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The meager showing of the Wal-
lace-Taylor ticket is one of the sec-
ondary but extremely important con-
sequences of the huge popular vote
for Truman. While the decline in
Wallace sentiment has been clearly
evident for some time, the small size
of the vote indicates clear-cut repu-
diation. Truman and Wallace senti-
ment have followed opposite trends;
as the former increased, the latter
declined.

'The Progressive Party flop is not a
totally unexpected upset. It is the
culmination of a clearly defined trend.
But this does not alter one basic

‘What Next?

fact. The ability of the Progressive
Party to get on the ballot in forty-
five states against technical obstacles
and concerted opposition and its abil-
ity to organize state parties on a
large scale, indicate the inherent pos-
sibilities in a new political party.

Even more important is the gage
of Wallace sentiment early in 1948.
At that time Wallace led a growing
popular movement. Large sections of
Negroes, middle class and working
men saw in the Wallace party a great
hope for a new political departure.
This early Wallace sentiment is the
true bardmeter of the political po-
tential that a labor.party could begin
with.

For the decline of the PP is due to
its isolation from the labor movement
and its alienation from the masses,
and—what is perhaps decisive—the

CP Taint, Isolation
From Labor Movement

Produce Wallace Flop

identification of Wallace with Stalin-

ist totalitarianism and its foreign pol- -

icy. Stalinism proved to be the Achil-
les’ heel of the PP. The huge Truman
vote represents, on labor’s part, a re-
pudiation of Stalinism and its Amer-
ican representatives. As the realiza-
tion of the extent of Stalinist domi-
nation over Wallace and the PP be-
came clear, labor, the Negro masses
and the middle class moved sharply
away.

ONE LOCAL VICTORY

The only victory the Progressive
Party can claim is the re-election of
Vito Marcantonio in New York City's
18th District. But this victory is
Marcantonio’'s and has no relation-
ship whatsoever to the national party
of Wallace. This is Marcantonio’s
sixth re-election. His machine is .a
local one, based on local patronage
and local deals with Tammany.

Positive proof of the purely local
character of this election is provided
by an analysis of the vote. Marcan-,
tonio received 35,000 votes but was

... .unable to carry Wallace with him,
" "As a matter of fact, Wallace ran a
- poor third, receiving only 7,000 votes.

Truman carried Marcantonio’s dis-
trict with 18,000.

Leo Isacson's defeat in the Bronx
has serious repercussions for the
Wallace party because he was the
first electoral victor under a Wallace
banner in the special election ‘last
summer. His decline since then is
a barometer of Wallace’s decline, Lee
Pressman’s swamped - out candidacy
in Brooklyn is equally important. He
polled only 28,000 against Multer’s
103,000. Pressman was one of the
white hopes of the ALP and its ihner
Stalinist core. He received special aid
from the -strong Brooklyn Stalinist
machine.

The half-million New York State
votes which the ALP received do not
compensate for these severe losses.
The ALP was able to poll '496,000
votes without Wallace in the previ-
ous election.

The debacle in California is a bet-
ter test of Wallace's actual strength,
since in that state there is a large
Communist Party which is well en-
trenched in the unions but without
a previous political machine. Hope
ran high indeed for Wallace in Cali-
fornia. In July the PP estimated its
vote there at a half million, some-
times even a million. Wallace actually
polled less than 90,000.

(Continued on page 2)

In one of the most startling political upsets in
recent electoral history, the American people made
a choice between what they considered lessér and
greater evils, and repudiated the 80th Congress and
all its reactionary works.

In what must be considered an assertion of 'the
popular will against the confident predictions of the
polisters,  dopesters”  Equr More Years
and the big business , .
press, Harry S. Tru- s
man was returned to
office, carrying with
him a totally unex-
pected Democratic
majority in the House
and a 'Democratic ma-
jority in the Senate.
~ Truman was not by
any standard a labor
or people’s candidate.
Yet his victory is tes-
timony to the terrific
political potential of
labor and the "little
people” who voted
their stand on the
Taft-Hartley Law and
the other issues which ‘ 3
affect them deeply. e

We go to press too early to analyze the vote: over
the country. Here, writing a few' minutes after the
official radio announcement of Truman’s re-election,
we wish only to discuss what is, in our opinion; of
central importance to the labor movement. We refer
to the election results as they affect the formation of*

B DEW.. a.lgd independent political party : .

EFFECT ON NEW POLITICAL FORMATION

The election, for all that it revealed the vitality
of the people in safeguarding their convictions on
labor legislation, civil rights and so forth, may prove
a- serious blow to the developing movement for an
independent labor party. There is no way of avoid-
ing that unsavory consideration.

liminary returns contributes exceptional evidence on
the opportunities for an independent party which
speaks for labor and the people.

It is fairly certain that the labor leaders, who
with few exceptions came out for Truman, will in-
terpret the election as a justification of their “prac-
tical” politics—*“practical” politics meaning a vote
for the “man who can win.”

The election has proved that the labor movement

- can “practically” contribute significantly to the vie-

tory of its candidate even where it has to go up against
terrific propaganda odds and actual restrictive legis-
lation on the limits of campaign participation.

In the greater sense of advancing labor's inter-
ests, the election did not by any means vindicate the

- politics of “prucﬁculiiy." On the contrary, it showed

how impractical it is to throw the weighf of labor
behind a man who is not labor's.

Truman won-—and he won by what can be said to
be a popular uprising against the sponsors of the
Taft-Hartley Law, against the enemies of price con-

. trol, against the Dixiecrat racists.

The labor leaders’ man won (barring a few such
extreme political bankrupts as John L. Lewis and
Dan Tobin), but . . .

That man is an mguncﬂomsf.

"“That man is a strikebreaker.

In that light must the end of “practical” politics

be read.

DEMOCRATS NOT PARTY OF PEOPLE

However badly the polls (whose verdict we mis-
takenly followed up to a point) were off, there is no
doubt that Truman was less than a popular candi-
date to begin with. In fact, important sections of the
labor leadership tried to block his nomination, in so
little esteem did they hold him.~His campaign was
sageing badly until-the labor leaders came. out and
sold him'to labor and the people.

Reuther went'so far as to challenge arraignment
under the Taft-Hartley Law by public endorsement
of Truman—a courageous act in what we hold, des-
pite the results of the election, to have been a not so
commendable cause. PAC put its resources behind

Truman, we repeat, was sold to the people as the
man who vetoed Taft-Hartley (no mention of his in-
junctionist record), who favors some kind of price
control (what kind, he has not specified), who de-
fied the racists with endorsement of the civil rights
report (what kind of civil rights are covered by gov-
ernment witch-hunts?), who is friendly to the state
of Israel (which friendliness has still blocked de jure
recognition), etc.

And the labor leaders, including those who have
been speaking of a new political formation, will now
say that the election has demonstrated that the Demo-
cratic Party can be
utilized by the people,
that it can be convert-
ed from a party rep-
resenting one section
of the capitalist class
(and the Southern
bigots) into one repre-
senting the people.

That the Democrat-
ic Party did not col-
lapse, as so many pre-
election predictions
held it would, is beside
the point. Had it come
out even stronger than
it did, the point we
are making would only
_have been so much

the stronger. That
point is that the Demeo-

cratic Party is not and will not be a substitute for a

party that by class interest and support is a pur‘l'y of:
the people.

It is not labor’s party, and cannot be Iabor s party
And this will not be changed if the labor leaders are
again given free entree to the White House as in the
halcyon Roosevelt-Hillman days. It cannot be changed
by incidental victories like the conquest of the incon-
sequential Michigan Democratic Party by the auto
union forces.

Actually, however, a frue reading of even the pre-

Truman.

" (Continted on page 3 in editorial colymn)

CHINESE REGIME ON WAY TO COLLAPSE

By JACK BRAD

A disaster of tremendous import-
ance overwhelmed China with the fall
of Mukden. All Manchuria, with its
million square miles and forty million
population, is now in Stalinist hands.
The rout of Kuomintang armies is
complete in the North. Whole army
corps surrendered, tens of thousands
joined the Stalinist armies and the
number of dead, wounded and lost

runs into the hundreds of thousands.

In the last three weeks cumulative
defeats have reduced the Kuomintang

,Palestine Stalinists Net Political Gm'n
In Unification of Arab and Jewish CPs

By ED FINDLEY

Palestinian Stalinism has gained a
unique political advantage by merg-
ing its Arap League for National Lib-

eration withthe Communist Party of -

Israel. The merger, first announced
by the Arab League of National Lib-
eration on October 8, was finally
consummated last week in Haifa at
a plenary session ‘of the enlarged
Central Committee of the CP.

" As a resalf, the Stalinists now pos-
sess the only political formation en-
compassing both Arab and Jewish

members. This fact will enable the-

newly combined CP of Israel to en-
ter Jewish and Arab candidates in the
November elections for the Constltu-
ent Assembly.

MAPAM VIEW DECISIVE

The absence of any other organized
political tendencies among the Arabs
in Israel is thus likely to give the
CP a near monopoly in the Arab
population centers. At the present
time, the only other Arab candidates
who may be expected ‘to enter the
election lists are village heads, com-
munity eldets, independents or in-
dividual Arabs sponsored by various

Israeli parties,

] ] :
SUPRPTSSION S J S

The Stalinist position among the
Arabps is {further strengthened by
their domination and control of the
only functioning Arab trade unhion
center—the Arab Congress of Trade
Unions; and by the past sponsorship
of the Arab League of National Lib-
eration by the Israeli Minister of La-
bor, Befitov, a leader of the Mapam.

