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l Reuther 'Explains’ the Election l Truman 0pell$ Up

By WALTER JASON

Seldom in labor history has any convention been as em-
barrassing to its leaders as this, the 12th annual convention
_of the CIO, taking place in Chicago from November 20-24.
The source of this acute state of discomfort was ex-
plained quite plamly by a labor reporter in one of his dis-
patches just prior to the opening of the sessions:
“Rarlier, at a conference of Murray and the nine CIO

vice presidents, it was decided to drop plans for an analysis
at the convention of the failure of the CIO’s Political Action

Committee (PAC) to live up
to its reputation as a force
* in national polities.”

Since the rank and file is
not directly represented
ameng-the 600 or more dele-
- gates; all of whom owe their
jobs either to President Philip
Murray or one of the other top
leaders of the CIO, it is unlikely
that enough pressure from the
" ranks may arise, even indirectly,
to i_‘.'mce such a discussion.

But the TUnited Automobile
Worker, mouthpiece of Walter
P.- Reuther, did -come out this
week with a long editorial en-

- titled “Lessons of the Election,”

- and it may be circulated enough

among the reporters and journal-

ists at the convention to needle
. some of the CIO .leaders into a

discussion. It will be interesting
. to see if Walter Reuther, as lead-
.er of the largest union in the
.-CIO, will dare present to the con-
. vention his views as expressed in
: the United Automobile Worker.
_:Reuther happens to be chairman
_of the resolutions committee, and
_ should not have any difficulty ob-

For another Reuther
- on the elections—

See page 8.

taining the floor to speak.

Yet, even if Reuther does speak,
he will not dare say what is the
most obvious reason for the of-
tempt of the ClO bureaucracy to
avoid any analysis of its political
program adopted last year at the
11th convention in Cleveland.

For the first ten points to be
made in any analysis of CIO po-
litical policy is that it brought
upon the CIO a disaster for
which the ranks will pay heavily
in the coming days ahead, and
which signifies the bankruptey of
the CIO leaders in the face of the
acute issues of today.

For the Murray machine, the
face-saving event which is sup-
posed to divert attention from
the political debacle should be an
announcement of a wage increase
in the steel industry, to be fol-
lowed, of course, by appropriate
testimonial speeches at the con-

vention on the greatness of Mur-
ray’s leadership.

Of course, the problem of
price freeze, the relative merits
of flat wage increases versus es-
calator clauses, the probable steel
price increase—these factors may
intrude into the atmosphere of
the CIO convention in spite of it-
celf. At any rate, they will be
‘harder to avoid.

Which is a greater indictment
of the CIO leadership: The fact
that it doesn’t want to allow even
such minor disagreements as
those of Walter Reuther to be
discussed at the convention, or
the fact that in the entire CIO
there is such little possibility, éx-
cept in the Auto Workers union,
to discuss the glaring inadequa-
cies of Reuther’s “Lessons of the
Elections”?

OFF-YEAR ALIBI

As a very minor substitute for
a CIO convention discussion, let
us for the moment conduct 2
three-way symposium between a
Murray -man, Walter Reuther,
and an independent militant, with
Reuther as the chief protagonist.
We can quote Reuther accurately,
for his views are committed on
paper. Anyone who ever talked to
a Steel Workers' union porkchop-
per knows how he thinks.

Reuther says: “The elections
were NOT the sweeping victory
for reactionary principles which
most papers would have us be-
lieve. Despite the admitted and
tragic setbacks in some cases, the
basic domestic principles of the
New Deal and Fair Deal were up-

(Turn to last page}
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The Treasury To
Finance Franco

The complete reverse of the Truman administration on
financial support to the fascist regime in Franco Spain has
now come to the 180-degree point. Washington is now defi-
nitely committed to underwriting the worm-eaten govern-
ment of the totalitarian butcher who murdered the Spanish

AT THE TROUGH

: ly "ABEL BAKER

" There was a Korean town named
' Sinnuija on the south bank of the
_ Yalu River. It is no longer there.

" There also was a town named

° Coventry in England. In the early

" years of the last war, Nazi bomb-
* ers launehed a series of raids

which pulverized it. Coventry be-
_came’ a synonym for indiscrim-
" inate bombing directed at the

whole population, not just against
_-military objectives. Coventry be-

came the symbol of the Nazi hor-
', ror in war, operating to destroy
. a people, not just its war machine.

~.But before the war ended, every
.“air force that had the power had
_ adopted- indiscriminate bombing
. also. A new technical term re-
. placed the name Coventry to de-

seribe ‘the process: saturatmn
. bombing.

The means’ changed too. Bomb-
ers became massive, able to carry
enormous loads over long dis-
tances. The bombs were no longer
filled with explosives but with

T were

naphtha, It was found that in-
cendiary bombs could destroy
more by fire than TNT could by

blast. Fire spread quickly over .

an entire area and burned every-
thing without diserimination.
What had been a weapon of hor-
ror epitomizing Nazism entered
the arsenal of all the warring
powers.

Coventry was forgotten. There
hundreds of Coventries
from the Urals to Tokyo and
back to Warsaw and Rotterdam.
The U. 8. Strategic Bombing Sur-
vey found that incendiary bomb-
ing did more to undermine the
will to fight than any other in-
strument because it struck at the
hearts of the whole people.

With the atomie destruction of
Hiroshima and Nagasaki, a new
era opened for warfare and men’s
standards of what is or is not
humane, The horror of fire-bomb-
ing on concentrated urban popula-
tions paled before the new Moloch.

All this is brought to mind by
last week’s reports from Korea

e et - —

about the city named Sinnuija on
the south bank of the Yalu River.
It housed 100,000 people. A re-
porter who accompanied the
bombers began his dispatch with
the words: “Ever see a city die?”

With time-table precision it ook
21 minufes fo destroy 90 per-cent
of Sinnuija. We do not yet know
how many people died. No atomic
bomb was used—only naphtha fire
bembs. A pillar of smoke 21,000
feet high hung over the rubble for
days affterward.

There was no gasp of horror
throughout the world. No violent
tremor of fear shook the hearis
of men. Sinnuvija was not the first
Korean city which ceased to exist
through bombardment. No “peace
petition” was circulated to pro-
claim that modern war and all its
weapons—not only atom bombs—
had become anti-human to a degree
threatening civilization's survival.

To be sure, MacArthur may
be many evil things but he is not
Goering and Truman is not Hit-
ler, nor is the U. S. to be identi-

| "Did You Ever See a Gity Die?"

fied with Nazi Germany. That for
which Coventry was once a sym-
bol has long since come to be
“accepted.”

So many other, greater, more
fearsome horrors have been heap-
ed on mankind since then. Human
life has fallen sharply in the
scale of social values. What hap-
pened at Sinnuija-is not “uneth-
ieal” in the year 1950.

This is the pass to which we
have come by a decade of war
and threat of war. War is a con-
stant in our social and political
caleulations. It is so much with
us that mankind’s responses have
been dulled. Atrocities and hor-
rors have become so much the
daily essence of polities that only
some really new and overwhelm-
ing disaster can startle what have
hecome normal tensions into an
outburst of dismay.

It is this decline of human
values which is the measure of
the decay of world civilization to-
day under capitalism and Stalin-
ism.

republic as the ally of Hitler and
Mussolini.

When, last summer, Troman
signed the bill passed by Con-
eress for Ibans to Franco, his act
was accompanied by a statement
which was regarded as a clever
maneuver by many liberals and
labor-liberals. “I do not rezard
this provision as a directive,” he
said then. The liberals went
around explaining that no money
would ~ actually ever get into
Franco’s hands; Truman would
see to that. —_

When, a couple of weeks ago,
the U. S. pushed through a de-
cision by the UN to lift the ban
on ambassadors to Spain and to
admit Franco into UN agencies,
it was explained as a necessary
diplomatic step; and anyway why
shouldn’t totalitarian Spain be in
the UN when the Stalinist totali-
tarians are in it?

The latest act of the Washing-
ton lovers of world democracy (in
speeches) puts a quietus to all
these apologies, rotionalizations
oand excuses. "United States loan
aid for Spain will get under way
immediately,” cnnounces the Mar-
shal Plan (ECA) statement in
Washingten.

As late as May of last year
Secretary of State Acheson ai-
gued that it was necessary to
maintain the anti-Franco ban as
a “symbol” of the U. S.’s concern
for human rights. The U: 8. now
embraces Franco as an ally look-
ing toward the third world war—
also as a symbol, ef how it is
ready to sacrifice any and all hu-
man rights (except those of the
capitalist segment of humanity)
in order to preserve its power in
the world.

The new apology runs +this
way: the U. 8. is granting aid to
Yugoslavia, which is run by a to-
talitarian regime; why not also
to Spain?

As we pointed out in an edi-
torial earlier this year, we never
raised any absolute prineiple
about U. 8. transactions with
other countries, depending on the
nature of its regime. Washing-
ton’s crime with relation to
Franco Spain is that it is going
out of its way to prop up a re-
gime which iz in the process of
collapse in the face of the hatred

(Turn o last page)
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LABOR ACTION

Phone Strikers
Win a Foothold

The 11-day nation-wide tele-
phone strike, invelving 17,000
maintenance workers and instal-
lation men employed in 43 states
by the Western Electric Company
and 16,000 employees of the Mich-
izan Bell Telephone Company,
both subsidiaries of the giant
monopoly American Telephone
and Telegraph Company, was set-
tled with wage increases in.var-
ious categories fluctuating around
the 11-cent level.

The union had demanded 15
-ents but the final agreement was
in line with the company’s last
pre-strike wage offer. This, how-
ever, is only part of the story.
While the company had insisted
upon a two year agreement, it
was compelled to sign a pact
which runs for only fifteen
months.

Thé short-term agreement is of
vital importance fo the union, not
only because it will dllow for a
speedier reopening of the wage
question but also because it al-
lows the union, the Communica-
tions Workers of America (ClO),
a freer hand to strengthen itself
in the industry. The CWA is a
relatively new organization and
is not yet firmly established in
ATET; it arose out of a federa-
tion of loosely related independ-
ent local unions which only re-
cently affiliated with the ClO.

Only a *small section of the
600,000 workers employed by
A T & T were called on to strike;
other divisions and locals of the
CWA were not called upon to
join the stoppage except sporadic-
ally and intermittently when the
striking workers, employing their
“hit-and-run” tacties, picketed in-
dividual long-distance exchanges
for short periods. The long-dis-
tance operators respected the
picket lines and, as called for by
the union strategy, returned to
work when the pickets. moved on
to other offices. The union ob-
viously did not attempt to shut
off telephone service but merely
to make it difficult for the com-
pany to keep it in order.

These are obviously the tactics.

of a union which is not yet able
to lead a unified and solid move-
ment of all the workers employed
by the company but which can
win victories through its most ad-
vanced, best organized spearhead
in the industry. And these groups
are free to strike again in fifteen
nrotiths if the needs of their union
reéquire it.

EIG FUTURE AHEAD

Full endorsement of the strikes
was voted by the CIO Executive
Board; and had the struggle con-
tinued, it is certain that material
and financial assistance would
have been forthecoming from all
the major CIO uhions, especially
the United Auto Workers Union
which heard a stirring appeal
from its president, Walter Reu-
ther, at its last national conven-
tion for all-out aid to the tele-
phone workers.

The Communicution Workers of
America can become one of the
decisive unions of the ClO. At a
time when the membership of the
CIO has been declining, approx-
imately a million workers await
organization into the CWA. Suc-
cess in such a drive will make this
union one of the largest in the
ClO. In terms of its social signifi-
cance it will have an even greater
impact.

This union will have a member-
ship organized into locdls in vir-
tually every town and city of any
signifieance in the United Statés.
It will enroll hundreds of thous-
ands of women who have hitherto
considered themselves not part
of the working class but part of
the so-called new middle class.

A  well-entrenched CWA ecan
give the CIO a powerful point of
attraction among social groups
virtually untouched by unionism
up to now, and provide a base
for the mass organization of of-

fice workers and government
workers, a task which the CIO,
despite its pronunciamentos when
the CP-controlled unions were ex-
pelled, has hardly begun.

