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Wlmt I{lml of
Appeal Can Ste venson Malre

By MAX MARTIN

Qutside of the abject collapse of fhe Hberals on civil rights—the
d1st1nct1ve feature of the Democratic Party convention—this gathering
was about as undistinguished and lifeless an event as could be expected.
There were, of course, the usual “spontaneous” demonstrations, staged
by -professional organizers of spontaneous convention demonstrations
(at not exactly modest-fees), but these lacked the ﬁre of by-gone years.

Except for several moments—Tru-
man’s last-ditch attempt to stop
Stevenson, and the vice-presiden-
tial horse-race won by Kefauver—

the conventlon was a routme, even

a‘dull, affair.”

- Governor Clement’s keynote address’

abounded in ‘“evangelical” flourishes.
Behind it one could discern the rhetorical
gliost of William Jennings Bryan, but
one could see no political principles what-
soever, let Ei”lone a modern equivalent of
Bryan’s politics. The result was pecu-
harly repulsive.

"In view of the civil-rights fiasco at fhe
“convention, there will be. many liberal
newspapers and organizations, many labor
leaders and™ many Negro leaders who will
do their best in the coming months to ob-
s¢ure the meaning of what happened.’

“They will claim perhaps that the selec-
tion of Kefauver as the vice-presidential
candidate represented a triumph for the
liberals and the labor movement, a vic-
tory which overshadows the defeat on
civil right’s They will insist that the
platform “as_a whole” is a “liberal docu-

ment.” They will seize upon every state-

ment that Stevenson mal_{es to convey
tegregation, and they will ignore the
role he played in the fight which took
place at the convention.

DEMAGOGY -

"And needless to say, Stevenson will
provide them "~with such statements,
realizing, -as he must, that the outcome
of the elections may depend upon con-

vincing millions of Negro and. labor-

voters that he stands for civil rights.
He had already stated that “I would have
preferred a specific endorsement of the
desegregation decision,” not bothering
to explain, of course, why he didn't get

Costly Corpses o

.Death on the battlefield comes high.
- In World War II, according to retired

industrialist Harold O. MacLean speak- -
ing before the Los Angeles Rotary Club,"

it cost $260,000 to kill a soldier.

. The price of death in war has steadily
risen throughout the ages, the retired in-
dustrialist stated, from 75 cents per sol-

dier:in Caesar’s time to.$50 in the Thirty -
Year War, $500 in the American Civil

War -and $25 000 in World War L
- - —Socialist :Newsletter.
. {T0s A_ngelw)
- L V4

around to put some teeth into his “pref-
erence” at a time -when it counted.

.The Democrats and their candidates can
be expected ‘to. plumb the depths. of demc-

: goguery in’.regard’ to-.this issue. - Indeed;

with - the echoes of comie_nhon ‘shouting
still res’ounding. and ‘before the campaign
has really begun, they have already pro-
duced an instance of such tactics.

On August 25, the Democratic Nation-
al Committee released-a plank-by-plank
“analysis” of the Republican platform
—presumably one which has Stevenson’s
approval, since it was given to the press

{Continued on page 3J

VS.

Tlle Mij of a FeIIow Traveler 2

SPOTLIGHT AROUND THE WORLD

DEMOPUB[

« o page 6f

DISSECTING THE DEMOCRATS
Three Articles on the Party's Life

...pageZ

. - . page 4

Youth Wms a Vlcfory Over the Penfagon

+ - page 5'_ g

s It Wasn't Even a Good
(lrcusi— You Want Politics Too?

By SAM TAYLOR and BERNARD CRAMER

Despite the surface differences with their rival’s conventlon, and -
there were many, the Republican convention in San Francisco was cut
out of the same pattern as the Democrats’. Above all, it too was convened

in order to avoid the discussion of any-and all real political issues. It was’

perhaps the acme in that distinctively: Amerlcan phenomenon ; politick-

ing without polities:
The Republicans in conclave had
nothing to talk about—rather,

there was nothing they wanted to
talk about; talk would: only put-a.
_-crimp..in the ‘beautiful unanimity,

around’ their Sole - .plank, whose
name is Eisenhower.

It is something of an historieal spec-_
_tacle when the leading capitalist party

in the U. S. puts on a better show of
comradely unanimity and mindless hand-
raising than the American Communist
Party is likely to be able to do at its
coming convention. The comparison
(which naturally should not be -driven

By JACK WILSON
Detroit, Aug. 26
The -most. harmonious - convention of
the Democratic Party ever held in Michi-

gan took place this weekend, with Gover-
nor G. Mennen Williams in the role of
star performer. There was only one brief -

flurry - over the important question of
civil rights and the fate of the “Michi-
gan declaration,” which was a real state-
ment on this issue.

Yet it was only June 3 that Walter P.
Reuther - emphasized in .a major policy
interview. with the Detroit Free Press
that:

¢] believe the Democratic Party is at
the crossroads. It cannot ride two horses
going in different directions at the same
time.

“If the Democrats try to be “all things
to all men, then I think Eisenhower will
win, as he should win, and he will win

". overwhelmingly.”

Reuther insisted then that “the par-
ty’s platform and candidate should pro-
vide leadérship on such matters as the

racial question so no one will questlon'
- Court. decision implementation. The re--

where they stand.”

A spokesman for the UAW explained the
difference between that stand and recent
events as follows: The Democratic Party
stand onm civil rights is not an agccommo-

dation to the South but one which that:
séction of the country was forced to take
because it wanted t6 stay in the party. . -

They Say They're
Not Ashamed

like him don’t like the plank and may

not support the party. That would indi~

cate we got most of what we wanted.”

‘This is supposed to explain what hap-
pened to Reuther’s dictum that “You can
have Eastland or us but you can’t have
both”—something that Stevenson has,
however accomplished.

“The plank wouldn’t have been as
strong as it is if we hadn’t fought for
it. The important thing now is how the
party’s candidates interpret it. We feel
certain Governor Stevenson and Senator

Kefauver will interpret it the same way -

we do. Therefore our basic objective has
been realized.”
Tom Nicholson of the Detroit Free

Press, who obtained both the June 3 and

the current interview, remarked: “Of
course, the South can do its own inter-
preting. The UAW won’t be listening.”

Only one individual at the Demoecratic
Party state convention objected to this

line. She was. Mrs. Nadine Brown, PAC .

secretary of Chrysler Local 490. She
sought to get the new Michigan platform
to include positive wording on Supreme

ply by a UAW member of the Demo-
cratic platform committee was:

“"We are not ashamed of the national
platform. We feel if is every bif as good
as the one adopted by the Republicans at
their convention.”

"Now -all that remains to be_heard is -

“I’m suré Senator Eastland and-others- - the Negro voters.

any further) " did not suﬂ'er from the

reminiscent type of groveling capitula- !

tion staged by Harold Stassen.

The GOP’s temporanly “monolithic?”
new look, of course, is simply a conjm

. ‘$ural -convenience for- “the rlght wmg; it

who know that ‘only the magic. name -of
The Leader stands-between them. arnd
defeat in.November. Knowland, Jenner
and their ilk are aware that it would be
political suicide to appear as an opposi=-
tion to Him. Even Sen.. McCarthy, who
in a recent TV. interview refused to say>
whether or not he would support Him
for re-election, is silent at the moment,
The dlsadvantage of thid unanimity
was something which also is not un--
known to the Stalinists: the convention"
was the biggest bore ever televised for -
four consecutive days, not even provid-
ing the two fleeting moments of drama
put on by the Democrats, on civil rights -
and the vice-presidency. -

The Republicans had their own versnons"‘ "

of these two issues. They were resolved

in the subterranean recesses of the pcrfy" SN

bureaucracy.

STALKING-HORSE

The Nixon issue was an echo of the.

old Taft-vs.-Eisenhower demarcation be- -

tween the GOP .wings, and in part a re-
sponse to the health issue which the
Democrats will push. In its former ca-
pacity, it is quasi-ideological. But it is -
a very confused echo of this underlying .
issue because of Nixon’s thorough un-
principledness even as far as the GOP
framework of principle is concerned.

The dump-Nixon - forces (reportedly
including such men as “assistant presi--
dent” Sherman Adams and Gen. Luciug
Clay) apparently gave Stassen the-

thankless task of being the -stalking-.

horse behind whom the cautious master-
minds would discover in advance whether .
or not there was a groundswell of ‘anti-
Nixonism that would have to be taken
into account. There wasn’t; or it was
scotched. The stalking- horse galloped
across no-Republican’s-land to the other

camp and nuzzled the masters where it -

would do the most good.
When it came to the cxvxl-rlghts issue,
the Republicans decided to forgo the

luxury of sallying forth as the demagog-: -

ic champions of desegregation and the
Supreme Court decision. Their platform
is only a “shade” better than the mealy-

" mouther doubletalk which the Demo-

crats accepted; and that wasn’t hard.
The GOP :plank also was designed to-be

[Tura to lasf pagel.




By ‘MAX MARTIN

There will 1nev1tably be continuing speculatlon over the role of
Harry Truman at the Democratic convention, 'way into the history
~ books or their footnotes. What surprised observers, of course, was not
" so much the fact that Truman opposed Stevenson but the unusual vicious-
ness with which he publicly denounced the man who was soon 16 be hlS

party’s champion.

‘We do not wish to discount the role of Truman’s notoriously iras-

cible personality, which supplied

the edge to. his words. Explana--

tions of Truman’s course in terms
of personalities have ranged from
the probable to the fanciful: Ste-
venson in 1952 referred to “the
_mess in Washington” just like the Re-
publicans and Truman vowed he’d fix his
wagon;-or Truman was sore because he
wasn’t given enough guest tickets to the
convention. «-
: More consnderchons than Truman's irri-
: 'l'oblhiy or amour-proper are required to.
".. explain what happened, though no doubf
- the Full ‘story will not be known for years.
~ Weé would “here like to suggest a view -
which links up a power-fight between con-
tending groups of Democratic: politicians;
for “control: of the party machinery, with
" a struggle over quasi-ideological posi-
"'hons.
- It has been a commonplace te peint out
t’hat 4 whole new set ‘of leaders has
arisen in the Democratic Party in recent
years. Such Democratic politicians as
Governor Meyner of New Jersey, Gover-
ner Leader of Pennsylvania, Governor
- Willigih$ -of Michigan, California’s Dem--
ocratic senatorial candidate Richard °
Richards, Governor Freeman of Minne-.
sota, Congressman: Short of the same
.state, - Mayor  Wagner - of New York

Mayor Dilworth of . Philadelphia — to

mention. the mere liberal - members of this
© New, generatlon of Democrat}c leaders—

are among this rising -group of pohtl- _

cians. -
‘They all supported Stevenson

_ MATTER OF AGE?

+~On the whole,. this group contains a
younger generation, one with little di-
. rect connection with the staffs of Tru-
mian’s Fair Deal and none at all with the
New Deal of Roosevelt. It has risen to
‘power -and -prominence durmg the latter
- yeats of -the Truman regime, or even in,
seme cases during the administration of
Eisenhower.

.Roots in the “heroic” or halcyon days
of .the New Deal it has none, as is also-
pretty much true of Stevenson himself.
With two outstanding. exceptions, Mrs.

v Roosevell . and -Senator Lehman, all.of

-Stévenson’s. promment supporters were
members of this risirng generation.:

The group around the Truman- Harri-

. “man - camp consisted of the Demdgeratic
: Partys ‘0ld Guard, -in good pért,. of-
what’s left of sonie of ‘the old city ma~
chines—New Yoik’s Tammany. bemg the
prime’ example—of  the few remaining '
ex-Roosevelt office holders, of the “palace -
guard” of Trumans Fair Deal adminis-

tration,
-Naturally, teither camp had a “pure

composmon, but just as the above-named

group of “yourng” politicians is most -

prominently identified with Stevefison, s¢ -

too one could find. Truman and his old
cronies. McKinney and Pauley master-
minding the Harriman campalgn—not
to mention the candidate himself,
rather obvious member of the 01d Guard
Bu'l' rl' is not merely a mcﬂer of strug-

:ALlEN TO NEW-DEALISM

~To be sure, there is common’ “ground s
The “Stevenson generation,” like its New:’

. ahd Fair Deal predecessors, relies upon

the coalition of labor and the South to
keep it in power. Liberal gestures and’
' liberal rhétoric are its stock-in-trade too.

But at the saue time they feel uneasy
-at ‘the more extreme social demagoguery
'of the New-Dealers and professional
FairDealers. Words like ‘“‘money-
changér” or “spec1al interests”
" easily on their lips, ‘while Truman would
" have- been tongue-tied if he could mot
" have. used such verbiage in his cohven-
'tlon speech of August 17.

