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_ "~ Over the Table—Sold

re . is the famous scene in Chaplin’s picture “The Great Dictator” in
wkwk duckelgmbe*r does a dance with the globe of the world.
- There is the notorious. cliché of radicals about imperialists selling nations
o'ver'm counter as they dispose of the lives of millions of people.
But truth is stranger than fietion or oratory.
For there is also the following passage from Winston Churchill’'s new in-
- gtalliments on “‘The Second World War" in which he tells what happened over
the table betiween himself emd Stalin, in Moscow, in October 1944, while fhey
were “ondy dealing with tmmediate war-time arrangements.”
If it were written this woy in a heavy "“propoganda’” novel about the crass-
cywicism of imperialist statesmen, no one would have any difficulty denouncing
it as a “typical old-fashioned-Marxist crudity.” These Marxists! they've still

But the following happmd i Oetobea 1944, as Churchill relates:
“The moment was apt for business, so | said, 'Let us sette about our affairs

in the Balkans. Your armies are in Roumania and Bulgaria. We have inferests, mis-
sions, and agents there. Don't let us get at cross-purposes in small ways. So far
as Britain and Russia are concerned, how would it do for you to have 70 per cent
predominance in Rosmania, for us to have 90 per cent of the say in Greece, and
go fifty-fifty about Yugoslavia?' While this was being fransioted | wrote out on
d half-sheet of paper: ;

“Roumania:. Russia 90 per cent—The others 10 per cent.

“Greece: Great Bntam (in accord with U.S.A.) 90 per cent—Russia 10
__p,_ercent.,*..-_ p— i o i i : ; S Ve B
; i ‘*Yugoslav:a "50-50 per cent. _

“Hungary: 50-50 per cent. )

“Bulgaria: Russia 75 per cent—The others 25 per cent.

. "I pushed this across to Stalin, who had by then heard the translation.
There was a qllght pause. Then he took his blue pencil and made a large tick
upon it, and passed it back to us. It was all settled in no more time than it takes
to set down. . . .

. -“After this there was a long silence. The pencilled paper lay in the center
of the toble. At length | sald, 'Might it not be thought rather cynical if it seemed
we -had disposed of these issues, so fateful fa millions of people, in such an off-

hand manner? Let us burn the paper.’' 'No, you keep it," said Stalin. 5o | did.”

Churchill Tells How the Big 3

Betrayed the Warsaw

By H. W. BENSON

. Historian Winston Churchill- has permitted some new unsavory
facts to emerge on the role of the Russian Stalinists in cooperating with
the suppression of the Warsaw uprising of 1944, and to some extent on
the role of Roosevelt in the same episode. In late July 1944, the Russian
offensive -against the Germans in Poland brought them to points less

than ten miles from Warsaw. The Germans announced the start of an

all-out Russian attack to capture
the city; and reports filtered into
Warsaw that Russian tanks were
already penetrating the German
defense lines on the east. On July
29, the Moscow radio appealed to
the people of Warsaw to rise in
revolt.

In -London the Polish govern-
ment authorized General. Bor-
Komorowski, in command of ap-
proximately 40,000 men, to issue a
call for an uprising. At 5 p.m. on
August 1, the battle began. It was
a. truly heroic and popular strug-
gle of the Polish people,

But to the Stalinists, despite

their hypocritical calls for revolt, it -

was an unexpected danger. Their
suppert among the Polish people
- was negligible; the strength of the
Polish Stalinist puppets rested
upon Russmn bayonets the success

power into the hands of the Lon-
don Government based upon an
armed and victorious Polish people.

The story of how the Russian Stalinist
army paused in its attack on Warsaw fo
permit the Germans to defeat and utterly
annihilate the rebelling Poles is retold by
Winston Churchill in the October 28 New
York Times installment of his The Second
World War.

STALIN SNEERS

Nine years after, he is properly indig-
nant in reirospect; presumably he tells
all about the Russians. But about his own
role and that of President Roosevelt in
paving the way for the victory of. Stalin-
ist totalitarianism in Poland he is less
than frank.

On August 4, Churchill wired Stalin
that British planes were dropping 60
stons of equipment to the fighting Poles
and suggested that perhaps the Russians
might also help. With Roosevelt he re-
peated the appeal on August 20. Stalin’s
replies revealed at once that he wanted
no. popular uprising and wanted Poland
“liberated” exclusively.by Russian troops

IKE: TO BE OR NOT TO BE
A "PARTISAN' PRESIDENT?

Two-Party System

By L. G. SMITH )

During the past iew weeks, President Eisenhower has been issu
statements about the role he proposes to play in American politics. The
have been openly contradictory. And the contradictions are at least
much a product of the peculiarly American party system as they are
the president’s own confusion and vacillation in the face of pressures
applied to him from all sides.

Last month, Eisenhower said that as president he is the servan
of all the people, and hence would not back up specific Republican cand
dates in their electoral struggles. When badgered about this at a press
conference, Eisgnhower drew the attention of the reporters to ‘the

“peculiar’” situation of the president of the United States: that he not:
only has to make decisions for the good of the country, but that he i
also the head of a political party. =

Finally, his press secretary issued  havé caused something of a flur
a statement to the effect that the among professional politicians i
president supports all Republitan both parties. The Republicans wer
candidates against their opponents, = dismayed at the first one, as they
regardless of who these candidates naturally want Eisenhower’s s pa
or their opponents may be. port, as long as it is thought

: Jagt 1 ts Ppresident’s backing. will help’ 11
The first and last statements getting votes. The last one deligh

ed the Republicans who were run-
ning for office in several spots
throughout the country, but dis:
turbed some who are.concer ed
with longer-range tactics.

On the face of it, it should'be

[{Turn to last pagel

u . . g
who would dispense “freedom”
Stalinist model.

"Tlle Home Army of the Poles,” he re-
phed "consists of a few detachments
which they incorrectly call divisions. They
have neither artillery nor aircraft. nor
tanks. | cannot imagine how such detach-
ments can capture Warsaw for the de-

fense of which the Germans have pro-
duced four tank divisions. ,-, ."

Stalin required of a revolution merely
that it be officially decked out in all the
accoutrements of a modern army. '

Two weeks later he added, “There can
be no doubt that the Red Army is not
sparing its efforts to break the Germans
round Warsaw and to free Warsaw for
the Poles. That will be the best and most
effective help for the Poles who are anti-
Nazis.”

But They Don't
Like the GOP...

on the

[Continued on page 3).

Democra}s Sweep —Halley Defeated

As we go to press the day after the election, the results are in
showing Democratic Party victories in some key situations, par-
ticularly New York City and New Jersey. In New York, the Tam-
many-Fair Deal candidate, Robert Wagner Jr., swept in by over
300,000 plurality, with Republican Riegelman second, and the Lib-
eral Party’s Halley trailing third. In next week’s issue, important:
discussion is due on the reasons for the relative collapse of the
earlier Halley boom, and, especially, on the gffect which this cam-
paign is likely to have on the Liberal Party’s perspective.




‘rather new and noteworthy
e cabout the award of the Nobel
‘Prize to..General Marshall which
ve escaped general attention.
ust about the first time since the
of the cold war between the
capitalist powers and Russia that
uce award has been given to a man
contribution to peace”™ has con-
of his effort to combat the other
the imperialist conflict.
e can be no doubt, of course (in
f the fact that the committee in
does not publish its reason) that
all got the prize because of his
on with the Marshall Plan; and
arshall Plan, whatever else one may
It of it, was motivated as a means of
hening the Western capitalisms
the Russian- threat. 3
g this fact will not disconcert
~who thinks that anti-Russian and
e are synonyms. The Stalin
rizes,” handed out on the other
he Tron Curtain, make no hones
he fact that the “fight for peace”

MARSHALL

ted ‘with contributions toward
hening their side of the war line-

for those who think that a mean-
struggle for peace can be con-
‘only--indépendently of both ‘war-
sthe 1953- Nobel .decision looks. like
rmmetric counterpart of the same
‘are aware that the Marshall Plan
so been touted as an example of
ca’s pure-and-simple humanitarian-
and philanthropy, but after all the
“Peace Prize is not supposed to be
" a recognition of charitable good
, even aside from the cold-war
'of ‘the plan-and the way in which
5. actually operated.
ce 1945, when the peace prize went
to Cordell Hull, the U. S. secretary of
i state during the wartime love affair with
HKremlin, the award has gone to re-
ts whose activities have not been
ere as -clearly simply in defense of
“war camp. There were no awards in
and 1947 at all; in 1948 it was given
e -American Friends Service Com-
3 in 1949 to Lord Boyd Orr of
nd; in 1950 to Dr, Ralph J. Bunche;
951 to Leon Jouhaux of France; and
iis year the 1952 prize was pre-dated to
ett Schweitzer.

in Hamburg

onrad. Adenauer’s right-wing bloc of

has managed to oust the Social-
cfatic - administration of Hamburg
vote of November 1, and the dis-
will lead American readers to
e that the Social-Democrats have
ound in one of their strongholds.
:poiit: of fact, one line in the N. Y.
sand--no where else) reveals that
ists-increased their vote both
ute figures AND PROPORTION-
comparison with the federal elec-
zptember. They- got 45.2 per cent
lliots as_against 50 per cent for
forces of Adenauer's Chris-

R T e Sk

tian-Democratic Union, the Free Demo-
cratic Party, the German Party and the
All-German Bloc, all ganged up behind
the chancellor. : A

In the absence of any other informa-
tion available from the rather remark-
ably figure-less reports in the U. S. press,
it is not pessible to say whether, in addi-
tion, the results showed—as in Septem-
ber—a pallying of the neo-Nazi vote
around the Adenauer camp.

The results do show, however, the
precariousness and short-sightedness of
the ““munieipal “veform” approach of
right-wing social-democracy. The city ad-
ministration of Max Brauer, the Social-
Democratic mayor, has pérformed a mir-
acle of reconstruction and rehabilitation
of the war<torn city. Even bitter enemies

gy - §

ADENAUER S g,
of the Social-Democrats have had to ad-
emit that their record in the city was
better than unassailable. But you can't
build socialism-in-one-city, and the elec-

tion wgg decided by national and inter-
national issues.

The polarization of every right-wing
element in German society around Wash-
ington’s pet German, Adenauer, carried
the day, therefore.

Creeping Medievalism

One of the most oppressive signs of
political and cultural regression in the
world is the “creeping medievalism” of
more than one country where the state
is being tied to religion, in a 20th-cen-
tury appreoach to theocracy.

“The latesf sign of this is the decision
of the Pakistan constituent assembly to
set its country up as an "Islamic Repub-
lic"—this in a stote suffering from an
acute religious-communal problem (Hindu
versus Moslem). One of the provisions is
that the head of the state must-be a Mos-
lem. The Hindu members of the assembly,
representing a more than 12 per cent
minority, walked out. The sinister fires of
communal hatreds and feuds will inevit-
ably be fanned. ’

To be sure, the Pakistanis have bad
examples before them. One of the worst
is the example that has been set by the
state of Israel, which not only proclaims
itself to be a “Jewish state” but has
spelled out the implications which that
holds for its leadership by adopting me-
dieval laws and practices tying national
rights to the orthodox Jewish synagogue.
It reached its high watermark on this
with the passage of the new Marriage
and Divorce Law in Israel.

