PR e

,’éf"‘ (BF el T T, -"",’.‘_’.a‘?_-l*.:‘__'h"". e g

L o e

ACTION

Independent Socialist Weekly

" FIVE CENTS

JANUARY 11, 1954

A Complete Analysis .
Of Ike's Monday Speech

On Monday President Eisenhower
.gave a-chat gver TV and radio to the
-American people, to tell them about his
legislative plans. We were all set to com-

- ment an it, especially since (because of
_the schedwle by which LA is printed)

we will not. be able to comment in this
issue . on - the -president’s - State-of-the-
Union message on Thursday.

_:Naturally we weren’'t the only com-
.mentators poised to take off. -Another
‘one, for example, was the N. Y. Herald

. T#ibune's. staunch Republican columnist,

Da_q_m:lt Lawrenee. He: had obviously saved

“his- ?mﬂ&y ‘morning - column for, . the

“words with which it would. be necessary
'to -hail the president’s wisdom..

‘In_said Tuesday morning column, how-
ever, we note that all Lawrence found to

iwrite -about, was a vigorous discussion

of Eisenhower’s sentence-structure (lit-
‘erally).
We can't think of anything else our-
‘gelves.
®

*These Foreigners...

Washington’s new embroilment with
India over aid to Pakistan illustrates two
apparent fatalities that accompany the
U. S.’s position in the world as top dog,
given its policies.

From the angle of the Ameriean chau-
‘vinist mind, no doubt, the Indian reac-
tion shows deplorah}e small-mindedness:
Bah, these Asiatics, so rutted in their
“petty qzm.‘?efs while we have to take the
‘global view . . . the global view, of course,
being the nccebs:t) of the U. S. to think
-in.terms of world-wide imperialist domi-
nation. -

"~ Naturally, before the United States be-
came so global-minded—say, when it was
carrying on its own 'dirty war" with
Mexico—it would not have been so happy
¥o see a European power step in to arm
its enemy, for any reason whatsoever.
‘Someone recently pointed out that Nehru's
foreign policy. which so many in the U. §.
today pretend to think is so mysterious,
‘wayward, ond even reprehensible, is—
virtually identical with the foreign policy
followed by the U. S. from 1776 to 1937,
only yesterday. (This is a good point of

-which to remind American chauvinists, but

incidentally, it is not very flattering for
Nehru.)

Two things that doz America’s foot-
steps in its present role as arbiter of the

reapitalist world are:

(1) By some fatal tropism, when faced

“with a choice of pleasing one prospective
-ally or another, the U. 8. tends to choose

: -the more reactionary.
+ case, it can be granted that there is a
- difficulty in pleasing both India and Pak-

In the present

jstan.y Regrettable as that may be from

“the point of view of Washington’s inter-
‘national maneuvering, nothing can be
“dene about it except to make the choice.
‘Washington does. It seems to be Pakis-
:tan, the more reactionary half of the

Indian subcontinent.
The veasons for this tendency are not

“farito seek. For one thmg, it is most
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This ‘Orthodox Recession”

How Unorthodox Can It Get?

By GORDON HASKELL -

The economic decline which started last summer shows no sign of
letting up at the beginning of the new year.

In Detroit, New York and a dozen other cities, the lines of the
unemployed have stretched out of the employment offices and extended
out to the biting cold of the streets. Business failures have taken a sharp
upturn, and loan agencies report that increasing numbers of small and
middle businesses are unable to meet their obligations on time.

Everyone recognizes that things. will get worse before they get bet-
ter. Among economists the question now is not whether the boom condi-
tions of last year can be preserved, but simply how deep the recession

will go, and how long it will last.

Most analysts content them-
selves, and hope to content their
Teaders, 'by lnsuﬂug that even
though 1954 will not be as prosper-
‘ous a year as 1953, it will be the
second best in American history, or
something like the year-1952. Even
if they are justified in their opti-
mism, that will be a real catas-
trophe for millions of American
workers.

For workers cannot simply look
back at 1952 and figure that they
will be in about the same situation

By PHILIP COBEN

as they were then. Although this

‘might be true for many of théem as
individuals, for the class as a whole
it would be far from true.

THAT 8 PERCENT

For this must be borne in mind:
the boom conditions of 1953 were
based on an inerease in production
of about 8 per cent over the previ-
ous year. With the productivity of
labor and the work force itself in-
creasing every year, to preserve
the same boom conditions another

While sentiment is mounting even in right-wing circles in France
for an end to the futile fighting in Indo-China, the United States seems
to have adopted the thankless role of insisting on the continuation of

the war.

If this is not the U. S. position, then Washington has allowed its

eminent Asian touuqt Vice-President Nixon, to blacken its name need-

lessly.

I+ was Nixon who, during his trip
through the Far East, warned
against a peace of "appeasement”
between the French military com-
mand and the forces under Ho Chi
Minh. This can have only the mean-
ing of warning against making a
negotiated peace. It can mean only
raising the aim of unconditional
surrender—that is, war to the bit-
ter end in a situation where any
possible end is an interminable dis-
tance away.

It is true that Washington has
become the financial prop of this
dirtiest of dirty wars in the world,

-but if the American leaders want
‘to. fight to- their last dollar, the

French do not want to fight to the
last Frenchman. The situation is
an - abso”hitely._ hopeless ~one. for

“liberated,”

erable one for the French people.

Granting that it is important to
defeat Stalinism in Indo-China, it
has become increasing clear to
even the most stubborn conserva-
tives in France that this aim is
impossible along the present lines.
Military communiqués from Indo-
China in the course of the past
year, as before, have had the mak-
ings of a slapstick comedy. The

‘French general announces periodi-

cally that the enemy is in flight, re-
treating-all along the line, so many
outposts taken, so much territory
following which it is
learned that the French have again
suffered a smashing defeat some-
where.

The latest sceme in this farce
was a series of announcements of

____"-_Fl{em:la v:ciern.-s followed hy '!Ilc:__

8 per cent or so would have to be -
added this year to the 1953 figures,
But if, instead, there is a drop of
8 per cent, that will not bring us
right back to 1952. In relative
terms it means that the economy
would be 16 per cent below what
‘it needs to keep the boom rolling. -

-There is no way to translate such
rough figures into numbers of em-
ployed workess and average week-
ly hours of work for the economy

-as a whole. But one thing is certain:

a constant rise in productivity, plus
a constant incrsasauihwnumbir
of workers, plus a drop in total
production—means unemployment,
short work-weeks, long 'layoffs.
Some industries ‘will be  hit far
harder than others, and some re-
gions of the couniry will feel it
heavily while others will remain

" only slightly affected.

At their recent annual meetmg, :
the economists got into an argu-
_ [Turn to last pagel :

Washington Stands in the Way of Peace 1
In Indo- Chind, as France Gets Ho's Bid

admission that the Vietminh forces
of Ho had cut Indo-China in two by
a drive across Laos. ]
Granted the claims from Wash-
ington—and note that they come-
from Washington, not _Paris—that '
this is not really a very serious sit-
uation for a number of good rea- '
sons, it is ¢lear that it is certainly
no token of a quick French victory. =
Typically, French military head-
quarters followed it up with a
prophecy that the war will be
cleaned up in six months; this is a
bad sign; two more boasts of ‘this

kind by the French and, according

to the rule, they will be pushed into
the sea.

IN A TRAP

A consérvative and more or less
pro-American French editor can
write: “we are all, as it were, in 2
trap. In an incredible atmosphere
of hopeless irresolution, which pre-
vails equally in Paris and Saigon, -
we fight on.” The cost of the war
to the French budget eats up. all
American aid and more. A dozen
Frerich divisions are pmned dnwn
lCenﬂnued on. page :
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Page Two

LABOR ACTION

Even the Likes of lke
Can't Straddle T-H Issue

By BEN HALL )
On January 11, President Eisen-

““héower in a message to Congress

il

will at last reveal his proposals for
amending the Taft-Hartley Law.

He is not a “dynamic” and “cru-
sading” politieal leader, as Walter
Lippman has just informed us, adding
“that “His - -appointed role, the role for
which he was chosen—the role for which
he is fitted—is that of the restorer of
order and peace after an age of violence
and faction.” As a man who wants to
smooth things over, Eisenhower has the
opportunity to display these talents in

“handling the Taft-Hartley hot potato.

He need only work out a series of
amendments which ‘can satisfy the labor
movement and af the same time meet the
demands of reactionaries in Congress and

- ‘soothe the feelings of powerful big-busi-

ness interests. That's all.

~ When the law was first passed, the
labor movement insisted upon outright
repeal, nothing less, and rejected the line
of fighting for amendments. But a Demo-
cratic administration was in office; labor
felt that it had a chance to make a speedy
comeback.

After the Republicah victory in '52,
union leaders slowly softened their posi-
“¢ion. Without abandoning their demand
for its repeal, they are ready to support,
tin . the language of a CIO convention
resolutmn, “any sincere attempt to bring
‘fairness and justice into the law.” The
Fnternational Ladies Garment Workers
“Union phrases its own point of view in
‘these words: “the act requires basic
modification to an extent that would jus-
tify its repeal.”

In campalgmng for office, Eisenhower
.promised to revise the law to make it
;more satisfactory to labor, in particular
to- remove some of its most notorious
nriion-busting provisions, and his new
’seeretary of labor reiterated these prom-
dses to the recent CIO convention. The
-ﬁmgldent wants it; the unions are ready
to support it—the clements of a friendly
‘deal are present. .

"ALAS, A DREAM

And if such a compromise could be

worked ouf, it would be a spectacular

dchievement for the Eisenhower adminis-
Wration: hostility to the new Republican
‘#ggime amonyg its most hardened oppon-

- ents, the labor movement, would be soft-

ened. But this dream is not' to be.

‘If his proposals are vigorous enough
to win support from the labor movement,
which is virtually impossible, he would
stir up a hornets’ nest in his own party,
.among Southern Democrats, and others
to be mentioned. And if they were mild
enough to satisfy cofiservative Taft-
Hartley diehards, which is just as impos-
sible, they could only irritate labor still
further.

Eisenhower’s only refuge, as a man of
compromise, cah be found in a series of
recommendations so feeble, so mild, so
ineffectual, so meaningless that they will
sueceed admirably in annoying both
stdes. Such a program would embody one
impressive feature standing out above
all eriticism:. it would be consistént with
‘his reécord and personality.

Eisenhower aims to win back what he
1ost when Martin Durkin resigned as
secretary of labor. He cannot hope to
have the support of organized labor but
he ean hope-to stimulate moods of neu-

" trality among some of its sectors. But

when Durkin resigned, both the CIO and

“and the AFL made clear that they were.

insisting upon the Durkin program of
‘hmendments and it was the rejection of
4His -program by the president that got

“shim into trouble with labor. He rejected

~ ‘Purkin’s program in response to pres-
‘sure from conservative Republicans and

Pbig-biisiness spokesmen.
PRESSURE ON
This pressure is not easing up; in prepa-
ration for the forthcoming session of Con-
,gress, a new campaign begins o make
Taft-Hartley Law éven more. oppres-
“sive to unions.

Two weeks ago, the General Electric
~@ompany, in a special bulletin, warned

/. _\'

Don't miss a single week of
LABOR ACTION
A ‘sub’is only'$2.00 a'yedr!

"\‘ Lo S a e e ; _/_

that the administration might- try to
soften the law in order to win a sprink-
ling of labor support in this year’s con-
gressional elections, and it announced
that it was against any changes. Less
than a week later, the National Associ-
ation of Manufacturers went further, It
demands that the law be amended—its
way—to outlaw all forms of the union
shop and to include a “right-to-work
law” that would give a man not the right
to a job but the right to be a strike-
breaker.

The labor movement and the pltlfully
weak band of so-called: liberRls in the
Democratic Party await the presidential
message before deciding whether to back
Eisenhower’s proposals. When the Taft-
Hartley question comes to the floor of
Congress, if it does, more will be tested
than the sincerity of Eisenhower’s cam-
paign promises. The labor movement
will get a chance to see how aggressively
or how feebly the Demoecratic Party will
fight for the union’s program,

Lucky Luciano Enters Tresca Case

NEW YORK, Jan. 4—“Lucky” Luciano,
top-notch racketeer, deported to Italy in
1946, now comes into the Carlo Tresca
murder case picture. ~

That was brought out this week by
Norman Thomas, chairman 0{ the Tresca
Memorial Committee, in announcing
plans for a memorial meeting to honor
the slain Italian anti-totalitarian editor,
to be held in Rand School, 7 East 15
Street, on Saturday, Janusuy 9, at2 p.m.