“They feel ‘together with their candi- .

sit ‘un~ .

date that “moderation is the spirit of the
times,” that ‘“the middle of the road” is
the place in which America wants to be,
that it is a fine thing that Stevenson is
not too great a political contrast to Eisen-

hower. The New Deal appears almost .

alien to them, and they want no respon-
sibility for what’ they regard as the lia-
bilities of Truman’s Fair Deal regime,
with its connotations of corruption and
Korea,

They wish t@ present a different 1mage
of the.Democratic Party to the .public,
different both from what Reosevelt ex-
hibited in 1986 and also‘from’ What Tru-
man gave the natuon in 1948.

STEVENSON'S CAMP

We come here to the quasi-ideological
basis for the contention over the presi-

dentlal nommee (Remember the. stress.

on qua51 7y

For whatever the differences between
the two camps, substantial disagree-
ments on national and international pol-
jcy were not involved, hence both groups
wete satisfied with the liberal platform

“profiised: Itiwould be hard, certainly, to

mname any differences and just as certain-
ly, no gulf existed between the “radicals”
and the. “moderates” on the one issue
" which is a real Tive one in the country
today, Negro rights. As a matter of fact,
one’caii at least point to the fact that all
of: thie liberal ‘politicians who participat-
ed in the token effort’for the minority.
amendments on civil rights were Steven-
son supporters, whereas Truman spoke
for: the majority capitulation.

The  difference then is one' of rhetoric, °

of language, of ‘pose. 1t is over what kind

of myfhos fo’ provide for the Democratic:

Party, what-tone ‘it shall adopt, what sort
of murky atmosphere it shall' envelop it-
self in.

- Nor+is this an academic-question for
the Democratic Party, since it resolves

itself into the’ questlon ‘of how to achleve'

power.

‘The Truman-Harriman camp - clearly
believed that only a campalgn of- radieal
demagog'uery like Truman’s in 1948 can

"THE_ DEMOCRATS |
efauver—a Victory for the Liberals?

If the vice- pres1dent1al nominating session- turned out to-be the .
only exciting public event at the Democrati¢c Party convention, thIS was .
only because the heralded floor ﬁght over civil rights was such a tep1d'

and anti-climactic event.

‘Now ‘there can be no doubt that Stevenson’s refusal to dxctate the‘

. result in victory this year, since it feels

that its road to office lies along arousing
a spirit of a Fair-Deal “crusade” among
the workers and the middle class, evok-

"ing the ghost of the New Deal, a call to

social reform. among the masses.
The Stevenson camp, like: the candi-

date himself, have an entirely different

approach, one which gives its content. to

- Stevenson’s vague formula of “medera-
tion.” They believe that-the epople are in -

an irremediably- conservative and guies-
cent mood, that this explains. Eisenhow-
er’s 1952 ‘vietory. and: continued popular-
ity, that the status quo seems -a‘ttraetive
today ' and- ‘that - “experimentation’™
feared; and they do not themselves ﬁnd
this dJstasteful They feel that the Demo-
crats can win in November by appearmg
as much like Eisenhower as it is possible
to do and as it is consistent-to-do while
still trying to step into his shoes.

That these- different
should be roughly associated with differ-
ent generations, and therefore acquire
an “age” line of demarcation, should sur-
prise no.one. The Old Guard found: power
along the New Deal road; it is the only
one it knows: It can understand no other
method of winning support. The Steven:
son “youngsters”
came to their state or lacal office in. the
age of Eisenhower.

Politicdl- passion, -reform New-Denhsis
demiagoguery, class appeals, plebelqn acs
cent, these are alien to- it.

END OF AN ERA

Nor were the respectxve characters of
the two camps totally dark to its adher-
ents on both sides; on the contrary,-a
fair degree of consciousness was present.

. Truman’s pleas in support of Harri-
man clearly stressed what he. regarded
as decisive:

Stevenson s not o ﬁghte'r “for whlch

read: He will not' conduct-the kind " of,

campalgn I did in f948 L
He is a conservative; that is, he wxll

not éngage in the kind of “radical” talk, .

like “driving the money- changers from
government ” that I feel is necessary.

He can’t win; which is to say: he will
not appeal to the workers by promising
vast social reform, even though he knows
that such promises need not be carrled
out.

Mrs, Roosevelts address* to the con-
vention showed similar consciousness,

but froim T the” view “of thé™ other side,’

heightened by the very fact of her own
background Her presumably hon-parti-
‘san“speech, a thinly dlsgulsed plug for
‘Stevengon, abourtdéd in the folIow1ng

selection of his running-mate, leaving the choice up to the convention,
worked out as a shrewd move in terms. of its utility as a weapon agalnst

the Repubhcans
In view of the antipathy toward
leon by a-large number of both
“independent”’ and normally Dem-
ocratie voters,  who helped the GOP

win in 1952, in view of the special

importance which attaches to the Repub-
lican vice-presidential candldate -since
Eisenhower’s illnesses, and because the

leadership of the "GOP had in advance
guaranteed Nixon’s renomination, Ste-

venson’s action’ presented a lively con-
trast to the situation in the Republican
Party, one which ‘the Democrats will un-
doubtedly utilize to the fullest during the
campaign.

But the ob|echve utility of this move
‘does -not mecessarily mean that this was
the initial reason for its adoption. :

Some: commentators have speculated
that - the Democratic standard-bearer’s

move was' another indication of his con-.

\ - o
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genital indecisiveness;
ducked ‘making a decision and - let the
convention do it for him.

Maybe »though for one.thing, Steven-
son in 1956 is not the diffident Stevenson
of 1952, as his entire campalgn this past
spring demonstrated.

Perhaps more substantial, but unsub-

stantiated, is the view of such a“right-

wing Republican organ as U. S. News &
World Report and such a GOP leader as
Thomas Dewey. '

WHERE WAS ADLAI?

This thesis argues that Stevenson
wanted Kefauver to win, as a natural
consequénce of the latter’s dropping. out
of the race for the presidential nomina-
tion and throwing his support to Steven-

son, whether or not a “formal” deal had~

been -arranged; the “open” convention

“trick” was a device to get the Tenmnes-

“orientations -

-on - the ‘other .-hand,-

_save the country from

Stevenson sim‘ply a

ke b T b i S O

themes: It is good that we" respect our.
leaders, but we must choose new’ “and
younger blood; it is meet that we ‘pay
homage.to our past but we must remem-
ber that 1956 is-not 1932. o~

(This -statement, repeated by many'
Stevengon supporters, just shows poor

memory: -they “mean -1936, not -1932:
Ro’osevelt’s campaign.in 1932 was con-
servative: on the- whele; it was only in
1936 - that he waged a -“radical” New

“Deal-type campaign.):

Stevenson :himself, ‘in - his accepfcnce

speech, made:a number: of -references to.
the  fact: that -his. victory at- the conven -

tion meant the end of an era. Towards the
beginning of his talk, he reminded the’
delegates of Mrs, Ro’Bs’e_\iel'I"S'""ni'ovin\g"
admonition that "this is 1956 and-not 1932

. that our problems change,:as- well as
ihelr ‘solutions. . . ."

And subsequently :

“When I stood “here before you that
hot night four years ago, we were at the
end of an era—a great era of restless
forward movement, -an.era of unparals.
leled 'social. reform, and -of -glorious -tri~
umph over depression and tyranny It
was a Democratic era. . .

“Tonight, after.an interval of markmg
tine and aimless drifting, we are on -the’

threshold of another great. dec1s1ve era.? .

DEATH OF A GHOST

-Moreover, Stevenson’s speech ags a

: whole, like all of his perorations, abound-

ed-in a certain kind of passionless urban-
ity but possessed neither the concrete;
plebeian reform touch of a Truman, nox
the concrete patrician reform touch of a
Roosevelt. Indeed, Truman’s speech  to
the convention delivered that same eve.
ningwas a study in contrast to Steven-.
son’s moderate tones; with its appeal to
“the money~
changers” and “laborba1ters” and “labor-
bugters.”.

As we pomted out in’ LABOR AC ON'
last week, Stevenson’s triumph in Chi-
cago was inextricably interwoven with-
the victory of reaction on the question.
of eivil rights. It-was also inseparable
from something: else: the repudiation .of"
the entire mythos of the Faif Deal; and :

from the promise of “radical” soc1a1 re- |

form. The New Deal died back in 1940; .
the ghost of the New Deal is dead now'
too. .
It is dead for good. A new rqdicallza-

+on, of the masses in the U.S. is not. Ilkely :

to. restore it even -to ec'loplcsmn: ex:si-,
ence, though its name may linger in incan-
tations. That will be the beginning of a
drﬁerenf era; the era of a chor party.

Stevenson and tlpe 'Open- Conventlon

sean named;

: The Republicans like-this story bgccuse'

it debunks the "open convention" dppéal;-
liberals may like it bectause it presents
Stevenson ‘as pro-Kefauver.

Maybe; but the indications say that’

Stevenson himself favored  Kennedy.

When the second-ballot boom for Ken-
nedy began, it was thé Ilinois delegation
that started it. Indeed, that delegation,
whose majority were Stevensomtes, end-
ed up as follows: Kefauver 91/2, Ken-
nedy 54%.

The few pro-Kefauver votes appear to -

have come from a small group of IHlinois

‘delegdtes undér the influence of former

Senator Scott Lucas wh&favor_e(f Harri-
man. Moreover, one columnist, reported
that Stevenson’s ‘personal: alternate  in
the delegation (such stand-ins - usually

vote as mstructed) cast his “ballot for"

Kennedy.

If those facts are as indicative as they.-

appear to be, they underline the essen-

tially conservative character of the 1956 -
Democratic - standard-bearer. Since Ke--
~fauver had strong convention support,:

much stronger than Kennedy’s before
the balloting started, Stevenson' may+

very well have hoped that a more com- '
servative nominee than Kefauver would

'. 1'c°lﬂﬂl.d-‘fﬁﬁinﬁxf*””"\'. n i




_‘to -state that:
“Congress anade one of the greatest legis-

 The Democratic Party platform as a whole received no attention
from the convention delegates. Everybody understood -that there was
“no necessary relationship between what the various planks call for and

" what the Democrats will do if elected to office. As has been pomted out

- by many editorial writers and commentators, the platform is the docu- ..

~ment. on which-the: party runs, and not .at all.necessarily the document

-for which it-stands.

~The conservatives: and .reaction-
aries in the party could therefore
-allow the platferm:to contain many
propesals-on domestic policy-which
they would have etherwise opposed
vehemently. They could .greet the
various New-Pealish-and-“welfare stdte”
promses with- an: md:ﬂ’erent’ yawn; se-

ciire in the certain knowledge that, on

-the onie- hand. their presence in the plat-
“form’ is ‘reguired in order to dppeal to
~workers in November, .and. that on-the
‘other hand their- ena¢tment was an en-
“-tirely -different matter. - -

:After all, this -same platform; lavish
"with promises of so-many things desired
by labor and the peeple, found it possible
“Our Democratic 84th

“lative records-inr the history of our coun-
“try. It enacted an.active program of pro-
gressive, humane legiglation, which has
‘repudiated the effortd of reactionary-Re-
‘publicanism to stall. Ameriea’s progress.”
This obout a Congress. which defedted
"6r ignored so many- of the -proposals
‘which the Democrais-now "“pledge' them-
selves to- enact; whose claim to distinc-
-tion was one based: on - -reaction cnd do-
noﬂnnglsm
"' Why should the' conservatives worry?
‘They know, with-the: eertainty -of those

_ in power; that a Democratic 85th Con-

gress would equally produce-“‘one -of the
"greatest legislative records’: of the same
kmd .

In regard to some questions the plat-
form bubbled over -with ‘even more:than
‘the Tabor movement and the liberals had
‘been asking for. The AFL-CIO program,
submitted to the platferm committee by
George Meany, called only for “complete
‘overhauling” of the Taft-Hartley Law,
urging the outright  repeal of only one
‘section, 14-B, which is the basis of state
“right-to-work” laws.’

WORDS; WORDS

“We,” stated the: Democratic platform,
“gnequivocally advocate repeal of the
‘Taft-Hartley Act.” We will produce, said
‘the Democrats, new legislation based on
““the Wagner National Labor Relations
‘Act and the Norris-La Guardia Anti-In-
‘junction law.”

- -Sounds. good.. And if none of the South-
ern delegations ‘which _represent state

governments. that have.initiated and spon-.

‘sored the anti-union: "nght-fo-worll" legis-

~. ‘lation'miade-a fiss over the question, it is’

,because .they. could.recall .that the 84th
+Democtatic-controlled “Congress,. as.. well

as. ali— prekus/ Demncruﬂc congresses.'

Kefctuver and the

- {Continued from: page 2}
be. chosen even if- the. convention were
“open.” -

‘Or there may,. after all, have been an
understandmg with -the . Kefauver camp,
or a promise to them in exchange for
support to ‘Stevenson against. Harriman,
that Kefauver would- at least be given
‘an opportunity to match- his delegate
strength against his rivals. According to
this thesis, though- Stevenson- had -an
‘ebligation to pay off, he did not want to
‘pay it off by hlmself naming 'Kefauver
because of the vicious antagonism by in-
Hfluential machine leaders agamst the
“former muckraker.

