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Peron Falls,
New Conflict
Lies Ahead

By HAL DRAPER

The circumstances surrounding the
downfall of Peron, as the result of the
new armed revolt, were such as to point
up the vital role played in the events by
his loss of working-cldss support.

As we explained in some detail right
after the June tevolt [“Why Peron's
Power Cracked,” June 27] Peron's pow-
er was founded, not decisively on a to-
talitarian party or governmental strue-
fure, but on the balancing against each

‘other of two hig social forces: the officer

cadres of the army, and the sections of
the working c¢lass organized and state-
controlled in the Peronist “trade unions”

of the CGT.

As the dictator’s mass labor supporf—
originally won by social demagogy on the
basis of @ war-born prosperity which per-
mitted real economic concessions to the
workers—wuas eroded away by discontent
and growing strike struggles which ex-
posed the regime's basically reactionary
character, it become harder and harder
for Peron to keep his power bloc united.
I+ became possible for the armed forces
to become the instrument to overthrow
the dictator when they no longer feared
mass street struggles in defense of Peron
by the descamisados (“shirtless ones").

This relationship was behind the June
revolt when the naval forces spearheaded
an attack on Peron, hoping that the
army cadres would be drawn along with
them. Already here it was clear that
Peron's first appeal for an outpouring of
mass worker-fighters, such as had res-
cued him before, had been a flop. Only
some pretorian bands turned out,

The call was reseinded to save face,
and Peron turned to cumning compro-
mises . to stall for time. He has been
fencing ever since between the open op-
position elements and the “loyal” army
supporters.

This past week, faced with spreading
defection from army raonks, Peron’s last
eard alse was a flambuoyant appeal by
kis CGT "trade union" henchmen for a
general strike and mass workers' demon-
strotions. This appeal got almest as big
headlines in parts of sur New York press
os in Buenos Aires, no doubt because the
former took pleasure in suggesting that
the terroristic dictator was depending on
labor o support his dictatorship.

But the unheadlined though decisive
part of the Argentine picture was that
this last call o labér was ‘an even more
complete failure than in June. Thereupon
Peron was through.

[Continved on page 4]
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Balance Sheet of the Negotiations:

What Moscow Gained
And Adenauer Lost

By GORDON HASKELL

Chancellor Konrad Adenauer did not leave Moscow with empty
hands. He returned to Bonn with a political time-bomb ticking away in
his briefcase which may one day blow his government to bits. Its power
is demonstrated by the fact that its mere existence was enough to ex-
plode before the whole world Adenaner’s vaunted policy of unifying
Germany from a “position of strength.”

In London and Washington the
government leaders are moaning
about the effect Adenauer's Mos-
cow decision will have on the
forthcoming Big Four conference.
It will strengthen, they say, the
Russian negotiators’ position that the
German situation has :been stabilized,
and that the future of the unification of
Germany must be settled between the
two governments of Germany.

It is quite true that the position of
the capitalist negotiators at the next Big
Four conference, already difficult, has
been made virtually impossible by the
Moscow agreement, But that is not its
chief, long-range significance.

What became clear when Adenauer's
policy collapsed at Moscow was that
either Germany will remain divided, or
it will be united not by an agreement
between the Stalinist and capitalist ne-
gotiators but by the action of the Ger-
man people themselves.

The question of German unification has
now become, more than ever before since
the country was divided by its conquerors
after the war, a problem of internal Ger-
man politics. In Hw;yfnmtdlule future, its
full force will be feit primarily in Western
Germany, where the! existence of political
democracy permitsthe struggle o pro-

ceed in "normal” political terms. As the
meaning of the Moscow agreement begins
to sink in, It is bound to create major
strains in the Adenauer coalition, as well
as to give the Soclal-Democrats o weagpon
more powerful than they have ever had
befaore.

What actually happened at Moscow
was not some unforeseeable eatastrophe
for Adenauer’s policy. Ever since his
government adopted its orientation of
tying West Germany to the capitalist
military camp, his opponents have in-
sisted that this would preclude the uni-
fication of Germany on a negotiated
basis.

CARDS ON THE TABLE

The initial successes of Adenauer’s
poliey—the achievement of sovereignty
for West Germany; its development as
a major power in Europe; its rapid eco-
nomic recovery—all this won popular
support for the chancellor in West Ger-
many and tended to relegate his oppon-
ents to the position of Cassandras, whose
cries of doom fell on deaf ears. If der
alte Fuchs had proved right on so many
things, the bourgeois and petty-bourgeois
beneficiaries of his policies reasoned,
why should he not prove right on the
question of unification also?

And as long as the resulis of his poli-
cies, in this particular field, remained in
the realm of prediction and argumenta-
tion, he was able to give as good as he
took from the Social-Democrats and the
growing number of grumblers and see-
ond-guessers in the ranks of his own
coalition.

But when the call came from Moscow
for negotiations, the cards had to be laid
on the table. At first Adenauer's spokes-
men said that the chancellor would not
go to Moscow unless the Russians were
prepared to state in odvonce that they
would recegnize his government as the
spokesmen for all the German people. In
o couple of days, this position had to be
modified.

It ‘was then, announced that although
Adenauer would be willing to open ne-
gotiations with the Russians without
such recognition from them, the first
thing which would have to be settled
would be acceptable terms for German
unification and the return of German
prisoners from Russia. Unless - these
were agreed upon, there could be ne
question of establishing diplomatic rela-
tions with the Russians.

When the German delegation arrived

" in Moseow, with its ostentatious display

of a horde of officials riding in state in
a private train, Adenauver made a speech
in which he announced himself as the
yeprezentative of the whole German' peo-
ple. The Russians said nothing. In the
first days he tried out his “tough” line on
them. They did not even get angry. They
simply told him, in an offhand way, that
the time was “not opportune” to discuss
German unity, and that there was “no
s {Tarn to last pagel

Russian Amnesty Is Part of
Campaign to Lure Emigres Home

By A. STEIN

By their political cynicism and audacity, the clique now ruling in
the Kremlin are proving they are the true heirs of Stalin. Moscow's
latest announcement of a sweeping amnesty for those. who “collab-
orated” with the Germans during World War 1I is an integral part of
a developing campaign aimed at the Russian emigration abroad. Above
all. it is directed at the more than 100,000 Russian DPs living in West-

ern Germany.

It is of these tragic pawns in
the political-propaganda struggle
between Washington and Moscow
that Bulganin spoke in negotia-
tions with Chancellor Adenauer of
West Germany. When Adenauver
raised the demand for the return of all
German prisoners still held by Moscow,
Bulganin in effect proposed the follow-
ing exchange: Russia would hand the
German “war criminals” over to the
East German puppet regime; in return,
Bonn ought_to return the 100,000 Rus-
gians, most of whom (according to Bul-

ganin) are heing kept in West German
territory against their will,

This outright demand for the forced re-
patriation of these Russian DPs was made
by Bulganin in the nome of "humanity and
of freedom of the individual.”

Moscow's understandable concern with
the existence of a large and visible body
of émigrés who feared to return to Rus-
sia has always been considerable. Pri-
marily, of course, it has been interested
in preventing the emergence of any co-
hesive political groups, whether of the
right or left.

Until recently Moscow’s method of

dealing with these DP and émigré
groups was to issue general appeals for
a return to the homeland and simulta-
neously to engage in acts of terror
against outstanding political personali-
ties, In the last few months, however, the
propaganda campaign has become more
systematic and intensive.

A "Committee for the Return %o the
Motherland"” was set up in East Berlin un-
der the direction of a Major General Niko=
lai F. Mikhailov., This propaganda group
has been issuing a bulletin, pamphiets and:
leaflets describing the wonderful life in
the Soviet Union and contrasting it with
the wretched life of the DPs in West Gers
many.

This propaganda has not neglected
those Russians who have emigrated to
the United States and other countries,
They too have been receiving appeals
couched in the same language. A recent
issue of the committee’s publication,

“For Return to the Motherland,” mailed

{Continwed on page 2}
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KOHLER: SHADOW OVER TALK OF LABOR PEACE

By BEN HALL .

For 18 months pickets have paced in front of the Kohler Com-
pany’s plumbing ware plant in Kohler, Wisconsin. On April 5, 19_54,
2 500 members of the United Auto Workers Local 833 went on strike.
Their demands were not unusual—higher wages, security—and even
‘these demands were reduced as the strike dragged on. But they face
a company that wants nothing less than smashing the union.

The factory is family-owned by
Kohlers; Kohler village has-been
dominated by Kohlers; the gover-
nor of Wisconsin is a Kohler. Th‘e
union is threatened with an anti-

labor alliance of employers, courts
and government, the kind of 'lm_ian-
wrecking that is supposed to be outlived
in America. )

But Kohler has never accepted union-
jsm. In 1934 an AFL strike was broken
when company police shot and killed two
and wounded 47 others, A company un-
jon was encouraged by the owners but
conditions became so [utile that it affili-
ated with the UAW-CIO in 1952.

The UWA won its first contract tl'_mt
year, far inferior to the rest of the in-
dustry; but the union hoped that it
would be the beginning of an upward
climb, Tt was a misealculation. Herbert
Kohler, company president, later fcld re-
porters: “You can sit and bargain with
them but you don’t have to give them
anything,” The union struck when the
contract expired in April 1954 and the
company refused flatly to negotiate.

Since the strike, the company has;

(1) Rejected every proposal for medio-
$ion by local and national polificians.

(2) Admitted publicly thet it had
stored away an arsenal of clubs, guns and
%ear guas.

(3) Reopened the plant with scabs re-
eruited anywhere in the country.

(4) Eired 90 strikers, including all offi-
cers and secondary local leaders.

(5) Insisted that it would rehire, with-
out loss of seniority, enly workers with
15 years seniority and none of those it
discharged. 1+ demanded too that scabs

+ preferential seniority.
Ftﬁr]:r!-l'ubbamly restricted its offer to an
increase of 3 cents per hour when the un-
fon cut its demand to 10 cents. But after
negotiations were suspended, Kohler gave
its scabs an increase of 10 cents.

{7) Demanded in case of layoffs the
right to select 10 per cent of the vic-
¢ims at its own arbitrary discretion, re-
gardless of seniority. In other words, it
sought the right to fire union activists at
any time.

(8) Demanded the elimination of con-
#ract clauses which provided for the sub-
mission of grievances to arbitration when
company and union “/"ld not agree.

TRON FIST TACTICS

The state’s political climate is s;_b;t!:lhm
lized by the adoption of the noterious
Catlin bill by the legislature, a law
signed by Governor Ko.hlgr that places
the most extreme restrictions on union

political ‘activity adopted anywhere ‘m‘

the country.