"Several months ago,” Thomas said,
“Luciane was interviewed by Michael
Stern, Rome correspondent for the Faw-

cett Publications here. Mr. Stern is now’

in New York for a brief stay. Luciano told
him that when he was trying to get out of
prison upstate he offered to give to Gov-
er Dewey (in exchange for freedom) the
names of Tresca's slayers, who, he de-
clared, were professional killers. But Mr.
Dewey 'would not go for this.'

“Mr. Stern is scheduled to return to
Italy by plane on Friday. If by any
chance he is delayed in leaving, he will
speak at the memorial meeting. If he
does go back on Friday, he will give us
a detailed statement to be read to the

ACLU Gives Brownell Too
For Those Non-Existent Hearings!

By ALBERT GATES

Several weeks ago, the American
Civil Liberties Union issued its ex~
haustive report on civil liberties
from January 1951 to June 1953.
In this generally excellent survey,
there is one section which is mis-

leading because of ambiguity.

Writing about the atforney general’s
List of Subversive Organizations, the re-
port says:

“The problem presented by the attor-
ney general’s list has been reduced but
not finally resolved. The attorney general
has listed approximately 200 organiza-
tions mainly as Communist, Fascist, to-
talitarian or subversive. The list has
been compiled without giving an oppor-
tunity to each organization for a hear-
ing, and membership in such organiza-
tions was generally the chief evidence

against employees in loyalty cases.
Though a 5-3 decision in May 1951 of
the U. S. Supreme Court resulted in a
ruling that hearings should be granted,
no steps were taken by the Truman ad-
ministration to grant any such hearings.
The new administration won the congrat-
wlations of the ACLU for granting hear-
ings to organizations already listed and
to those it proposed to designate on the
list. . . .7 (Emphasis-mine—A. G.) -

Most of the above is true, particularly
as it applies to the Truman administra-
tion. The decision of the Supreme Court
itself was confusing, although the in-
struetion that hearings should be-grant-
ed was unmistakable. In seeking to bring
some kind of order to the methods of the
previous administration’s successive at-
torneys general, President Eisenhower
issued a new Presidential Order 10450
which provided for hearings to be grant-
ed to organizations to be listed. A series
of steps were elaborated by the attorney
géneral which would result in hearings.

However, the attorney general pro-
ceeded to reconstruct a list of alleged
subversive organizations by placing all
of the organizations that were on Presi-
dent Truman’s list without hearings on
the new list, likewise without prior
hearings. Before any mnew organization
is to be placed on a list, the attorney gen-
eral would first have to grant a hearing.
But for more than 200 organizations, the
hearings, when and if granted, would
come after the placement and not before.

Even for new organizations proposed
for the list after a hearing has been
granted, the attorney general announces
and conviets in advance by public state-
ments (as he did in the case of the Na-
tional Lawyers Guild).

‘But as yet, and this is the important
point, riot a single hearing has been held
by the dattorney general, throughout the
year of 1953.

In the case of the Independent Social-
ist League which, after four years of ef-
fort, succeeding in obtaining a Statement
of Grounds and Interrogatories, to which
it replied at considerable length (see
TL.ABOR "AcTiON of Sept. 28, 1953) no

“hearing has yet been: granted. ‘And this,
“despite the fact that the ISL has com-

SR Y e b A

plied with all the rules and regulations
issued by the president and the attorney
general.

It s true that the ISL finally obtained
a State of Grounds and Interrogatories
and for the first time learned the basis
for the initial actions of the attorney
general. A thorough reply was made to
these charges and interrogatories. Ac-
cording to his own procedures, the attor-
ney general was obligated to set a date
for an early hearing. To date, however,
he has effectively evaded his responsibili-
ties and refused to set a date for such a
hearing; as a matter of fact the attorney
general has made the matter.of a hear-
ing a purely provisional matter.

Waiting in vain for a month after re-
plying to the attorney general, on Oct. 8,
1953, the ISL sent the following telegram
to Attorney General Brownell:

“"When may we expect date sei for
hearing in the case of Independent Social-
ist League?"

On October 21, 1953, the attorney gen-
eral sent the following reply:

“"Reference is made to your telegram of
October 8, 1953, requesting advice as fo
the date of a possible hearing under Ex-
ecutive Order 10450 in the matter of the
Independent Socialist League, et al.

"Please be assured that it is the policy
of this Department to give ample notice to
the designee of any hearing which may
take place in connection with this pro-
gram." (Emphasis mine—A. G.)

The point of the letter was not lost on

us.

It is clear that the matter of a hear-
ing is not a settled thing. It has yet-to be
eranted by the attorney general and
there is nothing certain about it since
the whole question remains in the exclu-
sive hands of an administration bureau-
cracy. If the Department of Justice is
not a very zealous defender of the Bill
of Rights, it is expert in the well-known
practice of stalling.

PRESSING THE A-G

"The ISL reiterated its demand for -a
hearing in a reply dated October 29, 1953,
which reads as follows:

“We have received your letter of Oct.
21, 1953, in reply to our telegram of Oct.
8, 1953, requesting that we be advised
of the hearing date which the Depart-
ment contemplated in the case of the In-
dependent Socialist League.

“We note, however, that your reply. to
our request for specific information is
made in pointedly provisional terms, even
hypothetical. You refer to a ‘pos§ib1e
hearing’ and to ‘any hearing which may
take place.’

“In this connection, we would draw
your attention to the provisions of Sec-
tions 41.4 and 41.5 under Part 41, Chap-
ter I of Title 28—Judicial Administra-
tion of April 29, 1953, as follows:

“‘Request for hearing. Seetion 41.3.—
Any organization filing 'a reply as pro-
vided in this Part may accompany its
.reply with a written request for a hear-
ing..In the absence of such a request, the
‘attorney general 'shall “determine the

. matter- on “the basis ‘of the information

R

gathering.”

“Lueciano’s offer tends to bear out what
we have long contended,” said Thomas
further, “that the Tresea killing was
done by hired gangsters, and that their
identity was and is known to various

- members of the underworld. And because

of Mr. Stern’s report on this, we have
in mind certain- constructive suggestions
in connection with the Tresca inquiry to
submit to District Attorney Frank Ho-
gan.

“Mi. Stern dealt with the Lueiano in-
terview in a revealing book .entitled Neo
Innocence Abroad, on Random House’s
current list. But the point therein about
the offer of the names of the Tresca
slayers to the governor apparently re-
ceived no publicity. If it was cited in any
of the reviews, we missed seeing it....

“Lately we had occasion to write to
District Attorney Hogan about a report
that his office had a new lead in the
Tresca case. An answer came from Alex-
ander Herman, Homicide Bureau head,
assuring us that that investigation was
‘continuing actively.’... We remain con-
vinced that it was a political erime.”

Much Credit

available to him and the reply of such
organization.’

“‘Notice of Hearing. Section 41.5.—
Upon receipt of a request as provided in
Section 41.4, the attorney general will
set a date and fix a place for hearing and
notify the organization thereof by regis-
tered mail.’

“The Independent Socialist Lea.gue, et
al., have complied completely with the
provisions of Section 41.4 above. We re-
mind you once more of the concluding
paragraph of our reply to the attorney
general’s Statement of Grounds and In-
terrogatories, which said: " i

“‘Having herewith completed ‘E‘he re-
plies requested by the Interrogatories
and thus complied with the regulations
established by the attorney general, the
ISL and SYL which it represents in this
proceeding, reiterates its request for an
early hearing before the attorney gen-
eral or anyone deputed to act for him in
our petition to be removed from the “sub-
versive list.”?

“This request was reiterated in our
communication accompanying our reply
to the aforementioned grounds and inter-
rogatories, and brought to your attention
once again in our telegram of Oct, 8,
1953.

“A reference to Section 41.5 above re-
ferred to, makes clear the provision for
fche setting of a date and place of hear-
ing by the attorney general ‘upon receipt
of a ?ueﬁt as provided for in the pre-
vious-Section, This section does not place
a hearing in the realm of ‘possibility’
which ‘may take place,’ but is presumed
ta be integral to the procedures laid
d_own by the attorney general in connec-
tion with Executive Order 10450.

“We appreciate the suggestion, of
course, that we will receive ampie notice
of the time and place of ‘any. hearing
which may take place,’ but we desire to
p(n_nt out that, for our part, we have been
waiting four years for an opportunity
to prove the error of the attorney gen-
eral in placing the aforementioned on his
list and that the Department has had
many more years to prepare its case. We
therefore request, sir, that a speciﬁc date
for a hearing be forwarded to us, in ac-
cordance with the rules of procedure laid
down by the attorney general, and to re-
move the matter of a hearing in connec-
tion with our ease out of the provisional
and hpyothetical position-in which you
have placed it by your communication.”

The attorney general has not rejected a’
hearing for the ISL. He just has not replied
to the above, not set a date for a hearing
and simply will not be “rushed" info one.
While it is true that the new administra-
tion has “granted hearings,” the hearings -
remain a purely theoretical proposition.
In the only case, to our knowledge, where
a hearing is long overdue, the attorney
general has not actually granted one. To
say that he has "granted hearings,"” is to
create the Impresswn that they are being
held, when, in fact, not a single one has
yet been granted or held.

The ACLU -has taken -the attorney
general’s announcement-of procedures as

-good coin. As.yet, only- eounterfel.t cur-
: rency 1s bemg used. : (e
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§ LONDON LETTER

Britain's Economy Sensitive to Talk
Of Recession’ on This Side of Ocean

By DAVID ALEXANDER

LONDON, Dec. 30—Earlier this week
the Organization for European Economic
Cooperation published its  report, which

‘ineluded a section on Britain.

It showed that last year the capitalist
-economy of Britain had shown a slight
profit. Despite the fact that defense ex-
-penditure had increased by 50 per cent
over 1950, the total reserve of gold and
dollars of the United Kingdom had gone
up by $753 million over the past year.
Nevertheless these reserves still stand at
the perilously low figure of only $2520
miillion.

The production in this country com-
pared with 1950 was 105 per cent, but
this was very little increase compared
with the Ameriecan figure of 129, and the
OEEC countries’ average of 128. There
has also been a reduction of the ratio of
consumption to gross national product;
this was 65 per cent compared with 68
per cent in 1950, and is indicative of
greater use of resources for export and

" foreign investment.

WHY SENSITIVE

What were the reasons for the im-
provement in. Britain’s position? Perhaps
most important was the “terms of trade.”
This the relation between the cost of ex-
ports and the cost of imports. Since
Britain is mainly an industrial country,
for it the terms of trade are virtually the
same as the relation between the prices
of industrial products and of raw mate-
rials and food. After the buying spree
created by the Korean war, the price of
raw materials: fell considerably, much
more than the prices of capitalfgoods
and machinery. Thus the “terms of
trade” moved considerably in Britain’s
favor. Also militating in favor of the
British economy was an exceptionally
high level of world trade.

This cannot be expected to continue,
and. Britain is pu'ﬂ‘i:nlquy sensitive to the
talks: of ''recession’” we hear from the

- M. S. side of: the Aflantic. Many British

imports in the U. S., like bicycles, woolens,
etc., are in the semi-luxury class, and it
has been pointed out that a one per cent
decrease in American trade would pro-
duce a 5 per cent decrease in American
demand for British goods.

