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THIS ISSUE OF FORUM

has been long delayed because of several
unavoidablo difficulties and a couple of
minor disasters beyond our controleo

Two firos which broke out in the builde
ing at which tho National Offioco of the
ISL upset the routine functioning of .
the staffe Coupled with technisal
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as woll as nowe We beliove, howsvor,
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cation because of tholir naturc and con=
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tho forthocoming convention of tho ISLe
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SUMMING UP THE DISCUSSION ON THE KOREAN STATEMENT

By Susan Green

e ee G

The PC statement on Korea interpreted the Korean
affair as the first stepr in World War 11T, That was the
starting point for the cpposiilion, Daxely, war helng upon usg

the worid working peoplie being vnable to rrevent il,; a revolu-.
tiovery soiubion of world coullict belag nowoers in 31g,u, can
the ISL vake whe p‘s"tL) ihat the puub‘ené vital interests

are not concerned with which side wing? The PC stavuemsni de-
clares thah they azc nch. My peeition is that they are. 1
contend that if this is %he war, Sraliniem muet be defeaieds
Therefore, critical military suprert of the United States 1s
in orders.

This article is by way of a summary of the discussion.
First I will take up lie points made against these who have my
position,

1. Yc are accused qu;_fpg g with the patriot
current or cf , cn tae tendwsgon of patiriolism cress d

O'
.}
>

by the Koreai d;imwr

For me there has been no jumping on any bandwagon.
Before the 1943 coanvention, when ths ccid war wsas etill cold,
"I wrote for tne bulletin on the pocrlb*¢doy of having to sup-
port the milicary efi'orts of capitelie®t dewocracy in a mzjor war
with Staiinism. At The converticn mest of cre of the repcrts
was devoted teo an attack on my articie:. There has been no
Jumping, but thinking over a rerica of time,

Neither has there been any unnrincipled drifting with
the patrictic current. It was difficult to adopt an atititude
of critical miiitary support for capitalist demnocracy,  especial-
ly because of the terrible devastation of mecdern war, the
horrifying human siauvghter, and the atomic threat %o all ci-
vilizaticn. My emotional attachmenss erd traiditional thinking
made it much easler to adhere to the poiicy of ths L8L, or to
beccme a pacificist, than to decide that, if civiiized 1ife
continues after Worid War ITI, for humsn liberty to continue
also, Stalinism must not have been victorious,

2, With many variations and in several disgulses,
comrades Say my Desiticn is pro—wars

The war and 1ts heartbreaking horrors is not of our
makinge :

It is here, or may be here, and ipso facto we are
116ally interested in the outcome. In another century, when
the problems cf politics and of war were less compﬂicated than
today, Marx and Eangels saw the advisability of the German So-
cialists supporting the arms of the German government agalnst
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France. And again they saw the possibility of such support
against Russia in a war between Germany and Russia, They were
trying to evaluate the military results in terms of Socialist
progress. They may have been wrong in their evaluation, but
were they pro-war?

Comrades have asked why war should not be advocated
outright if the military defeat of Stalinism is desirable.
The answer is that a Soclialist does not advocate the destruc-—
tion of peoples, their homes, their means of life in barbaric
international war. However, if this is World War III - here
in spite of us - a military solution one way or the other will
be sought by the contestants. Is the outcome of no importance
to the people?

Gomrades also speak as if the advocates of critical
military support for the United States consider World War III
a progressive war ~ wo shy don!t the latter militantly partici-
pate on the progressive side? This is a gross misinterpreta-
tion. World War III is not between a progressive force and a
reactionary force. None of us c¢laims that. Nor would any but
ldiots claim that atom warfare can be progressive.

However, that does not mean that the working class
has no choice between the two unprogressive forces. Under the
one democratic and Socialist progress is doomed for an histor-
ic era. Under the other progressive forces may continue their
fight,

3. It is claimed that my position overlooks the fact
that Stalinism is & social problem for which there is no mili-
tary solution. o , .

The ISL statement on Korea took the Korean war as the
grand opening of World War III. Therefore, the contest between
the two systems has become a military one. I do not therefore
negate the facts of the roots of Stalinism, and that it can be
countered in the contest of social systems only by one better
than both Stalinism and capitalism. I merely contend that a
Stalinist military victory will end the struggle for that
better system -~ and that is paramount now. Why does the ISL
choose not to acknowledge the importance of military decisions
in history,

Comrade. Shachtman belabors the point that the roots
of Stalinism are in capitalism and the source of Stalinism!s
power in working class failure. True, of course., But does
that knowledge eliminate the certainty that a Stalinist vice-
tory will end the struggle for Socialism? Does it alter the
fact that a Stalinist victory will put an end to the free
labor movement; will institute monolithic politics? Does
that knowledge soften or divert the Stalinist bullets that
will pierce the bodies of labor leaders, Socialists, and any
and all opponents? Does it lessen the terror that victorious
Stalinism will visit on more millions?
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Nazism was alsSo rooted in capitalism and could seek
power for itself because the working class had failed to take
power for itself. Yet Trotsky was for the defeat of Hitler-
ism by the Noskes, Welses, Hilferdings, by the Bruning govern-—
ment, all inimical to the working class, whose overthrow was
necessary to clean up the social swamp out of which Nazism
emerged. The differences between the circumstance of Hitler's
contest for power in Germany and the international situation
today are very well known and nobody needs waste words ex-
plaining it. There is, however, a similarity that is import-
ant —— a historic common denominator. There are some Junctures
in human affairs of national or international scope, when
everything depends on defeating the immediate menace.

Comrade Shachtman points out that Stalinism does

~ not grow where the people themselves have taken their prob-
lems into their own hands. He gives as examples England,
where a labor solution is in process, and India, where the
national revolution was accomplished. This point is in-
contestable. But it applies to the rise of native Stalinism,
What happens when a military victory puts these countries
under the domination of Stalinism? That is what we are talk-
ing about —-- what happens if Stalin wins a world war?

k. Many words have been used to describe the Rhee
regime and to imply, if not state, that critical military
support for the United States means support of Rhee. -

This implication is altogether unwarranted. There
1s no disagreement about the Rhee regime. The "critical"
factor in the "military support" covers, of course, criticism
and opposition to such regimes as Rhee's. This is not, how-
ever, the issue raised either by the ISL statement or by its
opponents. DBoth agree that Korea is either to be the slave
satellite of the Kremlin or to be occupied by the United
States for a time. The writer contends, not for Rhee, but
that United States occupation permits the Koreans to over-
t?rgz Rhee, while a Stalinist dictatorship ends all people'!s
rig Se

5« I am told that by my policy I would have to seek
E%.unite the workers of the world behind United States imperi-
all8Me

This is not the task of the Socialist who comes out
for critical military support. Any uniting that the Social-
18t does is towards independent labor unity. Socialist edu-
cation as to war, as to Stalinism, cantinues. Socialist criti-
cism of the government continues. However, the overwhelming
importance of the outcome of the war is part of policy, and
military objectives are not hampered, :

Just as the ISL official policy has many ramifica-
tions, and the supporters of that policy take the privilege
of abstention from the slogan of withdrawal of United States
troops from Korea, which to some appears a logical consequence
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of that policy, so opponents must be given elbow—room in the
working out of details in the application of their policy.

' Most important, an attitude on strikes would have
to be developed, Opposition to an across-~the-~board anti-
strike pledge would stand. But the Socialist who supports
the military victory of the United States, would advocate a
tactic other than strike in instances where the war effort
would .be directly affected. In such cases other militant ac-
tion would have to be taken. Possibilities are perhaps labor
demonstrations or picketing Congress and government agencies.

6o I have been asked: Since many European workers
and many Asiatic people do not consider American capitalism
the lesser evil, how can the ISL follow this lesser—evil policy?

The answer is that there must be an objective evalu~—
ation of the two systems. Is our basic analysis of Stalinism
correct? Is the ISL statement on Korea correct in that a
Stalinist victory would be a disaster to Korea, to Asia, to
democracy, to Socialism? This is what policy must be based up~
on, not on whether or not there are people in Europe and Asia

who support Stalinism.

Ben Hall argues that if we support the victory of
the United States over Stalinism, why should not those who be-
lieve in Stalinism support its vistory over the United States?
Thie is perverting the issue. The advocates of critical mili—
tary support of the United States do not believe in it. Loyal-
ty of a Socialist is not to the capitalist system, as the
Stalinist!s loyalty is to Stalinism. The former!s loyalty is
to the age-long struggle for freedom. It ig from that angle
that the disaster of a Stalinist victory is to be viewed.

It is our job to help disillusion those deluded by
Stalinism. Contrary to Ben Hall's contention, Stalinism no
longer has its prestine dynamism in Europe, and not even in
Asia. In Europe word gets around about conditions in the So-—
viet paradise —- word carried by those who have fled from it,
Also European workers.tire of being the pawns of Kremlin
foreign policy. In Asia it somehow gets known that Stalinist
land reforms give with the left hand and take away with the
right, '

The policy of critical military support for the wes-
tern camp must be explained to all workers for what it ils,
namely, made necessary becauze the working people of the world
have not effected their own international settlements, made ne-
cessary because the victory f Stalinism will end the struggle
for that social system whichiwill be better than both Stalin-
ism and capitalism,

7+ Comrades have steted that my policy means the
abandonment of Sociallsme

This is a mistaken notion of the implications of
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critical military support. A page of Russian higory is perti-
nent here.

