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Trade Union Movemenf
By JACK WILSON

Detroit, Mick.

As the economic recession deep-
ens, the organized labor movement
finds itself facing new internal
strains, and an adverse socio-politi-
cal climate that makes its much
heralded objective of a shorter
work week in 1958 a questionable
prospect.

For the impact of increasing un-
employment puts the union move-
ment on the defensive to a degree
unforeseen by its leaders who now
realize that between 4 to 5 million
workers may well be unemployed
during 1958.

On the one hand, such a trend would
serve to intensify the pressure for a
shorter work week as a partial step to
alleviate unemployment., On the other
hand, a deep crisis would squeeze in-
dustry, and harden its opposition to any
union gains of a substantial nature.

The whaole series of defensive strikes,
strike wvotes, and widespread unrest in
the Chrysler corporation plants illu-
strates what could become a widespread
pattern in such a situation. In one case,
at the moment a local union was taking
a strike vote a major lay-off took place.
The effect increased the hitterness of the
workers, but not their militancy.

Contrary to the publicity releases from
the auto industry, the 1958 market gives
every indication of a sharp reduction
from the lower-than-expected 1957 mar-
ket. This is an altogether different situa-
tion than the one Walter Reuther visual-
fzed when he planned the shorter work
week fight.

By January new car inventories will
¢limb to new peaks, and the industry
may easily build up a huge stockpile of
cars in anticipation of the contract dead-
lines in June 1958,

MUST DIG IN

The coming hearings by the Kefauver
committee on auto indostry pricing prac-
tices will fall far short of their goal un-
less the committee digs into all aspects
of the auto industry situation. Not the
least of the untapped areas is the trans-
portation cost which is part of Hoffa's

domain.

“While the UAW exhitbits an understand-
ing of the relationship between prices,
profits and waoges, as indicated in Reu-
ther's recent rar orice cut propesals, the
Teamsters and other unions simply pre-
ceed along theyold policy of figuring out
with management how much the traffic
can bear and then charging it.

Decentralization and. inter-plant com-
petition within corporations,-not to speak
of competion between corporations, has
turned the avto industry into a rat race
where local unions are competing with
each- other to.keep work., The hysteria
and unrest in the Ghmler plants comes
from this trend which is.something new
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By SAM BOTTONE

The political effect of Sputniks 1 and 2 will continue long after both
satellites re-enter the earth’s atmosphere and disintegrate. If they would

- also lead to the disintegration of the present hipartsian foreign policy,

then the price of the presént Russian advantage would not have been

too high.

If the Russian missile sutcesses
were to lead to a serious question-
ing of the assumptions of U. S.
foreign policy and a re-assessment
of whether this foreign policy leads
toward democratic and non-cata-
clysmic solutions, then this period
of political soul-searching would mark

a turning point in-the postzwar period.-

But _if instead as all indications seem
to point, there is only going to be a re-
hashing and re-warming of all the stale
ideas and formulas of the past decade,
then the world may well be in for an
arms race which will make everyone's
hair eorl. .

At the very least the orbiting Sputniks
have led to an acute awareness that a

change is indicated somewhere. After
initial attempts to play down the po-
litieal and military significance of the
Russjan satellites, the Eisenhower Ad-
ministration has been making frantic
efforts to re-shuffle its military program
and bolster public confidence with a
gseries of platitudinous pep-talks. But

this s insignificant in face of the mag- -

nitude of the problem. =

The basic fact is that the very faundu-
tions of the U.5. and Western foreign
policy has beeR shattered. These policies
were based on the aossumption of perm-
anant U.S, military and technelegical su-
periority as the bulwark against Russian
conquests and expansions. The way fto
prevent the Stalinist drive for world hege-
mony, to contain and rell it back, was te

World Communists Adopt Tough Line at Moscow
By LARRY O'CONNOR

The “Declaration” issued by the
representatives of the ruling par-
ties of countries with Communist
governments is, without a doubt, a
document of the first importance.
It reflects, on the one hand, a feel-
ing of power and stability which
these ruling parties, or many of
them, did not have a year ago. And
it seeks to set, on the other, the
course for the period ahead for
all Communist parties all over the
world.

If this is so, why did they not all
participate in the Moscow confer-
ence which drafted the document?
Why did they not all gign it?

Although more light may be cast
on the answer to these questions in
the weeks and months ahead, there
is a good reason which is inherent
in the present crisis of ‘the world
Communist movement. Since the
parties which signed it rule in their
own countries already, no penalties
can be imposed on them for this bold
reasgertion. of Stalinist goals and dog-
‘mas. Further; many of the parties out-
side the Communmist orbit were badly
shaken up after the: Hungarian events,

and the cry which rose loudest and
most pers;stent]y was: for mdependence

-aentence:

-ocratization,”

of thought and action for the Communist
Party in each country. If such a docu-
ment had been signed by delegates from
all these parties, without the *formality"
of prior consultation with their own
memberships, every charge of subservi-
ence to Moscow would have been once
more proved to the hilt.

Now, the line has been laid down clear-
ly and unambiguously by the most author-
itative body possible: a conference of all
the Communist Parties which have power,
or at least which exercise power (in
those cases where the real power lies
exclusively in Moscow). The national par-
$ies will, in due course, adopt either their
own, thinly weiled versions of this docu.
mént, or make the original such a subject
of . study apd "dls:qssian“ in their ranks
that it ossumes the position of highest
revealed truth once held by such other
“brilliant" documents as Stalin's imogi-
native “History ‘of the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union.”

TOUGHNESS

To seek to summarize this document
waould take more space than it warrants.
Its chief purpose ecan bhe stated in a
it is to mark down clearly for
the world Communist. movement. that
“de-Stalinization,"” “relaxation,” *“dem-
or- call it what you will,
have gone just as far as they are going

‘to_go, if not further, and that for the

next period what is important is to re-

.establish* the full authority, toughness

and aggressiveness of the world hirarchy
{Continued on page 4]

build a superior military establishment. _f

The adjunct to this was that only when
the West is sufficiently strong could it

negotiate with the Russians. That this

policy of “negotiation through strength™
has been an apparent failure has not de-
stroyed its validity in the minds of many
people. Little has been negotiated, neor
has Stalinism been contained by the de-
terrent power of the Strategic
Command. The present Russian incur-
sion into the Middle East is only a case
in point, Instead it has only led to a
deadly arms race and the brink of push
button warfare.

POLITICAL POWER

Frofl time. fo. timeé thete has been tha:

recognition that the primary nature of
Stalinist power is nof military but po-
litical and economie, representing an
anti-capitalist social system. It has alse
been proposed that the main emphasis
of U.8. foreign policy be to meet it on
these erounds. But these proposals were
never consistantly put forward in oppo-
sition to the military orientation of U.S.
foreign policy. They have gradually
evolved into a kind of liberalese rhetorie

without foree or content. The result has

been the near conformity in thinking on
foreign policy on the real important
problem that the U.S. faces,

It is ironical that those liberals, whe
have been pointing to the trend toward
conformity which reached its height under
the hey-day of McCarthy as one of the

contributing factors in restricting sciegs .

tific achievements, do not see this same
deadening conformity as producing even

more disastrous consequence in foreigm -

policy.

Part of the reason for what appears .

at times to be a near-monolithism is that
liberals continue to think and act as if

the.main struggle in foreign poliey is -~

between internationalism and isolation-
ism. Those lines of demarkation have
long since vapished. Interfigtionalism
won with U.8. entry into the second
World War and only mopping up took
place in the post-war period, The real
problem that exists is the basically con-
servative and undemocrati¢ nature of
1U.8. foreign policy, reflecting as it does a
narrow ecapitalist outlook in.an age of
change and revolution from the status
quo.

PANIC

The Sputnik and the partial aware-
ness that the underpinning of our foreign
policy has been shattered, that the T.S.
can never again build a foreign policy
around the idea of military supremacy
has had sharp effect on the politicans.
The typical reaction has been that of
panic leading toward a strengthening of
every reactionary and militaristic part
of U.S. foreign policy.

A consensus of reaction from both Dem-
ocratic and Republican spokesmen has
been: redouble every effort to cafch up
to the Russians in the ICEM field;
strengthen the NATO olliance; strengthen

(Turn to last page)
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'By MAX MARTIN

HOWARD FAST'S
icture of the American

| Thousands of people have broken with and left the American Commu-
inist Party since the Twentieth Congress of the Russian CP. Other
thousands, perhaps tens of thousands, had parted ways with Stalinism
iin the decade preceding February, 1956.

'f'he question arises: what are these people thinking and feeling now ?

rare their general political ideas?

No spokesman for the thousands
of ex-Communists has come for-
ward, no one can be regarded as the
representative of those who have
broken with Stalinism. For one
thing, nobody has yet tried to rally
the. ex-Communists into a move-

- ment or to gather them around a politi-

cal program. And for another, they un-
doubtedly arve not homogeneous in their
thinking; a number of different views
&ind outlooks can be found among them.
| Howard Fast is probably the best known
of those who have broken with Moscow
and left the CP during the recent period.
;'_relulively pepular writer, Fast had for
vears Been the last remaining intellectual
of ‘writer of note in the Communist move-
ment. His defection constituted a blow to
#he CP, in terms both of its individual and
symbolic impact. ]

-Since the announcement of his break

- Chicago, November 13

 4“fype Enterprise or Socialism” was
the topic of a debate held last night be-
fore an audience of around 500 in down-
towir Chicagp; sponsored by .the E V.
Debs  Forum: [organized by individuals
of various wiews, including supporters
of the American Socielist magazine).
The contenders were J. Bracken Lee,
president of For America, former gov-
emmor-of Utah and right wing “erackpot”
pro-capitalist, and Harold Braverman,
co-editor of the American Socialist.

“The audience was predominantly com-
posed of Leée-supporters and enthusiasts.
They . cheered, stood solemnly and clap-
ped, laughed, and called out lustily from
the audience throughout the meeting. On
the whole they appeared upper middle-
class, mostly older people, and wholly
jpnorant of politics. Socialism, they and
Lée were convinced, was merely a clever
conspiracy on the part of those who could
not otherwise buy their own home and
cae to steal it away from those who al-
ready hdve them!

ANARCHIST

Lee began with a 30 minute presenta-
#idn in which he attacked all monopolies,
ripped into Democratic and Republican
pofties for socialistic measures, argued
for freedom of the individual and called
#67a return to the only perfect human
dotument the Constitution. He gave in
large méasure the speech of an absolute
anérchist—opposed to' all government as
inhérently evil, for the individual free man
unfettéred by socidl restrictions. But he
presented only half of the anarchist's
program—iheé part aimed at cutting down
#hd-péwer of organzed labor and ending
igoveriment restriction on business prac-
Ricks,

Braverman’s reply was, especially un-
der the circumstances, restrained and
well-miannered, He pointed out that free
enférprise is a misnomer and hasn't ex-
istgin;n thiz world for many years, What
we have today is monopoly capitalism,
because our economy and technology have
made ridiculons the older and freer
forms of capitalism.

