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By PETER WHITNEY

NEW YORK—Some 5000 unionists jam-
: med Manhattan Center on October 5 to at-
tend the opening rally in the Liberal Party’s

--1950 election campaign, a Shop and Dis-

trict Delegated Conference. Huge portraits
of Democratic candidates Lehman, Lynch,

~and Pecora. (for senator, governor, and

mayor respectively) smiled down on the

- gudience; brass bands blared whenever

speakers made a point or paused for breath;
and the Liberal Party leadership proved
that it could run a political sideshow with
the rest of them. :

The --delegates “were exhorted by the partly
leaders to go out and work for a huge registration
in New York City and thus guarantee a pro-labor

. victory. The rank and file responded warmly and

enthusiastically only for Senator Lehman when
he entered the hall; they were lukewarm in their
reception to Lynch and Pecora, indicating that they

. are far from completely accepting these gentlemen

as “their” candidates.

Party leaders Alex Rose of the Hatters Union
and David Dubinsky of the Ladies Garment Work-
ers Union spoke of the urgent necessity to guar-

_antee Lehman’s reelection and to avoid any con-

fusion, such as a split ballot for the top offices
(that is, an independent Liberal candidate for

_ governor or mayor). They protested loudly that

Pecora had to be-rammed down the throats of the
Democratic Party bosses and that he was really

" their man.

- FDJ;
- youth, whom you meet on every
. -street corner in-every town of the
- Russian zone, standing in noisy,

. arising . and

However, their own statements about the in-
sistence of Lehman himself that the Liberals not

The Liberal Party and Tammany Hall:
‘The Tiger Still Roams the Streets'_

"split" their ballot, and their speeches insisting
that everything must be subordinated to guarantee
Lehman's victory, were a clear indication that they
were scarcely in a position to dictate Pecora’s
candidacy. IF the Democratic bosses had not been
willing to accede to him anyway.

Actually it was Lehman who dictated to the
Liberals that, if they wanted to endorse him, they
would have to endorse his running mates too.
Lehman had found the 1949 election situation
(Republican-Fusionist Newbold Morris was then
on the Liberal Party ticket with him) too “embar-
rassing” and irregular for him.

POLITICAL AMNESIA

Rose, for example,”in castigating Acting Mayor
Impellitteri for entering the free-for-all for mayor,

_unwittingly revealed.that he was. perfectly aware

that Pecora was acceptable to the Tammany bosses.
He charged that Impellitteri was working for

_ Pecara’s defeat in the hope that he could challenge

the regular organization of the Democratic Party,
i.e., Tammany Hall. What other conclusion could
the workers present reach except that they were
being called upon to elect the candidate acceptable
to Tammany Hall?

These same party leaders, just one year ago,
had blasted away at Tammany Hall and its candi-
date, Mayor O’Dwyer, as typifying machipe poli-
ties and its vile corruption. The Democratic Party
bosses were the hideous danger threatening every
worker in New York City, and the workers were
called to rally to the unstained banner of Newbold
Morris and carry it to victory.

But now it is 1950 . . . and political amnesia has
affiicted the Liberal Party leaders. Somehow-the very
words "Tommany Holl" and "Demeocratic Porty
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Union Democracy
Under Attack in

UAW-Ford Trial

By WALTER JASON

DETROIT, Oct. 8—Nothing illustrates the tragic state of
affairs which dominates the United Auto Workers (CIO)
than current events in the giant Ford Local 600. For what
is happening there is without precedent in the UAW-CIO
and, unfortunately, may well be the prelude to similar retro-
gression elsewhere in the union.

Last week, the union officialdom broke a wildeat strike
caused by the loss of overtime pay in the rolling mill, under
an umpire’s ruling on a controversy between the union and

the company.

This week the notorious trial of five minor officials of
Ford Local 600 begins. It is the climax to the struggle that

Carl Stellato, Ford 600 pres-
ident, has been waging
against the Stalinist forces
and their followers in the lo-
cal union.

These two events are re-
lated, as we shall -indicate,
and they are a portent of the
future course of the UAW,
whose leadership now finds
itself unwilling and unable
to defeat the Stalinists on
the progressive basis of a su-

INSIDE STALINIST GERMANY—

Prussian-Sty

le 'Socialism’

- By BENNO SAREL
- BERLIN—"We were opening up

new roads,” says the song of the
the blue-shirted Stalinist

gay groups.

“We are opening up new roads,”
you will be told by the cadres of
every section of the party—the
SED, ruling Stalinist party of East-
ern Germany. '

Talk to the young Stalinists:
They are not happy about what
they see around them—far from
that—but they are enthusiastic,
they have confidence in the future.
They will try to show you that life
is getting better, that a new gen-
eration sprung from the people is
replacing the old
cadres, and that this new genera-
tion is discarding the old ways.
They will end by averring that
the future belongs to socialism—
that is, in their mind, to the party.

Talk to the cadres of the party
or, with workers who are sincere
Communists. Rarely are they en-
tirely in line. They often admit

-,-'t%&yi.‘- B

that the Stalinist regime is full of
faults. But, every time, yom will
find out that what keeps the sin-
cere elements attached to the par-
ty is, in the first place, hostility to

. capitalism; the .inability of  the

West to offer an acceptable way
out;. finally, their feeling that the
last word has not yet been said,
that the regime has not yet shown
everything .it can_do.

How numerous are these, ele-

ments whom the regime has won
over on the basis of its anti-capi-
talism? Some hundreds of thou-
sands of youth and perhaps an
equal number of adults—at most,
10 per cent of the population. That
is clearly a small number, But it
is enormous when you remember
that five years ago there were only
400 who arrived from Moscow on
the gun carriages of the Russian
army.

What are the intentions and
methods of the regime with regard
to the greater mass of the 90 per
cent?

“We want socialism,” a journal-
ist said to.me, one of the best in
the country. “But.the masses do
not yet -understand where. their
interests lie. It is necessary to hold

on at any cost and if necessary -

force the people to follow us.”
(Turn to last pogel
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MAX SHACHTMAN on

perior program, but rather leans
more on time-worn and reaction-
ary bureaucratic metheds to
smash opposition.

As most readers of LABOR
ACTION know, the unrest in the
auto industry recently reached a
peak which forced the companies,
including Ford, to make impor-
tant wage concessions, but for
which the companies obiained in
return the provision of five-year
contracts. |

To the surprise of most UAW
officials, the Ford auto workers
foiled to appreve the new con-
tract with the overwhelming ma-
jority they expected. Two key
Reutherite focals, 900 osd 400,
voted against rotifying the con-
tract because of the five.year
clause, All of which caused Ken
Bannon, UAW Ford director, o
issve a stupid blast against "Com-
munist” influence, which he per-
sonally knows is negligible in
those two locals. At Ford 880, the
vote was 18,000 to 12,000 for the
new five-year contract. i

Obviously, this kind of con-
tinued unrest furnishez fertile
soil for the opposition.: At Ford
600, the small and until recently

discredited Stalinist clique saw -

the possibility of better days
ahead.

RED-HUNTING

Taking advantage of the na-
tional hysteria after the invasion
of South Korea, Carl Stellato
sought to make factional capital
by introducing a loyalty oath for
all officials of Ford 600. After a
bitter fight, Stellato won a clear-
cut majority of the General
Council; and then everybody
signed the loyalty oath, thereby
cutmaneuvering Stellato, who
hoped that Stalinists or their
sympathizers or any other oppo-
ition might be isolated and
mashed for refusing to sign it.

Stellato’s next move was to

(Continued on page 2)
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LABOR ACTION

British Labor Party Ranks Show Growing

nrest at Go Slow” Policy of Leadership

By GORDON HASKELL

It is now evident that a
considerable portion of the
rank and file of the British
Labor Party is dissatisfied
with the leadership of At-
tlee, Bevin and Morrison. At
the same time, the reports
which have appeared in the
daily press on the 49th an-
nual congress of the party at
Margate do not indicate that
this unrest has hardened in-
to conscious opposition, and
even less that it has as yet
crystallized around a consist-
ent and thought-out pro-
gram.

It appears that a large number
‘of -delepates at the congress felt
that the<party is bogging down
in a rut. Their spokesman was
Aneurin Bevan who made a fiery:
speech, but who refused to chal-
lenge the leadership of the party
to a struggle at the present time.

His speech received the strong-
est ovation of the convention, yet

the actual state of affairs seems
to have been portrayed rather
well by Low, the brilliant British
cartoonist, in a sketch depicting
Bevin and Bevan dressed in box-
er's tights waltzing around a ring
under a caption "The Big Fight."
The party leadership carried
the vote on all questions. Al-
though the text of the resolu-
fions presented to the convention
are not as yet available, it is
clear that on foreign policy the
opposition to the -leadership ex-
presses itself chiefly in the form
of anti-militarism and opposition
to the government’s increasingly
close tie-up with the U. 8. war
bloc in world affairs. This latter
feeling shows itself in resolutions
favoring conferences with Stalin,
immediate illegalization of the
atom bomb, and so forth.
LEFT WING'S MOOD
. Whether or not the Stalinists
in- Britain have something to do
with inspiring this line of think-
ing is not very important. The im-
portant thing to note is that a
strong sentiment exists in the
Labor Party against too close
tie-up with American imperial-

Jails Gas

The British labor government
has invoked a law of 1875 against
ten leaders of a wildcat strike at

the nationalized London gas works.-

The law provided punishment for
breaches of contiract by workers
engaged in gas and water supply
enterprises. '

They were also indicted under a
wartime emergency order requir-
ing compulsory arbitration of la-
bor disputes. This in spite of the
fact that the gas workers had been
trying to get a settlement of their
wage claims for two years before
they finally struck and tied up the
gas works for three weeks.

The workers voted to go back to
work after the arrests, but the
harsh measures used against their
shop-leaders (seven of the ten
were shop stewards) has aroused
considerable hostility. This has not
been eased any by the fact that
the Labor Party leadership con-
tinues to intimate that in their
opinion all strikes being called
these days are fomented by Stalin-
ists.

At a meeting of gas workers in
Hyde Park on October 8, S. Hale, a
leading ffjﬁhop steward, declared
that unléss the ten men sentenced
to jail last week receive justice on
their appeal to a higher court the
people would “deal with the gov-
ernment.” He stated that the pros-
ecution of the ten men was an at-
tack on everyone’s right to de-
mand 4 reasonable standard of
living and added: “If the labor
movement loses the support of the
workers in the workshops, they
won't regain it in the police
courts.”

JAIL WON'T HELP

Although the Trades Union Con-
gress a few weeks ago voted to re-
tain the compulsory-arbitration
prdvisions, this policy was put over
o the delegates chiefly on the
ground that small and weak locals
often find arbitration to their ad-
vantage. - The rash of wildcat
strikes which have broken out in
Britain- in recent weeks indicate
thaf the.ranks are not willing to
abide by _the provisions of the or-
der when they prevent taking nec-
essary economic action.
: Even meore, these strikes point
to a growing dissatisfaction of the
rank and file with the leadership
of the British trade unions. This
leadership is most closely bound
up with the top figures in the

Lahor Government

Strikers

British Labor Party and in the
government, This is one more in-
dication of the increasing ferment
which is going on in the British
working class. Jail sentences will
hardly solve the problem for the
b"ureancr'ats_ who lead the labor
movement.

One’ "tactic’ these leaders have
been using to quell the wildeat
strikes has been to denounce them
as  “Communist - inspired.” This
threadbare answer to all rank and
file dissatisfaction (shades of the
American {rade-union ‘bureau-
crats!) has been so abused that
even respectable liberal papers
like “the Mahchester Guardian
have seen fit to issue a warmng to
the labor leaders

MAKE- BEHEVE

‘The Quardian’ piece was ad-
dressed to Arthur Deakin, head of
ibe trarsport” union, who had po-
lice eject from Transport House a
number of members of his union
who had’staged a protest against
the union’s trial of leaders of wild-
cat strikes. Deakin had called for
suppression of the ‘Communist
Party, and had denounced the
Mildeats as “Communist-inspired.”
The Guardian wrote:

" “Many of the rulers from the
cabinet downward have been liv-
ing in a world of make-believe in
which the cost of living is meas-
ured by the price index, the feel-
ings of ‘the workers’ expressed by
the General Council of the TUC,
and the ordinary man considered
to ‘have all the say he ought to
want in his -affairs because there
is machinery (soulless word) for

his trade-union représentative to .

take part in joint consultation.
These can be dangerous illusions.

