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Three Fellow Travelers
Jump Off the GP Line

The American Stalinists received
@ one-two-three blow this past
week when a trio of their most
useful fellow travelers (useful up
to recently) deserted their badly
listing ship.

Heading the parade was Henry
Wallace who now followed up his
previous attack on the Stalinists’
war in Korea by formally resign-
ing from the Progressive Party,
whose nominal leader he has been.
Following up likewise his earlier
full endorsement of U. S.-UN in-
tervention in Xorea, he also
showed his basic political mettle
by announcing that he had re-
vised his views even on the.use
of the atom bomb—its use would
be justified, as he saw it, by the
events in Korea! From the CP’s
adulated “peace leader,” he has
found no difficulty in jumping
over to the extreme right wing of
the war ecamp. The socialist view
of Wallace's “peace” ideology in
its heyday needs no further in-
sistence.

Most hypocritical of the switches
was that of Lee Pressman, ex-gener-
al counsel of the ClO who left the
job to become a leader of the Wal-
lace movement. Unlike Wallace,

Pressman was never a befuddled
victim of the Stalinist machine, but
rather one of its shrewdest oper-
ators (whether he possessed a
party card or not). He performed
this job to the full, for example, on
behalf of the CP machine in the
Progressive Party at the conven-
tion which nominated Wallace for
president.

Pressman announced his resig-
nation from the American Labor
Party (Stalinist front in. New
York) on August 11. He explain-
ed that the ALP does not “repre-
sent or reflect the demoeratic and
progressive interests or aspira-
tions of the American people but
rather of the Communist Party.”

This discovery, which no doubt
burst upon Pressman as a shock,
was greeted by ALP leader Mar-
cantonio with “Good riddance!”

Third blow was dealt by Corliss
Lamont who, however, stayed in
the Progressive Party. His state-
ment “deplored” the North Ko-
reans’ aggression (no tieup with
Russia), and called Russia’s UN
boycott taetic a “serious mis-
take,” It is clear that he has
taken only a first step out of the
Stalinist camp as yet.

Pro and Con on the War:

Why Stalinism Advances—

U. S. Policy Abroad Leans

On Forces of Reaction

By GORDON HASKELL

Each passing week in the stepped-up struggle between
Stalinism and Western capitalism makes clearer the impor-
tance of the ideological side of the conflict.

Ideology! The word sounds strange to most Americans.
And in the past the importance attached to it by socialists
seemed to many “hard-headed” and “practical” Americans
in and out of the labor movement to be just part of their
strange way of locking at things. : .

Up-till now the failure of the political, social and eco-
nomic ideas of American .capitalism te make headway
among the masses in foreign countries has been attributed
chiefly to two causes: Americans were not spending enough
money on the Voice of America or on other propaganda

. agencies abroad. Secondly,

these foreigners are just too
backward to grasp the bless-
ings of the “American Way
of Life”” and hence to believe
in it fervently, as they
should.

Till now, many leaders in Amer- "

ican politics . could shrug their

shoulders with the feeling that if
the foreigners are not smart
enough to see that the American
way is the best way, that is their
cwn funeral. But today they face
the fact that the failure of Amer-
ica to win masses of people all
over the world to its objectives in
the world-wide struggle can result

THE UAW AND DEMOCRACY AT HOME

Last week we reported the instructions sent out by the leaders of
the United Auto Workers (CIO) to local unions, warning -against
the use of violence by UAW members against alleged Stalinists.
Several cases had oceurred in UAW plants.

The main message struck an exceedingly welcome note for the
trade-union movement, and can only be hailed. The UAW magazine,
Anununition, in a new issue (August) repeats this message.

“Debate them, expose them, ridicule them, but keep your hands in
your pochets,” it is headed. Right!

Tt reecalls that the Stalinists themselves have used “lynch mob
factics” but warns that “people who take over the brutality and eyni-
eism of the Communists give away their own moral defenses in the
fight against Communism. . . . People who disregard the legal rights,
éven of Communists, and who resort to lynch law, may be anti-
Communist, but they are not on the side the UAW is committed to.”
Right!”

It recalls the early history of the UAW itself when “the companies
organized lynch mobs to attack people who joined unions under the
pretext they were Communists.” Right!

It asks, “how do you deal with Communists?”’ and answers:
“Arugment ... Facts ... Ridicule . ..” (And it might add: Organize
to vote them out of any responsible positions of leadership in any
union!)

All of which ought to be a bible for the labor movement on how
1o sj;op the Stalinists at home.

i L ]

All the more reason, therefore, precisely because the UAW is not
just another union, to draw attention to the following sentences in
this-very same statement:

""Where you are really concerned about someone you honestly be-
lieve to be a Comiaunist, it's not your job to take the law into your
hands.

"In.that case, notify' the FBl. The FBI knows better than you what
to do.”

* If that'is unclear there is nothing else to clear it up. But it sounds
only too clear.

What “law” should not be taken into your hands to deal with
“someone you honestly believe to be a Communist”? Are the authors
of the statement under the impression there is such a law which is
directed against “Communists” as such, provided you “honestly be-
lieve” your fellow worker has a party card?

Even the Mundt-Ferguson bill has not been passed, and we thought
the UAW was against it.

In any case, is the UAW leadership advocating "fingering" CPers for
the FBl as a "legal" substitute for beating them up?

If so, what was the point about “arguments . .. facts . . . ridicule,”
ete., and the other excellent points made in the first part of the state-
ment? Does the UAW leadership think that legal terror against dan-
eerous thoughts is any more demccratic because a law is passed or
an executive decree is handed down?

Walter Reuther and his fellow officers’ ought to be asked for an
explanation by UAW militants who do want to “watch out that a
reactionary anti-Communist doesn’t trick you into destroying the
very protections that are your defenses against injustice.”

DEBATE—Friday, Sept. 22

IS YUGOSLAVIA ON:THE ROAD
TO SOCIALIST DEMOCRACY?

Yes! ~ No!-

O. JOHN ROGGE HAL DRAPER

Manhattan Plaza, 66 East 4th Street, New York City
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for its own imperialist -interests.
They have reason to be worried.
Hence the new interest in the dai-
ly press about “ideology” and
“propaganda war.”

To start right at home: It is

becoming increasingly clear that .

Americans themselves have only
the vaguest idea of what the strug-
gle is about. For American boys
fighting in Korea, this is a double
tragedy. To fight and to die in a
- war, far away from home, is a ter-
rible thing for anyone, no matter
how strongly he may believe in
the cause for which he is fighting.
But.to live in filth, to strain every
muscle and fiber of one’s being,
and to die without knowing why
—that is a human tragedy.

WHAT CAN THEY EXPECT?

In an article in the New York
Times of August 13, Richard J. H.
Johnston quotes a commander of
infantry in Korea: “I can tell my
men what to do. I can show them
how, to do it. But until they un-
derstand why they are doing it,
they can’t do it well. Those men
are doing the best they can, but
as you can see it's not enough.”

And he quotes a 19-year-old cor-
poral: “I keep asking myself what
I am doing here. The funny thing
is I can't answer my own ques-
tion.” ;

Every report from the front with
regard to the ideological prepara-
tion of the American troops is the
same. And yet, these men are not
much different from any cross-sec-
tion of American youth today.

If this is true of American
troops, how much more is it true
of the tens of millions of non-
Americans whom America is try-
ing to enlist on her side in fhis
struggle for the world?

ALLIED WITH REACTION

The papers have been full of
discussions of the effectiveness of
Malik wersus Austin in the United
Nations propaganda battle. An ar-
ticle in the same issue of the N. Y.
Times describes the way in which
the Stalinists spread their ideas
among the millions of Asia, and
compares it to the methods and
effectiveness of the American ef-
fort .

“In many cases,” the article

L 4 = : :
reads, “pro-Russian propaganda is

~sandwiched in with propaganda
for such popular movements as
l¢nd reform. For example, a Com-
munist pamphlet explaining how
"the land should. be distributed

more evenly will contain -compli- -

mentary references to the Russian
system of land-holding and un-
complimentary references to the
tenant farm system in the United
States. This pamphlet will be read

(Turn to last page)
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UAW Ranks Push

For Union Action

By WALTER JASON

DETROIT, Aug. 14— Pressure of
the United Auto Workers Union
ranks for action against the zoom-
ing cost of living was reflected on
two important sections of the in-
dustry.

The Ford department of the
UAW-CIO, backing the resolution
of Ford Local 600, demanded wage
increases from Henry Ford, even
though the wage reopening clause
ostensibly precludes such a de-
mand until January, 1951,

At South Bend. Ind., the Bendix
workers rejected a contract con-
taining the usual 1950 package. the
second such recent incident. Hud-
son Local is trying to renegotiate
its contract whic was rejected
by the ranks.

The announcement by Ken Ban-
non, Ford department director for
the UAW-CIO, that the union was
asking for immediate wage nego-
tiations, came after Ford had al-
ready turned down such a plea
from the officials of Ford Local
600.

Allurophde

Representative John D. Rankin
of Mississippi, who froths at the
idea of anti-lynching legislation,
recently almost wept out loud
when he pleaded with Congress
to do something about the 848,000
cats. annually killed in highway
accidents.

Discrimination

In Paris, France, a labor rela-

" tions court took up the unprece-

dented problem of whether an
employee has a right to tattoo a
picture of his boss on the part of
his anatomy where he sits down.
A worker in a wholesale dry goods
firm complained to the court that
he was fired when the boss found
out.

The popularity of this move is
bound to have repercussions in
other segments of the auto indus-
try. Thus far, however, there has
Leen no sign of action on the
Chrysler front.

The threat of a strike at Ford
on January 2, 1951, unless a wage
demand has been met by that time,
was also issued by the General
Council of Ford Local 600,

Of course; under the present
contract, the TAW-CIO could be
found guilty of an unfair labor
practice by striking now for wage
increases at Ford. Nonetheless,
rank-and-file pressure is so great
that the UAW leaders are talking
along that direction.

Officially, the UAW leadership
dominated by Walter Reuther has
been relatively silent on the whole
issue, and the question has been
asked a million times in the shop:
“When is the union going to do
something about prices?”

Current agitation for wage in-
creases to offset the inflationary
trend will get hotter when the an-
nouncement of General Motors’
wage increase comes out in two
weeks, The escalator clause, ridi-
culed, misunderstood and rejected
in some, places, as at Chrysler in
1948, is certainly coming into its
own as a sound idea.

The beginning of the wage de-
mand at Ford is a triumph for the
shrewd maneuvers of the Stalin-
ists, who are forcing Carl Stellato,
president of 600, to adopt their
program on various issues at the
very time he is busy denouncing
them. Stellato’s attempt to sus-
pend five officials as “Communists”
pending trial was defeated by the
General Council. Furthermore,
Stellato found it necessary per-
sonally to bring charges against
the five individuals. The other
three top officers of the local
broke with him on the issue.

'LET NOT THE LEFT HAND KNOW. ..

Wage Struggles Pushed by Unions Point to Clashes Ahead

By LARRY O'CONNOR

A lot of problems face the unions
with regard to collective bargain-
ing in the months ahead. Policies
adopted before the big rearma-
ment push which started last
month will have to be revised.
Union members are thinking in
terms of how best to protect them-
selves against the wage-freeze and
labor-freeze policies which they
fear will be adopted by the gov-
ernment in the not-too-distant fu-
ture,

The cvnae?hce indicates that
there will be Somethmg away from
the great empha.srs laid on pen-
sion and social-security coniract
demands during the past two
vears. Unions coming up for con-
tract mnegotiations this fall and
early next year will still be push-
ing for some of these demands,
but wage increases are likely to
be the chief bone of contention.

And despite all the fervent sup-
port of the rearmament program
on the part of union leaders, it
seems that right now the intention
is to push hard for these demands,
even if it will take strikes to get
them. The union leaders may hope
that employers, with prospects of
juicy war contracts and even cost-
plus arrangements dangling before
them, will not resist wage de-
mands too mu@h. But resist or not,
the ranks want wage increases to
shield them against the rapidly
rising cost of living, and as a cush-
ion against any wage freeze that
may be imposed.

And plenty of important con-
iracts are going to be open in the
next few months. The United Steel
Workers can reopen on wages on
January 1,41951. The United Auto
Workers' contract with Ford opens
on the same date and the Chrysler
contract can be reopened on wages
on July 1 of next year.

In the electrical industry the
pressure is building up in both

"not

the General Electric and Westing-
house chains for a speedy con-
tract. The struggle between the
CIO and Stalinist-dominated eleec-
trical unions has been so hot that
neither of them has been able to
push contract negotiations with
the chains too hard, but with the
prospect of a possible wage freeze
the workers are in no mood to
be caught with their wage scales
down.

CLASHES AHEAD

The United Rubber Workers has 4

anneunced that it will start nego-
tiating at once with the demand
set at a 25 cents per hour hike,
plus six cents an hour to even up
inequities.

Both AFL and CIO meatpacking
unions have been in negotiations.
Last week they settled with Ar-
mour for an eleven cents per hour
hike. The contract will run. for
two years with wage - reopening
dates on February 11 and August
11, 1951, and February 11, 1952.
Various other improvements in
the contract were also won.

The United Mine Workers can-
reopen their contract until
April 1 of next year. In the farm
equipment industry contracts are
cpening up in the next couple of
months.

As we go to press, the workers
at Packard in Detroit are on strike
over contract negotiations. They
are demanding pensions, insurance
and a cost-of-living pay increase.

