that held by most informed people, both here and
so different that it is in conflict with ex-
pressed opinions of a number of well-known figures. Bert-
rand Russell, Justice William Douglas and James Thurber
have recently deplored one or another aspect of the feeling of “intel-
which is currently abroad in the land.

The most recent addition to the critics is Fredrick Lewis Allen in his
book The Big Change, where he writes of recent times: . , . a great
many useful and productive people have been frightened into a nervous
conformity. . . . At many a point in American life, adventurous and
constructive thought is stifled by apprehension.”

The editors of the Freeman take note of this (to them) absurd
opinion in their own characteristic fashion. By definition, they de-
clare, “adventurous thought can hardly be stified by anything but
death,” so that if anyone is being stifled, it can obviously not be the
exemplars of adventurous and constructive thought. Thus, the con-

.clusion is. that liberals today are not being scared into nervous con-

formity.

Rather, they affect to claim, the case is the other way around. It
is the conservatives who are afraid to open their mouths and who are
denied access to the mass media of communication. Don’t the liberals

. have exclusive access to the columns of the New York Times Magazine

Section, the editorial page of the New York Post and the professor-
ships in the -Department of Economics at Harvard University? Look
at those eminent conservatives like Burton Roscoe, Ludwig von Mises
and Ralph de Toledano who, if it were not for the Freeman, would
have no possibility of having their views appear in print. . .

If the reader thinks that we are not really stating the views of the
Freeman accurately, the following quotation will show what this maga-
zine pretends to believe: "What bothers the people who go around
pruhng of the ‘inteliectual terror' is a simple thing: their monopoly of
white space, their power to dominu!e forums, college faculties, radio
programs, review media and magazines, has been challenged for the
first time in a .generation." They are really frightened of the non-
Keynesian economists, the William Buckleys and intrepid editors of the
Freeman.

Of course, the liberals are only playing the part of dupes of the
Communists, The line appears in the Daliy Worker, whence it is car-
ried by the liberal gulls and innocents. Thus the Freeman in its own
fashion carries on the tradition of guilt-by-amalgam which some of
its leading figures probably learned while serving apprenticeships on
the staff of the New Masses.

‘Nancy Jane at Vassar

What makes these opinions of interest to us, however, is that they
pertain in large measure to the campus, in which the Freeman takes
a special interest, It is there, we are told, that the liberals really ride
high. d

In substantiation of this, they quote the postseript to a letter they
received from some college freshman, asking that his name not be
published: “I am at the beginning of my four years at this academi-
cally magnificent but politically naive college and I prefer to conclude
them in comparative anonymity. In case you doubt the need for such
precautions may I suggest that you consult Mr. William F. Buckley,
Jr. He had the intelligence and ability which warrant opposition to
the Nation-New Republic-Repoiter fans, I do not. . . .” From this, the
Freciman concludes that “a conservative frebhman in a large college
doesn't dare speak out by name,” leaving the impression that if he
did so; some form of persccution would be visited upon him.

In this case, of course, the Freeman is deliberately confusing matters
by talking about "ferrorization.” We suspect that the worst that might
ever huppen to the anonymous freshman, who admittedly doubts - his
brightness, is that, if his opinions became known and he had to hold
his own in arguing for them, his modest opinion of his own intellecfual

abilities might be confirmed. To our knowledge liberals and radicals-

today do not complain about merely polemical attacks on them even
when made by o Winchiell or Fulton Lewis Jr. Rather they complain of
being fired from their jobs, discriminated against in employment and
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subjected o wnwarranted attentions by the FBL. And in schoe _'
resent the procedures designed to keep them from tecchillg ang
of !he better graduate sc&ools. : 1

until recently an unhappy senior-year student. at Va%ar In an ai
entitled “God and Woman' at Vassar” the unfortunate Miss F
recounts the harrowing story of her persecution by the Red Faculty
of this notorious Communist College of Subversive Fifth- Colummsts

"Now Vassar, as is generally known, is not ﬁricﬂy speaking @ school
for the .underprivileged. At a cost to the parent of several thousand
dollars a year it manages to turn out “well-rounded” young ladies who
are due to become perfect wives for aspiring corporation executives,
government officials and higher army officers. It stresses the hlmuiiﬁes.
literature and the creative arts. And despite the fact that, of its| itype,
it has probably the highest entrance standards, its alumnae ﬂr@ not -
known for their outstanding success in graduate schools. As.far as the-
intellectual and political climate is concerned, in line with ‘the future:
expectations of its students Vassar attempts to "broaden™ their views
so that they will be able to participate intelligently in the conversdtions
of their husband's associates. Naturally, they cannot be Teft with thes

“upstate New York vote,

(Continued from poge 1}

i chairman and leader of the Lib-
;‘w eral Party, appealed to the inde-
» pendent sentiment among normal-

ly Democratic Party voters dis-

- gusted with corrupt machine poli-
- ties and their hacks.

LABOR ACTION and the Indepen-

. aent Socialist League supported

Counts in this election as an in-

_dependent candidate of the Lib- '
eral Party.

Significant for the future growfb

"and development of the Liberal

Party was the great increase in its
' where
most of the increased registration
fook place. Against o previoes
highest vote of 24,000, the Liberal
Party piled up 73,000 votes for

- Stevenson and 83,000 for Counts.

This tripling of the upstate New
York vote is due, in large measure,
to the increased party-building up-

‘state during the past few years

and the increased support which

. the party has won in the organized

laber movement.

REVEALING AD

primitive political and secial views of high school iextbodks, so H hsﬁ‘ Outside New York City, the

become a necessary part of the Vassar educotion to assume the wl!e
of "the campus community.”" It is part of what the parent pays for.

Terror Over the English Class

As can be seen, we hold no particular brief for the Vassar. sys-
tem, which annually turns out more female snobs than perhaps any
othm girls’ college in America. Indeed, in a certain way we canieven
sympathize with the experiences of a Miss Fellers who sought toichal-
lenge the pattern of Vassar conformity, albeit from her own reaction-
ary standpoint.

It seems that Miss Fellers decided to enter Vassar in her junmior
year, after two years at Earlham College, Indiana. Having missed
two years of “broadening” education, she undoubtedly entered under
something of a handicap. Her main difficulty, judging entirely from
her own article, however, stemmed from the fact that she insisted on
proclaiming her belief in the ideals prevalent in the late 18th century.

Her difficulties began when her English class was assigned at the
beginning of the year to write an essay on their beliefs on God, the
universe, the state,’ family, money, culture, attitudes toward the
stranger and educatlon, and it was anhounced that the assignment
would be repeated at the end of the year in order to assess the degree
of change in values which had taken place. Miss Fellers, in fiertown
forthright fashion wrote: “I believe in God, Human Dlgmty, and: the
United States of America. Next June I shall believe in God; Human
Dignity, and the United States of ﬁ%menca ?

Throughout the ensuing semester she wrote papers defending
Buckley’s book God and Man at Yale, attacking the Luce publications
for their internationalism and anti-capitalistic prejudices, ete.' She
wrote home to her parents about how the teachers would slander
Senator McCarthy, attack the Catholic Church, and show “an extraor-
dinary preoccupation with the UN Declaration of Human Rights.”

Now according to Miss Fellers’ account, her views and activities .

soon brought her the unfavorable attention of the faculty. She was
accused of holding “dangerous ideas,” and even worse, refusing to
change them in favor of those approved by the Vassar faculty. Flna!ly,
she was even threatened with punishment: “If something % not done, *
your getting through Vassar will be imperiled,” she was mforme.d
by her persecutor, a Professor Lockwood, head of the English Depart-
ment.