This week, too, the Catholic Church
of Spain reiterated its theory and prac-
tice of theocracy in the best medieval
tradition. The CathoMc primate of Spain,
Enrique Cardinal Pla y Daniel, an-
nounced it was not going to make trouble
for Franco’s deal with the U. S. in spite
of its fears that an influx of American
Protestants into the country might taint
the people with heresy. But with this
obeisance to the needs of the fasecist state,
it also reiterated more strongly than
ever that Catholicism insists on religious
monopoly in any country it can control.

The primate claimed the Vatican in sup-
port. The pope, he said, has. clearly re-
jected the views of “some misquided
United States Catholics™ ‘who ~ohject to
the  Spanish suppression of _Protestant

-rights. ‘Many or mos¢ American Catholics

are terribly embarrassed in fighting anti-
Catholic discrimination at home by the
fact that where their church does have
theocratic powers, it clubs rival religions
on the head. ;

This does not embarrass Pla y Daniel.
He said that “a fully authorized lecture”
given last March 2 in Rome by Alfredo
Cardinal Ottaviani, pro-secretary of the
Congregation of the Holy Office, had de-
fended the Spanish Catholic thesis.

The Vatican, he said, “tolerates pri-
vate worship [by non-Catholics] but for-
bids public worship and all external man-
ifestations by non-Catholic sects.”

“Any public meeting, gathering in the
streets, signs on the exterior of non-
Catholic chapels, posters, ete., would be
external manifestations. We tolerate that
non-Catholics who are largely foreigners
practice their religion in private, but we
do not tolerate that they indulge in pro-
selyting propaganda of their errors to
convert Catholics to their sects.”

"“"Thou Shalt Not

\ Crifiqi_ze israel!”

Not so long ago we carried a story
headed “Thou Shalt Not Criticize
Israel!” which pointed out the rather
extensive success the Zionists have had
in identifying any eriticism of Israel
with “anti-Israelism.”

In this connection the following epi-
sode is a worthy follow-up in demon-
strating the temper of thought in some
Zionist - circles, including Zionists who
also call themselves “socialists.” Anyone
who does nét share our view that Zion-
ism is basically a form of national-
chauvinism will have to propose his own
explanation, but we do not believe the
phemomena we point to can be usefully
ignored by friends of Israel, in the inter-
est of the Jewish people both of Israel
and the rest of the world. As summarized
by the Jewish Newsletter (October 26) :

“H. Ackermann, a staff writer on the
Zionist Tog-Journal, has recently visited
Israel and written a series of artieles,
giving impressions of his visit. The ar-
ticles, although not critical, were not as-
enthusiastic as Zionists in America ex-
pect their writers to be. As a matter of
fact, some of them conveyed a vague sug-
gestion that everything is not perfect in
the state, particularly in the Kwutzas
(the agricultural collective farms), the
pride and showcase of Israel.

“A few days after the appearance of
the articles, Ackermann received a letter,
dated September 15, from Branch 83 of
the National Jewish Labor Alliance”
(Ferband), a fraternal order with a
Zionistic ideology, that he was expelled
from membership in the branch for hav- .
ing ‘inulted the Holy Land of Israel
which is the highest ideal of the Fer-
‘band.

"This was not enough. On September 23,

the Ferband sent out ancther letter to its
entire membership in New York City call-
ing a round-table investigation meeting to
probe 'who is blackening our Israel? What
are their motives? And what do they want
4o .accomplish? . . .- At the meeting- the
evil men who spread poison and desecrate
everything that is sacred to us will be
unmasked. After the meeting the unmask-
ing will be carried outf in all branches of
our government, in every Jewish house....
Come to the meeting and safeguard our
Israel from this vermin.’
s “The story is told in the current issue
of the Veker, published by the Jewish
Socialist Federation, and raises a num-
ber of questions: Are we confronted with
a new Un-Israeli Activities Committee
which will investigate the loyalty of
Zionists to Israel? And will the ‘vermin’
that will be found lacking in such loyalty
be unmasked and purged?

“This is almost too fantastie to be be-
lieved if not for the faet that the Veker,

~  YOU'RE INVITED

to speak your mind in the letter column
of Labor Action. Our policy is to publish
letters of general political interest, re-
gardless of views. Keep them to 500
words. :
s
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FRANCO'S FASCISTS
MILK SPANISH WORKERS

Spanish workers who cross the fron-
tier every day to work in Gibraltar are
now being subjected by Falangist ele-
ments to a type of exploitation paral-
lelled elsewhere under the Stalinist re-
gimes.

The workers are obliged, when they
return to their homes, to exchange their
wages (which they iveceive in pounds
sterling) at an office run by the Falang-
ists, who give them what rate of ex-
change they think best and who stop the
amount of trade-union dues which they
need to maintain the Falangist “trade
unions.” Any worker who refuses to com-
ply with these conditions has his entry
permit for Gibraltar taken away from
him by the Falangists and is thus con-
demned to misery. ; '

As the workers are now refusing to
carry out the conditions imposed upon
them by the Falangist unions, the latter
have published a leaflet consisting of a
veiled threat to the workers., This leaflet
threatens “penhlties” for not signing up
in time. ! :

This is clearly a case of threats and
-coercion. As though this® were not
enough, the Falangist “trade unions”
have designated the Spanish general
Barroso “first worker of Andalusia” and
have decided to purchase for him by
public subscription a baton befitting his
office. To this end, the Falangists have
ordered workers who go to Gibraltar to
work to make a compulsory contribution
to this fund, at the rate of 5 pesetas per
pound sterling earned per week in the
case of men, and 3 pesetas in the case
of women.

e

a reputable publication, reproduces the
letters sent out by the new Israeli ‘loy-
alty’ committees in full, and even gives
the name of the new Zionist ‘McCarthy’
who signed the letter and is evidently to
be in charge of the new investigations.
He is the well-known veteran Zionist So-
cialist, Isaac Hamlin, secretary of the-

" Histadrut fund-raising organization in

the United States.”
[ ]

Party Line on Love

Over a period of some years before the
death of Stalin, LABOR AcTioN published
a half dozen short items illustrating the
then line of the Moscow regime in oppo-
sition ‘to “bourgeois love” and romance.
It almost looked as if the Kremlin

_thought sex was not here to stay.

Since then we have neglected to men-
tion that this line changed with the de-
mise of the boss and the accession of the
new heirs. One such item (which we no
longer have on hand unfortunately) ap-
peared in Russia only a couple of ‘months
after that event; but here is another—
from the Prague literary magazine
Literarni Noviny of September 5:

"While people loved, quarreled, sepa-
rated and made up, just because they are
people and love each othe¥, literature,

m and the theater silently ignored them.
It was simply as if love had ceased to
exist. This could not go on indefinitely.
Young and old alike protested, and lo and
behold: there is romance in stories again,
and even in movies and plays lovers ap-
pear who, gazing raptly inte each other's
eyes, do not talk of norm-fulfiiment or dis-
erders of the lathe. Love is again in
favor...."

This is the happiest news we can bring
you this week: Love Conquers All

| LOS ANGELES

SUNDAY NIGHT
CLASSES

LOS ANGELES SYL
Sundays at 8 p.m.

HISTORY OF THE
AMERICAN LABOR MOYEMENT

Oct. 25 Foundations of a Modern
Labor Movement.

Nov. 1 Socialists and Syndical-
ists.

Nov. 8 American Labor in World
War I and Post-War.

Nov. 15 (Open.)

Nov. £2 The Rise of the CIO.

Nov. 29 Labor During and After

8 World War II.
Dec. 6

What Road for Ameri-
can Labor? .

1433 North Beverly Glen

For information or transportation -
call AR-8-7941 (evemings) =

/.




YN LETTER

By ALLAN YAUGHAN

LONDON, Oct. 28—The pace of
political conflict here has increased
since the reassembly of*Parliament
last week.

Two major issues have arisen,
and. on. both of them the Labor
Party has forced a division. They
are: (1) The suspension of the
new British Guiana constitution;
and (2) the Anglo-American deci-
sion to withdraw troops from

Trieste.

The Bevanite organ Tribune has taken
a relatively consistent line on both these
questions.

It has biterly opposed the sending of
#roops to Guiana, and has gone so far as
t+o arganize a public meeting, together
with the Congress of Peoples Against Im-
perialism, to protest the government's ac-
tion. Unfortunately the fundamental issue
of withdrawal of the froops has been
somewhat obscured by the Tribune's de-
mand for a trade-union delegation to be
sent to maoke an on-the-spot investigation.

The conduet of the Labor Party’s par-
liamentary Front Bench, on the other
hand, is deplorable in every respect.

All that Attlee and Griffiths are op-
posed .to-is. the.overhasty suspension of
“the conatitution. -They aeccept by and
large ‘the findings- of  the ‘government
‘White Paper on the activities of the oust-
ed - Guianese majority party, the Pro-
gressive People’s Party.

' ‘The only reason that Attlee ond Griffiths
are opposed fo the suspension of the con-
stitution is thot they believe the PPP will
‘be stresgthened by this "extra-constitu-
4ional” move. The principled question does
not arise for them at all.

Perhaps at this point it might be of
interest to shed some light on the real
political eomplexion of the PPP, as dis-
tinct from the tendentious dinterpreta-
‘tions that have appeared in both the
right-wing and left-wing press.

The PPP is definitely a Stalinist-in-
spired party. It is not, however, by any
means, completely Stalinized. It is rather
a “Popular Front” than a Communist
Party.

More important from the standpoint of
a socialist is the fact that far from being
an “extremist"”’ party it is the very oppo-
site. Dr. Jagon, the leader of the party,
has stated giute categorically that "the
PPP is a broad democratic alliance of all
classes stroggling for the right to self-
determination.” This Popular-Frontist ide-
ology is the predominant one at the pres-
ent day. _

It is possible, of course, at a later
_ stage, that the PPP, driven underground,
would resort to adventurist tacties of in-
dustrial and military guerrilla warfare.
But this is not the policy of the PPP
now.

‘RESISTANCE IN PPP

Reading the headlines of the captialist
press, one would assume that the PPP
was fichting for: (1) The nationaliza-
tion of the sugar estates; (2) withdraw-
al from the Commonwealth; (3) non-
inclusion in the projected Caribbean
Federation. The facts are different, how-
ever. This was the poiley of the PPP
before it assumed office, but not after.

Mrs. Jagan. even talked about the pro-
gressive role of capital and capitalism in
Guiana after accepting office. And Peter
Kempadoo, writing in Tribune (““Guiana,
My Country,” October 16), stated cor-
rectly that the PPP's program was not
“even as socialist as that already known
in Britain.” In the same paragraph he
adds the significant sentence that “It is
to be noted that the party has not signi-
fied any intention of nationalizing the
sugar estates.”

It is clear that the PPP is being
manipulated by the Kremlin for diplo-
matic purposes. The last thing the Mal-
enkov government has in mind is the es-
tablishment of ‘a planned economy in
Guiana without the “benevolent” physi-
" cal presence of the Russian army units.
Guianese economics and politics are quite
subordinate to the Kremlin’s attempt to
embarrass the Tory government with an
“international incident” which is good
propaganda for Stalinism and against
Western imperialism. This determines
the policy of the PPP. .