The Bolsheviks fought Kerensky, but they were for
the defeat of the Kornilov insurrection by Kerensky. A well-
known quotation from Lenin on "abandoning socialism" is in
order: "Without diminishing our hostility to him even by one
single note, without taking back one word from what we have
sald against him, without giving up the task of overthrowing
Kerensky, we say!: We must calculate the moment. We will not
overthrow Kerensky at present. We approach the guestion of T the

struggle against him aifferentlys by ex laining the weaknesses
and vecillations of Kerensky to the people (who are f;ghtiqg
eggainst‘Kormlov)':w

Again, the historic circumstances are vastly differ-
ent, but the historic common denominator exists: Critical
military support, does not mean the abandonment of the longer—
range struggle —— but merely the use of different meanse

The ISL falsely assumes that people want black or
white patterns. Either you are fighting the pure and simple
fight against capitalism every minute of the time, or you are
a traitor to Socialigm. However, people are prone to undexy
stand, taught by their own lives, that overpowering circum—
stances can compel a modification in conduct without a change
in principle.

As it is, however, there is no reason why general
Socialist education cannot continue with the policy of criti-~
cal military support. Mary Bell feels that this education
would cease. I don't see why. Such fundamentals as the cause
of wars, the cause of Stalinism and its cure, the independ-
ent role of labor, could continue to be explained.

In the daily struggle, what could not be done, 1f
the ISL had the policy of critical military support, that 1t
did during the last war? Could it not expose inequalities
of sacrifice, profiteering and black-marketeering, the in—
Justices of wage ceilings vis~a-vis war profits, the snare
of incentive pay? Opposition to the no-strike pledge would
also be the policy. However, as pointed out above, every
.strike situation would have to be evaluated for its direct
military effect, and other methods of etruggle used where
called fore.

Where does the abandonment of Socialism come in?

Up to this point I have dealt with the arguments
levelled against my position. Now the theme will be "j'accuse.”
The discussion has revealed certain factual and other mistakes
on which the PC position is based.

l. While theoretically acknqwle@gigg the difference

A
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between Staliniesm and capitalist democracy, actually those who,
support the PC position equate Stalinist imperialism and Ameri-~ 3
[ can imperialism. )

Placing the responsibility for war equally on both

Washington and the Kremlin, as the PC statement does, is the
kind of sweeping generalization that becomes meaningless. Of
course, fundamentally imperialism as such-is responsible -~
which, however; tells nothing about this specific war. To 1il-
lustrate., generally speaking scme systemic dlsturbance produces
a headache, but what does that reveal about a specific head-
ache? In this particular war or prelude to war, one must be
very blind indeed not to see that i1t is rising and aggressive
Russian imperialism that creates the war crisis, The actions
of the United States, including its willingness to submit to

_ international atomic bomb control, indicated a desire to

. avoid war. Russia, however, was unwilling to forego the op-

' portunity to spread oute.

United States democracy is condemned in toto be-
cause of the company it keeps: Chiang, Rhee, Franco in the
offing. No Socialist fails to condemn the policy of support-
ing these reactlonaries and fascists, But this is not the
-whole story. The American political system permits open
condemnation of its policles and the struggle to change
them. Yes, says Mary Bell, but this applies only here;
therefore, she says, my outlook is not international. But

, this is not so. For not only does United States democracy
% ° permit political freedom at home, but in the countries it
o has occupied it has also furthered certain democratic con—
_ cepts, Even in Korea it did not bolster Rhee when the popu-
.. lar vote turned against him.

And still this is not the crux of the issue. The
crux is that the outcome of the World War III will declde
which camp will have domination of the globe. The propogi-
tion to be considered is whether the darkness of Stalinism
‘must, be prevented from settling upon the world.

None of the supvorters of the ISL statement is will-
ing to admit that there is a qualitative difference between
Stalinist dismemberment and annihilation of nations, and
United States occupation. Ben Hall makes it appear that .
either camp will bring national extinction and dismemberment.
We know this to be true of Stalinism. It will, we know, suck
gations into its empire and into its totalitarian police sys-

€M, :

Do we know the same about United States imperialism?

The lesser evil of United States imperialism would,
says Comrade Shachtman, "be the most heartening tidings the
i German and Jepanese have read since the war ended." The Ger-
( mans have, however, already heard these tidings. Comrade ,
Shachtman must also have heard that several political parties

-
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function in Western Germany -- even the CP ~- and that within
the framework of occupation, life in western Germany attracts
people to flee from the Soviet zone. In Japan, the MacArthur
administration is certainly no exemplary democracy, still
there is no equation between it and a Stalinist reglme,

Those who continue to equate American occupation
with Stalinism in satellite countries should study Rudzienskiis
article in August 21, 1950, LABOR ACTION. If Polish Socialists
can see no way out of their political prison than the military
defeat of Stalinism in a way, that indeed is an affirmation of
what happens to the struggle for Socialism under Stalinist
total, terroristic suppression,

In their effort to narrow the differences between
capitalist democracy and Stalinism, some comrades engage in
wishful thinking. They claim that if the United States wins
the third world war, it will become so hopelessly militarized
and fascistic that there will be no choice between it and
Stalinism. On the other hand, if Russia should win, it 1s
claimed that Russia will over—extend itself ahd thereby weaken
its dictatorship —~ and then naturally the day would comes
This is reminiscent of the Comintern policy toward Hitlers,

Let him take power; his power will only weaken him -- and then
the day would comeo

2. Likewise, while making certain theoretical ad-
missions as to the different systems, actually the supporters
of the PC position equate United States war measures with the
all-time totalitarian police system of Stalinism.

An incident from Kravchenko!s "I Chose Justice" —-
the story of his trial in Paris -~ is worth relating. A high
Russian bureaucrat had been exported from Moscow to testify
that there is no police terror in Russia. Whereupon Kravchen-
kots lawyers produced on the witness stand a woman who had
been a close friend of the bureaucrat!s wife and of his fami-
lye. This woman was an NKVD agent, planted in the bureaucrat's
family as a spy. So flabbergasted was the worthy at the unex-
pected picture of himself as the object of police terror that
he stammered, in open court, abject thanks to the ex—~spy for
not having ruined his 1life, Needless to say, this bureaucrat'!s
life was thus ruined by his own words. But what of the terror
that makes a man thank a sply for not ruining his lifel This
s8tory is worth studying by those who rate as next to nothing
the civil rights that are part of capitalist democracye.

. It is false to grade the infringements of civil
rights that come with war -- some necessary, some purposeful-
1y reactionary, others fanatically imposed —-- with the in-
herent totalitarienism of the Stalinist system. I oppose
with all my might fasclstic measures like the McCarran bill,
but must admit thet any government, in face of war, takes
measures to protect its internal fronty And any government
means any government, including a labor and even a Socialist

t
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government. This has nothing to do with the character of a
soclal systemo : :

As Socialists there are aspects of cepltalist demo-
cracy that we must and want to preserve and develop. Soclal-
ism does not start from scratch. Yet the ISL places ltself
in the same position anent capitalist democracy as do the
Stalinists., It is indeed dangerously like the Stalinist ap~
proach to see no future for liberty in the United States, but
- to say nothing about what would become of liberty here if
America is Stalinizedo -

3+ The supporters of the PC statement reject the
cations of the ISL analysis of Stalinism,

full impli

The ISL analyzes Stalinism as the most reactionary,
most counter—revolutionary force on earth. In the statement
on Korea we read: "The victory of its (Stelinist) arms would
mean nothing but the extension of the slave power of Stalinism
over the whole territory of Korea, and therefore a disastrous
blow to the people of Korea and the cause of democracy and so-
ciallsm everywhere elsges" '

Does the ISL stand by this statement or not?

A Stalinist victory in Korea would influence the
whole continent of Asia. ©Stalinist forces everywhere would be
emboldened, and anti-Stalinist nationalist elements would re-
ceive a severe blowe These small nations understand that they
are the pawns of the military victory —- not themselves in a
position to glve military combat of a major order. Even India
would find 1tself engulfed by victorious Stalinism. Such is
the compass of modern waifare. Such would be the effects of
Stalinist victory.

L. The PC position entirely ignores the problem of
the European satellite peoples in hopeless political and econo-
mic enslavemente : ' -

Not only in Rudzienskils article, but in many other
places, have we read of the desperation of the people in the
satellite nations, to such an extent that they look for a
milltary defeat of Russia as thelr only salvation.

The progressive potentialities of these European
countr%es, freed from the Stalinist yoke, must be taken into -
accounta '

The ISL has nothing to say about this point, except
Ben Hall who talks of the "axiomatic" thus: "The people of
Poland, like those of every nation oppressed by imperialigm,
must persist in its struggles for freedom before, during and
after any and all wars." But naturally, only tell the peoples
of the satellite countries how to do this under the Stalinist
terror. By his facile "axiomatic" Ben Hall shows that, while
he has said a great many things about Stalinism, actually he
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does not understand the extent of its enslavement of the peoples
5, The supporters of the PC position refuse to admit

that they were wrong about, post World War Ll predictions, and
now contipue to meke similar predictions for post World War I1I1I.

The ISL said during World War II that the barbariza-
tion of the war itself leaves no choice as to victors. This
was a wrong prediction. Yet none of the proponents of the ISL
present policy admits the error. Indeed they go right on making
it.

It cannot be gainsaid that the military defeat of
Hitlerism dealt a solar plexus blow to fascism. Again, instead
of the hopeless barbarism predicted, there emerged in England a
labor government -- impossible with a Hitler vietory, In Ameri-
ca, instead of the hopeless barbarism predicted, the labor move-
ment has grown stronger and has gained new soclal demands, the
gtatus of minorities has improved; the struggle for freedonm
and progrews can continues

Yes, a large part of the world has been swallowed by
Stalinist Russiz. DBut the victary of Hitlerism could have
brought fascism not only to the Stalinized sections of the world
but to those parts where today capltalist democracy or labor
government exist. S ‘ o ’ '

Ben Hall says that if the war results in the victory
of either camp and not in the victory of the third camp, "hu-
manity will speed down the road tq reaction." This is a pro-
phesy which has yet to be fulfilled. Policy cannot be based
on prophesy. So many prophesies, both of revolution and of re-
action, have been wrong. ’

6. The PC position ignores that historic changes have
made the acceptance of the lesser evil policy imperatives

.~ Mary Bell writes of "the long and ignoble history" of .
the lesser evil, at the same time disclaiming hard-and-fast
analogiese. But actually she argues for an unbroken sameness
of policy in spite of deep—seated differences in historic con-
ditions. '

The choice of the lesser evil to a Socilalist means the
decision that the fight for Soclalism requires the victory of
the lesser evil over the greater at a certain juncture in his-
tory. Every war does not create such a juncture.