The ope?ating railroad unions
still have their wage movement
hanging fire. The Brotherhood of
Railroad Trainmen and the Order
of Railway Conductors have been
seeking every avenue of pressure
short of a strike to force the rail-
roads into serious concessions over
their demand for a 40-hour week
without decrease in weekly take-
home pay. They have gone so far
ds to reqguest the government to
seize the railroads.

Left Hand: Truman Opposes Mundt Bill;
Jail CPers on Buil

By ROBERT MAGNUS

Hard on the heels of President
Truman's message to Congress last
Tuesday counseling caution in
passing legislation which would
undermine ecivil liberties and free
speech in the United States, his
administration moved to cancel
tie bail of the eleven convicted
Stolinist leader.

e move closely followed the
jai’ng of Harry Bridges, West
Cost Stalinist longshore leader,
rec~ntly convicted of perjury in
San Francisco. Bridges' bail was
=lso revoked and he was sent to
jeil,

The frenetic haste with which
the government is clapping its Sta-
linist opponents behind bars is
cnly paralleled by the speed with
which the American judiciary is
prostituting its ‘“justice” to the

needs of the Korean war.

The Stalinists were convicted in
New York on October 14, after a
long tr 1a‘I on grounds of a- “con-
spiracy to teach and advocate the
overthrow of the government” by
force or violence. They immedi-
ztely appealed the decision, which
was sustained on August:l by the
United States Court of Appeals.
The ex-liberal jurist, Judge
Learned 'Hand ‘upheld the consti-
{utionality of the Smith Gag Aet
under which the Stalinists were
indicted. The CP leaders were out
cn bail duririg  thé normal fifteen-
cay interval between affirmation
of a conviction and execution of
the senténce when the government
demanded their imprisonment.

Right Hand: Moves to

The grounds given by the #fov-
ernment for its action are bhased
on the negation of the “clear and
present danger” formula laid down
in Judge Hand's decision—which
decision the Stalinists are appeal-
ing to the Supreme Court. Suffi-
cient unto the day is the legal for-
mula thereof: “the defendants
have pursued and will continue to
pursue a course of conduct and
activily dangerous to the public
welfare and national security of
the United States.”

FAIR WORDS

What such activities were. be-
yond strict adherence to the party
line on Korea, no one knows, al-
though the order was issued “after
study of all data...on the defend-
ants—including FBI reports.” The
contents of the reports, were, of
course, not disclosed.

While the attorney general, the
FBI, the judiciary and all the or-
gans of governmental power work
to silence with bureaucratic stu-
pidity and high - handedness the
Stalinist “threat” to our “national
security,” Congress and the presi-
dent are engaged in a hypocritical
argument as how best to effective-
Iy silence opposition to the war.

Truman's message to Congress
en “security” had the color of an
attempt to combat partially the
“anti-red” hysteria which has been
sweeping the nation and Congress
since the beginning of the impe-
rialist war over Korea. The reac-
tionaries—Republican and Demo-
crat—not content with the speed
of the administration’s moves
against ‘“subversives,” ‘have been

busy concocting a whole galaxy
of bills whose purpose is to throt-
tle free speech in the name of
fighting the Communist Party.
The president asked only for
powers to deal more stringently
with “espionage and sabotage”
but warned against measures
which infringe the Bill of Rights—
the most important of which is the
notorious™ Mowdt - Ferguson bill
with its three-man purge board.
According to the president, “we
must have effective internal secu-
rity measures... [but these]l must
not be so broad as to restrict our
liberty unnecessarily, for that
would defeat our own ends,” for.
you see, “we cannot get rid of com-
munism just by passing a law.”

DIFFERENCE IN METHOD

These words dre a camouflage,
however,, for the fact that the ad-
ministration would rather get rid
of the Stalinists piecemeal at its
own speed by means of adminis-
irative decrees. The capitalist sys-
tem 1is discarding its trappings of
“law” and “democracy” for a sys-.
tem of bureaucratic ukases by a
semi-hysterical and extremely
powerful administration.

Anti-democratic bills like the
Mundt-Ferguson Bill, on the other
hand, seek to suppress free speech
and civil liberties via “law” in-
stead of merely decrees.

Congress, however, is not satis-
fied with the measures asked by
the president on “espionage and
sabotage.” Martin of Massachu-
setts, former Republican speaker
of the house, believes that “there

is neither logic nor secunty in
o [

-

waging a war in Korea, launching
an’' all-out mobilization - program,
establishing 'controls ‘over'our en-
tire economy and raising the tax
burden on the American people to
new levels while we continue to
allow the Communists free rein in
America.,” This is such a wide-
spread feeling in Congress that
some type of Mundt-Ferguson Bill
is likely to pass both Houses de-
spite presidential opposition.

The difference of opinion be-
iween the president and Congress,
is, however, on secondary tactics:
for whether by administrative and
judicial decree or by congressional
“law,” free speech and civil liber-
ties are being given short shrift in
order to bolster the Korean war.

The laber movement and what.is
left of liberalism in this country
needs fo beware of resting content
with Truman's “moderate” views.
His mild opposition is not a prin-
cipled defense of civil liberties but
a difference on the speed and
method by which they should be
curtailed. The Attorney General's

But to date nothing has been
gained, and their recent statements
have sounded more and more des-
perate. After what the government
did to.the switchmen's strike over
this same issue, they are obviously
leery of calling the men put. '

But, on the other hand, to sim-
ply back down, and admit defeat
without siriking a blow would be
a pretty hard thing for the leader-
ship to explain to the ranks. So
fireworks in this industry may also
appear.

Taken by and large, things do
not look too bright for “industrial
peace” on the home front fur th&
next few months,

Some businessmen’s publications
are predicting that a number of
employers may be willing to give
wage increases now with the

thought in mind that if a real la- _

bor shortage develops they will

be in a better position to attract
workers if their wages are not too
low. But too much store cannot be
put by such speculations. Employ-
ers in vital industries know that
the government will see to it that
they get enough workers if over-
all controls should be imposed, Te-
gardless of wage levels,
[ ]

A number of unions have come
out for price controls without
wage controls. But all government
and employer talk puts wage con-
trols first on the list in the event
of all-out mobilization. Tallk and
protest from the unions will not
be enough.

SPOTLIGHT ON ESCALATCR

In this connection, there is quite
a bit of guessing in both union and
capitalist circles on what the gov-
ernment will do about such things
as the General Motors escalator
clause and the “productivity” in-
crease won in the last union con-

. tract in the event of a wage freeze.

During World War II automotic
rises provided in some contracts
were barred unless they fitted into
the [“Little Steal” formula. Yet
even the politicians realize that
union leaders would have a tough
time putting over such a deal on
workers who had won_automatie
increases of either the escalator or
“productivity increase” types in
their contracts.

With the cost of lnmg alreadv
jumping, and with further rises
indicated for some time to come,
the value of an escalator clause
like the one in the GM contract-
is so evident that even the blind-
est workers are bound to see the
light. Every union which does not
want to get left hopelessly behind
should demand it in coming con-
tract negotiations, and it should
be made clear to the government
that increases falling due under
such contracts cannot be ruled out
by a wage freeze. In all such con-
tracts the weakness is that wage
rises come AFTER price rises.
They do not ACCOMPANY them,
and no one but the cheapest dema-
gogue can claim that they are &
CAUSE of price increases.

The rock-bottom demand of la-
bor should be for escalator clauses,
with no freeze on them. If the gov-
ernment is serious abBut price con-
trols and roll-backs, it can take
care of the “inflationary danger”
without a wage freeze and certain~
iy without banning escalator in-
creases. Any proposals to the con-

traury simply boil down to putting '

the burden of rearmament on the
shoulders of the wage earners,
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By R. G.

BRUSSELS, Aug. 6
Labor Action)—Now that the main
excitement of the anti-Leopold
movement and strikes has died
down, the Belgians are finding
fime to ask themselves some point-
ed questions. Who won what? Just
what happened anyway? And most
puizzling: Why did it happen? How

did the whole country come to the
wverge of an insurrection over such
a fantastie, illusory issue?

Yes, on the surface the issue ap-
pears unreal. The collaborator
King Leopold is still nominally the
king: he has only promised to re-
tire and temporarily transfer his
‘powers to Prince Baudoin. Never-
theless the Belgian workers, led by
the Socialist Party, won a clear
yictory.

What they won is intangible: the
trend toward clerical fascism has
been cut short and reversed. It is
the workers who now hold the ini-
tiative, and they are using it, in
the, first place, to demand higher
wages and shorter hours. The Ant-
werp dockers and many others
are still on strike: the union lead-
ers are trying to get them to work
pending a national labor confer-
ence to revise pay scales through-
out the nation. Such a revision
was one of the demands tacked on
10 the demand for the king’s abdi-
cation.

. On the parliamentary plane, too,
the Socialists have improved their
position. If new elections were
called, they would gain at the ex-
pense of the declining Liberal Par-
ty. The Catholic Social-Christian
Party, which carried an absolute
majority in last spring's elections,
has now been split over the issue
of whether the insurrection should
have hbeen crushed. It would not
be akle to hold its majority toge-
ther in one party in a new election,

Even if no elections fake place,
the Cathelic party will not be able
1o patch up this split well enough
1o carry through the program of
veaction which it was about to
undertake. If the split runs deep
enough, the die-hard reactionaries
are expected to withdraw, and

‘some kind of center coalition gov-

ernment would result,

SYMBOL OF REACTION

So the issue of the king was not
go fantastic as it may at first ap-
pear. The best formulation of the
wpolitical question which this cor-
respondent has heard was fur-
mished by a well-established pro-
fessional woman, who is Flemish

‘and claims to be a member of the

Catholiec party. I suggested to her

- that the Belgian workers were

“still fighting the last war,” fry-
ing in this belated way to hit
back at German fascism and mili-
tary occupation by venting their
feelings on the poor king.

All - this she denied. “They are

“‘fighting a very present political
* pattle,

here and now. They are
‘against the king, because he is a
fool, a fool, a fool! He fancies him-

‘self a man of power and wants to

play a great role. He is dangerous.

'He is the symbol and the vehicle

of reaction. The Flemish clerical
reaction was on the point of set-
ting up a majority dictatorship. It
had to be stopped now, before it
was consolidated. The workers
won a real victory and it was a

~good thing for the country. Now

the Cathelic party is split and we
can hope to get a balanced gov-

N

The BEST recent book
-on the labor movement—

"The UAW and
‘Walter Reuther"

by
.Irving Howe and B. J. Widick
$3.00 Random House
Order from:
Labor Action Book Service
“4 Court Square
Long Isldnd City 1, N, Y.

(Special to,

To understand what happened in
Belgium last week one has to look
much deeper than party politics
and Parliament. There was with-
out any guestion a tremendous
popular movement, which was
marching straight and inevitably
toward insurrection, had the king

-not agreed to retire. It was not,

however, -a “revolutionary situa-
tion.”

Large masses of the population
—if not guite a majority, at least
zll of those active sections which
count in such a situation — were
angry and they were serious. They
were not, however, so outraged
nor so dead serious as a revolu-
tionary population. Their behavior
was not to be compared to the
popular uprising in Spain in 1936.
Nor were they as grim as the
workers of Minneapolis, Toledo
and San Francisco in 1934. Yet in
Belgium, broader sections of the
population were caught up in this
action.

WORKERS READY TO ACT

The ability of a people to be-
come so roused reflects, of course,
deep feelings about long-standing
needs. There is a strong and per-
sistent class consciousness here,
based on genuine class differentia-
tion. The country is terribly over-
populated, so that the average in-
come is low and the poor are real-
lv poor. Not that they are misera-
ble and starving, as in Greece or
post-war Germany, but they are
crowded and perpetually strug-
gling for a decent living. The aver-
age Belgian worker today (like
the French, the Dutch and the
English) has a REAL income about
one-guarter to one-third as much
as the average American worker.

Onto this poverty and this class
division have been heaped long
years of the special problems of
a Europe in decline: depression,
unemployment, war, occupation,
post-war disorganization ¢f mar-
kets—and now for the Belgians, a
reactionary government and a col-
laborator king!

Actually it was the Socialist
politicians, the parliamentary and
trade-union leaders, who led this
action. They developed it, prepar-
ing the workers for it and conduct-
ing it in a rather disciplined way.
At times and in places, the masses
took the lead, but the Socialist
politicians were clever enough to
regain it\quickly by again jumping

ahead with revolutionary talk and

threats.

But no matter who stirred them
up or why, the workers were
ready for action. It was they who
demonstrated in such overwhelm-
ing numbers and who won the vic-
tory. No one tan foment such an
insurrectionary movement artifi-
cially. No amount of agitation can
“cduse” a revolution.

The strike was more complete
and the tempers were much hot-
ter in Wallonia than in Brussels.
But Brussels, too, was at the boil-

ing point by Saturday night—it.

was ripe for insurrection and the
leaders by then were trying to
hold it back.

