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THE CIO ELECTRICAL WORKERS' CONVENTION —

Beating (P with Militancy

By JOHN WILLIAMS .
The convention of the Interna-

tional Union of Electrical Work- .

ers (IUE) which opens in Buf-
falo during the week of Septem-
ber 17 has as its main job the
completion of an old task. This
is the organization of the rest of
the electrical and machine indus-
try, and the complete elimination
of the Stalinist United Electrical
Workers, Independent, from the
field.

The job of reducing the Stalin-
ists to an mconsequentxal minor-
ity has turned out much harder
than . some.  .casual. . observers
thought it would be. They remain
as a threatening force in the two
big chains, General Electric and
Westinghouse, and show no sugns
of being easily reduced. There is
much evidence to substantiate
this statement.

AN EYE OPENER

The recent National Labor Re-
lations Board election at the great

i GE plant in Lynn, Mass., con-

[}

£

> trolled by

Loecal 201 IUE-CIO
was an eye opener. As part of a
move to take over the GE chain,
the IUE granted the UE an
NLRB eléction at Lynn in order
to get new elections at the two
big GE plants at Erie and Sche-

nectady, New York, now con-
trolled by UE. The elimination of
these two big GE plants from UE
domination was absolutely neces-
sary for the IUE in view of the
contract negotiations in which it

is ‘now involved with the whole

General Electric chain.

Both the UE and the IUE threw
strong forces into the test, and the
IUE won by a vote of 6,927 fo
5.867. As one can see by the vote,
the UE remains surprisingly strong.
What is even more disturbing is a
comparison of the 1951 UE vote to
the vote it got in 1950 when it

also lost to the IUE, In 1950 the UE -

got 5,341 votes, After a whole year
in which. the IUE had a chance to
prove itself, it could only reduce
the UE total by 553 votes!

Small wonder, then, that there
is anxiety about the Schenectady
and Erie vote on September 14.
James Carey, president of the
IUE, undoubtedly hopes to beat
the Stalinists at Schenectady and
Erie, and to bring this in to the
Buffalo convention as a major
accomplishment. This is to be
hoped for, but is by no means
assured.

Things are not going too well
in the Westinghouse chain either.
Here the IUE has a three to one
majority and is in a relatively

- UAW T, op Brass

" Of Conference on

By WALTER JASON

DETROIT, Sept. 1—At every important conference or con-
vention of the United Auto Workers (CIO)#in recent years,
the question of independent political action as part of the
long-range build-up of a labor party has been debated in

one form or another.

In every case, the reaction of the leadership has been

mainly to argue against the
proponents of independent
political action, and to use
as a major point of debate
the claim that “the ranks
aren’t ready for it; they
don’t want it.”

The impression given by
the Reuther leadership has
been that they were jusf
waiting for the first sign of
real political conseiousness,
and that they would be only
too happy. to give it an impe-
tus forward. The Reuther
leadershlp never :claimed it
. would stick its neck out-be-

fore any such manifestations
of rank-and-file dissatisfac-
tion with the present policy
of tail-ending  the Demo-
cratic Party were clearly in
evidence.

On another occasion we
will discuss the role of lead-
ership and its major respon-
sibility in advancing new
and better ideas for a pro-
gram for the union move-
ment.

For the moment, let’s ac-
cept the main argument of

. the Reuther leadership that they

better position, but in the main .

East Pittsburgh plant the UE
remains as a major opposition. It
will be remembered that a run-
off election was needed last year
to settle this plant in IUE-CIO’s
favor, and only about two hun-
dred votes separated the two.

STALINISTS ROUTED

The Communist Party and the
UE, it seems, cannot be elimi-
nated by flag waving, conserva-
tive unionism. In fact, the UE in
Pittsburgh feeds on this and
grows stronger. Only militant,
demoecratic -unionism can erase
~Stalinigm from the electrical field
in Pittsburgh.

In contrast to the difficulties ex-
perienced at Lynn and Pittsburgh,
District 4 of the IUE, which in-
cludes New York City and all of
northern New Jersey, has had out-
standing success against the UE.
It must be pointed out that Dis-
¥rict 4 has been and still is the
heart of the concentration of the
Communist Party in the electrical
field. - Each big shop is literally
loaded with Stalinists. Yet despite
this big concentration, stronghold
after stronghold has fallen. What
is even more important, the Stal-
inists have been routed in almost

(Turn to last page)

Reverse
Political

were waiting for a sign of revolt

from the ranks, before the leader-
ship would stick its neck out, and
that this was a prudent policy.
How can the Reuther leadership
then defend its action last week
of forcing a reversal of the de-
cision of 450 active UAW second-
dary leaders against endorsing a
mayoraity candidate, since. there
was no real choice for labor?

No sooner did the daily news-
papers in Detrot carry the story
that the UAW and Wayne Coun-
ty CIO delegates rejected the pro-
posed endorsement of Ed Brani-
gan than the top brass of the
UAW went into action. \

Did they hail the sign of inde-
pendence of the UAW ranks? Did
they rejoice in the fact that for
once they had a good excuse for
not tailing the Democratic Party?
Did they admit they had made a
major blunder in seeking to foist
that candidate on the ranks?

Of course not! Quite the con-
trary. The UAW leadership swung
into action, all right, and it was
AGAINST the first sign of mdopcu-
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The Japanese
Treaty and the
‘Power Vacuum’

LY

“Oh, what a great day this can be in history!”—Pres. Tru- /
man, in San Francisco, at founding of UN, 1945.

“Ouer all lies the feeling that this is anti-climawx, the end
of the San Francisco dream of 1945."—Anne O’Hare McCor-
tmick, from San Francisco, N. Y. Times, Sept. 3, 1951.

Sept. 4, 1951, in a mood.

“Ag Brooks Atkinsom says, it is better to win a war than
lose one, but not much better.”—James Reston, N. Y. Times,

The treaty-signing ceremony, called a conference, for
the U. S. pact with Japan has just opened with a speech by
President Truman, as we go to press; but no one doubts

that everything important has already happened except the

calling of points of order.

Two things have happened: (1) Washington has made.
its deal on Japan, while even its most friendly supporters.

in the foreign chancelleries
and in the press look on with
fingers crossed; and (2) the
U. S. has shown that, it can
stage the most cut-and-dried
international gathering seen
this side of the Iron Curtain
since another American president

once speechified about “open cov-
enants openly arrived at.”

+ The first will have historic con-
sequences, but the second already

Decision
Action

dence shown in recent fimes by
the ranks on the political front.

Telephone ecalls to key local
union presidents, a few strategy
meetings, and the passing along
of THE WORD, and everything
was arranged to go according to
schedule—the schedule being to
reverse the previous decision.

Ed Branigan, county clerk, was
endorsed 207 to 34 for mayor
against the incumbent Albert
Cobo at'a regular meeting of the
Wayne County CIO council last
Wednesday night.

To be sure, nobody was very
enthusiastic or excited. One UAW
leader set the tone for many dele-
gates when he said, “Sure Brani-
gan is a weak sister but we
haven’t got any other choice.” An-
other spoke more pungently: “I
can hold my nose amd vote for
Branigan. I can’t stand that
skunk Cobo at all.”

Unquestionably, this makes for
fine campaign material and slo-
gans. "Hold your nose and vote
for Branigan. A Weak Sister- is

(Turn to last page)

augurs what sort of consequences
they will be. The U. S.'s tactics in
organizing and operating this
pseudo-conference can scarcely be
laid to either stupidity or clumsi-

ness—not alone, anyway—and the |

day is getting late for continued
talk about America's "inexperi-
ence" in foreign diplomacy, as if
accounting for a parvenu's lack of
manners at the dinner table.

The rules for the conference
laid before the delegates by the
U. 8. and Britain have a reminis-
cent air to this writer. Since we
are not accustomed to attending
treaty conferences, this must have
some other association, non-diplo-
matie. It is not far to seek. The
rules have exactly the smell of
many a Stalinist “united front
conference” we have attended.

ATIIOCITY

The free, equal and sovereign
nations 1nv1ted by the United
States to grace its hall will have
no right to debate the treaty for
which they are called on to raise-

their hands; nor to amend it. -

(Nor to “obstruct its passage,”
writes the Times news story in an
understandable slip!)

The free, equal and sovereign .

delegates will have the right tox
make the record in an hour's;
“statement,” and if they are posi-
tively garrulous they may answer
any direct question for five min-
utes. The U. 8. appoints the see-
retary-general of the confeérence.
The U. S. appoints the chairman,
who will preside until he gets
good and ready to turn the affair
over to an elected chairman,
which will not be until the steam-
roller rules are adopted, accord-
ing to the press. No one can talk

about points. of order, although -

the concession is made that they-

will ‘be voted on: The very figst: "
rule limits the conference in blan-

ket fashion to the “terms of the
invitation -extended by. the gove
(Turn_to last-page) - - -
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* For Hawaii Judge

e

By GORDON HASKELL

Last week LABOR ACTION -

commented briefly on the action
of Federal Judge Delbert E.
Metzger in reducing the bail of
seven accused Stalinists arrested
in Hawaii who are charged with
violating the Smith Act. Metzger
had reduced bail from the $75,000
per person asked by the Depart-
ment of Justice to $5,000 per per-
son with the comment that “bail
was never intended as a punish-
ment.”

In normal times, this act
would hardly have aroused much
comment. But the times in which
we live are far from “normal,”
or at the very least, they are very
different from what used to be
considered normality in the
United States. -

No sooner had Judge Metzger's

ruling been- announced in the press
#han he was attacked viciously in
%he Senate. If the attack had come
from Senator Joe McCarthy, one
could well shrug it off as one of
those things. But it was led by
none other than Senator O'Maho-
ney, Democrat of Wyoming, who
bas long been considered one of
the outstanding liberals in the
Senate.
" . “The action of Judge Metzger
is an outrageous act which, in my
judgment, will speedily terminate
the judge’s services in Hawaii,”
said O’Mahoney. And he went on
to claim that his judgment was
supported by assurances from
Secretary of the Interior Oscar
Chapman that the judge will not
be reappointed when his term ex-
pires on September 28B.

BRAZEN DEMAND

_At the same time that the judge
was being threatened from the

ltgislative halls with the loss of

“his job, the executive arm of the
government was seeking to re-
move him from handling the case
of the alleged Stalinists.

" On August 29 Acting United
States Attorney Howard K. Hod-
dick asked Judge Metzger to dis-

qualify himself from hearing any

-aspect of the case on the ground
that he would be biased in any
prosecution under the Smith Act.
He cited Metzger's remarks ear-
lier this year in acquitting thirty-
nine witnesses charged with con-
tempt of Congress for their re-
fusal to answer questions before
#he House Un-American Activi-
ties Committee.

Judge Metzger replied that he
could not properly disqualify him-
self for any reason set forth by
the federal attorney, as the com-
ments he made at the conclusion
of the previous trial had no bear-
ing on this case. “I have no per-
sonal prejudice in favor of the
defendants. I do not feel the affi-
davit (of disqualification) was
made in good faith.”

This act by the Depariment of
Justice indicates that the Truman
administration is willing to go to
almost any lengths te railroad the
Stalinists te jail. Imagine! Here is
an attempt to get a judge to dis-
qualify himself in & case in-
volving civil liberties simply be-

" cause at some previous time he

had expressed himself strongly
against governmental practices
which sought to deny such liber.
ties to Stalinists!

WILL METZGER GO?

: The government’s vicious pros-
ecution tactics, which were de-
nounced by the New York Court
of Appeals in the Remington case,
remain unabated. In this case,
nioreover, the same government
whose Department of Justice con-
fronts Judge Metzger in court
with its brazen demands also and
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at the same time threatens him
with loss of his position if he re-
fuses to bow down.