This. year the Conservatives took off a
considerable slice of the purchase tax
which we still pay on practically all
goods. except food. It varies from one-
sixth to two-thirds of the price of each
article. A threatened slump here this
time last year stimulated the Tories into
cutting a lot of purchase tax; this to-
gether with increased profits, increased
wages, and increased money in circula-
tion hag caused an all-round increase in
demand - for goods. Improved home de-
mand not only means that there is less
for export but that the producers have
less interest in the export market, when
they can make bigger profits at less risk
at home,

RESILIENT

The great home-demand tends to make
people invest less money in the remod-
ernization of industry. Insofar as Brit-
ain- produces many semi-luxury goods

- shieh have.a fluctuating demand, they

must be of a competitively higher stand-
ard -than those of other countries. This
requires -considerable investments, which
are. not being.made,

In order to achieve a reasonable bal-
ance of payments, Britain aims at a
surplus. of -$970 million for next year
apd -the -subsequent few years. This can
be done enly by increasing overseas sales,
but for..cotton goods, wool, pottery, ete.,

. world -demand will. obviously continue to

decline. It. is- on aircraft, engineering

_goocis, tractors, ete., that Brltlsh indus-

try will:have to eoncentrate.
. What.will all.this mean? Simply this:

. By dint of a favorable win in world eco-

b

nomies, and of a certain amount of
American aid, Britain has once again

7 : ~
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staggered on to her feet. It has shown a
remarkable degree of resilience. Despite
a “defense” budget of $3.75 billion and
despite fighting small-scale wars in Ma-
laya and Korea, while preparing for oth-
ers in Egypt and maybe elsewhere, this
country has been able to improve its eco-
nomic position.

This improvement may not last many
years with the severe competition of
Japan, Germany and ltaly, who are not
burdened with vast armies and far-flung
empires. Most of thejr production can go
to raising their own economic levels.

CONTRADICTION

The OEEC reports seem to me to un-
derline some of the basic contradictions
of capitalism. All the industrial countries
are fighting tooth and nail for the limited
markets which exist. This is not just a
stimulating sport; this competition is
vitally necessary to each country to
maintain its own economic activities un-
der the capitalist system. )

In fact, many of Britain’s- political
troubles have arisen from the necessity

of its capitalist system to maintain hold
over primary producers of raw materi-
als. It is no coincidence whatever that
there is a war in Malaya or that London
intervened in Guiana. In world competi-
tion, cheap raw materials are Britain’s
lifeblood.

Even the Labor Party in office realized
that, as long as it was operating within
the framework of the capitalist system
and was unprepared to initiate steps to-
ward socialism in England, it too had to
be a party to colonial oppression. No
wonder its leaders talked of a “realistic”
poliey. )

It has been pointed out that since the
war, Britain has been a prey to economic
troubles every two years. This is based
on the world eycle of demand and pro-
duction of raw materials. In 1950, be-
fore the Korean war started, the eco-
nomic surveys used to read similar to the
OEEC survey this week. Neither offers
a basic remedy to the problems of capi-
talism; both treat the disease in the body
social symptomatically rather than basiec-
ally.

prospective allies who have the least dif-
iv:ultles, mtelna], ideological and other-
wise, standing in the way of becoming
military pawns for the U. S. colossus.

{2) Wherever Washington turns in its
attempt. to organize the world under its
command in a firm war bloc against Rus-
sia, it runs inte disrupting antagonisms
that rip its own camp.

In Europe, the French-German antag-

onism is threatening to sink the EDC
project and tear NATO to pieces. In the
Middle East the Israeli-Arab antagon-
ism alternately gets Washington em-
broiled with one side.or the other, and
sometimes with both simultaneously. In
the Far East it cannot always get its
other Asian friends to stop cavilling at
the prospect of a remilitarized Japan.
Then there is Burma vs. Chiang Kai-
shek, Italy vs. Tito on Trieste, Britain
vs. the Continent, North Africa wvs.
France....
How long can a big power stand this
sort. of nonsense? It tries owr patience,
it does. It’s all right to talk about the
“free world” but there's got to be a limit
somewhere. These foreigners just don't
know what's good for them. Clearly we
have to make them see the light even if
we have to knock their heads together a
bit, like a loving father—or uncle. Here
we are, turning our pockets inside out
for them, and money doesn’t grow on
trees you know, and what gratitude do
we get, mothing, just bickering and
squalling and childish hair-pulling while
we carry the big burden of our happy
family. They lack hwmility, that’s what.
So we've just got to crack the whip over
these fellers and bring them into line.
Sure, sure, communists and radicals and
eggheads may call this imperialistic but
WE know that it's all for the good of
freedom and democracy. . ..

That's what imperialists tell them-
selves.

[ ]

Europe's Atom-Pool

In all the discussion in the press over
the Eisenhower proposal for a pool of
atomic-energy development efforts, there
was a not unimportant faect which we
must have missed, if anyone mentioned
it. In case our readers are in-the same
fix, we quote the information for them,
from I. F. Stone’s Weekly, whele it is
usefully recalled:

“The U. S. is in danger of falling be-
hind in the race to develop the peacetime
uses of atomic energy. France in June of
last year and Britain last December
launched atomic power programs. Both
countries are also participants in an or-
ganization of which little has been heard
in this country—the European Organi-
zation for Nuclear Research established
in May of 1952 to study the non-military
uses of the atom. The other governments
participating are Belgium, Denmark,
Western Germany, Greece, Italy, the
Netherlands, Yugoslavia, Norway, Swe-
den, . and Switzerland. A $30,000,000
laboratory is being. erected: in Geneva,
where . construction..was. approved in . a

SPOTLIGHT

Continued from page 1~

referendum over Communist opposition
after safeguards were adopted permit-
ting the Swiss to shut the project down
in event of war. Three Soviet satellites,
Czechoslovakia, Hungary and Poland,
were invited to participate originally
but turned the offer down. There are
some in Washington who regard the
Eisenhower atomic proposal-as an effort
to take this purely European project
over, as the Brussels pact was taken over
in the Atlantic Pact.”

That last speeulation may or may not
be true, but certainly the existence of
thi¢ European atom-pool organization.
makes the Eisenhower speech even some-
what less brilliant than it appeared at
the time, and that isn’t saying too much.
Remember too that in making this pro-
posal Eisenhower was supposed to be
taking the initiative in foreign affairs...

Big Koestler Hoax

For the Hoax of the Year, we nomi-
nate, for 1953—next to the Canadian
whose thrilling secret-agent story of The
Man Who Wouldn't Talk turned out to
be imaginary—an article by Arthur
Koestler called “A Guide to Political
Neuroses.”

This piece got itself featured in the
new monthly Encounter put out by the
Congress for Cultural Freedom and then
reprinted in the New Leader. Both edi-
tors were taken in.

Koestler’s article is written with all
apparent seriousness, in the great tradi-
tion of hoaxes. It purports to give a
“Freudian” interpretation of the politics
of our time: all about the “unconscious
guilt complex” and “repressed guilt” of
the German people, the “collective am-
nesia” of the French and their “neurotic
pattern,” the “repetition-compulsion” of
appeasers, ete.

More than that, the joke is pushed
further, still with a perfectly straight
face: “For nearly every aberration of
the sexual drive, we can find a corres-
ponding type. of disturbance of the po-
litical libdio,” writes our humorist. He
details it: ambivalence, eternal adoles-
cence, ‘“‘political oxersexedness,” fetish-
ism (with “Stalin’s high-necked tunie”
taking the place of women’s riding boots,
ete.)....

In Sartre he dis_covers the “incestuous
type of political libido”; he also spots
“the political equivalent of a nympho-
maniae,” the “political masochist,” ete.
In modern times, “the political libido.of
man was turned loose like an adolescent’s

erotic craving.” Stalinism ‘“has all the
sex appeal of a strong monolithic
creed....”

The whole thing is an excellent take-
off, an inimitable caricature, of the ten-
dency of some vulgarizers of Freud to
make politics an appendage of the Oedi-
pus complex.

We suppose the editors of Encounter
and the New Leader will claim that
Koestler is serious. about it, just as they
are. - ‘

Peace in

Indo-China —

{Continued from page 1)

in Asia while the threat of German
rearmament grows. The dragging
on of the war is one of the biggest
single boosts for the popularity of
Stalinism in France.

In this situation, Ho Chi Minh has
taken the initiative in offering op-
portunities for a negotiated peacq.

An end to the futile slaughter m
Indo-China
-wished, and no good to.either the
Indo-Chinese or French people can
come from any possible continua<
tion of the present war. A peace
must then be negotiated, and if
France hesitates, it is only for twe
reasons, no doubt: (1) pressure
from Washington against it; and
(2) irresolution in the minds of
the French imperialists them-
selves, for while they are increas-
ingly convinced that they cannot
continue, still they ' cannot bring
themselves easily to admitting that
their hard heads have been beaten
in. -

FIRST STEP

But a. negotiated peace can ‘have
a progressive meaning for Indo-
China only if it is a first step. By

itself it may mean the end of- much 5

useless fighting and dying, but not
any solution for the people.

After a peace, the problem will
still be acute of what to do about

is devoutly to be .

the. division of Indo-China between

the Stalinists and Viet-Nam. But

here the problem is far from being "

as hnpeless as it seems to be in

Korea in the choice between. Syng- A

man-:Rhee and-Nam |I.

On both sides there are known
to be substantial independent for-
ces who wish no subordination te
either the Frerch or the Stalinists,
The Viet-Minh movement, accord-
ing to many reports, has been quite
Stalinized in the course of the
fighting—thanks to French policy

and. its Bao Dai—and no doubf

there is no open opposition. But

this does not mean that great

chunks of important support which
Ho has now couldn’t be town away
fromi him by an Indo- Chinese
movement which is truly indepen-
dent of France and imperinlism.

A negotiated peace could be a
step toward a real solution to the
division. of Indo-China only if it
served to bring together the forces
now scattered on both sides of the
lines who belong together by vir-
tue of opposition to both. Sfallﬂl&ll!,
and capitalist imperialism. The
basis for such a rapprochement ex-
ists. It can be initiated from the;
Viet-Nam side by a militant demo-q
cratic-nationalist movement.

The best contribution which the ]
French can make to this end is very,
simple: get out of Indo-China andE'. :

stay out. The same goes for the
American dollar. While 1mper1a1-
ism can scarcely be expected to re-
lease its talons unreluctantly, in
this case a militant Indo-Chinese
movement could enforce. its will.
This decrepit French imperialism
is not what it used to be, and, 1tq
claws can be chopped off while it is
in a weakened condition.

The present impasse shows.only

a blank wall of hopelessness. A nes

gotiated peace is necessary, yes,
but a progressive program for the
defeat of:Stalinism must go beyond

it to the achievement of Iﬂd(h'-
. Chmese md ependence. - &




~ society has changed:

"SCIENTISTS BEFORE AND AFTER THE BOMB"

By CARL DARTON

Someone else has virtually written this column for us. All we have to do is
review the current article “Scientists Before and After the Bomb” by R. L. Meier
and E. Rabinowitch. The wrtiers are respectively a former executive secretary of
the Federation of American Scientists and the current editor of the Bulletin of
Atomie Scientists. It appears in the November 1953 issue of the Annals of the
American Academy of Political and Secial Science.

The article opens with: "The Second World War and the atomic bomb have greatly

changed the pattern of scientific activity,
particularly in the United States. AH scien-
tists old enough to remember feel the dif-
ference in their bones; and many of them
“are nat very hoppy about it."

During this approximately ten-year
period, the United States has taken the
-leadership in world science with 600,000
" professional scientists and engineers,
compared with 375,000 before the war.
Most of the increase has occurred in gov-
. ernment and industry. Expenditures for
research and development in industry,
. universities and government passed the
billion mark in 1943. From 1940 to 1952
non-military research increased by a fac-
tor of four, while military research and
.development, including the Atomic.En-
ergy Commission, has increased forty
times.

-Considering the demand for scientists,
their economic rewards have been meag-
er, barely keeping abreast of inflation
despite their increase in prestige and

. power.-Further on the debit side are the
« Yoecupational hazards” of scientists such
"as loyalty checks and security investiga-
tions. Today the word “seientist” invari-
: _.ably evokés in newqpaper—condltmned
. :America the word “bomb” and -“spy.”
This has resulted in unprecedented ha-
rassment in work and travel.

Likewise; continueé Meier and Rabinow-
" itch, whether the scientists like it or not,
they have tended to lose their “individu-
ality,” being grouped in team research in

- . vast laboratories with huge equipment

‘< such as - atom-smashing machines.
Through government subsidy, t-og‘ethr-:l
with the contraet system, much of science

is regulated by the functioning of bu-

... reaucracy. The objectives and scope of
- .-yesearch are carefully planned and con-
“tinuously ' thecked upon and evaluated.
‘To quote further:

"Not so long ago, theirs [scientists’]
~-was a small, dedicated group, keeping
rather aloof from the rest of the world in
what were referred to as ‘ivory towers'

but were more often grimy basement lab- .