" He went on to detail the problems of
capitalist society—of depressions, wars,
unemployment, taxation, etc. The trend
toward greater government intervention

-described by Lee, has not abolished capi-

talism, said Braverman, but it is the trend
of ‘the future and will eventually lead to
.socialism. Today it is only crééping there,
but Braverman placed himself ‘in favor

CROSSCURRE

‘Chicago Debate on "Free Enterprise or Socialism™

"What is their attitude towards Communism and towards Moscow? What

with the CP éarly this year Fast has ex-
pressed himself on a number of occasions
on his thinking about his rupture with
Stalinism. He has written a book on the
matter which will be published shortly.
In the meantime, a lengthy article of
his, “The Writer and the Commissar,”
has dppeared in the first issue of the
new magazine, Prospectus. It can un-
doubtedly be regarded as a summing up
of his outlook to date. His views are of
interest not only because of their indi-
vidual value, but because they may rep-
resent the ideas of many others.

Fast informs us that for years he had-

held doubts about wvarious aspects of
Communism and that he had been re-
garded by the party bureaucracy as an
undependable and uncontrollable element.
He details various struggles between
himself and the CP eultnral commissars
over “deviations” and “heresies” the lat-
ter had found in his works, The catalyst

NTS

of a galloping trend as preferable in
many ways, Greater government owner-
ship is essential for the future, he ar-
gued, because it alone is in keeping with

contemporary economic and technological .

forms, and because it-is juster that the
government own what is produced by all
than a few greedy individuals.

In the question and rebuttal period
Braverman noted that he did not desire
the type of socialism presently existing
in East Germony, Eostern Europe, Russia
or even China. However, just as capital-
ism hos its different forms (some demo-
cratic and some totalitarian), and just as
pro-capitalists can attempt to change cer-
tain aspects of their society, se he fav-
ored changes In these socialist societies
and was sure that the working people in
these countries would toke greater de-
mocracy for themselves.

Though Braverman’s presentation
thronghout this debate was by far the
more competent and well organized, one
important thing was missing. While Lee
paraded his freedom-loving instincts, and
shouted about individualism, Braverman
made only passing reference to the rela-
tionship betwen socialism and individual
liberty, self-expression and democratic
rights. And just as liberal pro-capitalists
were weakened in their effective appeal
during the ‘30s by the common associa-
tion of capitalism with fascist economics,
so Braverman is hurt by the association
of Russia with socialism. He never dif-
ferentiated his type of socialism from
any kind of “government” control, own-
ership or intervention.

In faet Braverman permitted himself
to be identified with all those world
trends which Lee attacked—the trends
identified with increasing bureaperatiza-
tion, governmentalism, statism, conform-
ity and restrictiveness. That these
trends alse represent a major enemy to
socialist deviopment and an alternative
to it was ignored or in effect denied.

Thus while Lee appeared a fool and a
demagogue, and Braverman a reasonable
and “intelligent man, the duel was not
one over socialist values or socialist ob-
jectives. Braverman sided himself with
modern history and technology, which
demands coordination, social harmdny
and planning; Lee sided with the past
which demanded unrestricted competi-
tion and a lassiz-faire government. De-
mocracy? Freedom? Self-expression? Dig-
nity? lLee arpued about them, with
tongue in cheek. Braverman, unforfu-
nately, didn't even give’ them lip service,

R - —

for his break with the CP, however, was
the Khrushchev denunciation of Stalin.
He writes, “Only with his contribution,
out of the first and largest Communist
Party on earth, did all the bits of the
puzzle fall into place.”

He describes the impact of Khrushchev's
speech on the Gates group. "Within tHe
party. and particularly on the Daily
Werker, the reports of the Twentieth Con-
gress had come as an explosive force of
mental liberation . . . because there ap-
peared the first trace of iconoclasm in
any party congress in our memory. It was
little, but i¥ was enough for us on the
Worker to seize sledges and begin to
break the hateful images with the zest
of a drowning man gulping air. Everyone
on the staff joined in, to ome extent or
another. Myself, | struck out in"every dis
rection with a joy | had not known for
years.'

How did the leadership of the CP re-
act? “Throughout all this, because they
had never coped with thought, ideas,
change, or the excitement of shattering
a worthless and senile idea, the national
leaders of the party were silent. We had
the feeling that they had erawled into
holes to hide from the tempest that was
blowing through the intellectual corri-
dors of the communist world. . , . Final-
ly, they spoke. Not'ideas, not change, but
a whining attempt to remove John Gates

_from the paper and expel him from the

party.”

GATES GROUP DOOMED

The Gates faction, says Tast, was
doomed to defeat. A substantial number
of its adherents including himself, he
explains, felt that the only logic of the
situation was to liguidate the party.
These presumably have since left it In
so doing, says Fast, they aided the de-
feat of Gates. Yet for them no other
course was possible.

Others, equally appalied by what the
Twentieth Congress had revealed about
Stalinism, felt that they had to stay with
the CP, despite its nature aond leadership.
With reference to o specific Detroit Com-
munist worker who typifies this grouping,
Fast writes: "With the party in existence,
he could hope thot it would change; but
with the porty liquidoted, where could he
gﬂ?“

Fast is excellent in describing the anti-
democratic nature of the functinging of
the CP, which prevailed until the Gates
upsurge. “The membership discussion
itself is guided by the paid section fune-
tionaries, whose major task is to kill an
opposition to the resolution—even if
steps towards expulsion are taken; and
while the discussion may continue for
weeks, it is all sound and fury. The re-
sult, finally, is always in the precise line
of the original resolution, with only
enough formal variations for the mem-
bership to reject the idea that they have
been made fools of.”

He depicts also the servility, the fawn-
ing, the stultifying intellectual atmos-
phere which has generally pervaded the
party. He relates the information given
him by Communists from the satellite
countries of Eastern Europe on condi-
tions there; the privileges enjoyed by
the rulers and the crumbs received by
the people. He discusses the special
problems faced by the writers and ar-
tists of the CP.

Where is Fast going and what perspec-
tive does he have?.It is clear from the
arficle that Fast conceives the answers to
these questions in general ferms. "For me,
the destinotion has remained unchonged
—+total brotherhood of man, a world-wide
entity of love and creativity, in which life
is nelther wasted nor despised.” He stands
for a democratic and humonistic social-
ism. But he does not iransiate this aim
into a concrete political outlook.

Fast remains true to the ideals which
brought him into the Communist move-
ment and is filled with outrage at the
reality of Communism which he has at
long last apprehended. The feelings and
ideas of Fast and those like him who
have broken with Stalinism represent a
stage in the development of a democratic

gocialist perspective for the future. They -

constitute a good beginning. :
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WA merican-Forum's
"Questions for.the Left"

By GORDON HASKELL

American Forum—For Socialist Edu-
cation has published a pamphlet. Ques-
tiong for the Left consists of some eleven
pages of “questions” propounded by Sid-
ney Lens. followed by brief “comments”
(the longest runs to three pages) by
John Dickinson, Tim Wohlforth, Stephen
Grattan, Farrell Dobbs, Conrad Lynm,
and A. E. Blumberg.

The character of Len's “questions”
are hinted at by A. J. Muste in his intro-
duction when he writes: “. .. I do not
have any additional problems to sug-
gest. It is hard to think of one which
Sidney Lens has not stated or at least
alluded to.” And the character of: the
“comments” by the other participants in
this literary wventure is also adumbrated
when Muste continues: “Nor is this the
oceasion to attempt to outline an answer
for one of the questions which confronts
us,” and goes on to discuss the state of
the world, labor movement and almost
anyvthing else except the questions which
were considered important enough to
constitute the bulk of the AF-FSE's
first pamphlet,

Since, a3 Muste hints, Lens has osked
everything abput everything, it is litte
wonder that the other parficipants in the
discussion appear to be ot a loss just
where to begin in the few words allotted
them. The discussion being pretty much
without focus .te begin with, it is little
wonder that each participant either tends

‘to answer with a series of questions of
his own which he considers betHer focused
or "more fundamental,” or to ride off on
his own hobbyhorse with little more than
a polite tip of the hat to Lens and his
qyesﬂul_u.

The most striking examples- of this
last form of “discussion” are, of course,
Tim Wohlforth and Farrell Dobbs. Since
Dobbs and the SWP have long ago made
it clear that their contribution to the re-
groupment ferment has been and con-
tinues te be to throw open,the.doors to
all who agree with their program, it is
not surprising that hiz “diseussion” of
Lens’ questions consists, believe it or
not, by offering his own “programmatic
statements” (eight of them) as a “basis
for discussion.” Tim just makes a strong
pitch for the youth group he and the
SWP are trying to build up, and lets it
zo at that.

SIX QUESTIONS

John Dickinson has six questions of
his own which he finds “more basic”
than Len’s, and he proceeds to list them,
with answers. Their general character
may be devined from one example: “Do
we believe in god, and if so, how do we
vizualize his relationship to the world
and man? I don't.” Albert Blumberg (a
Communist Party representative) treads
warily around, tries to compress Len's
questions into an- approach or tendemcy
which can be commented on intelligibly
in a few words, and ends up with the, in
the: eircumstances, .inevitable Commu-
nigt platitudes that Marxism should
neither be treated as a dogma nor dis-
carded out of hand, and that while Rus-

#

sia cannot be & model for American so- -

cialists, one must study their great
achievements as well as their shortcom-
ings, ete.

The AF-FSE’s “Statement of Pur-
pose”™ says that it “is organized in order
to stimulate study and serious, untram-
melled diseussion of the problems of so-
cialism in the United States.” During
the first six months of its existence this
pamphlet and the symposium projected
for December are the only public efforts
it has made in this direction. In view of
the known and proven personal talents
and capabilities of its moving spirits,
the meager product, and no kinder
phrase for this pamphlet would be
honest, can only bespeak a weakness in
the very concept of the AF-FSE itself.
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Union Staffer's Union

It's mighty embarrassing, but
the AFL-CIO has been fighting the
attempts of itz own organizing
staff to form a union and win bar-
gaining rights. On November 12,
the Field Representatives Federa-
tion, which claims to represent 215
of about 325 AFL-CIO organizers,
appeared before the NLRB at a
hearing to determine whether a col-
lective bargaining election should
be held to determine whether they
are entitled to bargain for the
whole staff, Albert W. Bradt, temporary
head of the union of umion organizers,
said that it wanted to bargain collectively
with the AFL-CIO on wages, hours, and
working conditions but its request had
been turned down. J. Albert Woll, chief
counsel for the AFL-CIO, argued that
organizers were “managerial” in their
function and could not properly seek re-
lief from the Board. A union organizer,
it appears, is a part of “union manage-
ment” according to this argument.

The issue first arose af the May meeting
of the Executive Council and at least one
council member was reported to be in
favor of smply firing the rmgluders. But
George Meany was handed the hot po-
tate. In October, according to another
report, lawyers for the AFL-CIO were
supposed to have suggested that the new
union be recognized and Meany was ready
to follow their advice but those who were
opposed, notably Reuther and Dubinsky,
carried the day; Htay argued that union
organizers were not "employees” in o true
sense but agents of the union,

We can understand what irritates some
top officials when their own staff takes
a notion to organize, Organizers are
asked to go forth in the spirit of ideal-
ism, brotherhood, working class solidarity
and carry on a noble crusade for justice
and humanity; and here they are hagg-
ling over such things as pay and per-
quisities. But it casts both sides in a
strange light, True, in the great days of
union struggle the best organizers, those

~who helped build our labor movement,

never, thought of themselves as mere
hired hands, But then they were playing
a prommen!; part in the bursting forth
of a new democracy among millions and
they themselves had rights, the right to
speak their mind and act as men and
leaders. If now they have been turned
into hired hands by their top bosses they
must be expected to act as hired hands.