Will Judge Metzger’s judicial
head be forfeit to his stand in this
case? Will he be removed from

.the bench as an example to any

other judge who may regard his
devotion to the Bill of Rights and
his oath to uphold the Constitu-
tion above his obligation to bend
his knee to the anti-red hysteria?

We will know the answer before
the month is over. We are not in-
formed about Judge Metzger's rec-
ord in general matters of law, or
his reputation as a liberal or a
conservative in political leanings.
But in the circumstances this does
not and cannot be of any impor-
tance, If he is not reappointed,
that will be nothing but another
blow struck at the crumbling bul-
warks of civil liberties in America.
If there is a shred of democratic
feeling, let alone of simple politi-
cal intelligence left in the bosoms
of the liberals, and specially of
the labor leaders, they will apply
all the pressure they can bring to
bear on Truman to keep Judge
Mgtzger on the bench.

For by this time, every liberal,
and above all, every worker who
realizes that ecivil liberties are
absolutely essential to the con-
tinued existence of a free labor
movement in this country, must
understand this simple fact: the
headlong ruthless drive to destroy
the Communist Party by legal
action is a much greater threat
to continued democracy in Amer-
ica than the existence of this dis-
credited, totalitarian political
gang in our midst. We must con-
tinue to fight the Stalinists po-
litically, to educate the workers
to an understanding of their true
politieal role until what little in-
fluence they still have has been

. eliminated. But today’s chief dan-

ger to democracy comes not from
tMem but from the powerful gov-
ernment drive which is for the
time being directed against them.
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MURRAY, GREEN DISH UP SAME OLD HASH FOR LABOR DAY

By L. G. SMITH

A study of the Labor Day mes-
sages of the two largest labor
bodies in this country would be
well worth the while of every
thoughtful worker in the labor
movement. The messages, deliv-
ered in network broadcasts by
William Green, head of the AFL,
and Philip Murray, president of

the CIO, were about the only sign

on a national seale that this day
is supposed to be dedicated to
labor. _

Bill Green made a vigorous at-
tack on the failure of Congress
to pass price-control legislation
and predicted that this would be
the big issue in the 1952 elections.
“Labor is preparing for that
test,” he said. “We are going to
get out a full vote. Before the
elections take place, labor will ex-
pose the shameful record of the
coalitionists and call for-their de-
feat, whether they be Republicans
or Democrats.”

This kind of thing has been going
on for so long that it .is taken
seriously by very few workers,
and least of all by the people
who run the Democratic and Re-
publican Parties. They know very
well that as long as labor has no
party of its own, when the elec-
tions actually roll around the
leaders will urge their member-
ships to vote for whichever can-
didate seems less reactionary at
the moment, regardiess of his past
record.

And they know, further, that
the workers have become so in-
different to this kind of polities
that when the decisive moment
arrives their votes will be influ-
enced more by all kinds of other
considerations than by the urg-
ings of their “leaders.”

MURRAY'S L-P RECORD

As if to make the pointlessness
of his political tirade even more
obvious, old man Green contin-
ued: “Do the Tories in America
want to do what the Tories in

Britain did—drive laber into the
camp of the Socialists? Do they
want to do what the Tories in
other nations have done—force
a desperate people to embrace
communism?”’

Any Tory, who happened to be
listening to that broadcast could
well take another sip of his cock-
tail, turn the dial, and heave a
sigh of contentment. “Good old
Bill Green,” he could say to him-
self. “As long as the workers
keep him up there, everything will
be all right. And if we ever do
drive them into the socialist
camp, it will be over his dead
body.”

Phil Murray of the CIO spoke
over the radio too. He attacked
corporate greed and blamed it for
the “fact that you, the American
consumer, will be paying highar
taxes and higher prices than you
should.” He pointed out that the
big-business lobbies, in addition
to preventing effective anti-infla-
tion laws, “have been largely
successful in getting a tax law
that puts the average man’s taxes
up and the rich man’s taxes
down.” He went on to say that
“there are influential spokesmen
for powerful interests in this
country who scorn the wholesome
philosophy of equality of sacri-
fice.”

Everything he said was true,
ond also nothing he said can give
the workers any gquidance as to
what they should do %o remedy
the situation. The years have gone
by, and the elections have gone by,
and the great potential political
strength of the organized indus-
trial workers has been thrown
away in all of them.

The business lobbies, represent-
ing a handful of men and huge
amounts of capital have their
way, more or less. The millions
of men and women in the labor
movement ., , . they too have a
lobby which has its way less and
less. :

What lesson might be derived
from this experience which now

stretches back over the decades?
Perhaps. that when the struggle
between labor and capital is re-
duced to a struggle between lob-
bies, the dollars count more than
the votes? And that this is-par-
ticularly true when the legisla-
tors who are subjected to the
pressures of the lobbies are more
inclined, from the very beginnini,
to lean with the dollars which
got them there in the first place?

TOOTHLESS THREATS

That is not the lesson which has
been learned by Murray and
Green, or which they teach to the
rest of the bureaucrats and the
workers. Rather, they propose ia
go on with the same old policies,
with the prospect of suffering the
same old defeats.

As a matter of faet, upon more
reflection, perhaps the imaginary
Tory we deseribed above suffers
from overconfidence. It is a state
quite naturally induced by the
empty toothless railings and
threats uttered by Green and
Murray. But the truth is that the
Tory policies are driving the
workers, if not right into the
camp of the socialists, at least
into an independent camp of their
own. And neither Green’s admo-
nitions nor Murray’s incantations
will make the Tories change their
ways.

And just because this is true,
we have every reason to expect
that Murray and Green and the
whole ossified labor officialdom
they represent will have to chan:e
their political ways, or they may
wake up one fine day to find
theniselves at the tail-end of tha
labor parade rather than at iis
head. And if, in the course of
this drastic shift in position, it
should happen that they get
trampled under the feet of the
workers who are moving toward
a labor party well, they can al-
ways content themselves with the
thought that they held back the
clock of history just as long as
was humanly possible.

~ President Truman’s guick and
forthright action in the case of
Sergeant John R. Rice makes an
appealing human-interest story,’
and no doubt does credit to the
deepness of his feelings about
diserimination — against Ameri-
can Indians.

The story about Truman's off-
the-cuff telegrams was front-
paged everywhere. Rice was killed
in action in Korea. His body was
shipped home for burial in Sioux
City, Iowa, where his wife’ had
purchased a burial lot in the Me-
morial Park Cemetery (private).
Racism stayed with him to the
open grave. When a group of
Winnebago Indians showed up,
the cemetery director learned the
horrid truth from Mrs. Rice, who
is not an Indian. The sergeant
was not a “member of the Cau-
casian race,” being instead a 100
per cent American by blood. He
could not be buried in the ground
reserved for the descendants of
“Caucasian” immigrants to this
continent.

Whereupon Truman, reading
this typieally American news
item in the morning newspaper,
fired a telegram to Sioux City
offering Sergeant Rice burial’in
Arlington National Cemetery.

A SECOND THOUGHT

The picture we get of the presi-
dent, fired with indignation that
morning, appalled by the injus-
tice and burning to correct it, is
one that does him honor. This
country would be a better place
to live in for more than one-tenth
of its people if it were the whole
picture. :

But even as one's eyes get misty

-

akes Truman Indignant? |

with emotion at the touching epi-
sode, a nagging thought may ob-
trude. Sergeant Rice is not the
first non-Caucasion to be refused
burial in a "white” cemetery.

Nor, for that matter, is the
right to be buried the most impor-
tant right of man whose daily
violation ought to make Harry
Truman uncontrollably indignant
some morning. Not that we love
Indians less but . . . Aren’t there
some millions of Negroes in this
country who have no move right
to a job, a home, a’seat in a res-
taurant or railroad car, a chair
Jor their children in a decent
school, than Sergeant Rice had to
his six feet of ground?

In fact, Truman need look—
not only to the various states,
south and north, where Jim Crow
is the gravedigger—but to that
part’ of the United States which
he and his party govern directly:
the District of Columbia. He will
even find there a cemetery for
pet dogs which demands that the
deceased dog’s owner be of “Cau-
casion blood,” although its direc-
tors are broadminded enough to
niake no such demand on the dog
itself. . . .

Well, then, shall one cavil at
even a single “noble, generous act”
because there are still millions who
suffer the same and worse wrongs
than aroused the single act?

It is not a question of a single
correction versus the wrongs of
millions of others. What cools
our reaction to Truman’s per-
formance is that he “permitted”
his indignation to boil over in the
case of an Indian but keeps it
carefully under restraint when it
concerns that which is the flag-

rant and all-pervading disgrace
of the nation—anti-Negro Jim
Crow.

To put it bluntly, it was no skin
off Truman’s back to appeal to
the nation’s sympathy for the In-
dian, Sergeant Rice. It was not
the act of courage and principle
that it would have been if a Negro
had been involved. It was mainly
a grandstand play.

WHEN DOES HE BOIL?

There is another nagging
thought that obtrudes. By coinci-
dence, the current column by
Harold L. Ickes, in the New Re-
public deals with a case in point.
That is the stand of Truman’s
administration on questions that
concern not an Indi#n’s burial but
the lives of the Indian people.

Ickes writes of the case of Sen-
ator McCarran of Nevada and his
war against the Paiute Indians
of that state. For years MeCar-
ran has been trying to push
through a bill whiech will deprive
the Paiutes of their best land—
that is, of what land has been left

them by previous raids—on arbi- .

trary terms of his own. “He has
gone so far,” Ickes mentions, “as
to use his great influence with
the Indian Bureau to deny the
Indians of his state the right to
employ lawyers of their own
choosing to defend them from his
rapacities.”

His story concerns the fate of

"E. R. Fryer, the Indian Bureau’s

agent for the Paiutes, who was
working for them. On MeCarran’s
demand, Indian Commissioner
Myer removed Agent Fryer from
his post. Under pressure, Tru-
man held up that order. Ickes

asks: “Why does the secretary of
the interior . . . retain -and sup-
port as his commissioner of In-
dian affairs a man as indifferent
to the rights of the Indians as
this country has ever seen?” And
“it will be interesting- to see,” he
adds, whether the government
will protect the property and
rights of the Indians even against
MecCarran.

This has been going on for some
time, and Truman's just indigna-
tion has not boiled over yet. And
whatever the outcome of this case,
it is not the only one or the last
ohe,

If Truman wants to erand-
stand, even without fighting the
wrongs of millions, he has many
more meaningful opportunities
that involve the right to live.

, The
Zionist Congress

The article on the World
Zionist Congress scheduled for.
this issue is held over for next
week, due to the tight pre_ss
schedule enforced by the Labor
Day holiday. .
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~ On the Anniversary of thé 0ld Man’s Murder—

THE MONUMENT OF LEON TROTSKY

By EEN HALL

1t can be done. The Russian Revolution of November
1917 looms in history as an ineradicable reminder that
it is possible for the working class to take power, to be-
gin the building of a socialist society, to take the road
to freedom and equality. Leon Trotsky, assassinated
eleven years ago by a Stalinist agent, was one of ?.he
great socialist theoreticians of the Russian Revolution,
ove of its leaders in action, its historian, and in the days
of its defeat by Stalinism the defender of its great tra-
ditions. 8

And in this defense, there was nothing scholastic or
pedantic; it was inseparable from the task Trotsky set
himself of preserving socialist consciousness in the world

working class so that it might be prepared for its his- _

teric role as the democratic, liberating force in society.

Bourgeois writings on the Russian Revolution and
eriticism of it pursue the directly opposite aim: to un-
dermine socialist consciousness and to destroy the class
confidence of the working class. “You cannot take power”
i= the moral they drive home, “and if you do, it can lead

"~ ¢nly to totalitarianism. Look at Russia today; there is

your socialism!” They would wipe out the lessons of the
_Russian Revolution and destrey it as an inspiration for
the continuing socialist struggle.