SCAB JUDGES AT WORK

Brief as the telephone strike
was, it was lengthy enough to re-
mind us of the fair-weather
friends of labor, those faint-
hearted, supple-spined politicians
of the liberal wing - of the
Demoeratic party. While the
CIO endorsed the strike, its many,
friends in the Democratic Party
were too busy to fake notice of
it; they were musing over the re-
sults of the November elections
and bemoaning the failure of the
people to reward their luke-warm
gestures on behalf of humanity.
Meanwhile, they ignored the
struggles of the telephone work-
ers to bring a measure of work-
ers’ demoeracy-and freedom into
that industry.

The strike reminds us too, that
our era of “enlightened labor re-
lations” which recognizes the

right of labor to organize is
founded not on the generous p‘ml-
anthropic sentiments of “intelli-
gent, forward-looking manage-
- ment,” nor on the kind hearted
tolerance of -capitalist politicians
who will magnanimously accept
labor’s “vote. Labor’s rights de-
pends upon its own strength and
willingness to fight.

Anti-picketing injunctions for-
bade all picketing in the states of
Alabama, Georgia, Louisiana, and
Virginia and were pending in
Kentucky and New Jersey. Nine-
teen other injunctions were is-
sued by various city and county
courts against the union.

The company is "turning the
courts into strike:breakers.” said
Joseph A. Beirne, union president.
"They've threatened, intimidated,
and locked out our members. Now
that none of these has broken the
spirit of the strike, they are using
judges as sfrikebréakers,”

The company had laid off all
long-distance operators who re-
fused to make advance pledges
that they would not ignore the
picket lines of the strikers. These
workérs were reinstated as part
of the strike settlement.

Can Workers Organize Where the Government Is the Employer?

By FRANK HARPER
A national leader of a CIO un-
ion has called for a halt to gov-

encroachment upon
#t a time when

ernment
“free enterprise,”

the official policy of the CIO is

to slavishly endorse the Fair Deal
of the Truman Pemocrats. If is
the kind of statemient which high-
lights the failure of the CIO po-
litical program and simultane-
ously reveals the conservative so-
cial outlook of the particular un-
ion and its leader, James A.
Fisher, national president of the
Utilities Workers Union, CIO.

It wds desighied to give comfert
to the Repablicans &t election
time but it neverfheless posed a
very real and sérisiis proBlém that
concerns all union people. Is it
impossible fo build sirong unions
with genuine collective bargaining
powers in government-owned or
government-operated industry?

The article, “Labor’s Case
Against Public Ownership,” writ-
ten by Fisher, “calls for curtail-
ment of government encroach-
ment into private enterprise; and
for return of the electric power
business to regulated, tax-pay-
ing, privately owned companies.”
Fisher tells us that these senti-
ments were unanimously endors-
ed by the 400 delegates at a re-
cent national convention of his
union.

We do not say that Joseph
Fisher writes with utmost clar-
ity or highest intelligence pr even

with complete honesty. He
equates “our traditional system
of free enterprise” with that

which “has made America a great
nation and has provided for our
workers the highest standard of
living in the world.” He pretends
that government control or own-
ership is sufficient, of itself, to be
labeled ‘socialism. Even if we are
extremely charitable, the best
that can be said for his claim
that the point at which “gévern-
ment encroachment ean and must
be stopped” is “here and now—
in the field of electric power,” is
suspiciously selective, =

THE PROBLEM IS REAL

The article does say some very
important things about the exist-
ing government ownership of in-
dustry. Government ownership is

here and the conditions of the
-workers under such owner-~
ship is extremely u‘nsatlsfaetory
“Government control is no longer
‘just around the corner. It is
with us, an actual fact in a large
number of plants in which we
work, and is marching on with
alarming spéed toward the cap-
ture and control of them all.

“The members of our union
have learned with starfling real-
ism that the first victim of publie
ownership is the labor union and
its members. When réal colléctive
bargaining is driven out of the
picttive the standards of the
American worker which the un-
ions have built up in so many
years of struggle soon go into
eclipse.”

Thus, because labor cannot func-
tion as a genuine collective bar-
gaining agency in fields under gov-
ernment ownership, management
or control it feels forced to re-
cord itself in opposifion fo such
government intervention in indus-
fry. The UWA recognizes the prob-
lem but seeks an answer through
returning to the days of free en-
terprise. No one can breath life
into this corpse.

For two decades the Demo-
cratic Party has proceeded step
by step toward state intervention
in business. Millions of workers
are in government employ, cogs
in the vast administrative ap-
paratus or in government-owned
utilities of many sorts. These
public entérprises; operating as
they do from top levels and with-
out participation of the workers
involved, have lowered the wages
and standards of working condi-
tions. Government regulations
make it difficult to organize these
workers and impossible to bar-
gain effectively for them. Millions
.of workers are becoming antago-
nistic to working for public en-
terprise and to the entire concept
of publie owncrshlp

MINIMUM NEEDS

The Utility Workers Union and
indeed the entire labor movement
needs a positive program for gov-
crnment enterprise. Government
workers are rot publi¢ servants
in the sénse that they must serve
in silent fear and at a miserable
wage. Théy are public servants to

Muted Scandal Grows in

By FRED BISHOP

NEW YORK, Nov. 18—The city
Department of Welfare has
launched another attack on the
welfare of its own employees. It
is one of a long series under the
regime of Commissioner Ray-
mond Hilliard,

Some two years ago, when the
New York press let loose a bar-
rage of denunciation against the
Department of Welfare, the now
forgotten man William O‘Dwyer
brought Hilliard into the job as
a new man who had made a rep-
utation for efficiency in Chicago.
One of Hilliard’s first acts was
to tell the departnient workers
that he wanted their loyalty. Since
tlien “loyalty” has come to mean
a gag on all eritieism, and silence
about favoritism and discrimina-
tion in job assignments.

Unfortunately, almost the sole
opposition to Hilliard’s policies
has come from the Stalinist-led
United Public Workers which,
lacking any support from the la-
bor movement, has been an easy
prey to mpresgivc measures. Fir-
ings have been taking place on a
scale unprecedented in New York
civil service.

The grounds wsed have been
technically jusfified but for years
have never béen used #o dismiss
anybody. On the other hdnd, cther

acts have gone unpunishéd if they
are on Hilliard's side, including
threats of physical assault against
a supervisor accompunied by anti-
Semitic mouthings, or falsification
of case reécords (a criminal of-
fense).

Hilliard gained press support
meanwhile by his denunciation of
“Communists” in the department
and by his atlempts to save money
al the expense of the relief recip-
ients. Now there is a new focus
of attack.

CIO UNION GOES ALONG

With the Korean war, New
York organized an Office of Civil-
ian Defense and called for volun-
teers, who had to sign a loyalty
oath and swear that they are
not members of any organization
on the attorney general’s infam-
ous “subversive list.” Hilliard is-
sued an order that each employee
of the Department of Welfare
was to sign this oath and await
civilian-defense assignments after
working hOlll&: as part of his reg-
ular job.

The state and _city directors of
civilian defense had called for
volunteers, but Hilliard conmipelled
everyone in his department to
“volunteer.” His was the only de-
partment in the city where the
employees were ordered to sign

Dept. of Welfare under Hilliard

and be
clearance.

The union which calls itseif the
Civic Employees Union (TIO) sup-
ported the loyalty oath with both
hands. That is nothing unusual for
it. Its leaders work clasely with
Hilliord and are recipients of the
few "mterit" pay increases which
have been handed out: several of
its better-known members are im-
portant functionaries in the de-
partment and owe their jobs to the
commissioner, who can remove
them at will.

The small AFL local opposed
the fath and extra assignmernts
cn the ground that its members
had to work at other jobs after
hours, because of their low pay.
And of course the Stalinist-led
UPW launched a frontal assault
on the oath. Hilliard answered
in two ways. First, he made it ap-
pear that no compulsion was in-
volved and denounced the Stalin-
ists for disrupting the civilian-
defense organization. Second, he
resorted to repressive measures.

GROWING WORSE

He suspended a batch of em-
ployees on cooked-up grounds of
incompetence and inefficiency, be-
ginning with a group of about
100. For instance, one supervisor
is to be fired for “excessive errors

subjected to an FBI

the extent that they set a high
example for good working condi-
tions and fair wages. Since the
federal government is the largest
single employer in the iand, oné
can véasonably assumie that
wages an@ working conditions for
government employees ave sét-

ting the pattern for other work- -

1S,

Unions must, at least, establish
a basis for existence: the right df
évery government employée fo
join and ¥o parficipate in a uniof,

uﬂﬁb?iﬁhﬂwlﬁmfu& :
a redl collective bargadining cgeh-

cy with freedom to sirike againét
the employer. The unions shoiild ol-
s demand freedom of polifical
expression and activity for goy-
ernment workers, for labor can

hardly hope to win major p‘oﬁii:*

victories while millions of voic
are gagged and votes are bound
to the system of political pqh-on-
age.

Socialists have a partlculm in-
terest in these economic problems
of the government workers. The
miserable conditions of workers
under nationalized enterprises
are being used not only to undey-

mine unionism but to discredit

socialism. "Government ownership
without workers’ control of pro-
duction is NOT socialism, but
tons of propaganda are poured
forth giving contrary views. The
Republicans, reactionaries and
conservatives of every hue label
each bureancratic extension of
government power as “socialism.”

There are also contributors to
the confusion from ‘socialist”
sources. Norman Thomas foy the
Socialist Party good-naturedly
accuses the Fair Deal Demcerats
of “stealing” his socialist ammu-
nition, and the Socialist Workers
Pa1ty3 press hews stubbornly to
the line that ndtionalization is
equwalent to some kind of “work-
ers’ state”

What stands in the way of t'he
desire of the unions to have gi-

ganttic powerful and active gen- .

uine collective-bargaining agen-
cies in the fields of gwovernmeht
service and industry? It is the
political climate which deniands
patriotic subservience to every
manifestation “of the all-pov»erful
government.

It is NOT impossible to build

strong unions with genuine eol-

lective bargaining powers in gov-
ernment owned — or operated
service and industry. But it is
possible only if the union meve-
ment makes a sharp break with
capitalist politics and builds a
political party of its own. It is
impossible if the unions contintue
te slavishly follow a political
party which gags and ties mil-
hons of potential union members.

in determining eligibility and
computing allowances.” There is
not a supervisor who is not equal-

ly guilty of this charge, but only ."-ﬁ# TITOIST RUMBLINGS

those are to go who are members
of the UPW. The reason for the
errors of all is the speedup, the
demand for the completion of big
projects in less than a month, in-
volving recomputing 150,000 cases
in this time while still maintain-
ing daily work.

The situation will undoubte&ly
continue to grow worse. The em-
ployees fear for their jobs and
are silent. Hilliard’s reputation
continues to grow—in the press,
but he cannot solve the problems
either of the employees or the re-
lief clients. He has brought neith-
er efficiency nor economy.

Personnel furnover is fremend-
~ ous; favoritism is rampant; salaries

are low (an investigator gets $50

a week and must be a college grad- *

uate). They cannot properly serv-
ice clients because of the constaht
changes in methods of operatisn.
The losses that result do not ap-
pear on the ledgers, however, to
tarnish Hilliard's reputafion.