It reminds us, in a way, of the fate of
foremen in the modern factories. At one
time, they were truly mere agents of
the owners with rights and with security
and they felt it. But as the decades
passed, foremen became nothing more
than slightly = elevated employees and
they formed their own unions, demanding
contracts and bargaining rights. With
sadness; and with dismay the employers
argued that foremen were part of man-
agement and could never be recogmized
as employees. Laws were passed wmmg
out their right to organize. But it
‘ changed nothing. If the foremen felt
like employees then they were nothing
more.

Perhaps an attempt to restore a little
of the old spirit of democracy and dig-
nity among the staff members would
_help. That is only one aspect of the need
to Tevive the democratic spirit through-
out the union movement, top to bottom.

'Union Democracy

Frank Grasso, general vice president
of the United Pape::'makers and Paper
Workers Union, turns to the questwn
of “Trade Union Democracy in Crisis”
in the Autumn issue of the umion’s
Jowrnal. He pumta out that the dissent-
ing elements in the Teamsters Union who
sought to overturn a corrupt officialdom
face a purge by the mob. It reminds him
of the need to defend the rights of mi-
norities throughout the union movement.
“Is it essential to purge opposition for a
union to fulfill its responsibilities as an
jnstrument of --the. membership?”
asks. “Here again we cannot equivocate.

he.

The test for democracy in national gov-
ernment also applies to the fest in
union government. So long as the oppo-
sition is loyal to the principles of de-

moeracy and the preservation of the -

union, in the government of the trade

union or the nation, that opposition must -

have its rights respected. . . . It is in-
eumbent upon us to divoree ourselves
from complacency and shape our own
union institutions, be they local or,in-
ternational, in the image of our demo-
eratic ideology.”

L]

Make Up the Difference

Dave McDonald, United Steel Workers
president, told the 450 delegates to a
conference of thé union’s District 15 in
Pittshurgh that he would like to see steel
workers-elected to posts in state govern-
ment. He suggested, too, that locals sub-
sidize . any of their members who are
elected to the state legislature by making
up the difference between their pay as
elected government officials and their
pay as union workers.

Whose Plafifude Is Bored

The Weekly People, published by the
Socialist Labor Party, begins a big series
on “The Union Question” in its issue of
November 16. It starts right off with
this opening sentence, “As Daniel De-
Leon, America’s foremost Marxist, em-
phasized over 63 years ago, trade union-
ism is indeed a vital subject—particular-
ly to the workers of America.”

Even more profound original obser-
vations are promised in future install-
ments.

o

Curran "Unfit?"

“We have just rceived .the text of the °
Proceedings of the second-convention of
the International Brotherhood of Long—
shoremen held in Chicago last July. A
resolution on Joe Curran was adopted
unanimously. It reads:

iTn view of the fact that Joseph Cur-
ran, president of the NMTU did stab the
IBL in the back when he supported the
ILA during the last NLRB election in
New York, we sitting in the second IBL
convention this 22nd day of July 1957,
do hereby condemn the unsavéry action
of Curran and class him as number ONE
on our ‘enemy list.’ That the incoming
officers be instructed to draw up the
proper resolution to be presented to and
asking the AFL-CIO to remove Joseph
Curran as a member of the Ethical
Practices Committee, as being ‘UNFIT’
to serve on such a committee.”

i Ia i | i s
Dual Unionism?

The Masters, Mates and Pilots union
is & case in point; here is a typical ex-
ample of anti-democracy within a union
and neglect by those outside.

In 1953, six members of the union were
expelled. A decision of the Appellate Di-
vision of the New York Supréeme Court
in June ordered them reinstated. The
tlage&y is that they had to geek recourse
in the courts instead of within the labor
movement,

In the fall of 1952, those Who were
later expelled, decided to rum-a slate of
candidates for office against the union
administration headéd by Atkins, its na-
tional prestdent To advance their candi-
dates, they held caucus meetings and
1531:&1:1 handbills—activities which, are
the' -normal 'by-products of any deme-
critic election, But they were brought
up on charges of dual unionism and
disruption and expelled . . . the typical
refuge of any bureaucrat and dictator
against opposition,

The opposition had announced that it
intended to establish a permanent group
within the union with the aim of creat-
ing a two-party system in the New York
local. It was this that formed the main
basis for the charges against them, But
the court decided that they were com-
pletely within their rights.

We seek in Vain for commient in the
trade union press.

Y T

In an interview for the New York
Post, William J, Keating, who served
as assistant district attorney in New
York and as counsel for the city’s
Anti-Crime Commission, told some
stark truths about racketeering in
unions and who protects it.

“Corrupt leadership in the labor
movement couldn’ exist without man-
agement support,” he said. “It’s man-
agement's way of maintaining con-
trol over the workers, despite the
unions."

But, it's not only management. Big
politicians are behind it too. Keating
pointed out that the labor racketeers
are careful to make the rizht political
connections. And so, “Two Congres-
sional committee investigations of
Hoffa alone were squashed within the
last five years. . ., The second inves-
tigation barely got off the ground
when Bill-McKenna, chief counsel, re-
signed. He stated publicly that the
‘préssure on the committee was so
powerful and came from so high that
he could not name the names. Sure,
the racketeers have gotten politicdl
protection and they've protected the
politicians in turn.”

Keating was asked: do you mean
that *the labor racketeers’ trail . .
must lead . . . to management arnd
eventually to highly placed men in
* government?” And he answered, “Yes,
it must- lead there. It;can’t help but
lead there—if it gets that far.”

Why dont the ranks revolt against

Corrupt Employers, Politicians
Help Make Labor Racketeers

a crooked officialdom? he was asked.
He pmnbed put that there have
rebellions in dne ease after ..

but the courageous men who ﬁghi th
thugs get no help and the:\",: ﬁg’ht ‘

the labor movement by people who, fq
pnid to give them correct lﬂfﬂ"'ﬂ,}”, -
tion. I'm referring specifiéally to 'I.Eh
reporters and labor editors, Yal:lr Ia-
bor editors from one end of the’ c(m.n-
try to the other—with very’ f"ew ex— &
ceptions, like Murray Kemp -
all of their labor news in the form of
handouts from union officialdom.. . e,
You never -find a-labor columnist or -
a labor reporter down at tﬁe plers ©
talking to a rebel—or out interview- -
ing the truck drivers as they stopote !.-.
make change at the Helland Tunnel.’
No, they =it in their offices” :md’t'hey &
call the Waterfront Comraission, the~
hedd of the’ s‘.h1ppmg association and
they take the ‘news’ down ’ovér'thef | .
phone . . . if some of these’ Iabor ire-
porters became working " press— .and‘l
pot out of their chairs and ‘off ﬂm-
telephone and out onto the sidewalks - |
and down to the piers and the-butcher 7
shops and the factories—then you'd | -
begin to pet some honest reporf;mg il

Then the public would gain some 7|

understanding of the tragedy: of the =
captives in the corrupt unions. Then::
the public would back up the. rebels |
with all their heart—and they'ﬂ réaﬂjr“ f
be able to fight.” Pl i |

‘Smith Act Cases Dlsmtergate

In Govt. Informer Sham

By GERRY MCDERMOTT
Pittsburgh, Pa.

In no city across the nation were the
Smith Act and the undercover informer
used more sweepingly than in Pittsburgh
during the MeCarthy era. The total cost
to the government at the federal, state,
and local levels of trials of Communist
Party leaders must have run into easily
more than a million dollars. The cost jn
terms-of fear, conformity and silence in
western Pennsylvania  through those
yvears cannot be calculated.

Taday every one of those trials has
been wundone; every person convicted is
free; ‘and every important government
informer involved has been discredited.

The much publicized Matt (I was a
Communist for the FBI) Cwvetic turned
out to be an. alcoholie:and psychopath.
Although he made thousands of dollats
from articles in the Saturdey Evening
Fost, a radio series and a movie based
on his experience,.most of the money
went to ghost writers, legal advisers and
agents and today Cvetic is broke. In and
out of menta] hospitals, he ekes out an
existence speaking to veterans and “pa-
triotie” -groups. . The pgovernment mo

longer. dares call on him to testify; the

FBI has never acknowledged him. If he
is more.than a turncoat, there is no one's
word but his own,

Another. "undercover agent!” who once
made fat "expert witness” #fees, Joseph
Marzei, was_repudiated_ by the Justice
Department last yéar. While “an under-

cover ogent, Mazxzei was convicted of |

adultery and - bastardy _ofter ‘admilting
that he had fathered the child of a PiHs-
burgh waitress. The waitress testified
Mazzel had put off her pleas of marriage
by saying that he was oo busy with his
undercover work. Two years age Maxzei
perjured himself before a Senate com-
mittee on behalf of Pennsylvania Supreme
Court Justice Michoel A. Musmanno, but
has never been prosecuted for it. Could
it be that Musmanno_is able fo protect
him from the “vigilance” of the justice
department?

The final star perforrner in the FBI's
stable was Isaac Alexander Wright. This
fall, attorneys for several Smith Act de-

TELRILIS T i A 11 PR

fendents announced that they haxf eﬁ-.
dence that Wright was a “moral degen-
erate” and predicted that the govern--
ment would never dare p;rodu.cg h:m mn-
court again. A few days Iﬂter, T;'hen Ast—
torney General Brownell corﬂ.ﬂgsirsfed
the charge by asking that quht s testi-
mony be stricken from the recon:'l of .a’
hearing before the Subwversive Actwn‘,les
Control Board.

In the meantime, the supreme enurt

ordered a retrial of Steve Nelgon agd I s
four other local Communist Payty Iead— i i

ers convicted under the Smith. Act, The
order for a retrial was based Jon: 't e’
fact that Mazzei had been a prmc;pal ;
witness in their earlier trial. . _

This presented the local Umtel;i ,Sta%ea
district attorney with a problem;. e
could he retry the defendents. wl‘len
of his principal witnesses were ta-lh
He ecouldn’t. The povernment >
dropped the case, It has also dropi:Ed

Act defendents. Not a smgle one is" In
prison Not a single éase is pending, ™ a
paid informer system is a shambfu.
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-+ expulsion of the Communist Party-
dominated unions from the CIO, told

- matter-of-factly in great detail. The au-
" thor is an attorney who served as legis-
lative counsel to Senator Hubert M.

I" Humphrey 1949-1055. He draws heavily
B “from official CIO sources, especially the
2 transeript of the hearings that preceded
g*' ¢ ‘the expulsions, and on occasion from tes-
. timony before various governmental in-

vestigative committees.

Essentially accurate is his deseription
of 'the rise of CP power within the CIO
~and ‘his detailed documentation recording

| the abrupt shifts in policy of unions con-
trolled by it in strict accord with party
line. Less complete iz his apcount of the
| rise of inner-union oppositions to the CP.
: Dozens of prominent CP unionists pass
| through his pages in biographieal detail
but we get only a brief, oceasional hint
\‘ - of how some hecame party followers.

Most revealing is the testimony of former

arty members and fellow travellers at

. L. the CI0 hearings; for example, Mike

(  ’Quill of the Transport Workers Union

I jand M. Hedley Stone of the National
 Maritime Union.

.7 But the: auther can only describe whaot

..-he can find .in sources ot his command.

