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: By SAM ADAMS o

Bro wnell’s Antl Red BIII
| Shotguns Labor A ovement

Under: the- guise of the ﬁght-

- against the Communist Party, and
‘“espionage”. and’ “sabotage,”’ At-
torney' General - Brownell intro-
‘duced a bill which could, if passed,
‘only ‘have: laid the groundwork for
the destruction of-the-union move-
ment in the United States. The bill
-itself was never. made public, since
the public hearings planned by the
Senate Committee on Judiciary
were never held. Two days before
‘the-public hearings were to be held,
Brownell . personally appeared be-
fore. the committee in executive
-session, at.a time when:most of the
opponents of- the bill- were- not
_present.

The Committee voted to call off
the public hearings and to report
Brownell's bill in amended form.
Even then the bill was not made
public, but it did appear in part in
the Comniittee report which indi-
cated the kind of standards Mr.
Brownell had in mind in his-request
that he be given the right to name
a receiver for or to liquidate any
business, trade union or other or-
ganization believed to be "Commu-
nist infilirated."”

In a box elsewhere on this page
‘the text of these provisions appears
as reported out by the Committee
and they indicate how serious is
the threat against the essence of
the Bill of Rights, of democracy,

-

_and the. union movement as con-

ceived in the mind of Brownell and
his like-minded fellows on the Sen-

-ate Committee. For while they re--

. jected some of Brownell’s demands,

‘the essence or spirit of the proposal

was retained.

REED BILL . )
The House Judiciary Committee
also considered the Reed Bill, simi-
larly conceived and presented in
behalf of the administration. After
a long period of soft and virtually
unheard- opposition to-the utterly
reactionary atmosphere and cam-

-paign by the adrnlmstratlon and its

congressmnal supporters, both CIO .
"Presxdent Walter “Reéuthér ~and -
"AFL President George Meany fin-

ally intervened, and at the House
Committee meeting successfully
urged the setting up of a commis-
sion to study the question of “se-
curity in the industrial field.” Reu-
ther and Meany opposed the Senate
and House administration bills.
Although the Reuther-Meany
strateqy may have been effective
in staving off Brownell's attack on
the labor movement, its long-run
implications do not bode well for
it. After years of claiming that the
labor movement is amply capable
of handling the Stalinists in its own
way, -without any government in-
tervention and, in fact, after years
of claiming that they have success-
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U.S. Pollcy in Shambles

At Geneva

By SAM TAYLOR

--onference

R |

A cease ﬁre agreement has finally been reached -in the elght-year’ '

‘old “dirty war”

in Indochina. After three months of negotiations at

Geneva, the agreement was reached which enabled the French to sal-
vage, at least for the present, part of their crumbling colonial empire.

This marks one of the great

defeats for Western imperialism in

Asia and one which is bound to have repercussions in France’s North
African colonies. But this defeat. of Western imperialism is no victory
for the cause of democracy, for at the same time it is a victory for

Stalinism. It means the expansion of Stalmlst influence and power

among the peoples of Southeast Asia.:

Indochina had become a pawn in

the diplomatic struggle going on

at Geneva between China and Rus-
sia on the one side and Britain,
France and the United States on
the other. An agreement has ‘been

‘reached over the body of the Indo-"
chinese people in whlch they were

not the participants.

The main terms of the ag—reement as
they are known at this time call for:
® The division of Viet Nam in two at the
17th Parallel with the French retaining
control in the-south and the Stalinists in
the north. .
e The French- are to evacuate the north
Viet Nam capital of Hanoi in two months
and its port of Haiphong in-ten months.
©“Vietminh areas of control in south Viet
Nam will be gradually withdrawn.
e Fighting to cease in Cambodia and Viet-
minh is to withdraw its forces.
® Two northern provinces of Laos are to

‘be controlled by Vietminh and Vietminh is

to cease fighting and withdraw from the
rest of Laos.

‘e Elections are to be held simultaneously

in north and soufh Viet Nam before July
1956,

‘e A three power commission of India,
Canada and Poland is #o supervise the

terms of the cease fire arrangement.

How "' Communist-Infiltration

Would Be Determined

v

“In making such determination with respect to any or-
ganization, the Board would be required to take into
account—

“(1) the extent to which the effective management of the
affairs of such organization is conducted by one or more
individuals who are, or within five .years. have been, (A)
members, agents, or representatives of any Communist or-
ganization, any Communist foreign government, or the
world Communist movement referred to in section 2 of this
title, with knowledge of the nature and purpose thereof, or
(B) engaged in giving aid or support to.any such organi-

‘zation, government, or movement with -knowledge of the

nature and purpose thereof;
“(2) the extent to which the policies of such organiza-

“tion -are, or within five years -have been, formulated and
carried out pursuant to the direction or advice of any mem-

ber, agent or representative of any such organization, gov-
ernment or movement.

“(8) the extent to which the personnel and resources of
such organization are, or within five years have been, used
to further or promote the objectives of any such Commumst
organization, government or movement;

“(4) the extent to-which such organization within 5 years
has received from, or furnished to or for the use of, any

such Communist organization, government or movement any-

funds or other material assistahce;

“(5) the extent to which such organization is, or within
fi¥eé years has been, affiliated in any other way with any
such Communist. organization, government or movement;

“(6) the extent to which the affiliation of such organiza-
tion, or of any individual or individuals who are members
or who manage its affairs, with any such Communist orgam—
zation, government or movement is concealed from or is not
disclosed to the membership of such organization; and

“(7) the extent to which such organization or any of its
members or managers are, or within five years have been

‘knowingly engaged—

“(A) in any conduct punishable under Section 4 or 15 of
this -act or under chapter 37, 105, or 115 of title 18 of the
U. S. Code; or &

“(B) with intent to impair the mllltary strength of the
United States or-its industrial capacity to furnish logistical
or other support requxred by its Armed Forces, in any ac-
tivity resulting in or contributing to such impairment.

“Sections 4 and 15 of the act, referred to in subparagraph
(7) (A) of the foregoing standards, prescribe criminal pen-

- alties for the violation of substantive provisions contained

in the [Internal Security] Act. Chapters 37, 105, and 115
of title 18 of the U. S. Code . . . are penal in nature and
are entitled respectively ‘Espionage and Censorship,’ ‘Sabo-
tage,’ and ‘Treason, Sedition and Subversive Activities.’”
—Mr. Butler, from the Senate Committee on the

Judiciary (Report No. 1709) to accompany

S 8706, to amend the Subversive Activities

Cont'rol Act of 1950 to provide for the deter-

mination of the identity of Communist~infil-

trated orgamzatwns

This was a typically cynical negotia-
_tion over the fate of a small country by

- the big powers in the cold .war, in which

. the interests of the Indochinese people
were sacrificed in the name of jockeying
for advantage in other places. The Viet -
-Nam and Vietminh foreign niinister:
“werer preserrtat*Geneva;'but o one “took:
‘them 'seriously’ as having a voice in- de- e
-ciding the fate of their country.

The drafts which formed the basis of
the cease fire agreement were drawn up
by a committee consisting of Russian
Foreign Minister Molotov, British For-
eign Minister Eden and French Premier
Mendes-France.

. Whatever myths may have persisted
to this late date of the independence. of
- the Vietminh from Russian and Chinése

.~ domination should have been destroyed

by their demonstration of subsetvience

at Geneva. It is inconceivable that Stal-

inist-controlled Vietminh would have
"agreed to the partition if it had not been
forced on them by Moscow and/or Pei-
ping. Even the out and out puppet Bao
Dai Viet Nam regime had to make a .
formal protest- against this travesty.
Nevertheless the Vietminh played some
kind of a role at Geneva, if only because
the French had to confer with them over
the arrangements for the cease fire.

Just prior to the signing of the agree-
ment the Bao Dai regime circulated a se-
ries of proposals for a cease fire without
a partition of the country. It also called
for the simultaneous disarming of Viet-
-minh troops and the withdrawal of all
foreign troops, and for the United Na- -
tions to control the country until elec-
tions are held at some undetermined
time.

But no one took the Viet Nam objections
to the partition seriously since it was re-
ported in the press that Dr. Tran Van Do,
the Viet Nam foreign minister, had to)d
Anthony Eden, British foreign secre'l'cry.
-that his government was prepared to ac-
cept any solution reached af the confer-
ence. More than likely the proposals and
the protests against partition were meant
for home consumption prlmarlly However,
"they do go to the heart of the relationship .
.between France and Viet Nam and that is
that Viet Nam is a French colony and Bao
Dai heads a puppet government which is- .
viewed as expendable from French inter-
ests. . . . The Bao Dai regime exists only
by. fiat of the French colonial office which
saw little reason to even inform the Viet
Nam delegation of what was going on.

Nevertheless the protests raised about
the partition of the country are legiti-
mate. The examples of partitioned Ger-
many and Korea, where it is unlikely

- that free and democratic elections for
" unification will be held in the forseeable
future, are fresh in everyones mind.
Once again we see where the imperialist

[Tarn to last pagel




By GORDON HASKELL

This session of Congress has
seen the government press forward
with a _number of police-state
measures.
~ Discussed elsewhere in this issue
of LABOR ACTION is Brownell’s pro-

- posal. to- make any organization
branded : as “communist infiltrat-
ed” subject to dissolution or gov-

~ ernment seizure. In addition, how-
ever, there has been a whole series

‘of other measures which have met
varying fates in Congress, and on
some of which final action has not
‘yet been taken.

As we go to press, the New York
Times states that the House of Rep-
resentatives has just passed and
sent to the White House a bill to
force "subversive" organizations
to provide the government with a
list of their printing machinery,

down to and including mimeograph
machines. From the article it ap-
pears that this measure would ap-
ply to organizations which had
been cited by the Subversive Ac-
tivities - Control Board, set up un-
der the McCarran Internal Secur-
ity Act of 1950. The Board has so
far declared only the Communist

- Party to be subversive, and its
findings are now in process of ap-

peal to the courts.
It is-interesting to note how that

‘defender of civil liberties, the New
York Times, describes the reason
for this bill in a way which is in-
tended to make it appear other

" than a direct violation of freedom

of ‘the press.

. “The material issuing from these

chines,” says the Times for July

‘makes it more‘drﬂ“rcult for oV~

;ernment agencies - to determine

‘what passes by prmted word - be-

tween Communist party leaders
~‘and their operatives.” |

The Communist Party hardly
needs' printing presses, or even

- mimeograph machines for com-
. munication between the leaders
and “their operatives.” The prlme
function of printing presses is to
publish materials for the purpose
of spreading their political views.

‘DEATH PENALTY

On July 8, the House passed a
bill which widens the definition of
espionage and sabotage, eliminates
-any statute of limitations in their
prosecution, and makes the death
‘penalty - applicable even in peace-
time. :

On July 7, the House passed a
bill imposing savage penalties for
those who harbor fugitives. From
the argument it is clear that this
was” done not because the police-
seek to stamp out criminal activity,
‘but as a measure against people
‘who might want to hide political
fugitives.

" So far, the Brownell-sponsored

‘bills to force people to testify be-
fore congressional committees by
granting them immunity from pros-
ecution for any illegal activity
which might be disclosed by their
festimony has hit the snag of con-

. gressional resistance, as has the
" bill which would permit the use of
‘evidénce obtained by wiretapping
in federal courts. In both cases the
‘chief reason for the resistance

.seems' fo be some congressional
- squeamishness over giving the at-
torney general oo much power, a
_squeéamishness which is reinforced
by observation of the way Brown-
-ell has been using the power he
ulready has.

