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BEHIND THE ECONOMIC BOOM —

The Patient Is Sick
With High Fever

By GORDON HASKELL

The American economy surged along at boom levels during the first
quarter of 1955. Industrial production, building, sales and profits
reached, and in some instances, topped the highs of 1953. The “Ameri-
can way of life,” it appears, has once more justified the faith of its
devotees and we .can expect its minstrels to fill the air with fulsome
praise to the good life in this best of all possible worlds.

A boom is here—of that there
can be no question. But before we
get carried away by the rapture
of it all, it might be well to take a
sober look at some things which
are going on beneath the surface

oifthﬁgum !

One item is strikingly absent frorn the
list of “new hlghs which are being re-
corded, That is t‘he figure for empioy-
ment.

Wh:!e-manufacturmg output was onl_y
gbout two per cent below the all-time
high of 1953, man-hours worked in man-
ufacturing were 11 per cent under that
peak. While construetion was running
at an ‘all-time record, employment in
that field was 5 per cent below the 53
highs.

These figures, when added to the nor-
mal increase of the labor force of six to
seven hundred thousand workers per year,
explain why it is authoritatively estimated
that unemployment will run between four
and five million workers this year despite
the boom!

Don’t let the official unemployment
statisties put out by the government fool
you. ‘They wor’t fool the unemployed.

As an example ofwhat can and should
be expected from the government in this
field: the- civilian labor force °(people
available for work) was reported as
404,000 smaller in February of this year
than it had been a year ago!

What accounts for the fewer number
of workers producing as much or more
than they -did in 1953? Widespread auto-
mation, mechanization and speed-up have
increased productivity in manufacturing
by 7 per cent during the past year, al-
most double the average long-term trend.

were close to $40 billion, for a grand to-
tal of $163 billion owed by individuals.

That is roughly 64 per cent of total
spendable income of the nation, and 95
per cent of the total liquid assets held by
individuals.

If ‘the ‘debt is less than the liguid. as-
sets, ome might think, that is not too
bad. But one must always rémember that
the people who own the bulk of the
assets are rarely the same ones who owe
the bulk of the installment and mortgage
debts. '

Thus this vast- credit structure de-
pends on continuing prosperity and high
employment. A small dip could lead to se-
rious consequences.

Experience and caution should result in
a contraction by the government and the
banks of consumer and mortgage credit at
this time. But the government is loath to
do anything which might puncture er eyen
slow down the boom, specially.as proi"li's
are running at sidch brilliant levels for the
staunchest supporters of the administra-
ﬁnu. Thus, ulﬂmngh the ratio of mortgage
debt to income is now the highest it has
been since the depression years of the
early thirties, the government confinues
to stimulate the market by its policies.

It is widely recognized that one of the
strongest factors in the boom is the fan-
tastic rates at which automobiles have

{Turn to last pagel

Here's What Adlai

Forgot to Explain

By IERHARD CRAMER

In Adlai Stevensons speech last Monday, the titular head of the Democratic -

Opposition presented “a peaceful solution of the present crisis in the Straits of
Formosa,” as alternative to what he called the Republican administration’s belliger-
ent-looking and saber-rattling poliey.

In brief, Stevenson’s proposal was that the U. S. drop defense of the offshore
islands in order to concentrate on defense of Formosa .itself, through an inter-
national declaration “condemning the use of force in the Formosa Strait and
agreeing to stand with us in the defense of Formosa against any aggression. . ..”

There can be no doubt that this policy makes better sense for U. 8. power than
does the point out on the limb to which Eisenhower and Dulles -have crawled—a
point from which they are still unable to descend without either losing prestige
or starting war, in either case ensuring a political vietory for Stalinism. For the
rest Stevenson threw in pretty routine liberalistic verbiage about needing. allies
and criticizing the Dulles “policy of big words and little deeds.”

But otherwise Stevenson did not even make much real pretense at offering-a
solution of the world’s war crisis or at-presenting a genuinely democratic and anti-

imperialist foreign_ policy.against. the Eisenthower-Dulles program. He spoke in ter;ms_

of “achieving as “the best hope for today’s world...a kind of atomic balance....

Stevenson decried starting an atomic holocaust over little things like the offshore
islands, which aren’t really essential militarily anyway, etc. But on what grounds does
he assert his willingness to lounch a "wor that may be unlike anything that man has
seen since the creation of the world" just in order to keep Chiang Kai-shek on Formosa?

His sole answer: Formosa, unlike the offshore islands, belonged to Japan pre-
viously and “We have as much right to be there as anybody, except perhaps [sic]
the real Formosans.”

Which means: “Wwe” have no right to be there at all. Which means: Chiang
Kai-shek has no right to be there as foreign occupier of the islands of the “real
Formosans.” But Stevenson mentions the possibility of a plebiscite (maybe) as
one course among many for an indefinite future. What he is concerned with for the
present crisis (his “peaceful solution”) is defense of the Chiang -establishment on
Formosa; for it is Chiang who is the master there now.

He argues that Quemoy and Matsu are not "essential to the defense of Formose."
But what is the defense of Formosa essential to? He does not explain to the American
people why he is willing to unleash an H-bomb catastrophe because of the presumed
importance of Formosa ond the Chiang-type of butcher as against the lesser value of
the little islands.

He proposes a declaration by America’s allies and even the Asian nations
against the use of force in the Formosa Strait. Does he also propose to restrain
Chiang’s attacks on Chinese shipping, a continuing form of warfare being carried
on by the ousted warlords against the mew Stalinist warlords? Nowhere does he
face the issue of Chiang at all.

Stevenson’s proposal is one for a more sensible strategic retreat by U. S.
imperialism, and welcome as such. It does not have any resemblance to a demo-
cratic foreign policy that can really meet the Stalinist threat to the Asian peoples
with anything more than an American threat to those same peoples,

FRANCE: REPRESSION AT HOME & ABROAD

Faure Means Reaction All Do wn the Line

is threatening from the measures the gov-

WHAT'S THE OUTLOOK?

And automation has hardly got a run-

ning start in American industry. This
year it is estimated that-industry will
spend about $3 billion on electronic and
other control devices, the basic compon-
ents of automation. No one can estimate
how much farther this industry will ex-
pand in the future,
-. Another figure which gives pause to the
more sober economic analysts is the vast
expansion of consumer debt. With fewer
man-hours being worked, and with wage
rises held to modest levels during the
past two years, the purchasing power for
the burst of consumer spending must have
come from somewhere. The figures tell the
tale. -

The latest figures available (mid-
March) showed total installment debt at
a new high of almost $23 billion. Install-
ment debt falling due was-running at an
annual rate of almost $30 billion, or 11.6
per cent of estimated spendable income.
- At the same time mortgage debt had
reached the fantastie figure of $101 bil-
lion, ‘and' other-individual borrowings

By A. GIACOMETTI

PARIS, Apr. 6—The first few weeks of the Faure government have
seen the development of a vast reactionary offensive, exceeding by far
the misdeeds of the pre-Mendés governments.

Based on a parliomentary coalifion of all right-wing parties, it
_expresses the extra-parliamentary coalition of beet-root growers, alco-
“hol producers, clerical reactionaries and colonial rulers. pledged to the
mutual protection of their interests
and cemented by fear and rage
against any attempts at reform.

One of the few progressive meas-
ures of the Mendés-France govern-
ment, the decrees restricting alco-
hol production, were mnegated on the
initiative of two Christian deputies of
the MRP.

The labor unions were able to obtain
only a few piddling concessions in their
yearly riegotiations with the government,
instead of the substantial wage-raises
which are necessary to maintain the
workers’ standard of living. .

The Tunisian delegation in Paris is
still being given the runaround. Moroc-
co, as Claude Bourdet showed in France-

Obgervateur, has been turned over to
“counter-terrorist’” gangsters, in partic-
ular to the pimp Jo Renuceci from Mar-
geilles and his gang, who have been hired
by the: administration to perform the
assassinations needed to uphold law and
order in the Protectorate.

‘The principle of.lay education is once
again belng threatened, this time by a
bill aiming to transfer professional
training in agriculture from the Minis-
try of Education to the MRP-influenced
Ministry of Agriculture. The move has
been strongly opposed by the SP and by
the teachers’ unions, who walked out
against it on a general 24-hour protest
strike.

A greater and more immediate danger

ernment is preparing to take in Algeria.
Acting under the direct influence of the
colonialist lobby, the government has just
passed a law enabling it to proclaim a
"state of emergency” in Algeria.

A ‘“state of emergency” means speci-
fically that censorship is established over
press, radio and shows; that houses may
be searched at any time of the day; that
meetings of any kind are prohibited;
that the workers of any public or private
enterprise may be drafted in case of
strike; that civil jurisdiction may be
turned over to military justice by ad-
ministrative decree; that people may be
assigned forced residence and be intern-
ed in special areas. In short, it amounts

to the legalization of the police terror

that has been developing in Algeria over
the past months.
At the same time, the government has

remewed its attacks on civil liberties in.
France, in an effort to neutralize opposi~.
tion to i¥s repressive policies in Horﬂl

Africa.
On M_arch 23, Roger Stéphane, a col-
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MARX AND AUTOMATION:

‘The Third Technological Revolution in Capitalism

¥

+ By EDWARD HILL

-

In the last two or three years, the rise of automation has been thg
«cause of increasing discussion. In at least one case, this has led to an-

+other claim of the “refutation” of Marx.

o The editorial note for the article, “The Age of the Thinking Robot,
“and What It Will Mean to Us” by Robert Bendiner in the April 7 issue
cof The Reporter, tells that “Automation, almost entirely an American

 affair, should not lead to further
' Marxist vagaries. If these new in-
‘struments are handled with a true
+sense of human values they will
«make Marxism as obsolete as the
irst steam engine.” .
» . In'this article, I would like to make a
+brief (and therefore tentative) investi-
-gation into the obsolescence of Marxism
\in the face of automation. _
The discussion will center around two
‘main points: First, that automation does
‘require a significant modification of the
amodel of eapitalism which Marx presents
in Capital; and second, that this modi-
fication can, and should, be made by the
“use of Marxist methods, and that it will
.indicate that automation has ‘hot
“sloved” the basic contradictions of capi-
talism, but rather has aggravated them.

1

."A Revolutionary Change

In Capital, Marx describes two tgchno-
logical revolutions which occurred in the
“rise'of capitalism. Each of these created
'a particular political, social and eco-
‘nomic configuration within the’ general
coptext of the system.

" Automation is the third technological
{revolution in capitalism even though its
‘extent is more limited than the other two.

Consequently it has profound implications
‘for the structure of society, particularly
'in the change which it makes in the nature
‘of work and, therefore, in the nature of
#he working class. -

The first technological revolution of
;capitalism begins the capitalist era: it
s the revolution of manufacture.

Manufacture is distinguished from
‘other, pre-capitalist forms of coopera-
‘tion by the fact that it is based on the
gdivision of labor, the parceling 9ut 'of
tasks, detail work, and necessarily in-
wolves large numbers of workers under
the same roof, or, at least, under the con-
frol of a single capitalist. Marx describes
'?_he effect of this process on the worker:
. #While simple cooperation leaves the
mode of working by the individual for
the most part unchanged, manufacture
“horoughly revolutionizes it....It con-
#rerts the laborer into a crippled mon-
ctrosity, by forcing his dexterity at the
#xpense of a world of productive capa-
bilities and instinets. . , .” -

“However, although manufacture in-
volves a division of labor and therefore
creates a hierarchic grading among
workers, skilled workers still predomi-
nate. Marx notes, “Although the split-
ting up of~ handicraft lowers the cost
of forming the workman...yet for the
more difficult detail work, a longer ap-
prenticeship is necessary.” Strict rulf-zs
of apprenticeship were thus in effect in
England down to the very end of the
period of manufacture,

° The second transition of capitalist
Aechinology is from manufacture to what
Marx calls “modern industry”’—the fac-
fory system.
¢ This change is specifically technologi-
ral: “In manufacture, the revolution in
‘éi_le mode of production begins with la-

r-power; in modern industry it begins

ith the instruments of labor.” As a re-
sult of this development, tools are “con-
verted from being manual implements of
man into implements of a mechanical
apparatus.” And later, “along with the
tool, .the skill of the workman in handling
if pdsses over to the machine.”

