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By MIKE STEVENS

Agency.

built. In the first place,

sary public works.

tion.

and realistic solution:

Housing Shortage
1o Become Even
Worse Next Year

More than 500 public works officials from all parts of the country
uttending the American Public Works Association's congress last week
in Ft. Worth; Texas, were told that tne full impact of the housing shori-
age will strike next year. This stutement was made by Frank Herring,
director of the land and public services branch of the National Housing

Henmg brought out that the veterans’ emelgency housing pro-
gram is being conducted on a very small scale. Then he prdceeded to
point out that very few homes will be built hext year even if building
materials are available, He added, “builders will have to go into the
market for more land and the land price situation will induce them
to acquire new, raw land rather than odds and ends of subdivisions.” In
a word, landlords who own slums and get high rentals will demand
huge prices to sell their property, thus forcing builders to try and
build outside the estab.ished residential areas.
possible because there are no sewers, gas inlets, schools, fire depart-
ments, sidewalks or other public works in those areas.

There are a number of reasons why these public works will not be
the landlords who own the slums and other
real estate forees will put pressure on their local governments to pre-
vent it. Second, the veterans emergency housingesprogram which has a
priority over other housing is all for privately-built individual hous-
ing. This means a lot of small houses scattered over a large area,
requiring the outlay of large funds from local governments and utili-
ties for public wurks. There is not a city in the United States which
has as much as raised the question of carrying on this kind of neces-

WHAT COMES AFTER THE NOOKS AND CRANNIES?

Mr. Herring said that house building during 1946, “has been gen-
erally speaking, filling up the nooks and crannies of our cities.” These
nooks and crannies were the only available vacant lots that were
already provided with essential public services.
land exists within these areas is too expensive for house building.
Now that the nooks and crannies are filled up, what next?

The cracker-box houses being built under the veterans’ program
are being put up at a snail’s pace, with material purchased on the
black market and on land bought at fantastically high prices.
idea that enough of these cracker-boxes can be built to house millions
of veterans and thus relieve the housing shortage is preposterous.
And if it was possible for millions of these houses to be built, and
millions of veterans could buy them, the housing problem would still
be very serious. There was a housing shortage and people were living
in rat-infested slums even during the war when millions of members
of the armed forces were in camps or overseas. There has been a
serious housing shortage for the working class for the past L0 years,
and with very little building going on during the past ten years, the
situation will not be relieved by this individual eracker-box construc-

So long as the peoplc of this country, and especially the labor
movement, allow the issue to rest in the laps of the old party politi-
cians and the private profiteering constructors, there will not be
enough housing. Only the program of the Workers Party offers a bold

For a $250 billion dollar ﬁve-yeqr program fo provide decent housing
at low rental for all and an extensive public works plan to provide
schools, hospitals and other needed community facilities.

For a national plan te begin work immediately on the erection ‘of
25 million permanent low-cost housing units!

But this is next to im-

What other vacant

The

Neéw International

On Many Newsstands

Last week, The New International
announced a two-tillhth campaign in
behalf of America's leading Marxist
theoretical publication. T'qe months
of November and December have
been set aside for the narpose of
achieving the following goals:

(1) 500 new subscriptions, fo be
obtained by January 1, 1947.

(2) A sharp increase in bundle or-
der sales, based upon increased sales
and increased newsstand coverage.

The. New o ‘ternational is aiming
at a monthl, sale and circulation of
5,000 copies. Already, Local New
York can report a substantial in-
crease in its newsstand coverage.
Henceforth, 700 copies per month of
The New International will be
placed on all leading newsstands in
the boroughs ‘'of Manhattan and the
Bronx. Readers of The New Inter-
national living in these areas can ob-
tain the magazine at their favorite
newsstand.

NEWARK STARTS

On the subseription front, in the
drive for 500 new readers of The
New International, more branches
of the Workers Party have accepted
their quotas of subs to be obtained.
Other branches are busy at work
laying plans for The New Interna-
tional Drive and we shall report on
their progress from time to time.
Newark Branch is already in the

forefront of subseription getters,
thanks to the energetic work of the
Newark organizer, Saul Berg.

Berg is not one to let the grass
grow under his feet! No sooner had
the campaign begun officially, at
noontime on November 1, than Com-
rade Berg walked irto our office,
proudly waving around a sub-blank—
the first obtained in the campaign!

"‘This subscription will go to a reader

in Maplewood, New Jersey.

After Comrade Berg had read, as
is his custom, all the new foreign
papers and the letters on the desk of
the Editor of LABOR ACTION
(with interpolations and criticisms)
he brought his subseription to the
Press Manager of The New Inter-
national and proudly watched as it
was entered and receipted for. Then,

following the efficient routine by .

which subseriptions are handled, he
again watched as Susan Drake, as-
sistant Press Manager, made out a
subscription pldate and filed it away
along with other regular subsecribers
to The New Internationel. The first
step in the obtaining of 500 new
readers for our magazine had been
taken, and organizer Berg had some-
thing to be proud of!

Next week we will report on addi-
tional ecampaign progress. Let’s get
an early start on making a success
of the drive to expand The New In-
ternational.

The New

INTERNATIONAL

A Monthly Organ of Revolutionary Marxism |——

4 Court Square, Long Island City 1, N. Y.
Six Issues — Six Month Subscription — $1,00

Enclosed is $1.00 for the Introductory, $1.00 Six-Month
Subscription to THE NEW INTERNATIONAL.

ADDRESS ..

CITY

ZONE NO........ STATE ... -

Notice to New York City Readers of
THE NEW INTERNATIONAL
THE NEW INTERNATIONAL is now on sale on all leading

newsstands in Manhattan and the Bronx. You may purchase

your November .issue. just off the ﬁ_ress. from your favorite

stand.
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LANDLORDS START DRIVE
T0 BREAK RENT CONTROLS!

"Carry On!”’

The press reports that Secretary of State Byrnes and
Foreign Minister Bevin have agreed to open "exploratory

talks™ on the Palestine problem in

less Jews of Europe to Palestine.

There is a cynicism and mockery about this news that
simply defies comment. Winter is coming. The Jews of
Europe remain homeless, rotting in DP: camps, driven by
anti-Semitic hordes from the Eastern European countries.
Many of them look, rightly or wrongly, to Palestine as a
And the British imperialists lock the doors of
Palestine, shunt them off to the barren isle of Cypress,
indulge in windy negotiations—but do nothing to allevi-

haven.

ate the plight of the Jews.

The U. 5. government indlulges in noble gestures of

"several weeks." These
talks are to take up the problem of admitting the home-

sympathy for the homeless Jews, but also does nothing
concrete in their behalf. And now comes the announce- -
ment of exploratory’ talks. By the time these talks have
begun, by the time Byrnes and Bevin have gone through

the rigmarole of diplomatic protocol, the Jews of Eurcpe

will be in the midst of another freezing and hungry winter.

LABOR ACTION and the Workers Party, as revolution-
ary sociclists, do not agree with the Zionist political
program. But we support, without reservations, the right
of Europe's Jews to emigrate where they wish to. That
is why we demand:

Open the Doors of Palestine to Europe's Homeless

Jews! Open the Doors of the. United States o Europe’s

Homeless Jews! Fer Full and Unrestricted Immigration!

Chicago Workers Party
Balks Landlord Meeting

CHICAGO, Nov, 4—O0n getting wind
of a landlord’s meeting to “set a date
on which 5,000 South Side landlords
would stop buying coal, refuse to
furnish heat, lights and gas,” the Chi-
cago Local of the Workers Party
swung into action on two days’ mo-
tice and imade plans to picket this
reactionary gathering.

This landlord project to withhold
all services to tenants in a concerted
effort to break down rent ceilings,
copying the successful tactics of the
meat trust in scuttling price control
in that industry, had been outlined
the previous week at a meeting of
the South Side Property Owners
Assn. at the Parkway Community
House, 5120 South Park Way. They
planned to meet again there to per-
fect arrangements for their “land-
lords’ strike,” which would freeze out
their tenants—all for the purpose of
enriching themselves.

WP PROTESTS

Robert Ferguson, Chicago organ-
izer of the Workers Party, immedi-
ately informed the Parkway Commu-
nity House that the WP was calling
upon all tenants’ to join with the
Workers Party in picketing this meet-
ing. Immediate consternation filled
the staffi of the Community House,
which is a well-known center of Ne-
gro liberal activities on the South
Side, because they had not been
aware of the nature of the land-
lards’ meetmg scheduled, and did not

. ‘gélish’ the prbspect of housing a crew

~of

h unsavory eharacter as these.

profiteering landlords. Much less did
the staff desire their Center to be
ringed with protesting pickets, many
of whom would be Negro workers
who frequent the Center.

In the course of building up sup-
port for the projected picket line,
the WP learned that many tenants
who had heard of their landlords’ in-
tentions, had spontaneously deter-
mined to picket the meeting them-
selves. If the picketing had actually
goné through, the WP is certain that
there would have been a tremendous
demonstration of mass revulsion
against these landlords who are try-
ing to grind further into the ground
the already miserably exploited and
wretchedly  housed Negro workers
and srma.!l people.

A telephone interview with George
C. Adams, Negro attorney and head
of the South Side Property Owners
Assn., revealed clearly that there is
no more RACIAL solidarity among
Negroes as a whole than among white
people as a whole when it comes to
a question of property rights versus
the human rights of poor tenants.
Landlords, whether white or black,
are business men, anxious to make
more profits at the expense of their
tenants. Mr. Adams cited the fact
that all prices have gone up, saying
that therefore the price-of rent should
go up: He felt that the Workers Party
shou!d prcket OPA rathier than hls

' tion

landlords’ meeting, since OPA was
“oppressing” the landlords.

MEETING CANCELLED

When told that the WP had no in-
tention of letting the landlords carry
through unprotested their vicious and
inhuman freeze-out of the tenants,
Mr. Adams said hid movement was
spreading like “wild-fire” locally and
nationally; that his group was affili-
ated with the National Property
Owners Assn., which has already be-
gun to act in Seattle to get rent ceil-
ings removed.

He claimed, “When the mnational
organization pulls the trigger, things
will happen all over the U. 5.” He
refused to say just when this date
will arrive.

Late in the day when the land-
lord’s meeting was scheduled, the
WP learned that it had been can-
celled for the Parkwdy Community
House. Although Workers Party
members were set to go on the picket
line with banners reading “Protest
Landlords’ Plot to Strike Against
Tenants,” “Don't Let Property Own-
ers Break YOUR Rent Ceiling”
“Build Tenants’ Unions—Stop Land-
lords’ Threats” and “Billions for War
—Why Not for Decent Housing?,” the
WP felt that its declaration of inten-
to picket the meeting had
brought about the rout of the land-
lords for at least this occasion. But
judging from the mounting national
landlord agitation, those picket ban-
ners will still need to be used! .

By EMANUEL GARRETT

' On this page of LABOR ACTION you wﬂl read a story from
Chicago revealing the plan of a group of Chicago landlords to

raise rents.

The same story also reports the activity of the

Workers Party branch in Chicago which served to compel the
landlords to postpone a meeting they had scheduled.

We ask you to turn to this story, for it is one of extreme sig-
nificance. The scheme of the little group of Chicago landlords
is one that will be repeated, and is already being repeai:ed, on
a national scale under various guises and with all kinds of de-
vices. If we are not to suffer the final price swindle of uncon-
trolled rents, it will be necessary that we duplicate the action of

NAM Starts
Slick Drive
On Labor

Capitalists in the U, S. have begun
sending their contributions to the Na-
tional Association of Manufacturers'
$3,000,000 fund-raising drive to cover
the cost of its 1947 anti-labor cam-
paign by this association.

The NAM will not have much diffi-
culty in raising the money now that
it has promised to use more subtle
propaganda than in the past. Up to
now its propaganda hasn't been click-
ing, much to the dismay of the capi-
talists. Last year, for example, Tide,
one of the magazines that goes in for
finding out such stuff, conducted a
survey among‘ public relatlons men.
These public relations men are hired.
By corporations to tell the public the
wonders of capitalism, and especially
thegreatness of their particular com-
ety s b =

In the opinion of these guys, all
NAM propaganda smelled. Their ob-
jections to the NAM propaganda was
that it was too obviously in favor of
big business and against labor — it
wasn't sugar-coated enough. So the
NAM decided maybe these hucksters
knew what they were talking about.
From now on the NAM will use sub-
tle, streamlined anti-labor propagan-
da when it tries to convince the
workers to “love the system.”

To convince big business that it's
on the ball, NAM has hired a high-
priced public *relations man by the
name of Holcombe Parks. He has is-
sued a 24-page outline of what he
intends to do and how he is going
to sell the capitalist system to the
workers. It seems all the capitalists
are excited about the program and
the money is coming in heavily.

Well, $3,000,000 is a lot of dough
and the workers of the U. S. can now
expect to be flooded with loads of
drivel about how lucky, they are to
be able to sweat away their lives for
their good-hearted boss. If you get
sick to the stomach in the coming
months from reading this stuff—don’t
say we didn't warn you. And maybe
it would be a good idea to renew that
LABOR ACTION subsecription right
now so you'll have a labor paper in
which to get the truth, too.

the Chicago WP, but on a much
grander scale.

Let us not be deceived. Rent
controls are presumably still
in effect. We have been del-
uged with assurances during
the election campaign that the
government will not yield con-
trols on rent. But it is a pretty"
feeble - minded child who will
put his reliance on the govern-
ment in this matter, any more
than
prices.

It is a dead certainty that
the landlord section of the cap-
italist class is going to demand’
the same favors given the in-
dustrial monopolists. After all,
the government is equally well
the government . of -landlords
and mdus‘mahsts All mformed\

opinion agrees that rent con-'
trols are the next to go——&nd
in the’'not too distant future.

Unless we act now, we will
shortly be paying double and,
yes, in some cases triple, the
rent we are paying now. Some
of our readers may consider it
a simple matter for LABOR
ACTION to call for action, the
doing of which is something
far more difficult. But the pat-
tern of action is not so difficult
as it may appear. Of course, it
will require something more
elaborate and intensive than
the action of the Workers Par-
ty in Chicago. Yet, that is an
indication of what can be done.

Last week in this corner of
LABOR ACTION we discussed
the necessity of drganizing
Popular Price Control Commit-
tees composed of housewives
and union representatives. We
cited the formation of one such
body in Seattle. We tried to ex-
plain how the people in any
neighborhood can get together
to start the machinery of gen-

(Continued in editorial column, p. %)

Labor Action Forum in N. Y.
On the Palestine Situation

How does one answer the survivor
of Belsen who told the Anglo-Ameri-
can Committee investigator that if
he could not go to Palestine he pré-
ferred Hitler’s . death = chamber?
What is the role of Zionisih? To
what extent are Arab aspirations'
for independence to be regarded in
the light of the traditional Marxist
analysis of the colonial question?
How do Marxists view the question
of Jewish aspirations for a home-
land? "

These and a myriad, of other ques-
tions arise that indicate not only the
timeliness of the symposium on
“Palestine’” to be held in New York
on Stnday, November 17th, but the
extreme importance of a question to
which glib answers or indifference
must be shunned. This lecture, the
first in the series of Sunday Evening
Forums arranged by the Labor Ac-
tion School, will be held in the head-
quarters of the New York Local of
the Workers Party at 114 West 14th
Street. )

Albert ‘Gates, member of the edi-
torial boards of LABOR ACTION
and The New International, will de-
fend the view presented in the reso-

the Workers Party on this question.
Ed Findley will speak on behalf of
a counter-resolution he is presenting.
Both of these resolutions appear in
the current issue of the N. L.

Albert Gates argues in favor of
the right of immigration of the Jews
to whatever country. they may wigh
to go, including Palestine. However,
this resolution ‘opposes the aims of.
the Zionists as a reactjonary utopia.
It sees the central issue as the prob-
lem of the liberation of Palestine
from the rule of British imperial-
ism, and declares for the rule of
Palestine by a Constituent Assem-
bly based on majority rule.

Ed Findley, while arguing for the
right of self-determination of the
Jews through either cultural auton-
omy or through a territory of their
own, sees the solution of the Pales-
tinian question in the establishment
of a “bi-national state.” He proceeds
from the view that the rise of Hitler-
ism and the consequent anti-Semi-
tism make assimilation utopian.

On November 24th, the second
Sunday Evening Forum:will present

Gunther Reimann, author of “The
Vampire Economy,” on “The Fate

muon pnm_xatmal Gammtbee Mﬁwnmwm@m%ﬁim is. 50 cents.
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Landlords Want to Hike Rents - -

{Continued from page 1)

uine price control, combining it with wage
actions by the unions. Tenants' commit-
tees, as a function of the general Popular
Price Control Committee in the given city
or neighborhood, or as separate bodies,
can be as easily constituted.

Tenants’ committees are not a new
thing. During the thirties there were many
of them, preventing evictions and other-
wise protecting the “interests of tenants.

There are reports' today of tenants’ com- -

mittees in many" localities organized for

various special reasons. However, Seattle

housewives bucking the milk gouge, and a
scattered tenant or price committee here
and there cannot do the whole job, though
they can do much of it even on a local
‘scale. It is the kind of thing that must
have its counterpart in every community
—organized exactly as it was in Seattle:
a few housewives getting together, solicit-
ing and getting the support of the local
unions.

Nor should we wait until the rent swin-
dle hits us with full force. Rents have been
going up despite control! The dodges used
by landlords have been elaborately docu-
mented in newspapers, without a thing be-
ing done except the accasional, very occa-
sional arrest, of some picayune chiseller.
There is the dodge of renting at ceiling
price, but charging some outlandish sum
for a few battered sticks of furniture.
There is the dodge of putting a broken-
down cot in an apariment, and renting it
as a furnished apartment. There .is the
dodge of demanding a side payment, sized
according to what the landlord or renting
agent thinks he can extort. And there is
the outright steal of compeiling the tenant,
desperate for an apartment, to agree to
more than the ceiling price.

. To all of which can be added: poor
service, refusal to paint and repair and a
million other things with which every ten-
ant in the United States is fully acquaint-
ed. Well, not every tenant. The wealthy
may find it difficult to find the exact du-
plex swank apartment to fit their idle
selves, but a few dollars more or less for
rent or meat or clothes is of little concern
to them. We've yet to read of one of them
spending the night in a park, though the
newspapers have reported more than one

‘veteran, among others, doing just that.

Obviously, the problem of rent is inti-
mately linked with the housing problem
in general. The housing erisis has not im-
proved materially in the last year, it has
in fact grown worse in many instances.
Here, however, we wish to concern our-

selves only with rents. ‘

It is not something we can delay, lay
aside until rent controls, such as they are,
actually come off. The meat monopolists
had their way. The landlords will have
theirs. Now is the time to block them—by
organizing NOW, by involving our unions,
by getting together in committees that
can make it clear to the real estate inter-
ests that a boost in rent will not be tol-
erated. Unorganized buyers' resistance is
beginning to have an effect on prices. Or-
ganized action can accomplish infinitely
more!

And, specifically in the case of rent, a
threat to refuse to pay higher rents,
BACKED UP BY SOLID ORGANIZA-
TION, will go a long way toward cutting
the ground from under the real estate
profiteers. It will do more to impress the
government with the urgency of keeping
rent controls than a million vain appeals
to Congressmen, Senators or Cabinet of-
ficials!

Rank and- File Dissent in the CP

The Daily Worker, Stalinist organ, of

November 5 prints a long statement an-

nouncing the expulsion of eleven members
of the Prospect Branch of the Bronx Com-
munist Party. These eleven are accused,
as is the usual Stalinist procedure, of every
crime in the book: from “semi-Trotsky-
ism” to an “anti-party attitude.” They ap-
parently indulged in “leftist deviations”
4 la Ruth McKenney, Bruce Minton and
William Dunne, Stalinist leaders recently
expelled by the Foster leadership. These
eleven rank and filers apparently took se-
riously some of the “leftist” talk of the
Foster leadership and proceeded to pro-
pose genuine class struggle policies.

It seems likely that there are other in-
dividuals and little groups of members of
the American Stalinist party who have
similar illusions—they believe that it is
still possible to transform the rotten, total-

itarian Stalinist party into a genuine and
democratic revolutionary socialist organ-
ization. It is for this reason that occasional
expulsions are being announced by the CP.

And, more important, it is for this rea-
son that revolutionary socialists should
turn their attention to those rank and file
militants of the Stalinist party who, still
sincerely believing that they are part of a
Marxist movement, are seeking ways to
clarify their thinking and activity. Con-
trary to the fatalistic misconceptions
spread by tired ex-radicals, it is still pos-
sible, by sustained and patient work, to
win over groups of Stalinist workers to the
cause of revolutionary socialism. Many of
these Stalinist militants are now groping
toward political clarity and it is the task
of the members of the Workers Party and
the readers of LABOR ACTION to help
them reach it.

Humane Proposal from Notré Dame

The Catholic Church and Stalinist Rus-
sia are bitter enemies, as everyone knows,
but really not so far apart when it comes
to means of attaining their goals. This is
not surprising since both Catholicism and
Stalinism seek forms of society in which
small groups and cliques rule over the
“backward” or “heathen” mass of people.
Stalinism and Catholicism meet on the
field of totalitarian tactics and technique
in achieving their ends.

The Reverend John J. Cavanaugh, lead-
ing American Catholic and the president
of Notre Dame University, is a splendid
.specimen of the totalitarian Catholicism.
This learned Jesuit, addressing an-audi-

F T L L G 4 '.\_..-.:s i
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ence of 5000 in Oklahoma City, proposed

that the United States answer those na-
tions which deny the existence of God by
“sky-high piles of armaments and bigger
and better bombs.”

In his speech the Reverend Cavanaugh
was obviously .advocating an atomic war
against Russia. Catholic Missionaries used
to visit the Dark Continent and Asia with

fire and sword, to convert the natives; but

Cavanaugh wants to visit Russia with
Atom Bombs simultaneously to convert
and send them to Kingdom Come. Perhaps
the Reverend, together with Joseph Stalin,
should be isolated on the planet Mars, with
bibles and bombs to convert one another.

Stalinists

/in at AVC Meet

Chicago Progressive Group Shows Inadequacy in Convention Fight

By ROBERT SHERMAN

The American Veterans Commitiee
of the Chicago area has just com-
pleted its first convention. The Stalin-
ists reinforced their previous stran-
glehold on the local administration
by emerging completely ' victorious,
their slate winning every office, plus
the entire executive committee of
ten members, “This ‘was possible for
two reasons: the way the opposition
to the Stalinists functioned, and the
method of voting for officers and the
executive committee that the Stalin-
ists sgueezed through, namely, plu-
rality voting, rather than cumulative
voting, for which the opposition
fought, 'Interestingly enough, when
the Stalinists were in 'a minerity at
the national AVC convention in Des
Moines they fought for; cumulative
voting. Being in a majority here they
fought against it.

Opposing the Stalinists was the
Progressive Group, composed in the
main of sincere liberals who in the
entire pre-convention period seemed
to be acting out a play entitled, “How
Not to Fight the Stalinists.”

