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 NATALIA TROTSKY
Breaks with the
Fourth International

Following is the text of the letter sent by Natalia Sedova
Trotsky to the leadership of the Fourth International (self-
styled “official Trotskyists”) amd of the Socialist Workers Party,
breaking off all political connection with these groups.

For comment on Comrade Natalia's important step and on
the reaction of the SWP to it, see page 3.

Executive Committee of the Fourth International
Political. Committee of the Socialist Workers Party
Comrades:

You know quite well that I have not been in politi-
cal agreement with you for the past five or six years,
since the end of the war and even earlier. The position
-you have taken on the important events of recent times
shows me that, instead of correcting your earlier er-

© Tors, you are, persisting i them and.deepening them.

On the road you havetaker; you have reached a point

where it is no longer possible for me to remain silent
or to confine myself to private protests. I must now
express my opinions publicly.

The, step which I feel obliged to take has been a grave and
dlfﬁcult one for me, and I can only regret it sincerely. But there
is no other way. After a great deal of reflections and hesitations
over a problem which pained me deeply, I find that I must tell
you that I see no other way than to say openly that our dis-
agreements make it impossible for me to remain any longer in

b your ranks.

The reasons for this final action on my part are known to
most of you. I repeat them here briefly only for those to whom
they areé not familiar, touching only on our fundamentally im-
portant differences and not on the differences over matters of

“daily policy which are related to them or which follow from
them.

: Obsessed by old and outlived formulas, you :onhaue to regard
the Stalinists state as a workers' state. | cannot and will not
follow you in this.

' "COMPLETELY DESTROYED BY STALINISM"

Virtually every year after the beginning of the fight against
the usurping Stalinist bureaucracy, L. D. Trotsky repeated that
the regime was moving to the nght under conditions of a lag-
ging world revolution and the seizure of all political positions
in Russia by the bureaucracy. Time and again, he pointed out
how the consolidation of Stalinism in Russia led to the worsen-
ing of the economic, political and social positions of the working
class, and the triumph of a tyrannical and privileged aristocracy.
If this trend continues, he said, the revolution will be at an
end and the restoration of capitalism will be achieved.

That, unfortunately, is what has happened even if in new
and unexpected forms: There is hardly a country in the world
where the authentic ideas and bearers of socialism are so bar-
bareusly hounded. It should be clear to everyone that the revo-
lution has been completely destroyed by Stalinism. Yet you
continue to say that under this unspeakable regime, Russia is
still a workers’ state. I consider this a blow at socialism. Stalin-
ism and the Stalinist state have nothing whatever in common
with a workers’ state or with socialism. They are the worst and
the most dangerous enemies of socialism and the working class.

You now hoid that the states of Eastern Europe over which
Stalinism established its domination during and after the war, are
likewise workers' states. This is equivalent to saying that Stalin-
ism has carried out a revolutionary socialist role. | cannot and
will net follow you in this.

After the war and even before it ended, there was a rising
revolutionary movement of the masses in these Eastern coun-
tries. But it was not these masses that won power and it was not
a workers’ state that was established by their struggle. It was
the Stalinist counterrevolution that won power, reducing these
lands to vassals of the Kremlin by strangling the working
. masses, their revolutionary struggles and their revolutionary

| aspirations.

: By considering that the Stalinist bureaucracy established
: workers’ states in these countries, you assign to it a progressive
and even revolutionary role. By propagating this monstrous
 falsehood to the workers’ vanguard, you deny to the Fourth

{ conﬁlu'd‘-?ol -page-3)

A BLACK DAY FOR DEMOCRACY —

High Court OKs Smith Act,

Using Stalinist Reasoning

By PHILIP COBEN

In the most decisive civil-liberties test of the post-war
witchhunting era, the Truman-appointed Supreme Court
majority doffed their robes, donned the uniform, got their
gun, and shot the First Amendment of the Bill of Rights
full of holes. It upheld the constitutionality of the Smith
(Gag) Act, the test case being on the 11 CP leaders con-

victed in Foley Sqdare.

The First Amendment happens to be the one which says
that Congress shall make no law abridging the right of free

speech. It has been dented
before, to be sure.
In a tortuous document

_degked out with references:
to "325 U.'S. 91, 101-105

(1945)" and such, the Vinson
majority of & (Black and
Douglas dissenting) explained it
aeway as a misunderstanding., with
a knowing wink about the present
cold-war crisis in one place, and
in another some mumbo-jumbo

about "no absolutes" and “seman-

tic straitjackets."

The “semantic straitjacket,” of
course, is the language of the
Bill of Rights, which says that
“Congress shall make no law...”
and forgets to add “. . . unless it
feels it’s necessary.”

Unskillfully pretending that it
was merely a question of outlaw-
ing “advocacy” of the “overthrow
of the government by force and
violence” — a formula often
enough misused itself, to justify
crude repressions of free speech

unmarked by such advocacy—
Vinson’s funeral eulogy over the

-body of the First Amendment
“never even considers-the fact that

the Smith Act’s language goes
far beyond even this.

Both Douglas and Black point-
ed out this shyster trick of the
politician who was placed at the
head of the high court by Tru-
man. Wrote Black:

“These petitioners were not
charged with an attempt to over-
throw the government. They were
not charged 'with non-verbal acts
of any kind designed to overthrow
the government. They were not
even charged with saying any-

thing designed to overthrow the |

government. The charge was that
they agreed te assemble and to
talk and publish certain ideas at
a later date .. .” and so on, in a
smashing exposure, on the legal
plane, of the majority’s reason-
ing.
(Continued on page 2)
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“Publie opinior_l being what it

now is, few will protest the con-
viction of these Communist. peti-
tioners,” said Justice Black.

It is probably unfortunately
true that “few will protest,” even
many of those who wish to be lib-
erals and who are dismayed by
the Supreme Court’s
They will fail to raise their voice
partly in fear and, perhaps worse
still, partly because of an insidi-
cus feeling that any stick is good
enough if it is used to beat such
a monstrous totalitarian moves .
ment:as the GP.

“We Indépendent’ Somalxsl:s hate
Stalinism and have indeed fought -
it more consistently than anyone
elsé. But the issue in the Supreme

Court decigion is NOT Stalinism. -

Let it be remembered that the
Smith Act, upheld by the court,
was first used against socialists
and unionists in the notorious
Minneapolis case of 1940. Let it
be remembered that if the. First
Amendment of the Bill of Rights
and its free speech is scuttled in
order to scuttle the Stalinists;
there have been two casualties.

Protest the Truman court’s de-
cision—work for the repeal of the
infamous Smith Act—to defeat

Stalinism by defending ~demoe- -

racy, and not to feed Stalinism by -
helping the Washington witch-
hunters whittle democracy away. -

N e

Acheson Edges Over to GOP Line

By GORDON HASKELL

The political boxing mateh con-
tinues in Washington at the hear-
ings of the Senate Armed Serv-
ices and Foreign Relations Com-
mittees. Every conceivable aspect
of the policy of the U. 8. govern-
ment as it relates to the firing of
General MacArthur, or to the
Korean war, or to relations past
and present with the Chiang and
Stalinist governments, has been
raked over long ago. The sessions
continue only in the interest of
seeking to make the record for
the next elections.

One of the chief targets of Re-
publican wrath has been Secre-
tary of State Dean Acheson.
From the start of the hearings it
was known that the Republican
hatchetmen, like Knowland of
California, had the knife out for
Acheson. They have repeatedly

tried to get the.secretary to ad-.
mit that U, S. policy toward -
China was somehow influenced by -
Stalinist-agents in or .around the-

Department of State, or that the
American government sought to

.sell China down the river to the

Russian or Chinese Stalinists for
some obscure reason.

THEY AGREE

Acheson has been able to dodge
their erudely constructed traps.
They have not been able to corner
him into making any new or sen-
sational admissions, or into em-
barrassed ‘silence as a result of
being forced to the threshold of
such admissions,

And this is due to the fact, re-
confirmed by the whole course of
the hearings, that on the broad
questions of foreign policy the ad-
ministration and the Republicans
stand on a common foundation.

The Republicans, it should be
added, can be said to be united in
their foreign policy by only one
factor: their utter demagogy.

The Republicans have tried to

make: a. big: issue:of the fact that.

at the Yalta conference vital Chi-

Under MacArthur-Repub Squeeze

nese interests (the Manchurian -

railroad) and territories (Dairen
and Port Arthur) were given to
Russia without the consent or
even knowledge of the Chinese
government. Acheson pointed out
that the Russians had the same
claim to these interests as the
Chinese government had to For-
"mosa: the Russians had lost
theirs to the Japanese in 1904,
and the Chinese had lost Formosa
to the Japanese in the war of
1895.

This is the kind of argument
which stumps imperialists. After
all, the reasoning seems to go, if
an imperialist power has lost some
*territory or economic interest by
a war, it is quite legitimate that
these should be rewon by another

war. None of them even raise the:

question of the rights of the peo-
ples involved, THEIR right to. de-
cide who will rule over them!

It is quite clear that neither

the American government: .nor - .

{Turn to last page)
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decision.-




g tellato-Reuther Conflict
 Heats Up in Auto Union

By WALTER JASON

DETROIT, June 3—Failure of
the Wage Stabilization Board to
approve automatically the 4-cent

o rremam e - e b s T

Page Two

yearly improvement raise of
mearly a million auto workers has
created considerable resentment
in the shops here, and has been
a very embarrassing development

for fhe United Automobile Work--

ers (CIOY top leadership.

Nor was this embarrassment
alleviated any by the actions of
Ford Local 600, which threatened
a strike unless the wage raise was
forthcoming. Walter P. Reuther,
TUAW president, wired Carl Stel-
Jato, president of Ford Local 600,
#hat such action would not be tol-
erated by the international union
executive board. Reuther said
that all UAW locals should act
together, but failed to specify
what action they ‘were to take ex-
cept sit and patiently wait for
thé WSB results.

Fortunately for Reuther, both
the General Motors and Ford
companies announced they would
make retroactive payments on the
4 cents. This has quieted things
down. Only Chrysler, at this
writing, has not made any such
commitment. But all major com-
panies must pay a 3-cent-per-hour
raise beginning tomorrow under
the escalator clause of the con-
tracts, which payments were

) okayed by the WSB.

Ford Local 600 did something

else which has kept the political
atmosphere at boiling point be-
tween itseif and the UAW top
leaders. John L. Lewis, coal miners’
union president, was invited—and
accepted the invitation—to speak
at the local union's fenth anniver-
sary celebration on June 23. One
Detroit newspaper labor editor de-
scribed Reuther as "hopping mad"
at the news of this invitation.
Lewis is said to have laughed
when he heard of Reuthers dis-
comfiture,

One of the Reuther hatchetmen
at Ford Local 600, who resigned
as chairman of the celebration-
committee, made the newspapers
with a blast at the invitation as
part of a “red plot.”

FIGHT GETTING BITTER

And there were rumors being
spread throughout Detroit that
Stellato was trying to lead Ford
Local 600 out of the UAW, which
would be a virtual impossibility,
and which Stellato has not shown
the slightest inclination of deing.
If only Stellato would make such
a blunder, then the task of elimi-
nating him from the UAW and
regaining control of Ford Loeal
600 would be facilitated for the

. Reuther forces. ’

In the past week, the UAW
executive board ordered the trial
committee of Ford Local 600, in
the matter of the charges against
five local union officials for being

OKs Smith Act ——

lc.oniinued from page 1)

"No matter how it is worded,
“this is a virulent form of prior cen-
sorship. of speech and press,” he
charged. , :

:The majority's decision, said
Douglas, is “to make freedom of
speech turn not on what is said,
but on the intent with which it is
said. Once we start down that
road we enter territory dangerous

to the liberties of every citizen.” .