It seems likely, however, that the
Mapam’s (United Workers Party) en-
thusiasm for and sponsorship of the
Arab Stalinists may abate somewhat
in face of their joining the Commu-
nist Party of Israel, with whose lead-
ership the Zionist-socialists- have old
and painful accounts to settle.

1t is this correspondent’s impres-
sion that the reluctance or inability
of the Mapam leadership—despite its
pathological pro-Stalinism—to ignore
the past and to form a united front,
or, at least, an electoral bloc with the

. Israel CP, was a decisive factor in

the Stalinist decision to merge their
Palestine parties.

ESSENTIAL TURN

The memory of the pogromist role
of the Paléstine Communist Party is
too fresh in the minds of the Israel
workers and collective farmers. Even
the pro-Russian Mapam leadership

could not afford to ignore this. Were
they to form an electoral bloc with
the CP, they would lose a great deal
of popular support among the Israeli
masses.

As soon as it became clear to the
Stalinist leadership that their dirty
record made it impossible even for
the willing Mapam leaders to help
them pave their way into the Con-
stituent Assembly, they had to turn
elsewhere. Hence, the merger of the
Arab League for National Liberation
with the Communist Party of Israel

The existing party vacuum among
the Arabs offers this Arab - Jewish
Stalinist party a heaven-sent oppor-
tunity to steal sizable representation
in the Constituent Assembly.

This well-laid and ambitious plan
of the Stalinists can be thwarted
only if the Israel labor movement
and its parties abandon—as they must
sooner or later—the reactionary and
self-defeating exclusive membership
policy.

Only if the doors-to the*Histadruth
and the Mapai are thrown open to
Arab workers, will these politically
homeless masses have an address
other than that of the Stalinists to

which to turn.

s
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in all North China to a feeble holding
force. The entire balance of military
power, and with it political power,
has shifted. This holds for all of
China.

The loss of the Shantung peninsula
with its great ports, cities and rich
agriculture, the threatened loss of
Taiyan, and now the flight from Man-

churia exposes all of North China to’

the Stalinist armies. The city of Pei-
ping; ancient Great Wall capital of
the Manchu empire, is in an intoler-
able position and must fall in a short
time. The great naval base at Tien-
tsin is sorely threatened, Only the
U. S. naval fletilla keeps it in Kuo-
mintang hands. All of Hopeh province
is caught in a squeeze beiween vic-
torious Stalinist armies from the
North, South and East.

SHIFT OF POWER
TO CHINESE CP

The fall of Manchuria dramatizes
the shift in power to the -Chinese
Communist Party. The Kuomintang
is proved completely incapable of de-
fending its own territories and its own
rule; the fortunes of the Kuomintang
are at a nadir. No government in hu-
man history ever descended to such
depths without undergoing consider-
able upset. Already the cry is heard in
the halls of the Legislative Yuan
(Parliament) for Chiang’s resignation
or at least a leave of absence. In its
present form the Chiang regime is
doomed.

This man could say the day after
Mukden’s fall: “We have had reverses

.in the Northeast but the Communists

are not yet in a position to directly
menace North China . .. the overall
situation does not give cause for wor-
ry.” No comment is necessary. Here
is reactionary obtuseness in full pa-
rade.

The Chiang regime has ruled by the
successive extermination of all eppo-
sition. The secret of its power under
.great adverse stresses is that it has de-
capitated all possible alternative po-
litical formations. It remains fo be
seen whether it has succeeded to the
point where, in the absence of an
alternative, the feudal - bureaucratic

ruling cligue will keep power by de-
fault. But even if it does, it can only
accelerate the collapse and increase
the cost of its own destruction to all
China. And in the process it too will
undergo great alteration.

Already are heard cries of défeat-
ism. Numerous groups are actively in
favor of compromise with the Com-
munist Party; others favor peace
without terms and at any price; and
still others favor retreat below the
Yangtze, surrender of the Great
Northern Plain, the Yellow River
Basin—the heart of China—to estab-
lish a Southern bastion, there to wait
for the outbreak of World War III
and American military intervention.

The forces of disintegration, of lo-
calism, of war-lordism—all the deeply
rooted centrifugal forces of feudal
China have been given a head. The
landlord cliques, the black-market-
eers and speculators—the most cor-
rupt elements of the ruling class—
will now intensify their ghoulish ran-
sacking of China's prostrate body. For
the defeats will worsen the economic
situation, increase the inflationary
pace, decrease the food supply and
the raw material supply essential to
industry.

Defeat Brings Chiang to Low Ebb of Po wer

Relationship between Russia and
the United States is also transformed.
America is in jeopardy of being
driven out of Asia. American policy,
in President Truman’s second admin-
istration, begins with a very mnar-.
row base indeed. Even fo stabilize a
South China regime will require an
enormous outlay running into billions
of dollars, which would seriously alter
the orientation of United States for-
eign policy. It is questionable whether
the Marshall Plan and the Western
Union lend-lease are possible simul-
taneously with a huge military and
economic program for China. For
such a program would require direct,
massive intervention. Such an inter-
vention would face great opposition
among the Chinese masses and from
many secfions of the Kuomintang as
well. The Communist Party would
make great popular gains in-a strug-
gle against such intervention.

It may very well be that America's
day is done in China, that it is {oo
late and the price is too great. The
historic ambition of America’s’ China
policy, for exclusive dominion over a
unified China is doomed for a long
period to come, if not forever. Asia
as a possible expansion ground for

' American capitalist expansion is no

longer possible.

The CP will now be able to establish
a stable and substantial state ip North
China from which te"expand its mili-
tary activities. The disintegration of
the Kuomintang will move many ele-
ments toward the CP, Talks looking
toward a new CP-sponsored coalition
have been underway since May 1.
Groups of political exiles centered in
Hong Kong, led by Marshal Li, many
former generals and leading politicals
of the Kuomintang, and the Demo-
cratic League are committed to en-
tering such a coalition, which would
have great attraction in the cities
among students, intellectuals, middle
class and lower functionaries.

Such a national coalition may be
launched shorily, now that a suitable’
capital is available in Mukden. It
would claim to be the true govern-
ment of all China. Its agrarian reform
program would have even greater
appeal than that same program now
under exclusive CP aegis. The isola-
tion of the Kuomintang would be in-

'-creased. Many groups of bourgeoisie,

especially in the Northern cities,
(Continued on page 4)

Election Pollsters Take Licking

Vote Discredits Infiitration of Government by "Sampling" L

Whatever else may be the results
bf the election, one thing is certain:
the oracles of American politics, the
professional pollsters, have been re-
soundingly defeated. From the staid
New York Times, through Dr. Gallup
and Elmo Roper, down to the lowly
New York News, one and all have
proved way off tl;le beam by the
voters.

The pollsters went overboard in
predicting the landslide election of
Governor Dewey. These so-called
“analyses” were unquestionably in-
fluenced by a desire to insure the
election of the Republican ticket by

themselves molding public opinion.
Their aim is to re-inforce the strength
of the side they favor, weaken and
demoralize those they oppose, estab-
lish an opinion of indifference among
wide sections of the voters who might
feel the issues are already decided,

and in the final analysis, replace the

method of general election with that
of so-called “impartial” sampling.

By trick wording of questions, and
improper weighting of the results,
Gallup, Roper and Co. have time and
again given a false picture of what
American public opinion really is.
As an example, Dr. Gallup’s poll for

Look magazine “proved” that Amer-
ican workers favored the Taft-Hart-
ley Act. Even the most superficial
observer of the labor movement
knows from .his own experience. that
such a result is directly contrary to
the fact.

In order fo obtain this resuli Gal-
lup included such questions as “Are
you opposed to racketeering in the
trade unions?”—this, on the some-
what - unsupported assumption that
the Taft-Hartley Act combats such
racketeermg. Workers who replied
that they were opposed to racketeer-

(Continued on page 3)
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LABOR ACTION

‘November 8, 1948

By GERALD McDERMOTT

What are the plans of the United .

Mine Workers of America for the next
four years? How does the UMW plan
to protect and extend its gains? At
the . present time, miners are receiv-
ing more benefits from their union
thah they ever have before. At the
same time, the miners’ union has
faced more hostility and opposition
from the ruling capitalist class and
its government than it ever has be
fore. K
Two weeks ago, we recorded that
the political policy of the union was
hopelessly committed to supporting
Republicans and Democrats. The ri-
diculousness of this policy is shown

by the legislative report of the union .

which time and again'lists a majority
‘ol “both parties in Congress voling
against labor on vital issues. The
speeches .of Lewis and of John 'T.
Jones, UMW director of political ac-
tivi}y, correctly point out- that the
welfare fund may well ‘be -attacked
By Cohgress as soon-as elections are
over. That makes voting for the par-
ties that wrote it, passed it and used
it all the more dangerous.

.John L. Lewis, in a dim way, is
aware of the dangers facing the min-
ers and. all ‘of labor. He 'pointed to
the trend toward fascism getting un-
‘der way in the country. In his clos-
ing speech he warned that “No man
can say what the conditions in our
country will be when we meet again
in constitutional conclave.”

OUTDATED WEAPONS

Not only are thgse dangerous times
for labor in general, but for coal
miners especially. Coal mining is a
sick industry. Already, coal produc-
tion is beginning to slump. Lewis
sees it coming, but his weapons are
thé weapons of the past.