. And these are aimest exclusively official

- records. The faction fights, the pelemical
i Imn:l“bllls, the caucus publications, the in-
ner union battles come to him only second
' 'hand and +his is his big sherfcoming. He
_accepts without question, only because it
" 'is "official”, a complete whitewash of Joe
| Curran's _ruthlessly dictotorial role in

mushlng the Lawrenson group In the NMU,

@ group which helped to destrey CP con-

#rol over the union before it in turn was

destroyed by Curran. He seems totally

' snaware that a big fight began against

‘the CP and that the-party suffered severe
... _lpsses_at the hands of rank and file oppo-
“Tsitions wiiile Phil Murray-and top CIO offi-
: Ehls.were still collakorating with its fol
=3 ] Iwu‘rt. Thus, the UAW rank and file cau-
; " gus receives not one mention—it has ne
pln.;a- in official accounts. The fight of
‘' Reuther dagainst the Addes-Thomas-Stalin-
Iist ‘blee gets only a passing reference 4
pages!).

Even. when the author stumbles upon
7 *= gome of the facts, he is not prepared to
' J’ I notice them, Despite the strength of anti-

" 'CP sentinients in-party dominated un-
-":: jons, Phil Murray and his associates re-
v * fused to give moral encouragement to the
L formation of caucuses and groups to
ﬁght ‘inside these unions for a new lead-
- ership. If 'the reader had only this book
at his disposal, he would never imagine
[ * that Murray bad supported Thomas a-

gainst Reuther in the UAW or that the
/ oppesition to the CP in the UE had to
. ﬁgﬁt on-without Murray's help.

He presents, then, «in well-documented
iaahlon the official case of the CIO lead-
% Forehip’ against the CP. That he does
‘" ghoroughly; bnt it is only part of the
I, |’t°1'5"

® i

@is
: Mmers in the OId 'Wesi-

"'- * DEEP ENOUGH, by Fronk A. Crampten.
Sm Books. 275 pp. $4.00.

} This is a personalized autobiographical
!'- f.-s.com:mt of how a 16 year old boy left
b Lh:s wealthy _society home in New York
o 4o go- West in 1904. He worked for a
little while digging in the hard rock
- |'mines ‘and then became a mining engi-
2= Y neer ‘travelling all over. the West. He
,‘has, good stories to tell of life in the
[ imining camps during the last stages of
B front.ler exlstence. But only a few pages
ir ~~ el n:[ mme ‘unionism.

-'_ _.J i
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BOOKS ABOUT LABOR

A Part of the Story.

' THE COMMUNIST PARTY VS. THE CIO, by
{ Max M. Kampelmaoa, Frederick A. Praeger,
| Inc. 299 pp. $6.00.

JIn. substance, this ia .the story of the

He was there, and almost killed, in
Ludlow, Colorado when coal strikers at

‘the Rockefeller mines and their wives

and children were massacred by Nation-
al Guardsmen reecruited for the purpose
among scabs and company agents; and
he was horrified and sickened hy injus-
tices and atrocities he witnessed with his
OWn eyes.

But soon after, he was called to Ris-
bee, Arizona when radical unionists were
herded into cattle cars and deported. The
governor of the state told him that the
victims were all Bolsheviks and German
agents and he believed it. Apparently
he still does! (Although a commission
appointed by President Wilson at the
time, which he does not mention, con-
demned the deportations and declared
them illegal.) Yet, he expresses sympa-
thy for the IWW and the old Western
Federation of Miners.

This is a dandy book for those who
want to read fascinating yarns about
mining out West in a rugged era.

Teamsters Unian

THE TEAMSTERS UNION, by Reobert D.
Leiter, Bookman Associates, 304 pp. $5.00.

You can learn a lot about the economy
and technology of the trucking industry
from this book and -zomet.hmg of the
history of teamster unionism, too. And if -
vou need a handy source of reference to
recent news clippings you will find it
here, But the author, Associate Professor
of History at the City College of New
York, has not been able to shed much
light on what interests us most.

He set out to write a scholarly work;
ana in no sense is this one of those
canned  “official” union accounts. But as
he writes, “. . . most of the research
was completed before the sudden up-
surge of popular interest in corrupt un-
ion behavior.” Apparently, he was caught
unawares by the sudden sensational dis-
closures and couldn't qmte udJust his

"book to them:.

On' the one hand-he ‘writes, “Those
men running the hiternational Brother-
hood of Teamsters have apparently been
fully aware of ‘their responsibility and
have publicly opposed racketeering in

‘all itz forms.” This must have been writ-

ten some 'timie before the pagze which
tells us, “In 1957, however, revelations
disclosed finarcial and political ecorup-
tion among leaders of the IBT during
the past decades to a degree heyond the
pale’ of condonation,”

On the big questions, then,—union de-
mocracy, the fight inside the union a-
gainst rackets, what it all means to the
labor movement today — there is little.
In chapter 2, by the way, there is a
brief but frank account of the sordid
deal between Roosévelt and Tobin which
led to the prosecution of the SWP Min-
neapolis teamster leaders under the
Smith Aect,
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.New York Liberal Party Campaig Raises Issue:

What Is a “Loyal Opposition”?

By I'. LOOMS

In the course of the recent mayorality
contest in New York City, the Liberal
Party proudly referred to itself in a
widely-circulated piece of campaign lit-
erature as “His Honor's Loyal Opposi-
tion."

The Party leadership evidently felt
that this phrasé accurately summed up
the role played by the Party in this past
election: supporting the major Demo-
cratic candidates, opposing some of the
minor ones with rindependent Liberals,
and putting forth a program of broad
civic and social reform. -

Even though “their” major Demo-
eratic candidates were victorious, the
election results cannot have brought
much &atisfaction either to the party’s
leadership or te the ranks; and a partial
key to the problem of building the Lib-
eral Party as an effective political force
in New York les in-an understanding of
the term “loyal oppesition.” -

The leadership’s concept of “loyal op-
position” minimized one thing, the most
erucial single aspéct of the phrase: “op-
position.” Instead of stressing “loyalty”
to the Democratic Mayor (and to the
Tammany machine, whose candidate he
was) an opposition must oppose; not to
do so calls the very need for its existence
into guestion.

The Liberal Party's method of eppo-
gition consisted largely of support to its
loeal candidates running for city council
posts” (and even a borough presidency,
in one instance). These local candidates

could, and did, oppose the Democratie
ward heelers in their own distriets, but
were crippled by the support they had to
give to the major Democratic candidates.
How ecould they fight corruption in the
City Council and support, at the same
time, the chief candidates of the Tam-
many machine, the source of the corrup-
tion?

The political schizophrenia induced by
this kind of thinking had another effect:
it led the leadership to minimize their
own program. Thus they ealled on the
electorate to vote for Liberal Party can-
didates pledged to: end diserimination in
private housing; coordinate the transit
system under broader mumicipal control
and ownership; obtain better salaries for
teachers; improvements in the health
services; and better working and living
conditions for Puerto Rican immigrants,
ete.

And on the other hand, they stated (in
the very same leaflet) : “As a matter of
fact the only live issue of the campaign
is whether to vote for \v‘ragner on Row B
or Row C."

" To have political effectiveness, a “loyal
opposition"” must be a genuine opposition,
In Britain the slogan of Her Majesty's
Loyal Opposition is not “Vote For Us
But Support Macmillan,” rather it is:
“Throw the Tories Qut!” It's time poli-
ticians who pride themselves on being
“praclical,”" appreciated the impractical-
ity and utter futility of supporting the
leadership—-no matter how “friendly”—
of the party they are attempting to re-
place.

CP Declaration — —.

{Continued from page 1)

of Communism led frorn Mosgcow and
established over every single Cummunmt.

. movement, wherever' it mdy be.

From now on, if some innocent; well
intentioned, or even cynical member or
friend of the Communist movement or
apologist ‘for the “Socialist world"” sug-
gests that they are marching toward
greater freedom and - democracy, (just
give them time) such a “revisionist” is
answered in the Declaration: “In the So-
cialist states the broad masses of the
working people enjoy genuine freedom
and democratic rights.”

If someone suggests that each Commu-
nist Party should decide for itself when
it can or connot support Russian foreign
policy, the Declaration replies: “Today
the vital interests of the working peoples
of all countries call for their support of
the Soviet Union and all the socialist
countries who, pursuing a policy of pre-
serving peace throughout the world, are
the mainstay of peace and social preo-
gress,"”

To those who have been murmuring, in
recent months, that although the banning
of rival political parties in the Commu-
nist countries-may be an understandable
result of their specific histories and eir-
cumstanees, the time has now come when
they must begin to permit some airing of
differing opinions ‘at least in the ruling
party itself the Declaration replies:

NO FACTIONS L
"The experience of the international

- Communist movement shows that resolute

deforse by the cqmmm and Workers
parties of the Marxisé-Leninist unity of
their ranks and the banning of factions
and, groups sapping unity quarantee the
successful solution of the taiks of the so-
cialist revolution, the estoblishment of
socialism and communmism."

It is true that at a later stage the
Declaration ‘also speaks approvingly of
the “measures taken in recent years by
the Socialist countries to expand Soeial-
ist democracy” and encourage eriticism
and self-criticism.” But since, for the
past sixX months at-least the tendency
has been toward a re-tightening the
screws in every country where they were
loosened up by the mass pressures which
built up into the Polish and Hungarian
revolutions, this section has no real
significance for the document as a whole.

Finally, the Declaration .closes in a-

series of repeated assertions on.the unity,

solidarity, cooperation and the like of the
parties involved. In this section there
is . s0 much. breast-beating about :this

- unity and unanimity. and “closing ranks”

that one begins to wonder whether it was
not really written to cover up some big
split among the signatories.

Since nothing else seems to bear up
such an hypothesis, it may be discarded,
The Yugnslavs refused to sign up, but
that is an old split not a new one. Every-
where else the appearance is, for the
moment, of calm and unity; of a renewal
of the self-confidence and aggressiveness
which were so badly shaken up by the
revelations about Stalin and the Polish
and Hungarian revolutions of last fall.

But this renewal of self-confidence and
aggressiveness is not. based on new foun-
dations, on, say some new level of free-
dom and rights granted to the commen
peocple by the rulers which con win the
former's loyalty to the regime, or on a
rising standard of living and economic
well being for all. Net at all. I# is based
rather on the feeling of self-confidence a
bureaucrat gets when the old, familicr
machine methods work to keep  things
running quietly. They are based on the
defeat of the Polish and Hungarian reves
lutions, and on the feeling thet the old,
tried and frue methods of Stalinism aore
the safest and surest after all.

So, the world Communist movement,
in the countries where its bureaucracy
constitutes a new ruling class, as well
as in those where it is a persecuted move-
ment which only. aspires to such rule,
seeks to return to its classical forms:
totalitarian one-man rule- in' Russia and
the other “socialist” countries; monolith-
ie, totalitarian parhes in the rest of the
world.

But history has proved over and aver
again that once broken or outlived, the
classic forms of a society or-a movement
can only be parodied, they can never ha
restored. We are, it appears, about ts
receive “another demonstration of this
axiom,
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Russian Young Communist Leaders
Turn Down YSL Debate Challenge

’035 Sept. 25th the Young Socialist
League's National Student Committee

sent a letter to the Young Communisty

League of Russig, proposing that simul-
taneous debates be arranged in Russio
and the United States between members
of the two organizations. (See Chalienge
for October 7.)