% This transition causes a revolutionary
change in the nature of work: “in the
pdace of a hierarchy of specialized work-
sfian: that characterizes manufacture,
there starts, in the automatie factory, a
téndency to_egualize and. reduce to.one

=

Yy oz e - - "

#hd the same level every kind of work

- Y
We ‘most cordially invite articles and
discussions on the subject of the social
and theoretical implications of automa-
tion, to which the accompanying article
by Edward Hill is o contribution—Ed,
\

'
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that has to be done by the minders of
machines.”

* The proletariat which Marx refers to
is a result of this change. It is seen as
containing a leveling tendency with a
growing proportion of unskilled and
gemi-skilled workers.

It is clear, I think, that Marx expect-
ed “modern industry” to be the last
phase of capitalist production. By creat-
ing a working class, more particularly
a certain kind of working class, immis-
erated, leveled, un- and semi-skilled, it
was also creating a revolutionary force,
-Moreover, in his discussion of the ten-
dency of capitalist acecumulation, Marx
noted the contradictions between the in-
creasingly social and centralized means
of production and the anarchy of private
ownership, and this was to be another
element in the dynamic of the anti-capi-
talist revolution.

Now, however, automation focuses a
new tendency in capitalist society—form-
ing the basis of a third capitalist revolu-
tion, - Manufacture revolutionized ~labor-
power with a new form of cooperation;
modern industry revolutionized manufac-
ture through the machine; and automation
reyolutionizes modern lindustry through a
further, and qualitative, change in the
machine.

The main characteristic of this change
has been described by Norbert Wiener
(in. The Human Use of Human Beings) :
“Thus the possible fields into which the
new industrial revolution (automation)
are likely to penetrate are very exten-
sive, and include all labor performing
judgments of a low level, in much the
same way as the displaced labor of the
earlier industrial revolution included
every aspect of human power.” (My
emphasis.)

This change has significant conse-
quences in many areas. Let me mention
three of them.

First, such a change means a transfor-
mation of work, and of the working
class.

The worker tends fo become an engi-
neer. The process of leveling, set in mo-
tion by the transition to modern industry,

is here reversed. This for example could -

well change the relationship between the
worker-engineer of the automatized in-
dustry and the worker of the non-automa-
tized. Its implications are mainly limited
by the very limits of automation itself;
this will determine the significance of the
change in the working class.

Secondly, automation is of great im-
portance in reversing still another ten-
dency, that of the increase of white-
collar workers,

As Wiener points out, “the machine
plays no favorites between overall labor
and white-collar labor.” As a matter of
fact, the automatizing of the office may
well have a more immediate significance
than the automatizing of the factory. It
is certainly possible that this phenome-
non will reverse the tendency (which has
been operative for some years now) of
the rate of increase of white-collar work-
ers.

Thirdly, automation is of considerable
significance in underdeveloped areas, for
it means that industrialization will take
a different form.

The great mass of proletarians re-
quired by the beginnings of capitalist in-
dustrialization are no longer necessarily
needed. This point is, of course, depend-
ent upon the availability eof: machines..
But where _thgy are available, the c¢rea--

tion of a nineteenth century-style work-
ing class, is improbable. This i3, of
course, severely modified by the fact that
under-developed societies , often do not
have machines and “solve”. their prob-
lems by an intensified exploitation of
labor-power. ) ’

These are only three of the conse-
quences of the change which automation
may bring. Again, the specific difference,
the qualitative element, in automation is
found in Wiener’s definition: the elimi-
nation of *all labor performing judg-
ments of a low level.” The wide intro-
duction of such a change in society will
profoundly alter the nature of work and
the character of the working class. The
major limitation upon this tendency is
the fact that a significant portion of pro-
duction cannot be economically automa-
tized.

2

Modified Demands

Such a change almost necessarily in-
volves a change in other aspects of the-
ory. Let me cite one example, the ques-
tion of a shorter working day.

Marx conceived of the possibility of a
shortening of the working day under
capitalism. This could come about
through the increased productiveness of
labor, the greater intensity of labor.
Through this increase in productivity,

_surplus value could be increased, even

with a shorter day, because the cost of
the “reproduction” of the worker was
lowered.

For Marx, the good -that could come
from such a development was vitiated by
the “anarchical system of competition

‘and the most outrageous squandering of

labor-power....not to mention the crea-

‘tion of a vast number of employments,

at present indispensable, but in them-
selves superfluous.”

However, in the short run, Marx found
it hard to conceive of a real diminution
in the working day for the ordinary
worker. Rather than a social use of the
new productivity, he saw that “in capi-
talist society spare time is acquired for
one class by converting the whole life-
time of the masses into labor-time.”
Therefore, the leisure which came from
the productivity increase would be a
clgss leisure and would not, under the
class structure of capitalist society,
reach the worker.

Two aspects of this analysis are
changed in the case of automation. The
first is the reversal in the tendency of
machines to require masses of workers.

Since these vast numbers are no long-
er required, it is possible under capital-
ism for labor to demand, and receive, a
shorter day. As a matter of fact, this is,
of course, a growing demand of the
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American ‘labor movement. It is made,
however, in the faintest of voices—
George Meany sets the target date for
the thirty-hour week at 1980! Neverthe-
less, the demand is possible under capi-
talism.

The second change which modifies
Marx's analysis is the qualitative leap
of automation, i.e., that it is a revolu-
tionary change and allows fer an in-
crease in productivity far beyond any-
thing which could have been imagined in
the nineteenth century.

This surplus which results from this
transition is so great that some of it can
be returned fo the worker. This by no
means indicates that capitalism thus
solves its basic contradictions. 1t does
mean that in the short run, a change
may well take place because of the re-
versal of certain tendencies through
automation.

Thus, Marx’s model of the relation, in
a capitalist society, between workers
and leisure may, well have to be medified
under the impact of automation. Many
“ifs” are still involved, the major of
them being ‘the militancy of the labor
movement with regard to a shorter week,
but the possibility of a much shorter
week, under capitalism, is at least open-
ed up. In Marx’s time, the trend was in
the opposite direction: “the life-time of
the masses” was being converted “into
labor-time,” .

3

The Big 'If*

Even the Marx-baiting editorialist of
The Reporter is, however, stopped from
claiming that automation will necessai-
ily solve the contradictions of capital-
ism. In the editorial note, this is made to
hinge upon an “if”: :

“If these new instruments are handled
with a true sense of human values they
will make Marxism as obsolete as the
first steam engine.”

If a class society engages in the social
use of its productivity, Marx will indeed
be obsolete. The "if" is rather large.

As a matter of fact, The Reporier's
writer, Robert Bendiner, is somewhat
more sanguine than the editorialist who
wrote the descriptive note about his
piece. He sees the other side of the coin:
““But if it [automation] frees some
only to leave as many others stranded,
dazed, and for years without the where-

+ withal to buy what the machines pro-

duce, it will hardly have:paid‘its way-
at least for a generation that already has
all it can stand in the way of large-
scale hazards.”

Norbert Wiener is franker than the
Reporter editorialist or Bendiner. He de-
scribes aufomatized production as "slave
labor," and then writes that "Any labor
which competes with slave labor must ac-
cept the economic conditions of slave la-
bor.” His vision is of a society where par-
tial aptomatization has created a huge
pool of unemployed workers who compete
for jobs in the non-automatized areas.
Such mass unemployment—as a result of
displacement by technology-—is an obvi-
ous possibility of automation.

But there is an even more basie prob-
lem than technolegical unemployment
when one considers automation: the
problem of a major erisis in capitalism
itself.

For Marx, capitalist technology was
the first revolutionary technology: “Mod-
ern industry never looks upon and treats
the existing form of a process as final.
The technieal basis of that industry is
therefore revolutionary, while all earlier
modes of production were essentially
conservative.”

Given this characterization, capitalism
must be capable of infinitely revolution-
izing itself, not only in terms of technol-
ogy but with regard to distribution and
the creation of mew jobs as well. The
capitalist economy which autemation en-
ters into is exactly what the bourgeoisie
calls it: a dynamic economy which must
constantly expand and expand. Automa-
tion now increases the tempo of that
necessary expansion; it aggravates the

tensions which already exist hetween the .

productive capacity of this country, cen-
tralized and social, and its political and
economic system. Here it is the most
classic of the classie analyses of the
‘“‘obsolete” Marx which is useful in de-
fining the reality.

It is.of course preposterous to refer to
the “wild generalizations” of Marx, as
The Reporter has done, They cannot be
referring to his brilliant and careful his-
torical analysis of the transition to man-
ufacture and then to modern industry.
They cannot be condemning the man for
not being a seer. At the same time, the
vulgarity of such characterizations
should not obscure the fact that a phe-
nomenon like automation reguires care-
ful investigation—and that it may well
also require a modification of ithe Maix-
ist model of capitalism-through n{mt
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LONDON LETTER

Among Churclnll s Souvenirs:

By OWEN ROBERTS

LONDON, Apr. 6—If there is an unhappy man in Britain today it surely
must be Sir Winston Churchill. After a lifetimé in the public limelight
he has taken his final bow as British prime minister in the middle of
the blggest newspaper strikes in British history.

He is thus deprived of the pleasure of reading all the nice things
which the columnists would have undoubtedly written about him. In-

deed, T have heard it said that he
finally chose to retire in order only
to be able to read those things
which are normally only written in
a person’s obituary. If this be true
then he is sadly disappointed.

As previous articles have forecasted
Churchill resigned yesterday after he
had given. a “dinner the night before
which was attended by the queen and
the Duke of Edinburgh, aleng with a
number of Churchill’s past and present
political and: personal aquaintances. This
was the final gesture of stage manage-
ment before he went to Buckmgham Pal-
ace and officially tendered his resigna-
tion to the queen.

Today, in accordance with British con-
stitutional practice, the queen sum-
moned to the palace Churchill’s succes-
sor, Sir Antheny Eden.

He is now duly installed as the British
prime minister, in which capacity he has
the power to sort out Churchill’s old
cabinet a little and perhaps remove some
of the dead wood.

In spite of the fact that we are with-
out newspapers in London we have not

been entirely spared the eulogies mark-

ing the departure of the Churchill epoch.
The radic and television programs have
seen to that. But, by their very nature,
they have left unsaid_mariy things which
many people in Britain remember.

It can be said, without a shadow of
doubt, that the vast majority of the work-
ers in Britain- are still acutely aware of
some: of the more umsavory details of
Churchill's past histary. Perhaps clearest
of ‘all is the memory of Churchill as home
secretary in 1910,

At _this time the miners of South
Wales were engaged in a fierce struggle
with the mine owners for -increased
wages. Eventually, after 900 of them had
been locked out of the pits by the-em-
ployers, 12,000 of them struck.

Churchill was in his element. He
rushed strong detachments of Lendon
mounted police to South Wales and fol-
lowed this up by sending two squadrons
of Hussars and a column of infantry
troops. Intense provocation—inevitably
followed by disorders—took place; one
miner was killed and many injured.

_From that time onward the name of
Churchill has always been associated
with Tonypandy—the Welsh mining vil-
lage where the incidents took place—in
the minds of the British workers. It is
true that some of the Labor leaders have
short memories in this respect and seem
to vie with one another in an endeavor
to pay him compliments; which only
serves to show what a strong influence
the British parliamentary system has
upon those who loosen their roots in the
working class after being elécted to serve
as an MP.

]

BEVANITES ON THIN ICE

If Churchill is a sorry man because
the newspaper strike has robbed him of
glory, then others are equally pleased
that the same strike has operated in
their favor. The entire leadership of the
Labor Party must be extremely grateful
that the last few rounds in the latest

controversy over Aneurin’ Bevan have

been stifled, as far as the general public
is econcerned, through.lack of news,

Had the newspapers been appearing
recently they would have doubtless head-
lined many of the statements, made by
both right and left, on this issue. As it
stands the shroud of silence has softened
the blows, and the dust of conflict is
slowly settling over the party. To all in-
tents and purposes unity is restored—at
least for the present.

One of the rather disturbing features—
{here are many—which has emerged from
this latest ecanfiict concerns the attitude
of the Bevanites to the relationship be-
tween the Parliamentary Labor Party and
the Labor Party as a whole outside of
Parliament.

Previously it has usually been the left
wing which has endeavored to exert as
much . control over the Parliamentary
Party as possible through the national
party machine, particularly through the
party annual cbnference. In resisting
this pressure the right wing has usually
fallen back upon the argument that

British constitutional practice—as form-
ed by the parliamentary system—insists
that the parliamentary body be com-
pletely autonomous. Which means that
the right-wing MPs need—should they
feel so “inclined—pay mo heed to the
voice of the rank and file.

