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| :An Exchange Between Labor Action

and 2 UAW Leaders on —

Purge in the Plants: How Can Labor Stop It ?

Gerher, DeAngelis Present Views on Wright Contract

LABOR ACTION here presents
an exchange of views in discussion
between its Editors and two leaders
of Region 9 of the United Auto
Workers (CIO), on one of the most
important issues facing the labor
movement today: the recent tend-
ency pushed by the government and
management toward an “anti-sub-
versive” witchhunt in the plants on
an increased scale.

This became prominent.last month
when the Wright Aeronautical Cor-
poration of Paterson, N. J., proposed
a “national security” clause in the
union contract with Local 669 of the
UAW. The loeal rejected a unilater-
al version of this clause (see LA-
BOR ACTION story of December
19, 1949) but then accepted a modi-

Dear Brothers:

fied version (see January 2 issue).

Since then, we have carried a
front-page editorial (January 9)
and -a news story (January 16) on
three cases in Chicago which, in a
different way, also bring up the “na-
tional security” purge problem be-
fore labor.

The present discussion, however,
is solely on the Wright contract. On
the right appears in full a letter of
eriticism by Martin Gerber and
Gabriel DeAngelis, respectively re-
gional director and International
representative of the UAW, directed
against the January 2 article in
LABOR ACTION. Below is the re-
ply by the Editors. Further discus-
sion from the labor movement is
invited.

Your letter of January 3 gives us a welecome opportunity to
discuss the vital question of so-called “national security” clauses

in union contracts and to clarify LABOR ACTION’s
view on this and related questions.

point of

: While we do not see eye to eye with you on this matter, we

~readily grant at the outset that your letter points to portions of
the LABOR ACTION article under discussion which deal in-
completely and even incorrectly with aspects of the problems,
and we hope that this letter will be considered by you in the same
spirit of give-and-take discussion that should become more com-

mon in the union movement.

The labor movement today is bogged down in a conservatism
which makes it impossible for it to deal effectively with the big
questions of the day, not the least of which is the disturbing cold-
war trend to narrow the democratic rights of workers, “National
security” clauses fall under this heading. _

The fact that the labor movement, taken as a whole, is con-
servative creates special difficulties for leading union militants
who see beyond its narrow vision. They have all the responsi-
bility of directing their constituents in meeting the day-to-day
prqblems of the class struggle but they know, at the same time,

. that the labor leadership as a whole, a leadership which can
mobilize. millions, is not always at their side ready to fight con-

sistently for the same objectives as they.

Simple pat answers cannot be given to every concrete issue.
Your letter performs a service in reminding us of this once again.
If we erred in this direction, your letter, it seems to us, errs in

another.

You as leaders of workers were compelled to give a practical

answer to a practical and inescapable demand from employers for incor-
poration .of a “national security” clause in a contract. A clause originally
demanded by the company was voted down by the local union and, as the
responsible union officials in charge, you deserve full credit for a good
educational job. However, the local later adopted a different ‘“national
gecurity” clause, one in which the company made certain concessions to
the local.

As you explain, you felt that it was unwise to strike over this question
and consequently felt compelled to accept the contract innovation. In this
respect, we cannot and do not take issue with you. Those who are actually
in the situation and know its intimate details must and do, of course, decide
when and where a given local strike is or is not justified. Any implication
in LABOR ACTION that this question had to be fought out to the bitter
end in Paterson, come what may, was unintended and would have been
incorrect.

The Main Danger Was Not Licked

However, in defending your course of signing the Wright contract you
contend that you “licked” the security provision. Here we disagree.

All the dangers in the original clause are in the clause finally adopted,
except that the company cannot move quite as “unilaterally’ and arbitrarily

as it would like. Now, it very well may be that you were compelled to accept
the clause. But it is in this light that it should be explained and not as a
successful defense against "national security" clauses.

The contract negotiations between the Wright Aeronautical Corporation
and UAW Local 669 are, in a sense, incidental to the problem that con-
fronts the people of this country in general and the labor and political
organizations of the working class in particular.

But let us, first, set the record straight and, as you say in your letter,
establish the facts as they are.

LABOR ACTION carried two stories on the contract dispute of Local
669 with the Wright Corporation. The first story told how the local and the
regional representatives rejected the original company demand for. ‘‘the
unilateral right to remove from its payroll anyone who was a member of
a subversive group or in any way associated with such group.” Since the
facts in that story are not objected to in your letter, we assume that they
are not called into question.

You do, however, criticize LABOR ACTION for the “shallow and super-
ficial manner” in which it treated the second story. We grant that the
article left the impression that by accepting the final version of the “secur-
ity” clause, Local 669 had expressed itself in favor of the witchhunt prin-
ciple and further that Walter Reuther also took a similar position. Such
was not our intention and we regret that the article was in error on this
point, As explained in your letter, both you and Reuther opposed the inclu-

{Continued én page 4)

Hoﬂt;';tg fxpediterfs Figures Show
Decontrol Unleashed Rent Boosts

6.7 per cent of the umts freed from
controls, and the average increase

The oﬂ‘ice of the Federal Housing
Expediter has analyzed what has

To the Editor:

Your article titled “Reuther OKs Acceptance of
Witchhunt Contract” on page 1 of the January 2 issue
of LABOR ACTION came to us as a distinct surprise.
For a number of years now, from time to time, we have
heen reading LABOR ACTION. We have in practically
every instance noted that the articles contained within
its columns were of a highly critical nature. Some-
times we have agreed with your criticisms and some-
times we have disagreed, but always we have noted that
your criticism analyzed fully the available faets and
based a conclusion strietly upon the analysis of those
facts.

However, in the article referred to above you ap-
parently departed from this procedure. When you say
flatly and boldly that Local 669 departed from its origi-
nal position on the “witchhunt” eclause proposed by
management you just don’t know what you're talking
about. What the company demanded and what was
finally written into the contract are two vastly dif-
ferent things.

LICKED THE GRAYE DANGER

The company in the first instance demanded the
unilateral right to remove from its payroll anyone who
was a member of a subversive group or in any way
associated with such group. That right, had it been
granted by the union, would clearly and simply have
endangered the civil rights of anyone working in the
plant. It would have permitted management to fire an
individual simply because that individual chose to be-
lieve in something which the management considered
subversive. An individual would not have the right to be
a Communist (CP) or a Trotskyist or anything else
which does not happen to be patriotically fashionable
in our present day and age. That was the grave danger;
that was a violation of a fundamental principle of de-
mocracy which we hold dear; and it was that which we
fought and firmly believe we licked, after explaining
the danger fully to the membership.

Your condemnation of Walter Reuther served a

_motive which is apparently known only to you. It cer-

tainly was not based upon the facts. Reuther's position
was quite clear. He maintained that the company
needed no language of any kind in its contract; that its
security obligations to the government would have to
be maintained whether we had contract language or
not. He stated that he most certainly would authori ize
a strike in Local 669 on the question of the company’s
deinatid! He stated further that heé would authorize a
strike even on the question of language dealing with
security provisions if the membership felt strongly
enough about it. That position was clear and forthright.
However, what LABOR ACTION fails to reveal is that
the membership of Lqcal 669 voted down the original
clause as indicated above. That membership did not
deny that the company has to live up to its securily
regulations. It seems to us that we fail to recognize
the realities of the day if we bury our heads in the

while we agree fully with you that these security regu-
lations are hroad and dangerous, we cannot agree with
you that the fight against them can be made on a labor-
management front. Such a fight might very well make
for a national series of strikes on this issue alone. And
while there may be certain forces in our society which
would welcome such strikes, unfortunately, you cannot
number us among any one of these forces.

GRIEVANCE PROCEDURE PROTECTS

The clause which we have written into our contract
recognizes the fact that the company must live up to
security regulations. It states that if the security
division in the plant asks the removal of any employee
from access to work which is of a secret nature, the
union will not hold the management responsible for
such action. We are protected from a misapplication
of this clause by the right to carry any cases involving
this clause through the grievance procedure and the
arbitration provisions of our contract. That certainly
and distinetly is not granting the company the rights
they sought. Further, the clause stating that the union
recognizes that the company has security regulations
and will not do anything to place the Pmployetq in
violation of such agreement serves only to give the
compan\r the right to move hastily in the event that
anyone is jeopardizing the security of the plant. This
provision, too, is subject to the grievance procedure and
arbitration provisions of the contract.

Let us agree with you completely that it would have
bheen infinitely better to have no such language in the
contract but let us also make it quite clear that we

personally would not hesitate one moment to eliminate

from any plant under our jurisdiction anyone who' is
a real threat to our national security. This clause in
the Wright contract was included because in the con-
sidered opinion of the officers of Local 699 and the
representatives of the International Union a further
fisht would have meant strike action, This action we
did not deem wise.

+ Of one thing yvou might be certain: this clause will

not be used loosely by management. This union is go-
ing to be vigilant; this union is determined that any
employee which comes under the provision of this
clause will be deemed innocent until proved guilty.

Let us state again in closing that we were greatly
surprised at the shallow and superficial manner in
which you treated this story. Let us repeat again that
the danger lies not in the language written between the
union and management, but in the security regulations

themselves. On the question of the broadness of these |

security regulations, on the question of the loose appli-
cation of these regulations, the UAW has-been making
and will continue to make a determined fight.

Yery truly yours,

MARTIN GERBER,

Director Region 9, UAW

GABRIEL DE ANGELIS,
International Representafive, UAW

Hydrogen Bomb
To Trigger Off
New Arms Race

Ten days after an Atomic Energy Commission report attempted to mini-
mize the destructive potentialities of even improved atom bombs, public an-
nouncement has been made of practical plans in readiness to produce a
hydrogen atomic bomb which would be 1,000 times as deadly as the original
A-bomb and could destroy an area of 50 to 100 square miles.

The latter disclosure also came only two days after the head of one of
the country’s top scientific institutions had scored the effects of the adminis-
tration cold-war program on scientific thought and research.:

Estimates on the cost of producing
the new super A-bomb had been put
at from $2 to $4 billion, but the public
announcement was accompanied by
the "assurance" of officials that it
would be "nearer $200 million.," How
much nearer was not stated. In any
case, it was made clear that cost was
not a decisive factor; the govern-
ment gives no weight to expendi-
tures when they are for war pur-
poses while warning direly of infla-
tion and breakdown at the mention
of increased wages "and sharply
raised social security.

It is revealed, however, that the
White House is as yet holding up the
green light for hydrogen-bomb pro-
duction pending study of “the scien-
tifie, political and moral implica-
tions” by the AEC, State Depart-
ment and Defense Department. In

reason for delay comes from opposi-
tion in the world of science.

REVOLTED AT IDEA

N. Y. Times Washington corres-
pondent James Reston reports that
“One of the most distinguished sei-
entists connected with the produe-
tion of the first bomb has written a
detailed report opposing any deci-
sion to proceed with the hydrogen
bomb.” He also writes: “Some offi-

cials are revolted at the very idea-

of setting out to produce a weapon
in which the possibilities for mass
destruction of life are beyond human
imagination.”

Indicated as the “compromise” to
eliminate whatever seruples exist at
the top is the proposal; possibly be-
ing pushed by AEC head David

Lilienthal, for another attempt to
reach an atom-control®' agreement
(Continued on page 4)

the light of past developments and
brief references in the announce-
ment, it would appear that the main

Stalin’s China Headache
Linked io Japan P let

By JACK BRAD

On~ January -5 the Gon‘linforﬁi"*l'“ :Nosakd: showed it -was: he: who

break became uppcrenf ina faw duya'

journal denounced Sanzo Nosaka,
head of the Japanese Communist
Party, as a misleader, an agent of
American imperialism, guilty of
“bourgeois attitudes.” In this abrupt
fashion Moscow suddenly made pub-
lic long-smoldering differences with
the Japanese party.

held the upper hand, by expelling

from the party its only open and -

clear pro-Moscow voice, Isao Naka--
nishi, @ secondary national leader
and member of the upper house of the
Diet.

Nakanishi took up the cudgels for
the Cominform, in typically absolute
terms:

“the leadership of the Japa-

happenéd to rents in six large cities
where controls were ended by local
option, .The survey. shows that the
longer ‘controls ‘are off, the higher
the rent -increases tend to be, and
that they increase most on the
- houses and apartments of the poorer
people.