The sad but familiar pattern was
this. The Stalinists had been running
AVC into the ground. They tried to
tie 'their “line” around the neck of
the organization, even if it meant
choking it. Becoming aware of this, a
group organized itself into a Pro-
gressive Group. Being tender liber-

als they seemed to be organically in-
capable of tackling any of the issues
head on but confined themselves com-
pletely to characterizing the Stalin-
ist administration as inefficient.
There were innumerable examples
of where the Stalinists were subor-

‘dinating the interests of AVC to the

interests of their line. To cite just a

-few: they alfﬁ'liated AVC to the Chi-

cago Council of Labdr Veterans, a
Stalinist front organization which
functions with the Stalinist split off
from the regular Chicago Industrial
Union Council; they did no AVC
work among 'Negro veterans because,
and this from their own mouths, the
United Negro and Allied Veterans of
America, another Stalinist baby, was
taking' care of that; they deliberately
sabotaged the-fihetioning of AVC on
the Grace Hardy Defense Committee
dealing with terrorism against Ne-
groes because they weren't running
the show and organizations like the
Workers Party were involved. In the
individual chapters where the Stalin-
ists were in the saddle a policy of
avoiding growth was followed so as
to allow a firm consolidation of their
hold on chapters; in their chapters
meetings on Franco Spain were held.
speakers from the Chicago Star, a
Stalinist publication, were brought
down, entertainment by the American
Youth for Democracy was put on,
pro-Russian res?lulions were continu-
ally passed.

To all this our light-weight liber-
als flung the unequivocal accusation
of—inefficiency. The Stalinists on the
other hand immediately unleashed a
barrage of choice Moscow trial lan-
guage. Red-baiters, reactionaries, fi-
nanciers, agents of the National As-
sociation of Manufacturers, agents of
the American Legion, secret insidious
caucus, and last but not least, Trot-
skyites, were a few of the milder epi-
thets. The Progressive Group, as in-
ept al organization as at raising is-
sues, came tg the convention with its
illusions, looking like the outs try-
ing to get in.

The convention itself was a cut and
dried affiair. Everyone made speeches,
even the honorable Mayor Kelly. Out-

.gide of the question of voting yes or

no on the Illinois State bonus for
veterans (which cut factional lines
and on which the convention voted
no) no real issue hit the floor!

The issue of Stalinism is becoming
a burning problem inside the Amer-
ican Veterans Committee, and unless
solved on a constructive basis—which
means more than red-baiting or talk
of inefficiency—the organization will
be wrecked and the promising possi-
bilities it now has will never be re-
alized. Organization of the progres-
sive anti-Stalinist forces within the
AVC is a prime need; and such or-
ganization can look to Chicago for
a lesson in what not to do.

How to Pay for a Vet Bonus

The Vets Want One—And the Cost-Plus Guys Can Pay for It

By CHARLES STEWART

General Omar Bradley, at the re-
cent American Legion Convention
held in San Francisco lashed out at
advocates of restoring the cut in
subsistence to veterans in on-the-job
and apprenticeship training pro-
grams by saying that the veteran
was “not for sale.” He seemingly en-
dorsed the slogan of the American
Veterans Committee — “Citizens
first, veterans second.”

His interpretation of that slogah.
‘is not that basically the veterans’

aren’t a separate class and that their
problems, while special ones, could
not be solved apart from other work-
ing class problems. Oh no! Bradley’s
idea and now that he has _§};§,kell
~hands’ with the new, Commander of
the Legion, Griffith, perhaps the Le-
gion’s idea too—is that the veteran
be treated exactly like the eivilian—
no decent houses—no decent jobs—
no bonus—no adequate training or
subsistence.

The vet of World War II does not
belong as does the old guard of the
Legion to the upper 22 per cent in-

STUDS LONIGAN, by James T. Far-
“rell. Modern Library Giant. $1.25.

Reviewed by IRVING HOWE

Studs Lonigan is one of the most
terrifying novels written in America.
It is the culmination of that series
of bitter commentaries on American
life: which began at the turn of the
century when Jack London, Frank
Norris and Upton Sinclair, influenced
by the powerful naturalist tradition
of Europe, turned their attention to
the social inequities which made a
sham of all the talk about “the Amer-
ican dream.” This realist tradition in
American literature was continued by
Sinclair Lewis, Theodore Dreiser and
Sherwood Anderson —each in -their
different ways — until Farrell, in the
early thirties, wrote his lengthy study
of the life of a young man born in
the environment of the “shanty Irish”
in Chicago and eventually crushed
by t. With Farrell's detailed, remorse-
less and powerful Studs Lonigan, the
literary tradition in which he func-
tioned seems to have come to, frui-
tion in America; it has not been as
vital since,

Studs is a young boy when the
novel opens—a rather frail and quite
average chap brought up in a South
Side Chicago family where supersti-
tion and ignorance prevail. The fam-
ily is caught in the vice of conform-
ity: its every move, its every habit,
its every outlook, is determined for it
by what is “right,” by what is socially
accepted in its lower middle - class
environment. Studs, who feels in him-
self vague sensations of dissatisfac-
tion—feelings he is never to be able
to concretize, finds this family envi-
ronment stifling and escapes from it
to the Chicago streets. There he is
hardened and molded by the influ-
ence of the street gangs, the poolroom
ethics, the side-of-the-mouth moral-
ity. Studs is not really interested in

“many of the things he does with his

street friends: he has no particular
desire to taunt and beat up Jewish
lads; he has no particular desire to
go to whorehouses; he has no particu-

come bracket—he’s interested in se-
curity, decent housing and a good
job. He doesn’t want a handout, but
he does feel that in the face of high
living costs with subsistence cuts,
and few decent jobs available, he is
entitled to a half-way deeent break.
The vet has given anywhere from
2-to 5 years of his life fighting a
war. While he was away during
those best years of his life, the big
industrialists got plenty of guaran-
teed cost plus profits.

Had the veteran remained at home
he certainly would have made some
provision for training, amassing
“experience” and have a claim to a
decent job. It has been estimated
that a $1000 for every year in serv-
ice would equalize the monetary defi-
cit that the veteran incurred. This
of course does not even take into
account the psychological losses, the
shrapnel wounds, the amputations,
the malaria cases. What is wrong
then with the vets demanding and
getting such a “bonus”? It really
isn’t a bonus—it’s what’s coming to
them,

lar desire to listen to lascivious sto-
ries.

A LIFE OF DESPERATION

But he feels above all else the com-
pulsion to be *“one of the boys’—
above all else, to know himself ac-
ceptéd somewhere in this strange and
alien world; and so he goes along
with the gang, gradually becoming
coarsened to the point where he ac-
cepts it with hardly a murmur. In the
meantime, the depression comes:
Studs’ family is hit hard; he finds
great difficulty in getting a job; his
pathetic romance with a pale little
creature (whose great virtue in his
eyes is that she, perhaps alone in the
whole world, accepts him as a human
being of worth) is wrecked by pov-
erty and the fear of an unwanted
baby; and finally, Studs—by now
worn, his health undermined by ex-
cessive drinking and debauchery—
contracts pneumonia after a futile
job hunt and dies.

And there, Farrell {ells us, is the
ierminus of the American dream,

there the end of the life of a little

man who also wanted to taste some
joy and security before going to the
grave, This is life in America in the
late Twenties and the early Thirties:
a life of desperation and helplessness,
of chaos and dissolution bei?re the

IN LABOR ACTION:

It has been necessary to omit many

articles from this to make room for
the statement on unity (pages 4 and
5). In addition to 3;1 article analyzing
the elections by Emanuel Garrett, the
next issue will contain “The Woman
Question” by Susan Green and an-
other in the series on the West In-
dies by J. R. Johnson.

Who would and could pay for this?
The cost-plus guys—the same fel-
lows who take the bread and meat
out of the mouths of the workers by
their continued profiteering.

Some weeks ago the veterans from
Missouri organized a motorcade to
Jefferson, the state capital, and de-
manded the state bonus and that
the governor call a special session.
These veterans from Missouri don’t
scare easily — they have “ to be
shown.” Well, the governor, great
De-mo-crat that he is, “showed
them" the door.

It is not supposed that the veter-
ans would forget that—they certain-
ly would show it on election day if
they had a party to vote for. New
York’s Re-pub-li-can Dewey has a
$515,000,000 surplus slush fund built
up but he can’t afford a real bonus.
It’s about tige that the veterans let
themselves be heard in their organi-
zations. The AVC, the American Le-
gion, the Veterans of Foreign Wars

can't sidestep the bonus issue any '

more. The vets would like to see
some action on that score.

assault. of forces that are unidenti-
flable to Studs and therefore full of
terror for him.

One of the reasons for the essen-
tial success of this novel is that it
was written by a man who came
within a shade of falling into the pits
in which Sfuds could find no light.
Most first novels are usually auto-
biographical in a direct sense: a pain-
ful account of the painful assent to
maturity of the very sensitive young
man. Farrell was later to write in
this vein and, I think, with much less
success. But Studs Lonigan was writ-
ten with the advantage of its cre-
ator being able to establish a certain
distance from it, of being able to say:
“There, but for the grace of what-
you-will, go I.” And it is because of
that distance that he is able to write
with complete objectivity and an es-
sential though subterranean compas-
sion; he is able to allow the charac-
ters to develop according to the in-
ternal logic. of their own personali-
ties rather than as pitied objects of
manipulation. After a while one for-
gets Farrell altogether: the novel has
a compulsion, a direction, a move-
ment and an inexorability of its own.

WON'T FORGET IT

Many of the passages are rather
barren and dreary. Many of the indi-
vidual sections seem repetitious, But
the reader should understand that the
perceptivity of the novel derives from
its totality, unlike other novels,
where individual passages, paragraphs
and phrases bear more perceptivity
than the work as a whole.

For, whatever one’s ultimate judg-
ment of the value of Farrell's meth-
od or the significance of the philo-
sophical assumptions on which his
book is based, no one can deny its
unity and integration—and that is
why most readers acknowledge that
its impact after reading is somehow
greater than had previously seemed
possible. For it has a force and strikes
an imprint on the memory which
make it an ineradicable experience.

~

OFF TIMITS

THE STALINISTS WOO THE VET

Like the average militant worker, when the
veteran begins to think seriously about polities,
and the hypnotism of the Democratic and Repub-
lican parties wears off, he will often turn to the
Communist Party. For him the Communist Party
embodies that unclear but earnestly desired vision

‘of a better world usually summed up in the word

“socialism.”

Thanks to tradition, the anti-capitalist role
of the “Communists” in Europe, certain seeming-
ly progressive aspects of the CP program, and the
crude election propaganda with which the nation
was doused during the recent election campaign,
the Stalinists have been made to look like very
radical fellows.

And, indeed, on paper at least, it would seem
to be true. In their pamphlet “Who Ruptured
Our Duck?” they come out for the following im-
mediate demands: low cost housing, maintenance
of OPA rent ceilings, jobs for all, decent wages,
a 65 cent minimum wage, a permanent FEPC,
$25 a week unemployment compensation, a bonus,
cash terminal leave payment, abolition of the
draft, withdrawal of U. 8. troops from all coun-
tries except Germany and Japan, cessation of the
manufacture of atomic bombs, ete. The program
is certainly nothing startling but it is beyond that
of the capitalist: parties.

For the realization of this program the crea-
tion of a third party is proposed. The final objec-
tive is stated to be socialism.

That would seem to be a pretty progressive
program. It is—on paper. But that’s the program
for the sheep. What the program is in practice is”
entirely another matter. It can be clearly seen in
the events surrounding the recent Stalinist-led
occupation of the State Senate.chamber at Al-
bany, New York.

Seventy-two veterans demanded in this.demon-
stration that Governor Dewey call a special ses-

_sion of the legislature to appropriate $800,000,000

for desperately needed hbusing. Dewey naturally
refused. The veterans then lamely concluded the
demonstration by condemning Dewey and con-
gratulating Mead, Dewey’s Democratic opponent
for the governorship, “for his promise that if
elected he would use most of the $517,000,000
state surplus for veterans’ housing.”

OFFER MEAD IN PLACE OF DEWEY

Thus the veterans who had marched from the
railroad station chanting “No more promises, we
want homes” wound up supporting a promise—an
election promise, at that!—by Mead on behalf of
a party whose record on housing is not a whit
superior to that of the Republicans.

This policy of support to the Democratic
Party is a national one and is persisted in even
where the very much embarrassed candidates
repudiate the CP suppoit in the vilest terms.

In other words, for all its avowed turn to
socialism, guaranteed by the expulsion of the
“right-winger” Browder and the elevation of Fos-
ter to the party leadership, the CP today serves
as one of the props of one of the main capitalist
parties .of this country.

How did this come about?

Two facts have to be undérstood: (1) the CP
is mot a revolutionary socialist party, and (2) it
serves only the interests of the bureaucracy in
Russia. That is why it should be referred to as a
Stalinist Party and not as a Communist one.

Right mow the Russian bureaucrats, for all
their apparent bluster, are. interested in avoiding
war against Russia. To achieve this they will use
any forces of whatever character who may be op-
posed to current U. S. foreign policy or who are
less ferocious in their attitude toward Russia
than the rock-ribbed reactionaries. *

That is why they support persons like Pepper,
Ickes, or Wallace, and large sections of the Demo-
cratic Party. This explains their current anti-war
stand. They are not opposed to war; they are op-
posed to the U. S. waging it against Russia.
They're not opposed .to the use of the atomic
bomb; they’re opposed to its exclusive possession
by the United States. They are for the with-
drawal of United States troops from abroad—
but not of Russian troops. And so on....

For the welfare of the United States vet they
have very little interest. For them, their program
of immediate demands which has been drawn up
for the vet has nuisance value in mobilizing oppo-
sition to U. 8. foreign poliey in regard to Russia.
And little more,.

TOOL OF RUSSIAN BUREAUCRACY

The Stalinist Party is the tool of the Russian
bureaucracy. In the period of the Hitler-Stalin
pact the CP was opposed to the war. For the sol-
dier they raised the slogan, “The Yanks are not
coming!” -

. When Germany attacked Russia they over-
night became the most brazen patriots. Now that
the U. S. is orienting toward war with Russic
they are again in opposition. At no time have the
policies of the Stalinists served the interests of
the American worker.

They do not fight for socialism.

They fight for bureaueratic collectivism, whose
régime is as brutal as that of any capitalist one
which has ever existed.

"Kennst Du Das Land . .. ?"

Life in modern Germany as revealed by
Dr. Ernest Beutler, describing the recon-
struction of the house where the great poet
Goethe was born, which was destroyed dur-
ing three American air attacks:

“‘To get wood for the roof,’ he recalled,
‘we had to supply a belt for a band saw. To
get the belt we had to promise some cement
in exchange. To get the cement we had to
promise some wine. To get the wine we had
to promise to help the wine merchant find
an apartment. And we were able to find an
apartment because I knew of a woman who
had committed suicide because of an. SS
man,’

“At present the library roof is covered
with tar paper, but Gen. Joseph-Pierre
Koenig has promised to send tiles from the
French Zone.”

(New York Times, October 31, 1946)
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The DP’s of Europe - . Fbrgoﬂ‘en
Victims of a Rotting Society

By HENRY JUDD

STATEMENT OF COMMANDING OFFICER OF
572nd AAA AIR WARNING BATTALION, U. S.
ZONE, GERMANY:

“Displaced Persons (DP’s) will perform {hose
deeds and serve those interests we prefer. They will
serve, prepare meals, wash dishes, floors, windows,
latrines, dispose of garbage and perform other un-
skilled, disagreeable and toilsome tasks that we may
direct, They will perform those duties to our satis-
faction or we will throw them out and obtain Prison-
ers of War as laborers. They will not be permitted
to attend the 6:30 show ailthough there are adequate
seats. They will not eat at the table with American
soldiers, Girls will not enter the Enlisted Men's Club
except on Saturday evening. We are not concerned
with their entertainment. We are not running a nur-
sery. This is an army base. We are in charge and
want them to know it. DP’s will receive for their
basic 48 hours of service the standard wage rate of
120-150 marks a month. ($12-$15 per month—Editor.)
Furthermore, we expect them to do a full day’s work
in exchange for the food, clothing, sheiter and con-
siderate treatment extended them by the authorities.
Tell them to take the lead out of you know where,
or there will be some disagreeable changes taking
place TOUT DE SUITE.” -

In January, President Truman proposed that 3900
DP’s be admitted to the United States each month.
Actually, until October, the figure admiited each
month did not reach 1000.

The expression “Displaced Person” (DP) was first
created by the American military authorities. It was
a characteristically cold-blooded term, meant to apply
to those haunted and bewildered hundreds of thou-
sands whom the American armies drove before them
as they advanced into Germany. If has already become
one of the self-righteous myths of American benevo-
lent imperialism that only this country tried to han-
dle the DP problem in a humane way and did not
treat these people as cattle, With the exception of the
repatriation of the French prisohers of war—a com-
paratively simple problem—this is untrue.

The fact is that 2,885,000 person were repatriated
from the American zone in the eight months from
the war's end to January, 1946. A democratic repa-
triation in which these close to three millions would
have been prepared for a resumption of life in their
former countries, would have been economically fit-
ted out and readjusted for future work, or would
even have been given the elementary democratic
right to decide whether or not they wanted to return
to their native country—all this was ignored in the
haste to get rid of the DP's. Get them off our hands
was American policy. As any GI witness to the events
will readily relate, these victims of war and repres-
sion were herded off the American preserves and
dumped onto the hands of broken-down and unstable
governments.

THE DP PROBLEM IS STILL NOT SOLVED

Again, contrary to popular belief, the problem and
tragic plight.of the DP’s is still with-us: These jvic-
tims of capitalist social decline occupy an important
place on the agenda of the present General Assem-
bly of the United Nations. The end of UNRRA, sched-
uled for January 1, 1947, demands that concrete meas-
ures be taken, but it is unlikely that the UN will
provide anything buf temporary continuation of the
UNRRA camps and technigues. There are actually

-

three categories of DP’s today: those still remaining
in Germany who refuse to return to Russian-occupied
lands; the Jewish refugees; and the whole new cate-
gory of DG's (Displaced Germans) expelled from
lands long ago occupied by German settlers. Here are
the latest available facts on these three categories of
human beings, declared by society to be excess and
unwanted:

(1) The State Department, on ‘October 25, esti-
mated a total of 1,000,000 DP’s in Greater Germany—
700,000 located in UNRRA DP camps; 300,000 not in
camps. Half of this 1,000,000 total—532,000 to be exact
—are in the American occupied zones of Germany
and Austria. The other half are, scattered over the
remaining zones. By far the greatest group of these
—353,000—are Poles, the group on which the greatest
pressure to return home (to Stalin’s Polish stooge ré-
gime) -is now being put. Many Poles, convinced by
their experience that to remain in their present state
is to stagnate and sink lower, are reluctantly return-
ing to their occupied land. :

Their total possessions, aside from the clothing on
their backs, are food supplies for 60 days. In addition,
there are tens of thousands of homeless, hopeless peo-
ples from other lands under Russia’s heel—Latvians,
Lithuanians, Estonians, Slavs, Russians, etc. The Rus-
sian principle is, of course, that these people must
be returned to their lands, to swell Stalin’s supply of
available labor, The Russians state, in effect, “These
are our slaves. We want them back.” With the com-
ing collapse of UNRRA, will it be long before these
people are swept up in Stalin’s labor net?

THE PLIGHT OF EUROPE’'S JEWS

(2) UNRRA does not classify Jews as DP’s; but
rather as refugees. This false distinction is doubly
wrong since the bulk of DP’'s are actually refugees
from the Stalinist régimes of Eastern Europe, and
since the Jews of Germany, Poland and White Rus-
sia are certainly displaced persons without homes or
the prospect of absorption into economic-social life.
The exodus of Polish Jews to the UNRRA camps is
well known, and continues. During September a new
peak of 28,000 refugee Jews fieeing into the Amer-
ican occupation zone was reported. An all-time high
of 117,000 is now in the zone, hoping for a Palestinian
solution to their problem. Altogether, there are 143,-
000 Jews in Germany and 33,000 in the Austrian
UNRRA camps. One out of every five DP’s is a Jew,
constituting the group next in size to the Poles. The
plight of these people has often been described in
LABOR ACTION and we will not repeat it.

(3) Finally, there is the enormous, million-num-
bered category of the dispossessed Germans, thrown
out of Russian and Polish-seized German territeries
(approximately 6,000,000); plus 2,377,000 Germans
scheduled for expulsion from the Sudetenland; plus
many more hundreds of thousands expelled from Ru-
mania, Hungary and the Balkan countries. By June
of this year, 477,000 Sudetenland Germans alone had’
arrived in the American zone, three-fourths of them
women and children. To be more accurate, they were
dumped there, much as the 6,000,000 who were driven
out of their lands by the Russians and Poles.

In fact, there is little doubt that the fate of these
9,000,000 Germans—scattered at will about this de-
feated and economically destroyed land—constitutes,
in' the long run, the most extreme and greatest £x-
ample of the entire problem.

At the approaching discussion on the problem of
Europe’s DP's we will again have the opportunity
to see how little capitalism, along with Rugsian total-
itarianism, has to offer in the way of hope or relief
to these calegories of people.
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Nations Talk Disarmament
But Prepare for New War

By J. R. JOHNSON

Once more the slogan of disarmament is being
used to disguise the* preparations for war. The
debate at the Assembly of the United Nations is
a cynical and shameful farce. 1

Said Mr. Molotov: .

“The time has come to effect measures to carry
out a gemeral restriction of armaments....Dis-
armament will, indeed, respond to the pacifist
strivings of our peoples.” )

" Following after him Mr. Austin, representing
the United States, says

“The United States is prepared to coaperate
fully with all other members of the United Na-
tions in disarmament. It advocates effective safe-
guards by way of inspection and other means.”

We have called the debate a eynical, shameful
farce. It is more than that. It is an imposition
upon the good sense and patience of the people.
For, here, as always, each politician is for dis-
armament in general. But the moment you get
down to disarmament in particular, the lies and
excuses begin and the result is always—more
armament.

THE THREAT OF THE ATOMIC BOMB

Today humanity fears the atomic bomb as the
greatest destructive force that the world has ever
known. But the atomic bomb is the result of in-
dustrial processes, To disarm, to get rid of the
atom bomb in warfare, would require the
destruction of the mechanism by which atomie

. bombs are produced. That is ridiculous. For even

if it were destroyed, it could always be rebuilt.
Any fool knows that, and the capitalist politicians
are not fools. The whole debate about the atomie
bomb is one huge bluff, a transparent disguise of
the struggle for power. .

The United States has the bomb. Russia has
not got it yet. Whereupon Bernard Baruch in the
name of the U. S. proposes an international
atomic authority, an international system of in-
spection, punishment for those who break the reg-
ulations, and the gradual release of America’s
monopoly. :

WHAT IS BEHIND THE BARUCH PLAN?