'POLICE HELPLESS

During the first week, as the
general strike and street demon-
stration developed in Brussels, the
crowds were confident and good-
natured. These socialist and trade-
union crowds looked young and
well dressed, with a large propor-
tion of women. Brussels is a capi-
tal and the workers here are large-
1y clerical and semi-professional.
Great throngs marched through
the town, in ranks, singing and
shouting gaily. They sang an old-
time, anti-clerical songs: “A Bas
les Calottes”; they sang the “Mar-
seillaise™ and they sang the”™“In-
ternational.” They shouted “Ab-
dication without conditions,” “Sieg
Heil” and “Leopold to the gal-
lows.” They blew whistles, they
waved at the ‘people in windows
and balcomes * They ‘carried no
banners hor ‘idéntification. The
weather was good and they had a
good time. )

But "when ‘they found a shop

“open or ‘one of the rare street cars

“still ‘gyrining, they wWould break

ranks and go into action. Seome
heroic youth would filng himself
onto the tracks fo stop the sireet
car; the crowd would surge around
and break a few windows. The
armed police (riding every car)
would beat a hurried retreat, or
perhaps try to help some elderly
passenger away. Then the crowd
would form its procession again
and be on its way. The police and
conductors would come back and
hang out the “To the Depot” sign.

All downtown stores were forced
to close and the little shops on
main streets kept their shutters
down. But neighborhood food
shops stayed open and were free-
ly provisioned by truck. No one
went hungry in this general
strike! Private cars were allowed
to circulate in Brussels, though
not in the South country.

Had the government not massed
troops and threatened to break
the strike, it might have gone on
peacefully for a long time. But
the fact that mounted police were
brought in to block the proces-
sions and airplanes were roaring
overhead, the idea that they were
not being allowed to oust the king
by a peaceful shutdown, seemed
to anger the crowds. On Saturday
night, the government made a

cshow of force in the middle of
Brussels and tried to stop the
parades, This was an invitation
to a showdown. The crowds got
bigger and turned to wviolence.

THEY'RE STILL SINGING

The workers in the provinces,
who had started their strike two
days earlier, reached this sage
much quicker. They were already
preparing their “March on Brus-
sels” even before the word came
that three comrades had been
killed by the police near Liege.
By Sunday everyone agreed that
there was danger of a civil war.

At this point the Catholic party

split and the king was persuaded °

to resign. The Socialists had trou-
ble holding the workers back long
enough to allow the two or three
days of parliamentary maneuver-
ing necessary fo re-establish equi-
librium.

On Monday, with the first indi-
cation that the king was ready to
retire, quieter crowds gathered in
a questioning mood. The strike
was now more complete than ever.
The union shut down the rail-
ways. -All of the noisy demonstra-
tion had subsided. By Tuesday
morning, when the king’s with-
drawal was officially amnounced,

vy Belgian Workers Rose Up Against King

thousands of Walloon workers had
already filtered past the heavy po-
lice barricades and entered Brus-
sels. Other thousands were on
their way, despite last-minute ef-
ports of the Socialist leaders to
stop them.

Again joyous demonstrations
broke out in the streets, as the
mounted police withdrew. Some
of these crowds showed tremen-
dous elation, crowds of well-
dressed Brussels youth and crowds
of hardy, though {ired, - workers
from Wallonia, By their united
class action they had pulled them-
selves out of a bad political situa-
tion. Now, a week later, you can
still hear them singing the “Inter-
niational” in the streets and cafes.

In all of their basic needs and
attitudes, the Belgian workers are
not much different from the other
workers of Western Europe. They
too are poor and crowded; they
too suffered depression, war occu-
pation and post-war hardships.
They too are class-conscious and
capable of revolutionary action.
The main difference seems t{o be
the trade-union and party leader-
ship in Belgium, which—whatever
its deficiencies — was capable of
seeing an issue and taking deci-
sive action.

India and the I(oreun War: The Pressure Behind Nehru's Policy

By HENRY JUDD

The Security Council debate at the United Na-
tions is about to enter its third-week performance
of the farcical epic of our time, with brute-faced
Malik versus flustered-blustering Austin. Malik, a
faceless and voiceless totalitarian creature straight
out of George Orwell’s famous novel “1984,” is giv-
ing the world a lesson in the cynical demagogy of
the Russian imperialism he represents,

More than that, his behavior, tactics and anties
as president of the Council are an object lesson in
the arrogant mentality and psychology of the Sta-
linist ruling class from whose vocubulury “and thought
the possibility of being "wrong" has beén erased.
To watch this creature silence the gallery which oc-
cassionally bursts into dpplause or some other spon-
tanecus expression of its ‘opinion is fuscinuﬂhg in-
deed: "We would silence you in Russia,
of Malik's voice and the stiash of his gavel.
inept and uncomprehending
when a prepared speech is at his disposal, cannot
meet the issues posed snce the only weapons in his
hand are those of a hoped?for military superiority
which may send the North Korean Stalinists back
to their borders or further. Those of his ‘arguments
not couched in conservatism (we are the forces of
law and order; the policeman putting out the fire
in the house; or words to that effect) are thorough-
ly reactionary and contemptuous of the people in-

Austin,

volved in the struggle.

To state, for ‘example, that the North  Korean
forces, "authorities ‘and supporting ‘populace are
simply “bandits” 'and “criminals”
correct, but blocks out in advance any possibility
of grasping WHY Stalinism has had such success

among the Asiatic people.
SP HEAD FOR "THIRD. CAMP"

It is recognized by all that the often fantastic
struggle at the UN sessions constitutes a propa-
ganda forum of appeal to the world in general and
the Asiatic masses in particular. Those who despair
of the ineffectiveness of the American position gen-
erally blame this-upon the technical inferiority of
our propaganda and news machinery, which obvi-
ously ‘does tot have the coverage 'and spread that .
Stalinism, in occupation of a huge portion of Asia,
does. This superficial observation denies the oft-
proved fact that truth and realjty reach their ready

listeners despite everything.

American imperialism does not reach the ear of
the Asiati¢ masses (and never will) because it does
not tell the truth or at best only one portion of the
truth—namely, the clear and patent fact that Sta-
linist imperialism started the Korean war. But this
comparatively unimportant fact and eondemnation
fades away beside the basic issues at stake. The
test of this struggle for the truth has been India
and we note with great satisfaction that BOTH
sides in the struggle (Russia and America) have
failed up to this point in convineing the Indian peo-
ple that their respective partial truths are the
whole truth and nothmg but the truth.

. Significant of this is the Buried ‘dispatch in the
‘New York Times of August 10 to the effect thaf Jay-
srakesh Narayan, “teader “of ‘the -Socialist Party’ of

India, at '@ meefing ‘of his ‘party ‘and 'other' political

of ' non-Stdlinist “Asiafic “‘hafibns,

urged the Asiatic people to launch a "Quit Asia™

representatives

movement against both the Western powers and Rus-

terference."

their efforts

is the tone

except

sia, He sfated his party's position to be in favor of
a "third camp" against “American and Russian in-

While we would not exaggerate the immediate
and practical effect of such a statement, we war-
rant that it represents the true opinion not only of
India’s millions, but also of great masses through-
out Asia who wish nothing but to be left in peace
by the two great powers threatening to destroy:

RESENTMENT IN INDIA

In line with this a great struggle is taking place
around the person of Nehru ahd his Congress gov-
ernment in India. As the last important nation
capable of influencing events by a stand on one or
the other side, both ‘Malik and Austin are deter-
mined to impress Nehru’s India with their respec-
tive lines. At the very least, Malik desires a com-
pletely nehtral India, sympathetlc to the Russian
advance in Asia ‘and ready for additional Russian
pressure at a much later stage.

The American viewpoint, on the other hand,
steadily wavers between an attitude of utter con-
tempt for India (which, after all, does not repre-
sent any military strength), and the last dying
gasps of ‘the former sympathetic attitude of the
more liberal sections of the American bourgeoisie

who desired to swing a sympathetic India 'behind

is not only in-

America’s* Asiatic policy. Secretdry of State Ache-
son, who "had "formulated this policy in his "San
Francisco speech, himself appears to have aban-
doned it by his eynical and contemptuous rejection
of Nehru’s mediation proposals, in letters which

aroused enormous resentment in India.
So drastic was the result of the Acheson note

that Nehru, a man caught in a helpless dilemma if
cne ever was, was obliged to openly attack the
Americans by stating they understood absolutely
nothing of Asiatic opinions or pl'oblems and reiter-
ating the well-known factethat white imperialism is
at’an end. India’s reluctant and cautious “support”
of the UN decisions on Korea are far more ‘out-
- weighed by the hostility and antagonism aroused
by the American approach to the issue. Whatever
efforts are now being made in the UN sessions
(chiefly by vulgar flattery of the susceptible and
touchy Nehru) will be of no avail.
The truth of the matter is that Engldnd, Tndia's
bitter colonial exploiter of the past, and America,
"d would-be colonial exploiter of the future, both ap-
pear in'the light of an outmoded imperiafism to ‘fhe
‘great Asiatic ‘'masses. Nothing can change this any
‘lénger. The revival of Chiang Kai-skek and the open
support of Bac Dai have cooked the American goose
in Asia ‘beyond redempfion. The true formulator of
“Asiatic ‘policy is not Owen Lattimore, not ‘even Sec-
retary of State Acheson! It is now General Douglas
“MacArthur, whose pollcy—polmcql social and mili-
tary—may be summed up in the phrase:
'Godks' have i#!"

The MacArthur mentality considers that the
belching guns and the advancing infantrymen are
the sole and full prerequisites required for a com-
plete victory in Asia. It will be a long, hard and
tragic 'process for the masses of American péople
to learn the futility and bankruptey of this way.

“Let the
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in Brief

The Independent Socialist League
stands for socialist democracy and
against the two systems of exploﬂ'u-
tion 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
secial 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-
men with socialism—which cannot ex-
ist without effective democratic con-
trol by the pecple.

These two camps of capitalism. and
Sialinism are today at each other's

" ¢hroats in a world-wide impesialist ri-

vairy for domination. This struggle can
only lead to the most frightful war in
history so long as the people leave the
capitalist and Stalinist rulers in power.
Independenf Socialism stands for build-
ing and strengthening the Third Camp
of the people against both war blocs.

The ISL, as a Marxist movement,
feoks to the working class and its ever-
presen'l' siruggle as the basic progres-
sive force in society. The ISL is organ-
ized to spread the ideas of socialism in
the labor movement and ameng 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 to join 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 policies.

The fight for democracy and the
fight for socialism are msepuruble.
There can be no lasting and genuine
democracy without socialism, and
there can be no socialism without de-
mccracy 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

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

0 I want to join the ISL.

TI\_e "Zero-Zero"' Plan for Atomic Coni'rol

By CARL DARTON

During the past several years some scientists have been talking
eagerly about a ‘‘zero-zero” plan of atomic-energy control. It is not,
as one might at first presume, a slogan expressing the utter lack of
sueccess in all such control aitempts. '

Rather it is a concept of an atomic-power moratorium—a proposal
to control atomic energy by rationing the uranium ores in such small
amounts as to make large:scale separation of fissionable isotopes im-
possible. Thus Russia would have “zero” material from which to con-
struct atomie or hydrogen bombs and the United States would have
an identical amount, But the “zero-zero” plan would also make.- it
impossible for either country to develop nuclear power for peacetime
purposes. These scientists, such as Cuthbert Daniel and Arthur
Squires, claim feasibility for their plan on the ground that control
can most easily be applied at the source, plus the suppesitien that nu-
clear power is not feasible now nor likely to be for the decade to come.

Our brief discussion of the ‘“zero-zero” plan indicates that there
are technical aspects of atomie-energy control which must be consid-
ered in drawing up any control plan. Of course, these technical aspects
are almost insignificant compared to the political problems standing
in the path of international atomic-energy control. But the technologi-
cal problems do exist because there is no difference between nuclear
fissionable material destined for the A- or H-bomb and that slated to
be used for atomic power.

Perhaps Daniel and Squires seem a bit ridiculous because. of their-

“throw the baby out with the bath” solution. But it is easy to pick out
much more farcical incidents in the meetings of the politicians con-
stituting the United Nations Atomiec Energy Commission.

The United States (majority) proposal on the question of existing
atomic weapons was mere “disposition.” In a running interchange of
polemics the Russian representative demanded *“destruction.” After
two years of persistence in this dispute, the issue came before the
General Assembly. Then the American delegate made a complete re-
versal and belittled the importance of “destruction” of atomic weapons.

“What did this proposal mean?” he asked. “Did it mean the destruc-

tion of the metal containers of the nuclear fuel—or the destruction of
the nuclear explosives? The destruction of the metal containers would
mean nothing for they could be manufactured again without difficulty;
as for the destruction of nuclear explosives, everybody [except our
proponents of the ‘“zero-zero” plan—C. D.] had agreed that these
should be retained for peaceful purposes.”

A glance at tha timetable of the UN attempts at atomic-energy con-
trol can but sharpen the almost universal feeling of resentment at the
post-war endeavors of the great powers. The “Atomic Age” opened
with the operation of the first chain reacting atomic pile on December
2, 1942, and first displayed its destructive possibilities at Alamogordo,
New Mexico, on July 16, 1945, On August 6 and 9 its mettle was tested
against human flesh and blood. Late in 1945 the Big Three proposed a
UN commission for atomic-energy control which was confirmed subg
sequently by the Council of Foreign Ministers at Moscow.

The UN Atomic Energy Commission was created in London on
January 24, 1946. The first report of UNAEC was accepted by 10
votes, Russia and Poland abstaining. The second one, which sought
security in minimizing stockpiles of atomic fuels and tight managerial
controls, was accepted 10 to 1 on September 11, 1947, The final report
on May 17, 1948, recommended suspending activity until the General
Assembly could arrive at a political basis for agreement. The General
Aqsembly passed the buck by ordering a Six Powers Report. An in-
terim report was made October 13, 1949; then Russia (January 19,
1950) refused to attend further six-power talks so long as the Chiang
regime represents China in the UN.