" ‘oratories. They lived in intense commanion
with their colleagues all over the world—
an international fraternity which even
~ wars and revolutions could not elfogelher
* disrupt.” On the other hand, now, "Some
of them, who grew up with the atomic
‘spy scares, restrictions on scientific pub-
lication, and curtailed international  ex-
"change, may find it easy fo look at scien-
tists in oﬂur countries as competitors, if
.mot enemies.’

“RESTLESS, FRUSTRATED -
AND APPREHENSIVE"

The “scientist’s belief in himself and
“Scientists of the
pre-war era did not doubt the fundamen-
tal worth and virtue of their vocation.”
.Now, however, “The short path from the
" discovery of nuclear fission to Hiroshima
- has shattered their feeling of remoteness
-. of science from the folly of man’s pursuit
of power over man, and from the crime
of nations warring on nations.”
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These developments agitated the scien-
tist after the war to press for civilian
and international control of atomic en-
ergy. They .banded together in the FAS
and founded the Bulletin of-Atomic Sci-
entists to give organizational form teo
their concern over the misuse of science.
That they have not succeeded very well
the social-conscious scientists are the
first to admit. The situation, they realize,
however, will not remain static. The way
ahead is uncertain. The writers Meier
and Rabinowitch close on this note:

*This, then, is the American scientific
scene ten years after the chain reaction
that led to the atomic bomb: a greatly ex-
panded army of scientists, with vastly in-
creased funds for research but little im-
provement in their own economic status;
enjoying new respect in society and new
influence in academic and industrial or-
ganizations, yet looked upen askance as o
group of doubtful loyhlty and ‘an almost
demoniac capacity for evil; consulted by
the Executive and rubbing shoulders with
the fegislature, but frustrated in attempts
to make the national leadership fully un-
derstand fhe nafure of science and its
fearseme implications.

“In the face of this contradictory pic-
ture, the majority of scientists, particu-
larly of the younger .generation, tend to
seek refuge in a political professional-
ism; while the minority remain intensely
concerned with the way in which the ‘age
of science’ dawns upon mankind. They
are depressed by their incapacity to
make the “world understand that the
eager acceptance of new scientifie gad-
getry for war and peace without the
acceptance of a new rational code of
political behavior is a path of disaster.
They feel restless, frustrated, and ap-
prehensive.” _

Science Knows All

Among science’s new contributions to
the understanding of society is the dis-
covery by a Boston doctor—who told all
about it to the recent convention of the
American Association for the Advance-
ment of Science—that “Money sickness
is the most common psychosomatic ill-
ness of our times.”

It seems that the lack of it, and the
psychological consequences thereof, may
cause stomach trouble, headache, back
pains or even heart trouble, muscle and
joint pains, or serious emotional disturb-
ances.

Lily-White Reformist
Mind at Work

A spokesman for the Labor Party of

South Africa, writing in the bulletin of

the Socialist International, explains to
his world comrades why the party is so
weak. Keeping in mind that this party
basically supports the racist policies of
the white masters of South Africa,
though deploring Malan’s excesses, his
words can be quoted as a ecross between
humor and piteousness:

“Many are the explanations for the
weakness of the Labor Party and it is
easy enough to attribute it to the absence
of the real proletariat, the non-Euro-
pean, from the ranks of the party. But
this explanation does not remove the fun-
damental need of a party with a sound
economic policy.”

So although the real proletariat of the
country is excluded from this “Labor
Party,” that must not be thought to be
of first importance in answering the
question. Rather the South Africa-type
Laborite finds consolation in the mourn-
ful thought that “where nationalism is
rampant, no political movement of the
workers can thrive”—especially when
that movement sets itself apart from the
nationalism of the opptessed\ and sup-
ports the chauvinism of the oppressors.
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History for Pockethook Readers

Iy PH".IP COBEN
Comments on another couple of

“serious”
as pocketbooks for the edification of the masses:

historical works recently published
Greek Civilization and. Character,

excerpts from ancient Greek historians, chosen, translated and. edited by Arnecld J.
Toynbee; and The Shaping of the Modern Mind by Professor Crane Brinton..(Week
before last, this eolumn also commented on the pocketbook edition of René Sédillot’s
Hstory of the World in a nutshell.) All three of these are Mentor pocketbooks.

In spite of all remarks to be made below, the superiority of these pocketbook"

choices over Mickey Spillane is taken as
axiomatic. New American Library,
+Which publishes the Mentor pocketbooks,
is by far the leader in the field of low-
cost paperbound non-fiction as far as
quality is concerned.

But jf we take Professor Toynbee’s
book as the serious anthology on histori-
ography which it purported to be when
originally published as part of the series
The Library of Greek Thought—-—and not
me1ely from the point of vlew of whether
it is worth 35 cents as a repnnt pocket-
book—then one must wonder.

The briefest example we can give for
what we wonder about is Toynbee's chap-
ter on "Demeocracy.” Now the subject of
.ancient Greek demecracy, s limitations,
its character, its bases, efc., is large, im-
-porfant, and interesting. Profeisor Toyn-

- be¢ has managed to find only two brief
3quibs on the subject worthy for inclusion
in his chapter.

In one of these squibs, Herodotus re-
marks that the virtues of democracy gave
the Athenians a greater military
strength than did despotic systems, be-
cause the citizens felt that they were
fighting for their own advantage. In the
second, also from Herodotus, we hear of
Aristagoras of Miletus, who unsuccess-
fully tried to convince the rulers of
Sparta to make war on the Persians, but
who did succeed in winning the Athenian
democracy over to his view. This. latter
passage ends with the observation:

“Apparently it is a simpler matter to
delude many individuals than one; eon-

sidering that Aristagoras found himself:

unable to delude Cleomenes the Lacedae-
monian in isolation, while he successfully
accomplished the feat upon thirty thou-
sand Athenians.”

The two squibs take up one short 'pao'e:

and constitute the sum-total of what
Toynbee includes under the sub,]ect of
Greek “Democracy.’

BANAL METHOD

At first glance the reader might think
that. Toynbee was merely making a col-
lection of interesting anecdotes, like a
department of Reader's Digest, but this
would be an injustice to the eminent pro-
fessor. He has an aim, based on an idea.
It.is that Greek life and its problems pro-
vide parallels for our own time from
which we can learn. His method is to find
the parallels. The two squibs mentioned
above have caught his attention because
they remind him of something about
modern life.

If the whole thing adds up to a banality,
it is because his method is banal. I is,
bowever, the same method of shallow
parailelism which also produced his. Study
of History, where the bare bones of the
method are overlaid with masses of erudi-
tion in sometimes-fascinating gobs.

Taken individually, many of the ex-
cerpts which Toynbee translates are
quite interesting. Taking the book as a
whole, as presumably a study of the
Greek mind in self-revelation, we cannot
imagine anyone getting any appreciable
understanding about what happened in
Greek history or Greek thought. The
above-deseribed chapter on “Democracy”
strikes us as more revealing of Toynbee
than of Greek civilization.

TOUR DE FORCE

Toynbee is the leading example today
of the historian who has risen to emi-
nence on the basis of an historical meth-
od which is at the opposite pole from the
materialist conception of history. He is
a conscious idealist in historical method.
Crane” Brinton is, on the other hand,
rather typical of much of American pro-
fessordom in not being very conscious
about his own method at all; but he does
know that he won’t stand for any of this
“geconomic interpretation,” thank you.

So in The Shaping of the Modern
Mind, Professor Brinton has managed to
pull off something of a tour de force, at
least for these days.

This pecketbook edition is a. republica-
tion of the second half of Brinton’s Ideas
and Men, being “a self-contained volume

that ‘covers the period since the Renais-
sance.” It begins with a discussion of
humanism, rationalism and -Protestant-

.ism and goes on to and through the mld-

twentieth century.
And it does this without ever, af -any
point, bothering to discuss or relate the

-fact that this period saw the development -

of a new social system, copitalism! - - -

We are not here complaining that Pro-
fessor Brinton is not ‘a Marxist—far
from that. It doesn’t take a Marxist: his-

‘torian to realize how important the back-

ground of the Industrial -Revolution and
the rise of new classes are to any at-

tempt to sketch Western thought: sifice -

‘the Renaissance.

Brinton is rather .an’ extremist-“We °

are now well out of the onece fashionable

and innocent economic- materialism that
-explained all human group: conflict as a" -
struggle for economic goods,” he“wntes- ;

in his Introduction: Yes, indeed, “we' are

out of it, so far out of it that the clock -

of histouography can be: turned back a’
hundred yeéars,

EXTREMIST

Thus, in his final summary= sect:our, I
‘Brinton can sum up the. intelléctual de~

velopment of our era:without even-men-

“tioning the existence of cap:tahsm or 8Ny

other_economic change: And inthe: body
of his book, capitalism. géts mentioned
virtually only at points where the author
is polemizing against any suggestions of
an “economic interpretation” of histery.

As we said, this is very exireme. The
typical American historian lkes to’ 'Hnnl
of himself as a "pluralis¥" " —thaf is. an
eclectic——who 'is ‘as Wwilling 'to thrbw ‘in a

bit of ‘*‘economic" - Merpﬂhﬂo‘ﬁ? u“' any- .

thing else.

Perhaps it- is only- come}dental that
both of Mentor’s recent reprints ate of
such “extremists,” i.e., “Teynbee -.and
Brinton. Or perhaps not.© ~ f

Nuw, of course, any miodern historian
who can write a whele book'on Tfie Shap-
ing of the Modern Mind without refer-
ence to the rise of capitalism thereby

also shows that he has a whole slew of -

other qualifications for making. an. ex-
pert analysis of Marxism. . happens
that Marxism had to be one of.the sub-
jects “covered” in the book.

EXPERT

For this purpose, one of Crane Brin-
ton’s qualifications is his expert ignor-

- ance. He knows, for example, ‘that- (1)

Kautsky was a defender of “the "19th

century ‘revisionist’ movement asseciated -

first of all with the name of Eduard
Bernstein”; (2) that Marx himself used
the terms “dialectical materialism’. and
““historieal determinism” as “almost
equivalent”; (3) that for Marx: thefun-
damental determinant -of society - was

“the means of production,” whi¢h Brin- -

ton explains as ‘“the way men make a
living”; (4) that Marx “worked out &
complete outline of social ehange: in. ac<
cordance with his dialectic”—no doubt in
some as yet undiscovered manuseript;
and many other things that no Marxist
ever knew before. .
Another qualification is Professor Brin-
ton's sharp memory . . . of alf the fired
ways of "refuting’” Marx. Morzism-is a re-
ligion—Brinton goes through this gambit

_exhdustedly, playing with a "definition” of

religion which would make ANY idéclogi-
cal movement come under its terms. -
More interesting is the passage im
which Brinton accepts Stalinism as the
“practical” version of Marxism—that is,
specifically approves the Stalinist.line of
thought which argues that Stalinist pol-.
icy was truly imposed by. inescapablé
realities of Russian life, ete. This pas-

sage on Stalin almost becomes a glowing,

tribute; Stalin’s role for Marxism is com-

pared w‘.th that of St. Paul for Christi-~
anity! There-is an affinity here- ‘between -
our idealist Democrat and the Diectator”

which may not be entirely accidental. ../
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American

Socialism:

Eyed from France

It w-ili be of interest for LABOR ACTION
veaders to see the following appraisal by
a French socialist organ of the socialist

- moveniert in America.

A recent issue of the French socialist
newspapér Le Peuple Valaisan corried
an article on “The Situation in American
Sacialism” by Herbert Leroy, part of

" which we republish below. The article be-
“ging with a short discussion of the fal-
- lacy of considering the Democratic Par-

ty as “socialist,” and makes clear that

“we reprint,

all socialist groups in the U. S. are very
weal and small. Next comes the section
describing the socialist
groups. And the last half of the article
discusses the reasons for the weakness of
- socialieni—n this country and the back-
wardness of the labor movement.—Ed.