This plan is fakery from beginning to end.
They talk about inspection. What they really
want to inspect is the amount and location of
raw material in Russia which can be used for the
construction of atomic energy. There are conflict-
ing reports. Nobody knows for certain. They want
to find out. Then will ¢ome “gradual” release of
the atomic secrets by the U. S. Who will decide
how “gradual” will be the release? With its fat
majority on all international bodies, U. 8. imperi-
alism will have the last word. And, in any case,
in a few years, Russia may possibly have an
atomie bomb, too.

But Russia? Russia’s proposal is for immediate
destruction of all atomic stock-piles, that is to say,
it aims a$ getting rid of America’s advantage.
But it wants no international inspection or pun-

ishment. Thus the Russians
hope to be able to catch up in
secret, once they have got rid
of America’s initial advan-
tage.

Each one of these gang-

sters knows the aims and
plans of the other. But each
keeps up a deafening propa-
ganda about its peace aims.
It is the universal distrust
and wrath of the people
which they fear. They led us
into World War I with talk
of peace, disarmament, war
to end war, democraey, and
all the old lies. They led us
into World War II with the
same slogans doctored to fit
new circumstances. Here they
are again with the same old
talk about peace and disarm-
ament. Unless the peoples of
the world rise and rid them-
selves of these greedy, mg-
nopolist cliques and install
workers’ governments, noth-
ing can save us from an-
other World War.
i Serious workers must also
explain to their fellow work-
ers the long and painful his-
tory of all this disarmament
talk.

There can be no disarma-
ment under imperialism. It
was the imperialist struggle
for colonies, spheres of influ-
ence and markets that caused
World War 1. It was the same rivalry that caused
World War II. Never was the imperialist rivalry
so sharp as it is today between the U. 8. and

- Russia. How then can there be any disarmament?

SOME HISTORY OF THE STRUGGLE

As far back as 1907, to fool the people in prep-
aration for World War I, the imperialist powers
held a conference at the Hague about disarma-
ment. Between 1907 and 1914 the armaments piled
up and exploded in the War of 1914,

The Congress of the Second International at
Copenhagen in 1910 was concerned with the drive
to'war. But all it could do was adopt a resolution
for compulsory courts of arbitration, and general
disarmament. In 1912 at Baisle they.adopted: &
resolution ecalling upon the workers to struggle
against war. But as we know, in 1914 they be-
trayed the struggle. And the whole discussion at
the Baisle Congress showed how timid and afraid
of revolutionary. struggle were these leaders.

It was Lenin during the war who pointed out
how hollow and deceptive was all this talk about
disarmament under capitalism. Said this great
leader of the workers:

" Only if peace is obtained through the pres-

sure exerted by the masses—and not through a
congpiracy of greedy diplomatists and reaction-
ary cliques after general exhaustion—will social-
wsm and democracy be able to assert their influ-
ence upon the conditions of peace and upon the
future constitution of Europe.” -

He denounced all ideas of the imperialists be-

ing able to disarm. The revolutionary workers
must seize the power.

“Only in that case ean our propaganda in fa-
vor of disarmament and the -extensive application
of arbitration and democratic organization of
military forces have the sphere of a pitiful and
unproductive illusion.”’ _ _

“" That 18" what all imperialist talk” about dis-
armament is—a pitiful and unproduective illusion.

IMPERIALIST BLUFFS CCNTINUE

The world struggle of the people did not con-
quer in 1918. But as soon as the war was over
the imperialists founded the League of Nations
and began the old bluff about courts of arbitra-
tion and universal disarmament. Lenin deseribed

(Continued on page 6)

Can an Authority of "Tough Mugs™ Bring Security to America's Writers?

James M. Cain Plan for Authors a Totalitarian Inspited Scheme

By ALBERT GATES

Several weeks ago, James M. Cain,
popular novelist and movie writer,
proposed a plan to protect the writer,
any writer, against unfair exploita-
tion at the hands of book publishers,
the movie and radio industries. Argu-
ing correctly that the writers are
annually cheated out of thousands of
dollars by these enterprises, the Cain
plan envisaged a new system of con-
trol over authors’ copyrights so that
they might always retain control
over their own creations. His plan,
however, has produced a sharp strug-
gle among writers and their various
organizations. The cause for the dis-
sension lies in the nature of the Cain
plan, which is essentially bureaucrat-
ic and contains within it dangers that
in some respects are as great as or
greater than the present evils which
confront the creative writer.

Cain proposed the establishment of
an “American Authors’ Authority.”
This Authority, according to the orig-
inal plan, would be presided over by
a committee of five “tough mugs."”
The committee would have complete
control over the copyrights of all
writers. All writers would be foreed
by the job control of the Authority
to join it and turn their copyrights
over to the cpmmittee; the chief force
of “compulsion”* over writers would
be the Screen Writers Guild in .Hol-
lywood. Once the Authority was ory
ganized and the Committee of Five
established, -the Authority itself
would have no visible control over
the activities of the ‘“tough mugs.”
The Committee of Five would oper-
ate with an “estimated one million
dollars” to be raised by a tax on the
licensing of copyrights and this fund
would be completely at its disposal
without the possibility of rank and
file supervision.

WHAT IS THE SET-UP?
What will be the means of estab-
lishing the Authority and Commit-

tee? In exchange for “protection,” all

writers would join the AAA and turn
their copyrights over to thq Commit-
tee. Each section of the Authors
League of America (there are four of
them) would selett one member of

e e T P e

the Authority Board and these four

would choose the fifth member 1o act

as chairman of the Committee. He

would be the supreme boss. He would

have the power to appoint represent-
atives of the AAA, lawyers, publicity

agents, and set salaries, determine

expenses, ete.

In this way, claim the advocates
of the AAA, the exploitation of writ-
ers by Hollywood, the radio industry
and the book publishers would be
ended; the writer would retain con-

F trol of  his
writings
through the
Authority and
remain in a
position to
earn money
constantly
from his or
ik her creative
James 1. Farrell work, Explain-
ing the reason for his own interest
in this problem, Cain cited the fact
that Hollywood grossed $13,000,000 on
three pictures based on his books
which it bought for only $45,000. In
this citation, Cain described a condi-
tion which is widespread and there is
no question but that something must
and can be done about protecting
the writer from exploitation by the
three main enterprises mentioned
above. :

“Why, then, the severe objections
from all quarters, the “right” and the
“left”? And why are the staunchest
supporters of the plan the Stalinist
writers, the organizations under their
control and their “action commit-
tees"? The answers to these ques-
tions lie in the essence of the plan
itself which has already been altered
sevéral times since it became sub-
ject to criticism. Under the blows of
many wrilers, the plan has been re-
vised to eliminate both the element
of force to be used against writers
and -the complete control of copy-
rights only by the Committee of
Five. It now proposed to create a
join trusteeship between the writers
and the Committee of “tough mugs.”
This “voluntary” change is an ex-
pression ‘of at lgast {two things: the
Stalinist nature and backing.of the

proposal, and the thoughtlessness in
the original conception of the plan.

THE PLAN’S CRITICS

The most trenchant eriticism made
of the plan comes from James T. Far-
rell, who is a writer most conscious
of the inequities which exist in the
writer-publisher relationship. Farrell
has written extensively on the com-
mercialization of writing in this coun-
try, the domination of the profit mo-
tive in book publishing and the ex-
ploitation of the writer. The basic
eriticism made by Farrell is that the
plan ‘proposed by Cain is anti-demo-
cratic, i.e, it is a bureaucratic plan
which would deprive the writer of
independence of action and thought
in the defense of his rights. Behind
this plan, he pointed out, stand the
Stalinists, whose interests in it flow
from their political aim of controlling
the writers of this country. In the
concrete circumstances, the Commit-
tee of Five would be controlled by
the Stalinists, or at worst they would
have a fifty-fifty relationship in it.
Knowledge of what Stalinist conirol
of thought and writing means indi-
cates what greal harm would be done
to creative writing in this country.

Farrell, as well as other writers,
points out that the Committee of
“tough mugs” saturated with Stalin-
ist ideology could manipulate writing
in this countiry to the advantage of
world and domestic Stalinism; it
could ‘initiate punitive measures
against anti-Stalinists. The reverse
would hold if reactionaries were in
control. Worst of all, by control of
the copyrights of authors, it would
attempt to create a totalitarian meld
for writers, thus sterilizing all crea-
tive talents. The attempt of Cain and
his supporters to describe the strug-
gle over the plans as a contest be-
tween progressives, i.e., the plan's ad-
vocates, and reactionaries and fas-
cists, the plan’s opponents, is an ex-
ample of the mode of thinking of the
sponsors of the plan.

But that is not all. The original
plan was endorsed by the Screen
Writers Guild, although it was “cre-
ated” at the top or, more precisely,
by Cain and the Guild lawyer, Morris

N

Cohen, a former partner of Maury
Maverick, Texas Democrat. Since
then the plan has been changed in
important respects. Were these
changes endorsed by the Guild or
discussed by it? Obviously not. The
Radio Writers Guild of Chicago ac-
cepted the plan “in principle” al-
though it did not see it or read it.

It merely acted on a report of the

plan. Its acceptance of the plan “in
principle” also means that it accepts
the changes made in it b§ Cain and
his associates, also without seeing the

‘plan.

The Stalinist writers in New York,
through their “action committee,”
have ' also adopted the unseen plan
and its changes without participating

in its drafting. At the New York
meeting called by the “action com-
mittee” (a Stalinist body), Cain spoke
in behalf of the plan in its revised
form. He did not read the plan be-
cause he did not even have it with
him. “They,” in Hollywood, were
making changes in it. Yet he called
upon the aundience fo accept a plan
they did not have before them and
to endorse all the changes made and
those contemplated without their
knowing anything about it!

In his letter to Elmer Rice, presi-
dent of the Authors League, urging
the rejection of the Cain plan, Far-
rell wrote:

“This plan has been sponsored by
the screen writers and the radio

Truman'’s Political

By MIKE STEVENS

Political developments in Kansas
City clearly indicate that the notori-
ous Pendergast machine has been res-
urrected and that the miracle man
behind this revival is none other than
the President of the United States,
Harry Truman.

Truman owes a lot to the Pender-
gast machine. The late Tom Pender-
gast started Truman on his political
.career. Pendergast controlled Mis-
souri politics with one of the most
notorious and crooked machines this
country has ever known when he
chose Truman for the Senate. Pen-
dergast merely pointed to Truman
and Truman was made a senator.

NEVER FORGET A FRIEND

Truman did not forget his bene-
factor. When Pendergast and 259 of
his henchmen were sent to jail in
1939, Truman stood up.in the U, S.
Senate and defended Pendergast and
the whole corrupt political machine.
The fact that evidence sky high was
public property at that time did not
stop Truman from trying to protect
Pendergast. )

When Truman was Vice-President
he used all his influence to push out

of office all those who had helped
cripple the Pendergast machine. Since
he became President, he has been
giving presidential pardons and re-
storing citizenship rights to those of
the Pendergast machine that had
been jailed. He has been doing this
for the past 15 months. But to avoid
public reaction, he does this very
carefully: He pardons only a few at
a time.

When Maurice Milligan came up
for reappointment as U. S. Attorney,
Truman made sure that the reap-
pointment was blocked. And the rea-
son for Truman’s objection to Milli-
gan is that Milligan was the prose-
cuting attorney that sent Pendergast
and his cohorts to jail.

MORE TO IT

All this may seem to be just a ma-
chine politician helping out a bunch
of old cronies for old times' sake and
as payment for old favors. This is
considered pretty legitimate among
capitalist politicians, and they do it
every day. But Truman has more
than that in mind when he gives
citizenship rights back to a group of
people who are experts at fraud, pre-
venting people from getting to the

writers. While they are the most
highly rewarded writers in America,
they are also the most unfree, While
it is true’that the screen writers and
the radio writers have struggled to
defend their economic interests, it is
not also true’that they have a good

record in the defense of rights of free

expression. They have very little free
expression in their own work., The
bureaucratic board of “tough guys”
“which they want is to be one which,
in the main, concern themselves with
monetary questions. The most impor-
‘tant money issues arising will be
those involving the motion picture
rights of book$, and concerning the
financial rewards from film and ra-
dio in general. These facts led me

strongly to fear that Mr. Cain's board
of “mugs” will be strongly influenced
by attitudes and conditions prevail-

. ing in the motion picture and radio

industries, and among the motion pic-~
ture and radio writers. The conditions
of their long servitude as hired writ-
ers causes me to feel alarmed lest
this board would also be too much a
Hollywood and radio board, and that

it would absorb the ideas that prevail

in these industries. Because of this
possibility, I am strongly fearful that
this board will not offer much hope
and promise for poorer and more in-
dependent writers, :

“In his article sponsoring this plan,
Mr. Cain did not offer any valid rea-

(Continued on page 6)

Gang in Missouri

polls, and stuffing the ballot boxes
with votes from ghost voters. Tru-
man is getting these people to revive
the old machine, because now it
would be Truman’s machine.

Truman intervened in the Demo-
cratie primaries in Missouri to purge
R. C. Slaughter, who was running for
Congress from the Fifth District.
Slaughter’s only virtue is that he was
against the Pendergast crowd. Tru-
man helped defeat Slaughter, and to
do it he had the organized and mo-
bilized strength of the old Boss Pen-
dergast machine. 'And this means a
crooked and rigged-up election. In
the primaries, the machine also won
the nominations for county judge and
prosecuting attorney. )

. Truman’s boys did so well that in
‘some precincts the opponents did not
get' a single vote. But in a few pre-
cincts there were signs that some of
the old Pendergast boys had gone
soft while in jail because when the
votes were counted the opposition
had as many as three and four votes.

GATHER EVIDENCE
The Kansas City Star, a newspaper

which has been in opposition to the:

Pendergast régime, has been doing

some investigating. It hired a group
of law students who interviewed
some 8,000 people to see how they
voted in the primaries. The reports
show that hundreds of people have
signed sworn affidavits that they
voted in precinets where their votes
were not counted, or that they did
not vote “at all and yet they are
checked off as having voted (for Tru-
man’s men, of course),

This evidence created enough of a
stir that the Governor of Missouri

. promised to investigate and take ac-

tion, the Election Board of Kansas
City carried on an investigation and
the Attorney General had his agents
gather evidence.

Not one of these individuals or -

agencies have come out and said that
Truman’s boys really won the elec-
tion. They can't do that because the
evidence is pretty damning against
the Truman - Pendergast crowd. But
neither have these individuals and
agencies arrested anybody or pub-
licly announced that the primary
election ‘'was dishonest and a fraud.
Because, after all, Truman is the
boss and they just can't go around
embarrassing the boss and expect o
keep their meal tickets,

W R
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LABOR ACTION

To the ConvenI'iOHOf the S ‘- VP

To the Delegates of the Conventon of the
Socialist Workers Party ' '
‘To all Members of the Socialist
Workers Party -

Dear Comrades:

The leadership of your party has finally taken a clear-cut stand
in opposition to the fusion of the Socialist Workers Party and the
Workers-Party into a united section of the Fourth International.
Its position is set forth in the statement by the Political Commit-
tee of the Socialist Workers Party, “Revolutionary Marxism or
Petty-Bourgeois Revisionism?” (SWP Internal Bulletin, August
1946.) ;

In this letter to you we intend to take up, point by point without
evasion or diplomacy, all the questions directly relating to unity
which are dealt with in the statement of your PC, as well as those
which it fails to deal with. We ask you to give patient attention
to this letter even though it is a long one. We feel no need to
apologize for its length, however, not only because the statement
of your PC is likewise extensive but because the problems involved
in the unity question are of the most vital importance for building
up in this country. and, indeed, throughout the world, a strong,
healthy, proletarian, democratic revolutionary Marxist movement.
Before 'we can seriously establish an attitude toward each other,
it is indispensable that we each know the positions of the other
on the fundamental questions involved. That requires a knowledge
of the positions, not as they are said to be, but as they actually
dre. Whatever the merits of your PC statement may be, it gives

us a welcome opportunity to state or restate the position of our
own party on all the important questions that relate to our pro-
posal for unity. ' )

The Trotskyist movement in the United States split into two
parts immediately after the national convention of the Socialist
Workers Party inh April, 1940. The two principal differences which
caused the split were, first, the slogan of “unconditional defense
of Russia” in the war, upheld by the then majority and rejected
by the Minority, and, second, the régime in the SWP which the
Minority criticized as bureaucratic conservatism.

. Rightly or wrongly—that is not the question at the moment;
we shall return to it later—the Minority was profoundly con-
vinced of the tremendous harm that would be inflicted upon the
movement by the exclusive presentation of the position of the
majority on the Russian question. It was just as much convinced
of the correctness of.its own position and the need of presenting
it to the radical working class public. That is why it insisted upon
the right of publishing an organ of its own, after the convention,
which while defending the party and its line in every sphere would
diverge from it on the question of defense of Russia. This demand,
while extraordinary, was not, however, unprecedented. The con-
vention majority rejected it.

Under ordinary circumstances and given a normal party
régime, the Minority would undoubtedly have submitted to the
decision of the Majority. However, the Minority believed that.the
circumstances were not ordinary and the party régime not nor-
mal. In its view, the avowedly exceptional demand which it made
was being converted by the Majority into a convenient pretext for
ridding itself of a substantial body of inconvenient and very em-
barrassing critics. The events that followed immediately after the
convention only served to confirm the opinion of the Minority.

A ,Bui'eaucratic- Demand'--_on Minority Group

. At the very first meeting of the PC after the convention—
after the newly elected National Committee had assigned the vari-
ous comrades of the Majority and Minority to their various posts
#and responsibilities—the Majority confronted the Minority with
a resolution which has no precedent whatsoever in the history of
our movement. To find its equal you must look in the annals not
of the early Stalinist movement but of the Stalinist movement in
its worst period. This resolution did not charge the Minority with
any overt act against the party, not even with any act of indiscip-
ineé, not even the violation .of the most insignificant rule or statute
‘of the party. The first part of the resolution of April 16, 1940,
provided “that the Committee accepts the convention decisions
and- obligates itself to carry them out in a disciplined manner.”
‘We.did. not vote for this resolution and we did not vote against it
—we abstained from the vote.

~ It is not necessary for us to justify our abstention here. You
may consider_that we were entirely wrong in abstalning. But who
can contest our inviolable right o have voted on this motion as we
. sdaw fit? Any member of the party at all times has the right to vote

' for or against a proposition or to abstain in the vote. If a majority
_can ot any time dictate to a minority that the latter must vote for-
any ‘proposition of the former, then obviously you no longer have

a party but a mechanical voting machine operated from above.

‘Yet, it was precisely this elementary right that was. :onhshdﬂ

by the majority at the same meeting of the PC. The second part of
“the resolution it submitted provided that anyone who fails to vote
“for," .is automatically suspended from all party posts and rights
.in such..q. manner -as o make the "suspension™ equivalent; to all

» 2. ihtents and purposes, to an expulsion—an expulsion or “'suspension™

‘without so much as a trial or hearing! And inasmuch as the Minority
in the PC failed to vote "for" the first proposition it was declared
automatically suspended from all posts and rights in the party. The
same procedure was immediately practiced against all the support-
ers of the Minority in the party branches. The SWP was effectively
split: '

Have you ever heard of such a procedure in all the history of

our movement? Have you even ever been told by the party leader--

ship that this is the procedure it followed toward the Minority
in 19407 You know the answer to both questions. The first part of
the, infamous resolution was finally’ made public by the SWP
leadership in the introduction to Trotsky’s “In Defense of Marx-
ism” by Hansen and Warde. Why did they stop with the first
part? Why didn’t they make public the text of the second part in
that introduction? Why has it never been made public anywhere
else? Does your leadership feel a sense of shame at this blatant
aping of the Stalinist principle that the price of membership in
the party is a vote “for”? Does it feel that the publication of the
second part of the resolution would give a truer picture of how
the split in 1940 actually came about? That its publication would
help dispel many of the legends which it has woven around the
circumstances of the split?

Your PC statement speaks at great length about the 1940°

split. Why does it not give all the facts? Why does it not quote
from its April 16, 1940 resolution, or even tefer to it? He who does

not have the whole of the relevant facts cannot reach the whole

An Indictment of the Cannon Regime .

© Why was the Minority so insistent in its proposal that, if de-
feated at the convention, it have the right to publish a periodical
of the kind we have described? In a letter of February 20, 1940,
to the Cleveland conference of -the opposition Comrade Trotsky
wrote-us that “the future Minority can ask for certain reason-
able guarantees for its ideological existence and we believe that
the future Majority should grant these reasonable guarantees in
order to prevent a premature and not unavoidable split.” The
difficulty, however, lay in the fact that the Minority believed that
the presentation of its point of view on the vital question of the
Russian defense slogan to the radiecal working class public was
necessary in order to moderate the disastrous consequences of
the Majority position on this question; that only in that way
could the Minority remain loyal to its ideas and the interests: of
the working class and thereby to the Fourth International itself.
But not only that. The trouble lay.-further in the fact that the
Majority not only offered no “reasonable guarantees,” but that
our bitter experience during the disputé in the party had already
xremoved any grounds that we may have had for placing confidence

" in any “guarantees” of genuine party democracy that the Ma-

‘jority might give us. The reason for this conclusion cannot be
better stated than by quoting from a document issued by the
Minority on March 9, 1940: . ,

~ "Is there ﬂl_e slightest ground for believ.'lng that the Cannonites
would grant us, if we prove to be in the minority at the conven-

‘ ‘tion, those 'reasonable guarantees for ideoclogical existence' of

which Trotsky speaks? For what reason should any party member
place the slightest confidence in the loyalty or in the adherence to
the principles of party democracy of the Cannon clique? (1) It
sought at the very beginning to prevent a discussion entirely, calling
it a 'luxury we cannot afford.’ (2) When it was finally compelled to
open a discussion, Cannon moved that it be confined to one mem.
bership meeting of the New York local. (3) Although the last Politi-
cal Committee meeting steam-rollered through o motion ‘recom-
mending’ another discussion-debate membership meeting of the New
York local (we proposed to refer the question to the City Commit-
tee, whose record in organizing the fullest and most democratic
discussion is flawless, and which has since organized the meeting
‘recommended’ by the PC), the same Cannonite PC has never voted
to 'recommend' the holding of a discussion-debate membership
meeting of the Minneapolis or Flint locals. Just the contrary. The
Cannonite confrolled Michigan-Ohio District Committee has just

sabotaged to. death the district membership meeting at which offi-

:iq_l representatives: of the fwo groups were to debate before the

of a.relevant judgment. Demand that the resolution be made
available to you in full! You are entitled to it. .