It was felt by the YSL that these de-
‘bates would serve two functions: giving
American etudents the opportunily to
hear this eonfrontation of views between
democratic socialists and representatives
of the Russian Young Communist
League; and allowing the Russian stu-
dents to hear the ideas of demaocratic
gocialism  for the first time in many

decades,
A

There was only one condition pui
forth in the YSL's original letter, that
no: restrictions be placed on the debates,
that no subject be banned from dis-
CUssion.

On Nov. 182th, a reply was received
from Mr. Y. Balanénko, of the Commit-
tee of Youth Organizations of the USSR.
(This iz a centrad body, one of whose
functions it is te represent ail-Russian
youth organizations in their dealing with
foreign wouth groups.) The text of his
letter is reprinted below.

The following week the YSL answered
Mr. Balanenko's letter. The YSL reply

ig also rveprinted on this page.
o

Committee of Youth Organizations of the USSR

Moseow, November 12

Messers. Peter Novick,
Waney Ahern, Arlon Tussing
New York, U.S.A.
Birs:

We have received your letter of Sep-
. tember 25th. From the letter it is un-
fortunately difficult to see what kind of
-organization s yours. You ecall “your-
selves socialists, but the contents of
-, your letter refute the notion entirely.
There is nothing in it which even re-
motely would be socialist in spirit. But
after all this is your own affair.

In reply to vour question we would
like to tell you that it is a generally
known and irrefutable fact that pur
young people and their organizations,
‘including the Lenin Young Communist
League of the Soviet Union, stand for
peace and friendship, for fruitful co-
- operation between the peoples and youth
of different countries, for exchange of
views between people of different out-
look.

Let us take the example to which wou
refer in your letter: the Sixth World
Festival of Youth and Students for
Peace and Friendship. Thirty four thou-
sand young people, Yepresenting some

* fifteen hundred youth, students, cultural,
" trade union, religious, sperts, child gnd
other organizations from 131 eountries,
participated in it. As far as we know
- gome American newspapers commented
: rather ohjectively on the content, charac-
ter, and results of the Festival, including
also the fact that the aim of the Festival
was mot to oppose one section of - the
youth against the other, but to bring
them closer together in order to ensure
peace throughout the world, to strength-
en friendly .contacts between young
people of various political wviews, re-

ligious beliefs, races and nationalities,

And we wounld like to inform you that
in the course of open debates and dis-
cussions, held in an atmosphere of com-
plete freedom of opinion, no small eon-
tribution to the achievement of the above
aim was made, a long with young com-
munists, conservatives, radicals, Cath-
olics, Moslems, ete.-also by young social-
ists from .Austria, Belgium, Britain,
Federal Republic of Germany, Denmark,
Iceland, Italy, Finland, France, Sweden,
Japan and other countries. The general
outcome of these discussions in spite of
differences on many questions was the
same—people living in countries with
diverse political and social systems can
and must live in peade and friendship.

We hope that the young people of the
USA who took part in the Festivil will
tell vou about it in greater detail.

Buch is our stand on the gquestion
‘raised by you. We have always been in
favour of meetines and exchange of
views among young people. But we hold
that the questions for discussion should

be such as would promote friendship

and eooperation and not lead to mutual
altenation:

We are willing to discuss and look

" for ways of peaceful existence, of friend-

ship and concord. But judging from.your
letter that-is.of' little econcern to you.
You want the-reverse. As is seen from
your letter; you would like to talk to us
from a clearly hostile position.. You hold
the view that “the road to peace lies
through opposition to Russian Commu-
nism.” We believe that this position of
yours will lead to no good.

Yours sincerely,

(signed) Y. BALANENKO,
Secretary of the Committee

4
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Young Socialist League

National Student ‘Committee

New York, November 22
Mr. Y. Balanenko
The Committee of Youth

.

" Organizations of the USSR

Moscow, Russia
Dear. Sir:

We received your answer to our letter
to the Young Communist League.

We are sorry that you dé not see’fit to
dgree to our proposal regarding having
simultaneous debates in Russia and the
United States on the momentous social
issues of our time. We would like to re-
open this suggestion. But first, allow us
to comment on several points in your
letter,

In wyour letter, you state that we
“would like.to talk . . . from a clearly
hostile position.” That, as we stated .in
our letter, is true. The Young Socialist
League is a demoeratic soecialist ofgani-

. zation and, as such, is opposed to Com-

munism. We would point out to you that
this view is shared by all our demoeratic
socialist parties recently addressed by
Khrushehev.

We would like to point out to you that”

the Young Socialist League has eonsist-
ently stood for peace, demanded the ban-
ning of the H-bomb, and defended the
Civil Liberties of all Americans, includ-
ing Communists. Further, our opposition
to the Russian Goyernment and social
system does not extend to any kind of
opposition to the Russian people, and
the youth in particular. On the contrary,
it is precisely because of our attitude to-
ward the Russian people, our friendship
for them, that we wish to raise these
political questions in free and open de-
bate.

As to the Festival. We are in favor of
the youth of the world meeting together,
unhampered by any restrictions as to
passports, visas, ete. We, for example,
opposed the American government's at-
titude toward those American students
who went to Moscow and to China.

But we do not believe that the cause
of peace is served by assuming that there

- are no basie differences among world
- youth. On the contrary, what we propose

is an orderly, open airing of the differ-
ences, The very fact that a large section
of the world youth movement is opposed
to Compmmism, and that another section
operates under Communist governments,
is ‘the reason why we are for debates.

Specifically, we propose debates be-
tween American democratic socialists
and Russian Communist youth. In. the
long run, we believe that a frank con-
frontation of this type iz abzolutely nee-
essary to the cayse of peace. For our
part, we do not believe that peace will
come through the policies of the present
Russian Government or through those of
the American Governmént, But tliat is
what we wish to debate,

We, therefore, remew our proposal:
that representatives of Russian Gommu-
nist students come to the United States
and we will arrange a tour in which they
can present their views, in debate with
American young socialists, throughout
this country; and that a similar tour be
arranged by vou in Russia for debaters
from the YSL; with the one condition,
that no subject be ruled out of the dis-
cussion.

We look forward to hearing from you.
Sincerely yours,
Pete Novick; Columbia U
“Nancy Ahearn, U. of Chicage
AFIM Tnﬁsmg. U. of W:shmmn
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Wisconsin 'Vicfory_:-  '|-5=--_;-
For Academic Freedom

The Wisconsin Senate has defeated 8-
bill whieh would prohibit'Communists or
“subversives” from meeting or speaking
in tax-supported public buildings in the
state. The vote was 19-12. A small group = -
of .Republicans joined a solid bloc of
Democrats to defeat the measure.

State Sen. Gerald Lorge, & “Republjean
disciple of the late Sen. McCarthy, and a
eandidate for nomination to his vacant
seat, led the battle in favor of the hill
The- legislation was sponsored- by tha
Wisconsin Department of the Amencﬁn:
Legion.

State Sen, William Trmke, a Repxib‘l:-t
can, headed the D]:lpusrtmn to the m
sure. Trinke's suppert was valuable ?.
cause he is a former commander of the
state American Legion- organization. He )
said the bill foisted “the ugly head of °
intolerance, ignorance, and thought J,‘.DI],-
trol on a great university.”

The legislation was proposed by‘thg“-'
Legmn after the University of Wiscon-
sin’s board of regents allowed the now-
defunct Labor Youth League,’ an al[egetl
Communist youth group, to meet in uni-
versity buildings. and to invite: out-of-
state speakers to address them.

From: American Civil L:he;tie_s Union's:
_ Feature Press Service. i
- = RN

The Young Socialist League is u demacratic so- |
cialist organization striving to &ul in the buﬂu‘
transformation of this society info oie- where the
means of production and d‘mbullon_!lﬂ; be '
collectively owned and dmotmllmllr hur;uqnﬂ
The YSL attempts to moke the young. worhr: ‘and
students, who form its arena of u:ﬁvlly_. uru:lnw'

of the need for organization directad against &Ipl-
talism and Stalinism,

without democratic controls represents sociakism;-or
that sociolism can be achieved without pol‘rﬁml 4
democracy, or through undemocratic means, or In
short in any way other than the conscious octive |
participation of the people themselves in the build-
ing of the new social order. The YSL. uhnh I'Qn
ward the working eclass, as the class. which i

tapable of leading society to the éstablishment o’,
socialism. L B
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g LABOR ACTION

‘By GORDON HASKELL

Futuré election?

- 'No, though sueh thoughts may
haunt the Journal's editorial roonis,
11’. isnot to them that this editorial
is devoted, It deals rather with an-
‘other matter entirely : the specter

of a third party.

___"The specter of-a third party . ... has
uppurtd dgain fo disturb the colcula-
‘tions of 1he country's politicians. None of
‘hnm—lepubl[:u, Northern or Southern

'Democrats _alike—is pleased obout any
sunh prnsp-uf.

I.ABOI! MOVEMENT

33 SAnd. .neither, one. might add, is the
Wail ‘Street Journal. As a -matter of

1f§ct, this organ. cf smart businessmen’s

i Repu licanism . appears to be so dis-

?:rb :d about ‘the matter that in a

éd:tona.l it succeeds in pointing

{}ne ﬁnger at-all the dangers and their

-sources (the Jowrnal concentrates on the

Slectoral Gollege system of electing the

" f)resufent as one of the chief ones) with-

“nt daring to even get close to what

' ‘nan:ﬁts its elients most: the posmbﬂ:ty

‘ﬁf‘ a'third ‘party whose base and soul is

t'hé labor movement.

Here is the way the Jowrnal continues:

e msnm’nre clear. A third party

T B éulﬂ ‘easily -become’ & resting place for

l'?* :lissi:leni Republicans, fed up with the

- puesent modernism, and thus injure GOP

bn;pnnl third-party could ‘draw from the

’..- ength-of 1% Democrats, “and perhaps

/-i-ty s them u victory. And‘a third party,

rbuilt: oround = South ‘dissafisfied with

.;Hoth ‘Republicdns and® Democrats, could

{ #nd-up unsuccessful ‘and thus deny South.

‘ern: Demdcrate - theid highly - valued - com-

-Iﬂqtu,thuimauhlps in Congress. These

are:chopcesinorpolitician likes to hazard."

' .. Let-us take up the alternatives men-

f'.}' ‘I;mned by the Journal one by one. The
i ,,j.-p_rospag_tvnf a branch' of I:he'Re'publicans
. breaking .away - from the GOP in ordér

i\ Jo march firmly and with determination
-|' &

3 -

A

i

.'_?1.:1'.'“-

g 3

‘¢hé -Democrats  and Republicans.

_The ‘Tead .editorial in the Wall Street Journal for. November 25 is
entaﬂed “The - Greater -Specter.” ‘What, one might wonder, aside from
the falling stock market, could be haunting the J ournal? Sputnicks, per-
- haps? Or the fear that the growing reeession may turn into a full-scale
deyn%ssmn‘? Or the prospect of a smashing Demoeratic victory in some

into the past may dismay the Journal,
but it can be of little concérn to the
great mass of Americans, In faet, it is
so apparent that such a group would be
doomed to the life of a small minority
movement composed of a few business-
men, bankers, coupon-clippers plus per-
haps a sprinkling of back-country farm-
ers, existing with little influence and
less power, that even the hard-shelled
0Old Guard of the GOP has rejected such
a ‘prospect. There iz nothing in it for
them, They can do better for their prin-
ciples and programs in the GOP as it is.