In World War I, the economic and political systems
in both camps were such that the fight for free labor, for hu-
man freedom, for Socialism, c¢ould have continued whichever slde
wone. The capitalist system had not yet projected fasciem and
Stalinism came later. In the major countries of both camps
certain political freedoms were common, Therefore, when ‘during
World War I, Socialists proclaimed that it did not much matter
which side won, this was credible, ‘
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Furthermore, the ways of imposing defeat change wlth
time. At the time of World War I, the old way still prevailed,
namely, the victor nations imposed on the defeated the loss of
valued colonies, spheres of influence, reparation moneys, So-
cialists could say, with reason, that such things made little
difference to the working classes of the world. With Hitler—
ism a new concept of victory emerged.

Also at the time of World War I, international so-
cialist movements were still untried, and above all unharmed by’
Hitlerism and by Stalinism., These movements could be, and were,
an actlve and acting factor in the war situations

Hitlerism brought a qualitative difference into World
War II. One of the contestants was totalitarian, and aimed to
impose its totalitarian system as the prize of victory. So-
cialists could no longer say it did not matter which side won,

Why then did the present advooates of the lesser evil
not choose the lesser evil in World War II? There were, for

' me, several reasons. First, the hope for a revolutionary solu-
" tion was present, basing 1tself on another hope, namely,that

Hitler and Stalin had not sufficiently d801mated and corrupted
the revolutionary elements to bar a revolutionary solution.

The melting away of the resistance movements under the heat

of Stalinist betrayal put out that hope, and the extent of -
the debacle of international Socialism became apparent. Be-
cond, the meaning of militery victory did not emerge fully
until the victors began thelr activities: Stalinist Russia
tucking European countries away in its vestpocket, and America
imposing its demscracy along with dollar aid, Hindsight showed
what a Hitler victory would have been 11ke° It shows what a
Stplinist victorz is,

Mary Bell gives an unwarranted twist to what the
proponents of the lesser evil hope to accomplish. None of themn,
it can be safely said, hopes to democratize the war or to in-
fluence its prosecution by the government. These proponents

merely contend that the ISLis evaluation of the disastrous
world-wide effect of a Stalinist victory must honestly and
openly be taken into account in its policy —- instead of wish-
ing secretly for the militery defeat of Stalinism.

7« Comrades have donned rose-colored glasses and

see a third camp where there is nones

Ben Hall admits, as who can do otherwise, that the
third camp does not exist as "an independently or%anized and
united force, conscious of its own interest . . But, ac-
cording to Ben, it does exist anyway "in the world proletariat
and in the colonial and semi-colonial countries." It is a
long time since this Johnsonian way of reasoning was employed
in the ISL. To treat latent potentialities for revolution in
the masses, as if they were actualities 1s the last stand of
desperation. One might as easily say that the independent
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labor party exists but is, unfortunately, divided between the’
Democratic and Republican parties as to say, as does Ben Hall,
that the third camp exists but is divided between Staliinism

and American capitalism,

We know that a labor party may never develop, though
we hope for it. There are other posesibilities. Similarly
a third camp may never develop, though we hope for it. There
are other possibilities,

- Mary Bell quotes Trotsky against Rudzienski's idea
that Polish Socialists lock to the military defeat of Stalin-
ist Russla as their only hope for Socialist revolution: '"The
revolution is not an autcmatic machine. The reveclution is imade
by living people, conducted by certain organizations under cer-
tain slogans and 80 on o o of

What is interesting in the quotation from Trotsky is
that it can apply also tc¢ the third camp policy in this war.
If the third camp has actuality. where are the "certain organi~
zations" to conduct such a struggle? Or do we go back again
to the Johnsonite theory of "spontaneous combustion?!

If one is furthering a program in the face of an in-

‘minent danger, then that program must bé capable of executione

If the third camp is cffered as the solution to the danger of
Stalinism winning a military victory which will enable it to
dominate the world, tunen the third camp must be capable of
reallzation. Otherwisce, you may be performing long-term so-
cielist education, but you arc not offering any program at all
in face of the dangers '

If, during World War III, groups f{orm in a mass im-
pulse against both camps, would they not have to be like the
resistance movements in Hitler occupied countries? While having
an existence and aim of theilr own, the latter 2ided, and were
indeed part of, the allied forces. They could not say a plague
on both your houses, though they had no use for capitalicm,.
Should a third camp movement develop in World War I7I, though
opposed to both capitalism and Stalinism, its first objectivo
—— inposed by the war itself -- would be the militery defeat
of Stalinism. It is no longer a question of turning the guns
the other way. The overwhelming cataclysm of modern war gives
the physical issue top priority. Because of this military fac-—
tor, the choices for a third camp will be eilther to give up .
fighting and be annihilated by the enecmy, or to seek the protec—
tion of the side of the lesser evil.

—

class internationalism in the worid today-

8> The ISIL position overlooks the laclk of working

The iron curtain divides the west and east., The
powerful radio stvations of the western governments can pene~
trate and get a limited hearing beyond the iron curtain. So-—
cialist connections arc few and far between, What contact is

“there between working class and working class, between revolu~

~
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tionary Socialist and revolutidnary Socialist! The near-
completeness of this international separation of worker from
worker nust be given ite importance in any war policye

Ben Hall wants to know what the Russian workers
should do., 1Is there something the ISL, small and without
means, can do about what the Russian workers should do? And
if that iron curtain were smashed, the whole picture would be
different, and this wholc discussion would never have started.

However, as things are, I would say that the ISL
should urge upon the rich, efficient, powerful labor movements
that they, independent of the western governments, try to work
out ways of contacting the workers behind the iron curtain,
to offer help and solidarity to them to break the chains of
Stalinism,

i## #
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A LDW STAGE IN THE DISCUSSION

- By H. D. Coleman

T wish to assoclate myself wholeheartedly with Comrade
Green's Sumning Up the Discussion on the Xorean Statement. Her
words are entirely her own, but I find myself in almost com-
plete agreement with everything she says. I might point out,
however, that her phrase "summing up' suggests an end to a dis-
cussion which, in the nature of the case, 1s not ended and cannot
be ended at this time, but will gain momentum as long as the ,
war crisis continues and the PC adheres to its present position
Now that most of the basic issues have heen presented by both
sides, the discussion should enter a new stage, in which con-
tinued clarification € the main »oints of the discussion should
be considered a "normal' element of the political life of the
ISL. This is not a discussion which can be suddenly ended
with the "triumphant" vindication of wnat is considered to be
Leninist orthecdoxy. '

To carry forward the discussion, let me polnt to an
historical "accident" which has just occurred and which exposes
one of the fallacies of the PC's position, The PC is obliged
to conceal its own awareness of the non-existence of the Third
Camp by spreading before us an apocalyptic vision of universal
chaos and barbarism, regardless of who achieves military vic-
tory in the war. With atomic warfare in the offing, that
vision strikes home to each of us, of course, with peculiar
force. But this vision remains, nevertheless, a substitute
for political analysis. How dangerous and misleading such
subgstitutes may be is demonstrated by a similar vision that
originally appeared in the Bulletin of the Russian Opposition
and was orinted in the July, 1939, issue of the New International:

If there are chances (and there indubitably are)
that the defeat of CGermany and Italy - provided
there is a revolutionary movement - may lead to the
collapse of fascism, then, on the other hand, there
are more proximete and immedlate chances that the
victory of France may deal the final blow to corroded
democracy, especially if this victory is gained with
the political support of the French proletariat.

The entrenchment of French and Dritish imperialism,
the victory of French military-fascist reaction,

the strengthening of the rule of Great 2ritain over
India and other colonies, will in turn provide sup-
port for blackest reaction in Germany and Italy.

In the event of victory, France and England will do
everything to save Iiitler and iussolini, and stave
off "chaog™, : :

It would be hard to find another single péragraph with so many
false prophecies in it! The prophect (perhaps Trotsky himself)

proved far less reliable than many of the "soclal patriotic"
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prophets of the day.

To avoid a similar prophetic failure, the PC should
take warning from the little historical "accident" I have
referred to: the collapse of the North Korean offensive, which
may even mean the end of full-scale war in Korea. As a con-
sequence of American encirclement, the North Korean forces
appear to have melted away with a rapidity that is certainly
extraordinary. And this was preceded, over a period of many
weeks, by the reorganization dcthe South Xorean forces, which
after their first debacle managed to give a pretty good account
of themselves., (I am sure that at this point my critics will
lick their lips at the prospect of demolishing me with a pointed
reference to the atroclties of the South Korean marines; so,
to save time, I insert the refercnce 1vsel¢.) The PC, empha-

sizing the "social" factor in the war above everything else,

would never have recognized that a merc American military maneu-
ver could have accomplished what it did.

Why is this misinterpretation of the Korean situation
on the part of the PC significant? Decausc a belief that
American military victory over Russila is really impossible
anysherc helps, psychologlcally, to prop up the theory that
whatever the outcome of World War III, universal barbarism and
chaos 1s inevitable - in the absonce of workers' revolution.
(See the q otation above, from the Bulletin of the Russian
Opposition) The refusal of the PC To rccognize any qualita-
tive distinction between capitalist democracy and Stalinist
totalitarianism of sufficient importance to influence soclalist
policy, is simply one aspect of this theory. And this theory,
in turn, is today merely a means of disguising the totally
unrealistic character of the slogan and strategy of the Third
Camp.