ANOTHER BAR. DOWN

Douglas pointed out that the
case based on the Smith Act was
fogunded on the charge that the
defendants . organized to teach
“the ' Marxist-Leninist doctrine
contained chiefly in four books,”
and that “the court does not out-
law these texts nor condemn them
to the fire, as the Communists do
literature offensive to their
creed.” Clearly, however, it can
be added, the court did just that
in- effeet, or at least permitted a
court to do it whenever it felt

- like it .

Naturally, it must be under-
stood, one meed not believe that
the full implications and conse-
quences of the court’s reasoning
will be immediately carried out
in practice by the government.
The judges-in-uniform- have
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merely let another—and impor-
tant—bar down.

"l have aiways believed,” wrote
Black, that the First Amendment

. is the keynote of our government,

that the freedoms it guarantees
provide the best insurance against
destruction of all freedom. ... Seo
long as this court exercises the
power of judicial review of legis-
lation, | cannot agree that the
First Amendment permits us to sus-
tain laws suppressing freedom of
speech and press on the basis of
Congress' or our own notions of
mere 'reasonableness’ . , .

-VISHINSKY'S LINE

Douglas ended his dissent with
‘a sharp thrust at the hypoerisy
of those (which means the ad-
ministration in the first place)
who forge totalitarian weapons
to fight totalitarians:

"Yishinsky wrote in 1948 in the
Lew of the Soviet Stafe: 'In our
state, naturally there can be no
place for freedom of speech, press,
and so on for the fees of social-
ism." Our concern should be that
we accept no such standard for
the United States.”

What the Supreme Court ma-
jority accepted was basically the
Vishinsky-Stalinist rationale, One
has only to read Vinson's docu-
ment as the words of a Moscow
judge arguing against the right
of a “bourgeois deviationist” to
express opposition to the regime
... Let anyone who defends it try
that experiment!

Above all, let the Truman apol-
ogists in the labor movement try
that experiment. When Justice
Black opined that “few will pro-
test the conviction” because of
_the state of “anti-red” hysteria
in the country, it must be noted
with a sense of shame that his
words will in all likelihood apply
most to so many leaders of labor
in this country who pose as de-
fenders of democracy. .

Here, more than on many an-
other day, silence by Murray or
Reuther or Green or Dubinsky et
al. will be a striking confession
of cowardice and ‘“doublethink-
ing"” on that task—the defense of
democratic rights—which is pe-
culiarly the job of the labor
movement. But the men who do
the labor in the shops need- not
follow thém down this road. -

“Communists,” to bring in find-
ings. This action came in spite of
that fact that the trial board was
disbanded by legal action of the
General Council "of Ford -Loeal
600, after it failed to report with-
in the original 90 days called for
in its setup. Of course, this is
part of the campaign by Reuther
against Stellato, the charge now
being that Stellato is covering up
for the Stalinists.

Some of this factional bitterness
may flair up at the Michigan CIO
convention held here this week. But
the main purpose of this conven-
tion is to wed ‘solidly the CIO and
the Democratic Party “requlars™
into an organization committed for
1952 to the Democratic Party can-
didates, both national and state.
In Michigan it signifies the UAW
backing Governor—Williams and
Senator Biair Moody in the 1952
race.

‘LABOR ACTION

| Indian Socialists Mobilize 75,00 |
In Demonstration Against Nehru _

Growing opposition to the poli-
cies of the Nehru government in
India was expressed in spectacu-
lar form on June 3. According to
press dispatches, 75,000 peasants
and workers demonstrated for
eight hours in the capital of In-
dia, New Delhi, shouting slogans
such as “Nehru has become the
agent of the capitalists” and “We
have come to Delhi to change the
present government.”

The -"impressive rally” was or-
ganized by the increasingly impor-
tant Socialist Party of India. It
came a few days after the Nehru
government had succeeded in push-
ing through an obedient Parlia-
ment -his constitutional amendment
abridging freedom of the press. In
addition, it was in response to the
rather arrogant challenge, made
by Nehru on June 2, to the country
to prove that an oppesition to his
leadership existed.

The strength and determina-

tion of the Socialist-led demon-
stration has shown beyond any

doubt that an opposition not only
exists, but is pressing its claims
to rule.  “Leaders who ecannot
check black marketeering and
provide food and shelter are unfit
to hold office,” one of their plac-
ards read. !

A six-point “People’s Charter”
was presented to the government,
a series of demands which, in
reality, are nothing more than
the legislative promises Nehiu
has so often made but never b:-
gun to fulfill (abolition of feudal
estates, redistribution of land on
an economic basis, nationalizati>n
of key industries, creation of a
national food army, ete.). Accor.l-
ing to the Socialists these fzil-
ures are to some extent respo:-.
sible for the ‘fact that the Nehru
government cannot provide tia
people with the barest minimu:a
of food, clothing and housing.

Seventy-five thousand people of
India in New Delhi have shown
their full agreement with th's
analysis, and they are marching¢®

Ohio Stalinists Come Out for New
Version of Jim-Crow-in-Reverse

By JOE HAUSER

CLEVELAND, June 2—The Stalin-
ists have started putting forward
a new and demagogic racist line
in a union local here, a line which
amounts to Jim-Crow-in-reverse.

The Communist Party has been

for many Yyears the dominant
foree in Cleveland’s Fisher Body
Local 45 of the United Automo-
bile Workers (CIO). It has run
the loeal for the maximum advan-
tage to itself, and yet it has had
a real base among the workers in
the plant. Important factors were
the terrible working conditions,
which made the workers more
susceptible to the pseudo-radical
line of the Stalinists, and the
large proportion of minority
groups present. The CP made
considerable headway among the
Slavie and Negro workers. Tito-
ism has hurt them among those
with Slovenian ties, and the re-
cent boners of the local CP has
aroused the anger of many col-
ored workers.
, Just previous to the local union
elections held this spring, the
Stalinists put out a shop paper,
the Spark Plug, advertised oh its
front page as issued by the Ohio
Communist Party. This issue con-
tained articles on the conditions
in various GM plants in Cleve-
land. The story devoted to Fisher
Body complained that some of the
union leaders were .no longer
fighting for Negroes, and it put
forward the line that all griev-
ances of Negro workers should be
treated essentially as discrimina-
tion cases, that is, in a separate
categor?®.

THEY REPEAT IT

The Freedom Slate, the group
which rallied the anti-CP forces
in the union, promptly took -up
this issue in the first of a -series
of leaflets.

The Freedom leaflet defended
the record of the union in rpgurd
to fighting discrimination, and
argued that Negroes had problems
in the shop which were basically

‘similar to those of all workers.

When discrimination ocecurs, said
the leaflet, it had to be fought as
such, but it would be wrong to
claim discrimination in all cases
artificially.

‘Because of their election strate-
gy, the Stalinists did not put out
another leaflet until this month.
In the meantime the Freedom
Siate had captured a majority of
the union’s executive board, but
had not succeeded in getting
much of the local union apparatus
away from the tight grip of the
CP.

Now the three-months-late is-
sue of Spark Plug contains an
answer to the Freedom Slate

which reaffirms the earlier line in
very specific terms. The CP says,
and we quote: E

“The treatment of the Negro
workers in the shop is therefore
at all times [their emphasis]
based on diserimination, and
every grievance of a Negro work-
er basiecally involves diserimina-
tion.”

NO SPLINTERING

Once again the Freedom Slate
answered the Stalinists, exposing
f;_heir phony line aimed. at gaining
influence among the Negroes.

Freedom repeated its argument
of several months back: “Basic-
ally all workers, regardless of

race, color, creed or national
origin, have similar  problems.
THAT IS WHY WE HAVE

ONE UNION IN THE PLANT!
Speedup, working conditions, ete.,
a_ﬂ"ect all workers alike. When
diserimination occurs, as it surely
does, then it should be fought as
diserimination.”

As an example of the stupidity
of the CP argument, the Fr®edom

leaflet gave an example of the’

wheelhouse line in the press room,
which had a speedup grievance.
The union processed one griev-
ance for the whole line, as was
natural.

Freedom pointed out that if i =
Stalinist line were followed, :
union wouid have to fight two sc >-
arate grievances, one for the whiie
workers on that line charg:.g
speedup, and one for the coiorod
workers charging discrimination.
They followed up to show low
such ractics would only serve :a
splinter the union into all sorts of
different groups divided by color,
sex, religion; nationality, etec.

The Stalinists have issued leaf-
lets on all sorts of subjects over
the years. Previously no one an-
swered them, and undoubtedly
many workers accepted their side
of the issues. By exposing tl.is
argument of the CP, Freedom ¢il

much to show the union membz+3

how reactionary the Stalinizts
were. Many Negro workers we:rs
incensed at the attempt to pinv
them for suckers, and expressed
their appreciation for the wo::
being done by the Freedom Slai-.

The Stalinists were set back L
the spring elections, but by no
means were they wiped out. It
will take consistent fighting cn a
progressive level to elimirate
this anti-union force from the
local. Only the first steps have
been begun; there is a lot to do
vet.
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" Comrade Natalia’s
Indictment

By M. S.

The letter of Natalia Sedova Trotsky, in which she
breaks off relations with the Fourth International and with
the Socialist Workers Party, is a document of outstanding
political importance.

Natalia Trotsky is not only the comrade who was the
life-long companion of Leon Trotsky in the revolutionary
movement and the one who followed most. closely the devel-
onment of his ideas. She is the last of the living representa-
tives of the greatest revolutionary generation of our time
a.ad in particular of that deathless band, the Trbtskyist Opposition,
w_.ich launched its war more than a quarter of a century ago against
th» Stalinist bureaucracy and its strangulation of the Russian Revo-
1vtion. ;

Because she is one of the founders of the Russian Opposition and
le:or of the Fourth International, her repudiation of the organiza-
ti.ns which presume to speak in the name of Leon Trotsky is all the
meore significant. Her decision to break from-the movement with’
which she was so eminently associated for many years was, as she
writes in the letter, a difficult one to make. It is as much to her merit
that she has made this decision as it is to the discredit of those whose
pelicies forced her action.

We cannot but welcome her letter which, with ali its dignity and

. restraint, is a forthright and forceful rebuke to those who are making

the stainless name of Leon Trotsky a synonym for arch-confusion at best
and apologetics and defense of Stalinist reaction at worst.

Natalia Trotsky’s differences with the Fourth International, as
her letter indicates, did not begin yesterday. They have been develop-
ing, ever sharper and more irreconcilable, for several years.

Time and again, in private letters and documents, she addressed
urgent appeals for a change in the course that was driving this move-
ment deeper into the mire of pro-Stalinism. Ignored and even ridi-
cuicd, never loyally or seriously discussed, these appeals proved vain.

After everything that has happened in the last decade, the spokes-
1~ of the “official Trotskyist movement” pérsist in repeating the
1.n -outlived dogma that the barbarous police state in Stalinist Russia
i« working-class in character, that they will rush to its defense in
v artime. Now they have added the new and no less monstrous dogma
ti =: the police states in the countries which Stalinism has conquered
an | whose peoples they have reduced to a new and hideous slavery
ar - likewise working-class in character and deserving of their defense.

To cap it all and as a logical outcome of their course, the head
of the Fourth International, which was founded in struggle against
Stalinism as the incarnation of counter-revolution, is now advocating
openly and formally that this same Stalinism is also a revolutionary

- force for socialism and must be supported in country after country

by the “Trotskyist” movement.

Who Can Remain Silent Now? -

Watalia Trotsky's refusal fo lend a revolutionary name fo such
ai aminations will, we trust, heip awaken the sociaiist and Marxist mili-
#cts in the Fourth International to the need of a radical reconsider-
ai on of the course to disaster their movement has taken. It should help
arcuse ouf of inexcusable silence and passivity especially those who
¢l.zrge their own party with defending a fascist state but nevertheless
fo'.ow it submissively.

