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- MacArthur-Truman Fight Boils Down to This:

- Who's

NEXT WEEK —

What do.the people of
| the Russian” Ukraine, who
hate the Moscow regime,
think of American propa-
ganda in the Voice of
America?

Read about an excep-
tionally interesting docu-
ment from the Ukrainian
Resistance movement!

fq

Anti-Sex League
For Russians?

An amusing account of the ap-
proved form of hetero-sexual love
in Stalinist countries, was report-
ed in the British magazine, EFast
Europe and the Soviet Union,,
last month. The new idealized
concept of love being fostered by
the Stalinist governments in satel-
lite countries (long familiar to
beleaguered - Russians) is a
strange combination of Vietorian
ethics and Stalinist industrial
dynamics. -

A commentator on the Buda-
pest radio spoke extensively on
the subject. After a long desecrip-
tion of the evils of capitalist love
—*‘romance on the conveyor belt”
—he went on to describe love in a

.socialist society which he charac- °

terized as “sincere, beautiful .and
pure.”

The .commentator thén, quoted
one.chapter from Maltsov’s. novel,
“With - One’s Heart.” “This de-
seribed . the skiing visit of a
young man and a young girl to a
‘collective farm, Enthralled by the
‘examination of agricultural ma-
chinery, théy forget the time, and
‘in the dark they miss the way

farm, among the sheds.”

T “But,” - writes: Maltsov,  “be-
‘yond- trying to ‘warm her frozen
‘hands, breathing hotly down her
-neck: and trying: to kiss’her, at
«which ‘she burst into tears, the
'hem makes no further advances.
To ensure further. meetings, how-
‘ever, he lends the-girl his gloves,

' '. and they part filled with glowing

‘happiness,” -

Got a Program to End War in Korea:

By SAM ADAMS and PHILIP COBEN

- The slugfest of charge and counter-charge between Gen-
eral MacArthur on the one hand and President Truman and
Marshall on the other has appeared to put a choice of two
programs before the American people. The outstanding fact
that emerges from the melee is that both—the line of Mac-
ArtHur and the line of the administration—are futile, or
worse.

Out of the welter of problems that have been chewed

over before the Senate committee hearings, one evershadows

all others: How to bring this war in Korea to a conclusion.

1f the administration could hold out any real possibility
of ending it by decisive U. S. military victory, the question
woulgl not be debated before the country in its present form. The more
fundamental question would then be uppermost: Would a U. S. mili-
tary victory in Korea stop Stalinist expansion in any real sense?
Would such a victory reaily be a vietory for democracy in the world,
or would it merely serve to establish U. S. power in the world?

But the administration cannot even speak in terms of military vie-
tory through its own strategy (as opposed to MacArthur’s), and we
have made clear before this that the military impasse of U. S. power
in the Korean corner of the globe is closely connected with its political
inability to rally the peoples of the world agamst Russian imperialism.

In this situation, MacArthur has rushed in with his “solution.” It
boils down to the following proposition: End the war in Korea—by
spreading it to China! and perhaps by spreading it t6 the whole world!

If this warmongering bugle call of his has any popular appeal, it
is only because the alternative perspective on how to end the war

Socialist Youth Win

)

which is presented by Truman and his cohorts has no appeal at all
for the people. It is primarily represented by Operation Killer (alias
Operation Slaughterhouse, alias Operation Meatgrinder . . .), the
perspective of wearing down the Chinese Stalinists to an acceptable
compromise by wearing down their forces militarily—that is, by an
indefinite continuation of the carnage and casualties which, at its
promised but unseeable end, will have the result only of setting the
stage for a temporary deal with the Kremlin’s power.

"Struggle Without End"?

Who in the country, of whatever political complexion, can get en-
thusiastic about this “global strategy”?

This is actually the administration’s alternative to MacArthurlsm.
In his speech of May 7, President Truman—unable to present this
baldly and frankly as it should be if he were to be entirely honest
about it—asserted: “We are not engaged in a struggle without end.”
What was behind this brave claim?

He was able even to speak the words only because he wound up by
generally pointing the finger to growing “internal tension and unrest
behind the Iron Curtain” and by helding up, in effect, the -inner col-
lapse of Stalinist imperialism as the “solution” to the cold-war-in-
permanence. The inability of the U. S. to give any such solution flesh
and blood will be dealt with at large in next week's LABOR*ACTION.
It is sufficient to note right now that the vague terms in which Truman
raised this hope are incapable of countering the MacArthur appeal.

One soiution tc the immediate slaughter of the futile Korean war did
not come before the people from either MacArthur or Truman or Mar-
shall. 1 is: End the useless killing now going on in the peninsula by with-
drawing all U. S. forces, getfing out of there!

(Turn to last page)

Free-Speech Fight,

-

Beat ‘Riot’ Frameup at Los Angeles CC

the

-cialist (and anti-Stalinist)
‘ganization fighting for civil llb-

By PAUL STEBBINS

LOS ANGELES, April 27 — Vigorously fighting back
against a reactionary attack on free speech by the witch-

hunting administration of

Los Angeles City College

(LACC), united socialist action has scored a spectacular

victory which has resounded
through the press headlines
of the city.

The Korean war and Mac-
Arthur were ~temporarily
pushed out of the top spot by
the . screaming front-page
banner headlines in the Los Ange-
les newspapers — like “Police
Break Up Socialist Rally!” in the
L. A. Times—when the story
broke.

It was the would-be witchhunt-
ers who inflated the event to this

phenomenal size—but they. are re-

gretting it now!

Without their frenzied attack
on free speech, the socialist youth
street rally held near LACC on
Thursday, April 26 would have
been just another meeting. When
they provocatively tried to turn it

into a “riet” and red-scare, the
-attempt boomeranged. In particu-

lar, the Socialist Youth League

-of the city has succeeded in win-

ning widespread public attention
and sympathy as a militant so-
or-

erties and free speech.

“First: why the April 26 social-
ist youth Trally was held—
As LABOR ACTION announe-

ed some issues ago, three soecialist
youth groups had scheduled a

‘state-wide united conference, to

take place in Los Angeles on
April 25-26. This was the second
conference of its kind, the first
having been held in Berkeley last
November, jointly sponsored and
organized by the state branches
of the Socialist Youth League,
the <Young People’s Socialist
League and the Libertarian So-
cialist League.

FIRST RALLY DISRUPTED

Two weeks before the confer-
ence, on April 12, the SYL had
tried to hold an orderly street
meeting near the LACC campus,
with Ted Yudkoff of the SYL as

‘speaker.. Unexpectedly, obviously

organized rowdyism by elements

in the audience succeeded in dis-

rupting the meeting. Observers
reported that this incitement to
riot was whipped up by an official

‘of the college administration who_

was. in ‘the -crowd, somewhat -at

the cost of his academic dignity!

In response f#o this fomented
mob action against free speech,
the socialists decided to return to

-the place on the 26th, when the
-state-wide socialist youth confer-
‘ence would be meeting, with the

support of the three youth groups
involved.

This joint public meeting near
the campus was intended. as a
small demonstration of the soli-
darity of three democratic social-
ist organizations against the au-

-thoritarian suppression of basic

eivil liberties in.the city’s educa-
tional institutions.

CAMPUS AUTOCRATS
The administration of Los An-

-geles City College .is, in fact,

worse even than that.at Brooklyn
College in New York under Pres-
ident Harry Gideonse. It is more
brutal, more repressive, quicker
to suspend and expel students,
and more dishonest in its own
defense. In the past period this
reactionary administration once
arbitrarily suspended all student
government!

The - LACC administration has
grown increasingly bold and
openly arrogant in this course,
since it has up to now met no
challenge from liberal or demo-
cratic forces and has been. em-

‘boldened by the chauvinistie at-

mosphere.exuded by the Korean

war situation and accompanying
government policy, by McCarthy-
ism and by the Truman adminis-
tration’s loyalty-oath purges.

The repressions at LACC were
considered by all liberals as a
black stain on democracy in
Southern California. But it was
the extreme arrogance (and stu-
pidity) of the academic bureau-
crats who control the college that
‘made possible the socialists’ vie-
tory over, them.

STUDENTS SYMPATHETIC .

It was the second (return)- nlo_el'-

ing on the 26th that exploded in -

the headiines, in spite of the fact
that #he meeting itself was as

ful as-its organizers hod hoped to

make i. The #ipeff on what hap- -
pened is that the police riot. squad

arrived on the scene; in fact, as
the meeting was q-ieﬂy coming to

an end!

At the meetm.g ltself, the
speakers easily won the sympathy
of the assembled students precise-

Iy because they effectively demon- -

_peacefully conducted and snevent- -

strated the anti-totalitarian. and - -

anti-Stalinist socialist charaecter

of the sponsoring groups. They

explained their socialist convie-
tion that they were defending, the
rights of all political groups and
partles and all students to exer-

cise: the de.mocrahc right of :El_‘ee AT

(Continued on -page’ 6)
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By WALTER JASON

DETROIT, April 30—The public statement of Walter P.
Reuther, president of the United Auto Workers (CIO), that
he was disappointed in the appointment of Blair Moody as
U. S. senator by Governor G. Mennen Williams of Michigan
‘'was a significant reflection of the blind -alley into which
UAW-PAC policies has brought the Reuther leadership.

. For in the most important
decision relating to the 1952
elections, as well as the in-
ternal dispute within the
Democratic Party in Michi-
gan, Governor Williams has
clearly shown the UAW lead-
ers that he has declared his in-

dependence from their advice and
influence.

And the sum-total result of the
Reuther strategy in Michigan of
building up the Democratic Party
via UAW activists and funds has
been to create a machine which

- #ook the first chance it had to

break away from CIlO ties.

" Governor Williams refused to
appoint George Edwards, one-
time UAW organizer and recent-
‘Iy a labor-backed candidate for
mayor of Detroit. Sensitive to the
“frequent assertions in the daily
press that he is a captive of the
CIO and fearful of a CIO label
‘in “the 1952 elections, Governor
“Williams chose the opportunity

created by the death of Senator -

Vandenberg to break away from
close association with the CIO.

Edwards was backed by Michi-
kan CIO leaders as well as the
#top UAW leadership. Instead, a
man who became a Democratic
Party mémber when he was ap-
pointed senator obtained this ‘key
political post, which, among other
-things, controls federal patronage
sin Michigan.

"WITHOUT RECOURSE

Moody was well known in Mich-
igan not.merely as a newspaper-
man in Washington but as Repub-
lican Senator Vandenberg's ghost
writer, His political past indi-
.cates he was a New Deal fellow-
_traveler, although he also always
voted for Vandenberg.

Moody never joined the Ameri-

can Newspaper Guild, to which
he was eligible, and this
pointed out by some of the UAW
secondary leaders who are as dis-
appointed as Reuther in the ap-
pointment.

Now the combination of Wil-
liams and Moody presents the
UAW with the situation that the
main figures in the Democratic
Party (which was a minor force in
Michigan until resurrected by the
UAW in recent years) are clearly
independent from them, and, given
the present policies of the UAW
leaders, the union movement is
without any recourse except to
pretend it is adjusted 4o this new
turn of events. That is why Reuther
had a kind personal word to say
about Moody, after the announce-
ment of his new position.

Within the UAW, the reaction
to the appointment of Moody
went along the following lines:
Those secondary leaders who are
pressing in their own .confused
and muddled way for a third par-
ty via capturing the Demoecratic
Party organization in Michigan
were quite eritical of Williams’
appointment. However, a goodly
section of secondary leaders, who
are convinced that the only future
for the UAW is to ‘work along
with the Democratic Party, are
very pleased with the appoint-
ment of Moody. They recognize
that it strengthens their hand
within the UAW.