- Whatever the combination of factors at
work; the meaning of Kefauver's nomina-
tion was not exhausted by the fact that
most laborites at the convention support-
ed him, while most Southerners opposed
him and backed Kennedy even in spite of
the Catholic issue.

+ It would take. a great deal of wishful

. thlnkmg, however, to maintain that the

coalition behind Kefauver was “the pro-
civil-rights majority” and that Kefau-
ver’s victory was therefore the victory

since: the enactment of -Faft-Hartley:- did
noﬂnng evenvfo mecnmgfully -amend'. ﬂlem

“law, let-alone to- "completely- overhaul’! it
. as - the: “AFL-C10O--demands, -let ‘alone- to
“"repeal™ it as the Democratic platform
_promises. And they see no reason-to doubt
that: a. Democratic " 85th Cougress would
: behcve any dlfferenfly
The same’ goes.-for g1v1ng legal recog-
nition to unions of government- employ-
ees—raising government workers sala-
ries—unemployment benefits—~and every-
~thing else.that will -sound ‘good before
electlon day. .
Raise: the minimum Wage to $1.257
Why not? Especially since the last Con-
gress, controlled by the Democratic Par-

‘ty, turned down labor’s request for that. -

‘same minimum wage-and only ralsed it
to a dollar an hour.

- For: federal-aid to education? Certam-,
ly" Why, even. the - Republican platform
will undoubtedly ‘be for thdt. What harm
‘is there-in"it? In ecalling for it, that is?
-Didn’t a fast bipartisan shuﬂ‘le defeat
.federal--aid to- educatlon just a . few
.months.ago? -

“Immediate Statehood for Alaska and
Hawaii”? By all means. Hasn’t such leg-
‘istation -béen kicking around Congress
for years now, both-when the Democrats
‘were-in - power -and when the: Republxcans
were?"

And -while -domg all of these things,
Jower taxes: for the poor, “lighten the tax
‘burden’ generally and balance the budg-
et? Naturally, everybody’s for that.

FOR-THE COLD WAR

The foreign-policy sections of the plat-
form condemn the “drift” and “stagna-

tion” of Dulles’ course in international .

affairs and hold the administration re-
sponsible for the victories scored. by
Stalinism in recent years. In so doing,
they have a good many grains of truth,

just as the Republicans did in 1952 when .

they said the same thing about the Dem-
ocrats'—although not as either party con-
ceives it.

Nafurally, they do ‘not. lndlcai’e how the
Dulles policy differs from that of Acheson,

since it does not other than in detais. and-

in the higher frequency of stupid blunders.
Nor do they. outline an alternate course,
since they have none.

Instead: ‘“peace is. a primary objec-
tive”; Eisenhower has failed to exercise

leadership;.support the United Nations, .

and support Chiang Kai-shek; call for
effective disarmament, - and " call .. for

stronger military .forces; demand peace.
-and.justicé-in-the: Middle . East; and-de- -
‘mand. a reactionary course¢ on the-Suez..

.iberals — —

for the pro-civil rights maJorlty Or, if
this is;the claim, then it is a pretty thin
vietory for a majority which couldn’t
~even get a rollcall vote on civil rights.
To be sure, the labor-liberal-NAACP

bloc did plainly favor Kefauver,. includ-
ing. Liberal Party ambassadors Dubinsky
and Rose. Behind. him also,- however,
.were Democratic organizations in the
farm states which recognize that their
success requires Kefauver on the ticket.
- Behind- him also were some of the lead-
ing  Democratic politicians who . under-
stood, if only®in the course of the voting,
that, after the capitulation to the South
on.civil rights, to let the South get its
candidate for the running mate as well
{Kennedy) might eliminate whatever
chances the Democrats would have in No-
vember—especia"y when it wasn't neces-
sary in order to keep the South from bolt-
ing.

. Even so Kefauver almost lost but his
presence on the ticket was needed to help
persuade workers, Negroes and liberals
that the Democratic Party was still a
reasonable faecsimile of a . “people’s
party.”

ity amendments-aimed- of

- Leader; is
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y, .;_,rete as

crisis; oppose “colonialism” but propose
not a word . about Algeria; object to
Dulles-type. brinks of war, and obJect to
China’s-admission to. the UN.: ...

In view of the fact.that the.extreme
of the.witchhunt, MeCarthyism, ¢an eas-
ily. be associated . with .the:: Republican
Party, one might have expected the.Dem-
ocrats to ignore their own mltxatlon and

-endorsément:of the assault on eivil dibér-
_tles in order to. make,some demagogue'
..hay against.the. GOP. But_so. ingrained -

in” American life has the witehhunt: be-
come: that - the- following, from, the. sec-

- tion on Government . Operations, is . the
. sole. reference ‘to . civil liberties:

“We propose ... (6) A fair.and non-
political loyalty: program, by. law; which
will . protect the nation, against subver-
sion and the employee against unJ ust and
un-Amerlcan treatment.” :

.. And of .what will this '"fair' program

-consis'l"’ Silence.. The. same _old witchhunt,
"in . other words,. perhaps minus its Mc-

Carthyite exfremes

It may be mterestmg to watch liberal
and “egghead” circles drool over Steven-

“son’s love of civil hberty and-intellectual

freedom in the.coming period; in. view.of
the candidate’s complete silence over this
shameful and cowardly treatment of the
witchhunt.

Also of mterest is the fact that after.

decades of being the “freer trade” party
in opposition to Republican protection-
ism, the Democrats now attack the GOP

(Continued-from page T

.accompanied - by the, candldate’s own

statement on ‘the same _subject. .
‘The following appears, under the head-

ing of Civil Rights:

. “The 1956 GOP. platform contams no
mentlon of (1) fair employment practices
legislatior; (2) -anti-poll . tax legisla-
tion; (3) anti-lynch. legislation—all of
whlch were specifically. promised in'. the
1952 GOP platform.

“l. This represents a major retreat
from the 1952 GOP platform

“2. In contrast. . the Democratic
platform...pledges...to ‘continue its
efforts to ellmmate S

If one didn’t know better, one might
think that the Democratic platform does
mention such “legislation,” although the
Democratic National Committee’s state-
ment. does not sdy this in so many words.
All it does is attack the Republicans.

It is possible but dlfﬁcult to thmk of
a more blatant lie.” o

lndeed one of fhe fw6

q{}ed mmor-
erting a men-'
tion of Ieglslchon to achieve siich ends ds
‘FEPC, etc.—the other. decﬁng wnfl’r‘,’ P!

As a matter of fact; if. David C. Wil-
llams article in the JAugust - 27 New
correct, ~ the: labor-liberal-

NAACP group oﬁered during. the_back-
room sessions . which. preceded the. vote
on the platform, to w1thdraw the. “integ-
ration” amendment if the majority would
agree to the amendment on “leglslatlon”
on FEPC, lynehing, etc. B

But the Southerners said no even to
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" Naturally, .the - name. of -Cordell. Hu
still . regarded as

_farm-pol_lcy plank pledges 90-per-cent:of

| TS h-‘_--'-:—::—_-

for' its -failure to utilize. .various prov;- =
. sions "in. .the. Reciprocal .Trade. Ac
:“protect” American; business;; and. pror-

ise. that they will do. so.when in, po

“sacred,” - while .the
Democrats . y1e1d to.the pressure of New

England .and Southern, industry. to; hmlt B

foreign competition.

~ As was expected in view of . Demo-
cratic hopes. that the. current low- .prices
of _ agrlcultural commodities -and; falling

. farm income, will- produce..another- 1948 -

“miracle” in agricultural . -States;
parity for farmers and speaks -about .
working for ultimate 100 -per-cent -parity. -
The : Democrats will .undoubtedly  make
some hay among. farmers with-this-plank -

_despite the standard-bearer’s. well- known.

coolness_to; such: “mmphstxc” solutlons to
the farm-erisis,

. It is. with. good " reason ‘that scaree}y
-ever has- ‘there been such..open,: unani-
mous and uninhibited -jeering, :from:all
pohtxcal quarters, at the spectacle of the.
major. .parties -adepting: .their pohtxcal
programs for the mspectlon of  the. eles~
torate. -

/hat Kind of : pea|__

this. and. the majority - said - -yes to, the

. Southerners. And now the Democrats

have the gall to attack the,GOP’ for_its
fallure to mention such “leglslatlon "

* Moreover, many"- ‘liberals- and, labor
leaders will dlscover ‘that the plank ap-
proved by the convention isn’t so bad -

after all; that, in Stevenson’s. words, it

“is. a ﬁrm basm for moving ahead toward-

a. constructive solution,” forgettmg thexr N

sharp indictment of it. (This applies, of -
course, to-those liberals who didn’t settle
for the capitulation in the first place;
the others have no problem.)

They will claim, as does publisher
Dorothy Schiff in her N. Y. Post eolumn
on. August 26, that at least the Southern-

segregationists were persuaded- to. “drop

their policy of interposition and sgree-
in writing that the Supreme Court. pub-
lic school decision is indeed the law- .of -
the land,” ignoring completely what the
plank actually says. and.why it says it.
As . we. explained. in. last week’s , . LABOR

ACTION, - the platform describes Sum:eme

Court decisions as “part of, the Jaw :of

the ‘land,” ‘and . uses this. language pre~

cisely. because the. Southerners insisted .

le- - &« I3 S4
mentation of the Supreme Court's detisiofi that: state “interposition”. and nullifis-

_on school infegration. -

tion” legislation .. was - also a “part”
the law of the- land.

- They: will..ignore <stniemen+s. by suel!
Eastlandrl'es . as.. Mississippi’s - Gevernor
Coleman. which. explcm to.the more dema-

gogic. Southern racists. that because- of .

‘'the -gains we.made in- cmcago" it would
be- foalish- to ' run: third-party . "States’
rights” tickets this year, unlike 1948, They
will act as if the Negroes scored an out-
standing -victory in-Chicage..

But the rest of this subJect has al-
ready. .been fully covered in last:week’s.
LA. Tt is also necessary,- however, to

Took at other aspects of the - 1956 “¢ons: "

vention- of .the Democratic Party, both"
insofar as these have intrinsic interest;
and also because these other aspects will
be seized upon to obscure the c1v11-r1ghts
drubbing. This is what is done in- the-
three accompanylng artlc’les, on.pages 2
and 3.

Vrd - = N\ = 5
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The Temperature
Rises-in Norway

- A correspondent in Norway has sent
us a report on recent labor struggles in
that country which indicates a -rise in
the social temperature. Last year (in.our

June 27 issue) an article on “Class Cdn-

flict Shakés the ‘Middle Way’ in Scandi-
pav1a” by Daniel Faber reviewed events
~in Sweden, Deénmark, Finland and Ice-
“land, but on Norway it remarked only:
_“_“Even in Norway, where no large-
‘§cale social conflict-has taken place as
yet the high investment rate and the
excessive armament expenses ($125 mil-
lion a year, the largest single item in
‘the budget), Lave brought about a mild
inflation and a stéep rise in prices. As a
result, the trade -unions demand that
steps be taken te lower prices, and the
Labor Party youth, in its annual confer-

“ment. infervene more energetlcally
.panking and credit.”
-~ Bu¥ this summer nahon-wnde strikes lnf
Norway in the pulp-and-paper and build-
~ing - indastries.
~ On July 7: -workers in both mdustrles
walked out to support their demands for
‘higher wages. The Norwegian Paper
Workers - Union and the Norwegian
“Building “Workers Union (both indus-
trial unions) were the main labor organ-
izations involved and there were several
other smaller- ones.
The pulp and paper strike shut down
" the entire industry, about 80 mills. The

building strike made over half the in- .

dustry cease construction. Both indus-

tries belong to the private sector of Nor-

way’s “welfare state” economy.
The Norwegian Labor government has

~ been in uninterrupted power since the -
“end of the German occupation in 1945.

Till 1949 price controls were adminis-

téred rigidly and wage disputes were

_settled by compulsory arbitration. After

1949 the currency was devalued in line

with the British pound and prices were
. ‘permitted to rise 50 per cent: compul-

sory arbitration was termmated except
“in case of “national emergencies.”

- This year the government yielded to
farmer pressure and gave a price increase
on_milk and other agricultural products.
The Federation of Labor, in turn, demand-
ed wage increases as contracts termi-
nated. in the spring, over 75,000 workers
" ‘got raises of about 3Y2-4 per cent.

In the paper and pulp -industry, the
workers have a long history of low wage
rates. Prior to World War I, in the
thirties the paper industry was unprofit-
able, but in the post-war boom, the paper
industry has enjoyed extremely high
profits. The paper workers have wanted
a slice out of this prosperity. When they
were offered the wage pattern set in the
sprmg, it was rejected overwhelmingly
‘in a nation-wide referendum.