For units which had rented for
$30 a month or less under controls,
rents jumped an average of 55.8 per
cent in Dallas, 46.4 per cent in Hous-
ton, 37.7 per cent in Topeka, 36.1
per cent in Knoxville, and 26.3 per

* cent in Salt Lake City. In Dallas,
which has been decontrolled for five
nionths, landlords got increases in

was $13.66 per month. Cities which
have been decontrolled for a shorter
period show less widespread in-
creases and for smaller amounts.

If the present session of Congress
permits the rent-control law to lapse
at the end of June, the working peo-
ple of America will be hit hard
where it hurts them most, in the
pockethook, When the real-estate in-
terests claim that the housing erisis
is over, -and that rent decontrol will
not result in sharp- rent increases
they are simply lying in the face of
all the facts. Labor had better go
into action.

sand and say to hell with the security regulations, and,

Jannary 8, 1950

The reason for the sharpness of the

Dewey Fact Board Soaks Buffalo Bell Workers;
Union Men Now See Arbitration as Company Trap

BUFFALO, Jan. 17—The fact-find-
ing board appointed by Governor
Dewey to settle the Bell strike ac-
complished its mission two and a
half months ago—it got the men
back to work. This week, on January
10, it handed down its “award” to
the company.

This marks another incident in
the “cold war” between the company
and the union local of the United
Auto Workers. The essentials of the
“award” are:

(1) No pension plan.

(2) No increased vacation.

(3} A five-cents-an-hour wage in-
crease, of which—

(4) Two and a half cents an hour
is contributed by the workers to in-
crease insurance benefits.

(5) The discharge of six union
activists tagged by the army as
“poor security risks' (although the
army did not ask for their dis-
charge).

(6) The temporary reinstatement
of fourteen union activists that the
company asked to be discharged, in-
cluding the president of the union,
until decisions are handed down in
the pending court cases.

(7) Contract changes in three
categories: (a) changes asked for
by the company to weaken the con-
tract—all granted; (b) changes
agreed to by both company and the
union to strengthen the contract,
prior to the strike—even some of
these thrown out by the hoard; (c¢)
union demands not agreed to by the
company—all refused.

THE VOICE IS BELL'S '

The motivations given by the
board for the various points in ite
decision indicate the type of com-
pany-minded board it is as much
as does the “award” itself,

(1) The board members accept the

company’s line of using as a basis
for comparison the substandard air-
eraft industry instead of the stand-
ards agreed to by the major part of
American industry.
" (2) The reason for no increased
vacation ‘is solely the board’s unwill-
ingness to put an additional finan-
mal buyrden upon the -company.

(SI the ﬁu-:el! pacl:ugc is apolo-

gized for on the grounds that other

" aircraft plants agreed to five cents

an hour, and so the company's com-
petitive position would not be
worsened. The facts are that most
aircraft settlements had a flat five-
cent wage increase PLUS other bene-
fits, making a larger package.

(4) On the insurance, the board
went out of its way to go beyond the
company’s position and changed a
company-paid insurance to a con-
tributory plan with no motivation
whatsoever.

(5) On the discharges a mere
repetition of the company’s argu-
ment.

(6) The board played at being
benefactor to the'union by the tem-
porary reinstatement of the other
fourteen on the grounds that they
did not wish to weaken the union
too much.

(7) No motivations on any con-
tract changes except on the union
shop, where they point out that they
prefer that the union not lose this
valuable asset in order to avoid con-
flict in the shop over a campaign to
sign up newly hired employees.

The reaction to the decision among
the workers is a combination of
sharp anger and deep disgust. None
of the strike issues are settled, but
new areas of conflict have been cre-
ated.-

WORST LABOR POLICY

The court cases, instigated by the
company against union leaders,
members, and wives of members of
the local members, are still pending.
Some of the best union activists are
out of the shop. Others still have a
sword over their head.

The problems of the workers' se-
curity in the most important regard
—a pension plan, has not even begun
to be scolved. The company's labor
policy is the worst in its history and
its attempts to crush the union are

NEXT WEEK

An exclusive story on the rise
of a "five-percenter'—
MARAGON AND TRUMAN

by Chris'Sikokis ‘

still in operation and obvious to all.
There are still a few hundred scabs
and strikebreakers working in the
shop.

The union, however, is intact and
in a militant mood. It can with good
leadership and a good program over-
come the board’s decision and the
company in not too great a period
of time.

For this job, howevel, much is
needed. Firstly the whole UAW, es-
pecially those in positions of inﬂu-
ence, must have and present a clear
picture of the strike and its after-
math. A large part of this fight in-
volves the persecution in court of a
hig section of the necessary leader-
ship of the local union.

The successful resistance to these
persecutions necessitates a national
campaign of publicity and exposure
of the collusion of a strikebreaking

N. J. Supreme

By RALPH STILES

NEWARK, Jan. 12—The New Jersey
Supreme Court has killed the state’s
loyalty-oath law, adding another ju-
dicial repudiation of governmental
witchhunt drives. In a 5-to-2 decision,
the court declared unconstitutional
four of the five Tumulty - Mehorter
acts.

These acts, Wh]ch with bipartisan
support passed without legislative
opposition, required candidates for
state offices and state officeholders to
swear that they belonged to no sub-
versive group and did not approve
of violent overthrow of the govern-
ment.

From the time the bill was intro-
duced last spring until the present
court action, New Jersey labor or-
ganizations as a whole have remained
silent on the law. The sole opposition
was led by James Imbrie, Progressive
Party candidate for governor.

KO ON TECHNICALITY
Imbrie contested the oath on the
ground that it imposed thought con-

corporation and a local county ad-
ministration. A clear picture is also
needed for the integration into the
union of some six hundred new
workers who did not share the ex-
periences of the strike.

We can draw some important les-
sons from this fight to date. The in-
creased reliance of the Cl1O and even
the UAW on governmental arbitration
boards has borne bad fruit here, as
expected. The almost 40 per cent of
the local membership which voted
against going back to work without
a large part of its leadership and
against leaving their fate in the hands
of the board was RIGHT.

Today, no one in the shop can be
found to defend the vote to go back
to work.  Only in the offices of the
Internatlional union are “wiser
voices” heard whwh rationalize the
settlement.

nese CP . . has given a fatal blow
to the struggles of the working class
of ‘this country.” Moscow manipu-
lates its parties so as to assure con-
trol through key figures in the lead-
ership, those with organizational
control. Its resort to public denunci-
ation probaf)ly signifies failure to
enforce its dictate in a more sub-
terranean manner.

Significantly, the Cominform jour-
nal did not yet denounce or expel
the party but only denounced: its
leader for misleading the party. This
may signify that Moscow, while feel-
ing impelled to take such a drastic

step, nevertheless felt that there
were still forces of redemption
which ~ could " be activated and

strengthened. Time will tell whether
this ca_lculatiqn proves correct.
CLOSER TO MAO

Meanwhile, it is Nosaka who has
taken the offensive by the expulsion

of Nakanisha. "‘Subsequently 'he .is-,

sued a statement which, after cus-
tomary verbal obeisances, rather
bluntly rejects Moscow's charges:
“the masses of this country do not
accept the conclusion of the [Comin-
tform] writers that Mr. Nosaka’s
theories are undemocratic and un-
-{;};ﬂnese." (N. Y. Times, Janualy
(Continued on page 4)

Court Kills State Loyalty Oath

trol over voters; any candidate who
refused to take the oath was to have

the legend “Refused oath of alle-®

giance” printed afier his name on
the election ballots.

However, the Supreme Court over-
turned the acts on technical grounds.
It stated that the legislature had gone
beyond its authority in demanding
oaths “in addition to those set forth
in the Constitution on the classes of
public officials covered thereby. Hav-
ing reached this conclusion, it there-
fore becomes unnecessary for us to
consider the other grounds on which
these four statutes have been chal-
lenged.”

The fifth section requires an oath
from school teachers. This act was
not before the court for a decision
and so still remains law.

This provides an opportunity for
the labor and other progressive or-
ganizations of the state to actively
contribute to the fight for the pres-
ervation of civil liberties, It will not
be a help to that fight if the initia-
tive is again left to Wallaceite and
Stalinist groups.

Strike 2 in N Y!

New York’s Feinberg Law; designed .

to organize 'a witchhunt in the school
system, was declared uneonst.ltutmn-
al a second time last mionth when

State Supreme Court Justice Hearn
in Brooklyn ruled against it. Just:ce ‘

Schirick in Albany had handed down
a similar decision in November,

Justice Hearn found the law vio-

lated the “due process” clause of the

14th Amendment, was based on the
idea of “guilt from mere association
without proof of personal guilt,” was
“ambiguous,” implied the _procedure
of assuming guilt till the defendant
proved his innocence, and contained
no machinery for appeal. Hearn also
pointed out that “The atmosphere [in
the schools] must be one which en-
courages able, independent: men to
enter the teaching profession”

"

f
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UAW Sets Strike Date
To End Chrysler Stall

By WALTER JASON

DETROIT, January 15 — After
marking time for more than six
months, the United Auto Workers
(CIO) came to grips with the
Chrysler Corporation on an ade-
quate pension and health plan for
its 70,000 workers.

Norman Mathews, UAW Chrysler
director, annrounced that the union
would give the corporation a 7-day
strike notice this week, which would
make a strike deadline of Wednes-
day, January 25.

The primary purpose of setting the
strike deadline was, of course, to put
pressure on the company for written
proposals, since the company has
been stalling in recent weeks of ne-
gotiations, although it verbally has
made some concession to the union.

In view of the fact that Chrysler
has a relatively small number of
employees over the age of 60, it is
very likely that the UAW may ob-
tain a pension plan whose key fea-
ture is 25 years seniority and age
65 as the basiec prerequisites for a
$100-a-month pension.

The relatively small cost of such a
pension plan, amounting to about 8
cents an hour per man, makes both
possible and necessary the winning
of a medical plan which would re-
place the employee-paid Blue Cross
hospitalization plan now in effect.

At a recent meeting of over 800
chief stewards and shop committee-
men, Walter P. Reuther, UAW pres-

ident, Emil Mazey, UAW secretary-
treasurer, and Norman Mathews
promised Chrysler workers a better
pension plan than that obtained at
Ford.

Since both the union and the com-
pany permitted negotiations to drift
along for the past six months, the
rank and file at Chrysler is not now
keyed up to a showdown struggle,
although a few months ago the ranks
voted by extremely large majorities
to support their negotiations by
strike action if necessary to win an
adequate pension plan,

It seems to be anybody’s guess as
to whether or not a Chrysler show-
down will lead to a strike. The com-
pany has just begun a 6-day week
schedule on its 1950 cars and seems
very anxious to get production. Top
union leaders apparently believe
that this factor alone may serve to
win a reasondble and acceptable set
of proposals from the corporation.
Among the ranks there is much un-
certainty, and considerable hope that
no strike action will be necessary in
view of the layoffs last October and
November in the Chrysler plants.
The next 10 days should tell the tale.

An interesting aspect of the
Chrysler stewards’ and committee-
men’s rally was Walter Reuther’s
very sharp criticism of the Chrysler
contract and his pledge that the ob-
noxious provisions would be elimi-
nated next fall when the contract is
subjeet to reopening and renegotia-
tion.

By P. KAREN

CHICAGO, Jan. 16—The incident re-
lated in last week’s LABOR ACTION
about the treatment given to New
York labor leaders by Mayor
O'Dwyer has its parallel in Chicago
where the Illinois CIO-PAC was com-
pletely rebuffed by the Democratic
Party machine. The CIO had timidly
suggested several candidates for the
state legislature and was met with
a rousing NO! Gratitude is mnot in
season these days.

Paul Douglas, ADA's shining light
in the Senate, has just added another
to his collection of wrong positions.
First it was on civil rights and segre-
gation; then came the introduction
of a ‘“catastrophe” insurance bill
(when isn’t a big doctor bill a catas-
trophe for workers?) instead of the
Murray-Wagner-Dingell health bill.
The latest to date is the report com-
ing out of the Senate Banking Com-
mittee on the investigation of *labor
monopolies,” where the press report-
ed that the vote was 10 to 0. The old
saying applies: “Save me from my
friends; I can take care of my en-
emies.”

L ]

HOUSING SCANDAL
The housing situation in Chicago is

as bad as anywhere else. However,
the tenants and public representa-

 Two Billion More — to Squeeze Out
Small Farmers and Keep Prices Up

Contrary to what is probably the
natural belief of the man in the
street, the huge surpluses of farm
products now piling up, and threat-
ening to pile up, in the United States
are no boon but a danger to the
country’s well-being—under the pres-
ent system.