According to the press, the Sen-

ate Judiciary Committee has just

voted out a bill to “bar from de-

fense plants any individual against

whom there was ‘reasonable’ belief .

that he might become subverswe

ANYTHING POSSIBLE

This wording (New York Times,
July 20) is sorloose that it is diffi-
cult to believe that even in these
times Congress would pass legisla-
tion to penalize persons on the

“reasonable belief” that they might

commit future acts. Yet, when 1t
is borne in mind that Congress has
already passed legislation which,
in an emergency, would permit the
authorities to imprison or “detain”
people agdinst whom there might
be reasonable suspicion that they
might commit sabotage or espion-
age; it appears that anythmg is
possible..

As Congress stampedes through
the passages of this type of legis-
lation, one is led to wonder what
threat to the present government
and its social system ean possibly
justify, even in the minds of ‘gov-
ernment leaders, this attack on the

legal safeguards and 01v11 liberties
of the people.
In view.of the current impotence

and -isolation of the American Stal- -

inist movement, ‘it would -appear
that Washington has been gripped
in some kind of an insane frenzy.
The “justification” which preys at
the back of the minds of govern-
ment officials was recently giverfby
an FBI agent to a _person he was
questlonlng about the radical
movement in:this country.

NO -GUARANTEE -

When asked why the government
should spend so much money and
show concern to pry into the af-
fairs of small socialist propaganda
and educational organizations, the
FBl man replied: "They may not
always be so small. After all, what
qguarantee is there that present
economic conditions will last for-
ever? If we have another depres-

sion, these .organizations may find -

a lot of people to listen to them."
That, it would appear, i$ as good

a reason as any to lay the ground-
work now for the suppression of

' oIlce -State Measures . Deluye Co onyress

AS WE GO TO PRESS

According to the New-York Times on
July 21 the House of Representatives

. passed a bill stripping United States citi~ |

zenship from any person who advocates
violent overthrow of the government. The
measure was passed unanimously, by voice
vote, without debate or demand for ex-
planation of the .measure. At the same

time, a House Judiciary subcommitiee ap-.

proved a bill that would outlaw the Com-
munist Party “or organizations following
-ifs' line.” Conviction for membership -in
such organizations would draw penalties
of up to ten years in prison and $10,000
fines. «

More comment on these’ bills next week.

the freedom of press and associa-
tion, so that when the day comes
when this government’s rule by the
consent of the governed is endan-
gered, no voice may be raised in
the land around which the people
could rally to re-organize the gov-
ernment in such a form as would
seem to them most likely to ensure
their future security and happi-
ness.

PENNSYLVAN!A

-have .

example;: which-buys o’ good-deal of coal;

By GERALD McDERMOTT

PITTSBURGH, July 20 — Coal
miners are everywhere on the de-
fens1ve today.

Twenty large mines in western.

Pennsylvama are currently on
strike in a wildeat dispute aimed
at defending - their. contract. The
mines, employing a total of fifteen
thousand,. include the largest local
in the UMW at the largest mine in
the world, the U. S. Steel Robena
mine at Masontown, Pa. »

The - strlke, now in its second
* week, began when- the Nemacolin
mine, a captive mine of Youngs-
town Sheet and Tube, laid off 235

"men without observing seniority.

The Nemascolin diggers struck
when UMW district officials were
unable to adjudicate the grievance.
They then established picket lines
at other mihes=in the area. These
picket lines have so far been ob-
served by the other locals, despite
efforts of UMW District Four pres-
ident William Hynes to get the men
back to work.

- The ‘mines -involved are large, modern,
mechanized mines which in recent years
shown. increasing independence
from UMW headquarters. The large lo-
cals at the newer mechanizéd mines re-
sist domination by the international more
successfully than the older type of small
mine where the locals were small in size
and had little chance to develop leader-

“ship of their own.

DEFENSIVE ACTION

The District Four wildeat is the sec-
ond defensive action forced on miners in
western Pennsylvania this year. Recent-
ly near Johnstown, Pa., a small mine
tried to repudiate its union contract and
remain open without contributing to the
Health and Welfare Fund. Mass picket-
ing prevented the mine from operating.

Nevertheless, throughout the nation, the
amount of non-union coal being dug is in-
creasing. The coal deposits in the United
States ore so extensive that small margi-
nal mines—"gopher hole” or "wagon
mines,” as they are called—are easily ex-
ploited. Operated by a few men—often
union miners driven to such work by long
unemployment—rthey can. undersell union-
mined coal because they do not pay u per-
fon royalty to the Health and Welfare
Fund. The Tennessee Valley Authority, for

" ment compensation,

“ COAL MINERS ON THE

has been buying non-union coal recently
because it is required by law to buy from
the lowest bidder.

Even harder hit are the-anthracite
fields of eastern Pennsylvania. Miners
in-the Panther. Valley recently struck in
protest ‘against s’ plan authorized: by the
international union whereby the contract
would be altered in the company’s favor.
The international said that the plan was
necessary in order to keep the-company

in business. The. company: went..out -of -

business anyway.

Because of the desperate. 51tuat10n in
the anthracite fields, pensions for: an-
thracite mihers were cut in half early
this year. The anthracite industry has a
fund of its own, separate from the bitu-
minous industry. The 50 per cent - cut

was foreced by a drop in anthracite pro- -

duction and a consequent drop in royalty
payments. Pensioners have had to go on
relief.

NO.PROGRAM

In the face of this situation, John L.
Lewis has no real program. He can only
call for finkering with the tariff to keep
out foreign petroleum products, or for
government subsidies to force U. S. coal
on foreign markets where it is normally
not competitive. Both of these measures
are unacceptable to the government and
to. powerful export indusiries like auto
and steel. Eisenhower has finally acknowl-
edged the existence of a bad situation in
coal—by appointing a commission to
study it. He was asked to do this by con-
gressmen from coa! producing areas over
a year ago. A report can be confidently
expected by 1960.

The truth of the matter is that the coal-
miners’ problems, more than those of
almost any other section of the labor
movement, require a sbc1al solution as
part of a planned economy That is ex-
actly what the present leadership of the
UMW will not fight for. When coal is in
short supply, as it has been only during
the two world wars, Lewis can bargain
sharply. But this is not possible today,
and there appears to be no prospect,
short of another war, that coal will be
again in short supply for at least a
decade. -

The welfare fund exhibited the greatest
social vision attained by Lewis in his ca-
reer as a leader of the miners, and there
is no denying its achievements or the
gratefuiness that Lewis has earned with
the rank and file as a result of it. How-
ever, iike the escalator clause, or the
gquaranteed annual wage, or unemploy-
or the thirty-hour
week or other useful but piecemeal at-
tempts at solving labor’'s problems short
of the reorganization of society on a so-
cmlrsf basis. 'Hle welfure fund- is- nof de-

DEFENSIVE

pression-proof. In the anthracite ﬁeld;. as

- already pointed out; it is not. even reces- .
sion proof And even aside from that, how

can a miner afford to qualify for o pen-
sion if he is to be on a two-day work week
. {or less) for year after year? ;
_'There 1§ "cértdinly ‘a Tésson in ﬁhls for
steelworkers and truck drivers.’ They.
must resist any attempt by their .Ieaders

to put their unions under-the backward:

leadershlp of John L. Lewis. And coal

miners must press for 'a .more progies- -

sive policy within their union as well as
for real labor unity, and not a fake unity
which has as its basis the disruption of
the AFL and CIO.
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A Partial Vlcfory in Fight on Army McCarthyism

- Army

rants Miller

~ General Discharge

As a result of:the intervention of
the Workers Defense League and
Norman Thomas, Barry Miller,
whose case was reported in L.ABOR
AcTioN of July 6, has had his dis-
charge changed from ‘“Undesir-
-able Discharge” to a General Dis-
charge, a discharge under honor-
able conditions. :

The undesirable discharge was
issued on June & without a hearing,
even though one was requested by
Miller and his counsel, Rowland
‘Watts, Secretary of the WDL. It
‘was granted at a time when Miller
awaited a call to a hearing where
he was prepared to present a
‘strong case: agamst the army’s ac-
‘tion.

Both the WDL and Norman Thomas
had protested the actien and requested
an immediate review by the Army Dis-
‘charge Review Beard. Thomas wrote ad-
ditionally to Hugh H. Milton II, assist-
‘ant secretary of the army and sent copies
of this letter in addition to other corres-
pondence to President Eisenhower, Sena-
tor H. Alexander Smith of New Jeérsey
"(Miller’s resident state) and Senator
Paul Douglas of Illinois, where Miller
lived while attendihg the University of
‘Chicago.

‘GENERAL DISCHARGE

On the 19th of July, Thomas made pub-
lic a reply from Milton in which it was
stated that the army would recover the
undesirable discharge and issue the new
one cited above. Although no official com-
munication. has _gs yet been. recelvegl of
this new action, Thomas asserfed thaf it
was only a matter of time when it would
be forthcoming. Upon receipt of the new
official "General Discharge,” the WDL will
consider its next steps in the case, since it

feels that the change of the army's posi--

tion in the Miller case signifies that he
should have received noﬂling less than an
“’Honorable Discharge.”

Commenting on the case, Watts said:
“The action concerning Barry Miller
does not go far enough. For five weeks he
has been unemployed, and the discharge
has stood in the way of his getting a job.

“In June, it cost him a position as a
microwave technieal teacher with a large
New York corporation. The army’s ad-
mission that an ‘undesirable discharge’
should not have been issued to Miller-im-
‘plies that the army recognizes he is not
a security risk. If that is so, then he is
clearly entitled to an \honorable.discharge
on the basis of his excellent-'service.”

We print below exeerpts from Norman
Thomas’ statement on the case as it well
summarizes the events of the past two

weeks :

LETTER OF PROTEST

“The Miller case had been-brought to
my attention through the  Workers De-

fense League and other agencies. T wrote
a strong letter of protest to Army Sec-
retary Stevens, not only in behalf of
Miller but of all members of our citizen
army who are subject to such drastic and
unfair procedure. (Secretary Wilson has
just testified that there have been 80 dis-
charges as security risks and over 300
cases are pending under investigation.)
In due course, and after considerable cor-
respondence with various persons, in-
cluding President Eisenhower and Sena-
tor H. Alexander Smith, I received from
Hugh M. Milton, II, assistant secretary
of the army, under date of July 8, 1954,
the following statement:

" 'Following the receipt of your most
recent letter to me, | took the liberty per-
sonally of referring this case; and other
similar cases, to the Army Discharge Re-
view Board. After careful consideration of

all of the facts in the case, the board de--

termined that Mr. Miller should have been
awarded a General Discharge, a discharge
under honorable conditions. This decision
was furnished to me only yesterday. The
Adjutant General will now, in accordance

~with established procedure, take immedi-

ate action to recover the Undesirable Dis-
charge from Mr. Miller. Upon its receipt
it will be_destroyed and a General Dis-
charge will be issued. By this procedure,
no stigma of the original discharge will
remain with Mr. Miller.'

NEED FOR A CHANGE

“Mr. Milton also enclosed the directive
of the Defense Department, dated April
7th, under which action had been taken
for the summary dismissal of Mr. Miller,
and the more elaborate direetive of the
army, issudd under date of June 18th,
implementing the earlier directive. Mr.
Miller’s attorney, Rowland Watts of the
Workers Defense League, a man_ with
experienée in these cases, has made an
analysis of the army ordeér in its latest
form and finds it improved over the pro-
cedures used ih the original discharge
of Mr. Miller. There is, as his careful
analysis shows, still need for further
changes to protect the legitimate rights
of free born Americans who may be
drafted into the army. It should be re-
corded that neither Mr. Miller nor Mr.
Watts has yet been officially informed of
the action of which Assistant Secretary
Milton wrote me. But that is doubtless
merely a question of time.

“Mr. Miller is still looking for a job.