Local 833 kept the shop shut down for

54 days by mass picketing and finally
ahandoned it under pressure. On May 21,
1954, the Wisconsin Employment Rela-
tions Board, under terms of a state
“ittle Taft-Hartley" Law, ordered the
end of mass action. By September 1, a
eirenit court judge issued an injunction
restrieting picketing in particular and
strike activities in general. By May 25,
1955, 168 strikers were found guilty of
contempt.
" Meanwhile, the attorney general ruled
ponveniently that Kohler Village police
were fully authorized to have machine-
guns. On July 21, the governor warned
the umion that he would call ount the
state militia to keep “law and order” if
the strikers continued what he called
“illegal acts.” And through all this, the
Cl10 charged, federal contracts were be-
ing awarded to Kohler.

Last July 2, the Norwegion freighter
$.5. Fassum docked in Sheboygan Harber
with clay for Kohler. Mayor Ploetz, elect-
ed by union bocking, forbode the unload-
_jng of the ship. It soiled to Milwaukee

- where the stote ClO threatened a city-
wide work stoppoge if any effort was
made to unload the cargo. It soiled off to
Montreal, Canada. In Montreal police
smashed o picket line organized by the

N
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UAW oand the Canadian Congress of La-
bor, and the clay wos unloaded and sent
by rail te Sheboygan.

To facilitate reopening of negotia-
tions, the union allowed supervisory rail
personnel to drive the clay train into
Kohler's yard. But later railroad men re-
fused to transport freight past union
pickets and again supervisory personnel
took over. On August 4, 12 unions were
charged with violating the Taft-Hartley
Law and the NLRB got ready to hear
secondary hoycott charges.

By now, 2,000 scabs maintain produe-
tion., The UAW has spent §4,000,000 on
strike relief and bases its future resist-
ance on continued weekly payments of
$25 to strikers and upon a nation-wide
boycott of Kohler products. But the
Taft-Hartley Law puts severe restric-
tions on the boyeott. And as winter ap-
proaches and temporary farm jobs come
to an end, the sirikers face a critical
sitnation.

In most manufacturing industries, the
big monopolies have reconciled them-
selves to unionism. Labor is powerful.
Any attempt to erush it on a vast scale
would create a hitter social erisis. Em-
ployers are content to telerate unions
while they enjoy mounting profits and
relative stability. For the moment, they
prefer peace. In this respect, Kohler is
unusual.

But the strike reminds labor that all
the tools of anti-union struggle—state
and national laws, repression of strikes
under certain conditions, compliant
courts, laws apgainst labor political ac-
tion—are right at hand readv to he
taken up by any employver who decides to
use them. This is the shadow that hangs
aver all labor peace,

Moroccans Win on
Trade-Union Rights

By A. GIACOMETTI

PARIS, Sept. 17—A week ago the
Moracean government approved a bill
granting full trade-union rights to
Moroceans, Agricultural workers are not
vet included in the bill; their rights will
be set down in a special bill, yet to be
drawn up,

These bills will legalize trade-union
activities for 350,000 industrial and
eventually for 600,000 agricultural work-
ers, representing about 85 per cent of
the working class in Morocco.

A second hill provides for persongel
delegates in the factories and for the
election of a social committee in every
enterprise employing over 50 workers.
The funection of the social committees
will be to administer retirement plans,
mutual-aid funds, ete. Moroccan and
European workers will be jointly repre-

‘sented on these bodies without distine-

tion of race or nationality. Also under
the terms of the new decrees, Moroccan
trade-unions ¢an affiliate directly to the
international federation of their choice:
international affiliation will not have to
go throuogh the French trade-union
movement.

These bills are the outcome of olmost
20 years of struggle.

Trade-union rights had been granted
to European workers alveady in Decem-
ber 1936, under the “Popular Front”
government in France. Moroceans were
forbidden to join European unions until
1944. Then, under the pressure of the
Liberation in France, the Moroccan gov-
ernment was compelled to informally
“tolerate” the affiliation of DMorocean
workers to the existing unions, but they
were still excluded by law from collective
bargaining and from positions of leader-
ship. Alveady in 1946, the liberal Resi-
dent-General Eirik Labonne pointed out
the inadequacy of this arrangement, and
proposed to extend full trade-union
rights to Morocean aworkers. His pro-
posals were immediately rejected by the
ruling elique in Moroceco, and he was re-
called zoon afterwards. In 1949, the Sul-

tan Ben Youssef came out in favor of
full trade-union rights for Moroccans, in
an interview to a delegation of Moroccan
trade-unionists.

Since 1944 the Moroccan #trade-union-
ists of the Istiglal tendency have conduct-
ed an all-out struggle for their rights
against the administration and against ‘the
Stalinist leadership of the European
UGSCM (Moreccan CGT), which had
every reason to faver the compulsery of-
filiation of Moroccan workers to the um-
ions it was leading. .

Very soon the Istiglal tendency became
dominant among the organized Moroccan
workers, but was unable to take the
leadership because of the diseriminatory
legislation of the Protectorate, In the
course of this struggle, the Morocean
trade-union leaders Mahjoub Ben Sedik,
Taieb Bouazza and others suffered re-
peatedly torture and imprisonment,

In January 1955 they ereated the “Or-
zanizing Committee for Free Trade-
Unionism,” which was followed in March
by the ecreation of the illegal Union
Maroecaine du Travail. From the start
the UMT affiliated to the ICFTU, fol-
lowing the example of the Tunisian
UGTT and of its founder Ferhat Hached.

Todoy the French' administration has
recognized the accomplished foct of the
UMT. The importance of this great victory
for the Meoroccan working class and faor
the ceolonial peoples in general cannot be
stressed enough. The legalization of the
UMT shows once again that struggle pays,
ahd that it pays best when it is conducted
on a sound politicel basis: against coleni-
alism on the outside and aoginst Stalinism
in its ewn ranks.

Pointing to the wider implications of
the new situation, the UMT stated in a
press release: “Trade-union rights can-
not be fully exercised except in a climate
of peace, and they assume the practice
of other fundamental liberties"; it also
“expresses the hope that the trade-union
rights will be only one of a number of
measures taken in order to resolve the
erisis of Franco-Moroccan relations.”

Russian Amnesty Is a Lure — —

[Continved from page Tl

to Russian émigrés living in New York
City- contrasts the lot of children in Rus-
sia, where they have kindergarten, Pio-
neer Camps and rest homes by the sea,
with the fate of children in capitalist
countries, who are “pale, hungry, emaci-
ated and waste away before their par-
ents eyes,”

The Russian campaign to-win back the
émigrés i= being imitated detail for de-
tail by the satellite regimes. Amnesties
along the lines of that just issued by
Moscow were announced several months
ago by several of the puppet govern-
ments of Eastern Europe. Hungary is-
sued such a decree in April, and Czecho-
slovakia in May.

Rumania published an amnesty decree
on June 25, for all crimes except murder,
which applied to all Rumanian citizens
and former ecitizens now living abroad.
Former eitizens who have lost their citi-
zenship will automatically have it re-
stored if they return before August 23,
19566.

BEHIND "LENIENCY"

Perhaps the most sensational result of
this policy of "forgiveness" was the return
to Poland of Hugo Honke, former premier
of the Polish government-in-exile. There
can be no doubt about the consternation
this defection creoted in the ronks of the
Polish emigration.

Writing from Warsaw, the New York
Times expert on Russian affairs, Harry
Schwartz, reported on September 18 that
“Dispatches from London deseribe the
Polish government-in-exile as demoral-
ized by the defection of its former pre-
mier. These dispatches give the impres-
sion that the émigré leaders fear M.
Hanke’s return to Poland will initiate a
mass return by Polish émigrés all over
the world, They hint that many émigrés
are now on the wverge of returning.”
Sehwartz adds that “Interviews with
several émigrés who returned several
vears ago indicate that they have heen
permitted to lead normal lives.”

Since any political activity by émigrés
in Western countries was construed by
the puppet regimes as “criminal,’’ some

of them have taken unusual measures to
prove to the émigrés that such political
activity will not be held against them.
On June 11, Radio Bucharest and the
Rumanian newspapers announced that
i~ men, Gheorghiu and Christescu, had
voluntarily appeared before state secur-
ity agencies and confessed to being
American spies who had been parachut-
ed into the country. It was ammounced
that because of their sincere confession
they had not been arrested but were
granted the “right to choose freely their
residence and the possibility of getting
a job‘!!

This new tactic of “leniency,” which
is given credibility by the policy of “re-
laxation" within Russia and the satellite
countries, is motivated by several fae-
tors.

First of all, Moscow is intent on dis-
crediting the American propaganda theme
that the Eastern European regimes are its
puppets and undemocratic. If thousands
of former citizens of these countries re-
turn from Western Eurcope and the United
Stotes, it will be proof that life in the
“"Socialist bloc of countries" is wonderful
while existence in the capitalist countries
is wretched.

Secondly, as we have already men-
tioned, Moscow is fearful of all political
groups in exile who may some day act as
centers of opposition to its puppet re-
zimes. Naturally, all such groups are
flepicted as hirelings of Washington, but
this does not reduce their potential dan-
ger to the Eastern European govern-
ments.

ECONOMIC AIM

Finally, there is the economic aspeet.
Currently, the East European regim;ies
are conducting an educational campaign
to restore the standing of the “intelli-
gentsia,” that is, the professional and
technical middle class, who were perse-
cuted, jailed and driven into exile in the
past years. The economics of all these
countries paid a heavy price as a result
of the loss of competent personnel, and
now, under Moscow's direction, the Stali-
nist leadership in Eastern Europe is
trying to redress the situation.

In the case of Russia itself, it ie not so
much a question of skilled manpower as
of just manpower. A Belgrade corres-
pondent of the New York Russian-lan-
guage newspaper, Novoe Russkeoe Slove
reported in the August B issue that Rus-
sian émigrés living in Yugoslavia who
had been turned over by Tito’s govern-
ment to the Russians via Bulgaria and
Hungary were writing letters on their
“happy existence in the homeland” to

-their friends in Yugoslavia. Without ex-

ception, these returnees had been sent to
the countryside to work in the kolkhozes.
And in mdny cases, they had been sent
to the new areas in Kazakhstan.

What will be the fate of these émi-
grés? For the present, it is clear, they will
be left to pursue the work to which they
are assigned. But sooner or later, the turn
will come in the line, and they will be the
first to suffer. Despite all the liberaliza-
tion in Russia and the satellite countries,
Stalinism 'has not changed its stripes.