Noting the decline in the markets
for coal and the shortened work
week now in effect in some aréas,
Lewis stated: “If there are only thrée
days’ work left in the industry, we'll
all have three days’ work. If we are
goihg to starve, we'll all starve to-
gether.” Lewis is proposing a stabil-
jization program- to the operators
where work will be evenly divided.
Otherwise the operators invariably
shut down or reduce the work of the
most militant locals during slack
periods; thus striking at the heart of
the union.

‘Stuch a stabilization program is

only part of the answer, however.

:Solidarity has stood the miners in

good stead, but starving together is

not much of an: outlook for the fu-

ture. What would be better would
be a demand for a guaranteed an-
nual “wagé,  to 'be followed by the
call for nationalization ,of the mines
under the control of the workers.
Such a program would require the
formation of a -political party of la-
bor, but:the alternative is depression.
And every miner must realize what
a depression will inean to the welfare

© fund. The fund is based on the num-
‘ber of tons mined: If tonnage falls as

it didin the last depression, the wel-
fare fund:and all’ that it means will
be riddled.

Lewis i§ placing his main reliance

' in defending the union in the future

on a, fat unione.treasury. He remem-
bers, no doubt, that it was the last

$75,000 in the UMW f{reasury in 1933
that made possible the organizing
drive that brought the ruined UMW
back from the grave. One of the rea-
sons he gave for the increase in dues
was that the money may be needed
to rebuild any locals or districts of
the union that are wiped out in fu-
ture -assaults on the union. There's
nothing wrong with a fighting reserve
fund for the union. The trouble with
the UMW policy is that the UMW
is going to vote for the people who
are going to attack the UMW.

Into Po

One of the cheerful notes of the
convention is the newly announced
health program to be financed
through the welfare fund. This pro-
gram. will provide funds for medical
care for all miners and their families
for “everything from eancer to hav-
ing ‘a baby.” Where necessary, the
union will build hospitals. Thus an
end is in sight to the hated and still
prevalent company-doctor system.

CHEERFUL NOTE :

On the question of contract de-
mands, the convention gave a blan-
ket endorsement to the National
Policy Committee to formulate de-
mands for higher wages, shorter
hours and improved conditions. The
convention made it plain that the
UMW will continue to fight for wage
‘jinereases. 'We' think the contract
should be improved, of course, but
it ‘'wonld be better to announce the
demands—subject to revision because

of higher prices or other factors—so.

that the rank and file would be in-
formed from the start as tfo the ob-
jectives of the battles ahead.

As to 'safety conditions in the
mines, there has been no improve-
ment. Federal mine inspectors still
do not have power to enforce their
findings. The convention again called
for a law to make this possible. It is
shocking to realize that a federal in-
spector cannot make an operator
correct ‘a condition that threatens to
kill men, and the outlook for a law
to correct this is not bright with the
kinds of Congresses we are getting.

The -cbnvention took no.action on
setting up a seniority system, al-
though that demand could still be
jheluded, in contract demands, and
certainly should. The important ques-
tion of welfare aid for dged miners
‘who retired—or were fired or black-
listed—too early to benefit from the
welfare set-up, was referred to the
officers.

STATE OF UNION

As’ the miners’ union faces the
future, there remains one important
question. What is the state of the
union? We do not mean its treasury,
which is full, or its size, which is on
the increase. We are speaking of the
internal health of the union, of its
democracy. Here the record has not
been good and the convention did not
improve on the record. ]

It has been widely publicized al-
ready that Lewis’s salary was raised

L §

litical Blind Alley

to $50,000, that of Vice-President
Thomas Kennedy and Secrefary-
Treasurer John Owens to $40,000 and
that of International Board members
to $12,000, plus additional compen-
sation “for services rendered.” We
know that the miners feel that this
is one way of showing the public
"that they are behind Lewis. We feel,
however, that strike solidarity is a
better way of demonstrating this.
When union leaders get into the sal-
ary ranges of corporation executives,
they tend more than ever to put
holding their jobs abeve undivided
service to the union., We are not
saying that this is true of all, or of
any, of the officers of the UMW. But
there is the temptation.

The convention further voted to
eliminate the scale and policy con-
vention that is held between consti-
tutional conventions. Constitutional
conventions come only every four
years. The elimination of the scale
and policy convention reduces the
voice of the rank and file even more
in the affairs of the union.

AN UGLY SLIP

There was one ugly note in the
convention that must be called to the
attention of UMW members. That was
a phrase .in Lewis’ opening speech.
He said: “I was hoping that . ..
Harry Truman . . . would put me in
jail, which is the thing any WHITE
MAN would have done, rather than
rob you.” Not only was this vile Jim
Crow phrase reported in the press,
it is reported in the UMW Journal.
We would like to know, Brother Lew-
is, if you believe that “white men”
are any better than black men or
yellow men or any other kind of
men. If this “figure of speech” was a
“glip of the tongue,” as some will
say, then we say that it was a foul
slip.

Incidents like this only serve to
strengthen the vicious Jim Crow
which is already altogether to preva-
lent among too many members of
the UMW, to the mortal  danger of
the union., We believe that Lewis
should repudiate that statement to
the entire membership and labor
movement, and that he should apol-
ogize for it. We would like to see
dozens of local ;unions protest io
Lewis over this.: i

‘We "‘cannot fail 4o -mention another
speech in the convention. Vice-Presi-
dent Kennedy tfold the convention,

r

in an attack on peoﬁﬂe who 1iry to
separate Lewis from the rank and
file, that “It would be as reasonable
to ‘expect to separate His Holiness,
the Pope, from the Catholic Church
in the world.”

We do not want to get into a reli-
gious 'quarrel here. What we have
in mind is that, according to Catho-
lic doetrine, the Pope is infallible,
and that his word is the word of
God. Without 'detracting one whit
from the econiributions Lewis has
‘made to the miners' welfare, we pro-
test that neither he nor anyong else
in the labor movement is infallible
or should be pictured as such.

Among things the convention did
not do was establish a sorely needed
educational program, to train. new
leaders and, among other things,
work for greater solidarity through
the elimination of racial prejudice.
This is a must for the union.

We do not mean that the UMW is
on the rocks or is headed that way.
Nothing shows that better than an-
other statement by Lewis, that we
would like to hear made by a few
other labor leaders.

“So you got this welfare fund. Do
you know why? Because you took it.
Nobody gave it to you. The Truman
administration didn’t give it to youm
any more than the Roosevelt admin-
istration gave you the union.”

This philosophy is the best guar-
antee of the future of the miners’
“union and fhe labor movement,

(Continued from page 1)

The decline, and now the defeat, of
Wallace-Stalinist politics is due to
popular rejection of Stalinism and
its international imperialist policies.
It also indicates strikingly that mno
new polilical movement can arise
and grow outside of and alien to the
" powerful American labor movement.

So long as the Progréssive Party
was not so clearly identified with Sta-
linism and not so sharply divorced
from the labor movement it flour-

ished. The basic premises for a la-.

bor party remain unaffected by the
Wallace results. They are actually
strengthened insofar as the evidence
shows that labor can make or break
political destinies.

Why the SLP.
Wasn't There ‘
Editor: LG |

Stan Grey's article covering the
so-called Dobbs - Thomias debate is
guilty of one misrepresentation of
fact. Grey says: “The only thing lack-
ing in the debate was the presence of
the Socialist Labor Party. This the
SLP refused on the ground that, be-
ing the only genuinely revolutionary
party, they would. have only half as
much time as the two ‘reform’ parties
put together. Obviously a put-up
job.” That it was.a put-up jeb is cor-
rect, but not in the sense Grey would
have his readers believe. . .
The = Dobbs - Thomas - debate was
maneuvered ' by the adroit Socialist

Party in evading the challenge of
the SLP to debate with it. The SP
had made quite some capital out of
the fact that Henry Wallace had
evaded and avoided debating Norman
Thomas. Since the SLP has formally
and informally a number of times
clalleniged Mr. Thomas to debate, and
succeeded in having Thomas skirt
that possibility, in as many tries, the
SLP took up the SP’s remarks print-
ed ‘in Life 'and signed by Harry
Fleischman, its national secretary.
Thereupon took place ‘a ‘series of
some five or six letters between the
two parties," in which any neutral ob-
serter could not fail to note the eva-
siveness and insincerity of the SP at
last to meet with the SLP in debate.

Oneof the conditions set down by
the SP was that they would welcome

debating with the SLP and the SWP.
This dodge is a familiar enough one,
for they knew that the SLP would
not participate in a “talk fest as it
was charactlerized by Arnold Peter-
sen of the SLP. The SP thought that
a discussion under the heading of
“Which Party in America Stands for
‘Déemocratic Socialism?” should in-
clude the three parties with the word
“socialist” in their title. As Mr. Peter-
sen pointed out, the term “democratic
socialism” is a redundancy, as social-
ism is per -se democratic and that
prefacing the word democratic served
to confuse the issue in the minds of
people to mean that there was some
other kind o0f socialism-other than
democratic. In the exchange of let-
ters, of course, the SP insisted upon
the inclusion of the’ SWP as they
knew this was their only saving tac-
tic. :

Aside from Grey's summarily dis-
missing the SLP's actions as a put-up
job, it does not seem to be in the so-
cialist tradition to wutter half-truths
or lies' out of the whole fabric. The
SP on a previous occdasion had ‘de-
nounced the SLP for “scabbing on
fellow workers,” and “that they do
this as a matter of policy.” This lie,
which appeared in the Denver Post,
sigried by Harry Fleischman, was un-
answered by him'in &pite of Peter-
sen's objections, and no withdrawal
of it was printed in eithér the Call
or the Denver paper. It so happened
that an SLP member did lose his job
for refusing to cross a picket line
wheré he ‘worked, although he was
a non-union office worker and' could
have worked without an onus upon
him for doing so.