New York saw a blowoff on its
police scandal, but its Depart-
ment of Welfare is no less a
scandal, if a muted one.
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B FHiLiPPINES §

By RICHARD BURGESS -

As is the case with most of the
Stalinist - dominated nationalist
movements of Southeast Asia, lit-
tle information has seeped out
concerning the Hukbalahap move-
sment of the Philippines, The re-
cent receipt of several months-old
issues of the Manila Times, con-
taining the report of an interview
with Huk leader Luis Taruc, helps

. {o throw some light on recent de-

velopments of the movement. The
interview was granted by Taruc to
a Manila journalist, who was led
to a hideout in the foothills of
Luzon's Sierra Madre Mountains,
there to reaffirm that Taruc was

_ very much alive, despite President

Quirino’s contentions to the con-
trary.
" The text of the interview was
earried in full in the Manila Times
of last July 5, and was paid scant
attention outside of the country—
although the single picture of the
Huk leader taken during the inter-
view was flashed around the
world. ¥ -
In his talk with the journalist,
Taruc confirmed what has already
been assumed—namely, that he
was in accord with the leadership
of the Communist Party of the
Philippines, that the Huks follow
this leadership, and that he con-
siders himself a member of the
Communist Party. What he did not
say, however, was that he was a
leader of the CP. This seemingly
picavune point is not unimportant
in the light of the pains Taruc
took to deny ‘the possibility
of a rift between the CP and him-
self. in the following statement:

*Contrary to the baseless ru-
mors spread by the imperialists
and their puppets, [the Huksl . . .
ond the Communist Party leading
it, have ‘complete unity in their
leaderships. As commander-in-

_'_-_.‘*t["ef of the Hukbalahaps and as

@ ccnmunist, | accept the leader-
ship of the Communist Party of
whic: Comrade Balgos is the gen-
eral cecretary. All the rumors that
‘therc is rivairy between Comrade
Balgcs and myself, and that while
Balgos is an internationalist taking
dictction from Moscow, | am a na-
tion-ist and a Titoist, are but the
products of the delirious imagina-
#ion of the imperialists. . . . These
are pure fabrications,” [ltalics
mine—R. B.]

In other portions of the inter-
view, the 36-year-old peasant
leader stressed the-point that the
Huks, while welcoming Stalinist
support—and following Stalinist
leadership — have no organiza-
stional connection with -the other
Communist Parties in the rest of

" the world. ‘Although the wvalidity

of this statement may certainly
be questioned, it is at least indie-
ative of the feelings of the leader
of the Huks.

The rest of the interview, de-
votedd to political questions,
brought forth a .vitriolic attack
upon American imperialist policy
in the Philippines and its support
of the demepli Quirino govern-
ment; and called for support “of
the forces fichting for the main-
tenance of the peace under the
leadership of the Soviet Union”
—in the best Stalinist tradition.

The reply of Quirino’s govern-
ment—which, with the support of
the United States, had helped
outlaw the Huks and drive them

~ further into.the arms of the Stal-

inists—was similar to the an-

guished ery of a rejected lover. -

Said Quirino’s secxetary of de-
fense: *

“Those who know Louis Taruc
well cannot but discern a new
note in his statement . .. whereas
before, Tarue's brand of commu-
nism had. a hard core of national-
ism, now he admits. piteously and
helplessly, complete .and abjeet
surrender to the tenets of the
Communist International. This
transformation must have been a

Is Titoism at

 Among the Hukbaluhaps?

bitter pill to swallow. After all,
Taruc had always been imbued
with a feeling of idealistic nation-
alism and to submit now to the
leadership of that die-hard Stal-
inist, Balgos, must be a severe
blow to a sensitive and proud
man that Taruc is, The blow is
more painful still when one con-
siders the fact that Tarue, who
built the Huk organization, must
now submit to dictation by Bal-
gos, a new-comer and an ex-con-
viet.,”

The government then released
to the press a story that allegedly
had been told to army authorities
by a former Huk sguadron com-
mander who. had surrendered. Ac-
cording to this story, “In a meet-
ing held in the fastnesses of the
Sierra Madre Mountains, attended
by almost all the leading com-
manders.of the Huk hierarchy and
the political bureau directors and
propagandists, Taruc and Balgos
orgued" whether to accept-Balgos'
complete Stalinist line or Taruc's
version "which is akin to that of
Yugoslavia's Marshal Tito, Taruc

lost out in the voting, after which
everyone in the conference swore
allegiance . . . to Stalin's faith."

The truth or falsity of this gov-
ernment version may one day be
historically demonstrated, but it
certainly lies within the realm of
possibility. -

The Hukbalahap movement, al-
though presently under Stalinist
domination, is still basically a
movement of pealant revolt.
Commander-in-chief Tarue, driv-
en by the Philippine and Ameri-
can governments into the arms of
the Stalinists, was trained in his
youth by the non-Stalinist, social-
ist labor leader, Pedro Abad San-
tos—perhaps the most influential
of pre-war socialists—and still
bears the marks of this early
training, however distorted it
may be by his present Stalinist
mentors. There is room in an or-
ganized Third Camp Movement
for such men as Taruc—and such
movements as the Hukbalahap.
But the basis for this socialist
alternative lies outside both East-
ern and Western imperialism.

EAST EUROPE

By A. RUDZIENSKI

Polish national economy was
rebuilt to the pre-war level by
its Three Year Plan for recon-
struction. Now Industry and Com-
merce Minister Mine has pre-
sented a new 8Six Year Plan,
which looks toward an increase
of 50 per cent in industry over
the 1949 level and an increase of
29 per cent in agriculture.

The increase in industry will
be financed by the “hidden finan-
cial reserves,” that is, by an in-
crease in the exploitation of the
working class. Moscow has prom-
ised a credit of two billion rubles,
but its realization is questionable
because of the Kremlin’s auto-
cratic and imperialist policy in
its satellite states and refusal to
permit any control by them over
financial .operations. Polish coal
deliveries to Russia can cover any
Russian “financial aid”: it would
be difficult to say how much is
“loan” and how much is payment
for goods delivered.

Eor Russia,” Poland is now an
industrial base for war prepara-

E=DSd Elections in Two States Show —
Socialists Gain on Arms Issue

By GORDON HASKELL

The German Social-Democrats
made impressive gains in the
state elections in Hesse and
Wiirttemberg-Baden on Sunday,
‘November 19. Since they had
campaigned mainly against the
government’s policy of remilitari-
zation -in' Germany, their victory
at the polls gives additional proof
of the fact that a large section of
the German population opposes
any iremilitarization of their
country under present conditions.

The Social-Democrats are fol-
lowing up their electoral victory
with the demand for an immedi-
ate national election.

It appears that the election
showed a definite swing of the
population away from the center
party of Adenauer and toward the
right and the left. Significantly,
the Stalinists failed to benefit by
this tendency and went dawn to a
smashing defeat.

The first reports of the Amer-
ican press services indicated %that
in Hesse the Social-Demoecrats
may have a clear majority of
seats in the state parliament, and
could thus form a government of
their own if they choose. They
increased their number of seats
from 38 to 47, while Adenauer’s
Christian Demoecratic Union drop-
ped from 28 seats to 12.

In Wiirttemberg-Baden the So-

cial-Democrats got 33 per cent of
the wveote, while the Christian
Democrats got only 26.3 per cent.

'HEADACHE FOR.U. §.

At the same time, the parties
of the right gained also. In both
Hesse and Wiirttemberg-Baden
the right-wing parties joined up
with the Association of Home-

less and Those Deprived of Rights -

(BHE) whose appeal is directed
towards Eastern refugees, former
Nazis and other rightist dissi-
dents. Just what this alliance may
signify for the long-range per-
spectives of Germany’s political
future it is hard to say at the
present time. It is clear, however,
that this vast uprooted popula-
tion is bound to be an unstable
element in German politics for a
leng time to come, and that all
political programs. will have to
take it into account.

Right now, however, the Social-
Democratic victory presents the
American policy makers with a
very distasteful fact. German re-
sistance o their plan.to include a
large German military force in the
contemplated Western European

army complicates their task enor-
mously. Up #ill now their chief
problem has appeared to be to
convince the French that such a
military force would nat menace
France's position on the Continent.

But if the Social-Democratie
Party can increase its strength
by campaigning against the crea-
tion of such a Gerinan armed
force, the discussion with the
French on this question may prove
of historical interest only.

In the meantime, estimates of
the military forces needed to
contain a Russian attack on West-
ern Europe are mounting stead-
ily. The American planners have
set as their goal a force of some
thirty divisions in- Western Eu-
rope by the end of 1952. Drew
Middleton reports in the New
York Times for November 20
that one senior United States
general considers that the job
could be done with an over-all
total of 80 divisions, while Gen-
eral Charles Mast, formerly head
of the French Ecole de Guerre,
believes that the North Atlantic
pewers must mobilize 120 divi-
sions, including 50 French and
30 German, to have a “reason-
able chance” of halting the Rus-
sians in Europe.

ALTERNATIVE TO ARMS

It:is frankly admitted that the
figure of 30 divisions is based
more on an idea of what might be
possible than on sober military
estimates of what would be need-
ed to stop a full-scale Russian
attack. Yet such is the political
and economic condition of the Eu-
ropean nations that even to sug-
gest the larger figures as eventual
goals is considered politically
inexpedient.

Out of this disparity between

military needs and political pos-
sibilities arises the question which
all serious people must ask them-
selves: If it is impossible to
raise a military force in Europe
capable of resisting the Russians,
what other means are available
to prevent World War III from
breaking out?

The American labor movement,
which docilely follows United
States foreign policy, might well
ponder the German elections and
. the estimgtes of the military lead-
ers. If they think about it hard
enough, it should become increas-
ingly doub#ful to them whether
Stalinism can be defeated with
arms in Europe. But it can be de-
feated through the creation of a
social force which could under-
mine its appeal to the wearkers of
Europe, on both sides of the Iren
Curtain.

The creation of such a forece
would be no easy task. But the
first prerequisite is the creation
¢f a social force in the -United
States itself which is seekmg an
alternative to armed force in the
struggle. This could only be a
labor movement which rejects the
military and politieal policies of
the TUnited States government,
and which offers to the workers
of Europe and the peoples of
Asia its full suport against their

present political and economic
rulers.
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Polish Currency Reform
Soaks Workers Again

- under different names,

tions. The increase .in Polish in-
dustry means also an increase in
the movement of goods between
Poland and Russia by 60 per cent
over the present level—that js,
an increase in Russian expleita-
tion of the country.

The Polish workers must work
in accordance with Russian plans
and instructions, and Polish in-
dustry will be built according to
Russian oxders. Moscow’s tech-
nicians and engineers elaborate
the detailed plans to the last
comma, and the Poles can change
nothing,

At July’s plenary session of
the central committee of the rul-
ing Stalinist party, Minister Mine
demanded a 60 per cent increase
in labor productivity for industry
and 85 per cent for building and
public works. In the whole coun-
try a widespread campaign is
carried on against “idlers”—
which is the term by which they
refer to the workers who rebuilt
the national economy.

GEARED TO RUBLE

The Polish worker has -gotten
between 15,000 and 20,000 zlotys
a month, while a dress costs 30,-
000 zlotys and a dollar is 4000
zlotys ‘on the black market. The
Stalinist government was obliged
to institute a currency reform, to
extend its control over wages and
far products.

The new zloty is now equal to
the Russian ruble—four to a dol-
lar. ‘Thus the same currency now
exists in both Poland and Russia
zloty in
Pcland and ruble in Russia. Work-
ers who got 15,000 zlotys now get
15. The currency reform will be
covered by the increase in work-
ers' exploitation, in favor of the
Stalinist bureaucracy and Russian
imperialism. This is its main mean-
ing. It will ailso mean another step
in the gradual political and eco-
nomic incorporation of Poland into
the Russian empire.

The new norms for labor pro-
ductivity will be introduced by
the bureaucracy into all industry.
There are three kinds of norms:
by industry, by branch of an in-
dustry, and by individual factory.
The first is decreed by the gov-
ernment, the second -by the re-
spective ministers, and the third
by the factory managers.

The “idlers” (that is, the work-
ers) have “spontaneously” prom-
ised to increase the norms of
productivity, in. the Warsaw “Ur-
sus” factory, in the textile fae-
tories of Lodz, in the mines of
Silesia and Dombrowa, etc. But
‘the actual effects of the new ar-
rangement. depend entirely on the
new currency refoum, which will
determine whether the living
standards of the working class
will be raised or not, and on the
Russians’ “eredit’ policy"—that
is, on their level of exploitation
of Poland. _

If the currency reform does not
raise workers’ real wages and
standards of living, the norm of
Polish economy will become the
slowdown—the tortoise pace—
and nobody will be able to do
anything about it.