It is not, however, the man in the
' street who is crazy. . . .

The terrible consequences of sur-
plus food, cotton, ete.,, which mnow

“menace” us (and which will, despite

all, never reach the millions of peo-
ple both at home and abroad who
need a bit of these necessities to
make up bare subsistence) led last
week to the introduction of a Con-
gressional bill to provide an addition-
al $2 billion for price support to 1950
farm crops, since the previous au-
thorization of $4.75 billion will soon
_be exhausted. Under present ar-
rangements, this means sending more
billions of dollars down a path which
has already led to dangerous eco-
nomic consequences.

The present price-support program
provides for maintaing farm prices
at an artificially high level (parity
price, in most cases equal to the 1909-
1914 period). This is done through
government non-recourse loans which
assure to the grower the difference
between this and what he would
otherwise get. The taxpayer pays for
this, and then also pays the higher
consumer prices for food and cloth-
ing which result,

SMALL FARMERS HIT

Without some government program
to prop up the agricultural section
of the economy, however, present-day
relative farm prosperity could dis-
appear and a critical breakdown
could be produced. As in the days of
the New Deal Triple-A program for
plowing-under cotton and pigs, there
is hardly a more spectacular demon-
stration of the fundamental non-san-
ity’ of the profit system, which makes
farm surpluses a bogy rather than
a benefit in an economy which pro-
duces for profit rather than for use.

The specific problems now facing
government agricultural policy as a
result of the price-support plan?as
reflected in current heart-searchings,
are as follows:

“Under the present program ...
the tendency of many farmers is to
produce for the loan rather than for
the disposal of their products in the
regular commercial manner. . . .

“In addition, the program is not
proving beneficial to a large group
of farmers, particularly the small
producer, who has had to cut his
acreage in order to qualify for ben-
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efits, While the large producer also
has had to curtail, he has had 2 much
higher base from which fo cut his
production, and still is able to oper-
ate on a large scale. With an assured
price for his products, his profits usu-
ally have continued at a satisfactory
level. In fact, it is that group which
is producing mostly for the loan.

“The present agricultural policy is
believed also to be gradually elimi-
nating the small farmer. Because of
acreage restrictions, he in many in-
stances is unable to produce enough
to operate profitably. Consequently,
thousands of small farmers are guit-
ting each year and letting the big
farmer, with his highly mechanized
operation, take over.” (J. H. Carmical,
in the N. Y. Times, Jan. 15.)

PERILS OF PLENTY

It is'clear also that one of the aims
is to keep down production. (This at
a time when the official outery
against wage raises stresses that
workers can raise their income only
in proportion to the total production
achieved by the country—in indus-
try.) A part of the government's
headache would be solved if a god-
sent drought or cloud of locusts were
to ravage crops in 1950. (But the De-
partment of Agriculture still edu-
cates farmers on insect control.)

In fact, a big part of the problem
is the fact that in the past half cen-
tusy the amount of labor required to
produce a crop has fallen sharply.
To produce wheat the amount of la-
bor has been reduced by about four-
fifths; to produce corn, about seven-
tenths; to produce cotton, about one-
half. An experiment in mechanical
methods in Mississippi has shown
that labor on cotton can be cut to
13,5 per cent of the present man-
hours needed. The result: not lower
prices, but threatened crisis.

The administration’s Brannon Plan
would allow farm prices to seck their
own level without artificial support
while the government pays the dif-
ference to the growers. As a means
of lowering prices to the consumer
and curbing the big farmers’ squeeze
on the little producers, it is enthu-
siastically backed by labor and liber-
al elements, though it is reported to
stand little chance of adoption in un-
mangled form by Congress.

If, despite the threat of terrific cost-
liness, it corrects the most glaring
inequities of the price-support plan
and thereby betiers the present pro-
gram under which the rich get richer
and the poor get squeezed out, it does
not do away with the underlying di-
lemma, which can be eliminated only
with the profit system itself.

ILLINOIS LABOR NOTES

Dems Cold-Shoulder Chicago Labor:
Rent-Hike Scandal Faces Inquiry

tives of the Chicago Rental Board
have called for an investigation of
the wholesale award of rent increases
by the local board.

The racket system of splitting up
apartmenis and making individual
furnished rentals is a scandal. Money-
mad landlords are making every use
of this idea, charging workers $25 a
week for two and a half rooms
(which are anything but rooms) with-
out ventilation, cooking facilities, etc.
This has long been the practice in the
Negro districts, but for the last two
years it has been extended to all
neighborhoods.

After a two-week campaign by the
boss papers in Chicago against peo-
ple on relief, the expected relief
slash came. The CIO protesied; but
as yet there has been no call for an
action conference; so this drive
against the people that need aid the
most may go off with no fight. The
comparison between the amount of
relief spent, and the amount of money
made by the politicians on recent
land grabs is enough to top off this
item.

Anti-Murray Rumor

Worst thing anybody's said recently
about Philip Murray appeared in the
New Leader's gossip column for Jan-
uary 14. According to this social-
democratic grapevine, “NMU's Joe
Curran is understood to be Phil Mur-
ray's idea of a successor to the CIO
president. Walter Reuther is out; too
much opposition, particularly from
Textile Workers' president Emil
Rieve.”

Joe Curran is the gent who has
been recently irying to run the NMU
into his private concentration camp
with the help of goons and cops.

DuPont Secret

A Federal Trade Commission re-
port on the monopolistic structure
of the DuPont empire, prepared
months ago, has been kept under
cover by thefFTC. The Cellar com-
mittee of the House, investigating
monopoly, is reported to be prepar-
ing to blast it into the open with a
subpoena.

Those who have seen the buried

" report say it is a damaging indict-
ment of the way in which the chemi-
cal monopoly has operated to stran-
gle competition.

MacArthur Formula

One of the most notorious labor-
busters in the country has offered
General MacArthur a job as mem-
ber of its board of directors and a
$100,000 a year “executive post.” The
company is Remington Rand, whose
head, James H, Rand, is the originator
of the infamous “Mohawk Valley
Formula” for strikebreaking.

A few days after the bid to Mac-
Arthur was disclosed, it was an-
nounced that Remington Rand was
going to open a plant in Japan,

The Militarization of America—V

U.S. POLICY ARMS REACTION
THROUGHOUT LATIN AMERICA

In our relations with Central and
South America there is a strong mili-
tary influence. As early as May 19,
1926, Congress authorized military
missions to all countries in the West-
ern hemisphere. On June 4, 1938,
Congress agreed also to authorize the
navy 1o help train Latin American
forces.

Since then the army and navy have
been operating on an important scale
in Latin America. In early 1946 there
were 17 military missions in 13 coun-
tries and in the year 1946-47 $408,390
was spent on American military and
naval missions to Latin American
governments for the training of
troops. In the year 1947-48 the sum
for these missions has increased to
$1,240,000.

The purpose of the increased use
of military missions, according to
army spokesmen before the House
Appropriations sub-committee is fo
encourage “training in our methods
and utilization of our eguipment by
Latin American armies.”

In line with this, the army and navy
began a program of pressure to get
the United States to “transfer a con-
siderable quantity of equipment to
Canada and the Latin American na-
tions.” They were successful in get-
ting President Truman on May 26,
1947, to ask Congress to make “arms
and military equipment...available
{o the other American states.”

Despite army and navy pressure,
civilian elements in the State Depart-
ment led by Spruille Braden contin-
ued to oppose the Latin American
arms program on the ground that it
would not strengthen their defenses
but would strengthen the non-dem-
ocratic elements in the hemisphere
at the expense of the democratic ele-
ments.

Dean Acheson, then undersecretary
of State, in a lefter to the War and
Navy Departments on March 19, 1947,
said that encouraging expenditures
for armaments would weaken their
economies and therefore their politi-
cal stability.” [Human Events Sup-
plement, April 1947.]

General Marshall “rejected the ad-
vice of his State Depar“tmel}t Latin

Eddy the Laboring Man

Horatio Alger lives and breathes.
Writes the Toronto Star in an edit-
orial:,

“The life of the late Edward R.
Stettinius reads like an Alger suc-
cess story although he was handi-
capped by having a rich father....
Edward lived to ouigrow his handi-
caps. He worked for a short time as
a common laborer for General Motors
at 44 cents an hour, In three years
he became assistant to Vice-President
Pratt. Four years later he was assist-
ant to President Sloan....”

The Star does not give the year in
which Edward saved the boss's
daughter from being trampled by a
runaway horse. 1

American advisers and fell in along-
side his old army associates.” [New
Republic, June 9, 1947.]

“WHY MORE GUNS?"

President Truman’s message and
General Marshall's support were
hailed by those nations “where the
army had long played a major role
in politics. One of the first to en-
dorse the plan was Argentina’s Pe-
ron government.” [Ibid.]

Many cdivilian elements, however,
regarded ‘“the arms program with
genuine distress. ‘Why send us more
guns which we do not want when we
need hospitals and machinery?’ they
ask.” [Washington Daily News, Au-
gust 19, 1947.]

The Washington Post editorially
opposed the measure, saying: “We
conclude that the whole thing is dan-
gerous from beginning to end, and
we should rue the day that we inau-
gurated this arms traffic, set up our
military missions as the dominant ele-
ment in our representation to Latin
American countries, and elevated the
status of Latin American military
staffs as the dominant element in
those countries.” [Washington Post,
June 28, 1947.]

Although the arms standardization
bill did not pass, lend-lease military
equipment was sent to South Amer-
ican nations as late as 1947 and war
surplus was made available at a frac-
tion of the original cost of the ma-
terial.

In addition to this, the State De-
partment sanctioned munitions sales
by U. S. firms to Central and South
America totalling $54,064,378.63. This
was only slightly less than the sum
of $55,670,593.23 paid by Europe to
U. S: munitions firms.

MAKING THE ROLLCALL

To “Colombia, where a liberal re-
volt April 9 in Bogota almost wrecked
the Pan American Conference...
$1,707,524.57 in arms, ammunition, ves-
sels, military aircraft, chemicals and
explosives” were sent.

“Costa Rica, where rebels have
overthrown the established govern-
ment and sent its leaders fleeing,
$298,735.33 in arms and ammunition”
was sent.

“Nicaragua, whose troops recently
entered sirife-torn Costa Rica,” re-
ceived $554,870.77 in arms.” [Albany
Knickerbocker News, April 22, 1948.]

In Nicaragua in 1929 the U. S, army
forced the government fo establish a
National Guard which would func-
tion both as an army and was a do-
mestic police force. Given complete
control over all armaments, ships,
prisons, foris, ete., the guard was
extremely powerful. General Anasta-
sio Somoza, who became chief of the
guard in Januuary, 1933, has, except
for an interval of six weeks, ruled
Nicaragua ever since,

The Dominican Republic, which was
fighting with Venezuela and Guate-
mala, “brought in 15 primary trainers
from the United States to train army
pilots” and “he (President Trujillo)
is dickering for acquisition of Amer-
ican P-51 fighters.” Trujillo, a dicta-
tor wiho has ruled his country for 18

R

"To the Editor:

Since the appearance in LABOR
ACTION of January 9 of an article
on the recent pension-plan agreement
between the Philco Radio Corpora-
tion and Local 101 gf the Interna-
tional Union of Electrical, Radio &
machine Workers (CIO) some details
of the plan have been made avail-
able. Those interested should consult
the IUE-CIO News dated January 9
for full coverage.

In my LABOR ACTION article I
stated that “it appears that the plan
is similar to the one negotiated be-
tween the Ford Company and the
United Automobile Workers (CIQO).”
Both plans are non-contributory and
provide for a maximum pension of
$100 a month, including federal so-
cial security benefits, to employees
retiring at 65 with 25 years of serv-
ice. In addition the IUE agreement

¢ provides for payment of death bene-

fits to the worker's survivors under
all contingencies and for severance
. pay.

This latter feature provides the
“younger members with a ‘deferred’
wage increase if they do not work
to .retirement.” This rather compli-
cated combination of payments is fa-
cilitated by dividing the company's
payments in two parts, one of which
is deposited directly into the pension
fund and the other is credited to
each individual worker. The work-
er's individual credit reverts to the
pension pool upon retirement. Some
matters such as the exact proportion-
ing of the company’s payments are
still to be worked out.