More concretely, in th2 satellite coun-
tries the dreary spectacle of political
§how-trials has not been curtailed. Dur-
ing June and July there were a whole
series of such trials in Poland, Czecho-
slovakia, Hungary and Rumania.

Ironically, the United States has been
beiping Moscow and its puppet regimes
in luring former citizens back. The hope-
less situation of the Russian and East
European DPs iz due in large part to the
MeCarran-Walter immigration law. As
the readers of LABorR AcTioN know, it is
practically impossible for these DPs to
enter the United States.

And just ene day before Moscow an-
nounced its amnesty, Senator Eastland,
Democrat, chairman of the Senate Inter-
nal Security subcommittee, declared that¥
ke opposed relaxing the prohibitive con-
ditions of the McCarran-Waliter Law. Such
a step, he said, would open gates o sabo-
feurs and secret agents. According to
Eastland, 30 to 40 per cent of adults ad-
mitted to West Germony up to cight or
nine months age were Communist agents!

Is it any wonder that many of those
who risked. their lives to escape from the
East European countries and Russia-are
now given impetus to. return?

*



M R

Septémber 25, 1955

Page Three

REPORT FROM ROME

" THE CRISIS IN
THE ITALIAN P

By LUCIO LIBERTINI

ROME, Sept. 10—Recent electoral defeats, es-
pecially in Sicily, defeats in trade-union elee-
‘tions, as at FIAT, along with numerous com-
ments on the deviations of the powerful fune-
tionary Pietro Secchia, have drawn attention
to the crisis in the Italian Communist Party.
Not all that has been written about this is
true,

During the twenty years of Mussolini’s dic-
tatorship, the Stalinists controlled three quar-
ters of the anti-faseist underground. Their or-
ganizational network, although extremely mod-
est, had the advantage of being the only one
with a minimum of efficiency, especially, in
comparison with the non-existence of the SP.

It was not able to play an effective role in
the overthrow of the fascist government. How-
ever, it was left in a privileged position when
Mussolini was removed from power, as the par-
ties resumed public activity and as partisan
warfare was organized in the -North. Along
with the socialists and the Action Party, the
Stalinists carried the main burden of the par-
tisan struggle.

Thus they succeeded, between 1943 and 1945,
in extending their organization to large parts
of the population which under different ecir-
cumstances would not have joined the CPI.

Togliatti maneuvered with great skill in this
situation. Immediately after his arrival from
Russia he eliminated certain old conceptions
and methods. Those Communists who had re-
mained attached to the theses of 1921 and to
the sectarian rigidity of that period were re-
moved from responsible positions. The CPI
presented itself to the Italian masses as a “new
party” (in the words of Togliatti) based on a
policy of “national unity” and “progressive
democracy.” '

For many years the Stalinists continued to
follow a conciliatory and cooperative policy,
offering their collaboration to all parties. Such
a policy corresponded in part to the legitimate
need of overcoming a primitive sectarianism
and a sterile revolutionary mystique, of apply-
ing the class struggle to the new developments
in Italian society. However, it also served per-
fectly the interests of Russian policy. In effect,
Moscow had excluded ltaly from its sphere of
influence, and had charged ifts functionary
Togliatti with implementing this decision.

Underlying Contradiction

Nevertheless, the policy of *progressive de-
mocracy” was accompanied by the creation of
an imposing and efficient organizational appa-
ratus. About 35,000 paid functionaries were
put under Togliatti's orders; in all, Togliatti
disposed of an annual budget of several billion
lire, a large part of which was sent from Rus-
sia. The base of the CP reached some two mil-
lion members and in several regions (such as
Emilia) the CPI controlled entire communi-
ties, with economic interests amounting to sev-
eral tens of billions lire.

Thanks to its new policy, to its financial
means and to its apparatus, the CPI was able
to score important successes against the Social-
ist Party. Numerous Stalinist agents were sent
into the SP, and many of its sections were re-
organized under Stalinist control. Saragat’s
split in 1947 left the SP entirely to the Stali-
nists, who controlled it with their own fune-
tionaries and financed it out of their funds. In
1948 both parties participated in the elections
on a joint ticket, and the CPI, thanks to its bet-
ter organization, was able to use the socialist
votes to get its own deputies elected.

Through this kind of success, and in spite
of the defeat of the “People’s Bloc" in the elec-
tions, the CPI became Moscow’s favorite party
and Togliatti’s prestige rose to great heights
in Russia. Around 1948 great optimism pre-
vailed among Stalinist militants, who extolled
Togliatti’s great ability and political talent.

Yet, from the start, the CPl's policy was

based on a fundamental contradiction.

Many Communists viewed Togliatti’'s new
policy as a mere trick, as a kind of Trojan
horse out of which at the favorable moment
the fully armed revolution would spring. Oth-
ers took Togliatti’s declarations at face value.
All looked with gredt expectations to the evo-
lution of Russian policy. For years the CPI's
base waited for “liberation” of the Russian
type, an idea which became an object of hope
and fear for millions of Italians. '

Finally, there were those who saw in Togli-
atti an early Tito. This opinion was sustained
by Togliatti himself, who told his nearest
friends that when the CPI would take power,
relations with the USSR might be determined
in an independent manner,

Roots of Decay

The hard years of the cold war and the fol-
lowing decrease in international tension gradu-
ally undermined the confidence of the CPI base.
The electoral defeat of the “People’s Bloe™ in
1948 had already somewhat shaken Togliatti’s
prestige as an infallible leader. The subsequent
consolidation of governmental and bourgeois
positions, along with the intensification of the
reactionary counter-offensive, left the CPI
rather isolated. Little by little everybody un-
derstood that Russian “liberation” was outside
the realm of possibility.

Finally it became apparent to the Stalinist
rank and file that Togliatti's policy was with-
out perspective. The gradual realization of this
took the form of a slow and steadily growing
crisis in the party.

The first spectacular “case” was the resigna-
tion of the deputies Aldo Cucchi and Valdo
Magnani, who left the CPI for political rea-
sons, having declared themselves opposed to
the Russian guidance and advocating a Third
Camp policy. They later contributed fo the cre-
ation of the Unione Socialista Indipendente
which fights for the unity and independence of
Ttalian socialism.

Their break was all the more important and
significant as they were the first outstanding

Communist leaders of the post-war period who:

left the Stalinist party without either putting
themselves at the service of the bourgeoisie or
taking refuge in sectarian abstractions. The
Communists who had previously left the CPI,
with few exceptions, joined the social-demo-
eratic right or the clericals. Typical in this re-
spectiis the case of the writer Ignazio Silone,
who now directs in Italy the anti-Communist
and “anti-socialist propaganda of the U. S.—
and. bourgeois-inspired movements. Also the
Calabrese deputy Silipo, who left the CPI after
Cuechi and Magnani, joined the Christian De-
mocracy and took part in the elections on the
clerical ticket. :
The departure of Cucchi and Magnani from
the CPI had no important organizational or
electoral consequences as only a strong and
united socialist party would have been in a po-
sition to attract the Communist base. Never-
theless, the crisis of the party did not cease to
spread. In many places the CPI voters switched
their votes to Nenni’s SP, which had begun
half-heartedly to follow a more indeépendent

course. This phenomenon repeated itself in the

1953 elections and in the Sicilian regional elec-

But the decline of the Stalinist forces took
on really important and growing propertions
on the trade-union level. The sharp and unre-
mitting offensive which the government and
the employers are conducting in the factories
today, with fascist methods and with the pur-
pose of breaking the unions, finds the major
trade union, the Stalinist-led CGIL, in the
midst of a grave crisis. Many Communist work-
ers no longer have the force and courage to
face firing, reprisals and hunger for politics in
which they no longer believe.

Many who. were still voting without convie-
tion for the CPI would align themselves in the

’ - a . # ‘
_ Lucio Libertini, our Italian ecorrespondent,
15 @ member of the National Committee of the

left-wing Unione Socialista Indipendente.
b P

factory with class-collaborationist unions, This
was recently admitted in an article in Rinasetta
by the Stalinist leader Montagnana himself,
and the results of the FIAT elections leave no
doubt: in the Turin works of this company the
Stalinist-led union lost 17,000 votes.

These are the circumstances under which the
“Secchia crisis” broke out.

Pietro Secchia, who spent many years in
prison for anti-fascist activities, is considered,
along with Togliatti and Longo, as one of the
most faithful agents of the Russians. Within
the CPI he held highly responsible posts, such
as the vice-secretariat of the party, until 1955.

In the course of the past year Secchia be-
came convinced that the party's policy was
leading” to defeat, and began organizing a
growing opposition against Togliatti. The dis-
agreement between the two almost exploded at
the recent National Conference of the CPI;
however, at the last moment, Secchia preferred
to remain passive and Togliatti prevailed, ex-
cluding Secchia from the Secretariat and send-
ing him to Lombardy with a minor post. The
fall of Malenkov and the uncertaintiés of Rus-
sian poliey prompted Togliatti to intensify the
purge of his opponents.

A group of them, all from Northern Italy
and led by Secchia's secretary, Guilio Seniga,
have still continued a sort of underground ac-
tion against the leadership. They attempted to
get in touch with the Cominform offices in
Bucharest, and undertook an agitation cam-
paign in the sections of the CPI. The positions
of this group are extremist in a primitive way.
They accuse Togliatti and his friends of cor-
ruption, of class-collaberation, of weakness,
and demand a “return to the origins” and
“frontal class action.”

Their major illusion is to believe that Mos-
cow could approve of their action and even
help them to throw Togliatti overboard. In this
respect they are, if possible, even more Stali-
nist than the present leadership.

The Fear and the Hope

As we have already pointed out, the Stalinist
crisis expresses above all the failure of ten
years. of false policy. Today the workers real-
ize that their sacrifices have been in vain: at
the end of the Stalinist road there is neither
revolution, nor “progressive democracy," nor
Russian-style “liberation,” but only defeat and
isolation.

The decrease in international tension and
Stalin’s death have added to the confusion and
disorientation in the CPI. This party, which in
the eyes of its followers stood as a firm rock
in the middle of storms, revealed itself to be
in fact more like a frail boat swayed by every
wind. Bulganin and Khrushchev’s trip to Bel-
grade has come as a last blow to the Stalinist

Today there is practically no possibility for
the CPI to incwease its electoral strength. On

-the contrary, it will probably lose more voters.

Yet if is unlikely that a sudden crumbling of

the Stalinist electoral positions will take place,,

such as oceurred in the factories. }

In Italy the vote is free and secret, and many
workers who are dominated by fear in their
factory, would express their discontent at the
ballot boxes by voting for what remains the
major opposition party, even though they no
longer agree with its policy. This situation
would change fundamentally if the Italian so-
cialists achieved unity and independence, If
this happens, the Stalinist forces would be
reduced by a good half to the advantage of the
socialists, .