To inspire the men with "en-
thusiasm™ for the new norms, the
government has issued a new de-
cree against turnover in the fac-
tories and job-changing: no one.
can change his job without the
permission of the factory man-
ager, The labor-book has been in-
troduced in-Polqnd gs.in. Russia as
the means of. control.

The Stalinist hangmen’s rope
tightens daily -around the throats

of the Polish people, who look
for their salvation and for the
destruction of the Russian ocecu-

pation to a new war or some
other cataclysm. -
Vs \
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Page Five

- The
ISL Program

in Brief
The Independenf Socialist League
stands for socialist democracy and
against the two systems of exploli'u-

tion which now divide the world: capi-
talism and Stalinism.

Copitalism cannot be reformed or
liberalized, by any Fair Deal or other
deal, so as to give the people freedom,
cburdance, security or peace. It must
be cbolished and replaced by a new
socicl system, in which the people own
and control the basic sectors of the
econemy, democrahcully controlling
their own ecanomic and political des-
tinies.

S{clinism, in Russia and wherever it
holds power, is a brutal totalitarian-
ism—a new form of exploitation. I¥s
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-
trol by the people.

These two camps of capitalism and
Stalinism are today at each other’s

throats in a world-wide imperialist ri- -

vairy for domination. This struggle can
only lead o the most frightful war in
histcry so long as the people leave the
capitalist and Stalinist rulers in power.
Independent Socialism stands for build-
ing snd strengthening the Third Camp

of the people against both war blocs. .

The ISL, as a Marxist movement,
looks to the working class and ifs ever-
presenf siruggle as the basic Pprogres-
sive force in society. The ISL is organ-
ized fo spread the ideas of socialism in
the labor movement and among all
cther sections of the people.

A% the same time, Independent So-
calists participate actively in every
struggle fo better the people’s lot now
—such as the fight for higher living
standards, against Jim Crow and anti-
Semitism, in defense of civil liberties
and the trade-union movement. We
seek to pm together with all other
militants in the labor movement as a
le#t force working for the formation
of an. independent labor party and
other progressive policies.

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

INTERESTED?

Get _
acquainted . Al
with the '
Independent

Socialist League—

4 Couri Square
Long Island City 1
New York

01 I want wmore information about the
ideas. of Independent Socialism and
the ISL.

Nume_

O I want to join the ISL. p =
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BUSINESS GETS A PLUM FROM TRUMAN

By THOMAS CRONIN

One of the largest sections of the gravy-train special for business
is the new tax schedules the government has drawn up. It is the
B-year amortization or write-off period on new investments.

It works this way, according to Business Week: “normally a foun-
dry might have to be written off over 40-50 years—over an annual
rate of 2.5 per cent or 2 per cent; a drop forge (in the eyes of the
Bureau of Internal Revenue) might have a life expectancy of 10-20
years and a corresponding write-off rate of 10 per cent or 5 per cent.
But if you were to build either of these plants today to fill a defense
contract, you could get permission to set an annual depreciation rate
of 20 per cent on all new facilities.”

This means that business woquld pay less in taxes during this
b-year period. If an excess-profits tax were enacted, because of
higher costs in the annual depreciation fund, there would be less
profits, and thus smaller taxes. And the company would have the
new plant paid off at a time when taxes are high. It is the same deal
that worked during the last war.

To shew how this works: the National Security Resourtes Board is
negotiating with the aluminum industry for a one-billion-pound increase
in capacity. The NSRB promises that it will buy.the entire output for
5 years and that it will allow the new plants that are built to be written-
off in this 5-year period. These new plants are really being built at
government expense, and then handed over to industry. Al that remains
for industry to do is to operate them and rake in the profits.

The government also wants the steel industry to expand produc-
tion by 20 million tons. But steel is holding out for these favorable
write-off rates to be applied to them, and then it will act in the best
tradition of “free enterprise” and expand production.

(]
WHO'LL BITE ON THIS ONE?

Here is another version of the “preventive war”
time it comes from one of the financial writers of the N.

psychology. This
Y. Times on

‘November.12:

"There is a growing feeling in the country, perhaps, that we should
stop 'biting the stick’ which is being poked at us and go after the man
behind the stick. After all, wea re not just a pup that knows no better.
We might serve notice on the nation that is poking at us that the next
poke means war—with everything we have and that means our A-bomb
superiority."

®

PEAK IN PERSONAL INCOME (NOT YOURS)

Personal income in September reached the all-time record high
of an annual rate of $228.3 billion. This is $2.9 billion higher than
the annual rate for August.

The pelsonal income figures mclude payments for wages and sal-
aries, farm income, rents, profits and interest.

The largest factor in this rise was a $3 billion increase in dividend
payments as a result of the recent wave of dividends and extra dividend
payments. It also reflects the swelling profits of business as a result
of the Korean war boom. This is part of the rush of business e pass
out dividends to stockholders before the higher tax rates are applied.

Manufacturing wages, however, showed an increase of $400 mil-
lion, or only about 13 per cent of the increase that went to dividends.
In August there was a $1.9 billion increase in factory wages, but
this represented an increase in employment. The increase in wage
rates has not even begun to approach the inecrease in prices in re-
cent months and the fabulous profits that business is raking in,

° 3
HARD FACTS ON STEEL PROFITS

The steel mdustry which is cl‘amoring for an increase in steel
puces is sharing in this general rise in profits. The twenty top com-
panies which repre:-,ent 85 per cent of ingot production report profits
for the first nine months of 1950 at $541 million, a 35 per cent in-
crease over the same period of 1949. Since total profits in all of 1949
were only $527 million, in 1950 the total should reach close to $800
million. And the steel industry is crying that if it raises wages, prices
have to go up too.
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By JAMES M. FENWICK

The Socialist Party of India is of more than pass-
ing interest, not only because of the exceptional
role any secialist party could play in a key colonial
country such as India, but because of the closeness
of its posifion to that of the Independent Socialist
League in many respects. -

Following the coming of the Congress Party to
power, the Socialist Party, which had been its left
wing, broke with it and began an independent ex-
isténce. In 1947 the general council of the Socialist
Party issued a poliey statement. The succession of
political developments which the next two years
witnessed mandated a revision of the statement in
1949, This program is the latest full presentation
of the Indian Socialist Party’s position which is
available to us at this time. .

The policy statement begins by defining the
“objectives of the party as being (a) the establish-
ment of a demoecratic socialist society in India;
(b) the eradication of imperialism, racialism, colo-
nialism and other forms of national oppression and
economic inequality among nations and the cre-
ation of a democratic socialist world.” This demo-
cratic socialism is distinguished from totalitarian
Stalinism. A distinetion is made between the poli-
cies of the Indian Secialist Party and those of
the pre-Hitler Social-Democracy. “The Socialist
Party, therefore, while firmly believing in demo-
cratic socialism and fully aware of the dangers of
totalitarian communism, adheres steadfastly to the
path of revolution. The party sees no conflict be-
tween democracy and revolution.”

Basic Marxism in Program

Under socialism, the statement continues, capi-
talism and feudalism will be abolished and replaced
by a classless society. Production, exchange, and
banking will be socialized, technological advance-
ment will take place at an accelerated pace, pro-
duction will be planned, the discrepancy between
rural and urban areas will disappear, the princely
status will be abolished, tribal peoples will have
cultural autonomy, religion can be freely prac-
tised, the caste system will be abolished, and women
will "have equality with men. Socialism will, of
necessity, have to exist on a world-wide basis,

Of the transition to the socialist society, the
statement has the following to say: "the class strug-
gle is the metive force in the transition to socialism.
+ + o« Insurrectionary means must be distinguished
from terroristic action, putschism or conspiratorial
violenee. . . . To put it histerically, for an insurrec-
tion to take place and to succeed, the philosophy
and technique of the Narodnaya Volya must be trans-
formed into the philosopRy and technique of the
Russian Social Democratic Labor Party. . . . Demo-
cratic means can be used for the capture of state
power only where full political democracy is func-
tioning and the working class, the peasantry and the
lower middle class have reached a high level of
maturity and have created a powerful political
party. Where these conditions do not exist, demo-
cratic methods must be ineffective and inadequate
and sometimes dangerous.” ’

“In the achievement of the Socialist order of
society,” the statement continues, “the working
class has an important and increasingly respon-
sible role to play. The labor policy of the party
therefore forms the core of the party’s policy
statement.” The labor movement must be organ-
ized in free, democratie, independent trade unions,
adequately financed and with full-time officials.
Given the backwardness of the Indian worker, a
prime task of the Socialist Party is to develop a
workers’ education movement.

Key to Foreign Policy

_The key to Indian’s foreign policy is seen to lie
in the policy of the Third Camp: “victory of nei-
ther of the power bloes will lead to the emancipa-
tion of mankind. And therefore, no choice or pref-
erence is indicated. India should not therefore do
anything that is likely to increase the influence of
either of these bloes but strive to create a Third
Camp of active neutrality and try to expand the
area of this Third Camp as far as possible.”

“The Indian Socialist Party rejects unity with
the Communist Party: “The Communists in this
country, as elsewhere, are often described as leftists,
but they are neither Ieftists nor rightists; they are
merely Russian nationalists; and they swing from
either extreme to the other with the utmost ease,
as dictated by the-swings in Russian policy.”

“To all the democratic forces in this country,”
the statement concludes, “"we extend a cordial wel-
come to join the Socialist Party in building up a
united socialist. movement. Two socialist parties have
already merged with the party and a considerable
part of another. Every effort shall be made to con-
tinue this process and it is hoped that as the mass
basis of the party broadens this process would’ be
further facilitated."

There are some obvious gaps in-this program.
(For example, the Pakistan question is not touched
upon; there is no section on the youth and student

. movements, svhich' are of much greater importance -
in colonial countries than in metropolitan ones; the

program for economie reconstruction seems frag-

SOCIALIST PARTY OF INDIA SUPPORT% THE "THIRD CAMP"

mental:y.,, an,d little is said upon party structure.)
But in the context of collateral pamphlet material,
articles a‘n Janata, and practical activity, these
lacks do ﬁot assume critical importance. There are,
‘moreover, political criticisms which can be made—
such as, for example, an ambiguous attitude to-
ward the United Nations.

But ﬁ'hat is decisive is that in a reactionary
period, when socialist remnants of all types are
lining: up with either U, 8. or Stalinist imperial-
ism, a secialist party of an important country
mamtam& a Third Camp position.

Ac‘hv& in All Fields

So fa:’;: ‘as we can tell at this distance, the party
enjoys - aﬁemocratic internal reglmc. Not only are
the pages of Janata open to opposing points of
view, but a party discussion bulletin is published
as well. Further, the editorial staff reprints ar-
ticles fraom the foreign socialist press of various
persuasions, LABOR ACTION among others. This
is indeed heartening in an epoch when the pressure
of*nollthlﬂhas crushed the creative life out of
more than one revolutionary organization.

It is obvious that the party has roots in the
masses. I intervenes actively among the péasants,

the urban workers, and the students, as a succession -

of dramu}iﬁ stories in Janata demonstrate.

Politigal tendencies within the party would
i seem. to e from a sentimental socialism heavily
infused I._Ith Gandhism to Trotskyism. In general,
there is a lack of over-all Marxist background such
as we, wﬁo have been close to the European tradi-
tion, have become accustomed to finding in the most
advanceﬁ‘a socialist cadres. The reaswns for this
lack, which lie in the colonial history of the coun-
try, coul& be easily developed.

~The ﬁterest evinced by the Indian Socialist
Party in %omahst thinking abroad is very encour-
ag’mg Tlus interest has its basis not only in a de-
sire to aqslm:Iate the socialist thought of the West
but in a realization that the solution of internal
Indian pgoblems daily becomes more and more a
partial function of international developments. The
Korean events have obviously posed some thorny
problems, which the most recent events in Tibet
and Nepai‘ can only serve to sharpen. Their proper
resolution.can go a long way toward an ultimate
fusion of the best elements of the Indian tradition
with scieﬁtiﬁc socialism. .