) P irs . .
Readers of our press who are familier with our own analysis of

th2 Stalinist state know 4hat while we arree unreservedly with Com-
y& = Natalia’s conclusion that Stalinism has brought the great Rus-
sizn Revolution to a complete end, we do not see eye to eye with her
when she adds that Stalinism has restosed capitalism, even if she
modifies it with the term “in new and unexpected forms.” In the
cont2xt of the position she takes on the whole, the disagreement is of
minor consequence and belongs in the realm of valuable theoretical
discussion. At any rate, we have nothing in common with the “criti-
eism” of her which is made by the paper of the SWP, the Militant,
which prints the text of her letter along with an answer by the
Political Committee of the SWP.

The answer is interesting above all because of the pitiable political
ard theoretical level and the pro:Stalinist arguments which distin-
guish the “official Trotskyist movement” in general, but not least of
ali because of the sly venomousness, low insinuations and disloyalty
wiich distinguish the polemics of the Cannonites in particular. We
shall take the occasion to return to their statement in an early issue
of LABOR ACTION. Here we will refer to but one sentence, which
is so typical of their smirking smugness:

“Strict adherence to his [Trotsky’s] teachings and to his method
has enabled the world movement he founded to survive and to grow
against blows and difficulties unparalleled in history.”

That the Fourth Internationai has labored under tremendous blows
aid difficulties is certainly true. The biggest and cruelest blows were and
still are delivered against it by the force it supports more and more
stcvishly—Stalinism. But not the least of the blows have been delivered
by its own leadership and the policies it has followed. The "survival"—
let alone the growth—of the Fourth International is a myth of self-
satisfied bureaucrats. Everywhere, without exception, their policy has
resuited in or coniributed to the stagnation, the splitting-up or the
destruction of the Trotskyist movement. rog

With the departure of Natalia Trotsky, they have lost the last
representative of the Russian Trotskyist movement.

With their sabotage of the unity negotiations with the then Work-
ers Party, they deliberately scuttled the last chance of uniting the
movement in the United States.

The Trotskyist movement in Britain they callously split in two,

" “one aftermath being the resignation of the leader of the British move-

ment from the Fourth International, another being the increase of
those who repudiate the theory that Stalinist barbarism represents
a workers’ state, and the third being that the “official group” follows
a public course which prompts the British Stalinists to praise it in
their press and to distribute its paper in their shops.

In France, they have irretrievably split the Trotskyist movement
and have left as the ‘“official group” a stagnating fragment which
urges the French working class to vote the Stalinists into power.

The. Italian mowvement they expelled because it did not believe
Russia is a workers’ state.

NATALIA TROTSKY

The Spanish movement, in its
majority, quit it for the same
reason.

The Belgian movement has sim-
ply disappeared without a trace.

As for the German Trotskyists,
we do not know of a single one
who considers Russia a workers’
state or is prepared to defend
that totalitarian penitentiary in
peacetime or in wartime.

The Chinese Trotskyist move-
ment has been reduced by the sav-
age terror of Chiang Kai-shek
and the no less savage terror of
Mao Tse-tung. But so far as we
know, not a single Chinese Trot-
skyist who has survived those or-
deals supports the theory and
policies on Stalinism of the
Fourth International and the
SWP. The same holds true for
the group in Indo-China.

In other lands the story is not
significantly different.

Much of this gloomy recerd
would have had to be written even

'if the Fourth International had the

best leadership imaginable. There
are unfavorable social and politi-
cal forces at work which cannot
be overcome in a day or a menth
or a year. But insofar as the lead-
ership of the Fourth International
was able to- control its own ex-
istence, it has done its maximum
to cripple and disgrace its move-
ment. 4

No matter what else it does, it
will go from bad to worse until it
burns out of its political system
the poisonous theory that the
Stalinist states are workers’
states, which it is a socialist and
working class duty to defend. For,
as Natalia Trotsky writes:

“Whoever defends this regime
of barbarous oppression, regard-
less of the motives, abandons the
principles of socialism and inter-
nationalism.”

By PAUL ROBERTS

The dominant political fact to
be seen in last week’s municipal
elections in Northern and Cen-
tral Ttaly is that the various
Stalinist and socialist parties be-
tween them polled approximately
47 per cent of the vote. Thus, de-
spite three years of American
Marshall Plan aid being poured
into Italy, that country is still
the scene of widespread misery

and dissatisfaction. In fact the

combined vote of the Stalinists
and their own puppet “Nenni
Socialists” even showed a slight
increase over their previous
totals. .
Strictly from the politicians’
point of view, however, the elec-
tions were a setback for Stalin-

' ist influence in the municipal

governments. Thanks to a tailor-
made election law, the various
non-Stalinist parties were able
tr pool their votes and thus take
over a number of cities in which
the Stalinists were still the
largest single party.

Of the 28 provincial capitals
in which elections took place, 16
had been in Stalinist hands. Now
11 of those 16 have been won by
the Christian Democrats and
their ‘allies, thus giving them 23
out of the 28. Among, the cities
whose municipalities- will no
longer be under Stalinist con-

/

Natalia Trotsky

w

International all the basic reason for existence as the world party ofl
ithe socialist revolution. In the past, we always considered Stalinism
to be a counterrevolutionary force in every sense of the term. You
no longer do so. But I continue to do so. )

In 1932 and 1933, thé Stalinists, in order to justify their shame-
less capitulation to Hitlerism, declared that it would matter little . if
the Faseists came to power because socialism would come after and
through the rule of Fascism. Only dehumanized brutes without.a.
shred of socialist thought or spirit could have argued this way. Now,
notwithstanding the revolutionary aims which animate you, you
maintain that the despotic Stalinist reaction which has triumphed-in
Eastern Europe is one of the roads through which socialism will
eventually come. This view marks an irremediable break with the
profoundest convictions always held by our movement and which I
continue to share. - .

TITO: "A REPLICA IN A NEW FORM .. ."

I find it impessible to follow you in the question of the Tito regime
in Yugoslavia. All the sympathy and support of revolutionists and eve
of all democrats, should go to the Yugoslav people in their defermined
resistance to the efforts of Moscow to reduce them and their country
to vassalage. Every advantage should be taken of the concessions which:
the Yugoslav regime now finds itself obliged to make to the people.’
But your entire press is now devoted to an inexcusable idealization of
the Titoist bureaucracy. for which no ground exists in the tradifions and
principies of our movement. ¥

This bureaucracy is only.a replica, in a new form, of the old Stal-
inist bureaucracy. It was trained in the ideas, the politics and morals
of the G.P.U. Its regime differs from Stalin’s in no fundamental re-’
eard. It is absurd to believe or to teach that the revolutionary leader-
ship of the Yugoslav people will develop out of this bureaucracy or
in any way other than in the course of strugglé against it.

WAR: "I CANNOT AND WILL NOT FOLLOW YOU . . ."

Most insupportable of all is the position on the war to which you;_

have committed yourselves. The third world war which threatens
humanity confronts the revolutionary movement with the most diffi-
cult problems, the most complex situations, the gravest decisions.,
Our position can be taken only after the most earnest and freest dis-
cussions, But in the face of all the events of recent years, you con-

tinue to advocate, and to pledge the entire movement, to the dgfense-_
of the Stalinist state. You are even now supporting the armies of

Stalinism in the war which is being endured by the anguished Karean
people. I cannot and will not follow you in this.

"As far back as 1927, Trotsky, in reply to a disloyal question put
to him in the Political Bureau by Stalin, stated his views as follows:
For the socialist fatherland, yes! For the Stalinist regime, no! That.
was in 1927! Now, twenty-three years later Stalin has left nothing.
of the Socialist fatherland. It has been replaced by the enslavement
and degradation of the people by the Stalinist autocracy. This is the
state you propose to defend in the war, which you are already de-
fending in Korea. _

1 know very well how often you repeat that you are criticizing Stal-
inism and fighting it. But fhe fact is that your criticism and your fight

lose their ‘value and can yield no results because they are determined _\' o
by and subordinated to your position of defense of the Stalinist state.. -

Whoever defends this regime of barbarous oppression, regardless of
the motives, abandons the principles of ‘socialism and internationalism,

In the message sent me from the recent convention of the SWP
you write that Trotsky’s ideas continue to be your guide. T must tell
vou that I read these words with great bitterness. As you observe
from what I have written above, I do not see his ideas in your politics.
I have confidence in these ideas. I remain convinced that the only way

out of the present situation is the social revolution, the self-emanci=

pation of the proletariat of the world.

Natalia Sedova TROTSKY
Mexico, D. F,
May 9, 1951
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(P Holds Voting Strength in Italy

‘Socialists Get 10%; DeGasperi Loses Strength to Neo-Fascists

The church-run Christian-Demo-
cratic Party is still the largest
party in Italy, but its 41 per cent
is less satisfactory than the abso-
lute majority it won in 1948. The
Christian-Democrats lost votes in
several directions.

SOCIALIST VOTE

To the extreme right, the neo-
fascist MSI (Italian Social Move-
ment) got over a third of a
million votes, many from dis-
gruntled former Christian-Demo-
crats. Within the pro-government
coalition, the Liberal Party, a
conservative but not church-run
group, also increased at C-D ex-
pense.

And to ~ the left, the newly-
formed Socialist Party (uniting
the old right-wing and centrist
PSLI and PSU) seems to have won
some votes away from the Chris-
tian-Democrats while ot the same
time losing votes in some local-
ities to the Stalinist-puppet Nenni
group. The SP on the whole got
slightly over 10 per .cent of the
votes and thus just about held its
own, while the Nenni group got
about 13 per cent.

The -Stalinists on their own got
about 22 per cent, but picked up
some more by running under var-
ious front names such as (in

. WEEK by WEEK...

IN BOLOGNA

The one important city admin-
istration -to remain in Stalinist
hands is that of Bologna. There ~
the CP and its allies just man-
aged to beat out the Christian-
Democrats and their allies by
1137 votes out of a quarter of a |
million. The neo-fascist MSI
saved the day for the Stalinists °
by getting some seven thousand |
votes, most of which would have '
gone to the Christian-Democrats,
but since the latter would not
take the MSI into the pro-gov-
ernment coalition these votes °
were lost and the Stalinist were |
able to hold on. i

It is noteworthy that in Bo-
logna, scene of many revolts in
the Stalinist ranks, the CP still
held on, but the Socialists never- -
theless did manage to ‘increase s:
their strength. In fact, the So- |
cialists polled twice ‘as' many !
votes as did the crypto-Stalinist
Nenni group.

~
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|‘ in Brief

The - Independent Socialist League
stands for socialist democracy and
against the two systems of exploita-
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 thé people freedom,
abundance, security or peace. It must
be abolished and replaced by a new
social system, in which the people own
and control the basic sectors of the

. economy, democratically controlling
their own economic¢ and political des-
tinies. i

Stalnism, in Russia and wherever it
holds power, is a brutal totalitarian-
ism—a new form of exploitation. lis
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 fwo camps of capitalism and
Stalinism are 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-

_ized to spread the ideas of socialism in
‘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
—such as the fight for higher living
standards, against Jim Crow and anti-
Semitism, in defense of civil liberties
and the trade-union movement. We
seek fo 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, and
there can be no socialism without de-
mocracy. To enroll under this banner,
join the Independent Socialist League!

INTERESTED?

Get

acquainted

with the
Independent
Socialist League—

114 W. 14th Street
New York 11, N. Y.

O I want more information about the
ideas of Independent Socialism and
the ISL.

O F want to join the ISL.

