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Police-State” Bill Passed o ver Truman Veto

ly GORDON HASKELL

The McCarran “Communist Control Act” is a rotten piece of business any way
vou look at it. And the fact that no one really put up a serious fight against it makes one
wonder whether there will be, after all, any way of keeping this country from sliding to
a police state. = ~

Just how close can we get to a police state before a very large number of people
begin to wake up and really rise up on their hind legs to stop what is taking place? Three
years ago if anyone had suggested that such a law is or would be necessary in the near
future to protect the country from the Stalinists he would have been denounced by every
liberal and most labor leaders as a stupid reactionary.

. But now some of the leading ADA “pro-labor” liberals in the Senate were caught
first proposing a concentration-camp bill (to be used only when this same wild-eyed -Con~
gress proclaims there is a national emergency) as against the registration bill, then vot-
ing for a combined bill, then sneaking out so they wouldn’t have to vote either way when
the combined bill was returned from a Senate-House conference, and then voting against
the combined bill after the president had vetoed it. '

While the great liberal leaders were distinguishing themselves in this manner the
reactionaries were having a field day. Westbrook Pegler may very well denounce them
as a bunch of weak-kneed sissies who didn’t have the moral courage to pass a bill which
would provide for stringing
every suspected Communist,
Socialist or Fair Dealer to a
lamppost on sight. But the
legislators went on a ram-
page anyway, and the whole
American people are going
to have to pay for it.

The bill they passed pro-
vides that any “Communist”
or “Communist - front” or-
ganization will have to regis-
ter .itself and its members
with the government. 1f any
organization which has been
adjndged to be of such a na-
ture refuses to register, or
if anv individual who be-
longs to such an outfit fails
to make sure that his or her
name has been handed in to
the blacklist, fines and im-
prisonment await the officers  ~
of the organization or the in-
dividual.

"SAFEGUARDS"

If any register themselves,
what will happen to them? It
is a crime if they get a gov-
ernment job, get a passport,
or get a job in any defense
installation or plant. Just to
make sure that no one makes
a mistake about this, the law
states that all such plants
and installations must be
listed publicly, so that no
“Communist” can say he
wasn’t warned.
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How are they going to tell
who is a Comriunist? That
has never been much of a

{Turn o last page)

~ As President’s Message Concedes Principle

Truman Prefers His Own Method
Of Gag by Administrative Degree

By LARRY O'CONNOR

President Truman's veto of the McCarran Act (Internal Security Act
of 1950) represents a mixture of democratic sentiments and of argu-
ments which either have nothing to do with protecting the country
against the assault on i#s civil liberties represented by the act, or are
based on the complaint that certain procedures provided for in the
act are more democratic than procedures which already have been
adopted by the executive branch of the government.

~————Tire—veto ‘message is-sprinkled with democratic- sentiments:

[the bill] would put the govern-
ment of the United States in
the thought-control business. It
would give government officials
vast powers to harass all of our
ctiizens in the exercise of their
right of free spech.” g
Further on the veto message
states: “the application of the

T

registration requirements to so-
called Communist-front organiza-
tions can be the greatest danger
to freedom of speech, press and
assembly, since the Alien and
Sedition Laws of 1798. This dan-
cer arises out of the criteria or
standards to be applied in deter-
mining whether an organization
is a Communist-front organiza-
tion. .. .

“, .. the bill would permit such

(Continued on page 7}

A Sidelight
From the DAY

In the light of the “Communist
Control” law passed by Congress,
it is interesting to recall what hap-
pened over a month ago at the
August convention of the Disabled
American Veterans.

The DAV adopted a platform
which called for the death penalty
“in extreme cases” against sub-
versives committing acts “against
the constitution or security of the
United States.” This was NOT in-
cluded in the congressional bill
But the DAV at that time also
plugged the planks for registration
and concentration camps.

The concentration-camp feature
was opposed by the DAV national
commander, David Brown, who
urged the delegates not to be
“hasty.” .To show how democratic
he was, he proposed instead that
subversives should be put in jail!

Whereupon a delegate yelled
from the floor: “No, then you have
to give them trials!”

The convention passed the con-
centration-camp idea, The “liberal™
senators who proposed this Nazi-
like measure in Washington ecan
take a look in the DAV mirror to
see themselves.

One of the three delegates at
the DAV convention who opposed
the concentration camps said: “It
is inadvisable for us as a nation
to use the tactics we deplore in
others. I don't want to leave this
convention wearing a black shirt.”
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Tale of Two Psychology Tests in The Factories

From
UAW "Ammunition”

Harold F. Rothe, of the manage-
ment consultant firm Stevenson.
Jordan, and Harrvison (who are no
friends of wage earners), writing
in the management publication.
Factory Management and Mainte-
nance, cites the statistics that
prove stewards speak better than
{eremen, think straighter. and add,
subtract, multiply. and get right
answers with more zing and higher
aceuracy.

The proof is no phony cigarette
survey proving that more doctors

smioke Hare-Fur Cigaretts or show-.

ing that Hare-Fur is kind to your
B-Zone. Sixty-four union stew-
ards in 14 local unions were tested.
Two hundred fifty-six foremen in
50 companies chewed the ends of
their pencils in these tests. Finally.
135 executives in 35 companies took
the tests, too. The tests used in
ihis survey have been given to
nmere than 10,000 persons in all

Here is what the testing of siew-
ars, foremen, and company execu-
tives showed. ;

When a foreman was given a
number of questions dealing with
the meaning of words. he only got
15 of the questions right in four
minutes, Stewards, on the -other
hand. know words and how to use
them far better than foremen.
They got 20 of the questions right
ir. four minutes. Plant executives
scored slightly higher than stew-
ards. They came up with 24 right
answers in four minutes.

STEWARDS ON TOP

Since foremen and stewards
have roughly the same educational
background. the test is a prelly
{zir indication that stewards use
words better than foremen.
Plant executives, however, usu-
ally are far better educated in a
formal way than either stewards or
foremen. Actually if vou take ac-
count of the fact that most plant
executives have had college train-
ing. then you come up with the
notion that stewards. all things
considered, are smarter than or as
smart as plant executives.

When this phase of the test was
analyzed. it turned out that 40
per cent of the stewards tested
had a command of words that
egualled that of the average execu-
tive. Only 9 per cent of the fore-
men understood what the boss was
talking about (if this test is any
suide),

The tests run off by the manage-
ment firm which revealed how leg-
ically a man thinks showed plant
executives ranking first in the final
score with a point score of five.
Stewards came second with a score
of four, The foremen came last
with' a way-down average of two.
(When you consider the fact that
the firm—Stevenson, Jordan and
Harrison—must sell its incentive
programs and its plant surveys to
top management, then maybe you
can nnderstand why the plant ex-
ecutives always come out on fop.
Somebody in the firm has prebably
iead Dale Carnegie.)

A third set of tests measured the
ubility to think with numbers. To
add, subtract, multiply, divide and
to solve problems in arithmetic.
Here the plant executives scored
i, the stewards on the average
scored eight and the foremen
scored seven.

A test in logical relations put
stewards ahead of foremen, 13
points to 10, Plant executives
scored 16 on this test.

Now, again. if you make allow-
ances for the fact that Stevenson,
Jerdan and Harrison ran this sur-
vey as part of a campaign to sell
management their fancy speed-up
techniques. and if you make al-
lowances -for the fact that plant
executives should do better on
{liese tests because of their college
training, you come up with the
conclusion that stewards are just
as smart as plant executives and

much-smartey than foremen: - - = -~~~

£

But that raises a question. Why
are they smarter? By and large
they are the same English-Irish-
German - Slav - Italian - Negro-
American kind of Americans as
the foremen (and except for dis-
criminatory practices) as the plant
executives,

DEMOCRACY'S IQ

Factory Management and Main-
tenance gives part of the answer.
Stewards and union officers are
selected by democratic processes.
They are elected. And they don't
get elected unless they are leaders,
are intelligent and can speak their
pieces effectively. Foremen on the
other hand are appointed. People
with the power of appointment
have a tendency to go for. apple-
polishers, flattery, bootlicking and
eager beavers, Hardly any of these
qualities add up in your intelli-
genee guotient.

Foremen, in this survey by Ste-
venson, Jordan and Harrison, were
also compared with workers the
plant superintendent himself had
iamed as troublemakers and agi-
tators. Of the 13 troublemakers.
tiree were below average on the
test, one was average. while the
ciher eight scored way above the
average for the foremen.

And that leads to another judg-
ment about why foremen don't
score so well as stewards. Stew-
ards have convictions they believe
to be right. They know they are
on the side of the people in the
plant and that the people in the
plant are on their side.

From
RR Unions' "Labor"

Something new has been added.

on the Denver & Rio Grande
Western, "and union leaders are

looking at it with a fishy eye.

The scheme is a “psychiatric” in-
terview system which the carrier
has launched among applicants for
jobs, and among veteran employes
v ho seek promotion to supervisory
positions.

From the kind of questions
asked and the way these inier-
views are conducted, railroaders
fear the scheme. is a camouflaged
setup for weeding out staunch
irade unionists.

The real low-down on the plan
came from Charles Schiller, as-
s1sfant general manager in charge
of personnel. Schiller, in an in-
terview with the Denver Post and
then in an address to a convention
of industrial editors in Denver,
took off the mask, .

Under the system. as Schiller
lold the press, new applicants for
jobs and veteran workers seek-
ing promotion to supervisors are
called in; they are “encouraged”

by well-placed questions to “talk

and talk"—about their childhood.
habits, activities they're interested
in and the organizations they be-
long to. '

Then Schiller let the cat out
of the bag. By this method, he
said, the management determines
whether employes have lhc right
attitude.”

“With 7.500 to 8,500 employes .of
the railroad under the influence of
unions, a proper selection program
is a fundamental of good industrial
relations.” Schiller said.

“If you hire a man with foo
much leadership ability for a rou-
tine job, yom are asking for trou-
ble. Such a man will exercise his
talent in union activity.”

Warner of the Carmen declared

that. these disclosures by Schiller
indicate strongly that the scheme-

may be a “new kind of union-
busting policy.”

By M. HAUSER

CLEVELAND, Sept. 24—In a letter

to the president of the Ohio Coal
Operators Association, John L.
Lewis warned the association to
keep Senator Taft out of the coal
iines during his election cam-
paign, =

To quote Lewis’ words: “Taft
was born encased in velvet pants,
and has lived to rivet an iron col-
lar around the necks of milliens of
Americans. He is a relentless, al-
beit witless, tool of the oppressors
of labor. You should refuse him
eniry to mines where Americans
toil. The underground workings
are neeessarily confined and the
air there is very contaminated. The
effltuvia of the oppressor is ever
disagreeable and could enrage the
men to the point of evacuation of
the mines. This we would both
deplore.”

Taft claims he has no plans to
go into the mines, although he
might plan a few meetings of coal
miners,

.-.
NEEDS REMINDER

It is almost certain by now that
Governor Lausche of Ohio will not
oppose Ferguson as senatorial can-
didate to unseat Taft. This, no
deubt, is a relief to the Democrats
of the state, because some time ago
Lausche had said he might vote
for either candidate, he hadn't
rade up his mind yet. Labor cir-
cles have held up their endorse-
ment of Lausche until his decision.
The State Democratic Party con-
vention is being held in Columbus
this week and Lausche will en-
dorse the platform (which he
wrote) and “all democratic candi-
dates,” without naming Ferguson.