‘The employment which he had regarded

as certain after his army service has
been denied him because of the undesir-
able discharge which for a great many
men comes close to.a sentence of perma-
nent unemployment

4That is why the WIlller case is im-
portant I reJOlce both -that the army
finally-corrected, in part, the injustice to

‘Mr. Miller and I welecome the improve-

ments in procedure indicated by the di-
rectives of June 18th. But by no means
has the army yet reached a security pro-
cedure which is in-accord with American

doctrmes of -individual rlght and falr-.
.play

Clmmg Burles Opponents Allve

Since the end of World War II, hun-
dreds of thousands of people have es-
caped from Stalinist ‘“democracy” by
fleeing across the iron-curtain frontiers.

In addition to the Stalinist lands, there
is another “democracy” which keeps
throwing off its own. quota of political

: refugees This is hone other than Amer-

jea’s bastion of freedom in the Far East,
Chiang Kai-shek’s Formosa.

Most recent refugee from Chi‘angfs
“democracy” to come to our attention 1s
a 26-year-old captain in Chiang’s ma-
rines, Hsuan Wei.

‘Hsuan was sent to this country in
1952 for further training. He does mnot
want to return- to ‘his country, and is
now being held for deportation by Amer-
jean authorities on the claim of the
Chiang government that he is a “de-
serter.”

1 wouldn't have a chance: if | were sent
*o Fonnou e Hsuun iold7 i'epoi'fers in San
e he}d for:de-

as a fair court martial, and | would be
tortured and put to death.

"In September 1950,” he continued,
“Chiang Kai-shek's secret police rounded
up 150 of my friends who had expressed
dissatisfaction with the dictator state.
Each of the 150 had a black hood put over
his face. They were then irucked to a
trench in a field, struck on the head and
knocked unconscious, and were buried
alive.

“] am still faithful to the anti-eom-
munist intent of the nationalist govern-
ment, but I don’t want to be under the
present police state policies of that gov-
ernment. If the regime changes to a
more demdcratic one, I will be glad to
return to Formosa. If not, I would like
to remain permanently in this country
and, if possible, -become an American
citizen.”

Hsuan is said to be in close touch with
Dr. K. C. Wy, former . governor of For-

- is . -also ‘a fugitive . from

' LONDON LETTER

Britain-Egypt

Deal on Suez

Leaves Mlddle East in Flux

By DAVID ALEXANDER

LONDON, July 14—Last week negotia-
tions between the British and Egyptian

governments over the evacuation of the -

Suez Canal were resumed. It is now clear
that they have reached the stag'e where
success seems imminent.

The main. points of agreement so far
reached are as follows: .

(1) Britain would evacuate her R0, 000
troops within two years.

(2) She would keep 1000 techmcxans
to maintain the base. These men would
wear civilian clothes and be present in
the status of civilians.

(3) In the event of an attack on any
Arab-bloc. country, or on Turkey, or (it
is implied) a world war, Britain would
have the right to re-enter the zone with-

~out further negotiation.

One may recall that this 103 mile long
canal, completed with forced labor in
1869, was put under British military con-
trol as a result of the bribing by Disraeli
of the then bankrupt Khedive of Egypt
with four million pounds. Today it is
worth about forty million pounds economi-
cally to Britain, and she has dbout ten
times that figure of military installations
there.

The economic and strategic importance
of the base to- British trade cannot be
exaggerated. The establishinent of troops
will be transferred to Cyprus, Libya and
Jordan. This move, previously reported
in LABQR ACTION, has already begun.
"SCUTTLE" -

It is not at all surprising that when
Churchill announced the likelihood of
forthcoming agreement at the Conserva-
tive Members Foreign Affairs Commit-
tee yesterday, there was general conster-
nation. Some Tories shouted “scuttle.”
The prime minister was at pains to point
out how useless the base was to Britain
if the local population was hostile.. An
agreement’ with Egypt wéuld contribute
greatly to the peace and stability of the
Middle East.

Churchill enlisted Eden’s help to try
to pacify ultra-reactionary dissenters
who wanted the British: government to
fight it out with Egypt if necessary. Mr.
Butler, the chancellor of -the exchequer,
was called in to prove what a finanecial
boon it would be to Britain not to have
to run the Canal Zone. Perhaps this ar-
gument might persuade the rebels?

But no. Three hours affer this meeting
a group of ﬂlirfy to forty ultra-reaction-

-ary Tories under a Captain Wuhrhouse

announced that they will be forced to vote
against the agreement when it.is brought
up in Parliament. About twenty of them
said they will defy the government whips.
This revolt within' the Tory Party of a
marginal number of members of -Parlia-
‘ment will mean that the government- will
have to rely on the Labor:Party’s support
for the agreement when it is -put to the
vote. Although it will not be reticent to
support the Tories on an_important for-
ward move, the Labor Pcri'y may well re-
call some of the Tories" remarks in 1947

HYSTERICAL DEVERALL

To the Editor:

On June 21st, LABOR ACTION reprinted
a story by Richard Deverall, the AFL’s
representative - in Japan. The editor’s
statement in introducing the article made
it plain that LABOR ACTION dissociates
itself from the American chauvinism of
the New Leader where the article first
appeared. In order to prevent any pos-
sible misunderstanding by Asian read-
ers, I think it should be made plain that.
LABOR ACTION also dissociates itself
from the activities and writings of Deve-
rall, whose hysterical red-baiting in Ja-
pan has earned him the disapproval of
many non-Stalihist Asian radicals and
intellectuals. )

I realize, of course, that LABOR AcCTiON
reprinted Deverall’s condemnation of the
Thailand- government because, if Deve-
rall criticized an ‘ally of the TUnited
States, that ally must be bad.

Fraternally,
‘Gerald McDERMOTT

LABOR ACTION ‘we. are. sori-y ]%o say,‘ls

wlien an_.agreement on similar lines be’-' ‘

tween Bevm and Farouk seemed impénd-
ing.

‘The ‘threat of guexrilla activity in
Egypt and the uselessness of Suez with-
out Egyptian cooperation séem to be the
important factors forcing the- Churchill
government to take this historic move.
The configuration of Middle Easterfi
powers will naturally be greatlychanged
and their reactions have already been re-
ported to London.

LYBIA AND JORDAN

Both Libya and Jordan which already
receive large British subsidies for their
armies favor the increase of British es-
tablishments because it brings more
money into the ecountry. In Jordan it
forms a substantial fraction of the whole
budget. On the other hand, both being
members of the Arab League and ‘desir-
ing national independence their heart$
have been contradicting their pockets.
Statements from djfferent organizations
in these countries have so far been
equivocal.

We have previously reported the
Cypriot views on the enlargement of the
British base. The Greek 60 per cent of thé
population feels that now is the time 16
increase - its agitation for unity with:
Greece to prevent Britain from keeping

too many troops in their -island. The govers -

nor-general and executive are - treading
‘warily as the Greek Orthodox Pafrlcrchy
favor union with Greece.

It is hardly necessary to say that Is-
rael is greatly interested in the future
of the Canal Zone. Once the British evac:
uate, will Colonel Nasser, Colonel Salem
and General Neguib turn the ‘evil eye oi
Israel? Or, as Nasser is reliably reported
to have given private dssurasees as far.
back as 1948, will the elimination ' of
Britain from the Egyptlan scene’ make

the pohtlcal climate:. more 8 rtable afm'

peace-in the Middle East.

‘DOUBLE-EDGED SWORD

‘Again, the proposed treaty contains &
double-edged . sword. The British are to
reoccupy the Canal Zone in the event: of
an attack omr the Arab states. If a second
round between the Arabs and Israel does
come and- the British do re-occupy .the
Canal Zone, will they act to help the
Arab states against Israel, or to restore '

peace? Israel radio seems to have pain- .- .

fully little doubt about which of these
alternatives the British will embrace.
‘Although Turkey is not in the Arab
bloe, but has joined NATO and the Bal-
kan Pact, the Turks have welcomed the
forthcoming = agreement.
tween Turkey and Egypt have recently
been temporarily poisoned by an mcldeﬁt
which invelved Turkish-held land. |
Egypt belonging to ex- Egyptian monar-
chists. But the similarity in appeal, ih"

method, and in inspiration-betweer: tlfe "
present Egyptian junta- and  the. late~

Kemal Ataturk makes ‘it very- unhkely
that their two countries can long remain
far apart. :

. b ’
activities in Asia. We simply assumed

that an AFL representative who writes
for the New Leader would not be likely

to denounce a U. S. ally in.Asia unless :

its scandalous character 51mply coufd not
be buried from view.—Ed. -

NO LITERACY TESTS! -~ ' -
To the Editor: S

Re the undemocraflc edict of the

Guatemalan junta dlsfranchlsmg the 11-
literate.

You mention that a literacy - requlre-
ment for voting is reasonable m the
United States, where compulsory ‘'educaz
tion has existed for a long timie. But the -
undemocratic nature of the Guatemalan
edict is even more apparent when it is
realized that even in the U. S, there is no
literacy requirement!

Each state is empowered to set such re-
quirements, but only New York ‘and &’
couple of others actually have’ literaetdr .
tests. None of the big,industrial states

of the Middle West have any 11teracy ?

reqmrement

Relations bé- .

v
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LABOR .‘A’-ac_rz:r;‘o‘n <

“Us. Proposes to Draw “A Line of Defense” in Southeast Asia Tllrouylt

ala ya—the Next Bastion of ' Democracy

By L. G. SMITH

.As. the Geneva talks locking to-
ward some kind of a truce in the
conflict'for Indochina contmue the
‘notiorn keeps cropping up that
whatever may happen in that
French colony, the capitalist im-
perialists :had better “draw a line”
somewhere in Southeast Asia. The
Stalinists. would then be warned:
s0,far, and no further. And all gov-
- ernments which had agreed to.
“draw the line” would then be
pledged to go to war to stop the
Stahmsts from crossing it.

Let us take a look at this “line”
which is to be drawn. It will either
have to run through Laos and Cam-
bodia, in which case the argument
can start right now as to whether
the Stalinists have not already
transgressed it. Or, if Laos and

Cambodia are deemed too weak or .

too far gohe, it will have to be
drawn through Thailand and Ma-
laya.

In its issue for- .Iune 21; Labor
Action quoted Richard Deverall,
AFL representative in Asia, to the.
effect that Pibul Songgram's re-
gime in that country is "semi-to-
- talitarian,” that in it "corruption
is reaching monumental propor-
tions . . . public morality has de-
teriorated to the lowest depths;
that there is no justice in the ad-
‘ministrafion,” and the like. He de-
-scribed the activities of the Ameri-
can representdtives in that coun-
" try as anti-labor. And he ended his
article: "Thailand has been hailed
as the bastion of anti-Communist
democracy in Southeast Asia. Thai-
land is anti-Communist. But it is far
less democratic today than before
the American aid program be-

gan. ... R

In these c1rcumstances, it is clear
that the Stalinists will have no dif-
ficulty in “crossing the line” politi-

cally in Thailand. This will not in- .

volve the marching of troops over

the border from Laos and Cambo- -

~ “dia. It would be the inevitable long-

range result of an Ameriean policy -

~ which backs up a government of
graft, corruption, exploitation and
- .denial of elementary civil liberties
to its own people.
MALAYA
- Directly south of Thailand lies
-~ Malaya, the last complete British
colony in Southeast Asia. This fab-
ulously wealthy peninsula, with
its mixed population of Chinese,
* Malays and Indians is today, and
has been for six years, little better
than an armed camp. Stalinism
crossed ‘“the line” through Malaya
" long ago, and after six years of
-open guerrilla warfare the British
are no closer to victory there than
.~ they were when fhe fighting start-
- ed.
Americans, however, are being
" prepared to swallow the idea that
- " Malaya is some kind of a peaceful
" democracy which can and must be
saved for the free world. As long
“as the French seemed able to hold,
their own in Indochina, we received
the same kind of lulling story about
the situation there. To be sure,
there was Stalinist guerrllla activ-
rl!y. Buf a successnon of "stern™ or
_"vigorous" French generals were
sen'l' to the scene who unnounced a
success:on of "vigorous" plans for
ypping -up” the Stalinist "bain-

were informed 'l'llu'l' the f_a'l'e of
freedom and democracy, of South-
east Asia and perhaps the weorld
hung on whether or not American
military intervention could save
the counfry from complete Stalinist
domination.