A Deal for 'The Freeman'

Reacting to her parents’ suggestion, she took some of her papers
to the dean, who agreed with Miss Lockwood “that I was a problem,
academically.” When she recounted Miss Lockwood’s threat, the dean
brushed it off as net a “threat.” Nancy Jane, however, knew. better:
“But I was there ... I saw the look in Mids Lockwood’s eyes. .4

Sure enough, Miss Fellers’ suspicions were confirmed. It became
apparent that she was about to become the vietim ‘of mtngue
“Frankly, I suspect a plot,” she wrote home, *. . ., I think their main
tactical line is to show me up as ‘unintellectual’ [the cardinal sx_‘h ‘at -
Vassar—D. H:], not up to Vassar standards. If they flunk meiout
I can’t fuss as much as if I'm dismissed for no obvious reason.” The
plot thickened when ler parents were called in for a conference’and
told that her graduation would be held up pending completion of a
make-up summer course, Rather than submit to such an 1nd;gnl$y,
Nancy Jane decided to return to Earlham College -to get her degree.

This account, then, is the main piece of evidence on which! #he
Freeman rests its charge that there is today a terror 'visited not upon
Leftists, but upon these who would pursue the adventure of 'consfruc-
tive .thought' on the Right." Behold the young, defcuseless maiden th
was driven out of college for holding rightist views.

Naturally, it is impossible for anyone to decide on the basis of
Miss Fellers’ article whether her teachers were justified “in their low
opinion of her academie work. Even in its edited and doubtlessly re-
furbished form, as it appears in the magazine, its form is not impres-
sive; but then even “senior level” standards at Vassar are not for
p:ofessmnal writers. There is fortunate]y a simpler way fori the
Freeman to prove that it is interested in the girl’s case as ong of
academic freedom.

As socialists we, for example, would be quite willing to join-#n a
protest if investigation should prove that Miss Fellers' views ‘Were.
actually the reason for real academie discrimination, We aré’bntireff
in favor of upholding a student’s right to remain an unreconstructed

reactionary, even so naive a one as Miss Fellers.

In return we would suggest only that the Freeman see its way

not to speak of Stalinists.

This would not go to show that the main dangm' to 1ntelle€$ual
integrity in the country today is the phantasmal reign of terror:o:
the Left but at least it might indicate that the Freeamﬂ is co ed
about free men and not merely reactionaries. . E

< Liberals have been able te win

“ broader trade-union support with
AFL and CIO City Counciis than

they have within New York City.

ew.Yor

Here their main base remains the
Ladies Garment Workers Union
and the Hatters Union; although
the endorsement of Counts by the
Iargest local of the Amalgamated
Clothing Workers Union may pre-
sage similar breaks in the future.
Nevertheless the rest of the labor
movement campaigned for the
Democratic candidate, Cashmore.

The day before the  election,
some of New York's leading labor
leaders ran a full-page advertise-
ment in the New York Post, only
New York paper supporting Ste-

venson and Counts, directly ap- -

realing to the members of the
Liberal Party not to “waste” their
vote on Dr. Counts and urging
them to vote for Cashmore. In
thiz “Open Letter to the Members
of the Liberal Party,” the leaders
of the state and city CIO and
AFL revealed once again their

-shameful capitulation to any in-

competent dished up by the Demo-
cratic Party.

Their argumentation was inter-
esting and self-revealing—not one
word literally on why labor, trade-
unionists or liberals should sup-
port Cashmore—not one word on
his program, policies, or princi-
ples, if any. They merely cited a
survey which indieated that the

iberal Pa y

eiectorate was about evenly divid-
ed between Ivés and Cashmore,
with 5 per cent favoring Dr.
Counts, and thereupon concluded
that “a vote for Dr. Counts under
these circumstaneces is a vote for
the reactionary Republican candi-

.date.”

How often have Liberal Party
leaders themselves hurled out this
argument against those urging the
candidacy of independent Liberal
Party and labor leaders! Now they
were getting a taste of their own
medicine, especially bitter because

it was ladled out by labor leaders

whom they wish to enroll in the
Liberal Party. *

ALP FLOPS

Not missing a trick, these lead-
ers cited all the great heroes of
the Liberal Party—Governor Ste-
venson, President Truman, Sena-
tor Lehman, and Averell Harri-
man—and even President Roosge-
velt—as supporters of John Cash-
more. If he was good enough for
all of them, why not for the Lib-
eral Party leaders? A difficult
question for them to answer since
they have accepted, in this eléc-
tion and others, candidates on a
par with and even some below
Cashmore,

These attacks by-the bulk of the
labor leaders had an unquestion-
able influence on some Eiberal
Party leaders, who talked pri-
vately of the “mistake of the
party” in.running Counts. After
all, they argued, if we support
a candidate like Sparkman, why
should we gag at Cashmore? Let
s hope that the rank and file will
reverse this question: If we can’t
accept a Cashmore, why should
we take a Sparkman? .

Counts’ resounding v1ctory will
probably silence the doubters on
his campaign, and will stimulate
the growing tendency within the
party to run its own candidates.
Attention will now focus on the
1953 mayoralty campaign and
the role of the Liberal Party. It
1z doubtful that any candidate can
win unless he has Liberal Paity
support, and all kinds of coali-
tions and candidates are being
bruited about.

While the Liberal Party u-a:lled
its high-water level of influence,
the Stalinist-controlled Americen
Laber Party just about fouched
bottom. Taking the worst beating
in its history, the ALP managed to
qget only 98,400 votes for its Sena-
torial candidate, Corliss Lament,
and o meager 63,000 for its presi-
dential nominee, Vincent Haliinan.

California: All Down the Line — —

(Continued from page 2}
East Bay; and Chet Hollifield,

. Los Angeles ADAer.

As wusual the Republicans re-
sumed their 50-year domination

-of the state Senate and Assembly.

This time, however, they are re-
turning to Sacramento with a
two-to-one control over bhoth
Houses.

The . landslide ground down

even to the fine print of the state.

propesitions, by, which the state
constitution :is amended. For
vears labor had been advocating
the abolition. of cross-filing. At
last the issue was pushed onto

"the ballot for referendum, only to

be rejected by a slight majority.

_Another labor-backed proposition

requiring candidates to note their
party registration on the ballot

‘was carried. But whether this

watered-down device will trans-
form California’s plebiscitic pri-

niaries into bona-fide elections is
quite doubtful.

The most contested proposition
dealt with tax exemption for paro-
chial schools below the college
level. Peculiar interests and group
combinations developed over the
amendment: the Catholic church
and the labor movement urged the
approval of the exemption; while
Masons, anti-Catholies, radieals,
socialists, real-estate boards and
most liberals opposed the proposi-
tion.. Yet this propesition won,

IPP FADES
Through Propositions 5 and 6
McCarthyism reared its ugly

head. Both were loyalty amend-
ments—the latter .requiring an
oath from all state employees and
imposing a statement of past,
present and future “non-subver-
siveness”; the former, excluding
from public employment and tax

-~

AL LEGA

It was with a deep sense of loss that we learned of the
tragic death of Comrade Al Lega, member-at- large of the Social-
ist Youth League. He was killed in an accident on November 4
while driving alone on his way to Ann Arbor from Detroit.

Comrade Lega, though in the SYL only a relatively short
time, entered our movement with far more than an elementary
understanding of its socialist ideas and ideals. Socialism was a
frequently and warmly discussed topic in the “orkmg‘ class home
from which he came; his experiences as a soldier in World War
IT<out of which I*e emerged seriously wounded and partially
disabled—confirmed his belief that socialism was a goal both
socially- desirable and meorally necessary.

At Oberlin College, Ohio, he participated as a leadmg figure
in the Young Progressives of America, subsequently breaking
from it as he came to reject the Stalinist influences which domi-
nated that movément.. He joined the SYL two years ago and
from that time until his trag‘lc death entered into and played

an active part in building it

In many ways Al represented the kind of membe1 who is

| the source of strength and hope for the socialist movement to-

day. In his quiet and unassuming way he worked for his ideas
as a socialist must—without illusions but without eynicism. He
has been lost to us before he could become a leader of others—
“as he wished to do and as he could have done. And we have lost
that which is so precious to us in these times, a responsible,
devoted and loyal comrade. We shall miss him. '

rd

Get acquainted with
THE SOCIALIST YOUTH LEAGUE

to denounce the next case of discrimination against a liberal or um For information on SYL program and activities, write tos:
&

SYL, 114 West 14 Sireet, New York 11, N. Y.

exemption all persons and groups
defined as subversive.