If one watches American and Russian proposals in the commission
reports one is struck not by their differences but by their agreements.
There are slight differences, deliberately magnified, on inspection, veto
power and other administrative details. There are no fundamental dif-
ferences, for both powers have available the same technical facts and
have proceeded to draw up an atomic energy control program based
on the tacit assumption that their respective governments will be the
supra-national government which will administer the control. Since
‘there is not room on earth for two supra-national political powers
there never was a chance for agreement in the UNAEC.

The above is based upon information contained in Minnfes to Mid-
night-—the International Control of Atomic Knergy, the 128-page
booklet published in May, 1950, by the Educational Foundation for
Nuclear Science, Inc., Chicago. Minutes to Midnight is a compilation
of speeches, publications and reports of the United Nations Atomic
Energy Commission and related material edited with commentary by
Eugene Rabinowitch, editor of the Bulletin of Atomic Scientists. In
the brief period elapsing since the publication dates, the “minutes”
have shrunk to “seconds” and the A- and H-bomb threats mount daily.
Politicians, not stientists, have given the people a zero-zero score on

*the promises of the atomie age—a zero on security and a zero on

abundance for the workers and scientists of both Russia and the U. 8.

LABOR ACTION

Independent Socialist Weekly

Vol. 14, N6. 34 August 21, 1950

Published weekly by the Labor Action Publishing Company, 114
West 14 Street, New York City 11, N. Y. GENERAL EDITORIAL
AND BUSINESS OFFICES: 4 Court Square, Long Island City 1,
N. ¥. Telephone: IRonsides 6-5117.

Subscription rate: $2.00 a year; $1.00 for six months, ($2.25 and
$1.15 for Canada and Foreign.) Re-entered as second-class matter
May 24, 1940, at the Post Office at New York, N. Y., under the act
of March 3, 1874,

Editor: HAL DRAPER
Assistant Editors: MARY BELL and L. G. SMITH
Business Manager: L. G. SMITH

Opinions and policies expressed in the course of signed articles
by contributors do not necessamty represent the views of
Labor Action, which are given i editorial statements.

By HAL DRAPER

The Tito government’s position on the Korean
war remains a model of shifty doubletalk.

There were indications two weeks ago that it
had decided to come clear. A N. Y. Times dispatch
reported that Belgrade would scon make clear its
stand against the Russian-sponsored invasion in
Korea. The U. S. News & World Report printed a
questions-and-answers interview with a “top offi-
cial” of the Yugoslav government which, it said,
had been discussed by the Tito cabinet. The answers
clearly denounced Russian aggression in Korea and
almost as clearly approved the U. S. intervention.

In quoting this interview in LABOR ACTION, July
31, we added: "If Belgrade's Tanjug Agency issues
no denial, the interview can certainly be accepted
as gospel. And it does, | would myself regard it
as a purely formal disclaimer.”

The anticipated denial has materialized. What it
means is that the Yugoslav government has decided
to stand pat on its policy of evading any open posi-
tion on Korea.

Incidentally, the form of the denial is peculiar,
but exactly fits the policy of doubletalk. After re-
ferring to the U. 8. News interview, it merely says:
“Tanjug is authorized tc deny this ‘interview’ as
completely imaginary. The aforementioned maga-
zine has no editors or-correspondents in Yugoslavia
and therefore an interview could not have been
given them. U. S. News & World Report last had
its correspondent in Yugoslavia in 1948.”

BASIS FOR EVASION

This “proof” that the interview is “imaginary”
is typieal Stalinist hogwash. The magazine had
not presented the interview as having been given
to any editors, correspondents or representatives
in Yugoslavia itself. It had state that ‘“the editors
of U. 8. News & World Report submitted a set of
guestions to the government in Belgrade.” The mag-
azine has carried long-distance interviews before
(answers to questions submitted by the editors).

But in any case, what stands out in the “denial”
iz the rigorous absence of any comment on the con-
tent of the interview.

The circumstances surrounding the interview
are of secondary concern, but our guess is that the
answers may have been sent out before clearing
highest channels and were then killed on top.

“The fact is, however, as we stated two weeks
ago, that the line of the interview does convey accu-
rately the Titoists’ real attitude on the war. If it
did not, the Tanjug “denial” would have said so.

The press now announces ‘“Marshal Tito’s first
definitive statement on Yugoslavia's attitude to-
ward the Korean war.” It is along the line of the
U. S. News interview which was “denied,” but
still plays it cagey.

In an interview with an Indian pro-Titoist, Be-
nerji, Tito said that the “struggle of the Korean
people for unification and, independence would be
unconditionally just, provided that the Korean
people were solving it themselves. But what are
the motives of today’s struggle? Will the struggle
of the North Korean people against the South Ko-
reans lead to independence? I doubt it.”

Pending receipt of the text of the interview,
we point out that the question “Will the strug-
gle of the North Korean people against the South
Koreans lead to independence?” stacks the cards
against the Russian invasion but avoids any staue-
ment on the U. 8. intervention.

The Yugoslavs' policy of evasion is based on
the desire to have their cake and eat it too. As we
pointed out July 51:

(1) “They have been (quite justifiedly) seared
by the Russian-sponscred invasion in Korea. They
see themselves in the cast of characters...he [the
Yugoslav “top official”] is stage-whispering, for the
benefit of the American public, that he only hopes
that, in event of a Russian attack, the U. 8. will
do as well by his marshal as for Syngman Rhee.”
Yet—

(2) “The Titoists cannot afford to give the Com-
inform radio too much material for its propagan-
da.” The big Russian attack on Tito has been that
Yugoslavia has gone cver to the ecamp of Western
imperialism. To this day, Yugoslav propaganda is
as busy {Ienymg this line as it was a )e‘u ago.

TONGUE-TIED

The dilemma - of the Titoists is obvious, once it
it understood that their policy is decisively deter-
mined by their narrow national interests as seen
through the spectacles of national-Stalinism, and
has nothing in common with Marxism.

(1) To oppose and condemn the North-Korean-
Stalinist side would be grist to the Cominformist
mill. (That is why it was not too hard to antici-
pate a Tanjug denial at this time.) To be sure, the
Titoists’ attitude on Korea does NOT mean that
they have “gone over to the camp of Western im-
perialism.” They are not pointed in this direction,
for reasons we have explained before. But the Rus-
sians would make hay.

(2) To oppose and condemn the U. S.-UN side
would alienate the United States, perhaps imperil
its economic ald, present or future. N. Y. Times cor-
respondent M. S. Handler (whose dispatches are
generally liked in Belgrade) writes August 13: "In
the field of foreign policy, the principal item on the
agenda- of the Yugoslav government is to obtain
more financial :nd economic assistance from the

slav foreig ':policy today, as presented by its lead-
ers, explicifly revolves around the UN, and only the
UN, as the safeguard of peace in the world.

(3) Togtake a “Third Camp’ position—open
opposition and condemnation of both sides in the
imperialistfwar that has broken over Korea—is as
difficult forrthe Titoists as (1) and (2) multiplied
toegether. If would take a different international
situation t& make this possible for them even as
sheer demagogy.

The result is the tonguetiedness of the Yugoslav
leaders—whose claim to be the only “real Lenin-
ists” in thdéiworld is actually believed by some Eu-

ropean Marxists and others—on the most impor-
tant event in the world today. In the UN, they ab-
stain or vote only on peripheral questions, with no

declaration: of where they stand on essentials. A
war is on,. ﬁnd they have virtually nothing to say!

"on:lmue, CHRONICLE

This ‘is#true not only of the Yugoslav govern-
ment, and mot only in the UN. It is just as true of
v Communist Party and all of its trans-

, and it is just as true within Yugo-
slavia itself.
The bell% example is the Yugoslav Review of

International Affairs, published for’ world consump-
tion under the auspices of the Federation of Yugo-
slav Journalists as a Titoist propaganda organ.
One woul ;imagine, from its title, that it would

have something to say about Korea!

. The ﬁr&k issue,of this magazine after the out-
break of wa__r (No. 3, July 5) did indeed have a lead
editorial entitled “The UN and Events in Korea.”
Three-quarters of a page long, it consisted mostly
of a simple chronicle of the events, obviously writ-
ten to say as little as possible, As for its slant, the
following illustrates:

“The same day, President Truman issued an
order to the air and sea forces of the USA to ‘give
protection and support to the troops of the South
Korean government.! This important political de-
cision by the American government was accompa-

" nied by the declaration that the USA would take

part in. the defense of Formosa and Chiang Kai-
shek was called upon to stop operations against the
People’s Républic of China, which he did immedi-
ately. Thus was Formosa placed under the pro-
tection of the American fleet.”

THen: fﬁow!"some more chronicling, up to Rus-
sia’s objection to the UN’s acting in its absence.

"Howev.er. UN circles are talking about the com-
plete un'l'eqabllsfy of the Soviet complaints since,
from 1946 onward, the USSR has considered numer-
ous [Security]l Council decisions valid although one
or more members abstained from voting on them.

"In this conflict.. in which the desires of the
Korean people for unity are doubtlessly being taken
advantage of by the Soviet Union for the purposes
of its “hegemenistic policy, the military forces of
the USA, Great Britain and other countries are tak-
ing increasing part.”

And wii‘.h this note the editorial ends!

NO VESTIGE OF PRINCIPLE

In the next issue (last to he received here) the
only- mentlgn of Korea occurs in an article which
mentions it-only to’ make the pomt the important

" question is not discusson about using the atom bomb

(a slap at the Stockholm pet:tum Lampalgn of Mos-
cow) but “the question of who is guilty of aggres-
81011 n thté«conﬂict ’ (Emphasis in original.)
Well, w!_b is quilty of aggression? No use—the
article hreﬁh off at this point to discuss something

else, the R@siun threat of aggression on Yugoslavia. .

The Tanjug bulletins have been virtually as si-
lent as the e grave on the question.

For th the pro-Titoists of the left who are claim-
ing that the mantle of Lenin and Trotsky has de-
scended upon the national-Stalinist dictator in Bel-
grade, all this should be—disconcerting. What is
the most i‘mportant test of politics today if not
Korea? |

Their ability not to be disconcerted by anything,
however, i3 evidenced by the current Militant (or-
thodox-Trotskyist orean, August 7). Its writer
refers to the persistent rumors “that Yugoslavia
was prepanng to switch its position from neutral-
ity [sic] to support of the U.S.-UN war against
the Korean people,” and brilliantly comments that
this shows:how the American capitalists are put-
ting pressure on Belgrade! This is one of the few
things in The Militant on Yugoslavia which does
not come straight out of the Tanjug bulletins.

Yugosl%,iria’s “neutrality”’-—that is, its self-im-
posed gag—is merely the resultant of the pulls of
opposing forces on the Tito regime's self-interest.
The Yugoslavs supported (and continue fo boast
of this support to) the Stalinist conquest of China,
the attempted Stalinist conquest of Greece, ete.,
even though Moscow’s role in these drives was not
essentiallyjdifferent from its role in Korea.

There 18 no vestige of principle in its different
attitudeidn shesKorean case. If and when Belgrade
jumps offits fence, in any direction, it will only he
as a conseguence of a different evaluatidn of the
pulls, and ot on the basis of anything resembling
i i ism- or socialist considerations.

THE PRO-TITOISM OF THE SOCALIST LEFT—4

No Pro-Titoist Position Can Avoid This!

By HAL DRAPER

To complete the picture on the theoretical consequences
of pro-Titoism—still using the Fourth International Trot-
skyists as our example—we have to examine the views of
the second tendency in that group, those of Ernest Germain.
] We saw last week what the Pablo (majority?) group deducéd from
its th99ry that ‘“nationalization” equals “workers’ state.” A social
revolution has been or is being made in the East European satellites
by the_hayo‘nets of the Russian army—*by means of ‘Stalinist action’
(that is, military-bureaucratie action).”

This theory of the "bureaucratic socialist revolution” is what sticks
in the guilet of Germain and his friends. They cannot swallow it. But
it follows from their own view of Russia and Stalinism also! They there-
fore set about to remferprei those views.

WANTED—for Germain: a theory which will have the following
conclusions:

(1) Russia remains &s always a workers’ state. This is On the
Books and Untouchable. =

(2) The East Europe satellites, however, even though sncmliy
identical with Russia or fast beceming so, must not be labeled work-
ers’ states. Since the only other kind of state on the books is the capi-
talist state, these satellites must be capitalist states.

(3) But Yugoslavia must be an exception to point 2, since Germain
agrees that Tito’s regime iz a workers’ state.

Indeed, the recipe for concocting Germain’s theory must be even
more complicated than that, insofar as it touches Yugoslavia. For Ger-
main is the unfortunate fellow who thought up and wrote down the
resolutions of the Fourth International up to June, 1948, in which it
is written that Yugoslavia, like the rest of East Europe, is state-capi-
talist. Point 3 should read: Yugoslavia must be labeled *“state-capi-
talism” up to the Cominformn break, and “workers’ state” only there-
after,

Where Was the Revolution?

The way in which Germain (fellowed by a majority of the Social-
ist Workers Party in the U. S.) works his way through this labyrinth
belongs in a different (and more entertaining) article than this. For
our present purpose, the following will do. Germain’s theory runs.in
brief:

A workers’ state is one with virtually complete nationalization of
economy which is the product of a revolution. No revolution took place
in the satellites: therefore, no workers’ states. A revolution once took
place in Russia: therefore, it iz a workers’ state.

