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FIVE CENTS

Two weeks after Presi-

_dent: - Truman _proclaimed

that the United States is en-
gaged in suppressing “ban-
dits” in Korea, the first call
has gone out for 20,000 draf-
tees for the war. Every in-
dication is that hundreds of
thousands will follow these
first vietims of the draft
once the machinery is set up
to handle large numbers of
draftees.

The men in the armed forces
are engaged in what the news-

. papers and the front soldiers re-

refer to as a “slaughterhouse.” It
is an apt word. Fer it describes

“ not only the murderous character

of war, but also the utterly in-

" human nature of this one. It is
- not a war for the interests of
* any people—Korean, American or
" any other—but a war for Amer-
- ican imperialist control in Asia

and the world.

LABOR ACTION is opposed to
drafting a single man for the
slaughterhouse war! -

The draft is only one of the
first measures in dragooning the

home front. The top labor leaders .

COMING—

e T'E RECORD OF THE RHEE
GOVERNMENT N SOUTH KO-
REA, by Jack Brad.

e THE SOCIALIST PARTY AND
KGREA, by Fhilip Coben

e THE PACIFIST TACTIC, a dis-
cussion.

e RECENT RESIGNATIONS
|FROM THE DANISH CP.

| Draft On, No-Strike Pledge Planned
For the Korean ‘Slaughterhouse’ War

By GORDON HASKELL

president of the switchmen’s union:
a free country can still bargain with their employers over
their living conditions without fear that big government

assembled in Washington on July
11 to discuss the role of the labor
movement with war mobilizer W.
Stuart Symington. They referred
to the no-strike pledge of World
War II as an example of what
labor can do for war. From news-
paper reports it seems that the
labor chiefs tried to bargain a
little. They indicated a willing-
ness to give a no-strike pledge if
they are given posts on all levels
of any war agency set up.

barter away for a few govern-
ment jobs the freedom of the

- American workers to defend their

living standards against the

profiteering employers.

LABOR ACTION is against any
no-strike pledge in the slaughter-
house war. Let the rich pay for
the war from their profits. What
a tragedy it would be if the Amer-
ican labor movement were to ac-
cept reactionary policies at home
in the interest of fighting a reac-
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Railroad Union A sks Strikebreaker Truman:
Can Free Men’ Still Strike in This Country?

President Truman is once more engaged in breaking a
railroad strike. With eynical disregard for the interests of
the workers involved, and with a strikebreaking formula
developed by Franklin D. Roosevelt and perfected by him-
self, he is answering the question asked by Arthur J. Glover,

. 4

whether free men in

will team up with obstinate employers.”
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Doubletalk

“Our unions can best show the
workers of other lands that the
democratic way, not the Commu-
nist way, is the road to real eco-

nomie advancement.,” — Harry 8.

Truman in a speech to the Amer-

ican Newspaper Guild convention..

They are, it seems, willing to

tionary war in Korea! \ V4

By JAMES M. FENWICK

Two brief press items amid the verbiage being
printed on the Korean war go a long way toward
showing how the Stalinists are able to win the po-
litical support of theiKoreans through economic

~reforms—reforms which the United States, ham-

strung by its capitalist ideology, is unable to in-
stitute.

The Russian totalitarianism, ruled by a new
exploiting class, is able to use anti-capitalism as
a weapon. It uses this weapon, to be sure, only for
Lhe benefit of its own tyranny; U. S. capitalism is
able to make no political appeal with fleaning

The first item in the contrast is a New York
Times story from Tokyo reporting on a North Ko-
rean broadcast:

The radio said the government would confiscate

. all land owned by the former Republican government,
. private companies and tenant-workers acres bélong-

ing to private landlords. Owner-farmers working
their own land will be permitted to hold a maximum
of twenty chobu (about forty-nine acres) as against
thirty chobu in North Korea.

“The confiscated land will be distributed among
farmers who own less than the designated holdings,
as well as ameng laborers working for hire."”

The second was a New York Herald-Tribune
story from Tokyo concerning what was described
as a “morale-boosting” leaflet, two hundred thous-
and copies of which were dropped to South Koreans
from planes: ‘

“On the front is a picture of President Truman,
accompanied by his statement on North Korean ag-
gression against the Southern Republic. On the re-

Russian Demagogy vs. American Stupidity—

U. S. Offers the Saviour,

Stalinists Promise Land

verse is a picture of General MacArthur and the
story of his visit to the battlefront. The leaflet said:
" 'The United Nations Security Council has given
full approval te President Truman's order for Amer-
ican air and naval support for the Korean army.

" 'General MacAruthur tcok immediate action to
carry out the President's order, American planes and
ships have already reached Korea and are in action.
More will come.

" *The United Kingdom has made available British
naval forces in Japanese waters and:.once more Gen-

eral MacArthur finds himself Supreme Commander in

the Far East fighting against aggression. ’

"'All patriotic Koreans will take heart at the
news that General MacArthur himself has flown to
Kerea to give his personal supervision to this inter-
national aid. )

" 'Well-known te all Koreans as a great and true
friend of their nation, General MacArthur's presence
in Korea shows the determination of the democratic
nations of the world to aid Korea in driving out the
aggressors. ) )

" 'His vast knowledge of the Far East as well as
his world-famed military genius will ke of fremend-
ous value in the struggle to defend Korean independ-
ence and freedom.’

“The leafiet, in Korean,” the story concludes,
‘“was prepared by the Psychological Warfare
Branch of the Far East Command’s Military Intel-
ligence Section.”

There is only one thing which remains unclear:
Why doesn’t the Department of Defense put an
end to the war immediately by simply launching
MacArthur over North Korea?

The issues in -this strike
are easy enough to under-
stand. Operating railroad

. workers have never won the

40-hour week. During the
war they worked 56 hours
a week on straight time. Since
the war the non-operating workers
have won the 40-hour week and
this year most of the operating
workers (those who actually op-
erate the trains) have demanded
the 40-hour week without reduc-
{ion in take-home pay.

They went through all the in-
volved and drawn-out procedure
of the Railway Labor Act. Finally,
an emergency board, appointed by
Truman, handed down one of the
worst decisions in railroad labor
history. It grantedthe switchmen
the 40-hour week, but stated that
an 18-cents-an-hour increase was
enough for them, Acceptance of
this ruling would have meant a
material cut in weekly take-home
pay for the workers, who are none
too well paid now. They rejected
the proposals of the board, which
they have a perfect legal right to

(Turn to last page)
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New Crime Invented
In Birmingham, Ala., Police
Commissioner Eugene (Bull)

O’Connor began his own “direct
action” campaign against the Sta-
linists in his area. On July 10 he
ordered his detectives to arrest
every known Stalinist without
visible means of support OTHER
THAN THAT RECEIVED FROM
THE COMMUNIST PARTY on
vangrancy charges. To date Com-
missioner O'Connor has had two
Communist Party leaders who
were passing out leaflets protest-
ing the United States intervention
in Korea arrested on ‘“vagrancy”
charges. i

He intends to go full steam
ahead in his illegal drive against
the Stalinists, saying *“I hate rat-
tlesnakes and I hate Communists.
I intend to stamp them out just
as I would a den of rattlesnakes.”
To date no rattlesnakes have been
arrested.

N
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" UYAW Signs Bad Five- Year
Allis-Chalmers Contract

By AL JOHNSON

MILWAUKEE, July 6—A pattern for labor’s fifth round
is perhaps shaping up. The General Motors settlement,
which was followed by the settlement at Briggs, has now
been supplemented by a contract between the United Auto-
mobile Workers (Cl1O) and the Allis-Chalmers Company.

The settlement provides for a three-cent general in-
crease, two cents to go into a package for later distribution
to correct inequities, three weeks’ vacation after fifteen
years, the escalator clause, modified union shop, 'ﬁve-ygar
contract, and an optional taking of a three-cent annual im-
provement factor after July 1, 1952.

If the Briggs settlement
can be hailed as a victory,
the Allis-Chalmers contract
must be considered a defeat.

It is true that UAW lead-
ers like Livingston will say:
“Look at the advancement over
previous years! Haven't we got
the escalator clause? We've got
a wage reopener with the right

" to strike after two years. We're
dealing with a rough outfit, a
company that kept verbatim min-
utes throughout negotiations, ete.,
ete.,” .

In addition, it can justly be
said that the Communist Party
forces had gone far to ruin the
locals in the past and many of the
most miserable sections of the
past contracts were carried over.
Besides, the new contract pro-
vides for an improved seniority
system, the right of entry of
UAW International representa-
tives -inte grievance procedure,
leaves of absence for workers
taking on International union
jobs and elective officers, zm(_l a
change in the form of arbitration.

For over a year, off and on, the
UAW has met with Allis Chal-
mers in trying to reach an agree-
mert. The company was obstinate
and nothing was accomplished.
After GM settled the die was
cast; the present settlement is an
cutcome of Detroit’'s GM negotia-
tions.

What's wrong? First of all,
there is the five-year long-term
run of the contract, which every-

one realizes is a danger. What's

wrong in addition?
WIDE-OPEN LANGUAGE

I1n GM the contract, whether it
is considered to be good or bad,
has at least been tested in years
of arbitration cases. Interpreta-
tions have already come down.
1tz langzuage is defined. At AC
the econtract never hasg been de-
fined. When the Communist Par-
tv led the local it was a miserable
contract, and today its language
1ceks with expressions that re-
mind one of the song ‘“Please,
Mr. Boss.”

To illustrate: “Lunching will
L> permitted during working
Lhours providing such lunching

d-cs not int@éffere with production.
Final determination as to whether
o not such lunching interferes
with production will be made by
the superintendent of each de-
partment.” Lunching—in case
thiz is not understood—means to
cat a wrapped sandwich at the
work station!

Again, on grievance time: “the
cmployee and his steward shall,
at their request and after explain-
inz the complaint to the foreman
(or assistant foreman) be per-
mitted to discuss such complaint
privately at the employee’s place
of work. But, if the foreman (or
sssistant foreman) believes that
the discussion is continuing be-
vond a reasonable length of -time,
he may inquire of the steward
and employee when they expect
to conclude their discussion and
may [T fix a time for its termi-
nation,”

Wide-open ldngudge like this
runs all through the confract.
Probationary employees no rights
at all. The use of the words "may"
and "mutually acceptable™ appear
frequently. Does anyone liave any
hope that Allis Chdlmers has

changed over the years and has
become "honorable”?

With regard to the escalator
clause, the May level of the cost

- of living is taken as the base;

and the first report willi be on No-
vember 5 and will not go into
effect until January 1, 1950! No-
vember is a time when there usu-
ally is a seasonal drop in the cost-
of-living figure.

On top of this the readings are
semi-annual and will take place
in March, which also happens to
be a bad month for the reading.
So in effect the escalator clause
will not give much protection, un-
less there is a new wild inflation-
ary period.

So it goes: the GM workers in
the skilled trades got a flat five-
cents on top of the general in-
crease. AC skilled-trades men have
to wait until sixty days before
July 1, 1951 to see how the ¥wo-
cent inequities adjustments are go-
ing to be distributed,

The wunion received the modi-
fied union shop of GM except that
there is an escape period for those
who are members now! They got
language in the contract that will
protect their assessments. The
only discrimination clause is that
the company will net diseriminate
against union members and the
union  will not  dizeriminate
against non-members.