However, it would be wrong to assume
that there is ric resistance to the Stalinist
policies, In the leadership itself, the so-
called "meoderates” — led by Burnham
(late minister of education) and Ashfon
Chase—are opposing the Jagan "extrem-

7

ists" (more accurately, the Jagan pro-
Stalinists). The pure-and-simple Stalinist
faction describe the Burnham-Chase group
as "Mensheviks."” !

Whether or not the “Menshevism” of
Burnham is just coolness toward Stalin-
ism cannot be ascertained as yet. What
is certain, however, is that there already
exists the basis for a Marxist opposition
in the top ranks of the PPP leadership.

L

Trieste

The other major question which has
been brought to the fore is the Trieste
issue, which was debated in the.House
of Commons today.

It is obvious that the Anglo-American
decision to withdraw armed forces from
Zone A—without consulting the interested
parties or eventFrance, which is presum-
ably one of the Big Four—was motivated
by considerations having a direct bearing
on the cold war. It was a deliberate af-
tempt (1) to strengthen the shaky Pella
government, whose very shakiness is part-
ly due to American intervention in the
ltalian elections, and (2) to put the Yugo-
slav regime in its "proper” place.

Despite the Tito regime's backward
somersaults to establish “good relations”
with the Western capitalist powers, the
facts are that Western capitalism has
more in common with the capitalist re-
gime of Italy than with the anfi-capital-

.ist regime of Yugoslavia.

- The Labor Party leadership, both right
and left, has-undoubtedly been appreci-

ably influenced by . Titoist ideas and.

claims. There is also.a general sympathy

. for the Yugoslav peoples in their strug-

gle against Stalinism within the broad
ranks. of the ‘Labor movement; at ‘the
same ‘time there is_a less justified sym-

The Betrayal of Warsaw — —

{Continued from page 1]

The real issue of course was not
whether Warsaw was to be freed by the
Poles or for the Poles but whether it was
to be freed by the Poles or “freed” for
the Russians. What were contemptuously
dismissed - as ‘“detachments” held out
against the Germans for two months.

British and American planes had
been granted the use of air bases in

Russia to allow them to bomb Germany, -

avoid a long flight home and land in
Russia. They began to use these facili-
ties for flying supplies into Warsaw. The
Russians demanded a halt.

On August 16, Vyshinsky told the U. S.
ambassador in Moscow that “"The Soviet
government . . . decidedly object to Amer-
ican or British aircraft, after  dropping
arms in the region of Warsaw, landing on
Soviet territory, since the Soviet govern-
ment do not wish to associate themselves
either directly or indirectly with the ad-
venture in Warsaw." ]

ROOSEVELT'S ROLE

What to do? Churchill now relates that
he suggested to Roosevelt on August 25
that a sort of ultimatum be sent to Stalin
informing him thgt they intended to use
the refueling bases in Russia to aid War-
saw unless he directly forbade it. If
Stalin did not reply, he urged Roosevelt,
“we ought to send the planes and see
what happens.”

Roosevelt rejected the idea. The pres-
ident was undoubtedly already dreaming
of an exalted role as super-arbiter of the
post-war world dominated by the Big
Three; he was perfectly willing for
Churchill to offend the Russians over a
mere matter like a .revolution in Poland;
as for himself, he-would remain aloof.

"l do mot consider it would prove ad-
vantageous to the long-range general war
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pathy for the Tito regime, which is re-
garded by some as a “new road to social-
ism.”

It was, therefore, not surprising that
the Anglo-American handling of Yugo-
slavia was regarded with some misgiving.
This was secret diplomacy with a ven-
geance, and meant that Yugoslavia was
being treated in the same offhand man-
ner by the Big Two as it had been dealt
with by Russia. The differences were only
a matter of degrees of brusqueness and
cynicism.

L ]

Wage Fight

As far as home affairs are concerned,
the most important development has been
the new campaign by the Amalgamated
Engineering Union and the Confedera-
tion of Shipbuilding and Engineering
Unions for a 15 per cent rise in wages.

Large demonstrations have been held in
all the main cities, and it is certain #hat
this new . campaign, representing as it
does some three million workers, will
greatly influence the course of industrial
relations in the next few months.

Moreover, the Confederation'is making
a systematic attempt to propagandize for
its Plan for Engineering, the plan for
the nationalization of all the key indus-

-tries. Arthur Deakin’s dismissal of the

plan is “mumbo-jumbo,” as the Margate
conference of the Labor Party, infuri-
ated the Confederation leaders; and
when the General Council of the Trades

-Union Congress meets, we may well have

.

the spectacle of Tom .O’Brien lining: up

with' the Confederation-leaders against -

Arthur Deakin—if : Deakin - attempts to
get O’Brien publicly censured.

The strange situation in the trade-un- .-

prospect,” he replied, "for me fo.join with
you in the proposed..message- fo- Stalin,
but | bave no objection: to your sending
such a message if you consider it advis-
able to do so.”

According to his own story, Churchill
was so infuriated at the Russians that
he would have liked to cut off all convoys
to Russia unless Stalin came to terms.
This passing passion he curbed in the
interests of the war effort. But his fury
and his admiration for the Poles were
not potent enough to compel a far more
modest move. Apparently he never sent
the message which met such diffidence
from Roosevelt. He saw no future for
Britain in irritating the Russians while
the Americans idled on the sidelines. No
Polish revolt would force him into that
trap.

And so each, for its own reasons, left
the Poles to fight on in isolation.

CHURCHILL'S TURN

After six weeks of, the fighting in
Warsaw, the Russians made a few feeble
gestures to allay world opinion. They
moved their troops to the very outskirts
of the city but there they remained until
the Germans wiped out all .Polish re-
sistance and slaughtered more than 100,-
000 people. With this German prepara-

THE POLISH PEOPLE WERE THE

- Lady Meagan. Lioyd .George).

- Tories, the other to Labor; It is

' tion, the way was open for the unopyp

Aneurin Bevan

ion movement is that it is the.rigl
which is at loggerheads with: itse
the left is relatively united.

Liberals' Future

Now, an odd remark about the
Party. Of recent months the-pola;
-of currents within it has reachéd an
vanced stage.. The right wing is-do
at the moment, and is led by its
tially right-wing: parliamentary gro

However, a strong left-wing curr:
arisen in the constituency. Liberal
branches and this -has expresse
(1) the formation of o Redic
Group. within the. party, and .(2
drawal -of leading Liberal pa
candidates from parliomentar
tfor example, Frank Byers, Ding

It is quite possible -that>the

Party will split, ‘one ‘section going
that they havé no future as a"
parliamentary party. B :

arrival of a first Stalinist regimie

Poland, its people, its revolt were
pawns to be manipulated by Russ
perialism: that emerges cleax
Churchill’s tale. But before the:finalw
tory of Stalinism, Poland was: just
cynically manipulated by all the .in
perialisms: not only Russia, but 1
England and the United States. :

This is absent in Churehill’s story
he was one of the participants: in
sordid process. Less than a year
the Warsaw uprising‘,l Churchill, ‘Roos
velt, and Stalin traded pieces of Pola
in the secret agreements of Teheran. A
some”months after its defeat, they m
at Yalta to press the Poles into the:serv-
ice of a Stalinist puppet governm

At one stage, reperts a former
ambassador to the United States, C
hill answered Polish protests with i
"Well then, there is nothing to P
Poland from declaring war on Russia
she [Poland] is deprived of the supm
of the Powers."

With the moral assistance of
Churchill and Roosevelt, who were
cinated by the vision of a world p
fully carved up by the big powers, St
ist totalitarianism was fastened:
Poland.
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HAL DRAPER

Ve.now. have before us two obviously different senses in
shich: Marxists have used the term “workers’ government.”
he first; as’ we have already pointed- out,’is the quite com-
sense that a workers’ government is the govérnment of «
kers" state. (This, remember, implies that a workers’ state
sts already.) - -

ut in the views elaborated in the Comintern in 1922 and
(quoted-last week), it is clear that “workers’ govern-

ply: a government set up by a workers' pairty—whether
at party is reformist or revolutionary, whether it is liberal,
cial-democratic or Marxist, whether it can be expected to

port it or not, ete. J )
Now I think it would be a quite sterile business to argue
oné is “correct” and the other “incorrect.” That is not
hat is involved. Is it then just one of those questions of ter-
ology? That might imply that if you make your choice of
e for the term, make clear how you are using it and then
to it consistently, it doesn’t make any difference which
you choose. - - -

But there is something else involved beiides mere arbitrary
'minology, and it is very offen involved in such apparently
rminological’ matters.

AT THE NEW APPROACH TRIED TO DO

For one thing, anyone must agree immediately that one set
of terms may be more wseful than another in clavifying ideas.
'hus, if we decided for some strange reason to use only a
igle word to refer to both apples and pears, there would not
exist any “term” capable of expressing the difference between
‘them. Thus also, primitive tribes which count only “one,”
two,” “three” and “many” do not have any term to express
he difference between four and five or higher numbers.

That is the sort of thing which is involved here, to begin

-

iaking possible (or at least highlighting) distinctions among
different political phenomena which are all thrown into the
ame bag by Sense No. 1. .
According to the latter, you can have a capitalist government
(in a capitalist state) or you can have a workers’ government
n a workers’ state) and that’s all there is to it. Then if you
ﬁ'oceed_ to raise the question of the “class character” of a
riven, government (as Comrade Jack Walker did), the answer
has to be one or the other.
But do these two cases exhaust the possibilities of real live
political phenomena? If they do not, there is going to be confu-
ion in discussing what really exists. The confusion may seem to
3¢ “terminological,” but it will be due in the first place to the
‘ﬁlci‘ that the terms available do not provide useful handles by
‘Which to seize hold of different political concepts.
The one-or-the-other disjunction which is posed by Sense
. 1 ean be made to work only in “normal” times, when po-
cal relations are more or less stable, relatively static—in
he sense explained in our first article. But in periods of revo-
tionary transition, it leaves no room precisely for transi-
1onal phenomena. At such times, it becomes merely schematie,
d unavoidably sterile.
This was the type of situation which Zinoviev and the Comin-
rn attempted to face by 1922,

HE PROBLEM IN 1922

-Right after the end of the First World War, it looked to
any, the Comintern leadership and certainly the new Com-
nist Parties of Germany and a number of other countries,
s if the revolutionary struggle was posed in very simple and
ear-cut terms: the European revolution was rolling ahead
resistibly; capture of power by the new revolutionary par-
es was around the corner; the barricades were up, and the
mediate outcome would either be the defeat of the revolu-
tion by all combined forces from the social-democrats right-
ard, or else the vietory of the revolution led by the Com-
wnist Parties and the establishment of a workers’ state under
Communist government.

From 1917 to about 1921, it looked like “one-or-the-other,”
truth. It was a question merely of a direct assault on the
tadels and capture-by-storm.

- i But it turned out that the combined forces of counter-revo-
on, including the social-democratic leaderships, were strong
nough, and clever enough, to stem and turn the sweeping
evolutionary tide (given also the immense mistakes commit-
d by the new CPs, which are another story). It turned out
xat the social-democratic parties, particularly, were able to
‘hold on to the allegiance of a majority of the revolutionary
asses—not by convincing the latter to give up their revolu-
nary aims and aspirations, but by deceiving them, by per-
uading them that these aims could be achieved more “sen-
bly” or effectively or cheaply by the social-democrats.