- The Paper Workers have voted to
‘strike almost every year since 1945, but
there has not been a strike in the mdus—
try since before the war. During the last
11 -years,—the. wage disputes have been
settled by compulsory arbitration, smce
1949 under the “national emergency”

_ gection of the labor law. The settlements
awarded each year by the Labor. Board
exceeded the amount the employers had
offered
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This year the government dld not in-
voke the “national emergency” provision
and the strike was on. It terminated on
July 27 when the Paper Workers Union
and the other unions involved voted by
the .narrow margin of two votes to re-
turn to work. The votes of all the unions
involved were tossed together. The Paper
Workers. Union actually had a majority

."of 170 to stay out on strike.

The settlement provided for a wage
increase averaging about 4-5 per cent,
plus a guarantee of at least 30 per cent
additional pay ‘in incentives, There is a
complicated system of incentive pay in
the paper mdustry

The . strike in the building mdustry
continues. Some of the editorials in the
Oslo newspapers-have intimated that the
Labor Party is not . concerned about

. the length of this strike..It is held that,

since Norways rate of housing invest-

ence in May, demanded that the govern- . ment is one of the highest in the world

bigher than in the United States, the
-Labor government would like to divert
some of the investment capital and labor
in the building industry to other indus-
Jries.. .

) Durl 2. the month of July, Norway
_had more workers. on 'strike than at any
other 'period sinee the 1930s. In Norwe-
gian ‘strikes, unlike American, you will
not find any pickets. Norweglan employ-
ers have not tried to break a major strlke
for over twenty years.

Israeli Group
Defends Egypt's Rights

A statement issued by the “left-wing
‘and anti-Zionist group in Israel which

“calls itself “The Third Force” (headed

‘'by Mordechai-Stein)- expresses “complete
SOhdarlty with the act of the Egyptian
government in natlonahzmg the Suez
Canal Company.”

The Stein group stands out in Israel
as one which takes a consistent stand in
support-of Arab minority rights in the
country and- for collaborative relations
with the - neighborihg Arab states:
though Jewish in its majority, it is also
noteworthy in combining both Jewish
and Arab members.

The statement goes on to support the
“legality_and propriety™ of the nationali-
zation and to approve the use of the canal

revenue for the building of the Aswan .

Dam, as a project "which is of vital im-
portance #o Egypi's population.” It
strongly protests the military intimidation
practised by Britain and France (unfortu-
nately making no mention of Washington's
role as accomplice) and their “imperialis-
tic aims."” )

It expresses “sorrow at the fact that
Asian nations - which from their own bit-
ter experience know the nature of the
colonial lords are participating in the
above [London] imperialistic confer-
ence.’

Weak . part of the statement is the
-third, which mentions but inadequately
“protests Egypt’s ban on Israeli shipping
through the canal, and which does not
make clear that support of Egypt’s
rights against imperialism does not en-
tail any political support to the Nasser
regime; )

: [ ]

Indian Socialists
‘Blast Colonialism

The National - Commlttee of ‘the Ilef-
wing Socialist Party of India (Lohia)
adopted a resolutioni on foreign policy
which vigorously aligned the movement
‘with the anti-colonial struggle in" three
hotspots in particular: Cyprus, Algeria
and Kenya. o

“In spite of all real or fancied distor--

_tions; the hard core of the situation in
these areas consists of the battle be-
tween freedom and . slavery,” said the
document. -

"Kenya in the East and Algeria in the
north of Africa have become symbols of
the savage massacres carried ouf by
well-equipped armies on ill-equipped na-
tive forces. Incidents of beastly conduct
generally ascribed to concentration and

- forture camps are an open and common

feature of the daily life in Alegria and
Kenya, so that all the people in these
countries live in ‘a coricentration camp.”

‘ment, namely,

While unreservedly supporting the
Cypriot demand for self-determination
and freedom from Britain, the resolution
mentions its “wish” that the Cypriot
people, both Greeks and Turks, “could
have striven in combination for an in-
dependent Cyprus,” rather than for
enosis with Greece. But it calls this now
an “irrelevant hope.”

The Socialists- pay their respects to
Russian imperialism too, pointing to its
“inactivity concerning Cyprus and com-
parative silence on Algeria since the
visit [to Moscow] of French states-
men....”

Of Nehru’s govérnment, they aiso .n(f)te‘f

its “comparative silence” on Cyprus and
Kenya and “compromlsmg mterventxon
in the Algerian issue.” C .

) .
Nehru's "Socialism"
Still on the subjeet of India; there-was

.a little episode in New York City which

we learn about in.the pages of Young
World,- the militant. monthly of .the In-
dian SP’s youth. _It is a.note-on the mean-
ing of Nehru’s “socialist”- demagogy,
which excited much attention when -his
Congress Party adopted a program. with
the words “socialist pattern of society”

_tucked into it. It concerns the visit to the

U. S. of one of India’s léading capitalists.

“G. D. Birla, the biggest of them, for
instance, .was being feted by American
millionaires at thetime of the announce-
ment, of the [Nehru government’s] new
industrial policy in Parliament.. The sim-
ple-minded  Yankees gasped with sur-
prise at Birla’s unconcealed enthusiasm
for the economic policies of a govern-
ment which they had been taught to re-
gard as only one step removed from the
hateful kind of regime that exists in
Moscow. Birla began his address to a
group of American businessmen having
dealings with’ Asia, with the categoric

“assertion that ‘the’ Nehru “govérnment

was on-the right path.’ The ‘socialist pat-
tern of society,” he said (according to
the New York correspondent of the
Hindu), ‘was the only way to preserve
capitalism.’ Paying a tribute to himself,
he told his American counterparts that
Indian businessmen no longer thought
in terms of profits alone. They had a
mission to fulfill, namely, to establish a
socialist pattern of society. Immediately,
however, he assured his audience about
his real meaning. The U.S.7A., he. told
them, was ‘a great Socialist State,” for
it had provided a high standard of living
for everyone! When someone asked him
whether he. did not fear nationalization
of his industries, Birla replied: ‘There
is ne sermus threat of natlonahzatlon in
India.’. -
®

The Little Man .
Who Wasn't There

We have just received the June 15
issue of the Yugoslav Titoist prepaganda
magazine Review of International Af-
fairs, issued for foreign consumption. In

it is a weird article on the interesting"

subject of “New Stage in Development of
Yugoslav-Soviet Relations,” by Vladlmlr

. Bakarie, the Titoist boss of Croatia.
The artxcle plows its way through the -

three distinet stages” of this develop-
before the break with
Moscow in-1948; the period of “tense.re-
lations” of 1948-54; and the current
phase of “normahzatlon

" Most space is devoted to the ﬁrst pe-
riod, explaining why Yugoslavia is nat—

. urally pro-Soviet.

The second stage came “more. or less
unexpectedly,” says Bakaric. (Not long
ago the Titoists of course #ere claiming

- that antagonism to Moscow had been go-

ing on for a long time before the break,

.that they never really had been friendly

with the Kremlin in the first place, ete.;

ete. This wouldn’t be worth mentioning. -

now except for the number of naive pro-

Titoists in those days who echoed this’

line.)

In discussing this second stage Bakaric .

is mainly concerned to argue that the
Titoists never went over- to capltallsm,
but kept the faith.

Then came the third phase; it “began
in 1954-55,” writes Bakaric.

What strikes us about this sketch of

recent history is that nowhere in this
lengthy article is the existence of a man

named S----- acknowledged. No mention,: .
There is no mention of his existence

during the whole war period that the
article discusses. While this was difficult,
the article achieves a veritable tour de
force when it. recounts the Kremlin’s

" reversal without mentioning that this

took place only after this S ‘had

died in 1953 and been succeeded by new.

leaders.
Clearly this previously known histori-
cal figure has become an Unperson..

Now Please Buckle

' Your Seaf Belts . . .

Speaking of things that aren’t there,
‘we are reminded that in this eountry the -

Secialist Workers Party (Cannon) has
.announced that it is drepping the name"
Fourth Fnternational. for . its -magazine:

That in -itself- would -arouse -semething

less than interest -but for the mystery
.with which it surrounds this otherwise

plausible move. A teasing few words are
‘devéted to explaining why: “With the
‘post-war :stabilization :of the Trotskyist
movement, however, the name of -the

“magazine began -to lose -its tlmelmess

.- Timeliness? Then -it goes on.to say
something about appealing to workers
and student youth.

- They omit to mention ‘|’|'ICI'|' fheir ‘so-
called Fourth International is now in the
hands of a leadership (Pablo) which is
busily galloping toward pro-Stalinism, and’
that they have politically broken. No won-
der it isn't timely, so to speak. In fact, to
make perfect sense of the above-quofed
sentence, just substitute the word “split”
for "'stabilization,” and you've got it.

“Split” equals “stablhzatlon” in New-
speak.

Newspeakijng of the Fourth Interna-
tional, the Pablo leadership isn’t exactly
stuck with the name Fourth Intérnation-
al either. Its international committée in
Paris has issued the slogan, “For the
Communist Internationall!” ‘

This climaxed a resolution which also
called “For unconditional fidelity to -the
USSR, workers’ state, against imperial-
ism and reaction . . .”. (but not to- the
Kremlin, it adds). The formulation “un-
conditional fidelity” is a new wrinkle.

In France, since the spl— pardon, sta-
bilization—in the Trotskyist mowement,
there have been two Trotskyist groups,
both called PCI (Pablo versus Lambert),
the Lambert group being roughly align-
ed with the American SWP in its poli-
ties. Recently, the Pabloites printed an
appeal for reunification, proposing po-
litical pourparlers for the purpose. Aec-
.cording to them, the Lambert group re-
plied that such programmatic dlscussxons
would be useless, and’ refused.

We note that in mentioning this, 'l'he
Pabloites remark: "We understand the
embarrassment the Lambert group must
feel in o discussion on the question of the
USSR and Stalinism. We understand that
their embarrassment is so- much the

" greater because, whereas they see in the .

20th Congress a victory for the bureau-

-eracy, the SWP of the United States, on
which they have

leaned for support
against us, takes a position on these ques-
tions which |s very close, not to say iden-
tical, to ours.’

This sounds somethmg like a bid for
re-establishment of political relations
with the SWP. The picture is complicat-
ed by the fact—don’t let this confuse
you, now—that the group which split
‘away from the SWP because it agreed
with Pablo’s more extreme pro-Stalinist
position (Cochranites) has since then
drifted sb-far over to Stalinism that it
ripped its umbilical cord with Pablo him-
self. So, as we understand how affairs
stand, Pablo (alias “Fourth Internation-
al”) has no political friends in the U. S.
any longer. All the more reason to woo
the SWP, maybe. - o

YOU'RE INVITED

to speak your mind in the letter column
of - Labor Action. Qur policy is to publis i
letters of general -political intereat,
wardless of views. Keep them to m
words.
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EIVE CENTS

~ Army’s Reserve Plan Dnln Get the Youth'

By EDWARD HILL

In a small news item tucked away in the press last week a sur-
prlsmg fact was announeed: that the youth of America have won a
major victory over the Pentagon. The authority for the statement was
none other than the Assistant Secretary of Defense for Manpower,

Carter Burgess. — «

In 1955 Cengress voted a compromise b111 mstead of passing a full
Universal Military Training (con--

-scription) law. Under  its ‘provi-

sions the youth were given the op-

‘portunity. of signing up. for six-

- months :training in' a. regular

branch -of the service; when they
reached seventeen -and -a half. or
éighteen. After the regular duty ‘stint,
they would be turned over to the" Re-
serve for a period of service of six to
eight years.

This program was part of a tendency
growing out of 2 crisis in Selective
Service. With the Korean War over and
the needs of the military lessening, the
draft was becoming less and less “selec-
tive.” The reduced quotas meant thdt
the draftees were older when they were
‘called up; in some places, the age went
as high as 23.

This, of course, meant a social disrup-
tion of much greater extent than in the
case of eighteen-year-olds. #n the early
twenties, youth were more likely to be
married, have a steady .joh, ete. And it
also meant that favored categories for
exemption—students, various classifica-
tions of technical people—stood a better
chance of bypassing service altogether.

The new Reserve program was a gim-
mick to get around this problem, and
also part of a new emphasis upon Re=

- serve-service itself. Under existing regu-

lations, the army has control over youth
from the age of eighteen well into the

twenties. When coupled with the amaz-.

ing actions of the military’s discharge
ahd security program, this meant -a
tremendous transfer of power to the
army commanders. True enough, the
Pentagon’ didn't get its UMT bill
through in 1955, but half a loaf is better
than none. -

But it now. turns out that American
youth aren't having any of the loaf, and
the military has capitulated. When the
program was set up, the army announced
that it had set a goal of 100.000 men. The
number who answered the call were about

‘htlf of those. unherpq‘h&. :
-And. this- was. true even though the
-system was advertised as something of

-a “deal,” Le; get in, do a quick six-
--months. hiteh; -and finish out your service

obligation training one n light a week in
your home- tifhe, instead of taking two
‘golid ~-years - of regular duty with the
army.: - -

No. ENTHUSIASM

‘Burgess; the Pentagon spokesman, now

concedes. that the program is moving
along-at “a minimum rate,” but he’s not

‘'yvet willing to ‘admit that it’s been a

bust.  Not in those words, at least.