It is interesting to take a look
at this program. It includes FEPC
legislation, raises for teachers, liq-
uor law enforcement, and similar
points. Lausche -says that the
other points of the 1948 platform
have been carried out,

The following is reproduced
from the Jewish Newsletter of
September 8. The Newsleifer is
published by~ Wilham Zukerman
at 880 West 181 Street, New York.
The facts set forth have been t'or-
roborated mdependentlv from a
namber of sources.—Ed.

Signs of hysteria came from
abroad this week. A report from
Munich in the New York Jewish
Morning Journal (Sept. 4) states
that since the outbreak of the Ko-
rean war., American immigration
authorities in Germany have prac-
tically discontinued issuing visas
to Jewish DPs who are fully en-
titled to them on the wholesale
suspicion that all Jewish DPs are
communists. Every Jewish DP
who applies for a visa now is sub-
jected to an
Counter-Intelligence Service (CIS)
which would be comical if it were
not so terribly pitiful. Applicants
are asked: Why don't you immi-
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inquisition by the.

U. S. Military Intelligence Bars
Jewish DPs on "Red” Charges

grate to Israel instead of to the
United States? What would you
do in case of a war between the
United Siates and Israel? Who do
you think will win in Korea? Who
is a greater statesman, Stalin or
President Truman? Even if an ap-
plicant succeeds in convincing the

" CIS that he is not and has never

been a communist, he is refused a
visa on the grounds that for that

very reason he was chosen by the
Comintern to go to the U. S. An-
other unfortunate aspect of the
new situation is that the CIS now
has a number of Jewish spies in
the DP camps who inform on the
prospective applicants. This has
demoralized the atmosphere in the
camps. apart from the fact that
it has practically suspended Jew-
ish immigration to the U, S.

NMU Group Warns of Screening’
By Coast Guard and Curran

NEW YORK. Sept. 15 (CDU)—
Charging that the present admin-
isiration of the Nafional Maritime
Union is using the Coast Guard
sccurity program to oust the anti-
communist opposition from the
union. Ernest Nukanen, in a let-
ter to the commandant of the
Coast Guard today called for a
revision
program.

Nukanen, secretary of the Com-
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Long Island City 1, N. Y.

of the entire screening:

mittee for Democratic Unionism,
an organization of anti-CP mem-
bers of the NMU who are opposed
to the Joseph Curran administra-
tion, stated that Curran labeled all
his epponents as “communists” and
that, with the exception of a few
hundred, the thousands of seamen
who voted against the Curran
slate at the recent union election
were certainly net communists
and were neot security risks.
Admitting the necessity of the
government being sure that the

-members of the security review

boards are notl themselves security
risks, Nukanen warned against
the precedent of the government
passing on the eligibility of the
union representatives. The use of
the President's Loyalty Review
Boards was suggested as a possi-
kle sollition. The commandant
was urged fo call a conference of
the unions, management, the
American Civil "Liberties Union
and other interested organizations
to review the whole procedures.

OHIO LABOR NOTES
John L. Tells Mine Owners
To Keep Taft out of Pits

We hope that some labor leader
may have the courage to remind
him that there is a Taft-Hartley
Law still on the books, that a
nstional health program has been
shelved, and that there is a strong
need for effective rent and price
controls.

L ]

“LIBERAL"” PAPER

The Cleveland Press, which con-
siders itself the great liberal news-
paper in Cleveland, has announced
its support of Taft. The Press de-
votes much of its space to no-

“doubt-worthy causes such as rais-

ing money for operations for needy
people, and makes an occasional
defense of the Bill of Rights. How-
ever it sees only management's
side in labor disputes, pats labor
on the back only when it gives in
ic the strike-breaking of the gav-
ernment and management.

It isn’t surprising then that they
say that although they frequently
disagree with Taft, they find it
necessary to support him because
the country needs such an’“able”
statesman in time of crisis.

AGAINST SIN

The Republican Party of Ohio
has announced that it doesn't need
a platform this year. It will merely
state that it stands. for all that is
good and true. Using Senator Taft
for an example, no doubt.

STEEL WILDCAT

A wildeat strike has closed down
two American Steel and Wire Com-
pany plants in €leveland. The is-
sue is one of establishing work
¢landards. The company maintains
its right to decide what is a fair
day's work. The workers in the
shop feel that they, through their
union, should have something" to
say about it.

Although the leadership of Local
1372, United Steelworkers (CIQ)
has officially asked them to return
tc work, the impression one gets
is that they are sympathetic to the
strike, although it is in violation of
their contract.

In spite of the n
wal orders, there have been no
cries of “Communist instigation.”
The men seem to be determined to
stick it out until the issue is favor-
ably settled.

d for steel in

DEMONSTRATION OF UNITY
The workers of Pesco Products,
a part of the Borg Warner Corpo-
ration, held a one-day demonstra-
tion this week to back demands
for a 15-cent wage increase. The

company had recently given their

office help a 12-cent raise and
offered the factory help an 8-cent
raise. The employees are mem-
bers .of Local 363, United Auto
Vorkers (CIO), and also belong
to the Borg Warner Council with
other organized Borg Warner
shops.

There is a real need for industry-
wide bare gaining with this corpora-
lion, but so far the corporation
claims it doesn't control policy in
individual shops and therefore
must bargain separately in each
unit. The union action, then. has
an added significance since this
cne-day  walkout was held the
same day in each organized Borg
Warner shop, with the same de-
niuands.

The union stated that, in accord-
arnce with ils contract which re-
opens on wages in November, they
would return to work the next day,
but the issue is not yet settled, and
there may be further action unless

the company offers.a satisfactory

settlement.

o> N
LABOR ACTION BOOK SERVICE
4 Court Sq., L. 1. €. 1, New York

specializes in books and péam-

phlets on the Labor and So-

~ialist movement, Marzism,

ele., and can supply books of
all publishers.

Send for our free book list.
o Mg

October 2, 1950

Py Thegg

Tito Regime Announces New Line on Korea

As Belgrade Jumps Off Fence on UN Side

By HAL DRERAPER

The Tito regime of Yugoslavia
has now definitely plumped for
the U.S.-UN side in the Korean
war between Western and Russian
imperialism. After months of si-
lence and doubletalk, during which
it was virtually the only govern-
ment of any importance in the
world with no expressed stand on
the most vital political question of
the day, it has chosen up sides
strictly and solely on the basis of
the narrowest nationalist consid-
erations,

This is clear from three state-
ments, most definitive of which
was Foreign Minister Kardelj's
speech at the UN on September 25.
But two things must be immedi-
ately added: (1) The “special atti-
tude” on the Korean war which
Kardelj announced does NOT
mean that Tito-Yugoslavia has
“gone over to the Western camp”
in any accepted meaning of that
phrase; and (2) there is and will
be still plenty of doubletalk in the
Yugoslavs’ new line, for the same
reasons which dictated their line
up to mow.

Kardelj’s speech at the UN had
been preceded by two other clear
indications that the Titoists had
decided to cross the line. In an
interview with a party of U. S.
congressmen in Belgrade, “The
Yugcslav premier was reported to
have expressed his satisfaction
with the prompt and energetic in-
tervention of United Nations forces
against the North Korean invaders,
whom the Yugoslavs regard as
guilty of aggression.” This para-
phrasesd statement, in the New
York Times for September 22, can
be considered reliable, I believe,
since Times correspondent Handler
has been careful (and successful)
in remaining persona grata in
Belgrade.

Secondly, just before leaving for
New York, Kardelj published an
article in the Yugoslav CP Daily
Borba which did not go so far as
Tito's statement to the congress-
men but adequately announced the
turn.

All of this had been prepared
for, in Yugoslav propaganda, in
the fashion which we described in
LABOR ACTION for August 21.

Blasts N. Korea

Kardelj’'s UN speech limited its
cpen statement to a denunciation
of the North Koreans’ war and of
“those who are inspiring the policy
and activities of the North Korean
government” and its “aggressive
course.” -

After stating that the Yugoslavs
considered the Korean war “partly
a civil war” and that they “sym-
pathize with-the cause of the in-
dependence and unity of the peo-
ple of Korea,” together with a nod
1c the “strong national democratic
and liberation movement” in
Korea, Kardelj said: “The govern-
ment of the Federal People's Re-
public of Yugoslavia, however,
censiders that the present policy
cf the government of North Korea
does not serve the cause of the
irue independence and unity of
the Korean people. Whether we
consider the war in Korea a civil
war or not, that war is in the pres-
ent circumstances bound to en-
danger world peace, to deal a blow
to all peaceful efforts and to set
in motion all the forces of war in
the world.”

That there is a subordinate civil-
war element in the Korean battle
goes without saying, but Kardelj’s
formulation indicates that, what-
ever the importance of this ele-
ment in their opinion, their stand
is decisively determined by con-
siderations. which have nothing to
de with an analysis of the Korean
war ifself, This had been made
plentifully clear by obviously in-
spired dispatches by Handler from
Belgrade, last month, in which the
Times correspondent represented
the Yugoslav leaders as defermin-
ing their position on Korea on the
basis of their fear of Russian ag-

gression on Yugoslavia itself. Kar-
delj's UN speech, in fact, featured
a long section on this threat, as
the background to his Korean line.

As we have pointed out before,
this is indeed the major consid-
cration in determining the Titoists'
“special attitude” — an accurate
phrase of Kardelj's since it points
up the fact that their Korean posi-
tion cannot possibly be squared
with their line on the Chinese and
Greek Stalinist struggles, which
they supported enthusiastically.
That is, they cannot be squared on
the basis of any principled con-
siderations of any kind.

This fact can be disconcerting,
however, only to those circles who
have been hailing the Titoist re-
gime as “Marxist-Leninist,” “social-

-socialist,

ist.,” or a “workers state” But
Yugoslavia’s previous hesitalion
and present line on Korea has had
nothing to do at any point with
working-class, or inter-
nationalist considerations. It has
been pulled by four tugs, two on
each side. The winning forces
were:

(1) In case of Russtan aggres-
sion, the Yugoslavs want to be able
te appeal to the UN (that is, the
U.S.) for military aid on the basis
of the Korean precedent, and hope
that Washington, will be as kind to
them as to Syngman Rhee. This
does NOT mean that Tito wants to
see an American expeditionary
force on his soil, except perhaps
in extremis. He would want full
material aid first,

Counter-Considerations Powerful

(2). A second reason for the
turn now is the Yugoslavs’ need
for economic aid from the U. S.
and from U.S.-conirolled agencies.
According to Handler’s reports,
Yugoslav economy is in a more
critical state than wusuwal (once
again), made worse by a drought.
It 'is likely (only speculation is

_Possible on the basis of present

information) that the Titoists’ cur-
rent purge of their Croation CP
was triggered not so much by sim-
ple pro-Conformism in that sector
as by peasant discontent. (Buf it
must be remembered that pro-Con-
forism could be a result of such
discontent.) In the March election
in Yugoslavia, the JA-vote in
Croatia was notably low, relative-
ly speaking. Croatia has always
been the meost industrialized and

proletarianized section of the coun-
try (again, relatively speaking)
and its relations with Beélgrade are
further complicated by the fact
that it is a predominantly Catholic
area.