In an immense swath over Europe, the sentiment of the
sses was “Bolshevik” and the slogans of “Soviet power”
ere common coin of the masses in the streets. Yet the new
Communist . Parties were unable to win a majority of the
-masses to themselves, away from their faith in the “leftist”
Ik of the reformist leaders.

. LINE TO BRIDGE THE GAP

In this situation, some of the Communist Parties and their
xperienced though militant leaders were unable to see that
i was not enough merely to storm the bastions to have the
sses follow in an irresistible upsurge. But by 1922 the Comin-
leaders, the Russian Bolsheviks above all, recognized this as
lugion, and set out to turn the helm toward a new course,
ing adventurism and “ultra-leftist* policies,

B P BN RS Fortend G o i

1t” is not'being used in this sense at all. Here, with or with-’
‘quotation marks, “workers’ government” is used to mean

“plans to-take anti-capitalist action or not, whether “we" -

(/

’d—The Meaning of a ‘Transitional’ Workers’ Government

They said: “To the masses! Before we can win, we must
first win over the masses, above all away from the social-demo-
cratic deceivers, for it is clear that the masses are not yet
ready to follow the vanguard in an elemental assault. They
_still have faith that their old leaders, who are now talking out
‘of the left side of their mouths and posing as revolutionists,
will lead them to the overthrow of capitalismi. We cannot un,,
deceive them merely by slogans and imprecations. We must go

to them, with persistent work among them to shorten the pain- -

ful process before they find out too late through the course
of events that their leaders’ promises are false.

““We must fight in the mass reformist trakde unions. We must
utilize the opportunists of electoral (parliamentary) work,
without sowing any illusions about parliamentarism. We must
bring about united action between these social-democratic
workers and ourselves, even while they remain in the old or-
ganizations, We must prove to them in action that their lead-
ers will not take the revolutionary path which they ery for.”

How to prove that in action, and not merely by denuncia-
tions? A

“You, left social-democratic workers, who say you want
what we want but that you can win it by sticking to the old
party—fight -with us for these revolutionary measures, and
demand that your leaders fight for them too! Demand, for
examples, that the reactionary officers’ corps be disarmed—
demand workers’ control of production—demand that the chief
burdens of taxation be put on the shoulders of the rich. . . .
-We will fight loyally side by side with you social-demoecratic
. workers, or groups, or sections of the party, or the party itself
which really fizht for such a program, and you will see for
yourselves whether you need the Comimunist Party or not....”

THE TRANSITIONAL PROGRAM

These were revolutionary TRANSITIONAL demands: i.e., not
merely demands for immediate reforms, and not demands ex-
plicitly for socialist measures, but (1) demands which corres-
ponded to the real things the workers wanted immediately, even
those workers who did not want a Communist government, while
at the same time (2) a genuine and consistent fight for these
demands could not but lead outside the framework of capitalism
and the politics of the social-democratic leadership.

“You social-democratic workers want to fight for these de-
mands as we do, but you think they ean be won without a
Soviet state. Very well, let us ficht for them together, and see
where that inevitably leads. We predict that you will find out
that in the struggle for these things, ‘we will have to break
with the present state, and with its social-democratic support-
ers, and set up our own revolutionary government. You do not
agree with us on that as yet. Very well, there is only one way
to find out, by together carrying on the struggle for what we
jointly want. . ..”

This is the basic idea of a vevolutionary transitional pro-
gram, in a situation which is objectively revolutionary but
where a majority of the masses are still looking to the reform-
ist leaderships to achieve their aspirations. )

This is also the way in which the slogan of a revolutionary
“workers’ government” was raised, within this context, by the
Comintern of 1922. )

Thus, the term "workers' government" did not imply an al-
ready existing workers' state, but A POSSIBLE FORM IN THE
TRANSITION TOWARD a workers® state. :

"WORKERS GOV'T" AS A STAGE IN A STRUGGLE

As Zinoviev conceived it at the time, it could mean in prac-
tice a coalition of workers’ parties (including the Communist
Party) to set up a government based on the program of carry-
ing out the transitional demands—a coalition with sections or
organizations or split-offs from the social-democratic party, or
other workers' groups. It would demonstrate in practice, in
action, that a carrying out of the transitional program also
entailed carrying out the rest of the Marxist program.

(It should be remembered that the first Soviet goveinment
established after the Russian Revolution was also a coalition
government, including the left peasant party and Anarehists
as well as the Bolsheviks, and that it was some months before
this government, unwillingly so to speak, took steps to na-
tionalize industry in order to keep it going after the capitalist
owners had fled across the civil-war lines.)

Now, take such a revolutionary transitional “workers’ gov-
ernment” and ask Comrade Jack Walker's question about its
“class character.” Capitalism has not been abolished, though
the power of the capitalist class is being attacked. No indus-
tries have even been nationalized, as yet; ete. . . . Obviously,
the situation is one that cannot long remain so; it is unstable;
the social question will have to be resolved one way or the
other. If the workers’ leadership falters, or a section turns
back, and the left wing cannot rally the masses alone, then the
transitional government will have proved abortive. If it goes
Sn, then a workers’ state will be fully established and consoli-

ated.

What it is, is being determined in the course of the struggle.
What it was, wilk.be determined by historians in hindsight.

What is heing determined in the course of struggle is:
whether or not this government is willing to take measures in
the basic interest of the masses regardless of the interests of
capital. To us, that may mean necessarily that this government
niust go all the way to workers’ state power. To a revolutionary
worker who does not yet agree with our views, that may mean
something short of it. The concept of a revolutionary transi-
tional workers’ government bridges the gap between how this
worker thinks and what he wants to fight for now.

[
. We will next take this very important concept of a transi-
tional workers’ government and see how much of it is useful in

understanding the case of the British Labor “workers’ gov-
ernment.” '

{(Next week: The Brih'sk‘ Labor Government as a Transition.)

To the Editor: .
Please refer to-page 5 of your recent

issue, “Is Socialism ‘Subversive’?” Does

the second paragraph under Interroga-

tory 38 refer to just that interrogatory -

or is it a standard clause tacked on to
all such documents by the attorney gen-
eral? If this warning applies specifically
to your designating the trials. of the
Communist: leaders as persecutions for
beliefs' then it would .seem to be quite

high-handed.. Doesn’t an individusl or-

paper have the right to interpret politi-
cal events as he honestly sees it? If any-
one can see any-real difference between
the 1953 version of the Communist Party

U.S.A. and its-1943. counterpart -then “he

deserves. to be the attorney general. - .
A WOULD-BE- . " . =
PHILADELPHIA LAWYER-

Philadelphia, Oet. 28 - v &

The paragraph referrved to -was the
closing paragraph. of ' the whole: docu-""
ment, and not.a part of Interrogatory 38.-
However, the remark made by -our-cor-~

respondent above:is undaubtedly justified

in any case, by the inclusion of ‘Inteiro- -

gatory 38 itself.—Ed. A

T-H PRECEDENT SET
IN PITTSBURGH CASE

In Pittsburgh a new Taft-Hartley
precedent has been set in court by Chief
District Judge Gourley when he imposed
a %2000 fine on an AFL union in the
Greyhound case, in a consent damage
decision.

The damages were awarded to Penn-
sylvania Greyhound Lines for a 48-hour
strike in 1951- when drivers (members of
the AFL Motor Coach Employees). re-
ported off “sick” and stopped bus service.

The judge carefully explained that he
had fixed on the sum of $2000 because
that was all the union had in Hs treasury.
He was emphasizing this to show how
"fair" the company was in agreeing ‘to
the figure! :

.Greyhound had charged that the union
fostered the “off sick” strategy. The jury
had been deadlocked 11 hours when the
lawyers for both sides agreed to the con-
sent verdict. Wl

Greyhound elaimed it was suing for
damages to its “good will” and for ex-
penses in re-routing passengers. P

This is the first time the teeth of the
Taft-Hartley Act were sunk into a union,
in this area, in such a case.

"
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' TWO BOOKS 'ou essmur

U.s. Remllitarlzatlon of Germany
Puts Reaction Back in the Saddle

LV S N
QUR LOVE AFFAIR WITH GERMANY, by
Hons Habe—G. P. Putnams Sons, New
York, 247 pages, $3.

GERMANY PLOTS WiIiTH THE KREMLIN,
-by T. H. Tetens.—Henry Schuman, New
York, 794 pages.

\ V4

By GORDON HASKELL
_“These two .journalistic books seek to

bring home to Americans the. failure of-

this country to achieve anything positive
by its .vietory over Germany in the last
war, and the danger of the rebirth of
German fascism and/or military impe-
uahsm.

‘The far more instructive of the two is

: Hans Habe's Our Love Affair With Ger-

many..Habe accompanied the victorious
American armies,and was then in-charge

O of some of the American ventures in

cpublishing German newspapers during

. _ the early days of the occupation. He re-

turned to Germany later to edit two im-
poertant German weeklies, .the Muenche-
ner- IHustrierte and the Echo der Woche.
His book is a critique of American pol-
icy—from the days of ‘‘unconditional
surrender’” through the Morgenthan
Plan to deindustrialize Germany, up to
the reconstruction” of German industry
into the most powerful on the Continent
of Europe and the program to remili-
tarize the country as a bulwark against
Russia.

MISTAKES AND THEIR SOURCE

Habe's criticism of American policy is
quite ecete. The total result, as he sees
it, has been to re-establish in power the
old industrialists and financiers who back-
ed the Mezls, and to bring the latter them-
selves bock into a position of respectabil-
ity from which they may proceed to a po-
sition of pawer.

Habe sees the “mistakes” of American
policy, but he does not really discuss
their source: That source lies in the in-
ability of 2 capitalist America to do any-

thing but restore a capitalist Germany.-

In such a Germany, it is inevitable that
the same soecial strata should eventually
return %o power which raised the Nazis
to the heights.

When cne couples this fact with an
additional one—that America has no
social program for the defeat of Stalin-
ism, and hence must rely on military
force as Jis chief weapon—it is also in-

W=
evitable *hat American policy should
have as its consequence the ideological

and pclitical rehabilitation of the old
Gelmar‘ ruling class, and hence even of
the Nzazie who implemented its poliey un-
der Hitler.

What. good does it do to push a pre-
gram of de-Nazification, when everything
Americe does tends to reinforce the argu-
ment thot the Nozis were right when they
claimed #hat Russian Stalinism was the
chief menacce to European or Western
civilizetien, and hence that the Nazis, in
their brefel war against Russia, were act-
ing 'objectively in the interests of that
civilizaticn?

SENSATIONALISM

T. H. Tetens' Germany Plots With the
Kremlin suffers badly from the author’s
desire to be sensational. While Habe con-
struects his argument out of a journalist’s
knowledge of post-war Germany and his
direct anglysis and demonstration of the
revival of the German capitalist class
and the Wazis, Tetens tries to prove his
thesis frem quotations of “secret” or
“little . knmown” documents written by
Nazi geopoliticians in exile, or articles
in the Gérman press. This thesis is that
. the Nazis, German generals and capital-

ist ideologists have foreseen and planned
everything that has happened in and to
their country since 1945, and that the
Amerieans have been and continue to be
their dupes.

The title of the book is another bit of
sensationziism, If Tetens demonstrates
anything, it is that America’s policy of

- _vemilitar’zing the country is bound to

restore Germany to a point at which it
will become the -most powerful country
in Eurcpe once more, and that onee this

of -
.Bon't miss a single week of
LABOR ACTION
A sub is only $2.00 a year!

happens the German rulers will use their
power on their own behalf and not in the
interests of the United States.