The roles now seem to have been re-
versed.

In its issue of April 1 the Bevanite
weekly Tribune questions the authority
of the National Executive Committee to
pass judgment on any action of the Par-
liamentary Party—in this case the with-
drawal of the Whip from Bevan. Says
Tribune, “Hitherto it has been assured
that the Parliamentary Party was an
auntonomous body,” and then it goes on
to state that the Parliamentary Party
and the NEC have separate functions to
perform *“and grave dangers arise when
they are mixed up.”

IT CAN BOOMERANG

This iz a very dangerous statement
for Tribune to make and one which could
well rebound against the left on a future
occasion.

At the anmual conference each year
the Parliamentary Party presents a re-
port, which can be debated and either
accepted or rejected by the delegates. By
using the arguments of Tribune the right
wing could easily stifle any rank-and-
file criticism of their activities. The right
wing could also refuse to take any notice

whatsoever of the hundreds of resolu-
{ions which are sent to the Parliamen-
tary Party each year by local party or-
ganizations and trade unions.

So far the right wing has not taken the
Bevanites up on this particular peint but
‘there can be no doubt that they hdve
stored it away os d useful shot in their
locker for the time when they wish to em-
phasize that the NEC and the national
‘party cannot interfere with the Parlia-
mentary Party.

A further result of the latest Bevan
row which gives cause for alarm is the
number of party members who have
either turned in their party cards or else

lapsed into inactivity. This' has become

serious enough for both Tribune and

Bevan to make statements pointing out

the extreme folly of such moves and im-
ploring members of the party to stay
inside and maintain their position. This
is timely advice, for nothing whatsoever
can be gdined by odd collections of left-
wingers bredking away and leaving vast
areas of the party machine firmly in con-
trol of the right wing.

But the Bevanites themselves must
bear part of the responsibility for this
attitude. Their lack of a positive policy,
coherently expressed and continually
pushed within the party, has caused
many of the rank-and-file left wing to
stumble around in a most appalling
fashion. The Bevanites have yet to learn
the role of an effective left alternative

‘force within the party acting in a re-

sponsible fashion.

In this situation the Third Camp so-
cialists in Britain have an important
part to play in providing the theoretical
content fo the broad mass of left-wing
forces. Now, more than ever before, it is
up to the Third Camp socialists to exert
themselves and to extend their influence
among the rank-and-file party members,

A Senate subcommittee to mveshgate
juvenile delinguency has exposed the fol-
lowing conditions after 17 months of
study:

The number of children coming before
juvenile ¢ourts in the country has grown
from 300,000 in 1948 to 435,000 in 1953,
and only 10 per cent of this increase can
be attributed to an enlarged youth popu-
lIation. If the rate continues at this pace,
the number may total 785,000 within the
next five years.

But that tells only part of the story.
The number of children getting into
trouble with the police (cases disposed
of without court action) probably ex-
ceeds 1,125,000. By 1960 this is expected
to rise to 1,700,000 unless action is taken
to create better conditions for youth. The
subcommittee stated that delinquency is
no longer a big-city problem only.

The committee estimated that there
are from 200,000 to -300,000 boys and
girls who run away from home annually.
Practices with regard to handling runa-

ways run from excellent to “the more -

frequent practices of jailing, running out
of the county, or just plain neglecting
in a manner the subcommlttee feels to
be almost barbaric in nature.”

With regard to use of child-welfare
funds for return of runaways, provi-
sions are so cumbefsome to administer
that states do not avail themselves of
this money. Most young runaways are
handled by police instead of welfare de-
partments. Further, funds are limited to
children under 16.
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JUVENILE DELINQUENCY

HERE'S ONE SENATORIAL INQUIRY.
THAT DIDN'T GET BIG HEADLINES

The committee found it impossible to
determine the number of youths addicted
to narcoties and drugs. Probably there
are some 7,500 juvenile narcotics in New
York City alone.

The investigations revealed that por-
nography is & one to three million dollar
business. Federal statutes prohibit inter-
state shipment of obscene materials by
common carrier or through the mails.
However, it is not unlawful to transport
such materials by private car or truck.

Lack of employment opportunities and
vocational guidance contributes to juven-
ile delinquency, according to the report.
The committee believes the first line of
defense in preventing juvenile delin-
queéncy is the sehool, and federal aid to

- reduce the acute shortage in classroom

space and the oversized classes is a must.

Another area needimg nationwide at-
tention is housing. A large number of
the delinquents come from slum areas,
But unless adequate provision is' made
for commumty centers and community
services in public housing projects, even
they ean well become breeding areas for
delinquency.

Payments to mothers with dependent
children are so low that mothers must go
to work, and most programs are admin-
istered with the idea that they dre only
for mothers who cannot work.

Another desperate need is a mental
health program. The subcommittee feels
that an expansion in federal aid ean re-
pay in large dividends.

The subcommittee is strongly con-
vinced that the seriousness and size of
the problem requires that the federal
government agsume . responsibility for
aid to loecal and state programs and serv-
ices by: (1) national planning to com-
bat, juvenile  delinquency; .(2) enlarged
technical aid to states and local com-
munities; (3) stimulating training of
personnel to staff preventive and treat-
ment services; (4) providing “risk capi-
tal” for development or expansion of
programs for combating juvenile delin-
quency.

What stands out is the tremendous
gap between these elementary measures
recommended by the Senate subcommit-
tee and any reasonable expectation about
what will be done by the government and
its, Department of Not Too Much Health,
Eduecation and Welfare. Billions for
H-bombs but pennies for youth.

ISL FUND DRIVE [ '

We Need That
Final Push!

By ALBERT GATES
Fund Drive Director

We are now in the closing weeks: of
‘the Fund Drive with our goal still & con=
,s:derable distance away. Unless a real
spurt is put on in the, next three weeks,
we shall not suecceed in finishing this
drive successfully. That would certainly,
be in contrast to every other-Fund-Drive

‘we have held for the past 15 years. . |

We have never failed:to--complete a
quota, even though there have been some
years when we were close to such :am
event. But this year, we are further be@
hind at this stage of the game than im
comparable periods in other years, =

At the time of this writing, we are
$3500 away from the over-all quota. Thia
means that in order to finish the drive
on top, we need to average $1200 a week'
for the final weeks of the campiagn. :

A glance ot the box score will show
why we are at this level, Only four arees
have hit 100 per cent, and these are
among the smallest in the drive. OF 'I-how
cities with the larger quotas, only De«
#roit, Chicago and the National Office arés
now within striking distance of their indix
vidual quotas. All the rest are far below
the three-quarter mark.

If we take as a standard the percenﬁd-
age of the total quota of 66.9, then eight
areas are below that ﬁgure and three
only just above it.

Those are the places that haye to nge
the drive the big push. New York, which

‘has done well this year, all things conx

sidered, is still below its mormal pace.
As the jarea with the largest quota, it
has to be the anchor in the campaign. So

o We -are cauntmg on New York to make

the push in the next three weeks. '
But there are others who need o help
New York out in these final weeks. Les
Angeles, Newark, Philadelphia, Seattle
and the Bay Area are the cities we have
in mind. If these places come through, and
the ones leading the cahpaign finish ¢l
their current paces, we can go over, .
In this past week we had contribye
tmns of over $700 which is below the
percentage required, as we irndicated
above. But the week saw .Cleveland gt
over the top, as well as Oregon. Detroit '
has eome pretty close to it and Chicage
is pushing hard to make good on its vol-
untarily increaséd quota. 5
The next weeks will tell the story!

¥

FUND DRIVE BOX SCORE
Branch Quota Paid %
Total .........$10,080 $6726.75 66.9
St. Louis ... 25 56.25 221
Cleveland ....... 150 165 110
Streator .......... 26 26 100

50 50 100,

200 175 87,
: 2,000 1539 . 769
Natl Office ... 1,500 1110 4
Reading ....... 50 35 0.,
Pittsburgh ... 125 85 68,
N. Y. City ...... 3,800 2553.50 67.5
Bay Area ........ 500 269 53.8
Philadelphia ... 250 127 50.8
Newark .......... . 400 197 498
Los Angeles . 450 215 415
Seattle ........ 150 60, 40..
AKTON coovvrrererens 50 20. 40/
Buffalo .. 250 40 16.,,I

Indiana ........ 75 0 0.
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- 1920s. He argued that workers’

~ through ecapitalist restoration

:
Stalinist 'Capitalism” and Pro-Stalinist Theories

Following s the second part, con-
tinued - from last week, of a discussion
letter by Comrade Shane.

To the Editor:

... A fuller understanding of the na-
ture of the new China is of vita]l impor-
~ tance to socialists, But does the editorial
=‘reply to my remarks on this point con-
tribute anything but confusion?

The editorial reply dismissed my dis-

: . cussion of the actual property relation-
! ships.in China with the comment that

this is merely a question of “state-capi-
‘talist . elements in thls non-capitalist
China.”” = -

Such aﬁ*’a]iproach stands the ‘real sit-
uation on its head. The point I was

-making is that private capltahst ele-

‘ments comprise the major part ‘of
China's present economy; that state-
capitalist elements exist in a private
‘capitalist, ot a hon-capitalist -context.

The “orbit’ of state-capitalism”
‘China foday includes a large majority
of heavy industry, foreign trade, and' do-

.mestic trade in certain basic commodi-

ties. But a majority of light industry
‘and virtually all of agriculture are in
‘private hands, and these are the prepon-
‘derant sectors of the Chinese economy.
Although the present Chinese economy
is substantially privately owned, the dy-
namics of its development mark it as
‘state-capitalist. In all of Asia, including

in

China, the basie economic problem is -’

‘that of capital accumulation. The only
‘agency capable of amassing the capital
required'-to introduce modern industry
is the state. In proportion as industriali-
zation takes place, the econonuc role of
the state increases. The development of
‘every Asian capitalist economy must
therefore take a state-capitalist course.
China is fundamentally of a pieece with
the rest of Asia in this respect.

But we are told that this is merely a
question of “economy”; what really is
important is the “social system.” And
“gsocial system” is not at all synonymous
with “economy,” it is inextircably bound
up with “elass structure.”

It is to be feared that the editors have
forgotten that kplass structure,” at least
to Marxists, is defined by relationship to
property in the means of production—-
‘and this is strictly an economic relation-
'ship, inextricably bound up with the
laws of motion of the economy as a
whole. If the means of production retain
the economic character of ecapital, the
class which is defined by its “ownership”
of them is a capitalist class, and the so-
cial system in which it predominates is a
capitalist society.

© or to starve. (S'ee Capital, Vol. I

The confusion which the editorial re-

ply creates on thig point is worsened by
the statement that “The significance of
a social revolution is precisely that the
‘new state power can proceed to reshape
the ecanomy in its own class image, fast
or slow.” This is essentlally the basis for
the theory of “Soecialism in One Coun-
try,” as expounded by Bukharin in the
state
power in Russia in itself enabled the
Russian proletariat to reshape the econ-
omy in its own class image, i.e., to build

socialism *even at a snail’s pace.”

But mere conguest of power confers
on a class no such sovereign power over
its economic conditions. Workers' power

_in Russia stood in contradiction to back-

ward Russian capitalist economy; a con-
tradiction that could only be resolved
through extension of the revolution to
economically advanced countries or
(which
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took place in the form of Stalinism). If
Chinese Stalinism can slowly and organ-
ically transform the Chinese economy “in
its own class image,” that is because its
“class image” is entirely suited to the
dynamics of Chinese capitalist develop-
ment.

The Editors ascribe to me the “
tion” of a distinction between “bour-
geoisie” and ‘“‘capitalist class.” Of
course, it is clear from any but the most
superficial reading of the original letter
that I infroduced this distinction pre-
cisely in order to- give an intelligible,
themfore dis¢ussable, form to their
‘capitalism without. a capitalist
class.” Their reply made no-attempt to,
defend that argument; but retreated to
the proposition that “The Stalinist ‘capi-
i.ahsts. (new non-bourgeois variety) are
very peculiar fapltahats they own no
capital.”

This argument.has a familiar ring to
it, doubtless because of a certain resem-
blance betwgen it and the basic argu-
ment advanced by the proponents of the
“degenerated workers’ state” analysis of
Stalinism: that the Stalinist bureaucracy
is not a class because it owns no prop-
erty in the means of production.