In carving up history and piecing together its own
falsified version, Stalinism seeks the same end. It por-
trays the revolution as the work of Stalinism; it too
presents its own bureaucratic, totalitarian self as the
genuine continuators of its teaditiens: “If you abhor
capitalism, if you yearn for socialism, you must support

us.”

They Must Falsify History

And this bureaucracy, enjoying state power over mil-
licns of peoples and possessing all the material advantages
of power, could not feel secure in the pursuit of its aim
until it had murdered Trotsky, an exile in Mexico, who
eiijoyed the ideological support of only a few hundred
fciiowers and whose power lay only in his ideas, In
August 1940, it succeeded in killing Trotsky.

But it failed in its political objective. The Stalinist
organizers of the assassination planned to pass the mur-
derer off as one of Trotsky’s own disillusioned followers.
But not a single intelligent individual in a position to
judge objectively would swallow this falsehood. Every-
one knows today whese hand guided the man who struck
the blow.

“Iri a distorted fashion, the Stalinist bureaucracy has
succeeded in claiming the heritage of the Russian Revo-
lution; but not as it had planned and hoped. “Stalinism
fows from Leninism”—such is the chorus from semi-
sceialists, ex-socialists, and ex-Stalinists who repeat the
Stalinist claim. They, in their own way, help the Stalinist

bureaucracy to ornament its totalitarianism with the

emancipating ideal of 1917.

They see the working class as it is, burdened with

terrible defeats, and not as it can and will be. They do
nat see the proletariat reaching out for power. They

4y conclude that it cannot; it must not; and in fact, they
must reinterpret history to prove that it has not.

For if the Russian Revolution demonstrated that the
working class did take power, then it proves that such
pofentialities exist for the workers of the world. They
now make the revolution a chapter in the rise of Stalin-
ism. not in order to justify Stalinism buf to efface the
socialist revolution from their own memories and facili-
tate their attachment to American capitalism.

Lifetime of Action and Theory

But while they accept Stalinism as the legitimate off-
spring of the Russian Revolution, they ﬁngi it impo_ss1b1e
o accept the authenticity of its forged birth r_:ert!.ﬁcate
2nd they scoff and sneer at its contrived autobiography.
With the Stalinists, our no-longer-socialists and “not-
quite-socialists insist that “Leninism leads to Stalimf.sm”
hut at the same time they know that Stalinism falsifies
and lies about the story of Lenin and Trotsky and of the
authentic leaders of Russian socialism. Such an uneasy
compramise and combination between historieal truth
and political distortion cannot endure.

The advance of democracy and.the progress of_the
working class requires that socialism and the traditions
of the Russian Revolution be emancipated from the pre-
tensions of Stalinism. We can be confident that the ﬁrst
renewed wave of working-class advance will sef things
in their proper perspective, that the world will begin to
understand that an unbridgeable gulf separates the two.

- If this is true, it will be the accomplishment of one
man more than any other—Leon Trotsky, whose lifetime
work of acfion and theory was too firmly. founded to be
wiped out by the clumsy manipulations of bureaucratic
book-burners.

In the last six years of his life, Trotsky sought the
founding of a Fourth International, a new world party
of socialist workers, to lead the struggle out of war and
capitalist decay. The cumulative effects of the victqry
of Stalin, the rise of Hitler, the crushing of the Spanish

#> working class and the outbreak of World War II suc-

ceeded one another with such rapidity and inflicted such
cruel blows upon the working class that this goal could
not then be achieved. It is clear that the restoration of
the class-consciousness and confidence of the working
class will not take a swift or easy road. )

But the attempt had to be made. And everytl}mg that
politically was.possible for one man to do, he did.

His writings on Germany were a succession of power-

ful indictments of the policy of the Social-Democrats and

Communists who finally permitted Hitler to come to
power without raising a finger in defense of the working
class. While the one hoped to find some safe haven, even
in a Hitler-dominated Germany, and the other calmly
assured the masses that the victory of Hitler meant
rothing more or less than the prelude to the victory of
the working class, Trotsky hammered away: a Hitler
vietory will mean the wiping out of the German working °
class as a social force for decades to come and a terrible
strengthening of world reaction. And he called, tragi-
cally in vain, for a united front of the German working
class to smash fascism before its assumption of state
power. N

Read today, his analysis of the G&rman events gives
us the key to understanding the role of fascism as a social
force. And he applied all the lessons of the Russian Revo-
lution and of the German defeat to orient the French
working class in the period of its rise in the middle
thirties. '

The Real Revolution

His History of the Russian Revolution is not only
one of the world’s great literary and historical master-
pieces, it is itself an impressive contribution to the strug-
gle for socialism. In its pages, we see the Russian work-
ing class cram a whole epoch of political and social ex-
perience into the few short months between February

and October 1917. It sifts the policies and programs |,

and weighs the parties before giving power to the Bol-
sheviks. Thus, in less than a year, it rises from a class
oppressed by the most tyrannical autocracy of its day
into the ruler of Russia. Fables about a Bolshevik “con-
spiracy” dissolve into thin air. Not by trickery or cun-
ning but in open, forthright political struggle the Rus-
sian workers and peasants decided for the establishment
of their own government. It was in a burst of the Demo-
cratic self-activity and initiative of the masses that the
Russian Revolution took place. s

Read today, the History reveals in dramatic form
the difference between this and the seizures of power hy
Stalinism gfter World War Il In brief, we will learn the,
difference between the socialist and the bureaucratic
revolution.

The working class can forge its party; it can create
its instruments of political power; it can take power;
it can put an end to war., Naturally, it will not do so in
every country in the same way; its history will not be
a simple carbon copy of October. But the inspiring les-
sons live on in Trotsky’s great work.

The Russian Revolution was not to be: permitted a
peaceful democratic evolution toward socialism. For
three years, the czarist generals, the landlords, the capi-
talists, aided by the imperialist powers of the world
fought a merciless and bloody civil war to overthrow the
Russian workers’ government. This exhausting battle,
following in the wake of four years of World War I,
weakened the Russian working class. And the conditions
of the ecivil war inevitably weakened and undermined
democracy.

When Others Bowed Down

When the ecivil war came to an end, the preservation
of the working class character of the regime required
a sharp turn toward ‘a restoration of deniocracy and a
reinvigoration of initiative from below. In 1924, Trotsky
wrote that the working-class party which fails to make
a decisively required political turn runs the risk of be-
ing transformed into an instrument of an alien class. It
seems clear, looking backward that the Bolshevik party
did not make its turn soon enough.

The Stalinist bureaucracy was able first to conquer
within the party and then proceed fo crush it as a party
of socialism by wiping out its revolutionary cadres. Given
the. unfavorable #urn of world events and the onerous
economic and social position of the Russian working
class, with all the backwardness of Russia, it is prebable
that no policy could have saved the proletarian state.
The fact remains that the bureaucracy was able to ftri-
umph through the old forms, with all the trappings of
historical continuity. Thus it could come forward not for
what it was, the executioner of the revolution, but as its
executor.

Trotsky was among the first of the outsatnding lead-
ers of the revolution to begin the struggle against the
Stalinist bureaucracy and he did not falter in this strug-
gle during his whole lifetime.

In 1923, he fought within the Russian Communist
Party for a “New Course” 'toward democracy. Even
tllwugh his demands were put forward diplomatically and
in a limited sense, it was enough to arouse the hatred
of the collective Stalinist officialdom who sensed imme-
diately that their rights and privileges were being threat-
ened from below. The defeat of Trotsky was the begin-
ning of the open drive by the bureaucracy for power
culminating, after years of repression against the indi-
viduals and institutions linked to the revolution, in the
terrible totalitarianism of today.

During the “Red Decade” when every liberal was a
“friend of Soviet Russia,” i. e., an apologist for Stalin
viho learned to admire his brand of socialism, Trotsky
tirelessly explained in scores of works that this Stalinist
bureaucracy was not a socialist but an anti-socialist
foree; that socialism meant a tendency toward greater
equality while the bureaucracy was the defender and
“planter” of inequality; that the bureaucracy rose above
the working class, that it led away “from socialism. The
socialist direction of the Russian economy and of Rus-
sian society can’ be restored only by the defeat of the

L L S S T

bureaucracy and by the re-establishment of democracy
for the masses. The hope of socialism lay not in the bu-
reaucrats above but in the people below. This he preached
—to those who were then enchanted with the power of
Stalinism and fascinated by its “economic democracy.”

Now these "friends'" of Russia lavish their affections
vpon other bureaucrats. They once saw 'socialism™ in
Stolinism. And now that they fiee in horror from Stalinism,
they discard their "socialism,” or at least that awful
caricature of it that they themselves had erected in their
own minds.

Context of an Error - ¥

While their flirtation with Stalinism prospered, Trot-
sky continued the theoretical defense of socialism and
of the Russian Revolution. Stalinism, he pointed out,
is not the result of the seizure of power of the working
class but is the sapping of that power by an anti-socialist
bureaucracy. It flows not from what the revolution ac-
complished, but from what it did not and could not
accomplish in an isolated backward nation. Stalinism
was not put in power by the Russian working class; it
came to power by defeating the working class and it
could do so only because the revolution remained limited
te Russia, and because the proletariat in the advanced
countries of Western Europe was unable to make its
revolution. ’

Regardless of the gaps that remained in his theories
about Russia or even his errors, it was his contribution
to carry on for decades, almost single-handed, the theo-
retical defense of the traditions of thé Russian Revolu-
tion—as indispensable prerequisite for the revival of
revolutionary Marxism. And it is his work that stands
as the point of departure for any socialist analysis of
Stalinism today.

His gravest error was the formula he devised in the
last decade of his life which can be tersely summarized
as “nationalized property equals workers state.” So long
as the means of production in Russia were state-owned,
he insisted, we must consider Russia, even under the
Stalinist bureaucracy, as a “workers state,” and conse-
quently, he concluded, we must be for its defense in any
war with a capitalist power. It was the dispute over
these views -and our rejection of them that was the basic
cause of the split in the Trotskyist movement in 1940
and of the formation of the Workers-Party.

That was eleven years ago, only a few months before

" the death of Trotsky. Today, a group of self-styled "ojﬁ-‘_ :

cial" Trotskyists spend their time constructing a bizarre

system of politics almost exclusively out of reminis:éli"l"

scraps and fragments of this error in Trotsky's ideas, torn
cut of the context of the revolutionary ceontent which- ke
cculd give even to his mistakes.

In the expansion of Stalinism, in its bureaucratie

overwhelming of nationalities, in its victories in estab-
lishing totalitarian states, it sees the creation of a galoxy
of “workers’ states,” without and against the working
class. In the bid of Stalinism for world domination it
sees the pending proletarian class struggle. It follows
that they cannot explain why the independent working-
class socialist struggle is at.all necessary, except per-
haps for esthetic reasons. And it follows that they can
find no convincing reason for their own existence as a
political current outside of Stalinism.

One of the Sources

Unlike his self-appointed executors, Trotsky imparted
even to his errors a revolutionary content that provided
their own antidete. Totally alien to him was any concep-
tion that the tasks of the socialist revolution could be
carried forward behind the backs of the working class by
any bureaucracy, least of all by Stalinism. Paradoxical
though it may seem, he could persist in the “workers’

state” theory of Russia only because of his confidence in-

the viability of the working class and its social role and

his convietion of the basic social impotence of the bureau- -

cracy,

In his view, the Stalinist system was unstable and
doomed to rapid disintegration. The bureaucracy, he con-
tended, was essentially a bourgeois organ of the work-
ing-class state and, like every such bourgeois instrument
in the working-class movement, was essentially a tool
of imperialism. In the course of the world war, it would
inevitably collapse, either by surrendering to the pres-
sures of world imperialism by restoring capitalism or,
more likely, through overthrow by the proletarian revo-
lution. In any case, its doom was sealed. It would be

absurd, he insisted, to give to this vanishing social group.

the status of a new ruling class at the very moment when
it was about to disappear from the stage of history.