Against these two considerations,
which won the day as a conse-
quence of increased Moscow-insti-
gated movements on the Yugoslav
frontiers, there are two others
which still operate to keep Kar-
delj’s public statements wrapped
in doubletalk. These are:

(1) It is of vital concern fo
Yugoslav propaganda among its
satellite neighbors to quash the
Cominform’s main line: that a
break with Moscow meahs “going

over to Western imperialism.” Lies

out of the whole cloth, like theé
Russians’ accusations that U. S.

military bases exist inside Yugo-
slavia, are comparatively easy to
combat. The new Korean line will
lend color to the “Yugoslav Revo-
lutionary Emigrés® (Cominform)
underground radio blasts. Kardelj
is concerned to keep the Comin-
form’s advantage to a minimum.
(2) The Yugoslavs' hope for
Titoism in China out of the Mao
Tsetung leadership is a bright and

shining one, and there is no doubt

that their new line on Korea will
not help them in better relations
there,

These last two considerations are

Silent on Formosa and

There is no doubt that the Bel-
grade Politburo weighed earnestly
the advisability of coupling their
denunciation of the North Koréans
and the Russians with a balancing
attack’ on U. S. policy—while, to
be sure, still coming out in support
of the UN side.

All that emerged from this side,
however, was this passage for the
record in Kardelj’s speech: “In
advancing this criticism [of Rus-
sia’s threats to Yugoslavial, I wish
1o emphasize that we neither con-
sider nor assert that the Soviet
government bears sole responsibil-

ity for the present world situation. '

We are, for instance, convinced
that every attempt to exploit the
present international situation for
a crusade against communism is
tentamount to a direct undermin-
ing of peace and cooperation
among nations.”

Not a word about the policy of
the U. S. on Formosa or Indo-
China, even though in these two

strong ones for Belgrade, certainly
not lightly to be dismissed—strong
erough, it is clear, to keep them on
the fence for the past months in
spite of the obvious diplomatic ad-
vantage of yelling at the froni of
the pack for “punishment of the
aggressor” in Korea, in anticipa-
tion of reciprocation in case of
their own involvement. This is all
the more true since there has been
speculation all along, since 1ihe
North Korean invasion, that the
Korean invasion was only a cover
for an invasion of Yugoslavia to

follow. TR

Indo-China

areas the U. S. weight fell against
the two men, Mao and Ho Chi-
minh, to whom the Titoists look
for “Titoism” with perhaps the
greatest hope.

The above ‘slap by Kardelj was
immediately followed, further-
more, by an attack on those “peo-
ple who are either unwilling or
unable to grasp that the struggle
for peace should not be identified
with the struggle for the preserva-
tien of a social system” and a rep-
ctition of the Yugoslav line that
there is no reason why capitalism
and “socialism™ (that is, Stalinism)
cannot live together in the same
world under the aegis of that sterl-

ing force for peace, the United
Nations.
Kardelj's positive proposal on

Korea was that the U. S. stop at
the 38th parallel, and the establish-
ment of a permanent Irternational
Commission of Good Offices (com-
posed of smaller countries) to try
to do something about aggressions.

Rearmament Plan Gives Germans Only Right
To Fight for Capitalism, Not Their Freedom

By MARY BELL

Integration schemes for Wesi-
ern Europe by the United States
were recently pushed to a higher
level in the recent meetings of the
North Atlantic foreign ministers
at the Waldorf-Astoria as they
proposed an "integrated military
force" and moved toward agree-
ment on the participation of a re-
armed Germany in @ common Euro-
pean army under a supreme Atlan-
tic command which would undoub#-
edly be American.

The actual decision on German
remilitarization is secret. What-

ever it was, all indications point-

to the inevitable rearmament.
Discussion of this question was
accompanied by British reserva-
tions and French opposition.

Many liberals are dismayed. But'

all hesitancy over this question
is subsumed under the prepara-
tions for the Big War which are
being speeded up by the Korean
“police action.”

Franco has been given the olive
branch by the American Con-
gress, and Germany—Germany
whose “unconditional surrender”
was to make it impossible for her
ever to fight again—is actively
being wooed. The Big Three
promise to:

(1) End the state of war (but
not the Allied occupation).

(£) Regard any attack on the
Bonn government, including a
Korea-style “civil war,” as an at-
tack on the Big Three.

(3) Add 30,000 police to the
.10,000 in existence as a special
security against Stalinist internal
disruption.

(4) Permit West Germany a
foreign office and ambassadors.

(5) Relax Allied controls over
the West Germany Government
and economy, specifically steel
production for armaments for
Western war production.

POISONOUS FLOWER

While the New Leader (Sept.

16) reports in interviews with

Konrad Adenauer, West German
Republic chanecellor, Ernst Reu-
ter, Berlin mayor, and other
German representatives that most

Germans oppose rearmament, it

is evident that this opposition is
tast melting. However, it is also
evident that many Germans feel
that if proposals for granting
Germany more independence had
come earlier, the Allied powers
might possibly have been sus-
pected of altruism. As the pro-
posals on Germany stand today,
they are nothing if not part and
parcel of the war program, just
as were the earlier ecénomic pro-
posals for “integration.” All
countries are being drawn toward
one of the two big magnetic poles
of power politics, and principles
are invented from day to day.

The division and occupation of
Germany by the erstwhile Allies in
the late "great crusade' against
totalitarianism planted this prob-
lem which has come to poisonous
flower foday. Korea is the bloody
dress rehearsal which forces on
the thinking of everybody the fear
that ‘Germany will be the "big
Korea” which will unleash World
War Il

There was no real and thm—
ough denazification undertaken in
Germany. There was no libera-
tion. The decartelization was a
token one and largely undertaken
out of fear of German competi-
tion on the market. And there
will not be—there cannot be un-
der ethe bourgeois scheme of
things—any independence. Yes,
the Western Allied High Commis-
sion is nearing an end, but its
end is to be bhased upon certain
agreements. These agreements
specify, according to the New
York Times, that Germany ‘“co-
operate in the distribution among
Western nations of raw materials
and products needed for their
common defense.” The writer on
German affairs in the same news-
paper understated it as follows:
“Most of the declswlw were -pre-

cipitated by the political and mili-
tary needs of the Allies them-
selves.”

USEFUL TO KREMLIN

The Germans are to be per-
mitted an additional police force,
greater steel production, rearma-
ment, a little more freedom under
Allied occupation—for the pur-
poses of war!

The French’ oblechcns are col-

ored by ‘France's tradifional- fedrs *

of German militarism, reinforced
by fhree previous wars. A ‘more
cogent objection, the fear of the
effect of rearming Germany on
Eastern Europe in strengthening
the Stalinist propaganda ‘there, has

also been voiced among their

spokesmen. The German rearma-
ment will undoubtedly be used to

the hilt by the Politbure, will be
construed as one of the most sig-
nificant’ moves thus far taken by
the West to build up its war po-
tential, ond thus serve prepe-
gandistically as a unifying factor
among the satellites.

The specific French objections
will be overcome by the prepond-
erant preparedness of the Rus-
sians. The United States argues
that what it contemplates is not
really “rearmament” sinee it-will
take place under a unified West-
ern command which will be an-
swerable to the North Atlantic
Council. This argument only un-
derscores the point that the re-
armament has nothing to do with
demderatic aspirations but is de-
signed to assure another ally in
the war to come.
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The
ISL Program

in Brief
The Independent Socialist League
stands for socialist democracy and
against the two systems of exploita-

tion which now divide the world: capi-
talism and Stalinism.

Capitalism cannot be reformed or
liberalized, by any Fair Deal or other
deal, so as to give the people freedom,
abundance, security or peace. I¥ must
be abolished and replaced by a new
social system, in which the people own
and control the basic sectors of the
economy, democratically controlling
their own economic and political des-
tinies.

Stalinism, in Russia and wherever it
holds power, is a brutal totalitarian-
ism—a new form of exploitation. Its
agents in every couniry, the Commu-
nist Parties, are unrelenting enemies
of socialism and have nothing in com-~
mon with socialism—which cannot ex-
ist without effective democratic con-
trol by the people.

These two camps of capitalism .un.d
Stalinism are today af each other's
throats in a world-wide imperialist ri-
valry for domination. This struggle can
only lead to the most frightful war in
history so long as the people leave the
capitalist and Stalinist rulers in power.
Independent Socialism stands for build-
ing and strengthening the Third Camp
of the people against both war blocs.

The ISL, as a Marxist movement,
Jlooks to the working class and its ever-
present struggle as the basic progres-
sive force in society. The ISL is organ-
ized to spread the ideas of socialism in

the labor movement and among all

other sections of the people.

At the same time, Independent So-
cialists participate actively in every
struggle to better the people’s lot now
—such as the fight for higher living
standards, against Jim Crow and anti-
Semitism, in defense of civil liberties
and the trade-union movement. We
seek to join together with all other
militants in the labor movement as a
left force working for the formation
of an independent labor party and
other progressive policies.

The fight for democracy and the
fight for socialism are inseparub_le.
There can be no lasting and genuine
democracy without socialism, and
there can be no socialism without de-
mocracy. To enroll under this banner,
join the Independent Socialist League!

INTERESTED?

Get

acquainted |
with the ,
Independent

Socialist League—

4 Court Square
Long Island City 1
New York

0O I want more information about the
ideas of Independent Socialism and
the ISL.

O I want to join the ISL.

Propaganda on TV

ATOMIC-SPY "DRAMA"

ON THE MORON LEVEL

By NORMAN JOHNSTONE

The Traitor, written by Herman Wouk for the Ford Theater
(September 8) and deseribed by a television periodical as a "grippin{g

spy drama,” is a fair example of what the television industry is -

offering in the way of conditioning on the Russian question. Before
outlining the plot it might be appropriate to mention that out of the

_three words quoted above, only one actually describes the fare offered.-

It was definitely not gripping, nor was it a drama.

Using the assembly chamber of the United Nations as a backdrop,
the story opens with the Old Professor listening to translations of
Malik’s speeches and Warren Austin’s characterizations of them as
lies. After a fade-out and fade-in, we see the Old Professor, a young
man and his lady friend returning home from an evening at the
theatre. The young man, a physicist, begs his leave and the Old Pro-
fessor and the lady friend return home.

Shortly after their arrival, a young naval officer makes his ap-
pearance. He is an old flame, since deposed but unaware of it. This
allows the Old Professor and the girl to chat about the physicist and

build a character evaluation of him for the viewers. The young lady

shows the officer some pictures she took on vacation, and jocular
mention is made of her ability to ruin good pictures. The old flame
wants the negatives so he may at least have her pictures to remember
her by. Upon scrutinizing them he perceives that they have been ex-
posed to radioactive bombardment. Immediately he picks up the tele-
phone and calls Naval Intelligence.

Meantime, via fade-in and fade-out, we see the young atomic physi-
cist meeting in a deserted park with members of a spy-ring. (The
viewers do not have to be told for whom the spies work.) He keeps
demanding to see the head and refuses to turn his information over
to underlings.

The Plot Thickens

Back at the Old Professor’s home the young lieutenant’s superior
officer is taking charge. With the aid of a geiger counter they ascer-
tain that there is radioactivity in the physicist’s desk.