Thus while in cash equivalents the
Philco and Ford plans are almost
equal, the Philco type is more nearly
attuned to the present and future
needs of all the workers. Another ad-
vantage of the IUE agreement is that
its permits the Philco Corporation to
benefit from increased federal social
security only in proportion to the

Labonr

company's inecrease in social-security
tax payment; that is, Philco will not
reap, as Ford does, the benefits of
increased payment into the federal
social security {from the general
funds of the federal government it-
self.
Frank HARPER

Philadelphia, January 13.

Jim Crow on Screen
To the Editor:

With the issuance of The Home
of the Brave, the first film to come
out of Hollywood that dealt with the
problem of discrimination against Ne-
groes with some degree of fairness
and frankness, Hollywood's mouth-
pieces heralded -that a new era was
born. Hollywood has turned over a
new leaf, they said. Hollywood has
seen the folly of its ways. From now
on the Negro was going to get a fair
break from the motion picture indus-
try. To prove it, every major picture
company was either in the process of
releasing a picture handling the same
subject or was scheduling one for
production.

But this was a lie and the tragedy
is that many people have been taken
in by this lie. It's true that there are
few people who are completely satis-
fied with the efforts of Hollywood so
far: neither Home of the Brave, nor
Lost Boundaries, nor Pinky, nor In-
{ruder in the Dust has been free from
some very noticeable defects in their
attempts to deal with the problem of
Jim Crow; but most of those who are
not bigoted and warped have felt
that “this is at least a beginning”
that “Rome wasn't built in a day,”
and that given time Holywood will
do better in its efforts along this line.

In the past LABOR ACTION has
pointed out the inadequacies of these
pictures while at the same time greet-
ing the fact that such films have
finally been made. But I am sure that
the editors and writers for LABOR

ACTION have no illusions about the
movie moguls’ turning over a new
leaf, although we were certain that
many who are still naive will com-
plain that “nothing will ever satisfy
those radicals.”

But those who are not blind cannot
long be naive. Currently there is a
cartoon, appearing in the first- and
second-run houses, entitled “Little
Eight Ball.” This “Cartune” portrays
a one-toother Negro infant who is
visited by a “spook™ his own age and
remains unafraid.-

In a phony adult vocabulary, spok-
en in a phony drawl, “Little Eight
Ball” fells the spook that nothing the
spook can do will scare him; where-
upon the spook drags him to a haunt-
ed house where he is presented as a
non-believer to the father of the lit-
tle spook. The father then calls all
his gang out of the woodwork and
they begin to give the Negro child a
treaiment guaranteed to scare Dra-
cula. At first he retains all his cour-
age but he is gradually worn down
until he is sent screaming from the
haunted house back to his own home
and into his own bed—where, stut-
tering, he turns to the audience, col-
lege vocabulary gone, drawl even
more exaggerated, shaking -and
screaming, to proclaim that he is still
unafraid.

This is all there is, no humor ex-
cept to the warped, not even any of
the stock attempts at straight comedy,
a story simply told: no matter what
anyone says, no matter how much
polish any Negro may attain, under-
neath it all he is still the same super-
stitious, ignorant, inferior, comical
animal. Hail the new era!

And this cartoon is no isolated in-
stance, for many are the pictures,
mostly Grade B, that have been is-
sued since The Home of the Brave
appeared that continue to show Ne-
groes as objects of derision.
-Hollywood, one of the most impor-
tant mediums of propaganda of the
capitalist class, has not embarked on

-

a new era, It is continuing to do the
job it has been doing for some time
—that of selling the capitalist point
of view to the public.

Today the ruling class finds that it
must take steps against Jim Crow in
order to be able to corral the Ne-
gro's support for the Third World
War. Simultaneously Hollywood de-
cides to issue anti-Jim Crow films.
-At the same time American capital-
ism knows that there will come a
time when it will be necessary to
put an end to the civil liberties that
it has haltingly encouraged, for total
war in operation leaves no room for
freedom. So Hollywood acquires a
new talent, how to portray a story
against diserimination, while at the
same time continuing to develop its
talent for telling a Jim Crow story
which it knows its master will again
find useful.

The fact that Hollywood continues
to make Jim Crow movies should be
brought to the attention of the en-
tire community where they are
shown, and movie monopolies should
be made to know that the people
will no longer tolerate this sort of
movie. This can best be accom-
plished by getting whatever militant
forces there are in the community
to picket the theaters showing these
movies. Organized labor, the NAACP
and CORE in particular should take
on this task. Steps like this will be
necessary until the day when an
awakened labor movement in the film
industry will refuse to work at pro-
ducihg Jim Crow movies.

Malcolm KIRK

Jim Crow Insurance

To the Editor:

The insurance companies have
irotted out a new wrinkle in exploi-
tation here in the state of Washing-
ton. On February 1, 1950, a new law
becomes effective making it compul-
sory for all owners of cars in the
state to’ buy automobile liability in-

|

the Gloar. . .

surance. This law was passed so si-

lently that we did not know about it

till after it went through, If you don’t
want to buy insurance, you are ex-
pected to “deposit and maintain $11,-

000 in cash or acceptable securities

with the director of licenses.”

Now doesn’t that sound a bit funny?
—you're supposed to put $11,000 at
their disposal if you don't buy insur-
ance How many members of the
working class have $11,000 salted
away? According to statistics, only
one out of three families has a sav-
ings account, and that savings ac-
count averages only about $700.

Liability . insurance will cost you
around $40 a yeal for an average
car; if you want over-all coverage
it will cost you close to $100. Insur-
ance is no doubt a good thing if it
could be effected at a reasonable cost
and the workers could afford it. But
is anyone so naive as to believe that
capitalism forces insurance on us be-
caus2 the capitalists want to see us:
provided for in case of accident? They
are in business to make money for
themselves.

There is another side of this insur-
ance racket that should be exposed
—the Jim Crow treatment of Negro
workers, As long as a Negro pays on
his car, the insurance is kept up, but
as son as he finishes paying for his
car the insurance ends, and he finds
it just about impossible to renew it.

One Negro who has a brand-new
car told me personally: “I've been
turned down at so many places that
I've just about come to the conclu-
sion that I can't get insurance on my
car.” Another told me that he found
one concern that was willing to in-
sure his car for $120 a year, which
is about 50 per cent more than a
white man would have to pay.

The capitalists are brazenly enlist-
ing the law to help them steal from
the ‘poor. Those workers who have
no mighty organization to fight for
them are in a sorry plight.

J, H. (Seattle)

This is ome of a series of articles
on the militarization of American
government and life, based on the
findings of a committee of nation-
ally known liberals.

This committee, organized as the
National Council Against Con-
scription, in February of last yeéar
published the booklet "New Evi-
dence of the Militarization of
America,” (A previous booklet,
entitled "The Militarization of
America,"” had been published in
January 1948.]1 All the information
| and quotations used in the present
series of articles comes from the
first-named bookiet.

The NCAC publications are spon-
sored by a group including: Pearl
Buck, Louis Bromfield, Albert Ein-
stein, Victor Reuther, President
James G. Patton of the National
Farmers Union, Prof. P. A. Sorokin
of Harvard, former Secretary of
Interior Ray Lyman Wilbur, Presi-
dent W. S. Townsend of the CIO
Transport Service Employees, Pres-
ident C. S. Johnson of Fisk Univer-
sity, President W. J. Millor, S.J.,
of the University of Detroit, and
many other prominent individuals,

years, “has imported Americans to.
handle his stepped-up air program.”
[Washington Evening Star, June 10,
1948.]

Ecaudor, where a Col. Mancheno
took control of the government ‘and
established a dictatorship in August,
1947, had received through 1946 a
total of $7,534,175 in U. S. armaments
under the lend-lease program.

In Paraguay in October, 1948, the
government suppressed a revolt
which centered in the military acad-
emy. Paraguay had received $101,-
621.17 in American armaments dur-
ing 1947,

Armed soldiers under the command
of high army officers attacked the
police headguarters in an effort to
overthrow the government in Para-
guay. Other army units were in readi-
ness to participate if the overthrow
seemed obvious. However, quick pres-
idential action in using a few loyal
regiments ended the revolt. A Para-
guay dispatch summarized the situa-
tion by saying: “After having helped
save his own regime by quick action
on October 25, President Juan N.
Gonzalez is now atttempting to pla-
cate and control all factions of the
army and to achieve a united front
in his own party.” [N. Y. Times, Dec.
2, 1948.1

In Peru the army deposed the presi-
dent after a three-day revolt and
the leader of the revolt, General
Odria, became president,

RESULTS OF MILITARISM

A Venezuelan political crisis in
which the cabinet resigned was re-
ported in th'e November 24, 1948, New
York Times. The account stated that
“President Gallegos will announce
tomorrow a new cabinet dominated
by men acceptable to the ‘moderate’
wing of the nation’s armed force.”

The Times also stated that “the mil-
itary representatives were reported
to have been demanding changes in
the government and particularly the
inclusion of more military men in
the cabinet and other government
posts.” Even though the president ac-
quiesced in these changes, “the army
staged a coup and threw President
Gallegos out of office.” (November
28, 1948.) .

In Chile, an attempted coup led by
three high army and four high air
force officers failed to overthrow the
government, largely because some
army elements remained loyal to the
government.  Santiago newspapers
said editorially that “foreign money
and influence” had played its part in
the uprising though they did not men-
tion the nationality. Later Chile offi-

cials implicated military elements in

Argentina,

The United States had previously
arrived at an agreement with Argen-
tina, where for a four-year period a
U. S. army mission would advise that

-country's armed forces. Similar mili-

tary agreements have been reached
with thirteen other American repub-
lics and the U. 8. is currently nego-
tiating additional pacts with other
Western hemisphere countries. Prior
to the surprise disbanding of Costa
Rica's small army, the U. S. army
maintained a military mission there
to train Tosta Rica’s “force of 500
officers and men.”

The United States has an air base
in Brazil as well as the right to use
the Galapagos Islands and other
bases in South America. There are
American bases also in Jamaica, An-
tigua, St. Lucia, British Guiana, St.
Thomas, Bermuda and Trinidad.

"KARL MARX"
by Franz MEHRING |

The standard biographical work on
the founder of scientific socialism
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—$3.00—first comie, first served,

LABOR ACTION BOOK SERVICE
4 Court Square
Long Island Cl¥y 1, N. Y.

!
o
i

SRl et ey

e

1

e T

i
9
%?

S,




=y 2

A AT

e

|

=]

B

January 23, 1950

LABOR ACTION

Page

Titoism and Independent Socialism—Vil

- THE DEFENSE OF YUGOSLAVIA

By HAL DRAPER
il

We have thus far discussed the
character of the Tito regime and the
attitude of Independent Socialists
toward it: no political support of it,
no political alliance with it, no
whitewashing of it.

The importance of being clear on
this much is underlined by the way
in which a pre-world war IIT state
of mind is being created in this coun-
try around the Tito-Stalin fight, as
we have mentioned. Poor, little,
brave Yugoslavia beset by the Rus-
sain bear—“we” (that is, American
imperialism) must come to its de-
fense against Moscow!

I* is certainly true that Yugoslavia
is peor, little, and brave; but the
Belgium attacked by Germany in 1914
was also little and brave, as was the
Finland ‘attacked by Russia in 1939,
Two imperialist world wars have bro-
ken out in our century presumably
around the pretext of defending cne
little couniry or another against an
aggressor. In all of these cases there
was an aggression, militarily speak-
ing, but anti-war fighters knew that
these incidents merely triggered off
the inter-imperialist rivalry that was
building up toward the outbreak of
hostilities. The just fight of the small
country was swallowed up in the
world holocaust.

But with this out of the way, at
least as far as this series of articles
is concerned, it is next important to
reject an equally erroneous and op-
posite view, much less common but
still to be met. This is the view that,
since Moscow is Stalinist and Tito
is Stalinist, and there is no social
difference between them, one must
take a plague-on-both-your-houses
approach—an attitude of neutrality
in the struggle of Yugoslavia as
against Russian domination.

TITO AND CHIANG KAI-SHEK

This view will not bear a mo-
ment’s Marxist examination. Let us
approach it in three ways,

(1) First of all, the elementary
Marxist idea has to be kept clear
that our political attitude toward a
given government or regime does not
automatically determine our attitude
toward a given war in which this
regime is involved. The social iden-
tity of Stalinism in Belgrade and in
Moscow determines many things
about our politics, but it does not by
itself determine the socialist atti-
tude in case of national conflict.

" For example, the Spanish loyalist
government and the Franco insur-
rection (would-be government) were
both bourgeois as far as their social
nature went, even though one repre-
sented bourgeois democracy and the

other fascism. Still, the Marxists

gave military and material support
(not political support) to the former
and fought the latter.