..... Spmicii -

F mﬁf “ﬂm Stone Age

As a bostscnpt to the foregoing we must men-
tion receipt of several issues of New Horizon, or-
gan 6f the Bolshevik Mazdoor Party of Indla, the
official represantatwe of the Fourth International.
Despite the ‘obvious sincerity and self-sacrifice of
the comrﬁes of this tendency, their politics can be
charltahlﬁ characterized solely as stone-age Trot-
skyism. Here are two typical political potsherds we
stumbled f6ver: “Chinese. Stalinism not only pre-
serves and protects the indigenous capitalism but
also the foreign capitalism.” And: “It is absurd to
believe that Indian capitalist class and its party

the. Conﬁess can provide free and fair elections -

in an era of prec1p1tate decline of capitalism and
its demo%‘n

Though we are unacquainted with the Indian
situationdn detail, we can without hesitation sug-
gest thatthe comrades of the Bolshevik Mazdoor
Party -offiIndia enter the Socialist Party, as did
leading Imdian Trotskyists some time ago. Arche-

"1 substitute for polities.

) TN
article goes to press, we have received
s of the Indian Secialist Party’s con-
j thizs year. We eapect that WORLD
S“will discuss thesé in an early issue.—
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" exists and that is deplorable, but “political democracy”

THE PRO-TITOISM OF THE SOCIALIST LEFT—18 _

Tito’s Workers Council Law: the Jokers

By HAL DRAPER

The preceding three articles have explained the Titoists’ drives
toward the measures which gave birth to the new “workers’ councils”
setup. The last point emphasized was the role of such measures in
developing new cadres for the administrative bureaueracy. Of special
interest was the comment which we quoted from Trotsky, ending with:

“Of greatest urgency to the Kremlin [read: to the Titoist bureau-
cracy] is the extraction of a new administrative apparatus from
among the toiling population. . . . This task can be solved only in
several stages. The first stage is the peasant committees and the
committees of workers’ control.”

[Incidentally, the last sentence was misprintea last week, the
typographical error reading: “The first stage is the peasant commit-
tees of workers’ control.””]

If the Russian Stalinist development has shown that “committees
of workers’ control” of a certain type can exist within the framework
of Stalinist totalitarianism, indeed as an instrumentof that Stalinism,
it is surely incumbent upon the pro-Titoist apologists to examine
Tito’s workers’ councils a little more critically than their naive halle-
lujahs have indicated.

What CAN "‘workers' councils” mean in a regime in which a worker
has no right of political opposition or criticism? So the workers in a
factory are, by decree, to elect their representatives to consult with
the factory managers: this is the basis for the hallelujahs. But no mere
than anyone else do these representatives have any rights as against
the sole and real power in the country, which is also the sole owner
of the factory: the Tito-Stalinist regime. They will be consulted, on how
efficiently to carry out the aims of the regime.

The Myth of "Economic Democracy"

This is what is represented, in the words of some, as “economic
democracy” as distinct from “political democracy.” It is the formula
of Henry Wallace (in his neo-Stalinist days at least) and of the
Wallace type everywhere. True (they say), no ‘“political democracy”
is not the only
type of democracy, and after all there is also “economic demgeracy”
and “ethnic democracy” and 57 other varieties of demoeracy, 4nd shall
we get overheated if Stalinism lacks one among all these assorted
types of democracy?

We need not go into any general dissertation on the distinction
between political democracy and econoniy democracy, because the
whole point is this: It is under Stalinism that no such distinction can
possibly ewxist.

The Stalinist system is characterized precisely by the fusion of eco-
nomics and politics—i.e., it is the state, the political power, which also
owns, controls and directs the economy.

Under capitalism, the political power and the economic power are
related but not identical. Under Stalinism they are identical: the
same power, the same personnel.

Under capitalism it is possible to speak of regimes (“Bonapartist
regimes”) in which the ruling class has been politically expropriated
while still remaining in possession of its economie and social power
by virtue of its ownership of the means of production. Under Stalin-

<ism, the very concept does not make sense. It is not wrong, it is not

right, it is simply meaningless.

Under capitalism, the state bureaucracy acts essentially as the
agency (“executive commlttee") of the ruling class. Under Stalmlsm,
the state bureaucracy is the ruling class.

Under capitalism, or at any rate democratic capitalism, political
democracy can exist without economic democracy (and therefore,
incidentally, can never be real and thoroughgoing political democ-
racy). But even under cap:tahsm, no one has ever seen the reverse:
the existence of economic democracy in any sense without polltlcal
democracy of any kind!

And yet it is claimed that this can be true in a social system
where political power and economic power cannot be separated at all,
by the very nature of the system! :

A Close Look at the Law

To date, all that has happened with Tito’s workers’ councils is:
(1) The new law has been decreed; (2) Speeches have been made
hailing, ete.; (3) Councils have been elected. That is all anyone has
to go on at present. We therefore turn to examine the law, analyze
the speeches,.and take a look at the composstlon of the newly elected
councils,

The setup established by the law is as follows: (1) The workers
in an énterprise elect their workers’ councils; (2) the council elects
a management board for the enterprise; (3) the manager of the
enterprise is appointed from above; (4) all these are under the gen-
eral control of the industry-wide apparatus, called the “higher indus-
trial association,” which is established by the state, and of the state
organs themselves.

The powers of the workers’ counc:l-—a central point, of course—

. resolve themselves into two parts after a careful reading of the law:

(1) questions upon which they can make decisions and act; (2) ques-
tions upon which they can only express consultative opinions. Titoist
expositions of the law -deliherately and systematically confuse these
two.

As L. F. Stone has pointed out recently, the first set of decisive
powers deal with matters reélating to speedup, increasing production,
efficiency, etc., and are general. On other questions, the council is in
effect limited fo consultation. On many of these, the language of the
law is so vague and wide-open that a team of horses could be driven
through it; it will mean whatever the state decides that it means.

In the direct list of powers of the council (Article 23) the only
one which begins forthrightly with “Makes decisions . . .” is this:
“Makes decisions concerning the management of the enterprise and
relative to the realization of the production plan.”

The same article says that it “makes the rules of the enterprise”
but this only on confirmation by the industry-wide or state organs.
The other powers listed are too vague to mean anything at all, espe-
cially in view of other sections scattered through the law which
specifically give decisive powers to the appointed manager or the out-
side top authority.

The management board, which is elected by the council, a step
removed from the workers, likewise is given a number .of general
“powers”’ to make proposals to the manager (on working hours, for
example) ; but the heart of its powefs is the following:

“Takes any measures necessary for the advancement of the produc-

- tion -of the-enterprise; and particularly for the rationalization of pro-

duction [speedupl, for increase of p:;oduciivi?y of labor, for bringing
down the costs of production, for improving the quality of production
and for economy and minimization of waste and scrap."

The management board can submit objections (to the upper state
organs) against decisions by the industry-wide association, but has
no power to hold these decisions up (Article 32). On the other hand,
the appointed manager can veto any decision of the management
board until it is passed upon on top (Article 40).

The management board is bound (Article 5) to obey" “the instruc-
tions or directives” of the top organs—it is mot responsible only to
represent the workers who elected it. On the other hand, Section IV
of the law on the rights and duties of the appointed manager con-
tains a surfeit of language to put decisive power in his hands on any
question. It is he, after all, who is “directly responsible for the execu-
tion of the law and of all other legal prescriptions and all orders of
the competent state organs,” ete. The appointed manager, incidentally,
is an ex officio member of the management board.

The workers” council, says the law, is elected by secret ballot, but
the election is specifically rigged so” that no minority can possibly
gain a single member on the council! This is done (Article 19) by a
list election whereby different slates of candidates can be put forward
but “Those candidates who obtain the greatest number of votes on
the list of candidates for which the ma}omty of the workers cmd.
employees voted are considered elected. M

‘Furthermore, “a list of candidates is slgned by those who put it
up” (Article 14).. Somebody may have use for the names. Finally,
the electoral commission which runs the election i "“appointed by
the trade-union organization” (Article 16), not by the workers of
the enterprise or any of their organs.

The above does not pretend to exhaust the list of jokers and gwn-
micks in this law, not even the obvious ones, but we do not mean to
lay primary emphasis on such jokers and gimmicks. A subtler formu-
lation of the law or amendments to it will not change anything which

" we have already discussed about the role of “workers’ councils” in a

totalitarian political structure,
' ®

Composition of the Workers' Councils

The speeches about the new law dealt with platitudes about “fight-
ing bureaucratism” which we have already discussed, but the com-
position of the workers’ touncils is or should be enlightening. It
should not have been unexpected, however,

The criterion laid down to qualify workers for election to the coun-
cil's has nothing to do with their ability or suitability to represent their
fellow workers in anything. The criterion is how good and productive
they are as workers.

Thus, a Tanjug dispatch when the new law was announced:

“The resolution adopted at the end of a meeting of the Rad con-
struction enterprise in Belgrade says: ‘The day when the construc-
tion enterprises will be led by the best masons, carpenters and other
worlkers, these enterprises will more rapidly achieve their tasks than
they have been able to do up to now.” Discussing the new laws, the
workers bring out the cxper:enees of the workers’ councils which
have already been formed in the enterprises, and stress that the
workers who know their jobs thoroughly can solve all the problems
in the enterprise.” [July 1. My emphasis.]

This one is entirely typical. It is the bureaucracy’s means of let-
ting the workers know what kind of “representatives” they are sup-
posed to elect, Tn following up, the Tito press bore down heavily on
the same theme in their reports of the council elections as they took
place. Rad, the central organ of the trade unions, gave some figures
on the results in 215 factories and mines. Of the workers’ councils
members elected, “2178-are shock workers, 108 innovators, 316 effi-
ciency experts, 19 inventors, and 1060 bear decorations as workers.”
(Quoted by Yugoslay Fortmghtly, June 9.)

Glas, the organ of the Serbian People’s Front, reported on the
electlons in Serbia in the largest enterpnseS' “62 per cent of the
members are workers,  the rest engineers, technicians' and salaried
employees. Almost half the members of these councils have been :dec-
orated with the Order of Labor, or designated as shock worker&, inno-
vators and rationalizers.”  (Tanjug, June 19.)

Back in 1949, Kardelj’s:Ou People’s Democraey in Yugoslavia had
already foresbadowed the workers’ eouncil law. He called for further
development of “régular conferences on all questwns of factory man-
agement between the directors and groups of the most efficient work-
ers,” The aim is “further improvement in the socxa]ist methods of
business management,” he said.

But still, workers have the “right” to put forward lists of nomi-
nees.on any other basis, don’t they? They can, if they wish, propose
a slate of candidates who, say, are opposed to the economic (even
political) aims of the regime, can’t they? They need not take the hint
of the regime that they are supposed to be- “represqui;ed" by Yugo-
slav Stakhanov:sts, speedup artists and judas goats.w’t % This right
they have in such abunddnce that the Tito reglme will hasten ‘to
provide a special placq for them to exercise it in. That is the omega,
if not the .alpha, of “economic democracy” under a totalitarianism.

The regime may very likely succeed in developing suitable bureau-
crat- maserml .out of some of the shock workers, innovators, rational-
izers,‘and Order of Labor speedup heroes elected to the councils. It
is lgss ‘likely. that, over a period of time, labor productivity or effi-
ciency will be measurably increased by them—at least no more than
American company unions succeed in making the workers contented
and happy. It-is least likely of all that the workers represented by
the Heroes of Labor ‘will be deceived about their “democ¢racy.” -

- (Next wee_-l(. Trade unions, Stakhanovism and women's’ ‘rigllh.l
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The Gray Report:
Manifesto of American Imperialism

By SAM FELIKS
The Repert to the President on Foreign Eco-

nomic Policy, by former Secretary of the Army
Gordon Gray, shows the methods that the United
States will use to organize and dominate the non-
Stalinist world in preparation for a third world
‘war. It also indicates similarities in the methods
used by both the United States and Russia in the
exploitation of their respective camps.