. Labor -Party discipline, with
the ever-present threat of ‘exclu-
sion’ to destroy a career or even
to take away a livelihood, is a se-
rious brake on the ventilation of
grievances, the expreéssion of gen-
uine bewilderment and doubts, of
which many back-bench MPs must
be aware. A trade-union hierarchy,
resentful of criticism and unwill-
ing to consider reforms, almost
invites anyone who may wish to
oppose official policy on any mai-
ter to make common cause with
the- Communists; and the Commu-
nists, with a newspaper and many
avenues to publicity at their dis- -
posal, are ready and eager tn join
bhands.”

ism. The American correspond-
ents persist in describing this
sentiment as “pro-Russian” or at
the very least as a sentiment for
appeasement of Russia.

The small size of the Commu-
nist Party in Britain, as well as
of its front organizations, is suf-
ficient evidence for the fact that
no important section of the Brit-
ish working class is pro-Stalinist.
The American correspondents
slander the British workers.

The actual state of affairs seems
to be that there is in the BLP a
kind of negative Third Camp sen-
timent. This sentiment is ot preo-
Stalinist, but it is strongly anti-
capitalist. It lashes out at the
United States primarily because
in Britain today the Labor govern-
ment is banking so strongly on its
alliance with American capitalism.
As this sentiment has no positive
internationalist content, it s
bound to express itself solely
against militarism and for interna-
tional conciliation.

UAW Trial at Ford

(Continued from page 1)

present charges against five offi-
cials whose record shows slavish
adherence to the Stalinist line.
Stellato wanted the General
Council to place the charges as a
body against these officials and
to suspend them from office pend-
ing trial.
required two-thirds majority; so
Stellato personally placed charges
against Ed Locke, president of
the plastics building. unit; Paul
Boatin, president of the motor
building unit; Nelson Davis, pres-
ident of the production foundry;
" David Moore, vice-president of
the axle building, and John Gal-
lo, secretary-treasurer of the mo-
tor building.

These men were elected to of-
fice in the spring elections
against Stellato-backed opposi-
tion slates. They are very well
known in Local 600 as “party-
liners.”

‘Stellato’s :‘Imrges are being
‘brought under the heretofore un-
used Article 10, Section 8 ‘of the
UAW constitution which sdys that
no member may hecld office in the
union if he is @ member of or sub-
servient o any Communist, fascist
or Nazi organization which owes
its allegionce to any government
other than the United States. or
Canada, directly or indirectly.
This
Reuther inserted in the constitu-
tion at the 1941 Buffalo conven-
_tion during "his fight against the
Stalinists over the North-Ameri-
can aircraft and Allis-Chalniers
strikes, at the time when the Stal-
inists held their "anti-war” line.

The specific charges against
the five officials are:

(1) They demonstrated sub-
servience to the Communist Par:
ty.

(2) They ‘demonstrated their
loyalty and support for the pro-
gram of Russia.

(3) They subseribe to official
support of the Communist Party
by lending their names and offi-
ces to Communist newspapers,
leaflets, bulletins and documents.

(4) They admitted to fellow
union members their membership
in the Communist Party.

ZWERDLING'S ROLE

The importance of this trial is
testified to not only by the wide-
spread publicity it is receiving—
Detroit’s newspapers are having
a field day—but by the fict that
Walter Reuther's most brilliant
legal adviser, Abe Zwerdling, is
actually handhng the case for
Stellato.

Although Zwerdling no longer
is ‘the-counsel of the UAW, he

He failed to get the-

is the clause that Walter

On the domestic front the sen-
timent is clearer, but is yet far
from expréssing a worked-out
program (or at least that is what
appears from the reports received
to date).

A growing section of the rank
and file of the BLP is dissatisfied
with_the results of the nationali-

zatioh program. They realize that
mere nationalization has not
solved the basic problems of

Britain’s éeonomy. They see that
the mass of the population is
still poor, while the rich are st:ll
“ricH.

-"SOCK THE RICH"

They find that their wage de-
mands are refused on the time-
honored grounds that the na-
tionalized industries are not earn-
ing enough to pay higher wages.
They know that the basis of com-
pensation to the former owners is
such that they get theirs off the
top, with the economie and tech-
nical needs of the industries and
the workers having to share what

handles much UAW work, is a
personal friend of Reuther’s, and
has often boasted of his “social-
ist” beliefs. Until recently, he
was quite a’ critic of Detroit’s
loyalty-oath program for city
employes, and often eriticized the
UAW for not doing more to stem
the “anti-red” hysteria sweeping
the country.

Unless something new is brought
up in the trial and the charges are
changed, we see the truly terrible
spectacle of five men being fried
-solely and exclusively for their Be-
liefs, in @ union whose whole his-
tory has been one of jealous gquar-
dianship“of the democratic righis
of its membership!

And this persecution—it can
hardly be called prosecution—
comes from a union leadership
which came -into power precisely
because it fought the Stalinists
on other grounds, namely a pro-
gressive. versus a totalitarian
program.

The miserable character of this
trial against the Stalinist follow-
ers is shown by the ease with
which the- Stalinists have been
able -to :answer the charges in a
manner calculated to win adher-
ents to Stalinism, even if the men
~end up out of the plant.

“We are mnot being charged
with failing to carry out our du-
ties toward you,” they told the
membership. “We are beilig
charged with Communism. But
charges against Commiinism ‘are
not new.”

“Loyalty pledges, whether pro-
posed by the government, bosses
or Stellato, are used' to start
witchhunts, to destroy political
dppo’sxhdh to divide workers.”

“In“the 'case “of the huhdreds ‘of
Ford 800 menibers who lost over-
_time pay for ‘Satprday ‘and Sinday
“(which they ‘had been getting),
will ‘#ieir ‘syimpathies be wifh the
Stalirists ~ who fought, -However
demagoyically, “against ‘the im-
pire's ‘decision, or with Steilato,
who ordered them back to work?

It is amazing! Walter Reuther
points out a thousand times in a
thousand speeches that Stalinism
cannot be defeated by force alone
—superior ideas and a better
program for the work®ers is the
only answer! Yet in the UAW to-
day, the only answer to Stalinism
is bureaucratic force!

BACK-FIRE

Appareéntly the mighty Reuther
machine finds itself fearful  of
defeating the Stalinists at Ford
600 in regular elections, so it mo-
bilizes its best brains and talents
to smash them in a heresy hunt.
At least, that is how the picture
appears to this observer. The

is left. And above all, they do not
féel that the working people have
increased their power in British
society.

As one speaker put it, the party
should ‘press on with socialisin uhe
til Britain has "a socialist econ-
omy as wéll as'a sotialist govern-
ment." Anoﬂ:er urged that ﬂo
governmienit “sock the Fieh" until
"their ‘squeals convince wus that
We dre on the right #rack ‘eco-
omically." .

The state of mind developing
in the left wing of the British
Labor Party, as it revealed itself
at'the Margate congress, is én-
couraging. At the very least ‘it
indicates that there is a wide-
open field for consistent and in-

telligent socialist education, Withes

a large body of men and woraen
who are anxious to find a way
out of what they feel to be the
blind alley into which the BLP
leadership is getting them both
on the domestic and international
fields.

Local - -

specter of wildeat strikes against
lousy umpire decisions haunts
the Reuther regime. A real drive
against the “Reds,” kicking them
cut of the shop (“legally,” to be
sure) may intimidate the auto
workers, and bring a period of
peace!

Perhaps the Reuther leader-
ship believes that by redoublmg
its blows at the Stalinists in the
UAW, it may avoid some of the
unpleasant consequences of the
witechhunting  atmosphere. - in
America. There are many s:gns
that say the contrary.

Even in the UAW, the very a'l'-
mosphere incited by the Stellatos
works against the Reuther ‘broth-
ers and fheir closest ‘assdciates.
They are cursed ‘as "socialisfs®
with the same vigor #hat “they
curse the Stalinists!. In one cdse,
the victim -is Emil Mazey, ‘about
whom ‘ACTU is having a field day,

Local wunion politicians ‘@re
quick to catch on. Only last-week,
Al ‘Mussilli, president of Ford
400, decided to grab himself some
riewspaper space and mdke his
insecure regime more secure. He
announced a loyalty-oath ‘pre-
gram in Ford 400. What local tn-
ion president will be next?

In Michigan, perhaps the Re-
publican Party will have a hard-
er time saying that the “sociale
ists” in the UAW have captured
the Democratic Party and Govér-
nor Williams is their stooge, 'if
the Reuther leadership says ‘it
isn’t socialist, and besides, lobk
what it is doing to the “Commu-

nists”? Perhaps—but then look ﬂ

what happened to George Ed-
wards, when he ran for majyor
and the opposition gave hlm a
smear campaign. . . ..

How can the UAW appear ‘as
a champion of democratic rights
when it permits its own Senator
McCarthys to have a field day
and run riot within the unhion?

By LEON TROTSKY
Marxism -
in the
United
States

35 Cents.......Order frem
Independent Socialist Press .
4 Court Square
Long Island City 1, N. Y.
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~ Gan Students Think for Themselves?

Univ. of Calif. Authorities Raise the Question and a Stm!ent Editor Replles

ly MAX SHACHTMAH

Congratulations to the editor of the Daily
Californian!

The Daily Californian is the newspaper of the
Associated Students of the University of California
in Berkeley. One of the regulations of the uni-
versity, No. 17, prohibits off-campus organizations
from “meetmgs or events which by their nature,
method of promoting, or general handling, tend to
involve the university in political or sectarian
religious activities in a partisan way . ..” Invoking
this regulation, H. E. Stone, dean of students has
just ruled against the request of the Socialist
Youth League that it participate in the Activities

Day exhibit, while allowing the participation of .

the Inter-Faith Council, which represents a number
of religious groups.

“] do not consider,” explained Dean Stone,
ithe Inter-Faith Council sectarian in any sense of
the word. If there were some kind of political
council representing all off-campus political groups
we would certainly consider allowing them to par-
ticipate.” c

The commentary by the editor of the Ddily
Californian—to be exact, of one of the editors,
Louis Bell—is worth reproducing extensively. After
some light remarks about the Socialist Youth
League and Trotskyists in general—very faceti-
ous, very whimsical and in the standard college
tradition—Bell has the following to say about
Stone’s ruling against the SYL under Regulation

17.
Are Students "Gullible"?

“There’s just one joker. The Trotskyists might
be rizht and the rest of us, perish forbid, might be
wrong, Nowadays we find ourselves almost in-
stinctively usmg hushed reverent tones in speaking
of people who in their own lifetimes were generally
cons:dered dangerous, heretical or—if they were
lucky—just plain foolish. We're not saying the
Trotskyites will ever enter that category. Chances
are they won’t; but no one can be absolutely sure.
One of the stxongest arguments for.free speech is
that nobody has a straight pipeline to the truth.
We can often make a pretty reasonable deduction
and. use it as a reliable working basis for further
action; but we can never be sure that nothing will
come along to upset our former deduction and
show it up as an obsolete rule ‘of thumb.

“We think the university should encourage all
Political groups to promulgate their views in the
best. way they are able. The only possible argument
against this view—if we grant the validity. of the
‘free marketplace of ideas’ concept for the nation
as a whole—is that students. are too immature to
form political judgments without firm guidance
from the powers that he.

" “Sf course we recognize that under Rule 17 it
woull have been impossible to permit the. Sociglist.
Yout:: League to recruyit. members .qn campys. The
Interfaith.. qmeal' s.booth was guother. matter: that.
qrgcmmﬂkq is. re!i&i“qgs end .not sectarian, We do,

not condemn Dean Stone for refusing to violate a
mniversity; regulation. We do, however, condemn the.