But writing in the cold-war pcriod he
seems to feel that this highly important
fact will only Scare Americans if he can
also make out a case for the idea that
once Germany is rearmed and has really
gained full independence of action, it will

swing over to the Stalinists against ~
" America. Despite strenuous efforts to

demonstrate this, the most he succeeds in
really establishing is that the German

rulers will seek to bargain with both the .,

Russians and the Amerlcans in their own
interests,

THEY FEEL THEIR OATS

That a powerfully industriglized, re-
armed Germony will not be a docile tool
of American policy should hardly need

demonsiration. Yet the fact is that it does. .

The Americon people have been told o
milllon times that Adenawer is devoted to

_the best interests of Europe, and that a

German government safely in his hands
will be pro-European rather than simply
pro-German, and hence pro-American.
-There can be no doubt that the Ameri-
can people have been sold a bill of goods
in this respect. Although one can safel;

of the Nazi geopoliticians that they have
“planned it this way” as self-glorifica-
tion (and Tetens seems to have swal-
lowed their claims hook, line #nd sinker),
the fact remains that the ideology of the
whole German ruling class is still chau-
vinist and imperialist to the core, and
that America is restoring this class and
the country over which it rules to a posi-
tion of power from which it will be able
once again to menace the rest of Europe.

Tetens performs a real service when he
demonstrates, by quotations from Aden-
auer himself, that the chancellor is deeply
committed to the section of the German
bourgeocisie who see their future as the
dominant country in a bloc which will em-
brace “the whole' of non-Stalinist Europe,
and which will develop Africa and the
Near East as its imperialist base. To these
gentlemen, the idea of a European Union
is attractive, because in it German indus-
try will rule supreme. If they could estab-
lish a customs union, a unified currency
area, in short, a vast economic area open
to their penetration, they feel confident
that they will be able to achieve economi-
cally what Hitler failed to gain with his
panzer divisions.

NOT BY AMERICA

Neither Habe nor Tetens have any so-
lution to offer to the problem except one
which is itself imperialist. Both seem to
advocate that America step in once more
and take over Germany as a fully occu-
pied country.

Habe would have the Americans
“really” de-Nazify the country this time.
He at least sees the Social-Democrats as
a democratic force in the country, but be-
lieves that the restoration of the old rul-
ing class, and the Nazis with them, has
gone so far that only American military
might, * applied immediately, can erush
them again.

Tetens tends to regard all Germans as
just naturally imperialist and totali-
tarian by nature, and one gathers that
he is convinced that America should rule
the country until a completely new gen-
eration can be trained and educated in a
new tradition.

It is quite true that if the German work-
ing class once more fails to assert itself
against the rulers of the country, we may
yet see the creation of a new fascist re-
gime there. But it is the height of futility
to count on any American capitalist gov-
ernment to prevent it. One cannot turn the
clock back to 1945, and even if one could
the same results would be produced once
again in another few years.

As long as German industry is boom-
ing, Adenauer and his backers ride high.
The leadership of the German workers
seems once again to have been hynotized
by their old traditions and by the pros-
perity of the country. But that is not
going to last indefinitely. The workers
of both zones of Germany have shown, in
flashes, to be sure, that they are capable
of the most revolutionary actions on
their own behalf. The hope for Germany
and for Europe still lies along the lines
of backing and encouraging the most
militant sections of the German workers
to reconstruct their own society, and not

in the false hope that it ean be done by °

the American army.

discount a big percentage of .the boast}é' Sapeychopothio dawa.~ v .
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Kinsey as Sociologiﬁ:—The'People's Ri§h+ to Kno'w

By CARL DARTON

Dr. Kinsey, in his Sexual Behavior in
the Human Female (Saunders; 1953,
$8.00), proves much more than that sci-
entists can mix statistics and sex effec-
tively. Just as important as a scientific

study of an essential human function is

its sociological content.

Now Kinsey was not orlgmaily a so-
ciologist but rather a biologist. But he
has shown, among other things, that how
man acts as an animal is of far-reaching
social significance. Above all, he high-
lights the truism that man must be a
healthy animal before he can be com-
pletely human.

What are the significant points of the
study by Kinsey and his co-workers to
a shudent of the sociology of scienee?

First, the Institute of Sex Research at
Indiana University, which Dr. Kinsey
founded, has dared to submit to seientific

cause it was considered beyond the reach
of science. In Kinsey’s words:

“In the course of the search we dis-
covered that - scientific understonding of

human sexuval behavior was more peoorly

established than the understanding of al- -
most any other -function of the humcu

body.™

He further writes that most “sexual
are unrealistic,
unenforceable and incapable of provid-
ing the protection which the social or-
ganization has been led to-believe they
can provide. There cannot be sound elini-
cal practice or sound planning of sex
laws, until we understand more ade-
quately the mammalian origin of human
sexual ‘behavior.”

SPREADING KNOWLEDGE

In other words legislators and the pub-
lic do not have the basic facts to solve
the social plOblelTl‘i of sex. To overcome
this ‘neglect science must have the right
to investigate a human activity which
has too long been the province of moral
philosophy beyond the domain of science.

Kinsey pleads for the methods of science
rather than of theology, political expedi-
ency and wishful thinking. For those who
feel that sex discussions are taboo the
only answer is that knowledge is always
better than ignorance. Kinsey believes
that an increased understanding of the
biological, psychological and secial fac-
tors which account for each type of sex-
ual activity will contribute to an ultimate
adjustment between man's sexual nature
and the needs of the total social organiza-
tion.

In exchange for the social right of the

scientist to investigate as he sees fit, he

must react honestly, observe and record
without prejudice, so that a sound un-
derstanding of the basic nature of man

appraisal a' subject long neglected be-:

will he acquired. It is the obligation-of
the scientist to fulfill his contract with
society, through its peculrar dnns:on*of*
labor. He must give to society what 1t
needs.

Another obligation of the scientist to
~the soecial organization whieh. supper
protects and encourages his research
to make his findings available to. all wh
- can utilize his data. These obligations.
Kinsey clearly expounds, and has-from:
the beginning fought for the. ope;n an
public sale of his works. w
Unfortunately, at eight- de ] ars_ ; -a‘-\«,
throw, not many volumes of Kinsey's:
works will find their way inte workers
personal libraries. Because of this. mos
people will have to depend upon watered-
down second-hand reports, or even. re.:
ports of reports. We would make the.
suggestion that,.if Kinsey is really seri-
ous about making his scientific study. o
.sex available to all the people, he should
_prepare a concise but readable dollar
edition of his studies. This “populariza
‘tion” would be in the best trad:tmrf of-
science.

‘SCIENCE FOR THE PEOPLE

In arranging for the publlca.twn and
~distribution of such a.low-cost-edition;
he and his research: group must be. pre-
pared to fight the storm of anti-scientific
protest which “our moral guardians”
will let loose. To put sex really on a
scientific basis before the people would
be a project well worth the effort of the
healthy scientific. community as well as
of many liberals and progressives.

Kinsey_and his group demonstrates the
thesis of a few socially minded sociole-
gists that the social sciences, to be really
meaningful, must be planned by the scien-
tists themselves and supported by the.
general public. Most science today, either
natural or social, subsidized either by the
government or industry, has war or profits
as its objective. Science, to have real hu-
man and social meaning, will have to be
sponsored by the scientists and the public
in general. This is the story of the Insti-
tute of Sex Research which, except for
initial financing by Indiana University and
the National Research Council, has largely
been self-supporting.

In- this second volm’ne, as Lompmed
with the “Male” book in 1948, Kinsey has
shown real growth as a secientist in that
he has become mofe socially mature and
sees his work in relation to the essential
needs of society. In his present work he
touches upon the social shame of the ain-
solyed problem of sexual outlet for un- '
married youth. Kinsey’s further studies
on sexual activities of children and sex
in education, as well as the legal aspects
of sex, will be awaited with interest.
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S OF MILITARY PROP

The purpose of ‘military propaganda is so manifold

that it would be impossible to define in one-sentence. In

general, however, the .purpose is to sell Congress and

.. the people.on the Armed Forces and any policy they
want to promote.

©  iOne aim is that of -building prestige and respect for
/he .Armed Forces.

In the early days of the present public relations ap-
.proach, the Army set up -Advisory Committees and mili-
tary manpower committees throughout the nation. In
setting up such-a committee in Des Moines, Iowa, Major
Donald Andre listed the following as two of the three
main objectives of the program: )

“To create in Des Moines a program of building re-
spect for the Army and Army Air Force; to acquaint
.the people with the fact that the nation’s military forces
must be backed by public support and united community
effort.”1 E

“'Somewhat earlier, in speaking to the first class of
the Armed Forces Information School, Secretary of De-
fense James Forrestal told the graduating publicity
specialists. they would have to overcome . traditional
American suspicion of militarism. and make each. citizen
and community feel a responsibility to the military.

"It is dificult,” he said, "becguse our democracy-and
1'eur country are founded upon _an underlying suspicion of
armies and of the force that they reflect and represent."2

“Part of your task,” he added, “is to make people
realize :that .the Army, Navy, and Air Force .are not
external creations but come from and are a part of the
" people. It is your responsibility to make citizens aware
of their responsibility to the services.”3 .

In the postwar peried the Army launched a.campaign
. .of “prestige advertising” which “was directed to the
".general public as well as the possible enlistee.” The
Arimy and Navy Journal in-describing this said:

“To advance the public relations aspect of the cam-
paign, stress was ‘laid upon community relations. A
series.of luncheons, dinner meetings, and similar affairs
was arranged. for influential representatives of the
press and .radio,. civie, educational, religious, and simi-
lar organizations throughout each Service Command.
The purpese. of this effort was to gain the wholehearted
support of these civic-minded  citizens and the large
number- of people whose thinking they influence. . . .4

HEADFIXING FOR WAR

A second aim is to get the American people psychologi-
eally ready for war.

On October. 31, 1948 the Chicago Sun-Times. carried
4 news report stating ‘“At the suggestion of Defense
Secretary Forrestal, the public relations chiefs of three
services, Army, Air Force, and Navy, will address the
convention of the Public Relations Society of America
in Chicago November 17. Their subject will be how to
mobilize public opinion in event of World War IIL”

This emphasis on psychological conditioning of the
people was also discussed in the Industrial College of
the Armed Forces as a part of the economic mobiliza-
tion program in 1950. The June 14, 1950 New York
Times reported:

“Plans for guiding public opinion were discussed by
Col. Wilfred A. Steiner of the Air Force as part of
courses being sponsored by the Industrial College of the
Armed Forces for a group of selected civilians and re-
serve officers. Colonel. Steiner declared that an aroused
puhlic opinion was a great check on aggression and that
the proper mobilization of the public viewpoint was one
of the most important phases of all economic mobiliza-
tion for war.” )

Shortly thereafter on June 30, 1950 A. S. Alexander,
Under-Secretary of the Army, said, according to the

New York Times, “The American people are better psy- -

chologically prepared for war if it comes, than ever
before in peacetime.”s )

GETTING BUDGET MONEY

A third aim is to sell military measures in such a way
%hat the people will-be willing to pay for them.