But the PC will hang on to the slogan of the Third
Camp at all cost, because to give it up would involve a re-
examination of certain aspects of Leninist doctrine - an
uncomfortable process. It would involve, in fact, a re-examina-
tion of the Leninist concept of "defeatism", of which the Third
Camp 1s an amorphous version. At this staze of the discussion,
some analysis of the Leninist concept would be very valuable,
especlally from Comrade Shachtman, whom I once heard remark
that Lenin at various times advanced at least five different
definitions of defeatism. It would be interesting to discover
just which of the five we are now supposed to use. It is a
purely theorctical discussion, of course, but one that is long
overdue, As a starting point, I shall give the best definition
that T know of, and one that I assumc is still considered autho-
ritative by the PC:

Lenin's formula: "defeat is the lesser evil® means
- not that defeat of one's own country is the lesser

evil as compared with the defcat of the enemy coun-
try; but that a military defcat resulting from the

growth of the revolutionary movement is infinitely

more beneficial to the prolctarlat and to the whole
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pebple than military victory assured by "civil peace".
' (far and the 4th International, 1934)

Over-simplifications of "Lenin's formula", like the
one so popular in our ranks about "promoting the class struggle
without regard to the conscquences™ - (just try it, and see
how fast the fraction will slap you downi) - should give way
to careful analysis of definitions likc that quoted above,
within the context of the actual situation in American and
throughout thc world. The key phrase in the dcfinition is the
reference to military defeat "resulting from the growth of the
revolutionary movement™. There is, of course, not thc slightest
sign of an anti-Stalinist revolutionary movement of the dimen-
sions suggested in the United States today, as we approach
World War III., The chances of the development of such a move-
ment are very, very slight, though our comradcs avoild acknowled-
ging this in any precise way on what appcars te be the theory
that 1f you talk about the odds they might become even more
unfavorablc, What I wish to suggest, however, is that in the
remote possibility of such a movement developing, (a possibility
on which I believe it would be fatal %o depend), the movement,
if effcctive at all, would certainly tend to result in the
defeat of onc's own country and thce victory of the enemy -
that is, Russla - rather than in the statc of universal exhaus-
tion of both camps which the supporters of the PC position seem
to envisage as the inevitablec and at the same time desired
conclusion of the war! (wny that state of universal exhanstion
would be less likely to produce barbarism and chaos than the
victory o? democr%tic capitalism, nas ncver becn cxplained to
me. The "economy?, presumbaly, is cxhausbtecd, whilc the working-
class remains frcsh as a daisy and immunc to the demoralization
that gencrally, we know, goss with cxhaustion),

, A socialist America and a completely Stalinized
Europe and Asia: this is revolution somewhat in the style of
"America First™! American workers, vho have been doing pretty
well under capitalism, get the benefits of sccilalism; while the
workers of Europe and Asia are obliged to accept Stalinist rule,
in the hope that secialist America will cventually come to
their rescuc. European workers at least, might prcfer a more
direct way of fighting Stalinism, cven if it involvced Amcrican
workers Monduring" capitalism a littlc longer. It will be
pointed out, of course, that the workers of other countrics
have the privilege of estublishing socialist regimes at the
game time that thce American workers do it. The only obstacle
~would bé the Russian armies occupying their countrics or at
their borders.

Therc is, howcver, an intcrcsting obscrvation to be
made rcgarding the rcvolutionary movement in Amcrica which
supporters of the PC position arc obliged to becliecve will
arisc in the course of World "Jar III and takec America out of
the war, That movcmont, as soon as 1t begins to be cffective,
must incvitably be rcvealed as a movement which contributes to
Stalinist victory, at least in a short-term sensc, in Europe




and Asia. The withdrawal of Amcrica frow the war could mean
SrAC C 1

nothing e¢lsc. Could such a nov nt rcal Stalinist infil-
tration? It scems to me that thorce might Le considerable
infiltra tion from a very carly stegc. Tho entire Stalinist

apparatus wuld bc directcd toward such zn cnd. L scems to me
probable that, in a democratic nation, any such movcment not
cormitted to crlulcal support of military rcsistancc to Stalinist
aggression, will e uscd in one way or another by Stalinism

as soon as thc movement rcaches a stege where it can influence
the conduct of thc war. This is probablc becausc, in a pcriod
of grcat idcological tcnsion, the only cffcetive guarantce
against Stalinist or Stalinold tendencics in thc socialist
movement 1s a position of critical defcensism. Any avoidance
of a clcar answver to the military qucstlon opcns the doorrto
Stalinism in onc form or anotEer. Yie should have lcarncd this
in 19390

Thc comrades should cxaminc the mcaning and consc-
quences of the defeatist position of the ISL whilc it is still
possiblc to do sco in a rcasonably cala atmosphcrc. As with
most holy objeccts, 1t I3 not casy to gct this sacrcd Leninist
rclic brought out into thc open air. And if the comradcs
prcfer to worship the rclic without sc:ing it, and practisc
their faith in thc orthodox marncr - by being consciléntious
workers in war industry, making an occasional militant spccch
in thcir local union, and rcading Labor Action regularly - I
cannot objcet. All this is untirc1“ narmlcss. Unfortunatcly,
my confidcncc in the comradcs' good scnsc is not sharcd in all
quartcrs. And no rclic is worth much of a sacrificc.
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[HE NEW LABOR ACTION

By R, Fahan and H, Judd

In appearance and design the new LABOR ACTION 1is
unquéestionably an improvement over the old format, Any doubt

‘there msy havebeen about the typographical advantages of the

tabloid have by now been dispelled, Yet, in all frankness, we
feel that the paper cannot be considered gsatisfactory, either

by comparison with previous papers of our movement or in bterms

of what is now needed, When we say it is not a good paper, we
refer to the content, the manner and style of presentation, and
the overall ton€ and iwpression given, We propose here to eluci-
date thiz criticism snd aca oo 1t suggestions for improvement,
with the hope that the editors of the paper will take them in the
congstructive spirit in which they are intended,

A general judgement of any paper must be based on the
predominant note it spunds, In %this sense, then, LABOR ACLION
is far closer to the agitational and sloganizing type of paper -
than to the propaganda=-educational paper, 1ne kind of agitation
it conducted during the war? No, for then it was the deliverate
policy of the éditors to write that kind of paper; there were
immediate situations in the unions which celled for agitation
around specific issues and which, because they were real ond
immedi ate situations where our peovle were involved, made that
agitation highly excliting, readable and necessary. . lpday
however there are no -~ or very few ~=~ guch situations; yet the
paper is still written in essentially an agitation=1 manner, so
baldly and crassly editorialized, so constantly nagging in
agitational tone, often so oversimplified in analysis that the
result is 2 hybrid =-- neither genuinely an agitational paper
(since there are few sttuations in which we actively intervene
to ggitate) nor an edtcational paper, since its level i3 too
primitive for that purpose,

Lhe paper is permeated by a2 spirit of sectarian agita-
tion, with some exceptions we shall mention, Lyis spirit is
seen in the following: Although a presumed reason for the shift
to the tabloid was to avold the news front page, with all the
artificial filling that now requires, nonetheless that kind of
Tront page 1s still being used., ©Sgveral articles, adjuncts to
the "lead" and largely repeating ibts simple agitation are
usually also printed, Fpom a journalistic standpoint these
articles are usually poor -~ full of famili=r cliches, phrase~
mongering and devoid of conceete intensive analysis; invariably
they end up with the "solutionis socialisi" or "form a labor
party" phrase, Lhese articles are bad not merely because most
of the paper's writers are inexperiernced; they asre bad because
thege writers don't have a clear notion of what they are trying
to do. Lyey are still stuck in the old groove of sputtering at
when thev should be clearly and quietly talking to, ‘Wnpat is so
particularly bad about this kind of article is that the kind of
readers we now have, -almost all of them sympethizers, with some
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knowledge of our views, must invar
just as our members do -~ for the

Ly skip these articles -~
mple reason that they feel

.
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these articles are pre-fabricated lgrxism with predictable be-
ginnings, middles and ends., irya Tew and vou know the formula,

This, however, is not true for the entire paper: the
labor reports snd analyses, particulerly those from ths field,
are often first-rate and no dubt the most valuasble material in
the paper, ihc renson is that these correspondents write from
intimote knowledze and hecause thev must mediate thelr remaricg
to the vation in which tnew find fbumselveu, they know that

sit g

mere phraose~waving and agitational fuzz won's do, Ihus, <ven
those comrsasdes who don't agree with sur U2W line would have to
agrec that th recent article on the GM scttlement by Comrade
Jason is a scerious effort at analwais, Qobcr and recsponsible in
tone. Sirll arly, meny of the orticles written by variouns comrades
in the "7 rld Politics" colurm and =s spccial features ars valu-
able, T %ortunately, these items should be the central material

of the naper, not rear-page bulk,

“hat would we suggeste

Psrst, that the editors seriously g the
actual purpose of the paper anow, -“LAEQOR > old,
and has passed through wmy changen, “he ag“ r of

the war years servicd a valid purp 036, “odav that burpoom is be-
yond us, as the brutsl circulation figures show, ¢ should be
writing a paper that sets out to 3&&?50, from week to wsek, the
understanding of our friends and mérmbers -- throuch the orbuerba-
tion of relisble facts (unfrilled with agitat 1qn), ‘Aarx1ﬂ*
analysis and the drawing (not the ating over the head withl!) of
gocialist conclusions, Articles b" 3

g on primitive determinism,
scissor-bill econism, old-fasihiionad ”ﬁwar1*“n approach™ vulgarity
lale

l -

should b rigiélv excluded, Ior is it requlrcd that the "sos!
ist solution” come at the end of owcb article with s painful
sistence, Our fev thousand KVOW our gencral conclusion; whab
they want from is us specific iﬁpcusrﬁon.