. idea behind that regulation itself—the idea, thgt.
students must be. protecied against their supposed. .

gullibility.

" %“But in days when professors aren’t suppased .

to have ideas, perhaps it's too much to.ask that
students be allowed. to have. them.”

At a time when the principles.and traditions of
democracy and academic fredom are being so
cynically or hysterically battered on the head, in
the name (it goes without saying) of the defense
of ‘demagcracy and academic freedom, the views ex-
ppessed iby-Mr. Bell are as.commendable as_ they,
are rare,Fhat it requ:mcourage- and :forthright-
ness today to voice these views, which were com-
monly accepted-only a few years ago by everybody
who professed the slightest respect for democracy,
is an emphatic reminder of how far reaction has
spread: in the country ds a whole, and the uni-
versities .as well, and how few remain to resist
openly the vileness. of the intimidation and perse-
eution campaign. To read what this student editor
writes is a cheering relief from the baseness and
aophlstry of the ‘“democratic” promoters of the

campaign and of the apologists for it~

..s_;;ufg&mn, in Panic

In the best of cases—and they are a dwindling
numher—the argument against full freedom of

pelitical views in the schools and universities is
based.on the idea,-as. Bell so pointedly writes, “that
s,g.ldents are tog immature to form pelitical- judg-
ments without. fitm gmdance from the powers- that
‘be.” The argument is at once an insult to every
student who has any sel-respect, a complete de-
miolition of the democratic conception of aeademic
freedom, and a confession by the very ‘‘powers-
that-he” of their mablhty or fear to confront con-
flieting political views.even under conditions where
the overwhelming weight of all mind-shaping
institutions in the United States is on their side
of the conflict.

The “powers-that-be" give every appearance of
being gripped .ot -their. bowels by a_ sirong. feeling

of panic. If that were all that is involved, it would

remain their problem, and = pitying contempt would
be all they deserved. When- they #ranslate their
panic into a drive to intimidate and gag and fetter
non-conformist political views, it is no longer their
problem but the problem of everybody, students
included.

In the universities, it is not only students
whose rights are trampled but teachers as well, and
in this case the two inevitably go together. As Mr.
Bell writes, ironically but still pointedly, “in days
when professors aren’t supposed to have ideas,
perhaps it’s too much to ask that sudents be allowed
to have them.”

The University of California is notoriously in
the depths of the “loyalty-oath” swamp. Only
recently,.a number of members of its faculty were
dismissed, not even under charge of being Stalin-
ists but because they had enough self-respect,
dignity and strength of conviction to refuse to be-
smirch their names by signing them under the
yellow-dog oath. The new academic freedom ob-
viously means that teachers have the unrestricted
right to teach what they are told to teach and that
students have the unlimited right to hear and
reflect on the views of everybody who is not gagged.

Argument for the Kindergarten

Every moderately intelligent child now knows—
and  this means that a dean of studentg in so
eminent an institution as the University of Cali-

- fornia surely ought to know—the simple argument

behind rules like Regulation 17 which are withering
the intellectual life of one university after another.
They are not directed against the propagation of
religious views or against stirring up religious
controversies. They are part and parcel of the
red-baifing drive and of nothing else. And the
argument is—Mr. Bell states it perfectly—that
“students are too immature to form political judg-
ments without firm guidance from the powers that
be.”

Stated even more directly, the argument is
this: Stalinists—or what is anything but the same,
socialists—should not be allowed to present their
views to students because the “clevexr” or “tricky”
in which these views are pre_sented are ca_lcul_ated
to win over students whose immaturity in political
matters does not immunize them sufficiently against
these “tricks” and “demagoguery” and the like.
This holds for the infant in kindergarten and for
the grown man in the university.

But if the student's mind—the mind of even the
uniyersity student—is too feeble to judge intelli-
gently the merits of political q_unﬂons. ‘what makes
that mind so keen and perspicacious as to enable it
to judge intelligently scientific questions, to say
npthing of matters of religion? The_ student is sup-
.posed to be able to cope, more or less nbly and
confidently, with all the natural uience:. inclnding
the. complex mysteries of the uhm and nuclear
ﬁsslqa. Tll;re is no ban on his Inl;lg ‘presented with
views on such matters, on campuy: or off.

He is Iikewise supposed to be able to cope, more
or less ably and adequately, with the problems
posed by religion and religious institutions. These
tell. them all about the Almighty, who presides
over the . entire yniverse, and. is, according:to all
religious assertion, the Greatest Mystery of-all. If
such preachments_are presented, not by one religi-
qus sect at.a time, but by a comhms.tmn of them,
that is all right with Dean Stone, and nobody else
worries about the problem being too much, too
umgersally-embracmg, too mysterious for the im-
mature student mind to judge.

The Right to Listen

But when it comes to politics, which is the
science that deals with all the basie problems of
the society .which all of us, students included, .live
in, which affect all of us, students included, so
vitally; which are visible and tangible and alter-
able by ordinary. human beings, and which are
aoften dominated by mdlv:duals who would be hard
put to it to pass a “maturity test’”—then the stu-

_dent is promptly told:

“This is not-for you! Your mind: is still too.
weak! Gullible child, you will be taken in by the
smooth tongue of the Reds! Therefare we, whose
maturity and wisdom is shown every day by the
magnificence of our political achievement in this
country, and all over the world, will save you from
your own stupidity. We. will put the- heretical
groups beyond’ ‘the pale of the universities, and
even out there we. will see.to zt‘. that the.lr tongues
do not wag and their pens do not write.”

The denial- of-the right to speak. is. two-sided. It
is also the denial of-the right to listen. The han on
the Socjalist Youth: League in lerl(eley is therefore
a _ban an every student. The League is told what it
can say (what it cannot say) and all the students
are told what they can listen to (what they cannot
listen o).

-Both rights are equally precious and elementary.
If professors are not supposed to have ideas, says
Mr. Bell sardonically, perhaps it is toe much to
ask that students be allowed to have them. Not at
all!, They can have them and must.have them. But
for that they must have their rights. And rights
can be kept or won only by fighting for them.

BOOK REVIEW

‘Year of the Oath’

THE YEAR OF THE OATH. The
Fight for Academic Freedom ct
the University of quifomm. By
George R. Stewart, in Collabqr«
tion with other Professors at the
University _a.f California. New
York: Doubleday & Co., 150 pages.

By ROBERT MAGNUS

The Year of the Qath is a small
bock put out in the heat of the
loyalty-oath controversy between
the regents and faculty of the
University of Califernia.

Except for George Stewart, au-
thor of Storm and Rain, the au-
thors remain anonymous, but by
style and attitude the work is
obviously the result of a com-
promise among the various con-
tributors and thus represénts a
“moderate” anti-oath point of
view in-the faculty.

There is a chapter. based on
interviews and personal exper-
iences which assesses with pro-
‘fessorial calm the considerable
damage done to the professors’
collective psyche during the strug-
gle and other wonderful tidbits
which are well worth reading.

LARGER ASPECTS

The best, however, is still to
come: In several incisive and
colorful chapters the authors ex-
amine what they term “the larger
aspects” of the oath controversy.

A chapter appropriately named,-

“You Too Can Have a Loyalty
Oath,” gives a selection of cases
of infringement of academic free-
dom which have been investigated
by the American Assaciation of
University. Professors and warns
other faculties that ‘“Academic
freedom is most often in danger
when the professor is less con-
servative economically and pol-
itically. than are the regents.”

The authars go on to describe
the part. played: by loyalty eaths
in stifling the universities of fgfpls}
Maly end Germany. (Why they
hgve. left out. Stalinist -Russia it is
difficult: to. say.) This sectian can
be best summed up, perhops, by o,
speech of ome of their German,
eellugm “This is the. way it be-
gins, The firs? ogth is so gentle
thot_one.con scarcely.notice any-
thing at which to take e:cigg_ﬂog,
The. sext aath is stronger!’

And finally there is. included,
to c.hmh -the. argument, .a pro-
£easm-m denunmatmn of Regent

Gianmm, son of the.late
A. Glanmm and president of
the Bank of America, who de-
clared during the April ‘21 re-
gents’ meeting, “I WANT TO
ORGANIZE. 20TH CENTURY
VIGILANTES, -WHO WILL
UNEAR TH COMMUNISTS
AND. COMMUNISM IN ALL
THEIR S__QRDID ASEBECTS,
4 IF NECES-

SARY.” )

After a fairly thorough exami-
nation of the system of control
by regents, the professors discov-
er that “the: lawyer-executive-
banker; complex thus at the very
least includes. more than two
thlrcls of the appomtlve regents
since 1920, and in its wider im-
plications -includes all: of them
ezcept for a small- and scattered
group.”

.DEEEAT BY .COMPROM]JSE.

The final section of: the book
takes up the questloh‘ What
Should We Do About It? The an-
swer is incisive and—completely
inadequate: reform the regent
system. The professors are on
the right track when they de-
mand a more Trepresentative
Board of Regents which would
include labor, small business, pro-
fe,ss:mml:s,l ete., but their' ap-
proach is utopian; for they think
that “the regents should propose

an amendment to the Constitu-
tion of the State [whichk] if. en-
dorsed by the faculty, would
probably be wholly unopposed
and would be adopted without
difficulty. In the end, the regents
should reform themselves.” {Em-
phasis mine—R. M.)

As the authors have to qdm:l'.
however reluctantly, the faculty
and academic freedom suffered a
defeat. At the time this book
went to press, a postscript was
added bring the controversy up
to July 23, 1950. It is abvious from
the entire contents of the book
that the authors ex,peqlgd the com-
promise of April 21 to. stand, The
subsequent reversal by the regenis
and the present tragic state of the
University of California is eloquent
testimony fo their nearsightedness’
and the failure of compromise as
a method of fighting for ucudemn:
freedom.

The professors agreed, in the
April compromise, to replace the
special oath by its equivalent in
their employment contract, and
to give those who refused to sign
the contract a trial before the
Faculty Committee on Privilege
and Tenure. They had also, how-
ever, already agreed that Commu-
nists should not be allowed .to
teach. The purpose of the com-
mittee was, therefore, to ferret
out Stalm_lsts and recommend
their dismissal, while retaining
the - good” professors who re-
fused to sign for conscientious
reasons. Since the Stalinists,
however, had already signed the
oath (while telling others not to
do so), this was their Achilles
heel.

Once having traded academic

freedom for faculty rights and
tenure privileges they had lost
the battle.

On August 25 the regents, hav-
lng worn the :Eacnlty down by
denunciation, pressure and pub-
licity, reversed themselves once
more and demanded of the non-
signers: sign or get out. The
“ecompromise” had- been nothmg
but a &toppmg—oﬂ' place for a
complete. rout.

TIMELY WARNING

As of the beginming of the fall
semester, the damage has heen
considerable; . More than: eighty
teachmg assistants- and. lecturers
—ijpnior faculty members—have
remgneﬂ or been fired; while 21
faculty non-signers have ot only
been ‘refused their salafies but
will not be able ta teach 43 courses
that had been scheduled for this
semester. As the student news-
paper, The Daily Californian,
puts it: “Not only will hundreds
of students have to rearrange
their programs to find other see-
tions in giant-size lecture classes
like philosophy 6A ‘and Eng]lsh
46A; many courses just won’t be
given at all.” :

After all the hue and cry
about Communism, only two per-
sons, a teaching assistant. and a
female piano player, were dis-
missed from the university for
being Communists. The former
had left the Stalinist.camp about
three years before, while: the
piano player refused to answer
questions. Both were summanly
dismissed.

The “world’s largest university™
has now been blacklisted by. the
American Psychological Assecia-
tion, denounced by the American
Mathematical Society’s governing
council, and is going to be inves-
tigated by the American Associa-
tion of University Professors. Let
this, he a timely warning to these
who begin their "defense” of aca-

emic freedom with the statement:

he best way #o keep Cnmmu-
nlaheltq:!_tlu university is. . . ."
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The Berkeley $YL Starts Off New Term -

BERKELEY, Calif, Oct. 5—Berkeley Unit of the Socialist Youth

The Indepea_denl' Socialist League- League has gotten off to a good start at the University of California

stands for socialist democracy and
ogeinst the two systems of exploita-
tion which'now divide the world: capi-

talism and Stalinism.