@
THE SITUATION IN
AMERICAN SOCIALISM

First of all, there is the Socialist Par-
‘ty of the United States (SP-USA),

‘which is.part of the Socialist Interna- -
‘tional. There is the Independent Socialist |

‘League (ISL}, which is a revolutionary.
‘socialist -orgenization and, on the inter-
national field, defends the pesition of the
“Third ‘Camp”: neither Washington nor

15 ‘Moscow, but for a third socialist and

. working-class camp against all forms of

imperialism, Next, there is the Socialist

.. Workers ‘Party (SWP); it is the Trot-
. skyist party and, with reservations, sup-

ports - the: Stalinist camp. Finally there

i¢ the -Socialist Laber Party (SLP),

which is the oldest of the socialist par-
ties.in -Amierica. Today it is a narrow
‘isolated -sect which ceased having any

., original -ideas since the death of its
Hfounder, "Daniel De Leon. . . .

-The .Seciokist Party has been going
through- o serious crisis for severol years.

- Its generel orientation is pro-"AHantie"—
- i.e., with reservations it supports the

‘Americon blot. Its opposition to the gov-
ernment. has beéen very much weakened
since_the reforms instituted by the New
Deal, Class-cotlaboration being accepted

, on the international field, it was also pes- -
,si!!!g to occept it on the domestic scene,

. 3his, being faciiitated by the-exceptionally

* high stondord of living of the masses of

workers ond by the reformist ideology of
the trade umions.

Consequently, it has become more and
more difficult to distinguish the right
wing of the Socialist Party from the
“left"wing-of the Democratic Party. The
Socialist right wing, headed by the party
leader, Norman Thomas, tries to trans-

form the party into a propaganda group
on the *“left” wing of the Democratic
Party and the reformist unions.

This state of affairs has not been swal-
lowed by the left wing of the party,
which is made up particularly of the
Young Socidlists, whose political position
is very close to that of the “Third
Camp.” This confiict came to a head this
past summer with the expulsion of the
Young Socialists by the SP. It is likely

that the latter will join with the Inde-.

pendent Socialist League and that the
SP will become a kind of propaganda
circle.

The Trotskyists are alse in the midst of
a full-ledged crisis, which has just ended
in a split.

Since 1948 they have been following
a policy with respect to the USSR which
is analogous to the policy followed by
the SP with respect to American capital-
ism—the policy of “eritical support.” As
in the case of the SP, differences began
to blur. Looking at the policies of the
SP, one might often wonder where so-
cialist politics left off and bourgeois re-
formist politics began. So too, in the case
of the Trotskyists, one might wonder
where revolutionary socialist politics left
off and Stalinist politics began.

And within both groups, each from
its own side, the same thing happened:
a minority drew the conclusions which

.pressed upon them, and went off, in, the

one case toward the bourgeoisie, in the
other case toward the Stalinists. The re-
sults of the division of the world into twe
imperialist bloes are thus manifested
within the socialist movement itself:
each of the two blocs exerts an attrac-
tive pull which was finally stronger than
the intellectual and moral qualities of
certain militants.

Thus we can say that the ideas of genu-
ine socialism are today defended most
particularly by the Independent Socialist
League, by the Young Socialists, and some
related groups.

These comrades are the only ones to
defend these simple- truths: that the
working-class -and socialist movement

- must play an independent role; that one

cannot defeat one imperialism by allying
onesself with another; that socialism will
not-be advanced through class-collabora-
tion and “sacred union”; that socialism
and democracy are inseparable ideas.
Therefore they have succeeded in having
their voices heard in some anti-war and
pacifist circles and in the periphery of
the working-class movement, and their
influence is growing slowly.

That’s the theme

police-state.

Would you
stoolplgeon

to the FBI?

Clothes”—except that, as a matter of fact,
the -setting is laid in an East European

Emperor’s Clothes

This unusual play has been revived, off Broad-

of “The Empe_ror’s

The

way, by the theater group of the Greenwich Mews
Playhouse. It deals in memorable fashion with the
dilemma of a man in a police-state under. the
pressure of conformism and state terror. Should
he squeal or stand up to his inquisitors? Should
he be a rat or a “hero”? Should he sell himself
and his child to the police for the job he wants?

N. Y. ISL Theater Party for
“The Emperor's Clothes"

Tuesday eve., January 26

‘Write for tickets to: :

New York ISL, 114 West 14 Street
New York 11, N. Y.
Contribution: $1.50

BOOKS and ldeas

By GA IRIEL GERSH

At the end of the year a book addict
is tempted to cast his mind back and
rTeconsider in a mood of seasonal benevo-
lence, the books he has liked or- disliked,
and perhaps even to generalize about the
present condition of American letters.

The temptation to generalize about
this subject came to me the other day
when I was browsing in a few bookshops.
Now in most bookshops in New York
City, the merchandise on sale seems at
once .standardized and quite different
from that in most of the bookshops of
Europe. Prominent in the window there
may be large art books; also in the fore-
ground, the latest political biography or
autobiography with the subject’s port-
rait on the vover and the promise of ex-
citing journalism inside; next to it, the
fashionable sea saga; the nice piece of
fiction everyone is reading this season;
the latest novel of raw life, lust and pas-
sion; and, of course, the “How” books—
“How to Grow Tea-Roses,” or “How to
Have a Happy Sex Life.”

Inside: a table of miscellaneous books,
a few shelves of well-bound world’s
classics and several stands of detective
and wild-west thrillers. . . . It was dis-
turbing, for there was nothing to get
hold of in such a bookshop.' Could the
novel as art form flourish in this atmos-
phere?

To place all the blame on commereial-
ism, as so many of us tend to do,.is too
easy an answer, and is, in fact,.inade-
quate. In spite of the flood of trash, more

and more people are reading the “serious

books” and the classies. Yet what are the
causes of the':barrenness of the present
literary era?

ORWELL'S VIEW

In retrospect today it is not hard to see
the years 1914-18 as some kind of turn-
ing peint in our history. George Orwell,
in, reflecting on his life, was also haunted

, by the sense of change. The sense of a

peace and douceur de vivre uxetrlevably
lost around 1914-1918, dominant in all
his work, was the theme of _his novel,

One Browser's View—

It’s a Hard Life for No velists

‘Pont, by the vast intricacy of atomic re-
sealch by the giant radio and television
netwmks, by the multi-million circula-
tions of  Life, Time, the Daily -News: and:
Look—all aspects of the new centrahzed
socrety around us. i
It is a society which has wrenched the
writer, too, from his state of relative in-
dividual autonomy. It has turned him in
many cases into-a literary functionary
and forced him into one of the big mag-
azine, radio, film or advertising corpora-
tions. The degree of cultural satisfaction
of these employments may vaxy, but the
essential factor is that in each case a
writer works under instructions handed
down from above, often as a member of -
a team. In his office he is no longer the
“autonomous individual,” as outside it
he has less and less time to play his part.
In Russia the process has been carried to
its logical conclusion. As a result, what
was yesterday one of the greatest liter-
atures has simply vanished. In the West, -
the centralization of modern society has
tended to divert readers toward the
“functional” literature predominant in
the new type of bookshop and has-created
the present-day literary - confusion and
gloom. | :

=5

SUGGESTION ' 2t
All this has been desctibed before; but
I-should like {o-make another suggestion,
namely that the centralized society Jends :
itself less and less to treatment by novel-
ties. At a first glance, at least, was not
the heyday of the great novel the 19th:

¥

- century, with its stress on individual ‘dif-

ferences, tastes and values? One might i

- remember-how much 19th-century. Euro-

pean novels relied on: emotions. whieh
have, it seems, lost their artistic meaning
in our modern society today. ‘with its urge
toward uniformity, toward socialinter-
changeability, ‘which undoubtedly blurs
individual character.

When one thinks, for msatnce of thd
effects achieved by Dickens through
stressing thé visual eccentricities of his

“characters, it is obvious that this could ®

Commg Up for Air, which he wrote in .

1938 in expectation of the war to come.
" Orwell always wrote his essays in a
reminiscent mood, conjuring up the pre-
1914 era as the ideal time for anyone to
have lived. He felt, as many of us un-
doubtedly do, a certairnnostalgia for the
days when life appea.led simpler and
more reassuring,

In a brilliant essay, The Prevention of
Literature, published after the dutbreak
of World War II, Orwell tried to trace
the impact of present-day political devel-.
opments on literature. Here, among other
things, is what he said:

“Prose literature as we know it is the
product of rationalism, of the Protestant
centuries, of the autonomous individual.

. In the future it is possible that a new
kind of literature, not depending on in-
dividual feeling or truthful observation,
may arise, but no such thing is at pres-
ent imaginable. It seems much likelier
that if the liberal culture which we have
lived in since the Renaissance actually
comes to an end, the literary art will
perish with it.”

TREND

The causes of the social and cultural
change are not easy to define. One could
say that in World War I a certain sense
of security was lost; that the years
marked a growing turn from optimism
to pessimism on the siubject of techmical
progress; that the years since 1914-18
have brought us an increasing invasion
of personal life by polities, the totali-
tarian nightmare of Hitlerism and Stal-
inism and now the H-bomb.

.All these have contributed to soecial
and political change, but I do not Wwant
to go too far afield. As far as literature
is concerned, the important words in
Orwell’s quotation are “autonomous in-
dividual.” And from the writer’s stand-
point—and here we come back to the
new literature displayed in the average
bookshop—the great change has been the
trend toward an ever more centralized

_form of -society.

The term “centralized,” as used here,
does not refer to the increasing powers
of the government. It stands for the ob-
vious and fundamental development of
today, the organization of an ever-larger
number of people in ever larger, more
complex, more interlocked and imperson-
al processes of production. This develop-
ment is seen in its clearest form in the
bureaucratic civilization of Moscow. In
the U. S.»{politics apart) it is represent-
ed by the growth of Washington, by the
glant size of General Motors and Dw

. suggestion can certainly be made that
our modern age with its blurring of out-

not be done in certain parts of the U. S..'- v,
where everyone wears much the same
clothes; drives the same cars, Teads muc]r
the same books and magazmes—that
world of outward sameness, in fact, sug- |
gested in a novel such as John O’Hara’s:
Appointment in Samarra.

The question is whether in such a uni-,
form society differences of inward ehar-
acter are not also lessened, or at least
blurred so far as the novehst is con-
cerned. One could 'give many’ examples
of this; the point, however, need not be
belabored Social uniformity does not
change the basic facts of life. But the’

ward forms of character dlstmctlons.
does present an infinitely harder problem
to the novelist today.

RED CROSS WORK

Conseription News points out that
the Red Cross is willing to lend itself to
military propaganda, by recalling the
following item from the N. Y. Times’
news columns: =

“A nation-wide orientation program - .
for high school boy seniors on just--_wha’t;
they may expect in the armed services
may result from Junior Red Cross par-
ticipation in panel sessions.- It was sug-
gested by Delbert J. Lacefield, 17, of
Oklahoma City and received enthnmast.le :
endorsement. Several chapters repomd
that they had successfully conducted
such courses in cooperation with- local
draft-boards.

“John A. Hannah, -Assistance Secjre-.
tary of Defense, told the night session:
that only 850,000 young men turning |
181, were available for the draft, with
1,000,000 replacements needed. He ap-
pealed to the Red Cross to help make
army service more tolerable so that more
men would re-enlist. He said that ome
way of helpmg was to lift, as far as pos-
sible, the serviceman’s worries over the-
welfare of his home folk.”—(New York
Times, June 23, 1953.) :

YOU'RE INVITED -~

to speak your mind in the letter column
of Labor Action. Our policy is to publisk
letters of gemeral pelitical interest, re-
gardless of views. Keep them to 500




FTEIVER

g g e Lt

B

P

o

g To- call- this kind of stuff’ “suicidal: romanticism™

Pege

S e b R e

a LABOR ; ACTION

: '_A DISCUSSION OF PACIFISM

‘Pragmatlc Side of Non \holence

' 'By. HAL DRAPER

The letter from Comrade Harrington (published on

“this page)- confines itself; as he points out, to questions-

af “pragmatic tacties” and does not raise the question
of, “prme;pled rejeetion of violence as such.” From our
ipoint- of view, this approach is naturally more con-

~ .genial, more meaningful and more fruitful than the

nbstmet-unhlstar:cal approach of ethical- pacifism, In
fJIe discussion article by the pamﬁst Comrade David
McReynoLds -which we published last week, there is also
a section in which this “practical” approach is taken;
we will discuss this section' along with the present
_arhele

"First we would mention, however, that insofar as the
*Ydetical” or “pragmatic”’ approach is taken, it is no

" fonger at. all the question of PACIFISM that: is under
_discussion, but rather a question of tactics which has

‘offen ‘been ‘mooted-in Marxist movements without any
reference to pgclﬁsm whatsoever.