The "mews lead” apuroach shouls ropn i Y
the rarcst of circumstasces, i,e, when there is a senza“ional
event warranting it, or beticr yveh, when we have some news of
Importance that no one else has, e would -vecommend thab the
editorials be written without thedir pres sent benzedrine jossing,
that in a paper as small as ours it is a waste of spsce to de-
vote as vwch time to clever or ou*@ little items as we do, bthatb
reports of mectings néver excecd o Tow inches on the gencral
ground that summaries of spescheg = a sheer waste of gpace, that
the present magazine "reviews" te sither extended to include
serious discussion of 1deas or ke dropped entirely,
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Our movement ‘1s nobt unfomiliar with the kind of paper
we have In mind, ihink of the o d N litant, o weighty and sor-
r

i
ious paper from which psople lecor ; rerove from 1t its "jeft
' -———-s--—-'-—- o
opposition" approach, its excTssive concentration on the Americen
é

CP, and its inclination to jargon and you have something like
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what we have In mind., Better yet, look at the inside four pages

of the eight page LABOR ACTION of a few years back and vou get

even closer to what we want, Both of these had serious wenk-
nesses, bubt they point to the necessery direction,

e know that part of the fault for the present in-
adequacy of the paper cannot be placed on the editors. 1Ix 1s
difficult to gebt ser ous material, perticularly-since the rarty
leadership contrlhutes S0 1nfrhq"bﬂtl I+ is eagier to churn
out the old stuff -- God knows, bhoth of us heve done iu often
enough., Op the other hand, we know that in the time the cditors
spend in looking for cJ ver nnd cubte items ~- almost as 1f we were
competing with iHE NEW RRAn == tnev could be writing serious
articlcs, fAnd then per baps one reason is that a dull and slogan-
eering paper abttracts dull and slogencering writers.

e do nob have any illusion that i1t would be eesy to
get the kind of paper we proposc Bveryone knows the difficulties
-- particularly the OlfflGUlulCS ovcr which we have no control,

A mental, cmotional sand spiritual block to though and analysls
exists “ponﬁ 2ll lavers of our socleby. But if the cditors sc
the exomple, rather than working themselves up iInto weckly
synthetic froths, o sbep would be teken in the right dircction,
We know that there arc todav minor labor burcaucrats and union
militants who re¢=d LA becsuse the Ffind labor material and
anﬂl7clu unavailable anywherce else; 1f the samec wore truec for
serious young people searching for analvsis of the world in which
we live =-- if, for example, therc were analysis of domestic and
foreign necws, "of Intellectual problems, of political idcas, of
books and articles on a level with, sey, Brad's articles on Chinsg
-- then our circulation might even go up. Let our ideas speank
for thcemsclves, with dignity snd restrain®t end sufficient
subtletr to. show pecople that we erc not merely replaylng the old
records; and l¢t us consider the possibility that somebimes in

a roo~ full of loud and raucous volsesit is the man speaking
quietly and earnestly who will be listensd to.




(This letter to LA is published in
Forum by decision of the PC, upon =20~
recommendation by the editorial
Board of LABOR ACTION)
LETTER FROM H. D, COLENAN

Dear Comrades:

I wish to reply briefly and without walting to give my remarks literary polish, to
some of the points raised by the Editor and comrade Bell in their answers to my
letter on socialist policy &n the war,

The Editor tekes the position that whet I call the "inexplicablo omigsion" of the
slogan "Withdraw All Troops from Koreal" from the statement of the Political Come
mittee, is a matter of small significance, a minor tactical questions But this
slogan is the central feature of Stalinist propaganda today = how oan one avoid
dealing with i%? 1If it is essontially correct, but merely misused by the Stalinists.
then it is surely LAB(R ACTION'S job to say so and explain why, The Editor!s

rather suddenly revealed preference for socialist "education", as opposed to "agita-
tional slogans", is "pretty thing ground" for his unwillingness to handle this hot
potatos That in the course of World War II, we did not raise the slogan of "Immedi-
ate Withdrawal of All Troops from France" is not much of an argumente We were not
in the position at that time of having to differentiate ourselves from the Stdin-
inists with respect to such a slogans And - a small point} - the American invasion
of France, (or of North Africa, for that matter), only occurred after the military
struggle on a world scale had been going on fer a long times The invasion of Korea,
on the other hand, is the beginning of the military struggle - and an exceptionally
appropriate jumcture for the ISL and LABOR ACTION to explain, (if they insist on

- being so foolish), why it is entirely proper to demand the withdrawal of American
troops from Korea, regardless of the sccidental similarity to the Stal inist demands

Comrade Bell, in a long article, does not get around to giving a straight answer to
the question to which I most desire an enswer, as I plainly stateds Does the differe
ence between cep italist democracy ard Stalinist totalitarianism, as social systems,
have no consequences in the formation of socialist poliocy in the war? Comrade Bell
suggests an answer, but menages to avold stating it in so many wordse She refers to
the "lesser evil" theory in World War I, I recall, with some confusion, a speech I
heard quite recently by a supporter of Como Bell's vievpoint, a national leader of
the SYL, who began his remarks by emphasizing (with eminent good sense), that World
War III differs from all other wars in that it is a conflict between two radically
different social systems, However, it turns out that Come Boll is only trying to
meke the point that World War I did not solve the social orisis of capitalisme Then
she takes up World War II, and her argument seems to reach its conclusion on the
question: "Did the labor movement, the socialist movement and the demooractic forces
of the world which, in their vast majority l nt their support to the Allies in that
war, thoreby comtribute to the progress of mankind?" The answer is obviously "yes",
althou§h Come Bell does not seem to expect its The defeat and destruction of Nazism
Was a "contribution" of som importance to the progress of mankinde

Come Bell's view seems to be that World War II automatiocally and inevitably grew out
of World War I; and World War II automatically and inevitably grows out of World

War II - given the failure of the socialist movememt in each instancee In this grand
Hegoelian progression; small events like the destruction of Hitlerism and the hoped=-
for destruction of world 8talinism are, of course, of minor importances

And’'if one pays any attention to ways and means of bringing about such "small events",
then one is, according to Coms Bell, a person who has abandoned all interest in "the
struggle to resurrect oivilization". (In this conneotion, however, Coms Bell with
surprising oharity does not go further than insist that "onoce committed to the supe
port of an imperialist war, one must take many of the means along with the ende" The
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emphasis is mine. This is a pleasant change from the accusations of our more drase
tic theoretioians, gemorally the younger comrades, to the effect that any concern
over the military consequences of the war marks one as a momster who delights to
wade in the workers! blood,)

Come Bell ocomes about as near as she ever does to answering my main question when
she refers to the "two faces" of demooratio capitalisme "Dollar imperialism", she
says roundly, "rests on the reactionary discredited compradores, colonial and Euro-
pean". She has just spoken of the "relative freedom..oreltive propserity" in the
United States; and the argument thus far suggests that the relative freedom and
prosperity of the Americen woiker is based on the imperialist exploitation of Euroe
pean and Asiatic workers - a thesis which I would like to see Come Boll defend in
greater details, However, it turns out that she is mostly concermd with showing how
imprudent it would be to depend on the continued onjoyment of democratic rights by
Amorican workerss Come Boll does not want to take one step that would seem to dew
pond on the continuance of those rightse For my part, I feel that the imprudent
thing to do would be to abandon those rights before tley are lost and exclude in
advanoe any course of action flowing from a recognition of those rightse Even a
considerable restruction of oivil liberties in America, in the face of threatonod
atomic atlack, would not make me as pessimistic about the future of American demoe
oracy as Como Bell appears to be right nows What is more disturbing than this .
kind of pessimism, however, is anotier kind which may be current in the lemdorship
of the ISL: pessimism over the mil:Zary outoome of the W ar, from the standpoint

of Americas This is a rather é??giy kind of manipulation of faocts to fit a theorye

Come Bell foels morally superior to those sosialists who "support" tho wars She
opposes the war, and will continue to do so, in the same principled way that the

ISL opposed Viorld Wer II. But sho spesks of the "limited" way in which that opposi-
tion took effeot, and I quite agrees It was opposition of an exceedingly limited
nature; and the gersral sgitation of the ISL at thet time had praciically no connece
tion with its attitude on the ware Those who want to e njoy that easy kind of moral
superiority in the coming or presemt war have, of course, tlat privileges I am not
much impressed by ite The most useful job of socialis’ education, (as distinot from
trade unicn activity), which the organization assomplished during World War II, was
the development of its position on the so-called "naticnal question™: the policy of
forthright support for tle national resistance movements in the Nazi~occupied coune~
tries - movements which, at their most effeoctive, were closely integrated with the
military apparatus of the Alliese Our position on the "national question" represonte
ed an important break with the Bld "defeatist" position carried over from the Comine
terne We noed to still furthsr modify our views in this respect; but, these, days,
it seoms almost impossible to even got the old position defineda

Come Bell is socormnful of those comrades who change tleir mindse If you must be a
soclal pabriot, she seoms to say, you should at least be able to date your socialw-
patriotism back to World War I. Come Bell doss not do it, but others are a littlo
too free with sneers about "social pressure", otce Some of those who sneer would
hardly be able to racognize any prossure on their thick skulls; but the capacity

to respond intelligently to The pressure of events, to tie lessons of history, is
something that we all nead,

In this connection, Come Bell direotly falsifies my positione She begins her article
with a reference to the theory of the "lesser ovil™ which "our threc correspondents"
advancees She remarks that "this proposal did not come before the actual outbroak

of the hot war in Korea, but only after Truman..eorderod UeS, troops to Koroae"

And she then has a little fun with the "proponents of tho 'lesser evil! thoory" who

‘are "presumably for tho 'third alternative'se.in time of poace", but "onoo war breaks

out, one 1s foroed to choosa~~"o It is odd that Come Boll did not take the trouble
to find out that my "proposal", dated April 15, 1949, appoared in the discussion
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bulletin of the I SL in the summer of 191;19. And I had made my views fairly clear
to some of tho comrades a number of months boforo April, 19L9.