Cdpitalism cannot be reformed or
liberalized, by any Fair Deal or other
deal, so as to give the people freedom,
abundance, security or peace. It must

this semester. . i
. During the registration period many thousands of LABOR ACTIONS
. “were distributed to the students, as they have been during the last
two or tliree yéars. The paper has established quite a reputation for
itself among the students because of its forthright stand on civil
‘Tiberties' and its excellent analytical and socialist articles. A very
large number of the students know it 'by name and many of them are
sympathetic to ‘one degree or another to its general socialist approach.

During the first week of school, the Student Socialist, local paper .

of the SYL, appeared with an improved format. It contained articles

on the Korean war, academic freedom and the Independent Progressive

be cobolished and replaced by a new party of California, and was accepted and highly praised.

social system, in which the people own
ancl control the basic sectors of the
economy, democratically controlling
their own economic and political des-

tinies.

S%glinism, in Russia and wherever it

holds power, is a brutal totalitarian-

ism—a new form of exploitation. Its

agents in every country, the Commu-

nist Parties, are unrelenting enemies
of socialism and have nothing in com-
mon with socialism—which cannot ex-

ist without effective democratic con-

‘These two camps of capitalism and

Stalinism are today at each other’s
$hroots in a world-wide imperialist ri--

valry 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.
Incependent Socialism stands for build-

ing and strengthening the Third Camp

of the people against both war blecs.

The ISL, as a Marxist movement, .°

looks $o the working class and its ever-
present struggle as the basic progres-
sive force in society. The ISL is organ-
ized %o spread the ideas of socialism in
the labor movement and among aH
other sections of the people.

A% the same time, Independent So-
cialists participate actively in every
struggle to better the people’s lof now
—such as ¥he fight for higher living
standards, against Jim Crow and antis
Semitism, in defense of civil liberties
ancl the trade-union movement. We
seek to join together with all other
militants in the labor movement as @
le#t force working for the formation

of an independent labor party un,_d__

other progressive policies. ;

The fight for democracy and the
figh? for. socialism are insepgrub‘lpf-
There can be no lasting and genuine
democracy without socialism, and
$here can be mo socialism without de-

_ mecracy. To enroll under this banner,

join he: Independent Socialist I.._eu_g_ue!

trol by the people, e i A

INTERESTED?
Get
acquainted
 with the
Independent
Socialist League—
4 Court Square
Long Island City 1
New York
1 I want more information about the . -
—-ideas of Independent Socialism and
the ISL. e T
') 1 want’to join ths ISL.

Name .,..

Last Tuesday the SYL tried to get a booth on campus during the
semi-annual Activities Day festivities. The University of California, .
through a special regulation of the Regents, prohibits “sectarian re- =

ligion” and “partisan political” activities on campus. It was suddenly
announced that off-campus groupg would be allowed to participate,
but it was soon discovered that the dean of students had allowed
only religious groups (under the guise of an organization called the
Inter-Faith Council) to openly propagate their ideas and to recruit
to their organizations. 5

The SYL was again refused participation after a personal inter-
view with the dean and immediately lodged a complain which was
written up on the first page of the Daily Califernian. On the follow-
ing day, an article by a member of the Daily Californian staff ap-
peared as-an editorial on the whole question, supporting the SYL's
right but also containing rather silly and superficial remarks on
“Trotskyism.” A letter in answer has not yet been published in the

paper.

Attack McCarran-Kilgore "Liberals™

On the Friday of the second week of school the Socialist Youth
League held a very well-attended street meeting on, “Civil Liberties
and the War,” which took up the McCarran bill, the academic-freedom
struggle at the university, and the Warren loyalty oaths imposed on
all public employees of the state 'of California. st

This was a much more sympathetic audience than the one which
had attended the previous street meeting which analyzed and attacked
the imperialist nature of.the Korean war. ’ :

The MecCarran bill was analyzed in terms of the need-for “national

. unity” during a reactionary war and in relation to the panic sweeping

the country and manifesting itself in the “preventive war” ideology
of some of the nation’s major political and military figures.

_~'The audience of 250-300 students and faculty members (including
some Students for Democratic Action members who were present)
were particularly impressed by the speaker’s forceful attack on the
“totalitarian liberals” who had sponsored and voted for the Kilgore
“liberal” concentration-camp bill. The ADA fraction in Congress (in-

-- cluding Humphreys and Paul Douglas) were subjected to a.merciless

criticism’ and- the local SDA was publicly invited to defend before
the Students the actions of its congressional fraction. ‘

* The general effectiveness of the meeting was attested to by the
speed with which the cops cleared the area after the end of the speech.

For the first time in many years informal sidewalk discussions after‘_‘

the meeting -were prohibited. 3

The first. two weeks of activity ended with a Friday night dis-
tribution to a Bay Area meeting of thé CP’s Labor Youth League., The
Stalinists have definitely failed to build a youth movement ‘in this
area. The hall, designed to hold over 200 persons, contained about
60 persons, 50 per cent of whom were Stalinist greybeards. The
number of innocents and sympat’hizers who showed up was amazingly

small,

‘Books for Germany: Help Build Socialism!

=y From many parts of Western Germany we have received requests

for Marxist literature IN ENGLISH. Books and pamphlets by Trot- .

sky, Lenin, Marx, etc., are in urgent demand, but any- Marxist works
are needed. Almost none of this literature is available at present, All
books and pamphlets contributed will be widely circulated.

Help rebuild Germany’s socialist movement! Send us your unused
or duplicate copies of any and all. Marxist literature, or any you can
spare, They will be forwarded immediately to those who wiil-n'ﬁj
g_obd use of tﬁ_em. _ : —

Send theni to: LABOR ACTION (Attention: H. Judd), 4 Court Square,
Long Island City 1, N. Y. :
~ ' . s

LABOR ACTION
lﬂe’pﬁﬁl’f Socialist l_'lf‘illf &

Vol. 14, No. 42 October 16, 1950

Publishéd 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. Y. 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, Lo

_ Editor: HAL DRAPER 5 3 ¢t
Assistant Editors: MARY BELL and L. G. SMITH
Business Manager: L. G. SMITH
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Opinions and policies expressed in the course of sigm_d.uﬂiq_lu
17 " by contributors do not ily represent the views of

" jon. The casé is still dragging om,

- with the company, which in 1944
.-against the union that martial law
~was-declared in its area.-
-Democrats
" tional ‘convention, a tempest 6 was

. the leadership (including Norman
Thomas) which would permit SF.

o
. . :...Labor Action, which are given in editorial statements, -

" was voted down by the delegates’

-| .FOURTH REICH—MADE IN U. S. A, by

Carolus. (The Nation, October 7.} 3

The Nation’s correspondent in \E@j;___(’_;grrgégy

alism—*made in U. S. A.” because of Washing:

“ton's foreign policy. He quotes a German manu-
‘facturer gloating: “They need us. They need us
badly. If they had listened to Hitler they wouldn't
be in that mess in Korea. It serves them right.
And now they want us to pick their chestnuts out
of the fire.” Such men (and their big brothers)
are coming back under American toleration.

Important officials and military men of Ade-

nauer’s government more and more raise the de-

. mand for a rehabilitation of the Nazi generals,

war leaders and officer corps. The. latter “are

. cleaning their old uniforms, getting out their
.: swerds and decorations.”

puts the spotlight on the Aqu\'icaﬁ-fbsterbt;'l"fl‘é—'(‘

; > J N O dasdng s )
surgence of reactionary and even pro-Nazi nation. the mark

— S o pea Toud e
“Meanwhile business is booming. Pricés aré’
rising; sto ks are rising. Dr. Adenauer, leader of
the bloc offbourgeois parties, declares that 'social -
_peace’ is prerequisite of a successfuldefénse-"
Zagdinst the East. No new wage demands, though”
‘purchasing power is'steadily fallitg! ..
arprising - that strike movements are

‘Itiis not

getting un@er way, “the" first expression of the. |~

workers’ strength since 1933. Any real resistance *
to a Commmnist dictatorship and invasion from

the.East t be based on the workers; yet em-
ployers still seem to think labor exists only to be
exploited, dnd the demands of its representatives
in the Socidl Democratic Party, the second strong-

est German party, are repulsed and despised....
i y are still the strongest party in the
province [¢f Rhineland-Westphalial, a coalition
parties. has barred them from the

-

French Metal Workers Union Declares _Aig'ainsi' Both War Blocs

since it ‘seized power.”
gitional reason fostering discontent this

©One of the big problems of the French labor
movement since the war has been the fact that the
anti-Stalinist unionists have been split up into three
different national federations while the Stalinists
control the largest, the General Federation of Labor
(CGT). . )

The metal workers unions of two of the anti-
Stalinist federations are now negotiating for re-
unification—a hopeful step toward coniplefe unmity
of the anti-Stalinist unions. These are the metal
workers of the Federation of Autonorhous Unions,
which number some 10,000 members in the Paris
region, and the larger Force Ouvriere.

The leadership of the Force Quvriére is old-line
reformist and pro-U. S. in its foreign-policy orienta-
tion. The independence of the Autonomous union is
revealed, however, by the following resolution which
it has just adopted: o B N

“The Federation of Autonomous Unions of Metal
Workers, faithful to the French workers’ tradition,
declares its profound attachment to peace.

“It denounces the partisan attitude of the leaders .

of the big trade-union .federations who betray the
workers' aspirations by supporting the ideologies of
the opposing blocs, according to their political pref-
erences. ) ) )

“The workers cannot associate themselves with
either of the blocs against the other; they can only

- unite with the workers of the entire world for

peace. N
“The false apostles of peace, by making them-
selves apologists for either bloc, have in fact already

chosen war. They accept inhuman conditions of ex- .

jstence -in the name of ephemeral liberty for the
workers. ’ ; i

“What the workers want is an amelioration of
their living conditions, which neither the totali-
tarian nor the capitalist regimes can bring them.”

L] .
Inside Spain
. A Worldover Press correspondent recently re-
turned from Spain reports that “any unbiased, in-
formed report must show that Franco's regime is
losing ground at a faster rate than at any time

has been the large number of pil-
ng to Italy for the Holy Year, who have
“Spain and through their contacts with
the population brought news to the.people. These
pilgrims came from ‘all countries of the world. "

“Theé most pessimistic opponents of Franco inside
the coufifry are convinced that 80 per cent of the'
people dre against the regime. The optimists put the
percentage at 90."

As often-happens with a regime in decay, the
disaffection :which presses from below also sends
cracks throtigh the tops. Not only do “workers re-
main discontented despite superficial steps taken to
woo . them.”‘Also: ‘Lately, discontent has been
spreading rapidly among high military men and in

. the Catholic.Church, Cardinal Pla y Deniel, primate

of Spain, demanded publicly in a pastoral letter the
abolition of press censorship. . ..” And the pope con-
spicuously: demonstrated his sympathy with the
monarchist-festoration. rivals: of: Franco by giving

norsito-two sons of former King Alfonso
Frdnco'ggwife when she visited Rome on 2
Holy Year pilgrimage.

“Asked why, if this is so, the regime still holds on,
Spanish observers. give these answers: (a) There is
no oppositien personage as a -leader, no organized
political group, which now offers a campelling alter-
native to support; (b) No one wants another civil
war; (¢). The downfall of Franco can be brought
about eventuially by continued’ withholding of sup-
port from. abroad.” g

1% is to Be surmised that what these observers, so
quoted, have dn mind is merely a political everturn
which would get rid of Franco and his Falangists in
favor of o new regime with o more democratic
facade, without changing anything affecting the lot
of the Sponish workers and peasants. For this there
‘may- be: no. "opposition personage' or "organized
political group.” But of all the totalitarian countries
in the world. Franco Spain has perhaps the strongest
and best drganized revolutionary socialist under-
ground, led by the POUM (Workers Party of Marxist
Unity). ¢

| ot in the

In'the Long
Run-around

In 1937 the Weirton Steél Com-
pany of West Virginia was brought
before the NLRB by the steel un-
ion_for sponsoring a company un-

after 13 years.