A public relations mission of the Reserve Officers As-
Sociation was described by the Army and Navy Jowrnal
in these words:

“One further mission- of the Reserve Officers Associa-
tion, through-its membership, will be to direct civilian
thought to the priceless valpe of democracy and the part
that every citizen who loves his country should play in
insuring its retention by lending united support to a
sound military program which will guarantee national
security—at whatever the cost!”6

. The Pentagon’s Publicity office, viewing this as a ma-
jor purpose, has upon occasion gone all-out on the pro-
gram. The May 21, 1950 New York Times reporting the
first annual Armed Forces Day celebration, said:

. “The need for military preparedness despite its high

. eost was hammered home in dozens of speeches in the
United States and abroad by civilian and military
spokesmen for the Armed Services. ...”

Similarly, Charles E. Wilson, the Defense Mobiliza-
tion Director, at the annual dinner of the Bureau of
‘Advertising of the American Newspaper Publishers
Association, commended those present for their publi-
cation of—

" "millions of words laying down the premise . . . that
4he free world is in mortal danger. . . . If the peoplé were
not convinced of that it would be impossible for Congress
%o vote the vast sums now being spent to avert that dan-
ger. . .. With the support of public opinion as marshalled
by the press, we are off to a goad start. But the mobiliza-
#ion job cannot be completed unless such support is con-
#inuous. . . . It is our job—yours and mine—to keep our

* ‘pecple convinced that the only way to keep disaster

away from our shores is to build America's might."7
‘The groundwork for the mobilization -publicity was

@
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laid much earlier in Economic Mobilization courses, one
of which was held in 1948 in the form of a two-weeks
program at the National Broadeasting Company in New
York. There— ; .

“Comdr. W. T. Greenhalgh laid stress on the impor-
tance of a sound public relations policy to the success
of any economic mobilization program. He said that
public opinien in a democracy, especially among intel-
lectuals, is suspicious of the military mind but that
winning intellectual support is one of the fundamentals
to success in such a program.”s

THE UNREGISTERED LOBBY

A fourth -aim is to promote legislation the military
wants Congress to pass. '

A House committee headed by Rep. Forrest Harness
in 1948 found the War Department guilty of “using
Government funds in-an improper manner for propa-
ganda aetivities supporting compulsory military train-

. ing or what is commonly referred to as ‘universal mili-

tary training.’”?

The Washington. Post reported that “Army Secretary
Kenneth C. Royall. admitted under questioning by House
propaganda investigators yesterday that his department
has been .spending - pyblic funds to(sell the American
people on universal military training.”10- ~

One of the instruments by which the Army hoped to
influencg, legislation.was the Army -Advisory Commit-
tees that.were to be:set up-in-at least 600 representa-
tive communities with an approximate -membership-of
9,000. civilians. : g

The purpose of the. Advisory Committee, according to -

a memo signed by Col. James Pierce, is that of “prepar-

ing a faverable reception for Army policy and discover-

ing the things that hamper Army policy; to advise the
Army on all community attitudes which are based on
adverse reaction to acts, facts, and policies of the Army;
to provide channels for the discussion of facts and peli-
cies of the Army in a manner so that the public will
understand and be completely informed.”11

SMEARING OPPOSITION

A fifth purpose is to discredit opponents of military
pelicies. ’

For example, during the campaign for UMT the
Army distributed an “QOutline for Veterans’ Radio Pan-
els” which stated:

“The opposition to Universal Military Training is
generally not based on fact but rather on such gener-
alities as democracy, morals, aggression, education and
pacifism. The chief opponents are parents, church
groups, educators, subversive groups and a large sec-
tion of the public which does not think.”

Similarly, Comdr. W. T. Greenhalgh, in discussing
military publie relations, told a group of Reserve Offi-
cers, industrial executives and others, of the impor-
tance of influencing public: opinion. This is particularly
important, he said, in view of the number of “unbal-
anced men, both honest and dishonest, who are pouring
false information into the public mind and attempting
to diseredit honest-men on the theory that a lie told
often enough will be believed by all of us.”12

L]

THE HIDDEN AGENTS
OF THE PROPAGANDA MILL

[Press Agents of the Pentagon next proceeds to dis-
cuss the ways in which personnel forces are developed
to man the military propaganda machine: reeruitment
of leading newspapermen to head up the bureaus; the
Armed Forces Information School; the program by
which officers are sent to schools of journalism; ete. “In
addition to officers and civilians who are specifically
trained in public relations,” it adds, “a host of other
military and civilian personnel are used in military
propaganda without actually being listed on the payroll
as publicity staff.” These include special assistants to
the Chief of Staff, ROTC instructors in the schools, and
to a certain extent every commander of an army post.

" This chapter continues with an exposition of the role

of other elements whose propaganda functions are
somewhat less evident.]

Another group of officers expected to do publicity work
for the Armed Forces are the chaplains.

The September 1952 Armgy Information Digest, in an
article by a chaplain, suggests that the “chaplain’s
activities are centered in six main fields.” The first field
listed is “public relations. This widely used and often
misunderstood term is officially defined as ‘any planned
program or -procedure which will elicit public under-
standing and good will.” Here the element of planning

is all important, for good public relations do not’ just’

happen; they are almost invariably the result of hard
work. The chief emphasis in the chaplain’s public rela-
tions, however, is the contribution he can make to a
better understanding of the Air Force by neighboring
civilian communities.”

Still another group aiding the military in public rela-
tions are the “Civilian Aides to the Secretary of the
Army.” They are "strategically located in all the “forty-
eight states” and in various communities in these states.

“In private life the Aides are leaders and authorities
in their communities and in their respective fields. Some

AGANDA

are nationally renowned engineers, bankers, attorneys,
scientists, editors, industrialists, surgeons and-educa-
tors. Most of them have a military background of their
own and are, therefore, acutely conscious of the prob-

lems of the local commander. . . . Together they consti-
tute a representative cross section of-community lead-
ers across the Nation.”13

These Civilian Aides are actually enlisted or appoint-
ed for two-year terms. Since they function out of uni-
form and are virtually unknown in their communities as
Army representatives, they are particularly effective
molders of opinion, for they appear to be objective
rather than officers with a vested interest.

The Army Information Digest says: "A measure of their
success is the fact that few people know of their work."14

One of their responsibilities is to stimulate “a con-
tinuing interest by civilians in Armed Forces problems
and needs so that the way may be cleared for unham-
pered concentration on the Nation’s defense.” The key
word of course is “unhampered” and may mean any-
thing that stands in the way of Army desires. :

Another purpose of the Aides is to provide “the Army
with a number of highly qualified civilian spokesmen
who are able to interpret for the public the reasons for
Army policies and practices.”15 '

“In the postwar period, they took the lead in advo-
cating the build-up of a sufficiently large reservoir of
trained personnel to meet any emergency.”*6 Thus the °
Army is in a position to have it appear as .if Army pro-
posals for legislation or other policies are really coming
from civilians.

SUBTERFUGE

“The Army ‘Advisory Committee is
for public relations parposes. . :

These committees, which-in 1948 ‘the ‘Army planned
to set-up in at least 600 representative eommunities
with -an approximate  membership of 9;000 eivilians,
were the -target of attack by .Congressmen' because.
“they are expected to go.out and spread the propaganda
of the Department which gives them the honorary title
of Advisory Committees. They are expected to try and
influence legislation before Congress. In this last re-
spect-it seems a clear violation of the law. It is a sub-
terfuge for the military or any department of Govern-
ment to say they are'doing it to inform the public.”17

Tl:}e-stated purpose of the Advisory Committees, ac-
cording to a memo signed by Col. James Pierce issued
August 26, 1946 is that of “preparing a favorable re-
ception for Army policy and discovering the things that
hamper Army policy; to advise the Army on all com-
munity attitudes which are based on adverse reactions
to acts, faets, and policies of the Army; to provide
channels for.the dissemination of facts and policies of
the Army in a manner so that the public will under-
stand and be completely informed.”18

So important are these Advisory Committees that a

.

ancther group ,used

- special Army Advisory Committee Bulletin was printed

and issued monthly to keep them informed of the Army
point of view.

There are-still ‘other groups who work with or for the
armed forces publicity system. But the most important of
these are the veterans' organizations. The Infantry Jour-
nal recognized this when it said:

. “The widespread public relations of the Armed Serv-

ives have many aspects, one of the most important of

which is the relationship between the Services and their

veterans. The feeling of more than fifteen million vet-

erans for their particular part of the National Military

Establishment directly affects all other aspects of its

present and continuing relations with the American
publie,”19

_The Reserve Officers group, which is almost execlu-

sively a veterans’ group, has its own publicity set-up.

For example, the Elizabeth, N. J. Daily Journal report- .
ed the appointment of seven North Jersey Army Re-

serve Qfﬁcers to the 153rd Publicity Service Training

Ba'ttalmn. The primary objective of the unit is to pub-

licize Organized Reserve Corps activities. The officers

chosen for the corps were on active duty during World

War II and are experienced in newspaper, advertising

or public relations work.20

"BROTHERHOOD" IN ARMS

_The Chaplains _Committee .of the Reserve Officers Asso-
ciation of Washington, D. C., on February 11, 1952 wrote
a letter to the pastors, priests and rabbis of Greafer
Washington urging them #o use “Brotherhood Week" in
February to support National Defense. The chaplains
wrote:

“In a time when we are drawn together with thoughts
of brotherhood, let us be drawn together as well in
thoughts of the defense of our Nation which, in its very
inception, vpuchsafed that freedom and equality among
all men which we love. We respectfully urge all minis-
ters, priests and rabbis of the Washington area to take
dlue cognizance of the period February 12 to 22 as a
tl'me for prayers and sincere concern with the basie
virtues of our ‘American way'—Justice, Brotherhood
Freed_om, Truth, that our lives might be more perfectlg;
used in NATIONAL DEFENSE.”

The letter concluded:

_“Last vear; National Defense Week was combined
with Armed Services “Week in May, but this year, the
Reserve Officers Association, as sponsoring group, has
thought it practicable to move the dates forward. This
group, your citizen soldiers, sailors, and airmen, volun-
tarily banded together as a potent force for prepared-
ness, through its Chaplains Committee, respectfully
requests your consideration of this matter and suggests
that this National . Defense emphasis he brought into
Sabbath o})servances in our synagogues on February
16th and into ou rchurch services on February 17th.

[Continued bottom of next pagel
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.Eiraludting‘ a Smdy of the Labor Mb vement——

Irade-Union Problems on the ltmrl Level

7 ~
THE LOCAL UNION, by Leonard R. Sayles
and George Strauss.—Harper and Broth-
ers, New York, 1953.

bt

By W. J.

Perhaps the first important
study of the local union and its
place in the industrial plant is this
work by two members of the New
York State School of Industrial
and Labor Relations at ‘Cornell
University.

As a textbook for a class in un-
ion structure and function it is
commendable. As a contribution to
a full understanding of the dy-
namics and import of unionism it
falls short of its own stated goal. For
while its deseription of the local union
and its operation is good, its analysis is
superficial. It does not take into acgount
trends and times and social atmospheres.
It views local unions %tatically, not as
ever-changing and fluctuating institu-
tions, reflecting vaster social changes.