Coms Bell falsifies my position in another respect, alsos Quoting my phrase "within
the demooratic camp", sho romarks on how rddiculous it is to suggest that a tiny
organization like the ISL could "have some influence on the conduct of the war,
demooratize it, as it wore, or give it a Ysocialistio? tinge", I am often puzzled
by the way some of our comrades appear to hand on to tho impotence of the socialist
movement in America, as if it were the last guarantee of Marxist rectitudo} Howoever,
Coms Boll certalnly did not ready my letter if she thinks I advanced any such idoa
as tho aboves I speak , with emphasis, of the ohoices "imposed by the brutal roalie
ties of tho presont world situation", Does that sound as if I had any idoa of the
IS L giving the war a "soolalistio tinge"? On the contrary, it is the theoreticians
of the Third Camp who have delusions of grandeur along this linoe

It is Coms Bell and Come Draper who have all tho ensworse I do not protend to haves
Wo may all change our minds about meny things in the course of the terrible poriod
ahoad of uss I have tried to make it oloar that what I am ccncerned with is the
proservation by American socia lists of the powor to meke thowselves hoard on-the
very iimitod soale that this is now possible « within the limitations, that is, im=-
posed by the indifferonce of the Amo rican working ocleasse I do no* bolieve that this
1s o ridiculous objectivee And I am convinced that tho Amorican working class wi
listen to the ISL or any othov sociulist ourganization only *n tiho extent that that
organization is able to unoquivocaliy daeclare trat it prefors tho vietory of the
domooracies to the victory of Stalinisme That is a minimum basis fcr existenco, and
alsc for the devolopment of a soocialist policy on cmcvote issuos, cuoh & oholgo
does not in any senso commit cre to a fully developod “Iine", appliczble to ovory
singlo situation that may confront tho movoment. The socialist cauob avoid torribly
difficult choicos. Not oven the megic of the Third Camp Por its now abstontionist
vorsion) will accomplish thats

August 23, 1950 .
' *0% 0%

AVSWER TO COLEMAN
By Ma:y.Bell

In the note accompanying Coloman's lettor on tho disputo over policy in the war,
mention is mado of "tone"s I porsomally do not belisvo thoro have boon any ovor-
stePping~of the bounds of polomical vigor on either sidos No ono has boen called
an "agent of imperielism", or " a monstor who dolights to wads in the workers®
blood (Coloman)e" And I think that is al to the goods

On acoount of the infroquent appoarance of Forum, two months have olapsed since
Coleman wrote his lotter, I think thoroforo it would be umfair to write a full-scale
roply, doaling with tho impertant ovents that have tekon place sinoe August 23 =
espeoially the ircreasing withdrawal of tho Indian govermment from teking rosponsi-
bility for the Korean war « and would like to limit myself to a fow "off the ouff"
commonts in the sam mennor as Coloman wrote on tho major points of his lottors

While Coloman and other oritics of our "noithor-Washington- nor-Moscow"polioy proposa
a major change in our attitudo, nono of thom has made a roundod thooretical analysis
of the war, 1ts laws and oasusation and roasons why we should support ito Thoy have
Yergoly limited themsolves to a posing of guestions, flat assortions and flank attacks
Yot it is roally thoy and Colomen on whom falls the burdon of proof, who owo us a




thorough re-analysis. Tho simplo assortion that the social difforencos botweon the
two sidos in tho war, which have bogn olosely analyzod only by oursolvos, is justi-

fication for support of the war is insufficionto Ono doos not ask horo for a now
wol tanschauung, but at loast a substantlal thooretiocal snalysis is indicateds

Coloman, for instanco, implics that World War II was a progressive warp, I think -

ho may corroct me if I em wrong = that this is a rotrosmpotive viow on his parts
There is nothing wrong with thate But apparontly thore is in Coleman'!s mind some
kind of connocction or analogy botwoen that war ard the prosent omoo. (Even if ho tonds
to disallow tha t typo of argumomtation on our parte) Ho states that our most ime
portant contributions during tha t war wore on the significanco of tle national
movements, "movomants which, at thoir most offootive, wore olosoly integratod with
the military apparatus of tho Allies," This again is a kind & implied critioism of
our policy, a shorthand, rathor than any attompt to form any theory or linc of
argumcntatione

"Did tho labor mowmant, the soolalist movement and the domocratic farcos of tlo .
world which, in thoir vast majority lont their support to tho Allies in that war,
the roby contribute to tho progross of mankind?" What was a rhotorical question on
my part is answorod by Coloman - "obviously 'yes®e" Obvious to whom? The dostruoce
tion Nazism was not tho only or tho most significant outoomo of tho last ware This
dostruction of Nazism was offaectod by an alliance of Stalinist totalitarianism with
tho Allied campe Tho war comntributed to theo strongtlhoning of Stalinism on a vast
world scalee Tho victorious pow ors rodividod tho world aftor a torribleo dostruce
tion of soldiors and ocivilians, machines and ocultures Tho Sccond World War onded
in a world political situation tha t immediately polarized tho planet into two armod
camps, foverishly proparing for anothor ware War - modorn war - as an olemont

of politics, sociology and oulturo doos mot soom to concorn Colomano Thoro is
totalitarianism and domooracy with a small "d"; ovon tho shrinking of tho lattor

is of no groat momonte According to Coloman's way of thinking, Nazism, Stalinism,
domooratic capital ism, militarization, world war, totalitarianism would appoar as
discroto- phenomena, with no causal rolationship, Our roasoning on tho naturo of

tho throe big imperialist wars is called "a grand Hogolian progrossions" Wo cannot
got oxorcisod ovor Coleman's private war with the diabolic Mr. Hogole And, sinoo

wo arc unfamiliar with Hogolts viows on the last war, or the threatening one, wo
find it ha rd to congage in any dobate with Colomans

Coloman uses as a nogativo proof that our position is woak tho "inoxplicablc omiss=-
fon" of tho slogan "Withdraw All Troops from Koroa}" Ho appoars to have an ideca
that the "withdrawal of tho troops" slogan is part of some orthodox-Marxistical

bag and baggago or Hogolian mistiquo with which wo are supposcdly accursod, to bo
trottoed out for use in any and all wars, ilrrespootive of tho consrote circumstances,
which dotormina tio concrotoe uso of such a slogane Ho also socms to suggost that
opposition to tho war on our part has somo idontity with that of tho Stalinists and
that thoroforo we should bo using tho slogan of withdrawal end honco noed to diffor-
ontiate oursolves from tho Stalinists,

To uso such a slogan, at this timo, givon our analysis of tho war, tle naturo of
tho North Koroan aggrossion undortekon "not simply aftor consultingeesRussian mase
tors but only aftor irmstructions from thom "(PC statoment, Labor Action, July lo,
1950), would bo utterly stupids It has to be a roalistic slogan in tuno with tho
concroto dovelopment of tho war. Its uso in tho prosont context would imply a
proforenco, a s is naturally the tasto of tho Stalinists, for the North Korcanse
If wo did not deal oxtonsively with this question in our propagande, that is not
roally Coleman's oriticisme Tho quostion of difforontiation on this scoro was of
no importancee Tho Stalinists supportod the North Koroans and honea their uso of
the "withdrawal "slogan end thoir phony poaco proposals. Our articles appropriato-
ly differentiated us from thom and thoir idoological confrares of tho SWPe

A
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Colomgn also sooms to suggost that by our lack of use of tho slogan wo are in somo
baskhandod way also veoring towards support of tho "domocracios"e* But thon ho sim-
ply fails to undorstend our analysis of tho waro Wo considorod tho Korcan "poliso
aotion" Act I of tho third world war, both from tho standpoint of tho North Korcan
Russian-inspirod aggrossion and from the standpoint of UoS. intorvontiono. And wo
camnot, from that standpoint, take any rosponsibility for tho military outoomo.

I do not givo a "straight" answor to tho quostion Coloman most dosircs answorods
"Doos the differcneo betwoon cepitalist domocracy end Stelimist totalitarianism,
as social systoms, have no consoguencos in tlo formation of socialist policy in
tho war?" If "straight™ moans yos or no, that would bo a orookod way of doaling’
with such a qucstione Coloman is satisflod, with slight attompt at proof, with
seying tho dif focroneo botwaon the two systoms is such that wo must chango our
attitudo towards ono of the bolligoromts and support ite, Whilo Std inism has
modificd drastically our epproach to many probloms of socialism, our tactics, our
stratogy, in somo casos our concopt of our goal, tho dif foroncos botwoon it and
tho systom of capitalism is not, in our opinion, judtification for support of the
third world war, ie0s, tlo surrondor of our socialist principlos and sociallst
moralityse

No, I did not say nor moan romotoly to suggost that Amcrican froodom and prospority
aro basod upon imporialist oxploitation of EBuropean end Asiatic workors; but it
doos rost on tho domimation of tho world osonomy by tlc UeSs I mado tho point,

in blunt English, that tho Urited Statos rosts upon, political supports, roaction=
ary intorosts abroade Susan Groon spoaks of this as a "pin-hoad"policys That is
all right, if you oguato "pin~hoadodnoss" with bourgoois imporialisme Tho point
is that tho Unnitod Stetos is not carrying out a progrossive polisy, is not fight-
ing a war of liboration ad that its polioy is not omo of moro mistakes and bad
ochoices, Its policy is basod upon tho cntiro complex of a profit coonomy in
rivalry with anothor systom for domina tion of the worlde Coloman has yot %o
shouldor tho burdon of proving othorwisoo

I do not know what point Coloman is meking in rogard to possimism ovor tho military
outoomo of tho ware Our policy is not based upon possimism or optimisme I porson-
ally think that, otlor things boing or romaining oqual, tho UeSs togothor with tho

" Wostorn bloc, has a bottor chanco than Russia to win tho war, for tho samo roasons

tho Alliod blod won in tho last wars suporiority in moans, Othor comrados may
think othorwisce But wha t doos this havo to do withour position?