Now we are getting the same
kind of preparation for Malaya. A’

. case in point is an article by Keyes

Beech carried in the July 3 Chicago

" Daily News. A sub-head on the
‘article informs us that:
~contrast to. .the tragedy of the

“In sharp

French policy .in Indochina is the
apparent success of the British in

meeting a similar Communistic

threat in nearby Malaya. Malaya
may be an important key in new
defense plans agamst the spread of
Commumsm Jin the Far East.”
Then Beech beglns with this
punchy sentence:

STARVE THEM

“The British have found the
most effective method yet devised
to deal with Communist guerrillas
—starve them to death.”

The difficulty in getting rid of the

- guerrillas, it seems, is that they draw

support from the Chinese section of the
population. Thus, British General Sir
Gerald 'Templar hit on .the ingenious
scheme of defeating the guerrillas by
proceeding against the whole Chinese
population of the peninsula.

"In five years,” Beach reports, "the Brit-
ish moved and resettled 700,000 squatters.
One entire village was floated down river
for 25 miles on rafts: The transplanted
suatters were given a plot of land and
$33 to build homes. Schools and medical
facilities were established.

"Barbed wire was run around the vil-
lages and they were under guard day and
night. Some food packages leaked out to
the Reds, but not many. -

"Food withholding came next. Rice was
rigidly rationed in Malaya and no family
was permitted to have more than a two
weeks® supply at one time. Storekeepers

were required to puncture a tin of food
when it was sold, so that it wouldn't keep
for more than a day.” '
Despite these harsh measures, and
probably also to no small measure be-

‘cause of them, the guerrilla movement

was not halted by the resettlement. The
resettled villages were divided into “Red”
and “White” depending on the amount
of guerrllla activity ;which was taking
place in the vicinity.

"Rigid disciplme and stern reprisals,”
writes Beech, “were taken against 'Red’
villages. Gradually, more and more vil-

‘lages began to turn. 'White." Their reward

was more and better food, more freedom
of movement, more entertainment and
recreation.”

All this no doubt made things very.

tough on the guerrilla bands in the jun-
gle, and a number of guerrillas surren-
dered rather than continue. to fight on
a starvation basis. Despite all this, Beech
reports that “the Reds still haven’t been
completely defeated. They are still able

“ to dig up recruits.” And he is stating the

case not only mildly, but strictly for ill-
informed American consumption.

MANAGEABLE PROPORTIONS

The quieting down of the guerrilla
warfare in Malaya has led, according to
Beech, to a reduction of the Stalinist
threat in that colony to “what the British
call ‘manageable proportions.”” And he
deduces from this that General Templer
(“a man of humanity, and yet one who
demonstrated that he could be just as
ruthless as the Communists”) is just the
man to become supreme commander of
any Southeast Asian defense pact that
may come into existence.

A completely different picture is paint-
ed in the June 12 and 19 issue of the
Nation by Victor Purcell, for many years
a British eivil servant in Malaya Or
rather, the picture which we can feel is
there under the imperialist veneer of
Beech is filledin by-Burecell.: :

"The situation at the time of the gen-
eral's departure (May 31, 1954)," writes
Purcell, "can be summaiized thus. The
number of terrorists in the jungle was the
same as it had been when he first arrived
—namely from five to six thousand—and
they were still obtaining all the recruits
they needed. In holding this small force
some 40,000 troops—30,000 of them Brit-
ish and the rest Malays, Gurkhas, and so

on—100,000. police, cnd over 200,000 home
guards were employed. The number of ter-
rorists who surrendered in 1953 was 370,
or about one a day, though for the firs#
four months of 1954 the surrenders have
fallen to an average of only a little more
than one every other day. . ..

STALEMATE

- "Official proapganda af the moment has
ceased to call attention to 'kills' and 'sur-
renders’ and concentrates on the number
of areas which have been declared "white,’
that is, free from Communist activity, and
from which the emergency controls have.

_been lifted. In late May these areas, most-

ly coastal strips, were stated to have
1,300,000 inhabitants—about a quarter of
the total population of the federation. But
how 'white' these areas really are is a
matter very much open to question. If the
Communists are free to levy toll on an
area there will be no ‘incidents’ and to
the naked eye a ‘red’ and a 'white’ area
will look equally undisturbed. The fact is,

-however, that the Communists. are  still

able to stage incidents at will in thickly
settled regions which are no more in the
jungle than is Times Square. The Malayan
war is correctly characterized by the Sin-
gapore correspondent of the London Times
in October last as a 'stalemate.'"”
Among the results were that when.
Templer attempted to reeruit a Federa-
tion Regiment as a basis of a national
‘army, only 75 Chinese could be found to
volunteer. By the time he left Malaya,
the entire legislature of the colony was
still nominated by the general, and at
least 30 per cent of the Chinese and 60

per cent of the Indians living in it were .

denied citizenship rights.

This then, along with Thailand, is an-
other bastion of democracy and freedom
in Asia, and is another country through
which the “line” is to be drawn over
which Stalinism dare not step at the risk
‘of bringing on World War III.

" It'is of the utmost importandée that the
truth about Malaya and Thailand be
spread among the American people, and
specially that the labor movement edu-
cate its membership about the- real na-
ture of the regimes in those countries.

“For, as we have seen in Korea, and as we

have come so close to seeing in Indo-
china, the fate of these far-off, and to
us strange peoples can very well become
the fate of ourselves.

Labor’s Choice in California

. An exchange of letbers in the July 19
New Leader casts a spotlight on the
level of thinking on which liberals and
labor leaders inithis country debate the
policies which the labor movement

- -should - follow.

In the May 31 issue of the New Leader
Frank Mankiewicz had attacked the Cali-

. fornia American Federation of Labor for

endorsing the Republican candidate,
Governor Goodwin Knight, for re-elec-
tion. o

In the July 19 issue, one Sol Davison
takes up the cudgels for the California
AFL. Davison says that the AFL was justi-
fied in supporting Knight because "a quid
pro quo exists in Knight's stand on anti-
labor legislation and on the furthering of
AFL-sponsored legislation in California. Is
this not 'rewarding labor's friends'? What
more can the labor movement ask of a
political candidate?"

Davison then goes on to admit that
“prior to becoming governor, Knight was
not considered a friend of labor.” He

" then points out that Warren was also at

one time considered anti-labor, but then
“went on to become the best friend labor

“had ever had in the governor’s chair.

And if Knight seems to be taking a leaf
out of the Warren book on labor matters,

- and if he is to be judged by his actions

as governor, does he, too, not deserve

~labor’s support?”

The rest of Davison’s defense of the
AFL’s endorsement for Knight consists
of the claim that they had once endorsed
Warren, that the teamsters and building
trades unions were joined by some. others
in pushing for the endorsement, and
finally, an attack on Knight’s Democratic:
opponent’ Richard Graves for being a
person who as executive secretary of the

League of California . Cltles had, lobbied =

To this, Mankiewicz enters a firm re-
joinder in jthe same issue of the New
Leader. What more can ’t_h_é labor move-
ment ask for a candidate than that he
agree not to sponsor anti-labor legisla-
tion, says Mankiewicz.- And he hastens
to reply: “Plenty.”

QUALIFICATIONS

"The labor movement can ask a candi-
date, if it means what it says about its
general responsibilities, for a genuine lib-
eral platform, alive to the needs of the
total community, and not the narrow pork-
choppery displayed by the California AFL.
For example, labor could ask that a candi-
date support an FEPC ... that he support
the State Senate reapportionment which
the State AFL sponsored in 1950, and that
he do more for the unemployed than sug-
gest that fhey go to Veniura County and
pick lemons."

Now that sounds like pretty radical
talk for a liberal. So we naturally expect
him to demonstrate, in the following

. paragraphs, that his candidate (and that

of the CIO), Graves meets the test. In-
stead, dear reader, we are treated to the
following two amazing if not amusing
paragraphs:

""As for Grave's labor record,” Mankie-
wicz continues, "it is admittedly meager.
But, if he opposed the State Senate re-
apporhonmenf and supported the anti-
public-housing’ amendment, he did no more
than -Governor Knight. The  difference, if

-these charges are correct, is that Graves

did it from the comparative obscurity of
the League of California Cities; Knight of
it as Lieutenant-Governor, a powerful
vote-gefter and tacit leader of the. anti-
Warren Republicans of California.

> ui fhere s more to- |t ihcn,fh t The_

and all the other liberal measures in the
AFL platform, and against the .anti-labor
measures which Knight had to reverse his
field to oppose. On the record, there is no
doubt that Graves will ftake -the. liberal-
labor position if elected, whereas Knight's
action in confining his labor sop to spe-
cific anti-labor measures would seem to
indicate that he will remain the free-
wheeling right-winger of old.”

"“ON THE RECORD™
Well, there you have it, friends. What

‘are the real qualifications a man should

have to get labor’s support? Why, he
should have conducted his past anti-labor
activities in obscurity, and not right out
in public where even liberals can’t close
their eyes to it. What else should mark
the man who is to be labor’s champion at
the hustings? Why, he should be willing
to promise, regardless of his whole past
record, that in the future he will be for
the things that in the past he has been

against. And this time, he should stand

flatly for everything that he stood round- -

ly or some other way against. before. In
that case, “whatever his record in the
past,” there will be no doubt that, “on
the record,” he will be 100 per cent for
labor’s program in the future, . unlike
people who “had to reverse their field”
to be against what labor is against now.

These writers are supposed to be de~
fending the policies of the AFL and
CIO. But their arguments amount to a
condemnation of the policies of -both
wings. of the labor movement. Such is
the prlce for the self

defeatmg vpollgy of -

L ]

£

L

i
1




g su?ge of “thie . economy

July 26, 1954

Published by the YOUNG SOCIAI.IST lEAGUE

Young Worker Victim
Of No-Work Econom y

By MICHAEL HARRINGTON

I talked to a young high school graduate from Detroit last week.

"He has volunteered for the army, and so have quite a few of his class--

mates. His name does not appear in the lists of those affected by un-
employient. Yet-the reason he is gomg into. the army is precisely be-
cause of the. uneinployment situation in the United States.

This :young worker of the Class of ’54, and several hundred thou-

gand like him; are part of the hidden figures. of unemployment Since

they do not draw unemployment compensatlon—havmg been in school
for the last nine mionths—they are not counted in the official assessment
of the éurrent recession. More than this, even optimistie predictions of
the future point to the fact that the young worker will be a continuing
problem, even if other areas of the economy begin an upswing.

According to the June survey of
unemployment, i.e., workers get-
ting unemployment compensation,
there were 3,347,000 men out of
work. This was despite a rise in

farm employment of a million,

workers from May to June. Ac-
cording to the official figures, un-
employment had remained more or
less steady between May and June,

Yet in that period the major portion of

. thes seven:-hundred-and - fifty - thousand

new workers who.enter the economy each
year appeared. What happened to these
young workers? ‘According to a New
York szes survey, “Apparently 300,000
fewer young persons came into the job
market than were expected. Those who
were not looking for a job were not
counted as unemployed. Why fewer
young persons looked for jobs this June
is largely a matter for theorizing. What
evidence there is suggests that the jobs
did not seen plentiful enough or the pay
attractive enough.”

Some. of these yoiﬂlg workers will even-
tually find jobs. Some_ will enter the army
out of desperation. But a great percentage
of them will simply be unemployed in the
coming months or forced to scramble for
low-paying jobs on the employment mar-
ket. They are part of that vast surplus

. which Walter Reuther has spoken of .in

his criticism’ of official unemployment fig-
ures, They are among those who are not
listed in the' pronouncements of the Eisen-
hower administration because they are

. not drawing unemployment compensation.