We have already spoken of the two main causes of the split.
But it was the April 16, 1940 resolution wHich actually precipi-
tated the split. The plan of the Majority to get rid of the critics
of the party régime was clearly evident before then. The course
and tone of the Majority veflected a predetermined line for our
expulsion. This required no special perspicacity on our part to
anticipate an attempt to get rid of us on one pretext or another,
although, we admit, we did not anticipate that the measure would
take such an outrageous form. We have no desire, therefore, to
conceal the fact that we prepared for any eventuality so that no
measure taken against us would eatch us by surprise. Neverthe-
less, it must be emphasized that this effective expulsion of the

Minority took place without any charge whatsoever of indiscip-

line; that it took place before we had published the first issue of

LABOR ACTION; that it took place before we published the first

issue of THE NEW INTERNATIONAL under our own auspices.
Our expulsion was clearly the result of a plan to get rid of critics
of the party régime on one flimsy pretext or another. oo

. As we saw it, and as we said at that time, an expulsion or split

©of the party should -have and could have been averted if the
»Majority. had been genminely and intelligently concerned with
maintaining unity. That is the case even if every characteriza:
tion of the Minority held true—that it was “petty bourgeois,”

ete.

g Tk
During the Brest-Litovsk period of the Russian Revolution,

the so-called Left Communists, headed by Bukharin, Radek and
others, published their ‘own independent press and attacked the
party and its leadership in the most violent and unrestrained
terms. That was at a time when the fate of the revolution literally
‘hung by a hair. 'Lenin characterized the Left Communists as
“petty bourgeois phrase mongers” and the like. He had good
grounds for this designation. They formed a bloe, for all practical
purposes, with the Left S. R.s, a non-Marxist, petty bourgeois
current. He spared them as little as they spared him, but he pro-
posed no organizational measures sgainst the clear violation of
the party statutes by the Left Communists. He did not propose a
formal banning of their independent press and party committees.
Although not an advocate of unity-at-all-costs, Lenin was sin-
cerely and wisely concerned with unity. He had confidence in the
power of his own views, confidence that they would persuade at
least the bulk of the Left Communists in good time. When Buk-
harin refused to serve on the Central Committee because of the
differences, Lenin insisted that he remain g member, right in the
face of the fact that Bukharin had set up a “rvial” press and
“rival” party committees. Before too long not only did Lenin’s
views triumph but his method triumphed as well. The breach was
healed; party unity was restored; the crisis was overcome with
a minimum of damage.

Naturally, ‘the situation in the SWP in 1940 was not identical
with that of the Bolshevik Party in 1918. Everything must be
examined with due regard for the differences in proportion. But if
anything, Lenin’s method was even more clearly indicated for
1940 'in the United States than for 1918 in Russia. The fate of
the revolution in the United States did not hang by a hair in 1940!

v

Voungstown-C!éve_lund-Toiedo-Defriof-Flini membership. (4) The In- '

ternal Bulletins have been progressively 'weighted' against the
Minority's documents and articles, especially in the latest issues,
Now the Bulletin is, in effect, completely suspended. (5) The Social-
ist Appeal was denied to the Minority in the pre-convention period
on purely Stalinist grounds. Instead of a discussion in its columns,
the Cannonites haye devoted themselves in editorials and articles
, Yo a dirty, insinuatory, underhanded and disloyal polemic against
us without our haying the opportunity to reply. (6) A petty, typi-
cally Stalinist censorship of articles has been introduced against the
Minority in the Appeal, specifically against the column of Comrade
MacDonald who was not even allowed to quote the official Stalinist
statement that the Kremlin does not aim to Sovietize Finland.
(7) Even the New International was closed to the Minority, on the
most hypocritical and demagogical grounds. The last issue was
filled with the Cannonite position without a word appearing from
our side, At the last minute, a decision is made to make the coming
issue of the New International a ‘discussion’ number, which will
appear just in time to greet the delegates after they have been
elected. In this 'model’ discussion number, at least two-thirds of the
space is o be given the Majority position. This decision is presented
as a 'concession’ to the Minority. Fraudylent claim! Its purpose is
not the preservation of the democratic rights of the Minorii'y. but
the preparation of the split. On the eve of driving us out of the
party. the Cannonites are 'preparing the sympathizers’ of the party
by making public, among other documents, Trotsky's fierce attack
on the Minority, 'From a Scratch to the Danger of Gangrene.' Trot-
sky's authority and prestige are being used in the hope of 'dis-
crediting’ the Minority, of psychologizing the party sympathizers
into accepting the already-prepared expulsions.

"Who can seriously ask the Minority to place the slightest con-
fidence in the Cannonites after this? What are the 'reasonable’
guqruniqe"n they offer? Their reply to our resolution on Party Unity
simply does not offéer nay. Trotsky speaks of the ‘exceptional' situ.
ation. Cannon replies: Submit and shut up!

"That is one of the main reasons why the Minority insists on
the right of either group, if it is not victorious at the convention, to
publish a political organ if it sa desires.”

No, we did not contend then and we do not say now that the
regular statutes of the party provide for the issuance of any pub-
lic organs by a Minority of the party. Statutes, however, do not
sexist as an-end in themselves. They should bé enforced, at all
times, but enforced intelligently and ‘always with an eye to the

that it was “yielding to the pressure of bourgeois public opinion,},

best interests of the party. To grant any group of comrades the

right to a public organ of its own and every time it decides that
it wants one, merely in order to try to preserve party unity or
some measure of party unity, in contrast to a-definitive split,’
would obviously be absurd. We take no such position and we'’
never did. It is necessary to weight the choices with the" most:
serupulous objectivity. | l

To go by the pure party statutes in' a case where a Mi_nm:ity'
insists on its special demand and the Majority rigidly. insists
upon the letter of the statutes, obviously means a definitive. split,

probably of long duration. Obviously, this is an evil. To yield on .

the formal aspects-of the statutes™in the same case .certainly
means a loosening of the party cords. Here too obviously there
is an evil. But such a loosening may, given a wise and politically
self-confident majority, avoid a complete disruption of those
bonds and lay the basis for re-examining them at an early stage.
The weighing of the two must be undertaken in order to arrive
at a serupulous decision on which is the greater evil and which
is the lesser.

Can any serious and objective comrade say now—especially
now in the light of the six years development of the two groups—
that the 1940 majority arrived at a scrupulously objective de-
cision? On the one side there was a decision which could have
healed the breach in a round-about and even painful way; on the
other side was the split of the Trotskyist movement into almost
two equal parts. Surely, you cannot deceive yourselves into really
believing that the Minority was composed of “worthless petty-
bourgeois scum.” Naturally, we had some petty-bourgeois riff-raff
in our ranks. Eevry minority that launches a fight against, among’
other things, bureaucratism attracts to its side a certain amount
of petty-bourgeois or dilettante camp followers. Whoever knows
the history of the Trotskyist struggle against Stalinist bureau-
cracy knows this to be a fact. We get rid of these canip followers
without much difficulty. But' the overwhelming bulk of the Mi-
nority was made up of devoted revolutionists, capable of enduring
struggle against the class enemy and for revolutionary socialist
principles; it was made up of comrades who played no’'small role in
founding and building up the Trotskyist movement in this coun-
try and elsewhere and in acting as its most loyal and not least
competent defenders. It had the support of what your PC now
acknowledges to have been almost 50 per cent of the party—and
even a greater percentage of the youth, a support which it was
not easy to gain in the face of the great authority enjoyed by our
only real.opponent, Comrade Trotsky. Faced with a choice of try-
ing to retain unity with this considerable and important section
.of the Trotskyist movement, on the one hand, and ‘a split with
“a line of blood between us,” as your leader said, on the other
hand, the Majority did not hesitate. It decided on the cold, cal-
culated split.

. Those are the facts of the split, for which we are ready to
take our share of the responsibility, even though it is now a more
or less outlived question—but only our share.

- ‘What was ‘the ‘course of 'the two parties and their réespective
leadérships after-the split? We did’ not’concedl our ‘old differences

~with the SWP. We did not artifically create new-oties, nor did we
artifically ‘suppress those ‘néw 'differences o# ' extensions:‘of old

differences which: arose in:the course of the clasd ‘struggle. We
sought at all times t6¢ engage-your party representatives in public

~diseussion; without, it is true, niuch'suceess. With 'due regard for

loyalty:in debate, such as we'always insist upoft in''6ut ownt inner

.party discussions, éur-polemies against your patrty position' were

often very lively and even bitter. Yet, at all times, we sought to
maintain a fraternal -attitude. toward the. SWP, as an .organiza-
tion. of the Fourth International: Regardless.of how' you:judge
the practical expediency of our proposals, you .must know that
we repeatedly proposed to your party leadership practical col-
laboration and united fronts on one question after another even
though nine times out of ten your leadership did not find it neces-
sary so much as to reply to our proposals. We never engaged in
picayune maneuvers or cheap diplomacy toward the SWP. We
never concealed our views or our criticisms, and all our proposals
for united activity, be it in the Minneapolis case, the fight for
second class rights of THE MILITANT or. a dozen other cases,
were forthright and unequivocal. We bent over backward to
avoid the intensification of a hostile relationship between the mem-
bers of the two parties.

Your party leadership took the opposite course. It-tried to
ignore our existence altogether, but. without much success. It
studiously ignored every proposal for collaboration as much as it
possibly could. It sought (and still does seek) to create the most
.bitterly hostile personal .attitude between its membership and
ours. For all practical purposes it instigated and encouraged the
odious system; of “non-fraternization” between comrades of the
SWP and of the WP. It felt so unsure of its own ideas and of the
“infectiqusness” of our ‘jdeas for any SWP comrade who. came
in contact with them, that it left few stones unturned tp prewent
such contact. Apprehension ‘that such fraternal contact would
cause a reconsideration of the split and the differencesq' that caused

‘it, also prompted thé SWP leadership to pursue this course of
deepening the hostility toward the WP.' il

. At the October, 1941, Plenum conference, of the SWP, in pur-
suance of the same course, which we readily. acknowledge has
been a consistent one, your leadership adopted a resolution de-
claring that the condition 'for winning the Stalinist workers or
any other group of workers “is-the prohibition (!) in our own
ranks of any sentiment of conciliation toward the degenerated
petty burgeois clique of Shachtman and company.” Where did
your leadership borrow the language and method embodied in the
phrase “prohibition of any sentiment of conciliation?”, Where did
it borrow the méthod which resulted, only recently, in bringing
four young New York comrades up on’charges for the erime of

“fraternizing” with members of the Workers Party? It is only-

where ideas are weak and hard to defend that their proponents
find it necessary to resort to “prohibitions” against ideas which
are strong and easy to defend. . y

New Minority in the SWP Fights for Unity

The -attitude of your leadership toward a posgible reunifica-
tion, which has not varied in any respect from.the-day of the
split down to the present day, was expressed with brutal candor
by your party leader.in his article of January, 1945 (SWP In-
ternal Bulletin, April 1945, p. 19) : i :

"If we keep thinking without stopping half-way we must recog-
nize that our estimate inexorably leads us either (1) toward recon-
ciliation and unity, or (2) toward a deepening of the split. The dis-
cussion is not completed until that question is decided and reasons
given for the decision. ! <

"We, oh our part, assume that the course toward deepening. of

the split is ‘necessary and correct; sur attitude flows from 'Ihuf'.'f'

The apnduct of the SWP leadership throughout the past year
and a quarter since the question of reunification was first
raised can be understood—and all its maneuvers, evasions and
diplomatie tricks ean be understood—only if you understand the
real line of the SWP leadership 28 expressed in the above for-
mula; “The course toward deepening the split is necessary and
correct; our attitude flows from that.” .

All the letters sent us on the unity question by the SWP lead-

ership, all the motions and resolutions it adopted on that ques-"

tion, the two discussion meetings in which it engaged with us—
all these, from start to finish, were nothing but “tactical maneuv-
ers” chlculated to serve “the course toward deepening,the split.”
This is not hard to demonstrate. Y,

_The initiative in reopening the question of unity between the
two parties was taken more than a year ago by the SWP Minority
led by Comrades Goldman and Morrow. The proposal to take so
much as the first steps toward eventual unity was harshly and
promptly rejected by the party leadership. In his speech té the
New York SWP on July 25, 1945, Cannon dealt the proposal the
following categorical rebuff: : i A5 L e

"The propesal for ‘'unity with the Shachimanites'ds no¥ a'coh-
crete and realistic proposition for our party at the present time.
The attitude of the Shachtmanites—an attitude which springs from
political considerations—rules it out. And the formula o\éﬂue Minor-
ity is especially inept, untimely and unrealistic.” (S
Bulletin, August 1945, p. 25.) ) L

The Detroit plenary meeting of the National Committee of the
WP reacted quite differently to the initiative taken by the SWP
Minority. Without diplomacy or evasions or equivocations, it
adopted by unanimous vote a resolution in favor of discussing
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the question of unity with the SWP. In doing so, it did not find -

it necessary to do violence to any position it had taken in the
past.

Why not? What had changed? The resolution of our National
Committee declared frankly that “our estimate and criticism of
the official régime maintained by the representatives of the Ma-
jority in the SWP has not been changed.” But, as we reminded
you before, it was not the question of the régime in the SWP, or
rather not that alone, that caused the split in 1940. The question
of the régime assumed decisive importance in causing the 1940
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split only in connection with the vital important political question
“of the 'active propagation of the slogan of. unconditional .defense
of Russia in the war. As has been indicated above, the Minority
would have been quite prepared to subordinate itself without
question even to that régime, which. it characterized. as bureau-
“eratie) of ‘the political“question At isstie was an “ordinary” one,
onie' that did not’have in its eyes the detisive importance of the
Russian question. What was new in the middle.of 1945 was pre-
cisely .the fact that the slogan of unconditional défensd no longer
.-had_the.same. decisive significance so *ar .as the: SWP ‘was con-

.. cerned—at least that is- how -it.appeared te-be formally. Our

. resolution. took note of this fact when it-saids:'n - © Lasit
"*The principal ‘ground’ given in the resolution . [qfﬂu sSwp

Mingrity) for unification of the two parties_js _thgt the main, politi-

cal question in dispute in 1939-40, which led to the split in #he SWP

and the formation of the WP, namely, the difference over the slogan

of ‘unconditional defense of the Soviet Union,' is today no longer
as acute and topical as it was when the dispute first arose; and
that the two parties today have o similar position on the main

task in Europe, namely, defense of the European revelution from the

threat of Stalinism and Anglo-American imperialism.

"(2) The National Committee also takes note of the fact that
the SWP itself has officially taken the view that the slogan of
‘unconditional defense of the Soviet Union' does not, at the present
time, occupy the prominent pesition it was given at the beginning
of the war, that it has receded into the background."

At the same time that we noted the diminution in the antago-
nism between the two positions, we also noted, with ‘the same
frankness that has ‘characterized' our ‘conduct throlighout this
whole question, that .

"...We still_have important differences with the SWP. on a
number .of political and theoretical questionsi Howevar, the range
of dhese differences does not go'beyond: what Is permissibleé’ within

~the ranks of a single revolutionary party.”

Consistent with the above, our resolution concluded that

_"...The interests of uniting the Fourth lnternatienalists in the

" United States on a sound foundation are more important than the
regime in the SWP. vt ] ;

. ''(5) The Workers Party is therefore prepared fo discuss the
question of unity with the Socialist Workers Party." T 2

In the face of this clear-cut resolution, which we immediately
communicated to the SWP, its leadership could no longer evade
formal measures—or, more accurately, -formal and empty ges-
tures—in response to the initiative of the SWP Minority and the
support given it by the ‘Workers Party. It opened the door to a
“discussion” of the unity question by a thin little crack only in
order to slam it all the tighter when it seemed convenient to do
s0, only in order to “deepen the split.”” When you see how this was
done, you will understand that the latest statement of your PC
against unity is a dccumeng of such political hypoerisy, misrep-
resentation and malice as has few equals in the history of the
movement. '

How They "Opened the Door"'.t'o Unity

After the receipt of our resolution, your PC wrote us its first,
letter on the question. It boiled down to the following: It is in
favor of discussing the question of unity; it would like to hear
from us “more precjsely and more concretely” our view of “how
the unification should be brought about and what form it should
take”; it would like to know if we would abide, in the united.

party, by the principle of subordination of a minority to a

majority; and it would like to have some assurances that the unity
would be serious and durable and would not be followed by an-
other split. :

Was your PC aware then, as it is now, of the theoretical and
political differences between us and the SWP? Of course! Aware
of every single one of them! Aware of the depth and scope and sig-
nificance of every single one of them! They know our positions
from our press and our political documents which they carefully
read, and they knew them then. They have known them so well
all through the past six years that they have repeatedly attacked
them and dissociated themselves from them—rightly or wrongly,
ably or badly. If this is true, and it cannot but be true, it is de-
cisively important to bear the following poeint in mind:

Knowing these differences, knowing their significance and,
what is no less important, knowing that we had no intention of
abandoning our positions merely upon request, your PC neverthe-

did not takethe position that the theoiefical and political differ-
ences between us are of such a nature as'to’ preclude, “automati-
cally 4nd in advance, the possibility of unity: Tt was not the
theoretical and. political positions of the. WP that concerned it in

. the contemplated discussion, that constituted a question ‘mark in

its mind, that constituted the possible obstacle of unification. Not
at all. There is no indication of that. All ‘they. were. concerned
with learning Arom us in the discussion was whether or mot we
!1ad such practical proposals to make for unification as would,
11;) 1I;he eyes of your PC, make the unification passible and desir-
able. '

This is further confirmed in the speech to the New York SWP
on September 2, 1945, in which Cannon, speaking for the PC
declared: _ ' k

"But now, when the Shachtmanites write us a letter and say that
they want to discuss unity, and that the very basis upon which they
justified their split for five years—the kind of a party we.have,
our so-called 'regime’—could be subordinated; then the PC could
not do otherwise than say: Very well, we will examine your propo-
sitions; we will discuss unity with you.

"Are we for unity, Goldman demands, or against unity? We say,
we will see. We will see what develops from this sudden changé n;
position of the .Shachtmanites after five years. If it is sincere,<if it

less considered it possible to open up discussions with us on the , represents a real change toward us,and atreally.serious and: honest

question of unity. e e
" What is the meaning of this? It.clearly means that.your PC
o :

.+ GRProach, toward .reunification. on:the .basis. they rejected before,

we will reexamine it closely before giving a definite answer, That

r
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ACTION

‘What Are the Facts on Unit

is the only attitude the party leadership can take at this stage of
the developments.” (SWP Interngl Bulletin, September 1945, p. 18.)
Read this twice over, Compare it with the latest statement of
your: PC. which so categorically. rejects unity with the Workers
Party, ‘Why is unity rejected in this statement? Becau.se the WP
. holds a.position on agwhole series .of. bheoretical-and_ p_ohlslca} ques-
tions, the sum of which makes it a “petty bourgems: organization
both.in,its composition and: the class roots of its ideology” and
. therefore .incompatible with membership in the Fourth Inter-

.national or.any of its seetions. .. .. .1 _

It is: simply necessary: to’ ask: When'.did your PC discover all
this? Only a few 'weeks ago—or has it known this horrible ieet
all along?: Has it knowp it ‘at least since it received our resolutlen
in favor of discussidn of unification more than a year ago? We will
not belabor the obvious. Our position and our activity in the past
six years is not a recent discovery by your PC. We have not can-
celled out this activity in the last few months nor have we liqui-
dated our theoretical and political positions in that time. Is it not
clear that the reasons mow given by your leadership for the un-
desirability and impossibiliby of unity were likewise present a_nd
known a year ago? If these reasqns are valid now as conclusive

Cannon’s{“‘ Duplicity in the Negotiations

The answers to our questigns are obvious and: annihilating.
Ostensibly your leadership was ready to discuss unity with us
only for the purpose of learning whether it was practically feas-
ible:' Actually, your leadership was ready to discuss unity a year
ago only for th,e["_pulrpose of  going’ through the motions, enly for
the purpose: of warding off theghrgss:u_re for unity which was
growing inside the SWP and throughout the Fourth International.
In other words, only bs a deceitful maneuver. L

_'1s further confirmation . of this utterly obvious fact required?

arguments against unification, they were, they must have been,
just as valid a year ago and more. If your PC is so categorical
against unity now, why was it not just as categorical a year ago?
Our “betrayal” of Russia does not date from yesterday but from
1040, Our “crime” of “splitting” was not committed in the last
year but more than six years ago. Our “betrayal” of China (and
India and half of the rest of the world) is a “crime” of long and
well-known standing. Our alleged abandonment of the revolution-

“ary socialist perspective in Europe is not something new, is not -

something recently dug up by the archeologists of your PC. The
same holds true of all of the other sins listed to demonstrate the
impossibility of fusion.

" Why, then, we repeat, was your PC ready to sit down to dis-
cuss the guestion of unity with us a year ago, but now finds it
absolutely excluded from the stindpoint of revolutionary Marx-
ism? Why did Cannon a year ago find it impossible -to answer
Goldman’s question as to whether he was for unity or against it,
and replied instead: “We will see”? What was there to see a year
ago? Our theoretical and political positions? Our recerd of activi-
ties during the war? They were already"‘“‘seen,” your leadership
knew exactly what they were,

not and were not so stupid as to think of opening up on the morning
after the unity a factional fight, let alone planning a split, if for
no ‘other reason than that such a plan would irretrievably discredit
its authors.

What more could we offer as assurance of the possibility and
desirability of unity and of our seriousness. with regard to it?

‘What more could be asked of us?

..Did your representatives, upon hearing this specific and con-’
crete program of proposals, state or even suggest or even hint

The two conferences between the representatives of your PC ' .that these proposals had no importance? That what stood in the

and ours, held in September, 1945, proyided further confirmation.
At no time during these conferences did your repréesentatives ask
us to state the political and theoretical differences we have with
the SWP. Why should they? They knew them then as well as
they know them now. At no time did the representatives of your
PC so much as hint that what stood or might stand in the way
of an eventual unity was the position that we had taken on the
theoretical and political questions in dispute. At no time did your
representatives suggest even in the remotest way that they con-
sidered us a group or tendency whose political and theoretical
positions or activities in the class struggle made unity impossible
or undesirable. We repeat, at no time!