This point is illustrated best in the two
chapters on grievance procedure and the
decline of the steward. Using as its basic
‘criteria the well-known UAW-CIO motto,
"“the stqwards are the backbone of the
union,"” the authors describe how the
stewards have declined in importance. But
the ‘basic factors behind this phenomenon,
which also account for the decline in the
importance of the local unicn, are given
&cant attention.

Most of the 20 local unions surveyed
by the authors, with the assistance of a
research staff, belong to international
unions’ which' are established, powerful
and hardened in ferms of structure, lead-
ership and policies. Loeal unions reflect
thig; and are dircumscribed by this asso-
ciation.In thé’past 15 years, bargaining
procedures became more and more strati-
fied, "'with- arbitration or umpires’ deci-
cions or previous rulings determining
the fate of most grievances.

This is in great contrast to the early
days when the ability of a steward to
mobilize the ranks behind him deter-
mined the amount of concessions he won

/7

from plant management. “Company se-
curity” clanses and the whole complex
structure of bargaining tradition and
history are the causes of the decline in
the importance of the stewards (or com-
mitteemen), .

The relatively high wmortality rate

among stewards and loeal union officials -

in local union elections, which the au-
thors show statistically, flows from this
basic change in the significance and
weight of stewards and local union offi-
cials, Since neither the ranks nor the
local union politicians understand the
limitations within which the local union
functions, the campaign promises be-
come hollow mockeries, and the ranks
take out their bitterness and £rustration
on the one force they can make a scape-
goat, the elected officials. Many local
union candidates, who won with the best
of intentions to improve things, find
themselves as hog-tied by the contract as
the previous incumbents whom they de-
nounced for inaction.

SENIORITY AND OVERTIME

The failure of the two authers to em-
phasize the different weight that different
but perennial local union problems have in
different times precludes a genuine under-
standing of the impact of these problems
on the local union leadership, not only in
terms of election_results but in the func-
tioning of the union throughout the year.
To illustrate, let us take the seniority and
overtime problems.

When the local unions first eame along
in early CIO days, seniority was mainly
the answer to bosses’ favoritism in pick-
ing jobs and in layoffs. A variety of se-
niority systems covering promotions,
changes in classifications and degree of
seniority in terms of plant structure (de=
partment, division or plantiwide senior-
ity) were worked out, depending on
pressures from the ranks and exigencies

of production. In a period of relative:

steady employment, i.e., capitalist pros-

perity, the irritations from the inevit-’

able conflicts on seniority within a plant
remained minor, for the basic value of
seniority, job security, did not seem to
be involved. 3

But as the threat of increasing unem-
ployment and social insecurity faces the
workers in amany industries, like auto,
clothing and steel, the seniority system

becomes all important. Each pressure
group within the plant seeks to perpetu-
ate or create a seniority system that as-
sures it of a job. Seniority becomes 'a
life-and-death question, and many local
unions today are being torn apart by
this question. Every department resists
older seniority men coming- into their
setup. As companies change production
locations, new local unions resist trans-
fer of unionists from othér plants who
have more seniority. “Fence-building” is
the road to popularity, if also ruin.

In o period of short work-weeks, local
union officials find themselves plagued with
the question of a 40-hour week guaranteed
to top seniority people, with demands for
layoffs of the younger seniority people to
assure .a 40-hour week. But the younger
people resist. "We don't pay dues to get
ourselves laid off. We need jobs too."
Trying to answer problems like this within
the framework of routine unionism s like'
fighting fire with gasoline. It merely in-
flames both pressure groups. :

After watching dozens of meetings de-
voted to the subject of overtime, we think

it is safe to make the generalization that :

at a time when fear of unemployment
is an important factor in the thinking
of the worker, and when high prices are
squeezing him, the only good system of
over-time work is one in which the indi-
vidual works. Any other system, be it
straight seniority, classification sénior-
ity, on-the-job picking, or group division,
is rejected by the individuals involved.
Gone are the days when overtime did not
matter. At model change-over time in
the auto, plants, this question plagues
most local union leaderships. :
Now an interesting question arises
from the description of the perennial
“headaches” mentioned by "the authors
and briefly illustrated by this reviewer.
Why hasn't the union movement been
able to work out a systematic set of gen-
erally accepted answers for the ranks
on these issues? Hege, indeed, is one of

"“the failures of the union movement,

taken from the standpoint of operational
development. If the authors had devoted
more of their time to research on the-
whys, they would have added not only to
the stature of the book but also to the
development of the local union officials
interviewed.

In the section of the book on loeal

union leadership, its selection, its reason
for union participation, its effect on the
ranks, the authors make many good ob-

‘servations, including the role that lan-

guage groups, pressure groups within
the plant, and the general level of the
ranks play in this process. Here too,
however, the failure of the aut'hors_tc:‘
emphasize the completely dominating
role the international union plays in de-
ciding important policy makes their un-

_derstanding, of' the local union e_leéiiong:

less than satisfactory.

PROGRAM SOFT-PEDALED

_The fact that most, if not all, local
union groups these days agree with inter-

. national union basic policy, that political

dissidence is a rare animal in unionism
today, gives greater weight to other vote-
getting appeals in elections. Personalities.
rather than program dominate. In prac-.
tice this' means appeals to prejudice, ng-
tionality blocs, skilled versus unskilled
workers; elements that played minor parts
in times of big issue struggles become all-
dominant in times of political agreement..

The increasing wealth and pay of local
unions adds another factor. Men run for
office to make more money. The over-all
social atmosphere, the acceptance of
business-unionism ‘as the right way,
changes and has changed the character
of leadership selection and election in
most industrial unions, including by far
the most democratic, the UAW-CIO. The
privileges rather than the responsibili-
ties become primary leadership motiva-
tions. '

The crux of the local union problem,
however, is actually the vital issue of un-
ion democracy, as the authors recognize,
and they devote four very interesting and
valuable chapters to its examination. That
the first important study of this. problem
comes from two university scholars, rath-
er than any part of the trade-union lead-
ership in America, speaks for itself. y

It is worthwhile to quote some of the’
ideas of the authors on this - subject,
“Definitions are always a problem, par-
ticularly where the term is tied up with
as much emotion as ‘democracy.’ A
common approach to this subject stresses
the union’s constitution. According to
this view, every union is democratic if
its  constitution provides machinery

[Turn to last pagel
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In ‘addition to this message which will be circulated
among the clergy of our major religious groups, there
will be posters, window displays, moving picture trail-
ers, meetings and talks in various high schools and
colleges to further bring this matter to public atten-
tion.”

AGIT-PROP INSTRUCTIONS

The Regular Armed Forces stimulate Reservist efforts
in $he publicity field. The following letter was sent by an
Air! Force-General to college and university presidents in
1948: '

“Dear Dr., ——:

“The United States Air Force, in an effort to pre-
pare for the security of our country, has created the
Air Defense Command. Its mission is to consolidate
and train an efficient Air Reserve Force to be employed
in conjunction with the Army Ground Forces and the
Navy in case of another emergency. The importance of

this-task is obvious to all of us; but its accomplishment

rests heavily on the goodwill, interest and cooperation
of the. people. .

“We believe that, among the people, the collegiate
group is of the utmost importance in furthering this
‘task. Beeause the future leaders and molders of opinion
are now on your campus, we believe it is imperative
that they be sympathetic with and willing to promote
our program. This cooperation cannot be achieved un-
less steps are taken to inform. both faeulty and students
about our methods, aims, and developments.

“To this end, it is our desire to secure the voluntary
services of university and college faculty members hold-
ing commissions in the Air Reserves. These officers
would acl as liaison representatives between the Air
Force, the faculties and the students. The participation
of such officers would be most helpful- because of their
intimate knowledge of both wmilitary and educational
policies and problems,

“A brief outline of the proposed duties of the un-
official liaison offier is presented below:

“To present the Air Force point of view to their col-
ledgues in faculty meetings should the occasion warrant
-such action.

_ “To write articles for the college and local newspa-

pers to inform the faculty, students, and public of cur-
. rent Air Force policies and practices that would be of
i college and. other mnews-

papers of items released through the Public Informa-
tion Officer, this Headquarters. To aid the Air Reserve
Officers Training Corps staff, where such exists, by in-
terpreting the academic viewpoint of faculties and ad-
ministrations and reconciling them with military re-
quirements. Stimulate iriterest in the Air Reserve and
encourage enlistment of Reservists.

“Speak before local groups to emphasize the axiom
that “Air Power is Peace Power.”

“Maintain small stocks of pertinent War Department
forms for distribution to student Reservists. Establish
contact with other officers of different institutions in
order to form ligison units. These units could work to-
gether and facilitate the duties of individuals.

“Reserve officers who volunteer for this duty will re-
ceive inactive duty training credit for time spent on the
project. Your cooperation is requested in.encouraging
the participation in this activity of Air Reservists and
other interested members of your faculty.  Such partici-
pation will aid materially in -the maintenance of a well-
informed and efficient Air Force Reserve ,

“We will furnish the faculty member or members who
volunteer for this duty with material with which to im-
plement this program. g

- “Sincerely,

(signed) T. J. Hanley, Jr.
Major General
United  States Air Force”

LINING UP VETERANS

Not only Reserve Officer groups but other veterans'
groups are expected by the Armed Forces to serve as
public relations branches. General: Eisehhower was quite
specific at this point in telling an American Legion Con-
vention in 1944;

“There is, in the relationship between the veteran and
the Army, a two-way responsibility. For. the veteran
must have a continuing interest in the Army. He un-
derstands the Army’s problems and owes to himself
and his country the duty of putting these clearly before
his fellow citizens. The veteran, representing as he does
virtually every powerful influence in America, ecan ex-
ert a powerful influence in molding public opinion based
upon public knowledge and understanding, without
which no program o fnational security can bhe fully
effective,.”21

The American' Legion has 'consistently advocated
universal military training in line with Army requests
that it do so. - : : e S

One such request, for example, was made by former
Secretary of War Robert Patterson to a Legion Con-
vention in San Francisco in October, 1946, Speaking
of UMT, he said: “Your Army asks you to raise your
voice in behalf of its program, that you may safeguard
in time of peace the freedom you have maintained for
America in war.”

General Hershey and others at the same convention
made a plea for a Legion campaign for UMT, stating:
“The American Legion will not falter in its obligations
nor fail in its responsibilities.” It is common knowledge
that the Legion did begin in 1947 a campaign that was
intensified in 1948 as a result of further Army appeals.

Another illustration of the way in which veterans' or- 7
ganizations follow the Army line, is seen in the action of-

the 1947 national encampment of the Veterans of Foreign
Wars. o

Although Congress had as a matter of national policy
decided upon civilian control of atomic energy, the
Army was never content with the decision. Army agi-
tation for military control continued behind the scenes
at such a tempo that President Truman finally had to -
stop it.22 The VFW followed the Army position, and
as part of a four-point national security resolution,

voted for return of atomic energy control of the mili-.
tary,23 :
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' matter of course that the leader of

the Republican Party should want
his own party members elected to
office as against all Democrats or
others. But the actual fact of the
matter is that whatever bits of a
_program have been put forth by
~ the White House during the past
_year have had to rely for passage
. as- much on Democrats as on Re-
puhlicnns. This is just another way
~ of saying that as far as a political
program goes, both the Republican
and Democratic Parties are split
wide open.