NEXT PROBLEM

The vetoing of George Edwards
because he would be subject to at-
tacks as a CIO man dooms the
UAW to the policy of merely en-
dorsing regular Democrats, and
to a strietly second-class “citizen-
ship in state polities.

In the next few months, the
Michigan Cl1O convention and the

was’

ems Hand Reuther, UAW

* Another Disappointment
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Wayne County CIlO convention
will be held. It will be_interesting
to watch the discussion on politi-
cal action at these conventions.
The Wayne County convention will
have a special problem, the may-
oralty election in Detroit this fall.
Judging by all present indications,
the UAW leaders find themselves
in a complete_blind alley as to
what course they should- follow.
Both Moody and Wiliiams, as well
as their conservative supporters in
the UAW, will urge that a "requ-
lar" Democrat be the candidate,
and that labor take a back seat
all the way around.

Any talk that George Edwards
might try again for mayor is con-
sidered political lunacy among the
UAW leaders who have never re-
covered from Edwards’ defeat in
1948.

At the moment, the UAW finds
itself in the ironical position of
having adopted a resolution on
political action at its recent con-
vention which eclaimed it would
be “independent” from either
major party. In practice, the

Democrats like Williams whom -

the UAW put into political life
and office are declaring their in-
_dependence from the labor move-
ment. More precisely, they are
swinging to a more conservative
path in keeping with the times.
The most effective argument
used by Williams’ supporters on
the Moody appointment has been:
If Williams appointed Edwards
he would only defeat himself as
well as Edwards; Edwards can’t
win because of the CIO label; this
way, Moody ean win in 1952, and
Williams can be re-elected gover-
nor, or maybe even make vice-
president.on the Demoecratic Par-
‘ty ticket. ’ 5 ’
That such an argument should
be effective, that Reuther and
-Michigan CiO President Gus
Scholle, have been put in the posi-

tion where the man they helped
elect informs them the CIO may be
a liability, speaks voiumes, not so
much about Williams as about the
dead-end road of the present UAW
policy of "supporting friends of
labor."

Bay Area, Seattle, Reed College
Hear Shachtman on Coast Tour |

CAKLAND, Calif,, April 22—
Max Shachtman, national chair-
man of the ISL, here on a tour of
the West Coast, was the speaker
at a meeting held April 18 under
the "auspices of the Socialist
Youth League at the YMCA
Stiles Hall, near the campus of
the TUniversity of California.
Speaking on “The Significance of
the Barcelona General Strike,” he
pointed out in specific detail to
the audience of 65 students the
tremendous revolutionary poten-
tial that exists in Spain today
and the positive effect that it
must and will have upon the in-
ternational working-class -move-
ment.

This meeting had " originally
been scheduled as a debate be-
tween Shachtman and the Span-
ish (Franco) consul-general in
S8an Francisco, who was due to
maintain that the regime he rep-
resents is democratic. At the last
minute this “democrat” had his
secretary inform the SYL that
he felt it unwise for him to ap-
pear because the public might
feel -that he is a prejudiced
speaker for his government. .

On April 19, Shachtman went to
Oregon and spoke before student
audiences at Portland's Reed Col-
lege and Oregon State College at
Corvallis. Seldom do the students
at these colleges have the oppor-
tunity to hear the independent so-
cialist viewpoint. High response
manifested itself . particularly at
Reed, where the audience num-
bered over 90 students—almost a
fifth of the entire student body.

On his return to the Bay Avea,
Shachtman spent Friday and Sat-
urday speaking individually to
workérs and friends of the ISL
and SYL and ended his visit here
at a public meeting at Finnish
Brotherhood Hall in Berkeley,
where he spoke on the Truman-
MacArthur fiasco, wusing this

- event to clarify the split that ex-

ists in big business and therefore
government circles as to how the
Korean War and cold-war erisis
is to be handled.

_ The . interest and attendance
(over 65 people) at this meeting,
and at the party that followed, re-
flects an increase of interest in
the ISL that has occurred here
since the start of the Korean war,

Court Hits Subversive List’ but OKs

By RICHARD TROY

{ The Government loyalty pro-
gram, now in its fourth year of
gperation, has run into another
: its development. Last
week the Supreme Court handed

‘down two decisions which, theo-

‘Yetically at least, have the effect
f throwing into further legal

‘eonfusion a process which has

‘hever been noted for its clarity.
" One of the decisions, in a test
‘¢ase, approved of the means by
which an employee was exam-
‘ined and dismissed; the other one

‘held that the subversive list, up-

on the basis of which the test-
gdase employee was pre_sun}ably
dismissed, was unconsptutmnal
mnless-listed groups received a le-

, earing.
g!a;nhthe sz%me week, as if to fur-
ther complicate mattergs Presi-
dent Truman issued an order
vl the
of ‘these orders which, in
matter of fact, contradicts ‘the
first! Precisely what repercus-
sions thesé new orders will have
js not easy to ascertain.

‘Dorothy ~ Bailey, @ government
official  who was discharged two
years ago because of alleged as-
s_lhciulion with allegedly subversive
organizations, had appealed to the
court for reinstatement. On what

‘basis? Because, she said, she had
bpen fired without "due process,”
i.e., she had not been permitted to

ow the exact nature of the ac-

.cusatiois against her nor the ac-
.cusers, nor was she allowed to

face her accusers ond question
them.
The court. by a tied 4-4 vote,

‘failed to reverse the lower eourt

decision, thus in effect upholding
the constitutionality of this pro-:
cedure. In other words, an indi-
vidual may be discharged without
a full and open hearing. If the
Review Board thinks that an em-
ployee has. associated with sub-
versive organizations (whatever
that means) and thus constitutes
a “risk,” it iz constitutionally
within its bounds in firing that
employee.

This is important, because, as
is freely admitted, the chief and
often the only basis upon.-which

- the “purification” of the govern-

ment is being acheived is the at-
torney general’s notorious list of
“subversive” organizations. Miss
Bailey was discharged because it
was alleged by FBI sources that
she had associated with a subver-
sive organization. '

LOOKING BOTH W‘AYS_
And this is where the second

- Supreme Court decision comes in-

to direct focus. The court has is-
sued an order which- casts doubts
upon the legality of the subver-
sive list itself. A lower court has
been ordered to review the “sub-
veérsiveness” of three - Stalinist-
front organizations now on the
list. In other words, .then, no or-
ganization can be legally consid-
ered subversive UNTIL it has
had a court hearing. Thus, in
effect, these three. groups (the

Council of American - Soviet
Friendship, the Joint ‘Anti-Fas-
cist Refugee Committee, the In-
ternational Workers Order) have
been stricken from the list of the
two hundred groups selected by
the attorney general, pending
further action® by the lower
courts.

There can be no doubt that
this second decision is a real blow
against the whole concept of the
administration’s subversive list
system, which is based precisely
on its inviolability from court
proceedings, proof, evidence,
hearings, and the other inconve-
niences of democratic procedure.

But it is a blow only against the
“concept,” that is,” on the theo-
retical plane. For it appears that
any practical effect it could have
on the Truman witchhunt system is
negated by the first decision in the
Bailey case. Even if the entire sub-
versive list were formally thrown
out of the window, as long as a
loyaity board does not have to ac-
count to anybody for its decisions
it can go right on using that list
in practice as if nothing had hap-
pened.

At any rate, a blow has been
struck at the assumed right of
the attorney general to arbitrar-
ily name groups for the list with-
out a hearing, without establish-
ing to a court's satisfaction the

““subversiveness” of the groups
involved. The court did not, it
must be emphasized, suggest that -
the list itself was unconstitution-

al, but it did quite specifically
state that the present list, as an
instrument of public policy, was
illegal until a hearing was given
and subversiveness proven.

"BOTTOM-SIDE UP"

This leaves, of course, much up
in the air for further debate. The
officials of the loyalty program
have stated that, until further
clarifying action, they will be
forced to continue to employ the
present subversive list as the ba-
sic guide to their activities. And
no doubt the nature of the Bailey
decision, a vindication of past
methods, has done much to en-
courage them to continue their
operations without pause or in-
terruption. - _

The Supreme Court is moving in
two directions at once, and, nat-
urally this stimulates confusion.
"This is the first time,” said .Justice
Jackson in great irritation, "that
this court has held the rights of
individuals*subordinate to those of
organized groups. It is justice
turned bottom-side up." An organ-
ization must be granted a hearing

-before being labeled subversive,

but an individual cannot be per-
mitted this “luxury.”

However, this is not all. There
is still the new Truman directive,
which makes the Loyalty Board
process even more arbitrary than
before. The executive order gave
the loyalty boards permission to
dismiss a government employee
on “reasoriable doubt.” Previous-

SEATTLE, April 17—This after-
noon a symposium was presented
by the YMCA-YWCA at Eagle-
son Hall on the subject “Will the
UN Policy Bring Peace in the
Far East?” Participants were Dr.
Eran]c Williston of the Univer-
sity of Washington (Far East
Department) and Max Shacht-
man of the Independent Socialist
League, with Dr. Hugh Bone of
the Political Science Departmient
as moderator, )

Dr. Williston spoke in favor of
the UN program, asserting th>
UN had pressed hard for land
reforms and the establishment cf
a democratic government. Even
after the outbreak of war the UN
went on record to continue thess
plans as well as contribute to the
rebuilding of Korea once peac:
became a reality. -

Shachtman hit at the interven-
tion of the UN in Korea, terminy
the UN a "myth"—the only poten:
forces in reality being the two
rival imperialist powers, Russis
and the U. S,

Korea was simply being pil-
laged from head to foot in the path
toward a greater war between
these two nations. The necessary
solution, he said, is the complete
withdrawal from Korea. The U. S.
clearly has no perspective in
Korea or the Far East. The de-
feat of Stalinism can be acconi-
plished only with the aid of allies.
The establishment of a genuinely
democratic government at homo,
representing the interests of the
people rather than the interests
of big business, will bring the r -
spect of the Far Eastern peoplzs
and make it possible to work
with them to defeat Stalinism.

The symposium concluded with
an extended period of diseussioa
between Dr.' Williston and
Shachtman, and by the audience.

On Sunday, April 15, Shachtman
spoke before some 75 friends at
the Forum of the. Church of the
People, on the British Labor gov-
ernment, 5

The question and discussisa
period showed how much interest
in* the subject and the speaker
was maintained in the audien-e
when the period ran overtime;
only with the apologetie insistenca
of the director of the Forui,
Fred Shorter, was the meetinz
brought to a close.

Purge

ly, the board was required to find
‘_‘reasonable grounds” for suspect-
ing “disloyalty.” This step obvi-
opsly eases the path for dismissal
since, it is plain that it is much
simpler to doubt a man’s loyalty
than it is to show grounds for his
disloyalty. Everything goes.

It would be a mistake, however,
for anyone to magnify the impor-
?ance of the confusion prevailinz
in Washington today over tha
loyalty issue. The president, and
all the members of the Supreme
'_Sourt, are not arguing over tha
justice or necessity of the loyalty
witchhunt itself.

No one has questioned the prer-
ise of Tom Clark that association
with a "subversive” group is sai-
isfactory grounds for dismissal

from any government pest. The
psychoiogy of the hunt still gener-
ally prevails, and the purge will

7

. continue, with Congress leading

the pack. The confusion that now
reigns is mainly over how fo legal-
ize the means by which the cleans-
ing shall be conducted.

Some groups are more con-
cerned over the legal seruples in- -.
volved; others want to intensify
the loyalty check. The court has
simply said that the subversive
list must be more carefully and
legally compiled. They do not con-
demn the subversive list itself,
nor do they condemn the loyalty -
board trials which dump the
most elementary processes of
Anglo-Saxon legal traditions.
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By GORDON HASKELL P

The leaders of the American
labor movement have returned to
the war-mobilization agencies in
Washington. Their return was
accomplished very quietly, with
little fanfare. This was in sharp
contrast to the dramatie, electri-
fying effect of their mass depar-
ture from the government bodies
just about two months ago.