But we wonder: for the “principled” pacifist, what
is: the velation between the “practical- tactical” argu-
ments .and the basically ethical foundation of the paci-
ﬁst dectrine? How does it happen that the.nen-violent

' method which is absolutely necessary for the good of

our soul is also, fortunately, the only “effective” and
“practical” way of struggle? Is this a fortunate coinei-
dence—like the Iucky fact celebrated in the Kentucky
provexh “How wise of Providence to have made holes
in the cat’s fur just where the eyes are!”—or is it sup-
posed to be.in the nature of the universe that rlght
always makes might? And do we know of'any prin-
('.lpled paclﬁst who would yield his doctrine if ever con-
vinced. that, in any given situation, a certain use of
violenee: would be more effective than the pacifist for-
mnla"

‘We-raise this question in the.interests of candid dis-
eusmgn with our pacifist friends. For we sometimes: tend
4o; get: the feeling that the “principled” pacifist will
never:-be convinced, or change his mind,; even if every
“practical’” argyment were annihilated—for the simple
reason that: basically his views are founded on an.en-
tirely different mode of thought. We are led to. feel,
vightly ‘or wrongly, that sometimes such discussion is
Jherefore just-beating: about the bush, or that the prin-
cipled. pacifist regards the “pragmatic” arguments
simply as sugar-coating for the “real” stuff, the ab-
Btrach—ethical heart of- pacifism.

- +But that needn’t bother us in dlscussmg the tactlcal

7 weﬂhons because, as already mentioned, they are ques-

tions-for Marxists to consider from the point of view of

. their own pelicies, and not merely from the point of

view of an-argument with pacifists.

GM ICATURE AND REVOLUTION

> Gomrade. I-Iarrmp;t.oh’s first point suggests that it is
“m;cldally romantic” in any case to think of using
violence- against a modern totalitarian state. This was
also the idea which McReynolds pressed:in last week’s
disenssion: McReynolds rather poked fun at “the radi-

. ¢al: who thinks he is going to overthrow this or any

other government with shotguns and ‘Molotov cock-
tails. . . It -is no longer the muskets of the king’s

: troop= agamst the muskets of the people,” etc.

In_the case of Comrade M:Reynolds discussion of
Fhis peint, I would say that he is clearly -thinking not of
modern socialist revolution butof ‘old-fashioned. putschist.
‘jdeas. if ‘McReynolds knows any radicals who. are making,

- plans to overthrow 'some government-or other with shot-

“guns, ‘Molotoyv :cockfails; and even a brace of pea-shoot-

"crs. then he-is clearly traveling in the wrong circles.

“His argument sugget;ts that he thinks the Marxist

 view of revolution is something like this: The Revolu-

tionary Party, at ‘the right moment, forms a Revolu-
tionary 'Workers” Militia, armed with the latest-type
#Fevolvers-and preferably a few machine-guns, which

3 thereupon marches on the government and engages in a

pitched battle:svith the governnient’s armed:forces out-
side: the local equwalent of the Winter Palace,, while

hmiédxdetabhments suddenly -fall ‘'on- the telephone ex-
e ehange& railroad-stations, radio transmitters and- pub-
H

ic:water-closets to seize them for the Revolution. .
_.Qomrade Harrington also seems to be thmkmg in
ferms that a revolution in a:tetalitarian country is to
'be' “made’ by a “workers’ militia,” ete.

TuATthough they may know better, their way of putnng
ﬁle guestion seems to reduce- the problgm of revolution
to‘an arwied; assault on the bastions of the goveznment
is to
eompliment it. If it exists at all, it is the hare-brained
adventirismiof a Tanatic- fringe; and not-at all interest-
iﬂg'.

“Fortunately, the. ‘Marxist socialist’s coneception. of
molntlon has.little in commeon with this caricature.

In the first place—ta take Harrington's problem of

;evoluhcn "in a modern totalitarian state"—as: long as.

$he “state can still ‘rely -substanticllyon its ewh armed
forces, then clearly the revolutionary ‘situation has not

S ' matured. In every modern revolution, the despotic state.

has been overthrown only when its.armed forces; in whole
or in overwhelming majority, went over to the revolution.

“In the German revolution of 1918 which ended the
First’ World War and overthrew the kaiser, little vio-

ot lence had to be used. This was so only because virtually
- alk the forces of coercion were.on: the:side of the revo-.
Jution..The more a- revolution is prepared to meet the

groblem, the less violence has to be actually used

-survival,

In the Russian Revolution, both of March. and No-
vember 1917, fewer people were hurt or killed than the
usual rate of slaughter-by-auto-accident in a busy
American city. It was. a comparatively “peaceful”
affair. The bloodletting came. with the Allied interven-
tion in support of the counter-revolution. .

In Germany the biggest bloodletting came after the
“January days” of 1919; and: what happened then?
The Berlin workers had -masesd.in a gigantic demon-
stration against the government; and- there was. no
revolutionary leadership to organize their struggle.
Futile acts of sporadic violence broke out, not as part
of-any revolutionary strategy but~—-note——because of the
absence of any strategy or leadership. After.a couple of
days of this, the Social-Democratic government in pow-
er was able to rally some corps of Prussian officers, put
them under the Social-Democratic bloedhound Noske,
and start a bloody massacre of workers (it was in the
course of this terror that Liebknecht and Luxemburg
were murdered).

Most typically in such situations, the cruelest blood-
baths have taken place in cases where revolutionary for-
ces have hesitated or stopped halfway, not where they
have known what they wanted.

In any case, the first point that would be discovered
from a study of what has actually happened in revolu-
tionary upsurges, as against merely romantic or ado-
lescent notions of what revolutions are, is this:

As long as a state 4s stable in its despotic controls; as
long as it can control its own armed forces; as long it
has a “monopoly” over its own weapons of violence; as
long as this “centralized state” r&mains centralized and
untouched by the disintegrative influences of . revolution-
ary feeling; in ofther words, as long as this centralized,
despotic or totalitarian stale is in the situation that
Harrington and McReynolds are. discussing, then. of
course it is sunicidal and “romantic” and. just plain
stupid to think of “launching’ workels mlht)a against
it!

But it is precisely one of the characteristics of a revo-
lutionary. situation that the condition. of: the state has
become quite different. And this has been brought about,
not by “violent” methods, but by the political methods
of struggle of the working-class and revolutionary
movement which: has brought the revolution to ma-
turity.

As | emphasized last week in a different way: at least
99 per cent: of the work of "making a:revolution” com-
prises: "non-violent ‘methods" . of. all sorts, that is. the
organizational; propaganda, political, ‘agitational, efc.
work of the movement. It is. this. which. wins over the
minds and hearts of the people, including the workers
who compose the armed forces of the. mighty. state, .and
which -gives the revolution its "force.” In comparison
wifh this, any use of violence. is incidental, subordinate,
auxiliory and-of -secondary significance—however neces-
sary.

But the pacifist tends to think about “revolution” in
the black-and-white metaphysical tones .of “violence”

or™“non-violence,” as if these represented antagonistic
and mutually exclnswe methods.

GENERALIZING ON. E. GERMANY

Comrade Harrington’s reference to East Germany is
intriguing. The June revolt of the workers was un-
armed, therefore the violence used by the workers was
strietly limited (“non-violent,” says Harrington), and
it was “dictated by tactical necessity rather than by
principle,” but Harrington suggests that we “general-
ize the pragmatics of that particular situation.”

Willingly. The generalization is: Never start a fight
unless and until you think YQU can win, And: the first
steps in the.unfolding of a revolution are not the same
as the last stages.

This is a very “pragmatic” matter indeed, but what
has it- to do with pacifism? The outstanding example in
revolutionary history -of the. deliberate restraint of a
revolutionary demonstration to non-violent methods, to
fit the situation, was the.policy of the Bolshevik party
in the “July.days” of-1917. Lenin did not learn this
from pacifists.

'Fhe June revolt:in Eust Germany represents the beqm-
ning of a revolution, historicglly speaking. Even so, evi-
dence shows that the armed forces of at least the-satel-
lite government- (the ‘Volkspolizei) were unreliable. What
is likely-to happen: in the last stages (to come) of the

Russian empire’in East Europe cannot be seen as.yet.in.
our-crystal ball; buk-if alyonl'}hmh it will be unmarked-

by violence. against- the ‘Russian oppressors, then, he is

suffering- from pacifist- wish-fulfiliment. In any case, the.

excellent: strategy ‘of the workers in the East: German
June revolt cannot-give ‘the Buciﬁsf much comfort.
Comrade Harrington’s way of thinking on the subject
is well mdlcated I think, by his tell-tale question: “Is it
[violence]; at the P esem time, a method of anti-Stalin-
ist activity for the East Germans?” No doubt, in asking
this question he is"thinking-of something like an armed
assault on Russian tanks; and perhaps we have made
clear by now that this is an unlikely tactic at this stage
of development of the anti-Stalinist revolution.
But—is factory sabotage a “non-violent” method in
the eyes of our pacifist friend? Well, even “at the pres-
ent time” we can conceive of it involving a speck of
violence now-and then, mostly involuntarily. . . . Are
there anti-Stalinist cells of workers, formally or in-
furmally, here and there, organlzed or semi-organized,
in' the plants? We. can conceive of their activities, and
sometlmes demanding a slight infusion of
“violerice” for strietly limited purposes. . .. Is there a

TWO QUESTIONS

" To the Editor:

I would like to take up your offer of space for a dis-

cussion of pacifism, not on the specific point of pacifism
and democracy, but on another area in which I.think a
fruitful dialogue may take place between pacifists and
socialists.

First off, I am not raising here the question of. the
prineipled rejection of violence as such. I am deliber-
ately confining myself to a limited area of concrete cir-
cumstances and. pragmatic tactics. I feel ‘that this

approach must be explored as well as that of general

philosophic attitudes.

Engels once wrote—I believe it. was in a preface to
the Class War in France—of the effect that changes in
military technology had on socialist -tactics. I want to
apply this point to two particular sitwations:

(1) In a modern totalitarian state, where the.cen-
tral power possesses a monopoly of technological vio-
lence, do you not-think it suicidally romantic for a re-
sistance movement to, think in terms of “workers’ mili-
tias” and the like—of counter-violence? Specifically,
would violent resistance have been a viable method of
anti-fascist activity for the Germans under Hitler? Is
it, at the present time, a method of anti-Stalinist activ-
ity for the East Germans? The non-violent character of
the East German events was indeed dictated by.tactical
necessity rather than by principle—at least the evidence
seems to. point to that conclusion—yet I think it worth
while to generalize the pragmatics of that: particular
situation.

(2) In the case of international. struggle, is it not
possible that the advance of military technology has
made modern warfare, at least, incapable.of any. good
end? Specifically: assuming the. most: purer-than-the-
pure socialist government, could it “defend” itself with
hydrogen weapons? I ask this question from' two peints
of view: socialist ethics—and socialist tacties. Conld
the Third Camp ever be a coalition of nations usmg
modern, hydrogen-bomb warfare?

I purposely raise these questions on-the pragmatic
level of. tactics, I think that there is often more' possi-
bility of understanding when a total re-evaluation of
position is not required and where the dialogue grows
out of immediate situations.

Above all, I am anxious that socialists should: beneﬁt
from pacifist discussion and. experience. with. non-vio-
lent techniques, which I feel have.a particular relevarice
in the situation of resistance to.a totalitarian state
monopolizing technological violence.