T-H PRINCIPLE

An interesting sidelight is the
vuarantee that all union local
elections will be conducted in the
shop, and members who serve on
the election committee are paid
by the company. This is a pro-
vision that cannot be opposed in
principle—a good militant union
uses election day in shop voting
as a demonstration of its strength
—but what are AC’s motives?

We quote Walter- Geist, presi-
dent of AC, who is not known as
a lover of unions: “All of the
foregoing is predicated upon the
important principle that the af-
fairs of the union shall be con-
ducted in accordance with demo-
cratic principles [look who's talk-
ing!]l and practices. The union

The following report on recent
issues in the National Maritime
Union is from the July number
of the CDU Bulletin. The CDU
(Committee for Democratic Un-
ionism) is the progressive group
in the NMU which is opposed both
to President Joe .Curran's dicta-
torial administration “and to the
Stalinist forces in that union.—Ed.

>

The NMU Negotiating Commit-
tee has reached an agreement with
the ship owners on the hiring-hall’
issug. The new clause regarding
employment is being hailed, by
the wnion officials, as an improve-
ment in the contract.

The fact is that there are more
loopholes (that -
against us by the shipowhers and
government agencies partial to
them) in the new clause than in
the old. A measure of security re-
mains; since men supplied by the
union hall have preference of em-
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caly ‘be used’

itself, the employes who are mem-
bers of the union, and the com-
pany have a definite interest in
preventing the control of the
union by any subversive group
such as the one which created
the. long period of ill will and dis-
ruption with great financial loss
to both employees and the com-
pany.” (Statement during nego-
tiations, June 9, 1950.)

It has to be said that the union
cannof strike at AC over produc-
tion standards (speedup), but only
on wages affer two years. To get
a sirike vote (held by secret bail-
lot) o majority of those in the
bargaining unit have to vote in
favor. Note: not a majority of
those voting! This means that
every non-voter is automatically
counted as a No vote.

This principle of the Taft-
Hartley Law is accepted by the
union negotiators!

CP WILL MAKE HAY

- The negotiations were under
the direction of the head of UAW
Farm Implement Division, John
Livingston. It is interesting to
hear that in the press release
from Allis Chalmers released on
June 30, Livingston was quoted
as saying that the contract “af-
fords an opportunity for the build-
ing of mutual respect between the
parties, I believe that it may be
the foundation of a strong and
lasting peace. The escalator
clause, based on the cost of living,
plus the wage increase recogniz-
ing the annual improvement fac-
tor in production can mean more
and better goods will be available
at lower cost. This serves as a
bulwark te American labor and
industry in our cold-war econ-
omy."” ' .

“It is in keeping with our sys-
tem of free enterprise,” said Liv-
ingston, “that workers who par-
ticipate in the benefits of this
contract will also be able to par-
ticipate in an inereasing stand-
ard of living.”

It is a good thing for the UAW
that Briggs came through, that
Foote Gear in Chicago signed a
good contract in its settiement
with the ClO electrical union, IVE;
that Seeger Sunbeam in Evansville,
Irdiona, signed a good contract
with IUE-ClO—because the Stalin-
ists are sure fo make hay over this
AC job. It will be impossible for
any of the UAW leaders fo explain
away the above-mentioned fea-
tures of the contract merely by
saying, "You should have seen the
contract the Stalinists had before
they were thrown out of AC in
Milwaukee!"

And the Allis Chalmers work-
ers have to live with this contract
for five years!

MU Contract Full o

ployment on the basis of having
worked for one or more companies
unider contract, This would serve
the purpose of preserving the hir-
ing hall for a time.

The methods used by Joseph
Curran and the administration. in
making this compromise, after
constantly claiming that they
would not agree to any weakening
of our employment system, are a
direct violation of trade-union de-
mocracy. The ballot presented for
ratification of the negotiations
shows how little regard the offi-
cials have for the membership.
None of the points negotiated was
outlined for consideration. The
ballot is a disgrace to the NMU
and to labor as a whole. Certainly
the attendant issues in these nego-
tiations should have been settled
in a manner more beneficial to the
membership. For instance:

(1) A joint committee is to be

established for the purpose 0_1‘r _setj _

* 40-hour pay,

By PETE JARMS

CHICAGO, July 9—The Farm
Equipment Council of the Stalin-
ist-controlled UE (United Electri-
cal Workers) has announced to
its members that it has gained a
terrific victory at International
Harvester. This claim appeared in
the union’s paper, FE News.

What are the facts and what is
the truth?

The Stalinist claim is a whop-
ping lie. After signing a bad con-
tract, they do not even adopt the
taetic which Reuther uses in his
United Auto Workers—the attitude
of “critical redlism” which goes
like this: “We didn't get every-

“thing, but in the context of the

siluation we got the best we
cculd.” Instead the CP union heads
insist on bragging to the world
that they have won a victory.

The contract which the local
FE unions of Harvester signed on
June 30 [“FE” stands for the
farm - equipment locals of the
United Electrical Workers—Ed.] is
a continuation of the 1948 con-
{ract for another two years—plus
four infinitesimally small changes,
five-cent wage increases for twen-
ty classifications, and an increased
medical and benefit program.

Besides this, it was left up to
the local unions whether they
wanted a contributory or non-
contributory pension plan.

McCormick Works in Chicago
accepted a contributery plan.
Three per cent of the workers'
wages are deducted up to $3.,000
earned, six per cent after $3,900.
In effect they are taking a wage
cut to pay for their pensions.

Not only are these “militant”
Stalinists accepting a virtual wage
cut in these days of rising cost of
living. They are also admitting
that their workers can save out of
their earnings—how then can they
ask for wage increases?

LEFT TO LOCALS

The Stalinists’ Daily Worker
has written on tons of newsprint
about the GM agreement, but to
date it has had no article on the
International Harvester settlement.
One month has gone by since it
was signed on June 5. t

The UE-FE began national ne-
gotiations in May. The sessions
dragged on; at the end of a month
it delivered an ultimatum to In-
ternational Harvester to meet the
demands for a 35-hour week with
a 12-cent increase,
higher vacation pay, inequity ad-
justments for skilled trades and
nen - production workers. The
cempany held firm and no action
was taken.

Then came the GM coniract
with the UAW on May 30. The

“example . of the economic pack-

age won by the UAW brought

ting up a work schedule for mem-
bers of the steward department on
tankers. You may recall the last
contract negotiations (passenger-
freighter, 1949) when a 5i131i1a1'
clause was inserted, providing for
work rules for each department
to be worked out and posted

aboard all ships. This job was as-

signed to the National Port Com-
mittee, but was not concluded.
Once again, such a job may be en-
trusted to persons who are evi-
dently unfit for such a responsi-
bility.

(2) The Welfare .and Pension
Fund clause is still to be worked
cut: and the 25 cents to be paid
into this fund each day for every
man on . the payroll falls far
short of the average achieved by
the auto workers, the steel work-
ers and the mine workers (John
L. Lewis).

——
(3)FThe new agreement will ‘be
signed for a period of tﬂhi;ec years,

Stalinist FE Claims
A Fake Victory

e i

forth no settlement for the UE.
A week later the UE-FE national
bargaining committee accepted a
two-year agreement with one

wage reopening during the life

of the contract, and referred other
matters back to the local unions.

The local, unions attempted to
meet with lochl managements on
wages, inequities, ete. The indi-
vidual works managers of the
coipany refused to meet. declar-
ing that the whole matter had
been settled nationally. Powerless
because of the central strategy,
the locals finally settled for the
terms agreed on June 5.

BUCKLED UNDER

The widespread criticisim of the
five-year term feature of the
UAW’'s GM contract is legitimate
—but the UE-FE has, since 1948,
accepted exactly the same contract
as it had before without any
changes. It boasts that it has a
“finished document.” Yet the im-
portant changes that were neces-
sary remain as pressing as ever—
on piecework, holiday pay,. vaca-
tion pay, adjustment for skilled
trades and non-production work-
ers, and other sections.

Once again the CP leadership
of a trade union has shown that
it can talk militantly in words
but buckle under to the company
in actiorr. instead of fighting for
the legitimate needs of the work-
ers in the shop.

The Harvester section of the
UAW-CIO began its negotiations
with the company in the face of
this UE-FE schedule. Its contract
expires on August 23. It faces the
same problems as did the UE-FE.
It is to be seen what it accom=
plishes,

Jolt S

President A. J. Hayes of the
International Association of Ma-
chinists got jolted right under his
nose. Several years ago the IAM
joined theé *“National Council for
Community Improvement.,” which
was supposed to unite manage-
ment, labor and others for the an-
nounced purpose. Recentiy the
big-business chairman of that out-
fit, William O'Neil of General
Tire and Rubber (Akron), seht
cut what was supposed to be a

private letter to “business leaders” .

connected with the council. By a
slip a copy reached Hayes.

O’'Neils letter contained a dia=-
tribe against the “trend to cen-
tralization of authority and the
paternal state.” which Hayes had
no difficulty translating into Eng-
lish as an attack upon demands for
social legislation. So he resigned
as a trustee—from this one.

Holes

with a wage review every year.
This implies that the only thing
that may be improved under this
agreement is wages. Under these
terms, it will be extremely diffi-
cult to obtain relief crews, higher
manhing seales, hiring through the
hall of all ratings, etec.
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e Korean Test of Politics: America Faces

By WALTER JASON

As the painful realities of
the Korean conflict begin to
tear away the rosy illusions
of fighting a Terry-and-the-
Pirates or push-button war
against Stalinism, the vast
political and military impli-
cations of the Far Eastern
crisis are forcing themselves
upon the world.

The military defeats sustained
thus far are a reflection -of the
political failure of American for-
eign policy in Korea. %t is, of
course, also a major blow o Amer-
ican military prestige. Even such
o conservative magazine as News-
week refers to the sitvation as an
echo of Pearl Harbor!

Lt. Colonel Thomas MacClure,
who just returned after four
years with the United States mil-
itary government in Korea, put
the political debacle quite suec-
cinetly. “Plainly speaking,” Col.
MacClure said on July 8, “‘The
South Koreans hate us. They hate
most white men.” L

“Moreover,” he added ‘“the
South Koreans aren’t interested
in-fighting. Quite a few of them
are Communists.”

Like the late General Joe S#il-
well, Cal, Maé¢Clure is not geoing
1o be very popular in Washington
circles for expressing himse!f
bluntly. But the fact remains that
#he political analysis of the reac-
tionary role of Americun imper-
ialism in Korea and the entire Far
East which LABOR ACTION has
been maling reecives daily con-
firmation,

The Korean situation furnishes
the “purest” test between Amer-
jcan and Russian foreign policies
in the Far East. This is why the
political implications bear such
heavy weight in world polities.

Five years ago, America and
Russia divided Korea, and each
sought in its own way to trans-
form the occupied territory into
a political and strategic asset.
The military struggle today is a
test of the success or failure of
those policies. And the verdict is
clearly on the side of the effect-
iveness of Stalinist totalitarian-
ism as against American imperial_
ism, as was the case in China.

This, to be sure, is no reason to
hate Stalinism less! What it
DOES mean is that the Stalinist
monster cannot be scotehed by the
Ameriean citadel of world ecap-
italism, whieh is politically im-
potent before it.,

The American-trained South
Korean army, called three weeks
ago one of the finest fighting
foreces on the Asiatic continent,
is a shambles. It didn’t fight. It
lacked the will to fight!