" The. Gray report is a further indication of the con-
tradictions of the Ameriean liberal in formulating an
economic and social policy that is capable of ‘dei_le_atmg
Stalinism and making the world safe for ca.p'.ltfshsm. 1t
is his support of American foreign policy and its prep-
aration for war that destroys what he believes to be
the way to defeat Stalinism: increasing the standards
of living of the people throughout the world.
" The central idea of the report lies in the sr:aj;ement:
“Jt was essential after the war to restore political and
economic stability in the areas disrupted by the war. It
i3 now essential. to build adequate military strength . ..
“This indicates the relationship of the Gray report to the
earlier . Harriman report of mid-1947 which was the
hasis of the Marshall Plan,

It is appropriate that the man whose name symbaelizes
4he dominant irend in U. S. foreign econamic policy.
George Marshall, was secretary of state at the time of
the first part of this statement, and now is the secretary
of defense when it is time to build “military strength.”
For the Harriman report was to the Marshall- Plan what
the @ray report is to fhe North Atlantic Pact.

Cailing the Tune—Aloud

At the time Gordon Gray started this survey, in
March 1950, the North Atlantic Pact discussions were
already under way for the rearming of the United States
and Western Europe. The problem of how to distribute
the burden of rearming was already pressing, but it was
the Korean war that speeded up the time-table. To a
oreat extent the main lines of this report would have
been the same without Korea; it is the tempo of develop-
ment that has been quickened.

The new problem that is introduced is that of re-
armament. “We have now entered a new phase of foreign
economic. relations,” says the Gray report. The new
phase is that the U. S. will have an ever-inereasing voice
in the determination of policy for the rest of the non-
Stalinist world, The U. 8. has been calling the tune for
the .past five years, but now its hand is to be more open.
Increasingly there have been loud demands from the bi-
partisan, supporters of American foreign poliey that the
Europeans stop pussyfooting around and get down to
the business of rearming.

! This increase in rearmaments appears to the Truman
administration as requiring a shift in the use of economic
vesources and the necessity to increase the importation
of strategic raw materials, “The diversion of American
productive  effort to military defense “will reduce the
=upply. of goods for civilian consumption in this country.
it will also reduce the guantity of civilian goods which
we can ship abroad. This means that our demand for
<civilian imports from other countries will increase.”

It is this last sentence that offers -an impertant clue
4o what this American foreign economic policy means to
‘Western Europe. The United States, the richest and most
powerful country in the world, will have to decrease its
‘production of civilian goods in order to.rearm, and.in turn
it proposes to get back :part of this shortage thraugh im-
ports from Western Europe.

That would sound plausible if it were not that West-
ern Europe is being faced with the same problems in

its own .rearming. The question is: Where is Western -
Europe.to get these civilian goods to export to maintain

the American standard of living?

What Will 1f Mean for Europe?

The effects of the program of rearming on Western
Europe are stated by the report:

“In the case of Western European countries, rising
raw-material prices and the growing secareities arising
Trom their own rearmament could put heavy pressure on
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their economies. These countries must continue for a
time to increase their exports in relation to their im-
ports in order to achieve self-support. Inflationary prices
for imports will increase the burden on their exports.

“Moreover the fact that a substantial portion of
Western European resources will be required for de-
fense production will increase import requirements and
at the same time tend to reduce the amount of goods
which they can export, Western Europe may be caught
between the rising costs of its imports and the falling
level of its exports, so ‘that its present progress toward
economic self-support may be undermined. Furthermore,
these trends involve a serious risk of inflation in the
Western European countries and may handicap their
military effort.”

To ask the question “Where is Western Europe to
get these exports?” is almost to answer it. If will be
squeezed out of the living standards of the masses
which are still below the pre-1939 depression levels.

The formulation of this idea of the relations hetween
the U. 8. and Western Europe shows the similarities
in the way both the United States and Russia view their
satellites. While there are important differences in de-
tail and in the extent to which the U. S. will be able to
carry it out, it nevertheless indicates certain- funda-
mental patterns of action.

What is common #o both imperialisms is the subordina-
tion of the welfare of their "allies” to the needs of
strengthening their own war potential. Both operate from
the point of view that it is their industrial and military
strength which is decisive if the other is to be defeated.
That is #rue, but this means frampling over the national
sovereignty of those within its camp.

Marshalling the Dollars

It is true that the United States does not have to set
up “Sovrom” companies in order to milk the wealth of
these countries, nor does it have to send in a Rokossovsky
to act as a proconsul. The United States, instead, does

it through the market operations of capitalist economy. .

The wealth of the United States does not necessitate
the dismantling of factories in England or France and
their shipment to the U. 8., nor the use of slave labor.

Instead the United States wants the manpower of
Western Europe and Asia, it wants the raw materials,
it wants the rest of the world to rearm according to its

time-table so as to preserve the basis of capitalist so-
ciety. These things it has accomplished because of the
power of the dollar .and €he devastation of -the rest of
the capitalist world. The conditions that it has laid
down for further economic aid, as stated in the Gray
report, show that if Western Europe does not agree to
performance standards .as .established by the United
States, this.aid will be eut off. And now there is:a pro-
posal that Western :Europe increase exports in relation
t& consumer:goods. at.a time when its own living stand-
ards are decreasing, this time in the name of “self-
support.” ’

This proposal is in line with some recent indications
of developments in the North Atlantic Pact Council.
France in recent months has been objecting to the re-
armament of Western Germany under conditions which
would weaken France’s hoped-for hegemony over con-
tinental Western Europe. The N. Y. Times Paris cor-
respondent, ‘'on November 12, reported on a proposed
compromise with the United States: The U. S. proposed
that if France would femove her objections to German
arming, the U. S. would allow France to produce a
larger amount of heavy manufacturing goods than now
allotted.

Setting the Mold for Europe

This gives:the oublines of a plan. whereby the Unifed
States would: be the primary: producer. of heavy -manufac-
turing and copital goods and-Western: Europe would. tend
to.concentrate on light manufacturing.and. cansumer goads.
It is this; type of division of industrial power that would
place Western Europe even further under the domination
of -American capitalism. In return the U. S. has promised
increased shipments of war materials and even a continua-
tion of a modified Marshall Plan.

The Gray report states the effect of this increased
arming: “Western European countries can, and un-
doubtedly will, make sacrifices by forgoing consumption
and investment, but there are limits beyond which they
cannot go without drastically undermining their eco-
nomic health and their political cohesion. A sufficient
rate of armament will probably exceed these limits, and
to the extent that it forces a reduction in their exports,
it reduces the only means they have of becoming self-
supporting.” : .

It is at this point that the benevolent American gov-
ernment will step in, with its offer of “economic aid,”
after it has imported. these consumer goods from Western
Europe. And all of this will be accomplished through
the “invisible hand” (sic) of the market.

Setting the Mold for Colonies

One of the main concerns of the report is “to in-
crease the production of raw materials necessary for
defense. It is not enough simply to buy existing supplies
—new ecapital must flow into the raw-material-produc-
ing countries to increase production. Moreover it is
vital not to lose the sources of these needed raw mater-
ials to the forces of Communist aggression.”

First, this is the justification for the prosecution of
future “dirty wars” like the one the U. S. is supporting
in Indo-China. The decisive guestion, to the U. 8., will
be: Are there vital raw materials in this country? and
not the aspirations of the people for national independ-
ence. This was the same reason given for the continued
oceupation of Germany—the strategic necessities of the
cold war. e

‘Second, the above statement from the report comes
after mention of the decreased amount of capital avail-
able for investment in the “free” world because of
armament, and the necessities of raising the standards of
living of the “backward areas,” i.e., colonial and former
colonial countries. Therefore what capital is available
for investment will go into the development of the raw-
material resources of these countries.

This is the typical capitalist-imperialist relation toward
these colonial and underdeveloped countries. It is the
development of the raw-material resources at the expense
of industry, and the creatioh of one-crop economies which
are entirely dependent on the imperialist country's
economy. ’ ,

Imperialism's Yardstick

Formerly such a country suffered the effects of the
business cycle of the main industrial countries because
its prosperity depended on the industrial country’s pros-
perity. Now it suffers the effects of inflation; for the
raw matérials it produces there are no manufactured
goods in return, This too will go under the holy name of
Point Four.

The U. 8. is not only concerned with the increased
production of raw materials but also its distribution,
that is, the fear of the inflationary effect of competitive
bidding for these scarce materials. On this point the
Gray Report makes two recommendations:

“11. Tn addition to necessary and properly admin-
istered domestic measures within the United States,
methods for international collaboration should be prompt-
ly established for guiding supplies of scarce materials
among the free nations in the manner best calculated: to
contribute to the common defense.

“#12. In administering suc¢h export controls as may
be necessary adequate steps should be taken to assure
the delivery of goods required by other counfries for
purposes that support broad United States interests.”

, (My italies.)

Not only will the United States attempt to determine

what shall be produced and who shall produce.it, but also

who is to.get it—all judged by the yardstick of “bread
United. States inferests.” : :

In the section on “how should our foreign economic
program be admihistered,” the report modestly points
out:

“We must not lose sight of the fact that our economie
health is itself vital to attaining the objectives of the

free world.” .
(Next weeik: the Gray Report and Europe’s will to -fight.)
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New Elements in Stalinist Theory

A Study of Recent Changes in Official Russian Theory on Marx's ‘Obsolete’ Heas

By Vs. FELIX

In the post-war period, Russian Stalinism has clearly
begun to make changes in its official ideology. This new
course or new “general line” of the party has come into
being without beitig preceded by the smashing of a new
opposition or déviation in its ranks, and without any
tragi-comic show frial (leaving aside the liquidation of
“cosmopolitans” in science and literature and the mys-

terious death of Zhdanov). It goes without saying that

there was no public discussion of this new ‘“general
lirie” even ingide the party. The conclusion can be drawn
that this new course is the hatural successor of the old

' course, arising from a Bonapartized regime whose de-

generation is complete.

The new elements in the Stalinist ideology of today
are the following: ) . ;
. (1) A wew attitude toward Marxism and its further
falsification. -

(2) Néw thedries about the state and its functions in
socialist and communist society.

{(3) A new theory about the so-called "political econ-
omy of socialism." _

(4) The theory of a "néw read” to socialism on a worid
scafe. . .

1
"Break with Obsolete Ideas"

Not long ago Moscow’s dictators began to put fre-
quent emphasis on the fact that the doctrine of Marxism
is 150 years old. It can scarcely be believed that they
have only now, suddenly, noticed this lapse of time;
something else is evidently involved. In the same way,
they began to recall with equal frequency that Karl
Marx always lived in a capitalist society whereas Josef
Stalin has built socialism and is now leading the people
to communism. In this connection they often point out
that a man’s consciousness is always determined and
influenced by his social being and existence.

A bit of light may be thrown on these mysterious
emphases and references by the following staterient in
Boishevik, the central theoretical organ of the party:

“Marx and Engels (having lived in eapitalist society)

. could foresee only in its general features the need

.of creating a new ideology conforming to the social rela-

tions of communist society.. . . . :
“The Soviet reality shows the conecrete forms in

. which there comes to life this great process of a break

with obsolete ideas, the process of constructing a new
social ideology.” [Bolshevik, No. 4, 1948, page 40. My
emphasis.}

Up to now we were told that there is not, never has
been and never will be anything better than Marx’s
doctrines for every kind of society, not only for com-
munist society; but now it suddenly appears that there
is a “need of creating a new ideology.” In point of fact,

- we do indeed see such an ideology being created today

in the Russian reality, and what is taking place is indeed
a “great process” of a “break Wwith obsolete ideas.” With-
out being in the least demagogic, we still would like ‘to
ask Bolshevik: With what obsolete ideas of Marx’s does
it want to break? Was it for this reason that it has been
stressed that Marx lived and wrote within capitalist
society, in the very far and obsolete past?