Fraternally,

Michael HARRINGTON
Dec. 18, 1953. E:

job action in a-plant every now and then?.These can be
very peaceful indeed, but if, now and then, ‘avoidably
or unavoidably, some fmeman or some informer gets
roughed up, how shall that cause us to answer Comrade
Harrington’s question?

We get the feeling that, even by the way the ques-
tions are put, the pacifist method tends to put “vios
lence” and “non-violence” into two separate watertight
compartments, and this does not cerrespond to what

happens in life. It corresponds only to the pacifist wish.

to abstract:from a whole situation that element alone
which relates to the doing of bodily harm or physical
injury. This cannot be given any “pragmatie” sanction.

SOCIALISM AND A-BOMBS :

Comrade Harrington’s second question asks whether

a genuinely socialist government could “defend” itself
with .atomic weapons. I assume he means: under condi-

tions where it has been attacked by a reactionary -gov-

ernment using atomic weapons.

That assumption is necessary because otherwise he is
asking, merely whether such a socialist governmenlg
would- use A-bombs first. The difference is important
because. our: apprcach to such .questions is-above al}
political. It is, in the first place, a political question that
Comrade Harrington is asking.

There - is a political difference between the use of
“conventional” weapons in war and atomic weapons; it
is a question of the effect of such steps en-the morale

and thinking of the people on the other side of the lines.

‘There is: a big difference between: o sociolist -way of
conducting a war and the capitalist way: For the: socials
ist, the political and. social struggle is the: primary one.
For. the, socialist, therefore, the miiltary considerations
around the use of any weapons, whatever they might be;
would- be subordinate to the question of political con-
sequences. and results.

For both the capitalist and Stalinist war camps;
once a war starts, there-is no real perspective for them7
of - endmg it except by military struggle to a decision;
that is, A- and H-bombs to the bitter end.

-But a geninely democratic socialist state which has.
(say) been attacked by Stalinist Russia in an atomig
assault? We would maintain—in what could be an ex-
tended line of‘argumentation which we hope Harring-
ton knows and agrees | with now—that the strongest;
weapon of such a state would not be its military superi-
ority but its ability to disintegrate the armed: forces ofy

; nm fo last pagel
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A New fYouﬁg Socialist League Shapes Up

By BOGDAN DENITCH

Since the Thanksgiving weekend unity negotiations between the
Socialist Youth League and the Young People’s Socialist League have
been proceeding almost continuously. The current unity proposals,
based on the last proposal of the YPSL National Executive Committee,

' have been worked out to such an extent that it is safe to say that the
youth un¥y Convention actually will take place around the weekend ‘of

February 20-22. )

At the convention, unless un-
foreseen- opposition comes up, the
two Third Camp socialist youth
organizations will go out of exist-
ence and their place will be taken
by a new unified organization. The pro-
pesed name of the new organization is
the Young Socialist League.

Currently subcommittees of the resident
commiftees of SYL and YPSL are working
on a joint draft program, censtitution and
slate for the joint National Executive
Committee. At present a large area of
agreement exists on. all important points
and it is possible to discuss what the new
youth organization will look like.

Programatically the Young Socialist
League of course will be a blend of the
two youth organizations now in exist-
ence. One question that had to be settled
was attitude toward the draft. While
neither the YPSL nor the SYL is paci-
fist, there is a slight difference in the
position the two organizations take on
the draft: the YPSL counsels its mem-
bers to refuse service on political
grounds, while the SYL does not favor
conscientious objection for its members.
Of course both organizations defend the
rights of C.O.s.

Concretely the organization will be op-
posed to the two imperialist camps,
orient toward the working class as its
eventual arena, work for an independent
labor party, and concentrate its immedi-
ate' work ‘among students and young in-
tellectuals working: through looser social-
ist -and - politics -clubs. Much of the ef-
fort of the new organization will be cen-
tered around educational work, its pub-
lication, Anwil; study classes and summer
schools.

Organizationally the new youth organi-
zation will be similar fo fhe two existing
‘ones. The broadest guarantees for internal
‘democracy and the involvement of the
‘rank and file in the political life of the
‘organization are being assured.

To begin with, the unity convention
will be composed of delegates from the
‘two organizations elected by proportional
representation, in addition to any inde-
‘pendent delegates who answer the con-
vention ecall. Members from distant
‘places will be given the right to desig-
nate representatives in the East in order
to be assured of voice in the proceedings.

The convention will elect a National
Executive Committee, by agreement com-
posed of an equal number of YPSLs and
SYLers with one “neutral member,” un-
less enough independents come to the
convention, in which case additional
seats on the NEC will be filled. The
NEC will run the organization between
conventions, meeting regularly to super-
visé the work of the national organiza-
'tion. A resident committee composed in
the identical fashion will function in the
‘place of the NEC between the meetings
‘of the committee,

DEMOCRACY

Provisions for initiative, referenda
‘and recall will exist. To assure‘ any mi-
‘nority full rights and the opport\llmty to
lexpress its views, the organization w1.ll
‘publish a regular discussion . bulletl_n
‘open to all members and allow” dny mi-
‘nority group to put out its own publlfza-
‘tion to be distributed inside or outside
‘the organization. Of course the so_t_mdest
iguarantee of internal democracy is not
‘the formal 'structure of the organization
‘but the evidently sincere desire of the
‘two youth organization to make unity
‘work. .

The new youth organization will not
‘be affiliated to any adult socialist group.
As a matter of fact, by agreement_the
!question of affiliation is not to be raised
.before the summer of 1955. However,
‘the YSL will allow its members to be-
long to any adult socialist organization
iof their choice.

Under the current proposals the new or-
igatiization would distribute and support
iLABOR ACTION, getting a regular youth
ipage  with occasional four-page Sup_ple-

| iments -under its own ‘exclusive editorship.

‘By agreement the youth editor will be a
‘former YPSL.' Naturally the Young Social-
ist League will be responsible.only for the
.material published in LABOR "ACTION in
its own name.

This arrangement with LABOR ACTION,
incidentally, is infinitely more generous
than anything that was offered to the
YPSL regarding the Call while the

- YPSL was still the official youth section

of the SP.

Immediately following the unity con-
vention, the new organization will launch
an organizing drive to be initiated by a
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major tour which will be undertaken by
two comrades, one from the SYL and
one from the YPSL. The tour will cover
the midwestern and the northeastern
states and will not only be a positive
demonstration of the unity but will also
serve to spark-plug the drive to get so-
cialist and -anti-war clubs established on
new campuses. -

This is the field ‘where: the unity will be
most - fruitful, since neither of the youth
.organization have been able so far to fully
exploit the opportunities for growth,
alone. Pooling the forces of active or-
ganized young socialists in this couniry
will make “a -national organixation a re-
ality.

This development in the youth field,
toward uniting and organizing the scat-
tered forces of anti-war socialism, de-
‘serves the support and cooperation of all
‘Third Camp elements in America. The
need for-anti-war socialist unity is press-
ing; the new organization will be broad
and democratic; there is no justification
for young socialists in basic agreement
with the political aims of the new or-
ganization to stay isolated.

The Case of 2 Socialist War Objectors

We have justlearned that Vern David-

son, a former national secretary of the
Young People’s Socialist League, and an
activist in the California Socialist Party,
has received ‘a three-year sentence «in a
federal penitentiary for refusing induc-
tion into the armed forces in October of
1952, ‘Almost simultaneously the Indus-
trial Worker reported the sentencing of
Bert Rosen, 'a former YPSL activist in
Chicago, to four years in a federal
prison.
. Rosen had apparently refused to regis-
ter under the present draft act, claiming
that since the law accepted ‘only religious
grounds for conscientious objection it vio-
lated the First Amendment of the Consti-
tution, which states among other things
Ahat -the Congress - shall not - legislate “on
religion. Davidson's grounds were similar
although he registered applying for a
C.0. status.

Neither Davidson nor Rosen is relig-
ious, even by the rather vague standard
of the definition used by the Draft Act.
(The deseription of the term “religious,”
incidentally, since it insists that it must
be based on belief in a Supreme Being,
also excludes some Unitarians from this
category.)

It is interesting to note that the draft
act during World War II was much more
liberal in its scope and did not exclude
humanitarian and political objectors to
war frem C.0. classification, On the
other hand it is true that C.O.s today do
not have o spend their term of service
(at nationally “vital” work like digging
diteches and milking cows) in camps.
Instead they are usually assigned to
work in farm areas several hundred
miles away from their homes.

One remarkable aspect of the American
treatment of C.O.s is how unfavorably it
compares with the record of the British,
even during the darkest stages of the Sec-
ond World War.

PRECEDENT

Davidson has been actively associated
with anti-war and pacifist work for
years. As a matter of fact the majority
of the California SP youth, take a posi-
tion which is much more “absolute” than
that of a number of official pacifist or-
ganizations. However, in his trial a key
item used by the government attorneys
was a “précis” of his FBI dossier—
which the court ruled to be unnecessary
‘as evidence for the defense. In other
words neither Davidson nor his attorney
was permitted to examine the dossier on
whose précis the government's case
hinged!

The Davidson case is also important
because it sets a precedent which ean be
used by draft boards to deny any hear-
ing or consideration of the status of non-
religious objectors to war. /

Davidson, the first SP leader to be ar-
rested on so serious a charge in years,
is now free on $2,500 bond. The David-
son Defense Committee is drgently try-
ing to raise the necessary funds to earry
through an appeal. The committee can
be reached either-at 13234 Ashland Ave-
nue, Ocean Park, California, or in the
‘East through Rena Garst at 23 West 93
Street, New York City.

The case of Bert Rosen is more compli-
cated since Rosen rested his case on al-
.most purely political grounds.

FrosEs

“Unfortu-

nately in the case of Rosen, no defense
committee: exists and the appeal situation
is desperate. (In order o begin appealing,
$1.000 has to be raised very shorily.)
‘Since Rosen was not allowed bail he is
currently in the county jail waiting trans-
fer to a federal penitentiary.

In addition to the question of the right
to conscientous objection, another impor-
tant reason for strongly supporting both
cases is the matter of “religious free-
dom”—for the agnostic. All possible aid
should be given to the two young social-
ists in their challenge of the undemo-
cratic provisions of the draft act.

Plight of Today's
Young Workers

A firm part of the liberal mythology
in the United States is the “high employ-
ment” and the even higher wages of the
industrial workers. Now while the ideas
of the white-collar workers about the
“high” wages of the industrial workers
are often far removed from reality (par-
ticularly since the high wages are often
high because of the heavy overtime most
workers have to put in to get ends to
meet), very little seems to be known
about the work opportunities in the more
skilled trades for young workers just
leaving high schoeols.

This of course is not to ignore the very
real problem of unemployment in certain
basgic industries, where the layoffs have
reached a peak higher than that of the
recession immediately preceding the
Korean war.

The young high school or college student
today is almost totally unable to obtain
work in any skilled trade—unless ‘he can
show a 4-F draft card to the prospective
employer. Now since the majority of high
school youth spend two to three years be-
tween their graduation and their induc-
tion into the armed forces this means that
a pool of continually replenished cheap la-
bor exists foday in most large cities in
America.

Work to be sure is available—for ex-
ample in New York, in most trades—but
at rates very much lower than those set
by the trade unions in the field. ‘Also
there always seems to be a market for
cheap unskilled semi-clerical labor, go-
ing rates being $35-40 a week. However,
the tradg school graduates, the young

printers, machinists, toolmakers, etc.,
find work unobtainable.
IRONY

To begin with, the major plants will
not employ any person liable to the
draft; and in any case most plants are
chary about hiring these days since war
orders in the New York area have been
cut. Smaller shops will hire first-class
men with (say) 10-15 years’ experience
in the field and .good references. The
United States Employment Service will
offer $1.10 an hour for a skilled lathe-
hand (about half of the union rate).