'This . Sepiember, the Steel
Workers once again petitioned the
NLRB for a bargaining session
violent ~warfare

waged such

At the Socialist Party’s last na-
stirred up.by the' propesal of

support to “liberal”- Democrati_c gountries.
Party candidates. The resolution: "
" year's-notice.

in what was advertised as & per-
sonal: defeat for Thomas' leader-
ship of the .party. 7
But this was the Socialist Party
at work, wheére corventions. pass
resolutions and the actual party .
line is dietated by Thomas, |
The Chicago press is now rin-
ning advértisemgnts for the: “In
dependent Citizens Committee for
the Re-Election of Congressman
Barratt O’Hara.” Among the “gar-
tial list of sponsors” printed injthe
“ad are to be found the name§iof:-
two National Commiittee members:
of the SP, Maynard Ktueger and
Martin- Diamond. S

Efernif)f_ i
A new treaty between India?nd P

- Nepal calls for “everlasting peace. |-
and friendship” between the

- It may be terminated on

Nexi —
A 'l_.abor Party!

by Jack Ranger

A Hard-Hitting, Meaty
Presentafion of the Need
for an
Independent Labor Party
25 cents
Labor Action Beok Service

4 Court Sqaare .
Eong lIstand City 1, N. Y.

-

The BEST recent book
on-the labor movement—

- "The UAW and
i -..Wthel_'-Reul'her“

& - by ;
_Irving Hewe. and B. J. Widick

$300 . . - . Rondoem House
~ Order from:
Labor Action Book Service

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

Order from: |
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THE. PRO-TITOISM OF THE SOCIALIST LEFT—12 .

K.

g

Tito’s UDBA and the Police-State Regime

s

i 3 L]

By HALDRAPER 5 s ) _
'} We Have shown that Tito’s regime holds #o its totalis

without any sign of modification. It may be claimed that the’

only verbal hangovers; that in practice ‘they are really
“democratizing” the country. il

Whatever other evidence for this claim. we will have to take up,
including decentralization and “workers’ courncils” (which have noth-
ing to do with democratization), there is certainly not a scintilla of
evidence for any relaxation of ‘the police-state regime in the country.
The State Security Police—Tito’s GPU—known by its initials as the
UDBA (formerly OZNA) and headed by Minister of Interior Alek-
sandar Rankovic, is no verbal hangover.

Just-as the Russians are experts at dealing telling prepaganda blows
at democratic pretensions in the West, in the standard pot-and-kettle
manner, so also since the Cominform split the Titoists have become more
and more free with slashing attacks on Moscow-style democracy. And
the pro-Titoist apologists of the socialist left have filled columns by
proudly exhibiting these demagogic truths as evidences of Yugoeslav
democratic thinking!l.

. That the Yugoslavs have been telling cutting truths about the
Russian regime is undoubted. That they are demagogic is to be seen
by merely remembering to ask the same question as when Vyshinsky
(for example) inveighs against Western democracy: Well, Mr,
Speaker, how do these truths apply to YOUR country? -

One of the best cases in point (because it was given such an
adulatory build-up in the pro-Titoist press), was Tito’s speech before
the National Assembly on June 27 last. One section particularly de-
lighted the boys. Tito was speaking about the failure of the state to
“wither away” in Russia. The sole function of the state which is still
necessary, he orated; is the army, whose weakening or strengthening
depends on external circumstances—

“To say that the functions of the state as armed force, not only
as far as the army is concerned but also as far as the so-called organs
of punishment are concerned [police, ete.—H.D.], are exclusively di-
rected against the outside world, is to say something which has truly
nothing in common with present reality in the Soviet Union. For
what is the immense bureaucratic centralist apparatus doing? Are
its functions djrected toward the outside world? What are the NKVD
[the GPU] and militia doing? Are their functions directed against
the outside world?”

Well, Mr, Speaker, what is your UDBA doing?
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"National Solidarity,"” But— i

We have set an arbitrary limitation in this series of articles—to
adduce evidence only -from the Titoists and good pr¢-Titoists them-
selves. It is a tough limitation at this point, but still the evidence is
sufficient.

Almost a year aftér the Cominform split, the Fourth International
Trotskyists still asserted “the undeniable existence of a police regime”
in Yugoslavia, What is a police regime? It is the existence of uncon-
trolled power over the people by a political police whose arbitrary
ability to arrest, jail or otherwise do away with opponents of the
regime is not subject to any democratic process of law. Has this
changed to any degree since the pro-Titoists decided that Yugoslavia
is a “workers’ state”? If so, the pro-Titoists have neglected to produce

any evidence whatsoever to show any change. On the contrary, they

have simply stopped talking about such matters, for the most part,
‘in their enthusiasm for “workers’ councils” and other precious bits of
democratic demagogy. :

We have said several times that Tito’s break with the Kremlin
was popular with the people. As-‘dgainst Moscow an overwhelming
majority of the Yugoslav people supported Tito and, I believe, still
support him in the same sense—aé against Moscow. This undoubtedly
temporarily affected the activities of Rankovie’s men but it did not and
could not lead Tito to relax the system by an iota. As Alexander
Werth, long a Stalinist fellow- traveler and now a Titoist fellow
_traveler, put it: ' :

"People talk and grumble much more freely [in Belgradel than they
would dare fo do in Prague or even than they were able to do in Bel-
grade two years ago. Nevertheless, Yugoslavia is a police state. Many
people are in prison, some still "awaiting trial' after more than two
years. In exacting food deliveries from the peasants, the authorities are
often ruthiess when they come across what they censider bad faith or
sabotage. But the general awareness of the 'Russian danger' appears
to have increased :national solidarity. The former middle class shows
less Kostility to the regime than before, and there is consequently much
less repression.’” (Nation, July. 22.).

-

Only UDBA Knows

That the amount of actual repression. necessary at any .juncture
is proportionate to the amount of active hostility to the regime may
make & pro-Titoist happy for. the nanee; that it permits socialists to

speak of the “democratization” of Tito-Yugoslavia is another mattér. *

The Yugoslav propaganda bureau in New York itself distributes-

a pamphlet which we mentioned last week, the report of a group.of .

fellow-traveling professors on Eastern Europe, headed by Professor,
Jerome Davis, The report mentions: g - : :

"We visited a number of penal institutions including Gabela. . . »

. Undoubtedly innocent people have been arrested in Yugoslavia, Under
the legal system they may be held for three months in jail without trial
and with the permission of higher authorities held for further periods.
In the jail which~dné-of us visited in-Sarajevo these awaiting trial
were so crowded that the people sat on the stone floor packed in like
sardines. . . . We were told there were many political prisoners. . . .

‘Who are these polifical prisoners? Of what crimes are they guilty?
How inany are there? Only the UDBA khows, Since we are limited to
‘pro-Titoist Sources we cannot’ answer these questions. The very fact
that they must be asked;-and cannot be answered, is-what charac-
terizes the police state in E?i’ugoslavia. : :

R e

ST T TR TR TR -

. tanan and purely Stalinist conceptions.on. state.and party - .

Yugoslav leaders’ forthright declarations on this peint are

-1s, practically eonchasive: §

- P . ° I
4 Th@ Titéis’tf’ -&ttempﬁ to account for thesefull jails runs up
-,agal‘nst ‘a contraidl_t_:%:oﬁ'-'whiéh exposes: theit demdfogy in devastating
manher, - <3 Gy - ‘ * FY SR :
'th‘{zt__.ij; ig‘jia*a-ComiEfo:m{;ts who fill the jails and prison camps. Read -
this, for examplg, ih:an apologia which seeks to reassure us. that the

< Tito regime does:not torture its opponents:

_ “Abs_or_nfely”_ trustworthy: wifnesses have also been able fo visit
camps where several hundreds of defenders of the Cominform, resolution.
are shut up; they have been able to ascertain the disintegration of the
current aroused by that reselution and the return to the CPY of ‘the
majority of those who made up the Stalinist base immediately .after

the break.” tEdil'priul in Quatriéme Internationale, May-July.]

Why are these “several hundreds” in the concentration canips?-
As “defgnders of the Cominform resolution,” we are told, with abso-
lutely no emphasis—just as if the description had read spies, sabo-
teurs, underground terrorists or would-be assassins of Titos The
same press yells with horror-struck indignation at the arrest, in the
Mosc(_)w-contolled countries, of men suspected of sympathy with-Tito
that is, of the very same “crinme” for which the “several I1undreds’:
actual_!y‘-seen by a “trustworthy witness” are “awaiting trial.” The
pro-Titoists’ boast is simply that they are not tortured but ‘put
through a “political re-education.”

"A Handful of Wretches"

. But tl}at is in passing. We are concentrating attention on the im-
pllez':l claim that the edge of the Yugoslav police state i turned
against pro-Cominforniism, which is supposed to justify it. :

; Yet, ”t. the same time, the Yugoslav leaders shout that only a
handful” of no-account good-for-nothings are pro-Cominform in the
whole country: E *

"Speaking today before 80,000 citizens of Belgrade, Aleksandar
Rankevic, secretary of the Politburo and minister of internal affairs,
stated that the blackimailing methods and pressure campaign of the
Informburo [Coniinform]l and the government of the USSR have caused:
no one in socialist Yugosiavia o waver except a handful of demoralized -
wretches who would waver inany difficult situation. In Yugoslavia,
he added, there are no such hardships as unemployment, unpaid wages,
or work stoppages:” [Yugoslav Newsletter, March 17.]

. (That Rankovic can speak authoritatively on the absence of strikes
is beyond doubt.) . R =

Tito says it’s a “small number”;

"Comrude.s. the small number of people in our couniry who' have
taken a position against our party and our people are traitors similar
to those who are outside our country. ., ." [Speech to the 3rd Congress
of the People's Front, April 9,"1949.1 Lok

(Note that the “crime” hé're'is specifically “taki ) R E
against . . .”) : : Pecieally: “takiig o pusition:

If ithe pro-Cominformists make up only a wretched handful,‘a
small number, why the immensé apparatus of the UDBA, its pobice
powers over the people, the existence of a secret-police apparatics of’
which the ?eople stand in dread no less than of Stalin's. GPU, the full
couceﬂtmﬁ}an camps, ete.? As Tito put it against Moscow: What is.the
QDBA doing? Are their fu?gcg-ions'directed against the outside world?

. That the' threat to Yugoslav independence from Russia is real goes '
without saying. But this real threat is the threat of military invasion.
Frqm this point of view the pre-Titoists can justify the regime’s mili-
tar'lsm. But the UDI}A’s sword is pointed internally. Even if-it is .
EI‘:.;T;:II' St};i;teﬂ;e;e is a st'rI-‘gng__ pro-Cominform movement . in - this

,” do our pro-Titoists apologi ito’ state—
or do they just try to wish it away? i d Spaters "
The Edge of the Sword .
_ But there isno strong. pro-Cominform movement (not.even that
pretext!) among the people, according to staunch pro-Titoist Louis’
Dalmas, who sells Tito’s wares in France. He describes the anti-Tito
opposition as 10:1_5 per cent of the population who are “frankly.
hostile to the regime, made up_of_the old ruling strata and exprbpri-'

ated kulaks.” He adds: “As to the pro-Cominform opposition, it vire

tually does not exist ; . .” [Les Temps Modernes, April.]