The attitude of the working class today is
one of profound mistrust toward the CPl; but
many are afraid of favoring the bourgeoisie by
leaving this party as long as a real socialist
alternative does not exist. Whoever realizes
the sweep and the violence of the present re=
actionary offensive, which Saragat supports in
his own small way, cannot but understand these
fears and anxieties. '

We have asked Comrade Libertini to explain
and elaborate on his remark, above, about the
present political role of Ignazio Silone, in view
of widespread American interest tn the famous
novelist.—ED.
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LONDON LETTER

Rightists Boast of Reining
Workers” Anger at Tories

By OWEN ROBERTS

LONDON, Sept. 16—When the 87th Trades Union Congress ended at
Southport_last week it marked five days of verbal feasting which had
brought nothing unexpected. Once again the leadership of the General
Council had weathered the challenge to its authority to emerge virtu-
ally unscathed from the conflict—a fact which has been welcomed by

the Tory press.

The ultra-respectable London

Timed, in a leading article, said:
“The movement made a start, ff

a somewhat shaky ome, on the
tasks of reshaping its organization
and aftitudes to meet the needs of
the times. They still have a long
way to go. But this week’s discus-
sions could be the beginning of a
steady move forwards.”

This welcoming—but coutious—attitude
‘of the Times is on accurate reflection of
the fact that, although the General Coun-
cil manoged %o carry ifs policy, strong
opposition was present at the Congress.
With the British economic situation deli-
cately balanced In a position above the
slippery slope of slump, the militanis
might well succeed in turning the tables
en the Right Wing aond the trade union
movement would then drive into a clash
with the Tory Government on a whole
series of economic issues.

The Times is clearly aware of this—
hence its cautious note.

Probably the most sickening press
gcomment was that of Labor's own daily
newspaper, the Daily Herald. Tts indus-
trial correspondent, Harold Hutchinson,
gpoke of the anger and resentment pres-
ent among the workers against the Tory
Government. Boasted Hutchinson: “It is
the TUC, its General Secretary, Sir Vin-
cent Tewson, and its General Council...
who are controlling that anger today,
and ensuring the future of the nation.”
(His italies.}

In an article which displayed reform-
jam at its very worst Hutchinson spoke
of the need for the workers to act re-
sponsibly—in spite of the “irresponsi-
bility” of the government. A handful of
quotes, from what Hutchinson called t_he
“gober voices” of the TUC leadership,
~vere used to give authority to this argu-
ment,

“TUC BETRAYAL"

After this display Hutchinson proceed-
ed to have a crack ot nationalizetion. He
noted—or welcomed—"the way that na-
tionalization has moved into the back-
ground." What really matters; he said, “is
the performance of industry in creating
wealth without which political programs
are sterile.” This from o so-called indus-
4rial correspondent in a paper which al.
legedly backs the Labor Party!

But Hutchinson cannot be blamed.
For, as this week’s Tribune states, “Mr.
‘Hutchinson is an accurate reporter. In
fact, he is understating the mew trend.
The General Council has not merely
pushed nationalization into the back-
ground, if has shoved it off the stage

* altogether."” .

In thiz hard-hitting article, headlined:
“TUC Betrayal on Nationalization,”
Twibune lambasts the TUC right wing
and states that it is the TUC's job to
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make the case for nationalization, mot
to-decry it. *

It was perhaps the atmosphere of the
Southport Congress which prompted the
British ~Employers Confederation to
show its claws early this week. In the
first major policy statement it has made
since 1931 the Employers' Confederation
outiined some of the remedies for Brit-
ains’ economic diffienlties. They consisted
of the usual capitalist remedies—in the
main a demand for the relief of the con-
dition of “brim full” employment and an
ax on government expenditure, In plain
words—more unemployment and a re-
duetion in social services.

Perhaps this Employers Confederation
doesn’t realize just what a valuable serv-
ice it did the Labor Left by producing
that statement when it did. Coming im-
mediately after a week during which the
right wing of the TUC had endeavored
to convince the trade union rank and file
how important it was to show “re-
straint,” it served to show that the boss
class still remains the same no matter
how conciliatory the workers' leaders
are, It also proved what a lot of twaddle
had been talked by ecertain people at
Southport the week before.

Peron Falls — =

(Continved from page 1)

Fear of working-class intervention in
the struggle, on either side, was also un-
doubtedly a strong factor in bringing
about a quick arrangement on . top as
soon as Peron had stepped out. This is a
fact about the downfall of Peron which
bodes little good for the post-Peron re-
gime, whose features are not yet visible
as this is written.

The absence of mass participation in
the overthrow of Peron is, of course, not
simply due to the haste of the generals
on both sides to compose their differ-
ences (over Peron’s political corpse) he-
fore anybody else takes a hand in the
game. It also no doubt reflects the rela-
tive political passivity of the working-
class cadres—who are no longer willing
to jump into the trucks and head for
downtown yelling for Peron, but who
also do not yet have any other banners
and centers around which to rally their
clasg forces.

NEW CHAPTER

In the event of continued lack of mo-
tion on the part of the masses, and given
the bourgeois, military and clerieal back-
ground _of  the armed conspirators who
led the rebellion, even thé impetus of the
dietator’s overthrow may not be enough
to ensure such a democratization of Ar-
gentine - political life as to clear mew
ground for the political class struggle
which is certain to rise now.

Under such circumstances it Is even pos-
sible thot a military dictatorship (with-
out the demagogic-totalitarian trappings
of Peronism) may succeed Peron sooner
rather than |ater. though even this will
not be able to prevenf the building of &
-new and cleansed lobor and socialist
movement—for. which the overthrow of
Peronism was a precondition.

The overthrow of Peron ends one
chapter in the development of Argentine
labor, as of Argentine society as =a
whole. In the next chapter, which begins
now no matter what type of regime is
installed immediately, the construction
of a new labor movement will have to po
~hand. in hand with new and deep social
struggles.
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LABOR ACTION BOOK SERVICE -

114 West 14 Street, New York Clty
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on the Labor and Socialist move-
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ISRAEL

By AL FINDLEY

" Mapai and Stalinoids
Negotiating New Gov’t

For the first time since the establishment of the state of Israel,
there now seems to be a prospect of a predominantly labor government

there.

Press reports have it that the three workers’' parties — Mapai,
Mapam and Achdut Avodah—have reached an agreement to form a
government, In the 120-member Knesset, Mapai has 40 deputies plus 5

allied Arab deputies; Achdut Avo-
dah has 10; Mapam has 8-9.

But these three parties may also
try to get the bourgeois Progres-
sive Party (liberal General Zion-
ists) and the Hapoel Hamizrachi

to join with them in a ecoalition.

The reports indicate that Mapam
made most of its demands in the field of
foreign policy. Further discussion on di-
vision of ministerial posts must now take
place before agreement can be reached.
The post of minister of Agriculture is
the one that iz most moot between the
three parties.

The possibility of the formation of
such a labor-composed government in Is-
rael is the result of two important de-
velopments outside the borders of Israel.

The first was the Geneva conference of
the big two of the world, Russio and the
U. 5. With the development of the
"Geneva spirit,”" Achdut Avodah ond es-
pecially Mapam (now separate wings of
the former united Stolinoid party) become
more- inclined to take o tolerant view of
the pro-Western orientation of Mapam.

Parenthetically, while on the subject
of the Geneva spirit, it should also be
mentioned that it spread to the Jewish
question under ‘Stalinism, although in a
confused manner. For the first time in

vears, thesRussian government has re-"

newed its propaganda against anti-
Semitism. In addition, Russia voted with
the U. 8, to call for a cease-fire in the
Gaza fighting.

On the other hand Ilya Ehrenbourg,
who seems to be the foremost spokesman
in Russia on the Jewish question, de-
clared that the Jews in Russia should be-
come Russians, He took the trouble to
deny that he knew Yiddish, despite the
fact that he is known to have a good
command of the Yiddish language and
was once head of the Jewish Anti-Fas-
cist Committee in Russia. There have
also been reports that many Jews were
arrested in Russia for the crime of be-
ginning to display an interest in Jewish
culture after Geneva.

DULLES' IMPACT

Coming back to our main subject, the
second reason for the Israeli develop-
ment, besides the “Geneva spirit,” was
Secretary of State Dulles' peace pro-
posal. Dulles off an international
loan to Israel forZ#he settlement of the
Arab refugee proBlem, and also pro-
posed to join in guasanteeing the Taraeli-
Arab borders atteriithe opposing sides
had reached an agreé&ment.

While official stotements welcomed
Dulles' speech, unofficially it has been con-
ceded in 4srael that Dulles dealt o final
blow o lsroeli hopes that the U. S. would
sign o defense treaty with Isroel mow and
guarantee Israel the present borders.

As we reported in LA (Aug. 18) the
main pont that was preventing a coali-
tion of the three labor parties was the
plan for a U. 5. defense treaty. This
stumbling-block has now been removed,
and a U. S.-Israel treaty is some dis-
tance in the future.

Despite the fact that Dulles accepted
much of the Israeli point of view on how
to achieve peace in the Near East, the
question of borders is decisive. Israel
now occupies much more territory than
was allocated to it by the UN partition
resolution. For & long time now, it has
been a cardinal prineiple of all groups,
except the irredentist 'Cherut, to try to
get the present armistice lines accepted
as the permanent boundaries.

1t is for that reason that Israel has
not seized Avrab territory even where
and when it eould do so from a military
point: of view. Cherut is probably cor-
rect in claiming that the Israeli army
could have seized all of the Gaza terri-
tory when it carried out its raid on Khan
Yunis, :

However, Israel does not want the
Gaza strip. For one thing, this territory
contains thouvsands of Arab refugees
from:Palestine who would pose a serious
problem. Any seizure of territory would

rajse again the guestion of fixing new
boundaries, whereas what Israel wants
most of all is recognition of the existing
boundaries.

STORM BREWING

In this connection, a far greater threat
to peace in the region than the border
incidents ever were is the developing con-
fiict over the Gulf of Akoba. This quif lies
between lsrael, Jordan, Saudi Arabia ond
Egypt. In all cases it is within the three-
mile limit of terriforial waters. The Egyp-
tion govermment has anncunced its inten-
tion of controlling the gulf and prevent-
ing lsraell troffic. It hos demanded 72-
hour notice from any ship entering the
gulf.