(But this revolution in Russia, what's left of it?—Only the nation-
alization of economy.—But I thought you said nationalized economy
was not enough by itself to define a workers’ state?—Russia’s nation-
alized economy was the product of a revolution.—Ah, I see, some-
think like the smile on the Cheshire cat after the cat has vanished. ...}

This ad hoec workers’ state theory of Germain’s makes no more
sense, in truth, than Pabio’s. But it was not devised to make sense. It
was devised as an escape from the theory of the “bureaucratic social-
ist revolution.” It does that anyway, doesn’t it?

Not quite. The victim is strugegling, but the swamp sucks him
down,

For Pablo, the new theory of the "bureaucratic socialist revolution™
would hold even without Titoism, since all the other East European
countries are virtually workers' states, For Germain—precisely for Ger-
main, who is so anxious to avoid this theory—it is Titoism alone which
pushes him back into the swamp he is struggling to escape from.

When he comes to explain why Yugoslavia is now a workers' state,
he has to find a revolution there. Remember this! Was it perhaps the
1944-45 liberation and the subsequent statification?

Unfortunately Germain had already recorded himself on this. In

COME TO THE WISGONSIN
SUMMER CAMP-SCHOOL!

The Socialist Youth League and the Independent Socialist
League are sponsoring for the benefit of their comrades and
friends a national camp and school during the week of Septem-

" ber 7-17. The encampment is being held at the Workman's
Benefit Fund’s Reereation Camp at Genoa City, located in pic-
turesque Southern Wisconsin, 55 miles northwest of Chicago.

The eamp itself covers an area of 235 acres of woodland,
farm area, fields, and camp sites. The living quarters are ample
and pleasant, with clean private rooms and modern toilet facili-
ties. Choice foods that are excellently prepared in “old German
style” are served in cafeteria fashion in a large dining hall.

Among the camp's attractive features are bowling alleys, .
dance hall with juke box, a cold-water swimming pond, baseball
diamond, indoor and outdoor facilities for holding classes, rath-
skellar serving the best Milwaukee brews, and the broad expanses
in which to enjoy the healthful Wisconsin climate.

Our educational program as it is tentatively set up will con-
sist of a series of five lectures by Hal Draper on contemporary
critics of Marxism (including Hook and John Dewey) and a series
of five lectures by ‘Max Shachtman including: America in Europe
and Social Democracy in Power. A debate will take place between
Shachtman and Draper on political-action policy.

A thorough recreational and social program is now being
worked out. It will include various sports activities such as base-
ball, touch football, volleyball, swimming, etc. We also intend
to have some social activity each evening—camp fires—weenie
roast and folk songs.

Why not make this your summer vacation? Fill out the enclosed
application blank (including whatever communications, questions
and/or suggestions you may have) and mall it with a five dollar
deposit to:

Socialist Youth League
Post Office Box No. 8112
Chicago, lllinois

The deposit will enable us to make a down payment on the
total expense to the owners of the camp. The cost per individual
for the entire encampment will be $40 (including your deposit).
$5 per day will be the cost for seven days or less.

Come up for one of the week-ends if you cannot make the
full ten days.

detail, before the Cominform break. But almost a year after the break,
in April, 1949, one of his resolutions (adopted by the FOU..lt’] IuLex-
national) had pointed to

42 the revolutionary upsurge which developed in some of these coun-
tries parallel with the conclusion of the war (Yugoslavia...)”

and to the subsequent

“eanalization (Yugoslavia, Bulgaria) or the strangulation (Poland,
Czechoslovakia) of this-upsurge by the Russian army or by the na-
tive Stalinist parties or by a combination of the two.”

The bourgeoisie was

“l_iquidated step by step by the Stalinists through ‘cold’ nteans,
without any broad mobilization of the-masses being required.”

Later in this samé resolution (this is after the Cominform break,
after all) the document notes the special role of “mass action” in Yugo-
slavia, but notes it only to reassert that this makes Yugeslavia only

“one extremity of the speetrum composed of all the nuances differ-
entiating the stuation in each one of the buffer countries.”

Arguing against Pablo later, Germain insists that "mass action”
ceased to play a role after 1945. The revolutionary upsurge had been
bureaucratized, canalized, arrested.

“In order to demonstrate that the Yugoslav state is a workers’
state,” he actually wrote, “it does not at all suffice to explain that
the masses destroyed the old bourgeois state; it is necessary to

. prove that the new state apparatus built in 1‘}44 45 was an appa-
ratus of a workers’ state.”

Seeking valiantly to escape from the theory of the “bureaucratic
socialist revolution,” Germain proves that in 1945-48 no workers* state
had yet been created in Yugoslavia; no revolution had taken root.
“Stopped before achieving its aims, the movemen: of the masses re-
mained dormant up to 1948. ... The CP in power did not appeal to the
masses at any time before the spl:t with the Kremlin.”

During this period, Germain now discovers in retrospect, Yugo-
slavia was not yet a workers’ state but still not a capitalist state. It
was a ‘“‘workers’ and peasants’ government’” in “transition toward the
dictatorship of the proletariat.” \

Another Route to the Same Swamp

What then was the turning point in the class nature of this peci-
linr state? Twisting and twrning, the answer comes out: it was the
break with the Cominform!

As we reported some time ago, Germain put this into motion form

+in his international committee, when they decided to baptize Yugo-

slavia a workers’ state. The majority declared “that the victory of the
proletarian revolution there was completed in 1946-48,” i.e., through
the process of nationalization. Germain’s motion was “that the trans-
formation of the Yugoslav workers’ and peasants’ government into a
dictatorship of the proletariat was completed after the break with the
Cominform.”

This is the coneclusion of the man who, unlike Pablo, was so des-
i{)&l:ate Il,o escape from the theory of the “bureaucratic socialist revo-
ution”!

This turning point, the break with the Cominform, came out of a
seeming clear blue sky (especially for Germain with his Yugoslav
state-capitalism!). The masses were not involved. They did not even
know anything was happening! Not only the masses—not even the
members of the CP itself! Only the tops of the top bureaucrats of the
bureaucracy of the CP knew anything was afoot!

This turning point between one kind of class state and another (a
social revolution, by definition) tcok place in the upper reaches of the
bureaucracy, secretly, behind the backs of the working masses. It was
the Cominform that took the initiative in the break. Alongside this "rev-
olution" of Germain's in Yugoslavia, even Pablo's "bureaucratic socialist
revolutions" in the other satellites were popular uprisings in comparison!

Maybe “mass action” followed this turning point? Nowhere vis-
ible to the naked eye, of course. The people cheered the break, cer-
tainly. A congress of the Tito CP was held where selected “represent-
atives” of the masses yelled “Hero Tito!” and “Tito—Party! Party—
Tito!” This was the broadest “mass action” unleashed by Germain’s

“turning point.

Instead of Pablo’s “bureaucratic eocmh%t revoluticn” through the
“military-bureaucratic action” of the Russians and their quislings,

Germain substitutes the “bureaucratic socialist rcvolution”.—.-thrwgh -

the top bureaueracy of the CP!
Organic Change Through Bureaucracy?

) }_\"o pro-Titoist position can avoid the concept of “bureawncratic so-
cialist, revolution” in one way or another. It is directly implicit in any
variety of pro-Titoism today. For if Yugoslavia has become a workers’
state or is on the road, ete., it is the work of the Tito bhureaucracy
(again, the very tops at that).

From Stalinist police regime to “socialist democracy”—if this
change has taken place, it has been a peaceful, organic change in
Yugoslavia, organically led through by the same bureaucratic appe-
ratus from start to finish, with the masses on the sidelines as cheer-
ing section,

Perhaps our pro-Titoists will say: “Yes, but they were vielding to
the pressure of the revolutionary masses!” Unthinkingly they would
be ceding our point.

Inchoate “pressure” can do many things (for example, as we shall
see, induce the Titeists to make all sorts of speeches). But Marxism
never before courted on a social revolution made at and by the top
in response to “pressure.” For Marxists, the emanecipation of the
working class is the task of the working class itself, led by its van-
guard. If Titoism has proved that this heart and soul of Marxism is
outmoded, the immediate consequences far overshadow the question
of Titoism itself.

And what is this startling new amendment based on? Primarily
on ecstatic greetings for the speeches being made about “democracy”
by the Yugoslav leaders.

"Will the bureaucracy itself, in whose hands the power and wealth
are concentrated, wish to grow peacefully into socialism?" wrote Trot-
sky in The Revolution-Betrayed. "As to this, doubts are certainly per-
missible. In any case, it would be imprudent to take the word of the
bureaucracy itself."

Still, as we stated at the beginning, all this proves n®hing about
the specific claims of the pro-Titoists, which, thev tell us, are based
on The Stubborn Facts. To such facts about Tito-Yugoslavia our sue-
ceeding articles will be devoted.

(Next week: The central question on the nature of Titoism)
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3 Letters: Critics Take the Floor on Korea |

“The Doctrine of the Lesser Evil Has a Potency...”

To the Editor:

Allow me to express disagree-
ment with the front - page state-

ment on Korea in the issue of
July 10.
"You say (and rightly so) that

the extension of the slave power
of Stalinism over the whole terri-
tory of Korea would be “a disas-
tfous blow to the people of Korea
and the cause of democracy and
speialism everywhere else)” Why,
then, not choose the lesser evil?

I know your objections. I am
familiar with the facts you cite
about the reactionary nature of
U. S. capitalism and the regime of
President Rhee. But these are not
ATL the facts.

The regime in South Korea per-
miis of multi-pariite elections. The
popular hatred of Rhee compelled
him, with a little urging from the
Tnited States, to call for new
elections last May. The result of
the election was a complete upset
of the Legislature, with 120 out
of 210 seats going to anti-Rhee fac-
tions., Since the Legislature elects
the president in South Korea, this
created the possibility of Rheec.
deieat for re-election.

Thus, even under the conditions
prevailing (controlled by the U.
S.), South Koreans have a chance
to engage in political activity, to
leatn something of the processes
of democracy, to develop their
ties, etc. No such possibility
exists for the people of the Rus-
sian puppet state in North Korea.
- Are not these facts to be given full
weight against the weight of a Sta-
linist wvietory, which you yourself
say would be “a disastrous blow
etc., ete.?

DOCTRINE OF “LESSER EVIL”

You say that labor should ‘“re-
nounce all responsibility for the
course of either camp in the Ko-
rean war”; that “it should adopt
an independent policy of its won,
based upon militant opposition to
all imperialism and an aggressive
championing of a genuine demo-
crotie policy all over the world.”
Such a conclusion amounts to an
evasion of the issue; under the
present conditions it gives aid and
comfort to the Stalinists. For la-
bor is not politically aware enough
to have a policy of its own. So it
must choose between the two re-
gimes. It knows that its chances of
existence and continued develop-
ment would end with the victory
of Stalinism in the world.

“What other choice does the labor
movement have than to align it-
sell against Stalinism and with
theose who fight it, even if for difs
ferent reasons than its own? In
deing so the labor movement does
not have to assume & supine atti-
iude. It must use its power to pre-
vent the heavy hand of military
dictatorship from descending, con-
tinuing its fight for Iabor’s inter-
terests and for democratic pro-
cesses. It can also offer a program
for national unification of North
and South Korea, for democratic
ingtitutions in that counfry. for
proper social reforms.

Socialists  should acknowledge
ihat the life and future of organ-
ized labor depend on the defeat of
Stalinism, and offer a program
within limits set by historical
events. I know it is a hard pill to
swallow, ‘but conditions have
changed in the last two decades.
The doctrine of the lesser evil has
a potency in the present crisis.

A FRIEND

n

]

Cur correspondent’s-remarks on
the last election in South Korea
are inaccurate. Besides referring
him to the articles by Jack Brad
in LABOR ACTION on the Rhee
regime, we mention the following
briefly:

No. opposition parties ran can-
didates in the May, 1950, elecfion
in South Korea (which “A Friend”
calls ‘miiltipartite). Anti-Ehee can-
didates had to run as independ-

ents. The over-all political afmo- '

“been

sphere was one of police terror.
In particular the Youth Corps, a
quasi - military organization dedi-
cated to maintaining landlordism,
effectively controlled many local
elections. Scores of independent
candidates were arrested at vari-
ous times during the campaign, as
were their supporters. Anti-Rhee
literature and meetings were pun-
ished by police action.

The “little urging from the U.
S’ on Rhee to hold an election
consisted of the threat (by Ache-
son in January) to withhold fur-
ther ECA funds if the election
were not held on schedule. Rhee
had attempted to put 1t off indefi-
nitely.

Comrade Brad's artlcles have
discussed why anti-Rhee elements
were elected in spite of Rhee's
terror. It was, in fact, a sign that

the country was on the verge of

civil war and in a state of politi-
cal disintegration. b
Comrade Brad had also stressed
the reason why the Rhee regime
was not effective even in repress-
ing all opposition to it, try as it
might. It was too corrupt and de-
crepit even for that purpose—
there is an instructive parallel

here with the state of the Rus-
sian czarist autocracy. THIS is
precisely one of the important dif-
ferences between the Rhee regime

“and Stalinism, which is a MOD-

‘ERN totalitarianism.

Another way of expressing this
important difference is that it
would be easier for the Korean
people to overthrow Rhee than to
get rid of the Stalinist totalitarian
masters. Il is easy to see from this
that those benighted people who
support the Stalinist conquest in
the name of Korean unity and
independence are adopting a crim-
inal pelicy. But it cuts another
way too. It throws a light on the
nature of the “lesser evil” choice
which our corrcspondent advo-
cates.