Instanter, the place is overrun with Naval Intelligence, all sur-

. prisingly enough clad in middies. They “Roger,” “over,” and “out”

incessantly. The telephone is tapped and a dictaphonc_e is planted in
the radio speaker; the place, which is a shambles, is transformed
in apple-pie order within the space of ten minutes.

The young physicist returns home, not knowing that the pro-
fessor and his girl friend have been persuaded (against their bej:ter
judgment) by Naval Intelligence to help trap him. Pointed questions
are asked of his whereabouts; belligerently, against his will almost,
he tells them of his ideals, the futility of expecting peace under pre-
vailing conditions and how he has decided that if the other great
power ‘had atomic weapons, the two powers would be compc]led by
sheer desperation to come together and peace would prevail. The
lunacy of his thesis oddly enough doesn’t strike a dissonant chord in
this play. He has long since given up 'on Communism; he doesn’t be-
lieve in Marxism, which of course is equated with Stalinism for the
viewers' benefit. He is simply a man of “good will” backed against
the wall who feels compelled to save the world in spite of itself.

Virtue Triumphs, Villain Foiled

After the intelligence chief arrives, he undergoes the usual strug-
¢le with conscience which is evidently routine in all stories of this
nature. He begs to be allowed to leave, and this time he knows he can
bring back the head of the spy ring. (The Ford Theater’s hour is
rapidly drawing to a close and you know that he will.) This he does,
with Naval Intelligence planted at every door and window. He ba?-
gains with the spy chief, who further incriminates socialism by l‘_ns
cynicism and callousness. The transaction completed, the material
supposedly in a dime locker in a railroad terminal, the spy f_!raws a
ocun and shoots the newly converted hero, and is himself in turn
dealt justice by Naval Intelligence. The physicist lives long enough
to tell where they can find the stolen data, which is so powerful that
it gives off radioactivity in the desk while it is reposing in generai
delivery in a post office somewhere on Long Island. A fade-in ar_:d
fade-out take us back to the beginning with the Old Professor still
listening to Malik.

As in most télevision plots of this nature, all logic is thrown to
the winds in favor of propaganda. The physicist only under duress
perceives the error of his ways; Naval Intelligence comes out triumph-
ant; the villain is slain; the lady friend mourns, but is consoled }w
the knowledge of her lover’s regeneracy; the Old Professor’s hchgf
in the United Nations is buttressed; everything winds up pat, as it
does in the Westerns one may see every day on television. All this at
the expense of the intelligence of the viewing public.

If it is the intention of televisicn and its sponsors to b_rin;z more of
this type of war-conditioning before the publie, they'muzht at least
hault out some new approaches to make them more believable.
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WHY HAVE A LABOR PARTY?
By Herbert Agar. {Atlantic Monthly, October)

When the 1934 winner of the Pulitzer Prize in
American history (also author of this year's Prices
of Union) writes a long article on the above ques-
tion, and the Atlantic prints it as its lead article
for the month, it is rather odd to find the article
saying that no one except a few radical intellec-
tuals in the labor movement is for a labor party.
The prior question, in that case, would apparently
have to-be: Why Have an Article on a Labor
Party?

But there the article is. in the top spot; and
as a polemic against forming a labor party it has
a unique characteristic. Its argument is that labor
should NOT form its own party BECAUSE there
is no difference between the two old parties.

Says Agar: “Although the plea for logic and
simplification [in party lines] sometimes comes
from conservatives, it more often comes from rad-
icals, in which case it usually leads to a demand
for a labor party. And in fact, if we were all to
align ourselves ideologically, the emergence of a
labor party would seem inevitable.”

His argument is that party lines should have
nothing to do with ideological lines, lines of prin-
ciple and program, or any other un-American
stuff like that. For “parties based on ideas and
principles may be suitable for "a little country
like England but would not be suitable here,”
where: “our strange form of politics grew up in
response to a clear need,” and has served well.

Being a Pulitzer Prize.winner in American
history, he supports this thesis by an historical
sketch of the development of parties in the U. S.
The historical review is not very pointed as dem-
onstrating the *“clear need”—which seems to be
the need of maintaining the United States as a
federation—but the lesson is that political par-
ties in this country alse have to be federations
of all ideas and interests in order the- better to
arrive at compromises instead of clashes. “This
is what John Nance Garner had in mind when
he said: ‘Each of the two parties is in a sense a
coalition. Any party to serve the country must
be a party of all sorts of views.””

On what ground then can one party ask for
election as against the other? Agar is a “realist”

-two-party ||

to Right

and _mak-_eaého.tqnes aboul answering that it's just
a matter of the ins and the outs. “We need more
than one major party, or how could we turn the

rascals 0{;_1?" is Agar's simple answer to the ~

problem, .{

The important thing is: no clashes—compro-
mise! Thi§ great desire for compromise. however,
operates omly within the framework of the inter-
ests of the ruling class. Agar defends filibusters
and, in general, “the power to obstruct” legisla-
tion, as a c]';femocratic precaution, but “side by side

"with our devices for obstruction we have invented
+

(in the emergency powers of the president) a
device for'speed.” This, he writes, makes for the
best of two possible worlds; and so it does for the
powers®that be, who can obstruct radical legisla-
tion to death but by-pass all democratic processes
entirely when overriding class need (as in war-
time) demands it.

“If theilabor-party plan is to put all the pro-
gressives into one camp and all the unprogres-
sives intolancther and then to insist on strict
majority ri.lle o .. the United States will cease to
be a true ._;ﬁzderation or will cease to be united. ...

“They [the Democratic and Republican Par-
ties] are Iéfle product of pure professional effort.
The fact that they are so much alike in policy is
a credit to the profession. Every politician would
delight in‘i.-_:_ﬁr_lﬂng a new set of compromises
which would not only win but which would leave
his own party clearly distinguishable from the
other. It eannot be done. By the time the Re-
publicans ‘have arranged to placate every large
group . .:. and the Democrats have done the
same . . . the chief issue must be the names they
call each other.”

This i certainly an extreme form of the

Tweedledum-Tweedledee interpretation of the
system, from a supporter of that sys-
fem. As a matter of fact, although socialists have
sometimes simplified it as thoroughly, a Marxist
could ha’rgi__ly accept Agar's completely cynical
view without important qualifications.

In anyjcase, our labor leaders and liberals,
who are jeonstantly talking about ideological
party lineﬁfgpught to be convinced by our Pulitzer
Prize winher that they should be for a labor
party. ki

THE PRO-TITOISM OF THE SOCIALIST LEFT—10

The Tito Party and Its People’s Front

By HAL DRAPER

The Stalinist stamp is on every line of the Yugoslav
state structure, not only in the totalitarian principles so
loudly proclaimed by the.leaders of the Tito regime. The
key to this is the CP’s proclaimed monopoly of pelitical con-
trol in every sphere. We will see first how this is applied in
the case of the Yugoslavs’ “People’s Pront” and in their
elections.

It was precisely to this characteristic of the Stalinist state strue-
ture that Trotsky pointed as revealing the “whole fictitiousness” of
Kremlin “democracy.” It is only by steadfastly ignoring it—though
it leaps to the eye—that our pro-Titoists can bring themselves to
spealf, of Yugoslavia as a “workers’ state” or “on the road to democ-
racy. *

In his Revolution Betrayed Trotsky discusses Stalin’s claim for
the 1936 constitution, which was so widely acclaimed by fellow travel-
ers and “radical tourists” as putting Russia “on the road to democ-
racy”: “Lists of nominees will be presented not only by the Communist
Party but also by all kinds of non-party social organizations. . . .
Each one of the little strata [of Soviet society] can have its special
interests. . . .” - ' i

These non-party social organizations, comments Trotsky, "do not in
the least represent the interests of different 'little strata,’ for they all
have one and the same hierarchical structure. Even in those cases where
they apparently represent mass organizations, as in the trade wunions
“and cooperatives [for Yugoslavia we can add the "workers’ councils’—
H. D.1, the active role in them is played exclusively by representatives
of the wpper privileged groups, and the last word remains with the
‘party’—that is, the bureaucracy. The constitution merely refers the
elector from Pontius to Pilate.” [Page 269.]

And as proof Trotsky cites the 1936 constitution itself, its notori-
. ous statement that “the Communist Party . . . constitutes the guid-
ing nucleus of all organizations, both social and governmental.” He
comments: “This astoundingly candid formula, introduced into the
text of the constitution itself, reveals the whole fictitiousness of the

political role of those ‘social organizations’—subordinate branches of

the bureaueratic firm.”

The formula may have been “astoundingly candid” for that time
in Russia but it is standard stuff in the Stalinist world today, not
less so in Yugoslavia.

Addressing students at the Juro Jakovie Party School in Belgrade
(who are clairvoyantly described in the June 15 Tanjug dispatch as
“future leaders of the party”) Tito laid it down cold:

"Qur party must be the bearer of the creative spirit of labor, it
must contfrol the state apparatus, it must lead every domain of activity

_..in our country, but it must not bureaucratize itself.”

(Anticipating a bit, we point out that this uncompromising state-

ment of bureaucratic domination typiecally

FOOTNOTE ON THE TITOIST CONSTITUTION

What a state’s constitution can tell us about a country’s
politics, and especially about the direction of its polities, is
strictly limited; the following counts as background mate®al:
The Titoist constitution of Yugoslavia was adopted in 1946, ¢
before the Cominform bréak, but at any rate the Titoists boast
about its super-democratic character to this day—fsr example, | Stitutions set up by Franco and Peron.
in the Yugoslav Newsletter of last April 22 which we have |
already quoted, where it is touted as coming “as close to meet-
ing the desires of the great majority as it was humanly possible
to make it.” (The constitution’s preamble itself modestly pre-
sents it as “the expression of the unanimous will of all the peo-
ples” of Yugoslavia.) .

In an article in Borba on the 4th anniversary of the con- ¥
stitution this.year, Moshe Piyade calls it “the first constitution =
of a people which today still remains a model of the consistent £ 2
penp]g’s gemocratic system.” [Belgrade radio summary, Feb. 2.] ;-_;i-slav Fortnightly of July 7 reported that—
. "making cerfain reservations against the formulation of the
proposed pact, Yugoslavia proposed an amendment, by which
no right should be made use of in any way to the harm of the
principles of the United Nations Charter or for war propa-

The day before, the Belgrade radio press review had said:
“The significance of the Yugoslavia constitution and its supe-
riority over constitutions not only of bourgeois states but over
constitutions of the other People’s Democracies rests upon the #
fact that it was and remains the genuine document of the -
People’s Democratic Republic reflecting the form of a socialist §
state in the process of transformation from capitalism into §one abomination to justify another:
socialism.”

The Totalitarian Joker

With respect to democracy, the Tito constifution can indeed
be taken as a model of all the East European constitations. One
iz wise to turn a cynical eye on constitutional provisions guﬂ-“‘f
anteeing democratic rights (ef. what is happening to the U. 8. §
Bill of Rights). But when a constitution guarantees no demo- ©
cratie rights, there is less reason to be skeptical of its meaning.
The first part of the eonstitution deals with “Fundamental
Principles” (the second part with state struecture). It consists
of 43 articles. .
The first 42 articles guarantee every democratic right one
has ever heard of, and some less well known. Correction: with
two exceptions— (1) the right to free movement within and to
and from the nation, and (2) the non-retroactivity of law. ;
In any case, the first.42 articles are simply bursting with =
democracy,

Then comes Article 43:

"With a view to safeguarding the civic liberties and demo-
cratic organization of the Federal People's Republic of Yugo-
slavia, established by this Constitution, it is declared illegal
and punishable o make use of civic_rights in order to change |
or undermine the constitutional order for anti-democratic pur- |

‘adoption by the UN!