¥

Grey, whose article is merely one
of personal opinion, lost his disinter-
estedness when a chance to impugn
the SLP presented’ itself. As a mat-
ter of fact, the place reserved for the
SLP member was sheer hurhbuggery
and hypocrisy, forboth the SWP and
the SP knew beforehand that the
SLP would not take part. These
odious schemes resorted to by groups
which call themselves socialist, at the
expense of other socialist groups, is
on the level of capitalist politics. It
is rather surprising to see LA con-
tributing to this sort of practice. Grey
is entitled to his personal opinions
on any- party he -chooses. to write
about. But he 'definitely perhaps,
through .ignorance of facts, allowed
himself one chance to take a pot shot
at-a party with which he differs. Does
this help the class problem?

Normarn JOHNSTONE
°

Reader Johnstone is confusing iwo
things: »one the particular debate re-
viewed by Stan Grey; the other, the
debate the SLP would like to have
with the SP. So far as we know, the
debate discussed inn LABOR ACTION
was initiated by the SWP. It could
not therefore have been devised as a
plot by the SP, though we are not in
a position to say what went on in the
minds of the SP officials when they
agreed to debate. We understand that
the SLP has been after the SP for
years, challenging it to debate. For
our part, we cannot see how the SP
can justify its refusal to debate the
SLP. However, the SLP's refusal to
participate in a debate with the SWP
cannot be justified either except by
the incredibly sectarian standards of

i T
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the SLP. If anything, the SLP’s wish
to debate the SP_(which, we are {old
goes back to the 30s) is something of
a contradietion of its normal, abus-
ively sectarian attitude to other so-
cialist groups—an: attitude which de-
termines even the most routine and
minute of relations (like the hesita-
tion to exchange periodicals.)

With respect to the other matters,
we would like for reader Johnstone
to raise them in the pages of The
Call, the SP paper. We would like to
see, if the Call consented to print
such a letter, how it would square
these inexcusable slanders with its
pretense of sanctimonious virtue. The
idiocy of the SLPs position on the
tfrade unions is one thing; to accuse
its membership of scabbing is, how-
ever, the kind of invention that could
only be produced by people who lack
a decent consideration for facts. We
do not contest that the SP leaders are
experienced practitioners of the “art”
of unprincipled vilification.—Ed.
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We print below. a copy of a pen-
cilled letter received from John
McCartney, national organizer of the
Young People’s Socialist League
(YPSL), with a reply from Comrade
Falk, national secretary of the So-
cialist Youth League; - . '

Editor, LABOR ACTION
Dear Sirs:*

I have just noticed Julius Falk's
description of the National Youth
Council for Independent Political
Action in October 18 LABOR AC-
TION.

It continues the Trotskyite tradi-
tion of distortion and falsehood—one
of the reasons democratic socialists
will have nothing to do with Trot-
skyites.

The national secretary of the YPSL

and myself never said “these people
are materialists” and “these people
want to use the Labor Party to
bring socialism,” as Falk alleges.
Anyone at the meeting would testify
to that. While I am going to theo-
logical seminary soon, the YPSL na-
tional secretary is mon-religious and
somewhat of a materialist.

I am confident that no farmer-labor’

party or youth section of such a party
wants Trotskyites in it. Your record
of disruption and defeat in the So-
cialist Party is well known. Also the
totalitarian nature of your theory
and your party is testified to by the
people who have left your party,
many to become leaders in the YPSL
and SP.

John McCARTNEY
National Organizer, YPSL

*(We would like to suggest that it
is customary officially to address pea-
ple in the socialist movement as Com-
rade.—Ed.)

L ]

I would not presume to weigh
COMRADE McCartney’s letter in the
scales of the religious principles he
purports to uphold. But it seems to

. me that he committed a sin when he
wrote this note to us. He lied. And
not unwittingly either. A man can
make a mistake without lying, but
anyone who denies—so categorically
—what he said, and what was dis-
cussed, is just plain lying.

If McCartney did not atiack the
SYL because we want “to use the
Labor Party to bring socialism,” why
didn’t he deny this when I took him
to task for the “alleged” remark at
the meeting of the National Youth
Council  for Independent Pdlitical
Action, several months ago in Co-
Iumbus, Ohio? I quoted him then,
just after he motivated a niotion to
exclude Trotskyists from member-

ship, and there wasn’t then a peep °

out of him. '

At that meeting, McCartney’s point
on this question was that the Trot-
skyists would not enter such a party
in good faith, but only in order “to
use the Labor Party to bring sociale
ism.” That is the exact quote and the
context in which it was made. I re-
member the exact quote because of
the utter stupidity of a so-called so-
cialist _using_ it _as. an_. argument
against the SYL; I also remember it
because I noted it on a piece of paper
and used it when I spoke directly
after McCartney at this meeting.

The fact that the other YPSL func-
tionary at the meeting is'“SOME-
WHAT OF A MATERIALIST" —a
new philesophical category!—doesn’t
in the least indicate that I am lying

oy —
. All réaders of LABOR ACTION ire
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about McCartney having attacked the
SYL as “these people (whe) are ma-
terialists.” The fact is that there was
-an audible snicker in the room when
McCartney pulled that gem, and he
was upset at the response, 50 much
so that he muttered apologetically
that he realizes' that other people in
the room are materialists, too.
McCartney becomes completely ab-
surd when he writes that “anyone

in the room would testify” that our -

report of the proceedings at this

meeting was untrue. There were, of

course, people in the room who heard
and remember exactly what was said.
McCartney credits me with much too
much imagination. I couldn’t for the
life of me invent such stories. I'm
only capable of quoting someone who
seriously made these arguments,

There is small point to debating the
rest of the letter here. We have chal-
lenged the YPSL to debate the politi-
¢al and theoretical issues involved.
The YPSL has not yet accepted: As
for McCartney’s Stalinist-like slander
about “Trotskyite . .. disruption . . .
distortion . . . falsehood . . .” I pre-
fer to answer it with a letter just
received from a YPSL comrade from
Ithaca, N. Y.

t ®

Ithaca, N, Y., Oct. 25, 1948

Dear Friends:

I have read, with some regret, .the
recent characterization of the SYL
and the WP as “totalitarians” by the
YPSL: I am a long-time YPSL and

a member of the Socialist Party who

is quite active and I should like you
to know that I feel that type of char-
acterization to be not only ignorant,
but detrimental to ‘what, by any
standards of political logic, should be
close cooperation between our groups.
Evidently McCartney, the "YPSL or-
ganizer, has not been reading LA at
all in the past few years and has not

spoken to many WPers either, If he’

had he would be impressed by the
scrupulousness in which WPers have
-acted and thought recently on the
issue of democratic technique. The
election stand of the WP, for exam-
ple, in which it advocates a vote for
one of the three socialist candidates
as a' vote for socialism, is, in my
opinion, a healthier and more open-
minded position than one of carry-
ing old grudges and dead issues on
ad infinitum, ’

It seems to me that members of
your party and mine ought to make
more of an effort to understand the
opinions of each other. I' think they
would find, as I have, a basic simi-
larity of opinion and attitude al-
though, perhaps, not of approach.
Certainly the analysis of the current

situation, as well as areas of danger.

and the general solution indicated
are very similar for both parties.
McCartney, whom I consider an able
organizer ‘and+a fine socialist, should,
I think, approach the SYL perhaps
critically, but certainly not with an-
tagonism to the memories of differ-
ences which in the past may have
been acute, but with the changing
scene, have only historical worth,

+» Sincerely yours,
Morton D. SCHWARTZ
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'What Vote Upset Shows - -

(Continued from page 1)

VOTED DESPITE TRUMAN

Some of these leaders, as we have
noted, have made commitments about in-
dependent political action, Reuther and
Green, for example. It is true that in Reu-
ther’s case the commitment was hedged
by the reference to revitalizing the Demo-
cratic Party as a possible -alternative.
Nevertheless, the enthusiastic response to
the Reuther statement was not based on
this pledge, but on its very opposite—
namely, the expectation of a new political-
party. _

It is reasenably likely that these men

will now dump ‘their commitments. And .

here, we think, lies the job for the ranks:
to make it absolutely clear that insofar
as they voted for Truman they did not do
so in order to continue to shuffie along the
old political paths.

Labor, and in general that vast section
of the people who sense that their future

1is best served by alliance with labor, did

not vote so much for Truman as despite
Truman. : e '
It was a vote against Taft-Hartley for

~one thing. Proof? In Massachusetts there
‘'were three propositions on the ballot

which would have instituted a kind of state
Taft-Hartley regime. All three were de-
feated. ' -

Proof? While Hartley himself did not

~run, the candidate he endorsed recéived a

trouncing in a traditionally Republican
district.

Proof? lllinois Senator Brooks, chams-
pion of anti-labor medsures, was swamped
by liberal Paul Douglas.

Proof? An outstandingly foul enemy of"
labor and sponsor of the foul DP bill, Rep-
resentative Revercomb, running for the
Senate, was defeated by the vote of West

Virginia’s coal miners.
g

Proof? Notoriously anti-labor Senafor

‘Ball was defeated by Hubert Humphries,

darling of Americans for Democratic Ac-
on. - o

Proof ? PAC claims that it mobilized the ~
sote to defeat 80 Congressmen and seven
Senators who voted for Taft-Hartley.