This chmce, on the South Ko-
rean plane, was not “democtracy
versus totalitarianism,” but a cor-
ruption - riddled landlord police
regime versus Stalinism. This does
not by itself debar anyone from
making a “lesser evil” choice even
between these two. After a third
world war or a fourth, letters like
the three on this page may get to
be written in order to justify sup-
port of a “mild” Stalin-type total-

posed to imperialist war.

question ‘will follow.

We devote a portion of LABOR ACTION this week to a discus-

sion with readers who have written in against the stand on the
" Korean war taken hy the ISL statement on the war which appeared
on the first page of our issue of July 10. We have prepared this
discussion for presenfation here not only because it is our policy
to give reasonable space to dissenting views, but also because
the question raised is, in fact, the most important reason for pro-
war trends among elements who were previously ""unalterably” op-

This is, of course, the question of supporting the "lesser evil”
in the present struggle for the world. Our own views on #his cen-
tral question are represented in this issue by Mary Bell, discussing
the three letters published on this page. Further articles on the

One other dissenting letter, by Susan Green, has been recewed
and is scheduled for publication in the issue after next.

Two of the letters published in this issue raise side-points not
taken up by Comrade Bell. It should be understood that the cdi-
torial comments which follow these letters are limited to fhese
points while the main question is discussed by Comrade Bell.

itarianism against an ultimate to-
talitarianism depicted in Orwell's
©1984.” If our correspondents feel
that this projection is unjust, we
beg them to try to remember what
they would have felt ten years
ago if their present letters had
Leen shown to them.

In any case, to expect the Ko-
rean people to sacrifice their lives
in order to defend a Rhee regime
backed by a foreign power's guns
is to reduce practical politics to-
dreams, We are fully aware that

our correspondents like to consid-
er themselves as ‘realistic” and
“practical” in making their choice
between the war camps. If this is
practicality, Don Quixote was a
hardheaded realist. Stalinism is in
process of expanding over the
world through feeding on such
“practicality.” It can be siopped
cnly through a force which does
NOT offer capitalism and the sta-

tus quo as the alternative to it. .

Our task is to do our bit to help
build such a movement—Ed.

"There Is- No Real 'Third Alternative’.... The Choice...Is Clear..."”

To the Editor:

In the ISL statement on the
Korean war, in LABOR ACTION
of July- 10, most of what is said
about the undemocratic character
of American foreign policy and of
the South Korean regime is per-
fectly true. So, of course, is the
declaration that the United States
has now been “committed . .. fully

to an undeclared war”—that is,

World War III. The conclusion is
that American labor should “pro-
claim its complete independence
from the imperialist policy of the
American government, as it has
already rightly proclaimed its
complete hostility to the policy of
the Stalinist regime. . ..” -

But here, and in the repeated use
of such phrases as “the two rival
imperialist bloes,” ete., the ISL and
LABOR ACTION avoid the crucial
question: Are American and Rus-
sian imperialism equally reaction-
ary, whether in the same or in dif-
ferent senses? Does it make no
difference to the people of the
world which bloe triumphs in
World War III? Are the social and
political differences between capi-
talist democracy and Stalinist to-
talitarianism of such a nature that
they have mo consequences in the
formation of socialist policy in
World War III?

The slogan of the “Third Camp”
is conspicuously absent from the
ISL statement, suggesting that the
ISL recognizes that this slogan no
longer has much meaning. Instead,
there is the far more negative pro-
posal (it is too vague to be called
a slogan) that American labor
“renounce all responsibility for the
course 'of either camp in the Ko-
rean war.”

CHOOSE BETWEEN CAMPS

Privately, indeed, many ISL
members become rather indignant
if accused of making no distinction
between capitalist democracy, as
we know it in America, and Stal-
inist totalitarianism. But the ISL
and LABOR ACTION continue to
uphold the sacred dogma that the
workers cannot and must not
make any choice between the iwo
camps. LABOR ACTION, in the
past several years, has consistently
refused to draw any political con-
clusions, with respect to socialist
policy, from the distinction be-
tween the social characters of the
two camps which some of its writ-
ers, at least, could not avoid ac-
knowledging as socially and po-
litically significant, even though
the acknowledgment has generally
made  without apparent
awareness of its 1mp11catmns An
independent policy for the labor

-whose policy

and socialist movements is abso-

lutely necessary; but this indepen-
dence can be only within - the
framework of the real choices im-
posed by the brutal realities of the
present world situation. Only blind
political sectarians, or pacifists
is determined by
other-worldly considerations,  can
propose any other klnd of inde-
pendence.

Some ISL members atlempt to

sidestep the dilemma by advanc-

ing, with an air of theoretical pro-
fundity, the idea that socialists can
only concern themselves with pro-
moting the class-struggle in the
most direct sense; occasionally,
this takes the childish form of the
dictum that socialists haven't
“time” for anything else! But are
not the elass interests of the work-
ers involved in a conflict between
two systems. one of which permits
a free labor movement to exist,
while the other crushes the labor
movement? The problems of so-
cialist policy in time of war are
immensely complicated, and the
American socialist movement is
too feeble to do more than grapple
with them in a purely theoretical
sense. But the ISL is not making
its contribution.

NO ALTERNATIVE

I say that the ISL and LABOR
ACTION avoid the crucial ques-
tion; and this is a much milder
criticism than to draw the plain
conclusion that the bald phrases
about the “two imperialist rivals,”
etc., suggest. One of my reasons
for feeling that the ISL is hedging
in this matter is the inexplicable
omission of the logical demand to
whic_h the entire ISL statement
builds up: “Immediate Withdraw-

al of All U. S, Troops from Korea!”
Here is a far more concrete and

, effective slogan than anything of-

fered in the statement. It is a slo-
gan, moreover, which already has
great popular support, as anyone
who reads the letters to the daily
press is aware. It is a slogan rooted
in the indigenous isolationism of
the American people. Obviously,
considerations other than those
stated by the ISL have prevented
the use of this slogan, a slogan of
a kind which has a long and hon-
orable tradition in the socialist
movement, as a logical summing-
up of the ISL position on the Ko-
rean war. I am glad, of course, that
the ISL did not take this final step,
which would have placed the or-
ganization in a highly, equivocal -
position with relation to Stalinism.
The historical background of Trot-
skyism, together with the ISL's
willingness, only a few years ago.
te “loyally” defend the Soviet Un-
ion along with Cannon and Co,
make it imperative that there be
no ambiguity in the present posi-
tion of the organization, with re-
spect to Russia. '

Socialists cannot assume politi-
cal reSponsrbnlty for the specific
forms that the ‘global conflict be-
tween America and Russia, be-
itween capitalist democracy and
Stalinist totalitarianism, will take.

- But a basic condition for the elab-

oration of socialist policy is the
‘unequivocal recognition that there
is no real “third alternative” at
this time, and that socialist inde-
pendence must be independence
within the democratic camp, as
long as the choice between the two
camps is clear. It is unfortunate
that there is no simple formula
that will answer all questions. It

is unfortunate that there is such
a thing as Stalinism.

H. D. COLEMAN
St. Louis, July 15
@

We use, and will continue to use,
the term “Third Camp” to desig-
nate our opposition to both sides
int the war and our perspective of
a socialist struggle against both
war blocs. It is used in “The ISL
Program in Brief” in every issue
and has been used frequently by
writers in recent issues, It has as
njuch meaning today as during the
Second World War. The idea
which it concisely expresses is
fully expounded in the ISL siate-
ment on the Korean war. As our
scorrespohdent should know, how-
ever, LABOR ACTION emphasizes
socialist propaganda and educa-
tion, and not agitational slogans.

If our correspondent feels “that
the ISL is hedging in this matter,”
we are afraid that his wish is
father to the thought. Certainly,
our “inexplicable omission” of the
slogan “Immediate withdrawal of
all U. 8. troops florn Korea” is
pretty thin ground for the wish.
He will recall that during the Sec-
ond World War, which we op-
posed, we never raised any such
slogan as “Immediate withdrawal
of all U. S. troops from—France”
(or elsewhere). We were and are
against the intervention of the U.S.
in Korea. The proper tactical *“slo-
gans” for an anti-war movement
at any given time are often a moot
point, no less so now, and any sug-
gestions are in order; but it may
be difficult for Coleman to judge
objectively what ours should be
on the basis of his own pro-war
stand.—Ed.

"Direct All Fire Against Stilin, Enemy No. 1..."

By A. RUDZIENSKI

“The Korean events have really
marked the beginning of the Third
World War, if not its decisive
phase, in the direct armed con-
flict between the two imperialist
powers, Russia and the United
States. Perhapss Korea will play
the role of an Asiatic Spain in the
Third World War, a kind of prov-
ing -ground for modern weapons;
or perhaps it will be a Czecho-
stovakia or a Poland of Asia; the
next events will tell. The impor-
tant matter is that the cold war
has already degenerated into a
hot war, an armed d¢lash, if for
the moment an indirect one, of
two world powers.

For the Polish working class
course of history moved by the

and, we suppose, for that of all
of Eastern Europe occupied by the
Russians, this even has. a funda-
mental significance: the imperialist
powers which have enslaved Eu-
rope, partitioned Poland for the
fourth time, delivered her into the
talons of Stalinist barbarism, are
in conflict.

The promises of peace in a world
divided between two spheres of
influence, a peace armed to the
teeth, a sepulchral peace for the
independent workers’ movement
in Russian and - Eastern Europe,
could not be realized. The two
imperialist systems cannot coexist

peacefully, cannot continue living -

in a divided world. The mastery
of world reaction, headed by Sta-
lin, Roosevelt and Churchill in the

infamous Potsdam agreement can-
not be prolonged. The productive
forces clamor for A SINGLE
WORLD, a new rsocial and eco-
nomic system, a new economic or-
ganization. In the gigantic conflict
which is beginning, powerful his-
torical tendeneies are expressed
which rock the world of reaction
created in Yalta and Potsdam,
foretelling either the complete de-
struetion of our civilization or its
rebirth and Tegeneration in the
new socialist form,

THEY ARE “DEFEATISTS”
The Polish workers face the new
world conﬂlct in realistic form, al-

tiough they khow well that théy
can do very litfle to change the

(Turn to last page) .
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I‘ude Seven

'HE INDEPEND'ENT SOCIALIST VIEW.

-~ A Reply to Pro-War Critics

By MARY BELL

To one degree or another, with one emphasis or an-
other, our three correspondents sharve the idea that the
theory of the “lesser evil” should be adopted by revo-
lutionary "socialists in the conflict between the United
States and Russia. This proposal did not come before
the“actual outbreak of the hot war in Korea, but only
after Truman, without benefit of constitufional blessing,
ordered U. S. troops to Korea when it was evident that
the U. S.-sponsored South Korean regime could not de-
fend itself against the Kremlin-inspired North. Like all
classic proponents of the “lesser evil” theory, the present
ones are presumably for the *“third alternative,” that is,
defense of the interests of the working class and the
struggle for socialism, in time of peace. Once the war
breaks out, one is forced to choose—

The theory of the “lesser evil” as applied to social and
political questions, and particularly as applied to impe-
rialist wars, has a long and ignoble history. We cite this
history first not for the purpose of any hard-and-fast
analogy—history by and large does not work by strict
analogy—but 'te illuminate the differences and develop-
ments that have taken place.

The classic example occurred during the first world
imperialist war of 1914-18. Prior to the outbreak of the
war, the vast Second International, with large socialist
movements in every country of importance, proclaimed
in international conference after conference, its abhor-
rence of and opposition to the coming war. As is uni-
versally acknowledged, the Second International broke
on the shoals of the “lesser evil” theory when the war
took place—German socialists voting war credits in sup-
port of the kaiser against the “greater evil” of the czar,
French socialists supporting the czar against the kaiser,
ete. Prominent among the arguments given for support-
ing the war by the socialists was precisely the size and
weight of the various national socialist movements, which
had to be defended in each case against the possible vie-
tory of a reactionary foreign power.

We assume that the socialistic proponents of the .

“lesser evil” theory today condemn, with us, the national-
jstic degeneration of the Second International parties
and recognize that their support of their respective gov-
ernments in the war retarded rather than advanced the
interests of socialism, and aided and prolonged the first
the conditions for the advent of the first modern faseist
of our modern imperialist wars, which in turn was to lay
totalitarianism and also the foundations for the second
world war,

We-also know that our opponents (so much of the
argumentation is implied, rather than stated) will dis-
own any analogy with the course of the socialist move-
ment in World War I and that which is now shaping up;
there are “new conditions,” the rise of a new totalitarian-
ism, Stalinism, the lack of a socialist movement, ete.
Good.

The point we should like to establish is rather the
reactionary and imperialist character of the first world
war which endeavored to solve the social crisis of capi-
talism by a vedivision of the world, and guaranteed the
reactionary character of the second world war which in
iurn sought a solution to the endless social crises in the
same manner.

'_"Lesser Evil" in World War Ii

. Perhaps our eritics find a closer comparison in the
war concluded five years ago, fought under the slogan
of “democracy against fascism.” Here, at any rate, the
argument employed by the advocates of the “lesser evil”
was similar: socialists must choose the lesser evil, even
though we admit capitalism is bad, because fascism is
worse. The “posers” were szimilar. “Would you rather
live in the United States or Germany? Which side would
you rather have win? Dees it make no difference who is
victorious?” Recall for a moment the early days of the
blitzkrieg, the rapid fall of France to the panzer- divi-
sions, the days of Dunkirk, buzz-bomb showers over Eng-
land. Recall later the horrible confirmations of the Nazi
treatment of the Jews, Poles, etc., the opening of Buchen-
wald and Auschwitz, Here indeed was a “greater evil.”