The answer to that argument is this:
that the Stalinist bureaueracy, in Rus-
sia .and elsewhere, through totalitarian
state power collectively maintains a pro-
prietary relationship to the means of
production—even in the strictest Marx-
ian sense, It therefore proves nothing to
assert that the Stalinist bureauecrats
“own no capital.” It is first necessary to
ascertain whether these means of pro-
duction, which they own through their
control of the state, are capital. -

Let us first clatify the meaning of the
economie category “capital.” Marx con-
sidered eapital to be a social relationship
expressed in terms of things. This social
relationship is that of class exploitation
of “free” wage labhor. The factories,
money, commodities, ete., used in that
process acquire their chdracter of capi-
tal from that use.

To illustrate simply: if a given factory
is used by a socialist society to produce
goods for public use, it is not capital. If
that factary is used by an owner as a
mansion it is not capital. Only if it is
used as a condition of exploitation of
wage labor ¢an it be ¢onsidéred capital.

The key category is that of “free la-
bor.” The worlung class under capitalism
is “free” in a double sense: free from
ownership of (or any organic connection
with) the means of production, and free
to choose whether to sell its labor power

I, pp.

inven-

187-9.)

We can now . proceeﬂ to determine
whether the means of production in a
Stalinist economy are eapital. Their

' capitalist character depends upon an af-

firmative answer to the question: Are
they used for the exploitation of “free
labor”?

No one but an apologist for Stalinism’

ean deny that labor is exploited in Rus-
sia and the other Stalinist countries. (Of
course there is in itself nothing “capi-
talist” about this; 'exploitation is the
hallmark of any class society.)
_But is labor under Stalinism “free” in
the capitalist sense? On .the basis of
what we know about Russia, the answer
must be yes. Slave labor occupies a rela-
tively minor position in the Russian
economy (and growth of industrializa-
tion tends to diminish even that), be-
cause of its grossly inefficient character.
Moreover, its repressive political fune-
tiorr is at least as important as its posi-
tive economic aspect (even if we ignore
its role as a “‘reserve army of unem-
ployed” and look at it only from the
viewpoint of production).

The large majority of thé Russian pro-
letariat is therefore exploited under con-
ditions of “freedom” from organic con-
nection with the means of production,
and of course it “owns” them in no sense
whatever. That it is also free in the sense
of having the choice “sell or starve” is
illustrated by the prevalence of the
piecework system, under which remuner-
ation is directly proportional to intensity
of labor.

It is true that laws restricting mobil-
ity of labor exist; but such laws are
scarcely unknown fo the proletariat of
private:capitalist states. They no more
destroy the “free” character of labor in
Russia than such laws did in Nazi Ger-
many or would in the U. 8. A. (ef. the
“labor draft” proposals of World War
II).

It follows from the foregoing consider-
ations that exploitation of “free lahor”
is the economic role of the means of pro-
duction under Stalinism. The Stalinist
bureaucratic ruling class, in Russia and

elsewhere, derives its rule from owner- )

ship of capital, and must therefore be
considered a capitalist class.

(There are, of course, many other ap-
proaches to a proof of the capitalist
character of Stalinism. Many of them
were worked out in the articles by For-
rest referred to in my previous letter—
NI, Dec. 1942, Jan. & Feb. 1943. It is
certainly odd that so much space was
given to arguments already so thorough-
Iy “refuted” that not a word of subse-
quent refutation was deemed necessary.
1 would like very much to know what
documents contain the “extensive refu-
tation'” to which the editorial reply re-
fers. I must admit that I am unacquaint-
ed with them.) ;

In coneclusion, it should be made clear
that an under standlng of its state-capi-
talist nature-is only the starting point
for a ‘thorough analysis of the new
China. It is also of first importance to
recognize that the Chinese Stalinists
have taken power at the head of a mass
revolutionary upsurge unequaled in mod-
ern times (except, perhaps, for the Rus-
sian revolution). The problems of theory
and politics posed by the Chinese revolu-
tion are the most important facing eour
movement today. It is'imperative that we
discuss them in a serious fashion.

SHANE

il REPLY

Some More ABCs-

It took the “pro and con” exchange of
Feb. 28 to smoke out. Shane’s:opinion
that it is not only China that is *“‘capi-
talist,” but in fact it is Russian Stalin-
ism—any Stalinism—that is “‘capitalist.”
Thus .the useful discussion is not at all
over some Chinese peculiarities, but over
the basic nature of Stalinism in the
world. It is no doubt worthwhile to help
a young comrade develop his germinat-
ing ideas in this way, but we're afraid
it takes too much space in LABOR ACTION
to achieve his gradual education toward
facing the real questions jostling in his
mind.

(1) In the Feb. 28 exchange, he had
written: “It is not necessary to demon-
strate the capitalist nature of a ma-
tured Stalinist economy to characterize
China as state-capitalist.”” Thus he
avoided presenting his whole view that
Stalinism is capitalism, concentrating
instead on what could only be basically
irrelevant talk about the current and
temporary stage of economy under the
Chinese. Stalinist state power..

This he does again in the first part of

his piece on this page. Private owner- '

ship is still “preponderant” in the Chi-
nese economy, but the “dynamics of its
development mark it as state-capitalist.”
Why is it stete-capitalist and not pri-
vate-capitalist in its dynamics? Shane
simply refers to the well-known need of

‘all Asian countries for industrialization,

which raises the economic role of the
state. Then he writes:

“The development of every Asian capi-
talist economy must therefore take a

; state—capltahst course.««China is funda-

mentally of “a piece with the rest of
Asia in this respect.”

But it is not only Asia that needs in-
dustrialization ang therefore faces this
future. In South America and Afriea
this picture exists too. Therefore all over
the world, the development of *“every...
capitalist economy” in the underdevel-
oped countries must take the same course
as China, must be “fundamentally of a
piece” with Stalinist China.

This is the beginning of a theory of
the inevitability of Stulinism. Shane need
not protest that he doesn’t believe in
this; we believe him. He does not believe
in half the things he implies in his free-
wheeling confusionism, just ‘as he does
not believe in the social-patriotic meth-
odology which he expounded.

This theory of the inevitability of
Stalinism flows precisely from Shane’s
meager theoretical flight in identifying
Stalinism with statified capitalism. For
it is quite certain that an inevitable eco-
nomic trend in the underdeveloped lands
is indeed, toward statification, Every-
body knows that. Identify this statifica-
tion with Stalinism, on no matter what
absurd “Marxistical” grounds, and you
have the theory.

Above all, you have a theory, if only
a pitiful one, which allows you to view
this Stalinism as “progressive” in some
sense, which permits you to talk (as
Shane does) about the “mass revolution-
ary upsurge unequaled in modern times”

-as if the v1ctory of Chinese Stalinist to-

talitarianmism’ is coordinate in" its glory-
with the Russian revolution. |,
The fact that Shane,"in two_ long let-

ters, has not yet serewed his courage up
to the pitch of making the simple state-
ment that Stalinism is “progressive’—
in spite of our challenge to do. so—
merely signifies that his own under-

standing of where his views point is still.

in, a dense fog; since obviously it cannot
be that he has refrained from this ob-
vious conclusion simply because he wants
to conceal his real views or because he
wants to pull them out of this pocket
only piecemeal, on the installment plan,
so to speak.

This reluctance of Shane, reluctance
to commit himself in print to the actual
views which emerge amidst his radtional-
izations, is a good thing; it means he
may still find his way back.

(2) One road back he has to take is
to educate himself about the Marxist
conception of the social revolutmn,
‘which involves preciesly the idea of the
relationship of the state to the economy.

We had told him to pay some attention
to “the nature (first of all) .of the state
power in Chma—le, what class is in
power.” We had informéd him that a
social system is bound up with “the state
power, with the question of what is the
ruling class, with the class structure.”
(Italies in original.) |

He dodges. He takes up only the un-
italicized phrase ‘“class structure,” ig-
nores the preceding ones which condition
it, and proceeds to an dppallingly ignor-
ant little lecture, not excluding a fan-
tastic reference to Bukharin and “social-
ism in one country.”

In total defiance of elementary Marx-
ism, he argues that “mere” conquest of
power does not permn; a class to ‘“re-
shape the economy in its own class
image,"” as we had said.

(a) What on earth does Shane think
happened im Russia after 1917? The new
workers’ power “reshaped” the economy,
that is, abolished the capitalist system;
but over a period of time, not overnight.
—Can it be that Shane- believes that
“capitalism" remained as the social sys-
tem in Russia- right through from the
tsar to the “state-capitalism” of Stalin?
We may possibly find this out sorme-day
in another article in which Shane peels
another layer off his ideas, in some suit-
able discussion organ.

(b) Even in the bourgeois revolution
—e.g., the Great French Revolution—the
new state power acquired by the bour-
geoisie (in addition to its already exist-
ing bastions of economic power inside
the .old regime) was used to’' swéep away
the remnants of feudal restrictions with
an iron broom and speed the blossoming
of capitalism. Even in the bourgeois rev-
olutions, then, the new victorious class
used  its conquered state power to re-
shape thé economy in its own class im-
age. In fact, this is why a bourgeois

revolution was needed by the otherwise”

timid bourgeoisie!

(3) A half cenfury ago Karl Kautsky,
in a socialist elassie, already pointed out
that the socialist revolution differs from
the bourgeois revolution in the fact that,

before conquest of power, the revolution-.

ary class has no economic power within
the old system, in the sense that- the
‘bourgeoisie had; that it must first con-
quer the state power before it can pro-
ceed to introduce a new economy. And
it is so obvious! Yet Shane finds that a
simple statement of this idea has some-
thing te do with...Bukharin and. “se-
cialism in one: country,” about which he
seems to know next fo nothing.

¢4) This simple idea is abundantly
true also of the Stalinist conquest of
power. In all of East Europe, the Stal-
inists came to power in countries which
still maintained economies that were
“preponderantly” private-capitalist; and
for a period the Stalinists let this sitoa-
tion remain and even talked demagogi-
cally of maintaining it. People who un-
derstand nothing about Stalinism, like
the Fourth-Internationalists, thereupon
wrote theses about- state-capitalism un-
der the Stalinists, citing abundant (and
irrelevant) statistics like Shane’s about
the number of shops, farms, fruit-stalls
and peanut-vendors still not collectivized.
We said: Look at the state-power and
its inevitable drive to turn the helm of
the ‘economy in the direction it needs to
go, fast or slow depending on conditions
and possibilities.

So it is in China. This is exactly what
is happening, though slowly in a very
backward economy. Not only that, but
Shane is peripherally aware of this, and
so he talks of state-capitalism, and not
private capitalism, and its “dynamic,” @
dynamic which derives from the nature
of the mew state power and not from
some platitudes about industrialization.

But anyway, as we have shown, ance-
Shane talks of state—capxtahsm. he s

talking of Russian Stalinism i the first
place, and has left off playing with his
stalking-horse China. It is perfectly

clear that China. is. significant to him.
mainly as the road by which he has been’

(Turn to last pogel
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Published by the YOUNG SOCIALIST LEAGUE

these times.

GREETINGS #o the CAL. STUDENT CONFERENCE

The Young Socialist League sends”its warmest greetings to the California
Civil Liberties Conference being held in Los Angeles on April 22-24.

The cooperation of hhera]s, pacifists and socialists which is embodied in
the holding of this conference is a heart-warming sigin. Such cooperation’ is
a must in the face of the monolithic front of reaction which blankets the
nation, especially on civil-liberties questions. We have devoted this entire
issue of Challenge to the conference #nd the problenis which it will have to

. deal with, because we are aware of the importance of such'a conference in

The crying need today, especlally because of ‘the slight setback suffered
by the witchhunt in recent months, is a militant offensive by the labor move-
ment and liberals to halt the onslaught against democratic liberties, and to~
begin ‘a reconquest of the ground which -the witchhunters have gained, We
of the YSL have our criticisms of those with whom we are ready to cooperate
in a defense of freedom, disagreements on many fundamental questions and
even perhaps on some questions: relating to civil liberties. Nevertheless we
can and should fight together in this important area on which to agree.

In this spirit, we greet the conference and wish it fruitful deliberations
and s:lccessfnl endeavors in defense of democracy.