Despite the recommendations
and the work of the trade-union
movement, the efforts of scores of
liberal organizations like the
ACLU, the opposition of the gov-
ernor, a state-wide door-to-door
campaign, thousands of handbills,
radio time and newspaper ads—
despite all this, the two proposi-
tions were approved by a two-to-
one majority.

Even more decisive than the re-
pudiation of the Democratic Party
was that of the Independent Pro-
gressives, California’s Stalinist-
confrolled party. Whereas Wallace
polled 190,000 votes, Hallinan in
his home shle received a meager
20,000—11 per cent of 1948! Boy-
ough's tally of over 450,000 votes,
contrary to the People’s World
boasts, was less of an index of
voter response to the IPP than a
measure of the onti-Knowland sen-
timent.

The Christian National Party,
created by G. L. K. Smith and
running MacArthur and Tenney
as write-ins, had no figures pre-
sented on its anti-Semitic cam-
paign. Nor were .the results of

the Socialist Party's write-in
available at this early date.

Just as the Truman victory in
1948 was greeted by labor as its
victory, so can the November
California réturns be interpreted
as its defeat. The disappointment
on the face of every labor leader
is quite apparent.

This same disappointment is re-
flected by liberals in the state-
ment issued by George Miller Jr.,
chairman of the California State
Democratic Committee: “We will
start from scratch and build a
vital, liberal party from the bot-
tom up.” Miller also pointed to
labor, the small farmer and the
small businessman as the means
of rebuilding the party. But the
Democratic. defeat was so thor-
ough as to make Miller’s task
difficult.

Labor in California, which identi-
fied itself more intimately with the
Pemceratic Party in 1952 than
1948, feels the defeat striking
close to home. A gnowing appre-
hension of coming anti-labor legis-
lation poses more sharply than in
the past the question of what labor
will do toward taking the read to
its own party,

ote——

Four years ago, the ALP zof
its peak vote of over half a mile
lion for Henry Wallace, and ex-
erted considerable influence. Thig
year they lost their only Asseme
blyman against a  Democratice
Republican-Liberal coalition. Its
downward slide has been fast in
this stronghold of the Communist
Party, and it is now reduced to
its hard core.

During the latter part of the
campaign, reports were that the,
ALP was concentrating on its lo-
cal candidates and closing its eyes -
to those ALPers who preferred
to vote for Stevenson. The' sub-
stantial differential in their vote
for Lamont as against Hallinan
is thus explained. Lamont got
somewhat over half the vote east
by the ALP two years ago in the
senatorial race, and their present
vote runs close to the vote oh<
tained when the Communist Pare
ty ran its own candidates directly.
some years back.

DEMOCRATS' PLIGHT

‘While the Republicans were re=
joicing over their increased repre-
sentation in Congress and their
even tighter grip over' the stote
legislature,” the Democrats were
facing a series of interndl batifes.
after their worst defeat since
1920. Resignafions from posts, bes
gintling with Stafe Chairman Fitze
patrick, are flooding the party;
fights over the leadership of vari-
ous "counties and sections of the
party are developing into a frees
for-ali; and next year's mayoralty,
campaign is a big question mark,

Having lost the White House -
and weak in Albany, the Demo-
crats are in a desperate fix and
are determined to win City Hall,
But with no patronage to dispense
and with their party machines in
shambles, they are in-a bad way,
Complicating the - sitnation fox
them is the Tammany Hall-Mayoxr

Impellitteri feud, and the prob-

lem of selecting a ma‘yoralty can-
didate for 1953. Like Cashmore,
Mayor Impellitteri has béen booed.
at Demoeratic Party rallies, and
the Liberal Party would never
support him.

The plight of the Derocrats
and their increasing rejection by
New York City’s voters opens up
great possibilities for the Liberal
Party. If it plays thé role of
nursemaid or savior to the Demo-
cratic Party, it will be throwing
away perhaps the greatest oppor-
tunity that has come its way, If
it continues on a more indepen-
dent path, and boldly-and forth-
rightly gives the voters a real
alternative to the candidates of
the old parties, it can increase its
political influence and power.

READING fom LEFT to RIGHT |

shall writes:

taking. .

the Chongchon River.

KOREAN STALEMATE—THE WAR OF 'WHERE DO
WE GO FROM HERE' by S. L. A. Marshal.—
The Reporter, November 11,

This being the week in which TASoR ‘AcTiON
analyzes the results of “the eléction, it is appro-
priate for this column to use the above article
by the military analyst for the Detroit News,
all the more because it was written without pri-
mary reference to the election at all.
less, it involuntarily gives an important slice of .
the' background of Eisenhower’s sweep. Follow-
ing a subhead “Whence This Defeatism?” Mar- “

. No responsible spokesman [in the election
campaign] has issued a clear call for a greater
rallying by the nation and a further expanding
of mili tary power to reinforce the Korean under-

“For the third time since the start of the war,
we are spiritually scraping bottom, as we-did
when we first saw that our arms were weak
and that of the North Koreans were not push-

- overs, and as happened again when the Chinese
Communists pulled their smashing surprise on

‘“But this time the pessimism does not stem
from military reverses. Nor can it be charged
to greater war weariness, since less than one
per cent of the American people has had a per-
.sonal stake in the battle, and the past 17 months

scrimmage.

“Frustration is hard enough. But when we
see that our team is not only failing to gain
ground but is also fumbling the ball, it is almost

. more than the spirit can bear. ...

“. . . Both sides have settled down to a war
of pesition. Both have burrowed into artillery-
proof works, and both have artillery to burn .
against defenses which cannot be much hurt.
The seesaw action back and forth aeross the
grid of White Horse Hill is the likely pattern
for the winter fighting. . . .

. Proposals are heard that 19-year-olds
be called up and that the terms of service be
lengthened. But these are not tokens of a re-
doubled effort. They will do no more than enable
a stand in midfield by a 'team still lacking in

Nonethe-

reserves. ...

“The Eighth Army stands in front of Seoul.

It stood there one year ago. It paused there two
years ago. There has been much shuttling up and
down country in the intervals. Like the farmer
who, while motoring to the big city, kept seeing
signs reading ‘Pittsburgh 20 miles,’ we can at
least praise the Lord that we are holding our

T OWN.

“There is no better outlook than more of the
same, no brighter promise than to keep on keep-

ing on.

of operati'ons have had the look of a praciice

That is the note on which the article ends, a.nd
that is the note on which the Demoeratic admin-
ist:;at.ion of two decades has ended.
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. (Continued from page 1) . . ;
markably little. For instance, Wilson Wyatt,
Stevenson’s campaign manager, told U. S. News

" & World Report:

“The thing that to me was decisive in the

. election was in the slogan ‘Time for a change.’

which.started actually 12 years ago and was re-
peated 8 years ago and 4 years ago, and this
year, I think, was irresistible.”

. Wyatt is apparently sincerely unaware that
he has said precisely nothing, since the “Time
for.a change” formula, which failed three times,
was perhaps even stronger when Roosevelt was
violating the unwritten taboo against third—
and, fourth—terms. Why was it “irresistible”

_this time? That’s the same question he started

to answer.
Was it the "Communism" issue? This is now

the least tenable of all, taken by itself.

The leading proponent of this issue, Joe Me-
Carthy, not only ran well behind Eisenhower

“but even.behind the state ticket headed by Gov-

‘ernor, Kohler in Wisconsin. As an issue, it should

have redounded to the benefit of the Republican
Party as a whole somewhere near as much as
of Eisenhower. Three of the troglodyte group of
Republican extreme-reactionaries were defeated
cutright—Kem of Missouri, Cain of Washington

and Ecton of Montana.

B ;
‘The Korean Brew

Even more imortant: it would -really have

been disconcerting if a purely fabricated issue,
-actually baseless in view of the fact that the

Communist Party in the United States is s0
strengthless, should have proved so strong that
a decisive change in national politics could be
ascribed to it. But it is not the strength of the
CP, nor the ability of a demagogue to invent a
scarecrow, that made the Communism issue oie
of the ingredients in the blind reaction of frus-
tration of the voters: it was the fact of its rele-
vance to the mess of the Korean war. The strong
element in the GOP’s demagogic line on this
was.: Maybe there is some truth to the charge
that this Korean mess is due to the influence of
“Communists” in the government. . . . The “Coni-
munism”’ issue was one drop in the brew.