DIXIECRATS

And the Dixiecrats are faced with
very much the same kind of problem.
Some fanatical groups among them may
be so frenzied by the march of civil and
political rights for Negroes that they
may be determined to flee back to the
Confederacy, or an imaginary facsimile
thereof, regardless of the practical po-
litical consequences. But they are a real
crac]qmt minority and don’t count much
in the professional political eircles, even
in the South.

The ml steam  behind a third party
monmpni in the Suuﬂl revolves around
different coiculations, though it seeks to
exploit the fullngs of racial prejudice
for oll they are worth. The leaders of the
third party -sentiment ameng Southern
politicians point to the possibility of
playing a balance-of-power role between
Relying
on- their disproportionate representation
in Congress (speclally though not exclu-
sively in the Senate), they could hope %o
wring concessions for their reactionary
program by throwing a deadiocked presi-
dential election into the House, and by
generally throwing fheir weight back and
forth between the hu- parties in their own
interests,

But even the advocates of this course
for the South récognize that-it could, at
best, be a delaying action. They know

'| Philadelphia ADA Sees Need For
| New Par-ty As Dems Fail People

By G. HOTSPUR

" Philadelphia has been the city in the
| eountry where the Americans for Demo-
cratic Action have had their most out-
_standing successes in the past. Co-oper-
ating with the Democratic Party, the
1:ADA provided much of the leadership in
‘ousting. a corrupt and-long entrenched
i Republican machine from control of the
| ¢ity: .and..county. Richardsoen -Dilworth
. and Joseph Clark, two ADA leaders, rose
" to positions of mayor of Philadelphia and
' U. 8. senator, respectively.

: What was the key to the success of
' the ADA. in Philadelphia? Many observ-
_ers thought that the ADA became a

Rowerfui organization because it was
“hlessed” with a Republican administra-

“iion in the city, which it could really at-

: "Ea@k. 'This is an advantage that the ADA
jn''New York City, Chicago, Cleveland,
-or7Pittsburgh; for example, does not en-
joy. Althongh Mayor Wagner of New
Yt:-r‘k Mayor Celebrééze of Cleveland,
lfawr Lawrence of Pittsburgh are

"-'-'certam]y wvulnérable to attacks from a

liberal, progressive, or reform movement,
the ADA has never taken off the gloves
;mth the men in question hecause of the
A’s alliance with the Democratic Par-
Andias a result, the ADA has never
'!'ﬁ'otten anywhere in these and similarly

#situated eities. .
wh how the - Philadelphia ADA 'is_np
"against the same quandry. The Demu-
_:%ﬂ‘lm politicians-whom the ADA: did so.

much to put-in office have turned out to
be-essentially no different from the Re-
puhlican - hacks they- ousted. The Demo-
cratic slate in Philadelphia this fall was
so foul that Mayor- Dilworth could not

_bring himself to support the nominees of

his own party. Abandoning high- sound-
ing rhetoric and political - double-talk,
Dilworth said of the tieket. with abso-
lute accuracy, by the way, “It stinks!”
Where does this leave the ADA in
Philadelphia? In the recent election, the
ADA rejected both the old party s!ates

. and. went on to raise the question of an

independent third slate backed by liber-
als and the labor movement. Their state-
ment is worth quoting: “There comes
now the .inescapable conclusion. that, if
both the Republican and Democratic par-
ties continue their irresponsible nomina-
tions of men and women who do not
represent. the will to continue civie Te-
form in Philadelphia, then it will -be nee-
essary for a coalition of organized inde-
pendents and the labor movement to
create their own politieal instruments
for the purpose of achieving the continu-
ance of good government."”

if this statement is only a threat to put
a little pressure on the Democratic ma-
chine hacks, it won’t fool anyone for very

long, If it is a serious perspective-—and

we hope it is—then the Philadelphia
ADA and its:allies in the labor movement
are in a position to give even more spec-

-tacular 1eadersh:p than- they have in the
-P&Bt- PRI

New Third Party in America

that they and the point of view they rep-
resent is & minority in the nation, and

¢an have deeisive impact only-by- excep--

tionally lucky ecircumstances and excep-
tionally tricky . political footwork, And
for all but the most embittered, the
risks look bigger than the possible ad-
vantages, In the present set-up, right
now, they have been able to keep labor
down and prevent the passage of most
social legislation (or cuat its teeth out)
by the inféermal Dixie-GOP alliance. By
their membéership in the Dénmocratic
Party, plus their one-party rule in the
South, they are able to keep most im-
portant committee chairmanships in
both houses, with the great advantage
this gives them as individuals and as
representatives of a social policy. And
even on the third pdrty business, they
have proved that they can, in a way,
have-their cake and eat it too. They can
bolt the party in decdsional elections, and
still - get their seniority assignments in
Congress. Why should they leave such
a first-rate set-up/for the unknown role
of a minorify balance wheel between the
parties?

TRUMAN WANTS MODERATE

Recent’ experience has not led them to
change their minds on these questions.
Some of them bolted the Democratic
Party in 1948, but nothing serious was
done to them. In 1952 and 1956 again
they sat on their hands or flirted with
the Ike forces, but they got their com-

-mittee seats and other perguisites just

the same. Last year they demonstrated
that despite some big talk, Eastland

‘eould stay in the party and, with his

friends, wield more power in its effec-
tive program-making than the whole
labor movement put together. And just
the other day, Harry Truman, not the
most conservative of . Demoeratic lead-
ers by far, expressed the opinion that in
1960 the presidential nominee of the
Demoeratic Party should be a man who,
though he stands for enforcement of the
Sup;*eme Court’s school integration
opinion, has said or done nothing about
it which would infuriate the Southern
racists!

The bulk.of :the Southern conservatives

stay in the Democratic Party, just as
the bulk of the husiness conservatives
stay in the Republican Party for the
same reason: they realize they, as mi-
norities, can get more out of this set up
for themselves from the majority of the
people than they could get by going it
alone politically. In reality what this
means, also, is that the majorities in
these parties get less for their interests
by the arrangement than they would
otherwise.
_ The Wall Street Journul editorial quo-
{nd ‘above claims that ‘the "greater spec-
ter" even than o third' pqrhr is "minority
rule.” 'But that is exdctly what the present
pol]ﬂcﬂl set-up promotes in three differ-
ent ways: (1) the ]'lIﬂlE" power which
gives the business Republicans their vir-
fual monopsly of the communications in-
dusbry: (2) the appertienment swindle
which magnifies the rural vote against
that of the urban dreds on fhe one hand,
and the Southern vote (with Negroes
largely still disfranchised) against the
Nerth as o whole; (3] dnd_the party sys-
‘ter ‘Which ‘réflects thése ‘dther dispropor-
tions inta the werking machinery of po-
Iitical control in the country, and magni-
fies them further in the process,

Of course, the Wall Séreet Jouranl
being what it is, it is not precisely this
kind of “minerity rule” it has in mind.
Though its editorialist is vague enough
about the “minorities” he fears, hé talks
about “pressure groups” and the “farm
and labor problem” which seem to be
linked up, in some unspecified way, with
these “pressure groups.”

LABOR MAJORITY

But even-if the Journal finds it expedi-
ent to beat about the bush on these mat-
ters, there.is no reason-for the labor
movement to do so. For the simple fact
is that in politics the labor movement
is no longer a narrow "pressure group”
interested only or primarily in laws to
protect its own most immediate and di-

“rect ccmeerns. The union movement; itr—

‘Lesser Evil'- Policy
Seen Bad For Labor

From: Veice of 212, UAW Local
212 paper, for August-Sept.

When it comes to basic problems
affecting the welfare of the woiking
people, there is mnot much difference
between the Republican and the Dem-
ocratie parties. This is the opinion of
Charles €. Lookwood, Consumers
Couneil. In the President, Greater De-
troit Eastside Shopper (Sept. 12);
Lookwood writes:

* 8 &

A sliort time ago I listened fto a
tirade by Senator Barry G-oldwater
(R., Ariz.). It was directed mainly at,
Walter Reuther. As [ listenéd, ‘I
couldn’t help but think that it is char-
acters such as Goldwater who are
alienating fairminded and indepen-
dent voters and causing the GOP to
become more and more a minority
party.

Goldwater was particularly bitter
at organized labor- for-its interest in
political campaigns and for spending
money in behalf of friendly candi-
dates. And yet he admittéd that he
hoped and expected to receive for his
own campaign, substantial' contribu-
tions from business groups both in
and outside Arizona.

The tragic and deplorable part of it
all is, however, that while the Répub-
lican Party is openly and completely
pro-big business, the Democratic Par-
ty isn’t:much: better or-different. The
average voter doesn't have a choice.
The best he can do is support the less-
er of two evils,

Just how long fair-minded voters,
including the members of organized
labor, will go along with this intoler-
able and extremely dangerous situa-
tion remains to be seen. But few can
deny that a very real crisis is devel-
aping.

the broad avenues of politics; is the ﬁi_dgt '

conicentrated’ and effective représenta-
tive of the intérests of a majority of the
Amerivan people! That is its 'secial na-
ture. It is no one's fault but its own that
this nature has been warped and con-
cealed by the stubborn adherence of the
leadership of the movement to the po-
litieal straight jacket of the two-party
systent.

Every aoctive unionist knows intimately
the proportion of the burden, financial
and manpower-wise, of the Democratic
Party's- work which has been taken over
directly or indirectly by the unions in re-
cent years. Who has really gotien ocut
the vote in city ofter city where the old
Democratic machines have collapsed from
their own rottenness? Who has supplied
the monpower and the money for the
sound #rucks and ieaflets, for the car-
pools and poll-watchers? And way and
beyond thot; who hos given the Demp-
cratic Party its program ond appearance
of a party dedicated to the interests of
the ‘majority?

Of course, all that has not come solely
from the ranks"of trade unionists. In
many cases the most prominent spokes-
men for the liberal ideas and progessive
programs have been men from other

walks of life. But the backbone, and si-

news of war, the hedrt and soul of the
movement came from the working class,
from the laber movement.

“WHAT FRUITS? - e N

Yet, what ~have ~been” the fruitz' for
Jabor and all the “little people” of Amer-
dca of the growing political role of the
lIabor moventent? Few and far between,
and watered down into unrecognizable
shapes and forms at that.

Lobér gets out the vote, and reaction-
ary or conservative Southermers sit in
the driver's seat in Congréss. Labor-ral-
lies all liberal and progressive elemenis
behind the Democratic Party, but the Tﬁ'i‘f
Hartley law remocins ‘'on the books ‘year
after year. Labor does the hard, drwiag
work during the campaigns, but the excel-
lent resolutions it adopts in its convens
tions on civil rights, housing, education,
eld-age benefits, unemployment insurance
and a host of other pressing problems and
fssiies eitheér lle unncticed in the legisla-
tive pidgeonholes of their fellow-Demo-
crats in Congress,” or’ come out ‘shrunkes,

(Tara fo last page) s
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Two Years of
Labor Unity in the U.S.

By BEN HALL

When the Ameriean Federation of Labor and
Congress of Industrial Organizations joined to-
gether at their unity convention in New York,
it was a moment of high anticipation. Labor
unionism was never stronger; yet, somehow, it
had become bogged down. The Taft-Hartley
law, a Republican administration, state “right-
to-work' laws were a token that labor, despite
its power, was stalemated. Now, it was time to
recapture the old erusading spirt that built the
1abor movement angd raised it from a small mi-
nority to the authentic representative of the
industrial working class. Now, it was time for a
new stage of social progress for the whole na-
tion..In all the unions, the ranks waited for a
new surge forward.