22

o
t

ganda."

than in any one war.”

it sound good?

(4) And finally, “for anti-democratic purposes” ought to take
- care of any cases left over, though it is quite impossible to im- 2
agi®e what has not yet been taken care of.

There is a provision of this general type in all the East
European constitutions, as well as in the new totalitarian con:

If this constitutional joker is taken merely as a hold-over
# from the pre-1948 era before Tito became a democratie socialist,
it i& interesting to learn that only a few months ago the Tito-
(ists proposed a joker of precisely this type for international

The UN Commission on Human Rights was drawing up a’
pact or declaration of “human rights.” In an interview with
Dr. Branko Yevremovic of the Yugoslav delegation, the Yugo-

In typical Stalinist fashion, this is covered by the use of

“On the latter question [its amendment to the pact], the
delegation stood out for prohibition of war propaganda and
‘condemnation of fasecism. To state that ‘human life is sacred’
¢ would be hypoeritical, if one did not take due account of the
- fact that for the past 500 years fewer persons had lost their
Lzes by court sentences (ivrespective of whether just or unjust)

The Titoist amendment was voted down., A “declaration of
. human rights” by the UN would in any case be a mere literary
i exercise, but (the UN majority figures) why not at least make

falls in the middle of a passage in which Tito
is inveighing against “bureaucratism.” . . .
It is exactly like saying: “Eat all the green
apples you want but you are forbidden to get
a bellyache.” . .. But we will come back to
this revealing sentence of Tito's in a future
installment.)

The main “non-party” mass organization
of the Tito bureauecratic firm is the so-
called People’s Front, the post-war successor
of the National Liberation Front in whose
name the partisan war was carried on.

A paradox: the Communist Party is the
only organization in Yugoslavia which oper-
ates as a politieal organization, but it does
not run any candidates. Candidates are run
> by the People’s Front.

It is a hallmark of the Stalinist political
structure that it introduces a separation be-
tween political control and electoral action,
depoliticalizing the latter. With no political
CHOICE possible, elections tend to lose any
political character except for the words used.
The vehicle for the Tite regimes electoral ac-
tivity, the People's Front, likewise tends fo
lose any real political character (let alone a
democratic one!).

Candid Formula

In the first place it should be understood
what the People’s Front is, in Yugoslavia.
It is not even formally any coalition of for-
ces. Everybody is supposed to belong to the
People’s Front—such is the aim. It is “the
organization of all the toiling citizens of our
country” (Tito). As of April 1949 there
were 7,768,328 members in the People’s
Front, and only 1,246,317 voters in the whole
country who were #uo$¢ members (figures
given by Tito at the 3rd Congress of the
People’s Front). This organization of 86 per
cent of the electorate had the half million
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A Novel of
Modern Russia

"THE CASE OF
COMRADE TULAYEV"

by VICTOR SERGE

_members of the CPY in it as its “guiding
nucleus.”
What Trotsky described as an “astound-

the ABC of Yugoslav politics. Take, for ex-
ample, the marshal’s speech to the People’s
Front itself at its 3rd Congress: in the whole
first part of this speech, where Tito is dis-
cussing the organization itself, it seems al-
most literally impossible for him to utter
the very words People’s Front without drag-
ging in a sharp reminder to his listeners
that the boss is the CP—

ingly candid formula” is, for Tito, part of.

has witl} the greatest confidence adopted all the political and eco-
nomic decisions of the CPY, still continues at present to adopt and
apply them.”

‘ “It _has not ceased to develop and strengthen itself from the
ideological point of view, under the influence of the achievement of
the line of our Party. ...’

The constant reiteration is almost brutal in its assertion of mas-
tery. If one did not know that Tito was speaking to his trained dogs,
it might be considered untactful. -

Role Assigned to People's Front

What is the role of this People's Front? Remember, it is the only
organization which runs candidates in elections, Yet, in discussing its
tasks in the last part of his speech, Tito barely reminds himself that i+
is supposed to be a "political” organization—and when he does, we shall
see how.

_ The “tasks” of the People’s Front are: to set forth the results
achieved by the workers’ labor; exchange experiences from different
par‘ts of the country, ascertain weakness in the work, “and make
decisions to intensify still more the activity and the zeal of the mem-
bers. . .." (Such decisions they can make with full freedom. . . L)

“One can see what enormous importance the People’s Front has in
the building of socialism in our country,” Tito told them, “by the
fact alone that, during the year 1948, the Front furnished more than
329 million hours of voluntary labor....”

. The _“army of labor,” he describes it in his final peroration. He
is speaking to and of the only organization permitted to participate
in elections.

‘In another speech in December 1948 Tito lauded the 305 million
man-hours of “voluntary” labor contributed by the Front’s members
and added that this “clearly illustrates the role of the People’s Front
in the construction of socialism in our country.” It does. Its electoral
role, monopoly though it is, is a subordinate part of the business of
this branch of the bureaucratic firm. For example, in February of this
vear the Central Committee of the CP of Montenegro passed “deci-
sions [wl'mich] point out last year's deficiencies, such as overemphasiz-
ing the importance of People’s Front activity at the expense of the
supply of permanent manpower. . ..” (Belgrade radio, Feb. 8.)

Bu1; let us return to Tito’s speech before the People’s Front con-
gress itself. Although he has already made remarks on the subject,
he once more announces: “Comrades, permit me now some words on
the tasks of the People's Front.” There follow nine solid pamphlet
pages on how “the People’s Front is called on to devote all the forces

?’tl its disposal” to the task of achieving productivity for the Five Year
lan.

Count Them: Seven

But doesn’t he present any political tasks to this People’s Front,
which alone runs candidates in the country?

He does. Seven “political” tasks, in fact. They cap the point.
(1) The first is: maintain- unity.

_“It is_ important, in the first place, to maintain the political
unity which has been shown up to now in all the actions under-
taken. . . . Our first task is then to safeguard this political unity for
the future.” )

(2) The second is: maintain unity,

“Our second task will be to maintain the fraternity and unity
n_f our peoples, based on the correct solution of the national ques-
tion . . . all other dangers are very small and insignificant as com-
pare_d with the danger we would incur if we permit anyone to break
our internal unity.” s
(3) The third is: maintain unity.

) “The third task of the People’s Front is to reinforce and develop
st!!l more the moral and political unity of our peoples . . . to.-make
unity of thought and action reign....”

(4! The fourth starts out as if it was going to be a departure but
quickly turns out to be: maintain unity. \

“The fourth task of the People’s Front is to indefatigably help
and work so that the people’s power corresponds in its activity to
the interests of the people. . . . The members of the PF must give
proof of their vigilance and take the necessary measures to elimi-
nate from the organs of people’s power . .. all elements who . . .
sabotage the regular functioning of the power, provoke material
damage, by their behavior cause discontent among the people. . . .”

(5) The fifth actually lifts the needle out of the rut: it is the
struggle for peace, in general terms. ’

(6) The sixth is: maintain unity.

“The sixth task of the People’s Front is to stimwate all the
111er_nhers to show the greatest vigilance against all attempts of
various harmful elements and organizations which would like to
hinder internally our tranquil labor. . . .”

(7) The seventh is: maintain unity.

"‘The seventh task of the People’s Front . . . the defense of our
socialist fatherland, to wateh with the greatest vigilance and defeat
any att?mpt. either from within or without, against our state
community.”

Would it be possible to invent a more cutting caricature of the
totalitarian mind at work on the problem of composing seven "political
tasks" for an organization which simultaneously (a) has .nothing to do
with the real POLITICAL life of the country and (b) has a mouopoiy
on the ELECTORAL life of the country?

L]

" For a study of the bare mechanisms of Stalinist totalitarianism,
I would maintain that the Tito regime is more enlightening today
than even the regimes in Russia or in the Russian satellites. Not—
2od save the mark—because Titoism is 1more Stalinist or totalitarian
than its Kremlin-bound blood-brothers! Precisely because it is more
shaky; becal_lse the Tito regime faces problems of totalitarianization
of_ a [)()IPL:.!]athIl still quivering from the Cominform split; because the
Tito Tregime is confronting a task of totalitarianization which the
Russians long ago passed over and which the satellite fuehrers, with

doacca _a‘me o=

: poses.” ; “It is only thanks to the People’s Front the Russian army at their back had t t

e LT - . i s : i % 3 i which. already in the course e ; r backs, never had to meet.
W et om0 : Editor: HAL BIAFRR At the risk of insulting our readers’ intelligence, we point @ $3.00 Order from: a‘ibe'miffznr ;:ag ;Zce-l;e:iﬂu:g;-Oefrthe-’w?f;f The Russian totalitarianism has now been overlaid by a wvast
F Assistant Editors: MARY BE:.I.Gnnsdull...r:. SMITH out: (1) that there, is no question here even of the gimmick | leading vols? of rk: Co-:n:m:é:t)g;:f:@ 0; accretion of over two decades of specific features and peculiarities
Address Business Manager: L. G. used by the Smith Gag Act in the U. S., “by force or violence,” ne TR ' i g that have grown up over the b k ;
¢ ith » by 1 X € Yugoslavia, that we have been able. . . .” grown up over the bare skeleton. The bare skeleton of Stal-
- ) - or ‘by unconstitutional metl}od_cf,n or any 51{“1'{_31‘ phrase wh}ch LABOR ACTION BOO KSERVICE “It was only with this Front. under the nist totahtanan'lsm_ is before us in Yugoslavia for investigation, not
Stote ..oocnrinnirnniniis TOb e Opinions and policies expressed in the course of signed articles is characteristic of the capitalist democracies’ way of- gettin« -~ E tsland Citv 1. N. Y Sraitan Pt ont, © quite fleshed, still in the process of becoming, not yet stable. The
by contributors do not necessarily represent the views of around democratic guarantees. (2) It is not only illegal to us,- 4 Court Square, Long Island City 1, N. Y. YU erg vip of the Communist Party ,°  totalitarian straitjacket is being adjusted; it is not yet a habit. The

CHY oocoeeersnraeemenmisss s Zone ... Labor Action, which are given in editorial statements. “civie rights” to change but to “undermine”—and to undermine | ugoslavia, that it was possible to. . . . techniques of subjection are all the more visible.

| what? (3) The “constitutional order,” which means anything.”| | “This People’s Front which, till today,

(Next week: The Yugoslav elections.)
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Why Land Reform

Failed

In South Kore;

By ABEL BAKER

Several readers of LABOR ACTION have sent in letters
and clippings quoting various American spokesmen to the
effect that the Stalinists had to invade South Korea because
conditions-of life there were so much better as to constitute
“democracy’s reply to communism.”

. John Foster Dulles has spoken in this fashion several
times. Dr. Arthur Bunce, ECA official, has mentioned that
“more than 500,000 landless in South Korea have become
landowners since the end of the [Second World] war. When
you do a job like that, you've got communism licked.”

While Dulles need not be taken too seriously in this con-
text, Dr. Bunce is another matter. And by the story associ-
ated with his name many of the questions asked by our
readers can be answered.