The people see no way out of the Korean war
and, even more widely, out of the werld-wide
cold war of which it is a part. The Truman ad=
ministration, echoed by Stevenson in the cam-
paign, did not and could not claim that the way
out was through victory, through fighting it ouf
to a successful conclusion, as is standard_for
war governments. This is how wars are supposed
to be ended, isn't it? and has there been another
‘government or regime in history which has failed
at least to claim that it will and can end a war
by winning it?

But what has been borne home is that this
war is one of the strangest in history. Stevenson
made, a great hit with the liberal intellectuals
precisely because he quite clearly told the people
what he believed to be the truth: there was no
solution to the impasse (while American soldiers
died as hills in Korea changed hands three
_times) but that we must all grit our teeth and slog it
out. indefinitely. . . .

Honest Bankruptcy

This was no doubt a tribute to that honesty of the
man which helped to make the liberal intellectuals so
enamored of him, especially in contrast with the hypo-
eritical attempts by Eisenhower and the GOP to pose as

* possegsors. of a way out when in truth they had no more

to say 'than Stevenson. That is a moral pofnt up for
Stevenson and a demagogue’s mark for the Eisenhower
campaign. Buf it is the people, and not Stevenson, who
are right.in feeling that there must be an exit road some-
where, that something could be done, that this could not
be the first war in human history to which one had to
reconcile oneself to fighting for the sake of fighting, end-
lessly, without visible goals—not even the war aim of
simple, victory!

The pecple were right—without any more idea of what
had to be done than either of the candidates possessed—
and Stevenson was “honestly' expressing the bankruptcy
of U, S. policy in the world crisis. k

But what candidate has won because he honestly con-
fessed his bankruptcy?

it,ﬂ's_ not:.to. the point, at this juncture, to prove all

-

.over again—as LABOR ACTION.has done, to be sure—that .

Eisenhower and the Republicans offered no real alterna-
tive, The votes cast for Eisenhower were against WHAT
IS. The general’s promise of a visit to Korea was a
meaningless grandstand play? Certainly, and we will bet
a year's subscription to LA that the Ike voters were less
deceived about its possible efficacy than most commenta-
tors now claim to think. But maybe he'll do something,
what will' it hurt to give him a try when the others
“honestly” assure us that they know no way out whatso-
ever, maybe the South Koreans can do all the fighting,
Tke is a general and he ought to know, anyway we're not
for starting any wars but maybe it would be better even
to get tough with the Chinese over there than to settle
down to an endless future of marching uphill and down
while the casualty lists mount, and taxes go up, and
prices go up, and Washington tells us to pull in our belf
because this is going to take a long time. . ..

An anti-war sentiment? Some of it is mixed in, but affer
one has run across enough people who are simultaneously
both for pulling out of Korea and pushing the war to Stal-
inist China, one gets an idea of the muddy, contradictory,
blindly bafied, aimlessly exasperated bitterness fo which
the Eisenhower line appealed with its equally muddy and
demagogically contradictory plays on the Korean theme.

Labor Didn't Swing

But there is a tremendously important correction we’
have to make at this point. It is not “the people” that we
have really been talking about up to now, not the people
as a whole. For the voting lineup, with its paradoxes,
showed that we have been talking about a specific part
of the people. )

Who swung to Eisenhower? Judging by the evidence
now in—and no one has any different or better data—the
talk by ¢commentators about the failure of the labor forces
to deliver for their chosen candidate is baseless.

LABOR ACTION was not for Stevenson any more than
for Eisenhower, and we advocated “Vote Socialist,” hut
if it were true that the GOP candidate, representing the
more conservative and even reactionary sections of the
ruling class, had been  able to make significant inroads
into the labor vote, which has hitherto gone to the Fair
Deal as the lesser evil in politics, then conclusions would
he necessary about the temper of the country. But all
available evidence indicates that the labor-Fair Deal vote
was wot invaded by the Eisenhower appeal, with all its

lind attractiveness.

Who gave Stevenson a larger vote than Truman in 1948
if not essentially the same coalition of social forces that
has been backing the Fair Deal ip fo now, as against the
Republicans? If the labor vote went fo the right, where
did Stevenson get the near two and o half million votes
more than Truman ever got? To ask the question is fo
answer it. The stupid %alk about the "breakdown™ of the
labor political machine ignores the leading paradox cof
the election. .

All specific analyses of local returns that have so far
appeared have confirmed this, by and large. Taking coun-
ties in two heayily industrialized states where labor is
strong, in Ohio and Michigan, a New York Tiines cox-
respondent records that—

“The Michigan and Ohio figures show, instead, that
Governor Stevenson ran a stronger race than President
Truman had done four years ago; that he drew a larger
vote in those urban areas where organized labor was
active politieally. . . .

“In Detroit, headquarters city of the politically active
United Auto Workers, CIOQ, Governor Stevenson polled
126,000 votes more than President Truman had four years
ago. In Cleveland he ran 65.000 votes ahead of the presi-
dent’s total four years ago. In Youngstown, a steel cen-
ter, he topped the Truman total by 5,000 votes.”

He takes 7 industrial counties in Ohio and 6 in Michi-

gan, and in every one of them, Stevenson beat out the

Truman vote. Labor "delivered™ more this time.

The fact that this article' appeared on page 66 does
not make it less significant.

The same pattern appeared in Pittsburgh wards load-
ed with Jones & Laughlin workers, Stevenson held the
Democratic vote in coal districts of Pennsylvania; he wor®
West Virginia, where John L. Lewis" mine workers gave
him the state and beat the Republican candidates for
governor and senator.

The Democratic vote generally held its own, at least,
among the Negroes; it slipped somewhat among the
farmers, but not enough to account for Eisenhower's
total. Where did that total come from?

The Ten Million

The answer, of course, lies in the fact that the total
number of ballots cast set a record high. It was between
680 and 61 million votes—as compared with the previous
high.of 49,9 million in 1940!

A whole stratum of voters-came out who had never
gone to the polls before. They came crawling out of their
political cellars to vote for Eisenhower. Ten to eleven
million of them. And it was this stratum which swung
the election. Tt is also to this stratum, above all, that our
discussion of the motivating issues applied.

The labor vote that had gained the respect of the ana-
lysts in 1948, the same labor vote that showed ifs strength
and political weight then, stayed with the Fair Deal capi-
talist party. The main sections of the bourgeoisie, and its
periphery and dupes, went as before with the Republicans,
down .the line. The ten  millions ;
palifical darkness. fo. like, lke. were. derivad.lgrgely frem the

'JI’ .

who came out of their-

most backward sections of the middle-class flotsam, which

had not before even reached the level of political con-

sciousness enough to fluctuate between the parties, as well
as from the least politically conscious elements of a worke
ing class which still has millions of unorganized. This Is

what Eisenhower pulled ouf of the nether reaches of the

sacial structure; these are the elements who were drawn

to the palls fo vote their angers, their blindness, their

frustration, their fear, their disgust and their inchoate

discontents with what they knew to be the going concern,

with WHAT IS. They made the difference.

This is what the picture shows in its main lines, and
the social character of these elements is in harmony with
the nature of the vote that was cast. They were striking
out blindly, to be sure, but it is characteristic that such
strata are drawn into unaccustomed political expression
in such moods. :

The Pattern o Remember

It would be a mistake to think of this in simple
derogation of such sections of the unpoliticalized mass.
Societies in blind alleys have seen this phenomena—on
larger scales—both in times of revolution and in times
of reaction. It depends on what major social force can
give them a lead, can offer them a channel to express
their legitimate resentment against the going concern,
can offer a way out. : "

In tenser and more developed situations than the one -
that now exists in the United States, the forces of prog- -

ress and revolution have been able to bring them alongj+”

where no progressive lead was given, or where the.left
abandoned its historie role, the fascists have fallen heir
to this reservoir of latgnt social energy.