By JUAN REY

The recent success of the Na-
tionalists (MNR) in the Bolivian
elections has brought about a po-
litical ‘erisis. in internal poliey.

The pro-Peronist MNR — the
initials stand for Revolutionary
Nationalist Movement — won a
plurality of the votes but not the
absolute majority which is re-
guired by the constitution to elect
the president of the republic. But
the semi-feudal bourgeoisie of Bo-
livia could net give up power to
the pro-Peronists of the MNR, in
spite .of its own bankruptcy as
proved in- the election, because
the - MNR’s mine-nationalization
demagogy could be too dangerous
to the interests of the mine own-
ers and imperialism.

" The deposed president Urriola-
goitia declared that he was ready
to turn over power to a president
who was backed by a majority, in
accordance with the constitution,
but that meanwhile he would turn
it over to a military junta. Over-
night the Bolivians found them-
selves with a different government,
and the president escaped to Chi-
lean territory. It was a “cold”
coup d'état.

Urriolagoitia voluntarily made
way for the generals to *save”
the bourgeoisie from “commu-
nism.” His flight from the coun-
try was shameful but perfectly in
accordance with the tradition of
Creole (native-bourgeois) policy.

U. S. FINGER

Thus political developments
here have taken forms different
from Argentina, Peru, Brazil and
Venezuela; and the nationalist
pro-Peronist party was prevented
from assuming governmental
power. The military junta of Gen-
eral Ballivian is a continuation
of the Urriolagoitia-type “democ-
racy,” that is, of the power of the
semi-feudal bourgeoisie. To be
sure, it is an atypical form of
military dictatorship, as a conse-
quence of the bankruptey of the
political machine of the bourgeois
right.

It was the intervention of U. S.
influence that played -the most
important role in the coup d’état.
The U. S. could not permit that
it lose political influence in the
country—that is, that it lose con-

trol- over Bolivian tin, a strategic
metal.

General Quiroga, executioner of
the Bolivian workers, as well as
Pedro Zilvetti, ex-minister of for-
eign affairs, had made a visit to
Washington and had received de-
tailed guidance for the eventuality
of Nationalist victory in the elec-
tion. The U. S. bourgeoisie cannot
lose its cheap tin: and in Bolivia
cheap tin means the poverty of the
country and the massacre of the
mine workers.

The State Department could
not permit its loss of influence in
Bolivia, because the victory of
Peronist influence would endan-
ger its war policies. And so now

Bolivia has been brought nearer -

to the status of a U. S. colony
like Puerto Rico, but without en-
tailing any official responsibility
on Washington’s part. What a
comfortable setup that is!

NEW COUP COMING?

The MNR has declared that it
will reply with armed insurrec-
tion. There was some shooting
several nights, but the workers
did not go out on strike. The Na-
tionalist leader of the mine work-
ers’ uniom, Lechin, was arrested,
but nobody went out on strike for
him.

The workers’ support to the
MNR turned out to be purely
electoral; they would not spill
their blood for this party. It
seems that Bolivia will remain

_Washington’s satellite, not Per-

on’s.

Of course, the military junta is
a rightist reactionary government.
It will sell the country and its in-
terests to U. S. capital and it will
make Bolivian youth available for
the Yankee war policy. But the Na-
fionalist pro-Peronist government
could not realize its "reforms" and
"nationalization,” .because it is a
bourgeois current; it cannot let
loose a “nationalist revolution."

But the Nationalist party can-
not renounce its political role,
either. It is likely to answer by a
new coup d’état, perhaps executed
by the younger officers and sup-
ported by the masses of the mid-
dle class and the workers. Bolivia
is a country of great surprises
and U. 8. policy will not be able
to celebrate an easy victory.

May 27, Santiago
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Nabokov reviews the latest developments in
the “battle front” of Russian Stalinist musiec.
Two items may be especially interesting:

“The most outstanding fact about this ‘new
line’ in Soviet musical historiography is the
condemnation, not only of almost everything
produced in the ‘last 20, or better 30, years in
Western Europe, but also of the Soviet musical
upsurge in the first 10 years of the Revolation.
‘This is the worst period in all musical history,’
exclaims one musical eritic, and another joins
the chorus of censors: “The Soviet composers of
this period (1920-1930) did not understand the
immensity of their task; their music was not in
harmgny with the glorious epoch in which they
lived. They were infused with the most harmful
forms of the bourgeois decline in Western Eu-

R SUR LE "FRONT DE BATAILLE" DE LA MUSIQUE  rope’’* .
EX-CHIEF TAKE SAP OWDER SOVIETIQUE, by Nicholas Nabokov.—Preuves, ~ Secondly, he gives the Kremlin’s Index
, April 1951. . Expurgatgrius for the works of Prokofiev and

Shostakovieh :
PROKO

phonies;
4th and 8
Clown,

Stream, T

FIEV:

- Not in Russian repertories: 4th and 6th Sym-

cythian Suite; all the operas; 3rd,

h Sonatas; the following ballets: The

The: Steel -Step, The Prodigal Son; and

the greatest part of his music written before

1930 (including his famous cempositions for

“ piano like Sarcasms, Fugitive Visions, and Tales

of My Gr@ﬂd-motker.

SHOSTAKOVICH: )

Not in the Russian repertories: 4th and 9th

Symphonids; all the operas (The Nose, Lady

Macbeth of Mzensk); the ballets The Limpid

B Age of Gold; other shorter works

of the beginning of 1930.

Cease-Fire?

TO THE EDITOR:

While war is the pursuit of
political objectives through vio-
lence, in recent times it has be-
come questionable whether war
and pelitical aims are not anti-
thetical. So redoubtable a warrior
as MacArthur has pontificated to
the effect that the destruction
caused by war is such as to elim-
inate it as a means of resolving
disputes between nations. More
often it eliminates the nations
themselves. Seldom has this been
so clearly valid as in Korea.

There is another characteristic
of the Korean conflict which has
a direct bearing on the proposal
that follows. While in a total war
such as the last world war it may
be difficult to see anything less
than a “total” outcome, via the
exhaustion or defeat of ‘one or
both forces, in Korea both sides
have been fighting a limited war
—which has reached a stalemate
that ecan only be resolved by the
extension of both purposes and
means. There was one previous
occasion when such a situation
existed, viz., last winter -when
Allied troops had marched back
from Pusan to the 38th parallel.

The stalemate is now both po-
litical \and military on both sides.
Neither North nor South Koreans
are real faetors in the situation.
Foreign invaders rule the roost.
By their recent offensive the
Chinese have shown that they
can hold a line across the waist
of the peninsula and launch an
attack at will, which requires the
full power of all the Allied armies
to frustrate. They can only do
this at'very great loss to them-
selves: But the recent offensive
of the Chinese obviously had two
political intents—it did not pose
the goal of total vietory—(1) in
case of a cease-fire to develop.
the most.advantageous positions.
and (2) more significantly, the
Chinese directed their attack
toward the ROK lines with the
result that all four ROK divi-
sions in the line were destroyed
and the rest of the ROK army
rendered useless for the future.
If then any vcease-fire develops
and any kind of peace eventuates
the Rhee regime would find it-
self for a very long time without
an army of its own. This was a
great political victory for the
Stalinists. However, it is clear
that the Chinese cannot achieve
their ultimate goal of driving out
the Americans—unless they re-
sort to (1) full use of air and
armor and (2) in order to main-
tain such an all-out effort Rus-
sia would have to intervene more
directly.

The same holds for the U. 8.,
as the witnesses before the Sen-
ate committee have emphasized.
In order to ‘“unify” Korea and
drive out the Pyongyang govern-
ment and the Chinese it wwould
be necessary to do two things:
(1) take off the “wraps” and
engage in total war, including

WEHSE e A o

Tahe the Floon . ..
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atomiec weapons, and (2) extend
the war to include Manchuria
and China, at the very least.

Short of these, the American
objective of driving the Chinese
out of all Korea cannot be. ad-
vanced by continuation of ' the
present war and this is on: the
authority of every leading U. S.
general from MacArthur to
Ridgway to Van Fleet: Korea
cannot be ‘“unified” under U. S.
or Rhee rule. An extension of the
war would, of course, alter the
aims as well. War with China
could not then have as its pur-
pose simply a decision in Korea.
We have it on no less an au-
thority than Trygve Lie that the
UN is satisfied that it has al-
ready achieved its original goal
since it has “repelled aggression
and thrown the aggressors back
across the 38th parallel.,”

.The Ghijnese for _theinspart:
sought not only to secure all of
Korea for themselves and the
Stalinist world bloc but also the
following: (1) Formosa, (2) a
seat in the UN, (3) a decisive
voice in a Japanese treaty. It is
highly doubtful that any, and
certainly not all, of these could
be achieved by continuation: or
extension of the war. The war it-
self has made some of these im-
possible for Peking;, at the
present time—Formosa, for ex-
ample.

Given the political develop-
ments in the post-war years the
West had forfeited its ability to
determine or defend Korea’s in-
dependence. The Truman inter-
vention was an effort to overcome
the political and military be-
trayals of the previous five years
through violent means. Wash-
ington’s war-~was doomed from
the beginning to stalemate and
political defeat. It could not pos-
sibly beat the invaders, short of
all-ont war, after all the years
of confusion, stpuidity and sup-
port to reaction. Under these cir-
cumstances the present stalemate
is the best that could be expected.
JO Jno SI ®A0Y JOo yonwt Sy
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held—though prebably not fer
very long without a democratic
political solution, if that is still
a reality. Peace at this time and
at this point is the maximum
that can be achieved and is the
minimum hope that any alterna-
tive will still be possible in ‘the
future. s

Independent Socialists have,
from the beginning, rejected a
military solution to the terrible
plight of Korea. While this iap-
roach has been vindicated it niust.
also be acknowledged that there

f:eat it. '
As to the first: the war has
reduced Korea from a divided

nation in permanent crisis to a

geographical expression. As a
nation Korea is destroyed for
years to come. It is not even or
primarily, a matter of the cities,
the ports, the buildings from rich
palaces to thatched huts, the
power plants, the pitiful but ir-
replaceable irrigation network,
the land itself—so much of which
has been leveled. It is not even
the casualties, the uncounted
number of victims of disease and
destruction running perhaps to
three millions, according to one
report.

The real damage is far more
profound and less susceptible to
reconstruction, the destruction of
the will of the people, their re-
duction to a level of primitive
food foragers with no possible
‘sense’ of social cohesion. There is
no polities to pursue in this
wasteland. Syngman Rhee nor the
Pyongyang regime have any
“popular” following. One desire
animates all Koreans, except for
‘the tiny minorities around these
two factions, and that is peace.
Only peace immediately through
an unconditional cease-fire . cor-
responds to the needs and wishes

the Koreans. Only after cease-

re will it be possible to even

think seriously of possible polit-
ical programs. But even if the
abandonment of Korea results the
cease-fire is valid.

- What about the- second condi-
tion: The continuation of the war
containg within itself the terrible
danger of its expansion, that is,
the extension of the Korean hor-
ror to the whole world. If social-
ists and democrats have anything
to propose politically, it must of
necessity be peace. The Stalinists
have understood the significance
of the peace hunger and have
tried to identify themselves with
it. It is evident that in the great
political world war, of which
Korea is one segment, who ever
can bring peace—not just mouth
it as camouflage for war and war
preparations—will aequire the
alleziance of people everywhere.
Actual peace, then, is a decisive
weapon in the struggle for men’s

_ minds. Its achievement would be

a victory for socialism and for
the democratic will of all peo-
ples, and thereby a considerable
contribution to the limitation of
Stalinism.