But since the important political
difference did exist in the situation, it
is more instructive to remember that
the Marxists also gave similar sup-
port to the war waged by Chiang
Kai-shek against Japan in the pre-
World War Il conflict which raged
over control of China. In this case,
if there was any social difference in
the regime, both essentially bour-
geois, it was not to the aodvantage of
the Chinese warlord, whose social

@ basis had an even greater admixture

of backward feudalistic elements
than the Japanese.

Chiang was a dictator, a “bloody
hutcher” in the eyes of every revo-
lutionary socialist ‘in the world, the
hangman of the Chinese proletariat,
no democrat in any sense, ete. But,
as against the attempt of Japanese
imperialism to impose its own for-
eign yoke upon the Chinese people,
we supported even his military
strugele.

EVEN UNDER A TYRANT

Marxists support all legitimate
strugeles of peoples for national in-
dependence from all imperialism, in-
cluding those peoples who are unfor-
tunate enough to be themselves
ruled by native tyrants and dicta-
tors. This doubling of their burden
does not exclude them from the right
to their national freedom. Rather it
has been jrue often enough that,
through such a just fight for inde-
pendence, even though under a
tyrant, the people have been able to
mobilize their strength mnot only to
defeat the would-be foreign oppres-
sor but also to sharpen the fight for
soctal freedom at home.

In the pre-war case of Chiang
Kai-shek China versus Japan, there
was always a real danger of possible
compromise between the contestants
over the backs of the Chinese peo-
ple. To be sure, this element is not
absent in the case of Tito (or rather,
more broadly, of the Titoist bureau-
cracy), but—since Russia is not
Japan and can afford far less to ad-
mit a compromise on its own part—
Tito knows very well that today any
weakening on his part toward com-
promise may mean his own head.

There was another element in the
Sino-Japanese case which concerns
us: the danger of the subordination
of the Chinese struggle against Ja-
pan to another imperialism, like that
of the U. 8. (This, of eourse, is what
actually took place once the Second
World War engulfed the East.) This
possibility is likewise far from ab-
sent in the Tito struggle today.

But today the Titoists are fighting
for their country’s independence
against Russian conquest. For their
own national-Stalinist interest, they
resist in action and in deed, on all
levels. Of this there can be no doubt.
And this fight, which they head for
their own reasons, is also the fight of
the entire Yugoslav people for na-
tional liberation.

In this fight, national resistance
against satellization by Moscow, the
faet that Tito is a totalitarian dic-
tator has the same significance as
the other fact that Chiang was a
butcher, The social identity of the
Moscow and Belgrade regimes no
more excludes support of a national
war for freedom than does the social
identity between (say) a colonial
country’s bourgeols leadership and
its imperialist oppressor.
CONSEQUENCE OF A DEMAND

(2) The example of Chiang and
China is close enough to the issue
to illuminate the main point we
would make; but lest it be urged
that it is no guide in dealing with
the brand-new phenomena presented
by Stalinism (a view we do not
share), let us confine ourselves to

NEW YORK ‘SUN’ SETS

NEW YORK — A newspaper made
news here when the city’'s second old-
est paper, the Sun, announced on
January 4 that it was giving up the
ghost. But the -Sun, rock-ribbed Re-
publican bible of the suburbanites,
could not resist the opportunity of
linking its own demise with a last
swipe at labor in its very death
throes.

In the well-publicized statement
made by its president, Thomas W.
Dewart, a good share of the blame
for the event (which is not deeply
lamented by the great majority of
New Yorkers) was hurled at labor:

“Despite continued warnings of the

economic .conseguences, various un-
jons have forced and are continuing

to force, higher wages, until, in the’

newspaper business as a whole these
have risen beyond reason,” said the
lame-duck publisher.

The CIO Newspaper Guild rep]iegi
sharply. It pointed out, first that the
Sun was the only New York metro-
politan paper whose editorial and
commercial employees were not cov-

TAKES LAST SWIPE AT LABOR,
FIRES STAFF WITHOUT NOTICE

ered by a Guild contract. Secondly,
the Sun had not given a wage in-
erease in 1949 in any department and
had not been faced with any increase
in 1950. .

President Harvey Call of the Sun's
independent union, the Sun Editorial
Employees Association, said that his
organization’s contracts and those of
other unions with the Sun had not
been out of line with city-wide wage
scales. He added that the mahage-
ment had never made any plea along
the lines of economy.

It is now also revealed that the
Sun’s editorial department employees
Jearned their jobs were gone when
they read a notice posted on the bul-
letin board on January 4—notifying
them that “all positions are termi-
nated” that very same day, the same
day the announcement appeared in
the paper. With no more advance
notice than that!.

Dewart, of course, made no mention
of the main reason for his paper's
fate: too many people just didn’t want
to read the darned sheet!
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the Russian empire today for a sec-

ond approach to the question.
Consider the task of an independ-

ent socialist — anti-Stalinist anid

anti-capitalist—in the Russian satel- -

lites today, in Bulgaria, Rumania,
et al. In whatever way that may he
possible, he would desire to bring his
denunciations of the regime to his
fellow workmen. He would denounce
it as anti-working class, totalitarian,
exploitive, ete., of course, but not
the least part of his condemnation
would be to hammer away at the
most obvious line of attack of all:
These Kolarovs, these Ruakosis, ete.,
they are mothing but Stalin’s pup-
pets, they have sold our country to
Moscow, they have made us a colony
of the Kvemlin; even if you support
Stalinism, even if you don’t agree
with the rest of my indietment, must
ot we demand that our countiy
breal awith its Russian masters,
achieve real national imdependence?

And this would be among the most
popular of the issues that counld
drive a wedge between even pro-
Stalinist sections of the workers and
the puppet regime.

But what if—for good or bad rea-
sons, because of our motives or their
own—the satellite bureaucracy does
break with Moscow, as we have been
demanding? And what if, decisively
because of this break and no other
reason, Russia sets in motion its ma-
chine of intimidation and terror
against the country that has taken
this step?

In such a case—which is the case in
Yugoslavia today—it would be sim-
ply politically impossible for our
hypothetical socialist to turn around
and say, to the very workmen whom
he had agitated before: Yes, our
yulers made a break for national in-
dependence, as we demanded, but
now that owr national independence
is menaced precisely because of this
action, we are neutral tn this stiwg-
gle . . . !

THE BASIC THEORY

(3) What the above merely con-
cretizes is, in fact, the basic theo-
retical reason why the plague-on-
both-their-houses view is incorrect
from a Marxist standpoint—incor-
rect with reference to the Yugoslav
struggle as against Russtan con-
quest, a struggle which would reach
its sharpest expression in case this
struggle flarves into war, a war for
national independence.

We have seen that the Marxist
eriterion for policy in war is not
automatically given by the social na-
ture of the regime. War is simply
another means of achieving political
ends (or, as the more time-honored
formula goes: war is a continuation
of polities by other, that is, foreible
means). The Marxist’s attitude to-
ward a given war is determined by
his analysis of the politics from
which that war flows, the politics
of which that war is a continuation.

If Russia invaded Yugoslavia te-
morrow, and Yugoslavia had to de-
fend its national independence, the
war on its side would not flow from
Tito's totalitarianism (a democratic
socialist regime in Yugoslavia would
be invaded by Russia with twice as
much enthusiasm)—it would flow de-
cisively from +the politics of the
struggle for national independence.

This is why our hypothetical so-
cialist above would find it impossible
to make political sense (both to
others and to himself: the problem
is at bottom the same) out of a re-
jection of support. The war flowed
from the realization of his own de-
mand, If the demand was a correct
one, the consequences must be ac-
cepted. .

ON TWO FRONTS

Support of the Yugoslav regime
and its deeds as against Russian im-
perialism by no means affects the
necessity of fighting the Titoist die-
tatorship at home; it by no means
implies political reconciliation with
Tito-Stalinism. Socialist support the
fisht for Yugoslav national inde-
pendence in their own way, without
any political reconciliation with the
enemy at home.

Naturally, there have always been
those self-styled socialists, in all the
cases we: have mentioned, including
Spain and China, who saw only two
alternatives: (a) either support the
struggle for nutional independence
and therefore give up any political
struggle at home; or else (b) main-
tain “revolutionary intransigence" by
supporting neither the home regime
nor the real national fight. In no case
has the Marxist movement adopted
either of these deadly alternatives—
and we do not do so in the case of
Yugoslavia.

Full econcrete support to the strug-
gle against the reactionary foreign
imperialism; no political support to
the domestic tyrant—a.fight on two
fronts, toward the democratic social-
ist revolution which will mean the
end of both Tito and Stalin. The
latter is also the only sure road to-
ward grounding Yugoslav independ-
ence in that which alone can main-
tain it: the victory of working-class
democracy in all of the Balkans, in
all of Europe and the world.
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A British Socialist Looks at the TUC's Wage Freeze in England

By WILFRED WIGHAM

(in British Socialist Leader, Dec. 17)
LONDON—The document issued on

the General Council of the Trades Union Congress to
the 187 unions affiliated to the Congress and their
8,000,000 members is a determined attempt to shackle
demands for wage increases. The first of the seven
points demands rigorous restraints upon all increases
of wages, salaries and dividends. All the other six

points deal with wages.

Point two insists that the existing machinery of vol-

tive.” Alfred Tomkins, general secretary of the Nation-
al Union of Furniture Trade Operatives, writing in the

November 23 by

living increase.

Decemher NUFTO Record, says his union will not put
into cold storage its claim for 3d. an hour cost-of-

The General Council document urges the extension
of schemes of payment by results and suggests that by
reldting wages to output in this way, workers may still
get higher pay when production increases. Unfortu-

nately there is no guarantee that increased production

untary negotiation be preserved; but point three urges

unions to frame their policy in conformity with the Gen-
eral Council recommendations, and point five proposes the
scrapping of existing machinery in the case of the many
unions which have agreements binding wage-rates to
cost-of-living indexes (for at least a year, and within a
range of six points rise or fall in the official cost-of-
living figure, the Interim Index of Retail Prices).

From a socialist angle the General Council statement
is the negation of leadership. Instead of fighting for
the rise in wages at the expense of profit which social-
ism demands as a first step and which need not result
in higher prices, the General Council has apparently
devoted no research to the restraints on dividends which
it recommends—and dividends are paid, to former
owners, out of nationalized industries as well as by
the 80 per cent of industry still privately owned—and

has spent all its energies on devising

the interests of the workers it is supposed to represent.

MILITANT LEADERS OPPOSE POLICY

According to the Daily Herald report (Nov. 24) the
document was adopted with only two dissentients out
of 33. All honor to those two—James Figgins (National

Union of Railwaymen) and Edward
malkers) !

In an article in his union's journal, the Railway Review
{(Dec. 2), Figgins points out that the Bridlington Trades
Union Congress in September called for reductions in
prices and profits; the new General Council policy is
exactly the opposite. The rising cost of living is accepted

as inevitable and the stabilization of

mean that real wages will fall. "'The new policy is no solu-
tion either temporarily or permanently for the present

economic difficulties.”

Bryn Roberts, general secretary of 'the National
Union of Public Employees, writing in the NUPE
Journal, calls the policy “dreary, hopeless and nega-

schemes against

will be credited to the worker by the employer.

WAGE FREEZE SETS PATTERN '

As suggested by this writer two years ago, thé engi-
neers have got the right idea when they demand a rise
of 1 pound sterling a week out of profits. Other unions
may take this line: and as the meeting of union execu-
tives is expected in January, branch resolutions on this
issue should be pouring in to all head offices.

) Not only unions which have official machinery bind-
g wages to cost-of-living figures but all unions which
have or may have wage claims pending are asked in
th_e General Council document to make no claim—or
withdraw their claim—to wage increases unless the
official cost-of-living index rises six points. (At present
the figure is 112: June 1947 being 100.) “Low-paid
v»"orl(ers—nut defined—are named as a possible excep-
tion; but even in the case of these the General Council
(all of whose members probably get considerably more
than £5 or £4 10s.!) asks for a standstill. This is

assurably a wage freeze, grimly seasonable.

J. Hill (Boiler-

One other aspeet of these proposals should be noted'
and may be illustrated by a speech at the Free World
Labor Conference on December 3. Deven Sen, of the
Indian National Trades Union Congress (a National

Congress organization, not the All-India TUC which re-

wage rates will

ers’ rights.