We were told then that no analogies with the first
world war were valid. The socialists who supported that
war were wrong. But a new phenomenon had to be con-

- .sidered today, the rise of fascism. This was a new, totali-

“tarian evil. First it must be defeated and then the strug-

gle for socialism could be resumed. There was no “third
alternative.” There was no organized socialist movement.
Beczuse the socialist forces were small, this time, we
should fight for the victory of the democratic camp. Hit-
ler’s first act after taking power had been to destroy the
gsocialist and labor movements. He was a conscious reac-
tionary; he came to power on the promise to destroy
Bolshevism. If Hitler won, the secialist and labor move-
ments would therefore be non-existent. If the Allies were
victoricus, the socialists and labor movement would be
free to carry on their activities. The pressures on social-
ists at this time to support the “lesser evil” were exceéd-
ingly strong. The arguments were not much different.

But let us recall our analysis of the second world war.
We placed the historic responsibility for fascism and
for the war on declining capitalism and on inter-imperi-
alist rivalries. Hitler arvose out of the expansionist neces-
sities of German eapitalism, which had been stripped by
its victorious rivals in World War I, and also as a result
of the failure of the German working class parties to
replace capitalism with socialism in the period of that
country’s capitali_st collapse. It was a case of the “Lave”
and the “have-not” nations struggling over the colonial
areas for the right to exploit them, and to dominate the
world market. We could answer yes to the whole cate-

~ chism of questions beginning with “Would Hitler’s vie-

tory be worse than the victory of the Allies?”
But, as socialists, we had to take cognizance of the

~ nature of modern imperialist wars, to recognize that re-

¥ . osl .

sponsibility for them fell on all the exploiting powers of
the world, and to point out that the war ifself was a
question of such overriding social impoitance—in its ma-
terial, social, polifical and economic destructiveness—
that the question of who would be vietor was of second
importance in relation to the barbarization that \\-DL‘ll
be produced by the war.

A further argument against the intent of the Allied
powers to fight for democracy against fascism stemmed
from their very alliance with other totalitarian powers—
the power of Stalinism, which figures so large in current
considerations. Let us not forget that one of the partners
in that camp of “lesser evil” was the Chiang Kai-shek
gang. Additionally, we said that the conduct of the war
by the ruling elasses could lead only to military victory,
but the war itself, their imperialist war, could only “hurl
back” historical progress. Our task, as socialists, was to
reprasent the interests of the working class and the in-
terests of socialism to struggle against war and for the
replacement of the old, exploiting systems with the new.

Fascism was smashingly defeated—by military force.
Did the labor movement, the socialist movement and the
democrate forces of the world which, in their vast major-
ity lent their support to the Allies in that war, thereby
contribute to the progress of mankind? Or did the victory
of the Allied forces—Russian and Western—form the
matrix of World War I1I, and reinforee the tendencies
toward social decay?

Can We Democratize the War?

There are some johhny-come-lately proponents of the
“lesser evil” theory today who, in order to justify their
switch, re-analyze the last war and say they support in
retrospect the Allied powers. Others argue that the les-
sons of World War Il again have no meaning for us to-
day. True, they say, a similar constellation of powers is
involved—the democratic capitalist countries versus a
totalitarian power. But, and here they attempt to score,
this is a new, different and more powerful totalitarian-
ism. Stalinism’is not an old-fashioned, familiar, fascist
type of totalitarianism, which nevertheless remained
capitalism based on private property. This society—the
Independent Socialist League has ahalyzed it more close-
ly and profoundly than anyone—is a new bureaucratic-
collectivist type. It is gqualitatively different from capi-
talism. It knows how to exploit the weaknesses of capi-
talism, because it has a dynamic, plebeian and anti-
capitalist appeal, even though it is anti-socialist. It is
able to take over and corrupt the disaffected elements
in the capitalist countries through its Communist Par-
ties, more potent and bigger than Hitler's “fifth col-
umns.” Its imperialism is worse than capitalist imperial-
ism. No, they argue, we cannot accept any analogy. This
is a still “greater evil.”

There is implicit in this concept the idea that we,
we above all because we understand Stalinism better
than anyone, should lend ourselves to the support of the
current war. There is also implicit, it seems to us, an
almost frenetic fear that the Western powers cannot
struggle successfully against Stalinism and that the vie-
tory, as in the past, will be achieved by superiority of
arms. There is something baclk-handedly flatterving and
ridiculous in our small League'’s being asked to support
this war. It is as though, “within the democratic camp,”
as one of our opponents puts it, we could have some in-
fluence on the conduct of the war, democratize it, as it
were, or give it a ‘‘socialistic” tinge.

The untenable contradictions of such a position are
exemplified by Norman Thomas, representative of the
type of socialist whose anti-war sentiments are confined
to peacetime, During the last war, he urged “precision
hombing"” for the lesser evil he was supporting as against
“indiscriminate bombing.” In this war, he deplores the
fact that the U. S. was again caught unprepared in Ko-
rea and also complains that force alone is not enough.
Among the ideas he specifically inveighs against (N. Y.
Times, Aug. 6) in his effort to arm ideologically the
Western powers is “Lenin’s theory of imperialism
[which] has apparently obtained wide acceptance in non-
Communist circles in Western Europe and even in Brit-
ain. Under this theory, American capitalism is driven
as its last chance for survival to imperial adventure of
which Marshall Plan aid is an expression. We help Eu-
rope because we have to help ourselves.”

The Means Go With the End

We do not believe that the vulnerability of Novman
Thomas’ arguments derives wholly from personal vaga-
ries. If one commits oneself to the support of the war,
to “preferring the victory of one camp,” then if one is a
politician at all, it is necessary to convince others to do
likewise. Hence the neutrals must be brought into the
war camp. Neutrality cannot aid the vietory; it “plays

into the hands of the Stalinists,” because, you see, there.

is no “third alternative.”

Would that it were true that Lenin's theory of impe-
rialism had obtained as wide acceptance as the benighted,
Thomas thinks. What" he undoubtedly "refers to is the
widespread sentiment in Western Europe against a third
world war which is based on a recognition of the evil
consequences for the peoples of Europe. Western Europe,
faced with the real possibility of being a battleground
for a third time, cannot affordiboth guns and butter. And
many Western Europeans are a little less sanguine than
Norman Thomas about American altruism in the Mar-
shall Plan and the progyam of “containment of commu-
Illbm

Once committed to the support of an impeiiaiist war,
one must_take many of the means along with the end.

- In the case of A. Rudzienski we are presented with a
kind of diabolic view of the war, as though it were a
magic crucible in which the socialist revolution would
automatically take#place. “Vietory of world socialism
through a war against Stalinism,” he urges. Rudzienski

appears to argue that since revolutions sometinies aecom-

War and the 'Lesser Evil’

pany wars, this war should be supported, since it will in-
evitably produce a revolution of the Poles and other East-
ern Europeans against the Russians. We think the cor-
relation between war and revolution was correctly met
when the problem was once posed to Trotsky, at that
time in relation to the opportunity for a socialist revolu-
tion in France and Germany if a war were to take place
between those countries. Trotsky replied:

“The revolution is mot an automatic machine, The
revolution -is made by living people, conducted by certain
organizations under certain slogans, and so on. If the
party of the proletariat is not on a level corresponding
to the necessities of the revolution, then the war between
Germany and France will finish with the victory of fas-
cism in PPance and the material destruction of Germany
for twenty or thirty years, without any perspective for
socialism.” He compared being favorable to war as being
favorable to “cholera and other epidemics.” Further,
“War can accelerate the revolution, but this acceleration
can be unfavorable to the proletariat if it is not prepared
for revolution.”

If Labor Is Not Aware—

In the eoncrete situation teday we see nothing to
indicate that the conduet of the war by the camp in which
Rudzienski places his hopes will accelerate the prospects

‘fm' a democratic overturn in the Iron Curtain countries,

European or Asiatic. We have only to examine the man-
ner in which it is being carried out,

The United States jointly with Russia determined the
fresh division of the world at Teheran and Yalta. It par-
ticipated in the division of Korea at the famous 38th Par-
allel, While the Russians Stalinized the North, the United
States foisted the murderous Rhee regime on the South.
“A Friend” maintains that since we grant the disastrous
effects of a Stalinist victory in Korea we should there-
fore support the lesser evil. He says the labor movement
can “offer a program for national unification of North
and South Korea, for democratic institutions in that coun-
try, for proper social reforms.” Everyone knows that the
Unitéd States must police or-occupy Korea indefinitely
if it is to be held against Stalinism. If the labor move-
ment continues its support of imperialism, it can only
acquiesce in such a policy. Can the U. 8. jump out of its
political skin, proclaim and abet a democratic revolution
in Korea and all of Asia—which would be the only means
of politically defeating Stdlinism?

“A Friend” thinks the labor movement could offer
such a program at the same time that it supported Amer-
ican victory. He chides us for urging a program of mili-
iant opposition to imperialism and independence for the
labor movement because it is “not ,politically aware
enough to have a program of its own.” How, then, is this
politically unaware labor movement to enforce a demo-
cratic policy in Korea? The act of proposing a democratic
policy in Korea would be a declaration of independence.
It is certain to be met with the-same criticism from the
bourgeoisie as is made of our policy: playing into the
hands of the Stalinists.

The United States officially supports the tool of
F'rench imperialism in Indo-China, Bao Dai, whose war
against the nationalist-Stalinist forces takes half of
France’s Marshall Plan dollars.

The U. S. Seventh Fleet is poised to defend the last
outpost of the diseredited Chiang Kai-shek in Formosa.

Overture after overture, by American businessmen
and the Senate, has been made to that outstanding parti-
san of Western democracy, the fascist Franco, as a po-
tential ally in the camp of “lesser evil.”

Is it not rather the bourgeois leaders who give aid and
comfort to the Stalinists, rather than we who point out
that Stalinism cannot he defeated politically hy such
measures?

Two Faces of Capitalism

There are some who murmur their concern over the
political defeats handed the United States by Russia.
They are aware that Jacob Malik scored on the issue of
admission of the Stalinist Chinese delegate to the United
Nations, whereas the United States stood pat on the
Chinese Nationalist delegate and plumped for the admis-
sion of the South Korean representative. They recognize
that even Nehru supported Truman’s action in Korea
reluctantly and was forced to make a severe eriticism
of the United States’ conduct in Asia. Thev recognize
the United States’ complicity with Russia in the parti-

tion of the world. But these factors do not prevent the

preponderant weight of reaction in determining U. S,
foreign policy.

MacArthur visits the diseredited Chiang in the midst
of the Korean war. The Seventh Fleet is ready. General
Van Fleet prescribes the formula, “Any nation with
good and adequate manpower can bm}d an effective ma-
chine against Red aggression. Give them the tools and
you will have an effective machine.,” He ig the leader
of T. 8. forces in Greece who just declared that the trou-
ble there was that too much civil liberty was permitted!

Coleman also objects to the use of the “bald phrases
about the ‘two imperialist rivals.”” And since we did not

use the slogan popular with the Stalinists, “Immediate- -

withdrawal of all troops from Korea!” this would seem

to be left-handed evidience that we really accord to Sta-

linist imperialism the role of greater evil.
But_ this argument ignores the fact that democratic
capitalism shows its democratic face mainly at home

where, however increasingly hedged in, the labor move-

ment still has a relative freedom, a relative prosperity,

to be left-handed evidence that we really accord to Sta-_.

ete. But what face do the Koreans,
Greeks, 'the South Americans, see? Thls clamor to give

the Chinese, the :

the beneficent aspect of American imperialism such great

weight in the determination of our politics can only have .
as its point of departure NATIONAL ¢md not IN-,
imperialism™ .

TERNATIONAL considerations. “Dollar
(Continued on page 8) . “
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out to thousahds of peasants in the
villages.” =

That kinhd of thing, it would
seem, is likely to make a profound
efiect on the minds of the land-
starved peasants. But why can't
the same tactic be used by Amer-
ican public-relations experts? The
answer _is simple. Throughout Asia,
America is necessarily allied with
those social groups which OP-
POSE land reform.

To these reactionary landlords
it would appear dangerous if the
Americans tried to counter such
propaganda by issuing pamphlets
which praise the portion of Amer-
jcan farming which is done by
small independent farmers. And
they would consider any pamphlet
whith ecombined complimentary
references to the American family-
size farm with advocacy of radi-
cal land reform as the sheerest
revolutionary and “Communist”
propaganda, even if the covers
were plastered with American
flags.

COUNSEL OF DESPAIR

With refreshing frankness the
same article continues:
"“The Russians have only to get

“All Fire Against Stalin, Enemy

(Continued from page 6)
tendencies of modern capitalist
economy. On the other hand, en-
slaved by Stalinist totalitarianism
they have very little possibility of
free action. . The elementary

* thought of thé Polish workers,

their wish and their desire is: a
change in the actual situation, a
probability of the destruction of
the Stalinist regime, the social and
national liberation of Poland and
of all the peoples locked in the
Stalinist prison of the nations. The
worst nightmare for the Polish
workers would be a compromise
between its Stalinist executioners
and the North Americas, a “peace-
ful” redivision of the world, an
agreement of the two imperialisms
which would perpetuate and make
permanent, the social and national
slavery of the ,peoples of Europe.