But more importantly, there seems to
be little chance of the pressure on the
youth to. cease “even if the rest of the
economy enjoys a considerable upswing.
This is the opinion of some of the more
conservative bourgeois economists. The
American young: worker is in for a
tough time in this rolllng-downward ad-
justment. )

DOCTORED FIGURES

At the peak of post-war unemployment
in January of 1950, the percentage of un-
employed. in the work force reached 7.6
per cent, The highest it has reached in
the current-recession is 5.8 per cent. Yet,
once again, it must be pointed out that
these figures do -not count all of those
actually jobless, especially the young
workers. Even with the doctored figures,
there are four states today which have
unemployment percentages of 9 per cent
or over (Mississippi, Tennessee, Ken-
tucky and West Virginia). In the highly
industrialized. states like Illinois, Penn-
sylvania and New ,York unemployment
as of this summer is between. 6 and 8.9
per eent..

Within 'l'Ins coniexl'. Sumner Slichfer, a
conservative bourgeois economist ‘dis-
cussed tlie prospects for the economy in
the coming year. His over-all view is op-
timistic.: Yei he- wrrl'es fhat unemployment
will remain’ hlgll even. if his predicted up-
.fukes place. - He .
i

and nowhere brmgs in. 'I'he huge war econ-

time being. and although an early uptura
in production is in prospect, unemploy-
ment may be a troublesome problem for
months to come. One reason is that any
rise in the demand for goods will be met

.in part in many plants by restoring work-

ing hours to the normal level of the work
week, instead of by hiring more workers.
This is because numerous firms, rather
than’discharge employees during the drop
in production . have kept their people on

by reducing the hours worked. A second -

reason is that miany plants through better
efficiency will be able to add substantially
to their output with little increase in their
employees.'

The conclusion of this argument is
particularly relevant to the problem of
the young worker. Writes Slichter,
“Finally, the niormal growth-of the na-
tion’s labor force this year will add about
700,000 persons to the number of job
seekers.” In other words, Slichter is op-
timistically predicting an economic re-

covery which will nevertheless be com-

patible with unemployment figures of
over three million, and more specifically,

with a vast. labor surplus of young .

workers. -

Two elements are very mporfunf in this
analysis. First, that of, the drop in inven-

tories. Slichter rightly characterizes this

situation as & result of the fact that "the
nation was producing goods faster than it
was wsing them up.”" Maving stated this,
more or less as an aside, Slichter lets it
rest. He doesn't go into the massive prob-
lem of which the drop in the economy in
late 1953 and 1954 is only a symptom.
The American productive capacity is
now twice as great as it was in the late
thirties. It is continually being revolu-

" tionized by a yearly technological ad-

vance of over two per cent. Within this
context, it is necessary, in the long run,
to have a continuously expanding econ-
omy. A stagnant-healthy economy of the
kind Slichter prediets will run square
into this technological growth and the
yearly influx of new young workers, and
will necessarily have the high unemploy-
ment which he predicts. In order to ab-
sorb the force of these elements, the
economy must grow, not mark time,

PRIMARY VICTIM

Note again that in this kind of an
analysis, the young worker is a primary
victim of economic instability., He is not
even counted in the figures, yet he is
among the very first to feel the effect of
economic stagnation.

When discussing his second major factor
—cuts in federal spending—Slichter's
main point seems to be that there wasn't
much of a cut, i.e., that tdx policy and
unemployment benefits actually took up

most of the slack occasioned by reduc-.

tions in government expenditure. Yet even

here, Slichter confines himself to a very .
.narrow- base, for his' conception’ of gov-

ernment policy is concentrated on individ-
ual cases (like tax cuts to the consumers)

WHAT FUTURE FOR U. S. YOUTH?

The analysis of the problem facing the young worker made i in
this issue of Challenge was echoed by Walter Reuther, CIO Presi-
dent, last week. Reuther addressed himself to the same problem
as the New York Times survey: why did 300,000 young people not
show up in the employment ﬁgures this year. His answer was this:

“The reason is easily understandable. They have no hope of
finding jobs. Failure of the economy te expand as it should has
slammed the door to job opportunity in their faces.

“The dec1son of hundreds of thousands of our young citzens not
to engage in a fruitless search for jobs that do not exist results in’
their omission from the ofﬁcml count of the unemployed.” ‘

In his analysis, Reuther went on to point out that there are
now one hundred and thirty-two labor market areas classified as
being labor surplus, 41 of these areas with more than 12 per cent
unemployed. He also emphasized the factors of i'echnologiccl im=
provement and new workers which are discussed in this week's
Challenge article. Said Reuther,

“Our labor force is increasing by approximately 900,600 per
year. This means our economy must expand to provide that number
of job opportunities each year. In addition, productivity advances
made possible by advancing science and technology require further
expansion to assure employment opportunites for upwards of two |
million workers who would otherwise be displaced.” '

The process which Reuther was describing was, in a sense,
plain-as-the-nose-on-your-face. Yet two problems follow from it.
The first is that the most advanced sections of American labor— |
symbolized by Reuther—still cling to a faith in a Keynsian remedy |
to the situation. Thus Reuther, after makmg of his execellent com- |
ment on what is going on, can only call for the administration “to

_face its responsibilities under the Employment Act of- 194677 o v

We must repeat again that we feel that the history of the
New Deal, and especially its inability to end unemployment, far
from proving that such techniques will work established their ex-
treme weakness. Today there is no general depression, to be sure.
In such a situation, the ameliorative provisions of a Keynsian ap-
proach may well have some effect. But it is tragic that the labor
movement continues to put its unquestioning faith in an economic
technique which failed the only time it was used.

The second -point concerns the American political scene. In
these labor surplus areas, and among the young workers, recent
developments may well have an effect on political sentiment. Right
now, it is very 1mportant that we intensify our efforts to bring
the point of view of democratic socialism to the youth. For today,'
‘the young worker is one of the principal victims of this recession

in the most prosperous capitalist country in the world.

"Today, it is: either the army or unemployment for nearly half
a million young American workers. Those figures they are juggling
with in Washington are the immediate future of our youth.

At one point, however, the war econ-
omy does sneak into his analysis. Writes
Slichter, “In the face of the new trend
toward the isolation of the United States
in foreign affairs, it would not seem pru-
dent for the government to carry out its
announced ptans for further cuts in its
outlays on security.” A political reason
is given for this judgment—that the
growing isolation of the United States is
the main cause—but it occurs in an ar-
ticle on the state of the health of the
economy. The moral of this aesopian ap-
proach is not hard to divine: American
foreign policy is tied into the fortunes of
the domestic economy, and if the Stalin-
ists are one reason for the garrison gtate,
the internal needs of capxtallsm are an-
other. - .

Here is the second part of the equation
for- the young worker in Detroit. In-
ternal economic crisis drives him into
the army. Slichter proposes, in a very
real sense, that this be taken as a long-

range solution of the problem: that more

young men should- be driven into. the
army. Thus the young worker is not only
among the first to be Hit by unemploy-
ment. He is also among the first to be
called upon to sacrifice himself in the in=
terests of economie health:

‘One other "optimistic element  in

Slichter’s discussion deserves comment. He-

writes, "Every now and then concern is
expressed as to whether business concerns
will con'hnue l'he presenf rcl'l'e of spendmg

~advance, growth of the work farce'by:
- young workers, over-production, the ga

.concerned. .This_is the  preblem.. which

labor costs by the use of better equipment:
are great and are gradually being better °
appreciated by managements.” In other
words, in Slichter's world, the annual revo-c"
lution of technology is a healthy, an op-~ :
timism-creating factor. From the point of
view 6f business, that is. For, as we tave

already quoted, he sees this force as one’

of those making for the continuation of

unemployment — even in his  "healthy” '
economy. .

The conclusion of all this optimism?
“The prospect that unemployment will
remain unnecessarily high for some
months indicates the need for stronger

efforts by the government to stimulate .-

business.” Slichter does not, of course,
mention the nature of this stimulation. °
But it seems obvious that the only po-. :
litically safe kind of stimulation which
the present American government ean
indulge in is: the increase of armament :

- expenditure, perhaps the cxeatlon of a

few more Indochina scares.

* In all of these factors—'techndlo’gical".

risen state as an element of “health” in.
the economy——the fate - of the: Young
worker is in the balance. And as ‘of “to- -
day, all of these factors pomt to:- the fact ;
that the balance is tipped.in-the dlrec--
tion of -either joblessness or the. _army.
MThis is the result of the rolling down:
ward adjustment:as far as the ‘youth' is




LABOR ACTION

BOOKS and ldeas

';hy H. W. BENSON

= Henry Steele Commager was among the first
to take a stand against the Age of Conformity
~and remains one of the dwindling few liberals
“who still. deserve to call themselves democrats.
~dn his latest book, “Freedom, Loyalty, Dissent”
4ve have a collection of five essays written over
‘the years since 1947 and here reprinted, & work
that is indeed welcome in these arid days; for
it is saturated with a feeling for one simple
rtruth liberty in the United States is withering
'under the demand for strict conformity with
san American party line.

“What is the new loyalty 7’ he asks in one
tessay. “It is, above all, conformity. It is the
\uncrltlcal and. unquestioning acceptance of
“America as-it is—the political 1nst1tutlons, the
social relatlonshlps, the economic practices. It
*'»I'eJects inquiry into the race question or social-
f.1zed medicine, or public housing, or into the
"‘Wlsdom or validity of our foreign policy. It re-
wards as particularly heinous any challenge to
what is called ‘the system of private enterprise,’
‘identlfymg that. system with Americanism. It
“sbandons evolution, repudiates the once popu-
lar concept of pregress and regards America as
a finished product, perfect and complete. It is,
it must be added, easily satisfied. For it wants
‘ pot intellectual conviction or sp1r1tua1 conquest
but meére outward conformity.”

. In recent months, a small army ‘of hitherto
':i'on,gue-hed public figures has mounted the na-
tional  platform to view with alarm. A quick
toncern with the fate of democracy in America
- Was aroused at last by the dastardly attdcks of
NcCurihy and the Republican Party upon the
Emr Deal as a party of “treason.” But they bear
ho-resemblance -to: Commager. Unlike him;: they
1ipmﬂt out not so much for democracy in general

'i-lghi's of radicals, socialists, non-conformists—
hot to mention Stalinists—were being whittled
hway. they joined in the hunt; or condoned it;
br. at best, were silent.

* So it was When the witchhunt bégan under
'H‘ruman To this day, the chief defense of the
-Democratlc Party against charges of coddling
Cotiimunists is  the proud claim that they in-
',v‘vented thé loyalty purges, concocted thé Smith
Act, and initiated prosecutions under it. And
* mow while- thundermg boldly against McCarthy-
ism -(mow -and then), they are careful to say
énothmg that could be construed: in -défense of
the demoeratlc rights of non- conformlst radl-
cals.- - :

Self- Defense Only

. In brief, our modern-day 11bera1s can rise
- énly tothe modest heights of self-defense. When
~ fhey, themselves, are slandered, they decry un-
; SUSt procedures by congressional committees
}_)ut promlse that 1f they had thelr way, the hunt

hlmself as an “Independent Democrat” but his
- gonscience didn’t await the barbs of a Republi-

~gan tell us of the role of the Democratlc Party
as for example:

.. ""But not until the tmscalled Alien Reguirahon
Act of 1940 did quilt by association achieve the
status of federal law and policy. It bécame not
énly a crime but a dlsablllfy and sin by virtue
of President Truman's Loyalty Order of 22
March 1947—an order which sets up as one

bershlp in, association with, or sympathetic
- affiliation with anyone . . . ‘organization, move-
| sftent, ‘group, or combination of persons, desig-
afed by the attorney general as subvérsive.'
ince: lHien. this cloud, originally no bigger than
a'man's hand, has grown until it fills 4nd dark-
&hs the wholé horizon. For the notion that one

sﬁm

|glrl' cq'l'eh _fhe' coni'aglon of subverslon by

)

s -for their own democratic rights. When the

Commager is not one of them. He descrlbes k

¢an attorney general. He is an honest man who

‘standard for employment and dismissal 'mém-

-suspi ion, of some- nve

sympa'l'hehc affiliation’ with whatever organi-
zation some official might think subversive was
clearly the most hospitable and inclusive of
catch-alls and was quickly seized upon by pro-

fessional pufrlofeers for partisan and private

purposes. Soon not only the attorney general
of the United States but dlmost everyone else
was busy compiling lists. . . . The lists them-
selves, needless to say, grew longer and longer
. « « by now the most courageous are reluctant
to sign a petition or fo join an organization for
the most laudable purposes, while the ‘timid
simply refuse to sign or join anything at-all.”