DISCUSSION: A REJOINDER ON—

mains within the Communist-dominated World Feder-
ation of Trade Unions), said that Indian industrialists
were threatening to close the factories unless the work-
ers agreed to wage cuts, even though prices were shoot-
ing up, and added:—

"Acceptance of wage-freezing in Britain will have its
repercussions on other governments and employers, who
will be encouraged to copy this experiment."

So that the year is ending with Britain giving a
reactionary lead to the world in the sphere of industrial
relationships as well as in the sphere of colonial work-

Not in the
dHeadlines

Cry, Beloved Country

In South Africa, probably the most
racist country in the world today, a
recent case underlined conditions in
that country. Daniel Gieskens was
arraigned for assault on a native and
charged with burning and marking
him with a branding iron. The judge

"in Magistrates’ Court at Johannesburg

denounced the act as the most shock-
ing and brutal assault he had ever
known, according to the Cape Times
for December 10, and said that if
the courts looked lightly on that kind
of thing there would be complete an-
archy in this country.

Whereupon Gieskens was sentenced
to—five months!

What is unusual about this, how-
ever, is the fact that this is the first,
or one of the few, cases in which
ANY JAIL SENTENCE AT ALL has
been given for assault on a native,
the alternative of a fine being the
custom. Even so, the sentence may
still be reduced by the Appellate
Court.

The Economy Boys

“If every tax legally owed the gov-
ernment were collected, I believe the
budget could be balanced without
any tax increases.”

This statement was made at the end-
of December by a leading member
of the House Ways and Means Com-
mittee, Forand of Rhode Island.

Forand was referring to the wealthy
men and corporations who do most
of this tax-dodging, with the aid of
skilled lawyers and complacent Con-
gressmen, who—Forand pointed out
—in the name of “economy,” have
“cut down the staff of special agents
the Treasury employed to catch tax
evaders—although these agents were
putting into the Treasury $20 for each
$1.00 spent in collecting the money
owed the government.”

Socialist Policy and German Armament

By EUGENE KELLER

The objections raised by Comvrades
Green and Fenwick in the last two
issues of LABOR ACTION to my dis-
cussion article on Western Germany's
rearmament (Deceber 26, 1949) ap-
pear to me, with one major excep-
tion, irrelevant to the subject dis-
cussed. Both represent my discussion
of American politico-military policy
in Europe as though it had been
thought up by me.

For cxample, both quote the fol-
lowing passage from the article: “The
new German army...must have an
ideology. It must at the least be able
to feel that it is fighting for a coun-
try of its own, if nothing more sub-
lime.” Within the context of the arti-
cle this passage was meant to pose
the difficulties that face the Amer-
icans in furthering German‘*rearma-
ments. That is, on the one hand they
would like to “control” it, and on the
other, their policy gives rise to un-
predictable and uncontrollable ten-
dencies, such as most likely will arise

in any army which is not merely a
foreign legion,

Nor have I anywhere implied, as
Fenwick states, that I am ruling oul
the defeat of Stalinism by other than
military means; rather the implica-
tion, as 1 indicated in the article,
holds true for present American pol-
icy.

Nor am I “in favor of” German re-
armament. In making the point that
Germany’s right to rearm must be
recoznized, I made it—the context is
clear on this too—against those who,
as an alternative to German rearma-
ment, desire the continued occupation
of Germany, )

Susan Green's and Fenwick's “al-
ternative” is the call for and creation
of a Western European Union. How-
ever, this idea represents a basic po-
litical orientation; one must seek to
relate individual political questions
to it; it furnishes the general frame-
work of our politics in Europe, but
within it we are still compelled to
seek such answers to questions as

Shachtman, ACTU Speaker Debate
Socialism vs. Catholicism at College

By MAX MARTIN

BROOKLYN, Jan. 11— An overflow
audience of nearly 200 students to-
night attended a debate on the so-
cial philosophies of Marxism and Ca-
tholicism, sponsored by the Politics
Club of Brooklyn College Evening
Session. This was an unusually well
attended meeting for the evening
session, since meetings cannot start
before 10:30 o'clock.

George Donahue, 2 member of the
Association of Catholic Trade Union-
ists and an AFL union official, pre-
sented the Catholic point of view.
The Marxist peint of view was pre-
sented by Max Shachtman, editor of
The New International and national
chairman of the Independent Social-
ist League. The large audience was
an extremely enthusiastic one; fol-
lowing the debate there was a lively
question period, and then summaries.

Donahue began his ’t'alk by pro-
claiming the necessity for the re-es-
tablishment of God as a central value.
Man is a value, and all social values
are to be emphasized in opposition
to the state, for they are derivative
from God. He numerated problems
of the working class under capital-
ism and declared them to be “dis-
{ressing, deplorable and in need of
revolutionary reform.” He abhorred
“the degradation of many by proper-
ty” and the resultant class warfare.
Donahue ascribed these phenomena
to the innate evil in man, the indus-
irial revolution, and the “secular-im-
perialistic theories” prevalent in the
world. He specifically singled out
Freud as one whose ideas played a
causal role in the chaos of modern
society.

NOT DUE TO SIN

Donahue devoted the last part of
his speech to reminiscences about his
own role in the labor movement. He
described his expulsion from the In-
ternational Longshoremen’s - Union

for opposition to gangsterism, and
his continuous struggle against cor-
ruption and Stalinism in the trade
unions. '

Shachtman chided Donahue for
what he felt to be his inadequate dis-
cussion of Catholic social philosophy,
adding that he was more concerned
at the moment with Catholic philoso-
phy than with Donahue's personal
views and history. He quoted from
a number of papal encyclicals which
stated, in effect, that labor is the sole
source of all value, and asked why
Catholics should not conclude from
it (as Marxists do) that “if labor pro-
duces all value, then labor should
own what it produces.” He pursued
the point further by rhetorically ask-
ing what was immoral about any
event such as the Russian Revolution,
which aims at the expropriation of
capitalists who do not produce value
but own it, by the masses of people
who produce all the value but do not
own it

The ISL chairman maintained that -

“the evils of society flow mnot from
the sinfulness of man but from capi-
talism.” Capitalism, Shachtman point-
ed out, is prostrate all over the world,
including the Catholic countries, with
the exception of the United States.
He challenged Donahue to show from
any official Catholic source an order
to excommunicate fascists, as had
been done in the case of socialists
and communists,

The meeting lasted until 1:00 am.

This is the second debate at Brook-
lyn College this semester at which
Max Shachtman has spoken. His first
debate, last month, was on the sub-
jeet “Is Marxism a Valid Science?”
at a meeting under the auspices of
the Eugene V. Debs Society at Brook-
lyn College Day Session. The nega-
tive was taken in this debate by Pro-
fessor Felix Gross of the college so-
ciology. department. This debate was
attended by 150 students.

will give concrete shape to the idea.
Thus, neither Green nor Fenwick has
dealt with the issue.

MILITIA SYSTEM FEASIBLE

The one relevant objection raised
by them was against my advocacy of
a militia in Western Germany, con-
irolled by trade unions and other
democratic organizations. Both Green
and Fenwick hold that nowadays a
militia no longer corresponds to mili-
tary realities. Having thus disposed of
what I had held to be socialist policy
on German rearmament, they pro-
ceed to ignore the issue and propose
an Independent Western Europe as
the *“alternative.”

Now, the argument that the wvast
complexity of modern military or-
ganization rules out its democratiza-
tion—and that is what the idea of a
militia implies—is the fit companion
to the argument that modern technol-
ogy inevitably tends toward the elim-
ination of democracy, making the
“experts”’ indispensable. The point
simply is that Fenwick and Green
have not proved their argument at
all.

It is the very complexity of indus-
try, the accompanying division of la-
bor and the relatively high skill of
the average member of modern soci-
ety which make a militia possible.
For example, the training of aireraft

. mechanies in the U. S. army took but

a few months, because each mechanic
was assigned to only a few repair
operations. Whatever general objec-
tions to the modern division of labor
one might have, it remains one of the
factors which make a militia feasible.
In other respects, a highly indus-
trialized country, like Germany, with
its modern facilities broadly distrib-
uted, allows a militia to have the req-
uisite local or regional control which
is one of the constituents of its dem-
ocratic character. As indicated in my
article, there are only a few military
activities which will need the attend-
ance of permanent staffs which are
easily placed under popular control
(research, certain educational facili-
ties, ete.)). This subject deserves a
thorough treatment which cannot be
given here; anyway, the burden of
proof that a militia is outmoded rests
on Comrades Fenwick and Green.

COUNTER TO EAST

Fenwick indicates the belief thal
it is really premature to speak of
rearming Germany, that there are is-
sues of greater priority, etc. Obvious-
ly, my discussion of German rearma-
ment dealt with only one facet of
America’s policy in Germany. My use
of language may at times have been
overemphatic but I certainly did not
suggest that the issue takes prece-
dence over other issues; if is, how-
ever, intimately related to them and
must be met as, say, the issue of dis-
mantling is met (although it is some-
what more complex than that).

Certainly, I do not think it was
premature to discuss it and to for-
mulate some sort of political pro-
gram to meet it. There have again
been reports in recent ddys (N. Y.
Times, January 13, 14, 15) of plans
for re-establishing a German army,
and such plans are probably not

drawn up without the assistance of

American officers.

America hopes to use a German
army for its own purposes; the Ger-
man bourgeoisie, on the other hand,
will seek to re-create it as a base of
social control as well as, eventually,
to create power relationships favor-
able to iiself. Therein lies one of the
dilem:mas of American foreign policy;
there are also implied new aspeets of
the national guestion.

For the present purpose, it suffices
to point to the official reason given
for a new Germany, ie., the threat
posed by the “police” troops organ-
ized by the East German government.
To me it is obvious that a militia
could counter this threat with as
much efficiency as a re-established
army (and certainly with wvastly
greater political effect) and that from
this assumption can proceed a social-
ist military policy in Germany.

Gobbledygook Defined

How to speak like an Important
Statesman in one easy lesson has been
explained by the CCF News of Can-
ada. The Cooperative Commonwealth
Federation is Canada’s counterpart of
the British Labor Party. In the Octo-
ber 27 News, a laudatory article on
British Foreign Minister Ernest Bevin
told its readers what a Great Man he
is:

“He is not a tidy or logical speaker.
He tangles himself up in sentences
that often have no true beginning or
middle or end. Often he leaves some
of the thoughts he utters hanging in
midair. He is profuse and ungram-
matical. He is capable of uttering
sentences like ‘What we have to do
is not to create a situation.

“But he utters them with a slow
force that seems to clothe them mo-
mentarily in profound meaning, and
as the majestic and .untidy river of
his speech flows on, it sometimes car-
ries his audience beyond the con-
crete meaning of his words into a
country of infinite horizons.” -

Evidently: what his audience has -

to do is not to get drowned in the
untidy river.
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sion of such contractual provisions, but felt that in this case the local had
no alternative hut to accept it or go out on strike. We are glad to correct
an errvor here.

It is precisely because the UAW recognizes the danger of such clauses,
and because your letter lays such stress on this danger that we feel it
necessary to stress it over and over again.

Let us recall that when the local originally rejected the unilateral demand
of the company, it issued a statement giving reasons for its action. That
statement, so far as we understand it, was not confined to the "unilateral"
nature of the company's demand. It was a general denunciation of the very
idea of the loyalty witchhunt.

In other words, the membership understood that, involved in the con-
tract clause proposed by the company, was the whole question of civil
rights and the dangers to the democratic rights of the union and its indi-
vidual members in a clause that makes possible the victimization of workers
for whatever political (or even trade-union) views they might hold.

And your letter, referring to the clause finally incorporated into the
contract, says that “it would have been infinitely better to have mo shch
language in the contract. . . " With this sentiment, we agree completely.
To make clear what these “security” clauses signify as a threat to demo-
cratic liberties, it is necessary to review briefly the whole chain of events
twining about Local 669 and linking it ‘to the grave threats to democratic
liberties.

This Is How I+ Works

In the fall of 1947 President Truman issued Executive Order No. 9835.
The procedure under that order has been and is the following: The presi-
dent issues a directive to his attorney general to draw up a list of organiza-
tions which in his opinion are subvérsive. This list is made public and the
country at large is “put on guard” against the organizations listed. Any
individual who belongs to one of them, reads its press, or associates with
its members in any way is also considered to be “subversive.”