This contrast was not due to a
failure in publicity techniques.
The militant, challenging action
¢i the labor leaders in leaving
te mobilization setup and ap-
yzaling to the labor movement
znd the whole country to support
iheir stand was recognized by
¢veryone as a step which could
lead to a new political alignment
in America.

The
brought against the government’s
niobilization. program was SO
sweeping that it could have been
the basis for a new Declaration
of Independence, the indepen-
dence of the labor movement
from the politics of the two old
parties. -

The basis was laid, both in words
and in action. But the declaration
did not follow. And, as LABOR AC-
TiON pointed out at the time, un-
Icss the labor leaders accepted the
political logic of their own indict-
r cnt, they would be forced, sooner
or later, to return to the mobiliza-
{.on agencies they had denounced
s> thoroughly.

The charges the labor leaders
brought against the government
{ 1 under two general headings.

Tv7/0 CHARGES

They charged that the defense

setup was dominated from top to
bottom by representatives of big
business, with labor and consum-
er representatives in a “window
dressing” role only. They pointed
out that in every section of the
mchilization machinery men from
ti:2 particular businesses which
v-auld be most drastically affected
b the operations of that section
Lzd controlling positions. To rem-
ey this, they demanded that la-
b-r be given equal representation
at all policy-making and adminis-
trative levels.
{{[‘he second general charge was
that the policies already adopted
by Congress and proposed by the
administration are calculated lo
put the burden of the mobilization
on the shoulders of the workers
and other low-income groups.
They denounced the price-control
program as a sham, the tax pro-
gram as one devised to soak the
poor, the rent-control program as
a fraud and the wage freeze as
the most vicious piece of class
legislation since the Taft Hartley
Aet.

They demanded that all these
programs be turned upside down
on all three levels: administrative,
lcgislative and executive. They
jnsisted that until this takes place
“ecquality of sacrifice” is a mock-
ery, and they swore that they
would fight until equality of sac-
rifice becomes a reality.

As a matter of fact, now, just
two months after the big storm,
it is difficult to remember the vio-

indictment which they -

lence of-the language they used
in denouncing the whole setup
and all its works.

PID THEY WIN?

Yet even while their campaign
was in full swing, one "omission"
in the indictiment was very promi-
nent. They denounced Charles Wil-
son and the reactionary coalition
in Congress ftill the welkin rang.
But about the chief actor in the
whole show, they said not a word.
President Truman, who bears pri-
mary responsibiiity for the meo-
bilization setup, was not mentioned
by the top labor leaders as a part-
ner in the plot to "'give the coun-
try to Wall Street.”

Have the labor leaders return-
ed to the mobilization setup
empty-handed, or have they won
a smashing victory as they claim?
It would be wrong to answer that
question in simple black-and-
white terms. Judging the outcome
solely on the basis of the objec-
tives which they set for themselves,
and which are concurred in by
almost the whole leadership of the
labor movement on all levels, it is
correct to say that they won a
considerable victory for one of
their major -objectives, and suf-
fered a defeat on the other. It
would be even more accurate to
say that they simply abandoned
one of their objectives, for the
time being at least.

EQUAL POWER?

It appears that the labéor lead-
ers will now be substantially rep-
resented on all levels of the de-
fense setup. The president’s new
National Advisory Board on Mo-
bilization Policy can very well be-
come the top policy-making body
for the mobilization. Labor lead-
ers are being appointed to all the
subordinate agencies. The stub-
born, arrogant attitude of Wilson
toward the labor leaders has pre-
sumably been’ replaced by more
reasonable behavior. The labor
leaders will now share responsi-
bility for the administration of
the mobilization.

That was one of the things they
set out to get, and they have it.
But it is doubtful whether even the
most optimistic labor leader now
really believes that "equal repre-
sentation” in the mobilization set-
up means "equal power."

Whatever powers they may
have must now be used to organ-
ize and mobilize the workers and
the eountry within the general
framework of the laws laid down
by Congress, and even more im-
portant, within the general
framework of am economy which
is based on inequality of income,
of privileges, of rights, and hence
of sacrices.

NOT LEADING FIGHT

For the labor leaders the most
important single agency is the
Wage Stabilization Board, and it
was in this field that their mili-
tant stand won their greatest vic-

" tory. The new board will have
certain limited powers over dis-
putes between labor and capital
vitally affecting “defense.”

The old board was empowered
only to lay down and maintain a
rigid wage formula. It gave the

LA_BOR ACTION apologizes to the comrades of the
Detroit Socialist Youth League for omitting the signa-’
ture of the SYL in the May Day greeting published April

30, The Detroit greeting was jointly from the Detroit
ISL and SYL. Same for the Los Angeles SYL.
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labor movement no elbow room
whatever to adjust inequities or
sub-standard wages and to win
improvements on the basis of
“fringe” demands in contracts.
There can be little doubt that the
new board will seek to find ways
and means to keep the wage
freeze flexible enough to prevent
major strikes from breaking out.

But in winning these concessions,
the labor leaders gave up the ef-
fective struggle over the major is-
sues in economic pdlicy. The very
victory they have won will hamper
them in the struggle over the is-
suet of price control, taxes, rent
contfrol, housing and the rest.

When the labor leaders broke
from the mobilization agencies,
they appealed to the whole coun-
try for support. They stated, and
correctly, that their. demands
were not made solely in the in-
terest of the wage earners in the
unions. They said that all the
common people, the farmers, the
old folks and disabled veterans
living on pensions, the people
with little businesses—all need
redress against rising prices, the
inequitable tax program, the gut-
ted rent-control measures. And
they proposed to lead all these
people in the struggle for equal-
ity of sacrifice against the clique
of big-businessmen and politi-
cians who are riding roughshod
over the basic needs, the stand-
ard of living, of the great major-
ity of the nation. *

Of course, the labor leaders will
continue to advocate more liberal
programs in all these fields. They
will make speeches from time to
time, and the labor press will
write editorials. But they are not
leading a political crusade on be-
half of the common people.

ISL FUND DRIVE ¢

Remember What They Said About the Mobilization Setup?

Labor’s Back on Boards — and On the Spot W

As a matter of fact, their vie-
tory in getting into all the mo-
bilization agencies will tie their
hands with regard to the political
struggle. For now they have as-
sumed responsibility for admin-
istering the programs which are
based on reactionary, inequitable
legislation. And that legislation
and the legislation to come can-
not be changed by anything but
a political movement.

THE LESSON STICKS
Nevertheless, the dramatic dem-
onstration made by the labor lead-
ers two months ago remains a step
forward in history which has not
been and cannct be taken back.

First of all, the United Labor
Policy Committee still exists. It
was formed in the heat of the
ficht, and now the whole labor
movement realizes that it can act™
together for major political ob-
jectives. We will no longer have
to refute the argument that as
long as labor is divided organiza-
tionally. it cannot unite politically.

Secondly, and much more im-
portant, everyone recognizes that
it was labar’s united, independent,
militant action which forced the
business - government clique to
yield to the demand of the labor
leaders for a reorganization of
the mobilization setup. It is true
that the clique could yield to this
demand without endangering its
commanding position in any way.
Yet the arrogant Wilson and the
group he represents had tfo eat
crow publicly under the pressure
of the labor movement.

NO PEACE AHEAD

It will be very difficult to erase
the memory of this event from the
minds of the labor leaders ond,

-

more important, from those of the
organized workers. - The latter
were never called into real actiom
in the fight. They were asked to
form the rooting section in the
bleachers—to pass resolutions and
write letters to their congressmen
and the president.

But nothing which is being
done now can conceal the fact
that the moment the labor move-
ment disentangled itself from its
alliance with the administration
and stood on its own feet, it ac-
quired a political punch which it
has never had before. -

And try as the labor bureau-
crats may to lie down peacefully
with the wolves of big business
in the mobilization agencies, they,
will not find an easy resting
place.

The price rises, the pressure of
taxes, the rent increases, the low-
ering of the standard of living of
the workers as profits pile up in
the corporation coffers, will give
them no peace. The ranks are
bound to resist the basic inequal-
ity of sacrifices of the armament
drive. They will grow more rest-
less and rebellious as the burdens.
press harder upon them.

And if the labor leaders in the
mobilization agencies try to quiet
them, or even to enforce their
burdens upon them, the ery is
bound to rise: Get off the mobili-
zation boards! Free your hands
to fight politically agoinst the
business-government gang which
is opertaing against the poor in
the interest of the rich! We have
seen what labor can do when it
acts independently; let us form
an independent political move~
ment—a labor party—which will

really struggle for equality of’
sacrifice! : i

Push Puts Drive Near Top

By ALBERT GATES,
Fund Drive Director

. As we indicated in our last
column, several branches had re-
quested an extension of the Fund
Drive to permit them to complete
their plans in the campaign. The
Drive Committee agreed to this
request and the drive has been
officially extended to May 12.
This extension shotld permit
every city to go over the top, as
this week’s reports show.

Seven cities are now over 100
per cenf, and several others so
close to it that an additional pay-
ment will put them there too. The
Socialist Youth League, with its
Chicago unit leading the way, still
holds to the lead by a big margin.
It now stands at 172 per cent with
a contribution of $861.95, of which
sum the Chicago unit contributed
$364.50! Take a bow, SYL.

Streator is still in second place
with 136 per cent. That's still
okay. Our friends in Oregon came
throngh too and are in third
place, followed by Boston, “Gen-
eral” with $1168.50, and Buffalo
and Reading, each with 100 per
cent,

The biggest jump in the stand-
ings, however, was made by New
York City, which had a banner ten
days. The branches there contrib-
uted $1020.50 to land right behind
the 100 per centers with 90.5. Ben
Hall, New York organizer, feels
pretty cocky now and is certain
' that in another week New York
will join the select circle.

This week finds Chicago and -

Detroit running neck and neck
with ‘88.8 and 88.6, respectively.
The Motor City boys and girls
are sure they can pass the Windy
City.

These aren't the only places that
are close to the win column. Se-
attle, Cleveland, Los Angeles,
Newark and Oakland can make- it

too. Our friends in Oakland have
writien that their rummage sale,
to be held at the time of this writ-
ing, will give them a big boost.
Between the last published re-
port and this one, contributions
totaled $2196.50 to raise the na-
tional fund to $11,130.35, or 89
per cent of the goal. We now need

$1369.65 to go over the top, or .
another 11 per cent.

All the branches are aiming for
this amount in the next week. to
ten days. The last haul is always
the toughest, but we are so ‘close
now to making the goal that
we're pretty positive of hitting
100 per cent.

®

°
Fund Drive Box Score |
Quota Paid Per Cent o
TOTAL ........co0oco $12,500 $11,130.35 89 1
Soce. Youth League.. 500 861.95 172 F
Chicago 364.50, New York 227.95, Detroit 95.00,
Berkeley 95.50, St. Louis 31.00, Buffalo 25.00, [
Oberlin 8.00, General 15.00 =
Streator ......cceeeee 25 34.00 136 e
Oregon ....ccoeveveeneees 50 60.00 120
General ......occeveeees 975 1168.50 179 o
Boston .....ccceeceriieeee 50 55.00 110
Buffalo ......cccceeviveeeee 850 §50.00 100
Reading ........ 100 100.00 100
New York City ........ 4200 3802.00 90.5
Chicago ........civreeeeeees 1800 1600.00 88.8
Detroit .....cccovvemnnee . 800 709.00 88.6
Youngstown ........... 100 85.00 85
Seattle ....oovcerererrrnense 300 250.00 83.3
Newark ....coocervvenee 300 225.50 75 1
Los Angeles ............ 550 407.25 74 o
Qakland ........eceeeeee. 650 478.00 735 :
Cleveland ........ 300 206.50 168.8
Pittsburgh ...... 150 92.00 61.3
St. Louis .......... 50 30.00 60
Philadelphia ............ 450 193.00 43 :
Idiana. i 100 25.00 25 b
ARTON .vvereerrrennieene - 100 0 0
Baltimore .......ce... 50 0 0 e
Connecticut .......cews 50 0 0
Minnesota ...ccccocevereee. 10 0 ) ‘;
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. The
ISL Program
in Brief

The Independent Socialist League
stands for socidlist democracy and
agmns!' the fwo systems of explosh-
tion which now divide the world: capi-
talism and Stalinism.