While the newly-bestirred liberals arouse
themselves out of a catatonic state of indiffer-
ence only to defend their own  party from
charges of “communism,” Commager does not
hesitate to speak in defénse of those who are
neither so powerful nor so popular. He- criti-

cizes the House Committee ~on- Un-American -

Activities for its attacks on the National Law-
yvers Guild; he refers to charges against Latti-

more and Fairbanks, accused of following a’

pro-Stalinist line, as examples ‘of pressure
against free thought. He quotes a member of
the Board of Regents of the University of Cali-
fornia who said, “I have-a profound conviction
that freedom in the world is being destroyed by
Communism of which Socialism is the first step.
Freedom has been destroyed in.England by So-
cialisn 4nd the United States has travelled a
considerable distance along the same line. It
hasbeen demgpnstrated many times that Social-
ism destroys incentive and reduces production.”
Totalitarian Philosophy

" Let us remember Commager’s rétort: "Clear-
ly, if he is right anyone who deparl's from his

‘position is ‘guilty-of efror—which:is to'say; of

heresy But if he already knows demonsira'l'ed

‘truth in the field of economics and of politics

then the department of economics and. politics
at the University are superfiuous. The philoso-

‘phy of Mr. Teague's argument does not differ

in any essentials from the philosophy behind
Nazn and Commumsi control of university teach-

All this is so close ‘to- the truth .that it sets
the practical, modern liberals atremble with its
audacity. Plain talk on such subjects, no longer

discussed in polite circles, sets Commager apart

from them as a man of principle.
To the ultra- McCarthyltes, our palpitating

fhberal rephes somewhat as follows: ydu say

you want to track down communists and sub-
versives; we are all for this worthy, this noble,
this’ pubhc spirited, this American obJecttve,

“but you actually -slander people, espemally us,
~ who are not subversives; you lie, you cheat; but

if anyoné just wants to hunt down subversives
we applaud, we cheer; inh fact we started it
long before you.

In brief, they do not oppose the :witchhunt
they ‘simply ‘want ‘to hunt’ authentic witches.

Contrast such bloodless resignation to the es-

sential demands of reaction with Professor
Commager’s view. He, by the way, is no sub-
versive of any kind; he is a professor of history
at Columbia University; a well-known, respect-
ed and even respectable writer and public
figure.

He ridicules Attorney General Brownell’s announce-
ment that he had cleaned out of government all persons

“suspected of Communist tendencies.” Suspeected by

whom, he asks, and what are Communist ténhdencies?
Then he concludes, “But even if it were possible to im-
port some concreteness and clarity into the definition
of subversive organizations, it would still be neither
possible nor desirable for our people to engage in a
check of membership, past as well as present, of all
orgamzatmns to which we belong or which we are asked
to join.

Must Insist on Fre‘edom -
The key fo his point of view is found a few pagés be-
fore ‘when he writes, "The search for subversives results

in- the intimidation of the independent, the original, the
imaginative, and the experimental-minded. 1} discourages

independence of thought in' feachers  and students alike. .

It 'discourages the reudmg of books: that. may- excite the
gcl'or or- some. Leglonncire. 1t
} in

Henry Steele Commager. “Freedom, loyalty, Dissent ”

Freedom vs. the American Party lme

teaching or into administration and -where “students
therefore get poor teaching. In the long run, it will cre-
ate a generation incapable of appreciating the difference
between independence of thought and subservience. In
the long run, it will create a generation not only deprived
of liberty but incapable of enjoying liberty. Turn where
we will to apply the test of consequences, we discovef

- that we must insist on freedom.because we cannot do

without it, because ‘we cannot afford the price of its
denial, .o -

All this gives some idea of how this reviewer feels
about Professor Commager and how welcome is.-the
appearance of his book. Our readers, in faet anyone
who wants to remain a sincere democrat, will. enjoy it
and will learn from it. This said, we call attention to
the central weakness in the five essays and perhaps inh
Commager’s general point of view. We do not refer to
the fact that the author is not a soecidlist. His is the
standpoint of a real democrat trying to defend democ-
racy. What he has to say about -capitalism from hzs
point of view is instruective:

“There is, it should be added, a further danger in the
willful identification of Americanism with a particular
body of economic practices. Some economists have pre-
dicted for the futuré an economic crash similar to that
of 1929. If Americanism is equated with competitive capi-
talism, what happens to it if competitive capitalism
comes a cropper? If loyalty and private en'l'erprlse are
ulex‘l‘rncably associated, what is to -preserve loyalty if
private enterprise fails? Those who associate American-

-ism with «a parficai'«r‘program of economic practiced

Wave a grave respénsibility, for if their program should
fail into disrepute, they expose Americanism itself to dls-
repu'l'e

When Commager speaks of Americanism, he speaks
not the language of the jingo but of the democrat. He
means democracy. And we take his words to mean
something that we find unexceptionable: if capitalism
must go in order that democracy may live, then let it go.

Key Question Evaded

However, what we seek in vain is a clear-cut and
forthright disc¢ussion of the rights of Stalinists, in-
cluding rock-ribbed, authentie, self-admitted members
of the Communist Party This is a key question, espe-
¢iglly ‘sihce it is here-that liberals-and.democrats Have
faltered and foundered. Their vacillation on this ques:
tion is the source 6f all their weaknesses and vacilla=
tions on democracy in general. Anyone who knows our
socialist point of view knows that we are not arguing
in defense of the political views of Stalinism. What is

_at issue is not the program but the democratic rights

of those whose views we find utterly reactionary and
detestable.

But, if Commager’s excellent defense of democracy
applies in life, it must cover those whose platform we
reject out of hand. Yet he refers.only in passing to the
prosecution of leaders of the Communist Party and by
implication seems to justify the government’s coutse.
" At one point he says, “Guilt attaches itself to illegal
acts, not to dangerous thoughts or suspicious associa=
tions, There is, of course, such a thing as collectivé
guilt in a conspiracy, but conspiracy. concerns - itself
with-illegal acts, and laws. now on the statute books are
ample to take care of these.”

This comment supplemented by two footnotes is the
fuli extent of Commager’s treatment of-the anti-CP

" trials. In one note, he quotes Justice Jackson’s opinion

in the Dennis case. Jackson said, “What:is really under
review here is a conviction of conspiracy, after a trial
for conspiracy, on an indictment charging conspiracy,”

(It seems there was a conspiracy!) Commager com- .

ments, “The confusion of ‘guilt by association’ with
‘cons'piracy’ is widespread and dangerous.”

'-Consplracy fo Advocate

Obviously, the author rejects “guilt by assoclatlon

while implying his endorsement of trials against con-

spiracy. In another passing footnote;, Commager, ap-
parently with approval, cites the opinion of Justice
Minton on the rlght to teach in public schools. Minton
maintained that in order to. Justlfy the -disqualification
of a teacher, the association to which he belonged had
to be “one that advocated the overthrow of government
by unlawful means. ...”

There is only a hint in all this of the fact that Coms-
munist Party members have been sent to jail and de-
prived of jobs for the simple fact of advocating a point
of view, not for any other act. The “conspiracy” which
is emphasized by repetition, repetition, repetition in the
above lines is a “conspiracy” to advocate ideas. What-
ever the juridical form of the aecusation against the
CP, the-content of the charge is théir public presenta-

" tion of a program. The CP is penalized for what it says:

And yet in a book devoted to free speech Commager
neither defends by argument the abridgment of the

rights of -Stalinists to free speech nor defends their.

rights. He 3imply mentions the subjecet in passing but
evades the basie istsues involved. It would be impossible
for him to present a worked out justification for the

-jailing of Stalinists under the -Smith Act without viti=

ating” most of ‘his ‘own book. It is’ noteworthy ‘in this
connection that he- avmds any discussion. of the Smlth
Act—ltself




'PUBLIC SUBSIDY, BUT NO PUBLI

As Labor is T|ed to Capitalist Thmkmg It Gets Caught in System’s Contradletlons

- .By LARRY O'CONNOR - *

The American labor movement is divided in
its soul. Or, to put it in terms of logic rather
than of spiritual conflict, it is caught in a con-
tradiction from which it cannot emerge without
‘making a basic shift in political thmkmg, and
‘thus in its policies.

The - parhcular contradiction with which we
will deal in this drticle is between the immedi-
ate and direct economic interests of a consid- -
_erable segment of American workers, and the
generdl line on foreign policy pursued by the
unions. To put it as briefly as possible: on the
"one hand, the labor movement accepts enthusi-
ashcally the administration’s policy of prevent-
.ing the spread of Stalinism by keeping the eco-
nomic systems of its various capitalist allies in
something .which resembles a going condition.
As the union leadership is well aware that this
"cannot be done indefinitely, by means of Ameri-
can loans and gifts, or even military grants,
they are also for the idea that a maximum of
trade within the "free world"” will have a bene-
ficent effect on the workers, thus prevenhng
_them from going Stalinist.

On the other hand, in certain industries com-
‘petition from abroad is fierce. In some cases the
effectiveness of foreign competition expresses
.the greater efficiency of the foreign industry, in
others simply abysmally lower wages paid to
the foreign worker at every stage of production
s compared to that received by his counterpart
in this country. - .

As long as- economic conditions are booming
in the United States, the problem of what posi-
tion the unions should take on tariff policy, or
-.on foreign trade-questions in general is rarely
acute. Here and there an industry may exist
which is always-marginal in the country, even
in the best of times, and in. which, therefore,
_both-owners and: werkers are:likely:to-demand
‘that the government “protect” them from for-
eign competltmn. :

‘Feel the Squeeze

. But when business conditions deteriorate generally,
- the -problem becomes a much wider ene for the: whole
American labor movement. In industries in which every
capitalist made a whopping profit during the boom, the
marginal ones begin to feel the squeeze as soon as the
economy dips down from the peak. They demand wage
cuts from the unions representing their workers, and
point to foreign or Southern competition as the justi-
“fication for the demand. And as the slump moves into
a little deeper territory, whole industries which were
at one time “healthy” tend to get a bit anemic, and
these sturdy free enterprisers then run to the govern-
ment with the demand for aid and protection. Often
they are accompanied, if not preceded, by the repre-
‘sentatives of the workers.

Just what demand the industrialists and labor leaders
‘may make on the .government at such a point depends on
the peculiarities of the particular industry involved, and
also, on the level of political consciousness on which the
particular union is operating. Whereas one union will
baldly and brazenly ask for a high tariff wall around the
‘products of. its industry, another will seek to camouflage
this demand with less crude arguments. And a third will
oppose high tariffs altogether, while asking that the
government extend a direct subsidy to its industry on
the grounds that this is needed in the interest of national
security.