On this point, we have gotten an answer from Stalin
himself:

“In the course of its development Marxism inevitably
enriches itself with new experience and new knowledge;
therefore, its different formulas and..conclusions cannot
remain invariable in the course of time but must inevit-
ably be replaced by new formulas and eéhclusions which
conform to new historical tasks.” [Stalin, in Bolshevik,
No. 14, 1950,]

In essence, this statement is an old and well-known
truth, but why has Stalin seen fit to spring it only now?
Because he—the creator of those “new historical tasks,”
that “new ideoclogy,” etc., as the chief cook in the kitchen
of Marxist falsificdtion—wants to utilize that thought
to untie his hands at long last and to begin, without
camouflage, to replace the “old” and “obsolete” formulas
of Marx with the new ones of his, Stalin’s, own manu-
facture. Everyone knows what a brilliant career he has

. bad in that field. *

| 2
"Communism in One Country"

~ One need not go very far to look for evidences of
Stalin's new falsifications of Marxism. The best proof for
it is the new ideology itself. The next element of that

. ideclogy to be considered is the new theory of fhe state.
It is well. known that Marx considered the state as .

an “organ of class force.” With the elimination of class
violence and with the resulting creation of a classless
society (socialism and communism), the state as the
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instrument of coercion has to die away, giving place to
the self-governing -society, the commune. That is Marx’s
theory. Engels and Lenin said the same thing. Quite the
opposite says Stalin:

“Comrade Stalin has destroyed the anti-Leninist,
right-opportunist theory of the gradual dying-away of
the state in the epoch of socialism.” [Pravde, March 31,
1950.]

None of the theorists of Marxism ever spoke of the
possibility of communism being built or existing in a
single country. Quite the opposite says Stalin:

“Comrade Stalin has brought the Leninist theory of
building socialism in one country to the point of admit-
ting the possibility of huilding the highest stage of com-
munism in one country.” [Bolshevik, No. 4, 1948,]

“Comrade Stalin has pointed out the inadniissibility
of the general formula about the dying-away of the state
through the concrete example of building communism in
one country.” [Ibid:] '

In connection with these statements, the state—this
“organ of class coercion”—is presented in the new ideol-
ogy as the -highest value of human society, as the alpha

and omega of social life. Having proclaimed the state’s
immortality, Stalinism legalizes its totalitarianism and
absolutism: : :

“Just as the socialist state is the basie force of Soviet
society, so it makes it possible to move forward to com-
plete communism. Under the conditions of the socialist
system, the state is the source of progress in society,
the moving force of development of all economic and
cultural life.” [Bolshevik, No. 4, 1948.]

“The Soviet state is a new type of state unprecedent-
ed in history. It embodies-the unity of political power
and economic power. In its hands is united not only the
whole political power but also all the means of produc-
tion. Our state . . . sets in motion all the factors of social
development: economie, pelitical and ideological.”
[Pravda, March 31, 1950.] -

3
Piecework under "Communism"

The next element of the new ideology is the theory of
“socialist political economy” as a science.

As is well known, the Stalinists claim that they have
already completed the construection of socialism in Rus-
sia and that they are now building communism. Stalin
says that communism can be built in one country. (The
popular quip in Russia comments: “Sure he can build it
—but who'll be able to live in that country?”) The new
ideology deals “extensively with concretizing the social
essence of that Stalinist “communism.”

“The difference between them [between the socialist
and communist stages of society] lies precisely in the
stage of economic maturity. Insofar as we move from
socialism to communism, a rapprochement will take place

between the two forms of property [state property and

cooperative-kolkhoz property]. The only condition for
that rapprochement is . . . the strengthening of the lead-
ing role of state property in the economy.” [Bolshevik,
No. 4, 1948,]

Thus we see that the state stands above everything.

Another difference between the socialist and commu-
nist stages of society is fhe disappearance, in the latter,
of the separation of monual work and mental work. In the

-opimion of Bolshevik, this condition exists right now in

Russia, since Russia has "liquidated the monoply on knowl-
edge™ and the "right to education" exists for all. In
reality, as everybody knows, the special laws of 1940
established fhe right to education for the privileged bu-
reaucracy only.

Another difference between socialism and communism
pertains to the distribution of the social product. Under
socialism the formula is distribution according to work
performed; under communism, according to need. Bol-
shevik, which we have been quotifig, cunningly extyri-
cates itself from the toils of this question by the help
of its own “dialectics.” In an imaginary polemic on the
subject of liquidating the separation between manual
and mental work, it argues that this process is going on
now, not through dismembering productive functions or
decreasing: specialization but, rather, precisely through
the increase in specialization, through the deepening of
knowledge. That is correct, but it adds further:

“Whereas under socialism the leading principle of so-
cial life is distribution according to work performed,
under conmmunism appears the principle of distribution
according to needs, This feature of the highest stage of-

communism comes into being in the dialectical ways:
not through the weakening of the socialist principle of
distribution according to work performed but, on the
contrary, through its thoroughgoing strengthening and
deepening.” . '

And further:

“The gradual transition to the highest stage of com-
munism requires the steady development and stern reali=
zation of the socialist principle of labor payment.”

As everyone knows, the dialectical “contrary” proves

~ that in their “communist society” there will eontinue to

exist the present “socialist” principle of payment: the
Supreme Council member receives 12,000 rubles a year,
plus numerous privileges, plus 150 rubles a day during
sessions; and—such is the power of “dialecties”—the
manual worker, on the contrary, gets only 150 rubles a
month. . »

Bolshevik states: "Communism does mot deprive-n_y'--
one ‘of the possibility of appropriating the socidl product;
it only eliminates the possibility of exploiting anyone's
laber in consequence of that appropriation.” :

it would be hard to imagine anything more cymical
thon that sfatement!

‘"ECOINOMIC LAWS OF SOCIALISM"

Besides the theory about the “gradual transition te
communism,” the new science of “socialist political econ-
omy” also comprises the theory of the so-callsd “eco-
nomic laws of socialism.” This theory is closely bound up
with the theory of the state, for in practice, economics
and the state are closely tied in Russia. This phenome-
non, this unity also exists always in capitalist states
during the imperialist stage of their development, as
Lenin said. This phenomenon was acknowledged by
Pravde on March 31, 1950: “The basic principle of state
1rule over economics in. the USSR is the unity of eco-
nomiecs and politics.” .

“The economic laws of socialism,” according ts the
new Stalinist ideology, take the following forms: differ-
ent forms of wages (inequality in payment for labor);
the law of value, which “has great importance in the
struggle for the most effective utilization of the basic
and turnover funds, for the planned accumulation” of
capital; the law of “socialist (?) accumulation” of eapi-
tal, ete. According to Marx’s and Lenin’s theory, the
same eeonomic laws exist in monopoly eapitalism in the
stage of imperialism.

But in Rossia, unlike private monopoly capitalism, these
laws are not set in motion by themselves,” that is, in
consequence of their inner coniradictions.. In Russia these
contradictions exist also, but they are regulated from
cbove by the planm, they are bridled by-the unity of eco-
nomics and the totalitarian state,

In Pravda, we find the following statement: “The or-
ganizational functions of the Seviet state in economics
consists in acting as a decisive factor in the censcious
application and utilization of the economie laws of sscial-
ism, which eannot be realized by themselves.” .

The capitalist laws of economic relations (accumula-
tion of eapital, law of value, appropriation of surplus
value through unequal distribution of the soeial preduct,
ete.), regulated by the state, are therefore the pheridmena
which characterize the system of state eapitalism, as this
was mentioned by Engels in his Anti-Dueh#ng and
thoroughly studied by Lenin and Bukharin, One wmeed
only add that this state capitalism calls itself “socialism’
and is different from that analyzed by the Marxist teach-
ers_in its unprecedented political despotism. This des-
potic essence of Stalinism is not denied even by the
Stalinists themselves. Bolshevik writes about “the waeas-
ures of a transitional character which are realized after
the -establishment of the dictatorship of the preletariat
through despotic interference into the rights of swmer-
ship,” ete. For over two decades we have seen this des-
potic interference of the Stalinist dictatorship ints the
workers’ right to own the products of their own lahor,

4
Another "New Rouad"

The next element of the new Stalinist ideology is the
theory of the “People’s Democracies,” indeed, the theory
about a “new road” to soeialism. The “People’s Desmoe-
racies” are considered to be the new forms of the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat. It is added that the dictator-
ship of the proletariat, and socialism too, can be estab-
lished’ without any revolution and without any civil war.
Up to now, this had been maintained only by the Menshe-
viks and social-democrats, Now it is put forward byr the
Stalinists—but with a stipulation, stressed espeeially
after the “accident” with Yugoslavia:

“The regime of People’s Democracy is able to fullfil'
the functions of the dictatorship of the proletariat only

* on condition of preserving and strengthening friendship

with the Soviet Union,” [Pravda, January 5, 1950.1

+ .

The extremely interesting study published above is
translated from Vpered, the organ of the Ukrainiam anti-
S‘taiia resistance movement, No. 13, 1950. No other so-
cialist movement or periodical follows the development
of Russien Stalinism as closely as do the comrades of
Vpered, and we hope to bring our readers other such
studies of timely value.

‘ Our readers will note, we think, that the discussiown
of "stat‘c capitalism” at the end of Section 8 is, from our
viewpoint, quite confused, but the same section cogently
mrcph_asizcs the “unity of cconomics and polities” in the
Russian system, a basic characteristic differentiating the
Statinist exploitive system from the capitalist.—Ex.

.
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‘Page Eight

. Reuther 'Ex

(Continued from page 1)

held and supported in far greater
strength in 1950 than they were
in 1946—the last off-year elec-
tion, and the only basis for com-
parison.”

The Murray man (to himself):
~«Now I ean understand why the
Redhead was made chairman of
the resolutions committee. Sounds
good the way he says it.” (Out
‘Joud:) “This is an accurate state-
ment of the situation. Don’t pay
too much attention to the news-
papers.”

The militant: "Your statement is
.beside the point. Two weeks ago
you and President Murray said the
New-Deal and Fair Deal support-
ers would win! They would defeat
Taff. You predicted, not a defeat
like that of 1946, but a big vic-
tory! Why was your prediction
completely wrong?

“Why this off-year alibi rou-
tine? You kpew this was an off-
year when you made your predic-
fions. You expected, with the big
registrations in states like Ohio, to
beat Taft and his kind quite badly.
You expected that iabor and most
other people would follow your
advice and vote the way you said.
Perhaps you aren't as popular
among the workers as you think?
Maybe your whole. approach to
political action is wrong?"

“Just one minute,” says Presi-
dent Reuther. “The elections this
year were in terms of foreign

policy. A jittery, fearful and un-
certain American people were
duly and understandably alarmed
by developments of the last year:
the announcement in September
1949 that Russia had the A-
bemb; announcement of the H-
bomb last January; and the un-
certain and frightening course of
events in Korea. ...

“America needed in this period
more than ever, a bold imagina-
tive and constructive program to
check Communist aggression that
would have filled with positive
values the moral vacuum cre-
ated by -these real and. human

fears. . . ." The so-called “tough
program’” did’ not sufficiently
catch the imagination of "the

American people. It did not “fill
the vaeuum.”

WHO FAILED?

‘The Murray man nods his head
in agreement.

The militant critic declares:
*"President Reuther, you sound like
a character from Orwell's '1984,"
a Mr. Doublethink and Mr. Double-
do. What party was in power
(having. won in 1948 accerding o
you) and what president failed to
‘fill the vacuum'? Yet you asked
the voters to support the Demo-
cratic. Party and Harry Truman!

"As a matter of fact, the CIO
has been seeking to hide whatever
minor differences it had with the
Truman administration. If pretend-
ed that there was no vacuum. As

for such a bold idea as a Labor
Party with independent candi-
dates, you were positive it could
only lose—while the policy of be-
ing the tail-end of the Democratic
Party would work." .

Reuther interjects: “MecCarthy-
jsm filled . the vacuum.”—“Of
course,” replies the critic. “Let’s
talk about McCarthyism. What is
it? How can labor fight it? You
admit it won in Maryland.”