. We have no_doubt that the Cominform sends spies‘and saboteturs:

into _Yugoslav:a, but—as wé peint out about the vicious McCarran’

Law in the U. S.—a GPU apparatus is not necessary to deal;with -;hem.'
It is a totalitarian sword whose edge is directed ugulnﬁ n‘y_-d'l::

-ennfent among -the people—ANY discontent—and not only fei--:i:ufiiy

in the present but as terrorization for the future. '

. The reiteration of'the fellow travelers that malcontents in
this police state are only bourgeois and kulaks has a familar ring, It
was peddled by Louis Adamic, for example, when he was shouting-
hosa_n'nas- fpr I:.he Kremlin, and it is peddled by him now that he is.
retailing his sickening sPuff on behalf of Hero Tito. But he too lets
_the' cat out gf t}.]e bag as he reassures us that Yugoslavia is not a
police state, in his magazine Trends & Tides, spring issue:’ i

"l have not been everywhere, of course but where | | oo b
ot Ve : ' ‘e have been:
| have seen no. 'ferror.” There is a security police, to be sure, which 'wiu:
known ‘under the initials OZNA and is now called UDBA; but it goes
about its business af least ps wnobtrusively as the FBI in the U. 5. - -

* And that, litézally, is the bouquet thrown to the UDBA in Adapsic’s |

“fulsome -déscription’ of Titoist democracy! But it is not Aglan;'it_:_'s_lqnly

refutation of the pelice-stite “slander.” The following from'hi§ ‘pén
de e ® L

“But_this minority [bourkeois; kulaks, ete.], whick do#sti c
thgut_:]:'bpp_sit_iqn, is lefti alone. It-is not t.errorizeciI ’as sueg' gkith;mau;? ‘
thorities. People in this group are permitted to write: bellydéhing. |
letters; to Telalivgs is America, which put New. Yugoslavia in a. 5
bad light as nothing else could in the eyes of ‘the uniri"fd"i'-ﬁii'e“df}l E’ut\
that i3 about as far as individual oppositionists can go. Those who -
iry to practice active opposition inside Yugoslavia, which in -the. -
p_rfs_ent circumstances means counter-revolution, are charged wztk. )
beiiig agents of foreign: powers, of the West or the East, are :

- locked up so that they cannot sabotage sonie part of the Five Year -

Plan."- - - . i)
~ What.more need be saifl on the subject?

7 “(Next week: the Yugostav confession frials.) -

i e

i *‘-"'W's;r i-........ e

~One side of the contradiction consists of the- pro-TFitoists'~claim.
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Have They Lost Their Nerve?

" West Europe’s Capitalists Sit on Their Suitcases for Quick Getaway

By GORDON HASKELL ; .

United States foreign policy is directed at the
present time to one primary and immediate ob-
jective: to create a military machine which is
capable of meeting and containing the Russian
armed forces in Europe or at whatever other
point they might erupt outside the border of the
present Stalinist-controlled countries.

The creation of such a. force quickly is basic..
All political and ecohomic programs have to be

combined to serve that goal. When the Marshall -

Plan was adopted in April 1948, this aspect of
T. S. poliey was tactically subordinated to a pol-
icy of economically and politically bolstering re-
gimes which were tottering under the blows of
the war and the general decay of capitalism. At
that time what was feared most was internal col-
lapse and Stalinist political victory.

Now military strength comes first. But it is
clearly realized by all thinking persons that mili-
tary stren’gth can be built only on fairly solid
economlc and political foundations. At the very
minimum, there must be some confidence on the
part of the dominant ruling classes in the coun-.
tries involved.in their ability to continue to rule.
The will to continue to live must exist. Without
it, the famous instinct of self-preservation is
lacking. .

The will of the rulmg‘ class in Europe to con-
tinue to live (that is, to rule( is a psychological
reflection of ‘the degree to which the working
class and the mass. of the population retain con-
_ fidence in this ruling class. That is an abstract

way of saying that no country can build an effec-

tive army if the workers and farmers are so dis-
illusioned with their economic system, and so
opposed to the ruling class which is its chief
beneficiary, that they will not make the sacrifices
necessary to defend it.

Apathy or.Futility?
United States policy makers are being driven

frantic by the fact that in most of.Europe this is

exactly. the situation which prevails. All. their
plans, schemes, -subsidies, urgings and threats
bounce off.a stone wall. Or more accurately, they
_ are lost in the soft, dacqylng mass -of social de-
moralization which is ﬂ;com;mnymg the. decay
of European capitalism,

A report to the European Cooperation Ad-

ministration submitted recently - puts the matter'

as follows:

“Western Europe regards etself as pmctwally
- defenseless-and, whether from a feeling of apathy
ors:-futility, feels mo strong inclination to do
wmsch about it. The general feeling seems to be
that the United States should underwrite the
defense of Western Europe, and then the Eu-
vopean countries might consider the measures
they would be prepared to-take to defend them-
selves.,” (New York Times, Sept. 28.)

By and large the leaders of American poli-
t:eal thought do not. understand the.basic reason
for this apathy in Europe. Their chief reaction
is to denounce and threaten the governments. of
Eumpe, and to look for all kinds of ‘superficial
explanations for the problem. The Democratic
chairman of the Senate Foreign Relatigns Com-
mittee, Tom’ Connally, demanded in a recent

speech that the United States “put the pressure.
and the heat” on Western Europe to get them to-

make far greater military exertions than they
are willing to make.

*The same BCA report states: “While the
European Recovery Program has undoubtedly
assisted in bringing about.a spectacular economic
- recovery in.Euraope, it-seems all too-clear that it

has not produced the 'pol'z.twal. resolution neces- -

sqry to resist communism.”

No Confidence

-“The general apathy in Europe,” the report
states “stems also from the fact that no Eu-
ropean country hasany confidence in the capacity
of any other Eurepean country to contribute.to
European defense, . . . The European political
situation thus seems to be in a state of equilib-
rium at a low level, and, nothing is likely to- dis-

turb it without positive acts of leadership by the.

United States and the United Kingdom or the

emergence of an attitude in Europe that is radi-

cally different from that which it is at present.”

Quite naturally each European government
tries to _pass the buck to the others. Having no
resolution itself, it tries to blame others for the
general apathy. But this does not explain why no
gavernment in Europe has the courage to initiate
the necessary measures which would make the
creation of a powerful military machine possible.

The American capitalist class and its govern-
ment representatives do not suffer from the
paralysis of will which grips. their colleagues in
Europe. This is the obvious result of two closely
related factors: the tremendous economic power
which capitalism still retains here, and the con-
tinued allegiance of the vast majority of the
population which is purchased by this economic
power.

In the United States the large-scale armament

~ program which is proposed will, 4in the long run,

face the government and the capxtahsts with a
whole series of extremely difficult problems. Yet
the immediate effect of rearmament is to produce
a very_ profitable and exhilarating economic
boom. Far the workers, at this stage of the game,
rearmament has mnot yet meant . privations.
Rather it has meant wage increases throughout
heavy industry, vast expansion of job opportuni-
ties, a good deal of overtime pay.

I#'s Different in Europe

This does not make everybody happy. Jitteri-
ness over the atom bomb and a revulsion against
the idea. of another world war followmg so close-
ly after the last one are powerful political and
soeial factors in America. But so far the rearma-
ment program has not taken bread out of the
meuths of families or shoes off their feet.

In Europe the situation is altogether different.
Tom Connally can rave all he wants. All European

.governments know that any sigaificant military.

expenditures. will mean an immediate lowering

' of the already miserable standard of living of

the workers of Europe. They. know that large
numbers of these workers are already so dis-
affected that their present indifference or has-
tility fo their governments could-easily-be fanned
into active opposition by even the slightest at-
tack an their standard. of lixing.

‘A French government leader has told a
United States official recently that his govern-

“ment- would go out of power-if it appropriated

even those funds necessary to pay the additipnal

soldiers requived to use the. milifary equipment.

scheduled to be sent to France without charge

by the United States. under the rearmament -

program.
In Britsin, the. same feeling is prevalent.

The delegates at the Trades Union Congress. -

voted-to support the United: States in Korea, but

- at-the same time they refused to vote for a con-

tmuatlon of the wage freeze.. That is, their sen-

timents may be for the Korean war, ‘but they

lack the.degree of conviction on the matter which

is required to make them willing to accept the -

consequences of their sentlmente.

Waiting to Cut Bait
The ruling class in Western Europe is so

demoralized that considerable sections of it show
no.intention of even trying to defend the social

system which has supported them in luxury for -

a hundred and fifty years. They may still mumble
about it, but their deeds speak much more elo-
quently than words. Despite the high levels. of
production in most of Western Europe and the
tremendous profits. which.are still flowing.into
the pockets of the rich, they refuse to reinvest
their eapital in European industry.

Magny are sitting on their pucked suifcases,
wniﬁng for the first signs of ‘a major Russian
invasign to cut bait and run.. 'Ehoy have np inten-
¥ion.of sinking the maney. which they are still
squeesing out: of ‘the. workers .of Franee into
factories which. they are prepared #o -abandon
to_the Russian commissars without a fight.

They may still urge.the workers to sacrifice
and fight, but they ‘have no convietion -that- the
workers will heed them. They are not, waiting for
the advance of the totalitarian armies before
they feather their nests abroad. Since the be-
ginning of the: war in-Korea, which threw the

capltalxsts of Western Europe into a state of
panic, they have shipped over $300, 000,000. to
Uruguay alone.

Against the dead weight of this general
apathy and demoralization the American gov-
ernment is battling with an increasing sense of
futility. Billions and billions of dollars syphoned
into the European economies may continue fo
prop them up so that, like the fronts of a Holly-
wood movie set, they seem to be solid mansions.
It may even be possible to send over arms in
vast quantities, to dress men up in uniforms,
and to have them march and drive across the
countryside in impressive formations. But if al-
most no one feels he has anything for which to
fight, if even the ancient desire to defend home
and country against the foreign invader is lamed
by the feeling that there is nothing worth de-

fending, the military formations may well prove & __}

hollow shells which will crumple under the first
serious blows.
Rough Méasurement

To superficial persons the reason for the
lack of military and political will in Europe may

-appear to be simply a matter of effective mili-

!ary force in being. That is, the argument is
given that the Russian army is so powerful right
now that the peoples of Europe are convinced it
will roll over them before they have a chance
to prepare themselves.

The argument is invalid. Only one example
should suffice to destroy it. When the Finnish
government defended itself against the Russian
invasion in 1940, the disparity in strength was
tremendous. The same applies to the Greek de-
fense against Italy in World War II. Yet those
countries fought against apparently hepeless
odds with a deterniination and fervor which gave
their would-be conquerors no end of trouble.
The ruling class-of Finland organized the fight
and engaged actively in it. And despite the. tre-
mendous hostility towards them which lives on in -

the hearts of the Finnish workers (ever since >

the White-guard massacre of 1918), the latter
fought against the atta.ck by Stalinism.

That episode can give us a rough means by
which to measure the decay.of European society.
For this social system the capitalist class today
has little stomach to fight, and they do.not even
have the heart to try to get the working class to

" fight for them.

The Amerlcan government can do nothmg
about that. Tts: pohcy is.to.suppert these rotten.
and demoralized capitalists. all. over the wozld:
There is no one else in these-countries which the
Ameriean capitalist class can support, for good
reasons. Where a national ryling class. is not.
demoralized, as in pre-war Korea, it rules by-
virtue of imposing a police-state structure on
the whole society which-completely. alienates the
masses from both ifself and from its American
mentors.

The -American lebor movement . eoukl do
something about- this situation. But only if it first

tears-itself away from its political embrace with

Capital. An. organized American working.class,
standing independently -against the policies of -
its own rulers, could:offer support to the work-
ing peaple of:Euraope for the destruction of their
rotten social system and-for s replacement:by
a democratic socialist society.

The social revolution involved in bringing
such a society into existence -would deal such
heavy political. blows at Stalinism all over the
world that it would tremendously weaken Rus-
sia’s war-making potential. But if, under such
circumstances, the imperialist Russmn bureauc-
racy should: nevertheless attempt to fight the
world, the peoples of Eurepe wonld be willing to
defend their new society against’Stalinism. with
courage.and conviction, regardless of the mili-
tary odds.
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Pro and Con: Discussion on the War

"Neither Critical Support nor the Third Camp —
For the Independent, Socialist War against Stalin”

Comrade A. Rudzienski's reply,
below, comes to wus headed:
“Neither the policy of ‘eritical
support’ mor the ‘Third Camp,
but the independent, socialist war
against Stalin.”