It was a vote against race discrimina-
tion. Truman said little about the eivil
rights program in the early stages of the
campaign. Only when it became clear that
thére was no way of patching up the Dixie-
crat breach did Truman reassert the civil
rights program. We maintain that this
helped him in the big industrial cities,
helped him with the millions of Negroes.
We maintain that even in the South there
was considerable popular sympathy for the
program—obviously among the Negroes.

They did not vote for Triman So miich
as they voted for an end to the viciousness
of discrimination.

Proof? Harlem voted overwhelmingly
for Truman. o

Proof? East Harlem, with an ‘overwhelm-
ingly minority population that suffers
deeply from discrimination, voted for Tru-
man though it re-elected ALP-Stalinist Vite
Marcantonio to Congress.

Proof? Chicago’s South Side, with its
heavy concentration of Negro inhabitants,
voted for Truman.
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Proof? Even in the South, there was a
low popular vote for Strom Thurr'n_dnd.
'Dixiecrat ' candidate—less than a million.

© We submit again that these are proofs .

not so much .of the vitality of the Demo-

cratic Party as of the potential for a labor.

party. In the absence of a labor- party,
labor turned to Truman. - N

TASK FOR TODAY

It may be argued that the low Wallace
vote is a denial of our point. Not at all.
Elsewhere we discuss the Wallace vote.
Here it need only be said that the Wallaée
movement was poisoned by Stalinism-and
‘the people knew it. Here we néed only re-
mind our readers of the terrific response
to the Wallace movement before the Sta-
linist taint became undeniably obvious.
Here we need only remind our readers that
Wallace proved a new party can get on
the ballot in almost-all states.

‘We cannot at this moment hope to as-
sess the significance of every aspect of

‘the elections. There is the important ques- .
‘tion of the Socialist vote. The official re-

turns-are not yet in, but the Socialist Party
headquarters reports that in New York

‘Norman Thomas' vote is five times above
“his 1944 figure. There are no returns on

Socialist Labor Party or Socialist Work-
ers Party voting as yet. Thomas' vote is
not a large one—some 26,000—but it is
enormously significant, particularly given
the general trend. It can be assumed that
many who would have voted socialist were
scared into a vote for Truman by the
"lésser evil” bogy.

What must concern us now is the future.
That future is still dark with inflation,
war, militarization and invasion of demo-
¢ratic liberties. ' ¢

Labor's interest in these matters cannot
be ‘entrusted to Truman. Labor’s interest
stands in jeopardy from Truman on theése
matters. 1

It ean only be entrusted to a party which
is built upon labor’s strength, and daily
champions labor’s interests. Thus we say
that the election is a signpost pointing to
the reality of labor’s strength, its readi-
ness to assert itself politically.

And that remains our essential -task
in 1949. If we do not begin now, imme-
diately, to demand that steps be taken
toward the creation of a new : political
party, we will find ourselves d@nfroni-
ed in 1952 with the promises that were
made us in 1948: "This is not the year;
wait until 1953."

We must start'now. We can depend on
no one but the militants'in the labor move-
ment to promote this necessity. Payment

on the promises of a new party must be .

exacted now—to prepare the road to vie-
tory with conferences and actions that
will untie our political arm, map our vic-
torious fight against the legislation spawn-
ed by the labor-baiters, halt the inflation-
ary spiral, and block the designs of the
war planners.

Read un'cil Subscribe to
. - LABOR'ACTION _.
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How Stalinism ‘Léads to Defeat
Under a combination of arnied force and violence
employed by the French government and a widéespread
confusion and dismay within their own ranks, France’s
striking coal miners are going back to work after four
weeks of exhausting and fruitless strike cifort. The
‘strike definitely appears to be broken, and it is clear
already that the militant miners have suffered a heavy
defeat, R

When John L. Lewis dencunced- the action of the
French government in his letter to William Green and
ironically: demanded what Green intended to do about
the fact that this government was brutally shooting
down miners striking for their just and legitimate de-
mands, Lewis was expressing an elementary labor sol-
idarity which is all to his credit. Green’s first reaction
was friendly and sympathetic, but he quickly yielded
to the advice of others (that eminent authority on
Stalinism, Jay Lovestone, for example?) and: squelched
his own tiny show of proletarian solidarity by pro-
claiming that the strike was purely “Communist in-
spired,” Stalinist led and organized . was the strike be-
yond any’ doubt, but that had nothing to do with the
fact that hundreds of thousands of poorly fed, housed
and badly paid miners had presented their legitimate
demands to’ the French Government and had received .
police,” troops and bullets for an answer.

REACTION ON FRENCH WORKERS

- ‘The strike is lost and a serioug reaction will set'in
among the workers of France. Unfortunately, this re-
action will not only be directed against the Stalinist
saboteurs who led this strike action to inevitable rout
and defeat; it will be reflected in a growing ‘apathy -
and mood of defeatism among workers in France as a
whole. By their conduct and methods, the French
Stalinists have not only again demonstrated that the
sole concern and interest of Stalinism is its own po-
litical program (regardless of what price the legitimate
union movement must pay for this self-concern of the
Stalinists), but also that in those areas of Europe and
the world where rival capitalism is still a force and a
real power, Stalinism ean only lead to defeat and rout.

The Stalinists made no effort to organize the strike
systematically, on a wide union basis, any more than
they showed a desire to negotiate' with the Government,
which runs the mines in France, and reach a satisfactory
settlement. They are exclusively concerned with the
question: how shall this strike'be kept going so that
French economy as a whole suffers a mazximum eco-
nomic loss? Their actions were all in the realm of open
sabotage (flooding of the mines and withdrawal of
safety crews); setting one section of the workers
against those miners who belonged to anti-Stalinist

unions; throwing the labor movement into confusion
and chaos by setting -off their system of roving 'and
shifting strikes; and conducting a largely political,
anti-Marshall Plan propaganda all during the course
of the struggle. In effect, the Stalinist leadership bred
mistrust, confusion and disruption of the miners ranks.

SP COYERED WITH DISGRACE

If the Stalinists behaved as- politically conscious
people have now learned to expect from them, the other
important labor and political organizations -of France

. likewise covered themselves with - disgrace and con-

tempt. The French Socialist: Party not only sits in the

. government which is systematically breaking the strike,

but the gentleman in charge:of this particular operation
is none other than the now-notorious Jules Moch,
French Minister of -Interior and a leading “comrade”
of the Blum Socialist Party. That decrepit old figure
too, emerged briefly from his hole to answer Lewis’
letter with the typical remark that it was all the work
of the Stalinists. Lewis may know little or nothing
about the inner-political situation of France, but he has
enough union instinet to know that miners do not strike
over nothing and under purely political instigation.
The French SP hds dug itself deeper into the grave
by its action. The same holds true for the anti-Stalinist
CGT movement (Workers' Force) which sent back its
members behind the guns, tanks and bayonets of the
troops. All in all, ‘a tragic .and depressing picture is
represented in France by this strike, with the workers.

. vietimized. by -Stalinism -6n the one hand, and the re-

formist political movement.on the other.. From . the
Government it got what it expected—strike breaking,.
polite -and violence. T L |

It-is too soon-to assess the extent of the damage:
done, but surely it must be considerable. The miners:
have gained absolutely nothing after one month ofi
strike; their unions have been weakened. Throughout:
the nation as a whole, the forces of vulture de Gaulle—
who maintained a strict silence during the affair—have
undoubtedly been strengthened by the reaction of fear
and confusion which has been created among the middle
class,

The Government has already announced its intention:
to prosecute and Stalinist miners’ leaders, and also its:
intention of revising laws about strikes 5o as to severely,
limit future strike actions. Under the pretext of de-
fending the nation from Stalinism, a period of repressive
labor législation and action is about to begin., Such is
the fruit of a continuation, of Stalinist-leadership in
the French labor movement. How right was Ttotsky

- in referring to Stalinism as.“the syphylis of the labor

movement which must be burned out with a red-hot
iron!”
Henry JUDD.

Pollsters Take Li cking - -

(Continued from page 1)

ing in the unions, as ‘who isn't?, were
credited to the weight of support
for the anti-labor bill. By this kind
of method any kind of reésult can be-
shown. 2

Built up by a constant stream of
propaganda from press and radio
the polis have received wide popular

fraudulent pollls.-
straw “poll of the

49.2 per cent of the

40,000, ‘a bare one

public officials as justification for all
sorts of actions. In effect, the “scien-
tific sampling” of the public had
‘made substantial inroads into the
rights of the people to express their
opinions in a more democratic fash-

ion, sweeping the electoral college by 345
minimum electoral votes, of which

. New York State, which Truman
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Catholic labor

Party
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lost, illustrates the effect of these

York to Dewey by 300,000 votes, or
“tually Dewey carried -the state by

cent, a small margin that might well
be laid to the effects of the poll it-
self in keeping Truman supporters
from the polls with a feeling of
“what's the use? Dewey’s in the bag.”

The New York Times went wrong
in its forecast in almost every pos-
sible way. It gave Dewey a ‘“com-
manding lead” in the nation, had him
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he received a bare half. The Times®
forecast said that the Wallace vote
would be “considerable,” and grant-
ing all possible interpretations, it
certainly wasn't. _
It 18 interesting to note that the
half of one per ,jll.famed Literary Digest poll went
down to its death from lacerations
due to its forecast of a Landon
sweep in 1936. The writer is happy
to report the periodical joined the
poll on fits deathbed. One eminently
pleasing result of the present elec-
tion is' that it has completely dis-
credited the false prophets of publie
opinion, who, we may all hope, will
join the Literary Digest in the Happy
Hunting Grounds of by-gone pollsters.