' Capitalism_cannot be reformed or
liberalized, by any Fair Deal or other
deal, so as to give the people freedom,
- abundance, security or peace. I¥ must

“ ~ be abolished and replaced by a new
1" social system, in which the people own
and control the basic sectors of the
,- economy, democratically centrolling
; their own economic and political des-
tinies.

holds power, is a brutal totalitarian-
ism—a new form of exploitation. Its
agents in every country, the Commu-
nist Parties, are unrelenting enemies
of socialism and have nothing in com-
‘mon with socialism—which cannot ex-
; ist without effective democratic con-
. trol by the people.

These two camps of capitalism and
Stalinism dre today at each other’s
throats in a world-wide imperialist ri-
valry for domination. This struggle can
only lead to the most frightful war in
history so long as the people leave the
capitalist and Stalinist rulers in power.
Independent Socialism stands for build-
ing and strengthening the Third Camp
" of the people against both war blocs.

The ISL, as a Marxist movement,
looks to the working class and its ever-
present struggle as the basic progres-
sive force in society. The ISL is organ-

the labor movement and among all
other sections of the people.

At the same time, Independent So-
cialists participate actively in every
struggle to better the people's lot now

standards, against Jim Crow and anti-
Semitism, in defense of civil liberties
and the trade-union movement. We
seek to join together with all other
militants in the labor movement as a
left force working for the formation
.of an independent labor party and
other progressive policies.

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

INTERESTED?

e Socialist Youth Leamus Socialir" Youth League Socialist Yout

?‘-' "st Youth : gue Soclalist Youth
uth sicie Corner’:

oc&a
1alist !outh League Soclalist Youth League Socialist Youth Leaj

Stalnism, in Russia and wherever it

ized to spread the ideas of socialism in

—such as the fight for higher living
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A "RESERVE FBI TRAINING COURSE"?

By SCOTT BYER

SAN FRANCISCO, May 3—Next September the Catholic-controlled
University of San Francisco will institute what is believed to be the
first compulsory course on the Communist Party ever set up in an
American university. The course, “Soviet Communism in America,”
will be mandatory for all students in the senior year; at a later date
the university plans to transfer it to the junior year to permit fur-
ther study before graduation in an advanced elective course entitled
“The Strategy and Tactics of Modern War.”

In addition to the lectures, reading, and study that the students in
this compulsory course must do, they will be required to submit reports
and term papers based on personal investigation of CP activity in San
Francisco. They will be required to examine the workings of the party
line, university officials said, in labor, social, and cultural organizations

that subscribe to or are dominated by CP principles.

The teacher of this course, Professor A. Bouscarer, who is de-
seribed as a “long-time student of Communism in Ameriea,” said that
as the opportunity offers, the students will observe or participate in
meetings of such groups as the Marine Cooks and Stewards Union,
Harry Bridges’ Longshoremen’s Union, the California Labor School,
and others. - = | S O

In his statement to the press the professor assures everyone that
“there will be no FBI aspects involved; some will join these organiza-
tions as summer workers and students and the others will attend open
meetings whenever possible.” Former members of the Communist
Party will be interviewed; transcripts of trials invelving the CP will
be studied; and ‘‘all other avenues” will be explored to give the stu-
dents an undelstandmg of CP methods.

The professor added that the unwer31ty has been studymg
the manifestations of “Soviet Communism” in the U. S. for some time
and was impelled to start the compulsory course at this time because
of the Korean War and the apparent inability of returning armed-
forces personnel—including graduates of the university—to under-
stand its underlying causes. For that matter, he said, “Leaders in the
government, labor, science and education strongly committed to the
American way of life, have been constantly outwitted by a failure to
understand the true nature and tactics of Communism.”

They Can’t Teach the Truth

As much as this writer dislikes making absolute statements, it is
safe to say that this 18-karat supporter of American imperialism, the
University of San Francisco, will fail miserably to give any real under-
standing of the nature and tactics of Stalipism. It will be a cold day
when they are able or willing to point out the truth—that it is the failure
of capitalism as a viable system and the failure of the working class to
replace. it with democratic socialism that has made possible the suc-
cesses of Stalinism; and that the "secret" of Stalinism's widespread
appeal is its opposition to capitalism. They will. be able to tell much of
the truth about Russia's totalitarian system and about U. S. Stalinism's
bureaucratism and line-changing, but they will not be able to explain
why this totaiitarian monstrosity is able to feed on the evils and crimes
of capitalism.

It is possible that this “demoeratic-educational” institution may
achieve success of a different kind with these compulsory classes: sue-
cess in using an academic institution and its students as an auxiliary
to the FBI and the state and national “Un-American "Activities” com-

‘missions which have been so active since the beginning of the cold war.

That the organizations into which the students must infiltrate as
a part of their homework are Stalinist-dominated is a well-known
fact: that socialists and class-conscious workers oppose the leadership
of these unions is well-known; but this opposition must be carried on
inside the labor movement.

Those students who have found compulsery ROTC an imposition on
their rights will find this equivalent of compulsory reserve FBl training
just as offensive.
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FURTHER ENSLAVEMENT OF THE SOVIET VIL-
LAGE, by A. Sergeev.—The Challenge, April.

This is the fourth number of a magazine that

|- deserves acquaintance. Published in New York

by the Association of Former Political Prisoners
of Soviet Labor Camps, it devotes itself to per-
sonal reports from ex-concentrationees. Natur-
ally, the general character of its material would
be perfectly familiat to those who have read
books like Tell the West, but to those more
closely interested in the phenomenon of the
Russian slave-labor system, it offers a multitude
of interesting sidelights. (Politically, the ap-
proach of its editors is crudely pro-Western, but

periences.)

The article by Sergeev is untypical in that it
discusses the Kremlin’s turn toward giant
“super-kolkhozes” rather than the slave camps.
His interpretation is not new but is made co-
gently. The turn, he says, is not decisively moti-
vated by purely economic considerations but by
military and political (totalitarian) ones:

“It will be easier for the Soviet government
to pump bread and agricultural raw materials
from a smaller number of enlarged kolkhozes
than it would be from a multitude of small kolk-
hozes situated far from the district kolkhoz
centers. The new policy will make it possible
for the government to concentrate in its hands
all the products of the village. . . .

hoz become identical with that of the worker in
the giant factory: “until quite recently he was
sti/ll allowed a small plotsfor his private truck-
_ garden, he owned several hens and sometimes a
cow or some small farm animals. All this made
it possible for him to supplement to some ex-
tent his meager kolkhoz ration and to sell some
of the products of his garden in the market for
money with which he was able to buy some cloth-
ing and household necessities. The peasant still
retained a certain small measure of indepen-
dence from the government, which bred in him
a devotion to ‘his own,”. made him less ‘obedient’

its value lies :n its presentation of actual ex- -

fortification work, sabotaged evacuation orders,

The peasant’s conditions in the giant kolk-

to orders from above. Now, in transforming the
peatant into a-dlave laborer, thé government
seeks tovoncentrate in its hands vast reserves of
obedient manpower which will be easily trans-
ferred from place to place, from one branch of
the economy to another: to road-building, mili-

tary works; canal-digging, lumbering, and so on.
It is more difficult to tear the peasant away from
his own hut, his own plot of land; which require
daily care, than it is to move him from the
settlement to which he is bound only by a servi-
tude he hates.

“The new organization of agriculture is also
expected to do away with the insufficiency of
controls over the rural population which became
apparent in' the last war, when the peasants used
every possible dodge to evade mobilization for

and scattered to the woods whenever police units
appeared in the villages.

“Until recently, the control over the peasants
was not asclose as that under which the city
population lives. The party and Young Commu-
nist League organizations in the villages were
small and weak. The distance of many of the
villages from distriet centers made it impossible
for the MVD to maintain surveillance over each
peasant household. But now, in the amalgamated
kolkhozes, MVD divisions and party organiza-
tions are increased in size and effectiveness.
Having at their disposal new cadres of Com-
munists especially trained for ruling the vil-
lages, they will be able to tighten controls over
the peasants, both economically and politically.
Living in a barrack, the peasant will no longer
be able to freely express his thoughts even to his
own family, and will have no opportunity to
freely associate with people of similar opinions.
Moreover, the striet controls will forece him to
give all his energies to work for the government,
leaving him no time or strength for cultivating -
his own garden, even if he is temporarily allowed
a patch of land for himself.”

The other side of the picture: the tremen-
dous new reservoirs of hatred and revolt which
the regime thus builds up against itself.

WILL BEVAN GROUP ORGANIZE ITS SUPPORTERS INSIDE BLP?

By HENRY JUDD

LONDON, April—The dramatic resignation of
Aneuran Bevan and his associates from the Labor
government signifies the beginning of a new phase
in the history of the Labor Party and its govern-
ment elected in 1945. Not only has it brought into
the open a fact which has been clear for some time
—that the American government is slowly but
surely strangling Britain’s Labor government by
its withholding of raw materials and its price
maneuvering—but every issue involving the, Labor
government in England itself is now posed.

In this respect, Bevan and his comrades—now
the recognized leaders of a broad left-wing of the
Labor Party—have taken the only possible and cor-
rect step. By their action they have reaffirmed their
faith in the possibility and necessity of steering a
socialist course of action independent of both Rus-
sian Stalinism and American capitalism, and defend-
ing those enormous gains already achieved by six
years of Labor's rule. The resignation speech of
Aneuran Bevan, a powerful and effective speech, has
shaken England to its depths, stirred the ranks of
the Labor Party out of its apathy and opened the
possibility of the construction of a serious qnd mass
left wing within the party.

The resignation of Bevan has been inevitable
for some time. Since Labor’s shaky victory in 1950,

the leadership of the party, frightened by the dark-.

ening international situation and losing confidence
in its own perspective, has reacted in a steadily
capitulatary and “rightist” fashion to all events.
Without the insistence of Bevan in the cabinet, it
is doubtful if nationalization of iron and steel
would have been completed; there has been an in-
creasing dependence on American policy (although
it would be wrong to state that British policy has
been entirely subordinate to America); and in Par-
liament the party leadership has wilted steadily
under the blows of Churchill and his Tories.

WHAT'S NEXT FOR BEVAN?

All this reached its low point, of course, with
presentation of the annual budget by the clever
bright-boy Gaitskill, who seemed particularly proud
of the commendations he won from Churchill and
the opposition.. Bevan has clearly stated his rea-
sons for opposing the budget, which symbolizes for
him the end of the forward march of socialist re-
construction in England and the beginning of a
liquidation of all achievements, particularly those
ot the-social-reform program. At stake was the
issue: Who shall pay for the rearmament program?
But the much deeper and significant question:
Is this rearmament program the way in which we
shall save England from Russian Stalinism? was

also involved and will be debated in the coming
months.

Now that all the issues have been exposed, what
will come next?

The tactic of Bevan and his friends is not to
precipitate the next elections, and to keep Labor in
pewer until' such a time as elections become un-
avoidable. They. 1:§,fuse to accept the trap offered
theni by both the Tories and the right-wing” leader-
ship of their party to bear the onus for elections
at a time when Labor would most probably lose.
Their response to charges of “splitting the party”
and “endangering the government” is that it is not
they but the rdghtist leadership, whese capitula-
tory policy becomes clearer every day, which bears
the responsibility.