The “minimum: rate” 6f current oper-
ation is a weekly intake of between 600
and 1000 reservists, when the T. O.
calls for a spread between 1500 and 1750.
In other words, the army is getting
somewhere around a half or third of
its needs.

) When Burgess got off fhe question of a
direct characterization of the program, he
began to admit what these facts clearly
imply: that the Reserve program has been
a failure because American youth aren't
showing the least bit of enthusiasm for it.

First of all, Burgess announced that
the Pentagon will ask Congress for the
right to draft men for the lagging pro-
gram. - “Personally,” Burgess told a
Scripps-Howard writer, “I see no other
solution.”

‘So the voluntary aspect of the pro-

gram is being abandoned because there

are no volunteers; the “deal” is off, and
instead, there is going to be a resump-
tion tof a .tried and true method, e.g.
legal coercion of the volunteers.

On top of this, Burgess made an amaz-
ing statement: that the Pentagon has
abandoned its advocacy of TUniversal
Military Training! “I don’t think we can
have peacetime UMT and I don’t think
we need it. I believe we have about the
right system now—provided we can
draft men for the six-month reserve

-

- LAST CHANCE FOR THE YSL CAMP

We start, Monday, September 3 at suppertime S0 maybe you can

st111 make it. But in any case, you're 1nv1ted out for the final weekend

of the camp, September 8-9..

%

Itls at Mountain Sp_ning Camp, Washington, New Jersey. (Direc-
t_ions\fo__r getting out there available on request.) There will be our

usual high quality educational prograni;

swimming, sports, games,

‘socials, dancing, sunshine, and an excellent cu1sme.

Rates for the. whole camp ‘Week run as follows Room in lodge $40;

cabln $38; dorm $35

-

But if you can make it only for the weekend it’s $14 for a room
in the lodge, $13 for a cabin, and $12 for the dorm. For other periods
or odd meals, the cost will be pro-rated.

But you must register immediately. If for the weekend only, send

orders out to Max Martm.

‘in a $2 deposit with your name and address. Make checks or. money

\

program to the extent that we need: to
draft them. We are considering asking
Congress for such a draft.”

Thus the admission of defeat. Aﬂer
years and years of Iobbymgap?ppaganduz—

ing, advertising, the Defense Department

concedes that UMT is not pruehecl'

. PLAIN SUSPICION

The credit for this viectery has to go
-to. American -youth. *It was  their boy-
cott of . the. Pentagon’s ~deal which
tbrought the military plammers up short.
And in a permd of dedfening eulogy for
the services, it is another example of a
fact that Washingtonis forced to take
into account time and time "again: that
there is little or no "enthusiasm- among
the youth for the current brand of m111-
tarism.

This fact has emerged from the Studles
of defection in Korea; it is apparent in

the Marines’ arguments for a tough
training policy. After- all the speeches-
and articles, there is little or no enthu-
siasm for America’s military policy..

- There is not, to be sure, a mass anti-.
-war movement. But there is this under-

standable apathy, confusion, and plain
suspicion about the Pentagon’s plans.: .

-Finally, the fact that the Defense: De- "

partment is now going .to propose tke
-draft for a Reserves program is an in-

-dieation. that the erisis-remains in. Selee-
‘tive - Service. . The uneasy conditions of

-the cold peace, and America’s contmumg_
military commitment, face. -the- drafit
-planners with a real problem I
‘Under the pressure of American youth,
they have now abandoned the “volun-

tary” approach., After all, a draft does °

not require any enthusiasm- on-the part
‘of the draftee. It’s a smlple ‘matter of
state force.’

Now Teachers Talk of

By RUTH KAREL

The recent convention of the Amer1can
Federation of Teachers. saw several de-
velopments which may have far-reaching
effects among many professional and
government workers. Delegates repre-
senting 50,000 classroom teachers
throughout the country unanimously in-
sisted -on the right to bargain collective-
ly with school administrators ard local
Boards of Education.

Up until now only eight federation lo-
cals actually have negotiated contracts;
the traditional squeamishness of teach-
ers about considering themselves “work-.
ers” may take some time to dissipate.
Nevertheless the first steps have been
taken. -

The..Aug. 26 N. Y. Times points out: "I
was not too long dgo that classroom
teachers hesitated to mention the ferm
‘collective bargaining” within earshot of
their administrators or supervisors be-
cause it was believed to carry with it an
insidious connotation' of labor-manage-
ment: dispuftes and strikes." S

Actually it must unfortunately be
mentioned that the decision on bargain-
ing carries with it no such equally im-
portant stipulation about the- right to
strike. On the contrary Carl J. Megel,
president of the federation, told the dele-
gates that “force” or even the threat of

"strike should not be used.

This admonition was underlined in a
memorandum by the National Education
Association’s research division. The larg-
est professional organization of both
teachers and administrators, concerned
primarily with curriculum and the like,
the NEA could be relied on to strike a
much more conservatlve note than the
AFT.

JOB ACTION

Grudingly noting that collective bar-
gaining “is a prd’cess not necessarily to
be outlawed” in the' schools, the memo-
randum went on to outline several “safe-
guards” to the use of bargaining by pub-
lic school teachers: “The closed-or union

.shop should be excluded; the possibility

of a strike must be avoided through a
provision. waiving the right. The provi-
sions must not violate the civil-serviee
laws and should include a statement to
the effect that present and future civil-
service regulations shall havé suprem-

"gaged in a

‘Collective Bargammg

‘acy over prov1sxons of the“bargam S

Fortunately, the AFT is a union and
not a teacher-administrator -association;
it has made clear that <t intends to be
the bargaining agent. In several cities,
notably New York, the local affiliates of
the federation have been attempting te
become the recogmzed bargaining agents
for teachers in their districts.

The New York Teachers Guild, for ex-
ample, introduced a bill into the state
legislature giving teachers the right to
bargain collectively. The bill was defeated
but the Guild has not given up.

It, together with other teacher organi-
zations in New York City, has been en-
“strike”—or at least a “job
action”—of sorts for the past year or
more. Because the city has refused-teach-
ers the kind of salary increase they de-
manded, extracurricular activities 'such.

as supervision of clubs, ete., partlcularly

on the high school Ievel, have been shaxrp--

- ly curtailed. Parents may get.up in armg

at the fact that their children are suf-
fering as a result but the blame must be
laid squarely at the feet of Mayor Wag-
ner and the city government.. Clearly a:
case where union recognition and collee-
tive bargaining could lead to victory for
the teachers,

It is to be hoped that the decision ofr

the AFT convention will be the begin-
ning of a militant nation-wide movement.
for teachers’ rights.

It must unfortunately be noted that
the convention, which did so well on this
question, made a poorer showing on civil
rights. A motion to expel several segre-

gated locals in the South, both Negro

and white, failed to secure the necessary,
two-thirds vote, despite the fact that the
last convention had warned that they

must comply with the desegregation de-

cision or face expulsion. Apparently no
attempt has been made, ‘moreover, to or-

ganize rival desegregated lotals in these
- areas.

Previously 11m1ted to presenting its de-

mands through public pressure, govern- v

ment hearings, ete., the AFT has now
taken the position that it, like any other

union, represents the workers and has |

the right to force the Boards of Educa~

tion to sit down and bargain. A victory
in this effort ‘would mean a tremendous

lift to the whole concept of white-collar

unionism for government and profeseloxr?
al workers.

D . )



' "sy HAL DRAPER
G D H. Cole, the prohﬁc Br1tlsh soclahst scholar has a-new book-

let out, “Werld:-Socialism- Restated,” published by the - New Statesman -

am,d Nadtion. Moere than ever, it marks his role as the leading advocate

K+

~mist*)-and a fellow traveler.
" is.4o -continue fo.mean anything, a crypte

Wworld -socialist movement.

aof Stalinist fellow-traveling who' yet‘retams -the respect- and ear: of the

© -~ "This'is a pity, for Cole is makmg deporable use of the cap1ta1 he

enjoys For one thing he presents
<himself as a socialist. thinker: pro-
sposing ‘a line - of solution- for the

© "'ills-of " the movement, and this is
Jlot the long suit of the man who

,Jias written an astonishing number

+0f ‘books: containing -well-researched in--

sdormation, lueid writing, ‘and cogent
scriticisms of - social-democratic failings.

 However, -today- he -clearlyfhinks 'that
“$he best use-he can make of his falents is
&0 actas-broker to bring about:the recon-
awiliation. of socialists - with--the - Stalinist

. wamovement. This is: clearly also the--main

gbwden of his-new pamphlet.

. Toward .the end of his, pamphlet Cole
mentlons a complaint which is. no doubt
‘Justlﬁed

i .. Some of them [anti- Commumsts]
smell Communists everywhere, even in

" the most unlikely places, and are all.too0

ready to ‘brand as a ‘crypto’—or fellow
‘traveler——anyone Wlth whom they hap-

. "pen to ‘disagree. I have been so branded
myself because, though I have been con- :

. sistently eritical -of 'Communism on' the
grounds I'have stated here, I have al-

A, ways refused. to take sides -against either

‘the Russian or Chinese Revolution or to

. 5 ac(;ept ag final a breach that divides the

~'wor1d -workifig-¢lass ‘movement right
‘dow “the middle: Doubtless, I may have
-ijeen lying 'like a ‘trooper all my life in
#he secret service of a doctrine I profess
" do-detest; but at any rate some evidence

dis surely needed to back up such an im- .

]mtatlon
*This - passatre jtself tells much about
.Cole. One ¢f the things, among others;

. that it tells is Cole’s inveterate inapti-
_ dtder about ‘even keeping clearly in mind

the question he is dlscussmg Since he is
‘@n:-excellent: wrlter, it is.not. 'a difficulty
A4n language:but in political thinking.
_s~in-this case Cole obscures ‘the difference
Between - a  “erypto” ' ("crypto-Commu-

eg a_concecled CPer; by definition—a Stail-

x _“dnist-who pretends -he- isn't..Cale:is -not a

'hi'he

Suhnnh ‘never was, never- will: be.
& Properly. understood, -and - aside: from
~lamentable way ‘in - which .much

) mbused terms; have- been -perverted sim=
* ply- into . mame-calling 'tags,: a fellow

droveler is. premsely a non-Stalinist. who
:imeerely believes in going . along- with

€ collaborating-with) - the Stalinists.

=The point. about- a fellow traveler is

ot . his ~ sincerity .or. . honesty; which

'should be beyond questlon if heé is-to be

= :at all effective, but his- political ideas.

_ 5.But it is precisely the.task of consist-
sently. thinking, his ewn- pohtlcal ideas out
4o their concluswns that is not Cole’ S
dorte:. He has ‘been able to. make valuable

v Acontrlbutlons to scholarship.without. pos-

" -gsessing this talent, but the-lack of:it be-
.- moomes moteworthy. when-he sets hlmself
_qup. as an international leader of an ideo-

Jeglcal tendency within the socialist
.amovement. It is:in this role, at any rate,

: wthat he invites judgment.

[ ]
iun. WING?

t NGole writes his pamphlet as exponent
cof what he calls “left-wing. socialism.”

“¥fis claim to this label is twofold: con-
#sistent and vigorous opposition to eapi-
stalist imperialism-and colonialism today,

- . iand ‘explicit support of its presentfday

tviétims everywhere; and . advocacy of

xmore militant socialistic measures (like

matlonahzatlon) by British Labor at

fhome, in the Bevanite spirit.

“ujn pelitical theory, however {or what

“He-calls "philosephy”) ‘Cole. is a holdover
*

If language

’.of - old-fashioned ‘reformnsm: -In-the .;funda-

mentals; of -his thinking,. Cole. is a.reform-
ist. ‘Although this is too big a .subject to
discuss here, we want o mention-in-this

- .connection -that he -is ‘only ‘one of a whole

.breed who handily combine reformism with
.a type of Stalinoidism.. Cole’s: hero Pietro
.Nenni of ltaly-is an-outstanding examplé;
-Bernard. Shaw:- was. another.

For instance, Cole qulte frankly . re-

. jects - Marxism.. Here is the passage in

“World. Socialism - Today” in- which he

. explams why:

. . T .accept the class struggle as fact
—though a more complex fact than Marx
.considered .it -to -be..But I.take-no pleas-
ure in it, save as a means to.the classless
society that I want to see established. I
am, in terms of Engels’ famous distific-
tion, an ‘utopian’ rather than a ‘scien-

. tlﬁc Socialist; and that makes. me scru-
.. pulous about means as well as ends, for

I do not like hurtmg people except, for
very cogént Treasons, and I ‘abominate
cruelty, even:when it is used to support
causes 1 believe. to be good.”