The Daily News
state gave New

popular vote. Ac-
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A TAX-AND-DEBT-RIDDEN WORLD

A pictare of a debt-and-tax-ridden world such:
as has probably never before been seen in history.
emerges from figures compiled by a committee of -
U.S. government experts at the reguest of Con-:
gress. Capitalism, in the bare few centuries of
‘its existence, has managed in every country to:
place a veritable Alp of debt and taxes upon the
backs of every man, ‘woman and child—not only
thOSeJ’now living, but for generations to come."
Most/of the debt and taxation burdens are trace-
able /directly to the hideous wars which accom-
panyithe capitalist system step by step down its
bloédy way to ruin.

. This situation, according to the Institute of
Life Insurance, from the long-run point of view
has a direct bearing on the financial welfare and
security of all the peoples of the world, now and
for generations hence—their incomes and earn-
ing powers, their savings, their standards of Tiv-

. ing, and the whole structure of family life. (The
. Institute cannot conceive of a future freed from

capitalism.—J. R.)

“The worldwide exteit of the public debt and
tax burden makes it a problem of the first mag-
nitude for virtually all nations, large and small,”
declares the institute. “The major cause of this
situation is the war and its astrohomical éast.
Neutral nations have been. severely affected. as

~well as belligerents. The problem for a time

showed signs of easing as publice expenditures in
various nations declined from the peaks with the
end of the war, but_government outlays, as in
this country, are displaying a renewed uptrend
due to the international situation.”

$1.00 OUT OF EVERY $4.00

The experts’ figures, which are for central
governments only, and do not include state and
local figures, compare the years 1936 and 1946.
One measure of the burden is that in nearly a
score of nations the tax burden in each one in
1946 was the equivalent of $1.00 or more out of
every $4.00 of their national incomes in that
year. In a few cases (including France) the 1946
tax burden was the equivalent of MORE THAN

ONE-HALF the national income in that year.

The United States, which had been well down
on the list before the Second World War, led all
nations in the per capita tax burden in 1946 with
$313. Russia was second with $297, and the

United Kingdom third with $279.

In the public debt burden (which the taxes -

help to carry), the United States in 1946 was sec-
ond only to Britain. The British public debt was
the equivalent of $2,095 per.capita, and that.of
the U.S. $1,830 per capita. Canada was third
with $1,366 per capita; Australia fourth, $845
per capita.

The Institute noted that in 1939 Germany led
the world in the per capita tax burden with $157,
equivalent to approximately $1.00 of every $3.00
of German: national income in that year: Russia
was 1n second place with $129 per capita. In con-
trast, the U.S. was in 15th place with a 1939 tax
burden of $43 per capita, equivalent to approxi-
mately $1.00 out.of every $13 of American na-
national income in that year. . .

From 1939 to 1946 the per capita American
tax burden increased over sevenfold, or far more
than that of any other nation, and the per capita
debt burden grew more than fivefold. The Insti-,
tute noted that aggregate state and local taxes
in the U.S. in 1946 were the equivalent of just
under $80 per capita, or more than a fourth, of
the equivalent per "capita federal government
figures. .

No one doubts that so long as capitalism ex-
ists the tax-and-debt burden will grow increas-
ingly heavy. i .

Just consider this: In 1939 the total U.S. na-
tional budget was $8,700,000,000.  In 1949, Dewey
and Truman are agreed, the U.S. budget for war
preparations along will reach $20,000,000,000, and
the total budget more than twice that. Even al-
lowing for-the doubling of prices, one sees that
the overhead costs of maintaining capitalism are
mounting at a jet-propelled rate.

Preparations for the First Atomic War will
wring higher taxes from the American woirKers.
The slight tax cut permitted the masses as a sop
in preparation for the 1948 elections, and ‘as a
bribe to hold back the drive for a mew national
labor party, will in all likelihood be withdrawn
by the 81st Congress and even heavier taxes im-
posed. This will be a certainty if American and
Russian imperialism fail to reconcile their cur-
rent differences,

Ranger Pampltlé-t
On Labor Party

Jack Ranger's pamphlet on the Labor Party.

selected chapters of which, have been’ run serially:

in LABOR ACTION, is scheduled for publication
l;nmcdh_iely following - the national election.: A
brief introduction will summarize the meaning of
the election for the Labor Party movement. 'lis
publication will coincide with the new.wave of
activity on laber - political , action promised by
Willlam Green's announcement for a third party,
a scheduled conference by the UAW which will
Yake up the sdme subject, and heightened interest

‘in the question in every section of fhe trade-union -

movement. Branches of the Workers Party and
readers of LABOR ACTION are asked fo get ready
:u; mass sales of the timeliest pamphlet possible
oday. ' ; e sl
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I.OSS OF MANCHURII'A ROCKS U. S.-SUPPORTED CHINESE REGIME

DEFEAT BRINGS CHIANG T0 LOW EBB OF POWER- -

(Continued from page 1}

would look with favor upon such é
coalition as their bridge to peack:
with the CP. '

® \

It is necessary to review certaind
questions which events have pushed:
to the fore.

Just what was lost in Manchuria?
Here is the greatest industrial devel-
opment in Asia, and the most modern..
The city of Mukden had 4,750 indus-
trial establishments employing 360,000
workers in 1940. Nearly 1,000 of these
factories were large scale producers
of machine tools, chemicals, rubber,
fertilizer and textiles. It has a popu-
lation of over two million. Mukden
was the arsenal of the Japanese Kuo-
mintang army. The modern city of
Changchun had a million population.

Defeat May Be
His Last Gasp

There are ten cities of over 100,000
population.

In 1939, Manchurian coal produc-
tion amounted to thirty million tons.
Arnshen, the Pittsburgh of Asia, em-
ployed 72,000 workers to produce two
million tons of pig iron and one and
a half million tons of steel. New ore
deposits around Penhsihin became the
base for a secondary steel industry
and magnesium ore refining. Almost
sixty per cent of all of China’s iron
reserves are in Manchuria.

Agriculture tends to be extensive
and only forty-six per cent of the
arable land is cultivated. The balance
is a great frontier area suitable to
growing wheat, soya beans, sorghum
and hogs. Manchuria was the greatest
exporter of soya beans in the world.
It is one of the few agricultural areas
of China that does not have a food
deficit. ’

Stalinism has the basis for an un-
matched industrial development in
the huge, integrated complex of North
China, Manchuria and Siberia. It also
acquires a large skilled working class
and great cities; in other words—the
physical pre-requisites for power,

INDUSTRIAL POTENTIAL OF
MANCHURIA REMAINS INTACT

Did not Russia strip Manchurian
industry in 1946 and thus consjdera-
bly decrease the functional powers
of this industry?

All that is known about Russian
looting has been obtained from the
Pauley Report of 1946. This report
was compiled on the basis of two
and one-half days: “investigation”
during which the comimittee was un-
able to- visit the main industrial sites.

_ It came to the conclusion that the
‘total of removals, destruction-and
deterioration amounted to $2 billion.
Since the® total Japanese industrial
investment amounted to $2%% billions,
either Manchurian industry is wiped
out or the report is exaggerated. Sub-

sequent direct observation seems to

. indicate the latter conclusion.

In either case the important facts
are that Japan was able to create
this industrial empire "in .only ten
years' time, 1930-1940. The coal, iron,
o0il, magnesium and aluminum °'is
there. Above all, Manchuria has the
only sizable group of skilled work-
ers. Out 'of these materials an ag-
gressive regime may recreate indus-
tries, perhaps not to the Japanese
level because of the lack of capital,
but substantially, There are innu-

merable physical obstacles but they -

are not insurmountable.

A much more serious problem is
the political one., It is a little less
than certain that Russia will encour-
age industrial reconstruction. In 1946
Russia was in a position to guarantee
any regime it wished in Manchuria,
thanks to Roosevell’s blessing at Yal-
ta. Russia did not choose to entrust
the Chinese CP with the industries
of Manchuria. Jnstead she looted,
sacked and destroyed. If Japanese
imperialism followed a course of
forced industrialization, Russian im-
perialism seeks to channelize and
limit it.

.Russian economiec -manipulations
indicate - a policy of tight: control,
and securing of guarantees over these
plants. They issued a total of $8 bil-
lion in notes, with which they bought
up everything that could not be
squeezed under their inclusive for-
mula of war-booty. One of the estab-
lishments thus obtained was the larg-

est wholesale and retail merchandis-

ing house; also hotels, breweries and
even private residences. There are
uncenfirmed stories that they also
obtained joint control over much of
the remaining enterprises. Russian
policy was not to hand over the econ-
omy to the Chinese CP for the con-

struction of a strong Stalinist state -

in North China. They were distrust-
ful, arrogant and abusive toward
Mao Tze-tung's armies and adminis-
trators. . '

The Chinese CP has distributed the
: land in its areas. But this is no solu-
t ion to the agrarian problem; it is
0. iy the first step toward one. Where
wa Il the peasant sell, what will he

- by, v, how will recurrent over-produc-

of the land be .prevented? In-
dus t.rialization . alone can begin to
suppl'y these needs. Will the Rus-
sians assist or even permit such a
develotpment? They have acquired
such a ‘strangle-hold over the remains
of Manc *huirian economy as to be able
to deter miine its immediate future.
The reso: 11 °ces are present, the poten-
tial is the ze, but it is doubtful if the
Russians v7ill permit Mao te plan a
developme {nt which would of neces-

tion'

sity contai In the seeds of Titoism. The

political a mtagonism within the Rus-
sian empii te is the key to Manchuria’s
economic future,

Are the Russians popular in China?