There c¢an be little doubt that the
Egyptian action is a yiolation of inter-
national law, and has brought protests
from the major maritime powers begin-
ning with Great Britain.

The danger lies in the fact that it rep-
resents a real threat to Israeli plans to
develop the relatively large area of the
Negev and part of Elath. I[srael has
poured vast sums of money into the de-
velopment of areas for political reasons
despite adverse economic considerations.
This is also true of the corridor to Jeru-
salem and Jerusalem itself, but the
Negev has been the chief point of inter-
est to Israeli planners.

While at present it is politically ex-
pedient but economically wasteful to
spend the money Israel is investing in
the Negev, it is true that the Negev rep-

L

" resents a'vital area for future ‘develdp-

ment. The government of Israel- would
therefore be impelled toward decisive ac-
tion to safeguard its interests :in the
Gulf of Akoba, Given its' military superi-
ority it would find it diffieult to" resist
popular pressure for such action.:

As usual the actions of the great pow-
ers only muddle the issues. England ond
the U. 5. #ry to oppecse both sides ond
find themselves pleocsing no one: Russia,
which for years had had a pro-Arab posi-
tion, has further confused the situation by
giving lsroel some smiles while at the
same time offering to swpply arms to
Eqypt, Syria and other Arab states.

This development, too, may have af-
fected the possibility of the formation of
the three-party government in Israel. It
is not excluded that Mapai hopes that
the. inclusion of the: Stalinoid Mapam in
a government will balance the. visit made
by .Nasser of Egypt to the Eastern-bloe
and his flirtation with “neuntrality” and
may prevent Russian arms from going to
the Arabs, or give Israel an equal chance
to get arms itself.

Labor Action FORUM

New York

Thursday at 8:45 p.m.

Sept. 29—Michael Harrington

THE EDUCATION OF
HENRY ADAMS

Oct. 6&—Hal Draper |

SCHUMPETER'S THEORY
OF IMPERIALISM

Oct. 13—Sam Taylor

THE ECONOMIC: BASIS
OF AMERICAN PROSPERITY:

Labor Action Hall
114 West 14 Street, N. Y. C.
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WED. EVE.— American Liberalism vs. Independent Socialism

- James Wechsler vs. Hal Draper
of the ADA—Editor, N. Y. Post . of the ISL—Editor, Labor Action .
* IN A DISCUSSION OF THEIR RESPECTIVE f)BJECTIVES AND HOW THESE ARE TO BE ACHIEVED

WEDNESDAY ot 8 p.m. — September 28 — COMMUNITY CHURCH, 40 East 35 Street, New York City

Sponsored by STUDENTS FOR DEMOCRATIC ACTION and YOUNG SOCIALIST LEAGUE

September 26, 1955

Edited antl' Published by the YOUNG SOCIALIST LEAGUE

-

FIVE CENTS

At the YSL Camp and School in Wisconsin

By GEORGE RAWLINGS

Socialist education and socialist fraternity were the dual themes
of the second annual Young Socialist League summer camp held at the
Recreation Camp in Genoa City, Wisconsin, from September 6 to 11,
following the YSL convention in Chicago.

Over sixty members and friends of the Young Socialist League
were in attendance at the camp some time during the week, participat-

ing in a successful venture in the
development of socialist conscious-
ness.

The  ecamp was structured
around’ thirteen educational ses-
sions led by leading socialists and
trade-ufiionists.-The faculty of the camp
included Hal Draper, editor of LaABoR
ActioN; Gerald McDermott and Saul
Berg, socialist historians; Sidney Lens,
Chicago trade-unionist and author of
The Counterfeit Revolution and Left,
Right, and Center; and B. J. Widick, co-
authorof The UAW and Walter Reuther.

Under the general heading of "Three
Critics of Marxism,"” Draper devoted a
session each to thrge importont figures
who have contriboted to thot literory
genre known as "onti-Marxism.” He had
selected three subjects whose intellectual
stature is widely respected, rather than
easier marks like the run-of-the-mill Morx-
slayers who infest contemporary journal-
ism.

ANTI-MARXISM REVISITED

The three considered were John
Dewey, America’s leading instrumental-
ist philosopher; Joseph Schumpeter, the
late Austrian economist and economic
historian wha gained considerable influ-
ence in this country; and Raymond
Aron, current French political journalist
whose. articles seem to have impressed at
least that part of the American intel-
lectual .world which travels with Parti-

gan Review and the American Committee
for Cultural Freedom.

Draper’s major contribution in this
program ‘was his analysis of John Dewey
as a Critic of Marxism. Without derog-
ating” Dewey's own contributions as a
thinker, he showed how—in Freedom and
Culture and Liberalism and Social Ac-
tion—Dewey insisted on attacking Marx
for a crime he never committed, that of
being a single-factor crude economic de-
terminist; and how this leading expon-
ent of scientific method abandoned his
method when faced with the challenge
of Marxism. At the end Draper docu-
mented the fact that Dewey admittedly
had never bothered to study Marx or
Marxism even though he devoted most
of two books to attacking a doctrine of
which he chose to remain ignorant.

Schumpeter's theory of imperialism,
as presented in his recently republished

Imperialism and Social Classes, took up *

the first part of Draper's second lecture,
followed by a consideration of the cri-
tique of Marxism in the same author’s
Capitalism, Socialism and Democracy,
For the third session in this series,
Aron's book The Century of Total War
was used as the basis for a round-table
type of discussion in which the students
were invited to work out en the journal-
ist's polemic against Marxist ideas.
Gerald McDermott led three sessions in
which he analyzed three different histori-
cal problems: the Nature of Class Rule

Berkeley Modifies ROTC Oath

By J. CHARLES WALKER

BERKELEY, Bept. 17—According to
the San Francisco Chronicle today, the
new “affirmaitve” ROTC oath is compul-
sory for all students taking ROTC. This
oath reads: “I do solemnly swear (or
affirm) that T will support and defend
the Constitution of the United States
against all enemies, foreign or domestic;
that 1 will bear true faith and allegiance
to the same; and that I take this obliga-
tion freely, without any mental reserva-
tion or purpose of evasion, so help me
GDd.”

' While recognizing this oath as far m_‘ll-
der than the previeus “guilt by associa-
tion” oath based on the attorneysgenmer-
‘al’s “List” in foree the last academic
year, nevertheless male students _must
take a loyalty oath as a prerequisite to
attending the University of California,
where the regents have made ROTC
comptlsory. “Students refusing to take
this oath will not be permitted. to enroll

‘informally’ in the ROTC and thus, pre-
sumably, will not be able to qualify for
graduation.”

The ROTC department at Cal had
permitted at least one person not to sign
the new oath during registration, but
apparently this was because " it was
awaiting clarification on army policy,
The issue of “informal” ROTC wasn't
forced at that time because uniforms
were not to be issued until at least a
week after repistration, at which time
a decision would have had to be made,

Because of the rewording ef the oath
it appears locally that ACLU is not seek-
ing a test case, according to one SCLU
spokesman. In the opinion of this writer
this is regrettable, because there is a
civil libertiezs issue directly involved:
Must a student take any “loyalty oath”
as a pre-requisite to going to school?
Even a “little” oath, that the army in-
sists: upon ramming down the throat of

freshmen and sophomore male students?

“and-file militants

ond Democraocy in the United States; the
Meiji Restoration in Japan; and a History
of Jim Crow in the U. S.

HISTORICAL CLASSES

In the first leeture MeDermott ana-

lvzed the many barriers built into the
legal and political system of the United
Btates which are successfully designed
to limit and frustrate democratic opera-
tions and to protect eapitalist social and
economic power, In the second lecture
he analyzed the series of events, known
as the Meiji Restoration, which consti-
tuted the bourgeois revolution in Japan
and which is important for an adéquate
theoretical comprehension of the transi-
tion from feudalism to capitalism in the
Far East.

In the last of the series of lectures
MeDermott analyzed the roots of Ameri-
can Jim Crow as being found not in
“human nature” or in *“the spirit of
man’ or in the experience of slavery but
in the political and social struggles
which resulted from the conflict of
classes after the “Second American
Revolution,” the Civil War. Many of
those present were surprised to learn
that the entire system of Jim Crow laws
concerned with education, marriage,
housing, travel, ete., was not solidified
until around 1900, some thirty-five years
after the Civil War.

Perhaps the liveliest discussions were
these on vorious aspects of recent trade-
union struggles and of socialist participa-
tion in these struggles led by Sid Lens;
B. J. Widick, and Gerry McDermott, One
session was devoted to o discussion be-
tween Widick and Lens, with excellent
contributions from others present, on the
question of the unity of the AFL and CIO,

Although Lens supported the unity, he
had serious doubts on the extent to
which it was a progressive step in the
development of the Amefican working
class, feeling that the unity meant that
the more conservative and bufeauncratic
AFL would dominate the new federation.
Widick on the other hand felt that the
progressive significance of the unity far
outweighed any posgible” reactionary
consequences, " ~ :

FOCUS ON TRADE-UNIONISM -

In a session highlighted by the extent
and depth of the personal invelvement
of those present, by the genuine develop-
ment in many of a feeling of the solidar-
ity between the sdefalist movement and
the trade-union movement, and by an ac-
tive concern by each one present as to
how to best utilize his life and talents in
the service of socialism, B. J. Widick dis-
cussed the problems and .satisfactions of
socialists who funetion as active rank-
in the trade-union
mavement. A lively discussion followed
the formal adjournment of the session in
which many of those present asked
searching ¢uestions around the problem
of how they best could function as so-
cialists,

In the evening of this day devoted to
trade-unioni . problems, Widick and Me-
Dermott gave reports on recent develop-

-3

ments within the steel, coal, electrical
and automobile unions which helped pro-
vide those present with the kind of in-
formation and analysis which is not
available in the non-socialist press, The
discussion that followed was in many
respects a continuation of the earlier
discussion started by Widick’s talk on
the problems of socialists in the trades
unions, .

On the last day of the eamp, Saul Berg
devoted the morning to a penetrating
evaluation of the North African crisis
and of the forces engaped in the strug-
gles of the. North Africans against
French imperialist exploitation. Last
session before the camp ended was a
Lively and interesting contribution by
Hal Draper on the relations between So-~
cialist polities and socialist organization,

PLAYTIME

In addition to the fine series of educa-
tionals which contributed to the soclalist
education of all those present, the Greek
ideal of a sound mind in a sound body was
furthered by the athlefic and recreation-
al activities engoged in by the YSL camp-
ers, In the affernoons, there was volley-
ball or groups would depart for nearby
Loke Geneva fo swim, fish or sail. Most
evenings after the class session, there was
folk-dancing for those whe wanted to
learn the dances, led by Hol Draper.