The irony of this situation is that the

. ‘industry, through its trade journals, is

crying to high ‘heaven about the lack of

 skilled “apprentices to replace the men .
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retiring from the industry (in this case .
machine tools). On the other hand for
four straight weeks the New York Times
has carried no “Help Wanted” -advertise-
ments for apprentices, and none of the
three unions in the field in New York had

any openings for *anything but -skilled - >

‘and experienced workers. ¥
The-position of a young skiHed worker,
‘therefore, -particularly since he ‘wsudlly

has very little seniority, is very bad. This

reflects the situation in the metal ‘trades
‘in general, where, even if the layoffs were
not too high, the rapid melting “away of
the overtime (which for years had been
an integral part of the family budget) is
cutting into the living standards of the
workers. “ih
An amusing aspect of the general
tightening of -the employment situation
in the metal trades revolves around “se-
curity clearance,” much of the work in
this trade being government work. The
large war plants hire fairly freely—for
example, they hire non-citizens. On' the
other hand the small machine shops that -
work on governmental subeontracts from
those large war plants insist on citizen-
ship as a qualification, o
One young worker recently had the ex-
‘perience of applying for a job in a simall
New York machine shop which turns ou®
valves used in the navy toilets, and #he -
job was denied him on the grounds of

"security,” since he is not a citizen. The

‘'very next week he obtained work in @
shipyard repairing navy ships {perhaps the
same ships into which the toilet vaives are
going). So ‘much for security cledrance, '

The employment of draft-age youth is
probably at its lowest since the enact-
ment of the draft act. The seriousness of
this problem cannot be underestimated

especially since, it appears, there is a dis- |

tinet interrelationship between unems-.
ployment and juvenile delinquency.

WUSY Bureau Meets

‘Over the New Year’s ‘weekend, the
North American Bureau of the Interna-
tional Union of Socialist Youth met in
Montreal, Canada. The meeting was com="
bined with a winter school ‘and confer-
ence presumably co-sponsored by all the
affiliates of the IUSY in North America.

However, since the Canadian socialist

youth organization, the Cooperative Com-
monwealth Youth Movement (CCYM),

is in close touch and sympathy with the

SP-USA, the YPSL was not informed of '
the bureau meeting despite the fact that.

it is one of the three members of the

youth international’s bureau.

From all reports the conference was &
success—about ten SLID members met
with about twenty CCYM members in the
stronghold of the mass socialist youth or-
ganization of Canada. (Although this was
one of the most important, as a .matter of
fact the only, activity the American SP
youth was announced as undertaking, none
showed up.)

Apparently the copies of Anwil brought
up there by a sympathetic SLID member
went like wild fire; and our friend also
discovered that just preceding the con-
ference the student section of the Cana-
dian youth organization had defeated a
Third Camp resolution at its convention
by a vote of 4 to 5 (universities). A con-
siderable amount of naive Third Camp

sentiment seems to exist in the Canadian

youth moevment despite the official pro-
nouncements of the organization itself, .-

When informed of the split of the
YPSL from the SP, the NAB decided to

contact both the SP and the YPSL, for

their respective stories before deciding
whom to seat. In view of the fact -that
the TUSY itself is still sending dues

statements to the YPSL, this is some-.

wl}at unusual. However, we were in-
formed that the SP has ready informed
our Canadian comrades of ‘all the impor-
tant issues involved—it would scem that

“Trotskyism” is again rampant in the

youth.
Our observer from Europe informs us

that the case is being brought up directly

to the International Executive Commit-
tee of the IUSY.,

LABOR ACTION screens and analyzes
the week's news, discusses the cure
rent problems of labor and soclalism,

gives you information you can't find

anywhere else.
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~ ment as to whether what is hap-
- ‘pening is “just” an “adjustment,”
a “rolling adjustment,” an ortho-
‘dox recession,” or a “depression.”

These are terms which describe
varying degrees of the same-kind
_-of thing, except that since 1929 the
. word “depress:on" is avoided like
?: - the plague, and is taken to mean an
' acute’ collapse of the system from
‘which' there is no way out except
‘& major war.

‘ORTHODOX?

-Most of the experts agreed that
what we -have is an “orthedox re-
‘cession.” We trust that the term
wwill make everyone happy, ag it is
I always easier to get a short pay-
~ " “check or to have to go on unem-
_ployment compensation if you
~know - that what is happemng to
you is “orthodox,” or in other
words that it is according to the
- book.

i Actually, there is nothing very
-~ morthodox" about this recession.
This is a decline which is taking
place at a time when the federal
.government alone is still spending
~upward of $50 billion a year. The
federal government's estimated
DEFICIT this year will be greater
. _fhan the total federal income of
1939—a year of New Deal pump-
priming. And government deficits
are supposed to be anti-recession
. devices.

" The lack of certainty among the

_ seconomists about the prospect for
1954 is based on-two things: (1)
The fallure of most of them to un-

TN VT

%

Lt

T '-_m.uww i s Y,

contradictions of the economic sys-
tem, and (2) the fact that the Per-
manent War Economy is still a rel-
atively new development in our
economic history.

Although a large number of pro-
fessional economists recognize at

least in a general way the role of |

the military budget in keeping-the
economy propped up, few of them
are willing to accept the obvious
fact that without it the economy
would not function at all.

THE BIGGER THEY ARE—

Thus, in pointing to sources of
economic strength in the country,
they keep talking about the high
levels of personal income, the high
levels of consumer buying, the con-
tinued growth of the population
which leads to the formation of in-
creasing numbers of family units,
and the like. ‘

But the fact is that none of these
factors have anything to do with
the basic problem of continued
economic growth and stability. All
of them were in operation in 1929,
just before the crash. In fact, it is
precisely in the growth of the pro-
ductive capacity of the country to
unheard-of heights, of which high
incomes and massive buying are re-
sults, that one danger to the econ-
omy lies.

Where a capitalist economy is
concerned, size does not produce
health or safety. The old saying
goes: “The bigger they are, the
harder they fall.”

But the Permanent War Econ-
omy is new, and its size does have
something to do with economic sta-

Dtscﬁssmn of Pacifism — —

(Cortinued from page 6)

-Stalinism politically. We would maintain
that-only such socialist power offers hope
for -a struggle against Stalinist power
whlch need not.involve an Armageddon
‘to the finish with A-bombs. We certainly
‘do not agree with fatalists who think
that; come: what may, ecivilization . is
rdoomed the minute the first A-bomb falls.
~“(McReynolds, for example, wrote along
- such lines.)
' The military’ problem for a genuinely

in order to bring its political weapons in-
to play. But by its "political weapons" we
‘mean precisely its aim to WIN OVER the
. workers on the other side, both of the
. ‘armed forces and of the country. Military
' -'decisions are subordinate to this aim.
“ Military decisions about the use of atomic
‘'weapons would also have to be subordi-
" ‘nate to this aim, but these decisions are
not automatically to be made by some
*principle” or other.
‘- If it is argued that such political con-
- siderations. would in all likelihood, or
. even certainty, rule out (for example)
.dropping an H-bomb to wipe Moscow off

so:whs! state would be to defend itself .

: - the map, then we can give sympathetic -

ear to the argument If it is argued that
such political considerations might tend
to exclude any use of atomic weapons
over primarily ecivilian population con-
centrations, then surely a powerful case
can be made.

Obviously more difficult problems
would arise too. But all we can do here—
not to be foolish and try to lay down a
military poliey for a non-existent social-
ist republic in an unknown world situa-
tion—is to show that the method to be
employed is not that of pacifism but of
Marxist political and social analysis.

I think it very likely that, in the case
of comrades like Harrington and many
other pacifist or pacifist-inclined mili-
tants, our resultant conclusions might
tend to coincide, give or take a little
here or there; though obviously this
would be less likely in the case of the
most doctrinaire absolutistic pacifists of
the purest water. But if we stay on the
terrain of political (“pragmatic”) consid-
erations in the spirit "of Harrington’s
letter, we think that the present discus-
sion indicates a substantial measure of
“practical” agreement with revolution-
ary pacifists who are not completely
bound by such a rigid absolutism.
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Orthodox Recession —

bility. The real question to whxch
economists must -address them-
selves is this: Once a certain level
of armament expenditure (and all
that goes with it, economically
speaking) has been reached; once
it has ceased to aet-as an inflation-

ary stimulus to the economy; once

the production of the country has

“grown up’”’ to take this level of

armament in its stride, so to speak
.- - what happens then?

No one really knows the answer
to the question, because we have
not, until the present, experienced
such a situation. But at least one
aspeet of the answer can be ven-
tured with a good deal of assur-
ance.

A growing economy would need
a constantly GROWING military
sector -to keep it booming along.
Without such growth, it will begin
to sag. Whether it can sag. only to
the point at which the ratio of the
military sector to the economy as a
whole is re-established at about
the proportions at which they
stood when the boom really got ge-
ing, or whether it can sag much
further, that is the question.

These are technical matters
which have some importance to
anyone who feels it desirable to be
able to look at least a few months
into the economic future of. the
country. But to the unemployed
and the people on short weeks what
is far more important is a program
which can give hope for their eco-
nomic future,

WHERE NOW?

Unless the armament sector Is
vastly increased in size, this prob-
lem is going to be with us in vary-
ing degrees of acuteness for a long
time to come—as long as we have
capitalism, in fact. And although
the only permanent answer to it is
the abolition of the crazy system
which breeds it, the labor move-
ment has the responsibility to de-
vise a program to meet the most
pressing needs of the workers now.

At the moment, all the talk is of
the guaranteed annual wage. So
far, the unions have been very
sparing in any information on just
what this plan may involve. But if
we are not mistaken, the tendency
will be to devise a plan which will
help the skilled- workers and those
who have high seniority most,
while doing least for the lowest-
paid workers who need it most.

Whatever may come eventually
of the guaranteed annual wage, it
must be supplemented by other
measures. The labor movement
will have to rise from its boom-in-
duced lethargy and begin to give
real leadership to the workers.

The thirty-hour week without
reduction in take-home pay; exten-
sion and increase in the amount of
unemployment compensation; and
above all, the political and eco-
mnomic unity ‘of labor which will
make it possible to throw its united
weight into the struggle on behalf
of the workers—these are the kind
of things which will be needed in
the days ahead.

First Victims

Small businessmen, as well as workers
in hard-hit industries, are among the
first victims of the “orthodox recession”
going on. Business failures rose sharply
in 1953.

Figures released by. Dun and Brad-
street show that the number of failures
in the third quarter of 1953 were 28 per
cent higher than dunng the correspond

The ISL Program
_in Brief

The Independent Socialist League stands

for socialist democracy amnd against the

two systems of exploitation which now
divide the world: copitalism and Stalinism.

Capitalism cannot be reformed or liber-
alized, by any Foir Deal or other deal, so
as to give the people freedom, abendance,
security or peace. It must be abolished
and replaced by a new social system, in

which the people own and conirol the

basic sectors of the economy. democrodi-
cally controlling thelr own -economic. und
political destinies. .

Stalinism, is Russia enl wborenr I

_‘lwlds power, is a brufal totalifarianism—

‘new form of exploitation. lts agents in
evm country, the Communist Partes, are

unrelenting enemies of lmcﬁm aad w 7
mothing in common with

cannot exist without effechive democradic
control by the people.

These two camps of capitalism and Stal-
inism are today at each other's throats in
a worldwide imperlalist rivalry for domi-
nation. This struggle can only lead to the
most frightful war in history so long as the
people leave the capitalist and Statinist
rulers in_power. Independent Socialism
stands for building and strengthening- the
I:lird Camp of the people against bnﬂl war

ocs

The ISL, as o Marxist movement, loocks
to the working class and its ever-present
struggle as the basic progressive force in
society. The ISL is orgcniud o spread the

ideas of socialism in the labor movement-

and among all other sections of the people.

At the some time, Indepeadent Socialists

participate actively in every struggie to-
‘better the people’s lot now—such as the

fight for higher living standards, against
Jim Crow and anti-Semitism, in defense of

civil liberties and the frade-snion meve- -

ment. We seek to join fogether with afl
other militants in the labor movement as
a left force working for the formation of
an independent lobor party and o&cr ]n'o-
gressive pelicies.

The fight for demuruw ald the fight
-for socialism ore inseparable. Thers

-out soclalism, and there com:be no secial-
ism without democracy. To earoll under
this banner, join the Independent Snch#lsl'
League!

~ Get Acquainted!
Independent Socialist League -
114 West 14 Street :
New York 11, N. Y.

O I want more information aboui:

the ideas of Independent Soctal—
ism and the ISL. Y

O I want to join the ISL.
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