By A. RUDZIENSKI

I have read the critical com-
mentary on my article on the war
question, and I fedr I have been
misunderstood. I am not an advo-
cate of the war; I am not an
adherent of “éritical support” for
the Yankee plutocracy. The war
is a fact and we must take it into
account and we must try to utilize
it for the interests of the world
working class in the best way
we can, Pacifism, -as always, is
a futile gesture which serves only
to still the conscience of the petty-
bourgeois pacifists, but it never
succeeded and never will succeed
in stopping a war. Marxists have
never been pacifists, and if they
sometimes have struggled against
a war it has been for the concrete
aim of conquest of power and
the accomplishment of the social
revolution.

War frequently ends in revo-
lution. If the recent world war
did not end in this way, this fact
was due principally to the enorm-
cus power of the Stalinist counter-
revolution which was able to en-
chain the workers’ movement,
and to the inter-imperialist al-
liance of the U. S. and England
with Russia whose first task was
to prevent the social revelution.

Now then: if in the next world
war the former allies move to-
~ward mutual destruction — that
ig, the war will end with the
total destruction of Stalinism

>~¥ and then with the weakening and

decay of American capitalism —
the social revolution would be its
logical consequence, since there
would be no reactionary power
which could resist it.

The prinecipal task of revolu-
tionary socialism mow, it seems
to me, i3 the total destruction of
Stalinism, and the next war enor-
mously enhances this probability.
There is nothing diabolical or
Machiavellian about this way of
thinking; it is a coldly logical
consequence of the objéctive sit-
nation.

Now a discussion is developing

on which better achieves this end:
the policy of the “lesser evil”
(eritical support), or abstract de-
featism and the “Third Camp.”
Though the policy of critical sup-
port seeéms more realistic, it sub-
ordinates socialism to the inter-
ests of capitalism and thus aban-
dons the future, giving it up in
favor of bourgeois démocracy. I

suppose that no socialist — not
Farrell, nor Erber, nor.Coleman,
even less Susan Green — wish

for such a solution.
only course which remains for
us is that of the socialist alterna-
tive against the camps of capital-
ism and Stalinism which are now
engaged in war. But the quixotic
‘gestures of dbstract defeatism,
however well intentioned, or of
negative pacifism, cannot ‘express
the socialist alternative. Our
principal task is the destruction
of Stalinist totalitarianism, in
order to then proceed to the strug-
gle against capitalism. The only
adequate strategy, it seems to
me, 18 an independent, socialist
war against Stalin, without ask-
ing or giving support to any-
body. This position seems to me
to be only a concretization and
extension of the defeatism adopt-
ed by the ISL with regard to
Russia, which claims to be the
“fatherland” of all the workers
of the world. Against “father-
lands” Marxists have always
adopted the attitude of defeatism,
and they should do so now, in the
first place against the “Stalinist
fatherland.”

If today Truman has to de-
clare his own war, a war for the
defense of capitalist interests,

arms” Stalin, that does not in
the least imply that socialists
have to break off their own war
and declare themselves neutral.

'On the contrary, they must wtil-

ize this opportunity, and open up
fire from the left while Truman

- attacks from the right. Thus the

probability of Stalin’s defeat in-
creases. This tactic is not iden-
tical with that of “eritical sup-
port,” nor does it at all commif
socialists to break off their own
struggle against capitalism. Of
course, capitalism ean utilize our

position for its own ends, but we .

also utilize its enormous strength
against Stalin. We are not “guil-
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ty” if the objective situation im-
poses such a policy upon us;

rather the responsibility falls on -

the shoulders of Stalinist reac-
tion.

The destruction of Stalinism as
a result of the next war will
liberate the greater part of the
world ‘proletarigt from the totali-
tarian yoke, and free great social
forces for the socialist struggle,
which will then be directly ‘be-
fore us, against a weakened cap-
italism. For Amagican capitalism
“the struggle against Russia will
be neither very short nor very
easy. Russia is not Korea. And in
Korea the job was not very easy
for the United States. The world
must be freed from the giant im-
perialist power and monopolies,
which must inevitably collide to
their mutual destruction. There
is mo other solution. The only
formula for the socialist alterna-
tive, it seems to me, is the INDE-
PENDENT, SOCIALIST WAR
AGAINST STALIN.

COMMENT:

ter as he does.”

Mark Twain Said It

“You see, my kind of loyalty was loyalty to one’s
country, not to its institutions or office-holders . . .;
institutions are extraneous, they are its mere clothing,
and can wear out, become ragged, cease to protect the
body from winter, disease and death. To be loyal to
rags, to shout for rags, to die for rags—that is a loy-
alty of unreason, it is pure animal; it belongs to mon-
archy, was invented by monarchy; let monarchy keep +
it. I was from Connecticut, whose constitution declares
‘that all political power is inherent in the people, and
all free governments are founded on their authority
and instituted for their benefit; and -that they have at
all times -an undeniable right to alter their form of
government in such a manner as they think expedient.”
Under that gospel the citizen who thinks he sees that -
the commenwealth’s political clothes are worn out,-and
yvet holds his peace and does not agitate for a new suit,
is disloyal; he is a traitor. That he may be the only
one who thinks he seeg this decay does not excuse him;
it is his duty to agitate anyway, and it is the duty of
the others to vote him down if they do not see the mat-

—Mark Twain in The Connecticut Yankee

What Does Independent War against Stalin’ Mean?

If our comments on Comrade
Rudzienski’s previous article rep-
resented -a misunderstanding,
then we can only say (on the
basis of his present article) that
we do not understand his views
at all. However, our readers
have his discussion before them
and can arrive at their own

- interpretation.
-against his former “comrade in:.

of ‘his statements differ from the
"Third Camp" view which he re-
jects as "gquixoctic." We do 'not
-understand how other statements
(the ‘most direct ones, it seems to
us) differ from “critical support.”
We do not understand -how -he
‘combines the two in one :article.

(1) Comrade Rudzienski
writes: “The only adequate strat-
egy, it seems to ‘me, is an inde-
pendent, socialist war -against
Stalin, without asking or giving
support to anybody.”

The only “independent, social-
ist war against Stalin” that we
know of today is that of the
underground revolutionary par-
tisans inside the Iron Curtain,
like the Ukrainian People’s Army.

As our readers know, we give .

enthusiastic suport to their strug-
gle. We not- only support such
wars dfter they have broken out

" (as “eritical supporters” do for

U. S. imperialism after Wash-
ington launches its army) but

call for such wars in advance .

(as the “critical supporters” of
the U. S. war against Russia do
not, in their own case).

If ‘this is the kind *of %inde-

Stalin” which Comrade Rud-
zienski is talking about, it has
rothing to do with the question
of attiude toward America’s war
against Russia, or specifically
the Korean war, which happens
to be the subject of the discus-
sion in LABOR ACTION.

WHAT'S INDEPENDENT?
On the 'contrary he seems to.
be arguing - that we American

socialists (or French, or Bl‘ltlsh

ete.) organize some kind of “in-
dependent, socialist war against
Stalin” — that is, a struggle
against Stalinism independent of
U. S. imperialism. If this means
a political struggle merely, that
is of course exactly what we do,
and again has nothing to do with
the question under discussion. If
this means an independent armed
struggle against Stalinism, the
idea is fantastic and cannot be
what he has in mind.

Of course, ‘every; time a socials.

socialist war against

ist movemen} has supported an
imperialist war (for "socialist"
reasons, naturally, and not for
bad imperialist reasons) it has al-
ways fried to tell itself that it is
acting "independently.” In prac-
tice, however, the only armed
force for it fo support against the
"enemy" is that of the imperialist
stote, and in practice (even with

- We do not understand how some -~ the best of intentions) it finds it-

self supporting that imperialist
state — reluctantly, with reserva-

tions, perhaps partially or incon-
sincerely _main-

sistently, often
taining that 1t still !ws "the revo-
lution" at heart or "up its sleeve,"
etc. This is "eritical support, " in
fact, in_practice.

But since Comrade Rudzienski
maintains that he is not for “crit-
ical support,” we mention this
cnly to list the possible meanings
of his phrase “independent, so-
cialist war against Stalin,” which
we -do not understand.

"OBJECTIVE"™ RESULT '

(2) Comrade Rudzienski places
much emphasis on thé “objective”
result of the ‘next world war ‘in
weakening both  Stalinism : and
capitalism. We_ think his-s¢hema
for the result of the war is .so
oversimplified as to offer little
-guide to reality; but we need not
expand on this point since the
prior -question is this: Assuming
be is entirely adequate on that

point, what conclusion follows.

for. political attitude toward the
war- now?

The First World ‘War -also
weakened both imperialist sides,
and  revolutions followed; but

‘how was this objective effect

(which was then too anticipated

‘by the Marxists) an argument

for supporting either side? The
Second World War had a more
eomplicated effect: counter-revo-
lutionary fascism was “totally
destroyed,” and its European
eapitalist opponénts were- weak-

.ened; but revolutions did not fol-

low: two states in the victorious
camp were -strengthened and be-
came new bastions of world reac-
tion. Comrade Rudzienski may
assure us that the immediate re-
sult of the Third World War
must be mutual destruction, and
he may also be right, but how
does that point to any kind of
support to either side?

(3) But Rudzienski, we must
again recall, says he is not for
any kind of support to either side.
One of his slogans seems to be:
first defeat Russia and -then deal
with: capitalism:: Would' it be mis-

vnderstanding to consider this.a
proposal for something like a
truce with capitalism (whatever
that means)? Or what does it
mean in terms of the practical
question of policy regarding the
Korean war or the next world
war?

Does ‘it, in any way, affect the
class struggle at home? Does it
mean supporting war budgets, or
war credits, or the like? Does if
mean .urging workers to buy war
bonds? Does it mean advocating
a warlike policy. by Washington
against Russia? Does it mean ap-
proval (however criticall of
America’s armed intervention in
Korea? Does it mean approval of
the maintenance of U. S. troops
in"Germany and othér U. S.-bases
in the world? Does it mean sup-

.port (however critical) .of the At

lantic ‘Pact or any alliance like
the Atldntic Pact? )
The list could be longer;:of
course, but if Rudzienski means
none of these things, then we,do
not understand why he thinks §l}&
ISL’ ““Third Camp" positior is
“quixotic” (which is, of coutsSe;
only ~another ' way of sayh!g"
u_wrongn). ,‘{\

~BESIDE THE POINT R

"(4) Comrade Rudmeﬁsk:s ap-
parent polemic against’ "abstract':
defeatism” and “pacifism” is be-
side the point since LABOR AC-
TION is not for the first (we
don’t even know what he nieans
by it) ‘and has often argued
against th€ second. We are not
pacifists; we are against imiper-
jalist war. We are not for sabo-
tage or military defeatism, which

_are possible positions only for

Stalinist supporters of thew mde
in the war.

We give no political supporl:
to either side in the war and séek
to build the independent social-
ist consciousness of the peoples
to get rid of both sets of inmiper-
ialist masters. We think that
Stalinism can be beaten political-
ly (whether Russia is conquered
militarily or not) only by an anti-
capitalist movement against Stal-
inism, not by a truce with cap-
italism or any kind of political
support to capitalism whatsoever,.
Our previous articles have, we
think, made this v1ewpomt very
clear. - e
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bosses,” without which no speech
in 1949 could be made, have now
disappeared from their vocabu-
lary.

Such, plitics has an irony of
jte own. In 1949 an ‘excellent bro-
chure entitled “Tiger in the
Streeta”’ was authored by Gus
Tyler, political director of the
ILGWU, and it served as cam-
paign weapon against the Demo-
cratic bosses in New York City.

Scarcely. a year later, the same -

~ Tyler is given the “honor” of
leading the entourages of Judge
Ferdinand Pecora, candidate of
the very, same Democratic bosses,

to the platform of the Liberal -

Party rally.