For instance, on July 14 Walter Reuther, president
of the Congress of Industrial Orgamzatmns, sent a
letter to President Eisenhower urging that he “reJect
the U. S. Tariff Commission’s recommendation to raise
the duty on lead and zinc imports.” At the same time,
"he urged the president to * simultaneously set forth a
program that will permit the metal mining industry to
be preserved in the United States.”

Reuther rejected the recommendations of the Tariff
Commission because “free nations of the world who sup-
ply the United States with more than one-third of the
amount-of lead and zinc needed in this country would
be adversely affected. Domestic miners would not be
the beneficiaries of any in direct help. The so-called
panacea resulting from higher tariffs would not mate-
‘rialize. An indirect subsidy would be given producers
“which would result in higher prices to the consumers.
The majority of the producers in the industry would,
as a matter of fact, not be aided. The higher prices
may well resu},t in substitution of other metals for lead
and zine.

In short, Reuther is against high tariffs in the lecd
and zinc mining industries for international political rea-
"sons, as well as for all those reasons which have gener-
-ally .led. liberals to oppose- high tariffs, .

What kind of a proposal does he.urge on the presi-
dent which will: keep: these 1ndustr1es going?. ;'erhaps_

a vast housmg program which will use up mountains
of lead pipe in its plumbing and conduit sys_tem_s" At
one time Reuther had proposed that the war-expanded
aircraft and tank industry be converted to producing
housing components on a vast scale. But he did not
get very far with it, and hence appears to have de-
cided to address himself to a more “practical” program.

Enter "National Defén_se';'

So, Reuther turns to the old saw of “national de-
fense.” “It is essential for security reasons,” he in-
formed the president, “that the supply of lead and zinc
available from domestic mines be sufficient to meet the
requirements of our mobilization base.

"This objective couid be obtained immediately by re-
examining the size of the stockpile and authorizing, as
was done in the month of June, purchases for the stock-
pile. However, such purchases should not be made at
the market price, but at a varying price that will enable
needed domestic lead and zinc mines to stay in produc-
tion . . . serious consideration must also be given to the
enactment of proper legislation designed fo keep in oper-
ation, over a period of time, the mines needed -fo main-
tain levels of produchon essenfial to' our mobilization
base. Guaranteed prices should be the difference between
the market price and what it takes for each individual
mine to operate at a reasonable profit. In principle, this
is similar to the recommendations made at the time you
rejected the U. S. Tariff Commission's - recommenduhons
to increase the duty on wool "

-In other words, a stralght subsidy to each owner of

a zinc or lead mine which would permit him to continue
in profitable operation, while the product, after Havmg

. been dug up out of the earth, is once more buried in it

(this-is known as stockpllmg) Furthermore, Reuther
wants this kind of thing developed as the permanent

- basis of the lead and zine mining industry in America.

Well, that is one kind of answer to the problem of
American capitalism’s inability to absorb the products
of its lead and zinc mines. But not every industry has
the advantage that subsidizing it can be made to ap-
pear a vital necessity of war preparations, no matter
how clever its leaders and publicists may be.

'A Dechmng Industry

One industry which finds itself in this position is

- the hat, cap and. mlllmery industry, in which the work-
ers.are-organized.in. the. United Hat, Cap and Mlllmery

Workers International . Union, AFL.

This industry has been suffermg from a general de-'

cline brought about by a-growing trend among people
in this country to' go hatless. ‘The industry-is-plagued
by low capital costs which permit-the rise of a tremen-
dous numbeér of small and fly-by-night shops which seek
to evade unienization. There has been a strong trend in
the industry to move out of the cities into rural areas,
and also a general drift toward:the low-wage, low-tax
areas of the South.

In addition te all this, the mdustry has recently been
exposed to increasing competition from J apan in cheap
caps, and from Japan and Europe in the felt hat bodies

- which go into the manufacture of the better grades of

hats.

This industry, and the union which represents its work-
ers, can hardly demand a direct government subsidy aon
grounds that its preservation is essential to national de-
fense. At the same time, the union Ieadershlp is as aware
as is Walter Reuther of the’ general arguments cgcmsf
high.tariffs, and of the specific ones which stem from the
political considerations of the cold war. But they are
also dedicated to the preservation of free enterprise, and
abave all, must face the very real problem crea}'ed by
the slump. in their industey for their workers, °

So . . . so they are for h1gher tariffs on foreign hats
and hat bodies. Although it appears that some of their
leaders find it difficult to advocate this policy publiely
with conviction, the arguments for it are given in the
July 15th issue of The Hat Worker with the vigor and
bluntness which characterizes the style of its edltor,
J. C. Rich.

After descrlbmg the danger to the health of the
workers in the industry involved in handling hat bodies

‘made.abroad with mercury (the use of mercury in these

bodies is prohibited in this country on health grounds),
Rich continues:

"A Specious Argument"

"We are even told that it is patriotic and in the na-
tional interest to welcome these substandard products.
The argument is that we must lower the tariff so’ as to
encourage trade with foreign countries and thus improve
their economic situation, and consequently strengthen
their resistance to communist subversion and domination.

"Fhe entire argument is a specious and misleading one,
but the tradition of the labor movement as a whole and
of the apparel unions in particular has favored so-called
free trade and has made us a little shame-faced when we
entered objections to an abatement of tariff pro'l'ec'l'ion
Possibly I go further than some of our leadership is ready
to go, but | say we have nothing to be ashamed of in

oufright opposition fo the importation of the stuff that

comes in now to undermine our headwear industry and
the health and earnings of our members.”

Rich then goes on to point out that workers abroad
get much lower wages than do those in this country,

and that all ‘that tariff reduction would do would be to -

“permit ‘some- sweatshqp_per in Japan, Ttaly or\else-

- high tariff. Rich does not bothe1 to point out exactly

-abroad is so far gone that nofhmg can save it, and an

" this article). While Reuther’s plan is to keep the Ameri- 3

“that this or that industry could not keep alive except

where-to explmt his own employees for starvatlon wage{sa
and then come in with his products to undermine the
standards of American workers.”

Of course, 'these are the old, old arguments for a

what is “specious” about the argument.for free trade
as a method of bolstermg America’s allies in the col;d"
war, nor just why it is that the “tradition of the labér
movement”’ has been for free trade.

Now, we can agree with Rich's csserhon fhuf perrm -
ting other countries with thejr lower produc'l'lvrl'y of
labor free access to the American mcrket will ng‘l’
"strengthen their resistance to communist subversion and-
domination." Ai- least, "it .will not strengthen it much:
But the reason for this is that in our opinion cupliall

foreign policy based on #rying to save it is bound ;o
play, into the hands of the Stalirists. And one of the
reasons for capitalism's plight is precisely that not only
in the hat industry, but in just about every industry, and
specially ones that require a heavy capital invesfment,.
foreign capital cannot compete with American ccpligl -
except at the expense of such a heavy expioitation of’
the foreign workers that they are bound to turn ugamﬁi’
capitalism in the process.

The Devil Take the Resf’

On the other hand, closing the American market to
the competition of these foreign goods is not going t0‘
mduce the employers abroad to stop being “sweatsho )
pers” and to pay wage scales based on the Ameérica;
standard of living. Quite. the.contrary. If they ane
turned inward on themselves, their economies will dete-
riorate even faster, and even more intensive explo1ta-
tion will be resorted to keep them afloat. o

In effect, the policy advocated by Rich is simply. to
take care of the American workers as best we can, angd
the devil take.the rest (or if he has a proposal to keep
them out of the devil’s clutches, it is not referred to. n,

can market open to a normal amount of importatiop
from forelgn countries (in the press release from whieh
his views are quoted he does not refer to the question
of how the profits derived from such. 1mportat10n ape 3
distributed abroad) while the American metal mlnmg
mdustr1es are kept afloat by publlc sub51dy ) 7

Actually, both union leaders are askmg that the m-d
dustries in questlon be subsidized: by the American
ple: In the case of-thé-hat workers this wonld b ¢
by forcing the hat buyers to _pay more than they would
have to pay for the equivalent foreign product In the
case of the zinc and lead industries, ‘the ‘public would
have to pay in taxes the monéy the. government wou}d
then give to the mine owners to keep their mdustries
going.

Why Not Publ‘ie. Control?

‘Of course, there was a time when labor leaders uud
to draw some. broader sogial conclusions from the fccff

'
1

by public subsldy The_ conclusion seems quite’ obvi
if the public must pay the bill, the public should confrol
the industry. Why -should all the workers as icxpayei
or consumers pgy the bill so that the emeployers in a féw
unecoonmuc industries can continue . to make profits? -,

But the present union Lead.ershlp cannot talk in these
terms. They have been sucked intb the idea that capj-
taliSm is 'the only  frée alternative to Stahmsm, [
bribed by the prosperity of the past few years- mt’;
believing that capitalism, in. this .country -at least, has
found a way of functioning on an ever ascendmg' seale
of benefit for-the people. . <

When reality contradicts these notions in this or that
mdustry, their thmkmg no longer. leaps to the conclyg-
sion that what is needed is not some special measuge
to “protect” the industry, but rather a sweepmg change
which will guarantee the livelihood of the workers
without imposing a burden on the whole of society. .

At best, they can claim that such broad- -gauge. pro--
grams may be all right for idealists and . dreamers, but
they are practical men who must proteet the jobs qf
rank and file workers right now, 1mmed1ately w
they may ‘succeed as long as the recession is a mlld one
and only affeets an industry here and there. But’ therr
success just digs a deeper hole, both economically and
zdeologwally for the labor movement to dig itself out of
before it can .really. start on a road to true, soclally
orgamzed and controlled security for all.
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: {Continued from page 1]
‘rivals use the democratic slogan of free
:elections’ only when it suits thelr pur-
> poses.

ELECTIONS

- - 'This time: it. was the Stalinists whe

‘demanded early nation-wide elections be-

cause thay are certain (and so are the

French and the Americans). that. they

will win a free'election.. The French sup-,
Tiportéd by ‘the ‘Wnited States -have stoed

‘firtn against the Stalinist ‘preposal to

fiold elections 9n six months. They wanted

the .dste postponed for two years, and

the ~Stalinists agreed. But in Germany

sind Koréa where the Stalinists do not
‘believe they can win, especially in Ger-

;Jnany, they have placed every conceivable
“!o‘bs“bmcmn in the way.

o Ry the Frendh, the Geneva. cohferenee
Wvis an attempt to. selvage Sométhing of
their rich. Indochina colony; and the re-
sults. must be viewed as somewhat of a
: success, especially . sinee they seem to
= have given up nothmg' that they had not.
already lost or were in the process of los-
ing. But for the United States, Geneva
as a complete disaster in every sense
“the . word. .Never has there .been a
demonstration of the greatest power in
the world floundering so hopelessly with-
; out a poliey. .

E. Geneva was the legacy of United
States foreign policy since the end of the
Second World War. It is the dead end of
the foreign policy. of the Roosevelt- Tru-
“man. administrations as continued by
Eisenhower. At _Geneva, the United
States played the role of an. observer. Its
-+glogan might have been: neither partici-
‘pation nor. abstention. . .

From -#he beginning of the Geneva ceon-
B ference. Secretary of -State Dulles was re-
‘luctant about United States participation.
From the point of view of Washington,
‘there was nothing to negotiate. Indochina
was a military problem since §lfere was a
‘war going on, and Washingfon had already

.'_Ant| - Red

: . {Continued from page 1)
fully eliminated the Stalinists as a
serious force in the labor move-
ment, these labor leaders now con-"
"cur in asking for a public commis-
sion to investigate the problem.
" There is plenty of reason to believe
- 4hait in the present atmosphere any
publlc commission will hand down
-recommendations which will nar-
" row the democratic. rights of the
.. labor movement. In such an event,
‘the unions would then be in the po-

_ sition of having to. oppose the rec-
--ommendations of a committee
‘which they themselves had de-
_manded be set up.