One evening a very successful late-
evening campfire was held en a hill over-
looking the camp and surroundings, fea-
tured by weenie-roasting and socialist
songs., A hotly contested treasure hunt
was held on another evening. .

Those who attended the camp left with
their interest in and commitment to in
dependent socialism heightened and with
a new awareness of their comradeship
with young ‘socialists from various parts

-of ‘the country. All of the Young Social-

ist League members went back to their
local units filled with a new enthusiasm
for socialist activity, and thoge friends
and sympathizers who attended left with
an increased interest in and respectfor
the Young Socialist League.,

L .._? -..‘H.' ik ~
Young Sociul’ig-l
CHALLENGE

organ of the Young Socialist. League, is
published as a weekly section of Labor
Aection but is under the dole 'eﬁitﬁnhip
of the YS8L. Opinions expressed in signed
articles by contributors do not necessar-
ily represent the views-of the Challenge.
or the YSL. oy o
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IN LONDON DELEGATES FROM_MANY LANDS EXPLORE COMMON GROUND : )

- "

- The International Third Camp Conference

-

By SHIRLEY NEWCOME

LONDON, Sept. 7—An International “Third Way” Conference was
held in London from September 3-6 to set up the machinery for an
international Third Camp movement composed of those socialist, paci-
fist, libertarian and other organizations and individuals who oppose

‘both the Moscow and Washington war

This conference was called by Ameri-
<an, British and the Duich Third Camp
movements for the purpoze of bringing to-
gether all those who reject the present-
day policies of both the Russion and
rAmerican ‘blocs and who are seeking a
political ond philosophicol appreciction of
“the cauwses which issue in such policies;
who refuse to give support to the war
ipreparations of either of the two blocs or
4o any alernctive military alliance; whe
‘believe unequivecally in human rights, in-
cluding the right of all peoples to inde-
pendence from foreign control; who are
sdedicated to waging war on want; and
who stond for a program of political and
economic demecracy at home and abroad.

Over 100 delegates, observers, and
visitors attended the conference from all
wover the world: from the Arab Baath
Socialist Party; the Socialist Progres-
sive Party of Syria and Lebanon; Plaid
Cymru (Welsh National Party); Inde-
pendent Labor Party (Great Britain);
Peace Pledge Union; War Resisters In-
ternational; Pacifist Youth Action
Group; Movement for Colonial Freedom;
Dar-es-Salaam; Cercle Zimmerwald
(France); World Socialist Movement;
American Third Camp Contact Commit-
tee; Common Wealth Party (Great Brit-
ain); Arbeitsgemeinschaft Denbeher
Freundeshunde; Independent Socialist
TLTeazue (U. S.); Fellowship Party; De
Derde Weg (Netherlands); League for
Freedom and World Friendship (Aus-
tralia) ; British Third Camp Coordinat-
ing Committee; Socialist Review Group;
Victory for Socialism Group; the Gezamt
Deutsche Volkspartei; Fellowship of the
Spirit; Gravesend Discussion Group;
and visitors from the Ceylonese Socialist
Party (LSSP), the Praja Socialist Par-
ty (India), from Denmark, France,
Madagascar, and Italy,

Greetings of solidarity were sent by
many organizations which could not send
delegations hut whieh supported the con-
ference. Among these organizations were
the newly formed Soecialist Party of
Egypt, the - Libertarian - Communist
Movement of Italy, the Libertarian Com-
munists of France, the Libertarian Com-
munists of Switzerland, the Chu Lie So-
eiety in Hong Keng; the South African
F.O.R., and the Independent Socialist
Union (Cuechi-Magnani party) of Ttaly.

Among the individuals who sent greet-
ings were Czekaw Milosz, anthor of The
Captive Mind, Fenner Brockway, British
M.P. now in Afries, Pastor Niemoller,
well-known German anti-Nazi pacifist,
and Capitanni of Italy.

LOOK TO COLONIAL FIGHT

A distinct drawback of the conference
was the absence of the large Asian social-
ist parties which took o Third Camp posi-
tion of Rangoon in the Asian Socialist
Conference and the large African nation-
of independence movements. While this
represenfs a serious shortcoming, there is
every hope that these mass Third Camp
movements will become part of the newly
formed International Third Way. Further-
more, the support of Fenner Brockway and
of Joseph Murumbi {(Kenya) te a certain
extent means the support "by proxy" of
the many national liberation movements
which these two represent in Britain.

To bring these liberation movements
and the Third Way clozer, the conference
adopted a resolution of support to the
Movement for Colonial Freedom and
nrged cooperation and exchange of liter-
ature between the two organizations,
Also, to facilitate the attendance of the
Agian Third-Campers, the next interna-
tional conference is planned for Cairo
after the second Bandung Conference
{the Asian Socialist Parties have pro-
posed to hold a second Bandung Confer-
ence in Cairo next year).

The conference was opensd by A, J.
Muste, chairman of the U, 8. Third
Camp Contact Committee and well
known radical pacifist. Muste outlined
the Third Camp coneept in a speech
which set the tone for the entire confer-,
ence, He said, for example:

“There is a general tendency to aseribe
“the new climate' in international affairs
largely to two factors. One is the inter-
nal changes in the Soviet Union, and
sespecially. in the high command of the
Communist Party of the USSR since the

locs.

Fam .
We are glad to naete that Independent
Socialist representatives attended the
International Third Coemp Conference
(here reported) and most particularly
happy over conference contacts, present
and potential, with the eolomiel move-
ments for freedom. We hope to see the
expansion of such contacts Dbetween
Third Camp soeiclists and the anti-im-
pevialist struggle—ED.
T P

death of Stalin. The other is that the
development of the H-bomb and other
such weapons has radically changed the
character of war, and that the possession
of super-weapons by both the dominant
powers has brought ‘a balance of terror.
There is a third factor of at-least-equal
importance, namely that the uncommit-
ted nations become increasingly deter-
mined.not to be drawn into the orbit of
either of the dominant powers and the
respective allies and satellites -of the lat-
ter are making it clear that they could
not be depended on for loyal support in
case of a major war. This has appreciab-
1y slowed down the polarization of power
and has forced hoth the United States
and the Communist bloe, especially Rus-
sia, not indeed to abandon the power
struggle but to explore other means than
nuclear war and threat of war for pur-
suing it. . , .

“The Third Way Conference brings
together warious elements, especially
those -with a background of democratic
socialism and those with a background

of Gandhism, to discuss the political,
economic and spiritual aspeets of the
Third Way and to explore the possibili-
ties of strengthening the Third Way
movement in all parts of the world.”

Following Muste’s opening address, Sir
Richard Acland addressed the confer-
ence, Acland was the Labor member of
Parliament for Gravesend until shortly
before the last general election when he
resigned from the Labor Party and from
Parliament on the issue of the H-bomb,
the manufacture of which he refused to
sanction under any ecircumstances. Ac-
land has been doing considerable re-
thinking since he took this position and
has subsequently traveled far in the di-
rection of a socialist Third Camp posi-
tion.

The following session was devoted #o
a presentation of the political and social
viewpoints of the major groups represent-
ed at the conference, and it wos found
that on the essential problems of Third
Camp policy, there was o surprising de-

.gree of common ground. Lefl-wing or

Third Comp socialists sfound they had

‘mefe in common on international ques-

tions with radical pacifists then. they .had
with right-wing socialists who suppert the
American war bloc.

SUPPORT MOROCCO

Separate sessions on the following
days were devoted to a discussion of
“War on Want” and “Colonialism and
Human Rights." The first of these ses-
sions was introduced by Tom Wardle of
the British Third Way and the latter by
Joseph Murumbi, former secretary of
the Kenya African Union and at present
secretary of the Movement for Colonial
Freedom in London. Murumbi stressed
the importance of the struggle for co-
lonial freedom as part of the struggle
for the Third Camp and the faect that the
progressive nationalist movements in-
stinctively adopted a Third Way position

in relation to the world power conflict. “

Since the problem of Moroceco had
come to the forefront as a result of_the
recent atrocities there, the conference,
which favored colonial independence
everywhere, adopted a special resolution
on Morocco. The following resolution was
presented by a delegate of the Arab
Baath Socialist Party and seconded by a
French delegate from Cercle Zimmer-
wald :

“This conference of the Third Way
declares itgelf in faver of immediate
independence of all the countries of the
Arab world still ruled by the Western
powers, and of complete withdrawal of
all foreign troops,

“At this moment we especially protest
against French policy in North Afriea.

“The responsibility for the recent up-
rising rests on the denial of the demo-
cratic rights of the national movement
in North Africa by the French imperial-
ists and on the violence of the French
settlers. The military action taken in
suppression of the uprising, in which
some 30,000 people have been slaugh-

tered is a crime against humanity,”

The conference adopted o Declaration
of the Third Way [published in this issuel.
This declaration is subject to amendment
by these organizations which enter the
Infernational Third Way Movement.

The conference decided, further, that
an International Interim Council be set
up composed of one member from each
organization which enters the Third
Way movement. At the close of the con-
ference an Executive Committee was
elected whose officers include A. J. Muste
as chairman, John Banks of the British
Third Way as corresponding secretary,
and Reimans of De Derde Weg as edi-
torial secretary. The Executive Commit-
tee will ‘have the task of issuing a bul-
letin regularly and of carrying out the
executive functions of the international
Third Way Movement.

Draft Resolution Before the Conference

Following is the text of the draft reso-
lution which was presenied to the Inter-
national Third Camp Conference. Ifs
general sense was adopted, we are in-
formed, with the understonding that a
number of formulations ave likely to be
madified by subsegquent eonsultation of
the groups represented; there was, for
example, objection to the ambiguous ref-
erences to''materialism,” ete.—ED,

® .

It would be presumptuous for this
Conference of a limited number of
rroups and individuals to attempt to lay
down a definitive ideology or a detailed
program for Third Way forces which ex-
ist in many countries today or which
must come into existence if the threat of
nuclear war is to be permanently dis-
pelled and the world saved from social
disintegration. We helieve, however, that
it will bé useful to outline some of the
ideas we hold in common as a rallying
ground for action in the months ahead
and' as a means of stimulating discus-
gion among adherents of the Third Way
throughout the world.

A “new climate"” prevails in the woyld
due to the fact that the threat of an im-
mediate or early outbreak of nuclear war
has, for the time being, been removed.
To a considerable extent the change in
the attitudes and polices of the dominant
world powers has come about because na-
tions have increasingly resisted the pres-
sure to line up with one or other of
them and even the respective allies and
satellites of the United States and the
Soviet Union have made it clear that
they cannot be depended upon for loyal
support in & nuclear war. For this and
other reasons the big powers have been
forced to a reconsideration of some of
their policies and mankind has a breath-
ing-spell which it has so desperately
needed.