What was discussed at these conferences? Almost at the very
beginning your representative, Cannon, said and repeated: “We
can consider the differences frozen.” That is, the differences be-
tween the two parties are known; in the united party they may
eventually be reconciled or take different forms, but right now
it is pointless 4o, discuss them inasmuch as there is;no practical
possibility of either side convin¢ing the other of the correctness
of its ‘position—“the différences are frozen.” ' %

We agreed with this formula unhesitatingly. . _

i+ What was discussed, and what the SWP representatives asked
s ‘to present, was our ‘concrete program of proposals for effectu-

¢ “ating ‘the unity. xef e o 5 ' ' ) t
‘' Cannon's first question dealt not with differences but with our

/""" koncept bf how the national commiittee of, the united party would
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. be constructed, the proportion of séats alloted to each grouping; "
Tete.” ' ; . !
“The SWP representatives made no proposals—concrete or gen- .
eral. We did. What were our proposals? We acknowledged out of
hand .the numerical superiority of the SWP. We left open the ques-
tion, for discussion,” of alternative proposals” for the physical
achievement of the unity, whether by a joint representative conven-
fion or by the members of the WP entering the branches of the
““SWP. We declared in advance, without being prodded, that in the
unifed’ party, ‘and ¥or the whole next pericd up o the first regular
convention of the united party, the date of which would be agreed
upon in common, we considered ourselves in advance to be a
minority. We would therefore lay claim only to minority representa-
tion in the National and Political Committees and all the other
bodies and institutions of the united party. We acknowledged in
advance that in the united party, the present SWP would have de-
cisive control of party policy, party work, party press and all
. other party institutions. We declared our readiness to dissolve our
own party; to give up our independent work and institutions; give
up LABOR ACTION, THE NEW INTERNATIONAL and all our public
activity. We pledged ourselves to Yhe principle of the minority sub-
ordinating itself to the majority. We gave all the necessary assur-
ances that following the unity there would be an intensive and
indefinite period of common work to build the party, that we would

This too can be proved. Following these two conferences, the
SWP Minority ggain®took the initiative to remove any obstacle,
real or pretended, to unification. It addreéssed & letter to the
Workers Party asking us to withdraw the demand for an internal
bulletin and .to confine ourselves-to the perfectly elementary de-
mand that the right of any-minority toissue a bulletin of its
own be recognized on both sides. We acceded to the proposal of
thé Minority. We were determined to remove any real obstacle
to unification, especially provided it appeared to be such an ob-
stacle in the eyes of the membership of the SWP. We thereupon
communicated to your PC our decision withdrawing the demand to
publish a bulletin of our own in the united party. We requested
instead that the right of any minority to issue a bulletin be rec-
ognized, pledging ‘ourselves at the same time not to exercise this
right in the united party, at least for the first long period of its
existence, in order to give the united party the benefit-af the most
favorable conditions conceivable for its smooth, harmonious de-
velopment and growth., This communication was ignored by your
leadership, that is, it ignored our decision to remove the only
obstacle to unity that it had indicated to us in the discussion con-
ferences. It goes without saying that the withdrawal of our de-
mand, like so many other pertinent and rfveal_ing points, i like-
wise ignored in the anti-unity statement of your PC. It is another
one of those many facts of the unity period that not even the
~most skillful demagogue can exploit for his own purposes.

‘Let us recapitulate the whole: period of the attempt to unify

. the two parties. Vi :
- Qur -party proceeded, from'the time the SWP Minority first
. raised the question formally, ‘With a clear-cut’position in favor
of unity and a clear-eut program on how'to achieve it. Your party .
leadership proceeded from the very beginning with an intran-
sigent opposition to unity, along’ the course of deepening the split,
and without relenting in their systematic efforts to instill into
the party membreship the most violent prejudices and antagon-
isms against the Workers Party and against the idea of unity
with it, .

Our party responded promptly and unambiguously to your
leadership’s demand that we “indicate more precisely and more
concretely your view of how the unification is to be brought about
and what form it should take.” You will nowhere find indication
toward this end by your leadership, concrete or general, precise
or vague, because it never gave any.

In order to eliminate the most deep rooted but honest suspicions
about our intentions, apprehensions that all we meant by unity was
a vulgar maneuver, our party offered to give up every single aspect
of its independent exist and to accept in advance the status and
oinligu!ions of a minority in the uniiod'puﬂ'y.. Ilt this had I_)een a
.maneuver not seriously meant by“us, it could have been exploded
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. -and we -could have been hopelessly diicredited by the simpld de-
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way of the unity was our social composition or our “petty bour-
geois. ideology”? That what stood in the way of the unity were
our views on Russia, or Europe, or the Stalinist party, or the trade:
union question, or the labor party question, or military policy, or
our 'concept of the party, or our attitude toward the' Fourth
International, or any one of the rest of the questions which form
the sum and substance of the arguments against unity contained
in the last PC-statement? '

No! Not one word! Not one hint of all that!

What then, produced the only subject of serious discussion at
these conferences? None of the points listed above. The only point
which your representatives suggested or declared would constitute
an obstacle to the unity was the only demand we made, namely,
that imside the united party the Minority would publish gn
internal educational bulletin of its own in which its views on the

~ disputed questions would be set forth. That is all that was dis-

cussed between us at these conferences, that and nothing else. You¥
representatives indicated that it was not so much that they, would .
consider it an obstacle to unity as it was the membership of the
SWP itself that would regard it in that light. Here, too, we did

not diplomatize, we did not pretend. When we were asked why -

we felt it necessary to have a bulletin printed in the united party,

why we:could not'be content with a regular party bulletin edited

and controlled by the Majority, we replied frankly, in line with’

what we had already openly indicated in our plenum. res'olutioﬁ",- i
that rightly or wrongly, the leadership of the SWP did mot enjoy

our confidence as. an adequate protector of the democratic rights

of a minority; .that we based this lack of confidence upon past
i &

experiences which had not yet been eliminated. . i .

. -In return for our frankness, our readiness to answer.any and’
every question and to answer it to the point, we received from
your representatives only evasions, diplomatic formulas, quarter-
commitments, buck-passing along the line of “We are here only
to explore, we have no authority to say anything, we must refer
this to the NC, it is the membership alone
to speak, ete.”

Was our demand to publish an internal bulletin of our own a

real obstacle to unification? It is impossible to take this seriously.
During the dispute in the SWP Trotsky and other comrades, in
the interests of maintaining the threatened unity of the party,
proposed that the then Minority be allowed to have just such a
bulletin. A’ hundred times before in the movement minorities have
issued internal bulletins of their own. Even Cannon pointed out
in the conference with us that in the old Communist League of
America in this country the Oehlerite faction had an internal
bulletin of its own. No action was taken or proposed against it
on this account; action was taken against it only after the
Oehlerites  distributed their bulletin in public. No, the reaction
of your representatives to this demand of ours was nothing but
the seizure of.a pretext for breaking off the discussions on unity
and sabotaging its achievement,

vi_ce_ of taking. us at our word and demanding that we make good
in practice. That is precisely what your leadership did not do and
it did not do it precisely because it knew that we could be taken
at our word and that we were ready to make our word a reality.
Your' leadership, on the other hand, began with the conviction that
it ig necessary to deepen the split and it has ended with the propo-

sition that it is necessary to deepen the. split. What it did in be-"

tween, in the name of an avowed readiness to discuss with us the
unification of the two parties, was therefore only pretense, only
a maneuver, only a stalling for time until a more propitious moment
would arrive for it fo restate categorically its fierce hostility to
the establishment of a united party.

Our party at no time assumed the hypocritical air of naive ig-
norance about the existence of differences between us and about
the significance of these differences. It knew what they were at the
beginning and it knows what they are now. But it likewise knew
the points of agreement between the two parties in the field of
theory, program, tradition, methods. Knowing all this it was able
to say at the very beginning that “on this plane, the plane of
bz_ls_lc program and principle, the two parties are close enough in
their positions to require and justify immediate unification, on
grounds similar to those which made their membership in one
party possible and desirable in the period prior to the split.”
(Letter of the WP to the SWP, September 15, 1945.) No evasion
‘there; no equivocation, no artificial magnification of differences,

- no concealment of differences, no concealment of the estimate of

which has anpthority ' .

these differences in the light of the unity proposal. Your party

leadership, from the very beginning, went through an elaborate:
but pitifully transparent pretense. This is a harsh accusation but
the: facts leave us no alternative. Either your leadership did not
know what the differences were between us, or it did know. If it
did not know, then surely the conferences between us were in-
tended to establish what these differences were. You know that
this is not what the conferences took up. Your leadership made
it plain there that they not only knew what these differences were
but that they considered them “frozen.” If they did know what
the differences were, then it was possible and necessary for it to
say frankly and openly and without hesitation that given the
breadth and depth and significance of the differences as it under-
stood them, unity was out of the question and discussions on the
proposal for unity were entirely superfluous, time-wasting, and
dangerously misleading. That is, your leadership could and should
have said from the very beginning what it has found the courage
to say now in the statement of your PC, because so far as our
theoretical and political différences are concerned, they know no*
more about them today than they knew a year and more ago.
Diplomacy and maneuvers are required in dealing with the class
enemy. Diplomacy and maneuvers practiced against the member-
ship of a revolutionary party—and it is against you, comrades,

as well as against us, that these were practiced—is a typical
bureaucratic crime. :

If the Trotskyist movement in the United States -today con-
tinues to be divided into two rival sections, the responsibility for
that rests solely and exclusively upon the shoulders of the leader-
ship of the SWP. That conclusion is inescapable. '

To all that has been outlined above, the statement against
unity adopted by your PC (28 printed pages) does not- make one
single reference. The record of more than a yeax, of discussions
and proposals on the question of unity, embodied in numerous
documents, is not only not evaluated but is simply not mentioned.
So far as your PC statement is concerned, this record just does
not exist. This silence is inexcusable but not incomprehensible.
We understand it perfectly.

The statement confines itself to a presentation of the theo-
retical and political differences between the two parties. It at-
tempts to establish the econclusion that “the Workers Party is a

. betty-bourgeois, centrist, ingrown sect, moving ever swiftly away

from Marxism toward left social democracy.” For your PC, this
conclusion is meant to be synonymous with a categorical rejection
of the idea of unity with the WP. .

For all our criticism of it, we welcome this presentation of the
diffeyences. It is indeed high time that your leadership attempted
to.come to grips, directly and systematically, with the views of the
WP. It is high time ‘that you, the membership of the SWP, be-
come .acquainted with the views of the WP. Up to now our views
have been concealed from you by your leadership, or else your
leadership has grossly misyepresented them to yom. For this we .
require no more proof than is amply provided by your own leader- -
ship. It is a fact that we establish with deep regret but it is a fact.

In its letters to the Workers Party of April 10, 1946, your

. National Secretariat presented us with & list of questidng on.opr. .~
position, drawn up in motions adopted: by vour. PG.on JApyil 9th.
" These questions, eleven in number, are aimed to elicit from us a

statement of our position on a whole series of questions in dispute
between us for the past seven years. We responded readily to the
request of your' Secretariat, as you can see from our letter of -
April 30th, which is reproduced: at the end: of the bulletin con-
taining the anti-unity statement of your PC. But in this connec-
tion the question arises: Why did your leadership require from
us a statement of our position? Doesn’t it know what 6ur position
is? Naturally, it does. One of the motions of your PC refers to
the “above list of questions which in our opinion are in dispute
between our party and the WP.” A statement of our views, there-
fore, is not required by your leadership, inagmuch as it knows
what these views are and knows that there is a dispute between
us on them. Obviously, then, the statement of our views is neces-
sary for the clarification of the membership of the SWP. If that
is the case, and we certainly believe it to be, it' follows clearly
enough that the membership of the SWP is unacquainted with
our position. Its failure to be informed about our views is ngt due

. to any lack of effort on our part. It is due only to the persistent

,efff_ert\s of the SWP leadership to conceal our views from you.
And if the SWP membership requires a statement ‘of our views..

for its clarification, how shall we regard the argument made by your .. comprehensive document.in which all the qaestions'in dispute will
. be dealt with' exhaustively so that everyoene coricerned and’inter-

representatives in the  two discussion conferences we held with
them? ;There" they indicated that it was not they 'who _\we're”l:osi_lie__
to the idea of unity . but rather the rank and file ‘of the SWP. If that

.is true, we must ask what is the basis for the hostility—that which
-we know really: exists as well as that which is merely alleged—

toward unity: with the WP? Is: the hostility based on a violent dis-

The Struggle for Unity Continues Non

) W'e urge upon you as careful an examination of the document
that we are preparing as you should. give to the statement of your

own PC. Thus we will fulfill our duty toward you and you will *

fulfill your duty toward yourselves as thinking revolutionists.

In' this document you will find a reiteration of the views that
we have put forward since the question of unity was posed and
which we repeat here:

In spite of these differences, we of the Workers Party believe
that unity is possible, desirable and necessary. Unity of the Trot-
skyist movement in the United States would give a great impul-
sion to the self-confidence and growth of our still very weak
Fourth International. Unity here would make it possible for the
new party to take a leap' forward in the class struggle in this
-country, which has opened up such splendid opportunities for the
growth of the class consciousness of the proletariat and of the
inﬂuenee.g)f the revolutionary Marxists in that proletariat.

We can be and are in favor of unity, in spite of the differences
that exist between our parties, because we have a different con-
ception of the party than your leadership has. We do not deny it.
On the contrary, we want to underline this difference. We are con-
sciously trying to build a party which is based firmly on the prin-
ciples and traditions of revolutionary Marxism and which, pre-
cisely because of that, provides for the most. genuine and not
merely formalistic party democracy. Party democracy, from our
point of view—and we. consider that point of view to be in abso-
ulte harmony with the best traditions of the authentic Marxian
movement—calls .for the strictest observance of discipline in.ac-
tion precisely because, given the firm principled: foundation, of..

the party, it provideg for the freest intérplay in the'party of ‘all =~

opinion which stands on the basic principles of Marxism, and
consequently provides for genuinely free and critical expression,
discussion and debate.

We reject categorically and indignantly all those who hold that
Bolshevism was not democratic, that the génuine Bolshevik Party
was in the remotest way comparable to its present day Stalinist
antithesis. That is why we aim to build a Bolshevik party, for
only in a Bolshevik party is it possible to have that free and
fruitful interplay of ideas even when those ideas take the form
of tendencies and even factions. That is all that is meant by those
of our comrades who employ the term an *all-inclusive revolu-
tionary party,” that is, an utterly Bolshevik party in which true
party democracy is cherished with the same passion that mono-
lithism is abhorred.

Your leadership, on the other hand, is opposed to unity with
us precisely and above all because of our conception of the party
which, we do not hesitate to say, we would seek to*instill into the
very blood of the united party if it came into existence. It is non-
sense to think that the opposition to unity is based on the differ- ...
ences between us on the Russian question, the national guestion,

- or ‘the other questions which are dealt with in the statement of
- your PC. We do not say this because these questions are not im-

portant. They are of tremendous importance, they are of wital
importance, but in the eyes of your leadership they fade.into
unimportance compared with the question of its conception of the
party. It has the conception of a monolithic party. That is what
it means when it speaks of a “homogeneous” party. That concep-
tion acquired currency and supremacy in the Communist move- '
ment after the usurpation of leadership “in it by the Zinoviev-
Stalin faction, after the death of Lenin, after the launching of the
reactionary struggle against “Trotskyism.” The Zinovievist
preachment of a “homogeneous” and “monolithic” party marked
and symbolized the beginning of the end of Bolshevik Party de-
moeracy—and what that end is we all know. We cannot consider
it a mere coincidence that the leader of your party, the one who
sets its tone and course, was one of the principal “Bolshevisers”
in the Zinovievist style in the Communist movement of a score
of years ago. It is not his course then that is so reprehensible; it
is his repetition of his course today in the Trotskyist movement
that is reprehensible.

The statement of your PC continually sneers at our party for
being a "discussion club,” not because it is against a discussion .

g|\|,_'|h b"*.‘ b_?g_uqs_e it is. uguin;* discussion which upsets_the . CDI‘I‘I--'S‘:\ .n_:-l_{ ¢ Er pmrvaant BRI LERS .F.Q_[; ,ﬂlel’dlﬂ;ﬂL;QmNMef
fortable' routine of the party bureaucracy. It sneers at the fact: @ 4 .ixe sivas

by yout leadership, = )

- most immediate .importance. ‘Upon' receipt of: the statetnent of

that we "folerate” so many -differences of’ opinion in

_ coneepts must be subjected o the needs and intefiests of;thd united

agreement with our views? But you can disagree, or:agree; only
with those views that-you know. Otherwise, it goes without' saying,
you cannot be a serious revolutionist, but only-an instrument-dn the
hands of leaders who simplyfell you what ‘to"Be for ‘and 'whatto be
against. Unfortunately, . the request of your:Secretariqt for gustate.
ment on our’ positioh on all the gaestions Id' dispute ‘#d* serve "for
the information of the party members': and. for .the "clarifitation”
of the differences, leads to the absolutely inescapable conclusion
that the membership of the SWP has nof been informed of our
views and is not clarified about them. We repagt, this is not merely
our assertion, but an ‘avowal made by your own leadership.

.So we ask again: How. can cemrades who are not informed or
clear about the views of another group be hestile 40.these views’
and be opposed to. unification with the group that holds these
views? R T )

We recognize unhesitatingly that many comrades of the swp
today are opposed to unity with the WP. We know that this posi-
tion is due primarily and above all to the prejudices systemati-
cally instilled into the membership by the SWP leadership, and
to the equally systematic concealment and misrepresentation of
our real views. That is why, eomrades, both the SWP Minority
and our WP proposed, at the very beginning, that before the
actual unification is undertaken we go through a preliminary
period of close collaboration between the two parties, their leader-
ships and their memberships in all fields of practical work in the
class struggle, so that all the false prejudices and antagonisms,
no matter where they exist or who holds them, might be dissi-
pated in joint comradely activity and so that the unifidation, when
it ‘did take place, take place under the most auspicious and prom-
ising conditions. This "proposal 'too, we remind you, was rejected

Our’ readiness to unite with the SWP 'in sp]teef the differ-
ences that exist does not, of course, mean that we are not ready to
discuss th_eg.e diffe;;enees. T_he very contrary islth‘eimse. e

' ént ‘adopted eanly thig Yeny BF i PO onthe reso-

of “the European ' Secretariat ( ‘anuary, 1946)

declared:

""We want to emphasize right ot the outset, so that there can be
no possible misunderstanding, ‘that we are and have alwdys been
for the most thoroughgoing discussion with the SWP on all theo- .
retical and political questions that dre in dispufe between us. We
welcome such a discussion, whether it is conducted in accordance
with a ‘list' or not: We shall participate in it, to the best of our
ability. in order to make clear, again, just what our position is on
the questions in dispute and just wherein we differ with the posi-
tions of the SWP. As in previous discussions conducted in the press
of the two organizations, this new one will once more make clear =
not only wherein we differ but also the framework of our agree-
ment."

An adequate presentation of our views on all the questions
dealt with in the statement of your PC, and consequently a refuta- -
tion of the views officially espoused by the SWP on these ques-
tions, would take us beyond the compass of this letter. However,
.we consider such a presentation and refutation of'the highést and

your PG, our party promptly. set ttself the task of drdgwing up a

ested will have before him in a single document 4 statément’of the
views of the WP and.its criticism of thesvidws of‘the ‘SWP. This
document we hope to have in your hands, and in the hands of our .
international movement a8 well ‘as in'the hands of tf_lg militant
working' class publi'cj, in si"v:ei'jifeif weeks. © RN B :
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r ranks, .
because fts ideal is ‘& rank and file which has ﬁg_.'djﬂeréiiﬁce‘s with
the leadership and a leadership which, "arranges” its: disagree-
ments by clique decisions. It sneeis at the fact "there is no dearth
of answers" to the many problems that beset o' living re\'rcluﬂonury
party like ours, because its ideal is a party in which there is not
and cannot be more than one "answer." Your leadership betrays
its bureaucratic Zinovievist monolithism in every line' of its attack
on our concepfior.l of a revolutionary party.

That is why your leadership is so obdurate in its opposition
to unity. It knows the consequences—to its own concepts .and its
own régime that would follow from living and working inside one
party with hundreds of devoted, serious, able, thoughtful and
ctitical revolutionists, who have views of their own and know how
to advance them. f

That these are the reasons why we have no confidence in your .
leadership from the standpoint-of protecting the principles of "
genuine party democracy, we have always said forthrightly. We
must repeat:it here. Wi want no misindérstanding ‘on: this score.

.- Unity is desirable;:Unity ‘is necessary and'unity is poéssible
only if it is imposed upon: the.leadership that has stood ahd still
.stands: in-the way. Unity imposed: upon a'reluétant® membership
would not be worth a scrap of paper. But unity can be achieved
by imposing it upon a reluctant leadership, whose bureaucratic
rg'vg"lhtioi}é}ry{{mux‘eipéﬁt in thig epuntry..® L7t

. What could be done toward the accomplishment of this task
.we have done and will continue to do. On the unity question we!
do not withdraw a single proposal that we have made, Now it is
up to the members of the SWP and of the whole international
to assume their responsibilities in the accomplishment of this task.
That is how the matter stands today. '

"Your PC statement has set up new criteria for membership
in the Trotskyist movement. They are caleulated to perpetuate
and deepen the split in the United States. But that is not all. If
your leaders seek, as they will, to impose these eriteria upon the
Fourth International as a.whole, we are in for a period of splits
and disaggregation in the world-wide movement. A serious appli-
cation of these new utterly sectarian and authentically bureau-
cratic criteria means immediately splitting the British, the French,
the Spanish, the German, the Italian, the Greek and other sections
of the International. It méans the “re-constriction” of thé Interna-
tional -in the image of a narrew-minded faction, at the best, and
clique, at the-worst. This is-a warning, and a ‘warning that every
serious comrade will reflect upon twenty tinics before hé commits
.himself or allows his party to commit itself to these tiew' ¢titeria
aimed at preventing the unity in this country and'of inducing the
split into all others.:: . " Fd A it

For the sake of unity, we were ready, to sacrifice.a-good deal.
These sacrifices we are still prepared to make. But under-no con--.
ditions 'were- we prepared Vesterday, are 'we Prepared loday, or
will we be prepared tomorrew ‘to ‘abanden’ our boﬁﬁéﬂ ‘aﬁ‘ql'_theo- :
retical views and our Tight to ‘advarce fhiemi and above all sacri-
fice our.conception‘of & revolutionary Marxist i)ar't'fy;""base-'d‘ on real .
party democracy. That conception is the only ebnceivable basis
upon which unity with us is possible. We cannot state this more
categorically. As with all our views, this one too we shall hold
to and fight for to the end. :

With best party greetings,

MAX SHACHTMAN,
National Chairman.

ERNEST R. McKINNEY,
National Secretary,

EIE LS

- the: Workers Party of the U.S.
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LABOR ACTION

The rise of U. 5. capitalism has indeed been a
phenomenon. It reached jts zenith of growth at a
time when world capitalism was already disinte-
grating. This factor of strength in o decaying world
gave rise to a number of theories ‘dll centering
around the idea that American capitalism was dif-
ferent from the capitalism of the old world.

The crisis .of the Thirties, however, shatiered
all the false thecories about the nature of capitalist
society in this country and showed the domestic
social order to be subject to the same laws of all
capitalist nations, the same growth and decline,
the same periods of boom, depression and crisis.
Marxism has always been the object of scorn of the
capitalist economic theorists, particularly that
part of his socialist doctrine which analyzed and
forecast the decline and decay of the capitalist
system.

The power of American capitalism, which today
rests fundamentally upon its ability to exploit and
dominate the world, deludes many economic theo-
rists: who defend capitalism. But if the crisis of
capitalism in this country forced these hardy souls
to cover, \kliere‘muny of them remain silent to this
day, there are still hardier souls, curiously enough
coming out of the radical and labor movement, who
have taken up where the apologists of capitailsm
have left off. With new words and seemingly new
theories, they have discovered once again where

“Marxism is wrong. They demand "new approaches,"

a_new language, and a “"new science" to discover
the more recent phenomenon of capitalism. The
following article takes up one of these innovators
and subjects his new theories to Marxist criticism.
The fact that the author whom Lawler criticizes is
a former editor of "The New Leader" bears out
the contention stated above.—Editor.)