- EXPLANATION

That seems to be sufﬁc1ent explana-
tion, in his opinion. One gathers that a
Marx1st is ‘among other- thmgs -one (a)
who takes “pleasure” - in class struggle
for reasons other than its role as a
means. to socialism; (b)y.who is unscru-
pulous. about means; (c) who likes to
hurt people

To dissect this fatuous hodgepodge
would .take. an essay on Cole. as a
thinker.  Perhaps it is too ill-mannered to
remind . the reader that this professor
once wrote a book. which he entitled
What. Marz Really Meant. We must
nevertheless point out that Colé does not
even understand what he writes,” let
alone what Marx wrote. He does “not
like hurting people except for very co-
gent reasons,” he writes, as an explana-
tion of his scerupulosity about “means as.
well as ends”—actually!

Then,
adds: “I. abominate eruelty, even when

it'is used to.support-causes. I believe .to .

be.good.” Very laudable; but a few pages

later, we find that he proclalms very vig- -

orously that he is *for Mau-Mau against
‘the white settlers m Kenya” “desplte
1ts barbaric abuses.” )

Al this- presumably explalns ‘why he
reJects Marx1sm )

THE ETHICAL MAN

‘But we are here concerned with this
‘aspect of Cole only because he purports
to write as -a theoretician of “left-wing
socialism” and there should be no misun-
-derstanding” about what this left-wing-
ism. is. It springs from ethical . revulsion
.against 1n_]ustice, not ~from . political.
ideas; that:is:not to derogate it but to
dlstmguxsh it. :

A strong feeling. of Justlce can carry
‘a man a considerable distance toward so-
cialist decency.- Unfortunately, it often
bogs down when two injustices conflict,
as when the injustice of-Mau Mau “bar-
parism” conflicts with the injustice of
-British rule; or when the injustices of
capitalism conflict with the injustices of
-Stalinism. The ethical man then either
follows other guides, of whose existence
he may not -be entirely aware, or else his
thinking tailspins " into a  deplorable

-muddle. There is never any adequate sub-

stitute for clear theory.

Take Cole's strong point, for example:
his very strong defense of colonial strug-
gles for freedom against British as well
‘as ‘French and other capitalist imperial-

as if saying the same thmg, he -

- isms. We Ml(e our hat off to him. The haf
goes:-back, -however, when we begin $o no-
“tice that-he -is willing to turn something
of  a blind eye to- Russian imperialism, and
that his ethical revulsion to injustice and
his abomination of cruelty seem to become
Ilsiless and sluggish when facing east.

. - He eomments that “‘apart from groups
of exiled protestants from .the. Ukraine
‘and the Baltic States, the ‘national ques-
‘tion has almost ceased to be heard of in
Europe.”.He dpparetitly has never. héard
of the national feelings of the satellite
:peoples outraged- by Moscow’s overruler-
ship—in = Poland, = Czechoslovakia, = and
elsewhere in East Europe, and not only
within the borders of “thé USSR at the
-two spots ‘'he does .mention: Or-if he has
heard -of:the national oppression of the
-satelhtes, he -does not beheve that 1t
exists. : d

'DEFENSE COUNSEL

In this chapter on “Socialism -and the
National Question,” it is only in the last
paragraph that he recurs.to the. questlon
as it exists under::Stalinism” The very

-form-in which-this-is' cast is: ov‘ertly that

-of ‘a lawyerlike -defense:

“It will, I know, be objected [but not
by Cole?] that, if the Communist powers
claim the right to.intervene :in. these
countries’ affairs by stirring up- trouble
in them, .the -.anti-Communist pewers
must intervene to defeat their :aims. But
the Chinese. did- not. intervene: in. Korea
auntil. their ovn territory- was . directly
threatened. .

Let us say solely for the sake of argu-
ment that this claim is true; what is
appallmg is that. Gole.does:not even.refer
to the fact that the Korean war, _after
all, started by the initiative of the Stal-
inist North Koreans, whom he forgets to
mention. To be sure, we Marxists. do not
support one side in an imperialist war
simiply because the other fellow. fires
first; but surely this fact is not without
relevance to a man who is undertaking
to whitewash the first-firer.

Among other things in this paragraph
is a passing assertion that Formosa is

~part of China; the existence of an anti-
Chinese natronal feeling on the part of
the: Formosan people (against Mao as
well as Chiang) somehow just does not
attract the attention of this writer who

is otherwise 'so voluminously concerved . *

with the rights of antx-colomal natwnal.-
ism. -

MIRROR IMAGES -
=-But Cole-is no# uncrlﬁcal‘ ‘of ‘the -Stalin-

ists.: He -does -not want to be. He even-

wants:to end:-this’ chapter ‘of his “with a
“slap- cgamsf"'l'hem. the ~only ‘slap in 186
this is how it comes out, for a two-sen-
tence chapter conclusion:

“Even Commumsts claim_ to” accept
this principle of national self-determina-
tion, though they have been untrue to it
in action—for example, in. Czechoslo-

vakia in 1947 [sic; he means 1948]. But -
Communist misdeeds are no excuse for

other Socialists to misbehave on the op-
posite side, or to allow their anti-Com-
munism to degenerate into “support for

American, -or- West European, capitalist .

policies.”
" The: flavor is, mutoms 'mutandzs the
same as that of the Committee for Cul-
‘tural Freedom intellectual who, at the
tailend of his harangue against Commu-
nism, is.willing to mention hurrledly
that “of "course. our -democracy in the
West is not perfect,” lest he be accused
quite upfairly of being a mere uncritical
sycophant of his own camp; but who
~hastens to counterbalance this grudgmg
admission with an exhortation not to- let
such - imperfections ecarry one away to
support Russian policies.

¥ may help some to view Cole as the
bisymmetric counterpart of Arthur Koest-
ler or Ignazio Silone, who also get sincere-
ly indignant when politically analyzed as

fellow travelers—of the State Deparf-_

ment.
-One thmg‘ that unites both types of

‘charge, the

fellow travelers is’ their ﬁrm convmtxon »
that one must travel along basically: w1th -

:one ‘imperialism or the other.
‘ . . : b .
WHAT HE LEAVES OUT

In the chapter which is explicitly en-

<%
L

titled “Attitude to Communism,” Cole
explains why. he:is not ¢ Communist. (By_

‘the way, see LA for May.2 last year,. for
discussion' of another article -in . which
Cole does this in a different but just as
revealing way.)

Here. .is his’ indictment: the Commu-
nists. are “ruthless-in. suppressing oppo-
sition and in mamtammg one-party dic-
tatorial rule” “callous about the lnﬁlc-
tion of suﬂ'ermg on._anyone. they have
regarded as a political enemy or -poten-
tial counter-revolutionary”;
about opponents ‘“and have kept from
their peoples the means of correcting

~their . false -statements by preventing

them from acquiring true-information’;

they . betray “non-Communist.: Socxallsts- -
who have attempted to work with them:
in the cause of working-class umity™ but.
- don’t .accept their complete control. .

This Cole subheads “The Case Against
Communism .and What It Leaves. Outd:
"He means what others. leave out, as. we -

‘shall see: One should also note what he
-leaves. out.

7 There. is nothing about- its mpenallsm. -

-as we ‘have seen;-the word totalitarianism

is also eschewed. In. the very preceding

paragraph, listing what ""many socialists’”
"slave labor camps” figure
‘prominently, though in disclaiming quote-
‘marks. ‘When ' Cole proceeds to. his. own
indictment, .this detail has: disappeared,
even in quote-marks, The reader can add
the rest himself.

TWO: CLAIMS

» But having given his own objections
to Communism, Cole devotes the rest, of
thls section to “the other side,” namely,
to a defense of ‘Stalinism: Thls he rests
on two things:

(1) The Russian Revolution was ong

of the grea&est achievements.of the mod-
ern-world, overthrew capitalism, social-

°

ized the means: -of. production, lifted Rus:-

sia froni’ primitive barbarlsm, and
pelled emancipatory movements in Asm
and Africa.

Please note. that this scholar, who has
read everything and understood nothing,
does mnot even raise the question. of
whether it is permissible thus to identify
the Russian Revolution of 1917 with the
present-day Moscow regime which he is
defending. He simply does. Did a coun-
ter-revolution take place inbetween?- of

- at any rate, such important changes that

one cannot glibly veil the abominations
of a current regime with the glories of g
past revolution? No word.
(2) The second. line of defense is:
desplte all the abuses of dictator-
shrp in the Communist countries, it is
unquestionable that the life of workers

- and peasants in .Soviet Russia is im-

mensely preferable to what they endured

vnder Tsarism-and-that their-status .and -~ -
- opportunities-for:-culture and goed living. .
—polities apart—-have* been Immensely .

advanced ”
There is ﬂle clmm._.Anyone has. a right

‘fo make and try to support it. No one has

a right, before an intelligent -socialist
audience, fo present .this assertion with
the statement that it is "unquestionable”
when in. fact it has been cogently “ques-
tioned™ ‘and rebutted by serious students
and- sincere " socialists. It is "unquestionas
able™ only for gullible readers of the Dean
of Canterbury or dupes ‘like -the -Webbs,
those prototypes of Fabianism who are

‘so “closely -related politically to Cole.

-DELICATE TOUCH

- It is not even certain just what Cole: is
claiming in this sweeping historic gener-
alization. Is he saying, for example, that
the (average) Russian worker and peas-
ant enjoys a- higher standard ‘of living

. under Khrushchev today than.under the

tsar? He does not quite do that, if you
look twice. Fuzziness of language and

“evasive phraseology . came to the rescue

of this usually lueid writer. On a latex

page he exhibits the same delicacy in -

wording his ‘way: around the point:

. It would be quite wrong to accuse -

the Russians of ever forgetting that the
purpose of the new society they have
been struggling to build was to raise the
quality of living for the great masses of
Russian people who had been so bitterly

repressed under Tsarism. The vast de--

sthey  le-




Velepment of hlgher educatlon and " the
immense stress laid on- cultural ‘develop-

 ment in the Soviet Union are a sufficient

answer to any such accusation.”

" This is either ingenuous or ingenious,
but not both. Is “the quality of living”
akin to ‘“standard of living” or is it
something less susceptlble to objective
determination? If it is akin, then higher
education. and cultural stress are by no
means z “sufficient answer.” If it is not,
but undefined, then one can scarcely de-
termine the relevance of the “sufficient
answer.” Unfortunately, Cole is likely to
be read as saying what in fact he does
not quite say, and what in fact he makes

- no attempt to demonstrate.

Those two points he presents as the
crux of his case. His evasions therefore
dre -also crucial as testimony to the state
of his thlnkmg

A SORT OF ANSWER

There are more crucial points of which
he gives no sign of awareness. It is hard
to imagine that anyone canm be: accepted
as a competent socialist thinker today
who has not at least given consideration
to the basic quesfion: [s a socialist society’
sufficiently defined by the abolition of

capitalism and the statification of. the

ecopomy? .
‘Cole gives ne nod.te raising this ques-
tion about Russia, in this “World Social-

‘ism Restated,”. any more than if he were’

restating-it in 1913. It is all the more
doleful- that he\has a. very. categoncaI

-answer ~to. this queétxon ‘which “he' dées’
- not raise. It-comes -out in-passing.

- The Stalinist world, he remarks,
gong over to a system: of planned produc-

tion under collective ownership—that'isi'-

to a -sort of Socialism.”

So Russia and its similars are a “sort
of socialism.” ‘It is a sort of definition.
Why? Is the ownershxp automatically:
“collective” because it is ownership by
a. state, even though the state itself is-
not “collectively” owned and ' controlled-
by the -people, who -have no pohtlcal

. rights?

' Do youi have ‘a-"sort of socialism,” or

- do you rather have-a’sort-of new cldss so-.

ciety, when-a-state machine: owns and con-

trols-the means: of ‘production but at the-
- same -time that state machine "belongs™

only- to. a class of bureaucrats uncon-
trolied by any democratic “institutions of
the  masses?

- That- Cole- unquestioningly assumes
the .answer is indicated also when, else-
where, he rémarks that “Socialism, in
its Communist form” is making great
strides in the weorld today.

IS IT SOCIALISM?