It does mot follow that peace is now
assured. The governments of leading na-
tions have agreed to discuss ecertain
burning political issues, Whether they
will be resolved remains to be seen, It is
a false notiom, assiduously propagated
by leading statesmen and publicists, that
“the balance of terror” resulting from
the piling up of nuclear weapons on both
sides at last provides mankind with in-
surance against war.

War, moreover, is a.symptem and an
effect. l#s.causes lie in the outlook on life

prevailing on both sides of the Iron Cur-
tain and on political and economic re-
gimes, whether capitalist or Communist,
marked by the concemirotion of power in
the hands of a few, the exploitation of
human labor and the degradotion of the
human person. MNeither regime provides
for genuine workers' control, a society of
equals in which every human being has an
opportunity for self-expression, the exer-
cise of responsibility, and experience of
vital ond creative relationships with
others.

“Peaceful coexistence” in the basis of

" such a stutus quo could provide only a

brief and troubled respite from war.
Even if war as we have known it were
eliminated, it would only mean condemn-
ing mankind to some other nightmare of
materialism, centralization and mechani-
zation, perhaps based upon an open or
tacit agreement by the two highly cen-
tralized and colessal powers, the United
States and Russia, to divide the world
into spheres of influence. The technology
of the atomic age would place well-nigh
absolute power at the disposal of the
masters of such a totalitarian world,
whaozver they might be.

AGAINST WAR BLOCS

Thence arises the urgent and impera-
tive need for a Third Way (Third
Camp) Movement.

The purpose of the Thivd Way Move-
ment is to bring together all those who
oppose and reject both the capitalist and
totalitarian Communist social systems
and who refuse to give support—*“ecriti-
call” or otherwise—to the war prepara-
tions and activities of either side in the
contemporary power struggle, or to any
alternative military alliance. A “Third
Force” of ambitious power-states along-
side of the two power-blocs which now
dominate the world is no solution for
mankind’s ills. We must also be on guard
against governments and movements
which may attempt to pursue a so-called
“neutral” or “independent"” course,
largely in order to preserve their own
mnational systems of exploitation and in-
equality.

The power of peoples constitoting a
genuine “Third Way” must be essential-
ly economie, political and moral, rather
than military. On this basis they can
serve as mediators and reconcilers. Not
being. atomically armed, they can -call

upon these who are, to disarm. Not hav-
ing yielded to the irrational temptation
to join the arms race, they can call the
great pewers who have pone mad back to
sanity. Being truly a force for peace,
and not merely an organ for “peace”
propaganda, they will have friends, ac-
tual and potential, in all paris of the
world, including multitudes in hoth
American and Communist lands. The Jat-
ter will recognize the new, free, human
and democratic order which the peoples
of the Third Way undertake to build as
the goal in which they also will find free-
dom and peace.

We recognize as central and basic in
our philosophy the dignity and worth of
every human being, his need and inalien-
able right to self-determination. Only on
this 'basis are meén able to achieve true
self-expression and to make their full
contribution to the development of com-
munity among all men in all relations
and throughout the whole world.

PROGRAM

From this central conviction it fol-
lows:

(1) The Third Way Movement believes

unequivocally in the right of all peoples

to independence from foreign contrel,
whether military, political, economic or
cultural. It will endeavor to bring to an
end all forms of colonialism ond will strive
for the ochievement of equal status as
members of an interdependent world of
free and equal peoples.

We believe in the abolition of exploita-
tion, segrepation and discrimination
wherever these exist. We repudiate high
living standards, special opportunities or
favored status based on the tyranny of
one group over another, svhether that
tyranny is expressed through force of
arms or threugh the more subtle means
of economic exploitation. The War on
Want must be recognized as an immedi-
ate and urgent task for all peoplss, es-
pecially those now privileged, and must
be energetically pursued until all peoples
have the basis for equal status, oppor-
tunity and personal dignity. This re-
quirernent bars aid bestowed as charity
or in such a way as to maintain or cre-
ate conditions of exploitation and in-
equality.

(2) We believe that the natural and
productive resources and key instru-

{Turn to last pagel
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- PRO,-a(zd - CON: DISCUSSION

Proposezbéfense
- Of Peron Regime

To the Editor:

Regarding Hal Draper's reply to my
vemarks on the crisis of the f"m'rm re-
gime (Angust 22), 1 recognize, even
without his prefatory apology, that it
was written in haste. 1 am salisfied to
wait for a more considered reply; 1 also
think a reply by Juan Rey would be of
interest and educational value. 1 should
like, in the meantime, to present some
considerations which may help to clarify
the discussion. ?

First of all, on the class character of
the Peron regime. Draper misdirects at
me a shaft tipped with irony: if the anti-
Peron rebels repredented, as 1 said, _the
land-owners, capitalists, and foreign im-
perialist interests, “it leaves very few
classes for Peronism to represent, does-
n't it?” And Draper wants to know
whether T am “willing to face the con-
clusion that Peromism must be . .- 8
workers’ and peasants’ government.’

Such a conclusion does mot at all .t:ol-
low, Peronism does represent the ruling
classes but it is losing their support, as
it is also losing the support of the wqr]p
ers and peasants. It is not the first time
that a Bonapartist regime finds itself
suspended in mid-air, hanging on the
thin thread of a temporary equilibrium
of antagonistic class forces. As a matter
of fact Draper vitiates the effect of his
sareasm. “Peronism . . . repres-entgd. at
least in its heyday,” he says, “the inter-
ests and perspectives of the reia_twely
new industrial eapitalist clements in _t.he
country.” “Up to now at least (leaving
aside naturally the anti-Peronist sectors
of the labor and socialist movement) the
main bastion of anti-Peronism has been
in the landowning class; and there ap-
parently have been important anti-Per-
onist sectors in the urban petty-bour-
geoisie.” “Even as far as industridl-
‘bourgeois elements are concerned, one
‘cannot -assume (that the regime still is
the best instrument to express their
present needs. . . . Would not a different
type of authoritarian regime, cleansed
of Peron's demagogy and past, be better
adapted to- get the best results _for the
bourgeoisie? Some may indeed think so.”
And more, ] may add, will think so as
theé economic situation worsens. Thus,
Draper is face to face with the same
question he posed to SR, namely: This
leaves very few classes for Peronism to
represent, deesn't it?

“] do not think," says Draper, “much

work is needed to discard SR's proposals
for class labels.)” T recommend that he
take a little time to consider the signifi-
cance of the above-quoted passages.
‘Some of the industrial capitalists and
many or most of the landowners favor
~4he establishment of a-different type of
guthoritarian regime, cleansed of Per-
on’s demagogy and past. They want an
end to the promises and concessions with
which Peron kept the support of the
masses. How ean the landlords and capi-
talists rule without the support of the
masses? Only in one way: by destroying
their power to resist, by atomizing them,
by smashing their unions. The overthrow
of Peron, for the ruling classes of Argen-
tina, is part of a larger struggle—civil
war against the workers and peasants.

CITES ANALOGIES

This is not to say, 1 must reiterate,
that Peroniesm iz any kind of workers’
and peasants’ government. Matters may
well take another course. Active work-
ing-clase opposition may rise against
Péron; the workers and peasants may,
under the impulsion of the worsening
economic situation, come into large-scale
conflict with the Peron regime, before it
ic overthrown from the right. Under
these conditions, a replacement of the
Peron regime, even from above, could
have quite a different character.

Such a sjtuation prevailed in Bolivia
in 1946. The government of Colone] Vil-
laroel had precisely the same character
as that of General Peron. Villaroel ruled
with the same mixture of tyranny and
concessions as Peron. There was, how-
ever, one important difference: Villa-
roel's control over: the unions was not so
firm as that of Peron; though the tin
miners supported him the workers of La
Paz, the capital, did not. Villarcel was
overthrown by a combined military coup
and mass uprising; the miners failed to
come to his aid. Under the circumstances
it ~was -absolutely ‘correct. for .sovialists

to support the uprising against Villaroel,
And this conclusion is in no way vitiated
by the fact that the new government
soon evolved into a miiltary dictatorship.

But the circumstances of 1946 in Bo-
livia did not prevail at the time of the
navy revolt against Peron. The Socialist
and democratic parties were inactive;
the anti-Peronist trade unions were pas-
sive, What should Marxists have done?
Should they have shared this passivity?
Should they have welcomed and support-
ed the revolt, as Rey seems to advocate?
‘Or should they have advocated the armed
mobilization of the working class against
the more immediate enemy? '

Draper rejects-the second and third of
these alternatives, the second by impli-
eation and the third outright, on the
ground that it implies eritical support to
Peronism. ' This' 1 deny. Socialists ecan
support the class-struggle activities of
the Peronist trade unions without there-
I_:ly giving any political support to Peron,
Just as socialists can support the class-
struggle activities of the CIO without
thereby giving political support to the
Democratic Party. I do not believe, as
Draper charges, thaf the workers or the
unions should remain in the Peronist
coalition; rather they should break with
Peron and fight for his overthrow. Nat-

urally, it is gquite difficult for socialists -

to remain in the Peronist unions, but
there is some room for the aectivity of

militants and socialists, as I am sure
Draper will agree,

The line that I presented for the con-
erete circumstances of the navy revolt is

«not ecritical support of Peron, but mili-

tary defense with no political support.
I hope no one vegards this as hair-split-
ting: it is a vital distinction. Some his=
torical examples may clarify it. In Au-
gust 1817 the Bolsheviks Tought together
with Kerensky against the attempt of
Kornilov to overthrow Kerensky and de-
stroy the soviets. “We do not, even now,”
said Lenin, “support Kerensky." The
Bolsheviks were simply turning their
military weapons against the more im-
mediate enemy. Neither did the Trotsky-
ists extend critical support to the Span-
ish Loyalist government during the civil
war, though they supported the war it-
self. Or is there no distinction betwezn
the line of the POUM, which entered the
Catalonian ecoalition government, and
that of the Trotskyists, who Dbitterly
criticized the POUM {for this? Not to
draw the distinction between military
aid and critical support is to open the
door to coalitionism and popular-front-
fsm in a situation in which military aid
is called for. It would indeed be discon-
certing, as Draper says, to start think-

‘ing in terms of giving eritical support to

a “totalitarian” regime. Now a question
to Draper: Would he give critical sup-
port ta a mnown-fofalitarian hourgeois re-
gime, a regime headed, for example, by

‘suppaort

the democratic cleric, Andrea?