In the milder situation of America in 1952, it is not, of
course, a question of fascism or social revolution that is
posed. But, on its own plane, the type-situation is ihere:
only labor could .have developed a program which could
have been a progressive alternative fo The Mess, and fabor
was devoting its energies to ail-out support of the party
in official charge of The Mess; it was the right wing of the
lesser-and-greater-evil duo, the GOP wing of capitclism,
which could appeal to it if only demagogically.

Even this was not enough to carry the GOP as a party
to the same decisive victory that Eisenhower won. For
even in the eyes of these elements, the central perscennel
of the Republican cast of characters was also tainted
with The Mess. Its men had been in Congress; they had
made no very different record on the main questions. If
Eisenhower ran so far ahead of the Republicans hanging

" 1o his coattails, it was an index to the degree to which

he had not been associated at all with politics as the
people understood the word. His status as “war hero”
also had the negative connotation of “no politiciah.” _

Both Taft and Lodge have admitted that the Revub-
licans made little or no local gains., Asked “Do you think
the Republican Party throughout the country showed ma-
terial gains on the local levels?” Taft replied mevely,
“They showed gains—I twouldn’t say material.”

Lodge was even more direct. He was asked:

“Would you say the party showed a material gain
over four years ago in the local candidacies, and so on?”

~—"1 wouldn't know about that,” replied Lodge, "buf
I'd be surprised if that were true.”

“Do you think the party strength is about the same
as before, other than his [Eisenhowel’s] popularity?”
] * e

—"Yes, | think so. | think the party's strength isi't go- z
ing to start to. grow until Eisenhower has been in office
and does what the president can do to improve the party
erganization.”

“In other words, you think the growth of the Demo-
cratic Party may have been stopped, but the Republican
Party hasn’t started growing yet?”
_I}Yes-il

o

What Did They Offer?

Nor were these moods, it is clear from the election
results, outweighed by continued “gratitude” for the so-
cial gains of the New and Fair Deals. We write “grati-
tude” advisedly because the Fair Deal campaign, espe-
cially as it was conducted by labor’s political arms,
pointed more to past benefits than to present hopes. CIO
election propaganda had more to say about Hoover bread-
Tlines than about the Korean war. :

It has been pointed out from various sides that there
is-a whole generation of voung workers (young voters)
to whom the depression of the 1930s is an historical epi-
sode of which they have heard, not a living part of their
experience.

But in addition, the new condifions and social assump-
tions brought in by the Roosevelt and Truman Deals have
to a large part become part of the regular furniture of
the country. In a sense, items like social security have be=
come so firmly established in the political and social pic-
ture that, they have become dissociated from the Demo-
cratic Party as such, except for those whose memories go
back. (There is the old joke whose-punchline goes "Buf
what have you done for me lately?" . ..)

Eisenhowér was able to convince the strata which
were decisive for him that, in casting their ballots for a
new administration, they were nof voting to go back fo
the pre-New Deal era. This was testified to by Wilson
Wyatt:

“General Eisenhower,” Wryatt fold the U. S. News
as Monday-morning quarterback, “adopted all of the
Fair Deal and New Deal measures that had been put into
effect, without exception. So that it was not a case of
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General Eisenhower being in opposition to the Fair Deal
and New Deal—he adopted those and called them ‘middle
of the road’ and said that ‘there are social gaihs that,
of course, no-one gquestions’ . . . I think -he" adopted the
accomplished New Deal and Fair Deal. . ..”

“Buf if this was so—the labor politicdl leaders will have
#o0 ask themselves—what did Stevenson have to offer?
Mérely firmer &ssurance that there would really be no
going back? But Stévenson’s line of campaign was not de-
sigfied ¥o make this. ‘assurance a living one down in the
dark political layers of the Electorate who came out of
the social ‘woodwork fo vote for lke. This was so not
méiely ‘bécduse ‘Stevensdn ‘and his election line already
represented a shiff to the right by the Democratic Party,
as ‘we ‘expluined in the course of the presidential debate.

It is the opinion”ef this writer—though it need not
necessarily be shared by all in view of the tenuous nature
of such an estintate—that Stevenson’s main emphasis in
the campaign may have been excellently designed to con-
vinee ‘Max Lerner that he is a “great man” but that it
was the last thing in-the world to counteract the decisive
Eisenhower appeal. The -aspect of Stevenson’s approach
which this bears on was, in fact, that which the governor
chose to highlight in his very last windup speech of the
campaign on election eve, as the last thought he wanted
to leavein the minds of the voters. It impressed me that
.he did so, but not in the same way as it impressed his
supporters,

In this last word, Stevenson chose to stress very hard
what he was not goirig to do for anyone. That is what it
added up to as I listered to it. He proudly pointed to the
fact that he had fearlessly and honestly told the Ameri-
can Legion that he was not for special favors for veter-
ans. He proudly mentioned that in Detroit he had told
labor he was not tHeir captive. He proudly reminded his
listeners that he'had told off-the Texans who wanted the
tideland oil for the state . . . ete.

Ecch individual ifem may or may not be laudable, and
of course Stevenson was #rying to emphasize his freedom
from narrow-interest contral, but the ¥one and weight of
this approach (which colored his whole campaign in vari-
ous ways) need only be compared with Trumdn's radical
demacogy of 1948 to see the point that should be made
here.

Who Can Give the Lead?

This is not to recommend that Stevenson should have
vied with Eisenhower in demagogy. That is a matter of

tacties which the capitalist politicians will have to decide -

for themselves without our advice. But being less dema-
gogic than Eisenhower (or Truman), Stevenson was also
more futile, in the face of the moods which we have at-
tempted to analyze. For in the last analysis he had no
more to offer than the Republicans about the No Exit
situation in which the country was bogging down under
a Democratic administration, and only the labor-liberals
could get enthusiastic (with a strong note of desperation
in their enthusiasm) about a lesser-evil whose most
touted virtues depended on what he was not doing—not
as demagogic as his rival, not fostering illusions about
solutions to the Korean war, etc.

<" The ¢adres of the labor vote stuck with him from 1948
to 1952 for positive reasons, to be sure, and above all
were not won over to the right-wing alternative to the
Democratic mess; but what happened socially in this
election is perhaps even more striking as a portent than
for what it may mean immediately.

‘Féor, as we pointed out, the outpouring onto the politi-
cal i¥dge (if ‘only on’dn election day) of backward strata
which have not previously made their weight felt is not a
one-shot peculiarity merely of this election vote. It is a
characteristic phenomenon- of crifical "times. From "fhe
longer-range point of view, it underlines the question: Who
can give 'a new, frésh and bold léad fo the American
people? in ‘anticipation of the times—which we are not
predicting for tomorrow—when blind convulsions of amor-
phous discontent can become more powerful and frenzied
than this relatively mild case which we saw on November 4.

That is the historic question of our period, and beside
it all others pale. This election has already given indi-
cations, discussed in other articles, that the future be-
longs to new political forces. But it can belong to reaction
or to progress. \

The biggest potential force for the latter is that of
the labor movement, but ‘labor cannot give a lead of its
own as long as it is tied to the Democratic mess rather
than to the Republican variety.

The labor politicos are fond of explaining profoundly
that labor cannot win by itself and therefore must main-
tain its alliance with the Democrats even at the cost of
subordination. But though it cannot win by itself, it can
give a lead only by striking out for itself, and winning
allies to itself (not the Democratic machine) by offering
a political alternative to the outworn defenders of an
outworn system,

Without a Crystal Ball

In putting Eisenhower in fhe White House, while helding
the Republican Party off from the decisive gains which
they had a "right"” o expect from an Eisenhower victory,
the people were not voting for reaction. In giving Steven-
son the biggest labor vote of the post-war period, while
Eisénhower's majority came from the tangled moods of an
elemental revulsion against the going concern, the people
were not registering any substantial turn to the right
in political-feeling. : . b

a Look at the
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But while this is true, the resuit of Eisenhower's vie-
tory will indubitably be a shift-over to the right in the
governmental and social climate. It is the right-wing ele-
‘ments who will Be encouraged to raise their heads mor2
‘boldly, while the liberal and labor forces “take it éasy.”
There may even be a passing phase of panicky fear and
demoralization aniong the latter.