Yet, believe it or not, there is a page
on which Cole. asks and even answers
the very question we have raised. Only—

and typically—he applies it solely to-

capitalist Britain, and does not think of
applying it to his
munist form.””-

Here is what he writes under a sub-
head “The Managerial Society”:

“For evidently -a -society does not be-
come Socialist merely by turning men
and women into public employees, if they
continue to.be.paid.-and graded muech-as

they would be under a capitalist sys-

b2

tem. ...
We mterrupt to wonder whether our.

scholar ever heard of the Russian piece-

‘work system of paying labor or the fact
that wage differentials are demonstrably

far. wider. in. Russia. than in. most ad--

vanced capitalist countries. The chapter
we are guoting from, by the way, is
headed “Socialism and Equality,”
Cole: never tears his eyes away from the
sins of eapitalism, while discussing this.
- To continue with the passage: “Such

-a society would not.be Socialist, but only

State
thing. .

Capltahst — a very dlﬁ'erent

We mterrupt again to note, perhaps.

with some astonishment in view of our
previous discussion, that Cole is very
clearly saying that, even if all workers
were: “public employees,” the resultant-
statified. economy would still not be “so-
cialist.” ,_(He calls it state-capitalist, we™
would call it bureaucratie-collectivist
perhaps, but the terminology is not im-
portant here.)

Why? Because .the all-employing state

_is -the One Big "Capitalis#'? Very well

then, what. do we have in Russia? N
-The twice-interrupted passage con-
tinues:

“This is the danger that lurks behind -
the notion of arriving at Socialism by

.ceases to be a

“hl'a.s_,

“socialism, in Com-

but-

way of piecemeal natlonahzatlon, whlle
adopting for the nationalized industries
a social and economic hierarchy modeled
on that of the capitalist enterprises that
are left in being. How much difference
is there, in social structure, between the
personnel of the nationalized coal indus-~
try or transport-service and that of Uni-~
lever or ICI? Not, I think, a great deal;
for these great private businesses tgo
have passed under the managerial con-
trol of men who are - much less capitalist
owners than highly salariéd administra-
tors—men whose . social status is not
much further removed from that of the
main body of their employees than the
status of an ordinary'.coal-miner or rail-,
way engine-driver is from ‘that of the
National Coal Board or the. Transport’
Commission.”

. Before he is through, we see, this
“state-capitalism’” has virtually ceased
to be capitalist too; and we already saw
that'it isn’t socialist. As the stream of-
consciousness flows. along, ‘“managerial-
ism” pops out of itself~—something. he
read, no doubt—and in it goes, another
crouton in the gruel, unrelated to any-
thing before or after it. )

In.. cnyvcaser -the--important . ﬂnng that-

requires connecting up is- the nature. of
the Stalinist social system. It is a ques-
tion that strikes at the- underpinnirigs- of
all Stalinoid - ie’ndencies. I Stalinism:
"sort of. socialismi™ then
Siolmisfs cease to be ''sort of socialists.,”

And this would ‘be a catastrophe—to the
perspec'hve of "world socialist unity"” and.
“healing the split between socialism and.

‘Communism” which is the fount and orlgmj

of Cole's tendency.

Tt must not happen; the questlon must

not even be raised.
) [ ]

THE DEAD FIRE

This is it. This is -the end which gov-
erns Cole’s sporadic obfuscations. This
is what makes Cole tick. The socialist
and Stalinist movement must be hitched
together; that is, the socialist movement
must be hitchied on to the Stalinist. "

This is ot because Cele is an agent or
“stooge” of the Stalinists. There are few
better laboratory cases than Cole for

- getting a glimpse of what has happened

to such people:

" The 1945 victory of British Labor lift-
ed Cole’s heart, like all good socialists.
Socialists were coming into power—real-

1y, for the first time. Power! Ideas are-
fine, bt they must be hitched on to Pow--

er. The sentiment is indisputable.

The record of the British Labor gov-
ernment - disappointed Cole, as it did so
many other good  socialists; and again,

for creditable reasons. Then, in 1951 La-~

bor: was. defeated, defeated by the old

and discredited Tories! Cole’s vision of -

glory: collapsed. Five days after this de-

feat, Cole delivered.the Webb Memorial-

Lecturé, and concluded on the followmg
note, baring his héart as it were:

- “The fire and fervor, I feel, are dying .

out fast from the socialism of the West;

which has a good case against Commu- .
nism only if it stands fast to-the idealism~

that went into its making. In fact, the

problem- confronting Western socialism:
today is simply this—can it meet the

challenge of Communism without accept-

ing the philosophy of Americanism- as a

substitute for its lost ideas?

"} do .not know: thie answer; | only know:
that | feel lonely and: near: despair in- a
world:in’ which socialist values as: | under-

stand- them are being remorselessly crush- -
ed out between the two immense grinding- -

stones: of Communist automatic centralism
and  hysterical American worship of
wedlfh ond hugeness. for ‘their owna sake:
and not as means to that fellowship which.

lies af the very foundahon .of the soclahsf

faith.”

It is a movmg confession; not every-
one: would hdave been strong enough to
make it. It is also enlightening as to
Cole’s subsequent course..

WHICH POWER? -
Ideas are fine but they 'must be hitchéd

on to Power. The power collapsed. Lone--

liness and despair. Only a slight, almost
imperceptible  amendment is required:
Ideas are fine but they must be hitched
on to a Power.

On to which Power" Take your choice

of what is available. Our subject is not .
* the psychology of individuals. Different

individuals work out different ways of

collapsing. Some; hand on heart, cateh -

hold of the left coattail of the Westérn

Should Socialists Unite with the Stalinists—or Combat

capltahsms, some. join- the  Committee
for:Cultural Freedom; some begin to see
for the first time the true glory of Our
Country and Our Culture and the social
significance of Coca-Cola; some even
settle for the small consolation prize of
Power which' resides in 'the office of a
trade-union bureaucrat.

But if you can't stomach- that side, then . .

there. are a whole repertory of ways of
hitching on to the Power which stands on
the other side of the-war camp. It.is even
easier in many ways to convince oneself
that this is the Power of the Future.

iS IT AN ENEMY?

In any case, Cole orlented toward
hitehing the socialist movement on to a
Power. He did not “sell out” to the Stal-
inists; he did not “go over” to the Stal-.
inists; not a bit. All he proposes is that.
the whole socialist movement unitedly
hiteh -itself to the Stalinists. There is
nothing personal or careerist or venal
about it; it is a line worked out for the
good of the movement.

It is also a line that leads: stralght
from despair to disaster.
regard Communism simply as an enemy
regard.- Communist- simply--as~an- erremy
to be fought.” Very good! It is not swn—
ply an enemy to be fought. )

But is it an enemy to be fouyht?

This is the vital question that Cole
walks-around, as we have seen him walk
arourid others,

Is it an enemy to be fought, in our own
socialist way, by our-own socialist forces,
with our own. socialist objectives, at the’
same time that we fight the enemy capi-
talism and its imperialism? )

What question could go more directly.
to the heart of his subject? He never
raises,the question but—again-—he glves
his answer. .

EXHORTATIONS

" On page 12 he is proclalmmg that “I
shall accordingly refuse to associate my-
self in any way with a world crusade
against Communism whoever are its
sponsors.” (Italics added.) One can only

cheer refusal to line-up with the so-called

“world érusade” agamst Communism or-’
ganized’by NATO and its allies and fel-
low travelers. That is not what Cole is.
saying, though that is™the impression
that a hasty reader mlght go away with."
He is saying that he is opposed .also to

‘a socialist struggle against Stalinism.

Further on in the same paragraph he

announces that “I am for the Commu- .

nists in Indochina.” Why only in Indo-
china? or'is that simply one place given’
as an example"

On page 14, he exhorts his fellow $0- .
cialists not fo "waste their energies in
fighting against their fellow . workers,""
meaning - the Stalinists. He would not in-
veigh- ugamsi' wasting- energy -in fighting-
against “fellow workers" who happen to.
be mouthpieces of the Tories or company

unions, or scabs. So it is not a lueshon of’
fighting "“feliow:- workers" but of ﬁghhng,—

Stalinists.

On page 37 he deplores. “discriminat-
mg nicely between those [movements. in.
colonial countries] which reject and
those which respond to Communist ap-.
peals”—a delicate piece

“diseriminating nicely” between move-:
ments under: Stalinist control and: those
that  aren’t. And “discriminating” for
what, purpose? For the purpose of police-
supp1esswn as in British Guiana, which
is one thing, or for the purpose of our-
selves giving support or resistance? Per-
haps he himself’ does not discriminate
nicely between these different questions.
. He- adds, more astonishingly: Social--
ists “have no right to expect the nation-
alists of .the less developed: countries to
line up with the capitalist-dominated
West in the cold. war against Commu-
nism [which is fine, but note:] or even
to understand their case against Com-
munism as a perversion of libertarian
Socialist principles. The most they“have
any right to hope for is the balanced .
neutralism of Nehru....”

So we cannot expect that the benight-
ed nationalists of Asia, Africa or Latin’
America can be so very clever as we are
in understanding our case against the
Stalinists? There is an echo here of the
contemptuous imperialist chauvinism

‘from which Cole thinks he is free. The

Burmese or Indian socialists cannot un-

derstand our case? The Chilean socialists -
cannot understand the real case? The -

Algerian socialists of Messali Hadj are

are. doomed! he ecries.

of wording
which also might be anderstood to decry -

_".-em 3"

not as smart as G. D, H. Cole?: s
"On pagé 41, he remarks on the “moocls’ [

-of "irrational hatred such-as ‘are found -

among many. Russian refugees abroad
and, I do not doubt, in Russia- toos™
(Itahcs added.) : |

VOICE OF DESPAIR = 1.

"Collaboration” is his slogan. We musf‘
"come -fo: ferms with the Soviet: Union-and
Ching. on a- policy  of cooperative- world:
development,” he cries. (That:is, ‘we-musi
make a deal.) And "in France the rift bes

tween” the Socialist- Party and-the Coms-. L
- munists must:be-somehow healed-. . S

(One ‘wonders: why only in France?)

In Italy we must” weleome Nenni’s®als:
liance with the CP. (But he is not, qulte -
so candid as to advocate that 'all go and’
do likewise in their own countiies, to~
“heal the. rift.”)

- Yugoslavia: the Socialist Internation-

al must have closer relations . with the.
Titoists. Must good Yugoslav socialists
also- have closer relations with the Tito- =
ist regime? how, in or out of jail? (Inci-,

.dentally, Cole’s own formulation -of his.

“Case Against the Communists™ applies,
word for word, to the Titoists—see sum~
mary above—but that particular croutorn. -
in ‘the gruel floats on another page.) | i
Unless we- hitch on to this Power, we-_“
“Soclahsm cannot,
possibly be achieved, or any substantlal‘

_ advance toward it made, without thelr

collaboration,” he says of the CPs of'
Italy and France and perhaps’ others,
meaning collaboratlon with the appari=
tus, not winning:away the. sm(;ere Com—
munists.

Doom, doom, he threatens. Unless . the

,cold war is ended (by “coming-to. terms’;

with the Stalinists, of  course), funlesg
this can be done, non-Communist Socml-_.
ism will remain helpléss and Commu-
nism will profit by its 1mpotence in’ cap-
turing the allegiance of the suﬁ’ermg
peoples of the underdeveloped countries,
to' which' non: -Communist Socialism . wilt
be able to give no effective aid in then‘
struggle for self- determmatlon and eco-
nomxc freedom.” A
" The note of despair rmgs out as cleurly '
as. in 1951,

‘WHY?

Whi is socialism doomed to “remain:
helpless” while “Communism, will proﬁt”
as long as the cold war.is on? Why can--
not socialists give “effective aid” to anti-
imperialist struggles? '

Because socialism is doomed to be’
dominated by ‘the right-wing social-.
chauvinists and reformists? In that case’
Cole’s exhortations are doomed too, and_
he is wasting his time in putting out.
pamhplets, unless his aim is. merely to,
split. off as large a pro-Stalinoid group\.
as he can: .

Why is it, in Cole’s opmlon that only’ .
the agents of an exploitive despotism can .
dynamically  appeal to the peoples’ as- '
pirations for -greater freedom-and grea -
er.-happiness? Why can’t this be done by
a socialist movement that has shaken off’
pro-capitalism .and reformism -and that -
takes the field under a revolutlonary 80~
cialist” banner against both capltahsm,
and Stalinism? Al

At any rate, would it nof muke more;
sense for a Ieff-wmg socialist fo weork.
within his movement for this, rather thar =
proclaim the doom of socialism unless. we';;
ally ourselves with ﬂle fo‘l‘ali‘l’anan enemy:
of our. enemy" )

- Cole- is afraid that 1f socialism “sets’
out to fight Communism it finds itselfs
allied. with capitalism—above all, with.
American capitalism—against it.” And.
this “makes it very difficult to fight for ..
Socialism.” Yet he has made speeches,,j
which were no doubt greeted with ap--
plause, at Third Camp. Conferences. ami;_
such in England. .

It would appear that he never has{
grasped an essential idea of the Third
Camp approach: that one cannot fight; .
capitalism effectively and for socialist’
ends unless one also combats Stalinismj;,
just as one cannot ﬁght Stalinism "effec-

“tively as long as one is allied with the- ‘

capltahsts
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,-1eg151ators from the

By GERRY McDERMOTT

Pittsburgh, Aug. 27

Westmghouse Local 601 (IUE) got 'a

:lesson this ‘week on how nof to use
"labor’s, political power.