NaToNarn AcTioN COMMITTEE, YSL
BergeLEY UNIT, ¥YSL
Los Anceris UnNiT, YSL

SOCIALISTS AND LIBERALS

‘Two Bases for 00llaborat|on

By JACK WALKER |

BERKELEY, Apr. 17—It is a fact that soc1ahsts and liberals cooperate
today over civil liberties issues, notwithstanding other political differ-
ences. This can be seen in New York, Chicago, Los Angeles and Berkeley,

to name a few places.

There are two main bases for this cooperation, one a positive rea-
son and one a negative reason. The positive or favorable reason, at

ieast. to the socialist, is that de-

- spite-all the official propaganda to
the conirary, liberals have found
that democratic socialists of the
Third Camp tendency (i.e., the
Young Socialist League in particu-

. lar) have a principled position on civil
liberties akin to that of the best liberals.

Unlike the Stalinists who are for civil
liberties for themselves only, it has be-
come apparenf, amid the declining num-
ber of- fighters for ecivil liberties, that
socialists will defend the rights of their
enemies—=Stalinist or fascist—against
the government’s present drive to sup-
press political dissidents. In addition,
this present generation of students and
non-students have found, like their pre-
decessors, that it is possible to work with
Third Camp socialists in an organization
without having to be afraid of “rule or
Tuin” ‘tacties or secret “conspiracies.”

The SDA in New York, the All-Cam-
pus Civil Liberties Committee at the
University of Chicago, the Student Civil
Liberties Union in Berkeley are all ex-
amples of argamzatmns which have
found that it is not only possible fo “co-
exist” with socialists in joint commit-
tees or a single organization, but that
it is to the benefit of the organization
to draw upon socialist ideas and organi-
zational experience in the field of civil
liberties.

The second, or negative reasen, for lib-
eral-socialist cooperation has been the
fairly obvious fact of life that "official
liberalism,” which is embraced by millions
voting for the Democratic and Republican
Parties; or thousands in ADA, and which
has congressional representation, has by
and large deserted a principled stand on
civil-liberties problems. Hubert Humphrey,
the darling of some Fair Deal liberals, in-
troduced the "Communist Conirol Acit" of
1954 permitting the government to license
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trade unions. The ADA opposes the right
of Stalinists to teach.

And, of course, it was the Democratic
administration which first introduced
the attorney general's “List of Subver-
sive Organizations,”. an illegal blacklist-
ing device now employed in private as
well as public employment to deprive
political dissidents of their livelihood

and_ thereby discourage independent
thinking,
OUR TASKS

In situation after -sltuation the “re-

spectable” liberal has chosen to remain
respectable rather than incur the ob-
loquy that goes with defending unpopu-
lar organizatiens or individuals with
unorthodox political views. As against
this, the socialist has found—to his sur-
pnse and often bewilderment—that he
is compelléd to defend those values that
in bygone days were assumed to he se-

.cured by Bberals. In one sensé this has

been an unexpected burden; im another,
a reason to demonstrate the importance
of continued socialist organization to-
day, when socialism itself seems so dis-
tant.

It would be unrealistic and hypoeriti-
cal, however, to deny that there have
been and will continue to be disputes
about matters of national and interna-
tional concern to liberals and socialists.
Especially in connection with measures
that successive administrations have cho-
sen to employ in the cold war against
Stalinism, there is a division of opinion
over what the U. S. may do without
opening itself up to the charge of depriv-

ing other nations or peoples of their'

rights and sovereignty. Socialists have
opposed and continue to oppose such
measures as the Marshall Plan, which
ties U. 8. aid in with U. S. control of the
borrowing country’s economy (through
veto power over use of this money and
a “matching fund” put up by the bor-
rowee); peace treaties with Germany
and Japan which refuse sovereignty -to
these countries without simultaneous
commitment to military cooperation with
the United States; the support of die-
tators such as Chiang Kai-shek, Syng-
man Rhee, and:Franco, not only against
the Stalinists, but against their own
people or the lands they inhabit; the
support® of European imperialism by
U. 8. allies such as England in Cyprus,
Kenya and Malaya, and the French-in
Moroceo, Tunisia and Indochina, ete.
These are the criticisms that sociolists

IContinued on page 7}

SOCIALISTS, LIBERALS, PACIFISTS
TO WORK TOGETHER IN CALIFORNIA'S -

CGivil-Liberties C onference

To Rally Student Action

By RALPH HODGES

LOS ANGELES, Apr. 10—The California Student Civil Liberties Con-
ference which convenes on April 23 in Los Angeles is a welcome exam-
ple of the growing.opposition to the anti-civil-libertarian trends in the
United States today. The wide range of organizations and individuals
participating is in itself an indication of the increasing awareness of

the seriousness of the situation in whieh democrats find themselves.

Because each of fhe major
groups—pacifists, llberals and so-
cialists—have a common belief in
the necessity of freedom and the
extension of democracy and oppose
totalitarianism, there exists an ex-
cellent basis for mutual cooperation and
action—both df the conference and in the
future,

As civil-libertarians and democratic
socialists we will earnestly work for a
really successful conferénce. In order
that the conference be a success, certain
minimum things must be accomplished,
in terms of general orientation and con-
crete action.

First, if the conference is not to be a
“one-shot” event, then it is necessary to
adopt a programmatic statement upon
whieh future organization can be based.
This statement should take a firm stand
to defend the rights of every individual

‘and group. At the same time; if a mean-

ingful civil-libertarian position is to be
taken, then it is necessary to specifically
dissociate ourselves from all totalitarian
elements; only in a principled unity are

there grounds for cooperation.

'GOALS FOR ACTION

In terms of ‘orguni:cfion. fwo things
should be accomplished: (1) the organi-
zation of a stote-wide student civil-liber-

ties liaison commitiee, and (2]} the active

encouragement of the formation of local
discussion groups (especially on the small-
er campuses), and/or student civil-liber-
ties unions modeled affer the Berkeley
SCLU, The former (the licison committee)
can serve to act as a source of informa-
tion and organizational contact between
the various local groups.

All of the experience of the last years

"would seem to indicate that one of tha

most potent weapons against the witch-
hunt is that of public -exposure of the
faets and issues involved in the numer-
ous violations of eivil liberties. Addi-
tionally, a lack of information has al-
ways handicapped student civil-liber-
tarians in their attempts to present a
united front. If here in California an
effective,

effective defense of ecivil liberties wilk
have been overcome.

The latter aim, that of encouraging
local diseussion groups and the forma-
tion of SCLUs throughout the state, is
the necessary organizational base for the
establishment of a state liaison commit--
tee,

It must be remembered that the witch-
hunt achieves its goal when students be-
come “silent or apathetic aboit the cru-
cial issues which face all of us today;
that is, it is not just an end to the perse-
cution of minority dissidents that we de-
sire, but also the stimulation of a vigor-
ous opposition to the blackjack of con-
formity and suicidal apathy on the part
of a broad section of students. The for-
mation of discussion groups on those
campuses where it is so often said that
civil liberties “is not an immediate is-
sue,” would be a véry great step toward
the re-creation of a tradition of eritical
and independent thought for students.

Thus through its actions the Califor-
nia Student Civil Liberties Conference
can do a great deal to.improve the pres-
ent situation of civil liberties, and to
help lay the foundation for an extension
of the freedom necessary to a real demo—
cratic way of life. !

SOC ALISTS AND PACIFISTS

Plenty of Common Ground'

By MICHAEL HARRINGTON

To understand the drive against civil liberties in all of its impli-
cations, it is necessary to understand the drive toward war. Socialists
and pacifists share this basic assumption, and this common analy31s
provides the basis for cooperation between them.

It should be obvious today that the witchhunt is part of a larger
process, It cannot be explained as an mdependent phenomeno.n, or even

as the normal martial mobilization
of public opinion which always oc-
curs in time of war. It goes deeper
than that. For in the drive against
every kind of non-conformity and
criticism, the entire society is mili-
tarized and marches to a single point of
view. The roots of this fact go deep.

Perhops the most important thing that
can be said is that the anti-civil-liberties
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mnve,men{ is analogous h the ltind of re-
sponse which the United States-gives teo
almost every problem it encounters to-
day: a response of violence and coercion,
and inability to use even the resources of
bourgeois democracy in the struggle. Thus
the shabby list of America's allies: abroad,
the Francos, Chiangs, Songrams, Bao Dais
and Syngman Rhees. Thus, “the ‘almos®
pathological fear of basic ériticism, the
resort fo coercion rather than persuasion

in the area of domestic civil liberties. And _

4he two responses, the overtly milifarist

functioning state-wide eivil-
liberties liaison committee can be organ- -
* ized, one of the biggest hurdles to an

"_ﬁ
3
=
:

in the case of foreign policy, the Basice -

ally militarist in the case of civil- libertiess

require a common-criticism and a common’
oppesition. Ly
I think one example will explain this

entire point. The attotmey general has.
announced additiens to his list. One of

the new organizations named was the:
“Johnson-Forrest Group.” These pesple

[Continued on page 7} -
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LABOR ACTION

'TRENDS

el

T THE UA\

By BEN HALL )

Two thousand eight hundred delegates came
to Cleveland from 1000 locals for the convention
of the United Automobile Workers (CIQ) i
March 27 to April 1. They were preoccupied
‘with a single fixed thought: After five years
econtracts with General Motors, Ford and
Chrysler were about to expire; the union was on the
brinllj of opening the first big push for the Guaranteed
Anndal Wage. If necessary they were ready to call
hundréds of thousands of workers on- strike.

. This convention could best be described as a giganfie
rally in preparation for the possible stroggles to come.
‘ Everything else was shunted aside; the only important
pesolitions to reéceive attention were linked. directly to
Contract negotiations; for the first fime resolutions on
political action, or foreign policy, or any other pressing
fubjéct, were held up in commitfee-and néver hit the
floor. ’

* Nevertheless, even apart from its leading role in the
fight for the Guaranteed'Annual Wage, the convent'lon
gave many a token of the distinctive and outstanding
character of the UAW in the labor movement.

By the second day when the strike-fund debate began,
the mood of the convention was clearly defined.

The leadership proposed.fo build a strike fund of
$25,000,000, financed by a dues. increase of $5 per
month. When the fund reached this total, the dues in-
erease would be suspended.to be restored as soon as the

-fund dropped below $15,000,000.

This is the largest dues rise ever put.for a vote. In
other years, tequesti-by the leadership for modest . in-
ereases met fierce resistance from delegates ond some-
¥imes. were ‘défeated. But this was the first time an ap«
peal for more money was linked without qualification ta
o fighting fund. And this on the eve of what could turn
out to be the largesi and mosf cestly ‘strike in union
history.

* Whatever doubts existed before now vanished as t}ae
debate began. After a minimum of a day-and-a-half dis-
cassion the delegates voted 90 per cent for the dues
fherease -and strike fund. It was an honest expression
of opinion: the administration did not have to lumber
out its heavy organizational machine to put it over.” -

¢ Opponents of the fund were thoroughly routed in the
discussion as well as in the vote. Their arguments were
hot the fiery lashing-out of demoeratic-spirited rank-

and-filers eager to curb an officialdom; this time those

who opposed the fund spoke in the dull and drab tones
of backward union men. ]

» The main debate turned on & minor issue. The ad-
ministration proposed that. benefits be paid- out to
strikers in actual need, A large bloc of delegates who
voted for the fund wanted it distributed to all strikers
equally as a matter of right. The issue was thus posed
as “need versus right.” :

. The supporters of “right” were a mixed crew. Many
active unionists sincerely were repelled by the thought
of conducting. a “means test,” of prying into intimate
details of ‘a striker's life; they feared favoritism and
injustices when committees decided who would and who
would not get strike benefits. Their misgivings prompt-
ed the convention to vote for a special post-convention
survey to work out a long-range solution to the strike-
benefit. problém.

But other supporters of “right” were prompted by
gimple maneuverist considerations. They were not will-
ing:to oppose the. fund but they feared-to face the mem-
bers-back home who might resist the dues increase. And
so they assumed this “oppositionist” stance in order to
8scape responsibility. :

In the final showdown vote, “need” -won by 60-40.
The decisive argument was simple: if 325,000 General
Motors workers went on strike and each received as a

~ihatter of right $20 per week, the fund would be ex-

hdusted at the rate of $6,500,000 weekly.