THIS IS TAMMANY

What has changed? Were Ty-
ler’s charges true one year ago
and no longer true today? Has
the tiger really changed its char-
acter? Has the tiger been house-
broken by the Liberal Party?
Read what Tyler wrote a year
ago, and compare it with the
situation today.

He wrote: “Let’s see what it
means when a city is run by the
machine. Let’s get the story first
_hand, right from the mouth of
"Ed Flynn, boss of the Bronx, as

_ he tells it in his book, You're the

" Boss. The first vital fact about
the machine is that it is no demo-
cratic organization—even if it
calls’ itself the Demoeratic Party’
in New York City.

“¢The boss is absolute within
the organization,” says Flynn.

“There is no appeal from his de-.

cisions . . . it is essential that no
one successfully challenge the de-
cigions of the organization. Every
challenge must be met head-on
and beaten, if the organization
is to strvive.
“In New York City, there are
- five such bossés—one in each bor-
ough. They have one over-riding
interest—to hold power—to main-
- tain and sirengthen the machine.
'The public be damned,’ is their
slogan.-. . . That is the way a

machine thinks—that's the way it
thinks in 1949 when the five bor-
ough bosses back O'Dwyer, Elect
ODwyer and the bosses stay in
control, ‘absolute’ and without
‘appeal.’” What does such bosses
control mean?"

The brochure ‘then proceeds to
givé a damning picture of how
high posts go to the party faith-
ful, how exempt jobs go to the
service machine sérvers, how
civil-service promot;ons are ar-
ranged, how contracts are hand-
ed out, and gambling and prosti-
tution pnvﬂe(res are arranged by
the machine. All the sordid de-
tails are down on black and
white, and the intimate links be-

tween the New York underworld:

and the Democratlc hosses are
made plam

TIGER STILL 'I'HERE

Are workers: now to forget

what the Liberal Party ‘taught
them about the Democratic boss-
es in 1949, or have these gentle-
men he_c_ome reformed characters
in 19507 Isn’t their slogan still
“The public be damned” and isn’t
their dominant interest to main-
tain and strengthen their grip on
New York City control?

It is with: this same Boss Flynn,
as well with the other city Demo-
cratic bosses, that the Liberal
Party- consummated its deal, this
year.

A few revealing incidents from

-thé 1950 campaign show that the

tiger is still roaming the streets
of New York. Tammany Hall
leader Carmine De $Sapio was
charge’d by Impellitteri with of-
fering him the bribe of the Su-
preme Court judgeship (with an
implied Liberal Party endorse-
ment!) if only he would with-
draw from the mayoralty race.
With what nonchalance these
bosses toss around juicy plums
like a Supreme Court job for- 14
years. af $28,000 a year! But for
Tammany Hall higher stakes are
at issue; as Tyler quofes Boss
Flynn—nobody can challenge- the
organizntion and gef owny with

Under Prussmn
‘Socialism’' ——

(Continued from page 1)

{In more or less set form, you
.will run into this line of thought
.4n all the circles frequented by the
:s8talinist leaders. What the regime
~aims at is a ‘“socialism” in the
¢Prussian style.

“To be sure, they favor working-
class elements with ability (and
¢ with loyalty to the regime). In
particular, they assist the young
workers to educate themselves.
~ Already, at the University of Leip-
zig, for example, 40 per cent of the
students are former workers or
peasants, and the trend is continu-
ing. *
But follow these young workers
once they have made their way
. into the administration or into the
leading circles of the economy.

With incredible rapidity they grow
.apart from their former milieu,
ook upon themselves as “leaders”

and also begin to talk to you about

“leading” and “forcing” the masses

1o follow their road.

- For, in reality, it is not so much

a- question” of raising the level of

the working class in general but of -

winning over capable elements to
the regime and to the leadmg
circles,

1T’S-NOT EASY

.«However, dictatorship is never
- .exercised with impunity. At the
moment, the terrible penalty of
‘*these partisans of “socialism by the
+whip” is the incurable disease of
~sleviationism, which impels their
.-regime continually to devour its
; &wn supporters,

_ ““They know only how to give
erders and criticize,” I was told by
. =& Communist, a trade-union leader
.; i’ a nationalized factory in Dres-
. den, speaking of his leaders. “But

.

do they think it.is easy to lower
production fime per unit and at
the same time win the workeérs’
sympathies? In reality all that is
possible is one or the other.”

- If the trade-union leader of a

factory trains his sights on lower-

ing production time, there will in-
evitably come a timie when his un-
popularity will become so great
that the party will throws him to
the wolves and publicly accuse

‘him of Nurwirtschaftlertom (econ-

omism). But if he takes the work-
ers’ side and refuses to speed them
up, -he will not be able to fulfill
the plan, and without fail the high-
er-ups will accuse him of demagogy
and Nurgewerkschaftlertum (pure-
and-simple trade-unionism),

“The comrades who are accused
should have a chance to .defend

themselves,” I was told by a Leip-

zig party member, whose only of-
fense was that-he read the West
Berlin newspapers in order the
better to discuss .with his col-
leagues at work, and who had been
accused of “objectivism.” In effect,
he had not obeyed -the .slogan
which the SED had issued at the
beginning of the year, that “only
what the party says is true.”

What is the future of the regime
in the Russian zone? It is not easy
to say. “The worst of it is that the
people have seen so many regimes
fall that they have no confidence
in the durability of ours,” a leader
of the league for friendship with
the USSR told me. That, in fact, is
the whole problem.

If the regime succeeds in hold-
ing on, it will perhaps be able to
win over a whole generation and
consolidate itself to a certain ex-
tent. If not. . . . But that is already
another story.

"Association of Machinists,

it. He must be bought off, if pos-
sible, or mercilessly beaten down.

Impellitteri knows what fate
awaits him if he should lose: the
same fate awaits all the Tam-
many distriet leaders who bolted
to his support. The New York
Times quotes the De Sapio sup-
porters as saying that “The is-
sue is not ecivie reform, but a
battle for control of Tammany
Hall.” Pecora’s victory will mean
expulsion from the machine for
the Impellitteri forces—and vice
versa.

The pot calls the kettle black.
These Tammany products, raised
in the same school, employ the
same technigues of job pressure
and promises of rewards. Impel-
litteri assures city employees
that if they go about their work

Labor Disperses Its Strength

with “qulet efficiency” and do not
“subordinate their publiec respon-
sibility to party obligations,”
they will keep their jobs if he is
elected.

Tammany leader De Sapio re-
taliates by calling in Democratic
Party election -inspectors and
checking their loyalty to his side.
All suspect characters are dis-
missed as an example to the oth-
ers. An Impelliteri supporter ful-
minates: “This 1s an indication—
how these people in power try to
control ~ thinking by means of
threats.” Incidentally, of course,
he himself was one of. those peo-
ple in power up until yesterday,
and hopes that tomorrow he will
have all of the power.

Such incidents reveal that the

“tiger of 1949 preying upon the

people of New York has grown
even more powerful in 1950. If in
1949 it was "Elect O'Dwyer and
the bosses stay in control,”" in
1950 it is: "Elect Pecora and the

bosses stay in confrol."” A'sign of |
the present and the future: Can- '
didate Pecora and Tammany lead- -
er De Sapio open up registration !

week by jointly leading a 300 auto
calvacade in Harlem. To whom
will Pecora be beholden if elect-
ed? He has already bequn to pay
his debfs.

We suggest that a 1950 revised -
edition of “Tiger in the Streets”

The leeral Party and Tammany HaII—-:‘"

is needed. We doubt that the
author is qualiﬁed to make the '

necessary revisions. He is too

busy holding on to the tiger's tail |

and assuring the public that it’s
only an overgrown .pussy cat.

Three Ways in N. Y. Elections

By WILLIAM BARTON

NEW YORK, Oct. 9—The pattern
of this year’s election campaign in
both the state and city. of New
York has further extended the
mixture of political lineups here.
The Democratic and Liberal Par-
ties, unlike last year, this time
have a common slate for top state
and city offices—Herbert Lehman
for senator, Walter Lynch for gov-
ernor, and Ferdinand Pécora for
mayor of the city. But all has be-
come more confused by the entry
irto the mayoralty race of the “in-
dependent” Democratic candidacy
cf Acting Mayor Vincent Impel-

- litteri, who was O'Dwyer’s right-

hand man up to.the latter's resig-
nation.

Why Impellitteri remained a
candidate after he was offered a
judgeship if he withdrew is not
clear, Various interpretations have
been offered: his own visions of
glory, the idea that he might be
more favorable to the “mobsters”
than Pecora, an internal fight
among Tammany leaders.

The latter is the only explana-
tion for which there is any evi-
aence. Several Democratic district
leaders are supporting him, includ-
ing Robert Blaklie of the Tth As-
sembly District, who last year de-
fied his colleagues by pushing the
candidacy of Franklin D. Roose-
velt Jr. for Congress.

SPLIT THREE WAYS

What gives this squabble greater
interest is that the labor move-

" ment has become directly involved,

thereby producing further disori-
entation among its members. Most
unions, both AFL and CIO, are.
supporting Lynch and Lehman.
Those union leaders who have very
close tie-ups with the Dewey ad-

ministration in Albany appear to

be abstaining from taking any po-
sition and are able to get their un--
ions to do likewise. The fairly
weak Stalinist unions are, of
course, campaigning for the Amer-
jcan Labor Party ticket, :
But in the mayoralty contest the

. unions diverge widely. Those in

the Liberal Party, which now in-
cludes leaders of the International
are
strongly for Pecora. In fact, they
insisted upon his selection as part
of a deal with the Democrats. The
CIO Council has likewise come, out
for Pecora, and most of,its con-
stituent unions, with few excep-
tions like the Republican-allied
Utility Workers, are in agreement.

The AFL Council, after a violent
discussion, voted to endorse Im-
pellitteri; the decision was made
by voice vote as Chairman Martin
Lacey, leader of the Teamsters Un-
ion, refused to recognize motions
for a hand 'm::tvf:i To make the pic-

’ You're Invited

to speak your mind in the letter
column of L.A. Our policy is to
publish letter of general political
interest, regardless of views. Keep
ihem to 500 words.

r 4

ture more askew, several officials
have come out for Republican can-
didate Edward Corsi, and one lo-
cal of the Building Service Em-
ployees (AFL) has voted “unani-
mously” to back him.

TARRED BY O’bW!ER

It can thus be seen that the labor
pclicy of backing old-party candi-
dates, as usual, has split the trade-
union movement in all directions,
making it ineffective as a whole
even for any given liberal-capital-
ist candidate, let alone the fact
that it prevents labor from using
its strength to get real labor men
into office. With no. independent
labor political movement to rally
its political power, the machines
move in, using different sections
of the trade unions for their own
purposes and involving them in
the intrigues of machine politics.

In the last city election most

_AFL and CIO unions supported the

ertire slate of William O’Dwyer,
in which Impelliteri was-No, 2
man. That administration is now
being thoroughly exposed for graft
in the Police Department and on
school building contracts. Labor
has thus gotten itself identified

with a municipal regime publicly
revealed as_ corrupt, losing the
golden opportunity to present it-
self as the opponent of machine
rule.

In that last election the Liberal
Party’s trade-union core, led by,
the International Ladies Garment!
Workers Union and the Hatters
Union (both AFL), supported Re-
publican Newbold * Morris, plus
Democrat Lehman for senator.
This year, it is reported, Lehman
told the Liberal Party leadership
that he could not run on their
ticket if it was split in a similar
way, thus impelling the Liberals
tc. make their deal with the Demo-
crats on support of Pecora.

‘Many members of the Liberal
Party properly find this devious

method of having their candidates >
‘picked for them upsetiing,

spite of the fact that the part

leaders give their maneuvering the
label of ‘responsible statesman-
ship,” etc. The latter, who consider
independent labor :politics to be
“impractical,” find it eminently
“practical” to wind up in the camp
of Tammany! It is to be hoped
that the members observe closely
and learn the necessary lessons.
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