Dr. Bunce is one of the tiny band of honorable Amer-
icans, turned Protestant missionary, who devoted many
vears to social service in Korea under the hated Japanese
regime and thereby helped preserve some small citadels of
relatively liberal thought in that country. The Protestant
missions were incubators for nationalist revolutionaries,
particularly.at the time of the 1919 revolt. Bunce is a liberal
in politics and economics. Land reform for Korea was one
of the passions of his life.

In January, 1946, he led a State Dnepwurimenf mission to
Seoul with the object of developing aland reform program.
The immediate reaction by the American military govern-
ment was to try to force the mission to leave or to abandon
its purpose. His plan was lubeled "Bunce's Folly" and treat-
ed as such.

Landlords Retained Full Power

The rationale developed by the American military gov-
ernment against land reform at that time is still intérest-
ing. The AMG felt that this should be left to a Korean gov-
ernment rather than be inaugurated by a foreign occupier.
But Bunce and his experts, supported by the State Depart-

" ment, opposed this argument because, quite rightly, they did
not trust any Korean government acceptable to the AMG
to make such a reform.

However, Bunce’s plan was finally adopted by the occu-
pation as a political reply to the radical measures applied by
Stalinism in the North. In April, 1948, a program was inau-
gurated to sell to peasants the land formerly owned by Jap-
anese landlords; this land had been taken over by AMG as
war booty. Since Japanese had owned 15.3 per cent of the
arable land, the reform affected only a limited area, although
this area contained most of the richest rice land Altogether
some 500,000 peasants benefited.

The U. S. attempted two other measures of major sig-
nificance: rents were limited to one third of the crop as a
rent-reduction step, and land distribution plans affecting
the entire country were pressed upon the government re-
peatedly.

Why did not all these measures serve in South Koreasas
the “answer to communism” which Bunce would like to see?
Part of ‘the answer is supplied by C. C. Mitchell, adminis-
trator of the American land-reform plan.

With regard to the rent-reduction law, he writes: "This
restriction was and is still widely scotched by Korean land-
lords; a tenant threatened with eviction must ordinarily
obey his ldndlord's orders.” The trouble, then, is that the
landiords retained their full power while the peasants had
none. The law was useless, a formality or-less than that.

Can't Reform Without Peasant Power

How is it that the landlord remained an omnipotent
Asiatic despot in face of land reform? Mitchell tells us: “The
government elected in 1948 has thus far failed to implement
its promise of social reforms; and the land-reform program
initiated by the occupation authorities ... has been left un-
completed. ... It is doubtful, however, whether the Korean
executive branch of the government, which is responsible
to the land-owning classes, will implement the bill.”

Before undertaking actual land sales Mitchell tried to
get the South Korean Interim Legislature to take over the
actual administration of the program. However, “the bill
was not brought up for formal discussion on the SKIL floor
because a quorum could never be maintained ... members
repeatedly left the floor when the bill came up.”

So the AMG had to do the job because the Korean land-
lords in control of the state sabotaged every such effort.

What finally happened to the measures pressed upon the
government by the U. S.? In May, 1949, a land-reform bill
actually passed the legislature. Here is Mitchell’s comment

on this law: “It remains to be seen whether an extremely

conservative bureaucracy will be disposed to carry out the
wishes of the legislature ..

. prompt sales to tenants with-

out fcworlt:sm and patronage is, in the opmlon of many
American observers, almost too much to expect.” These ex-
cerpts are from an article based on the final report on land-

reform efforts as administered by Mitchell and Bunce.

All this means that it is impossible to reform from above
in land. Without the actual participation of the peasant, the
power remains in landlord hands, and with this power the
landlord can find a thousand new and old ways to keep the
peasant in his depressed status and prevent any basic social
change.

The American effort maintained the existing social-code,
ameliorating conditions for half a million peasant families.
With his additional 1.1 acre, the peqsun'l' who got this land
acquired no new rights. His economic condition was tempo-
rarily lightened but the landlord would find a way to deal
with this in fime. N6 new dynamic or incentive came into
the countryside. The dead weight of Asiatic feudalism re-
mained.

Techniques or Politics?

Why didn’t the U. S. force through more complete re-
form? This same question had been posed in China before.
A foreign power could do this in one of two ways: rouse the
peasantry to its support and create a new power in the land
which could carry the reforms through and enforce such a
change; or it could impose the reform itself by becoming
the new state, and thereby arouse the united opposition of
the whole people.

Furthermore, the U. S. reformers inevitably saw the
problems in American terms, as might be expected of them
even with the best will in the world.

Thus, in good legalistic fashion, they opposed confisca-
tion of the Japanese lands and their free distribution to the
cultivators because “it would be impossible to decide which
Japanese had secured their land thirough perfectly legal pur-
chases [and] which had coerced Koreans into selling. There
was, moreover, no assurance that the Korean tenant now
on a former -Japanese farm was the one from whom the land
had been ‘stolen’ many years before.”

Furthermore, the same Mitchell argues. "There appears
to be no valid reason for wiping them [the landlords] out
through land confiscation or purchase at artificially low
prices... [because] the larger Korean landlords have often
performed useful functions." The reader may impatiently
wonder why such fatuities could not have been set aside for
higher considerations. But then the reader would 'be asking
AMG to act contrary to American laws, social patterns and
thinking.

This Korean example shows, in large measure, why the
U. S. has not done the obvious in those parts of Asia it has
controlled. Americans have been adept at drawing up plans
for land reform. Most often these plans have been oriented
from a technical viewpoint rather than a social one. This
happened in Korea. Instead of the villager, who knows the

history and value of every grain of soil and therefore could -

have reorganized agriculture on the basis of social effective-
ness, U. S. experts, doing their very best, planned for the
very best technical efficiency. Which is all they could do
without inaugurating social revolution.

Read Ahout Socialism!

THE FIGHT FOR SOCIALISM ................. page $1.00
by Max Shachtman cloth 2.00

SOCIALISM: The Hope of Humanity .................. 10¢
by Max Shachtman

MARXISMINTHE U. S. ... 35¢

by Leon Trotsky

PLENTY FOR ALL: The Meaning of Socialism.......... 25¢
by Ernest Erber
THE ROLE OF THE PARTY in the Fight for
Socialism (mimeo'd) ... 25¢
THE ROLE OF THE TRADE UNIONS: Economic
Role under Capitalism (mimeo'd) . 25¢

(Both mimeo'd pamphlets for 40¢I

LABOR ACTION BOOK SERVICE
4 Court Square, Long Island City 1, N. Y.

Al

Precocious {

“Karl Marx said it over 150
vears ago: ‘There’s only one way
o kill capitalism...by taxes,
taxes and more taxes.” Marx knew
what he was talking about.”

This fake gquotation from Marx
is being currently broadcast by
the united front of reactionary or=-
Zanizations (Committee for Con-
stitutional Freedom, etc.) banded
together to cut taxes on the
wealthy. It is quoted above from
the “Tax Qutlook,” a newsletter
ground out by the “National Re-
search Bureau.”

Needless to say, Marx never
wrote anything of the sort or any-
thing like it. And if he had writ=-
ten it 150 years ago, it would have
been about a quarter century be=
fore he was born. Marx knew
what he was talking about, but not
that soon.

e

Postal Workers

The case of the allegedly dis-
loyal Cleveland postal workers
continues. The latest development
involves their final appeal through
civil .service channels. The Civil
Service Loyalty Review Board has
found two “innocent” and 12 “guil-
ty"” of disloyalty charges, with six
nmiore awaiting decisions. ‘Their
case has attracted widespread at-
fention because almost all the ac-
cused were Negroes or Jews, with
the greatest number being Ne-
groes. All were active in fighting
for the end of discrimination in
the postal service,

This latest action is the end of
the line for those found guilty, ex-
cept for the possibility of challeng-
ing the original loyally order be-
fore the U. S. Supreme Court on
grounds of constitutionality. Such
an appeal has already been filed.

Clarifying

. In the Canadian legislature, or i
‘ﬁ.ﬂ_ 5

Senator Roebuck, who had vote
for the government’s bill to force,
the railway workers back to work,
undertook to correct a possible
n'lisinterpretatign of his act:

“I fear,” he said, “that my vote
in favor of the measure mayv per-
haps be interpreted by some as an.
indication I favor the measure. But
I want to say publicly and plamly
that T do not.”

Draper, Shachtman
Discuss Tito Regime;
Rogge Debate Off

NEW YORK, Sept. 23—As the-
result of a late withdrawal by
0. John Rogge, the scheduled
debate between Rogge and Hal
Draper, editor of LABOR AC-
TION, on” “Is Yugoslavia on the
Road to Socialist Demoeracy?”’
was transformed into a lecture

on the same subject presentmg_qw""o

the Independent Socialist Leagues-
point of view. Comrade Draper
spoke on the immediate subject,
while Max Shachtman, chairman
of the ISL, followed with a dis-
cussion of the nature of Stalin-
ism and Titoism.

On Wednesday, two days before
the event, Rogge’s office informed
the ISL sponsors of the debate
that he would be unable to be
present since his wife was under-
going a very serious operation
out west, and suggested postpone-
ment. However, because of the
lateness of the information it
was impossible to do so.

Draper presented a highly de-
tailed picture-of the state of de-
mocracy—or rather the lack of it
—under the Tito regime, starting
with the faets on the totalitarian
principles of the Titoists which
have already been presented in
LABOR ACTION so far, and
ranging to the Yugoslav elec-

tions, the police regime, political -

trials, the Tito eult, the “fight
against buregueratisnl,” decen-
tralization and the newlvy an-

“nounced “workers’ councilsz.”
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Page Seven

“ INSIDE EAST GERMANY

~The ‘New Type of Life

In the Stalinist State

By BENNO SAREL

The Leipzig Fair, a sort of world
fair for the Russian Zone, at the
same time provides the opportu-
nity of lookmg around behind the

Iron Curtain. Once within the big .

Saxon city it is easy to visit out-
lying areas. Although it is strict-
1y forbidden. I made such ftrips,
and for more than a week I trav-
eled between Leipzig, Weimar,

. Dresden, Eisenach, Riesa and sev-

eral other sinaller cities.

The police asked for my papers
cnly once; it was not far from
Riesa and I was stopped on the
bridge over the Elbe, from which
there is a magnificent view. As
identity
card drawn up in French a genu-
ine miracle took place: the “peo-
ple's policeman” began to murder
our language in evoking memories
of the Paris of 1942 and a quarter
of an hour later he raptly told me
that he would. like to go back.

There were no other incidents.

I had left in search of “the new
relations between the worker and

~his work,” in search of “the new

type of life” which the official

- propaganda. speaks. so. much of. I

found only the old relations be-

.i{ween- human beings —but wors-

ened — based upon individualism

- and. upon the ability to “use one's
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- grant, said to.me:
= lowest subsidy, 120 marks a month.
- But if I were to.grind away at
“‘The History of the Bolshevik Par-
. t¥* and Stalin’s ‘Problems of Len-

1114 West 14 St., N. Y. C.

elbows.”

The material situation has with-
out doubt become better in the last
two years and is continuing to be-
come better. However, the worker
does not always consider his (na-
tionalized) factory as really his. A
metal worker from Riesa. a city
traditionally Communist, said to
me: “It's not like before 1933. At
union meetings there is a deathly

. silence. One of the officers reads

.-ageesolution on the National Front
or on the factory’s production; you
vote yes each time; and then you
go home. It's only afterwards, in
little groups, that you bitch. Ev-
eryone’s afraid of his job.”