Last year, Pennsylvania Governor

George Leader was looking for votes for
- @ tax bill which the local opposed. At the

‘last minute, the local’s officers wired the
‘East Pittsburgh
area and asked them to vote for the
measure. As a result the measture car-

2 -ned

*Patty O0’Connor, who. was the °presi-

o dent at the time, was influential in get-

»_',t'mg ‘the*local to change its stand. When
‘he came up for re-election in. the spring,

" he was defeated. Recently, however, he

has been given a plush pohtleal job by

s the Leader administration,

e

‘“This is wardheeling, dirty machine poll-
¥ics, It is the way patronage machines like

" Yammany Hall or the Lawrence-Kane ma-

chine work. It is all rlghi' for them, but it

x IS no way for the union movemeni to con=

ict its politics. .
.. The pohtlcal influence of labor should
e up for sale in return for Jobs or”

favors; it should be used on the basis of ~

principle. We don’t have a thing against”

Patty O’Connor, but his acquisition of a
political job. with the state is not going
to help the workers in 601, and that is
what counts.

If the political support of a local

_union is for sale for jobs, the employers’

and their political friends will get it
every time, for a very simple reason—
they have the jobs to give out.

Labor does not have jobs to give yout,
but it has something much more potent—
it has right on its-side, and the interests
of an overwhelming majority of the peo-
ple. Once the labor movement begins to.
realize that it has that power, and to~*
use it, it will become as strong in the po-
litical field as it is teday in the economic
field, and even stronger.

[ ]

Westinghouse Local 601 (IUE) has
apparently solved its problems of con-
ducting -eleetions democratically. At
least, the two principal factions have
agreed on. a plan. If will be-a big gain
for the labor movement here 1f the fre-

have been rigged, can be scotched.

The new plan will be used in the elec-. :

tion of stewards for .the coming year.
Under the plan, members will vote in the
plant during working -hours; the votes
will be counted and the results an-
nounced on the spot.

- The plan was proposed by James

Ferace, chief steward and the chairman

of the elections committee, and has: the
support of Paul Carmichael,
of the local, and Al Thomas, who was
defeated by Carmichael in the last-elec-
tions. The pro-company Westinghouse
Employees’ ‘Forum has said nothing -so
far about the-new plan.

Local 601 has been plcgued by charges
of rigged elections -ever since the days
when, in the old UE, it was under Stalinist
control. Such tharges and counter-charges
are dalways played up by the reactionary
daily press, and serve to undermme the
‘wnion. -

The present plan seems to be a good
one; if it can be adapted to elections for
local union offices other than. stewards,
perhaps it should be- made permanent

By GERRY McDERMOTT

... There was enly one thing missing in

. the series of carefully staged seconding

speeches for Eisenhower at the Republi-
can convention.
‘There was the Official Mother, who
~was also, to boot, bargain, from Texas.
" There was the Official Catholic, who
was also, to boot, from Texas.

. Dame football coach, Frank Leahy, who

liked to refer to “Ike the quarterback.”’
. There was the Official Negro, who-was
allowed to. speak despite protests from
the. delegates from her own state, North
Carolina. (The rules were set aside so
that seconding speeches could be made

. by people not ‘delegates. We don’t know

if they had to have a card in the Actors’
Union.)- This- delegate said of the Great
Leader that it “makes you proud just to

~ look at him.”

" There wag-the Official Jew, and just so
everyone caught on for sure, in her talk
she referred several times to “my rabbi.”

= There was also an Official Worker, and
50 on. -

" As we. said, there was only one thing

© we missed. That was the official collec-

tive farmer from the Azerbaijanian Peo-
ples Republie, to tell how grateful he was

" to the Great Leader for his Happy Life -

fulﬁllmg quotas,

It Wasn ta

" . (Continued from page 11

“ivead from both dlrectlons,
S«mth :
" The Democratic plonk was such an uﬁer

_'i‘cqpntulahon to the South that it opened

~4he way for so weak a Republlcan effort,
~which could succeed in belng that "shade™

ibetter without really saying anyl'lung im-
jportant. The - Republicans did, however,

f’s'ia'l'e they "accept" the court decision.

"The South was givén the preceding
iparagraph, among other things: the
#party “recognized that the supreme law
~ of the land as embodied in the Constitu-
tion which guarantees to all people the
:blessings of liberty....” By desxgnatmg
‘ghe “Constitution as the “supreme law”
zand pointedly 1gnormg the court at this
point, the language is intended to give

. -the Southerners the ground to argue for -

*the permissibility of “interposition” and
:nullrﬁcatlon, which is based precisely on
counterposing the Constitution to the

. -court (“states rights”).

-Why didn’t the GOP take the opportu-
nity to make a greater play for the
Negro vote? The following considera-
tions may have governed:

“ (1) Most immediately, the GOP has
its eye on two senatorial seats from
Kentucky

{2) There is the longer-range aim -of -
".4rying to-build a real second party in the.
: Bouth, breaking the one-party system_
- ‘there.

North or

[ e

Which raises the gquestion—why didn’t
a baseball player.second Ike? How can
anyone possibly: vote intelligently till he
knows how Mickey Mantle feels?

® .
_ Present” at the convention—and' why
not?—was Gerald L. K. Smtih, who
staged a rally in defense of Nixon.
Guess no one told him that the Republi-
can Party is'in the Middle of the Road.
Or else they didn’t tell him what road it’s
in the middl'e of.”

- @

“ Gerald L. K. Smith must have been
embarrassed the nexf day when Nixon
announced in no uncertain terms that he
was. really & Liberal. Not only that, but
-in the"vice-president’s :own words, he is
not a “Johnny-come-lately Liberal.”

As proof of this, he pointed to a speech
he made way back in 1949, in which he
said, “The Republican Party has gotten
itself in the position of being classed as
the tool of big business and vested in-
terests.” This charge is false and_we
should make a resounding declaration of
independence - from Wall Street, from
-Labor Bosses .and any other vested in-
terests.”

Yesterday, Nixon was a McCarthyite;
today he is a Liberal; during the cam-

Circus — —

(3) They may have felt that they were

assured the victory without such an out-
of-character truckling to a suspiciously
- “radical” appeal.
" The Republican “liberals™ like New
York's Javits and Ives, kept their mouths
as discreetly shut during this operation as
did some of their Democratic similars.
Javits lamely philosophized that “you
can't get in any deliberative body all you
want" {(a clear steal from Mrs. Roose-
velt), and Ives muttered that "l would
have had a stronger one, left o my de-
vices" (a clear steal from Adlai Steven-
son).

But the prize for sheer gall must go
to Rep. John MeCormack, Democratic
majority leader -in Congress, chairman
of the Democratic platform committee,
and -architect of the civil-rights atrocity
in Chicago. He demounced the GOP plank
as “innocuous” and went on to complain:
“When we come to the meat of the Re-
publican  plank it is the weakest plank
that could be devised. It is a disgrace.”

It was demonstrated that neither of
the two parties could produce even a
demagogicually progressive statement on
this key issue. It demonstrated the

strength of. the Southern racists of both -

.parties when they went out.and fonght
for their white-supremacy program, un-
like the liberals and: laborites.

paign, we understand, he is going to be-
come a “Statesman (that is, he will net
directly, in so many words, accuse Ste-
venson of personally turmng over atomIc
secrets to the Russians).

If the United States were conquered
by Baluchistan tomorrow, how long do
you think it would be before Dick was
wearmg a turban?

®e . -
'A South American newspaper corres-

pondent, after covering both conventions,”

- sent the following despatch to his paper:

“The difference between the two parties
is that the Demoecrats. claim there is a
diﬁ’erence, and the - Repulillcans claim
there is none.” .

o . -

While the Democrats - demagogically
attacked the Republicans as ‘the million-
aires’ party, an enterprising reporter
went through the list of delegates and
alternates to the Democratic: convention
and discovered no less: than: 275 million-
aires among the Democrats. In. addition,
about forty more were present, giving
parties, picking up checks, and lobbying.

A Democratic Party- spokesman admit-
‘ted that the count was accurate, but said
that the Republican conventlon would

_have even more!

Among the prominent millionaires
were Adlai himself, Senator John Ken-
nedy of Massachusetts,- Senator Robert
Kerr of Oklahoma, “Senator Lyndon
Johnston of Texas, Senator Stuart Sym-
ington of Missouri, Governor Averell
Harriman of New York, Governor Men-

non Williams of Michigan, and Senator

Herbert Lehman of New York. In short,

.just about every prominent leader of the

A}

party.
i

If anybody was €ven shown up as.

bankrupt politically, it was the lib-labs
of the ADA and CIO such as Reuther
and Hubert Humphrey.

For years they have beem\_saymg
“What we need in this country is a. re-
alignment of the partiés. We need. to get
all the liberals in one responsible party
and zll the conservatives in another re-
sponsible party That is what we are
working for.”

This convention made it p]am that this
was all pie-in-the-sky talk. The one can-
didate calctlated to,prevent that from
happening, the one eandidate accep#mble
to the North and to the Southern reac-
tionaries, was the one they worked their
heads off for.

® S

Reuther is being played up in some
quarters as a kingmaker. It was he, sup-
posedly, who pressured Soapy Williams
to throw the Michigan delegation to Ste-
venson, which was a decisive move in
Stevenson’s nomination. Supposedly, too,
labor * was instrumental in getting a
place on the ticket for Kefauver.

-John L. Lewis, in ‘his time, did far
more for F. D. Roosevelt than Reuther
can possibly do for Stevensom, and.got a -

quent charges of the past, that elections -

president -

.
The Independenf‘Soﬂalisi Locgue shlds'

for socialist democracy and against the

two systems of exploitation which now
divide the world: capitalism and Stalinism,
Capitalism cannot be reformed or fiber=

alized, by any Fair Deal or other deal, so -

as to give the people freedom, abundance,
security or peace. 1t must be abolished
and replaced by a new social system, in
which the people own dnd conirol the
basic sectors of the economy, democrati-
cally controlling their ‘own economic cld
political destinies.

Stalinism, in Russia and’ wherever ﬂ
holds power, is @ brutal totalitarianism—
a new form of explolhhon Its agents in
every country, the Communist Parties, are
unreleuting enemies of socialism and have-
nothing in common with socialism—whicls:
cannot exist without effective democratic
control by the people,

These two camps of capitalism and Stal-:

inism are today af each other's.- leoa'h in] -

a worldwide impenahsf rivairy for domi-"

nation. This struggle can only lead 16 e .

most frightful war in history so-fong as the
people leave the capitalist and Stalinist
rulers in power. Independent. Socialism
stands for quldmg and strengthening the
Third Camp of ‘the people agcmsf ‘both
war blocs. .

The ISL, as-a Marxist ‘movement, Ioob'
'lo the working-class and its ever-presenf:

" struggle as the basic. .progressive force in:
‘society. The ISL is orgcmzed to spredd the

ideas of socialism .in the labor movement
and among all other sections of the people.
At the same time; Independenf Socialists
participate actively in every struggle to
better the people's lot now—such as the
fight for higher living sl-cndcrds. ‘against
Jim Crow and anfi-Semitism, in defense of
civil liberties and the trade-union move-
ment. We seek %o join together with all
other militants in the labor movement as
a left force working for the fermation of
an independent labor party and other pro-
gressive policies, Eatds
The fight for democracy and the . fight
for socialism are inseparable. There:can-

‘be.no lashng and- genuine democracy with-

out socialism, and there. can be no social-
ism without democracy. To._enroll ‘under

this banner, join the lndependeni Soclchsi
I.eague' .

Get Acquainted!
Independent Socialist Leag'ue
114 West 14 Street . :

New York 11, N. Y.
0 I want more information about .

the ideas of Independent Social-
ism and the ISL.

O I want to join the ISIL.

NAME (please print)
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kick in the teeth for his. pains. Lewis -did
a great deal to “sell” FIIR to the work-
ers as their friend, and then found in
1940 that he couldn’t “unsell” them.

It looks like Walter has to learn every-
thing for himself. We predict here and
now that Reuther and Carey will live to
see the day when they will regret havmg
built up Adlal

@

Just one index to the irresponsibility
and dishonesty of the Democrats—the
existence of White Citizens Councils in
the nation was not even mentioned. In-
cidentally, we’d like to see some emter-
prising journalist investigate how many
delegates to the convention were mem-
‘bers of the Councils. JEE g
. N 5 E-
Governor Goodwin Knight of- Calwfiar

~

nia gave a chanipagne and lobster: patty 5
Tor the delegates which cost $120, 0607Tor ...

one evening. What's he .trying to @o—-
compete w1th "Averell Harrxman" :
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