This does not mean that the Po-
lish workers greet the war with
national enthusiasm in the man-
rer of the German Social-Democ-
racy; the Polish workers do not
embrace a chauvinist nationalism,
nor will they defend the country;
on the contrary, they are defeat-
ists towards the Muscovite hang-
man and their lieutenants in War-
saw, The Polish workers desire the
defeat of the Stalinist regime in
Russia and in all Europe, they de-
sire the complete destruction of
the Stalinist regime in Poland, a
liquidation of the Stalinist empire
in Europe and Asia, not merely as
the only means of their liberation,
but because as a result, the hateful
totalitarian tyranny of the Stalin-
ist  counter - revolution, which
sprouts on the ruins of the Euro-
pean revolution, will fall,

NOT FOR U. 8.

And I can say confidently and
with complete responsibility that
this defeatist emotion is held by
not only the social-democratic ma-
jority of the Polish workers but
also by the anti-Stalinist, revolu-
tionary oppositionist minority,
whose centers exist both inside
and outside the governing Stalinist
party. Only the narrow strata of
the government  bureaucracy,
moored in positions of power and
privilege, will help the Russian
Stalinist regime in the war against
the United States. The defeatism
of the Polish proletariat has noth-
ing in common with nationalism,
still less with support of capital-
jsm, nor with the traffic of war; it
is an. essentially secialist, pro-

- foundly revolutionary defeatism;

directed towards a destruction of
the Stalinist regime and toward a
new social revolution in Europe.

. This does not mean that the Po-
lish proletariat will play the role
of agent of United States imperial-
ism, that it will make an armed.
insurrection for the profits of

" Américan monopolies; the Poles,

especially the workers, learned a

b 35

the word out to a comparatively
few. of the faithful who will spread’
it to a large audience. The United
States has mno such disciplined,
highly organized nucleus of sup-
porters among the common people
of Asia. On the contrary, in coun-
tries such as China, Indo-China
and the Philippines, the men who
are our mest fervent supporters
are not popular with the masses.”

That is no accident. And it-is
not confined to Asia. Even in Eu-
rope, where there are mass move-
ments whigh oppose Stalinism and
all ifs works, these mass move-
ments are not “pro-American” in
the sense that the Stalinists every-
where are “pro-Russian.” Most of
them which have real influence
among the workers of Europe are
pro-socialist, 2

They do not advocate American
eapitalism as a better way of life
for themselves. At most they feel
that American capitalism is the
“lesser evil” as against Stalinism.
They understand very well that
the kind of ecofiomic system which
they want for their own countries
is hated and opposed by those who
control American foreign and do-
mestic policy.

They know that where their own_

fine lesson in-the post war from
their Western *“allies.” Their capi-
tal was left in ruins thanks to the
headsmen of  Hitler and Stalin.
Their country was divided in two
and handed over to Russia. Thou-
sands of Poles had to abandon
their farms in the eastern part of
Poland in order to be transported
to Silesia and Pomerania., Workers’
organizations, underground arm-
ies, workers' militias were aban-

doned fo the mercy of the GPU.

The lesson taught by Roosevelt
and Churchill, by Truman and Att-
lee, will never be forgotten by the
Poles. And there will never be an
armed insurrection in Poland
against Russia for the benefit of
the Americans.

ANTI-STALINISTS' GOALS

What do the workers of Poland
and, I might add, of all Eastern
Europe expect as a result of the
third imperialist war? They expect
a realization of desires frustrated
by the Stalinist counter-revolu-
tion, a consummation of the old
socialist program which was un-
realizable in the defeat of the Eu-
repean revolution and the victory
of Stalinism. When the historical
tendencies cannot find their au-
thentic expression in the social
revolution, they seek other, cir-
cuitous ways in order to find their
just realization. The defeaf of the
social revolution in Europe was
the cause of the victory of totali-
tarianism and the subsequent
world ~wars. Nevertheless, the
Third World War must end with
the victory of world socialism.

The elementary goals of the Po-
lish workers’ movement are:

(1) Complete destruction of the
Stalinist regime as a result of the
war; the destruction of the Russian
empire and its repartition among
the oppressed nations.

(2) The unity and emancipation
of all the peoples of Europe
through the socialist United States
¢l Europe.

(3) The exhaustion and defeat of
capitalism as a result of a long
war against Russia.

(4) The victory of socialism in
the U. S. and the formation of a
workers” government in the
United States, which would sig-
nify the triumph of world social-
ism.

THROUGH WAR

The Polish workers sympathize
with the program of the “socialist
alternative,” propagated by the
Independent Socialist League of
the United States and with its op-
position to the new world war.
Nevertheless, in-view of the defeat
of revolutionary socialism by Stal-
inism, and the weakness of the
proletariat enslaved on one hand
by capitalism and on the other by
Stalinism, the opposition to the

countries are concerned, the Amer-
icans support their domestic po-
litical enemies. They line up with
the American camp in the struggle
only because they despairingly
hope that the victory of America
will somehow make it possible for
them to continue to struggle for
their own ideas, becalise they are
convineced that the victory of Sta-
linism will crush them and all
their hopes completely, and be-
cause they have no confidence in
a “Third Camp” struggle by the
people.

CAN'T SELL IT'

But such an attitude cannot in-
spire the confidence and aggres-
siveness and tenacity that Stalin-
ism inspires in its all-out support-
ers and in the deluded masses who
follow it. They cannot and do not

preach the “American way"” as an

alternative to Stalinism, For they
know that though they may get
Marshall Plan food and equipment
and arms to bolster them against
Stalinism, no American politician
proposes 1o export the American
standard of living to Asia or to
Europe. v

These are the fundamental rea-
sons why the Voice of America
and all the public information li-

war has no probability of even
ideological, to say nothing of prac-
tical, success. The socialist alter-
native lacks all reality while there
exist the two world imperialisms
and the impotence of the revolu-
tionary camp. Given the actual sit-
uation, the clash of the two im-
perialisms is unavoidable and the
cnly hope of the proletariat is in
the destruction of the Stalinist re-
gime, in the exhaustion of Ameri-
can imperialism by means of the
war and in the abolition of the
present repartition of the world.

Only the destruction of Stalin-
ism will make practicable and real
the socialist alternative to capital-
ism- by liberating the enormous
social forces and energies now en-
chained, through the socialist
transformation of the world.

For these reasons the Polish
workers recommend for their
American comrades the policy of
war without truce on Stalinism,
let happen what may. Victory of
world socialism through a war
against Stalinism! -

We socialists and workers of Po-
land understand the fear of the
United States revolutionists of a
crushing victory of American im-
perialism which would dominate
the -entire world, introducing a
new totalitarianism all over the

braries in the non-Stalinist world
cannot build up a movement
which will grip_the minds and
souls of men. And that would be
irue even if all these means of
telling the “American side” in the
conflict were increased a million-
fold.

It is possible to expand the sale
of one brand of toothpaste or cig-
arettes at the expense of another
through a clever advertising cam-
paign. But a way of life for mil-
lions of people can be sold to
them only if they feel in their
bones that behind the words
stands an ideology which offers
them a mew hope.

And they can be made to feel
this only if the ideology is direct-
ed AGAINST their known op-
pressors; AGAINST classes and in-
stitutions which have exploited
them and kept them in misery and
poverty; AGAINST governments
which have legalized their exploi-
fation; AGAINST the policemen
who have imprisoned them when
they protested and sought redress
of their grievances.

The American government can-
not make it clear to its own sol-
diers why they have to fight, and
cannot gain the adherence of the

No.1--"

globe. But such an eventuality is
hardly probable, The war with
Russia will be long, grievous and
exhausting. Without being a mili-
tary technician it is easy to fore-
see that the atomic bombs will not
have the decisive character and
will not by themselves alone re-
solve the war. The fear that the
adversary will use them against
New York and other vulnerable
industrial centers of America will
restrain the use of the bomb until
the decisive final actions. Ameri-
can capitalism will not have an
easy task. Its task is fo destroy the
Stalinist regime and perish. Its
heritage will be that of the Ameri-
can workers. Without this histori-
cal perspective socialism and the
fight for it would have no mean-
ing. ’

The task of the weak revolution-
ary socialist forces is not to expose
themselves to a cross-fire from
both sides by quixotically posing
their pacifist policy for the benefit
of Russia; on the conirary, it is
necessary to direct all fire against
Stalin, enemy No. 1 of the revolu-
tion, then to proceed to the strug-
gle for the socialist alternative
when capitalism is exhausted.

This seems to us to be the only
way possible to bring about the
socialist victory in the U, S. and

" the entire world.

War and the 'Lesser Evil':

‘{Continued from page 7)
does not discriminate between
democratic and totalitarian rep-
resentatives; in the interests of its
rivalry with Stalinism and the up-
holding of the Atlantic Pact, it
rests on the reactionary, discred-
ited compradores, colonial and Eu-
ropean. It is precisely on the weak
periphery of world capitalism, the
colonies, the semi-colonies, the
weaker European countries, that
Stalinism is best able to under-
mine its major adversary. It feeds
and grows on the weaknesses of
capitalism. a

In ‘underscoring “democratic”
camp, the point of view for the

lesser evil also ignores the dynam-

ics of political development within
this camp. The United States did
not become totalitarian in the last
war, did it? However, the United
States entered the war later and
its civilian population- escaped en-
tirely. The situation is entirely
otherwise today. There is an ac-
companying change in the entire
political atmosphere of the United
States. In many ways, civil liber-
“ties have been reduced in the
peace interval below their level
during the Second World War. The
decision of Judge -Learned Hand
on the CP leaders and his inter-
pretation of the Smith Act brings

official doctrine close to that of
the late Tojo government. No, it
is not quite so bad; we are still
permitted “dangerous thoughts.”
But we are close to not being per-
mitted to utter them aloud or in
print. The U. S. finds it necessary
to jail Bridges and the CP leaders.
We are on the verge of seeing
legislation passed to outlaw the
Communist Party and along with
it any dissenting voices genuinely
socialist or non-conformist. Butter
is giving way to guns in the politi-_
cal field.

“But would not the victory of
the democratic camp be superior
for the interests of socialism?”
Aside from the rapid changes in
the sphere of civil rights which
we have indicated, this question
supposes an assurance we cannot
share of what the victory will look
like. It ignores the new factors in
modern war—that it is total, that
the new weapons are more de-
structive; that the United States
is more-vulnerable, There is an
almost universal sigh of relief that
the employment of atomic bombs
is not “strategically” indicated in
Korea. The opposite sentiment has
also been voiced: one atomic
bomb could end the Korean war.

Will our critics oppose the use
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masses of Asia, precisely because
it supports and arms the govern-
ments hated by the masses.

Armament will not bring peace.
The only thing which can really
stay the hands of the warmakers
in both camps is a sweeping de-

- feat on a world scale of the IDE-

OLOGY of Stalinism.

The ideology of Stalinism can be
defeated only by an ideoclogy
whith can arouse the passionate
support of the workers and peas-
ants of all lands. Such an ideology
must be directed against their
present oppressors on the one-
hand, AND against the minions of
Stalinism who hope to oppress
them on the other. Such an ideol-
ogy must appeal to them to get
rid of their present oppressors and
offer them full support in building
for themselves a social structure
and a life which is in all ways su-
perior to the one which they now
hate and despise. i

WAY TO PEACE

The essence of any ideology
which is capable of winning the
masses in Europe and Asia from
Stalinism is anti-capitalist. That is
why the American government
cannot use it. That is why it is
bound to 1lose the ideological
struggle and can therefore hope
to win only through the sheer
weight of productive and military
superiority.

And that is why every American
who wants peace must be deeply
concerned with the ideological
struggle which is now going on,
and should seek to explain to his
fellow Americans that to support
the present policies is to doom us
to a war of utmost destruction.

The present capitalist ideology
of the American government can-
not win that struggle. It must be
replaced by an ideology which can.
But it cannot be replaced as long

as the labor movement supports’

the bipartisan architects of Amer-
ican policy, as well as the social
system and ideology which they
represent. That is why the Inde-
pendent Socialists have set as their
primary task in America a con-
stant education and propaganda
directed above all to the workers
in the labor movement, urging
them to put an end to this futile
and disastrous support, and to
form a political party of their
own which will be able to win the
ideological war against Stalinism.

To work for that is, in fact, the
only way to work for peace.. That
is the way to work to build the
“Third Camp” against war, instead
of supporting either side in the
present war of imperialist rivalry.
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the hands of the enemy. Will you
limit yourselves to the “timing”
and “placing” of the bombs? Are
you for atomic secrecy? Which
would you prefer, posers of di-
lemmas: democratic or totalitarian
atomization?

We do not see how socialists can
consistently support an imperialist
war and consistently carry on the
struggle for socialism and the in-
terests of the people. During the
last war, the position of the Inde-
pendent Socialist ¥League made
possible, if in a limited way, its.

vigorous and effective propaganda

on behalf of the masses, against
the profiteers, the no-strike pledge,
the inigquitous War Labor Board,
inflation, the black market, for a-
labor party, ete. Above all, it made
possible the continuity of the ideas
of international socialism, the pro-
gram for the construction of a so--
ciety. of human brotherhood. We,
beld and continue to hold oppesi-
tion to war not as a “sacred dog-
ma” but as a principle in the
struggle to resurrect civilization.

We have no delusions of gran-.

deur about our role: to form a con- .

recting link between the glorious
past of socialism and its more glo-
rious future, that will be sufficient._

To give in to the lesser evil

of atom bombs by the democratic ®would be to hold an inquest over

camp? But that would play into

socialism.