ITs Necﬁsuv TO PREPARE

This facti¢ seems correct to us, and the only pos-
sible one under the circumstances, provided the
Bevan group and their supporters now take the view-
point o the Labor Party ranks and the trade-union
movement. l_u-l- otherwise, they must now systemati-
cally organi¥e, educate their supporters, develop a
positive proﬁi‘am. prove they have a perspective of
their own. B

The ann'_ual congress of the Labor Party is not
far off; wilk Bevan and the Tribune group prepare
for this? W&s cannot know this, but it is to be ex-
pected that Bevan understands the‘long-range prob-

lem and ha§ a perspective in mind which reaches
beyond the issues of today.

In any éase, his move has gone a long way in
clearing thetatmosphere and raising the real issues.
Re]ectmg both Stalinism and capitalist solutions,
he is today the potential leader of the most power-
ful independent socialist group in the world—the
ranks of his own party and the 6-million strong

‘British trade-unfon movement. Bevan is not a figure

to be taken in hand by infiltrating Stalinist fel-
low-traveller elements (now_fairly numerous in
the Labor Party) or by self-styled Trotskyist
cliques.

If he and hi§ "group continue what they have

begun, they;will be the rallying center for all seri-.

ous socialists within the party and the whole future

of the party (whether or not it remains in power)
can be transformed- from its present gloomy char-
acter into ﬁs precise opposite. The Bevan move-

ment, then,must be welcomed by socialists every-
where as an expression of what is meant by the
great potentiality of an independent socialist per-
spective in fhe world.

A brief item in the Socialist
Call for April 27 announces that
“the referendum on electoral pol-

‘iey, introduced by eleven members

of the National Executive Com-
mittee has been carried by the
Socialist Party membership by a
majority of nearly two to one.”

As readers of LABOR AC-
TION know, this referendum has
the effect of reversing an action
of the last convention of the SP.
At that time, a group led by Nor-
man Thomas was defeated on a
proposal to permit SP members
to support the more progressive
candidates of the two capitalist
parties in places where the SP
was not running candidates of its
own. This referendum’ adds a
proviso that such support can be
given only where locals of the
party in the area do not prohibit
its

It is reported that the total vote
cast and counted on this question
was [ess than seven hundred. Due
te o technicality on dues payment,
the votes of members of the rela-

nother tep owar

tively large local in- Reading, Pa.,
were not counted. The Reading lo-
cal had token a strong stand
against” the referendum, but SP
spokesmen state that the result
would not have been altered had

the votes of the Reading members
been inciuded. With Reading count-
ed in, however, the vote would
have been much closer.

The result of the referendum
cannot fail to have a serious ef-
fect on the already shaky strue-
ture of the Socialist Party. It is
a sad fact that blectoral activity
has been one of the very few re-
maining reasons for the SP to ex-
ist as a separate political organ-
ization. Aside from its general
formal commitment to the ideal
of socialism, the policies of the
SP are almost indistinguishable
from those advocated by the lib-
eral Americans for Democratic
Action.

This is particularly true with
respect to foreign policy. Both the
ADA and the SP support the war
in Korea, the North Atlantic

Pact, and the whole structure of
the administration’s cold - war
strategy,’and both make the same
criticisms of specific details on
how this strategy is carried out.

TOWARD LIQUIDATION
Now that members of the SP

will be supporting the same po-.

litical candidates in most key
areas, there will be even less rea-
son than before for right-wing
SPers to devote themselves to the
party rather than to the ADA-
Democratic setup.

This situation confronts left-
wing elements in the SP with an
extrémely difficult problem. For
some time there has been a grow-
ing recognition among these com-
rades that their party is swinging
slowly but surely into the capital-
ist camp in the cold war. The
NEC’s declaration in support of
Truman’s Korean adventure came
as a shock to many of them. Yet
they have clung to the “hope that
in due course they would be able
to win a majority in the party
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Oblivien

for their anti-war Thlrd Camp
position.

But the action of the NBC jn-
pushing: over this referendum so
soon after a party convention had
"decided" the policy on electoral
activity shows that. this leadership
is bound to have its way regard-
less of the formalities of party
democracy. Even more important,
it shows that a decisive section
of the leadership is marching
steadily foward o coalition with
the: Fair Deai wing of the Demo-
cratic Party. Given the relation-
ship of forces, it is, obvious that
such a "coaclition” can only mean
the eventual liquidation of what
remains of the SP as an indepen-
dent political entity.

Yet it must be clear to these
left-wing’ comrades that a social-
ist political organization with an
independent anti-Stalinist and
anti-capitalist position -is needed
today more than ever. The Inde-
pendent Socialist League is that
organization. We invite these
comrades to study its program,
structure, and activities.

Readers. of Labor Action Tahe the Ploo

A DISCUSSION OF UNITED-FRONT POLICY TOWARD STALINIST PARTY AND THE SWP

To the Editor:

I am not sure that I under-
stand Albert Gates' article “An-
other Experience and Its Lessons”
[April 16]. Does Gates mean that
the ISL should not or will not
make united fronts on immediate
issues (e. g., anti-Franco) unless
the whole question of democracy
versus totalitarianism is dragged
in and unless a cledr differentia-
tion from-the Stalinists is estab-
lished? Of course, any anti-Stal-
inist organization that does not
do so when it has the opportunity

. is showing a lack of both common

good sense and political intelli-
gence. However, I fail to see why
it should be a barrier to united
action.

Secondly, does Gates believe
that united fronts with Stalinists
and Stalinoids (liberals, Zionists)
are entirely excluded? If so, when
has the ISL adopted that position
and why? I agree that the Stalin-
ist organizations are not part of
the working class movement but
agents of an “alien” class. How-
ever, united fronts are not limit-
ed to working-class movements.
Above all, while the Stalinist or-
ganization is not an integral part
of the working class it unfortu-
nately does have in its ranks
many sincere advanced militants.
If the Stalinist totalitarian lead-
ers were by a freak miracle to
permit them to be exposed in ac-
tion together with our people we
certainly would be foolish not to
take advantage of the situation.

Al FINDLEY
®

The trouble with Comrade
Findley’s criticism of my article
dealing with the experiences of
the ISL in its unifed front with
the Cannonite SWP is that it
doesn’t quite deal with the subject
of that article but raises other
and more general questions of
united-front taeties with relation
to the Stalinists and the SWP.
To get rid of the simpler of the
two questions he raises, I take up
the question of the Stalinists first.

It isn’t at all a question of
whether I “believe that wunited
fronts with Stalinists and Stalin-
oids (liberals, Zionists) are en-
tirely excluded.” It is rather a
question of what is the principled
attitude of the ISL toward formal
and official umted fronts with the
Kremlin's rep1 esentatives in this
or any other country.

On that, the position of the ISL
is quite clear. In general, we do
not propose and we do not make
united fronts direetly and official-
ly with the Communist Party and

its satellite and fellow-traveler
organizations for a whole series
of principled reasons; on the con-
trary we are and remain intran-
sigent opponents of Stalinism in
all of ‘its manifestations.

Our 1946 convention adopted a
position on this question which
reads in part as follows, after a
discussion of several aspects of
Stalinism and our atttinde toward
it:

“For the same reason, as well
as for the practical reason of its
utter impracticability, the party
does not make proposals to the
Stalinist party leadership for
united - front  activities, even
though it favors participating in
genuine united fronts of the
working class and its organiza-
tions in which the Stalinists may
be a part. However, this attitude
toward the Stalinist party cannot
simply be duplicated in contact
and relations in which we enter,
and must enter, with rank-and-
file Stalinist workers. . . .” The
resclution then proceeds to ex-
pand the last thought in some de-
tail.

ON STALINISM  «

Much more than this can and
must be said on this question, but
the above is sufficient to indicate,
at least, what the thoughts of our
movement have been on it. If any-
thing, our views on Stalinism to-
day are much stronger, particu-
larly on the question of united
fronts with this enemy of the
working class.

That .does not mean, as the res-
olution indicated, that we would
refuse to participate in broad
class movements of struggle in
which the Stalinists might par-
ticipate, movements of a concrete
social, political, or economic na-
ture, for then our point of depar-
ture would be the mass or inde-
pendent character of the move-
ment, the conecrete issue of the
moment, or the non-Stalinist na-
ture of the whole movement.

It should be added, however,
that this would noti be the case
with any Stalinist-inspired or or-
ganized movement, which would
inevitably be tarred with the ba-
sic anti-working-class and pro-
Russian policies of the native
Stalinists, irrespective of the na-
ture of the struggle. The possi-
bilities of the Stalinists partici-
pating in such movements be-
comes less and less real in our
world of today, for there is hardly
an activity of Stalinism which
does not originate in or flow from
the world interests of the Krem-
lin. s

This is not to deny that it is

possible to make a common front
with Stalinist or Stalinist-influ-
enced workers on concrete, imme-
diate or local issues affecting the
working eclass in a particular
area, union or movement which is
not and cannot be dominated by
Stalinism. Some road must be
found to break away workers
who do follow Stalinism, not on
the premises set by the Stalinist
party but in the course of the
genéral and independent struggle
of the working class.

ON THE SWP

We pass over to another field,
however, in the case of the SWP,

Our differences with that or-
ganization are deep. and many,
particularly on the question of
Stalinism. As our readers know,
it is our view that the SWP never’
understood the most obvious
meanings of Trotsky’s writings
on Stalinism; that they are hung
up by their conception of Russia
as a degenerated workers’ state,
of Stalinism as an “integral part
of the working class movement.”
Despite the fact that the SWP is
led into the most ludicrous con-
tradictions on the war question,
in general, the Korean war, Yu-

‘goslavia, the nature of the Iron

Curtain countries, and that it is
difficult-at times to distinguish its
views on this or that question
from the Stalinists, it is not a
Stalinist organization, but one of
its opponents, feeble and weak
though it be, an opponent never-
theless.

We are for united fronts with
the SWP where the issue and con-

. ditions make it possible, and even

take the initiative as we did when
we proposed an anti-Franco
united front to the Socialist Party
and the SWP simultaneously.
Even here, however, our interests
are -not primarily the united-
front organization and the action
of and by itself, but the action
related to .its purpose, the com-
pelling reasons which brought in-
to existence the wunited-front
movement in the first place.
One has to be concrete in order
to discuss the question. We could
have united fronts with the SWP
and many others on questions of
racial discrimination, conditions
of the working class, high prices,
ete., without any differences or

conflicts occurring. When united

fronts, however, occur around
political questions of great inter-
national importance, the arena of
action broadens and the area of
conflict increases. In the specific
case of the=anti-Franeco picket line
in New York, we were confronted
with two problems, bearing in

mind that the Socialist Party re-
fused to join in the action be-
cause the SWP had already
agreed to participate, Firstly, in
the pre-conference negotiations
with the SWP, its representatives
refused to adopt any broad slo-
gans against totalitarianism or
slogans which would distinguish
the demonstration from any com-
mon-garden variety of Stalinism
(despite the fact that this would
not violate their stated views).
Secondly, at the broader confer-
ence, under the pressure of par-
ticipating organizations and the
ISL, the SWP finally yielded and
compromised (!) on the slogan:
“Against Totalitarianism Every-
where.” Imagine, they yielded and
compromised in a situation where
all participating orgahizations
wanted a clarifying slogan!

The article which I wrote
stated simply that it was a mis-
take not to have made this ques-
tion a breaking issue. Given the
world situation, the kind of clar-
ity we asked for was, in our opin-
ion, indispensable for a correct
fight in behalf of the Barcelona,
strikers separate and apart from ..
—distinguished from—the Stalin-
ists. We have already reported
what happened in Chicago. There
the Cannonites made it a break-
ing point because the conference
would not formally and officially -
invite the Stalinists. In Oakland,
too, they could notsparticipate in
the united-front movement, be-
cause the conference there would
not agree to invite the Stalinist
unions with their .Stockholm
Peace propaganda.