The bringing of peace now to
Korea would not be any guaran-
tee for the future, and might not
even save Korea from Stalinism,
It would give all of us a longer
breathing spell; however, it

has not been a democratic: or:y Would be a political victory for

socialist - program possible for
Korea, at least since 1948, and
certainly no alternative for ithe
war which could advance sotial-
ist or democratic objectives; A
democratic approach to the Ko-
rean crisis must have two basie
considerations: (1) ‘the people
of Korea and (2) to halt Stalin-
ism, stop its expansion and %de-

%

democracy and it would end the
senseless slau_ghter of a nation.

Avel BAKER
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- By AL FINDLEY

The success of the General Zionist (conservative) cam-
paign against economic controls and for free trade in the
recent municipal elections, plus the fact that Israeli eco-
nomic difficulties continue and show no sign of quick solu-
tion, makes the economic question the central one in the
coming balloting for the Knesset, to be held July 30.

The Israeli economy continues to suffer from a shortage of all
kinds of goods; a strict program of austerity rules in the country;
inflation has not been. stopped; imports exceed exports by a 9 to 1
ratio; and the Israeli pound, worth $2.80 officially, sells at 80 cents to
$1 on the free market. In addition a new and seriousseconomic prob-
lem has been added to the overburdened economy.

With the world divided into two imperialist war camps engaged in
a huge armament race, Israel finds it difficult to obtain the goods it
needs even when it possesses the necessary foreign exchange. The
Stalinist bloc of states has given Israel few or no credits, and trade
between Israel and the East is on a modest scale. Despite the fact
that Israel has a relatively large dollar income (contributions from
American Jews, ete.) it is meeting inereasing difficulties in obtaining
allocations for the materials and machinery that it needs to buy in
the West.

Aneurin Bevan, in his resignation from the British cabinet,
showed how even such a powerful country as England—which is

closely allied with the U. S., which is of vital importance in American

foreign policy, and which has greater resources from which to draw—/
is experiencing difficulties in this regard. The small state of Israel
finds it much more difficult to grapple with this problem.

The' causes of Israel's economic difficulties are not hard to find.
They are: -

(1) The poverty of the country. Israel is poor in natural resources.
Palestine was always an economic-deficit country, which had to im-
port even a large portion of its food. The partition of Palestine left
Israel in an even weaker position since a large proportion of its food
production came from the Arab sections of the country.

Less Trade and More People

(2) The disruption of normal trade chanmnels of trade with Arab
Palestine and the other Arab counfries. The sections of Palestine that
are now incorporated in the state of ksrael received a large proportion
of its food and imports from the Arab countries, in exchange for manu-
factured goods. The Arab boycott has resulted in the expenditure of

large sums of "hard money" for the purchase of food and the bare

necessities of life and has hampered the sale of Israeli industrial pro-

duction, forcing Israel fo seek new markets—a process that takes time
and effort.

The boycott has undoubtedly also hurt the surrounding countries.
All the Arab countries had a favorable balance of trade with the
Je\yilsh economy and as a.result the boycott.probably hurts them as
much as it does Israel. 220! ot

(3) The tremendous immigration into Israel. The small and poor
state of Israel is now receiving immigrants at the rate of 200,000 a
year. These immigrants bring in no capital to speak of and become
an immediate economic problem. '

) Whi]e_it is true that the cost of bringing them and settling them
is borne mostly by foreign philanthropy,.yet Israel itself supplies
about’one fourth of the cost. The land must support and feed them
from its own production while the foreign funds have to be used for

- capital investments such- as housing, agricultural implements, ete.,

necessary to make them able to support themselves in the future.

(4) The overwhelbming burden of armaments. The figures of the
Israeh_ government’s arms budget are a closely guarded secret. How-
ever, its tremendous importance and the terrific burden which it
places on the economy of a small and poor country can be gauged by
the statement of high officials that Israel spends more on armaments
alone than it does on both its normal civil budget and its extraordi-

nary development budget for immigration and capital investment
combined.

For the next three years the government of Israel has planned an
exgenditure of $1%% billion for immigration and capital development.
This sum is to be raised as follows: (1) $500 million from the Israeli
government budget; (2) the same amount from charitable donations 3
(3) the same from private capital investment and loans and credits
from other governments. The largest single credit is, of course, to come

from the U. 8. The Israeli government expeects about $150 million from
Washington.

In order to encourage foreign private capital, Mapai (Ben Gurion's
Labor Party) has pursued a moderate economic policy that includes fax
and exchange concessions fo foreign investments and the maintenance
of the economic status quo as a "mixed economy." Both the capitalist
and collective sectors of the economy are experiencing growth.and ex-

pansion. As near as one can gather, the ratio between the two has
remained about the same.

Basically a Capitalist Economy

Th.us Israel remains basically a capitalist economy though the
state is governed by a working-class party and a significant portion
of the economy of the country is in the hands of the working class.

The approximate figures are as follows:

_Abou’t 17 per cent of agriculture is organized on cBllectivist lines
(Kibbutzim) where the land and all tools are held in common and
wh?re no private owneérship exists even in houses and small plots.
Daily living is also organized on a communal basis.

Another 35 per cent is organized into some sort of cooperatives.
These vary fl:{)‘.l:n those that pool productive machinery to those that
engage in individual production but joint marketing.

) The most profitable section of agriculture, orange and lemon grow-
ing, ete., is predominantly in the hands of private capital, though
here the Histadrut (labor federation) has made inroads in the past
few years, primarily through acquiring the deserted Arab section of
citrus culture.

In agriculture the Mapai is now putting greater emphasis on the
cooperatives, rather than on the Kibbutzim. Ben Gurion has also de-
manded that the collectives dilute their principled opposition to the
use of hired labor. This demand that they temporarily employ people
who do not share equally in the products of labor has been rejected by
all groups in the Kibbutzim, including those of the Mapai.

In industry, about 5 to 7 per cent is run by cooperatives organ-

g L)

ized for the most part in the Histadrut. In many cases, these co-
operatives occupy an important position in the economy of the country
and have a greater importance than the figure indicates.

In th'eir general approach to the “building of socialism,” the labor
groups in Israel, especially Mapai, are not so much concerned with
1';he question of nationalization or even with the taking over of exist-
ing mfius_tries. Their main emphasis is rather on establishing co-
operatives and collectives, and now on establishing some new state-
owned industries. Socialism is somehow conceived of as-a flower
growing amid the weeds of capitalism. ;

: Since the victory of the General Zionists in the municipal elec-
tions, the leaders of the Mapai feel that it is impossible for them to
compete with the General Zionists for the vote of the middle classes
and have invoked a slightly more leftist course to rally the vote 'of
the working class to their eandidates.

Map:_n has refused further concessions to the religious bloe, as we
have pointed out in previous articles. It has laid great stress on the
struggle against the black market; it has pointed out that rationing
and price controls protect the workers’ share of the limited supply of
icarce goods ar}d foods, in opposition to the capitalist position of
: free trade” which, in a country short of goods, must result in ration-
ing by the pocketbook. Above all, the Mapai, for the first time in years,
is leading a struggle for higher wages. ,
. The most dramatic instance of the last was the lockout and strike
of 1_;he metal workers, which was supported by a demonstrative general
strike and which won the workers a 14 per cent increase in wages.

Bourgeois Party Gaining Strength

The Generai Zionists are riding a swell of popular support amony
the rr!iddle classes. Having won 25 per cent of the vote in the municipal
elections, as against only 7 per cent in the previous election, they have
emerged as the second largest party in Israel and are attracting sec-
tions of other bourggois parties.

In addition they are becoming the rallying center upon which other
bourgeois parties will focus in an attempt to create a right-wing bloe
and a new government. The Progressive Party of the liberals is split
over the question of merging with the General Zionists. Whatever
happens on t!le merger question, the Progressive Party, as well as all
other capitalists parties, is bound to lose votes and personnel to the
General Wionists. .,

The General Zionists are playing on the resentment of sections
of th_e populatien against austerity and rationing. They raise all the
classical arguments used by the capitalists the world over against
controls that hamper their freedom to make profits. It is not scarcity-
that produces rationing and controls, they say, but the controls that
produce the scarcity. They accuse the government of “favoritism” to
the_"s?cialist” sectors of the economy, discrimination against the
Caﬁ_lltﬂllst sector in the allocation” of materials, inefficiency, ete. They
c;}a:m t}zle_lg, a freg—i;:rade economy would attract capital, would establish

n equilibrium between suppl imi
the black ‘market and ini‘lal;li‘t:;)n).r ant Gupand. wud, of ones, ehmmat‘?

Free trade in Israel, under the present conditions of shortages
as a result of armaments, immigration and the unfavorable balance
of trade! can indeed abolish the black market—by Iegé.lizing it. It
can ah?hs_h rationing through points systems and such, by introduc-
Ing rationing in accordance with the amount of cash one has.

An indication of the attitude of the General Zionists toward the
black r'narket was given recently by the General Zionist mayor of
TEI-A‘_?IV. He publiely announced that he was buying the necessary
materials for the construction of a hospital on the black market,

purlous]y enough, the General Zionists have nationalization ag’
an important part of their program. They demand the nationalization
of transportation, labor exchanges (employment bureaus), 'Kupat
Chohm‘ (the labor network of social security and services). The
reason 1s not difficult to see. These are cooperatives run by the trade-
union movement, The free enterprisers are willing to put them under
state ownership so as to impair and possibly seriously reduce the
strength and influence of the labor movement. .

Dependent on Foreign Capital

Then. i'llere' is the position of the Mapam, the Stalinoid party. Its
economic program is a little difficult to follow, and it is sometimes hard:
to separate it from its foreign policy, which of course is pro-Russian,

tht is elear is Mapam’s stress on agriculture, and above all its
emphagls: on the collectives as the primary mode of settling the land.
In addltwn,'it calls for the nationalization of some industries such
as the chemical works of the Pead Sea. The concession for the Dead
Sea development is held by an Anglo-Jewish corporation and it is
propab]e that the Mapam’s demand :
anti-British motives rather than economic considerations.

Mapap:fs program also calls for the attraction of private capital.
Hov_vever, in its daily press, it counterposes the mobilization of .internal
caplf;al and a planned economy to the Mapai’s program of attracting
forelgr_l clapltal. While a planned economy is needed and would utilize
the existing captial to better advantage, it is hard to see how it can
be counterposed to and be a substitute for increasing the total
capital of the country by the importation of capital.

Mapam is also opposed to accepti :

: S0 0 pting any loans from the U. S.
1:g}:)\ﬂ:{ljrlrréent.;c W];rge it abstained on the first $100 million loan from

€ U. B, 1l voted against accepting the $35 milli i

B pting the $35 million credit from the
The propaggndla of the Mapam against such loans is sure to fall

on cS_leaf ears, since ¥srael desperately needs new capital. Its agitation
against accepting aid from the U. S. also suffers from internal con-
tradlctlops. QOn the one hand, it claims "that all such loans must
necessarily enslave the country to American imperialism. On the

other hand, its organ claims that the U. S. i i in givi
;s =B t
aid to Israck and that the lo s not Interested in giving

by the Democratic and Rep
Jewish votes. :

- lIsrael needs capital and ec
from which they can be obtain

ublican politicians to catech American-

onomic aid from all and any sources
ed. The only sensible ‘program is not $o

oppose acceptance of such aid from anyone but to fight against fhe :

attachment of any strings.

The_' ‘job of seeing to it that economic
and military -entanglements is, of course
Fhe Israeli labor movement. Wh )
in the U. S. has been overestim
certainly the duty of the Ame
economic aid abroad (whethe
economic aid, and not a do
militarization,

aid is free from political
[ first and foremost that of
ile the importance of the Jewish vote
:f\ted, it too can play a part. And it is
rican labor movement to see to it that
r to Israel, India or Europe) is really
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"LABOR ACTION

By HAL DRAPER

Roughly in the last couple of years, there has
been taking place a turn in sentiment among the
ruling circles in the U. 8., both in and out of
the administration, toward paying attention _to
“political warfare” against Moscow. The Voice
of America’s propaganda broadcasts, of course,
have been going on for a longer -time; it is a
question not merely of propaganda broadcasts
but—the term has been widely flung around'—of
“fomenting revolution behind the Iron Curtain.”