The Sialinist army has been
carrying on a military eampaign
which is remarkable, unpleasant
as that fact may be. In a country
which American officers said pro-
hibited the use of tanks, the Rus-
sian trained army employs tanks
with deadly effect. In a season
which iz “absolutely unfit” for
military eampaigns, the Stalinist
army turns bad weather into a
good cover against American air
power.

The details of the debacle are
now being given the American

people in the series of articles by
Carl W. MecCardle, of the North
American Newspaper Alliance.
He accompanied John Foster Dul-
les to Korea recently.

General Douglas MacArthur
was caught with his pants down,
according to MecCardle. In terms
of high strategy, the one place
in the world excluded as a major
trouble spot was Korea. In terms
of tactical surprise; the North
Korean army achieved complete
sucecess.

ILLUSORY VICTORY

What faces America now is a
major military operation to re-
gain at least military prestige.
Without doubt, such a campaign
is well on its way to organization,
and General MacArthur does not
intend to-allow his carefully built-
up prestige to suffer from the
early reverses.

But the grim irony of the situa-
tion is that military suzcess will
bring -only an illusory victery; it
will force America to defend sub-
sequently an area which has been
discarded, in calmer rioments, by
American strategists as a military
liability—"a potential Bataan-—
and may provide Stalinism with an
excellent situation fo expioit, de-
magogically but effectively, among
all coloniai peoples.

The military strugele to retake
Korea from the Stalinist-backed
army is loaded with political dy-
namite. Colonel S. L. A. Marshall,
who writes frequently for Amer-
ica’s military journals and has
just completed a definitive study
on principles of leadership for
the National Military Establish-
ment, has already expressed the
cbvious overall strategy of Amer-
ica. .

It consists of a pincer move-
ment across Korea, to cut off the
victorious army, reduce it to guer-
rilla status through combat, and
then go through the long and cost-
Iy “mopping up” operations in
the mountains!

After American forees are built
up to at least six infantry divi-
sions, and adter they achieve su-
periority in weapons, and com-
plete control of the sky, then this
campaign of victory begins—ae-
cording to Marshall—and he is
right.

The kind of warfare follows the
pattern of Indo-China where 150,-
000 French colonial troops have
been maintained for three years
in a fruitless effort to defeat the
Stalinist guerrillas.

IT'S A REAL WAR

Col. MacClure gave a graphic
preview of this for Korea. ‘“‘Our
biggest danger will be sabotage
and ambuscade. The South Ko-
reans will work in the rice pad-
dies during the day, just as peace-
ful as you please. But at night
they'll form into gangs of ma-
rauders, cerippling equipment and
killing every American they can.”

“I know that that will happen
because we have had to contend
with it during the four years I
spent in South Korea!”

Instead of “police action,’s
against “a bunch of bandits,” as
President Truman declared re-
cently, the Korean campaign is
a major military task, involving
a real army, with full naval and
air support! (The calling up of
600,000 draftees is an indirvect re-
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cognition of this as well as in-
surance against other Koreans.)

Now Colonel Marshall's olan,
which he states is obvious, has just
one little defect, and this is where
politics comes in. A successful pin-
cers movement can be made only
above the 38th paraliel, as Col-
onel Marshall points out. But the
United Nations reseclution speci-
fically calls for establishing peace
south of the 38th parallel.

The Stalinists are thus afford-
ed the opportunity to scream
about “Yankee imperialism in
North Korea.” They may well set
up a puppet government for all
Korea and try to make the
struggle appear to be one for na-
tional independence against for-
eign occupation.*

Stalinism is thus not just a
powerful military force, but also
a set of ideas—totalitarian to the
core, but also anti-capitalist—
and this makes it a much more
difficult enemy to defeat than
Nazism.

QUESTION MARK OVER EUROPE

The world conflict between
“America and Russia begins
another crucial phase in a ter-
ritory of Stalin’s choosing, under
circumstances most favorable to
Stalinism, and with the least
cost to the Kremlin!

Formosa, the Philippines and
Japan are political liabilities,
given the unpopularity of Amer-
ican policy, and they create mil-
itary problems of vast propor-
tions. (Stalinism may well have
the same problem in relation to
Eastern Europe that America has
in the colonial world.)

The Korean crisis raises
another important question. Will
FEurope fight for America in the
event the conflict extends? Or are
the European countries potential-
ly Koreas?

But even before events answer
these questions, America faces
other unanswerable questions,
which make its future course of
action very difficuit. Will Russia
permit the Korean campaign to ex-
tend itseif in the whole colonial
world, and perhaps even Europe?
‘How does one build the will-of-the-
wsp of “military security,” in
such a fluid, dynamic world situa-
tion? .

Naked force as the answer to
Stalinism faces its first crisis in
Korea. Its result isn’t going to be
a pleasant medicine for the Amer-
ican people to take.

Lords of the Press

Last year 200 daily and weekly
newspapers in this country went
out of business, inching press mo-
nopoly up another mark in the
scale. The Monopoly Investigating
Committee of the House heard one
good reason for it recently: the
high price of newsprint (paper),
which furthermore is no accident.

Joseph J. Fiske, a New York
newspaper consultant and former
publisher, told Celler's committee
that newsprint could be sold “for
a handsome profit” at $65 a ton
although it is now selling for $100
a ton. :

Donald C. Cook of the Securi-
ties and Exechange Commission
told the committee that seven of
the eleven largest companies in
the newsprint industry are con-
trolled by U. S. corporations even
though most of the mills are in
Canada.

Chairman Celler said that sev-
eral years ago, when the Depart-
ment of Justice threatened to in-
vestigate the monopoly practices
of -the companies, they obtained
passage of a law by the province
of Ontario which ~makes it a
crime for a representative of an
Ontario corporation,- even ‘though
it is a branch of a U."S. firm, to
produce any record in answer to
a.U. S. subpena.

And the kind of political guer-
rilla warfare that Stalinism is
waging against capitalism every-
where cannot be reduced merely
to pushbutton warfare, in which
atomic bombs settle all questions.
For while Russia has consistently
maintained the political and mil-
itary initiative since World War
II, its overall strategy has been
“defensive,” from the viewpoint
of engaging itself in all-out war.
It seems to know that the first
user of the atomic bomb may win
a battle but lose the war, for its
use will be a confession of polit-
ical weakness and not strength.

And the congressman who ad-
vocated using the atomic bomb in
Korea is the kind of political idiot
that Stalin is banking on.

Hitler's dream of world victory
through blitzkriee warfare was
shattered by the political and mil-
tary realities of the situation in
World War II. The present Amer-

. Musory Victory Due to Political Defeat

ican dream of a quick and not
very expensive victory over Rus-
sia by .one quick blow of atomic
power, is simply another varia-
tion of the same theme. The pres-
ent commitment of American mil-
itary might on a global scale, the
faet that Stalinism is a world
phenomenon, with over 800,000,-
000 people under its ‘domination,
are just two of the present real-'
ities that prick the American il-
lusions.

In Korea, every possible wea-
pon, good, bad or fair, was used
in the fighting. Whatever was
there, was used. In the world con-
flict, armies, navies, guerrillas,
airpower, cavalry—whatever mil-
itary might exists, will be used.
For another war of attrition is
in the making. And science may
have devised terrible new weapons
to make this more costly to man-
kind, but it has not changed the
nature of modern warfare.

CLEAR

EVERYTHING

NOW?

"MacArthur himself seemed to thrive under the new
burden. ... Inside the Dai Ichi Building, once the heart of a
Japanese insurance empire, bleary-eyed staff officers looked
up from stacks of paper, whispered proudly, 'God, the man
is great." General Almond, his chief of staff, said straight
out, 'He's the greatest man alive.'

"And reverent Air Force General George E. Stratemayer
put it as strongly as it could be put (even in the Dai Ichi
Building): "He's the greatest man alive.' "—Time, July 10.

“Second Lieutenant Harry J. Bleecker, twenty-six, of St.
Mary’s, Pa., reported sadly that he had to leave behind six
wounded. ‘I gave them hand grenades to use if they wanted
to,” he said, grimly.”—New York Herald Tribune, July 9.

"Reports of early American reverses in Korea brought
from President Truman today reassurance that the United
Nations-sponsored defense against the attacking Commu-
nist armies of North Korea will work out all right. The presi-
dent's optimism...was buttressed by advices from Gen-
eral of the Army Douglas MacArthur that the position of
the American ground forces 'is not considered serious in any
way.' "—New Yeork Herald Tribune, July 7.

“The bedraggled, red-eyed soldiers, some of whom were
in a daze from lack of sleep, were violent in denunciation
of the position they had been put in, and it was common-
place to hear the phrase, ‘It wasn’t a battle, but a slaugh-
ter.” "—New York Herald Tribune, July 9. '

"...in industry the word was passed around in high
quarters that this would be a 'short war.'..."—New York

Times, July 9.

“It will take ‘at least 100,000 American service men and
a year' to win the Korean war because the natives of both
the North and the South hate Americans, an army officer
who spent four years in Korea with the United States mili-
tary government said today.”—New York Herald Tribune,

July 9.

'...Secretary of Defense Louis Johnson told reporters

there were-no plans ‘at the present time’ to .call up mili-
tary reserves."—New York Herald Tribune, July 4.

“President Truman authorized the armed services today
to draft men and call up reserve officers to bolster the Army,
Navy and Air Force ‘to meet the sifuation in Korea.' ”"—
New York Herald Tribune, July 8.

"It is not even a war in the conventional sense, but ra-
ther, as President Truman characterized it, a police action."

~New:-¥ork Times, July 4.

“For, as a gasoline attendant in Hoopeston, Ill., put it
last week while discussing with weporters the reported death
of alocal boy in Korea: ‘What do you call it? A hot or a cold
awar? What's the difference? The guy's:dead!” "—New York

Herald Tribune, July 9.
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in Brief

The Independent Socialist League
stands for socialist democracy and
against the two systems of exploita-
tian which now divide the world: capi-
talism and Stalinism.

Capitalism cannot be reformed or
liberalized; by any Fair Deal or other
deal, so as to give the people freedom,
abundance, security or peace. I must
be abolished and replaced by a new
social system, in which the people own

<.and control the basic sectors of the
economy, democratically controlling
their own economic and political des-
tinies.

Stalinism, in Russia and wherever it
holds power, is a brutal totalitarian-
ism—a new form of exploitation. Its
agents in every country, the Commu-
nist Parties, are unrelenting enemies
of socialism and have nothing in com-

mon with socialism—which cannot ex-

ist without effective democratic con-
irol by the people.

These two camps of capitalism and
Stalinism are today at each other’s
throats in a world-wide imperialist ri-
valry for domination. This struggle can
oniy lead to the most frightful war in
history so long as the people leave the
capitalist and Stalinist rulers in power.
Independent Socialism stands for build-

ing and strengthening the Third Camp-

of the people against both war blocs.

The ISL, as a Marxist movement,
Iooks to the working class and its ever-
present struggle as the basic progres-
sive force in society. The ISL is organ-
ized to spread the ideas of socialism in
the labor movement and among all
other sections of the people.