We would have lost nothing
had a break taken place since our
forces, the ISL, SYL and the par-
ticipating organizations, made up
two-thirds of the demonstration.
A demonstration clearly anti-fas-
cist, anti-totalitarian, and anti-
Stalinist would have been a more
effective, democratic, and for us,
genuinely socialist protest. Most
important for us is not the united
front with the Cannonites. There
is nothing sacred about that.
Most important for us was to be
clear in our principles and poli-
tics and to avoid being muddied
up by the confusion and :semi-
Stalinist politics of the SWP.

" Albert GATES

Vg
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: speech, peaceable assembly and

orderly discussion.

Bob Martinson, of the Berkeley
Socialist Youth League, acted as
chairman, answered all questions
from the audience and also read
a message from Chuck Doehrer,
West Coast fepresentative of the
Libertarian  Socialist League,
stating that organization’s soli-
darity with the purpose of the
meeting.

BLASTS MILHAM

" Vern Davidson, organizer of
the Los Angeles Young People's
Socialist League, chairman of the
Westwood Socialist Club at the
University of California at Los
Angeles, and secretary of the
Socialist Party of Los Angeles,
was the second speaker. He pre-
sented his agreement with the
purpose of the meeting and made
a speech urging students to join
the Wilshire Socialist Club.

Ted Yudkoff spoke for the So-
cialist Youth League, and os the
victim of the rowdyism which had
accompanied the April 12 meeting.
He exposed.the role of the admin-
istration and of Vice-President C.
R. Milham, whom he held respon-
_sible for an anti-democratic dem-
onstration against a peaceful as-
sembly of students. The audience
listened attentively and sympa-
thetically to his defensé of free
speech. .

DEMOCRACY FOR ALL

Yudkoff emphasized that al-
though he was a socialist, he also
spoke in defense of the rights of
young Democrats and Republi-
cans to free speech. He said:

“The reactionaries have denied
to all students their democratic
rights, in order to prevent the so-
cialists from exercising their le-
gal right to free speech. You, the
students of this college, in helping
the socialists to conduct a peace-
ful political meeting, as you are
doing today, are helping also to
defend your own rights to think
for yourselves and form your own
opinions! We do not demand that
you agree with the aims of demo-
cratic socialism. We say that you
have a sacred right to listen, to
think, and form your own opin-
ions. We say that disruption or-
ganized by a university official is
an attack on the rights of all
students, all minorities, and upon
free student government. As so-
cialists, we are in the forefront
of the struggle against war and
‘thought control’! But we will-
ingly offer our help to all demo-
cratic students in this battle for

their right and our right to speak
peacefully and freely.” .

These speeches and the careful
organization of the meeting itself,
including the large placards
which emphasized the struggle
against totalitarianism of every
kind (the same signs which were
used on the picket line before
Franco’s consulate on April 14 to
support the Barcelona general
strike), plus Bob Martinson’s
able answers to the questions of -
the students—this won support
from a majority of the students
and insured the peaceful nature
of the meeting.

WHERE'S THE RIOT?

The meeting had already lasted
for an hour, had concluded with a-
question-and-answer period, and’
the car from which the speakers
had addressed the crowd was al-
ready a half block from the scene
—when the cops arrived. They had
been summoned, as is reporfed by
all observers, by LACC Yice-Pres-
ident C. R. Milham.

When thé ten police cars came
up, plus the squads of motorcycle
cops. and panting patrolmen on
foot, the speakers’ car was stop-
ped—after an “exciting chase” of
200 feet, At the meeting place it-
self there was only a small group
of about 40 students who were
still discussing the meeting in a
most orderly manner. (The only
other note visible to the naked eye
was provided, about 300 feet
away from this knot, by two stu-
dent opponents of the socialist
speakers; they were shoving each
other around on the lawn because
one of them was an anti-Semitic
reactionary who insisted on label-
ing all the speakers as “dirty
Jews,” while the other anti-social-
ist was a Jewish student.)

MILHAM ON THE SPOT

Why then ‘did this completely
peaceful meeting cause front-
page top-spot banner headlines in
almost every city newspaper?
Why was it, in fact, given greater
prominence than Truman’s an-
nouncement on price control or
MacArthur’s Chicago trip?

As far -as the press was con-
cerned, it undoubtedly smelled the
possibility of a local "red scare."
As far as the LACC witchhunters
wgre concerned, they undoubtedly
believed that they could manufac-
ture a riot, to suit, at any time
they chose. Acting on this as-
sumption, they placed the call for
the riot squad, before there was
the slightest indication of the re-
motest possibility of any “riof"!

But even when the police ar-

rived, sirens screaming, they were
unable to provoke anything. The
police were “puzzled.” Milham be-
haved as if this was his last
chance to deliver the promised
“riot”; but in the presence of the
police, all provocation was ably
stopped by the SYL sponsors of
the meeting who asked the crowd
to cooperate with the police in
clearing the street. Of course, in
the meantime, the police had
drawn a bigger crowd than the
socialist meeting: their sirens
stopped all classes!

At this turn of events, Milham
played his last card. He urged the
police to make an arrest, any kind
of arrest, but to do so in the
name of the police and not in his,
Milham’s, name. :

Ted Yudkoff of the SYL, turn-
ing upon Milham, thereupon de-
nounced him as the cause of the
melee and the real inciter of the
so-called “violence.” Publicly and
loudly before the gathered stu-
dents and police, he proclaimed
that if Milham refused to press
the issue through an arrest in his
own or the college’s name, then
he would insist on Milham’s ar-
rest!

COLD FEET

The college vice-president, thus
bearded before -the assemblage,
thereupon was forced to drop his
attempt to remain the moving in-
citer in the background and, on
his own responsibility, asked the
police to arrest the SYL leaders.
Three SYLers, Yudkoff, Martin-
son and Stan Weir— plus a “Jim
Roberston, who is inclined to sym-
pathize with the Socialist Youth
League,” according to the press—
thereupon accompanied the police
to the Hollywood police station,
where they found an unexpected-
ly altered situation.

The police were in a state of
obvious confusion. Vice-President
Milham had reconsidered and now
had cold feet. The police them-
selves were unwilling to take re-
sponsibility for an unproveoked ar-
rest. Neither Milham nor the police
were now willing to face the con-
sequences of a faked and hopeless
case against the socialist youth.

The SYLers utilized this new
situation to win their case before
the press—for reporters from all
over the city were now gathered
around, together with the cops.
Before the newspapermen, police
and Milham himself, they took the
initiative in opening up with a
highly justified deunciation of the
LACC head and his role in the
affair, of his black record on civil
liberties for students, etc.

They explained that they had
eyewitnesses to Milham’s pres-
ence in the crowd, his incitement
to violence, his confession that he
had called the police while the
meeting was entirely orderly
with no sign of change. They said
that “Milham’s days as a paid
servant of reaction and as a sub-
verter of civil liberties are num-
bered!”

CHARGES DROPPED

The LACC head squirmed—and
squirmed. And then he virtually
substantiated the #ruth of the
SYLers' charges by bolting from
the gathering! '

Reporters and police actually

" laughed outright as he fled, and

both categories indicated that the
socialists had won the field. The
police announced that all charges
were dropped, the interrogation
was over, that the normal routine
of their station was already ut-
terly disrupted and that they
would be pleased if the socialists
would move off the premises and
leave them alone.

The press headlines, photos,
column-inches of text, and na-
tional publicity followed, how-
ever: interviews of the SYLers
with the newspapers, flashing
bulbs and lights of the press pho-
tographers, newsreel and televi-
sion news broadecast, sympatheti-
cally presented to the public by
the announcer, and all the par-
ticipating three socialist youth
groups were repeatedly men-
tioned in radio news broadcasts
for two days.

BIG NOISE IN PRESS

In truth, as has been mentioned,
the publicity that followed this
victory , was phenomenal and
amazing. The headlines screamed
“Riot at LACC”; headline: “Yud-
koff Says He’s a Socialist”; con-
flicting stories were printed on
the size of the erowd, the number
of - policemen, the content of the
socialists’ speeches; the Hearst
press invented the tidbit that the
speakers had “slandered Mac-
Arthur” (whose name, as it hap-
pens, had not been mentioned at
the meeting) ; the Chandler press
deduced from thin air that the
meeting had been a May Day cele-
bration—the ability of the capi-
talist press to slander, distort and
lie had a field day for a while, but
the facts were too clear even for
them.

In sum, the socialist youth move-
ment here has a right to be joyful
at the real victory for civil liber-
ties which it has won. The right of
socialists to speak at LACC will

not be lightly chailenged again.

anti-war conference said:

Socialist Youth Win Fight — —

Above all, the SYL is confirmed
in its belief in joint activity of
socialists based on an anti-war
program, and in the special value
of the anti-war conference, which
can justly claim all the credit for
the success of the meeting at City
College. All the participating or-
ganizations have grown in mem-
bership, prestige, and influence as
the result of their unity in action,

The socialist anti-war confer-
ence distributed a joint press
statement which revealed the true
facts of the LACC meeting. The
conference decided to hold an-
other street meeting at City Col-
lege in the near future, based on
bigger forces, more widely spone
sored by other anti-totalitarian,
anti - imperialist, anti- Stalinist
movements who agree with its
program for the defense of de«
mocracy by militant, unitcd ac-
tion.

BUILDING SOLIDARITY
Already, as the result ¢’ this

publicity, the anti-war socialists <~

have been offered the free legal
service of a number of fawyers as
a preparation for the next meeting
at LACC. Liberal friends of the so-
cialist movement are aiready mova
ing to force an investigation by
the school authorities of the entire
administration and its regime aof
Los Angeles City College.

A possibility exists that even
the anti-socialist press will work
to overthrow the rotten regime at
City College, and to force Milham
into a well-deserved, if somewhat
premature, retirement. Ceveral
commercial photographers have
also offered their services to se-
cure the needed evidence of the
role of inciters, disrupters and
fascists who may believe that
they can reverse their decisive de«
feat. '

The united socialists, however,
who sponsored this action, are
convinced that the next meeting
will be peaceful, completely ore
derly, unmarred by police sirens,
and that even the reactionz>y ad«
ministration will attempt 1) dis=
courage further undesirabl. pub-
licity for themselves.

As a socialist speaker at the
“The
struggle against war anl for
peace, against war and fcr eivil
rights, against war and for lib=-

erty . and democracy —all these

struggles are only one st.uggle *
—and the correct name for this
struggle is the STRUGGLE FOR
SOCIALISM!”

The facts of this episode at

City College prove he is right,

More General S trikes Bring Showdown in Spain Nearer

On the same day that Stanton
Griffis, U. S. Ambassador to
Spain, announeed in Barcelona
that the U. S. and Spain were
entering into a ‘“trade, friendship
and navigation” agreement, new
strikes broke out in Spain, the
fourth great demonstration in the
last two months. .

This time the scene of the out-
break of resentment against the
Franco regime was in the city of

Pamplona where 30,000 workers
were out on a sitrike in protest
against the rising cost of living
and the flourishing black market
from which only the rich and fa-
vored benefit. )

Press reports indicate that
most of the major businesses of
the town have been paralyzed by
the walkout, and it does not ap-
pear that the workers are going
to heed the warning of the civil
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governor to return to work or
face immediate dismissal.

This demonstration had- its ori-
gins in a parade of angry women
who marched on the governor’s
palace last Monday protesting
that the price of eggs was far
above the official ceiling. The wo-
men demanded action against the
ration officials and then began
breaking eggs in the stores.