INVASION. OF RIGHTS

. In voting in favor of a commis-
.sion to study the problem, the
- House Committee virtually stopped
the administration in its efforts to
._carry any measure containing the
main - points in the above-quoted
bill. The Reed Bill, in language
© somewhat different from the Sen-

Jand. compelled the American Civil
.Liberties Union to declare that it
would -lead to an invasion of the
Flrst Améendment.
‘The Reed Bill, said the ACLU,
~“gsets up only the barest outline of
“fair “procedures,” and commented
‘on’ the *failure of the bill to pro-
. vide. spemﬁoally that an employee
“should have the right of counsel at
-2 hearing, that he be given a writ-
ten trariscript of the proceedings,
& aitid that he have the right to con- -
*front and cross-examme witnesses
against hlm
i -Ina second bill, Rep Reed called
for the dissolution of “communist-
infiltrated” organizations, particu- -
larly unions. This bill with its loose
efinitions, the ACLU pointed out,
is not designed to reach groups
t are Communist fronts, . . . it

WAR OR NOTHING

‘ate Bill, urged similar measures

made its decision. It was prepared to vir.
tuclly underwrite the entire cost of the
French attempt to continue this colonial

* war against the legal government; that is,

support French aggression. In return it
was believed that this would enable the
French to ratify the European Defense

. Community so' the United States could

start the rearmament of Germany, as well
as stop the advance of Stalinism in South-
east Asia.

However, the Stahe Department. did
- not reckon with the fact that the French

were without popular support.in Inde-
china and that the overwhelming ma-
jority of the people want the French rule
of their country te -end. Also when the
United States stepped up its military
aid, the Chinese Stalinists increased their
aid “to Vietminh. Therefore it soon be-

. eanie ‘obvious ‘that the: oflly way to-«eon-
. tisue the war meant divect United States

intervention, air-sea fordes &t first but
inevitably-ground. troops too. And this is
what the Eisenhower administration was
preparing the American people for last
April when it started to talk about how
essential Indochina -was to the ‘defense
of Southeast Asia. - .

fusal of either the French government- or

the Russian and Chinese Stalinists fo. make .

any significant concessions. However, -the
bankruptcy of the United States -was re-
vealed when the U. S. hand was forced by
the fall of the Laniel government and-the

seating of the Mendes-France government. -

Mendes-France was committed. to the

- idea of liquidating the Indochinese-war -

as a drain on French resources, to save
as much in Indochina as possible;"but to

concentrate on holding the Neorth Afri-
. can “protectorates,” and te strengthén-.
the French economy by _relieving it of

+ the burden of the “du'ty war.”

'Faced with this- determlnatlon to eon-
clude the Indochinese war and the rejec-
tion of the United States policy of all-out

intervention, Dulles’ . policy collapsed -

completely. When the final -days eof. the
month Premier Mendes-France gave him-
self to conclude an. armistice came
around, Dulles’ announced - that the
United States was going to abstain from
the conference. It was only after frantic.
appeals by Mendes-France that this
would force him into a weaker. bargain-

© ing position, that Dulles made a flying

The Washmgton Dpolicy for Indochma
was all out intervention, or nothing. And
since the Western Allies réjected the
idea of intervention and with it the

more ‘than likely prospects of another -
.Korea, -and also rejected Dulles’ poliey:
-of  “massive retaliation”

.which.. if it
meant anything meant the:initiation . of
atomi¢ warfare, the Eisenhowér admin--
istration was’ left without any policy.
The hastily proposed stop-gap plan of a
Southeast . Asian. Treaty Organization
patterned after NATO was also dropped
like a hot potato at that time by the
Allies, because it was just intended to be
the flimsy justification for intervention.

The United Stotes policy in the early
days of Geneva seemed to be to let the

Iy .. .

- threatens ‘legitimate union activ-
ity.”

The ACLU added: "Thus many or-
ganizations which are not Commu-
nist fronts, a vast majority of
‘whose membership and leadership
‘may be totally hostile to Commu-
-nism, may be dissolved. . . . (The
bill} could lead to serious attacks
on labor organizations if applied
by persons hostile to labor . . . with

_such wide scope, it would be diffi-
-cult to imagine any union or organ-

izatiori-which could not be brought
‘within the compass of this Ieglslq-

_'hon—for almost every orgumza-
-tion might be_ cons|dered in a posi-

tion to affect the national defense
‘or the security of the U. S. Unions
of farm laborers, restaurant em-
ployees, cloi-hing garment workers,

“indeed ‘any union-engaged in the
_production of any ‘agricultural or
.industrial commodity might be af-

fected by the bill."

ACLU ATTACKS .
Finally, the ACLU attacked the

.'prov_isions which would allow the

Subversive Activities Control
Board to dissolve an organization
before an appeal could be heard.
While it is true that the AFL
and CIO intervened quickly against

these. bills, their intervention has-
--been eonfined primarily to a lobby-

‘ing actlon They have not yet open-
‘ed Up a wide campaign of educa-
tion and propaganda against the

- general - authoritarian, anti-demo-

‘¢ratic -trend in Washington spear-

headed by the administration. No

effort has as yet been made to mo-
bilize the great strength of the

-many millions making up the labor
movement. The time is more than

ripe to involve them, for no force
will lend strength to the struggle
for democracy and against reaction

as much as these ranks of labor.

. trip ‘to- Pariy where: he  concluded that -
‘Mendes-France was hot an appeaser: get- .

ting - ready to - sell-out’ Indoehina, and.
agreed to send Under—Secretary of State
Walter Smith to sit around in Geneva;
but not to participate in the proceedmgs

Then developed a series of sfclemenfs:-
by the United Stafes as fo why it would""

not participate -in.the- confefbuce. v ..

‘First, they -claim that they were opposed -

to negotiations "on principle.” The prin-
ciple turned out to be the refusal to rec-
ognize Communist rule over unwilling. peo-
ple. A principled statement in itself, ex-

cept for the fact that no one seriously dis--.

putes the fact that at least a majority of
the Viet' Namese support the struggle of
the Vietminh against French rule.

Then it was announced that the United
States was disassociating itself from the

impending agreement because it did not .

have a “primary responsibility” in the
war. This could only have Been said with
tongue in cheek since'the United States
was on the verge of open miilitary inter-
‘vention three months ago, and at the
least was prepared to underwrite the
greater part of the cost of the fighting.

A NEW REASON

In the last several days a new reason
was found: that France was'in 4 special
position in Indochina “which the United
States did -not share and therefore dis-
associated itself. .

Despite all these lame- excuses. .the
blatant fact is that United States policy
was completely bankrupt and had noth-
ing to propose. Dulles and the Eisenhow-
“er administration were ifi a special posi-
tion, and that is their need:to placate the
right wing of their own.party which has
added a stricture .or two to the muscle-
bound shambles sometimes called United
States forelgn policy, but has not chang-
ed its main lines.

‘Finally Dulles has announced that the .

United States would not upset by force
any agreement that -it: could “respect,”
and that it would defend it against -any
attacks. According to the.latest news re-
ports the United States finds that it can
“respect” this cease fire agreement
(while refusing to become a-signatory),
although less than two weeks ago the
main outline of the agreement was re-
ferred to as “appeasement.”.

If the Eisenhower-Dulles forelgn policy
has been such a dlscsier. then where were
the liberals in pomhng ‘out the changes
that are needed to make the foreign pol-
icy effective? The fact is that they had no
proposals that were different from Dulles’.
A great deal of effort goes into a- demand
for more bipartisanship. but all that adds
up to is @ bipartisan disaster; and they
have that already. '

Secondly there aren’t many who are
speaking up in anything that sounds like
an audible voice. And those who do say
something hardly constitute a rallying
point for an effective policy, or any pol-
icy at all.

FULBRIGHT AND DULLES

Senator William Fulbright of Arkan-
sas finds fault with Dulles because he

tries to bludgeon the Allies in publie. Not.

that he is opposed-to putting the pres-
sure on Allies, he explained in-a radio

interview.on-July 18, .in.fact the- Truman

olicy in Shambles — —

conference peter out by way of the re-b

admlmstratlon used-to do it quite effec~
tively—but in private. It seems that the
fault this liberal Democrat finds with
Dulles is his open diplomacy.

Senator .Mike’ Mansfield of Montana
-in a speech on the Senate floor accused
the present foreign policy of being in
“dangerous ‘disorder.” The president he
accused of “spesking loudly and carry-

ing a feather duster” and charged that -

- the administration- contains “too much.
bluff and too much partisanship.”

A part of a debate on the Senate floor
between -Republican Senator Ferguson of -
Mlchlgan and- Senater Mansfield is an
indication of the lack of any kind of real
pubhc discussion of the reason for the
disaster .in Indochina ‘or what should .be
.done about future:policy: .=~

“Senator Mike Mansfield, Demoerat of
Montana, who yesterday charged that co-
opération was made ‘difficult while the"
Democrats' were: being: “kicked ' around
and knifed in the back,” today answered
Senator Ferguson.

. “Senator Ferguson, meantime, had am-
plified his statement by .a floor speech.

He asserted. that a ‘fundamental. blun-. .

der’ as to Indochina had been made by
‘the Roesevelt: administration.in 1945: by
‘cooperating -'in the: reaestabllshment of
French colonialism.” . :

“Senator Mansfield. protested that the

late President Franklin.D. Roosevelt had-

in fact sought to bring an end to colonial-
“ismy s :

“Mr. Ferguson .observed. -that while
President Roosevelt. ‘originally’ had
been for an end to -colonialism “never-
‘theless -our government allowed .itself to
be - persuaded: in this matter by . the
French and the British and we acted to
restore France’s colonial position in Ip-
dochina.’

“Senator Mansfield went on to accuse
the Eisenhower administration of having
made ‘a 100 per cent failure’ in the Big
Four conference in Berlin that led to the
decision to meet at Geneva with the Chi-
nese Commumsts over the Korean and
Indochina wars.” °

—New York Times, July 10
NO ALTERNATIVE : B

The absence of an alternative to poli-
cies of the Eisenhower administration is
apparent in those liberal Democrats who
have spoken up on Asian policy. And
Secretary of State Dulles is not the only
one open to the charges that. he is knuck-
lmg down to the pressure of the right

" wing in American polities.

Has anything beén learned by the
events of recent months? Can the labor
movement develop a program capable of
turning back the growing influence of
Stalinism?

Secretary of Defense Charles VVxlson
confesses the dead end of the ex1st1ng bi-
partisan policy when he is quoted at a
news conference that the Stalinist vic-
tory in Indochina could not have been
prevented “even if our army was twice
as big as it is, if our navy had twice as
many shlps afloat, and if the air force
had 200 wings.”

‘Now that there has been the cease fire,
what can prevent the Vietminh from con-
tinuing their conquest of all Indochina
by other than military means? Nothing
stands in the way as long as there is the
continuation of the present programs
that led to this much of a debacle.

The United States has announced that

it plans to go full steam ahead with its.

plan for a Southeast Asian Treaty Or-
ganization, even if it means that Thai-
land and possibly the Philippines are the
only Asian countries involved.

The French make it clear that they
are going to coritinue their old colonial
policy in Indochina with perhaps a bit
of United States economic aid thrown
in. An American policy that does not en-

courage the people of South Vietnam to -

win their independence from French co-
lonial rule will only hasten the day of

- complete Stalinist victory.

4 -

SPORTS FLASH .

NEW YORK, July 18—The Young So-
cialists of New York suffered a stunning
defeat of 15-4 at the hands of the SDA
“Imperialists” in a seven inning, co-ed

" softball game at Clove Lake Park, Staten

Island, - today. This will no doubt go
down as the liberal-radical contribution
to the Hall of Fame. The YSL congratu-
lates the victors and looks forward to
a return match. ' o
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