At the same time, Independent So-
cialists participate actively in every
struggle to better the people's lot now
—such as the fight for higher living
standards, against Jim Crow and anti-
Semitism, in defense of civil liberties
and the trade-union movement. We
seek tojoin together with all other
militants in the labor movement as a
left force working for the formation

" of an independent labor party and
other progressive policiés.

The fight for democracy and the
fight for socialism are inseparable.
There can be no lasting and genuine
democracy without socialism, and
there can be no socialism without de-
mocracy. To enroll under this banner,
join the Independent Socialist League!

INTERESTED?

Get

acquainted

with the
Independent
Socialist League—

4 Court Square
Long Island City 1
New York

O I want more information about the
ideas of Independent Socialism and
the ISL.

O I want to join the ISL.

Address

By DANIEL WELSH

Hal Draper’s article [in the is-

sue of June 12], criticizing Saul
Berg's proposal for a political ac-
tion policy different from both
Shachtman and Hall [in the issue
of May 29] fails because it does
not answer how socialists are to
approach certain concrete situa-
tions in which they may be in-
volved as unionists or members
of PAC clubs.

Where a local PAC club or
group of unions undertakes to
sponsor a candidate of its own in
the primaries of the Democratic
Party, what is to be the function
of socialists, and how does our
attitude differ from that which
we assume toward primary con-
tests at other times? Draper fails
to give an answer capable of in-
felligent application to concrete

situations, and as a consequence
only gives arguments to those

who would see in every electoral
contest in which labor engages the
proper arena for socialists to in-
tervene. It is not only a policy
such as is proposed by Shachtman,
but the LACK of an allernative
which opens the door for “oppor-
tunistic free - wheeling” such as
Draper fears.

We have consistently advocated.

the building of rank-and-file pre-
cinct - level lavor political organ-
ganizations such as the PAC now
actually is in a few localities. We
have pointed out that there are
many other things than electoral
activity around which to build
such organizations on a year-
round basis. But when the time
for elections comes around, the
guestion then arises: what are so-
cialists to do? On a local level, the
question is: how labor can be
moved into independent action.
While on a national scale the
formation of a labor party re-
mains our objective, locally the
strivings for and the developing
understanding of the need for in-
dependent politics can take shape
in the form of struggle with the

ON ISL POLICY FOR
POLITICAL ACTION

Democratic Party machine within
the framework of primary elec-
{ions,

The argument is advanced “but
this is engaging in capitalist party
politics.” Actually such primary
fights remain within the frame-
work of capitalist politics only to

“the extent that Ilabor’s political

machine is part of, integrated with

remains subordinate to the
Democratic machine and the
“liberal Fair Deal Democrats”
who are the public spokesmen of
the Democratic Party.

and

Such was obviously the case in
the campaign of Edwards for may-
or of Detroit. But where the can-
didatés are selected by and re-
main responsible to a local PAC,
and where such candidates are run
in opposition to the Democratic
Party machine, there already ex-
ists in embryo all of the elements
of independent labor political ac-
tion.

Such a campaign emphasizes the
distinct and separate interests of
labor and the Democratic Party,
it instills a consciousness of the
need for an independent move-
ment, and it helps build up sup-
port for and tradition around the
PAC as an independent political
center of labor.

True, it may not be the most
desirable thing to have labor en-
gage in primary fights, but are
we simply to sit back and say to
such a PAC club as that which
ran Abner in Chicago: “Because
you insist on running in the pri-
maries, instead of strictly inde-
pendently, we are not interested
in seeing you win, and do not
consider ybur campaign to be pro-
gressive”? Such a position is not
only incomprehensible to pro-la-
bor party elements within the
PAC, but is not one bit more mili-
fant or “principled” in thgir eyes.

We agree that it is not OUR
function to become the advocates
of primary struggles, but where
such struggles occur, we cannot
stand aside.
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statism. The figures add up.

“One man . . .

the last war.”

tion.

"NEXT WAR" WILL COST A LOT MORE. (U. S.

This is a research report with a kick in it for
anyone who thinks the cold war, not to speak of
the hot one in Korea or the Third World War
itself, can be combined with inereasing welfare-

“A little war in Korea readily can cost 4
billion dollars a year on top of the 13.7 billion
that U. S. now is spending on its own defense.
Even that expenditure would not pay for any
large-scale mobilization of men or of industry
for war purposes. An effort as big as the United
States made in the peak year of World War II
would cost 124 million dollars at present prices,
against the actual cost in 1944 of 89 billion.”

: now costs the armed forces
about $4000 a year just for his training and
keep. That cost averaged about $1900 a year in

Here are some sample jumps in cost from
World War II days to now. The increases listed
are not only due to higher prices but also to
costly improvements in the weapons of destruc-

A Garand rifle, from $40 to $64; a bazooka,
$36.25 to $122; a jeep cost $1,051 then, now
(new-style) $2670; a medium tank, from $60,-
000 to at least $120,000; a new light tank costs
at least five times its World War II counter-
part; anti-aireraft gun sets costing $400,000

million in
would cost

sonle guns,

vigation, rad
warning ge

will rise sh
in the field

1944, It repr
cost of one

each are being ordered to replace the 40-mm.
Bofors gungiwhich cost $40,000. So—

“Initial gost of a new infantry division was
14 million dollars in 1944, It would be 75 million
now. An ari;im'ed division was fitted out for 30
44,
million now.”

“New planes are not much like the old ones
they replace: A navy plane once had a radio,
little else. Now, a typical patrol craft
needs anti-sebmarine, radio communication, na-
r coluintermeasure and radar early-
4r, plus guns, rockets, and automatic
fire-control Bystems.”

All of which adds up again:

“Arms spending, these figures make it clear,
ly if U. S. wants any large armies
swith good new equipment. Present
spending totals 13.7 billion dollars a year. That
looks biggerithan it really is. At today’s higher
prices, it buys only what 8.1 billion bought in

ents less than 10 per cent of the
ear’s fighting on the 1944 scale.

“That gives taxpayers a hint about what to
expect if tha Korean war spreads. Arms buying
on a mrass=sealeswill tend to bring costs of in-
dividual weapons down. But there will always
be some new and more expensive item to pro-
duce. As the'eost figures show, nobody has been
able to ﬁgm"féf:' out a way to make cheaper weap-
ons, or less '{P_ pensive war.”

to Right

Its first batch of equipment

We are glad to publish the fol-
lewing dissenting opinion in the
interests of a thorough discussion
of the important question of the
nature of Titoism. A reply to this
article and other points being
raised by pro-Titoist socialists will
begin in next week's issue, by Hal
Draper.—Ed.

L

By PAUL ROBERTS

A thorough attempt to define
what is taking place in Yugoslavia
would require a much larger ar-
ticle than this one. Henry Judd’s
“World Politics” column of June
26, however, simply cries for a
reply.

Had Judd limited himself to his
first and last paragraphs—about
the “burden of proof” resting on
those who discern changes in
Yugoslavia—he would have saved
himself and his readers trouble
and embarrassment. For what lies
belween those paragraphs shows
that Judd understands neither the
origin nor the development of the
Yugoslay CP’s struggle.

Judd claims that the Yugoslav
regime “rose out of the same his-
foric and social processes’” as those
of Poland, the Baltic lands, Ru-
mania, ete, He says: “In a word,
the birth and coming to power of
this regime, which took place
when the Russian armies reached
its borders and the Germans col-
lapsed, was entirely of the Stalin-
ist wvariety.” 1If that were true,
Tito and his friends would never

“ have had the popular support and

strength with which to make this
break with Moscow, Fortunately,
Judd's statement is incorrect from
beginning to end.

While the Polish, Rumanian and
other satellite countries” “leaders”
rode in on the Russian armies’
baggage trains (what the annexed
“Baltic lands” have 1o do with
this discussion no one knows, out-
side of God and Judd), Tito and
his partisans won to power after
a four-year struggle against both
the Nazi occupiers and the bour-
seois restorationists. In that fight
they got more aid from the Anglo-
Americans than from the Russians,
and they won that fight because
they managed to become the rally-
ing point of national resistance to
the Nazis, while the bourgeois
groups all managed to compro-
mise themselves.

The Communist Party of Yugo-
slavia which resisted Stalin’s ma-
chine was composed mostly of
people who had joined up during
the armed resistance to Hitler's

Discussion: A Dissenting Opinion on the

machine. This was no “party’
mad.* up only of old Stalinist
hacks plus band - wagon jumpers
scared of losing their jobs. This
was a party with roots in the coun-
‘try—not a collection of satraps
relying entirely upon a foreign
army for support.

There are not too many leftiof
the pre-war “bred-in-the-~bone”
Stalinists, and even they have

haracier of Titoism

decentralize the big bureaucratic
ministries (industry, state plan-
ning, etc.) and transfer their func-
tions to smaller regional and local
bedics; we must encourage popu-
lar participation and initiative;
we must avoid the terrible chasm
that has grown up in Russia be-
tween the rich and the poor, etc.

EFFECT ON WORKERS

changed. As to “asking the Spapn- -« Do you really believe those

ish POUMists,” I suggest that Judd:
go ahead and ask them! The
POUMists have the same basic ap-
proach as this article, rather than
the static, dry - as - dust approééb
shown by Judd's column, t-

. £
SEES BIG CHANGE o
Although Judd e

is possible that arguments about
nationalization or reconstruction
are less interesting to-Judd tlfan
to a wavering Stalinist worker.
Granted. But Judd is painf@y
unaware of the fact that the
LITICAL questions raised by fhe
Yugoslavs are much more -
{eresting. :

The Yugoslavs have begunjfto
subject the entire Stalinist sys-
tem to quite merciless analysi

"

Judd complains is being attacke
as anti-Marxist. And not jus
pamphlets against the Russi
Iiven to a certain extent at h
the change is evident. Let so
one who has been to Belgradi
couple of years ago walk d
its streets tloday. Not only h
the pictures of Stalin disappeal
completely, but even those of Ti
are far less in evidence,

As far as the sincerity of Yu
slav declarations about dem
ralization is concerned, I
Judd

their

ithem,
The Yugoslav

workers: Now

effect on those who héar

leaders tell #he
that we are f

tas a starter, in some 250 p‘ri._ i
pal factories); we must avoid{

leaders are stupid enough to think
they can safely continue to tell
such things to the workers while
planning to do the opposite? And
if by a miracle they are that stu-
pid, do you think they could ever
get away with it? Even if every
word in the above paragraph
were a sham (and too many of
them have been at least partially
put into practice for that to be the
case), I submit that the effect of
such words would be a tremen-
dous blow at the stability of any
Stalinist regime.

A short time ago some French
trade-unionists went to Yugosla-
via. Several of them were hard-
headed union militants with a
long experience fighting reaction-
ary Stalinism, and not just starry-
eyed “Tito worshippers.” What
they saw and heard in Yugoslav
factories convinced them that the
Yugoslavs are taking some steps,
even if not always completely
steady ones, toward an attempt to

- _achieve some sort of synthesis be-

tween nationalization and work-
ers’ control.

When the Yugoslavs denounce
the bureaucratic degeneration of
Russia and announce their inten-
tion to fight bureaucratism at
home, that is, it's true, a part of
thejr propaganda war against the
Cominform, It is also a part of
their attempt to make their own
system tenable by widening its
mass base. In the process, how-
ever, their very system has been
and is continuing to be modified.