- This is accompanied by a series of loyalty oaths introduced in one
after another government administration, national, state and local. The
FBI goes into action with methods that are strictly illegal and mark an
invasion of the rights of individuals which are presumably protected by the
Constitution of the United States. '

Organizations listed by the attorney general are not advised beforehand
that they will be listed. No evidence is presented against them. They have
no opportunity to defend themselves. After they are listed, they may, in a
closed “hearing,” present evidence why they should not have been listed.
In true Stalinist style, they are guilty until they prove themselves innocent.

Procedures not embodies in any act of Congress are ingeniously devised
to make any appeal to the courts awkward and difficult. The administra-
tion merely expresses an ‘“opinion,” while hiding behind governmental
immunity and privilege.

The FBI gathers evidence in a thousand and one ways, legally and
illegally, much of it spurious, and all of it based on the conception that if
anyone does not bow to the sacredness of capitalist enterprise, he is auto-
matically outside the pale of society.

The vietims have no way of challenging the “evidence” presented against
them, for naturally everything the FBI does—its methods, agents and in-
formers—must remain secret in true political-police style.

The president’s directives are immediately picked up by the military
brass and made effective instruments on the industrial front, beginning with
the Stalinists, but as the UAW knows so well, quickly trained against
socialists and union militants in general. Such individuals are advised that
they are “poor security risks” and are fired or shunted off their jobs. No
evidence is presented to them; they have no way of questioning their
accusers, or meeting them face to face.

Now let us ‘get back to Local 669 and its contract clause on “security
risks.” You contend that the clause finally adopted protects the membership
against violation of its democratic rights because it provides that disputed
cases arising under the company’s “security agreements with the govern-

“~ ment” will be subjeet to grievance procedure up to and including arbitration.

But the violation of democratic rights is inseparable from the government’s
“security” regulations themselves. All the clause can accomplish, at best, is
to- make it a little more difficult for the company to act even more high-
handedly than the “security” regulations demand.

The dangers in the original clause are present in the final clause. You may
have been compelled to sign, but let us recognize the continuing -dangers.
That is why it would have been "infinitely" better to have no clause at all
The company concession was a fairly minor modification of its demand for
“security." The union concession was far greater. And that is what the LABOR
ACTION article had in mind when it said that Local 669 "reversed™” itself in
accepting the "modified clause."

We Have to Stop It!

It is true that the government is the prime mover in pressing for such
security clauses and that the problem and danger would exist whether the
clause was in the contract or not. And it is just because the government
with its tremendous power is the prime mover, so difficult to check in any
local situation, that militants must be put on guard and warned of just
what is happening in this country.

Under government regulations, the only question to be taken up or
arbitrated is this: Is the accused worker, or is he not, a member of any
organization on the attorney general’s list or H
manner” or with any individual who, in turn is “associated” with it?

You may, it is true, attempt to prove that the particular individual,
though associated with the organization, is nevertheless not a “security risk”
but such a consideration is unfortunately irrelevant in these star-chamber
processes.

The government hides behind the “confidential” character of the evi-
dence presumably at its disposal in any case. What the evidence is, if there
is any at all, must be accepted on faith. And in this period of spy-hunt
hysteria, we have every right to fear that arbitration boards will accept
at face value weird processes by which the government classifies workers
as “subversive.” In faet, experience has already borne out this fact.

You state in your letter that you “personally would not hesitate one
moment to eliminate anyone who is a real threat to our national security.”
You presumably refer to spies, saboteurs, and espionage agents of foreign
powers. Naturally no one in the labor movement, we least of all, is inter-
ested in protecting the “rights” of such: elements. Espionage and counter-
espionage is a game we gladly leave to those whose natural inclinations or
greed impel them to it.

But after all, that is not the question here at all. The statute book bulges
with laws which give the government ample power to deal with any individ-
uals or groups committing any kind of crime. The so-called security regulations
are not laws. They are necessary because the government wishes to act
against those who have not committed any crime and against whom it has no
evidence to justify legal action of any kind. ’

You express yourself clearly in favor of the fullest democratic rights
and explain that you will oppose penalizing any worker merely for his
political opinions even if he is a Communist. That is the erux of the whole
question: the “security regulations” aim simply and essentially at political
opinions. Security risk is translated into “subversive.” Subversive is inter-
preted to include anyone who sharply criticizes official government policies,
or who opposes the exploitation of Workers by capitalists, and, by easy
extension, will include any active:aggressive, militant unionist who speaks
up vigorously and courageously.

Somebody has got to put a stop to this kind of thing before the union
movement is tied up in knots.

But what to do? We, militant unionists who do understand the vicious
character of the security regulations, how shall we act in a labor movement
which in its majority is not alive and alerted to the menace of encroaching
authoritarianism?

First, second, and third: we must say what is; we must not underestimate
the threat itself; we must not delude ourselves into thinking that we have
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licked it by a lawyer's trick in contracts; we must arouse the whole labor
movement, insist that it take a stand against the administration’s "democracy
by classification,” demand that it issue pamphlets, radio broadcasts, mass
meetings to tell the world that we of the whole labor movement intend to pre-
serve our democratic rights to the full and will resist all attempts to chip
them away.

You say that you cannot agree that the fight against the security regu-
lations can be made on the labor-management front, since such a fight
might very well make for a national series of strikes on this issue alone.
We are not irresponsible adventurers or strike-mongers like the Stalinists
who can turn it on or off depending on the political requirements of the
Kremlin bureaueracy. We did not and do not, for example, suggest that
Loecal 669 should strike if its members and officials feel it unwise to do =o-
or are convinced that sueh a strike cannot be victorious. Nor do we call for
a big “national series of strikes on this issue alone.”

But once we aim to defend our union membership and its democratie
rights, can we pledge in advance not to strike? If the employers and the
government get such a guarantee, then victimization of union militants is
automatically speeded up. Such was the lesson of the no-strike pledge during
the last war.

A Job for the Whole -Labor Movement

On the other hand, if a united labor movement were to take a solid
stand in refusing to submit to the witchhunt, such a show of force alone
would be sufficient to make the government backtrack.

But Loeal 669 is just one small local in the UAW. And you brothers,
who, we are sure, write in full sincerity when. you say that you intend to
make a determined fight on the “broadness” and “loose application” of the
security regulations, are officers in only one region of the UAW. But what
are the leaders of the American labor movement doing to combat this
abomination?

In a way, this whole business can be traced back to the “non-Communist”
affidavits of the Taft-Hartley Law. That law should have been met by a
frontal attack of the whole labor movement, AFL, CIO and independent.
When the AFL surrendered the ficht against the “yellow dog” affidavits
without a struggle, it became clear that no such struggle would be waged.

Under those circumstances we understand that signing the affidavits
was tactically necessary, without yielding in the slightest on the principle
involved. The labor movement, even its most conservative section, has never
ceased to demand repeal of the law itself. But had it acted unitedly, we are
certain that a struggle would have so crippled the Taft-Hartley Law as
to make it totally ineffective,

The present situation is not very different. If the entire labor movement
were unified in a struggle against the attorney general’s “yellow dog” list-
ing, or even if the CIO alone were vigilantly opposed to it, then another kind
of fight could be waged against it, and most certainly it would never have
invaded the plants and become a direct union issue.

The pity is that so much of the CIO leadership endorses the attorney
general's action in the mistaken belief that it is okay because it is directed
against the Stalinists. As an Independent Socialist organization, what we can
and must do is attempt to turn the tide the other way.

Every concession granted by the labor movement weakens its general
position and increases the reactionary threats against it. The failure to
fight the Taft-Hartley affidavits helped lay the groundwork for the current
witehhunt against union militants and the insulting demand by companies
for the right to victimize the best elements of the labor movement and thus
weaken the unions. Make no mistake about it: the main interest of the
employers is to weaken the union movement and that can be proved easily
enough.

But there is one difference between the two cases that strikes the eye.
Regardless of one’s opinion of the tacties pursued by the labor movement
in the fight on Taft-Hartleyism, one thing was and i#'clear: THE WHOLE
LABOR MOVEMENT OPPOSES THE TAFT-HARTLEY LAW and car-
ries on a year-round fight against it, in one way or another, rousing union
members, taking the case to the public. :

But that is not the case with the “security regulations.” So that the
immediate question before the labor movement'is noti.primarily fow to fight
the witchhunt drive (although that is one prbbldm)*but first and foremost
whether it should be fought at all.

With the change indicated, we can agree with you that the fight against

Japanese CP Rift

* Purge in Plants: How Can Labor Stop It?

the “security regulations’ cannot be fought out exclusively or even mainly
on the “labor-management front.,” But then, on what main front must it be
fought out? On the political front of course, that is: THE LABOR-GOV-
ERNMENT FRONT. And this is just where the trouble lies.

The responsible leadership of the American labor movement is not putting
up ony struggle visible to the naked eye against the whole “loyalty purge"
of the administration. And, for our money, there is an easily seen reason for
their "inertia."

On the Labor-Government Front

The union movement in general, and the CIO in particular because of its
closer relations with the Truman administration, finds it difficult to combat
the witchhunt.

First of all, a large section of the labor officialdom shortsightedly agrees
with the regulations.

Secondly, many of those who oppose them find it impossible to speak
out the truth and to challenge the administration for fear that a frontal
attack upon the initiator of this “loyalty purge” would break their alliance
with the Democratic Party. So pathetically impotent has the top officialdom
of labor become because of this alliance, that it has failed to note the dan-
gerous anti-democratic trends introduced by Truman and his administra-
tion or to fizht them.

The ery “subversive” is an old cry of reactionaries. If it is said that the
“gsecurity regulations” are primarily directed against Stalinism and the
Stalinists, who are agents of Russia, we note with some irony that an
administration which was in closest alliance with the Stalinists, and labor
leaders who worked in harmony with them for many long years, now gag
at the very mention of the word. And among the victims of the government

and union purges are precisely people who never for a moment stopped
their struggle against Stalinism, not even during the war,

What constitutes a “subversive’”’? Subversive toward whom and what?
We believe that the American capitalist class is subversive of the interests
of the mass of the American people. We believe that the government, as a
government of the industrialists and financiers, likewise subverts the inter-
ests of the people to the profits of the few. We have no doubt that militants,
radicals and independent socialists are “subversive” of the greed of the
American monopolists; and that the government, in labeling such enemies
of exploitation and the profit system as “subversive,” is speaking in the
name of the profiteers and exploiters.

Every union leader, if he is not a smug and contented bureaucrat, -

ought to know, no matter how well he may be getting along right now with
the employers and Democratic politicians, that in the eyes of the industrial-
ists he is still a “subversive,” radical, socialist or worse. And certainly if
William Green or Dave Beck or even Phil Murray are a little dense in such
matters, a person like Walter Reuther knows as well as anyone that in the
eyes of the auto barons he is still a “dirty little socialist,” a *“trouble-
maker” and a “subversive.”

We are sure that you understand this as well as we do. But we want

everybody in the labor movement to understand it too. If nothing is done
about this rapidly developing cancer of totalitarianism, the labor movement
will be the main sufferer.
. Don’t believe for a moment that the security regulations are issued for
a handful of radieal organizations or individuals. The military arm of the
government and the notoriously anti-labor FBI have no more love for the
labor movement than the capitalists, And both can turn to many eager
reactionaries in Congress to aid them if need be.

What is alarming is that the labor movement, and—most important of
all—the CIO does not appear concerned about the problem. This indiffer-
ence produces just the kind of situation that arose in Paterson.

Local 669 could not solve the problem, but at least it tried to meet it
head-on. And if it did not win what it wanted, it at least pointed to the real
problem. The UAW as a whole must pick up the issue and spearhead a move-
ment inside the ClO to turn it in the direction it ought to be traveling.

May we again say that we are happy for the opportunity your letter
gives us to discuss this matter in public, where it belongs. We tried to sound
the alarm for the entire labor movement. We believe the situation is a
serious and even critical one. We believe that if the labor movement does
not aet, and act quickly, it will face a problem that may become insur-
mountable.
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Linked to China--

associated with it in any-
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The whole of Nosaka's statement
is not yet available but the excerpts
seen thus far contain such contradic-
tory sentiments that it is possible
to assume that it represents a com-
promise between conflicting tenden-
cies. It is probable that Nakanishi’s
expulsion, like the Cominform blast,
was the overture to a deeper and
centinuing strugegle.