A tenta tive answer would be in
the negati tve. In South China there
are illusio: 8s and the usual mythology
among int 2llectuals and workers. But
in North (2 hina where direct contact
was made, . the Russians are heartlly
feared and; detested.

The Ru:isian armies behaved like
conqueror:i. They looted freely they
were arro§ ‘ant and openly despised
the native; population. The Russian
Command:x nt at Mukden permitted
himself tos say for publication that
the Chinctie were “people of low
cultiire.” 1#’hen in 1946 the Russians
overstayed ' the ‘agreed period 6f oc-
cupation, | anti- Russian riots tore
through CI xina.

However ;| these riots were directed
equally at:. the Moscow and Yalia
agreements t, which were sponsored by
the United | States. So that anti-Rus-
sian feelin g did not redound to the
benefit of the U. S. Quite the con-
trary, the 1lTnited States was held re-
sponsible flor abetting the situation,
for openin g China's gates to a new
rapacious r2onquerer.

What wees agreed to at the Yalta
and Mosco w Conferences with regard
to China? 'he biggest port and naval
pase in th e North, Port Arthur was
put under Russian military admin-
istration. T 'he naval facilities were to
be jointly operated by China and
Russia. The area of Port Arthur ac-
tually includes more than the City,
amounting ' in fact to the entire for-
mer Japanese colony known as the
Kwantung Leased Territory. Russia’s
pre-eminerntt position in the major
part of Dairen was recognized. The
Chinese Eastern and South Manchu-
rian railroads were to be coordinated
in' a joint Russo-Chinese administra-
tion. The Russians still occupy Dai-
renn because they were granted the
occuipation wuntil a peace treaty is
signed with Japan. This is the bril-
liant product of the diplomacy of the.
liberal Roosevelt.

STALINIST PROGRAM OF
REFOEM IS KEY TO VICTORIES
Russia has not had to give material
aid to the CP armies. It has been
able to afford the luxury of just
standing by. The CP obtained the
bulle of the Japanese weapons and
has continued to supply itself with
huge stacks of American arms cap-
tured from .the Kuomintang so that
Russia '+ has escaped blame for the
civil war itself. The U. S., by con-

trast, has intervened openly on be- '

half of Chiang and it suffers all the
effects of Kuomintang disasters.
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Russia is now the pre-eminent Asi-
atic power. Through the native Sta-
linist parties she can expect the con-
quest of Asia without war, if no new
force enters the picture. '

What accounts for the Stalinist vie-
tories?

One thing does not account for
them—Russian help in arms, finances,
military direction. There is no evi-
dence to support such claims. The
Russians simply have not had to do
these things.

The Stalinists win because they
have. a social program for the peas-
antry which corresponds in some de-
gree to the mneeds and desires of
China’s millions, There are other fac-
tors, but this is the primary one. That
their program is inadequate, that it
does not measure up to the historic
potential revealed in the 1925-26
Revolution, that its politics are redc-
tionary and oppressive, that it cannot
solve the agrarian problem without
industrialization and planning, that it
is an organ of Russian imperialism—
all this is true. But it does divide the
lauid, throw out the landlords, reduce
taxes and rents from seventy to eigh-

ty percent to possibly thirty to forty

. percent

It imposes thése refornis rather
than rallying the peasantry in great
revolts throughout China. The Com-
munist Party does not call upon the
peasantry to act in its own behalf.
It reserves to itself the exclusive
right to liberate the peasantry from
landlord tyranny. But it does abolish
feudalism and that is China’s crying
need.

. This is the program which causes
Kuomintang conscripts to desert by
tens of thousands, which disintegrates
Kuomintang armies and wins battles.
There is no existing alternative to it.
The alternative of the Kuomintang is
landlordism and political reaction
also. -

The CP has two other weapons.
First, the Chiang regime whose cor-
ruption is unimaginable to the West.,
The internal decay of the Kuomin-
tang, its alienation from the people,
its persecution of all opponents and
destruction of all liberties, its cruel
and medieval tyranny over the peo-
ple are weapons in the Stalinist ar-
senal,

Productivity Under Socialism and Capitalism

Figures Don't Lie,

‘By SUSAN GREEN

Time was when the supporters of
capitalism had to resort to the bogy-
man to scare people away from the
idea of socialism and communism.
Socialism would break up the fam-
ily, socialize the women and any
number of other hair-raising catas-
trophes would come about.

Today the fechnique is different.
These capitalist supporters claim that
socialism exists in England and that
communism is full-fledged in Russia;
so they proceed to compare the stand-
ard of living for the workers in capi-
talist America with that in England
and Russia. What can be a simpler
way of “proving” that sogialism and
communism are abysmal failures!

Following this method U, S. News
& World Report of October 29 hits
its readers in the eye with an expen-
sive pictograph on the cover, pro-
claiming that under capitalism the
American worker makes $10 in eight
hours, that under socialism the Brit-
ish worker spends 19 hours making
that same $10 in terms of values, and
that under communism the Russian
worker toils 81 hours for the same
reward. R

COMPARISON OF PRODUCTIVITY

On page 20 appears an article elab-
orating this striking pictograph. The
American workers, it says, can buy
a loaf of bread, a dozen eggs and a
quart of milk for an hour’s work.
If in England the worker can buy his
food with about the same labor time,
this is possible only because of gov-
ernment subsidy and American aid.
Whereas in Russia, if these things
were available to the worker, it would
take him half a day’s work to buy
them. In the line of clothing, the
article points out, the U. S. worker
can earn a good quality shirt in half
a day, while the British worker will
labor two days for the same shirt,
and the Russian worker four days.
The article makes such comparisons
in the standard of living in the three
countries, declaring that under capi-
talism there is room in the budget
of the worker and farmer for other

things besidés food and clothing, for -

things like cars,. refrigerators, vac-
uum cleaners; washing machines and
other devices and gadgets. The case
is, of course, .different in England,
very, very different in Russia, in
which two countries we are told so-
cialism and communism are “in prac-
Ci e

The basic reason for this difference,
it is pointed out, is to be found in
the. productivity of = capitalism as
ngainst that of socialism and com-
munism “in practice.” In the U. B.
an auto and a steel worker turn out
four times as much as his British
fellow worker; an American coal
miner produces two and a half times
what the British miner digs; the ca-
pacity of the American textile work-
er is one and a half times that of his
British brother. As to Russia, exact
statistics are not available, but it is
estimated that the worker in this
country produces ten times as much
as the worker in Stalinland. “On any
basis,” - concludes the article, “the
private capitalism of the U. 8. is
shining 7in this period. Socialism and
communism, by comparison, are pro-
ducing a record that is not quite in
the same class, whether in terms of
effort required of workers or in vol-
ume of goods available to workers.”
So, therefore. what is there for a rev-
olutionary socialist to do but fold
his tént and quietly steal away!

By and large the comparlsons made

_are correct. Yet, from beginning. to
‘end, the article is a lie because -its

1mphcat10ns and -its conclusions are
as” falde as the oldtime bogyman
scares about socialism and commiu-
nism.

First it must be pointed out that
there is no socialism "“in practice”
in England or anywhere else. A few
nationalized industries which pay

A

profits to the recent private owners
in the form of interest on government
bonds—profits' at the “same rate as
under private ownership—can hardly
be called socialism, A few national-
ized industries directed and controlled
by the late private managers now
given fancy positions on government
boards, while worker participation in
industry control is only an empty
gesture, is not socialism. Production
for the market, with emphasis on ex-
_port trade, as is the case in England,
is not socialist production. Nor is a
foreign policy of traditional impe-
rialist machinations backed by mili-
tary might, what socialists conceive
as leading to'international socialism
and the brothérhood of man.

STALINISM VERSUS COMMUNISM

Ceming to Russia, the bureaucratic
police-state -monstrosity that exists
there is not communism by any
stretch. of the imagination. Even a
simple, dlctmr@r}r definition of com-

munism, w1thput the trimmings of-

scientific | Ma;xlsm indicates that
Stalinism is as far from communism
as the north from the south pole.
Funk &.Wagnalls.say communism
is “A theory of government ‘and so-
cial order according to which prop:
erty and the instruments of produc-
tion are held as a common trust and
the profits arising from all labor de-
voted to the gEneral good.” Russia's
nationalized :~#udustries, run like

prisons by the' bureaucrats, with the

secret police as the final arbiter, are
not “a common trust.”

The wide gap between the well-
being of the ruling bureaucrais on
the ohe side and the poverty of the
ordinary worker and the apimal ex-
istence of the ‘slave worker on the
other side, attests amply to the fact
that “the profils arising from all la-
bor” are mot “devoted to the general
good.,” Or perhaps the intellectual
and spiritiual enslavement in which
Stalinism holds 'the populace can be
considered for the good of anyone
but the ruling bureaucrats. Maybe
the Stalinist foreign policy of ag-
gressive and brutal imperialism,
crushing independent peoples under
its iron heel, is the road to a world
alliance of free and independent peo-
ples.. - i

When the writers in the U..S. News
& World Report state “Merely to buy
food for an ordinary family will take
most of the working time of an aver-

age man laboring under a system of .

communism,” they lie, because no-
body ;knows what the working time
of an avérage man laboring under a
system of communism will net him.
There is nowhere in the world a sys-
tem of communism.