How far such modification can
successfully go on in a genuine
socialist direction, and-how long
it can hold out in the face of the
pressure of the two powerful im-
perialist camps, is another and
longer story. More must also be
said about Yugoslav-Russian rela-
tions during the resistance, about
the wage spread today, about the
growth—as compared to Russian
extinction—of the new “Radnicki

~ Savel” (factory council) which is

getting  increasingly important.
about’ the Yugoslav CP’s attempts
to understand what has happened
in Russia,; ete.

SPECTACLE

WILL THE SWP WELCH ON
THE DEFENSE OF RUSSIA?

By HAL DRAPER

The Socialist Workers Party’s newspaper The Militant (Cannonite)
has been an interesting sepctacle for the last two weeks since the out-
break of the Korean war. This is more than can be said for the spee-
tacle it presents in usual weeks, and the current interest is purely
involuntary. The question is® How long can its editors keep printing
articles on the Korean situation while still writing in uneasy circles
around the one question which stares them in the face—without taking
it up?

This question is: Do they or do they not advocate military support
to the North Korean (Stalinist) side of the war? :

For the benefit of those who just came in, it should be explained
that this group represents about the only surviving species of socialist
(T. stalinensis) in ithis country which proclaims its adherence to the
doctrine of Defense of the Soviet Union, ex-fortress of the world revo-
lution. Indeed, it is written in the books of the SWP, under the sub-

. title “The Laws of the Medes and Persians,” that this doctrine is the

Touchstone of Orthodoxy and the Dividing Line between the Petty
Bourgeoisie and the Proletariat.

Not that this group particularly likes the Stalinists, you under-
stand. (Does your corner grocer like the A & P?) But it’s not a matter
of taste. The Soviet Union is a workers’ state, albeit a degenerated
one. Trotsky said so. As a workers’ state, it must be defended when
it gets into a war with the capitalist enemy. :

And we read in The Militant that the North Korean governmen
is simply a puppet of Russia’s, manipulated by the workers’ state
itself. Can it be that the SWP is playing with the idea that while it's
all right to defend the great, big Soviet Union, it is out of bounds to
defend a little puppet of the Soviet Union? In any case, it would take
a whole long (Germain-size) resolution to explain that one away.

They "Condemned' the Finnish Invasion Too

But we need not wait, The Militant explains in indignant language
that the Stalinists in Korea are not fiehting for the interests of the
Korean people. Very true. Then they are fighting for the interests of
the Russian regime itself? The conclusion would seem to be inescap-
able.

And why are these bold defenders of the Soviet Union dillying and
dallying the necessity of ecoming out four-square (tough-mindedly)
in support of a war which is fought for these interests? .

The Militant, of course, has said the necessary number of censor-
jous and unflattering things about the politics of the Stalinists in the
Korean war. They are not concerned with Korean self-determination;
they “bear direct responsibility for the tragic plight” of the Koreans;
they “will try to convert Korea into the same sort of testing ground
for war techniques and weapons” as was Spain; the war ‘“is taking
place within the broader framework of the struggle for world dom-
ination,” ete. :

But, as the initiates of the SWP know, these peccadilloes do not
prejudge the question: Do they or do they not advoecate military de-
fensism of the Stalinist side of the war while making sueh political
criticism? :

After all, when Russia attacked Finland in 1939, our subjects (as
soon as the Old Man tipped them off) hurried to “condemn the inva-
sion” with exemplary vigor while at the same time insisting twice as
hard on the necessity of defending the Soviet Union in the same war.
There’s no contradiction between the two—for them. And what about
now?

In 1939 they did not consider Stalin’s Finnish and Polish invasions
as being in the interests of the Russian people. They were content to
argue that once the armed conflict was joined, they had no choice but
to defend the workers’ state in its death struggle with capitalism. So
now: none of the Militant’s reprimands made so far against the Stalin-
ists” war policy bears upon the question of defense once the battle is
on, as far as their own view is concerned.

Careful! It May Be a "Revolution"...

There is an alternate line for these harried souls to adopt—but it
also leads straight to military support of the North Koreans' war.
This is the line which the SWP’s “Fourth International” did indeed
adopt with respect to the Chinese Stalinists’ fight against Chiang
Kai-shek. (See their magazine The Fourth International, July 1948,
page 156.) ’

This line was: support in military action of the Stalinists’ peasant
armies as against the Kuomintang while “exposing the compromises
and betrayals of the Stalinist party and fighting its reactionary pol-
icy.” What’s stopping them.from taking the same line for the Korean
Stalinist struegle?

Lastly—and this clinches the question, ties it up in a ribbon and
delivers it signed and sealed:

_How do they know it isu't really the proletarian revolution that's
going on in Korea?

Are they geing to wait another five years to recognize a revolution
that’s going on under their noses?

They should have learned a lesson by now. One humiliation is
enough. A short while ago the brains of the “Fourth International”
in executive committee assembled voted a resolution which announced
that a “dictatorship of the proletariat” now exists in Yugoslavia.
They weren’t sure when the proletarian revolution had taken place—
maybe 1945, 1946, or maybe just the other year—a detail—but one
thing was certain. A proletarian revolution had taken place there,
some time or other, while they weren’t looking. When Tito broke with
Moscow, they repaired the oversight.

Is the SWP going to wait for a Korean Tito to arise (is it ex-
cluded, conmades?) before recognizing that this is it? Is it going to
deprive the Korean Stalinists of its support in the meantime?

Careful! As the GIs sang: “Be kind to your web-footed friends,
for a duck may be somebody’s mother . . .”

- N
They Need Your Help!

Local New York of the Independent Socialist League
has been regularly mailing packages of food and clothing
to needy workers in Europe. The relief committee has espe-
cially urgent need for clean, wearable clothing for children
of school age, particularly in the 12-14 age group. Please
bring or send your contributions to the city center of the
ISL, at 114 West 14 Street, 3rd floor, New York City.
. YN .
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Page Five

The Atrocity Reports
Are Coming In Now

The first atrocities in the Ko-
rean_fighting have been reported

.,-in_E?t}}Ie__ papers. If the reports are

true. 't is evident that the bru-
tality on both sides will equal, in
intensity if not in mass, anything
which men have done to each
other in the bloody annals of war.

First reports have come in of
the shooting down in cold blood
of American prisoners of war and
of the probable slaughter of
wounded soldiers. Such acts, al-
though they have been seen on
all sides in all wars, should be
condemned’ without reservation.

But the Stalinist troops are not
alone in their inhuman treatment
of prisoners. The United Press
reports that on July 10 United
Nations observers came upon two
truckloads of captured guerrillas.
South Korean policemen were in
the process of breaking the backs
of the guerrillas with their rifle
hutts.

The report states' that none of
the victims had been caught in
action with the Stalinist army,
but were merely assumed to be
guerrillas. The report does not

state that the TUN
stopped the atrocity.

The execution of prisoners of
war by either side must be con-
demned, not just because it is in-
human and barbarous. After all,
it is not much more inhuman than
killing soldiers in action, or bamb-
ing cities and villages from the
air. But this particular kind of
inhumanity feeds on itself. The
aim of military operations is to
break the will of the enemy 1o
resist. If men know that to sur-
render means certain death, they
will ‘continue to fight even after
resistance becomes hopleless, Thus
military operations are turned, of
necessity, into extermination cam-
paigns.

The atrocities in the Korean war
must be condemned. But ‘they
must be condemned when com-
mitted by EITHER side. Chief re-
sponsibility must be placed on the
governmenis and their officers
who are charged with the indoc-
trinatioh and control of the troops.
And more generally, it must be
placed on the shoulders of those
responsible for starting and pro-
Jonging the war itself.

observers

[WITH THE isL |

same address.

AKRON
Write to Box 221.

BALTIMORE

Write to national office of ISL.
BUFFALO

639 Main Street, 2nd floor.

SYL meets Friday evenings.
CHICAGO

333 West North Ave., Room 3.
Tel.: MIChigan 9003.

SYL: same.
CLEVELAND

Write to Box 1190, Station B.
DETROIT

Meets Thursday evenings at
Labor Action Hall, 8212 Twelfth
St. (near Seward), Room 25.
Educational program for evening
begins at 8:30.

LOS ANGELES

213 S. Broadway, Room. 201,
NEWARK

248 Market Street.

NEW YORK CITY

City Center and Labor Action
Hall: 114 West 14 Street, third
floor. Tel.: WAtkins 4-4222, CHel-
sea 2-9681.

Manhattan (Wed.) Branch:
meets Wednesdays 8:30 p.m. at
City Center.

You are invited to attend meetings, classes, lee-
tures and socials sponsored by local branches of the
Independent Socialist League.

For general information and literature, wrife #o:
Independent Socialist League, 4 Court Square, Long
Island City 1, N. Y. (telephone IRonsides 6-5117).
For information about the Socialist Youth League:

Queens Branch: for informa-
tion, write to ISL City Center.

Manhattan (Thurs.) Branch:
meets Thursdays 8:30 p.m. at
City Center.

Brooklyn Branch: meets
Wednesdays 8:30 p.m. at the De
Luxe Palace, 558 Howard Ave,,
(near Pitkin).

. 8YL: fur all information on
New York SYL, address 114 West
14 Street.

PHILADELPHIA -

1139 W. Girard Ave., third floor.

Meetings Mondays at 8 p.m.
Open house, Sundays 8:30-10 p.m.
PITTSBURGH

Write to national office of ISL.
READING '

Write to P. O. Box 1671.
SAN FRANCISCO-OAKLAND

Labor Action Hall; 466-Tenth
St., Room 218, Oakland 7.
SEATTLE

Write to Labor Action, Box 358.
ST. LOUIS _

Write to Douglas Bridge, P, O.
Box 3414, Maplewood Branch,
Maplewood, Mo.

WEST VIRGINIA

Write to national office of ISL.
YOUNGSTOWN

Write to national office of ISL.

4 Court Square

THE NEW COURSE

by LEON TROTSKY

The Struggle for the New Course
| by MAX SHACHTMAN

Both in one book—Trotsky's historic essay on the
beginnings of Stalinism, and Shachtman's study

of the development of Russian totalitarianism

$1.50

INDEPENDENT SOCIALIST PRESS

Long Island City 1, N. Y.
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Stalin’s Next Move in Korea?

Will U. S. Be Fighting the Whole c.ountfy in Name of Its ‘National Independence’?

By JACK BRAD

The embarrassing military reverses of the
United States in Korea are an outcome of its
political defeat. In the struggle for the minds
and support of the Korean people, the U. S. has
for five years offered nothing but continued di-
vision of the nation and support to the landlord
reaction of Syngman Rhee.

. Stalinism has thoroughly exploited this blind
alley of U. S. policy and the people have made
the identification between national division and
the United States. Because this is so the people
do not flock to the banner of the U. S., which is
now the de facto South Korean state.

On the contrary, hating all foreign masters,
they do not view the American intervention as
a liberation but as support to a native puppet,
a quisling. To most Americans, as to us, it is
clear that the Northerners are Russian puppets
as well. But in Korea this is not so simple to see.
The reality is that the Northern army, its offi-
cers, language and domestic politics are Korean,
while Rhee’s regime has become an advisory
council for MacArthur’s intelligence corps.