Two years have passed and now the united

AFL-CIO opens its second convention in Atlan-
tic City, December 5. Its task is to prepare
itself to carry out the promises and hopes of
unity, promises based not upon illusion but
rga]itv.

As the first convention assembled the imme-
diate prospects seemed bright. Labor would
speak with a united political voice; it would
intensify its political action program and thus
strengthen American demoeracy. In 17 years, not a
single piece of important social legislation had been
passed in Congress; perhaps, it was time to break the
power of the Dixiecrat-Republican coalition and renew
the story of social progress. In the South, the fight
for democracy had at last begun in full force and it
seemed possible to cut down one pillar of national eon-
servatism, In the onions, racism was to be obliterated;
equal rights for all te be installed in all unions; and
unionism to appear as the champion of the equal rights
of all. Organize the unorganized! Apgain the e_a]l Was
heard to bring new millions in new industries into the
family of organized labor and to organized, above all,
in the South. Hope rose, too, for democracy inside
unions where it had been suppressed. The rank and
file of one Teamster local, campaigning for democracy
and decency in their union passed out handbills to this
first convention, appealing for support against a tyran-
nical officialdom. In every way, it was a time of great
expectation.

Slow in Coming

But what every uniopist wanted: what they looked
for, has been disappointingly slow’ ‘@ coming. In 1954,
#he Eisenhower administration w/ reelocted, Although
lobor demanded that liberal Dem :rats dissociote them-
selves from reachionories in their own party, although
Walter Reuther, and others, proclaimed "you cannot have
Eastland and us,” the Democratic Party remained the
party of Southern slave dealers united with Northern
New Dealers. In the South, Negroes confinued o press
for democratic rights but labor was not conspicuecus in
fhe struggle: after unity, it waos announced that a big
fund would be established to help the viciims of South-
ern reaction in their crusade for equality but dissension
omeng the leaders killed this project. The unorganized
remained unorgonized. Although slow, steady and modest
progress was made in increasing the membership of
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'PROMISE AND FULFILLMENT

unions that were already powerful, there was no break-
through into new fields, no spectacular expansion of
areas of organization. The' unorganized South remained
the wnorganized South.

Yet, unity has alveady justified itself.

There are many reasons why the enthusiasm of unity
has been bottled up and ineffectual. One iz labor’s out-
lived political policy discussed elsewhere in this issue
of Laror AcTioN. But most important is this: the united
federation has been compelled to preocccupy itself with
cleaning house, Before labor can move on, it has got to
get rid of the grafters and racketeers that infest-the
unions. The fight against racketeering is more-than a
crusade for ethics and honesty, It is the fight to carry
out the promise of unity,

Racketeering is nothing new, inside unions and out,
Man for man, in proportion to membership, there is
probably less corruption in the labor movement today
than there was twenty-five years ago. Bul it has be-
come intolerable. For decades, union progressives de- ]
manded that the labor movement take steps to rid
itself of grafters, long before any politicians or public
investigators weve willing to take a continuing interest
in it, But the crooks found refuge in the exy of “au-
tonomy."” The CIO was largely able to free itself from
corrupt elements but in the old AFL a bizr section of
the Executive Council, for one reagon or another, was
not willing to take decisive action,

Power Balance Shifted

But unity changed all this. When the CIO and AFL
merged, the balance of power inside the labor movement
shifted and a decisive majority was now eager to act
against grafters, For the first time, the united labkor
movement worked out constitutional clauses, with teeth
in them, for acting to eliminate racketeers fronr the
ranks of the labor movement. If for no other reason,
unity was a great thing. Laber's determination to do

something did not wait upon any Senate committee; in

fact, the CIO would never have agreed to unite unless
machinery for dealing with rackets was written into
the new constitution. But, it is now clear, that the ex-
tent of racketeering surprised even those, like Meany,
who had decided to act against it.

Teamsters, Bakers, Textile Workers, Distillery Workers,
Laundry Workers, Allied Industrial Workers, Jewelry
Workers . . . here is just the beginning of the list of those
accused of unethical proctices from within the labor
movement. And, unfortunately, others are to come. When
rackefs are uncovered in New York City gorbage collect-
ing, union officials are incriminoted; when gangsters con-
fer in national assembly in New York State, a union offi-
cial is picked up. And everyone Is aware of the fact that
one or fwo new national exposures are to come.

The racketeers are many, they are poweffu], but
they are a minority. The labor movement has reached
the point where it will no longer tolerate this erooked
minority and that is what thiz second AFL-CIO con-
vention will make clear to all.

There are some who will still say: “We admit, of
course, that grafting is a reprehensible thing; but
there are far more crooks in business than in lahor.
Why split up the unions over a trifle like this. Take it
vh¥y; don’t go to extremes” It was this spirit that
helped the rackets find cover in legitimate unionizm.
Butl those days are gone.

Onee, unions could go about their own private busi-
ness and only a few were concerned. A little wage in-
erease here; a larger one there; and who cared too
much whether some official concocted a personal racket
on the side. -

For Social Progress

But not now. The labor movement affects every foced
of notional life; it strives for social progress everywhere;
and at the same time, its enemies want laws to cut away
its power. Labor is in politics: it appeals to all the peo-
ple. Unions call upon all citizens to vote for justice, to
sympathize with the underdog, to suppert democracy,
decency and liberalism in national government.

But it has a hollow sound when inside the union
movement itself the people learn that there is graft;
that crities arve expelled, even murdered; that officials
practice exactly the kind of deception, eonniving and
thievery that labor denounces so justifiably in industry
and politics. Labor must come forward with clean
hands, democratic and decent. That is what faces the
second convention; the united federation will deal with
it before it can devote the energies of a united move-
ment to carry out its own program of politics, organiz-
ing and building.

For the first time, a serious effort has been made to
erush corrupt practices in powerful unions, The Execu-
tive Council has suspended several unions and now the
convention must decide whether or not to expel the

__powerful Teamsters Union which has refused to carry

out the AFL-CIO mandate to clean house. It will not-be
an easy decision but the outcome seems certain: ftHe
Couneil .will.be upheld. i

It would not be surprising if a number of high ofi=

cials from unions which ‘have resisted the clean-up!
drive opposed the expulsion in public or behind the
scenes. .

That would be in order, for the racketeers find allles’
and apolagists in the labor movement. Quite differdnt,
however. is the oppeal of some anti-Hdoffa elements within
the Teamsters Union against expulsion of their union:
not because they want te compromise with grafting but
because they want to-be able to fight it-more effectively.
Seven Teamster locals from New York City have appealed:
to George Meany against expulsion-and at the same time
ask for all possible.aid. from the AFL-CIQ “#o +those of:
us in the Teamsters who are determined to bring our:
union back to the high place it:occupied in former years.
New York Teamsters voted 89-70 against Hoffa at:their;
union's mational ceavention and have chosen a slabe
against. Hoffa’s men now in control of the local Teamsters
Joint Council. .

It is indeed a hard decision to make and a terrible
dilemma. If the Teamsters Union is expelled, the fight
of progressive unionists within it will become more
difficult; some will perhaps find their way back inte
the AFL-CIO; others will have to remain where they
are; the authority of the Federation may be strong
enough to win away whole sections of the union. -But
in tHe big section which stays with Hoffa, the life of
a AFL-CIO loyalist will be a hard one.

Decisive Action
But—and this is the other side—if the Teamsters are

- not expelled“or disciplined in some other drastic man-

ner the fight against racketeering in the whole Federa-
tion will have suffered a terrible moral blow.. This
convention must act decisively, If it does not, it will be
taken as a sign that the AFL-CIO intends to compro-
mise with corruption; in every local and international
where corruption exists and the ranks are waiting for-
some sign of what to expeet from the labor movement
they will lose heart and feel deserted. The loss of the
Teamsters will be a blow but there seems no alternative.

Is it possible that the machine which runs the Team-
sters Union can take a million and a quarter unionists
out of the united labor movement . ., . and for what?.
To defend the right of top officials to practice rackets
at will! This is not like the Miners Union which, quit
after arguing over policy. It is not like the Machinists
who left for a while over jurisdiction. If the Teamsters
leave, it will be over nothing more than graft. =1

How is that possible? The answer seems to be that
the labor movement waited two long; it was too slow; if
delayed until the ‘disease must be cut out 'by hasty sur-
gery. Years, years, years passed; there was no encour-
agement to decent elements In the unions to rise agdinst
their officials; no hint thet they would receive the ‘moral
aid and encouragement of the lobor movement if they
did so; quite the contrary. The mood In the American’'
labor movement was one of obedience below to the offi-
cials above whoever they were. And that has yef to.
change in any deep-geing fashion.

New Spirit Must Rise 2

Even today there is no full-scale recognition of the
fact that a new spirit of demeeracy must rise. Now
that it is clear that the Teamsters officialdom is rid-
dled with corruption the ranks are asked somehow,
somewhere to effect an overnight change. But the job
of refurbishing a union and changing its whole leader-
ship takes years. Even in the Auto Workers Union, '
Reuther had a long fight even after he had won the
presidency of.his union, Can the rank and file, wi!:hbﬁt |
warning or encouragement be asked to do in a moment
what took him years?

As the convention assembles, the moment of erisis
has already struck in the Teamsters [Tnion. But what
of other powerful officialdoms., For example, take tha
Operating Engineers. Some of its locals were rotten to
the core; the International does nothing. Qr the Car-
penters. Its president was never called upon to explain
why he resorted to the Fifth Amendment in Indiana
when questioned about land swindles. Are these unions

next? If so, where is the slightest hint of a suspicion

that the memberships of these unions and others have
the duty of calling their officials to account, a pledge
that all unionists will get the moral support of sall labor
if' they exert their democratic rights to the full; that
they . will be defended if they are expelléd; that they
will be supported if they are victimized; and, ves, that
they will be remembered if they are killed. i

The second convention of the AFL-CIO will endorse
the fight to drive crooks out of the united labor move-
ment; union militants will be gratified to see what they
demanded for years finally come to pass. But it can he
looked upon only as a first step toward the reestablish<
ment of union democracy where it has heen crushed and
toward ‘the realization of the promise of a united labor
movement,
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More Guns, Less Butter ——

[Continued from page 1!

the SAC retalictory power; greater co-
operative effort with the Western allies
in scientific developments and bolancing
the military forces; more emphasis on
scientific training to produce the scien-
gists to turn out even more advanced
weapons.

“'With rare exception there have been
those, like Georgre Kennan and the N. Y.
Post who have been looking around for
some . kind of political -alternative to the
missile madness. They have been raising
the question of 1.S. “disengagement”
from Germany.

But the dominant note has been sound-
ed by those who have firmly entrenched
themselves in the old way of thinking
and then izsued a call for greater sacri-
fices from the American people.

The more stringent notes have been
sounded by those like David Sarnoff,

- chairman of the board of the Radio Corp-

oration of America who unabashedly
announced to a meeting late in October
that the “time for an adequate cold war
offensive is rumning out.” Joining in

75 'h;we been Dr. Edward Teller who com-

pared our present position to that of a
Pearl Harbof; and Senator Henry Jack-
son, Demoerat from Washington, who
warned that the defense philosophy of
the U.S. and its sense of urgency “must
be the same as if we were at war."