Events have exploded this facet of Trotsky's views,
The Stalinist bureaucracy has held power; it has main-
tained and extended its nationalized property as” the
source of its power; oand now it appears clearly on the
world scene not as an agent of capitalism but as its dead-
ly rival for the exploitation of the earth, including the
working class.

While this aspect of his views proved invalid, the
validity of his fundamental thesis stands up stronger
than ever. The defense of democracy, the preservation
of national freedom, the stemming of the tide toward
reaction . . . are inseparably linked, not to the manipu-=
lations of bureaucrats, benevolent or not, but to the
independent socialist struggles of the international
working class. :

And it is in this spirit of democracy and socialism,
in this basic tradition -of Trotsky’s life and work, that

independent socialism finds one of the indispensable

sources of its tradition.
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The
ISL Program

in Brief

The Independent Socialist League
stands for socialist democracy and
against the two systems of exploita-
tion which now divide the world: capi-
4alism and Stalinism. :

Capitalism cannot be reformed or

- liberalized, by any Fair Deal or other

deal, so as to give the people freedom,
abundance, security or peace. 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,

Stalnism, in Russia and wherever it
holds power, is a brutal totalitarian-
ism—a new form of exploitation. Its
agents in every country, the Commu-
nist Parties, are unrelenting enemies
of socialism and have nothing in com-
mon with socialism—which cannot ex-

- ist without effective democratic con-

#rol by the people.

These two 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
ond 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

Sociclist League—

114 W. 14th Street

~ New York 11, N. Y.

O 1 want -more information about the
ideas of Indepemdent Socialism and
the ISL.

O 1 want to join the ISL.

Name
Address ...
Tel. .
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A Marxist Theory of Energy and Matter

By PHILIP COBEN

The aim of this column is not to review a book but merely to bring

it to the attention of our readers who are interested in the subject.
It is not new (1948), but has not been published in this country, and
deserves being better known.
" It’s R. L. Worrall’s Energy and Matter (Staples Press, London),
and should be equally interesting to students of scientific theory and
the philosophy of science from the Marxist point of view, regardless
of their agreement with its thesis.

Above all, it will be a welcome change for those who (like the
present writer) are made sick to the stomach by the writings of most
of the Stalinist and Stalinoid professors on dialectical materialism
and science, one example of which we plan to review in a coming
column. The attempts of bourgeois professors and ex’s of the Sidney

Hook type to diseredit the Marxist approach to science and philosophy

are as nothing compared with the effectiveness of the Stalinists in
so discrediting it by their vulgarizations, in the guise of explainin
and defending it. :

Worrall is a British non-.Stalinist Marxist (what the rest of his
pelitics are we do not know nor is it relevant) and primarily a scientist
rather than a philosopher. Except for his introduction, he does not (as
far as | recall) even use the traditional terms of Marxist philosophy,
nor does he have to. He is not engaged in explaining Marxist material-
ism; he is using it as a guide in proposing a solution to some funda-
mental problems of scientific theory, in the light of present-day scientific
knowledge.

As Engels wrote: “With each epoch-making discovery in the
sphere of natural sciencé, materialism has to change its form.” There
are, to’be sure, “Marxists” (even outside the Stalinist cohorts) who
think that the heights of “orthodoxy” are reached when one demon-
strates that appropriate quotations from Marx and Engels are suffi-
cient to clear up the problems of modern scientific theory. These peo-
ple are not “orthodox” but merely stupid, ignorant, or sterile.

The problem which Worrall addresses himself to is more or less
“What is energy?”’—*“What is time?”—*“What is motion?”"—“What
is space?”—from the point of view of materialism in the context of
present-day knowledge. Just as a long list of scientists-wuuld-l:_ue~
‘philosophers headed by Jeans and Eddington have given their idealist
answers, Worrall presents a materialist working hypothesis.

Materialism as a Guide

We have no intention of trying to summarize his view here in a
pregnant paragraph—even if we could, which is doubtful. Nor are
we calling attention to the book because we think it is the materialist
answer. What we found most admirable about the book is the example
it gives of how to approach these problems as a Marxist; not in the
spirit of applying a rule-of-thumb formula which is guaranteed to
shoot out the correct answer like a slot-machine, but as a guide to a
concrete analysis. oA :

In hig introduction where, as we mentioned, Worall does comment
explicitly on dialectics, he makes only a few basic remarks on his
approach. For his basic epistemological viewpoint, he quotes an article
by Einstein, Podolsky and Rosen, who wrote in 1935:

"Any serious consideration of a physical theory must take into
account the distinction between the objective reality, which is inde-
pendent of any theory, and the physical concepts with which the theory
operates. The concepts are intended to correspond with the physical
reality, and by means of these concepts we picture this reality to.our-
selves . . . the correctness of the theory is judged by the degree of
agreement between the conclusions of the theory and human experience.
This experience . .. in physics takes the form of experiment and meas-
urement.”™

. He adds: “From the standpoint of modern materialism, matter is
that- which exists independently of thought. . . . The principles of
dialectic materialism are not a dogma to be imposed on science; they
are derived, like any theory of a particular gcience,-from observa-
.tions, and can be confirmed by scientific experiments. . . .”

But this is only in his introduction. The body of the work is de-
voted to the thesis that “In the light of modern materialism, space,

»

time, mass and energy are seen to be the quantitative aspects of four _

mutually related modes of existence of matter—extension, motion,

inertia and motivity.” To this end he_first examines “Matter, Energy

and Ether in Newtonian Physics” and then the “Principles of the

Theory of Relativity” in the first two chapters, before going further.
Mainly we want to say: Read it.

Fbr-living Marxism—read
'THE NEW INTERNATIONAL
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THE MAGIC OF NATIONALISM, by Patrick
O'Donovan.—The Reporfer, Sept. 18,

A report on the first African colony to be
governed by Africans: the Gold Coast under
Kwame Nkrumah. Mainly it makes one wish for
a more adequate account, but little enough of
any kind has appeared in the U. S. press,

The Gold Coast is still under a British gov-
ernor with veto powers, but when “the first
democratic elections ever to be held in Negro
Africa” took place and Nkrumah’s Convention
People’s Party gained a huge majority, the new
“Leader of Government Business in the Crown
Colony of the Gold Coast” took over enough
control to make it “virtually impossible for [the
governor] to use [the veta] without destroying
the whole edifice of government.” How far Nkru-
mah will go toward self-government and what
Britain will do, if anything, is still in the cards.

In any case, the Gold Coast is in the van of
the new African nationalism, along with Nigeria
and its native leader Dr. Azikwe (known as
Zik). As it happens, both men were ‘trained in
the U. 8. (not in Britain, shattering tradition),
and by further coincidence in the same American
university, Lincoln University in Pennsylvania.

“In America, he [Nkrumah] was just an-
other angry Negro protesting against the status
of his race, and protesting against a foreign
power rather than the U. S. He became a pro-.
fessor of Afriean history. During the Second
World War he made conventional [sic!] anti-

READING from LEFT to RIGHT

Further on, we are told derogatorily that he
“uses Marxist clichés—and even sometimes de-
scribes himself as a Marxist—but today Com-
munism has become, so to speak, the automatic
philosophy of revolt.” Nkrumah absorbed his
Marxist ideas (one of the things that could
stand further elaboration) in England, follow-
ing his student days in this country, apparently
in contact with the CP. But there is no indication
that today. he has any pro-Stalinist or pro-Rus-
sian leanings. But “he and his people tend to
look on the struggle between Communism and
the West as no concern of a colonial people.”

The pre-war Gold Coast was “from the Brit-
ish point of view, the ideal colony”—that is, the
people were exploited in silence by British
sahibs. “But since the war, more than 30 Afri-
cans have died in public disorders; there have
been strikes and riots and looting, all conducted
against a background of nationalist thinking.”

Nkrumah’s government has just about got
started. Its head “is absolutely honest and abso-
lutely single-minded,” but of it we learn only
that steps have been taken to spread education
among. the people, that it needs capital invest-
ment, and that Nkrumah “has maintained an
easy relationship with the white civil servants,
who now call h_i{m ‘Sir’ or ‘Mr. Minister.’ In the
attemnpt to prodéite a modern state out of a tra-
ditional celony, he is attacking the power of
the great chiefs, some of whom oppose his re-
forms.”

|+ Labor Action, whick are given in editorial statements.

imperialist speeches.”

We want to know more.

BOOKS and ldeas

Sagas of Working-CIaSs: Struggle

SAGAS OF STRUGGLE: A Labor
Anthology, by Samual Colton.—
Claridge Pub., New York, 128
pages; $2.25,

It may sound kind of dull to
describe this little book as an an-
thology of selections about the
labor movement, but it isn’t that
kind of anthology. The pieces are
obviously selection to give non-
union people or new union work-
ers a lively, even touehing, emo-
tional feel of why men organize
and how they organize and the
spirit of struggle for labor’s
rights; and it does that, -

Since it’s a small book, we
won’t complain about the pieces
that belong in it and aren’t there;
except to say that if Colton had
to include a couple of pieces of
poetry, he should have gone to
Arturo Giovanitti or Marcus
Graham’s anthology for his se-
lections rather than to John
Beecher.

First selection is from George
and Helen Papashvily’s Anything
Can Happen on “Why - George
. Quit a .Good Job.” It’s the one
about how George gets led into
becoming a strikebreaker, with-
out knowing it until he’s inside
the beseiged factory, by a pro-
fessional scabherder, and how he
got out.

Meyer Levin’s Citizens contrib- -

utes “Gonna Wear My Union
Button” about the invasion of
the-steel mills by the CIO—and
about Ladislas Wyznowieki’s fight
to get his job back on the big
crane.

Three of the selections deal
with racial antagonisms as an in-
ternal difficulty of the wunion
movement, in the same personal-
ized vein. Two are so-so, from
Edward McSorley’s Our Own
Kind, but the third is a gem from
Oscar Ameringer’s autobiography
If You Don't Weaken. The latter
tells how the Negro and white
dockworkers of New Orleans or-
ganized together, after wising up
that they had been cutting each
other’s throat at the instigation
of -the white-supremacy bosses.

A LESSON IN JIM CROW

The story winds up with a
vignette: the state legislature has
sent State Senator Cordell (“the
composite portrait of the Ken-
tucky colonel seen in whiskey ad-
vertisements”) to settle the strike
in which the black and white
workers have been fighting shoul-

der to shoulder; the chief spokes--
men -of -the strikers’ committees_

]

are Ellis, for the Negroes, and
Scully, who combines an Irish
temper with “an ingrown hatred
of bosses, irrespective of race, na-
tionality, religion and state of
moral turpitude.” Ellis hasn’t
any compunctions about using
the derogatory racist term instead
of “Negro,” and we'll give the
conversation as Ameringer does;

for -his -rough<hewn sense:-oftra~
- premacy strike your white-su-

cial solidarity is a deal more
meaningful than that of some
folks who are always very, very:
careful to say “Negro.” The
scene:

Senator Cordell: “The ideah!
The ve’y ideah! White men con-
spirin’ with niggas against the
honoah and prosper’ty of the
grea-at po’t of N’yo'l’ns; against
the honoah and prosper'ty of the
gre-at State of Louistanah itself!
The ideah, the ve'y ideah, white
gen'lemen of honoah compelled to
heckle like penny-pinchin’ tradas
ovah a few pennies mo’h’less with
a pa’cel o’ watah rats and niggas.
Ah shall not continya this disgra-
ceful, shameless bickerin’ fo’ an-
otha second. I am leavin’ ...