. What does the U. S. propose as its war aim
in Korea? Its proclaimed intention, sanctioned
by the UN, is to re-establish the South Korean
state. But this state has indicated decisively in
the past weeks that it is not viable, that it cannot
defend itself, that it must depend on foreign
military power for its very life, just as it has
subsisted economically for -its entire life on
U. S. financial grants,

Identified CP with Social Change

" This military and economic bankruptecy over-
lies the social isolation that cuts off her ruling
cliques from the broad masses of peasants,
workers, students, intellectuals and middle
classes. The tiny faction of the ruling class
which supports Rhee is an absentee landlord
group which rules mainly by terror, and that is
why it has proved such a weak reed.

Like the Bourbons, this class has learned noth-
inz. It has resisted fundamental change and has
kept South Korea a backward corner of Asia.
Rooted deep in a tradition of several thousand
vears of continuous rule, this crusty, rotten land-
lord class has not permitted any reform which
could adapt the natiomr to life in the modern
world.

. Worse still, it has deliberately identified every
dssire for such an adaptation with Stalinism,
with the result that millions of peasants have in
effect been told by their masters that to try to
ketter their lot, to change social' relations, to
ebtain land, fo modernize agriculture, to want
freedom: and equality—all these things were
freason‘to the Southern state and placed the
peasant on the side of the Northern Stalinists.

But Rhee’s regime, while based on police ter-
ror of a particularly cruel nature, which valued
huuman life cheaply, was still a very backward,
It could strike bloody
blows at its opposition, but because of its own
backwardness it lacked the police techniques of
a modern totalitarianism such as Stalinism.
Therefore its efforts were in vain.

South Threatened -Conquest

Opposition grew with each additional blow.
In 1949 it was estimated that there were four
times as many political prisoners-as under Jap-
anese rule. Twenty thousand guerrillas were
killed in the South in that year alone, and revolts
among the peasantry and in the army and navy
were frequent affairs.

The scope of this opposition grew as Rhee
lashed out in new directions, for it is the logical
yreaction of such a backward regime to broaden
its attaek as it feels its weakness growing. That
is because it lives in an atmosphere of deepening
fear and desperation." With the size of guerrilla
forces growing from an estimated 16,000 at the
end of 1948 to 90,000 at the end of 1949, in spite
of a constant extermination -campaign—a func-
tion which seemed to absorb almost all the en-

* ergies of the state—the serse of fear-of internal

revolt grew greater-censtantly.
_As a way out of this position the Rhee govern-

ment pressed constantly for a military solution
to national division.

One of the scores of responsible public state-
ments was made on New Year’s Day 1949 by the

South Korean chief of staff: “As a program of

action for the new year,” he said, “the lost land
of the North must be regained and the nation
unified.” ; :

A cabinet minister solemnly proclaimed: "We
regard Communist - controlled North Korea as
lost territory to be regained at any cost...if

the people of North Korea resist the authority

of the lawful government [of the Southl, then
we must conquer them."

These threats indicated the feeling of Rhee
that unless he subdued the North his regime was
threatened, not only by invasion but—far worse

‘—socially and internally.

Humpty Dumpty in Korea

Stalinism, of course, also threatened military
unification, but not in the same way. The Stalin-
ists” threats were made from strength and sup-
plementary to their continuous, social, political
and guerrilla struggle in the South. They had
already neutralized or won over large segments
of Southern society when they launched their
campaign of conquest earlier this month. The
success of their political drive was not so much
due to the CP’s positive program as to the almost
universal hatred of Rhee's regime.

Today this South Korean state of Rhee’s hard-
ly exists. Its army has deserted; its social base
is disintegrating. Not only the army but most
other political elements have deserted.

In reality, South Korea today is a political
vacuum, not because it is a battlefield but rather
because the political life of the Southern repub-

‘lic, such as it was, has disintegrated. To pro-

pose to put this together again is as futile as the
task which all the king's men fdailed to perform
for Humpty Dumpty. Yet that is presumably the
U. S. program,

But this program has a basic implication
which all Koreans readily understand: re-estab-
lishment of the Southern state means permanent
division, enforced by the armed might of the
United States—an intolerable mational condi-

- tion. That is why, in the midst of its bitter agony

Rhee’s government does not attract any defend-
ers. It has beeome identified with the politics of
disunity as its sole means of survival.

This program, as much as all its previous
crimes, has isolated it from almost all political

factions. For the one desire that is universal :

among all groups is abolition of the 38th paral-
lel boundary line. Rhee and the United States
stand in the way of this desire.

A great opportunity for Stalinism is thus cre-
ated. 3

It is in a position to justify its military con-
quest by proclaiming itself the unifier of the na-
tion. The first step toward filling the Southern
political vacuum which it can be expected to take
may be a drive toward bringing together in some
kind of national front all the deserters from
Rhee’s state. 95

Only the Beginning

Already well-established contacts exist be-
tween almost every anti-Rhee faction and the
Northerners. This includes opposition groups on
the far right as well as centrist and underground
liberal, socialistic and Stalinist groups. It is ru-
mored that a substantial fraction of the dis-
persed Southern Korean parliament is already
in Pyongyang, the Northern capital.
openly announced its intention of calling a na«

-tional assembly of all parties, except Rhee's, in

Seoul; this is stated to be its program before
launching the war.

With this step Stalinism will be in a position
to proclaim an all-Korean state which will con-
tain a broad representation of South Korean
leaders and groups and which will therefore be
able to pretend to an all-national character. With
such an instrument Stalinism will attempt to
fill the political void and challenge Rhee, the
United States and the UN in a fundamental po-
litical way.

Such a state might indeed have considerable
attraction—again, not solely because it offers a

positively desired goal but also because its oppo- .

nents propose continued dismemberment. Re-
conquest of Korea by the United States for Syng-
man Rhee will then be difficult indeed against
this facsimile of a national regime.

If the U. S. has suffered a serious political de-
feat as a result of its past policies, it may yet

“find that this was only the beginning. I may find

itself in the ridiculous position of fighting the
entire country in the name of "national inde-
pendence.” -

The Nature of Titoism

In the July-August issue of . . . The New

KOREA: CAN THE UNITED STATES
‘GAIN THE POLITICAL VICTORY?
Asia Enters ‘World History

The Scientist'in a-Time of Terror

Four - Portraits of Stalinism— Y -

by dack Brad |
'by Jack Brad and"Henry Judd

by: Carl- Parton
“byH.F.and Hal Draper

‘by-Max Shachtman

The CP~
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DISCUSSION ON THE LABOR PARTY'S STAND—

To the Editor:

The more I read and rereard
the two issues of LABOR AC-
TION devoted to the Schuman
Plan, the less I understand the
exact position of LABOR ACTION
involved.
The impression I gather of the
whele approach is that it is a tra-
gically confused and sectarian doc-
ument wholly at variance with the
general program and tactics of the
ISL as applied to the present time.

What is wrong with sectarians?
Usually they apply theoretically
sound propositions on an abstract
basis without regard to the con-
crete circumstances of the given
moment, AWd the result is a
plunge into mid-air trying to
maintain a comfortable position
“there and asking the labor move-
ment to follow suit.

Now, let's take the very long
article by Hal Draper. He could
have saved himself and the read-
ers a lot of toil and time, for he
is breaking into wide-open doors
and with self-satisfaction tries to
impress one with the correctness
of his position. But he misses the
" point completely.

No one, least of all the readers
‘of LABOR "ACTION, are under
the impression that the Labor
Party in Britain is “doctrinaire.”
“revolutionary” or in any way a
candidate for fraternal associa-
tion with, if not the Cannonites,
then the ISL. It is exactly what
Draper says it is: a reformist, so-
cial-democratic party full of im-
perialist and nationalist illusions.
. We zll knew it all along. Had Dra-
per written his article thirty or
so years ago, say, in the early
twenties, when the labor move-
ment was in the ferment of a rev-
olutionary upsurge, he would have
been justified, and his theoretical
arguments against the Labor Par-
" ty’s position as the MAIN hin-

- drance to a united Europe would

have corresponded to the reality
of the day.

STEP FORWARD

Alas, we live in a period exact-
ly opposite to those, by now, leg-
endary days. We are still living
amiist the terrifying barbarism

. of a revolution defeated in Rus-
. sia, Germany, Europe, Asia and
the whole world. The labor move-
lies prostrated, decimated
and confused. A whole generation

-of socialist, Marxist thought has

been wiped out. We, the remnants,
have to start all over again, from
the beginning, with the additional
burden of finding a road through

. the NEW phenomena of Stalinist

reaction.

As a result of all the defeats of
the labor movement, the plain
worker has lost faith in his own
strength and power. He is drag-
ging his feet behind the various
“democrats” without a sign of try-
ing to strike out for an independ-
ent road. It is in this situation
that the labor movement of Brit-
ain has found enough strength to

. take ONE step FORWARD. Not
a lap, not a jump that would elee-
trify the world, but just one step
forward. And they found, to their
own amazement, that they can do
it and succeed.

Now they are bewildered by
their own success, still full of il-
lusions. uncertainty, but if not
marching, let's say. walking on.

- They have done things that no one
considered likely. And at present
‘they are going through with their
boldest. step yet, namely, the na-
tionalization of the steel industey.
An industry which is not sick,
backward with age, but efficient.
" lusty, profitable and very much so.
the heart and vital organ of Brit-
ish and world capitalism. And yet
- tHe Labor government is planning
to go through with its intention
~of nationalizing it.

This step alone is ‘sufficient to
strike chills of terror into hearts
- of ‘the citadel of world capitalism,
- Washington. Unlike Draper, the
- American capitalist is quick to
.recognize a class enemy when he
- sees. one.. From' the. first, Washing-
- ton, after a brief period of waiting

and hoping that the Labor govern-
ment would fall of its own inepti-
tude, started a subtle and some-
times not so subtle campaign to
unseat Afttlee, and to bring
Churchill back into power. (Oh,
how they drool at the very men-
tion of Churchill.)

PLOT BY U. 8.

First, Snyder forced the devalu-
ation of the pound on the unwill-
ing British. His hope was that the
rise in the cost of living would
bring a Conservative victory. This
was not to be. Although weak-
ened, the Labor Party is still in
power, and (how terrible) still in-
sistent on nationalizing steel.

Now comes the so-called Schu-
man Plan. So-called, because In
reality it is not a Schuman Plan,
not even a Monnet plan; it is an
American plan, whose aim is to
solidify the tottering capitalist, re-
actionary regimes of Europe, not
only against Stalin but to a large
degree against the Labor govern-

ment of Britain. This is the real
meaning of the Schuman Plan. It
is part of the cold war that Wash-
ington is waging against the labor
movement of Europe and the
British Labor Party in particular.

It is not THE major cold war
of our time, but nonetheless a very
real and ilmportant one.

What is the British reaction to
all this? Not being taken in by the
internationalist Jabberwocky of
the plan, they see it for what it is,
namely an American maneuver to
drown the nationalized steel of
Britain in the river of the supra-
national steel authority of private
enterprisers of the Ruhr baron va-
riety; they reject the plan out-
right. Is this rejection progressive
or reactionary? Should we support
it, or should we mnot? Against
whom should our main fire of
criticism be directed? Against Att-
lee or Acheson? And what is more
important than all that. what
should we tell the American work-
ers?