- Three days later, the convention endorsed the de-
mand for the Guaranteed Annual Wage and adopted
an extensive program -of additional contract demands
including: wages, retirement benefits, health program,
overtime. '

The following significant provision. repudiates long-
ferm:contracts: "Contracts not to exceed two years if
they include escalator ond improvement fdactor provi.
sions and not to exceed one year if they do not include
both such provisions."

" Active unionists are sensitive to the debilitating ef-

fects' of long-term- contracts; in the discussion every
speaker emphasized the need to strengthen the union
4t the shop level and warned against weakening work-
ing conditions and union rights on the job in return for
money: gains. _

."As- the-convention rioved toward: adjournment, it set
its sights for:the next major objective: shorter hours.

* %Fhe  debate on ‘this question, which has simitiered for

| CONVENTION

»

four years; is virtually resolved. As the impact of
automation becomes general, everyone feels the need to
cut hours. A special resolution endorsed the goal of a
reduced workday.

[ ]

Ini this atmosphere of simple concentration on the
job at hand, none of the invited guest. speakers could
hold anyone’s attention. The listening delégates were
restless and impatient.- But there was one exception:
When George Meany was introduced he spoke to a
hushed audience, aware of the historic significance of
his appearance on the stage, Labor unity was becoming
a reality.

Meany was careful to make the customary geniiflec-
tions to private enterprise, laboring to prove that capi-
talism could not go on without free trade unions. This
is an argument which always goes over big...with
unionists. Presumably, however, he has little hope of
convineing employers, for the real theme of his speech
was: “To meet our enemies, we must get our own
house in order.”

He outlinéd nothing less than a proposed platform for
labor unity, a platform which will become the rallying
ground for the Meany-Réuther forces in the new federa-
tion: ¥

(1) “The union must be open to all regardless -of
race, creed, or color.” '

(2) “For high moral standards and ethics; those
who serve unions must place the unions first, not their
own personal aggrandizement.” In plain English, get
rid of racketeers. i

(3) Communists are traitors to the workers who
would lead us to a dictatorial form of government.

(4) Intensified political action: “they have chosen
the political battleground and we will fight it out
there.” After outlining anti-labor laws: “This is the
challenge and ih this challenge lies the threat of the
destruction of unionism.” )

°
Critical of Witchhunt

Civil liberties never came to the floor. But conven-
tion reports, committees and preparations proved that
the UAW’s official position was in fine shape, more
clear-cut than ever on important issues.
~_The Constitution Committee ignored proposals from
Flint to bar Communists from membership in the
UAW. On the other hand, it distribufed the text of a
strange clause governing conduct during eampaigns
for union office, requiring candidates to pledge not to
engage in “false, deceptive or malicious” propaganda;
a clause whose vague prohibitions would give a handle
to all kinds of anti-democratié¢ suppression.

Wheo first sponsored it, and how, is unknown. After

behind-the-scenes’ protests, the committee announced
the formal withdrawal of its proposal.
_ Reuther’s written report on “Loyalfy and Security
Programs” was more eritical and more specific in its
eriticisms than ever. It refers to “security” boards, with
the properly derogatery quotation marks; it defends
John. Lupa against the charge of associating with the
Socialist Workers Party in these terms: “he associated
briefly not with Communists, but with anti-Communist
members of a minority political party.”

In conclusion he demands the: removal of “all federal
legislation limiting what people can think and say...
from statute books.”. - . :

The proposed convention resclution begant "Theé" teis-
year period since the end of World War Il has witnessed
a series of unparalleled assaulfs upon the Bill of Rights

which- threaten to undermine the basic liberties upon-

which our country and our labor moevement have grown
strong.” In three and o half pages it Jists an indictment
of anti-democracy, denouncing the outlawing of the Com-
munist Party and repudiating the Smith Act.

The Bill of Rights was printed on red, white and blue
parchment paper and distributed to all. Emil Mazey
was proposing that the convéntion endorse the Bill of
Rights as a dramatic symbol of its continuing attach-
ment to democracy. But he was ill in the closing days

“as the. convention crowded to an end and it was lost

in the shuffle along with everything else,

The only jarring note in an otherwise uniform mood
of democracy came from Vice-President Jack Living-
stone, who defended the action of the Grievance Com-
mittee in rejecting the appeal of Martin Trachtenberg
of Buick Local 599 (Flint).

Trachtenberg had been fired by General Motors on
the pretext that he had falsified his application for
employment five or six years before. Actually he: had
been discharged as an alleged Stalinist who had refused
to testify before a congressional committee; standing
on the Fifth Amendment. .

LN

The UAW’s GM Department, headed by-Livingstere; -

accepted his grievance but refused to submit the case

to arbitration when the company refused to reinstate
him. Trachtenberg was appealing to the convention to
overrule the GM Department and direct it to carry his
case through to an arbitrator.

Trachtenberg had a strong case. In the Ford setup,
for example, a statute of limitations makes it impos-~
sible for the company to reach way back into the past
in the search for a firing-pretext. Ironically, in a pre-
vious case GM had discharged a worker who had been
a member of the CP but broke with it. When he repu-
diated it, the CP turned over information to the com-
pany which became the basis for his discharge.

Two principles were at stake: (1) the right of the
company fo fish into the past: and (2) the defense of job
rights of an aécused Communist. But Livingsione de-
pended, as usual, upon a coarse end vulgar appeal to
simple hatred of Trachtenberg's reported polities. _

The convention listened politely to Frachtenberg and
rejected his appeal with near-unanimity. Reuther re-
ported six votes in his favor. It is worth nefing that
not one of the Stalinist delegates wvoted for him.

The Woman Question:

On the very first day, the “women gquestion” was
hotly debated when the Resolutions Committee brought
in a simple statement in defense of semiority rights of
women., The resolution was finally adopted, of course;
but not without extended debate and a surprisingly
strong resistance.

Significantly, both the ardent supporters of the reso-
Jution and its erities found common ground on one of
the great moral platitudes of modern times: woman’s
place is in the home. Here are 2,800 leading representa-
tives of our greatest union; they cheer on to battle
against monopolists; they resist, they repudiate, they
demand.- They will refurbish' society: But-they think
that women's place is to bear children-and stay in the
kitchen. In this, -they are hardly a nofch above thé
gray average citizen. ’

ain the dilemma of the Reuther leadership

_ Once o
flashes b'ezbfe'u's': As a leadership, as @ machine, as a
fendency; it advances great social goals and wanis a
union capable of striving for fhiem. But the fendency, con-
centrated at the top, dribbles down into nothing as it
reaches down-into the membership. ' S
As the years go by, all the advanced experienced ele-
ments are sucked into the officialdom. The men who
built and.led the union, who made it what it is today,
are now lifted out of the ranks, into the organizational
apparatus. A
Literally hundreds of worker-leaders who were
everywhere, speaking, debating, demanding, making the
UAW and its conventions sparkle with their speechies
and their actions, are heard no more. They are now
part of the paid staff; they no longer make policy, they
only carry it out; they hang around the convention
corridors; they are silent, they go into action only
upon demand of the top officialdom. :

°
Ciampa Case

If any of the appointed staff should dream of as-
suming a place of active initiative in inner-union-poli=
tics, thé fate of P. J. Ciampa gives pause.

Two years ago he was electéd to the lofty: post of
regional ditrector for the South; this year he-came s
broken and beatent man. : S

In 1953 Ciampa wds an international representative
appointed fo the staff of the .then regional director;
Tom Starling. Like Starling, Ciampa was in the Reu=
ther camp; but when opposition to Starling rose in thé
region, Ciampa got a little ambitious: Upon -his: own
initiativé, without clearing it with the top officialdom,
Ciampa ran against Starling and defeated him:

For two years Ciampa was regional director-and sat
on the International Executive Board. A few months
after his election, the top leaders- demanded that- he
resign. =0 1 :

Why? He had violated #heir jus? established code of
honor. His erime: he had defeated his former boss. Star«
ling, running against him without proper prior notice: -

When Ciampa refused to bow, they told him that he
could serve out his term; and if he agreed not to run
for re-election they would guaranteé his reappointment
to the staff. But he refused, countering with a demand
for- the convocation of a special regional convention to

hear both sides. He-agreed to step down if the convens - .
tion upheld the Board against him, provided: the:Board-

would permit him to live in peace if he were upheld.
The Boatd informally agreed: but the confererice was

‘never- held. .

For two years Ciampa was loyal to UAW policy but
the campaign of undermining him went on mercilessly.
By the tim€ $his convention €amé around, he was thor-
oughly discredited and could not muster enough
strength to run for re-election. His supporters cireu-
lated material very damaging to Reuther; Reuther

announced several times that he would reply to the -

convention at the proper place and time. But that time
never came,
®

Negroes and the Leadership

Two additional vice-presidents were added to the
Executive Board, bringing the roster of top officers up
to six: president, secretary-treasurer, and four vice-
presidents. Together with the 19 Regional directors,
they make up the top ruling International Exeeutive
Board, highest policy-making bhody between conven-
tions. . .

The enlargement of the board prompted two inci-
dents: (1) the raising of the question of a Négro in

-the top leadership; and (2) the candidacy of Carl Stel-

[Eonflaved on’ next pagel
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lato for the vice-presidency. Each of these incidents
in its own way illuminates the vexing problem of the
inner relations among the top leadership, the appointed
staff, and the ranks. '

The candidates of the administration to fill the two
new posts were Leonard Woodecock, an original and
authentic Reutherite, and Norman Matthews, Chrysler
director. .

At every convention, demands are heard for the ele-
vation of a Negro to a top post. This convention was no
exception. An unknown Negro, Nathaniel Turner from
Flint Local 599, ran for vice-president on the principle
of Negro representation. He got enly 10 per cent of the
votes.

The leadership has consistently replied to such de-
mands by arguing against the assignment of a leading
post to a Negro solely as a race representative; this,
it maintained, would be a form of segregation; Negroes
should run.for office,, it concluded, on the basis of
ability. ]

But at two pre-convention Reuther caucus meetings,
Horace Sheffield, one of the first of the leading Negro
militants to back Reuther, pointed out that the ap-
proach of the administration was obsolete. Sheffield is
head of the Iron Foundry Division of Ford Local 600.

The fact remains, he argued, that after 20 years ?f
unionism, after scores of men have come and gone in
the top leadership, not one Negro has ever risen into
a top policy position. Yet there are and have heen
dozens of prominent Negroes, at least equal in ability
to those who have held office. Why? he asks.

He deserves a reply. So far, none has been forthcom-
ing. -

gIn this reporter’s opinion, the problem in the UAW
lies not at all in prejudice or discrimination at the
summits of the administration, but in machine methods
of control. In every region, only a single director is
elected (with one exception). The delicate jockeying
for position, lining up every vote necessary to win,
makes it virtually impossible for a Negro to count on
victory. It is far more difficult for him to win such a
job than it would be to win the presidency of an over-
whelmingly white local union. Here, the Negro suffers

the' disability of widespread subtle and not so subtle

prejudice. .

An outstanding Negro could cut through the layers
of prejudice at the bottom through election to one of
the top posts directly by the convention. But when
Reuther first rose to power, he needed every support;
to solidify his position, the first two vice-presidencies
were handed out to two powerful regional directors,
Gosser and Livingstone. _

Now, since the days of the first victory of the Reu-
ther group, Negroes who were once prominent and out-
standing leaders and speakers have sunk into the back-
ground. Not because they are Negroes but because they,
like hundreds of other militants, have become mere
staff men. And as part-of an appointed ‘staff, they must
be self-effacing executors of the will of the top leaders.

A case in point is one of the most capable men in the
union who happens to be a Negro. At one convention, he
persuasively led the fight for the administration’s policy
on Taft-Hartley aoffidavits. At another, he held a key
post on the Grievance Committee, In his own community
he became a prominent figure in local politics, Only a

few men in the union possess his abilities. Now? He is an
appointed staff member and is heard no more.

With time, the appointed staff members enjoy less
initiative, less independence, and less power. Those al-
ready at the top command greater prestige and power.
When it comes time to choose two new vice-presidents
in 1955, it seems only natural that once again two pow-
erful regional directors will move up. Naturally, no
capable Negro has won national standing and prestige;
the organizational climate is not favorable to it.

The Symbol of Stellato :

Only one nmew man has successfully emerged into
national prominence since Reuther’s victory: Carl Stel-
lato. But he occupies the strategic post of president of
Local 600, largest UAW local and key link in the Ford
chain. .