The talk of this sort has come from two or
three different sources. One has been refugees
from Russia and Eastern Europe, of course, and
American liberals and officials who have "tenta-
tively echoed their recommendations. As we shall
see, what these people mean by “revolution be-
hind the Iron Curtain” is as various as the po-
litical lines which exist among the émigrés from
Stalinland.

Another source, however, has been elements
of the extreme Republican right in this country
Their motivation is not far to seek. :

To a large extent, this type of "foment revo-
lution™ talk has come from circles which also
sympathize with Herbert Hoover's line that the
U. S. cannot rely on its European and world allies
and who especially seek-a "cheap” rouc! to stop-
ping Stalinism—or one which they think could
be achieved at bargain prices instead of by an
expensive course of rearming the U. S. and its
part of the world. ' _ .

It is not that they have any political. objec-
tions to arming to the teeth. Their myopic eyes,
in many cases, are fixed on the bogy of result-
ing high taxes; and they have neither the intel-.
ligence nor broader vision (strictly from the,
capitalist point of view) to see the role 'of jche
cold-war economy in keeping U. S. !:ap_ltaha:;m
going at all, or to appreciate the capl@ahst-“m-
ternationalist” needs of U. S. imperialism.

A Slight Difficulty

Above all, they have not the slightest concep-
tion of what “fomenting revolution” behind.the
Iron Curtain means or takes. They have selged
upon the idea in large part as something whlc}m
at least sounds like a plausible alternative posi-
tive program which can be counterposed t? the
program of the “internationalists”—that is, to
the Truman-Acheson program, which is sup-
ported essentially by the main body of Repub-
licans also, of “containing Communism” thr_ough
building a far-flung and costly international
alliance and war bloc. .

From both sides, this swell of talk about “fo-
menting revolution” has been drawing the at-
tention of the White House and State Depart-
ment, also. Even if the administration went for
it, however, it would be a very delicate matter
for it to talk about publicly.

The U. S. has always pretended to raise its
hands in sanctimonious horror at the "umotql"
and insidious practices of the Russian regime in
building its fifth columns within other countries
%o "overthrow the government." It was for a
long time the official reason for this country's
refusal to recognize Russia; and when the Roose-
velt administration finally did so, it insisted on
exacting a paper pledge from Moscow that it
would cut it out.

Before and since then, of course, the charge
that Moscow wants to “foment revolution” in
the United States has been a standard “proof”
of the inability of the “free world” to live with

. such people. If any responsible representatives
of the U. S. were now to speak openly of doing
that which has been so condemned, their hypoc-
risy would be too, too evident.

“Project Subversion"?

But that is a minor consideration, or at most
a consideration which might affect the govern-
ment’s tactics and public statements. Does the
administration want to go in for anything like
such “revolution-fomenting” ?

The only thing that is plain is that the admin-
istration, too, has been playing with the idea—
kind of on-the-side, much as it might set up a
project on the side to-develop a new type of wea-
pon which might possibly work out. '

" But there the analogy, if there is any, has to

end. A crew of scientists and a general can be
given a hunk of money and told to see what they
can do about developing a particular weapon.
The work can be carried on completely sepa-
rately from anything-else going on. The idea
that a bureau or agency can be so set aside to
“foment revolution” in Stalinland is completely
fantastic. _

LABOR ACTION has many times made clear
that we Independent Socialists most certainly
believe that blowing up the Stalinist power frgm
within politically is the “secret weapon” which
can stop Stalinism and Stalinist expansion in the
world. It is a weapon, however, which is a func-
tion of a country’s total foreign and domestic
policy, and not some auxiliary objective wh.ich
can be pursued while capitalism and imperialism
still dictate the main lines of those policies. '

The Gas-Bag School

The fact is that much of the "foment revolu-
tion" talk, especially from the right, seems to be
based on actually taking seriously the notion that
revolutions are "fomented"—by outside agita-
tors and such.

We know, of course, that the bourgeoisie has
always talked in such terms about revolution.
It would appear that many of them actually be-
lieve their own stupidity! Their idea of a revolu-
tion—and in particular of this revolution which
is to be “fomented” behind the Iron Curtain—is
that it is something to be brought about by in-
sidious operatives and agitators who use the
grievances of the masses fo stir up that many-
headed beast and pull off a coup. They “make”
a revolution, to order. _

Many of these ignoramuses have been sold
on the picture of the Russian Revolution of 1917
which has been painted by other ignoramuses
and liars—that it was a secret conspiracy engi-
neered by Lenin and a roomful of “professional
revolutionists” who seized the key telephone ex-
changes and buildings, etc., and then terrorized
everybody else. Actually believing this nonsense,
they imagine perhaps that they can pull it off in
reverse. 1 am well-nigh convinced that this is
what “foment revolution in Stalinland” literally
means to a great many of those who gas about
it. Above all, for them the massés of people are
precisely the mere puppets and pawns which (in
their fantasy) they were for Lenin and the Bol-
sheviks.

But all that refers to the more stupid and
ignorant sections of the new-fledged "revolution-
fomenters," who are, however, not without num-
bers and influence in both parties in Washington.
I goes without saying that it is of interest main-
ly as a highlight on the troglodyte thinking of
influential sections of the U. S. bourgeoisie, and
not because this kind of talk will ever be of any
serious import. It is hot air, and will remain hot
air.

Truman Gives If a Nod

The more serious and informed liberals who
have taken up the idea do, of course, appreciate
that it is not a matter of secret operatives a.la
E. Phillips Oppenheim, but of a world policy by
the U. S. which can stimulate and encourage dis-
integrative tendencies in the Stalinist empire.
This is one of the reasons why so many of them
rightly lament the actual course of U. S. policy,
which in fact convinces the peoples under Mos-
cow, as it convinces the other peoples in the
world, that much as they hate the Stalinist tyr-
anny, they cannot look to Western capitalism
to offer an alternative capable of inspiring re-
volts. -

This was the central idea, indeed, of the let-
ter (disclosed in LABOR ACTION two weeks
ago) by a leader of the Ukrainian resistance
underground of the UPA to the Voice of Amer-
ica. Poltava rather naively was advising the
State Department to quit boosting capitalism be-
cause the peoples behind the Iron Curtain will
have none of it. . . . The very existence of the
UPA, and similar movements reported in other
parts of Russia, shows that in actual life resist-
ance movements of revolt against the Kremlin
can appeal to the people and live only on the basis
of an anti-capitalist as well as as anti-Stalinist
program..

And what of the administration itself?

" What's Behind the Talk about Fomenting Revolution Behind the Iron Curtain’?
 Washington and the New Russian Revolution |

What was perhaps the first public nod by
Truman in the direction of this line of talk oc-
curred in the speech which he made in answer {0
MacArthur, on May 7. .

One motivation of this speech was pointed
out by LABOR ACTION at the time. MacAr-
thur’s line had put the administration on a spot,
in one very specific way. The chesty general h9:d
presented his case as a way to end the war in
Korea, and nothing else could appeal as strongly
to the fervent desires of the American people.
MacArthur, to be sure, as we said, was dema-
gogically proposing to “end the war in Korea”
by extending it to China! It was easy enough for
Truman to blast it and in this way to try to
stamp the Republican-MacArthur forces as the
“pro-war party” while he himself posed i the
mantle of peace.

"Struggle Without End"?

But yet—but yet—this could hardly s: isfy-«
the people’s desires which had been utilized by
MacArthur. For, whatever Truman could say

about MacArthur and with whatever justice, he -

(the people. felt) and his administration were
committed to and carrying on a deadly war
which seemed to have no prospect of coming to
a definitive ending. What perspective could Tru-
man hold out on this score? The actual policy of
the administration was to hope for a conclusion
as the result of sufficient bloodletting and
slaughter. e

It was in this speech, therefore, that Tr man
for the first time gave considerable emphazis to
the perspective of ending the cold war th:>ugh
bringing about an overturn inside the Rcisian
regime. )

~ “We are not engaged in a struggle wi“hout
end,” he said. Where then was the end? It was
this:

“Some people do not understand how the free
world ean ever win this long struggle without
fighting a third world war. These people over-
look the inner weaknesses of the Soviet dictator-
ship. . . . The Kremlin’s system of terror, which
appears to be its main strength, is one ¢/ its
greatest weaknesses . . . the futility of the = hole
Communist program is becoming more and 1ore
apparent to the people under Soviet control. . ..”

Then he referred to disaffection in (":ina
under Mao, to the Yugoslav split, and t: the
stream of refugees from the Iron Curtain «
tries. He continued:

“There are growing signs of internal te “sion
and unrest behind the Iron Curtain. We must
remember that the peoples under the Soviet rule
of terror are not only our friends, but our silent
allies . . .” etec.

For a Palace Revolution

What then did Truman point to as the "end™
of the struggle? Revolution in Russia? Not at all.

What he actually pointed to—what the ad-
ministration, it seems, has actually adopte:! ouf
of the fomenting talk—should be clearly u:—der-
stood. Here is the key paragraph from Trur:-an's
speech: :

“As the free nations build their strength and
unity, this fact will compel a change in the Saviet
drive for power and conquest. The Soviet rulers
are faced with the growing strength of the free
world, the increasing cost of aggression, and the
increasing difficulty of driving their peop’> to
greater and greater hardships. They will be
forced by these pressures from within and ivithe
out to give up aggression. It will then be possible
to make progress with a program for inteirna-
tional control and reduction of armaments and
for the peaceful settlement of disputes.” [My
emphasis.]

If the thought is not yet clear, one should
turn to a recent article in the magazine Foreign
Affairs by George Kennan. Kennan, long a close

State Department adviser, is regarded by the .

State Department as an outstanding “expert” on Russia.
He is the “Mr. X” who authored the article in the same
magazine which is considered to have been the first flyer
of the *“‘contain Communism” policy soon after enunci-
ated by the administration. His new article is therefore
of more than passing significance.

Kgnnan took up precisely the question we are dis-
cussing. His article among other things warned against
the notion that capitalism could be reintroduced in a

defeated Russia. This, as far as it goes, sounds like the =
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A Draft Resolution for the ISL Convention—

- ON INDEPENDENT FEDERATION IN ASIA

One of the biggest changes of world-historic impor-
tance that have oceurred since the ending of the Second
World War has been the attainment of national inde-
pendence by a series of Asian countries—India, Burma,
Indonesia, etc.—formerly under the political control of
Western imperialist powers, and the overweening
strength of national-independence aspirations and move-
ments in virtually every other section still in their con-
trol.

While in all countries (except the U. 8.) capitalism
at home was mortally wounded by the Second World War
and its consequences, the “Asian revolution” (which
furth-rmore is still going on in various forms) has been
the grcatest concrete blow to capitalist imp&rialism.

These victories for national independence were nof
achievcd because the imperialist leopards had changed
their cnots or because they were willing to give up any-
thing they were still able to hold and exploit. They were
won kecause the colonial peoples were able to take advan-

tage oi the weakness and exhaustion of the imperialists.

and tcar themselves loose from the Western empires.

"Th> Marxist socialists hail these victories, while recog-
nizing that national independence does not itself solve the

asic problems of the colonial peoples (the agrarian
revolution, for example) but makes possible their solu-
tion and gives the continuing fight for their solution a
new framework and new forms.