They were immediately dis-
persed, but on the following day
“flying squads” of workers ap-
peared in factory after factory all
over the town calling upon their
comrades to follow them into the
streets in a genei'al protest strike.

NOT INTIMIDATED

The flying squads met with
complete success, and within a
few hours the business of the en-
tire city was immobilized. The
civil governor then issued his
threat to dismiss the demonstrat-
ing workers, as civil governors in
Spain have done in vain in the
other areas in which general
strikes have been staged in re-
cent months.

When the workers refused to
take notice of the governor’s
words, the local militia was called
out, and though they did not dare
to try to foree the workers into
the plants, they did fire their tom-

my-guns into the air and show-
ered blows upon the demonstrat-
ors with nightsticks.

I+ seems certain, however, that
the strikers will not be intimidated
and will, like their comrades in
Barcelona, Bilbao, Azcoitia and
elsewhere continue their protest
for a full forty-eight hours. The
government seems unable to em-
ploy the army to quell the upris-
ings. However, it is becoming ob-

vious that the Madrid goverament
is being shaken by these gzneral
strikes as reports indicate that
troops are being sent to [ilbao,
scene of a huge walkout Ilast
month, "in preparation for pos
sible disorders there." .

A showdown on the Franco
tyranny versus the Spanish peo-
ple comes closer at every outburst
despite Washington’s moves {o
prop up E1 Caudillo.

NOT IN THE HEADLINES ...

B
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HOW THEY TURN V_IORI(ERS' HOLIDAY INTO A MOC_I(ERY—

May day, as it was once known
to workers all over the word, has
been nearly snuffed out of the
cold-war world. Reading the
newspaper accounts of “May
Day” celebrations staged all over
the world, one had to recall the
proud occasion it once was for
millions of men who marched and
sang to demonstrate their solidar-
ity and their conviction that the
day of emancipation was not far
distant.

‘Today the totalitarians and-f)‘f)-
tential totalitarians have stolen
that holiday of the international
workirg class. They are not sat-
isfied with erushing the working
class—they must remold its or-
ganizations and holidays.

Thus General MacArthur and
Cardinal Spellman led a "Loyaity
Parade” down New York's Fifth

Avenue, parading in front of a long
Ime of veterans' organizations
and superpatriotic ‘groupings. No
greater affront to the original
spirit of May Day could possibly
be imagined, unless it was the pa-
rades held behind the Iron Curtain,

In Moscow Stalin and his fel-
lew butchers stood atop Lenin's
tomb and reviewed—not free and
powerful legions of the working
class—but regimented and war-
like rows ofssoldiers followed by

thousands of Stalinist slaves
shouting forced, mechanical
cheers for their masters. Over-

head flew the newest produets of
the Stalinist war machine—high-
powered jets, new bombers, etec.

In Buenos Aires, Dictator Per-
or led a parade which was dedi-
cated, in poster after poster, to
the wonders of his rule. In Mex-

ico City President Aleman re-
viewed a monster demonstration
the “keynote” of which was “a
demonstration of loyalty to Presi-
dent Aleman and faith in his
treatment of organized labor.”
The May Day parade in the capi-
tal of Venezuela, Caracas, was
dispersed.

In countries where a relatively
free labor movement exists condi-
tions were not much more hopeful.
In Tokyo, General Ridgway, Mac-
Arthur's successor, refused to per-
mit the May Day rally #o be held
in the Imperial Plaza, the only
arena large enough to hold the
planned mass demonstration. It
was held anyway and there was
trouble.

In Teheran, 30,000 massed in
a rally which terrified the reae-
tionary rulers of Iran. But for

whom did they mass? For: the
Stalinist-lod Tudeh party, which
roused the assembled to the high-
est pitch of enthusiasm for the
cheers for Stalin and the Russian
“workers’ state”! Other Stalinist-
organized demonstrations were
staged in East Berlin, Rome,
Milan, Vienna, where millions al-
so cheered the enslaver of hun-
dreds of millions of men.

WHERE, MR. BROWN?

There were a few bright spots
and they should be mentioned.
For one, a rally of 500,000 Ber-
liners indicated a real spirit of
hope and defiance-

In Germany, Irving . Brown,
chief AFL representative in Eu-
rope, inaugurating the newly-
built (by contributions of U. S.
capitalists) Free Europe Radio

A

| PRO AND CON: DISCUSSION ON WAR POLICY

A REJOINDER TO CRITICISM, BY McKINNEY — SIX POINTS ON THE WAR SITUATION

By E. R. McKINNEY

In LABOR ACTION for March
12 Comrade O’Connor replied to
an article by me which appeared
on the opposite page. The whole
method of dealing with my article
was a procedure of distortion,
evasicn and a rather ludicrous
display of tear-jerking. The dis-
tortion began with the title given
the article by the editors and not
by me: “The Choice Is Between
U. 8.-UN and Stalin.”

Theve has been no attempt by
anyonz, Comrade O’Connor in-
cluded, to discuss my article.
Aside from seme “corridor gos-
sip” there has been no discussion
except -Comrade O’Connor’s fee-
ble effort. The article was written
by me to express an opinion on
certain questions which had been

“elaborated in LABOR ACTION
and with which I disagree. I said:
(1) The Third World War has
begun. (2) There will be no neu-
trals in the Third World War.
(3) I am opposed to the demand
for the unilateral withdrawal of
U. S. troops. (4) There is no
workers’' third camp. (5) The
working class needs a breathing
ispell. (6) “I say that Europe and
the rest of the world will line up
under a UN dominated by the
U. S. or it will capitulate to
Stalin . . . He (Nehru) ought to
know that there will be no neu-
trals except those who are prone
or prostrate . . . At the moment
there are two alternatives: Stal-
inist totalitarianism or bourgeois-
democratic imperialism.” I still
am waiting for someone to stand
up and deny point 6. It hasn’t
even been discussed. Smear head-
lines are not discussion.

What has been the answer of
the “corridor gossips” to my ar-
ticle? “McKinney is supporting
Washington.” Comrade O’Connor
doesn’t say so. He says: “It is
true . . . McKinney nowhere in
his article states directly that the
masses . . . should give political
« » ;support to the U. S. ... But
he says . . they have only two
alternatives . . .” I don’t “state
directly . . .” I ask; where do I
state indirectly? And I do not say
that the masses “have” only two
alternatives. I am not so subtle as
Comrade O’Connor. I say un-
equivocally; there “are” only two
alternatives. Do I really have to
explain this? Objective conditions
are such that no matter what
Nehru and Attlee, for example,
think or desire, they cannot be in-
dependent today amd stand out
against two giants like the U. 8.

~“or Russia. (It’s a shame that with

only 1,000 words to use I have to
use part with this kindergarten
lesson,) In. LABOR ACTION for
April 23 I read in a head: “Yu-
goslavia Slips Into U. S. Bloe.”
You see Tito understands. the
time of day. He knows: “at the
moment there are only two alter-

I was and am talking about a
real world, not some dream world.
The editors of LABOR ACTION
don’t have to make any decisions
for a nation. In the present con-
crete situation I wonder what po-
sition Comrade O’Connor would
take if he were in a position of
responsibility like Nehru and Att-
lee? Perhaps he would advise in-
dependence. I only contend that
his speech would be cut short
either by the Russian or the U, S.
army.

Comrade O’Connor writes As-
tounding Political Fiction. He
seems to be saying that there is a
force somewhere which can stand
up against Russia or the U, S. He
doesn’t name it, however,

I say that “the Asians can do
worse than to cast their lot with
the UN nations . .. they can cast
their lot with Stalinist Russia.”
Is this true or isn’t 4t? I said:
“the only people who can give
anything tangible (present em-
phasis) to the Asian masses . . .
are the bourgeois-democratic na-
tions or Stalinist Russia.” Is this
true or isn’'t it? If Comrade
O’Connor knows of any place that
the Indians can get some wheat
except from one of the UN na-
tions or Russia, he should cer-
tainly get on the job and inform
the Indians.

I said that if in the war the
U. S. should defeat Russia the
regime set up would be a boure
geois-democratic ‘regime. If not,
then what will it be; faseism?
Let’s cut out the double-talk, ob-
scurantism and political word-
huckstering. :

I said: “the great pity of the
present is that there is no force
to go against Stalinism except
bourgeois - democratic  imperial-
ism.” Is this true or isn’t it, Com-

rade O’Connor? LABOR AC-
TION carried the suggestion once
that the Defense Department

“put an end to the war immedi-
ately by simply launching Mac-
Arthur over North Korea.” (July
17) Perhaps Comrade 0’Connor
believes that Stalin can be stop-
ped by launching a political ar-
ticle over Russia. .

I wrote that I am against the
demand for the withdrawal of
U. 8. troops from Korea. I am foyr
the withdrawal of all foreign
troops. I wrote in LA for March
12: “I am impressed by the fact
that NOBODY demands the
withdrawal of the U. 8. troops
when they are advancing. I hear
no demand now for withdrawal is
trotted out only when the UN
troops are fleeing in defeat, and
silenced when the UN troops are
advancing against the Stalinists.
I ask Comrade O’Connor: what
has become of the demand for the
unilateral withdrawal of U. 8.
troops? There was no outery from
ANYBODY at the most recent

-crossing of the 38th parallel by

the UN. WHY? On December 18

Goemrade Shachtman wrote: “We
admit that the possibility was en-
tertained by us for a while—
which will teach us we hope, not
to underestimate the stupidity of
American  imperialism.” And
again: “The U, 8. has simply lost
the battle of Korea. Washington
finds it hard to reconcile itself to
this fact. It finds it hard to make
the decision which is urged upon
it by reality . . —to withdraw its
military forces and give up any
claim to continue a war which has
now so obviously become futile
from any standpoint, except the
eriminal standpoint of face-sav-
ing and prestige.” (LABOR AC-
TION, Dec. 18) He also wrote
about the “ruthlessness of the
American military campaign,
which proceeded to the systematic
destruction not only of the indus-
tries but of the homes of the Ko-
rean people and their innocent
inhabitants.” But I ask, just how
is imperialist war fought any-
how? And—was the last advance
of the U. S. forces less “ruthless”
and should the U. 8. troops with-
draw mow and edme on home?
LABOR ACTION is silent on this
point.

What Comrade O'Connor finds
really “interesting” in my article
is “that at no point does he indi-
cate what his attitude is toward
the use of the A-bomb against
Stalinist China.” I can say that I
also did not express my attitude
on infant baptism. After all I was
writing my own article, But I will
answer, If-1 were the head of a
government engaged in a 7real
war I should advoeate the use of
whatever weapons in my posses-
sion, which would bring that war
to a victorious end for my side.
I should advocate the A-bombing,
B-bombing or Z-bombing of any
enemy area if this was necessary
for a military victory. I ask Com-
rade O’Connor: what would you
do? And remember I am talking
about a real war and not a war
being fought in LABOR AC-
TION.

Comrade O’Connor ends his
piece with a great fanfare of
radicalism. I proposed that as a
tactical approach to winning the
workers away from Washington
that we draw closer to them “and
to show the workers how to seize
on every democratic gesture of
the bourgeoisie, to fight for its
adoption, to give it greater work-
ing class content.” I thought this
tc be the ABCs of Marxism on
the tactical side. But to O’Connor
“‘This is a very modest program
indeed . a program which
might be proper for an utterly
defeated and demoralized work-
ing class. . . .” It is my position
according to O’Connor that “we
are not to urge the workers to put
forward a program of their own
for a complete, radical democracy
regardless of its effect on the
bourgeoisie. . . .” Of course I could

-have written: ‘“use these demo-
cratic gestures of the hypoeritical
bourgeoisie and the labor fakers
for the overthrow of capitalism
and establishment of the dictator-
ship of the proletariat. Down with
Truman, up with the barricades!
Forward to socialism!” Would
that be “radical” enough, Com-
rade O’Connor? It would certain-
ly have an “effect” on the bour-
geoisie; I don't know about the
working class.