A REPLY BY THE EDITORS—

Uncritical Defense of BLP

Is No Service to Socialist Aims

‘From Comrade Jacoby's criti-
cism it would seem that he has
not had at his disposal the Brit-
ish Labor Party's pamphlet “Eu-
ropean Unity.” Only such a cir-
cumstance can account for his ap-
parent misunderstanding of the
questions at issue, and hence of
their treatment by LABOR AC-
TION.

The first point that has te be
made is that the BLP's statement
was not primarily an answer to
the Schuman Plan. This plan was
only mentioned in passing. “Euro-
pean Unity” was a general state-
ment of the BLP’'s approach to
the unification of ‘Europe under
any circumstances which it fore-
saw, and hence its attitude toward
any steps whatsoever toward the
political and economic integration
of Europe.

If it were just a question of the
Schuman Plan, there should be
no misunderstanding of LABOR
ACTION’'s position, at least by
anyone who read it. In ALL the
afticlés: in which we dealt with
this question (see LABOR AC-
TION of June 12, 19, 26), we
clearly stated that the Schuman
Plan is reactionary, that it is a
plan for a great capitalist steel
cartel on the continent, and that
the British Labor Party was per-
fectly correct in rejecting it.

In the issue of June 26, which
correspondent Jacoby criticizes,
the lead article by Mary Bell was
entirely devoted to this. He says
nothing about this—the lead arti-
cle. An editorial note on the front
page called attention to the fact
that the three articles in that issue
were to be read as a package, dis-
cussing the BLP statement from
various angles. With Comrade
Bell covering first this important
angle about which Jacoby is
SOLELY  concerned, Comrade
Draper was assigned to discuss the
political content of the BLP
stand.

CRITICISM NEEDED

It is true that LABOR ACTION
did not proclaim, as Jacoby does,
that the Schuman Plan was a plot
hatched in America as a means
of unifying Europe against both
Stalin and the Labor government
in Britain. Though the American
government has given its bless-
ings to the plan, all evidence we
know of indicates that the Amer-
icans were taken as much by sur-
prise when Schuman proposed his
plan as were the British, and came
around to its support after some
hesitancy.

But the BLP statement said
much besides rejecting the Schu-
man Plan. It rejected any and all
efforts, even by the labor move-
ment and the social-democracy of
Europe, to unite Europe economi-
cally and politically. To such a
zoal it counterposed the unity of
its Commonwealth and the unity
of the whole *“anti-Communist
world,” including the United
States. In doing so the BLP put
an obstacle on the road of the
anti-Stalinist movements in Eu-
rope, and even of the very eman-
cipation of the American labor
movement in which Comrade Ja-
coby is so vitally interested.

Should this fundamentally na-
tionalist stand on the question of
the unification of Europe even by
SOCIALIST means be criticized
by American socialists? It seems
to us that the meaning of Jacoby's
letter, whether he realizes it or
not, leads to a rejection of ALL
criticism of the BLP on the ground
that it has gone further than any
cther labor movement has done
in recent times, and that if the
American labor movement were
to do as ‘much, things would be
for better from a socialist stand-
point than they are today.

OPEN DOOR?

We cannot accept such a line
of reasoning precisely because we
are so deeply concerned with the
cffect of the BLP’s “one step for-
ward” on the American and Euro-
pean labor movements. And it was
{recm such considerations that we
sought to make it plain to social-
ists and labor people that the
BLP's stand on THIS question was
not “doctrinaire socialist™ but
hasically nationalist.

To Jacoby this is battering at an
open door. But he should bear in
mind that the whole American
press was denouncing the BLP's
statement as “doctrinaire social-
ist.” We must remember further
that even though the socialists of
America and Europe may not have

been affected by this nonsense,

American workers WERE affected.
If this were not so, the Iabor move-
ment here would be on a different
ideological level than it actually is.

On this particular point it was

a question not so much of defend-
ing the BLP against the onslaught
of the capitalist press, as of dis-
tinguishing for those American

_workers who read LABOR-AC-
.T1ON between what is a socialist

position and what is a narrow na-
tionalist position:
We  must also point out—re-

| Should We Criticize the BLP’s Nationalism

Now, I submit that at this state
of world history, it is our duty to
explain to the American worker
the real nature of the Acheson
foreign policy as applied to the
Lubor government of Britain, and
while not concealing in any way
cur serious disagreements with
this government, still DEFEND it
against the pressure of Wall Street
and Washington. We should do ex-
actly what Washington is afraid
cf, namely, tell the American
worker to emulate the example of
his British brother, and also to
take this significant one step for-
ward. Under our conditions such
a step would be tfantamount fo
opening a new vista and a new
perspective to the labor move-
ment  here and throughout the
world. .

Qur job is to unmask the phony
internationalism of Acheson and
company which eats and corrupts
the American labor movement. At
cvery trade-union meeting, wher-
ever we have a chance” we should

garding Jacoby's remarks on bat-
tering in open doors—that the
analysis in LABOR ACTION on
the concept of “socialism in one
country” as apnlied to the British
Labor Party has not been made
before in this fashion in LA or
elsewhere that we know of. If
“everybody” knows all, about this
too, it is too bad no one has writ-
{en about it.

IN BRITAIN ALONE?

Jacoby urges that we direct our
main critical fire at Acheson, and
not at Attlee; that we defend the
Labor government of Britain
against Washington and Wall
Street, and that we tell the Amer-
ican workers to emulate the exam-
ple of their British brothers.

This we have done consistently,
including during the last British
election. This, as mentioned, was
done in the very issue of June 26.
To LIMIT ourselves to this, how-
ever — especially on the specific
question of the BLP's stand on
European unity—would be a sad
mistake,

For here was a specific state-
ment of the BLP. This statement
indicated a road for British labor
which rejects any initiative on the
part of the BLP for the unifica-
tion of Europe on socialist or labor
‘lines. And in doing so, this policy
of the British Labeor Party not
only thwarts one of the most
promising political strategies for
the revival of the initiative of the
anti-Stalinist labor movements of
Europe, it also dooms the BLP's
own “first step” to inevitable de-
feat.

Can the BLP build socialism in
Britain alone or in fhe Common-
wealth? That, it seems to us, is
excluded. But if the BLP rejects
the road of EXPANDING the be-
ginnings it has made to the con-
tinent of Europe, of seeking every
cpportunity to ‘urge the workers
of Europe to emulate its example,
of promising them.its utmost sup-
port in such efforts even if this
should endanger temporarily the
stability ef the British experi-

2

put forward the idea that the time
has come for American labor to
establish some sort of independent
foreign poliey of its own.

Its first task is to defend the
European labor movement from
the conspiracy of what Schuma-
cher in Germany calls “Europa,
Inc.” For only thus can we really
fight Stalinism and strike it at its
very heart. To direct our main
criticism at the British labor
movement now is nothing else
but sectarian infantilism, which at
best will not accomplish its pur-
pose, and at worst put obstacles
on the road of the American work-
er to his self - emancipation. Our
slogans should be "Down with the
Reactionary Schuman Plan,” “"No
Faith in Acheson's Phony Inter-
nationalism,” “Critical Support of
the Labor Party Government” and
last but not. least, “For an Inde-
pendent Foreign Policy of Amer-
ican Labor.”

L. JACOBY

Line

ment itself, it is dooming its own
efforts to ultimate frustration.
Isn't it pretty clear that Britain's
present prosperity is a result of
the American boom? Isn't it
equally clear that a depression
would be catastrophic for the
standard of living of the British
workers and for full employment?

SOCIALIST DUTY 4

But then, isn't it the duty of
socialists to do everything “they
can to make this clear to their
comrades in Britain, and to urge
upon them the necessity of aban-
doning their narrow, nationalist
otitlook?

As Jacoby must know, LABOR
ACTION constantly and consist-
ently urges an independent course
in both domestic and foreign pol-
icy on the American labor move-
ment. And we very well under-
stand that the success or failure
of the BLP will have a consider-
able effect on the rapidity with
which American labor will enter
on such: an independent course.
That is why we are so disturbed
hy a statement of the BLP's policy
which, if followed blindly to the
end, means almost certain: defeat
and further demoralization of the
workers both here and there.

Our main task on THIS ques-
tion was not one of counterposing
some abstract or ideal socialist in-
ternationalism to the nationalism
of the BLP. It was, rather. that of
a conecrete analysis of the political
and economic alternatives for the
BLP as they relate to the guestion
of European unity and hence o
the wviability of the BLP's own
political power. And beyond that,
it was one of clarifying. for those
progressive  American  workers
who read LABOR ACTION, the
meaning and consequences of nar-
row nationalism, even when it
parades under the banner of so-
cialism. :

Out of a fear of “sectarianism,”
let us not lose a sense of propor-
tion with regard to the duties and
tasks of "a socialist propaganda
group in these trying times.—Ed.

4 Court Square

3--The Standard Biographical Work—
"KARL MARX"

British edition, clofh-bo'amd——SS’.OU—while they last
LABOR ACTION BOOK SERVICE

by Franz Mehring

Long Island City 1, N. Y.
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Its Convention Weighs The Problem:

By KATE LEONARD

The 4lst annual convention of
the National Association for the
Advancement of Colored People
was held in Boston from June 23
through June 25, and was followed
immediately by a conference in
New York which laid plans to im-
plement the main decisions of the
convention. These included a plan
tn wage a stepped-up campaign to
enforce the recent rulings of the
Supreme Court on non-discrimi-
nation in higher education and in-
terstate transportation, and to at-

“tempt to force a widening of the
" decision on education to include

undergraduate, secondary and ele-
mentary schools.

One fact stood out in the think-
ing of the delegates:“the member-
ship of the NAACP has been
steadily detlining. The association
‘emerged from the war years a
strong and growing organization.

- -
Risky Question

There’s an old-line banker left
in existence who still thinks that
bankers ought to take risks on
loans and stop yelling for the gov-
ernment to cover them. He's Earl
R. Muir, a Louisville bank presi-
dent, speaking to the Minnesota
Bankers Association.

Bankers, he pointed out, are
supposed to be paid for taking
1isks. But they have been shoving

_ more and more risks onto Uncle

Same, who has been guaranteeing
that the money men will suffer
ro loss on risky loans they make
{0 home owners. farmers, vets, etc.

"As a result, said Muir, the gov-
ernment is now bearing the risks
cn the huge sum of $26 billion in
loans of various kinds.

“By accepting government guar-
antees, which mean that bad loans
are to be paid off by the tax-
payers, we bankers,” warned Muir,
“are divesting ourselves of risk-
taking, our fundamental function.
And we are endorsing government

" participation in business, If gov-

ernment takes the risks of enter-
prise, who can argue that it should
not have a seat on the board of
directors?”

That's what he’s worried about
—state control of banking—and is
there a banker in the house who
will answer his question?

New York
[ e ]
-SOCIALIST
YOUTH
LEAGUE
SUMMER
SCHOOL

Six sessions. Every Tuesday
night for six weeks

Session 3 on Tuesday

JULY 18

THE THEORETICAL
ROOTS OF
MARXISM

7:30-9:00 p.m.
[

THE RUSSIAN
* REVOLUTION
AND THE EUROPEAN
REVCLUTION
1917-1923

Instructors: Max Shacht-
man and Hal Draper

9:00-10:30 p.m.
50 cenis for each class er 10
cents for each session
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LABOR ACTION HALL
114 Wes# 14th Street, 3rd floor -
New York City J

in the good year of 1947 the
NAACP campaigned for 1,000,000
members. Although tHis goal was
overestimated, this was impres-
sive. At the 1948 convention a
membership of about 580,000 was
guoted. The approximate figure by
the end of that year was 360,000.
The figure in 1949 is estimated at
around 230,000. There is wide-
spread concern about this state of
affairs.