Ellis: “Please sit down, sena-
tor. We're not here to save the
honor and prosper’ty of the great
State of Louisiana. We is here to
settle the strike. That’s what
they sent you down here for.
Your job is to see to it that we
work the longest possible hours
at the least possible pay. Our job
is to make your crowd pay us'the
highest possible wages for ‘the
lowest possible amount of werk.
Now let’s get down to busimess.
What’s more, we've won the strike
already, else you gentlemen
wouldn’t be here to talk eompro-
mise, honor and prosper’ty.”

Scully: “Oh,. we're water rats,
are we? And white trash, are we?

But you can’t run your goddam
port without us. Can _you? I guess
before long you’ll eall us nigger
lovers too, Maybe you want to
know next how I would like it if
my sister married a nigger? Well,
go ahead, ask me. But take it

from me, I wasn’t always a nig- -

ger Tover. I fought in every strike
to keep the niggers off the dock.
I fought until*‘in “the white-su-~

premacy governor sent his white-
supremacy militia down here and
shot us white-supremacy strikers
full of holes . . . let me tell you
and your gang, there was a time
I wouldn'f even work beside a
nigger. You got 'em on the loose.
You made me work with niggers,
eat with niggers, sleep with nig-
gers, drink out of the same water

TBucket with niggers,.and finally

got me to the place where if one
of them comes to me and blubbers
something about more pay, I say,
‘Come on, nigger, let’s go after

. the white bastards.””

FOR THE FACTS OF LIFE

There’s a section on the great
Lawrence strike, on the struggle
of the Danbury hatters, and a
half dozen more, including one on
the fight of miners not long after

.the turn of the eentury which ex-
" plains ‘better than any treatise

why the diggers cleave to .their
union today through thick and
thin. Especially interesting is the
account of the miners’ “child

unions”—"“junior locals” of child
‘workers about 10-16, run by
themselves.

Which reminds us to mention
that, besides non-union and new
union people, the book is a good
start for an older child’s educa-
tion on the facts of social life,

P. C.
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A Dissenting Opinion on United-Front

To the Editor:

There are several points in the SYL articles by Don Harris [in
th(_e Youth and Student Corner] that I wish to contest. His main
point is that student socialists must, in relation to the different
forms of campus Stalinism, “isolate them politically and organiza-
tionally to the end of having thenm democratically ousted.” He gives
two main reasons: we-can be more effective without their presence
In a fight; and their ideology is “directed toward defending the in-
terests of a totalitarian social order.” That is, they are hypocrites.
: Harris points out correctly that student socialisbs may participate
In united fronts with Stalinists as long as the front is not dominated
by them or used to promote its specific ends. My emphasis would be
on the latter point. But he then goes on to say that we should make
an effort to keep them out of positions of responsibility and, eventu-
ally, propose their ouster altogether. -

I believe friend Harris’ program is in serious error, at least in-
sofar as the student left-wing movement is concerned. As to the point
qf being more effective without Stalinists, he is wrong. Any progres-
sive movement on the campus today is bound to be labeled as “red.”
Thl_s cannot be prevented by attacking the Stalinists. As a principled
socialist you will be labeled nevertheless. If you keep mum, totally
ineffective liberals may find themselves in control and unable, nor-
mally, to handle the situation. Or the Stalinists will take over, If you
do not keep mum, you will be labeled. It is up to you to overcome the
Jlabel by an intelligent appeal to your fellow students.

. Furthermore, in most cases today liberals on the campus, assum-
Ing a petty-bourgeois radicalism, will not act without the Stalinists
if they will act at all. So, if you do not wish to act alone, you must
act with Stalinists both in case liberals will not move without them
and in case liberals will not move at all: for, believe it or not, some
Stalinists are often quite effective organizationally,

In that connection, it would not be amiss to point out that YPAers
are often tactically stupid and more or less controlled by a sectarian
LYL bureaucracy. Thus they usually oust themselves on tactical,
rather than theoretical, matters. On the other hand, the Sweezyites
are far more scientific and unsectarian and I have found them good
comrades in many a campus fight. The latter group is having slow
but sure success within many YPA groups and, in the future, one

No United Front with the Totalitarian

T}_1e question of the attitude of student socialists toward Stalinists
remains an important one even at this late date. Therefore we wel-
come the opportunity presented by Comrade Martel’s letter to discuss
our point of view further, .

_The point-of view of cooperating with Stalinists on the campug
still has currency among liberals and some socialists. There still per-
sists the idea that although you may oppose Russia and Stalinism in
the general sense, on a particular loeal issue it is ‘quite a good idea
to invite them into united fronts.

Comrade Martel’s letter speaks for this conception. What is in-
volved in carrying it out is that you “keep mum” on the reactionary
totalit_arian role of Stalinism, as Comrade Martel himself suggested.
You simply devote yourself to the danger at home without fulfilling
the elementary political task of pointing out the connection between
the attacks on civil liberties at home and the imperialist rivalry be-
tween the U. S. and Russia.

This eold war is the central political fact in the world today. The
attack on civil liberties, while primarily directed against the Stalinists
as the political agents of the rival imperialism, reaches out to en-
danger all of our political liberties, We are not merely opposed to this
anti-democratic hysteria at home but we are opposed to support of
either of the rival imperialist blocs.

Comrade Martel, in his eagerness #o fight the enemy at home is
proposing that we join forces with fhose who support the rival imperial-
ism abroad—Russia. He proposes that we shelve our criticism of the
reactionary role of Stalinism in order fo direct our attack against
capitalist reaction at home. .

However, the case of the liberals does not parallel that of the
Stalinists because they support American imperialism. For insofar as
the liberals DO fight for civil liberties here, they are opposing the
policy of the “enemy at home” without supporting Stalinism. But can
the same be said for the Stalinists? Obviously not.

Are the Stalinists "Lef#"?

When we attack the CP and Stalinists, it is not a device on our
part to avoid being labeled “red”—that is, our attacks are not “red-
baiting,” as Comrade Martel would infer. Nor is it “emulating the

Almeri’c’:an Legion, even though that emulation be on a more scientific
plane. ’

To mouth these phrases is fo ‘repeat the crassest line of every
Stalinist and Stalinoid. To do so ties up the socialist criticism of Stal-
inism with the reactionary criticism. We do not denounce Stalinism

because it is socialist, or “pregressive,” or "left," but rather because
it is none of these. -

. Comrade Martel not only erroneously believes that the Stalin-
ists are part of the left, but that the practical local issue can best be
achieved by including the Stalinists. What attracts him here is the
fact that, compared to the liberals, the Stalinists have an organization
and are more competent organizationally. We can only point to the
sad and tragic case of the East European socialists who also thought
Stalinism to be of the left and were impressed by their organization,
and paid for their errors with their lives.

Comrade Martel states: “it makes little sense to attack the USSR
while fighting on a campus issue, just as it makes little sense to de-
fend her. We cannot change Russia, we can split our ranks in the
fight against our own imperialist enemy.” According to this line of
thought, there should also be no objection to united fronts with groups
of the type of the Nazi-American Bund in World War II, which also
fought “our own imperialist class” and its policies—in the interests
.of an imperialist rival. ; :

The comparison raises a basic issue, the social and political charac-
ter of the Stalinist movement as an anti-socialist, anfi-working-class

That there are worthwhile individuals
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Policy with Student Stalinists

must suspect that the tactics of YPA will improve correspondingly.
They will make less foolish mistakes, will fly off the handle less, and
will not drag in as many extraneous matters as previously.

As to Harris’ second point, we know that there is a general pro-
USSR orientation both within YPA and within the ranks of the
Sweezyites. Liebknecht pointed out, however, that “the main enemy
is in our own country.” It makes little sense to attack the USSR while
fighting on a campus issue, just as it makes little sense to defend her.
We cannot change Russia; we can split our ranks in the fight against.
our own imperialist class. If YPAers would admit that they were
hypocrites, the problem would be solved. But their usual answer is;
“But there is democracy in Russia.” The ‘majority of them are thus
fighting for the same ideal as we: democracy. They think it is some-
where it is not. The point is not to oust them from the local fight for
democracy, but to convince them that their ideals are not present in
Russia. And one does not do this during & meeting on academic
freedom.

In fact, where a coalition is involved, I have found the Sweezyites
especially useful as allies in preventing liberals from taking over.
The latter usually botch things up, 2 la California, by succumbing to
compromises and palliatives. The run-of-the-mill liberal is far more
dangerous in a position of authority than the Stalinist providing you
have proved to the Stalinist that your main enemy 18 reaction at
home, not American Stalinism. In that case he will listen to your
council even though he knows of your general anti-Russian orienta-
tion. .

There are many’ potentially good socialists in the YPA ranks. It
is' a serious error to break the ranks of the left in these times by
emulating the American Legion, even though that emulation be on
a more scientific plane. “Any organizational advance for the CP”
does not necessarily represent a defeat for the peoples of Eastern
Europe. CP, first of all, is a dangerous generality for pro-USSR
forces, many of which are getting fed up with the CP-USA. If YPA
forces win an academic-freedom fight, it is a victory for us as well.
Just as a victory for us is a win for them, too. On the campus at
least the enemy is one. Wherever possible the fight should also be
united.

Marty MARTEL

Agents of Russian Imperialism

sucked into this movement is of course #rue; but that raises only ‘a
secondary question of factics in some cases,

In the local situation, Comrade Martel’s objections to the Staline
ists is on the ground that they may dominate the united front-or they
may use it to promote their own ends. On this there is agreement.
The inference is that he would withdraw from the united front if the
Stalinists did dominate it. But at the same time he states an objec-
tion to excluding the Stalinists from positions of responsibilty and
ther eventual ouster. g

We are not particularly interested in whether the Stalinists be-
come less sectarian and adventurous in their campus activities with

or without the aid of the “more scientific” Sweezyites, We are inter- -

ested in isolating the Stalinists and exposing their reactionary role,

By inviting the Stalinists into united fronts and acting as if they
are part of the “left,” you contribute to the confusion about the
Stalinists. You do not educate those liberals and Stalinoids who hawve
all sorts of illusions about the progressive nature of Stalinism. Rather
this policy strengthens these illusions. We do not object to the fact
that, the Stalinists may be tactically stupid, but we do object to. the
fact that the Stalinists defend a totalitarian regime. s

Basis for Capitulation

. The fact many CPers and even YPAers or “Sweezyites” believe
that Russia is democratic cannot be the decisive criteria for inviting
the Stalinists into the united front. We can win over those elements:
who have true socialist sentiments by educating them to the reactidne
ary nature of Stalinist society and by demonstrating that we can
participate in a militant fight for democratic rights. = F
While this is a statement of a general point of view, as it W
stated in the original article, we cannot allow ourselves to be isolated
by refusing to enter united fronts in which the Stalinists are pdr-
ticipating. It is rather our duty to enter in order to break the liberal

illusions about Stalinism and to prevent the united front from being

manipulated toward a reactionary end.

The main problem with the liberal on campus is that of getting
him to participate in a defense of democratic rights. By and large

the liberal is not organizationally efficient and does not carry out a -

militant campaign. One of the tasks of the student socialist is. to
participate in the organization of broad groups that will defend civil
liberties.” But to state that “the run-of-the-mill liberal is far more
dangerous in a position of authority than the Stalinist providing you
have proved to the Stalinist that your main enemy is reaction at hoie,
not American Stalinism” is sheer political fiction that provides the
basis for a capitulation to Stalinism.