He was virtually forced to create himself in 1951
by the obtuse high-handedness of the Reuther group.
In that year, Reuther was seeking the first dues in-
crease. Stellato, then a Reuther supporter, trying to
hold on to Local 600, tried to take an evasive and
vacillating position. He was not allowed such a luxury;
he was driven out of the Reuther caucus and denounced
as a union wreeker:

But what succeeded at this convention in the case

of Ciampa failed in the case of Stellato. Reuther has
.never been able to control Local 600. Stellato held on
in the local. He was forced into oppositionism and has
since become the focus and rallying figure for all dis-
contented elements. Two years ago he pressed for a
30-hour-week resolution. Again the leadership attacked
him violently.
. After a last-minute decision, at this convention Stel-
late ran for vice-president against the administration
slate. With no preliminary campaign, he got 30 per cent
of the vote—a not unimpressive total. If ballotting had
been by secret vote instead of & show of hands, he would
probably have gotten more. .

His nomination and aceeptance brought out the only
spontaneous demonstration., When candidates are nomi-
nated floor demonstrations begin. At one time, these
were maverick affairs that played a real part in the
intense faction struggles. But now that the adminis-
tration is entrenched they are highly organized, stilted
and arificial. “If the delegates will take their seats and
come to order,” said temporary chairman Pat Great-
house, “they will get their chance to demonstrate at the
proper time.” This offhand remark (which did not find
its way into the official proceedings) typifies the insti-
tution of the new floor demonstration,

Stellato’s ~demonstration was more genuine because
it was less organized. His supporters had no balloons
but plenty of spirit. Their placards were not profes-
sionally printed; they were hastily scrawled but waved
with honest enthusiasm.

Those who demonstrated for Stellate were mnot
against Reuther. They were not hostile to the adminis-
tration but they were critical of its machine,

Nor were Stellato’s supporters in general more mili-
tant or more progressive than the others, A rainbow
of all discontents flocked to his banner. Rallying to
him were backward opponents of the strike fund; wvul-

gar anti-communists from Flint; simple anti-socialists;
as well as scores of good militants who wanted to
freshen up and prod the leadership. !

They had this in common: they were protesting exces.
sive controls from above and wanted to remind everyone
that the rank and file had to be reckoned with. :

The leadership looked to the dues-discussion as' a
showpiece of democracy. In reality, the mood of rank-
and-file democracy burst forth during the election of
officers.

In accepting the nomination, Stellato implied that -

the whole Executive Board was harfdpicked and that
there was not a single voice of “honest criticism” rep-
resented on it. The administration nominees wére slﬁx?g
and reacted sharply, though defensively.

“I resent the accusation that I am a.person of mo
principle,” said Woodeock. “There is a difference be-
tween brawling in the streets and thrashing out yemr
differences in the council chambers. .. .”

Said Matthews: “I don’t think anyone can state that
I am a rubberstamp for anyone.” Fird % @

But it remained for Livingstone to give a hint of
the mutually accepted leadership-philosophy of the col-
lective officialdom: “I have on many occasions. dis-
agreed in our International Executive Board meetings

.+ . . but once a decision has been made by-the IEB"in

behalf of the membership of this union, I as a mem~
ber of the team, as any team person should work, fol«
low the policies laid down by the IEB. Just as when
this convention makes a decision, whether I as an indi-
vidual agree or disagree with that decision, I consider
it an obligation of mine to carry out that decision.”

Stellato’s charge misses the point. The top leaders
often disagree violently among - themselves. What s
wrong is not that they are all a bunch of rubberstamps
but that they allow no inkling of these differences ever #o
emerge before the ranks. The leadership must always
appear as one unanimous bloc face to face with the
membership.

Vice-President Gosser told Stellato: “There is no
union in the world that has the type of democracy that
our great union has.” And he was right. There is de-
mocracy among the top leaders but it is a democracy
in which the ranks do not participate. And there is
democracy in the ranks where any member can debate,
caucus, vote and argue, This exists to an extent equaled
nowhere in the labor movement. But there is no democ-
racy for the appointed staff; it must remain siflent.

The organized top leadership debates and makes up

its mind. The staff only listens and then must drive the
line through among the membership. As the best ele-
ments are lifted out of the ranks into the staff they are
lifted out of the atmosphere of rank-and-file demoe-
racy. )
It is this that the membership feels. And it is this
that remians as one of the key problems for Reuther-
ism: how, in such a relationship between top officials,
appointed staff, ‘and membership, to ecreate a progres-
sive, democratic social movement, z :

But all these problems are postponed to arise some
other day. As the convention ended, contract negotia-
tions with the Big Three began. The UAW member-
ship—the whole labor movement—now looks to the
UAW as the trail-blazer in the fight for a Guaranteed
Annual Wage,

| For Collaboration— || Common Ground — |

{Continued from page 5]
direct at those "unreconstructed liberals"
with whom we associate, in terms of fight-
ing for a democrafic foreign policy. Then,
too, there is the socialist opposition to
the propaganda and social measures em-
ployed by the government in preparing
the populace for o third atomic war. Se-
cialists oppose both the means (atomic
destruction) and the imperialist ends of
the U. S, government in such a war—ends
which will not essentially differ from the
bipartisan agreements reached at Yalta.

Many of these government “mistakes”
—as they are called by liberals—are
looked upon by socialists as being indis-
solubly bound up with the program of
any capitalist government today in an
anti-capitalist world. Socialists expect
such unpalatable things and even pre-
dicted some of them many years in ad-
vanee (such as aid to Franco), but they
still say to the liberal:

“You deplore many things that. the
U. 8. government does. You believe that
certain policies can and should be
changed, that they are not ineradicable.
Why don't you press in an organized
fashion to make it clear to everyone
what your recommendations are and do
battle for them within your own politi-
cal parties? We socialists would be will-
ing to discuss in advance with you how
this fight may be prosecuted even though
we do not feel that these changes can be
effected within present political parties.
We believe that you will have to become
a socialist in order to carry out your
program, and that a labor party and
then a socialist party are necessary, but
nevertheless we are willing to work with
you until you come to this conclusion
yourself.” i
< Holding a. wet forefinger up in the air
today it -is. possible to detect a slight
.- “breeze blowing -in ‘the: direction of an
o expanded -civil- ‘Iiﬁerti_gsl climate. How
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strong or durable this breeze is, we do
not know, and of course it would be dis-
sipated by the warming up of the cold
war to any degree,

Yet, today, when there is more ques-
tioning of McCarthyism (Republican and

Democratic, McCarthy-Nixon-and Brewn-

«ll) and some doubts about the govern-
ment “loyalty" and security program,
there is a good chance to widen the
audience of people whoe will listen to the
civil-libertarian viewpoint and perhaps be
influenced by it. ) 53

It iz one of the duties of this ecivil-
liberties conference in Los Angeles, and
of those participating in its preparation
—whether present today or not—to
strengthen that breeze as much as pos-
sible. It is necessary to struggle tena-
ciously against both our own tendency
to fall.into an apathetic “What’s the
use?” attitude; and also against the lim-
ited interest in civil-liberties ideas_that
we may find in our new audience.

We have to demonstrate first truths
to these people again and again—things
that we take for granted—and thereby
move them on the basis of their own ex-
periences and our work to participate in
the fight for civil liberties for everyone.

And finally, we must call attention to
the foundation stones that support the
anti-civil-liberties drive today, such as
the Smith Act, the Hateh Aect, the At-
torney General’'s List, the Taft-Hartley
Act, the McCarran-Walters Immigration
Aet, the Interndl Security Act of 1950,
and the Communist Control Act of 1954
—to name some of the more important
laws and directives. Only when we begin
to see these cornerstones being knocked
down can we begin to speculate about a
more fundamental reversal of the anti-
civil-liberties drive today. It is the job
of democratie socialists and principled
liberals to contribute their best efforts
in the coming- period- to “achieve ‘this
common goal. i

[{Continued from page 5)

are not Communist, by any stretch of
the imagination, yet they are critical of
the basic assumptions of a capitalist so-
ciety. This same point emerged in the
amazing list of charges and interroga-
tories which the government sent to the
Independent Socialist League, Here is an
anti-Stalinist organization of democratic
socialists—and it was precisely this .last
category, democratic socialism, which
the government found “subversive.”

These cases cannot be explained in’

terms of a rational response to a real
threat unless you assume that the threat
is not merely Stalinism but the power of
ideas, criticism, as well, This the gov-
ernment has done, in an attempt to
mobilize the mind and conseript the con-
science for a fundamentally violent and
negative struggle against Stalinism.

On the basic points of this phenome-
non—the drive to war, the drive against
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civil liberties, in short, the garrison
state—socialists and pacifists are agreed
in their opposition.

BASIS FOR AGREEMENT

' Therefore, the only question is one of
implementation, of how this cooperation
will work out. In the past, fear, suspicion

and hostility have sometimes marred ‘the:
relations between socialists and pacifists,.
Some of this still remains today. And yet::

in various conferences, picket lines,  pros.
tests and the like, socialists and -pacifists.

have worked together on the level.of a:

principled agreement. For both reatize

that it is only by taking a thoroughly con-!

sistent and principled stand that a real
alternative can be offered: therefore, both
agree that we must have civil liberfies
for oll, for Communists and fascists as
well as anyone else.

The differences which separate paci-
fists and non-pacifist socialists are not
small, They certainly should not be sup-
pressed nor minimized. In the process of
cooperation on issues where' there is
agreement, such as that of civil liberties,.
both points of view can learn from éach
other. Yet given the fact of differences,
this does not operate in the field of civil
liberties. For here we are agreed, not

only in point of the actual position 'but

with regard to basic analysis as well.
Pacifists and anti-war socialists both
know that 'the drive against civil liber-
ties is part of the militarization of our
society. We both propose the same line
of response: to offer a clear and prin-
cipled democratic position as an alterna-

tive, to demand that the basic democratic:

conception of the right of non-viclent

discussion for all be kept. Given the wide :

scope of our agreement, it is essential
that we work together. In this, there is
no suppression of differences. There ig

- Zather.the urgent task of cooperation on...
| the basis of common analysis and com-:

;

meon’ program.

it
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:lette'r from a Group of Expelled SWPers in Los Angeles

The following copmmunication is from

a group of recently expelled members

£ . of the Socialist Workers Party in Los

. Angeles, who have lately been discussing

and cooperating with the ISL in that

city. We are very glad to publish their

account for the interest of LABOR ACTION
readers—Ed.

‘We are happy to reply to the request
of LABOR AcTiON for an account of the
recent expulsions in the Los Angeles
SWP, and a statement of the attitude
of the expelled SWP members toward
the Independent Socialist League .

In preparation for its recent conven-
tion the SWP conducted what it was
pleased to call ‘an internal “discussion.”
As the leadership’s contribution to the
discussion there was presented to the
membership two—of course unanimous—
resolutions from the National Commit-
tee: one on the role of the SWP in the

= trade unions, which contained nothing
that was both new and true; the other a
“political” resolution dealing 99 per cent
with the one-time—and now abandoned
—line of the SWP toward Senator Mec-
- Carthy, in which “the most important
- event in world history sinee the crossing
of the Yalu River by the Chinese” was
said to be...the rise of MeCarthy in the
United States, etc. Two additional con-
tributions were concerned with the Ne-
gro Question and the Woman Question.
As a crown to this flow of reason a NC
member issued a plea for punctuality.
. The SWP convention met after a pe-
riod which saw the exclusion of the Coch-
ran faction from the SWP—in spite of
the unanimous convention which was
e held last time with the Cochranites pres-
' ent; after a period in which it became

WA

- The Patient —

{Continved from page 1)

[ been produced during the past four or
five months. By the middle of March over
2 million of this year’s mode]l cars had
been sold, and productien was-running at
an annual rate of over 8 million. Despite
the high sales, inventories totaled over
- 550,000 cars at that time, and have been
increased further since.

This" rate of production can be ex-
plained in part by the possibility of a
major strike in auto this year, and in
part by the frenzied competition among
the giant producers. A Federal Reserve
Board survey, conducted in January and
February, indicates that slightly fewer
consumers plan to buy new cars this year
than a year ago. With new car sales run-
ning over 40 per cent ahead of last year,
this means a drastic cut in sales and
production are inevitable later in the
_ year, strike or no strike. (Estimates of
e the production eut run from 45 to 70 per

cent!) .Such a cut will tend to spiral out
.."'j through the, economy, just as the high
automobile production has affected the
economy as a whole.