The Rochester branch presented
a resolution to the convention ad-
voeating that the NAACP limit
its legislative program to the fur-
thering of legislation which deals
specifically and strictly with civil
rights or with the advancement
of the Negro as a distinct minor-
ity group, under the mistaken idea
that this would win friends and
influence people favorably toward
the organization. Anyone over 30
reading this resolution would get
the sensation, “This is where I
came in.” This proposal had as
much chance of adoption by the
convention as a motion to tell
time to move counter-clockwise.

WHY THE LOSSES?

At least five branches presented
resolutions requesting that the
dues be lowered from the current
$2.00 back to the $1.00 which was
in force prior to 1948. One of these
resolutions pointed out that “the
membership steadily increased un-
tii 1048, when the conference
raised the membership dues to
$2.00; then a rapid decline in mem-
bership”—but said the “why” of
the matter was not definite. But
the dues schedule is neither the
cause nor the remedy of the mem-
bership crisis.

The proposals are revealing,
nonetheless. They show the con-
cern, reveal a certain conception
of membership, and betray a lack
of understanding of the problem
involved. The loss of membership
is more weighty than the figure
arrived at by subtraction. The
drop is the more serious in the
light of the fact that the NAACP
has not been ineffective in the
last period, and in light of a fact
which can be grasped in the street
—that Negroes are not pessimistic
today and here.

Partial reasons are advanced for
this state of the membership. De-
pression, the failure of the civil-
rights program on the legislative
front, or Stalinist infiltration, are
given in turn. There has been no
“depression” of an intensity to
produce this result. A temporary
disillusionment followed the 1948
elections, in which the NAACP
all but abandoned its formal non-
partisan stand. But return to the
fray was inevitable. It will be an-
cther day when Negroes advise

- President Truman to ignore the

legislature, and yet another day
when they follow the logic of this
advice and abandon their ‘demands
upon Congress.

Nor could Stalinist infiltration
(which is real enough) produce
this serious organizational limp.

IN A PRISON HOUSE

The decline in membership is
influenced by two main factors.
The first is that the NAACP is
caught in the grip of the non-
partisan political policy, a prison
house it shares with labor.

This would be recognized by any
worker who thinks in class terms,
for he can see himself in the
NAACP mirror. Still thinking in
class terms, he can ask, indeed:
Where is the lead of the CIO
which Negroes are ready to fol-
low? The establishment of a par-
tisan policy for the NAACP can
only look something Ilike this:
“This convention endorses the la-
bor party’'s program.” This would
require, guite simply, a labor par-
ty with a program to be endorsed.

o Y

Read THE NEW
INTERNATIONAL

N— g

Labor's program and that of the
NAACP practically coincide right
now, and it is apparent that this
is not enough. Since we have al-
ways understood that even labor
parties do not fall from the sky,
but are born if at all, in struggle,
it is not hard to see that the
NAACP, which is not a class or-
ganization, also requires an in-
ternal clearing of the air. This
could be achieved only with effort
by its worker members. A move-
ment toward & labor party, if they
could see one on the horizon to
whicr_x to give their allegiance,
could help them in this task. We
suspect that a labor-party card in
the breast pocket would ably as-
sist them.

The second reason affecting the
NAACP membership is contained
in the structure and in the meth-
od of administration of the
NAACP. The difficulty has been
roughly expressed:®“The national

- office tries to'hog the whole show.”

This disability, by ‘the way, the
Stalinists are not sloaw to seize
upon to attempt to advance their
own special interests.

The NAACP is run from the

hy Is NAACP Losing Membership?

rational office, and policy is in
the hands of a board and officers
responsible to each other, for all
practical purpeses. How this came
about and was continued is a long
story, extending back 40 years to
the origin of the association. The
NAACP was organized from with-
out, and it is probably correct to
say that in 1909 it would not have
been organized otherwise.
Likewise the dominance of the
national office is in somes=respects
unavoidable, and it is far from
being all bad. The issues the
NAACP deals with frequently
start locally. Defense cases start
on the spot. So do disfranchise-
ment and educational cases, etc.,
begin as local issues. They are of
national importance and frequent-
ly require centralized handling.
However, 40 years is long to
wait for appreciable progress to-
ward a remedy for the crying
need of the association—a vital
branch life. It is equally long to
wait for an end to a bureaucrati-
cally-arrived-at policy, formulated
and executed by an all but self-
perpetuating leadership.

(To be continued)

Guild Project

The convention of the Newspa-
per Guild heard some reports”
which did not impress the pub-
lishers as being mnewsworthy
enough to print—nor compliment-
ary enough.

President Harry Martin set the
keynote by declaring that most
U, S. newspapers during 1950
made a “malodorous record of
miserable failure” in their obli-

.gation to keep the people informed

“fully, fairly and accurately.”

Guild officers also voiced alarm -

over the growing trend to mo-
nopoly in the press. as more and
more papers are merged or aban-
doned.

The convention voted to create
a special committee on a proposal
that the union spearhead a drive,
in collaboration with other unions
and ‘“civie groups,” to estaolish
newspapers “dedicated to the pub-
lic interest” in cities where pub-
lishers now have a monopoly.

-

Canada Teo

Canada's military budget— 18
per cent of the total budget—is
now ‘almost as large as the coun-
try's whole budget before the war.

This, in a country which has a
population hardly a tenth of that
of the United States, is even more
serious than the similar growth of
the war economy here, More and

RR Union Asks - -

(Continued from page 1)
do, and called a strike on five
railroads in the Midwest and Far
West. N : 2

TRUMAN ZIGZAGS

Then the “police action” in Ko-
rea broke out. The president stated
that it is not a war, and his press
secretary stated that there is no
“atmosphere of emergency” as far
as the government is concerned.
But the chairman of the National
Mediation Board (a body which
acts under the Railway Labor Act)
wired the Switchmen’s Union of
North America and asked them to
call off the strike in view of “cur-
rent critical developments.”

Glover replied that he did not
know what developments were
referred to, but that if it was the
war in Korea the union stood
ready to handle any troops or mu-
nitions required.

Then in a press conference on
July 6 Truman declared that the
strike was unjustified and that he
would take drastic action unless
it was called off.

Why was the strike “unjusti-
fied”? In the eyes of Truman, be-
cause the union had failed to abide
by the decision of his fact-finding
board. The president has a right
to his private opinion, like any

. other citizen, on whether or not

a union should accept the findings
of such a board. But what legal
right has he to make that opinion
a basis- of government action?
None, of course. When workers
are concerned it seems that the
matter of legality can be safely
ignored.

At that press conference the
president did not say that “dras-
tic action” was justified because
we are at war in Korea. He stated
that the rail services are needed
to move cattle and wheat from
the West.

THE UNION FINDS OUT

On that very same day the
union called off the strike on four
of the five roads. The strike re-
mained in effect on the Rock Is-
land, which is paralleled by other
roads. In calling off the strike, the
president of the Switchmen stat-
ed: “Railroad management has
made no move to settle this dis-
pute. Railroad management mere-

1y has said, ‘Go on strike; we

don't care. The government will
come in on our side and knock the
hell out of the Switchmen's Un-
ion.’ And, judging from President
Truman's remarks today, railroad
management has been on the right
track.

*Qur strike is legal. We have

complied with 2all provisions of
the Railway Labor Act. Well, now
we’ll just find out whether a legal
strike against a railroad is possi-
ble in this free country.”

We found ouf next day when
Truman ordered the army to seize
the road.

Two days-after he had said the
strike should end in the interest
of moving wheat and cattle, Tru-
man changed his tune. His seizure
order states, in part: “It is essen-
tial to the national defense and to
the security of the nation, to the
public health and to the public
welfare generally, that every pos-
sible step be taken by the gov-
ernment for the operation of this
railroad.”

Even in the face of this action,
the Switchmen’s Union stood firm.
It replied in a public statement
that the strike on the Rock Island
would continue until “the govern-
rment seizes the profits of that rail-

road as well as the labor of free

men.”

The statement continued:
president has said that the United
States is not at war. Is the demo-
cratic president of a democratic
country saying that no railroad
union can conduct a legal strike
in peacetime?”

WARNING TO RR LABOR

The fact is that we are at war,
even though the war is at present
a small one. But as Truman has
evaded his constitutional duty to
have war declared by act of Con-
gress, we are not LEGALLY at
war. But it seems it is the admin-
istration’s - attitude that even if
the government can violate the
Constitution, the workers must
make the sacrifices demanded of
them in wartime.

The immediate reason for Tru-
man's strikebreaking is not the
switchmen’'s strike on the Rock
Island. This is a heavy blow 1o
one union as a warning to others
who may have the idea that just
because the employers and bank-
ers are coining money hand over
fist in the most brazen profit

splurge in American history they

can seek a few economic gains too.

The warning is particularly di-
rected to the trainmen and con-
ductors who have rejected the
same -findings by an emergency
board and whose strike deadline

“is July 15. Truman is letting them

know in no uncertain way that if
they should exercise their legal
and moral right to strike, he will
proceed to throw his weight on
the side of the employers.

To date the Switchmen have set
an excellent example for the rest

“The
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of the labor movement. We won-
der just what Truman would do
if the Brotherhood of Railroad
Trainmen and the Order of Rail-
way Conductors were to follow
that example. i

rUT THE HEAT ON! -

So far the labor movement has
not fulfilled its duty to the Switch-
men. True, both Philip Murray of
the CIO and William Green of the

AFL sent messages to the Switchii Z:
men's Union wishing it a victor

in its strike—that was before Tru-
man’s actions. ‘Much of the labor
movement is just waking up to
the fact that railroad workers are
far behind the rest of laber in
many of their working conditions.
But so far the labor movement has
been shamefully silent on Tru-
man’s strikebreaking.

‘The reason for this is obvious.
Not only have most of the labor
leaders enthusiastically endorsed
the government’s Korean military
adventure, but they are ardent
supporters of the Fair Deal admin-
istration in the coming .elections.
It isn't likely that these leaders
will end their political allianee
with Truman just because he

- breaks a strike. After all, it weuld

not be the first time he has done
that!

Whatever may be the reasons
for the silence of the labor lead-
ers, there is no reason for the

ranks to be silent. If the Korean _
the governmentiy

conflict, which
pretends is not even a war, can_
be used by it as justification to

break a strike and to put the heat

on the unions, what can be expect-

ed as the war atmosphere gets

thicker? Every militant in the la-

bor movement should give thought

{o this matter right now, before

the government and the employers

get too bold in their clampdown on

the workers.

Besides giving this question
scme thought, progressive workers
should give "it some action. Reso-
lutions introduced in local unions
all over the country condemning
Truman’s strikebreaking, offering
support to the Switchmen and
urging union officers to put the
heat on the government are the
least that should be done. 3

And if that is the least, there

-is also one step further. The un-
. ions could declare that they refuse
-to handle’ goods shipped under
(As Glover |~
said, this is supposed to be “peace- £

military dictatorship.

time.”) If they did so, they would
be taking a step of simple solid-
arity in the common defense of the
hard - won rights of American
workers, )

.
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