A victory for YPA or for other Stalinist front groups can not be

looked ‘upon as a victory for democratic rights, no more than the vie-
tory of the Stalinist armies in China or Korea would represent a victory
for the democratic and progressive forces. To persist in believing this
myth, as we have learned from the national and international scene,
can only have disastrous effects for the socialist movement.

Editor, Youth_& Student Cormer
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And the Social-Democracy

Some Problems of the European Marxist Movement

By MAX SHACHTMAN

The political development of the American
-working class in the next few years will be of
enormous importance in deciding the fate of the
world, and of Europe primarily: But, in turn,
the development of the European working-class
movement will have. equally powerful effects
upon the road that will be traveled by the work-
ing class of the United States and other coun-
tries. . o

This is the reason for our intense interest in
the socialist movement of Europe and the reason
why we venture from this distance to express-
our opinion about some of the problems that
face it.

Insofar as a free working-class movement
exists in Europe, it exists only in the western
part of the continent. In the Stalinist countries,
it has been completely totalitarianized, that is,
destroyed. In the capitalist countries—England,
"France, Belgium, the Netherlands, West Germ-
any, Italy, the Seandinavian countries—virtually
the entire working class that thinks in terms of
the socialist goal is divided in-its allegiance be-
tween the traditional or somewhat renovated
_ social-democratic parties and the Stalinist par-
ties. A very small minority, existing only as tiny
groupings or as isolated individuals, want to
see the working class organized into an inde-
pendent socialist movement free of the cancer
of Stalinism and of the outworn, futile policies
of the old reformist parties.

The Isolation of the Vanguard |
On the whole, this minority is quite right and
shows socialist good health in its general belief
that if the European working class continues to
follow the leadership of Stalinism or the present
social-democratic parties, it is sure to suffer new
and bloody blows, and even terrible disasters, in
the crucial years to come. On the whole, we of
the Independent Socialist League firmly share
this belief and are convinced that real progress
will be assured only when it is likewise shared
by hundreds of thousands and then millions of
the workers who aspire to socialist freedom.

. Yet, this belief alone has not proved to be
enough to overcome the complete isolation from
the European working class and the continued
stagnation in which ~the wvanguard socialist
minorities and individuals find themselves.

Where a working class still follows the leader-

ship of the pdlitical parties and ideas of cap-
italism, it is not surprising that the genuinely
socialist movement should find itself reduced for
a period to a more or less isolated minority. But
where the working class has broken with cap-
italism, has organized its own class parties, and
has reached a relatively high stage of socialist
consciousness, as is the case in virtually all the
" countries of Europe, there is no good reason for
the isolation of the advanced socialist groups.
Years ago, we urged upon ail our comrades

and friends in Europe: Give up your illusory and
.sterile "organizational independence” and enter

unhesitatingly into the organized political move-

ment of the working class. This recommendation
is ten times more urgent and indispensable to-
day.

‘Into the Arena .

The European workers are organized, on the
whole, into two political movements. One of them
is the Stalinist party. But for socialists to enter
it would be the last word in folly and futility.
- Apart from all other considerations, the simple
fact is that it is impossible to put forward and
work for socialist and internationalist ideas in
any Stalinist party.

. That is not at all the case in the other polit-
ieal movement, the European social-democracy,
which is best exemplified by such organizations
as the British Labor Party and the German
Social-Democratic Party. It is in these organiza-
tions that every socialist, every Marxist, every

revolutionist and internationalist should find his
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place and his arena of action.

The defects and shortcomings of these parties
are or should be known to every socialist; the
blunders and even crimes which are committed
by their leaderships are not less well known. We
have pointed them out in our press and we shall
not fail to continue to point them out. But what
is most important for the present is that they
represent the mass movements of the politically
organiged and socialistically inspired workers in
which the socialist vanguard in Europe today
can find its most natural, most fruitful, and most
indispensable political arena—can find and must
find it.

I+ Will Happen Again

These workers are not always satisfied with
the policies and activities of their parties. Their
dissatisfaction takes many forms: they remain
in the party but are not active in it; they leave
the party to join some demagogical party of
capitalist reaction; they leave the party and,
desperate and duped, join the party of Stalinist
reaction; they leave the party and become indif-
ferent to political life of any kind. But they have
never left the mass parties, and it is sure that
they never will, in order to join some tiny organ-
ization no matter how correct its program is or
seems to be.

Individuals may do that; dozens or even*hun-
dreds may do that; but the hundreds of thous-
ands who make up the big working-class polit-
ical organizations do not. The whole history of
the socialist movement proves it. To our knowl-
edge, there is not even one case to show an
-exception.

There is one. other form, not mentioned
above, that the dissatisfaction takes: the more

- militant, more aggressive, more conscious work-

ers rally around a movement that is launched
within their party for the purpose of changing
its policy and its leadership. That has happened
dozens of times, in dozens of countries, and it
has proved successful in numerous and decisive
cases.

It can happen again. I will happen again,
provided the most conscious socialist elements
do not stand aside but participate side by side
with these -workers in the mass organizations
and help them, with comradeship, loyalty and
patience, o go through their experiences in the
most progressive way and as rapidly as events
permit.

The Case in Britain

In Britain, for example, any socialist who

Y

remains outside the Labor Party is guaranteeing -

the nullification of all his socialist efforts and
helping .to guarantee the domination of the or-
ganized working class by the conservative and
bureaucratic elements of the Labor Party itself.
The wide and spontaneous response which the

" declarations of Bevan and his friends have met

with, is one of the most encouraging signs of the
still untapped socialist possibilities in the work-
ing class that is organized in the Labor Party,
and it unmistakably indicates where every so-
cialist should be in Britain today.

The fact that the Independent Labor Party
continues to remain outside the Labor Party is
deplorable, The ILP has within it a pro-Stalinist
tendency which is like fetters on its feet. The

Read
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pacifist tendency which has a high degree of
influence in it is, at best, utopian and downright
anachronistic. Both tendencies incline to support
the present ILP policy of presenting candidates
against the Laborites candidates in elections;
the efforts of other ILP militants, who see the
situation and the needs of socialism clearly, to
have the party abandon this fatal policy, have
not met with success.

The ILP is therewith disabled completely
from exerting any progressive influence upon
that vast section of the British working class
which, in its own way, wants a socialist policy

and leadership in its party, and wants an inde- -
pendent socialist government in office. If the ILP -

militants do not succeed, and soon, in bringing.
their party into the Labor Party, the decline
from which the ILP has steadily suffered can
only continue.

In Germany B
Much the same problem in Germany.

Recently, as our readers know, a more or less
local splitoff from the West German Stalinist
party, led by Joseph Schappe, finally decided ta
form the Independent Workers Party (UAP).
It is encouraging to note that there are commu-
nist workers who break from the Stalinist party
in the name of revolutionary socialism. There
will be more. It is likewise encouraging to note
that the UAP is not hostile to Stalinism only in
order to adopt the program of reformism, and
has not rejected Stalinist imperialism in order
to accept American imperialism. Its reliance on
Titoism will, we trust, prove to be shortlived.

However that may be, we are compelled to
record the formation of the UAP as a grave
error, and the decision of the German Trotsky-
ists to join in its formation an even graver one.

" The place of every socialist militant in Germuny

is in the Social-Democratic Party, which is the
political organization of the overwhelming mass
of the German working class.

The hostility of reveolutionary militants to
the traditional German social-reformism, its pro-
gram, its history, its leadership, is entirely
understandable. So is the desire to see the dé-
velopment as quickly as possible of a genuine
proletarian socialist party in Germany. But the
road to it does not lie through the formation of
“independent” parties. In Germany espe-
cially this has been proved by a dozen examples
in the past, and we are regretfully sure that the
UAP will not be long in furnishing another ex-
ample, if it doesn’t already.

In France _ .

Even in France, no other sensible policy can
be recommended to the left-wing socialists. We
say “even in France” because the French Social-
ist Party is undoubfedly the most wretched of
all the European social-democratic organiza-
tions, and that from every standpoint.

But in France, too, it is a question of alterna-
tives, and there is no serious alternative to the
course of joining the SP. Not a few attempts
have been made in the past few years to form
a political movement independent not only of the
‘Stalinists but also of the Socialist party. For
different reasons, every attempt has failed. But
at bottom, there was one reason: the masses of
workers—and it is masses who make a move-
ment, a party—will not abandon their allegiance
to the big workers’ parties in order to join a
politically correct but tiny organization.

And in their way, they are quite right. They
understand that the important problems of our

time can be coped with only by large class or=-,
ganizations, and they retain the hope that the-

inadequate policies and leadership of their pres~
ent organizations can be altered to the point
where they can cope with the problems effec-
tively. Right or wrong, it is necessary to share
the experiences they must go through in the
attempt to realize this hope.

(Continved bottom of next page):. - Ed

To the Editor: -

I wish to express my sincere
gratitude for the copies of LA-
BOR ACTION and the New In-

~ ternational which you have sent
" to me, and my admiration for the

high standard of these journals.

I feel, however, that I must
correct a wrong impression of the
English political scene which was
given to readers of LABOR AC-
TION by the ISL resolution on
the British Labor government.
The {undamental error in this
resolution is the assumption that
the action of the Labor govern-
ment has been anti-capitalist.
This the authors of the resolu-
tion seek to prove by citing the
nationalization of basic indus-
tries.

They overlook the vital fact
that, with the exception of the
steel industry, nationalization
was never seriously opposed by
the English capitalists. The rail-
ways were already tied up ready
for nationalization in 1939, and
the owners, both of the railways
and of the coal mines, were saved
from almost certain financial ruin
by the action of the British Labor
Party. Both were running with
great difficulty and have made
losses under mationalization.

The capitalists did not object
to losing their property because
they now receive fat dividends
without any re®ponsibility. In-
stead of a risky investment the
shareliolders now have a gilt-
edged security, for their dividends
are paid out regardless of the
financial position of the industry.
Moreover, they are guaranteed
by the government not only to
the present holders but to their
sucecssors in perpetuity.

It is quite untrue to say that
nationalization strikes at the
heart of the capitalist property
system- when it has‘ i fact sta-
bilized the financial position of
the capitalists. Also the old own-
ers have now got well-paid jobs
as the executive boards of the na-
tionalized industries, and have
actually become members of the
new bureaucracy. -

Thus the Labor government,
far from helping to smash Eng-
lish capitalism and prepare the
way for socialism, has fulfilled
th@ historic role of reformist so-
cial-democracy by patching up the
decaying fabrie of capitalism. Al-
though this is clearly against the
will of the class-conscious work-
ing-class element, they have no
practical alternative as they are
totally unable to influence the pol-
icy of the BLP, which is rigidly
controlled by the party caucus,
against which'even Bevan is pow-
erless. '

The ISL is harming the cause

You're Invited

to speak your mind in the letter
column of L.A. Our policy is to
publish letters of general political
interest, regardless of views, Keep
them to 500 words,

— 7

| Readers of Labor A

THE LABORGOVERNMENT S NATIONALIZATION IN BRITAlN

of socialism in Britain by urging
support for the Labor Party. For
progressive workers to wvote for
the discredited and incapable re-
formist clique is as futile as for
class-conscious U. 8. workers to
support Truman and the Demo-
crats.
E. C. DAVIES

Correspondent Davies raises
two questions in disagreement
with the ISL resolution: the sig-
nificance of Labor nationaliza-
tion in Britain, and attitude to-
ward the Labor Party.

There is no doubt that the na-
tionalization of basic industries
in England was greased by the
sad economic plight of some of
them, particularly coal and the
railroads. But we go further to
add that the nationalizations were
made possible, not merely by the
plight of this or that particular
industry, but by the catastrophic
decline and disintegration of Brit-
ish capitalist society as a whole.
On this wider backdrop the na-
tionalization of the steel industry
is not an unexplained ‘“exception,”
as it is for Davies while he him-
self does not seek to account for
his exception.