There are, of course, some industries
‘which have failed to share in the boom,
and some industrial areas which have
remained depressed despite the general
rise in activity. The farm population as
a ‘whole has fatled to feel the stimulus,
and remains a serious weak spot (and a
‘large one) in the over-all picture.

Does: all this add up to an outlook of
gloom and doom with regard to the
American economy’s immediate pros-
pects? Does it mean that we are teeter-
ing on the edge of a precipice or that the
- present high level of activity is simply

the fever-flush of a mortal disease which
can lay the vietim low at any moment?

The factors listed above do not justify
a prediction of a drastic depression in
the immediate future. They do add up
to a very strong possibility that the
‘beom will be short and a further possi-
bility that the drop afterward will be
fairly sharp and deep.

But the limits are set by a factor in the
.economy which has not been mentioned
above—the continued military outlays of
#he government ot a level of about $41

" billion per year.

. The patient is sick indeed, as con-
tinued high-level unemployment in the
midst of a boom demonstrates. He is
likely to feel worse rather than better as
time gges on. But as long as the govern-
ment is capable of pumping those “life-
giving” military billions into his blood-
stream every year, he can be k__e_:pt from

“any sutiden total collapse. '

That: may be little comfort to the

‘ farmers and the unemployed, and to the
auto workers in the Tatter part of the
year, But it is the most comfort they will

_get as long as we continue to live the

““American Way of Life,” even with its

" built-in Permanent War Economy.

. erystal-clear to any. honest revolutionist
that the Bolivian section of the Fourth
International had definitively and irre=
trievably betrayed the Bolivian prole-
tariat; after the split of the SWP from
the Fourth International; after a period
in which the line of the International
Executive Committee 6f the Fourth In-
ternational and the 3rd World Congress
had been eXposed in action as being
wrong and inadequate toward the Mao
regime in China;—the SWP convention
was held, this is to say, in such circum-
stances as would compel any honest rev-
olutionary party to a considerable activ-
ity in reé-examining, re-checking, and,
where necessary, in revising its line and
policies.

The.Negro Question and the Woman

Question are, of course, important ques-
tions. We in no sense criticize the inter-
est that SWP members claim to have in
these matters. But, to put it -bluntly,
these are hardly the burning questions
of the moment: to discuss these ques-
tions exclusively when there are other
and equally- important questions before
the party, amounts to msing these ques-
tions not for the advancement of women
or Negroes, but in order to stifle and
avoid discussion which could only reveal
the stupidity and ignoranece of the SWP
leadership and the passivity and docility
of the membership. The discussion in the
SWP wasg concentrated on these two
problems in order to whitewash the SWP
leadership for a long series of obvious
and inexcusable errors of both a prin-
cipled and a practical nature,

In this situation the SWP was pre-
sented with two minority contributions
from a small group of Los Angeles mem-
bers: one, an. article dealing with the
Foyrth International’s betrayal in Bo-
livia; the other a resolution opposing
the then “MeCarthy-is-a-fascist” line of
the SWP leadership.

In the Los Angeles section we were
unable to get any discussion at all of the
Bolivian article: the leadership pretend-
ed that it was waiting for some specific
faets, the nature of which were never
revealed; and the whole Bolivian matter
was relegated to the question of whether
the Bolivian leaders would support Pablo
or Cannon.

One discussion of the McCarthy issue
was held. It is impossible to describe the
nature of this meeting which correspond-
ed more closely to a Stalinist meeting
than any we have ever seen in an osten-
sibly anti-Stalinist party. One of the
SWP’'s most ignorant and borish, but
most “regular,” members was chosen to
“report”: what he did ‘to Trotsky has
frequently been done earlier but not
more definitely by Stalinists and Social-
Democrats. His report was followed by

- a round of hatchet attacks upon the mo-

tives and characters of the Minority
Spokesman, in the course of which SWP
members of twenty years were referred
to as “racial bigots,” “chauvinists,” “Me-
Carthy supporters,” “Stalinists,” ete.
The attack was particularly virulent
since most of the hatchet-men and hacks
were well aware themselves that:. the
“McCarthy-is-a-fascist” position of the
SWP had suffered a number of serious
setbacks and would have to be shelved.
One of the Minority spokesmen even told
the Majority: “This resolution you're

supporting won’t even ‘be given to the
convention; a new one_will have to be
drawn up and it will be passed—without
any discussion.” Such indeed was the
actual outcome, )

The Minority in Los Angeles was en-
titled to one delegate to the SWP con-
vention. At the meeting as well as for
months previous the LA Minority had
been threatened with expulsion by the
convention; and at this meeting itself
members of the NC confirmed the fact
that the convention was going to expel
the LA Minority.

In these circumstanees — considering
the absolutely empty pre-convention dis-
cussion and the passivity and docility of
the SWP membership, the promise of ex-
pulsion, as well as the generally undemo-
cratic and useless nature of SWP con-
ventions—the Minority supporters in LA
decided not to accept the considerable
financial . and personal difficulties in-
volved in sending their delegate—not
only without help from the SWP but in
the face of actual obstruction by it—to
the convention. Instead their delegate
sent a sharply worded ecriticism of the
SWP policy and leadership, a characteri-
zation of the internal methods and aims
of the SWP leadership, and the state-
ment that SWP poliey “is neither Marx-
ist, revolutionary or proletarian.”

-The leadership replied with a motion
“expelling” all the SWP members who
voted for the Minority resolution on Me-
Carthy. The expulsion consisted of 2 mo-
tion and a vote—no trial, hearing or de-
fense being considered necessary.

The LA Minority considered, and still
considers, that the ideas and attitudes
enunciated by Leon Trotsky were, and
are, the only basis for consistent social-
ist activity. In this sense the LA Minor-
ity is opposed to many of the past and
present positions of the ISL and closer
to some of the declared positions of the
SWP. However, the declared position of
the SWP means nothing whatsoever:
with double-talk and ambiguity the posi-
tions have been given a content diamet-
rically opposed to the content that they
once had; in addition the SWP leader-
ship has repeatedly shown in recent
years that principles and fundamentals
miean absolutely nothing to it; that the
SWP is a collection of crackpots held to-
gether by cligue and even family ties and
degenerating more rapidly than any
other party on the American scene, As
we write these lines the rumors of new
clique alignments are heard with the
certainty of new non-political struggles
and additional bureaucratic splits.

While the ISL has not rectified the po-
sitions taken in 1940, it has attempted to
give these positions theoretical elabora-
tion: doing this the League has appar-
ently been able to maintain for the mo-
ment much that the SWP had aban-
doned. Even incorrect theories are su-
perior to no theory at all, or to a con-
tempt for it! Attempting’ to function
theoretically the League members ap-
pear to have escaped the moral degenera-
tion which had gripped the SWP. Avoid-
ing moral degeneration with its attend-
ant pomp, cant, ballyhoe and claims to
infallibility, the-League maintains its in-
ternal democracy it would appear, at a
time when SWP members are hesitant

Faure Means Reaction —
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laborator of France-Observateur, was
imprisoned pending trial for articles on
the Indochinese war written in July 1953
and in May 1954. According to the police
authorities, these articles are supposed
to be connected with the leaks in the
Ministry of Defense discovered last No-
vember. In fact, there is nothing in the
articles that hadn’t been published at the
time in several very respectable-dailies
and weeklies, which is why they passed
unnoticed then.

The arrest of Roger Stéphane cannot
be understood otherwise than as an act
of intimidation directed against the
whole liberal and radical Left. As such
it serves a double political purpose: as
a warning to the opponents of the gov-
ernment’s North African policies, and
as an attempt to show that the Indo-
chinese war was not lost by politicians
and generals but by radieal journalists.

It assumes its full significance as part
of a pattern: the government has al-
ready brought charges on similar
grounds against Gilles Martinet and
Claude Bourdet, editors of France-Ob-
servateuwr; it has seized an issue of La
Vérité (No. 350) containing a letter by
a leader of the Algerian resistance move-

ment (on Mareh 8); it has subjected

leading members of the PCI and of the
anarchist FCL to police interrogatories
in preparation of charging them with
“subversion” (continually since Decem-
ber 1954.)

In the face of this concentrated attack
on the freedom of the press, wide-spread
protest has been raised, from every
shade of political opinion left of center
and by the whole Paris press. The lone
exception is Lef'igare, which, on this
occasion, has not hesitated to call for the
police persecution of an opponent it can-
not answer politically.

Thus the close connection between re-

pression in the colonies and repression of
democracy at home is once again demon-
strated by a reactionary government.
What the large labor organizations have
not been able to learn from experience, is
being taught to them once more the hard
way. Of course the PCIl, the FCL and
France Observaoteur are not as powerful
and as important as the SP and the CP;
but this-is why they make such good pre-
cedents for the government. )
_ However, the reactionary attack may
backfire. At the present time, any trial
of left-wing journalists and political
leaders may easily be turned into a trial
of the Indochinese war and of the North
African repression, and thereby into the
trial of a none too stable government.

and fearful of expressing honest eritie
cisms and opinions.

The Los Angeles Minority feels that
the ISL is far from perfect; but it also
feels that less has been surrendered by
the League to the developing witchhunt
than has been surrendered by the SWP—
to degenerate more slowly is not an ideal
to strive for, but a material fact not to
be ignored; and for these reasons the LA
Minority is willing and happy to cooper-
ate with the ISL in much of its work.

PRO AND CON —
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blindly backing himself into a pro-Stal-
inist theory, without looking where he
is going, until friends point out to him
where he s, whereupon he invents a
theory to justify the distance he has so
far covered toward Stalinism.

(3) So now Russia—i.e., Stalinism, in
short—is “‘capitalist.” Why? Shane, ap-
parently unaware that there have been
more sensible and sophisticated efforts
at a Marxistical proof of this theory,
boils the state-capitalist theory down to
its most improbable element. In this see-
tion of his letter, every sentence con-
tains at least two elementary errors -at
a minimum, but we have room here only
to point out the two main whoppers.

According to Shane, (a) capitalism is
sufficiently defined as the class exploita-
tion of “free labor,” and (b) Stalinism
exploits “free labor” also. Ergo: Stalin-
ism is also a form of capitalism. Simple!

(a) We already saw Shane dream up
a capitalism without a bourgeoisie,
though with a “non-bourgeois” capitalist
class, defined to order. Then we saw him
strip each of these “non-bourgeois capi-
talists” of any ownership of capital, for
of course he has to admit that they “own”
only the state (which in turn owns the
“capital”’). Now we see him, inevitably,
stripping capitalism of all other attri-
butes which do not fit into a definition of
Stalinism as capitalism. This is the
standard course for developing any
state-capitalist theory of Russia, includ-
ing those that make more sense than
Shane’s. 5

Above all, he strips eapitalism of any
connection with the profit motive.as the
regulator of the system, as it is under
capitalism. i

Exploitation of “free labor” is, as
everyone knows, a characteristic of capi-
talism which differentiated it from the
preceding feudalism and slavery. All
that Shane does is assert, in the teeth
of credibility, that this well-known char-
acteristic of capitalism is itself the de-
cisive determinant of capitalism. This is
absolutely original on his part, since
nobody else has yet thought of making
“free labor” (of all things) the decisive
common ground of capitalism and Stal-
inism.

(b) Even more fantastic is Shane’s.
argument that labor is “free” under
Stalinism in the same sense as under
capitalism. The “freedom” that Marx re-
fers to in this regard is precisely the
workers’ gjuridical freedom, not only to
sell his laber power or starve, but also to
sell his labor power to the highest bid-
der, ete. Under Stalinism, the “free”
worker does not have this right, or even
the right to “sell or starve”; his freedom
is to choose between working in the fac-
tory -as ordered or being worked to death
in a concentration camp. And this apart
from the slave-labor sector, which has
not tended to diminish with the growth
of industrialization in Russia, as is well’
known! . :

Finally: we would be glad to work up
a reading list for Shane on the Russian
question, as well as more elementary sub-
jects. But we are taken aback by his
remark that it is “odd” that Forrest
(1942-3) got “so much space” for argu-
ments we had refuted. Being among the
very few believers in the leng-run edu-
cational value of continued -discussiom,
our movement gave that much space to
one who had spent much research time
and devoted much energy to carefully
working out evidence for a mistaken
theory. Since that is unfortunately not
Shane’s case, he should rather think that
the present space is what’s odd.—Ed.
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