®

By GEORGE LAWLER

- Daniel Bell, formerly of The New Leader, and
now on the faculty of the University of Chicago,
wrote an article this summer (“The Changing

© (Class Structure of the U. 8.” N. L., June 15,

1946) which continues to be advertised by its
editors as “important” and which has aroused
some interest among liberal and labor circles, In-
stead of the old Daniel Beil who used to keep his
readers informed on the monopoly state, on busi-
ness oligarchy, on power politics, ete,, we now
have a new one who reads almost like the statis-

* tical anemia which passes for “objectivity” in our

learned periodicals on sociology or political sci-

- ence, I say “almost” because theré seems to be

enough left of his former self not to be content
with flat figures, but instead to go beyond them
to interpretation and prediction. I question, how-
ever, whether he has not already been so compro-
mised by academic apologetics as to reduce his
comments to questionable validity. ®

What threw me off were the first twoe para-
graphs which inform us that the terms “working
class” and “middle class” have been too loosely
employed; that “left wing sectarians” are respon-
gible for having published “sweeping and reck-
less generalizations” concerning “proletarianiza-
tion,” *sharpening of -élass lines, the growing
of the class structure and similar
cliches”; and that his stdtistical material is go-
ing to present a ‘“totally different picture.” The
key to his whole approach is indicated in his
gratiaitous remark regarding “left wing sectari-
ans.” I do not know whom he is referring fo, sinece
he makes no specific references to groups, periodi-
cals, statements, etc. What he does sound like 1s
one of those perennial “refutations” of Marxian
eritigue and prediction. It is this initial premise
which explains his accusations of an alleged loose

- |1S THERE A NEW CLASS STRUCTURE IN U. §.7

terminology and a distorted socio-economic pie-
lure on the part of others, as well as his promise
to present something new. I find a complete dis-

- parity between the introduction and the rest of

the article,

BELL'S CONCEPTION OF A CLASS

Specifically, so that we may see just for whom
Bell is tolling: (1) It is a very simple matter to
state, as he does, that there is “a relative decline
in the proportion of the working class to the total
gainfully employed,” if you arbitrarily draw a
distinetion between manual and non-manual
workers, a distinction necessary perhaps for cer-
tain statistical analyses, but not justified when
we are dealing with all those occupying a definite
relationship to the means of production and
forced to sell their labor power for their exist-
ence. (Bell’'s simplistic eriterion of a class seems
to be the amount of money its members earn.)

(2) There is a decline in the proportion of
industrial workers to the total working class, but
Bell did not have to resort to the economist Colin
Clark whose discovery of “tertiary” occupations
(services, transport, commerce) in highly indus-
trialized countries Bell refers to for verification
of this fact; he could have found this decline pre-
dicted and explained by Marx in Vol. 1 of Capital.
It is important, however, to note that the empha-
sis here is primarily upon the manufacturing in-
dustry.

If we include (as do the reports, for instance,
of the Bureau of Census or of the Bureau of In-
ternal Revenue) among the industrial workers
those in mining, water transportation, railroads,
municipal traction, electric power, telephones and
telegraphs, they constitute a majority. of all wage
workers, and if we add to .those all other workers
except those in government service and the cleri-
cal groups, the wage workers dre still a majority
of the population. .

In minimizing the number and importance of
the “working class” or the “industrial workers,”
Bell is merely echoing the opinions of those like
Chase, Cole and others who already in the early
'30’s saw the catastrophic demise of the prole-
tariat with every new “photo-electric cell.” What
these gentlemen thought of the “vanishing” work-
ing class during the war is not recorded. More-
over, how ‘“totally different” can, Bell's presenta-

‘tion be when he admits that the so-called new

middle-class is a “fuzzy concept” ¢he would ap-
parently include in it only the “technical-mana-
gerial” group) or that this class, “as well as the
worker is at the mercy of the labor market,” and
when he is forced to use the material and ideas
already in Capital (Vols. 2 and 3) and in Theories
of Surplus Value discussed the socio-economic
development of the “riew” middle classes.

(3) A fundamental weakness in Bell's static
analysis is that he seems to be undware of the
relative importance and potential power of a class
in relation to our economy as well as to future
political developments. In our type of economic
structure, it is not those in services, the clerical or
the managerial groups which occupy the pivotal
positions, but those in industry; and it is not
office personnel, but miners and transport workers
that can paralyze the economy of the nation.

(4) This analytic weakness is most clearly re-
vealed in his exclamatory statement that there has
been an “‘inicrease in small business enterprises!”

(20 per cent since 1910.) This bit of startling

news (it has also been presented by others) is
supposed to refute, I gather, the theory concern-
ing the disappearance of small business. I have
never read any Marxian class analysis which pre-
dicted the absolute disappearance of any class at
a given date. In the works already referred to and

in The German Ideology, The 18th Brumaire and
others, Marx stressed the instability, dependence,
and inviability of the petty enterprises. The old
middle class of small independent producers which
occupied a domiinant position in capitalist economy
a century ago and which Marx predicted would
become a dwindling force as capitalism developed
has declined. Statistical verification for this can
be found even in one of Bell’s souices, viz: Corey
whe mentions this in his The Unfinished Task,
as well as in his earlier works. .

THE SHIFT OF ECONOMIC POWER

One has only to examine the criteria employed
by vatious statistical agencies and congressional
committees in designating “small business” to
realize the contrast between the actually small
enterprises of the 19th century and the small
“giants” of today. Granted even a numerical in-
crease, what is more significant to point out is
(a) the shift within this class of economic power
from the more basic field such as manufacturing
to such peripheral businesses as garages, enter-
tainment, ete.; (b) the weakness of this class as
a whole in relation to the powerful forces of eco-
nomie concentration and monopoly. It is a dubious
“independence” indeed for the small enterprises
when one examines the factor of concentration as
revealed, for instance, in the recent report by
The 8mall Business Committee of the Senate.

Among some of the disclosures: 175,000 small
companies have been reduced to 30 per cent of the
nation’s  maenufacturing output; more than
500,000 small business concerns disappeared dur-
ing the war; the 250 largest corporations possess
about two-thirds of the country’s manufacturing
facilities; 63 of the largest manufacturing cor-
porations have sufficient liquid assets to buy all
the usable government-owned facilities, or to pur-
chase the assets of 71,000 small corporations
(during the latter part of 1945 there were more
mergers in manufacturing than at any time in the
previous fifteen years) monopoly all along the
line in control of raw materials, plants, industrial
research, technology, etc. And Bell, of course, who
knows these facts, as well as those disclosed
earlier in connection with small business by the
T.N.E.C. monographs, The House Com. on Small
Business report, The American Business Con-
gress complaints, the Senate Committee findings
regarding the mnational defense program, the
statements issued by the Department of Com-
merce, by Reed, Colonel Johnson, Wilson; the ma-
terial in the works of Simpson, Brady and others,
remains content (in an article ironically titled
“Futures”) to state merely that small business
has inereased 20 per cent since 1910.

It would appear from Bell’'s whole orientation
to the problem of the “changing. class structure”
in this country that the Workers Party has been
employing an erroneous approach in attempting
to emancipate the working class, and therefore
society, What we need are not a party, a program,
a press, tactics, ete.; we require merely the
streamlined techniques of artful definitions and
bald statisties...and a slogan to match: Work-
ers of the World, Unite! You Haive Nothing to
{i?_se‘ but Your Over-alls and a Sn"il'all Business to

in! " '

P. 8. to the Reader: Some of the above com--

ments were submitted over a month ago to the
Letter Department of The New Leader as likely
to be of interest to those who read the Bell article.
Thus far, and for reasons not yet. made known
to me by the Editors my commentary has not ap-
peared in their celumns—and this ih spite of their
invitation, “We welcome a variety of opinions
consistent with our democratic policy.”

They Talk About Disarmament - -

(Continued from page 3)

the League as a “Thieves Kitchen”
and warned the workers of the

" world. This age in which we live,

said he, is an age of imperialist war
or proletarian revolution. Organize,
struggle, overthrow the imperialist
governments, establish international
socialism or a bigger, bloodier war
will be the fate of humanity.

The imperialists knew this as well
as Lenin. It was more than ever nec-
essary to bluff the people. Therefore
in 1928, with great fanfare of trum-
pets and a terrible outpouring of
lies, they solemnly outlawed war by
the Briand-Kellogg Pact. With all
sorts of amendments and qualifiea-
tions which hid the truth from the
people, they pretended that a great
steép had been made forward toward
peace and disarmament. Lies, all of
it, as we today have every reason to
know.

Every imperialist scoundrel plays
this game. Hitler did. In 1933 he
shouted to the world that he was
ready to disarm. Yes, Adolf Hitler
did. And ever afterwards he referred
to it as a sign that he was forced
to rearm. A

TROTSKY WARNED THE WORLD

But Trotsky saw through. the ma-
neuver and as early as 1933 in his
pamphlet “What Hitler Wants” he
wrote :

“If Hitler has so eagerly accepted
the English plan for armament re-

»
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duction, it is only because he count-
ed in advance and with full certainty
upon its failure....For the same
reason Hitler is nmot niggardly with
his ‘warm thanks’' to the American
President for his declaration in fa-
vor of armament reduction. The
more broadly and extensively the
program of disarmament is present-
ed before the whole world, and the
more inevitably it ends in collapse
the more incontestable will be Ger-
many’s right to rearmament.”

That is the game they play. That
is what Molotov and the U. S. dele-
gates and Bevin are doing today.

Trotsky and the Fourth Interna-
tional have never ceased to point out
the pitiful (and dangerous) illu-
sions of any talk about disarmament
by imperialist powers. In 1934 the
Fourth International stated the ele-
mentary truth that “new and very
rapid disarmament is inherent in
modern industrial technique.” Look
at ‘'what the U. 8. did between 1939
and 1945, If even it were possible te
disarm all the 4mperialist powers,
the most powerful industrial organi-
zations would still be ahead in the
inevitable armaments race for war.
Molotov knows that very well. He
aims at the atomic stock-piles of the
U. 8., but above a]l he aims at bluf-
fing the people and presenting Rus-
sia as the lamb of peace beset by the
wolves of imperialism. We have
seen how skilfully Hitler used this
very maneuver,

No. Bussia joins the chorus of de-
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ception, in fact now is the chief dis-
armament soloist, for the same rea-
sons that have motivated the im-
perialists for the last fifty years.
Not for one moment should one
ounce of faith be placed in this piti-
ful, miserable, illusion.

In 1938, in the Transitional Pro-
gram of the Fourth International,
Trotsky made yet another of his un-
ceasing attempts to carry on the tra-
dition of Lenin and to warn the
workers of the coming war and the
only way to stop it.

“The'entire guestion [of disarma-
ment]"” wrote Trotsky, “revolves
around who will disarm whom. The
only disarmament which can avert
or end war is the disarmament of
the bourgeoisie by the workers. But
to disarm the bourgeoisie the work-
ers must arm themselves.”

We failed to achieve it. The world
has- been flooded with the blood of
workers. But today they are at it

againh, the same lust for power and
profit, the same readiness to run the
risk of annihilation and the death of
civilizasion. They must éither do this
or abandon their power and privi-
leges and abandon those they will
not.

For fifty years we have endured
their bluff, their lies, their bloody
conflicts. It is time that we learnt
the lesson. Let the workers disarm
the imperialists. Let the workers in
every country struggle without
flinching until real freedom comes
through the rule of of the workers
and oppressed people. There is no
other way. With their talk of dis-
armament they bluffed us into World
War I. With their talk-of disarma-
ment they bluffed us into World War
I1. New they are at it again. Noth-
ing can save us from World War II1I
but the merciless destruction of im-
perialism and its replacement by
socialism,

' How Labor Can Surmount

Its Obstacles in the South

By DAVID COOLIDGE

In this, our last article on the
South, T want to continue the discus-
sion started in a recent LABOR
ACTION. We discussed the question
of the bourgeois-democratic revolu-
tion in the South. We took the posi-
tion that in the scientific and theo-
retical sense the bourgeois-demo-
cratic revolution was completed in
the South with the overthrow of the
slave régime and the triumph of
Northern industrial capitalism. The
13th,, 14th and 15th Amendments to
the Constitution are the juridical
expressions of this triumph. To
these should be added the equal
rights amendment of 1875.

Not only was the triumph of IN-
DUSTRIAL capitalism a wvictory
over the slave economy but also o
triumph over Northern COMMER-
CIAL capitalism which was allied
with the slaveocracy. Since this time
Southern economy has essentially
been an integral part of American
capitalism. The South is not “semi-
feudal” but completely
The peons, where peonage euists,
are not slaves and the tenant farm-
ers and share-croppers are not serfs
or peasants.

The basic conflict today in the
South is_ not between Negroes and
whites, but between the protagonists
of the plantation system and the ad-
vocates of industrialization; between
the land and the factory. This at-
tempt to supplant the domination of
the planter is not new. But where
formerly his main antagonist was
the “poor white,” today it is the
modern industrialist.

In the designation ‘“plantation
system” is included not only the big
cotton planters but also the tobacco,
rice, sugar cane, and lumber grow-
ers. Also there are the extractive
and chemical industries. It is in
these enterprises that most Southern
toilers are employed. Virtually all of
the Negroes are employed here with
the exception of those in service oc-
cupations or who are employed by
Negro business. These are the occu-
pations which are the most labori-
ous, undesirable, lowest paying and
often the most danhgerous and un-
healthy. Negroes are today virtually
excluded from the manufacturing,
processing and fabricating indus-
tries.

WHAT IS THE SOUTH?

It is this peculiar complex of so-
cial relations in the South which has
misled so many persosn into the po-
sition that the big task today is what
they term “the completion of the
boyrgeois - demoecratic revolution.”
The Communist Party has been the
chief exponent of this notion. At one

time the Stalinists developed the no-

tion that the Negroes are a nation
and organized their political propa-
glnda around the slogan of “Self-
Determination in the Black Belt.”
By a process similar to the gerry-
mander, they carved out an area in
the “Black Belt” whose population
was overwhelmingly Negro. It was
for this area that they advocated
separation and independence.

Although the Stalinists still con-
tend, if only in a whisper, that the
bourgeois-demoeratic revolution has
not been completed in the South they
do not say what its economic system
is today.

It must be emphasized that the
two main groups in the South: the
planter group and the industrial
group, are two capitalist groups con-
tending for capitalist profits. For
this reason each group seeks politi-
cal domination. The political dema-
gogues such as Bilbo and Talmadge
are in the main the political repre-
sentatives of the planters (and of
the power companies). It was their
predecessor demagogues,’ Tillman,
Blease, Vardaman and others who
after the Civil War became the
champions of the “poor whites.”
Their chief weapon was the threat
of “Negro domination,” and the doc-
trine of “white supremacy.” With
this the “poor whites” who had for-
merly been the enemies of the plan-
ter group were won, over against.the
Negro. What is known as a “liberal”
in the South, is found in the ranks

The Cain Plan for Writers - -

(Continued from page 3)

sons to show why this plan is the best
possible one for defending the eco-
nomic and artistic interests of the
writer. He cited list of economic
grievances. One of these concerns the
contracts which motion picture sce-
narists are required to sign. These
contracts give to the studio the rights
to all writings produced by a writer
while he is under such a contract. Is
the creation of a five-man board of
‘mugs’ the most effective way of
changing the terms of such contracts?
Would it not be better for the Screen
Writers Guild to take up the question
directly?...Instead of going about
their problems in this manner, how-
ever, the Screen Writers have con-
cocted a plan which causes many
writers to feel the most justifiable
alarm.”

Why? Because the Screen Writers
Guild is Stalinist-dominated and in-
fluenced. .

It would be a mistake to approach
the Cain plan from purely economie
considerations, This is an important

question but can be left for another
time, Of primary importance today is

"the political problem involved. The

fact that the plan is opposed by a
Marxist like Farrell, a Democrat like
Dorothy Thompson, who accurately
described the Cain proposition as
taken from ohe of Goebbels' pages,
and the extreme right among authors
such as Rupert Hughes and Clarence
B. Kelland, only illustrates the over-
all inacceptability of the plan.

There must be an end to the in-
equitable economic position of the
writers, but certainly a far better
plan than the one proposed by Cain
can be developed. For example, in
the case of the Hollywood writers,
“there is the Screen Writers Guild. It
is difficult to understand what pur-
pose there is in the Guild if it does
not or
the coniractual and job conditions of
the Hollywood writers. The same
holds true for the Radio Writers
Guild. It should be* made clear that
we are not so much concerned with

the high paid writers, in which cate-.
gory most of the sponsors of the plan .

cannot fight for improving -

belong, but with the many under-
paid writers in the movie and radio
industries,

We are even more concerned with

the creative writers who do not work |

for the industries. It is they who suf-
fer most from economic inequities.
Whatever plan is developed for de-
fending their economic interests and
of all writers, it must be one which
in no way interferes with the free
and unencumbered creative work of
which they are capable. Any plan
which contains within it bureaucratic
totalitarian measures is a threat to
the writer. The fact that it is spon-
sored by James M. Cain and not Jo-
seph Goebbels, makes no difference.
It would be just as bad under Stalin-
ist domination as any other reaction-
ary force. In this present circum-
stance, Cain serves as a perfect front
man. The fact that he is “sore” be-
cause he feels gypped, and that he
is not a Stalinist, makes him a per-
fect front man for the advocacy of a
plan which could only redound to
the benefit of Stalinism and against
the best interests of the writer,

capitalist.”

‘of the industrializers: the Arnalls
and the Peppers. It is in this group
also that one finds the individuals
and groups who are willing to toler-
ate or collaborate with union organi-
zation.

This group is for better educa-
tional facilities for the Negroes and

" “poor whites.” It will support the

abolition of the poll-tax and a slight
improvement of the conditions under
which Negroes live. This group is
well-aware that the kind of indus-
trial and technical progress which
they advocdte for the South cannot
be attained, at least for the present,
without an increase in bourgeois-
democratic rights for all the work-
ing class. This is the real meaning of
the struggle which goes on between
the two groups. Both Northern
finance-capitalism and the most re-
actionary Southern landlord know
that increasing industrialization and
increasing mechanization of agricul-
ture will transform the social scene
in the South and bring it into more
conformity with the North.

Negroes in the South and the
country at large have a far better
grasp of the problem facing them
than do most of the theory builders.
It is interesting that the Negro slave
militants did not develop nationalist,
separatist or colonial “Back to Af-
rica” movements. They had no no-
tions about a “48th State.” They
acted as human beings have aeted in
all of history and struggled for free-
dom and for those rights and privi-

leges which were .the lot. of. other.

people in the population of the coun-
try in which they lived. Negroes con-
tinued this struggle after emancipa-

‘tion and that in fact is the struggle

they carry on today. Garvey discov-
ered this when he attempted to give
an answer to the dissatisfaction of
the Negro with his condition by or-
ganizing the extremely chauvinistie
Back to Afriea nightmare of the
twenties known as the Universal Ne-
gro Improvement Association. '

The AFL discovered how Negroes
are thinking today when at its first
Southeirn organizing conference at
Ashville, this Jim Crow trude union
federation provided for the seating
of all Negro delegates on one side
of the hall, as is the custom in the
South. The Negro delegates réfused
to be segregated and all delégates
took seats occording to their indi-
vidual preferences. For its recent
convention the United Mine Workers
attacked the “race problem’ correct-
ly. This union purchased 900 Pull-
man tickets and brought the South-
ern delegates, white and black, to
Atlantic City together in -Pullman
curs. ‘

The last question is the often-

heard statement that the South is
“fascist.,” This kind of very danger-
ous loose talk is the kind which has
been spread around from time to
time by the Stalinists. In 1930 the
AFL was “outright fascist.” Later
there were the “right social-fascists”
and the “left social-fascists.” Later

- of course fascism became merely a

“matter of taste.” Today, it is the
Republican Party which is fascist.
Dewey is the head of the fascists
and his group is “the same people
who burned the Reichstag.”

The South is not fascist. To call
the South fascist is to say that the
distinguishing feature of fascism is
terror, intimidation, “lawlessness,”
and lynching. If this were true we
would have to say that faseism did
not begin with Mussolini and Hilter
and that it is still with us after they
have been destroyed. Even if fascism
were merely an extreme form of ter-
rorjstic régime, the South could not
be called fascist. Fascism is an eco-
nomic and political movement of
monopoly, capitalism which atom-
izes the® working c¢lass and other
exploited poor. It destroys the or-
ganization of the people first of all.
How can one say that we have fas-
eism in the South? This has to be
kept in mind, lest when fascism does
come it will not be recognized;
clothed as it might well be in the
garments of the Founding Fathers.

We have tried to set forth in this

-series of articles certain relevant

ideas in connection with the South;
certain considerations which must
be faced by the CIO, AFL, Negro
and white workers and revolution-
ary socialists. We say again that the
beginning of a solution for the South
is the organization of the Southern
toilers into mass unions. From the
side of the Negroes there will be no
great difficulty. But there will be
some difficulty with white workers
who have been indoetrinated for dec-
ades with race superiority notions.

T'his will be fully exploited by the
white ruling class and the organiz-
ers of the AFL. These same AFL
organizers will-advise the Negroes
against the CIO because it is “con-
trolled by communists.” It must bg
the function of the CIO to dispel the
fears of the white and black workers
by a skillful process of welding them
together in the same organization
and locals; by showing them that it
is possible  and mecessary for the
white and black workers to work to-
gether, live together and struggle
together. Through such experiences
they will learn to vote together, eat
together, attend school together, live
together and organize as a class for
economic and political action acroes
the lines of race and color.

Program of the
Workers Party

I. For Price Control by Labor and the Consumers
Wipe out profiteering and high prices by action. Only the workers

pr——

can control prices. Labor must have the deecisive voice in determining
the prices of consumer commodities. For wage increases without price
increases. For popular price control cémmittees.

Il. For a Living Wage
1. For an immediate wage increase to meet the rising cost of living,
2. For an escalator clause in every union contract to provide for
» automatic wage increases to cover any additional price rises.

3. For job and wage security through a guaranteed annual wage,
providing for a $5000 annual minimum per family.

Ill, Clear the Slums! Build Homes!

. 1. For a 250 billion dollar five-year program to provide decent
‘housing. at low rental for all and an extensive public works plan to
provide schools, hospitals and other needed community faeilities.

2. For a national plan to begin work immediately on the erection
of 25 million permanent low-cost housing units.

IV. Tax the Profiteers

For a 100 per cent on all wartime pi'oﬁts above five per cent on
invested capital. For a $25,000 ceiling ‘on all annual incomes,

V. Nationalize Big Business

For the nationalization of the big monopolies: the industrial estab-
lishments, transportation and communication systems and the banks.
To be owned by the nation and operated under workers’ control.

Vi. End Discrimination Against the Negro People
For full social, political and economic equality for Negroes.