° .
By LARRY O'CONNOR

. I would liké to refer anyone
interested in the matters about
which Comrade McKinney writes
to the articles in the March 12
issue of LABOR ACTION. It
w_ould be difficult, on the basis of
his reply, to add much to what I
wrote then.

In addition, after reading both
91‘ his articles, I cannot help ask-
ing myself: What does he think
should be the attitude of socialists
toward support of U, S. war with
Russia? I ask this question of my-
se.lf;,to ask it of Comrade Me-
Kinney -would, I fear, be consid-
ered presumptuous.

eactionaries Steal the Show on May Da

Station, told thousands behind
the Iron Curtain that May Day
was not the property of the Stal-
inists but of the “free and inde-
pendent trade ‘unions.” And
though Brown spoke for the AFL
and through channels provided
for him by men such as General
Clay and Henry Luce, he spoke
words of great truth.

But one may ask Brown: If May
Day is the property of "free trade
unions,”" why did not the AFL and
CIO march in New York, Chicago,
Los Angeles, all over the U. §.?
Where were they on "their" day?
Why were they silent?
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[Readers Take
McKinney Objects

To The Editor:
This is written to protest
against the liberty which the

editors of LABOR ACTION took
with my “discussion article” pub-
lished in LABOR ACTION for
‘March 12. The general head on
the article is “Pro and Con: Dis-
cussion. A Dissenting View on the
War Question.” The editors, for
some strange reason, took the
view that this was not enough for
my article. They therefore con-
cocted a head of their own to add
to the above: “The Choice is Be-
tween U. S.-UN or Stalin.” I say
that this head is an interpreta-

‘tion of my article.. Anyone has

the right to write an interpreta-
tive piece; editors have the duty
to do this but they do not have the
right to put their editorial or per~
sonal opinions in the head which
they supply to a contributor’s ar-
ticle expressing his personal
viewpoint, and for which hé must
take responsibility.

'I was surprised to see this an-
clent twist used in LABOR AC-
TION. Not only is it dishonest
but of low political and intel-
lectual caliber. If LABOR AC-
TION readers are so naive and
infantile that they cannot be
tFusted, even to read a “discus-
sion article” without prompting
from the editors, then I submit
these readers are not worth much.
And should you tell me that your
head was actually taken from the

the Qloor . . .|
article, then I will ask you: since
there is a general head on “dis-
cussion articles” why didn’t you
leave off your head and: let the
readers discover this themselves
by reading the article?

I suggest that in the future this

kind of journalism be left to
Hearst and the Daily Worker.

E. R. McKINNEY
[ ]

LABOR ACTION has always

used headlines on discussion ar-

ticles, as on other articles, to in-
dicate the article’s main point,

It seemed to us that Comrade
McKinney had indicated his main
point in his original article when
h_e wrote that every country “will
line up under a UN dominated by
the U. 8. or it will capitulate to
Stalin . . . A million words-. . .
cannot say anything which adds
anything significant to that one
ser}tence.” (Indeed, in his present
rejoinder, he does in. fact stress
{;he; same idea even more strong-
V. S
But Comrade McKinney insists
that the head was a “distortion,”
and though this leaves us in the
dark as to what he is trying to
say, we can only be truly sorry

that we did not succeed in head- |

ing hi_s article in a manner un-
objectionable to him.

We nofie with equal regret, also,
that_ he insists on .ascribing this
to dishonesty and other nasty mo-

tives, not even omitting to men-

tion Hearst and the Daily Work-

er.—Ed.




1)

S

1 .r"’

I'uﬁe Eight

R R R B RO

Muy 14, 1951

MacArthur- Truman Battle —

: (Continued from page 1)
iThere is no purpose served in standing appalled before the realiza-

duc

'tim{kthat this would leave Korea a prey to Stalinism., Korea is a dead
as far as'that is concerned—because of the policies followed by

U. :'S. and” B{&sign imperialism up to now. The big problem of stop-
ping Stalinism does not now revolve around the Korean peninsula, but
around how to stop Russian totalitarianism in the rest of Asia and in

Europe, all ‘over the world.

iThe coftinluation of the U. S. adventurist intervention in Korea
—~gtands in the way of this objective, it does not aid it—not even if
(some day!) it eventually leads to a sterile military “victory.” Above
.all, it stands in the way of the solution which Truman himself shadow-
ily: pointed fo: the mobilization of the peoples oppressed by the Krem-

lin against their own masters.

‘We emphusiiz: Whatever popular appeal MacArthurism has (and it
hds shown plenty) is due to the fact that he SEEMS, at least, to offer a
visible way out of the war. As we said, it is' by scattering the burning
.brands of war even farther! And this is why, indeed, in the not-so-long
rup, the' MacArthur euphoria in the country is not and cannuf be deep-
rqoted as far as the masses are concerned.

-GOP Dons the War-Paint

! For a few days, the GOP leaders were beside themselves with
MacArthur frenzy. They had wmked themselves into vuhat would

eventuallv have been an extreme-
l,i; unpopular position with the
people of the country. In hailing
General MacArthur's policy for
broadening the scope of war in
the Far East, they were earning
the title of “war party” for the
GOP.

Senator Taft, the “intellectual”
‘(save the word!) leader of the
party—a man noted for never
having been right on a single
forecast or important epinion in
foreign affairs-— endorsed Mac-
Arthur’s program while at the
same time he called for a reduc-
tion in the armed forces and -the
military budget. The isolaionist-
~tinged Midwesterners like Cape-
hart, Dirksen, Wherry and Wiley,
suddenly became militant oppon-
ents of “appeasement” and the
champions of a more active mili-
tary policy.

WITH KID GLOVES

But these men did not really
express their own views, assum-
ing they had any really consistent
ones. They were really mega-
phones for The Great DMan's
speeches which changed in con-
tent daily. What started out as a
loud demand for extending the
war-to Chinese soil, boiled down
:to the quiet opinion that bombing
should be employed together with
a planned invasion by Chiang’s
Formosan army—without the use
of American troops! This until

the semi- publlc hearings in the
Senate sub - committees. Here
MacArthur showed the stuff he
was made of.

In the hearings, The General
had to get down to facts and face

a little questioning (we say a

little, because the “statesmen” of
the Senate could never forget
that they were talking to a Great
Man, a military man who had
flouted the civilian authority to
which he was subordinate and
actually had become more popu-
lar than he had any right to be).
He was treated delicately and
with kid gloves even by adminis-
tration supporters who could
hardly follow the successive con-
tradictions of the new spokesman
for the Far Eastern warmongers
and the China lobby.

SUDDENLY IGNORANT

" In outlining a realistic political
and military program, MacArthur
suddenly became reticent, modest,
unknowing, suspiciously coy, and
transformed from a great "“world
leader” to a little man who was
merely a "local theater comman-
der" .who couid not be expected to
know the global problems involved
in the present-day political and
military situdation. He demonstraf-
ed that he was as provincial-
minded as his ignorant supporters
and blatherskites like Fulton Lewis

s
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Jr., whose nightly ravings on air

- are calculated to incite mob reac-

tions to ali important and difficult
.problems of present-day society.

At one point in his testimony
MacArthur proclaimed his course
as the only one which could guar-
antee a vietory in Korea, even if
it should lose the allies of the
United States. We can do it alone,
he shouted. And not only in the
Far East, but everywhere else, in
Europe, on three or four fronts,
if necessary. ... -

But aren’t you for mdintaining
our allies, he_was gently asked.
Of course, it would be “tragic” if
we lost them!

For the kind of war you want,
isn’t it mecessary to be strong,
fully armed and fully prepared?
Of course! Well, then, general,
what would you say about a
prominent Senator who recently
said in the Senate that he was for
extending the war in the Far
East but demanded the army be
cut in size and the military budg-
et reduced? I do not intervene in
polities! )

What do you think of the joint
chiefs of staff, general? 1 think
highly of them. Are they compe-
tent men? Highly competent. You
have no doubt about their integ-
rity? None at all! Their personal
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integrity? Unquestionable, And
General Bradley? Of, course, of
course. Now, then, general, if you
believe this country meeds to be
strong and prepared so that it
could withstand any threat, and
if you have such confidence in the

joint chiefs, and if they said uni- .

versal military training is a ne-

‘cessity would you support them?

And here, the old fading-away-
soldier-turned - politician-with-an-
eye-on-the-Republican-presiden-
tial-nomination, replied that he
could not answer such a question
on its face, that he would have to
study the facts!

General, you have stated that
the people in Asia need food and
shelter and security. What do you
think of Point Four then [the
anemic administration program
for aid to the backward areas of
the world]? I am not familiar
with it and ecannot express an
opinion.

MARSHALL ATTACKS

On one important question affer
another, he disqualified himself
from speaking on the ground that
he had been away from. the coun-
try for fourteen years, had no op-
portunity to study the larger po-
litical and military questions, and
was not fully familiar with the
world problems which American
foreign policy had to contend with.

The testimony is altogether too
long to allow-further illustration
of what is essentially a bankrupt

-position expounded by a military

commander. at odds with his high-
er command and frustrafed .be-
cause he-cannot win a vietory in

-a war which was untenable .to.be-

gin with. It is an impotent rage
which would call for an expan-
sion of war -that. might bring a
world conflict - tomorrow and
atomic warfare that could.destroy

50 much of the world we know

today.

It did not cost General Mar-
shall, currently secretary of de-
fense, too much effort to estab-
lish a telling case against Mac-
Arthor on one level.

Insofar as General MacArthur
specifieally is concerned, Marshall
cited the series of conflicts be-
tween the Far Eastern comman-
der and the administration and

the. joint chiefs, his violations of

instructions with regard to tak-
ing: his differences into the public
arena and fo political representa-

.tives_in -Congress,- all leading to
the creation of an untenable po--

@

sition for himself as a eommander
subordinate to the president and
the joint chiefs.

But of .greater importance in
Marshall’s testimony was the
opinion that MacArthur’s “pro-
posals” for the war in Korea
would not bring vietory or an end
to the war. He did, however, lend
meaning to the phrase “Opera-
tion Meatgrinder” by stating that
it was the aim of U. S. to inflict
such losses on thé Chinese armies
as to produce a disintegration of
Mao's troops and bring the war
to a close by making itg continu-
ation untenable—and not neces-
sarily by a direct military defeat
inflicted on those armies in the
field. In other words, the only way
out that the administration can
see is a drawn-out and wearing
military struggle, confined to its
present areas and avoiding: in
this manner the immediate out-
break of THE big Thlrd World
War.

WHERE'S, LABOR?

It is- saddening to note that the
American labor movement does not:
understand the full force of %he
issues and that it does not inject
itself into the new “great debate"

with the full force of its millions to

stand up against_ MacArthurism
and all that he l'epl'ﬂenis. Instead,
and to avoid the real issue, they
speak kindly and approvingly of
General Ridgway, MacArthur's
‘successor. What a lack of con-
sciousness, perspicacity, courage!

But even more important than
the above, the MacArthur contro-
versy emphasijzes -the importance
of American foreign -policy and
the need for a genuinely demo-
cratic - foreign peolicy. Who  can
and who should initiate a -pro-
gressive foreign poliey that will
stand up to Stalinism, halt what-
ever progress it makes and defeat
it in -the omly way it can be de-

-feated — politically and through

the conscious intervention and
action of the working classes the
world over—if not a progressive
and militant labor movement with
a progressive labor foreign pol’—
iey?

That would indicate, wouldn’t
it, the need for the independent

and its contest for power? Yes,
it would and does. This is the
erying need of our- time and it
“‘was never more clearly indicated

than today while: the “great de- =«

bate” rages-in Washmgﬁon

okt < R e

“politieal organization - of labor - L
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