The fact is that the coal indus-
try in particular has been in
crisis for decades and it was not
nationalized by any of the would-
be “patchers-up” of capitalism,
including the preceding Labor
governments. In addition, the
British picture is not adequately
described even by listing the ma-
jor nationalizations. The 20 per
cent of the economy which has
been nationalized plus the con-
trols imposed on the economy
give the state a much longer lever
of control than the bare figure in-
dicates. (For this, see the article
by Max Shachtman in the dan-
Feb. New International—the res-
olution only refers to the fact.)

The heart of the ISL resolution
is the point that such anti-capi-
talist nationalization is not equiv-
alent to the road to socialism, and
it ‘further discusses the meaning

*0f the bureaucratic nationaliza-

tions that have taken place. But
since our correspondent doés not
touch on the actual conclusions
which we do draw, we will only
refer to the resolution itself for
this.

It is in connection with this
trend toward bureaucratization
of the state economy that we deal
with the phenomena to which
Davies points: the compensation
policy of the Labor government
and its maintenance of the “de-
nationalized” capitalists as a
moneyed power in the way he de-
seribes, But he points to these
phenomena as supporting his
view that the government has
merely acted toward “patching up
the decaying fabric of ecapital-
ism.” We submit that this is very
loose thinking.

The heart of capitalism is not
the . fact that some people have
a lot of money and have an in-
sured income from securities, but

has to do-with the ownership of
the means of production. The
“historic role of reformist social
democracy by patching up the de-
caying fabric of capitalism” has
been to put the capitalist indus-
tries as a whole on their feet as
capitalist . industries, and ensur-
ing the profit of the capitalists.
The nationalization of a number
of the most basic industries does
not yet abolish capitalism, to be
sure, but it doeg strike at its
heart.

It is not relevant.to point out,
as we also do, that the national-
ized industries are often in the
hands of ex-capitalists who “have
actually become members of the
new bureaucracy.” That phrase,
which is Davies’, is revealing. It
points to the non-capitalist and
non-socialist line of development
which is historically one of the
roads before British society if the
working class fails to assert its
own power in the direction of
genuine socialism.

We think the resolution already
pointed out the dilemma which

cruelly besets comrades who think .

along Davies’ lines. It is: Since
they equate anti-capitalist nation-
alization with the road to social-

Tahe the Qloon . ..

ism, then they must conclude
either that the Labor government
is merely “patching ‘up,” ete., or
they must agree that Attlee is on
the highroad to socialism. In our
view, the sine qua non is the feal-
ization that anti-capitalist na-
tionalization is wot equal -to so-
cialism. This is the great theoreti-
cal conclusion which, we believe,
has to be drawn from the experi-
ence with Stalinism as a social
system. (If, on the other hand,
Davies believes that the Russian
Stalinist system is also capital-
ism, then there is an entirely dif-
ferent and prior discussion to be
had.)

Even apart from all this is the
attitude of socialists toward the
Labor Party. Our view is that
left socialists should be in  the
Labor Party as a militant left
wing fichting against the policies
of the Attlee leadership. To com-
pare this to adopting a similar
attitude toward a capitalist party
like Truman’s Democrats is to
show a lamentable disregard for
class lines.

Unfortunately, the Attlee lead-
ership is not yet visibly “discred-
ited” in the eyes of the majority
of the British working class, in
favor of @ more radical line, if
this is taken to mean anything
else than dissatisfaction and dis-

-meaningful new

content with its policies. The
British workers look on the Labor
Party as their party; there is no
other party of labor for them to
lopk to. We refuse to believe that
Davies would prefer that the La-
bor Party become ‘“‘discredited” in
favor of a Tory comeback. -

There is indeed “no practical
alternative” for the British work-
ers. If they are critical of its
policies, it is the job of left so-
cialists to deepen this discontent
in the light of a genuine socialist
program; it means that their
work has fertile soil, But it would
be quite sterile to stand outside

© of what is in fact the mass politi-

cal movement of the workers. If
the Labor Party cannot be won to
a genuine socialist policy, which
means both a different policy and
a different leadership (and that is
not decided in advance either by
the lessons of history or Marxist
principles), it is only through a
fight in this direction that a
socialist van-
guard _can be built in Britain.
Mednwhile, we think, the number
of British left socialists whe
stand apart in a void (with excel-
lent eriticisms) is one of the sad-
der features of the British po-
litical scene.—Ed.

CIVIL LIBERTY AND STALINISM: QUESTION OF INITIATIVE

Te the Editor:

I am accepting your invitation
to take the floor on the “civil 1ib-
erty and Stalinism” issue. Unlike
Cutler I have during the last year
or so moved away from Barrett’s
position to yours. One point, how-
ever, must be stressed not only in
fairness to him but because it
may help clarify the dilemma that

-Cutler ‘and others find themselves

in. Barrett’s proposal for a legal
struggle against totalitarian
groups was predicated upon the
socialist and labor movenient’s
taking the initiative in such
struggle and not waiting for the
government to do so. Waiting
passively would mean the inevit-
able smear and witchhunt cam-
paign we are now witnessing
which, T imagine, is no surprise
to Barrett. Taking the initiative

would have meant forcefully de-

marcating demoecratic movements
from Stalinists and fascists, thus
giving to the government notice
that proposed legislation was to
be directed only toward totali-
tarian groups. The government,
Barrett argued, would be further
placed on the defensive, since it
was always posing as a sworn
enemy of racism, ete. I suppose
he may still feel that his position
six years ago was tenable because
it implied a necessary condition
which the labor movement did
not fulfill. Your titling, “legal
gimmick,” inecidentally, commits
af error similar to the NI's years

-ago, “Can faseism be suppressed

by law?” It misleads the reader
into thinking that the Barrett-
Cutler thesis depends only upon a
legal weapon of struggle; this, of
course, is not the case as you in-

dicate in the body of your argu-
ment this time. You did not do so
in the last reply and in your an-
swer to Barrett.

I think you also miss the point
on Lenin’s “formula.” He would
have been faced with no juridical

~problem had he been concerned

merely with punishing specifie
acts of intervention on the part
of anti-Bolsheviks. He was seek-
ing a formula to enable the Bol-
sheviks to apprehend, if neces-
sary, individuals who had not yet
committed acts but who were cap-
able of doing so on the basis of
their ideological position. . . .

Andrew KELSEY

L ]

We take it that the main point
made by our correspondent Kel-
sey is that, so to speak, the
“curse” would be taken off the
otherwise anti-demoératic impo-
sition of controls on freedom of
speech and opinion if this were
to be done by the government on
the initiative of socialists and
the labor movement rather than
on its own. Without going over
the previous argumentation in
these columns on this subject, we
do not see how this can be
claimed even in hindsight. Cer-
tainly, for my own part, the case
against the government witch-
hunt and its methods does not
and cannot depend on any such
qualification. And as far as any-
one else’s viewpoint is concerned,
the addition of Kelsey’s interpre-
tation or qualification would be a
hard case to support. For one
thing, there were many who made
this demand on the government
with regard to the fascists (my
articles mentioned Max Lerner

and there were the Stalinists, be-
sides others), The main result, as
regards Lerner for example, is
that he is in a rather uncomfort-
able position in arguing against
his own thesis now when it is ap-
plied to the Stalinists. And is he
supposed to explain: “I was for
it then because I- took the initi-
ative; I am against it now be-
cause you, the government, took
the initiative”?

It is not a matter of “gwmg-
the government notice that pro-
posed legislation was to be di-
rected only toward totalitarian
groups.” Anyone can give notice
—including notice to a suspicious
character that the gun you put in
his hands is to be used only in
self-defense. As we pointed out
before, the government — into
whose hand you thrust this weap--
on against civil liberties—is not:
one that we can trust. All the:

“notice” we give it will be fine for
salving our consciences (perhaps)
but it is the government, not we,
that will decide hcw it will be:
used, and according to its lights,
not ours.

The point which Cutler 1'aised'
concerned prosecution “for be-
longing to an organization that
supported interventionists”—that
is, an m-ganization presently en-
gaged in military overthrow of.
the state. We dealt with the point
as he raised it. Joining or belong—
ing to such an organization is not
an opinion but an overt act. We
added .furthermore that, in any
case, the problem of democratic
rights in the midst of a civil war
raging over the land is not the
problem before us.

Hal DRAPER

The Socialist Left and the Social-Democracy in Europe——

(Continied from page &)

In France, as in every other country, it can-
not be done within the Stalinist party, which
most of the workers support in one way or
another. But it is possible to do it within the
Socialist Party. The alternatives are to waste
valuable time and even more valuable effort
in trying to maintain such sterile Stalinoid
sects as the French “Orthodox Trotskyist” or-

nization or to withdraw from any socialist

“political activity, as so many despairing mili-

tants have done.
It should go without saying that entering
the social-democratic parties is no more a cure-
all for. the isolation of the Marxian socialist
movement than it is, in and of itself, a poliey
for socialists. We suggest nothing of the kind.
.. The social-democratic parties,

insofar as:

they represent the politically-organized working
class, we regard primarily as the most favorable,
most encouraging and most necessary political
arena for the advancement of a socialist policy.
We do not consider it a contribution to socialist
progress when, for example, the “Orthodox
Trotskyists” join the British Labor Party in
order to disseminate the reactionary idea that
Stalinist Russia is'a workers’ state, that Stalin-
ism has spread the socialist revolution through-
out Eastern Europe and Asia, and that the
working class should work for the victory of
the Stalinist barbarism in the coming war. Any-
thing but that!

We do not think for a moment of setting
down every tactic that the socialist left wing
need follow in the social-democratic parties of
Europe. But their basic aim ought to be cléar.

It is to convert thesk political organizations of .
the working class into genuinely mdependent-
socialist and internationalist parties. It_is te

make them the big political rallying centers of

all socialist and democratic opposition to Stalin-

ism, on the one side, and to capitalist imperial-

ism on the other.

It is Yo make them at the same time a social-
ist alternative to capitalist rot and reaction and’
a democratic alternative to Stalinist totalitari-'
anism and slavery. It is, above all in Western'
Europe to weld together a democratic, socialist,
internationalist power capable of wdhshndmgwi
Washington and the Kremlin.

Every European socialist knows how many
millions there are who want that, just that.
There is no more urgent task that independent
socialists have today than to help bring it about.”
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ernment of the U. 8., a copy of
which is -annexed.” Nominations
for “all elections” are explicitly
excluded by the rules—since the
elections have virtually already
taken place.

All this, of course, merely for-
malizes what has already been
made clear in advance. It is a dip-
lomatic atrocity.

But this diplomatic atrocity is
not merely a "bad” way of doing
things, to be separated from the
content and political meaning of
the treaty to be signed. It is due
to the latter. More specifically, it
is obviously and patently due to
the fact that most of the delegates
present are hblding their noses,
and will sign the treaty (those
who do) under what amounts to
duress from the U. S. Department
of Arm-Twisting: and the U. S. is
afraid of an open and frank debate
in San Francisco,

Various press correspondents
and foreign diplomats have pro-
fessed astonishment that the bos-
ses of the conferences—with the
treaty itself and a majority of
votes in their pockets, should be
so worried about what the Rus-
sians will do or say at the affair.

WHO'S GAGGED?

“Because the U. S. cannot be
certain that everything will hap-
pen exactly as planned and on
schedule, there is an edginess
which is reflected in blustery
statements,” writes Marquis
Childs.

The N. Y. Times’ Anne O’Hare
McCormick writes: “The free
world has once again been maneu-
vered into a position where its
delegates are waiting glassy-eyed
to hear what the Soviet delega-
tion is going to spring on them.”
A “Paris “journalist, watching

this prelude with astonishment,”

she reports, wonders how “Russia
ean cast this strange spell over
the rest of the world.”