The Japanese CP has a long history
of factional conflict, antagonisms
among the leadership, doctrinal dif-
ferences and cliquishness. During the
last year the party has suffered a
severe decline and has been affected
by several splits. It has lost its initial
post-war dynamism and attractive-
ness as well as much of its influence
inside the organized union movement,
in which it once had a leading role,
These conditions would make for
crisis even without Cominform inter-
vention.

What may have brought the situ-
ation to a head is the China question.
Nosaka has been known as far closer
to Mao Tse-tung than to Stalin, He
spent the latter part of the war at
the former's capital in Yenan where
he developed a program strikingly
similar to Mao’s. Functioning as a
part of the Chinese party leadership,
Nosaka sought to apply Mao’s theo-
ries to Japan. He proposed a moder-
ate program of anti-feudalism and
anti-Zaibatsu measures along with
cooperation with the U, 8., ocecupa-
tion and other *“democratic ele-
ments.” Nosaka, for example, re-
fused to call for abolition of the
emperor system but only for its mod-
eration.

POST-WAR STALINISM

In October 1945 the CP was re-
constituted in Japan by a group of
leading pre-war figures just released
from prison as a result of Mac-
Arthur's amnesty. These men had
shown remarkable fortitude for pe-
riods of from ten to twenty years in
jail. But these years had not pre-
cisely broadened their Hhorizons.
They tended toward narrow doetri-
narism.

Leaders of the reorganized party
were Tokuda and Shiga. Each lead-
ing personality gathered his own
cliqgue of followers into the new
party, which announced all-out war
on the emperor and a call for a
“united front"” with the Social-De-
mocracy which smelled suspiciously
like the united-front-from-below of
the “Third Period.”

On January 10, 1946 Nosaka flew
in from Yenan. Like a fresh wind from
the outside, he was welcomed as a
hero by all political elements from

right to left and immediately set to
work revamping the leading cadres
around himself.

Nosaka began as an international
figure. By contrast with Tokuda and
his friends like Nakanishi, who had
Leen jailed as a Russian agent dur-
ing the war, Nosaka had a cosmo-
politan background. He had joined
the labor movement in 1912 under
Bunjo Suzuki, the Japanese Gomp-
ers, and in 1922 was one of the
founders of the CP. He is one of the
few survivors of that initial leader-
ship. In 1935 he was elected to the
Executive of the Communist Intex-
national. Until 1943 he roamed over
Europe and Asia as a Comintern
agent in the twilight world of the
CP international apparatus. In 1943
he came to Yenan, where he became
an agent of the Chinese party, in its
Intelligence Department.

NOSAKA vs. TOKUDA

It has been pointed out that there
is a striking parallel between No-
saka’s adventures and those of the
Italian Stalinist leader Togliatti. If
Nosaka is the Togliatti of the Japa-
nese CP, then Tokuda is its Luigi
Longo. Tokuda is the “apparatus-
man”—controller of the trade un-
ions, of the youth corps (the party’s
shock troops), of organization.

It is an open secret that a conflict
has raged between the two within
the leadership ever since Nosaka's
arrival. On February 12, 1945 No-
saka captured control of the Na-
tional Committee from Tokuda and
announced “the Nosaka line” ' of
moderation toward the emperor and
the occupation. Yet this line was
only partially effectuated. Many CP
activities seemed to contradict it.
The outstanding characteristic of
CP post-war policy has been oppor-
tunism — in a different direction
from that of the Social-Democratic
Party, but that is because the cold
war forced it into a different posi-
tion. These contradictions are an ex-
pression of the continued leadership
conflict.

While it is Nakanishi who was ex-
pelled from the party, it seems likely
that Nosaka was aiming at Tokuda,
whose policies are much closer to
what "the Russians are demanding.
This is why Pravda and the Comin-
form did not excommunicate the
Japanese CP but only denounced No-
saka; that is, they issued a call to
Tokuda to take up-the decisive strug-
gle for control. Nakanishi's expulsion,
then, is Nosaka’s warning to Moscow
to call off its dogs.

This reconstruction admittedly
has elements of speculation and as
such may prove to be wrong in de-

tails. Such an element of uncertain-
ty is inevitable in an analysis of an
inner-CP situation, in the nature of
the Stalinist type of organization.
Nevertheless, it is this writer's opin-
ion that the above is the basic out-
line of the real picture, To this out-
line, an essential addition has to be
made.

RUSSIA'S STAKE

The Russian charges against No-
saka are twofold. First, he is ac-
cused of Japanizing Marxism, “the
naturalization of Marxism.” Second-
ly, they attack his insistence on
working within the framework of
the occupation rather than striking
at it head-on, and his view that
MacArthur has brought democratic
reforms to the country, so that the
parliamentary road to power has be-
come possible.

The first charge is very much like
what Mao Tse-tung proclaims as his
achievement in China. Mao-ism
openly claims to have made a spe-
cial adaptation of Stalinist dogma
to China, on an exceptionalist basis.
Tito, by contrast, makes no such spe-
cial claim but is content to say that
he is applying Stalinism rather than
adapting it.

The second issue hinges on the Rus-
sian aim in Japan. Far deeper antag-
onisms exist between the U. S, and
Russia within the Far Eastern Com-
mission at Tokyo than in the UN. For
Russian economic and military needs,
the neutralization of Japan (either
by elimination or discreditment of the
occupation) is a prime objective.

Specifically, the second part of the
Russian charge probably refers to
the so-called summer offensive—de-
signed as the initial phase of a
movement to embarrass and eventu-
ally drive out the occupation, to ful-
fill Russian desires. When the occu-
pation announced a rationalization
policy which required mass dismis-
sals of workers in industry and gov-
ernment, the CP threw everything
into a vast offensive, utilizing the
legitimate issue for avowedly politi-
cal purposes, the first of which was
the overthrow of the reactionary
Yoshida government to which Mac-
Arthur is fully committed. But the

- offensive never got much beyond the

propaganda stage. There were sev-
eral serious incidents but the move-
ment never really got under way.
Tokuda was in charge of this offen-
sive, yet the party never seemed to
gear to it fully. It seems likely, in
the light of the present accusations,
that Nosaka slowed it down.
Instead of an offensive leading to
power, the' CP began to lose control

‘of the unions. Democratic Leagues,

led by ex-CPers and left Social-
Democrats, denounced the CP’s
manipulative policies and captured
many locals from the party, Toku-
da’s base was undermined and his
policy diseredited. Nosaka's “native”
policy gained in leading circles.
Since then the attitude toward the
occupation has become less severe,
while the Russians on the Far East-
ern Commission have sharpened all
differences. Very likely the failure
of this offensive is the immediate
specific spark to this affair.

CHINA THE CRUX

Russia's military problem is obvi-
ously a geographic one. Economical-
ly, Russia’s far eastern provinces
could gain tremendously from the
supplies of Japanese heavy indus-
try; the reconstruction of Manchu-
ria to a productive level would be
greatly eased. Russia might not even
be averse to more intimate Sino-
Japanese economic relations, provid-
ed the lines of control ran through
Moscow and were coordinated with
its own needs. The greatest danger
to Russian domination in China is
represented by such serious economic
alternatives as Japan represents.

Control of the Japanese party is
one of the keys to control of China.
The State Department is also aware
of this and has begun to foster a
cautious liberalization of China
trade by Japan.

Where does Nosaka fit into this
complicated jigsaw? In recent
months he has become the chief pro-
tagonist of Japanese economic re-
vival via China trade. He spoke he-
fore a meeting of the Tokyo Cham-
ber of Commerce urging that the fu-
ture of Japanese capitalism still lay
in China and that to achieve this
Japanese capitalists would have to
make their peace with the Japanese
and Chinese CPs.

In short, Nosaka has been acting as
the go-between for the Chinese CP
and Japanese industrialists. There is
evidence that his efforts have had
some success. Nosaka appears to
have been acting like a commercial
attaché for Mao. Mao's mission to
Moscow is the proper backdrop for
the Japanese CP affair.

It is this writer’s opinion that this
is the crux of the issue: the great
problems raised for the Russian
Stalinist empire by its Chinese vic-
tory are involved. For the wealth
and power of China, Stalin would
sacrifice a dozen Japanese Commu-
nist Parties. If the struggle in the
Japanese CP continues, as it prob-
ably will, the party will be reduced
to an ineffectual force. The Chinese
will then be thrown back on the
Russians that much more,

New Bomb

Race--

(Continued from page 1)

with Russia. Since there is little rea-
son to believe that such an attempt,
stimulated by the hydrogen-bomb
prospect, could be any more success-
ful in getting around the tensions
inherent in the imperialist rivalry
between Western capitalism and
Russian Stalinist totalitarianism—
it is admitted that Russia can get
to produce the hydrogen bomb adlso
—the weightiest argument for this
step is undoubtedly that it would
serve as a demonstration of “good
will” to woo world public opinion.

Thus the cold-war imperialist tug-
of-war raging over the planet jacks
up. notch by notch, the potentialities
for the ravaging of the planet in the
threatened third world war.

The announcement of the hydro-
gen bomb, apparently precipitated
by disclosures already made by the
Alsop brothers, Washington column-
ists, followed a week and a half
after publication of an AEC medical
report which attempted to minimize
the effectiveness of A-bomb improve-
ment. Inspiring a headline like
“Atom Bomb Ratio of Havoc Lim-
ited,” the report stressed that a
bomb of twice the power of the Hiro-

shima bomb would increase the RA- |

DIUS of destruction by “only” one
fourth. Not brought out, in the N, Y.
Times item for example, was the
fact that this itself means an in-,
crease in the AREA and therefore
AMOUNT of destruction by more
than one half. Instead the AEC re-
port is quoted as saying that “very
great increases in explosive force
are necessary in order to accomplish
RELATIVELY SMALL IN-
CREASE IN THE AREA OF
DAMAGE.”

"OBYIOUS" VALUE

In any ecase, even aside from the
hydrogen bomb, the uranium-pluto-
nium bomb which is to be tested soon
at Eniwetok -is already six times
more powerful than the Nagasaki
bomb, which is supposed to have
been more powerful than the Hiro-
shima bomb.

“The most obvious military value
of the much more powerful hydro-
gen bomb,” says the press report, “is
that it does not require anything
like the accuracy of delivery of a
uranium-plutonium bomb,” sinee its
radius of destruction may be as
much as over 5 miles. The most 6b-
. vious social result of this “military
value,” is, of course, that it makes

it possible and even inevitable that "

an industrial plant area whiéh_’ii’s
bombed from afar without any at-
tempt at accuracy can be destroyed
only by also destroying any attschéﬂ
urban area, with all its people. '

While such possible consequences
of modern imperialist war "tend to
make other considerations pale, they
would come into play only if qnd
when war is allowed to break out.
Meanwhile, still in "peactime," the
race toward war brings in its train
social consequences which are felt
now, in the growing militarization of
every aspect of American life, under
the aegis of the current Fair Deal
leadership of American capitalism
no less than would be the case under
Republican administration.

The president of the California
Institute of Technology, itself a
leading beneficiary of the govern-
ment’s war-preparation scientific
program, last weék sharply attacked
U. 8. policy in that field. His re-
marks indicated growing fears in
the educational world of the effect
of the cold-war plans in militarizing
science.

Dr. L. A, DuBridge, whose insti-
tute got nearly $43% million (out of
its total operating income for the
past fiscal year of over $7% million)
from government research contracts,
denounced the ‘“widespread illusion
that the chief function of science is
to evolve weapons of war.” “As a re-
sult,” he said, “as far as the federal
government is concerned, the sup-
port of science has been left largely
with those agencies whose primary
functions are military.”

SCIENCE LOSES OUT

_The dangers, he said, are begin-
ning to make themselves felt:

"1) When basic science competes
for funds with weapon'development
projects as well as with the heavy
demands for the design and construc-
tion of battieships, airplanes and
atomic bombs, science is certain to
lose out as’ budget restrictions be-
come necessary. .

"{2) There is increasing pressure
to extend fo basic science the secrecy
restrictions which necessarily per-
vade military weapon development
programs." N '

On the same day as the hydrogen-
bomb announcement, another govern-
ment agency, the National Advisory
Council for Aeronautics, also (this
time unintentionally) underlined the:
pressure of the military upon sci-
ence. “The committee notes with sat-
isfaction a healthy pressure upon it
from the military air services and
from the aireraft industry for ad-
vanced scientific data, declared its
clhau‘man. Never before in peace-
time, he noted, had it been unable:
“to stockpile scientific knowledge for
future use.” Truman’s new budget,
asks Congress to provide $63 million
for his council, $7 million more than
it expended in the present fiscal war,
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