Misrepresentations about capital-
ism are made in the article as well
The American system is passed off as
synonymous with capitalism, whereas
American capitalism is really the
only segment of world capitalism that
still has virility left in it. The older
capitalisms of Europe, in a weakened
state before the war, have been en-
tirely unable to pull out of the col-
lapse wrought by the war. Why do
not the writers reporting from Lon-
don, Moscow and Washington report
also from Paris and Rome? How
about the standard of living in those
unhappy capitalist countries—France
and Italy? How about the productiv-
ity of labor there? And why, in re-
porting from London, do not these
“factualists” state that in England,
too, the collapse of the capitalist sys-
tem was the reason for trying the
kind of natlonallzatwn that they
falsely- cau soclaﬁsm”

PICTURE OF CAPITALISM
Furthermore, the picture presented
of American capitalisim is not an hon-
est one, though the comparison of
AVERAGES with England and Rus-
sia may be correct. The shine and
sparkle of American capitalism is not
seen by the millions of substandard

Second, is the U. S. policy which is
identified with Chiang. It is under-
stood that American sustenance alone
maintains the Kuomintang in power.
The anti-American riots of last sum-

mer were abetted but not initiated

by the Stalinists. At the end of the
war America was the hope of Asia
but that hope has been bitterly dis-
sipated. American intervention was
popular so long as it might have in-
troduced social change. Today Amer-
ica is looked upon as the bastion of
reaction and imperialism. The Sta-
linists have gained by this. )

Such a conserative observer as
Nathaniel Peffer writes: “Had there
never been a Russian Revolution, the
difference in Asia would be one of
degree only.” The realities of Asiatic
misery and the awakening to the pos-
sibility of change provides the seeds
of revolt. This is the groundswell for
Stalinist victory, which disorients the
revolution to its own purposes.

U. S.-Russian antagonism establish-
es an imperialist framework for the
expression of these desires. Within
this framework the United States acts
as the decisive reactionary and im-

But...

American families with incomes be-
low three, two and even one thou-
sand dollars a year. That shine and
sparkle does not reflect itself from
refrigerators and washing machines
in their homes because they- have
neither adequate homes nor these de-
vices in them. Again, such a resplen-
dent painting of American . capital-
ism leaves out important vistas like
the crises that have punctuated its
development, fear of a recurrence of
which is in the conscious mlnd of
every worker.

The conclusion thal comparisons in
the standard of living and the pro-
ductivity of workers in Russia, Eng-
land and America is the death knell
of communism and socialism, is defi-
nitely a bit hasty. Communism does
not exist in Russia and is not on
trial. Socialism is not being estab-
lished by the British. Labor Party
and cannot be judged by what is
happening there. American ocapital-
ism is not representative of , world
capitalism and is not an honest basis
for comparing world systems of pro-
duction—to say nothing of the obvi-
ous injustices of “shinins" American
.capitalism itself.

However, the pivotal po:nt in thls
business of comparisons must still. be
made. Suppose there were bona fide
workers’ governments in England and
Russia, striving with all their might

to lay the foundations for socialism

and communism. And suppoge even
under such revolutionary workers'
governments the standard of living
of the workers and their productivity
would compare as unfavorably with
America as now. Thig fact in itself
would not be a condemnation of so-
cialism and commumsm. The reason
is simple. !

POTENTIAL OF WORKERS’
GOVERNMENT :

A workers’ governmen_t cannot pull
a highly mechanized and technologi-
cally perfect productive system out
of the sky as a magician pulls a rab-
bit out of a hat. The workers, under

"their revolutionary government, take

over what there is. What there is in
Russia, what there is in England, are
productive systems far m!erior to
the American system, an ;ntenonty
for which not the workers but the

ruling classes are responsible; The .

test, then, is not a comparison with
America, but each country with its
own past.

A revolutionary workers’ govern-
ment would relentlessly proceed to
eliminate profits as a drain on the
national income and as a bar to eco-
nomic improvement. This would have
to result in a higher siandard of liv-
ing and increased productivity, and
not only from the technological point
of view. The workers would feel the
honesty of the new nystem. would
consider it their own, would. have
the right to exercise control of the

means of production, and a new in- -

spiration would fire this most pre-
cious asset of any nation, namely, its
workers,

A socialist people would under-
stand, to begin with, that “socialist”
and “nation” are mutually antago-
nistic words. Socialism is interna-
tional, and to the extent that more
and ‘more nations wipe out the na-
tional divisions and unite their econ-

omies for socialist production, to that
extent would the benefits flow more .

lavishly to the people.

Suppose there were really workers
governments in England and Russia
today, guiding their own economies
toward socialism and giving help and
leadership to the distraught peoples

* of Europe held under the debris of

collapsed European capitalism. The
glib supporters of “shinjng” Ameri-
canh capitalism would have to do a
good deal more lying in a futile ef-
fort to make out a case for that same
capitalism, whose contradictions are,
in spite of the surface sparkle; be-
coming more and more untenable,

. of course,

perialist force in Asia, especially on
the land question. If this antagonism
did not exist, or if the U. 8. were not
an Asiatic power, the struggle for
emancipation might break through
these deep rutted channels to free-
dom. American policy in Asia assists
Stalinism by channelizing independ-

encé and. anti-feudal movements to-

ward if; The moment a peasant rebels
against his landlord he finds himself
opposing America and looks for aid
in the opposite camp. .

AMERICAN FAILURE OF POLICY .

ROOTED IN CAPITALISM

Why has America failed with all
its vast resources to at least hrmt
Stalinist expansion?

"America’s difficulty “is that it ar-
rived too late; Asia’s masses are no
longer docile. They demand basic so-
cial revolution. America, however,
represents imperialist reaction which
supports all those forces which seek
to maintain the people in bondage.
United States supports the French
against Viet-Nam, the Dutch -against
the Indonesian Republic, the British
against the* Malayan Independence
movement, Syngham Rhee against
the peasantry of.Korea, and Chiang
against all of China. American failure
is the result of its reactionary policy
throughout the colonial world. It is
not an alternative to Stalinism or to
native reaction. That is why the fight
for freedom begins with the anti-
imperialist struggle against America.

In - 1945-1947 the United =@ States
poured billions into China to no avail.
The Marshall policy in 1948 limited
China aid until Chiang made conces-
sions. But the United States never
demanded social reform, only greater
efficiency and less graft. Chiang could
not guarantee even this. The Marshall
policy of reduced subsidies is one of
the reasons for the great tempo of
Stalinist advances.

Can the :United States recoup: its
losses?

The Dewey policy is being fash-
jonéd in the House Foreign Affairs
Committee which seems to have ac-
cepted the program of Bullitt who
proposes enlarged grants, about one
bilion a year, with United States su-

pervision as in Greece. Bullitt sees

the problem as a military one. He
does not seem to have the faintest
glimmer that the military and social
questions in China are inseparable.
More extensive U. S. subsidy will,
somewhat stabilize the
war and strengthen the Kuomintang.
But such a program cannot even be-
gin for months to come. The new
" Congress does not ‘open till January.
The Stalinist strategy is anticipatory;
it will attempt to overrun North Chi-
na this winter and force the Kuo-
mintang armies below the Yangtze
River before substantial U. S. assist-
ance arrives. It will attempt, very
likely, to set up its coalition regime
before then. America is too late for

North Chma and very possibly for
all China. America cannot sponsor
social reform without weakening her
own base of power. Its reaction is
indigenous in its capitalism. .
What next in Nationalist China?
Serious changes will take place [in
the government but the only way ‘in

-whieh fundamental changes can ode-

cur is by the intervention of the
masses against the state. American
policy may try to reduce graft and
introduce efficiency but. it cannot
drive the landlords out of the Kuo-
mintang or the bureaucratic cliques
from the economy without destroying
the only social base the Kuomintang
has.

As the physical base for exploita-
tion narrows, the rapacity of the
ruling groups will increase. The axis
of their rule will be greater depend-
ence on the U. S. and concomitantly
greater alienation from the masses.
The inner decay is rooted in a social
soil that has been mttmg for cen-
turies.

Already the economic effects of the
fall of Manchuria are visible. The
new currency launched with such
fanfare only six weeks ago is already
reduced in this short period to one
fourth of its original value. Chiang's
son, the economic dictator of Shang-
hai, has issued a. public apology for
his failure to bring order ‘out of the
chaos and all the emergency stabili-
zation measures introduced have been
entirely repealed. There are now no
legal restrictions on prices and the
inflation is greater than ever.

To reform its armies the Kuomin-
tang will again descend upon the
villages with enforced conscription,
driving the peasantry to despair and
hatred. To supply its armies it will
increase taxes in kind. To secure it-
self in power it will deepen the ter-
ror and oppression. These are the
natural inclinations of the rulmg
class of China.

. Its hope now is American-llussian

hostilities. It is dedicated fo World .

War III, There does not exist a sec-
‘tion of this class which contains the
seeds of reformation. The small
groups who do want reform find it
easier to go over to Stalinism than
to struggle against the Kuomintang.
America has not found any political
or social group on which to base iis
policy as against Chiang. That is why
it continues to support his regime in
spite of overwhelming disaster. Chi-

ang will hardly permit it to find stich_

an alternative now that U. S. aid will
be more lavish than ever.

For socialists ‘the beginning of
policy is the rejection of both Kuo-
mintang and Stalinist reaction and
of both imperialisms. For U. S. so-
cialists the first step is to demand
evacuation of all American interests

and pressures, It is necessary, finally,

to find ways of saving and defending
the remnants of revolutlonary social-
ists.
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