The spell-casting wizards in the
Kremlin worked this wonder by a
simple abracadabra: announcing
they would come. The U. §. is not
afraid of what they may say, in
itself. 1t is afraid of the other
delegates getting out of hand un-
der Russian demagogic prodding.

In faet, according to MeCor-
mick herself, it would appear that
the delegates have been just as
glassy-eyed waiting to find out

Shielding Our Boys

The U. S. army’s European
Command has banned the GI pro-
duction of the Broadway - play
“Mr. Roberts” (about the navy)
because of the strong words used
in it. It is “not considered suit-
able for presentation under offi-
cial sponsorship on military
posts.”

Might teach the servicemen to
use bad language.

For the Scrapbook

“Since the outbreak of the war,
the regime of President Syngman
_ Rhee has jailed 24,329 Koreans
on charges of ‘war crimes against
the government.’ Hundreds of
these prisoners are political lead-
ers who have opposed the ex-
treme conservative and corrupt
Rhee administration.” — N. s
Post, August 23, in news item.

what the U. S. has sprung. She
mentions that “Canada and Brit-
tain have been complaining . . .
because they were neither con-
sulted nor informed on the pro-
visions of the pact. The outline of
terms published in today’s New
York Times [Sept. 3!] was news
to the. delegates here, and their
comments indicate that they think
a decision of such importance to
all should be discussed more
widely before. the subject 1is
closed.”

No, Acheson’s hatchetmen at
the conference are ‘not merely
afraid of some magic incantations
that the Russian necromancers

- will recite in their hour’s state-

ment; nor are ‘they so deathly
concerned about straitjacketing
the conference on time (even with
Russian filibusters to be expect-
ed) because they have a train to
catch.

1t is the "free world" they want
to gag, most particularly. ’

This is so because the Japanese
treaty which has been fostered
by the U. S. and which is being
foisted upon them is a declaration
of bankruptey for Western poli-
tics. That appears in different
ways to (for example) the cor-
rupt Manila government, which is
“discontented” with the treaty, to
the Indian government which has
washed its hands of it, to the
Australians who mutter in their
beards about it like most of the
other delegates, and to us as so-
cialists.

CIRCULAR PLOT

The Philippine leaders’ gripe
is on reparations. One of Nehru's
complaints involves his veiw of
returning Formosa to Stalinist
China. The Australians and oth-
ers think in terms of revival of
Japanese militarism as if that
were something inherently Japa-
nese, to be guarded against only
by another Versailles-type treaty.
None of these viewpoints is ours.
But they all stem from the same
point,

There was a movie which illus-
trates it. It was a fantasy with a
circular plot. I# ended with the
same scene that began it, with the
implication that the events were
fated to repeat themselves as if
ceught in a whorl of time.

That is what the Japanese
treaty means to most of the wofld.

The different nations represent-
ed at San Francisco may have
different objections to the plot,
but what weighs like lead upon
their minds is the feeling, “This
is where we came in.”

We as socialists have no sym-
pathy for the blood-vengeance de-
mands for reparations and indem-
nities upon the Japamese people.
We have no tender feelings about
“wrongs” to the new Stalinist to-
talitarianism in China. We do not
think the way to guard against
a nation’s militarism is to impose
a foreign militarism wupon it.
These are all “solutions” within
the framework of imperialism.

The road to a progressive solu-
tion for the peoples of the world
lies outside all of this. It lies in an
answer to the problem which was
excellently posed by James Res-
ton, the N. Y. Times’ end of the
State Department pipeline.

'TO FILL THE VACUUM

The right question which he
asks is: Who and what shall fill
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the “power vacuum” in Asia open-.
ed up by the collapse of Japanese
militarism?

Pre-war Japan, he writes, “pro-
vided a ‘barrier against the ex-
pansion of Soviet power into
south and central China. She was
engaged in a policy of aggression,
as eynical as Hitler’s, but she also
was engaged in a policy of con-
tainment of Soviet power, long be-
fore the United States thought of
the phrase. i

“What the U, 8. is trying to do
now is restore some kind of equi-
librium throughout this entire
area. The instwuments at hand
are not always ideal, but the area
has to be policed and policemen
must have police stations.”

This is the sophisticated ver-
sion of State Department think-
ing, and it is with this reasoning
that the delegates will raise their
hands in San Francisco, even
while cursing U. S. arm-twisting.

To fill this power vacuum,
Japanese militarism must be re-
habilitated, but this time (they
hope) under the control of Amer-
ican militarism, lest Russian
militarism rush to fill the vacuum.
The same social classes that
yearn for a revival of Japanese
imperialism must be given a green
light, with American imperialism
as the cop, in order to stop. Rus-
sian imperialism.

Within this framework, every
poweér vacuum must be filled with
some imperialist power, at every
turn of the cycle. -

But there is another power that
can fill this vacuum. .

It -is an independent federation
of the free Asiatic nations.

It does not exist today because
the Nehrus, like the Yoshidas and
Quirinos, tied to the capitalist
world, cannot and will not break
their essential ties with the master
of the capitalist world, the United
States, much as they may grumble
and hold back when the master
cracks the whip for its own infer-
ests.

The new governments of Asia,
which have just torn themselves
free from political domination by
imperialism, are still tied by all
the threads of the bourgeois
classes that dominate them to the

IUE-CIO

(Continued from page 1)
every shop in the ensuing year to
a point at which they cannot even
force NLRB elections.

The main Singer plant at
Elizabeth, New Jersey, with over

-10,000 workers fell last year. The

former UE rank and file is now
through with UE. The same thing
has happened at Schroeder Valve
in Brooklyn. An outstanding vic-
tory was chalked up at the Jersey
City, N. J.,, Emerson plant of
2,600 workers, where large sec-
tions of the Negro workers were
won to the CIO.

DEMOCRATIC UNIONISM

District 4 has succeeded where
others have floundered because,
in the main, it carries on a con-
stant, militant, democratic brand
of unionism. It-wins contracts
far superior to those of the UE.
It betters working conditions in
the shops and it allows a full
democratic expression of its mem-
bership.

The result has been heartening.
The district is healthy and grow-
ing. Let all who think of how to
beat.the UE consider the example
of District 4.

Since no president or.secretary
treasurer will be elected at the
convention this year (they are
elected every two years, while
conventions are annual), there will
be no contest for office. This of
course tends to ease things up,
since no top official feels himself
immediately threatened. This does
not mean that the convention will
necessarily be completely smooth
and uneventful.

If President Carey: should; for

capital of the capitalist world.
And so they are fragmentized and

«individually helpless before the

power of the U. S. on the one
hand and of Russian totalitarian-
ism on the other. Together they
are a World Power.

ROAD FOR ASIA

Japan’s ties, especially eco-
nomic, are with Asia, not with
the West. The “Greater Asia Co-
Prosperity Sphere” was a dema-
gogic slogan of pre-war Japanese
imperialism, by which it meant

‘its own mastery over Asia, but it

could be a demagogic slogan (and
not merely a -meaningless one)
because it appealed to a real need
of the whole Asian continent.
An independent federation of
free Asia—independent of both
imperialist blocs—could be a mag-

netic forece and a pole of attrac-

tion for all those forces in Indo-
nesia which (the press reports
with alarm) are turning to the
Stalinist center of power in Asia;
to those in the Philippines whe
are drawn to the Hukbalahaps
against Quirino; to those in Indo-
China who see only the choice be-
tween the Stalinized Viet-Minh
and the puppet Bao Dai. An in-
dependent federation of Asia

could enforce an indtpendent 1“6’!i
mosa, that independence both
from Chiang and Mao which the
Formosan people themselves de-
sire. An independent federation
of Asia could give, to a Japan
which is not an American bastion
nor under the control of a revived
Zaibatsu clique, its natural role .
in the economy and organization
of the continent, whether Japan
is or is not a part of such a fed-
eration to begin with. An inde-
pendent- federation of Asia could
make its treaties with Washing-
ton, military or otherwise, as a
power and not as a puppet or serf,
It is in the stirring anti-impe-
rialist movements of Asia, and in
the first place in the strong social-
ist movement of India, that lies the
power to break out of the vicious
circle of imperialism that is sym-
bolized by the Japanese treaty.
Nehru is not at San Francisco.
Neither is Burma. That is fine.
Their failure is that they (espe-
cially Nehru) have also failed to
call together the men of free Asia_
for their own treaty, for théir

own union. Nehru is not at San . -

Francisco, but he is also nowhere
else. But behind Nehru are the
revolutionary forces of a conti-
nent, .

to dramatize the danger.

-won’t possibly work.

SYMBOL

The Advertising Council, in the interests of the
fight against inflation, has a poster and car card out

Featured is a presumably venomous snake labeled
“Inflation.” Over it is a forked stick, symbolizing the
anti-inflation program. The slogan is: “Hold It Down!”

The forked stick which is shown is an unusually
honest representation of the anti-inflation program. It

Trouble in this case is that the prongs, which
shouldn’t be more than two inches or thereabouts, are
much too long to permit any pressure on the head. It
could hold down a rattler or copperhead no more than
Congress’s tax bill can hold down prices.

It has only one advantage over the latter: it has
no fangs itself, being merely useless.

-

Convention—

example, demand unanimous
votes as he did at the last conven-
tion, there is bound to be resist-
ance. Last year the District 4
delegates took sharp exception to
this attempt to create a docile
convention.

On the agenda there undoubt-
edly will be the GE negotiations
and others now going on or com-
ing up in the mear future. The
problems of organizing the in-
dustry and of these negotiations
will undoubtedly be the chief con-

UAW Top

Better than No Sister at AlL" Is it
a wonder that the ranks seemed
to remain confused and apathetic?

Three very short comments on
the election campaign were heard
before the wvote, for which one
critic had the dubious distinetion
of being attacked as a New York-
er. It was a rather sorry affair.

Actually, the only heat engen-
dered at this meeting was around
the suggested endorsement of
Louis Miriani, Common Council
president, which issue was left
unsettled from the previous meet-
ing. THE WORD was out on this
too, and after a sharp debate, the
CIO council voted overwhelmingly
against endorsement to the bitter
disgust of many key delegates

- who thought that if the UAW

leaders were going to practice
“practical polities,” they too
should be allowed to make an en-
dorsement- as “practical politics.”

The whole proceedings were
put- in. their proper. perspective

&

cern of the convention.

The whole pre-convention peri-
od has been a quiet one. No one
seems to be sure just what will
become a big issue. Some mili-
tants watch with misgivings as
the official machine consolidates
from the top down. Many of them
find they are engrossed in build-
ing the union, and don’t seem to,
as yet find the time to assess their
union. This convention will give
a good indication as to just how
prevalent this feeling is.

Brass——

during a little discussion on en-
dorsing Eugene Van Antwerp,
former mayor bitterly opposed by
the CIO, who is now running for
councilman, Starting from the.
theme, “He ain’t a bad guy,” to
the refrain, “He’s a pretty good
guy,” the delegates themselves
(including Roy Reuther, major
domo of the affair) “laughed-
heartily, when a minority critic
got up sarecastically” to close this
debate before some delegate runs
away with his new-found enthusi-
asm and makes a motion having
this council go on record apolo-.
gizing to Van Antwerp for ever
opposing him.” - %
Now the UAW leadership h&g‘«
“saved face.” They have a “can-
didate.” At the expense, of course,
of a chance the UAW had to
break with the policy of tail-end-,
ing the Democratic Party. ;
It remains to be seen, however;
in the September 11 primaries, how'
this “face-saving™ has affected the
ranks. This is-'a political event

#
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