Here let us insert a note to all well-intentioned read-
ers: Nothing that follows below: should be mistaken’ for
a prediction. In discussing the short-range period which
lies immediately ahead, for the neéxt one-two years, mo
one’s forecasts can be worth much. The two big imponder-
ables—even besides the question of what, after all, Eisen-
hower turns out to be as a politician—are the Kotedn
war and the extent and immediate consequences of the
expected economic letdown. To mention only one ‘of a
variety of considerations which no one can answer, there
is‘also the vital matter of the Kremlin's strategy. It is
not excluded that Moscow can even decide to woo (and
lull) the new administration in the hope that the foreign-
poliey dinosaurs of the Taft-Hoover wing can be induced
to follow appeasement policies.

But it is useful to discuss the tendencies which will
contribute even to this short-range period.

The Shift to ‘fhe Right

1# is likely #Hat #he 'ldbor leaders “Will learn that the
heavens have not ‘quife fafién in “6n #hem, now that the
Republicans are back in Washington. :

Granted that the Eisenhower administration, accom-
panied in Congress by e_ssiéntial'fy the same GOP-SoutHern
Democrat coalition which Has béen steering the Cotigress
up to now, will mean 'a mote to the right—one more evi-
dent than what would have probably tdken place under
Stevenson—the campaign-Bogiés which labor propaganda
tried to dress up are not likely to materialize, any mote
than the 1932-type breadlinés and -apple-séllers. If we
grant the Republicaris something of an instinet of self-
preservation, one should rather look for quite cautious
rightward steps rather thana big swing to reaction or
anything like a raw crackdown on labkor. No one's ‘going
to take on the labor movement in a frontal attack,

It is trué that the Eisenhower regime will be making
moves, particularly if there are big strikes during its
life, ‘which will be denounced by the labor leaders in
terms more vigorous and denunciatory than we have been
accustomed to hear from the CIO and AFL with respect
to the government. To anticipate this, we need only
imagine what Murray, Reuther or Gireen would have had
to. say about some of the past president’s strikebreaking
measures #f that president’s name had been Robert Taft,
This will have to be kept in mind.

 For if ke wadnts to be liked for another term, he sill
néeds more of 'a mass buse, or at least toleration, thdn
the character of his vote promises for ‘him, Stevénson's
record vote in defeat rested ‘on relatively solid cores of
politically active sections of the people. Eisenhower's de-
cisive vofes came from elements which have now rétired
Back fo ‘the political limbo from which fhey came. After
four years of contdmination by office and #ite respensibility
of officé in times like these, it will be the Eisenhower regime
which will represent WHAT IS.

The GOP administration may go somewhat to the
right on measures like tax-cutting, budgét-cutting and
foreign-aid cutting, but the responsibility of power is
quite the restraining influence which it is cracked up to
't.)e. It will have good reason to try to placate a foe ‘which
is the most powerful single force in political life—the
labor movement—even if it is not a question of winning
it over. It can afford to fix up the Taft-Hartley Law by a
shade or two in the direetion of Iaber's complaints, with-
out any more basic cliange than anyone had a real right
to expect from a Democratic victory. “Fascism” is not
around the corner. :

New Experience for Labor

Labor, on the other hand, will find that it was not
control in Washington by its “friends” which gave it
everything it has teday. It will find that it can live Wwith-
out such friends in the seats of power, as labor has had
to live and grow-and fight during most of its life,

It will rediscover—for some, discover for the firit time
—what it feels like fo be in oppasition Yo Washingtdn, in-
stead of always pulling its punches on the vital issiies of
the times ih order not fo émbarrass "our" adminisfration.
i will have to learn more of the meaning of labor inde-
pendence from the state.

_For an indeterminate part of the labor movement
this will be a brand-new experience, old as it is for labor
%n the main. Many of its cadres active today, as well as
its rank-and file, grew to consciousness in the labor
movement only under the Deals—just as there is a whole
generation today which has never been aware of livihg
under any other administration than these of the Roose-
velt-Truman era. ’

) Not because of a change in outlook, but by force of
circumstance, one of the leading changes for which the
labor movement is now due is a turn to greater indé-
pendence, willy-nilly. That is simply because there is
less: to be dependent upon. It is such political - shifts
which chahge outlook more than the other way around.

Can the Democrats hold on to theéir coalition with the
labor forces? Here least of all is a prediction possible for
the next immediate period. But the first thing to be said

_is thot the’ question itself doesn't quite mean the same

thing that it did before. What exactly will coalition with
the Fair Deal mean now? What it meant with a Fair Deal

ext Tren

in power was defihite enough: there was a quid ‘pfo ‘Quo
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possible in teérms of concrele promises and' performances
by an administration which held the levers. But the labor

leaders, like the politicians, are not noted for idedlistic
"gratitide or loyalty fo abstract principle, assuming that

théy 4w o principle in Hhe Fdir Deal. What doés fhie Déio-

cigtic Party have fo ‘offer?

Whiat this means at a minimum is not necessarily {hat -

the colition is doorhed or without material base, Biit that

theé labor leaders will be forced at every step to re- -

examine the-question of their relationship.

__And obvidusly one of the biggest thirigs that will’de-
cide is which wdy the fops of the Democratic mdchine
steer, themselves.

)
The Democrats' Road

It would be éasy to make out a case to show that the
Democrats will lean “left” to bBecomie a more radical
opposition, now that they are relieved of the responsibility
of office; that the Northern liberal wing will become
more self-assertive as against the Southern Demoeratic
conservatives and reactionaries; ete. It would be essy to
argue tHat, since the election showed that the party can
no longer depend on the South but that its rock of
voting strength came from its labor coalition and Negro
supporters, it will be labor and the Northern libefals Who

will increase their weight in the party. In ‘this evént it

might be natural to look toward even greater involve-
ment of labor into the Democratic machine.

‘But it is Wot ‘quite that simple. Such a develspment -

‘would ‘meéan going at a gallop toward a definitive split in
the party. '
may be voicing his hopes, perhaps; but the cdleutations of
the party macline mechanits are not those of their kabor
"dl!Ie;._ A development which would ledve them face to'fdce
in"a’split party with a lusty lubor polifical mactine is enough
to scare them to death. In this sense, théy need the South-
ern wing all the more, as a counterpoise,

_ Furthermore, the decrease in Democratic representa-
tion in Congress from the North and West means an even
greater specific weight for the Southern Democrat, Dixie-
crat’and semi-Dixiecrat congressmen in Washington than
even heretofore. This is the group which acts out Demo-
cratic policy. As long as the Fair Deal occupied the
‘White House, ‘it had an_alternative and even superior
symbol of Democratic policy, the présidency. Even if a
large section or, worse, 'a majority of the Democratic
legislators voted “wrong,” the labor movemerit continded
to look on Truman as the face of the Democratic Party.
In the new dispensation, the voice of the Demotratic
Party will be moie than ever the voice of its. congress-
men and senators.

. Nf)r have the Democratic Party léaders given ariy in-
dication that they have reconciled themselves to losing

the South as a_solid bloe. A Republican victory does not

mean that a new era has been born, and Bisenhdwer’s
tremendous vote in the South does not necessarily mean
that the Republican Party has been established there as
an alternative force.

Toward a New Pynamic

The course of the Democratic Party will not be ‘de-
cided all at once or in a straight line, but ot a mihimum,
again, the new situation forces labor into attihides of
greater independence from the machine. It could meun a
good deal more. No one predicted in 1948 the reaction of
many. top labor chiefs in the early part of the year when
they felt that Truman didn't have a chance—and started
falking about new political realignments and even a labor
party. Looking forward then to a change which would
turn their allies out of the White House, there was a

strong impulse registered toward a break with the Demo-
cratic Party.

le'le_?e are tendencies at work which can push labor
to find its. way to political independence even more quick-
ly under Eisenhower than under Stevenson.

But 'the overshadowing factor which will condition

the course of next events is still the Korean war and its

larger matrix in the cold war. This is wHat clouds the

c\r_y;ta] ball for the next couple of years—even while it
mirrors the longer-term trend of ecapitalist policy—not
only for labor but also for would-be Republican optimiists.