What I am possimistic about and so, I think, aro many otlors, is tho prospoot of

tho third world ware Considor tho lives that tho Koroan "polico action" has takon
and tho dostruction it has causeds Now that tho North Koroan Stalihists havo baon
boaton back, what is in prospect? For tho Unitod Statos tho most immodiato announco-
mont was tho doploymont of morc amoed forses in tho Far Easts For tho Std inists,
tho Indo~Chinosc war has boon stcppod up, anothor Gorman crisis loomse Militariza-.
tion overywhoro will grow and grow and growa

Coloman is "oconvincod that tho ISL or any othor socialist organization (will bo
listonod to) only to tho oxtont that that orgmization is ablo to uncquivocally
doolaro that it profors the victory of tho domosracios to tho victory of Staline
isme" Whorc is tho domonstration of this argument? If tho Socialist Party oxists
for no othor roasons, it is thoro to disprovo this argumonte In comparison, tho
si1z0 and infhuonco of tho Communist Party, dospito its linc and porsocution, is
nogativo proofe Thoso morcly domonstrato that boing listonod to by tho working
class is dopondont upon meny othor factorse

_ %As @ mottor of faot, Coloman trios to lmve it both ways. In an carlior article,as

ho intimatod wo woro olinging to a long sinco disocardod "dofonsist" position ("along
with Camon & Cos") in rogard to Russia, whilo now ho suggosts by our not using tho
"withdrawal" idoa, Wo rofleot a proforonoco for tho UeSe ‘
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I do not quite undorstand tho snido commonts on our sizo, lasck of influonso and
singling our such phrasos as tho "limitod offootivonoss" of our opposition to tho
last ware Coloman hints that our adhoronco to cortain socialist prinoiples is tho
causo of our isolatione Again wo rofor to tho othor socialist organizations and
tho absoncc of a labor party not to oxult, but to instruscts, It would bc a ocauso

for rojoicing in our party if ovon sqch an orgenization as tho SP would cxporionco
a mass growthe ,

Yos, I belicvo that tho anti-war position is political suporior, yos, morally
suporior, bocausa it proposcs a program in opposition to tho barbarism and mass
murdor of impcrialist ware This is hardly tho timc for Coloman to snoore Tho world
and civilization 1s ondangorode Tho ono hopo = and this is not rhotoriec - for poaco

_and human progross, is soclalisms It is, finally, a now twist to bo accusod of

boing or fooling "moral"s Usually, tho chargo is omo of amoralitys Wo accopt tho
labol "moral" - in its broad, social moaninge Wo boliovo it is suporior morality
to offor a program in opposition to mass murdor, an intornationalist, socialist
programe

Oate 20th, 1950.
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CLEVELAND WORKERS DEFENSE COUNCIL L

(Note: Several months ago, & number of orgenizations, inoluding the Cleveland
Branch of the ISL, met to form the abovementioned oommittee to consider problems
of democratic rights and la bor defensees Subsequently, this body put out a leafe
let on the Korean War and the problem of oivil rights in the USe The politiocal
line of the leaflet is in conflict with our own, particularly in relation to

the role of Stalinism in this ware The PC ocalled attemtion of the Cleveland
branch to the exoeedingly important omissions of the leaflet and its false, mis-
leading headline, requesting that it disassociate itself from the leaflete We
are publishing below the leaflet, excerpts of the letter from the ISL secretary
and the letter of the Cleveland branch to the WDC in accordance with a decision
of the PC and for your information.)

LEAFLET OF THE WDC:

"KOREA AND GROWING DICTATCRSHIP"

"No international orisis preocipitated by the power struggle of the Yoold war¥, such
as the Korean war, oan justify suspension, much less suppression, of oivil liber=
ties for American workerse

"The Workers Defense Counoil oalls the attention of all workers to the drive of the
Ame rican employing class to destroy our precious, hard-won freedoms of the press,
speech, assembly, union organization, and political affiliations The employers -
Blg Busimess = want only one freedom in America - the freedom to make profitse

"We especially point to the attempt to hide this ommpaign behind the slogans of
'national seocurity,! 'national interest,' 'national unity,! and to label all re=
sistanoe on the part of the workers as being dictated from or sympathetio to the
Kremlin,

"Such slogans and unjhstifiable labels are merely dishonest phrases to cover up the
real intent of employers, especially large corporations and financial imterdsts,

Yo use the coming imperialist war not only for foreign oconquest at the cost of the
blood of our youthy but to destroy working-class political parties and organiza=-
tion at homee ' '

"The Workers Defense Council oalls upon all workers to resist this drive to crush

their freedoms, their organizations, their politioal parties, their union strugglese

"The Workers Defense Council stands as a rallying point of this resistances

"We call upon all workers' organizations espacially to fight the lastest and most
vioious of the politiocal attacks of the employers and financiers, the act whioh
scuttles the American Bill of Rightss = the so-called 'Communist-control! MoCarran
Bill,

™o take the position that all workers? organizations should refuse to comply with
this law and should fight its enforcement with all their resourcese"

sokskokE

(The above leaflet is signed by the ISL, Libertarian Socialist League, Peacemakers,
Revolutionary Workers League, Trade Union Educational League, United Labor Party.)
((The ULP withdraw its name from the leaflet after allowing its reprasantative
"full freedom" to endorse ite)) ‘
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 The following are exoerpts of lotter of Gates to Cleveland Branohe This was the

second of two letters send on the subjoctse

"ihile putting the views of the committee in my own lenguage and manner, I assure
you, that they represent the views of ‘the whole committeesss In the first place,
wo agreed to go ahead with the Cleveland experiment precisely because it revolved
around the question of ecivil liberties and would not go far afield politicallys,
This was important to us in view of the organizations participating in its formae
tionaee .

"ess The leaflet takes the Korean situation as a springboard for a discussion of
the war a nd demooratio rightse. It is the total effect of the leaflot which is
bad, in our opinion « not this or that sentenceo

"Take the title of the leaflet: Korea and Growing Diotatorshipe Is that an acour-
ate politiocal appraisal of the situstion in this country? Do the comrades know
what a diotatorship is, or a growing ore? There are many things one can say about
the rise of rule by presidential decree, congressional lsws (Smith Act, etce) the
activities of the FBI, etoo But is this evidence of a 'growing dictatorship?" Is
that the oharacter of the class struggle in the U.Ss todey? That's nonsense, com-
radese It is a misleading description of the conditions which exist or of the

main trends What, for example, will you say when a condition of "growing diotator=-

" ship " does accompany a war condition, l.e., world war as the reality of the day?

It does not meke us one bit more radical to use the oited phrase; on the contrary,
it is, for want of another word, Oehlerism, .

"Comrades say: Well, suppose we added something to the leaflet on Stalinism,
wouldn't 1t be all right then? Theb's like sgying:s Capitalism would be a wonder-
ful system if it had no poverty, exploitation and wars It is precisely our
uniquoly accurate position on Stalinism whioh distinguishes us from all othor
groupings, and any analysis of war, any pronouncement whioh fails to evon mention
this quintessential factor, cannot be correcte ee.e

"Read over the leaflet and ask yourselves how it oan be distinguished from anything

the Stalinists write and sayes There 1s as good a test as anys It is as important

to distinguish yourself from Stalinism in a question of this nature as it is to
express yourself on the war itself, What can result from such writing? Confusion
about what the organizations committed to the WDC stand foroes

"Could we have written a better leaflet? Of course, a thousard times better, more
accurate and politiocally sound, above alle You have to judge this loaflet as a
whole and not its separate sentencess Its total effect is bad for the reasons I
have already cited, for a one-sided analysis, for a foolish alarmist tones BEven
if there were nothing wrong with the leaflet, it is still an extremely poor leaf=
let and its design and contente There is a great deal to say about oivil liberties
and especially tho MoCarran Bill, Labor Action deals with the question repeatedl y
and it is one of the reasons so many articles were devoted to a review of the

book on the FBIs But pray tell us, what is said about. the MeCarran Bill that is

_intelligible to any wrker reading the leaflet? Why is it bad? First, what is
‘14?7 Do you-assume that every workers knows what it is and is against it? Wouldn't

it have been muoh better to have put out a leaflet on the Bill itself, explaining
it and pointing out its dangers? As it stands, the leaflet is a piece of intra-

mural self-agitations It assumes, instead of explaining, and one of the reasons

for this is that it tries to give a worldly approach to the problem, motivated on
the basis of the international situation (which, by the way, oan be done intellie-
gently and accurately) which is indistinguishable from Stalinist propagandaees”

%%k %k
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Bolow is the letter of the Cleveland Branch to the WDC:
"Cleveland Workers Defonse Council
"Dear Comrades:

"Some time ago, the Cleveland Workers Dofensd Council issued a statomont, "Korea
and * Growing Dictatorship." When adoption of this leaflet was under considere
ation by the oouncil, the delegate from the Indepondent Socialist League attempted
to amend it to refleot more truly the policy of the ISL, ospecially in respect

to the lack of mention of the wole of Stalinism in the present situatione When
this attempt failed, the Cleveland Branch of the ISL decided to lean over consider=-
ably and agreed to go along with this statement in the interest of joint action by
the various organizationse Since that time the Cleveland Branch has experienced

- a decidedly unfavorable roaction to this *}gﬁlot, in the sense that tho ISL name

was given as an endo rsemont to a statement/which it does not have agreomonte

"Furthermore, the National Office of the ISL has communicated with this Branoch,
ard has requestod that it olarify its position on this leaflete The Branch dis-
oussed this matter fully, cons idering the quostlon of Stalinism as mentioned
above, and also the quostion of "dictatorship" as it appoars in the loaflmte This
word appears only in th) titlo, but implies that tho signatory groups believe "a
grow ing dictatorship" does existe This is not a position held by the ISL, for
while we recognize the growing sttacks on civil liberties and on the stamiard of
living, wo are still a long way from oxperiencing a dictatorship, or grqmlng

di obatorship” in this countrye We will resist these attacks to the best of our
ability, but wo will also ondeavor to characterize the situation correctlys