Reuther explains: “The ab-
sence of a bold, constructive pro-
gram made it possible for the
lies, the malicious %landers and
the - carefully e¢alculated distor-
tions and half truths of MeCar-
thyism to prey upon the fear and
uncertainties of the people. . . .

“Because of his position as
chairman of the Senate Commit-
tee that investigated the Me-
Carthy charges, he [Tydings]
was seized upon by the Republi-
cans as the symbol of the forces
opposing McCarthyism. And he
was defeated.”

The critic: "What conclusion do
you draw from that? The politi-
cians now have a lesson, in the
major parties, of what happens to
anyone who tries to oppose Mc-
Carthyism. Your friend Mrs. Doug-
las will tell you that the next time
you visit California. 4sn't the crisis
going fo get bigger—and thus
won't the vacuum get bigger, with
McCarthy, flushed with victory,
doing ten times as much to fill the™

vacuum with more McCarthyism?

"Will Truman and the Demo-
cratic Party furnish the bold, new
program you say is necessary?"
ihe militant inquires further, Reu-
ther remains silent.

“Will you, at the CIO conven-
tion, or at the next UAW conven-
tion, furnish a bold new program
to fill the wvacuum?” the eritic
persists. More silence.

ANSWER IN OHIO

The discussion turns to Ohio.
Reuther brightens up. He has an
answer here: :

“The first lesson to be learned
is that, in an election of this im-
portance, progressive and liberal
forces cannot hope to win with-
out a eandidate of outstanding
ability and foree. ...

“Anether lesson is that labor
must have a far broader ap-
proach in all political campaigns
than it displayed in this con-
test. . . .

“In Ohio, Taft got the benefit
of MeCarthyism . . . although the
newspapers have pictured the
campaign as being based on the
domestic issue of the Taft-Hart-
ley Act, the fact remains that

‘Taft campaigned largely on the

basis of foreign policy and at-
tributed his victory_to the fears
aroused by the international sit-
wation. . ..

“A final reason for Taft's vic-
tory, which also must be faced
frankly by labor and liberal for-

Briggs - UAW Militants Work Out
On Election Alibis by Roy Reuther

DETROIT, Nov. 14—A lively dis-
cussion on the significance of the
1950 elections was held at Briggs
Local 212 (United Auto Workers)
Town Hall meeting last night, at
which Roy Reuther, UAW-CIO PAC

' director, was guest speaker.

In an informal speech, Roy
Reuther outlined the factors
which he thought played an im-
portant part in the reverses suf-
fered by the labor movement in
jts 1950 campaign, and he sug-
gested' a course of action, like-
wise informally, which provoked

" much discussion.

Using  the argument that, for

~an off-year election, the results

were not as bad as painted by the
reactionary press, Reuther com-
pared the 1950 election results

" with the 1946 fate of the Demo-

cratic Party as proof of his con-
tention. He attributed the set-
" backs to the deficiencies of the
candidates, in Ohio, Illinois,
Maryland and elsewhere. But he
insisted that in Michigan at least
the .union movement obtained a
record vote and did apparently
re-elect Governor Williams.
As.a matter of fact, Reuther
was. quite critical of the whole
CIO campaign, its lack of a con-
structive program, and its tie-up
with various machines.
For the future, he suggested
lubor enter the primaries to be
certain that strong candidates be

chosen. (He was as critical of.

Joe Ferguson of Ohio as most
CIO leaders have been.) And he
felt that in 1952 the Democratic
Party would make a strong come-
back.

LABOR GAYE NO ANSWER

But as the first speaker who
‘took the floor pointed out: “The
whole argument about an off-
year election is besides the
point.” The speaker, B. J. Widick,
co-author of The UAW and Wal-
ter Reuther, told Roy Reuther

- that two weeks ago the labor

. movement knew the 1950 election
was an off-year election and ‘yet
expected to defeat Taft.

"Every top CIO and AFL leader,
including the UAW officials, were
positive that Taft, in an off-year,
would be defeated. His majority
speaks for itself. How does the

‘ClO leadership account for the

fact that Taoft carried every ihdus-
trial community?" the speaker
osked. And this question was never
answered satisfactorily.

“The CIO convention in Chi-
cago next week won't answer this
question . because it involves a
critical self-analysis of which the
CIO leaders are no longer capa-
ble. Can they say they lack the
confidence of the rank and file?

“Why did the UAW support
Tammany candidates in New
York and the corrupt Democratic
machine in Illinois? And Fergu-
son in Ohio? Because it was the
tail-end of the Democratic Party,
and nothing else,” the speaker
pointed out. 4550

Widick added:

“Can the CIO admit it lacks a
program to meet the crisis we
face today? Reuther says the
world situation, Korea, etc., hurt
the Democrats. Isn’t that world
situation going to get worse, not
better?

“Labor has mno independent
peace policy, world policy, domes-
tic policy—how can it attract po-
litical influence in that case? At
a time when people are confused
and dissatisfied, they look for a
fresh answer. Labor leaders give
them no satisfaction.

“How can labor leaders fight
McCarthyism when they use the
same technique within the labor
mavement? _

"Labor leaders fail to under-
stand that the labor movement is
no longer considered the attrac-
tive social progressive force that
it was in the middle '30s, when it
was very infiuential, because la-
bor has no alternative answer to
the burning problems of today.

“Above all, the CIO leaders
can't admit to themselves or the
publie that they have lost the con-
fidence of the men in the shops.

“Instead of a rosy picture, the
fact is that unless labor changes
its course drastically the union
movement is doomed to more de-

. feats. Running on an anti-labor

program is popular these days.
Ask Taft. And it will remain so
until labor takes up the offensive
and proves itself to be the-force
of social progress in the future.”

Another speaker, Sam Fish-

man, committeeman from Ford
Local 400, used a devasatating
argument aginst the policy and
outlook - which Reuther had sug-
gested.

"The picture that Brother Reu-
ther paints is a familiar one. If
only we get out the vote, we'll”
clect a Democratic Congress and
president and we'll make progress.
But isn't that what happened in
19487 And where is the progress?

Fishman added that nowhere
did labor show the slightest inde-
pendence: from the Democratic
Party, and that its leaders were
stuck everywhere with the scan-
dals that helped defeat the Demo-
erats. )

“] don’t know when there will
be a Labor Party but I do know
that the ‘time is past when the
labor leaders can pass off one of
the two capitalist parties as a
pro-labor party. Everyone knows
the Dixiecrats too well to be
taken 'in by that talk. Why con-
tinue to talk about the Demo-
eratic Party in that way when it
only perpetuates a myth?

“We can’t start on the right
road of independent political ac-
tion as long as we keep marching
the workers down the wrong
road. And the deeper we go down
the wrong road, the harder it be-
comes to get on the right road,”
the speaker suggested.

James Lyndahl of the Packard
local spoke of his disillusionment
with PAC policy, and also erifi-
cized the red-baiting in the CIO
as helping the Republicans to
win.

Ken Morris, president of Briggs
212, advocated building labor's
own ward clubs and having all-
year round activity, instead of a
flurry just before election time.

In Michigan, the CIO leaders
are consoling themselves with the
fact that they did re-elect Wil-
liams and that this was better
than any showing by labor any-
where. But the Republicans did
increase their hold on the state
legislature, and at least two of
the congressmen in the Defroit
area who won with labor support
are showing every sign already
of saying “Thanks for the votes
and goodbye,” so that actually
little comfort, even from the CIO

leaders’ viewpoint, is possible.

Some of the UAW politicians
who did not attend this discus-
sion are advocating the policy
that labor must stay out of the
front in polities. It must let the
old-line Demoerats be the front,
otherwise labor will lose.

It is certainly clear that the
discussion on this has just begun
in the UAW, no matter what pol-
icy the national CIO convention
adopts. .

TRUMAN OPENS UP
FOR FRANCO — —

(Continued from page %)

and resistance of its own people.
Washington’s aid to Yugoslavia,
though proffered in the U. 8.s
own interests, will help the Yugo-
slav people to maintain their in-
dependence of Russian imperial-
ism. Whatever else may be said
about the two cases, the use of
the one as a whitewash for the
other is either dishonest or stu-
pid.

The CIO and AFL are pledged
to fight U. S. aid to Franco Spain.
Where are their voices now?

What have they done?

What has happened to their
fervent vows omn the subject?

How do they expect their rep-
resentatives in Europe, who are
traipsing all over the Continent
“teaching democracy to the Euro-
pean workers,” to be regarded
there, when American labor
stands by in shamed silence while
the government it supports
thrusts a dagger into the backs
of the Spanish workers and peo-
ple?

And will Walter Reuther, the
CIO’s No. 1 internationalist, con-
tinue to be equally muted—while
continuing to make rip-roaring
speeches about countering Stalin-
ism with democracy?

Or has shame a limit?

-~
Get ALL your books

from
Labor Action Book Service
4 Court Square
Long Island City 1, N. Y.
We can supply you!
- /
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plains’ Election - -

ces, is the obvious cross-deals
made between the Republican
and Democratic Party machines
in Ohio.”

The Murray man’s role in this
discussion has been reduced to
nodding his head in agreement

every time Reuther speaks, al- -
though he doesn’t agree with him. "

Privately he thinks: “Maybe we

. cught to stay out of polities. To

damn much trouble.” .

The critic: "Everything you
cloim has been learned in Ohio
was known one year ago. And you
knew it, so why did you support
Ferguson against Taft? Sure, you
played around with Murray Lin-
coln and Professor Busch, but you
knew tha? the Democratic Party
machine said no and would take
only Ferguson. That is what |
mean, among other things, when 1
say your policies make you the tail
of the Democratic Party. You sup-
ported Tammany in New York, the
richest cop in the world in Chi-
cago, the corrupt Democratic ma-
chines everywhere, By you, | mean
not just you as an individual but
the CIO as a national organiza-
tion.

“Hew much greater would be
the effect of a campaign in Ohio
in which you, or someone like you,
ran as an independent candidate
of labor against Taft, and you de-
bated him on all issues, with a
new, bold program against his
pro-capitalist policies?"

No public reply by Reuther. -

His “braintrusters” explain pri-
vately, in a stage whisper:
“What! and antagonize Phil
Murray, and Harry Truman? In
this period of reaction Walter’s
got to play it carefully and safe-
]),.II 4

4 YAGUE POINTS

Meanwhile, the world finds it-
self fearfully being dragged to-
ward World War III, where Reu-
ther’s dreams of safety and care
appear like the hollow mockery of
the dead to the living. ‘.

Lest anyone claim that Reu-
ther’s theories on the “Lessons of
the Elections” were not present-
ed fairly in our imaginary discus-
sion—and this kind of discussion
is not imaginary but occurs in
the UAW with Reutherites—Ilet
us see a summary of the United
Automobile Worker editorial.

(1) “We must see to it that -

corruption and racketeering in
our large cities are cleaned up, so
that they can never again infil-
trate into and influence or control
political parties.”

(2) We must have candidates
of stature, force and ability.

(3) “We must conduct, not
only during the campaign them-
selves but throughout the months
between campaigns,
fight on the clear-cut domestic
jssues designed to provide the
whole population with ever-in-
creasing measures of social and
economic justice.”

(4) We must meet the fear
generated by the international
situation and fed by McCarthy-
ism with a bold, aggressive pro-
gram to check Communist ag-
eression. Such a program must
include positive action to win the
loyalties of people throughout
the world to the cause of democ-
racy through economic aid to and
cooperation with the under-de-
veloped nations of the world. We
must meet both the threat of
Communist aggression and the
hysteria of MecCarthyism with
positive action, with the propa-
ganda of the deed, with a vital,
constructive program that recog-
nizes human values and meets
human needs.

So went the editorial.

The simple truth of the matter
is that if Reuher were to begin to
work even for this abstract, over-
generalized and vagque program,

the result would be (1) a fight -

with the Murray leadership of the
ClO, (2) a clash with McCarthy-
ism in the UAW-CIO, loyalty caths,
etc., (3) and a break with the
Democratic Party.

And the CIO convention will
demonstrate exactly . how " much
fight there is left in Reuther for
his own program.

a positive G