]
THIRD-CAMP ELEMENTS IN ASIA

But the present cold war, “little” Korean war and
menace of the big third world war are threatening to drive
the newly created independent states of Asia into an
historic blind alley. With the decay of British and West
European capitalism and imperialism, they have been

s able ty win effective national independence—but at a
time when national independence, however important a
prerecuisite for further development, has ceased to mean
all thot it once did.

Mcre and more, ALL the independent states of the
world (European included) are being forced to choose
betwezn the overlordship and domination of one or the
other sould-be imperialist master of the giobe, the United
States or Russia, or else to strike out on a third road, not
only politically independent of an immediate oppressor
but geauinely independent of the domination of -either war
bloc, the independent road of the Third Camp.

While all the countries of the world, not only in Asia,
face this situation, in Asia there are special foreces im-
pelling the peoples to fight against lining up with either
of the war blocs:”
® These newly independent countries are the products
of powerful national-revolutionary and anti-imperialist
upsurzes which are of modern and even recent origin.
® Th: ties which formerly bound them to the imperial-
ists have only been freshly broken.
® They have acquired a tremendous amount of self-
confidence and trust in the liberating forces which are
unleashed by a mass people’s movement, and are not
weighed down by a past of defeat such as has filled see-
tions of the European proletarian vanguard with apathy
gnd p:ssimism.
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. ""FORUM"’

ig the political discussion and information bulletin of the
Independent Socialist League. The current issue con-
tains the main draft resolutions before the ISL in the
present preconvention discussion. It is a public bulletin
—the ISL does not believe in “internal” bulletins for po-
litical discussion. g

The price is 15 cents a copy. Please enclose payment
i ordering from: the  Independent Socialist League,
114 West 14 Street, New York 11, N. Y.
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beginning of understanding, and in truth it does repre-
sent an advance in realistic thinking on the part of the
guardians of U. S. imperialism. But as one reads him
further, one gets the direction in which this bit of wis-
dom is angled.

For Kennan is putting forward the perspective that
the objective of the U. 8. in fighting Stalinist expansion-
ism should not be to overthrow the Russian system or
anything of that sort; but, through its “pressures from
within and without” (to use Truman's words), to bring
about a change in the leadership at the head of the Mos-
cow regime, from those who are following the present
path of aggression to those who are willing to live in
peace with the capitalist world.

The postulate here, of course, is that there ‘are such
elements, or such a faction, in the Politburo or in the

_bureaucracy more generally. The reader should remémber

the famous words of Truman, some time ago, about
Stalin’s being a “prisoner of the Politbure.” It is part
of the same conception. &

What Kennan is talking about is a “palace revolu-
tion,” a changing of the guard. :

What he is hoping for is not a new Russian revelution
‘which will overthrow the Stalinist regime and system and
give the power back to the hands of the people and their
democratic institutions, but that the. "contain Communism"
policy and cold war will either convince the present lead-

e 7 N

This iz a draft resolution adopted by the Political
Committee of the Independent Socialist League, for
discussion in the League, looking toward the coming na-
tional convention. The main draft resolutions for the
convention have already been “published -in FORUM, the
ISL’s discussion bulletin. The present document is being
published in LABOR ACTION in order to get it to the
Leagwe membership as quickly as possible, in view of
the amount of time remaining for pre-comvention dis-
cussion. ’ "

The pre-convention discubsion issue of FORUM has

already explained the form in which the draft Interna-
tional Resgfition for the convention (of which this docu-
ment is ¢ part) i8 being presented. It is presented as
four separate supplements to the inclusive International
Resolution adopted by the last convention. The first two
supplements—(1) on war, and (2) on the meaning of
the British Labor government—were printed in FORUM.
The present document, ON INDEPENDENT FEDERATION FOR
ASIA, is the third of these. ;

It should be clear to readers, then, as to ISL members,
that this document is not presented as a self-sufficient
statement but as a supplement to the basic documents be-
fore the League.—FEd.

\ : /

® Their governments are new and relatively inexperi-
enced in the arts of repression and deception (though,
it must be added, they are learning fast).

For these reasons, the socialist and people’'s movements
of Asia represent today one of the largest reservoirs and
organizing grounds for the elements of the Third Camp of
the people against the looming third worid war and against
the two imperialist power blocs which are leading to it.

For masses of the Asian people, as elsewhere, this
sentiment takes the form of an amorphous and ill-defined
“neutralism” without clear political demarcation; but the
“neutralism” of the masses, unlike some of the programs
which are put forward under that term, is not only
essentially progressive but is indeed their way of express-
ing their Third Camp aspirations.

As elsewhere, the program of the Third Camp en-
counters in Asia the problem of how the new states can
effectively maintain their independence as against the
threat of Stalinist expansion and aggression on the one
hand and of U. S. domination on the other; of what are
the first steps that would have to be taken by govern-
ments which were truly determined and able to assert
their independence from the war blocs.

The specific aim of this resolution is to propose such a
first step, not as a finished program in itself but as a part
of and in the context of a genuinely socialist policy
against the war and against both capitalism and Stalin-
ism. This is the orientation toward INDEPENDENT FED-
ERATION in Asia,

The Permanent Revolution
And Asian "Neutralism"

The road through which the countries of Asia at-
tained their independence in this period of history is of ©
vital importance in understanding the problem they now
face in the cold war.

Prognoses previously made by the Marxist movement
and based on the theory of permanent revolution ex-
pected that the national independence of such peoples
would be gained under the leadership of the working
class in a- social revolution; that the native bourgeoisie
and petty-bourgeoisie leaders could not lead the struggle
for independence to victory.

the New Russian

ership fo give up aggression (the implication in Truman's
speech especially), or that it wiil convince and move a
section of the Stalinist bureaucracy—perhaps even headed
by the "prisoner of the Politburo"—to reshuffie the leader-
ship among those who wish a "peaceful coexistence” with
the West, 7

Our guess is that this represents the present perspec-
tive of the administration, insofar as it has any far-
reaching perspective at all.

Playing with Fire

As a matter of fact, those who glibly talk about “fo-
menting revolution” (real revolution) in the Stalinist
empire—even if they don’t know what they're talking
about—are irresponsible from the capitalist point of
view, (They are in actual fact saved from this accusa-
tion only by the thought that they are simply mouthing
words.) For even if the U. S. were to go seriously into
the business of stirring up mass revolt behind the Iron
Curtain, somehow or other, and insofar as their efforts
(even if done with the limited objective of bringing
about a “palace revolution”) actually furthered this
eventuality, it is not they who could control the whirl-
wind thus created.

The day when mass revolt—before, during or after
a third world war—sweeps over the Stalinist empire,
that day will not be celebrated by capitalism. For there

But these prognoses were primarily based on the
assumption of the continued existence of viable imperial-
ist powers in the West capable of maintaining their con-
trol over the backward countries.

Today the era of capitalist disintegration and decay
in which we live, which has become especially plain pre-
cisely ‘at the periphery of capitalist imperialism, in the
colonies, shows us a world eapitalism in catastrophic dis-
solution everywhere but in the United States (which
emerges as the sole capitalism-as-a-going concern). Fol-
lowing the Second World War, the new Asian states

were able to seize their independence not because of any .

unforeseen or new qualities displayed by the native-
bourgeois forces but because the imperialist grip on them
weakened at home. g

These countries have therefore come to political inde-

pendence, with all the responsibility and problems of
this status, under the continuing leadership of the na-
.tive-bourgeois forces, represented in India for example
by Nehru and the Congress Party. These social elements
seek no conflict with the capitalist world but rather wish
to integrate themselves with it (on the basis of political
independence, to be sure). -

In the previous period of imperialism, it was such ele-
ments which were capable of only a compromising, half-
hearted, timid and capitilatory fight even for the naticonal
independence which they coveted. But now they are faced

by a different preblem: they wish for what they call

"neutralism” but cannot achieve it in any real form.

They fervently wish for a “neutralist’” position partly
for the same reasons that animate even large sections
of the European bourgeoisies: because they recognize
that whichever of the two main antagonists wins the
present imperialist tug-of-war, they have nothing to
gain, while they risk the devastation and impoverishment
of their own lands:s If this is true even in Europe, it is
even more true of the new rulers of the Asian states.

For them, one of the most important meanings of the
Korean war—where they see what may be the prelude
to the third world war taking place on their own conti-
nent and not in Europe—is precisely that, in the most
concrete sense, victory or defeat ceases to have decisive
significance for them when it can be gained only at the
cost of devastation of the land and the people. In Korea,
they see, the U. S. can win or the Stalinists can win but
the Korean people have already lost; the third world war
threatens them with the same fate.

In addition to the world-wide impulsion to “neutral-
ism” jn some form as a general sentiment, in Asia the
new independent states have only just recently broken
away from the very imperialism which they ate now
being wooed to support. Behind each of the new govern-
ments is a mass pressure for non-involvement in the
affairs of the late oppressors (termed “suspicion of the
West” in the euphemisms of the press) which is un-

doubtedly even greater and more violent than anywhere
elze,

NATIVE BOURGEOISIE AND COLD WAR

But just as in the previous period of imperialism, these
elements could follow only a compromising and capitula-
tory course in the fight for independence, so today, under
the new conditions, they are equaily capable of only a com-
promising, half-hearted, and in the end capitulatory effort
for the "neutralism™ which they desire.

Without derogating to any degree the importance of
the political independence which they have gained and
enjoy, it is still important to understand that the prob-
lem of independence faces them still in its new form—
a form similar to that in which it faces all of the U. 8.s
other junior partners in the capitalist world. i

In the face of this need for independence, the present
social strata and political leaders at the head of India
et al. find themselves in much the same position as was
true for them in the pre-war era when it was a question
of political independence.

{Turn to last page)

Revolution — —

is no force which will be able to limit the people to a.
change in the guard, much as that is certainly possible
as a first phase, and above all there is no forece which
will be able to push the people back to capitalism once
they have settled with their present masters.

The new Russian Revolution will have to be a socialist
revolution, by virtue of the fact that it is a democratic
revolution in a collectivized system. The state now owns
all the means of production; the new Russian Revolu-
tion will give the state power back to the “ownership”
of t_he people. The clock cannot be turned back to the old
capzli:ialist system which is decaying everywhere in the
world.

And such a democratic-socialist revolution in Russia
would spell the final end of capitalism everywhere in
the world—as the Russian Revolution of 1917 almost did.

That is the basic reason why responsible and intelli-
gent capitalist policy, in today's world, finds it dangerous
to play with the fire of revolution behind the Iron Curtain.
They may do so nevertheless—the mistake has been made
by rulers before. But we have seen the actual objective.

It is this objective which accounts for the kind of
steps which have #een taken by the State Department
and other U. 8. agencies in playing around with “revo-
lution-fomenters.” This story, which.especially concerns
the maneuvers of the U. S. with various groups of Rus-

sian émigrés, will-be taken up in a .second. article mext .

week,
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(Continued from puge 7)

Equally important, and as a corollary, the same is
true for the new socialist and workers’ movements of
these countries, particularly India. Real independence
from the domination of the war blocs—the independence
of the Third Camp road—depends upon the forces of the
social revolution, the forces struggling for the agrarian
revolution which is essential to the peasantry and for the
proletarian revolution which is the objective of the
socialist movement. -

In the last anolysis, when the chips are down, such in-
dependence will be impossible for the Nehrus. It can be
gained only through the bold and militant leadership of
the awdkening and growing socialist movements of the
Asian countries.

* This is one of the most important concrete and con- -

temporary meanings® of the theory of the permanent
revolution in Asia today. o

_‘ In. | b
K No Hope for Asia
From the Two War Blocs

present world crisis can come from no other source than
from tae social-revolutionary aspirations of the masses
headed by the socialist working class.