"For theso reasons, the Cleveland ISL wishes to record itsol¥ as withdrawing any
further support from this loaflet, and asks that its name bo romoved from any re-
maining stock of theso leafletsas This action is taken with respect to this ome
leaflet, and is not meant in any way to altor the oxisting mlationship between
the ISL and the Workers Defense Councils

Frotornally,

Joe Hauser, for the ISL,
Cleveland Branche"
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‘we have already brought before the Political Committee and the

i THE ALNIL. CaiPAIGN

e wish to bring vefore the League membershin, as

Vational Committee, Sthe quession of the P.C. handling of the
gndorgsement of the Abnsr campalgn., We believe that the P. Co
action was wrong volitically and undemocratically carried out,.
The P.C, disregarded iths wost elementary rule of democratic
procecdure--the rule to keed thz membership informsd and to
seelt ‘1ts opin-iorn on 3ll important matters. We believe the
issue of League suprort to Abner was the most important poli-
tical one facinz vg in the last year,

ILet us recell the background of the Abner endorse-
ment., The early 1950 2Llenum of tre Leesgu rejected all
resolutions on political aotion which ha nregented to 1t,
bht nad voted to direct the 2.C. to in disecussion in

ne League on this matter using as a » resolutions
prﬂsc“ted at the Plenum, Thus, aite tig Plcnu~, tiie P.C,
had to guide it only the genbraW vractices thet the Leasue
would supnort its own candidates or Independent Labor candi-
dates running on independent or lavor ticikets. The 2.C. had
no authorigzation from e}th:w the T .C. or the League to even
consider the question of endorsing any candidate running in
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a Democratic Partd eris ary. {s1nﬂe thac Sk uCnthL resolution
along these genecral lincs had just been rejoccted by the Ra=-
tional Committee).

Then the Abner endorzement issue came before the
2.Cs Since they lacked authorization to even consider this
special case, we bellev@ that the P.J. could have proceeded
democratically and parlimenterily in only one of two ways:
they could have refussd to considcr the speclal case or they
could have clearcd away the pao limentary difficultles by get-
ting frowu the membership, as scon as possible, a reversal of
league practice and acceptance of the Shachtmar resclution,
The P.Ce took neither of these actions but instead tacitly
assumed that the Shachtman resolution was already in effcet
and procecded to censider just the tind of special casc waich
that resolution was dosigned to handle, ' o

Those defsnding the P.C.'s action try to. imdrcssu
us with the importance and ur-cney of the Abncr case, If
this were true then we soy that the P.C, shiould have immediately
initiated the Polltl,ul Action discussion in the League and
--since they werc (with but u\O grcentions) all in favor of
considcring a special casc of C;dOTSlﬂb Demoerat (mercely
the Shachtman rescluticn in practice)--avkod the membershin
to adopnt by referendun the Shaehtman (or ancquivalont) for=-
mula so that they could tlhen placce the Abrnecr casc on the’
agenda., Ve too would defend tha ritht of the P.C.; to rcact
in one way or another to tuO Cricaso branch's request for
endorsement of Abner, but wo believe thclr action was unwise
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and undemocratic. Thc P.C. hondled a snecial case for whigh
they had no authorization to conasidcr, and thereby invited the
danger thet the arbitrarcily permitted ciception would almost
automatically establish the gencral rule, I.e, the P.C, shall
consider cascs of backing candidates in Democratlc prinarics.

Several other aspccts of the handling of ths Abncor
case werce also, in our opinion, undemocratic. They werc:

(1) The Leaguce membership was not informed that
the P.C, and I'.C. were considering the Abner endorsecment,
Thus branchcs havirg no '.C. members were ignorant of thic mat-
ter until informed thru Labor Actlion.

(2) Labor Actlon itsclf did not announce thc ISL's
cndorscment of Abncr for mony woolis after 14 occurred cven
though i1t carricd storics on the Abner. campalgn,

(3) Scveral months aro our branch voiced much the
gsame objcetions to thc Abner endorscment as has been containcd

‘herein with the rcquest that they be nublishad in Forum..

This matcricl was ncvsyr pudblished ond, therefeorc, ncvsr made
available to the Leaguc.

igzn is over and the ISL appears to
have gained little from it. Iven if thc gains had been 10
tines as nmuch they would hzve becn morc than oiffsct by tho
rcsultant loss of faith In tho democratic furictioning of our
Political Committec.

.

The Abner cammail;

Comrsdely yours,

fhilzdelnhia Branch, ISL

TDITORIAL NOTE

The dlsagrecmcnt which the Philadelphia branch has
with the politicul doeision of the £.C, and thc W.C. on tho'
Abner compaign, is a mabtter which shcoculd be discusscd scparatc-

'ly end on the mcrits of the rcespeetive political positions,

Such a discusgion has bcen taking placc within the Leaguc and
in thc pages of Labor Action, and will contiruz until thc next
convention of the ISL which will finally revicw and dzcidc the
questione Quitc a diffcrent matter 1s the polnt to which the
statement of thc Philadclpnia branch is mginly devoted, namc-
ly, thc manncr in which the P.C. and the N.C. adonted their
decision on the Abner campaign, It is quitc truc that the

ISL Secretariat did not fully dischzarge 1ts obligation to the
membcr skip In every respcet in this case. Howcver, the state-
ment of the Philadelphia branch is not based on all the facts:
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1. The TSL memboirship was informed both about the

conflicting opinicns and about tho declsion of the P.C.

T.Ce in four diffcrent ways: )
members of the T'.C. rceturning

I}

callecd ¢
publica tlon ol the

Labor Action arnd wh
ter in the next iss
public discuszion ©

h anrounced a
Lavor
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to their
ur; D) throug the April 2¢, 1650 ISL Yc
addressod. to all mowbers under date of April 23, 1950,
attention to tno confusion that
rbuson articlc con the Abncr campai,n in

qusstion of policy; c)

and the
cports madc Ly
tranches from the Flcen-
wslotter lo. 4
which
micht recsult from the

throut in

P.C. stabteoment on the mat-

Actlon and thg opcn¢ng of a

thr oug“

the aforcrmcntioncd issue of Labor Action wich publishoed tlc
Y"'o

reuolutlons represer ting the ubr,v
the ".0e and azalso the statcment
Aoncr campaign adopticd by

},..

dum votc, as wcll as s« .guent iss

gporting tho
piete lﬁakopc¢ Scommittce in reiorcon=-

positions put forward in
deeclsion on the

vcs of Labor Action containe-

ing discussion articles by 1#1L, Shoechtman and othors; d)

through thc rcport mede on thc cucsition to virtually all
by Shachtman during

carly this ycar,
national tour.
2. The .0, n
delcgated to it in this
posal for final decisio
the sovercign body of tho
the P.C. nor the N.,C. is u
I3L constitution to suuvmit all
bership reforendunm, and such sulinis
datory rcquircment of dsmecratic
allo's for mcubership roferondums,
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conditions, but docs not ccmac] the

authorizcd to adopt such doccisions
paign casc¢, 153 declision bCLﬁQ, o:
and approval or disapproval by =
failurc to prcs-ont its deccision fL
I.+C, considcrcd, in the given caso,

nor fruitful - is not a violation of dcmocracy.
of thc Philadclphia branch that tac "D

from cither the F¥.C. or thoc Leapue
tion of cndorsirg any car

ndidate running in

branches,
tne two stages of nis
any scnse usurp powcrs nob

LunaT Committec, whnich is
e ither

i

nas nuﬂh 1o 1t referrcd its pro-
o
T

n conventions.

dor obligation by the terms of the
controveirsial qucstions to mcm-

safion is in no way a man-

sroerdurc. The constitution

undor spncecifically defincd

e m”‘ ] .C iS full-“ AN

¥ 1t did in thc Abncr came
ceursce, subjoet to rcvicw
ubscquent convention, and
rcferendun - viileh the

to bo nocilther practical
The statcment
.C. had no authorization
to c¢vaen consider thic quis=
Dcemoeratic Party

primary,” is bascd on a misundcrstanding. In the iirst nlzace,

it ias contradictced by
conradcs that "we too vould doefcnd
rcact in onc way or anothcr Lo the
for cndorscment of Abncr,™
othcr that the P.C. cxcrecizced. In

rcecived full authorization for its

snother statcment by the Philadclphia

the right of tho P.C. to
Ci:icago brareh's rcaucst

Tt is prceiscly this right and no

the sceond vlacc, the 2.C.
sction from the .C., and

did not put'its own dceision into ulffct until 1t hod rceoived

such aLtnorization by the M.C.'s rcfcrendum voted,

third place, tac N.C. by its vetc,

ing Plcnum dctlon on the mattcer, sincc, the
tion at the Pl,rnm obviouvsly lait the
".C, showcd by its rofirondum vote

dzeision. And finally, th:

In th. wa
did not violats its »roccd=-
voting on this ques-
mattoer onun for furthcr

that it dld not oonsidfr its dceision on fpc Abncr casc to b
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in conflict with thc rcsolution nolitical action adontcd by
the last convention of the TSI, but an application of it vhich
3 had not bcen sp-ocifically provided for or speinss by that rc-
solution, inasmucih as 1t did rot considcr such conerctc cascs
as was prescnted by the provlem of the Abnecr campaign. Uhcther
this consideration by the ¥.C. is corrcet or incorrcet, is a
nolitical and not @ proccdurel question. The polltical posi-
tion of thc Philadclohia branch is cvident, but like the posi-
tion of thc 1T.C. and every other mombur or cody it is subject
to our regular discussion and to final rcvicu by thec ncxb

TSI, convention at which the N.C. will take full rcsponsibllity
for its coursd.

S I7 the objections voiced by the Philadclphia
branch in a statcment submitted scveral meonths age werc not
publishcd, it is only becausc, mosi rcgrcttably, no issuc of
the Forum was 1ssucd hetwcon the time that statcment was scnt
in and the prcsent, ‘
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