VIl. Open the Doors to the Jews

For full and untestricted immigration into the United States by
the persecuted and homeless Jews of Europe.

2. For“the right of the Jewish people to unrestricted immigration
to Palestine or any country of their choice. ' .

VIIl. For Full Economic and Educational Opportunities for
Veterans

1. Readjustment allowhnce, - on-the-job -training subsidy provided

by the GI Bill of Rights, to be based on a wage of $40 a week for sin-

gle veterans and $55 for married veterans, plus $5 a week for each
additional dependent. - - E

2. For immediate granting of a federal bonus of $1,000 for each
year of service.

IX. For Peace and 'Fréodom -

1. For the right of all peoples and nations to decide their own fu-
ture. For self-determination for all nations. For freedom of the colonies,

2. For the withdrawal of all armies of occupation. Bring the
American troops home. For an end to conscription.

X. For an Independent Labor Party and a Workers Govern-
ment

For an independent Labor Party of the workers and working farm-
ers based on the trade unions. Break with the Republican and Demo-
cratic Parties. For a government of and by labor.

FOR A SOCIALIST AMERICA AND PLENTY FOR ALL!
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Protest Ban
On Minority
N. Y. Parties

BUFFALO, Oct. 31 — A protest
meeting was held here at the YWCA
on October 31 against the elimina-
tion of the minority parties from
the ballot in New York State and
Congressional districts in New York
City.

Representatives of four of the five
minority parties involved presented
the cases of discrimination against
their respective parties. It was obvi-
ous from these reports that the
Workers Party, the Socialist Party,
the Socialist Workers Party, and the
Liberal Party, had all been deprived
of basic democratic *ights on the
most flimsy of pretexts.

UNIONS SEND SPEAKERS

In addition to speakers from the
various parties, representatives from
the American Veterans Committee,
Civil Liberties Union, UAW, and
Bell Local 501 all stressed the dan-
gerous consequences involved if such
undemocratic procedures | are not
vigorously attacked by the labor
movement and progressive groups.
All agreed that the defense of the
rights of these parties is nothing less
than the defense of the rights of the
American people,

The Workers Party representative
pointed ont rather humorously the
means by which the boss politicians,
together with the courts, connived to
keep Ernest Rice McKinney, con-
gressional candidate of the Workers
Party in Harlem, off the ballot. He
pointed out the desperate plight and
bankruptey of the Democratic Party
as proved by their inability to allow
a minority party candidate as oppo-
sition.

A resolution was wunanimously
adopted condemning the boss parties
and demanding that all minority
parties be given the right to the bal-
lot.

The Workers Party distributed
LABOR ACTION together with a
leaflet urging support of this protest
meeting and a united front by all
working class parties for the defense
of democratic rights.

McKinney Scores at

Harlem Symposium

A highly interesting election sym-
posium was held last week at the
Harlem Public lela‘j in thich lo-
cal congressional candidates or their
representatives .spoke. Ernest Rice
McKinney represented the Workers
Party as its congressional candidate
in the 22nd District. Grant Reynolds
spoke for the Republican Party and
Rep, Adam Powell, Democratic can-
didate, was represented by a clergy-
man. :

Reynolds' main ‘line of attack was,

to point to Powell’s record of 65 per
cent absenteeism in Congress during
important legislative decisions. Pow-
ell’'s representative -replied with a
chauvinistic eulogy of his leader.
When E. R. McKinney took the floor,
he brought the house down by de-
claring that he didn't care whether
Powell spent every minute of his life
in Congress or none at all; what Mec-
Kinney stressed was thal both Powell
and Reynolds were tied up with the
two old capitalist parties, the Demo-
cralts and Republicans, which were
both enemies of the Negro people.
Powell is in the same party as Bilbo
and Reynolds in the same party as
Dewey, said McKinney. The Negroes
could find their way to freedom only
by breaking away from the two boss
parties and becoming part of a move-
ment for an independem; Labor Party.

McKinney’s speech  was
warmly received and after the meet-
ing many of the Negro listeners
asked him questions in further de-
tail and took copies of Workers Party
publications.
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Dist. 7 Conference Hears Murray’s Plan

By FRANK HARPER
PHILADELPHIA — The seventh an-
nual convention of the Steel Workers
Union, CIO, District 7, at Town Hall
here on October 26 and 27 considered,
in reality, two “orders of business.”
The first was the routine handling of
reports, resolutions and union elec-
tions. The second order of business
was a desperate attempt by the union
leadership and PAC-CIO to get out
the vote on November 5.

For:.the delegates’ political edifica-
tion there were speeches by Philip
Murray, president of the CIO; Wal-
ter Reuther, Clinton S. Golden, Jo-
seph Scanlon and James C. Thimmes
as well as from Chairman Mike Har-
ris, Democratic Congressman William
Green and spokesmen of the PAC-
CIO and NPAC.

MURRAY ANNOUNCES POLICY

Murray lashed the reactionaries in
Congress, singling out Senators Taft
and Wherry for special attack and
urged the Helegates to vote against
“these vicious interests that are trying
to destroj’ our economy.” He did nof,
of course, go on to say that since
there is no Labor Party and no labor
candidates on a national scale, it is
impossible fo vote against the big
business interests. President Murray

Philly Forum -_.pin
Hunger in Europe

The Philadelphia Local's Commit-
tee for International Relief presented
the third in the series of Fall Forums,
devoted to a study, Hunger in Eu-
rope. Committee Chairman Joe Ar-
nold acquainted the audience with
the work the committee is doing in
sending packages of food and cloth-
ing to the revolutionary socialists of
Europe, who are in desperate need
of material assistance. X

James M. Fenwick, organizer of
the Workers Party, analyzed the fam-
ine conditions in Europe today, stress-
ing their political significance. Victor
aqd vanquished nations alike find
themselves unable to feed their peo-
ple at any level above that of sub-
sistence. In our day of modern agri-
cultural methods, no natural disaster
could make hunger the horrible
reality that it is today.

The showing of a motion picture
portraying the destruction of Europe
concluded the evening's program.

accused the monopolized meat indus-
try of a “sit-down strike” against the
American people.

. Regarding the wage and price lev-
els, Murray pointed out that the re-
cent 25 per cent increases in prices
have not been accompanied by a cor-
responding wage increase. These
wage increases will be demanded by
the 900,000 steel workers when they
reopen contract negotiations on Jan-
uary 1.

Elaborating on the wage and price
relationship, Murray stated, ‘“Amer-
ican industry is making plenty of
money, and can well afford to give
healthy wage inereases now without
increasing the price of commodities.”
This is in essence the.program of the
GM division of the UAW-CIO which
Murray repudiated last spring when
he agreed to a wage increase for the
steel workers but at the same time
agreed to a price increase for the
steel industry. President Murray has
been driven by economic necessily
to support of a wage and price policy
which LABOR ACTION has consist-
ently put forward for many months—
Wage Increases Without Price In-
creases.

ON ESCALATOR CLAUSE

Most of the resolutions adopted by
the convention were of a routine na-
ture and were accepted as proposed
by the Resolutions Committee. These
were on CIO Unity, Job Evaluation,
Industry - wide Contract Demands,
Stewards’ Education, Housing and
Educational Facilities for Veterans,
Liberalized Workmen's Compensa-
tion, Unemployment Compensation,
Full Employment, Civil Liberties
Guarantee and Permanent Security
Fund. There was also a resolution for
support of the Taylor Bill (S-2508)
providing for income tax crédit to
workers whose income falls below a
minimum decent standard of living.

A resolution on political action was
passed which called for continued
participation within ithe PAC and for
a recommendation that "“thc national
CIO-PAC explore the possibilities of
establishing an American Labor Par-
ty.” There was, however, an amend-
ment submitted from the floor calling
for a Labor Party now based on the
unions and embracing the PAC. This
amendment, although receiving some
support from several delegates, was
ruled out of order by the chairman
on a technicality.

The wage policy resolution, call-
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ing for substantial wage increases,
was modified by removing the “cost
of living clause” and replacing it
with “wage increases commensurate
with the increased. cost of living.”
Some delegates voted against the in-
clusion of the “escalator clause” be-
cause they felt that it prohibited the
unions from making any wage gains
on arn® absolute scale and tied wage
increases irrevocably to the tail of
the price increase kite.

REUTHER'S FAILURE

The speech by Walter R&uther
president of the UAW-CIO, on the
closing day of the convention fol-
lowed in -general the pattern of the
Murray address but was enlivened by
Reuther's somewhat greater political

SYL DISCUSSES
"WALLACE ISSUE"

The Socialist Youth League held its

regular forum on Sunday, October 27,
on the topic of “The Wallace Issue.”
Jackie Robbins of the Executive Com-
mittee led a lively discussion on the
‘foreign policy of the United States
and Russia, pointing out that both
countries are equally imperialist and
reactionary and can offer no leader-
ship to progressive youth.

A few AYD members from the
floor offered objection to her char-
acterization of Russia as “imperial-
ist and reactionary.” A hot discussion
then ensued on Russian foreign pol-
icy, particularly the wutilization of
slave labor, the dismantling of facto-
ries and the suppression of freedom
in Russian-occupied territories. The
discussion was continued after the
adjournment of the meeting over cof-
fee. The AYD members said they
would be interested in hearing more
about our point of view and promised
to come to the next meeting. The
forum closed with the singing of the
“Internationale.™

The New York unit of the Socialist
Youth League holds forums every
Sunday night at 8:30 at 276 Fulton
Street, Brooklyn, third floor. (“All
trains to Boro Ir_la‘li") A forum will
be held on.Sunday, November 10, on
“OPA and the Program of the Work-
ers Party.” '

The unit is also conductmg several
informal study groups The topies in-
clude: “Negro History in the United
States,” “Fundamentals of Socialism,”
“The American Labnr Movement™
and “The History of Bolshevism.” All
interested friends can come to unit
meetings and register for the study
groups.

Bankruptey of PAC
L3 L3 3

Policy in Chicago
CHICAGO, Oct.
dence of the complete bankruptcy of
the policy of CIO-PAC in supporting
candidates of the capitalist parties for
public office was given last night at
a meeting of the Chicago Industrial
Union Council, CIO.

Michael Mann, Council secretary,
reporied on the candidates to be en-
dorsed fbr public office in Cook Coun-
ty.

“The job of the committee was very
‘difficult,” he said. “There was very
little to choose from.” He emphasized
the fact that there was practically
no choice between the candidates at
least three times and then proceeded
to list the “endorsed” candidates.
What a farce!

A delegate representing Local 719,
UAW-CIO, in speaking for his local,
stated that it had gone on record for
the organization of an Independent
Labor Party and opposed the policy
of endorsing candidates of the capi-
talist parties, and would not partici-
pate in the wrangling on which Re-
publican or Democrat to endorse.

‘'would ask for wage

95" Concrete evi-

Lashes Redctionary Congress but Offers No Lead on Independent Labor Political Action

and social consciousness. When ‘Reu-
ther analyzed the evils of our capi-
talistic society with its scarcities, un-
employment, high prices and low
wages he held the undivided atten-
tion of the audience; but when he
failed to draw conclusions from his
observations, the audience grew rest-
less.

Although Reuther announced that
the auto workers would begin the
new series of wage negotiations with
Chrysler the following week and
increases, he
gave no indication that the mew de-
mands would be ba.sed on the GM
Program.

At the time of the convention
there were rumors that Murray
would resign the presidency of the
CIO at the coming Atlantic City con-
vention on November 18 and that
Reuther was interested in the posi-
tion. These rumors were denied by
Reuther, who expressed confidence in
Murray’'s leadership. The important
choice, however, is not one between
a Murray and a Reuther but between
a militant program centering on in-
dependent political action and effec-
tive control of wages, prices and pro-
duction and a program of continued
collaboration politically with those

whom labor has long recognized to -

be its economic enemy in the shop.
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Civil Liberties
In Baltimore

Dear Editor:

A worse than usual outrageous ob-
struetion to free speech has just oc-
curred ‘in. Baltimore. .An.evangelical
group and the Socialist Labor Party
had been holding open-air meetings
on .a downtown corner. The Bible
Society already had a permit, so the
Socialist Labor Party proceeded to
get one ‘also. And that is where the
trouble .rested. The Evening Sun of
Baltimotre reports that in the debate
over the permit, the city solicitor
asked the question whether such a
busy .intersection should ‘be used at
all for public gatherings. This objec-
tion was ruled out because there had
been no complaint to this effect.

Then the president of the Board of
Estimate said that he was in favor of
letting religious groups ‘hold such
meetings but not political groups.
(The city administration decides on
what kind of free speech should be
allowed—which isn't free speech at
all.)

But now we came to the cllmax

The city comptroller asked the So-
cialist Labor petitioner: “Is it true
that your organization is opposed to
the capitalistic system  in America”
The Socialist Labor DEtltlDIler an-
swered “Yes The board then took
a vote, and -the permit was refused.

So there you have it—bpurgeois de-
mocracy with its fangs showing. I
can see one. of the main lessons taught
at the reeent Socialist Youth League
School being learned in a real con-
crete case. What is this lesson? THAT
CAPITALISM WILL GRANT CIVIL

- LIBERTIES ONLY AS LONG AS IT

‘CAN AFFORD TO DO SO. After that,
fascism.

R. C., SYL, Baltimore.

A New Dream

Movie House
Dear Editor:

The New York papers have recent-
ly seen spme splurgy advertising
about a new .dream movie theater on
Park Avenue that is fo cater strictly
to the carriage trade.

Except for a matinee performance,

the ;theater will not be open to the
general public—seats will be sold on
a yearly basis by subscription. Aside
from the gilt-edged prices, the thea-
ter will feature individual seats (or,
if you prefer, foamex rubber love
seats in the balecony), wide aisles (for
wide and soft derriéres), a snack bar,
ping-pong tables, art exhibits.

These features are all being ‘built
at the most rapid pace out of good
building materials. These materials
just “happen” to be available—while
thousands of vetefans’ housing pro-
jects are mysteriously, stymied for
lack of materials. This Walter Reade,
who is the entrepreneur of this enter-
prise, owns a chain of New Jersey
theaters around Asbury Park, Atlan-
tic City, Freehold, Lakewood, etc.

The most ironic fact of all is that
this “theatah of the cinemah” is lo-
cated just smack opposite the Veter-
ans Center on Park Avenue. In this
center come the ex-GI's who crack
under the strain of civilian life of
the post-war world—finding an apart-
ment, . getting a job, etc. A lovely
world—this capitalism!

J., New York.

Jahe the G

Offers an ldea
On Cartoons

Dear Editor:

. The cartoons in LABOR ACTION
are usually good, sometimes quite
eloquent, but they are too limited in
scope.

The enclosed cartcon, “New Price
Control,” clipzed from the Chicago
Daily News of Octcber 18, showing a
housewife, who obvieusly wept to the
butcher shop to buy some meat, walk-
ing away from a very tempting look-
ing steak shown her by the meat cut-
ter, and turning away she says, “Sor-
ry, it’s too high.”

The subject of this cartoon will in-

dicate what I mean by saying that

_your cartoons are too limited in scope.

The housewives, we Kknow, buy
most of the foods and goods in gen-
eral; therefore, they should be made

wware, pictorially when possible, oi_

thgir power as buyers of foods, house-
_hold goods, etc.

SALLY SUMMERS, Chicago.

New Headquarters
In Philadelphia '

Readers of LABOR ACTION in the
Philadelphia area now have available
for their activities a large, pleasant
meeting hall and club rooms at 1139
Girard Avenue (northeast corner of
12th and Girard). On November 1
the Philadelphia Local of the Work-
ers Party moved into this new Labor
Action Hall, which is centrally locat-
ed near the Girard Avenue Station
of the Broad Sireet Subway.

The new hall will be officially
opened with a gala housewarming
and Hallowe'en Party on Saturday,
November 9, at 9 p.m. There will be
refreshments and dancing, with valu-
able door prizes for costumes as an
added attraction.

All readers and friends of LABOR
ACTION are invited to attend the
opening affair and also to use the
facilities of the hall at their conven-
ience. The Workers Party ‘School will
be'continued in the new headquarters
as well as the remzining sessions of
the interesting Fall Forums.

AKRON

Write to Box 221 for further informa-
tion,

BUFFALO .
HEADQUARTERS: 639 Main Street.
Open meetings on Sunday evenings.
Thursday evenings at 8§ pm. a

course in the Program of the Work-

ers Party. I'ee: 2bc.
LABOR ACTION can be bought at
newsstand at Chippewa and Delaware

Avenues.

CHICAGO

LABOR ACTION, 1501 W. Madison,

2nd floor, Chicago 7.
Telephone—CHEsnpeake 5798

Office hours: 3-5:30 p.m. daily, ex-
cept Sundays. Tuesday and Wednes-
day evenings.

Series of 6 classes in “Problems of
Socialism™ every Friday night

CLEVELAND

The Cleveland branch of the Work-
ers Party meets every Thursday at
8:00 p.m. in Carnegie Hall, 1220 Huron
Road.

The Cleveland branch of the Hoclal-
ist Youth League meets every Tues-
day—idefinite headguarters not yet es-
tablished.

Youth socials are held every Friday
or Saturday night.

Buy LABOR ACTION and the New
Internationnl in Cleveland at Wheat-
man’s store, 719 IProspect Ave.,, down-
town.

For further information write Der-
nard Douglas, P. O. Box 1190, Sta. 13,
Cleveland, Ohio.

DETROIT

Headquarters, 3773 Gratiot (at ML
Elliott).

Office hours: 11 am.-3 p.m., Tues-
days, Wednesdays and Thursdays.
Class in “Fight for Socialism" every

Thursday at 11:30 a.m.

LOS ANGELES

Haedguarters at 3161 W.
Olive. Telephone

Pico near
Rlchmond 7-3230.

Ofice hours: 12 to 3 pom. ddily, ex-
copt Sunday; also 4:30 to 6:30 pm. on
Monday and Friday,

LOUISVILLE .

New International on sale at Eilers
Bookshop, ‘-between Liberty and Jef-
ferson on 3rd.

For other information regarding
LABOR ACTION, New International
and Workers Party — Write Robert
Durant, Box 1181, Louisville, Ky.

NEWARK

HEADQUARTERS: 248 Market St.

OFFICE HOURS: Tuesday—3 to 6
p. m.; Wednesday—12 to 3 p. m.;
Saturday—3 to 4 p. m.

Newark newsstands:

91 Barclay St..

168 Belmont Ave.

Stand, Market and Mulberry, north-
east corner.

LECTURE ON RUSSIA will be de-
livered by EMANUEL GARRETT, edi-
tor of LABOR ACTION, at 8:30 p.m.
on Saturday, November 1I| at Labor
Action Hall, 248 Market St. Admission
50 cents. Refreshments.

NEW YORK CITY

CITY OFFICE—114 West 14th St.
—Open all day until 7:00 p.m. Tele-

CHelsea 2-9681.

phone:
MANHATTAN — Meets every Wed-
nesday at §:00 p.m. Third floor, 114 W.
14th St.
HARLEM—MeeLs every Wednesday
at 8:00 p.m. Workers Party Headquar-

ters, 2143 Seventh Ave, Room 106

(near 127th St.).

BROOKLYN DOWNTOWN — Meets
evely Wednesday at 8:00 p.m. Worlk-
ers Party Headguarters, 276 I'ulton
St., 2nd Floor.

Also, please send us your name and
address so that you can be Kkept in-
formed of all Workers Party activi-
ties.

READING

LABOR ACTION and The New In-
ternational are xold at mewsstand at
Fifth and Penn Streets, southwest
corner.

For information regarding the ac-
tivities and affairs of the Reading
Branch of the Workers DIarty
dress: P. O. Box 1671.

Regular class on the “Role of the
TParty in the Fight for Socialism" ev-
ery Monday evening at 3:30.

PHILADELPHIA

HEADQUARTERS: 1139 West Ger-
ard Avenue (3rd door).

WTI Branch meets each Monday, at
§:00 p.m.

Socialist Youth League meets I'ri-
day at §:00 p.m.
cents,

LABORR ACTION on sale at follow-
ing newsstands:
E. cor. 11th and Walnut Sts.
W. cor. 13th and Market Sts.
I, cor. Broad and Arch Bta.
IE. cor. 156th and Market Sts.
K. cor. 19th and Market Sts.
. I cor. 16th and Seybert Sts.
. cor. Kensington and Alleghe-

ny Aves. ;
Nr. N. E. cor. Broad St and Girard
Ave.

NEW INTERNATIONAL on sale at
following newsstands:

N. E. cor. 11th and Walnut Sts.

N. W. cor. 13th and Market Sts.

N. Ii. cor. Broad and Arch Sts.

N. E. cor. 15th and Market Sts.

SAN FRANCISCO BAY AREA

For lnfarq}atlon on the activities of
the Workers Party in the San Fran-
cigco Bay Area, write “Labor Aclion,
P. 0. Box 435, Berkeley, Calif."

LABOR ACTION and New Interna-
tionnl may be purchased at 2059 Fill-
more St, San Francisco; Golden Gate
News Agergpm 81 3rd St.; McDonald's
Bookstore, "867 Mission St.

BZRZZL2

In Bclkclcy Whelens, Bancroft and

Telegraph.

SEATTLE

For information regarding the ac-
tivities of the Seattle Branch, and for
further information regarding LA-
BOR ACTION and the WORKERS
PARTY, write to B. Donaldson, c/o
Eckhdart News, 102 Washington 8St.,
Seattle, Washington:

SOCIALIST YOUTH LEAGU:E

The Soetialist Youth League, vouth
section of the Workers Party, has
youth units in the following cities:
New 7York, Philadelphia, Baltimore,
Margantown, W. Va., Cleveland, Chi-
cago, Detroit. Seattle Cornell Univer-
sity, Tthiea, N. Y.

ad-"
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i PRESS MANAGER'S

BY HENRY JUDD ==

RENEWAL SUBSCRIPTION CAMPAIGN: Results on -the Renewal Subscrip-
ion Campajgn have now been about completed, and the results indicate that
up till now 500 subscribers who began to read LABOR ACTION six months
age have decided to become constant, regular readers of the paper. We still
expect many more renewals to come in steadily, and many agents are still at

work obtaining renewals. These results have been gratifying and full credit
goes to those branches of the Workers Party [San Francisco, Philadelphia,

Newark, Chicago, etc.) where real efforts were made.

MONTHLY BILLING: Regular monthly bills are now in the mails to

our LABOR ACTION agents. We hope that action, in the form of substan-
tial payments and clearing up of accounts, will follow immediately. Some
agents are already falling behind and we again give notice that we will

have to “erack down” on them in the very near future unless they catch up.
NEW INTERNATIONAL CAMPAIGN: As announced previously,

LABOR ACTION is solidly behind the campaign of The New International, .

its sister publication. We urge all our agents to give their fullest support

to this campaign. Many LABOR ACTION representatives are running this
campaign for the magazine, after completing their work on the -Renewal

Subscription Campaign for LABOR ACTION. It is very important for us

that the work for the magazine be highly successful.