An engineer from Weimar said
to me in turn: “You can rarely
have confidence in anyone. Every-
one tries to get ahead by his own
efforts. often at the expense of
others, and everyone shuts himself
up within himself and his family.”

. THE JOLIOT- CURIE CLUB

! A student fram LEIp21g a mem—-
% ber of the FDJ .(CP Youth) and

under a government
“I receive the

studying

inism' and if I were to go to meet-
ings and say to one comrade oOr

N. Y. Public Forum

Thursday, 8:30 p.m.
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Labor Action Hall

35 cents

. books.
9490- fthe McCarran Act] - would

another. ‘Comrade, you are not
fellowing the line:; Stalin has al-
ready said that... etc., six months
later I would be certain to re-
ceive the highest subsidy of 200
marks. Others have tried it and
have been successful.”

A prematurely old woman in
Leipzig, who ran a stand selling
shoe polish, said to me: “I am a
refugee. from Silesia. When 1 ar-
rived with my husband we owned
cenly what we had with us. No one
helped us. It's the same every-
where else, everyone lives for
himself.”

Al Riesa, an industrial city, the
metal workers” union recently
formed a club open to all metal
workers. They baptized it with the
name of the French Stalinist sci-
entist Joliot-Curie. I'll describe it.

Everything is brand-new and in
good taste: there is a reading room,
a restaurant, a meeting hall and
a room for chess. But in this whole
building for metal workers there
were only three young women, lo-
cal belles who obvionsly didn't
work in a factory.

“Why don't workers come here?”
I asked the janitor. “They still
have prejudices,” he replied, “and
inferiority complexes. One has the
impression that they don't dare
come here, that it is too fine for
them.”

‘After a few minutes I became
aware that the-janitor was a thou-
sand - per - cent party member,
which is very often equivalent to
being a police stool-pigeon. Sev-

hat

(Continued from page 1)

a determination to be based solely -

upon ‘the extent to which the po-
sitions taken or advanced it from
time to time on matters of policy
do not deviate from those’ of the
Communist movement. . . .

“Thus, an organization which
advocates low-cost housing " for
sincere  humanitarian reasons
might be classified as a Commu-
nist-front organization because
the Communists regularly exploit
slum conditions as one of their
fifth-column techniques.

“It is not enough to say that
this probably would not be done.
The mere fact that it could be
done' shows. clearly how the bill
would open a Pandora’s box of
opportunities for official condem-
nation of organizations and indi-
viduals for perfeetly honest opin-
ions which happen to be stated
also by Communists.

A "LONG STEP”

“The basic error of these sec-
tions is that they move in the
direction of suppressing opinion
and belief. This would be a very
dangerous course to take, not be-
cause we have any sympathy for
Communist opinions, but because
any governmental stifling of the
free expression of opinion is a
long step toward totalitarian-
ism. . ..

There is more along similar
lines. Yet these general senti-
ments are mineled with eriticisms
of the law which are based either
on the administrative difficulties
it places in the way of the govern-
ment, or on the contention that
the law is not severe enough to
suit the president.

For instance, with regard to the
concentration-camp provisions of
the law, the president states that
the law is not severe enough and

does not include enough potential

concenfrees:

“It may be that legislation of
this type {to provide for concen-
tration camps for “dangerous
people]. should be on the statute
But the provisions in H.R.

eral workers later gave me, as a
reason for the emptiness of the
club, the fact that “all day in the
factory or at the canteen you feel
yourself watched. In the evening
it'’s more pleasant at home with
one’s family.”

STRUGGLE FOR FXIS‘I‘ENCE

The problem is the following: the
worker does not feel himself at
home in the club created by his
union, just as he does not feel at
home in union meetings, in his
factory, or in his dealings with the
party or the state, which, more-
over proclaims itself to be prole-
tarian.

The refugees (20 per cent of the
population), as in Western Ger-
many, continue to be isolated and
in general live miserably. Every-
ciie is more than ever forced o
struggle for existence and no one
can think of the other person.

The fact of®rarely feeling one-
self to be among friends, of seldom
being able to confide in one an-
other, and the poverty which al-
ways exists in comparison with
the Western zones contribute to
making life more narrow, more
disintegrating, more stifiing for the
common people in the German
“democracy” than in capitalist
Germany. A genuine social ‘life of
mutual confidence, which -would
permit the expansion and fruit-
ful exchange of ideas, currently
exists in Eastern Germany much
less than il did under the Hitler
regime.

The battle to retain some de-
gree of academic freedom at the
University of California has not
ended. Although the reactionaries
on the Board of Regents and in
the state have succeeded in divid-
ing, confusing and defeating the
faculty and student body over the
issue of the “loyalty oaths,” the
conflict continues to simmer under
the surface.

The latest flare-up came at the
beginning of the fall semester
when Dr, Robert A. Gordon, a pro-
fessor of economics at Berkeley,
opened a lecture to his elementary
economics class with a ten-minute
talk on the loyalty-oath fight,

“I do mnot appear here,” said
Gordon, “with any enthusiasm. 1
cannot say, as I have for so many
years, that I am proud to teach
here at the University of Cali-
fornia. Actually I feel apologetic
that I haven’'t been fired.”

After reviewing the long fight
over the anti-Stalinist oath he
pointed out that the American
Psychological Association and the
American Mathematics Society had
already blacklisted the university,
and stated that there would be
more to come.

How is it that with such views
on the effect of the loyalty oath
on academic freedom at the uni-
versity Dr. Gordon had signed it?
He explained to the class that he
had signed the oath after the
Stalinists marched into South
Korea because “I was afraid that
the fight for academic freedom
would become confused with dis-
leyalty.”

MORE WILL SPEAK UP
Whatever one may think of the

Truman Pre

very pmbab‘!y prove ineffective to
achieve the objective sought, since
they would not suspend the writ
of habeas corpus, and under our
legal system to detain a man not
charged with a crime would raise
serious constitutional questions
unless the writ of habeas corpus
were suspended.

“Furthermore, it may well be
that other persons than those cov-
ered . by these provisions would
be more important to detain in
the event of emergency. This
whole problem; therefore, should
clearly be studied more thor-

oughly before further legislative .

action along these lines is con-
sidered.”

WITHOUT LAW

Only one comment on that is
necessary. Who besides potential
saboteurs or spies does the presi-
dent think should be detained
without right of habeas corpus
in a time of crisis? Perhaps
people who advocate popular
ideas which are distasteful to the
powers that be?

Further, the veto points out that
almest every restriction on the
political or civil rights of "Com-
munists” and "Communist-front"
organizations which is now enacted
into law has already. been put into
effect by the administration with-
out benefit of law.

“It is claimed,” the message
states, “that this bill w(}uld deny
e-tax to Com-
munist '01'gam?atlons The fact
is that the Bureau of Internal
Revenue already denies income-
tax exemptions to such organi-
zations.

“It is eclaimed that this bill
would deny passports to Com-
ntunists. The fact is that the gov-
ernment can and does deny pass-
ports to Communists under exist-
ing law.

“It is claimed that this bill
would prohibit employment of
Communists by the federal gov-
ernment. The fact is that the em-
ployment of Communists by the
federal government is already
prohibited-and, at least ifi the ex-

incom

ecutive branch, there is an effec-
tive program to see that they are
rnot employed.

“It is claimed that this bill
would prohibit the employment of
Communists in defense plants. . .
Fortunatély, this objective is al-
ready being  substantially
achieved under the present pro-
cedures of the Department of De-
fense. . . .”

APPEALS TO FRANCOITES

The fact is that under the pro-
cedures indicated by the president
all these purposes are achieved
WITHOUT BENEFIT OF LAW,
and hence without possibility ef
legal appeal by those whose
rights are taken from them.
Further, the restrictions are
based on the *“subversive list”
which is. likewise not subject to
judicial review, and which in-
cludes many organizations which
are anti-Stalinist in character.
Although the present law would
not put a brake on the arbitrary
administrative procedures which
already exist, they do contain pro-
visions for a right to public hear-
ing and judicial review. It is pre-
cisely from these rights which the
administrative difficulties outlined
by the president flow. They give
the accused the right to defend
themselves within the limits pro-
vided by the courts, and hence
compel the government to pro-
duce legal evidence against the
accuzed. With the present pro-
cedures this is not necessary. The
vietims, whether they be Stalin-
ists or anti-Stalinist socialists,
are quite helpless. That may be
good for administrative efficiency,
but it is bad for demoecracy.

Despite his ringing phrases. on
democracy and against yielding to
considerations. of expediency in a
panic to strike a blow at Stalin-
ism, the president seeks every ar-
gument of pelitical expediency in
his veto message. Thus he at-
tempts to appeal not only to the
demacratic sentiments of the Con-
gress, but also. te the well-known
sympathy of. certain: congressmen
for reactionary and even fascist

(alif. Professor Denounces
Loyalty Oath in Classroom

firmness of Dr. Gordon's princi-
ples as revealed in the light of this
statement, it is clear that his con-
science has been bothering him.
The fact is that to make a state-
ment of this kind f{o his class in
the present circumstances took a
good deal of courage. He was im-
mediately attacked by the San
Francisco Examiner, a Hearst pa-
rer, in an editorial entitled, “Abuse
of the Classroom.”

“We wonder.” wrote the Hearst-
ling editor, “who, if anybody, gave
Gordon permission to use his class-
100m as a forum to present a one-
sided argument and a vicious at-
tack upon the Regents . .. Gordon.
of course, is not a Communist. He
is merely a confused professor, But
in the present debate his position
and his language cannot fail to
please the Communists.”

We, in turn, wonder since when
a professor is supposed to get. ‘‘per-
mission” to express his opiniens in
a classroom on a matter of vital
importance to his students. But
then, to be perfectly honest, we
can't say we have to wonder too
much about it.

Gordon has spoken up, and
others are bound to speak up as
the stifiing atmosphere at the uni-
versity becomes increasingly intol-
erable to men who have a shred of
integrity. left. It would have been
better if they had realized the full
consequences of the loyalty-oath
fight when it first broke out and
had fought it in a principled man-
rier then. But actions such.as that
of the Berkeley professor demon-
strate that even after a defeat .in
the struggle for academic freedom
has been suffered, the fight can and
will go on.

ers — —
governments.

In attacking the provisions of
the bill which would virtually
sever cultural .and commercial re-
lations with a number of foreign
countries, the veto states: “As
one instance it is clear that under
the definitions of the bill the
present government of Spain,
among others, would be classified
as ‘totalitarian.’ ™

UNDERMINING THE IDEA

The important thing which
must be understood if the fight
for civil liberties and democratic
rights is to be conducted with
any vigor and consistency is that
the veto message reflects the
contradictory thinking of a large
number of liberals and leaders. in
the labor movement. Today they
are willing to oppose some mea-
sures while they embrace others
which are basically just as un-
demaocratic. Tomorrow, when the
reactionaries propose even more
vicious curbs on civil liberties,
they will no doubt embrace the
ones thus laid down as being
“better” than the ones proposed.-

By this method civil liberties
are gradually eroded. What is
even more dangerous in the long
run, the very IDEA of what de-
mocracy is, of what civil Kberties
are, is gradually adulterated and
turned into its opposite.