While, in most sincere if naive fashion; American lib-
eralism has been laying great, stress on the need for
Washington to recognize_ and {oster the “Asian revolu-
tion,” the actual policy of the U. S. has been just the re-
verse. Most plainly in Asia, the U. S. has swung its
weight to prop up the most discredited and reactionary
elements in the Asian countries (Rhee, Chiang, Bao Dai)

and has irretrievably shown its hand to the Indian peo-

ple by its cynieal and brutal stalling sas wheat aid in the
fdce of famine.

~ The capitalist rulers of the U. S. are mccpcble of “fos-
tering the Asian revolution" even when and where such a
policy could be used to foster its own power aguinsl Ras-
sia. They support the reactionaries because there is no
other social force or political movement which they can
rely on to follow U. S. policies. They do not find it possible
to appeal to the mass movement of the people, which is
essential to the democratic reveolution in these countries,
becalise the upsurge of such a movement, no matter by
whom awakened, would threafen to tear these countries
away from the U. S. bloc.

The vaunted “Point Four” program proposed to raise
the standards of living in backward countries, and which
is especially the white hope of pro-war liberalism in this
country as a specific means to “foster the Asian revolu-
tion,” ig, first of all, still mostly paper and talk.

Secondly, there is virtually no prospect that the U. S.
rulers will consider carrying it out on the scale (such gs
is proposed by Walter Reuther) as could mean something
even in the minds of its liberal enthusiasts.

And finally, even a fairly large-scale Point Four pro-

.. gram misses the main point of what is necessary in order
"z to raise the Asian standard of living. The Asian econ-

omies, to be sure, need technical aid and “know-how” as
well as capital investment, but no amount of these con-
tributions can mean much in the long run as long as:the
soeial "structure of their countries remains what it is.
Even more than Marshall Plan aid has filtered into the’
pockets of the West European ruling -elasses, would
‘Point Four aid be channelized into the pockets of the
native ruling strata, be squandered by them, or simply
prove: ineffective to bring abouf any long-lasting change.

If the U. S. and the Western bloc cannot bring a
progressive solution for Asia, it is even: clearer that
Raussian power and Stalinism in general cannot and will

Acheson Edges Over to Republican China Line — --_l'

not. Illusions on this score are especially dangerous in
Asia, where the people’s hatred for centuries has been .
turned against those imperialist powers which are now
in the U. S. bloc and 'not so much against Russia—for
the simple reason that Russian imperialism (both tsarist

~and Stalinist) has never until recently been able to get

a hold on that continent.

- The coming to power of Stalinism in China, under Mao
Tse-tung, has placed the millions of Chinese people under
a new tyranny, and a totalitarian one.

It is true that, just as in Europe Stalinism holds out
the lure of destroying the old capitalist exploitation and

"does indeed fulfil this promise on coming to power, in or-
* der to substitute its own exploitive system, so in Asia
- Stalinism attraets on. the basjs

of truthfully promising
to destroy the old landlord exp mtlve power and eﬁectmg
an “agrarian revolution.” The “agrarian revolution”
which ‘it brings in its wake is, however, not one which
gives the land to the peasants (except in form only and
temporarily, until it sufficiently consolidates its power)
but one in which the totalitarian state bureaucracy sub-

“stitutes its own exploitation and terror for that of the

landlords and old exploiters.

The Stalinist regime which it impbses is, in Asia as in
Europe, not only the deadly enemy of capitalism and the

A consistently progressive solution for Asia in the-. " feudal ‘elements—it is also the deadly enemy of all democ-

racy, of socialism and of every mtemf of the workers and
peasants.

While Stalinist China’s relations with Moscow are
of obvious importance from many angles, the character
of such a regime does not depend upon whether it is or
is not, or the degree to which it is, a puppet satellite
of Moscow. The possibilities of some kind of “Titoism"
(that is, more properly, national-Stalinism) in China,
for example, are of the highest importance not only in the
cold war but also in the tactics and strategy, of socialism,
but do not negate the socialist position on any type of
Stalinist regime gs the alternative to the present ones.
It:is impossible for a genuine socialist té be a supporter,

.critical or otherwise, of the Mao government in Peking.

A Road to the Third Camp:
Independent Federation

If a social-revolutionary movement of the Asian
masses headed by a socialist working class is to be built,
against both American and Russian imperialism and
against any compromise by the native bourgeoisie with
either, it can only be through seeking the forms through
which such real independence can be achieved and main-
tdined. . i :

" Not even in Europe can such real independence be
achieved and maintained by any one country alone. (See
the ISL resolution on an Independent Western Union in
Europe.) Still more is this true for the relatively back—
ward countries of Asia.

It is for this reason that socialists had cause to hail
the tendency which showed itself in Asia simultaneously
with the upsurge of independence following the Second
World War—the tendency toward strengthening the ties
and relations of the free countries of Asia in some form
of federation. .

These tendencies were given most official form by the
two all-Asian conferences sponsored by Nehru; but in
addition the idea of a South Asian Federation was a
popular and widely supported idea. If the federation idea
was eventually virtually scuttled by Nehru himself, in
fear of the international responsibilities which it entailed
in the face of U. S. power, it was for reasons such as are
sketched in Part 1.

For-these very reasons too, this idea, this orientation,
deserves to be taken up most enthusiastically precisely
by the socialist forces in Asia and by all those who wish

endent Federation in Asia—

to turn in the direction of a Third Camp road out of the
war crisis.

A voluntary federation of the free nations of Asia
banded together independently of either the U. S. bloc or
Russia cannot itself solve. Asia's problems, but it is an
indispensable prerequisite for solving them.

® DMost immediately, it would and could set- ‘up a center ;
of attraction for all those elements who are now drawn
to the power of one or the other war bloc—to those ele-
ments in the Philippines who are ecaught between the -
U. S.-supported government of Quirino and the appeal of
the: Hukbalahaps, to those elements in Indo-China who .
wish to throw in neither with the French puppet Bao
Dai nor with the increasingly Stalinized movement of -
Ho; ete.

@ It would and could immeasurably increase the ablhty
of the Asian countries to resist ithe pressure, blackmail -
and simple bludgeoning of either the U. S. or Russw.,
designed to force them into lipe.

‘We are not here concerned with many specific ques-
tions of the form and constituency of such an indepen-
dent federation as would necessarily have to be solved
before it could become a reality or its propagation be
effectively carried on. We have neither the wish nor suf-
ficient information to preseribe such details as can be
determined only by the revolutionary socialists of Asia. -

One such aspect is the question of the inclusion of /.

Japan in such an independent Asian federation, in addi- :
tion to the free countries of South Asia. It ean only be
noted that this question is sharply posed before the :
Asian countries above all because of the close economic
ties between Japan and the rest of Asia, and because the
economic basis of an Asian federation may. very well -
stand in dire need of a Japan which i§ not an airfield and
military base of the Atlantic Paect bloc nor a puppet of -
the U. S. or Russia. At the same time, in order them-
selves to achieve independence, the Japanese people
equally need the support of the rest of Asia such as a
federation could contribute,

The basic and general orientation toward Iadepeadeni
Asian federafion, however, whatever its specific forms, is
vital o the development of a socialist movement based -
upon g Third Camp perspective in the war. It is the social-
ists of Asia who can do what Nehru cannot do. '

Iv. ¢
With the Socialists of Asia

Everything said above points to India as the key to
Asia, and to the mass Socialist Party o:t' India in par-
ticular. o, = .

For this reason, the Independent Soclahst League
believes that it is of the highest importance to build’
and’ strengthen the most fraternal and friendliest ties

:with the Socialist Party of India, and above all to edu-

cate itself and its own members to a more adequate un-
derstanding and appreciation of the problems of the
Indian socialists and their situation.

It goes without saying that we believe it is the duty
of all revolutionary socialists in India to join and build,
loyally and actively, the Socialist Party of India and to
strengthen all elements within the party looking toward
an independent socialist and revolutionary course. 't

For the same reason, we greet the coming conference
of the South Asian socialist parties to be held in Rangoon, "
and hail this evidence of growing cooperation and fraters
nal relations among the socialists of the continent.

On the basis of ever closer ties as well as ever greater
political clarification, the relatively new and vigorous
socialists movements of Asia can indeed take the leader-
ship of socialism in the world in showing the path to that -
which is of first and decisive importance: an indepen-..
dent course agamst both. capitalism and Stalinism ancl
for the winning of a socialist world.

"

(Conhmted from page 1}
any of the other governments
who. met at Yalta were in the
least concerned with the question

"of the rights of the peoples in

Asia to determine their own des-
tinies. The powerful men at
Yalta and at their other confer-
ences traded boundaries, and the
peoples who live between them,
‘back and forth like so many
pieces of cloth over a counter.

| SHIFT ON CHINA

The. considerations were sim-

-...ply: What do we get in exchange
.. for this-deal? Formosa was given

-to Chiang, lower Sakhalin to Stal-

. in, Korea was split at the 38th
-, parallel.

The only serious ques-
tions was whether or not the
various parties would stick to
their bargains. And all this was
plotted under the slogans of the
four freedoms and the Atlantic

""Charter! '

‘Aside from this “revelation”

. that imperialists act like imperi-

ahsts, the testimony has been a

"“¢onvenient platform. from which?

» 4o explain the fact that the policy .
of the admmlstrat‘mn with regard -

to China is almost indistinguish-

able from the policy of the Re-

publicans.

The administration is “still op-
posed to expanding the military
operations into China at the pres-
ent time. But with each passing
week it becomes clearer that they
are committed to support Chiang
Kai-shek’s government in For-
mosa, to defend it, and when the
time is ripe, to back its reinva-

- sion of the continent.

This is a considerable reversal
from the time when the White: Pa-
per on China was published in
1949. That paper proved fo. the
hilt that the Chiang government
lacked any popular support in
China. Yet such ‘is the nature of
the present American government
that it can find no alternative to
supporting Chiang, that is, o com-
mitting itseif to help his gang of
grefters and oppressors back info
power over their people.

In a certain sense, the admin-
istration is not alone responsible
for this reversal of policy. No one
-who understands the basic char-
acter: of the American govern-

~ment; the- :i_atum— of" its- imperial-

lsrn, can be surprised by this turn.
But the speed with which it has
been accomplished under the pres-
sure of the Republicans is a re-
sult of the lack of any serious
counter-pressure from the labor
movement, 1

“PRACTICAL" LIBERAL

The labor leaders, it appears,
backed Truman solidly in his
ouster of MacArthur. On- the
broader questions of policy they
have supported the administra-
tion, almost without qualification.
And the American Federation of
Labor came out recently with an
issue of its. Monthly Survey in
which its chief contribution was
to warn against the danger of
“appeasement” in settling the
war in Korea!

The fact that Acheson and the
administration have edged over
to the Republicans on China pol-
icy has, of course, not assuaged
the wrath of the Knowlands, who
see their talking-point weakening
—especially when the secretary
of . state blandly pretends. that

‘there ‘has ‘been, no. change at all.".
« It also-has-not saved .him-from. -

being stabbed in the back by none
other than that “liberal” ADA
senator from Illinois, Paul Doug-
las, who has announced that he
too thinks “Acheson must go.”
There have been few more cyni-
cal demonstrations of unprincipled
politics than this one by Dougles.
For, as he makes clear, he doesn't
think there is a “political liability™
for the administration; that is, be-
cause the Republicans have suc-
ceeded in their demagogy. Ache-
sor must be thrown to the wolves.

Thus the Senate hearings grind
wearily along. The politicians
seek to score debater’s points

which they will try to blow up .

out of all proportion during the
elections. But once the mlhtary
had disposed of MacArthur’s, ir-
responsible proposal to expand

the war here and now, it becomes -
clearer day by day that nothing.

basic separates the participants
in the “great debate,” beyond the
desirecof each of them to beat the *
other come election day.
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