Thus, if the president’s program
(whatever that may be) means
anything to-him, he cannot afford
to ‘be as partisan as his last state-

"ment implies that he is. This would
make it easy for many a Republi-
can to buck his programs without
fear of losing his support when
_election time rolls around. It
would also tend to force the Demo-
crats who have been supporting
various presidential measures and
- proposals to think twice before
continuing to do so.

" POWER BLOCS

Is all this of interest only to peo-
ple who are running for office, or
does it have some meaning for the
rest of us? The deepest meaning
of it to all of us is simply this: the
American people cannot hold either
major political party responsible
for any program they may adopt
before elections, for both parties
are fundamentally <rresponsible
combinations of special-interest
* power-blocs.

Since they have no unifying prin-
ciples; this means that while they
are not responsible fo the electorate who

put them in power, they are and must be -

responsible only #o those power-groups
which are in continual operation between
elections. Obviously the chief ones among
these are the great corporations and in-
dustry associations, and secondarily the
patronage-machines which make up the
backbones of the parties themselves.

Another illustration of the basic na-
ture of both the Republican and Demo-
cratic parties was presented in the recent
mayorality elections in New York City.
When Robert Wagner Jr. was nominated
X by the bulk of the New York City Demo-
cratic machine (corrupt to the marrow
and deeply involved with the under-
world), his candidacy was endorsed by
most of the major New Deal Democrats
in and out of the city.

Senator Lehman, Franklin. D. Roose-
velt Jr., Eleanor Roosevelt, Harry Tru-
‘man and Adlai Stevenson all endorsed
Wagner. When confronted with the an-
guished cries of their New Deal col-
leagues in the Liberal Party, or "those
who were supporting that party’s candi-
dates ag independents; these people could
only justify their actions on the basis

that it is important to keep the Deino- -

eratic organization in New York intfact.,
regardless of how corrupt that organiza-
tion ‘may “actually be. Most of them had
snppox:ted -Bill O'Dwyer in- his day, on
.the same basis.

FUTILITARIANISM

'Is- this attitude "“cynical™ on the part
of these prominent liberals? Of course, in
@ certain sense it is. It certainly makes
' .a mockery of the claim that they are peo-
ple to whom principles have dny meaning
in poll!acs. even if these principles be no
more vital than the support of 'clean
government'' on the municipal level.

Actually, it is not a matter of per sonal
cynicism. They have simply been caught
up in the same confusion and contradie-
tion as the president who would like to
be aboveé politics, but who, when shown
the hard facts of party life in the coun-
try, ultimately has to back even those
sections of his own political machine
which are guaranteed to torpedo his pro-
:'gram after they are elected.
" The defenders of this peculiar Amer-
ican political system often say that it is
in this very looseness, this very irrespon-
bility, that its chief merit and strength
lies. They claim that if political parties

_zdividedam.ehuliu}tmld

only lead to bitterness and divisiveness
in the country.

Of course, the present setup also makes
for bitterness and divisiveness, but it is
guaranteed to turn these feelings into fu-
tility and indifference to politics as a
whole.

When people vote for a change, bhey
can have no real idea of what kind of a
change they are poing to get. The Ne-
groes can be pretty sure that whichever
party they elect, their situation will be
affected far more by the general economic.
conditions in the country than by any
governmental protection from diserimina-
tion. The workers can feel that thg
Democrats are not as intimately tied up
with the industrial giants of the country
as are the Republicans, but they know
that . their interests will be traded around
by them-on the basis of pressure and
expediency.. And as long as they are di-
vided .and unorganized politically, they
can be pretty sure that the pressure they
can exert will be minor compared to the
pressure of their economic enemies.

BENSON TO THE WOLVES?

There can be no doubt that however
much President Eisenhow may want to
think of himself as the non-political
choice of the American people, in the
long run he will have to accept respon-
sibility for whatever happens under the
Republican administration.

At the moment, it seems that the farmers
are hardest pressed, and are raising the
biggest rumpus. The attempt is being made
to throw responsibility for low farm prices
on Secretary of Agriculture Benson, and
thus to throw him to the wolves. if things
continue to go badly, he may be sacrificed.
But as that is not likely to bring about
much of a change it will eventually be-

wo-Party System? ——

come clear that it is not merely a ques-
tion of government policy, but also of the
economy itself. And if the economy goes
down-hill next year, the Republicans mll
be in for it—all of them.

Yet the choice the people will then have
will be to return the Democrats to office
once again. But it is hardly likely that
this would bring back the Fair Deal—
it would much more likely bring back
the Dixiecrat-GOP coalition. And if such
a vicious circle were repeated in the pres-
ence of an economic recession, the in-
evitable consequence would be to seek to
break it, in one way or another.

That will be the real test of the Amer-
ican labor movement, and also of Amer-
ican democracy. For it is precisely in
such circumstances that the cry arises
for a strong man, for an end to demo-
cratic cmrxfusxgn and futility. And-the ery
can only be stifled if :an end to confusion
is made by democratic. means.

But in such circumstances the only demeo-
cratic means available would be to break
out of the vicious "two party—no party”
system, and to seek to organize the Amer-
ican people politically along class lines. in
a time of crisis the class struggle will not
be the muted, business-unionism thing it is
today. ¥ will break forth in open and
naked forms, and wil require a political
channel for its most clear ond fruitful
expression.

That is why independent socialists,
even today, call for the more advanced
sections of the labor movement to raise
the issue of the formation of a labor
party in an educational manner. Even

now, as many workers as possible should"

be brought to think along these lines.
Then when the formation of such a party
becomes an urgent, crying necessity,
much’ of the spade-work will have been
done in advance.

L]

Trade-Union Problems—
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whereby the members can change their
officers and determine basic union poliey.
By this cuterlon, few unions are un-
democratic!

S*Another approach is:to look at union
democracv from the point of view of
participation in union politiecs. This ap-
proach considers questions such as: How
many candidates are there in elections?
How often is there a tutnover in officers?
How much disagreement is there at
meetings and what is their average at-
tendance? Were locals required to meet
all these criteria, we would find few
democratic,

“Both approaches are somewhat lim-
ited. Both are concerned only with- the
superficial or most easily measurable in-
dicators of democracy. Many people un-
consciously evaluate unions in terms of
the small town meeting. They feel that
unless everyone participates aectively
there is no democracy. Yet, as we have
seen, in most locals the important deeci-
sions are made behind the scenes, in
meetings of the executive and grievance
committees, at informal discussions
among the officers, and during ecdsual
contacts between the officers and the
rank and file in the plant. The local meet-
ing is primarily a ceremony to ratify

decisions made as elsewhere.

“From the point of view of our study,
union democracy can best be measured
in terms of the¢ responsiveness of the
officers to the demands of the members.”

Not the least of the reasons why inter-
national union officials ignere the basic
problem of union democracy is the happy
misunderstanding they have of the words
democracy and constitutional. By making
them identical, sc many disturbing prob-
lems are removed.

UNION DEMOCRACY

At the risk of using an extreme ex-
ample, almost an unfair one, we can eas-
ily show what is wrong with the authors’
criteria of union democracy. There have
been many strikes, walkouts, ete., against
employment of Negroes or upgrading of

=
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Negroes. Would one call a local union
that responded to that kind of a demand -
from the ranks a democratic local union,
with the leaders “responding to the de~
mands of the ranks?” Or last year, when
many secondary UAW officials resisted
pressure of the ranks to kick out the
Stalinists during the red hysteria in-De-
troit, what was that an example of?
Union democracy does mean participa-
tion of the ranks in their own destiny:
this is a basic criteria. Of course a mere
mathematical report on attendance is not
by itself decisive but it is symptomatic.
Response to the demands of the rank
and file on many questions is a factor.
But certain inalienable rights, as stated
in the constitution of the nation, also are
a required factor in judging the demoe-
racy of a local or internatienal union.
Our authors do a good job of reporting
on the miserable lack of participation

. in local union affairs by the ranks, Their

charts are good. What they fail to under-
stand is why the trend in American
unionism is in that direction: control
over the ranks through substitution of
constitutional rules for rank-and-file par-
ticipation and vote as the guiding star
of union operation.

BUREAUCRACY GROWS

Like the AFL bureaucrats of the early
20s, most CIO leaders have learned that
a quiescent or non-active rank and file is
far more easy to control than a vigorous,
militant membership demanding more re-
sults from the leadership. What was once
fashionable to denounce in the CIO as a
dirty Communist trick, "contrel by a mi-
nority by reducing the incentive of the
ranks to attend meeﬂngs or participate,”
has become a blessmq in disquise for rou-
fune-anJed local union leaders. Especially
is this true in an epoch of the check-off
and union shop, which strengthen the un-
ion organizationally but tend to lwrden it
bureaucratically.

Of course, these considerations merely
touch the problem of union democraey.
At best they are one-sided, for their oth-
er half deal with the relations of a local

union to an international union in terms -

of “local autonomy,” the influence of the
international union over the locals, and
the ‘problem of a democratic life in the
international union 1tselfh At a time
when conformity is viewed as an impera-
tive necessity . throughout the entire
structure of the internati al unions, it
hardly seems likely that qﬁle course of
events on the lower level would be dif-
ferent.

Perhaps Professor Sayles and Re--

searcher Strauss will devote ‘themselves
to a study in ths.t dlrectxon. It could be
mvaluable.. o :

The ISL Program

in Brief o

The Independent Socialist League stands
for socialist democracy ond against the
two systems of exploitotion which now
divide the world: capitalism and Stalinism.

Capitalism cannot be reformed or liber-
alized, by any Fair Deal or other deal, so
as to give the people freedom, abundance,
security or peace. It must be abolished
and replaced by a new social system, in
which the people own end conitrol the
basic sectors of the economy, democrati-
cally- controlling their. own uoumle and
political destinies.

Stalinism, In Russic ond wherever it
holds power, is a brufal totalitarianism—
a new form of exploitation. Its agents. in
every counfry, the Communist Parties, are
unrelenting enemies of socialism and have

" nothing in common with socialism—which
canmot exist without effective democratic:

control by the people. _

These two camps of capitalism and Stal-
Inism are today at each other's throats in

a worldwide imperialist rivairy for démi-

nation. This struggie can only lead. to the-
most frightful war in history so long as the -
people leave the capitalist and Stalinist .

rulers in power. Independent ‘Socialism
stands for building and strengthesing the
Third Camp of the peeple against both war
blocs.

The ISL, as a Marxist movement, looks
to the working class and its ever-present.

struggle as the basic progressive force in -

society. The ISL is orgonized fo spread -the
ideas of socialism: in.the labor movement
and among all other sectiotis of the peopie.

At the same time, Independent Socialists -

participate actively in-every struggle to

better the people’s lot now—such-as the
fight for higher living standards, against

Jim Crow and anti-Semitism, in defense of
civil liberties and the irade-union move-

ment. We seek to join jogether with aff-

other militants in the labor movement as
a left force working for the formaties of
an independent lobor perty and oﬁ(rmre-
gressive policies.

The ﬁghf for demumy cpd !lle ﬁgh{'
for socialism are inseparable. There can

be no lasting and genaine demo:rucy with-'

cut socialism, and there con be no secial-
ism' without democracy: To enroll ‘under

this banner, join er Indep’éndenl' Su-clul:l!
League!

Get Acquainted!
Independent Socialist League
114 West 14 Street d
New York 11, N. Y.
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the ideas of Independent Soc1ai-‘_ :
ism and the ISL. '
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