The right-wing U. S. News & World Report, for éx- .

ample, in its post-election issue, makes a brave sHow.of
recounting “What Eisenhower Will Do.” It paints a vir-
tual promised land for business, as intoxicated a ‘picture
of the Big Change as the labor-liberals painted ‘a Black
cne. “The role of government will ténd to shrink . . . at-
?empt to restore ‘a larger mieasure of competitive c‘aﬁif"ail-
ism. . . . The role of government will be regarded Hiore
as that of umpire and balance wheel rather than of active
player and motive power. . . .”

And in the course of hallelujahs, it also mentions
casmilly: “Unless war can be brought to an end, it will
be difficult for the new president to earry out ‘nany. of
the ideas he holds.” To say the least! And sore distance
further we find out, in fact, that “The chances are thut
@ basis for real peace will not be found.” And that “Arma- —
ment _umier the Republicans as under the Democrats, will
remain @ great new, permanent industry. . . .’ o

‘Labor bids fair to be pushed during Eisenhower’s
term from cautious sparring to more independént asser-

tion of its economic needs and political aims, and in the

ine_vitabl'e clashes it will find that the.tenant of the
White House may have been changed but that the Per-
manent War Economy is still installed in Washington.
From these clashes a new dynamic can emerge.

Whoever may be rash enough to predict #his .
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By WALTER BARRON

“The Image of th

That the national election was a victory for candidate
Eisenhower more than for his party has been accepted by
most commentators. He ran ahead of his ticket just about
everywhere, sometimes by very sizable margins, won in
places where other Republicans lost, and probably carried
in many Republicans on his coattails. Despite the 1andslide
result in the presidential race, the Republicans have barely
won control of the House—a combination never before seen
4n recent American political histery.

The famed war hero went over with the voters, even
$hose who consider themselves Democrats. Galiup asked
people to select their choice of presidential candidate by

name and, separately, by
party. Eisenhower was, per-
sonally, 2 or 3 per cent
ahead of "the candidate of
#he Republican Party" .in
gvery poll seen. Another
Gallup survey found that 48
per cent believed the Democratic
Party was "best for them," while
only 31 per cent thought the same
of the Republicans, a big margin
for the Democrats.

Eisenhower was nominated be-
cause of personal appeal, and no
doubt that had much to do with
his election. But no mere smug
and snobbish analysis explains it

, —it took more than a charming

smile, favorable news coverage,
and the efforts of the best adver-
_tising men on Madison Avenue.
By now all should be able to ap-
preciate the particular historical
environment that made this ap-
peal work so readily. And it fitted
in well with traditional American
political ideology, which most
supercilious intellectuals have
helped foster and maintain. The
success of the hero image, the
everpresent Bonapartist potential,
was no historical accident. '
The Korean war and other is-
sues directly associated in popu-
iar consciousness gave lke his
mass support. Not many voters
Thad the slightest idea what he
would, or could, do about this very
unpopular “police action.” Yet the
overwhelming sense of frustra-

fion, the feeling of an impasse

which could:not go on, facilitated
‘#$he-vague message of the master
Ffixenr.”

A mild form of Bonapartism

'took over; the man who led the
jmilitary coalition against Hitler
‘and “had begun the coalition
‘against Stalin could surely figure
Y$ome way out of the present im-
ipossible situation and carry it
‘through. This is no full-fledged
“Bonapartism that cries for a man
“on horseback. It is rather a hope-
ful submission to the genial man-
“shove-parties, superior in most
! gualities but still a replica of all
“of us, That, of course, is danger-
“gus enough.

The long-time acceptable Amer-
 joan political ideology helped put

it over; many. politicos and politi-
cal advocates of all stripes had
theirs part in it .

AMERICAN FOLKLORE

1t has long been considered the
best tyvpe of citizenship to vote
for “the man” rather than “the
party.” He should be “honest,”
have “integrity,” be “gualified,”
and, above all, he must supply
“leadership.” If he is also “inde-
pendent,” so much the better. As
voters usually made their choices
because of tradition, assumed or
actual group interests, and, de-
spite the comments of iconoclasts,
programmatic positions, ‘intellec-
tualé have been dismayed that
the above ‘battery of “clichés was
ignored. ) ; :

In this election, ‘the hope of
many “good ‘government” advo-
cates has been realized, but it took
a wave of mass insecurity to do
it. Even the more sSophisticated
Eisenhower supporters wanted it
that way, thereby further con-
tributing to political miseduca-
tion. But the Stevenson camp was
slmost equally responsible.

The reasons some pro-Eisen-
howerites gave for their alle-
giance is painful to anyone inter-
ested in meaningful polities. An
editorial in the New York Weorld-
Telegram and Sun coneludes with
the call for a “stout leader in the
White House.” A letter fronr vari-
ous “distinguished people”.to the
New York Times argues: “We
believe that General Eisenhower,
through his wise and reselute
leadership, can secure unity
among the people of the United
States and of the free world, the
only effective assurance of peace."”

A large newspaper ad by “in-
dependent voters and Democra g
argues that because “there’s no
substitute  ‘for  leadership,” we:
“yrge you to vote for KEisen-
hower,” and says nothing else.

Life magazine hopefully pro-
claimed: “What a boost he could
give to the national morale! And
to the rest-of the world too. If he

" were president there would be no

{further doubt whether Americans

understood the American task.”
The advertised importance of

the “right man" in election choice

I.abor Held Lines——

{Continued from page 3)

. hacks and not labor people.
Secondly, the Republican vote
‘ in the labor districts was still
 much higher than it should be.
. “The Democratic ticket remains
+ shard for the labor leaders to sell.
Finally, . the Democrats have
Jost their hold on the middle
.classes, the housewives and the
-young people to an aggressive Re-
publican Party, and it is hard to
. -see how the politically bankrupt
Democrats can win it back. An
aggressive labor party, however,
untarred with scandal, corruption,
Sparkman and the Dixiecrats, the
MecCarran Bill, the Kerr natural-
gas bill, Tammany-type machines,
yising prices, a bankrupt foreign
policy and a hundred and one
similar millstones, could win these

" groups away from GOP.

" There has been no discussion of
" @ labor party in this area by offi-
cial labor leaders in the past week.
However, the few long-time advo--
cates of a labor party in the rank
and file here are getting a betfer
_pesponse to the idea than they have

" gotten since the war years,
One state - situation. here .in

A o ‘a‘:-&."" oty e

Pennsylvania deserves more than
passing attention, that is, a com-
parison of the situation in. the
state's two big cities, Pittsburgh
and Philadelphia. As discussed
above, the Pittsburgh machine is
of the traditional Tammany-type.
lts leader, Mayor David Law-
rence, was instrumental in capitu-
lating to the Dixiecrats at the
Democratic convention this sum-
mer. Lawrence also ran rough-
shod over the overwhelming pro-
Kefauver sentiment in the state.
And his machine failed miserably.

The Philadelphia organization,
cn the other hand, has a strong
ADA coloration and was in the
Kefauver. camp. at Chicago.” The
Philadelphia organization came
through with a thumping major-
ity. We are, of course, not sug-
gesting that the ADA, Kefauver,
and Richardson Dilworth of Phil-
adelphia combined would make
the Democratic Party a real party
of labor. But it is politieally sig-
nificant that the “leftish” Demo-
crats of Philadelphia and Detroit
did tremendously - better -at the
polls than the conservative ma-
chines- like Pittsburgh and - Chi-
cago. -

e General

easily slides into the acceptance
of the gracious, non-violent, “dem-
ocratic” Caesar.