Socialists do not need police-
state mtehods in the - struggle
against Stalinism. They propose
a positive political struggle mot
only against the Stalinists, but
against the decaying capitalist
system which is the breedine
ground for Stalinism. That is
what justifies our elaim that the
struggle for socialism is the
struggle for democracy, and that
the only consistent struggle for
democracy can be condueted
!hrough the struggle for social-
ism.
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'‘Police - State’ Bill - -

{Continued from page 1)

problem for Hearst, McCarthy, the American Legion, G. L.
K. Smith and many of the worthy legislators who passed the
bill. For years they have been lashing out indiscriminately
at liberals, Stalinists, socialists and trade-unionists of a
dozen political shades of belief as "reds.”

Nevertheless, the law has its “safeguards.” The Depart-
ment of Justice will go before a Subversive Activities Con-
trol Board (set up by the law) and point out the organiza-
tions which the department thinks are “Communist” or
“Communist fronts.” The board will then hold hearings and
decide whether or not each organization thus charged is
“guilty.” (Guilty of what? Advocating the current Stalin-
ist line on foreign policy? Or perhaps guilty of advocating
strikes in wartime, which will probably also be advocated
by Stalinists?)

The organization will have the rlght to appeat before
the board and try to prove that it is neither “communist”
nor a front for Stalinists. If the board decides against it, it
will have the right to appeal to the courts. '

Once that is all done, if the courts have ruled against the

organization, the board will order it to register its name and -

the names of all its members. It will have to clearly mark
all literature sold or distributed by it as “Communist liter-
ature.” And beyond that, each and every individual mem-
ber of the organization is personally respongible to see to it
that he or she has been registered.

Cannot "Force CP into the Open™

But what if no one registers? The individuals (either
officers or members of the organizations) will then have to
be indicted and brought before the courts, just like any
other “criminals.” In each individual case the Department
of Justice will have to prove that the particular person was
guilty of willful non-registration, after having proved that
he or she was in fact a member of a Communist organiza-
tion.

What a monstrosity! People will not be jailed for com-
mitting any specific crime against the laws of the land. Their
crime will be "non-registration.” And as everyone knows
that no one will register, it is perfectly clear that the pur-
pose of the law cannot be to force Stalinists to *come into
the open."” Its sole purpose is to jail people for belonging to
a political organization—which means to jail them for dar-
ing to hold certain opinions and joining with other people
4o try to do something about them.

And as imprisonment or the threat of imprisonment can
be the only result of this law, it is clear that its main effect
will be to terrorize people into not joining any organization
whose ideas are not completely in conformity with those
held by the congressional yahoos who put the bill over.

That is only one side of the law. The other part is just
as much a pure police-state measure as this one. And the
glory for this part belongs above all to the liberals in the
Senate ‘who introduced it as a “preferable” alternative to
the registration bill, and then gotf trapped into voting for a
bill which combined them both.

This is the concentration-camp section. When the same
Congress which voted overwhelmingly for this vicious law
decides that there is a national emergency, the FBI can
‘proceed without further ado to round up anyone whom it
feels might become a saboteur or spy. Into concentration
camps they will go. Then, after they have been deprived of
their freedom, they will have the right to prove that they are
not really dangerous.

Grounds of the Veto

President Truman vetoed this bill. But he did not do as
much as he could have done had he really been oppesed to
the bill in principle. He returned his veto with lightning
speed, at a time when he knew that Congress was most anx-
ious to quit and get to their electioneering. Had he held on
to the bill for nine days, as the law permits him to, there
might have been a real chance for nation-wide opposition
to gather and sway the vote-hungry legislators into recon-
sidering their action.

The veto was based on two chief grounds The law is a
danger to civil liberties in general, and “would open the way
for thought control.” Secondly, it provides such a clumsy
administrative procedure that it would do more harm than
good as far as handling the Stalinists is concerned.

The president was no doubt moved in part, at least, by
the knowledge that the passage of this law would deal an-
other blow to the notion that America is the home of the
free. In the struggle against Stalinism on a world scale this
notion is important. Not only the Stalinists themselves, but
socialists and consistent democrats of all varieties through-
out the world will condemn the law, and will continue con-
-demning it whenever people are made to suffer the penalties
provided under it.

Further, Truman pointed out that he has set up admin-
istrative machinery which is quite adequate to deal with
any real threat the Stalinists may offer in the way of espion-
-age, sabotage and even general political activity. For years
the FBI has been keeping its eyes, ears and noses close to the
Communist Party and its front organizations (as well as to

all others who dare to oppose the system or even to have too
radical criticisms of it). The "subversive” list, which now
appears .(together with the Smith Gag Act and the Voorhies
Act)- as the legitimate parent of this abomination, was Tru-
man’s handiwork. Under the executive order which set up
the “subversive” list the FBI and the loyalty boards have
had a free hand to throw out of the government (and re-
cently out of factories with government contracts) anyone
they considered “dangerous.” Although this law is worse
than any of its parents it is quite likely to complicate the
job of the Department of Justice rather than to aid it, from
the administration’s point of view.

The McCarran Act has been referred to as a “police-
state law." That it is. But unfil its provisions have actually
been put consistently into operation on a wide scale, we
will not be living in a police state. There is still time, if the
time is used, to prevent this from coming to pass.

It must be stated that the behavior of the labor move-
ment and the liberals in connection with this act does not
offer too much hope that the time will be used well. They
have stated that they are against this law, to be sure. But
their statements have been so divorced from any serious
attempt to mobilize public opinion and public action against
the bill that they have sounded almost hypocritical.

The labor movement is mobilizing its political strength
for the elections. But by and large they are mobilizing their
strength behind Democratic Party candidates. In the Senate
alone 26 Democrats (inelifling Scott Lucas, majority lead-
er) voted to override the veto. In the House of Representa-
tives the veto was overridden by a vote of 286 to 48. Will the
labor leaders make the vote on this bill a decisive measure
of the worth of a legislator? We doubt it. This would force
the labor movement to dump a large number of the “friends
of labor” from its slates, in short, to break its alliance with
the Democratic Party.

Will They Stand Up for Democracy?

The same reasons which prevent the labor leaders and
the liberals from really fighting the legislators who are try-
ing to put shackles on our civil liberties will also prevent
them from doing an all-out job to educate the workers to
the full meaning of this bill. To call a spade a spade in this
situation, that is, to say clearly and forcefully that if this
law is ever enforced it will mean that the people of the
United States are well on their way toward the totalitarian
state—this could bring into question their whole political
policy.

For what logic can there be to continuing a political alli-
ance with people (the majority of the Democratic and Re-
publican Parties) who are willing to deprive us of our liber-
ties in the name of fighting a totalitarian force? If that is
what they are doing (and they are), isn't it high time that
the labor movement, which needs democratic rights and a
large amount of political freedom for its very life, broke off
this sterile alliance and set out to fight for its interests and
those of all the common people independently?

The liberal and labor leaders have not shown that they
have the intelligence and the fortitude to put up a serious
fight against the invading police state. For militants in the
labor movement to continue to rely on them to lead the fight
for democracy would be foolish. It is precisely in times such
as these that every man with political courage must be will-
ing to stand up and tell the truth about what is going on. The
risks are great, but the prize to be won makes them well
worth taking. The prize is the maintenance of a degree of
democracy in this country which will permit the labor move-
ment to live as a free labor movement.

! ISL URGED SUPPORT OF VETO

Sept. 23, 1950

Senator Herbert A. Lehman
Senator Irvin lves -

Senate Building

Washington, D. C.

As a democratic socialist organization and oppo-
nents of totalitarianism in any form, the Independent
Socialist League urges you to uphold the president's
veto of the so-called subversive control bill passed by
the Senate and the House. To override the veto means
to permit the bill, which is a violation of the Constitu-
tion, the Bill of Rights and the most elementary demo-
cratic rights, to stand. It means to give way. fo the
know-nothing hysteria and witchhunt atmosphere which
is so widely prevalent and which dominated the de-
liberations of the Senate and the House on this question.

INDEPENDENT SOCIALIST LEAGUE
Max Shachiman, National Chairman
Albert Gates, National Secretary

Wallace Praises
The Bill with

Faint Damns

By L. G. SMITH

Henry A. Wallace has had a few
words to say about the McCarran
Act. From a man who, but a short
time age, was declaiming in terms
of a “Gideon’s army” which would
fight for righteousness, one might
expect a rousing condemnation of
the act. And such an expectation
might be heightened when it is re-
called that the McCarran Act is di-
rected most immediately and
clearly at those who were but
yesterday Wallace's comrades-in-
arms.

But - Henry Wallace's statement
on this act sounds like an apology
for it, unless he has been flagrantly
misgquoted by the newspapers.

This wicious law, it seems to
Wallace, is “an extreme step caused

by a time of crisis.” It is “a re- i"

flection of the seriousness of the A

times,” and in his opinion, in pass-

ing it “Congress mirrors the senti- -

ments of the people of the United |
States.”
LIBERALESE

Although the use of such words
as “extreme” might lead one to

think that things have really gone -
too far, it does not seem that this - -

is Wallace’'s meaning. His slate-
ment continues:

“When any people prepare for
an all-out effort they are likely to
take extreme steps. The impor-
tant thing is that any action of this
sort can be undone in calmer
times, when the crisis is over, I
believe that the Supreme Court
would declare such a law to be un-
constifutional in peaceful times,
but in a period of crisis there is
no assurance that the court would
do so.

“As we fight against "all forms
of suppression of human rights
abroad, we must avoid molding
ourselves at home into the image
of that which we are fighting. The

by

actions of the administration and ‘*’_\f—

of extremists of both the right and
the left will determine the extent
to which this legislation will cost
us our most-prized constitutional
liberties.”

CRACK AT CP
That statement is indeed a clas-

sic of “liberalese.” In fact, even .

Wallace has out-muddled himself,
if that is possible. Exactly what

this statement means is anyone’s “~

guess.

Yet it is clear that Wallace is
conveying at least one impression:
he does not condemn the act. In
fact, he seems to think the nation
is in the kind of crisis which
might make the McCarran Act
justifiable. - He only hopes that
when the situation changes the
powers that be will condescend to
change the act too.

It is also clear that Wallace is
taking a crack at his erstwhile

buddies of the- Communist Party. .
Why will their behavior, in addi- =
tion to that of others, determine -~
the extent to which we lose our :

constitutional liberties? After all,
till a few months ago Wallace
assured us that the Stalinists were
nc force in the country (and none
whatever in the Progressive Par-
iy). How could their actions then
seriously affect the issue?

JOINING THE HUNT?

Is this statement just a bit of
typical Wallace wind, and nothing
else? Is it just possible that he
is out to make it clear that he will
not defend the Stalinists? Is he,
perhaps, trying to clean his politi-
cal skirts of some of the Stalinist
muck which adhered to them dur-
ing the Progressive Party adven-
ture in the hope that in due course

_ he will be able }D make peoplc for-
; get it?

What better defense than to join
the pack and howl—if not the loud-
esi, then at least' as londly as the
next hyena? At best, it may avert
suspicion. At worst, the record will
show that their ‘sins of yesteryear
have been atoned for.

Is Henry Wallace’s statement the
first tentative yelp let out to see
whether the other creatures will
permit him' to join in the hunt?
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