MARGINAL FREEDOMS

From official Administration sources

" have come a series of statements showing

how they are thinking about the cost of

the stepped-up missile programs.
~'Speaking befare a meeting of business.

men seeretary of State Dulles said that

- ‘the urgency of the cold war means that

Americans might have fo make sacrifices
and “give up small marginal freedoms"”
$o retain their basic, individual freedoms.

_ When questioned at his news conference
on Nov. 19th, Dulles further explained
that “it may prove desirable to give up
or stretch out some of the domestic pro-
grams (which ones, he failed to specify)
we ‘have which are desirable but not vital,
so thal we can carry out progroms which
" are vital.” This was being proposed as the

Recession - -

{Continued from page 1)

and different for the UAW to face, and
for which old answers simply do mot
suffice.

The huge expansion of American in-
dustry in the past decade prawdas man-
agement with the opportunity in a re-
cession to close down marginal plants,
and place its work in the newer, more
efficient factories. This process in steel,
‘textile, and elsewhere, will give other
unions the same problems which now
“plague the UAW.

In eoch case, the corporations d

A

alternative to unbalancing the budget and
raising taxes. b

At the same meeting at which Dulles
spoke, Secretary of Commerce Sinelair
Weeks urged business and industry to
support a federal budget calling for
“less butter and more guns.”

As ominous as these warnings are as
porténts of future administration policy,
they at least do not have the draconic
overtones of some of the statements made
by leading Demoerats. Former Secretary
of State Dean Acheson delivered the
Clayton ‘Lectures at the Fletcher School
of Law and*Diplomacy which the story
in the Christion Science Monitor of Oct.
24th described as proposing “that the
U.S. enter a Spartan era in the coming
decades,”

"SPARTAN HEAD

The views expressed by Dean ‘Ache-
son, former secretary of state. late
in October are an expression of the
reactionary potential of those who
think through the implications of the
present bipartisan foreign. policy. It is
-quite accurate to characterize these
views as “Spartan belt- t:g-ht-emnq" as
the Chriastion Science Monitor did,

Starting from the fact of the rapid
Russian etonomic development in the
past 25 yedrs based on a tremendous
reinvestment program at the expense
of the Russian people, Acheson con-
cludes that the U.S,, too, must have a
heavy industry orientation rather
than service and consumer industry.
He complains that “as we proceed
with automation, we turn the results
to leisure, then to. reinvestment.” And
then Acheson points out that a decade
ago America took 35 million weeks in
vacations, while npw they take 70
million weeks, The conclusion: less
butter, more guns.

In line with this, Acheson proposes
that the federal government take a
larger role in planning. Otherwise
“parochial interests [is he referring
to labor unions here?] will always:
.overpower thé general interest. . . .
If the government will interfere more
with what we produce and consume it
-might interfere less with what we
think, what we do, and where we go."

The governmental power Acheson
deseribes will tend toward authori-
tarianism. If it is going to “over-
power” parochial interests and decide
how miich is “to be consumed, then
what basis is there for believing that
it will lead to greater freedom? Since
the only significant reduction in con-
‘sumption can come out of the great
mass of the American people, obvi-
ously it will run inte strong union
opposition to this eut in the workers’
real standard of living.

‘Increasing work loods per man, or else
threaten to move the work to another
pluni Local ufions are placed in the fer-
rible dilemma of either going along with
management or wotching the whole plant
- ‘close -down.

The -first. reaction of the workers in
this. kind of atmosphere is to go after
union leaders on a plant and loeal union
level in pressure moves to get some an-

swers that gre answers. In turn, pres-§

sures build up on international union
Jeaders. The unemployed provide more
fuel in the fires, as they come to loeal
union meetings and demand answers

_ when the local union_leaders are simply

swamped by the size of the problems.

‘Unless, the union leadership does re-
establish contact with the ranks and
takes more carefully into account the
new mood going on in basic industries,
more internal storms and strife are bound
to take place.

“Blind as usual, the corporatfions keep
driving away at costs and reducing man-
power, as they must fo survive under cap-
italism, and thus keep intensifying class
hatreds which union leaders find more and
more difficult to ignere.

Any failure to achieve a short work
week without a loss of pay to help al-
leviate the umemployment situation will,
for example, create new factional situ-
ations in the unions and shake more than

~_one hierarchy in the year 1958.

The alternatives facing America,
Acheson summarized, are “using our
vast productivity to fashion a -system
that will keep us strong and free" or of

expending this power “on an increase im

consumption and leisure.” [See box for
fuller summary of- Acheson’s views. Ed.]

PACTOMANIA

If anything is clear at this late date
of this-revelving crisis it is that the way
out cannot be through -redoubling every-
thing the U.8. was doing up until Wash-
ington became aware of the new relation-
ship of forces in the world, The pacto-
mania approach of building military al-
liances throughout the world has been
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held up for increasing criticism in the
past few years by liberals., Now, how-
ever it iz pulled out, polished up, and
presented as the solution to Sputnik, and
scarcely a dissenting voice is heard.

Before President Eisenhower’s latest
illness, the December meeting of the
NATO council in Paris was being built
up as one of monumental importance.
The Times editorially referred to it as
“potentially [the] most important such
wrathering since the Versailles conference
of 1919 (Oet. 31). And everything
which has appeared thus far about the
proposals to-be presented by the Eisen-

hower administration, with the assist-

ance of Adlai Stevenson, indicates that
it. may very well turn out to be about as
suceessful as the original Versailles con-
ference, one of the most notorious busts
in world history.

Thus far the main proposals have o do
with a series of military ond technical
considerations like stockpiling nuclear
weapons on the Continent, and sharing
military assignments among the NATO al- -
lies. All of these ore important chiefly
for fhose who have almost exclusively a
military orientation toward the problems
raised by the new Sputnik diplomacy
storted by the Russians.

The conference has been charged with
meeting the “crisis of confidence” ‘and
the gradual disintegration of the NATO
alliance. For almost two years there has
been talk in NATOQ eircles of increasing
the politieal and economic functions of
this military alliance. But it has come
to no miore than talk.

INTERDEPENDENCE

Now the emphasis is on “interdepen-
dence” of the Allies, and calling for
greater political consultation. But it
turns out that each ally has a different
idea' of what are the common interests
of the alliance. For the French it means
one thing in North Africa, but for the
U.S. and Britain who look at the possi-
bility of Russian jntervention, it is an-

other. Similarly, Britain and Greece can
not get together on what is the correct
joint policy in respect to Cyprus.

Viewed from this point of view the
situation looks hopeless, Hence the open-
Iy stated pessimism about what can
really be accomplished at the NATO
meeting aside from soothing talk.

The need is for a thorough re-evaluation
of what America's foreign policy should
be. Evan if all the proposals at the NATO
meeting were carried out, the question

remains: foward what goal? Is it toward
negotiations with Russia based on more
or less equally strong military bloes? Or
is it to generate so much strength thot
the Stalinists will be forced to their knees
before the superior military power of the
U.S. and its ollies?

There is the need for a political oppo-
gition in this country to develop an al-
ternate foreign policy which will be able
to distinguish between a position of
strength and a situation where rigor
mortis has set in.

CONGENITAL RIGIDITY

The fact that in the past year the
Russians have been able to recoup a
great deal of the prestige lost as a result
of the Khrushchev revelations of Stalin
and the bloodbath of the Hungarian Rev-
olution is less a testimony to the viability
of the Stalinist policies than to the con-
genital rigidity of the Western alliance,

On no front has the U.S. or anyone else °

been oble fo mount a political offensive
to undermine Stalinist influence and pres-

tige, even at a time of great crisis inside .
the Russion empire. The break has to be -

made somewhere in this vicious pattern.
First the idea that the aim must be nego-
tiations with the Russions

foreign policy based on positions of poli-
tical strength, not military strength. Qnce
such positions have been built, it will not
be the Stalinists who will be able to. win
great support in the Asion-Africon world
by their demogogic appeals for peace,
national independence and ending of bomb
tests.

Such a policy of political strength has

to start with the willingness to end test- .

ing of nuclear weapons, unconditional
support for national independence move-
ments, as in Algeria, and ending the
arms race in the Middle East. There also
has to be a move toward disengagement
from Germany, that is, the withdrawal
of American troops from Germany, even
without an agreement with Russia. This
means, of course, a reconsideration of the
entire NATO alliance, The idea that if
T.8. troops pulled out of Central Europe
the Russians would automatically move
in is scarcely held in any sérious way
any longer.

It is along these lines®that a demo-
cratic foreizn policy has to be developed.
The need is for a partisanship not con-
cérned with a narrow fixing of the blame
for a lagging missile program, but with
the broad outlines of a new approach to
world problems.

Third Party— -

{Continued from page 6]

‘misshapen and devitalized from the legis-
lative meat-grinder.

There was a time wherf the organized
labor movement in this try Tepre-
sented = small, skilled mmority of the
workers in mdust:ry and transportation,
and an even smaller minority of the
population as a wkole. In those days la-
bor's legislative program confined itself
pretty much to the “narrow issues” be-
fitting a “special pressure group.” Fur-
ther, labor was organizationally divided,
and oftéen pulling in opposite directions
on political questions.

But today, all that holds no longer,
Even though the union movement still
embraces a numerieal minority of the
working people of the country, no one
can honestly say that it does not repre-
sent the tnterests of sll. It is precisely
because it has become such a broed
movement representing such a broad
gection of the American peaple, that the
conservatives and reactionaries seek to
restrict and cripple 4t as much as pos-
sible in the field of politics as well as in
that of collective bargaining. .

NEW PARTY

And now the labor movement is united,
and ig in the process of cleaning out the
crooks” and fast-buck boys wha brought
it into disrepute both among some work-
ers and in the eyves of the “general pub-
lic.” What real argument. can be made
against the proposition that from the
]Jotnt of view of a majority of the Amer-
ican. people the labor movement should
lead its allies the Negroes, small farmers.

and “little people” in general into the
formation of a political party which can
really represent their interests?

The working pecple ond those whose
interests are identical with theirs ore not
a minority in the country. Thus the argu-
ments which keep the Old Guard in the
GOF and the Southern reoctionaries in
the Democratic Party do not apply to
them. Even though a new party, erganized
by the¢ labor movement ond its allies

might fall to win initially, their strength’
and potential invincibility would be so -’

apparent that the political tables would
be turned from the very beginning. Insteod
of the working people, through the union
movement, begging with hot in hand for
some crumbs of favors in the councils of
the Democratic Party ond in the notional
and State legislatures, the more conserva-
tive elements would have to decide wheth-
er they could not defend their interests
better by such ¢ role rather than by "go-
ing it alone.”

The American labor movement has al-
ready performed yeoman service for the
workers of this country, both organized
and unorganized. There is mupch, much
more that it can and will do, now that it
is united and has begun to move against
some of the businessmen and racketeers
who have been masquérading as labor
leaders in its midst. But the biggest
single step it could take in its own in-
terest and in that of the whole nation
wapld ha fo orevare and begin to work

ipH & senous prngram designed to br:n;{
“auout tne _1ormacion. of 4 new puht:

party_ in Amer:lca .at the earhest poss:bl.a
time, : ;

must be re--
" placed by the aim of building o democratic
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