A solid 50 new subscriptions and renewals came in to LABOR ACTION
during this past week. New York City, fom the first time in many weeks,
leads the list although still not doing as much for LABOR ACTION as is
possible, The Newark Branch of the Workers Party is in excellent standing

with LABOR ACTION. Here’s the list for the week:

NEW YORK CITY
Newark
Buffalo ...
San Pedro ...
San Fruncisco
Detroit
Reading ..........
Philadelphia
Seattie

4 i

Address

1 Want to Subscribe to
THE NEW EIGHT-PAGE

4 Court Square, Long Island City 1, N. Y.

Name i ey o I s et

"ACTION

ZODB. ..ccciuic DB ciississssusasmassivan

50 Cents for SirMﬁni_lls

i s

‘$1.00 for a Year
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Revolutionary Policy in Venezia-Giulia

An Eye-Witness Report on the Trieste Issue

By GEORGE HARRIS

I have just returned from the
most troubled and strife-torn city in
the world—Trieste, where agents
and dupes of the two main imperial-
ist powers in the world are conduct-
ing a struggle to the death agambt
each othez.

. Trieste is the ‘major ; clty of the
V‘enezm Guilia area in northeastern
Italy and has as population between
600,000 and /750,000.: (The *figure is
i;q indefinite because-of, the number
of Yugoslavs pumped into the area
and the’ number of Italians abducted
out* of it 'by Tito’s Torces. Similar
but. lesseér actions: have been taken
by the Italians.) Approximately 60
per cent of the area is Yugoslav, but
the industrial cities have an Italian
majority, Trieste being nearly 75
per cent Italian. Similarly Monfal-
cone and Gorizia have 65 to 70 per
cent majorities.

At present the provinee is arbi-
trarily divided by the Morgan Line
into Zone A and Zone B. The Yugo-
slavs occupy Zone B; the Allies,
mostly the U. S. 88th Division, Zone
A. Trieste, Monfalcone and Gorizia
are in Zone A.

-

TITO’S ABDUCTIONS

;Almost weekly there is a planned
licensed demonstration by both sides.
Almost daily there is. a semi-spon-
tancous disturbance of one kind or
another in the large cities. The most
backward nationalistic hatreds are
_stimulated by both sides. It is not at
all unusual to find the most “refined”
Italian families teaching their chil-
dren to' refer to Slavs as Schiave
(Ttalian for slave). The Tito sup-

- ITALIAN BLACKSHIRTS
PUNISHED LIGKTLY BY

PARIS, Oct. 18— Italian Blackshirt
and SS sluggers have been arrested
for plenting the time bomb that de-
stroyed a CP headquarters in Milan
on October 10, the Itali press re-
ports. The blast killed a five-year-old
boy, wrecked offices, blasted out walls
and shook the neighborhood. A CP-
led demonstration protested t§ Milan
pollce

On the same. day terrousts ﬁred on
hear.f.quarters of the Anti-Fascist Un-
ion of Italo-Slavs at Monfalcone in
Venezia Giulia, which mcludes Tri-
este‘ and wounded t{wo persons.

SUSTER'S HISTORY = -

‘The signature.of Roberlo Suster,
director .of the fascist news agency,
$teiam, from 1941 to 1943, appeared
upder an editorial in L'Independente
on. October 9 and continues to ap-
pear. The never-completed purge of
former fascist newspapermen and the
general amnesty have been criticized
by an Italian journalists’ conference
in Palermo on-October 7 which op-g
posed employing ex-fascist writers.
© It has had little effect.

Mussolini’s personal newspaper,
Popolo D'Italia, employed Suster,
now 51, as a correspondent in the
Balkans, Germany, Russia, Japan and
China during the 1920's. Later, as
chief of the Italian press office in
Warsaw, Suster was also secretary of
the Fascist Party there. Mussolini
himself wrote a preface to Germania
Repubblicana, one of two books Sus-
ter had written during the fascist
reign.

4 Sustersc re -entry into newspaper
actwity is only the latest in a' long
series o;f similar incidents. Two days
before, Mario Missiroli, who was an
important director of I1 Messaggero,
most powerful daily Roman paper,
when it was a chief fascist organ, was
. appointed an edifor.

PETEI IS, "PUNISHED"

“Axis Sally” or Rita Zucca, daugh-
ter of a New York restaurant owner,
well known broadcaster to Allied sol-
diers in Italy, is to be released from
Mantellate Prison in Rome, it was
reported on October 16, Miss Zuccea,
who, according to U. S. Army au-
thorities, renounced her American
citizenship in June, 1941, had her
Italian eourt sentence of four vyears
and five months cancelled under the
general amnesty of August and was
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porters, in turn, indiseriminately la-
bel all Italians as Fascists.

During the 40 days that Tito's
“liberators” occupied Gorizia shortly
before the end of the war in Europe,
15,000 of its population—almost one
out of every three—were abducted to
Yugosla\rlan labor camps. These
were mainly Italians, but many anti-
Tito forces, were similarly treated.

Of these 15,(){)0J some 10,000 have - : : €
: R ' power. It is obvious that the ultimate

been heard from: most still in the
camps, many dead, a. few trickling
back and a handful - returning as
agents for "Tito. The other 5,000 are
still not heard from. Almost eyery
family in Gorizia has been affected

by this terrorism. Under the circum-

stances, there is no cause for sur-
prise at the recrudescence of ex-
treme Italian chauvinism.

But the Slavs, in turn, have equal
reason to fear Italian rule. During
the period of Mussolini’s domination,
the Slavs in this area suffered a se-

-vere form of national oppression.

Their language was discouraged and
no newspapers in Slovene were per-
mitted. Slavs found no. employment
in the cities, for the policy of the
Mussolini government was to encour-
age them to remain peasants in the
countryside. True, there is today a
new government in Italy, but the
Slavs see this new government con-
tinuing to press the same imperial-

istic: policy which distinguished, Mus-

solini’s rule—and they thereford shy
away from the prospect of Italian
domination of Venezia Guilia.

In -the present &ituation,’ there
seems almost no equitable soliitidn to
the problem, so inflamed hdve the
nationalistic hatreds become., A de-
cision in favor of either nation will

RENEW ACTIVITY;
GOVERNMENT

being held temporarily by Allied au-
thorities.

This week's payoff in easy treat-
ment of fascists was the case of Aris-
todemo Petri, ill-famed as “the terror
of Porta Pia" during the Nazi occu-
pation of Rome. Petri, who, witnesses
testified, had forced anti-fascists' to
wear brilliant red neckties and.was
an expert in forcing castor oil::‘down
anti- fa5c1st throats was sentenced to
three years afid e1ght months in jail
and a 12,000 lire fine by lhe Rome
Court of Assizes——J. 4. .

FOOD MlNlSTER
FAILS TO CRUSH
BLACK MARKET

PARIS, Oct. 21—The three.-month-
old half-free-half-controlled meat ra-
tioning system® which Food Minister
Farge had called a [‘bastard” system
when first adopted in July is now
scrapped for fully-controlled ration-
ing. . d

The double ration system had au-
thorized purchase of 150 grams of
meat (about one-third pound) at the
controlled price of 135 francs; and an-
other 150 grams of meat at “free”
prices which were far higher. Fargey
said French workers, far from wiping

out the black market, had crawled

into bed with it and legalized it.

Under ‘this system, meat prices rose
47 per cent from July to September,
admits Farge. Pork, which sold at a
maximum of seven francs a kilo (2.2
pounds) in 1938, now sells for 160
francs;,' 23 times higher!

Moved by growing profests 'and
strikes of workers frozen out of the
meat ‘market by high' prices, Farge
said more' meat—300 grams per week
per person—will be available at 200
francs a 'kilo. Actually this is the
same amount of meat and is a recog-
nition by Farge that it is time to le-
galize the 65-franc rise in prices from
135 to 200 francs a kilo, well out of

range of the workers’ pockets. Mean-

while the black market will continue
selling meat at 300-400 francs a kilo.

Like his earlier “bastard” system,
Farge's new attempt to conirol prices
will prove as empty as his boast of
ending le marché mnoir “by Christ-
mas."—J. A,

H{TUESDAY

it 5 Trude Unionism

A """ in Action

?e30-8 45 P. M. . Begins Nov. 12
OSCAR WILLIAMS, Instructer

* Marx's Capliul
Volume Il

7:30-8:45 P. M Begins Nov. 12
F. FORREST, Instructor

i

Socialist Perspectives
for Post-War Europe

© 9:00.10:15 P. M.
MAX SHACHTMAN, Instructor

Begins Nov. 12

FRIDAY
Program of the
Workers Party |

7:30-8:45 P.M.  Begins Nov. 15,
- MARY BELL, Instructor

Contemporary Problems
" of Marxism

7:30-8:45 P. M. " Begins Nov. 15
ERNEST ERBER, Instructor

Development of the Socialist
Movement

" Part I: The Struggle for
Scientific Socialism
9:00-10:15 P. M. Begins Nov. 15
‘EMANUEL GARRETT, 'lnsf‘ruchr

FIRST TERM: Eight Weeks

Nov. 12, 1946, to Jan. 17, 1947
All Courses at
Third Floor, 114 West 14th Street, New York 11, N. Y.
Phone: CHelsea 2-9681

REGISTRATION: Oct. 30 to Nov. 11
Fee: $1.50 per Course

leave active dissident groups for
whom life would be made miserable
by the victors. To internationalize
the area would be equivalent to giv-
ing Tito a protectorate. With a city
like Trieste internationalized, 200,000
Italians would be strangled economi-
cally by the Yugoslavs who would

upon Yugoslavia for its
food and upon Italy for its electrie

solution lies in a workers’ govern-
ment in the area, based on the co-
operation of working class govern-
ments in Italy and Yugoslavia. That
alone could bring about the.coopera-
tion of the two peoples and lessen
chauvinistic bitterness.

WHAT CHOICE?

‘Yet the question presses for an
immediate solution. The first demand
in this situation must be one for self-
determination. That is to say, the
choice must rest with the people of
Venezia Guilia—deciding in a fully
democratic plebiscite, and through
their own delegated institutions
what shall be their future.

However, that by no means dis-
poses of the problem. Self-determi-
nation is an elementary right, one

. that is basic to every revolutionary

socialist platform. In a plebiscite,
the people would have before them
the choice of attaching themselves to
Yugoslavia, to Italy, or remajning
entirely independent. Thus we have
the obligation of stating our’opinion
as to how .they should wvote. Trieste:
cannot be conmdeled in the same
light as, say, Poland 'or the Ukraine.
It is impcssible in this situation to
call for a  completely independent
Trieste, for it would in reality be an
oppressed satellite of Yugoslavia,
Italy (or Anglo-American imperial-
ism operating through the United
Nations). -

To advocate that the people of
Trieste °affiliate themselves with
Yugoslavia is to advocate that they
place around their necks a totali-
tarian noose. The choice that is left
is to advocate among the people
of the area that they vote to incor-
porate themselves.intd: Italy. Wihits . 1

ever the liniifations on democracy in

Italy, and'these limitations are wide
and varied, in the conerete_circum-
stances’ the people of the area would
be choosmg the right to have some
kind of free press, free unions and
free political organizations, not one
of ‘'which would exist under Tito.
Such an’ appmach based not on
Ttalian  nationalist considerations
but. on the democratic mterests of
the Trieste people, would in’ its
proper presentation, itself constitute
a refutation of reactionary It.ahan

and Yugoslav nationalism. The peo-

ple would be asked to make a choice
not on nationalist lines; but on demo-
cratic lines designed to promote the
socialist cause..

(A similar, though not identical
‘problem, existed: some years ago

_ with .respect to the Saar. A plebis-
- completely surround them. Trieste
. depends

cite was to be held. The Saar, under
a League of Nations mandage, be-
longed to France. Ethnologically and
in every way it was part of Ger-
many. Hitler counted on that, and
succeeded in winning the plebiscite.
Indepéndence was realistically out
of the question. The revolutionists
were faced with a choice—how ap-
ply the principles of self-determina-
tion.

Leon Trotsky in that situation, de-
spite the Saar’s ethnological and in-
dustrial and national ties to Ger-
many, proposed then that.the peo-
ple of the Saar vote for France. The
reasons he put forward were much
the same as those put forward
above, Hitler Germany meant death
for the unipn and political institu-
tions of the working class. France,
in the circumstances, meant demo-
cratic rights essential to building
the socialist movement. We ask our

Gould Speaks at
AVC Election Forum

" NEW YORK CITY—A lively political

debate took place last week ‘at ‘the
General Maurice Rose Chapter of the
American Veterans Committee For-
um in the East Bronx when Nathan
Gould, veterans director of the Work-

ers Party, debated representatives of -

the Liberal and Communist (Stalin-
ist) Parties. The representative of the
Stalinists was Joe Clark, writer on
veterans’ subjects for the Daily
Worker, :

Several hundred people attended
the forum, which was held at Herman
Ridder High School in the heart of a
working class East Bronx neighbor-
hood. The alert audience listened at-
tentively fo the speakers and ap-
p}auded‘ Dulds esentfation o fthe

: b fféjﬂ ﬁomt of view.
TAtter the speecl;us questions were
asked and many contrasted Gould's

--frank- -presentatien ~with - Clark's*-at-

tempt to evade the ticklish questions
which listeners asked him about the
Hitler-Stalin. ‘pact 'and Russia's re-
fusal to open‘its @ears to refugee Eu-
ropean Jews. - ¥

For a long while after tHe forum,
members of the audience continued
informal discussidns in which meém-
bers of the Workérs Party v1g0musl_v
partxc;pabed 2

]
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NO. 1

Lenin: The Teachings of Karl Marx
Lepip: The War and the Second International .20
Nearing: The American Empire ..

NO. 2
" Lenin: The Teachings of Karl Marx
Lovovsky: Role of Labor Unions in the Rus-

k sian Revolution ............
Losovsky—Role of Labor Unions in flle Rus-
‘Nearing: The American Empire ..
Skachfmun. The Flgllf for Socwlism

LABOR ACTION BOOK SERVICE
4 C.om-t Square
Long Island City 1, N. Y,

.20

\ 50¢ for You

......... cevvevene <05

Please send me No. 1 [J No. 2 [] No. 3 ]

Have you read Trotsky’s

Name ______. -
THE NEW COURSE? N
Paper Bound $1.00 [ Az
Cloth Bound $2.00 0, City . Zone.__ State_____

i

SUNDAY EVENING FORUM

Nov. 17—PALESTINE: A Symposium
Nov. 24—GUNTHER REIMANN

On "The Fate of Germany"

Dec. ] —JAMES T. FARRELL

On "Tolstoi's WAR AND'

Dec.8 —CLEMENT GREENBERG

On "The Decline of Ari"

Dec. 15—NATHAN GOULD !

On "Trend to Militarization in the U. §."

Jan. 5 —PROF. C, WRIGHT MILLS

On "The New Middle Class"

Jan. 12—IRVING HOWE

On "Can the Intellectual Escape Poiitics?"

Jan. 19—MAX SHACHTMAN
On "American Labor at

Jan. 26—ISAAC ROSENFELD

On "Trends in American Literature" '

ADMISSION: Single Lecture,

AN D

Ed Findley and Albert Gofes
Author of "The Vumpire Economy

Nnvallsf and Literary Critic
PEACE" Author of "Studs Lonigan"

Editor of "Commentary"
Art Critic of "The Nation”

National Organizer, Workers Party

Dir. Labor Reséarch Div., Bur. of
Applied Social Research,
Columbia University

Editorial Board, Labor Action
National Chairman, Workers Party

the Crossroads"
Author, "Pmsage from Home" ¥

50c — Series of four, $1.50

readers to make particular note of

" this point. The problem of Trieste

is now being disposed of imperialis-
tically in the United Nations and it
will exist as a problem for a lone
time, Our view as stated above will
probably occasion much discussion;
and we shall return to it shortly to
make fuller explanation.—Ed.)

REVOLUTIONARY POSSIBILITIES

But the truth is that there is at
present no revolutionary movement-:
in Trieste. The primitive national-
ism inculcated into the masses by
both Italy and Tito drugs whatever
class consciousness the workers pos-’
sess. Yet there are significant ten-
dencies within the “left” parties
which can be successfully exploited
by revolutionary elements. The Stal-
inist movement is split from top to
bottom into three groups who often
violently fight against each other.
One group is that led by Togliatti,
operating on Kremlin instruections,
but unable to refuse, passively beg-
ging the Allies to give Trieste to
Italy. The second is a majority of
the Italian Stalinists who ‘actively
demand Trieste for Italy. The third
group is the Titini, that is Tito’s
supporters.

The Fourth International is hard-

ly known in this area. But that there
are great opportunities fom it is in-
dicated in the following incident:

Two British Trotskyists, who hap- .

pened to find themselves in the area,
spoke before a local Stalinist see-
tion (numbering 2000:in a town of
10,000!) and created a tremendous
impression. They were bombarded
with questions and discussion. They
distributed copies of IV Internazion-
ale, the newspaper of the Italian
section of the Fourth International.
But they were unfortunqtely unable
to remain in the area. If the Italian
Fourth Internationalists find it pos-
sible to establish contact with the
more advanced elements in Venezia
Guilia, we are certain that they will
find them interested and receptive to
the program of revolutionary so-
cialism. .

. pating organizations.
it that bnly_orgamzatmns_.
which they were sure of would be at

San Francisco Union
Pickets Demonstrate
Against Hate-Monger

By MILTON MILLER

SAN FRANCISCO, Oct. 21—Carrying.

signs: proclaiming “Frisco Is 100 Per .

Cent Unioni—Smith Is 100 Per Cent
‘Anti-Union,” “Drive .Smith the Scab-
Hevder Out of Fﬂsco." “Smith Scabs
for Big Business,” more than A,000

the-San Francisco. CIO Industrial Un-
ion ‘Council to demcmsg.;:ste against
hate-monger and fascist Gérald L. K.

Smith at the Commerce High Schogl i

in San Francisco.

Organizations represented on the
picket line included CIO maritime
unions, San Jose CIO Council, Amer-
ican Veterans Committee, National
Association for the Advancement of
Colored People, Veterans of Foreign
Wars, Workers Party, Socialist Work-
ers Party and Communist (Stalinist)
Party.

Unfortunately, the real leadership
of the demonstration wasg in the
hands of the Stalinists who played
their usual role of dampening picket-
line militancy and  destroyed the
unity of the picket line*‘with dis-
criminatory actions agaiﬁst garhc;--
Fitst the | C.P
saw to

the organizing conference for “the
picket line. They followed this up
with a leaflet of “instructions” de-
signed to make the-picket line as si-
lent as a grave and discourage the
picketers from shouting slogans or
going into the hall to let Smith know
how anti-fascists really felt about his
fascist gang.

To cap their finky role, the Stalin-
ist “marshal” in charge refused to
allow the Workers Party to carry its
own banners on the grounds that such
slogans were “political” and “unau-
thorized.” He threatened to call the
very same cops who were swarming
all over the place “protecting” Smith
and have the WP picketers removed

3

pickets responded today to the call of :9rgapizations

as “provoecateurs” unless they com-
plied with his demands. The Social-
ist ‘Workers Party was also enjoined
sfrom, carrying a sign on the same
glounds Rather than risk the effects
of a division on the line, the “offend-
ing” signs were removed, since both
had suificient other
s.gnsv-tp Jdentlfy them in the line
of march.™

The policy of throwing cold water
on the militancy of the anti-fascists
played right into Smith’s hands, In-
stead’ of being greeted in San Fran-
cisco with the “Minneapolis treat-
ment,” which led to his being kicked
out of that city for good, the present
policy allows him to meet under po-
lice protection and bwui'd up his ba.ée_
to the point where he will be streng
enough to sally forth and attack
workers' meetings. The lesson of Ger-

" many and Italy must be learned by

American labor. The fascist scum
must be stopped before it gets strong!

After the picket line was disbanded,
it was learned that the police had
beaten up and arrested a union mili-
tant who Heckled Smith inside the
meeting. 'I.‘he unionist, provoked by

“Srith’s re&twnary remarks, called

, out, wherélpon he was grabbed by

three burly plamclotheqmen pulled
over a row of seats, knocked dowry

'in the aisle and pummelled unmerci-

fully. Then he was taken outside,
beaten again and finally removed to
a hospital for treatment. Later he was
charged with ‘“resisting arrest” and
“disturbing the peace™!

A large group of interested workers
that had been apprised of the beating
made representations to the police
and finally secured his release on $50
bail. The money was raised by sym-
pathizers who were outraged at the
behavior of the police. At this writing
the case has been held over to avoid
unfavorable publicity before the elec-
tion, since Proposition No. 4 to raise
police pay is to be voted on!

Bosses Call It "Model Union”’

qull Outfit Seems 'I'o Have Amazmg Amouni' of Adverhsmg Money

During the past four months anti-
labor advertisements have been ap-
pearing in the capltah&‘,t pleqs =1gned
by the “Railroad Yardmasters of
North America, Inc., a ebmpletely in-
dependent labor organization.” This

“unipfi” has.also been recgiying Gap=.;

italist editorial praisé from coast to
coast a8 a “modcl and responsible
union.! 4

" The edllorial praise from thé_capi-

talist press is enough for any worker
to be suspicious of this outfit. But the
anti-labor advertisements give away
completely the reasons for this “un-
ion's” existence.

The membership of this union is
2,000 or less. It claims to have mem- .
bers on the New York Grand Central,
Nickel Plate and on other roads. It
is difficult to figure out how much
dues the national office. gets each
year but ifs maintains offices, officers,
publishes the “Railroad Workers

Journal” .and has the many other
expenses. vy i i
Wllh its mnall membershlp this

means that it can't have more than
enough to balance the books. Bui
this “union” has been putting regu-

larly Hye-coliimti¢and sfull:page ‘paid 3

advertisements in a long list of capi-

.. talist newspapers in-all major cities
3 thlougha’ut the country:. .In New York

City alone, it uses five daily news:

papers. The campaign ‘is so big that:

the advertising firm of C. Franklin
Brown has been hired to handle it
for the “union.”

Now, advertising campaigns
this cost more than a few pennies.
The bill for only one ad of the se-
ries in the New York papers alone
runs into many thousands of dollars,
and each ad runs in every major city
paper in the country.

If there are any doubts where the
financial support of the “Yardmas-

ters'" can' be, a!'reading of the adver-
Lisements is a dead give away.

. One of its advertisements is enti-
tled “There is no permit to steal.”
This advertisement uses all of the
old boss arguments that when work-,
efstiokgahizé  'they lay down on the
job because they know iney have

~protections=The ad hiis at the work-

like |

‘erls ;pecul;se when they have a union
card: they think that ‘they have a
“right to short change their employ-
ers by not giving a day's work for an
honest day's pay.” Other ads have
appeared against the Wagner Act
which this union feels “creates con-
tinual turmoil,” and “pleces employ-
ers and their employees in a position
of disharmony.”

In other words, this “union” is
against everything that is good for

‘labor and is in fayor of everything

that the capitalists want. That is why
the press hai's it as a “model union.”
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