Program, even of the most am-
biguous and weasel-worded sort,
is thoroughly toned down. The
most complete explanation came
in the Newsweek column of for:
mer Roosevelt brain-truster Ray-
mond Moley. About two years ago
the same writer told Americans
that, though they might have the
most developed industrial system
in the world, they could learn
about politics from Britain, where
people vote on the basis of pro-
gram. This was*his more recent
lesson for his readers:

*l would advise Mr. America to
brush aside all the arguments, to
try for o moment to forget all he
has heard. Then | would advise him
to ask a simple question, which of
these two men, Adiai Stevenson or
Dwight Eisenhower, is best fitted

by character to stand guard for
you and yours in the four perilous
years ahead? -

“The real issue before the Ameri-
can people is personal character,
And furthermore, | cannot believe
that the people who come to see
Eisenhower are concerned about
what he says. Somehow he makes
them feel safer in this dangerous
hour. .

"And now with fresh blood on

~the first snows on the hills of

Korea and a pall of despair fallen
over the truce tent and Panmun-
jom, a sense of danger grows. In
such a moment, people seek integ-
rity and character, They find it in
Eisenhower."

THE OTHER HERO

That is the Eisenhower side. It
is strange to hear the type of
voice now mockingly accusing
Americans of searching for a

Will Democrat Leaders
Move Toward Me-Tooism?

By DICK OLIVER

CHICAGO, Nov. 11—While ex-
pressing satisfaction over the Re-
publican vietory in the November
4 elections, Colonel McCormick's
Chicago Tribune takes-at least
equal .pains to “keep the record
straight” on matters inside: the
Republican Party, thereby indi-
cating the shape of things to
come, factionwise, The situation
may have an effect ot only on fu-
ture relations within the new gov-
ernment party, between KEisen-
hower and the Taftites, but also
on relations between them and
Stevenson’s Democrats, and be-

tween the Democratic Party and

labor.

McCormick, whose election
views and proposal for a new
reactionary party by 1956 has
heen discussed in LABOR ACTION,
editorially cautioned on November
8: “Whether they [the voters]
have installed a party that will
be an effective and honorable ser-
vant of America and the best in-
terests of the people remains to
be seen.”

Indirectly belittling Eisenhow-
er's personal popularity and the
strenuous efforts by his support-
ers to elevate him above the Re-
publican Party because of his big-
ger vote, McCormick writes, “We
think it likely that any Republi-
can presidential candidate would
have been swept in on the tide
that a frustrated, resentful and
angry people rolled up.” After re-
calling the Tribune's 20-year un-
compromising struggle against
the New and Fair Deals, the edi-
torial states, “As our readers well
know, we had reservations about
the general who rode the tide of
popular revulsion to Trumanism.
But a Congress possessed of
judgment and discrimination is
there to make the decisions. Good
Americans of both parties repre-
sent the conservative and nation-
alistic will which brought the up-
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heaval at thé polls, These men
stood with us on the issues. In
them resides the promise of a res-
toration fo a representative re-
publie. . . . -

Having sounded these warnings
of impending Republican faction-
al struggles whieh will spill over
into -the ~~new Congress, the
Tribune daily embroiders this line
with its’. speeific demands and
gatHers its forees together. With
pride it displays letters from Sen-
ators-elect McCarthy of Wiscon-
-sin, Jenner of Indiana, and Potter
of Michigan crediting the Tribune
with tremendous help in achiev-
ing their vietories. With equal
pride it hails the defeat of the
“Truman Republican,” Senator
Lodge of Massachusetts.

_ Right here, according to some-

indications, is where the defeated
Democratic leader, Adlai Steven-
son, and his “loyal opposition™
may come in. Will the Democratic
Party leaders adopt as part of
their strategy the “protection™ of
Eisenhower and his more “interna-
tionalist" and “liberal" group as
against the Taftites, in order to
prevent lke from having to accom-
modate himself much to the GOP
right wing?

Once the Democratic. exponents
of “national-unity-above-all” have
gotten over the first sharp pangs
of their defeat, there will be such
4 pull on them. It is likely to be
one of the influences pushing the
Out party, or elements within it,
toward a “me-too” line with ref-
erence to the general.
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as Genial Fixer

“father image.” A large section .
of the Stevenson camp helpedad
create the most pervasive father®
image of our time in Franklin:
Delano Roosevelt, None other
than Max Lerner lamented, notso :+
long ago, that it was, indeed, not : ..
easy to live a “life without
father.” <
But some of the same group
went even further—they helped
build Eisenhower. When the Re- |
publicans shoved down their '
throats the reminder that in 1948
they had begged Ike to run on the |
Democratic ticket, they plaintive-
ly wailed that they hadn't yet |
known what he stood for. What =
an amazing confession—they were
all out for a man whose ideas :
they did not know! Who sought .
the father image then? c o
A much worse recent offender
is one of their prominent minds, -
Senator Paul Douglas. Early this -
year, the man who once wrote a ~
book to prove that a new party
was essential proclaimed that
both parties should mnominate: :

v bW

s

Eisenhower, the “greatest iivin@ﬁ, .. :

American” and the only man who™=
could “unify the country.” :

Finally, despite the frequent ..
emphasis on voting for Stevenson .
because of New and Fair Deal
programs, foreign policy, FEPC,
ete., much of the argument for .
him was, likewise, that of hero
adulation. Only one sample will -
be quoted, a letter sent by novel-
jsts John Steinbeek and Herman -
Wouk to the Tignes: :

"In our -opinion, his - [Steven- '
son’s] uncanny instinet for the peo- -
ple’s broad personal féelings in all
affairs and issues, his personal hu- -
mility, his immersion in the words
and thoughts of the Bible, his abil- .
ity to strike in the same speech
notes of shrewd humor and notes
of the highest spiritual valwe, all
mark-an extraordinary public man;
possibly a genius of our century;
certainly the most atractive and -
inspiring personage in our national
life since #he death of Franklin
Roosevelt. We are for him heart
ond mied."

The American governmental
system, with its overweighted role
for the presidency, sometimes as - l
power but often as symbol, per-
mits the ready assumption of a
“great man” appeal. In times of
crises such a submissive trend can
more easily take hold, helped by
the accepted ideology of voting
for “good men.” The depressiony
helped put over the legend of the =~

Democratic hero, Roosevelt. The - S

Korean debacle helps put over the
Eisenhower legend. Both sides are
responsible for perpetrating and
extending the idea that we need
a hero-father. The men behind
.Sievenson cannot too righteously -
indict their opponents. . .

British Labor Squints at lke

By DAVID ALEXANDER

LONDON, Nov. 5—At 8 a.m., by
our time here, we learned that
Eisenhower had been elected pres-
jdent of .the United States. At
10:30 a.m. the “evening” papers
were already out with the details
and lists of results. -

While all official sources have:

been strictly impartial in the elec-
tion,
was felt even among Conserva-
tives in this country. It is not that
Eisenhower as a person is not re-

spected in this eountry, but since

‘he came to terms with Taft, Mc-

Carthy and the others of that.

wing of the Republican Party he
has largely lost symipathy in Eng-
land. If these electoral agree-
ments did not alienate the Ameri-
can people, they certainly discour-
aged Europeans.

Eisenhower’s promise of a trip
{0 Korea te end the war there re-
ceived much publicity here but it
did not cut any ice at all. Most
people here agreed with Steven-
son that the root of the problem
was in Moscow, or at any rate
that -its focus was in the world-
wide. cold war as a whole, and it

_ could only ‘be 'solved. there. The

a certain’' disappointment.

Enclish people, realizing the ex-
pense of Korea and having to
make much greater- sacrifices in
the execution of imperialist wars .
anyhow, do not see in such a trip,
or in any other act of melodrama,

a panacea for the world’s political
and economic ills.

Of great concern to Labor is the
feture of Anglo-American relations
as a result of the election. if we
assume that Labor is returned here
in the next election in Britain, what :
will Be the attitude of Eisenhower's
backers to -a Labor and socialist
government — "quasi-Communist*
according to so many of the Re- -
publican dinosaurs? The new ad-

ministration may be more reluctant .

than Truman's government o come -
o an agreement for world-wide
distribution of raw materials.
Furthermore it seems likely to- -}
hearken to the: invoeations of =
American industrialists to inm-
-crease the tariffs against British
imports where these have cap-
tured a piece o° the market. Labor*
iz. concerned not only because the
industrialists supported the Re-
publicans but also because the Re- :
publican government is less likely
to let a Labor regime-function : .
successfully by its grace. . r
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