For the clearest example of the dis-
tinction between military aid and eritical
support, and of the disastrous conse-

© gquences of ignoring this distinction, we

must take another look at-Balivia. In
April 1952, the military dictatorship was
overthrown in a revolt which was begun
by the MNR and carried through by the
trade unions, The MNR is the party of
the “tetalitarian” Villareel; Paz Esten-
ssore, who assumed the presidency,.was
second only to Villaroel in Villaroells
government. Yet it was absolutely cor-
rect to participate in the revolt, that is,
give military aid te the MNR. I doubt
that anyone will dispute this statement.
The correctness of participating in the

- revolt is borne out by this fact: when the

action ended the army and police were
disarmed, and the workers’ militias pes-
sessed all the arms in the country.

The Trotskyist POR, whick had impor-
tant mass influence and could have
played a significant revolutionary role in
the subzequent period, frittered away its
opportunity. It pave not only military
aid to the revolt, but also gave eritical
to the MNR government. It
never criticized the entry of the labor
leaders into the government, nor their
class-collaborationism in remaining in
the pgovernment. Comrade Draper is
aware of my detailed criticism of the
policy of the POR. :

If Draper is going to maintain that
eritical support is necessarily implied in
military aid, then he must face the proki-
lem of Bolivia: Did military aid to the
MNR in 1952 necessarily imply critical
support for the MNR government?

3. R.

Socialist Policy in the Fight Against Peronism

I'm glad that Comrade 8. R. seems to
adopt the explanation on the nature of
the class forces in the Argentine strug-
gle which I suggested as against his own
of Aug. 22, and which he now quotes in
the first part of his present letter. Tt
only puzzles me that he adds “Thus
Draper is face to face with the same
guestion” (class forces behind Peron-
ism), right after quoting most if not all
of my answer, apparently with approval.

However, as often, this fencing over
“class character" can be grappled with
more fruitfully through the underlying
question of political policy. What is im-
portant about 5. R.'s view is not his
original mistake on the abstract class
character of the anti-Peron rebels, but
his pregent claim about the political and
zocial program which they represent.

If, as 1 suggested, the bourgeoiz and
petty-bourgeois elements are split over
Peronism and anti-Peronism (as the
workers are too), then the guestion that
follows is: What are the differences
within these class strata, on immediate
political and social program, which cor-
respond to the faet that two sides are
shooting real bullets at each other?

Here the heart of S. R.'s position is
his- flat' assertion in his present letter
that the social program of the -anti-
Peron rebellion is- adequately deseribed
by the statement that some capitalists
and many landowners want to end Per-
on's concessions to.- the -workers, smash
“their unions” and atomize them; and
that the rebellion against the Peron re-
gime is “part of a larger struggle—ecivil
war against the workers and peasants.”

Where does 8. R. get this simple in-
terpretation? Is it his conclusion from
some known facts about the rebellion,
which he has not yet mentioned and
which I have not seen? Or is it simply a
“deduction” from the “class character”
of the rebels as S.-R. mechanically pre-
sented it in his original letter?

I think it is a fantastically mechanical
deduction and so one-sided as to be per-
feetly useless in understanding events.
Obviously, to be sure, the underlying so-
cial program of the anti-Peron rehel
leaders has no progressive character, but
then the Peronist social program is re-
actionary also, as S. R. seems to admit at
times, But the conclusion is not the sec-
tarian one that the workers have mno
stake in the present struggle, and still
less, that the workers should support the
Peronist  reactionaries against the
others. :

The program on the basis of which the
rebels appeal is overthrow of the Paron
dictatorship and the restoration of demo-
cratic liberties.

Do they really “mean” it? Of course
they do, in a real sense, with absolutely
normal gualifications which any Marxist
can make. Those sections of the domi-
nant classes which have become restive
with Peron's policies have found them-
selves_unable to press their objectives
for reform, because of the straitjacket
of the dictatorship; they ery for elbow-

~proom to change bourgeois policy. To gain

this they set out, first, to smash the
dictatorship,

It cuts little ice, at this point, to argue
irrefutably that once they smash the die-
tatorship, even if they begin with a
more democratic regime, they will devel-
op an anti-working-class social program
of their own. Fortunately, I need not ex-
plain this point to 8. R. since he him-

-self cites and endorses socialist support

to the overthrow of Villarcel in spite of
“the fact that the new government soon
evolved into a military dictatorship” it-
self,

MARCH SEPARATELY . ..

The indicated socialist policy in this
type of struggle is very elear, I think: to

.zeck to organize the working class under

its own banners to participate in the
overthrow of the dictatorship and indeed
take the leadership of the struggle if
possible. The formula is: march sepa-
rately and strike together. Strike to-
gether—against Peron.

The' bourgeois allies, who now claim
to fight for democratic liberties, will be-
tray you as soon as a joint victory is
won? Why of course, as soon as they are
able. But all that this piece of elemen-
tary wisdom tells you is this: that, after
the overthrow of the, dictatorship, the
social and political struggle continues,
‘but on the new basis; the workers can-
not’ rest with the overthrow of the dic-
tatorship but must utilize their power
in victory to press their revolution for-
ward socially; their gains, and indeed
the permanence of the democratic liber-
ties won, depend on how strong they be-
come and how effectively they fight;
therefore mo political. support to the
bourgeois allies or their pgovernment,
now or later.

March separatelp—now and later;
this is the watchword of independent
working-class politics, though naturally
it presupposes independent coordination
with allies in struggle. Strike together
now—together with the wider struggle
to overthrow the dictatorship. .

This deseribes a direction for socialist
poliey in the context of suech z rebellion
against Peronism as we are witnessing.
How meaningful it can be depends, of
course, on the strength of the socialist
movement, whether it is strong enough
really to exercise independent force.

This poliey is the one which 1 set forth
at the conclusion of my own article in
LA analyzing the Argentine revolt
(June 27) and it certainly has to be in-
gisted on in view of 5. R.s proposals to
defend the Peron regime. He now makes
clear that he rejects any position of
eritical support to Peronism (the type
of position held by some Argentine
Trotskyists) but he insists on wmilitary
defense of the Peron regime against the
rebellion. He identifies his proposal with
the Bolshevik strategy of defending the
Kerensky regime against the Kornilov
revolt.

Insofar 'as an analogy is implied, it is
-stood in its“head: The Bolsheviks under-

took military defense of the government
which was still formally based on the
support of the soviets, and which lived
only by virtue of this support, as against
the Kornilovist force which openly . set
out to crush all the democratic institu-
tions and impose a military dictatorship.
In the name of this analogy, 8. R. pré-
poses to defend . . . the existing dietator-
ship in Argentina!

But if the analogy has little force one
way or the other, why exactly does S, R.
propose to apply this policy of military
defense to the defense of the dictator-
ship—rather than adopting the indicated
socialist policy of striking together with
the rebels for the overthrow of the die-
tatorship? In his Aug. 22 letter, S. R.
wrote that a line of supporting the re-
bellion “would mean isolation from the
working class and aid to its enemies.
The workers wi® came out to fight the
navy revolt were impelled by class in-
stinet." And in the same letter he ré-
fers to the “mobilization of the Peronist
trade unions against the navy rewvglt,”

PERON AND LABOR

Now factually this is guite untrue.
Further reports have quite confirmed, I
believe, the analysis which I presented
in our very first article on the rebellion
{June 27), when [ pointed to the decline
in working-class support to Peron as the
root of his crisis. In addition to further
news reports on this peint, and to Rey's
reports, this has also been confirmed to
the hilt by a friend who has just re-
turned from Buenos Aires and Monte-
video and who-spoke to many socialists
and labor men about the events. ‘

The “class instinct” of the workers has
been impelling them to break with the
Peronist™ dictatorship. But even a few
years ago, when the distorted “class in-
stinet” of backward masses gave Peron
his strong labor base, this argument
about "isolation from the working class™
would have been just as opportunistie
as it is now.

This inclination to tail-end the given
political state of the workers is evi-
denced also in 8. R.’s present letter. He
says that workers’ oppesition “may rise
against Peron” and “under these condi-
tions, a replacement of the Peron re-
gime, even from above, could have quite
a different character.” But presumably,
until such workers’ opposition rises, he
believes in defending the dietatorship.
This is hardly an attitude possible for
a soecialist vanguard. The correctness of
defending or overthrowing the Peron
dictatorship cannot depend, for social-
ists, on whether the demagogue succeeds
in deceiving a majority or & minority of
the workers,

One word about our Latin American
correspondent, Juan Rey: his articles on
Argentina are interesting and informa-
tive as usual, but some of his formula-
tions are very ambiguous at best and
wrong at worst, Unfortunately, it has so
far not heen possible for us to contact
him for discussion on this point.

' {Turn to last page)

Page Sb\r'en
|
|
|

fiagr



i
b

Page Eight

September 26, 1955
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point” in raising the prisoner question
unless the East German government
were there to negotiate the matter

-jointly.

Thot was the end of Adenauer's bluff of
unifying Germany "through strength."

ADENAUER'S POLICY

When he. returned to Bonn, he ex-
plained to a packed press conference
that Russia is an immense world power,

covering one-sixth of the earth’s sur-’

face, and that this is a reality which
must be taken inte account. To this
startling revelation, he could only add
.that most Atlantie Pact powers have
diplomatic relations with Moscow; that
the reunification of Germany was the
responsibility of the Big Four, and the
Russian leaders had recognized their
share of this responsibility.

What Adenauver claimed to have re-
ceived, in exchange for his willingness
to formally recognize the division of
Germany, was the return of German war
prisoners held by the Russians. This
agreement did not appear in any of the
official documents. And no sooner had
‘the “old fox" left Moscow than the Rus-
gians announced that the return of some

prisoners will be negotiated with their

East German satellite. It appears that
the prisoners will be turned over to the
East German govermment, which will
have the power to decide which of them,
if any, are to be permitted to return to
their homes in West Germany.

PRO & CON

IContinved from page 71

In his July 25 article, for example, I
think he went away off the deep end in
eonsidering the pattern of the Argentine
revolt, and specifically its military-
clerical leadership, as the model for the
overthrow of the Stalinist dictatorships.
This was probably associated too with
his quite misleading presentation of the
naval rebellion as if it were merely the
military arm of the “spontaneous” mass-
opposition movement of the people, ete.
It seemed to me that he implicitly gave
the rebel leaders far too much political
credit. In his Sept. 12 article, he already
speaks of the “new period” of the rebel-
lion as if it is now a united all-people’s
struggle of ‘“all political currents”
against Peronism, with a minimum of
political distinction. He, exaggeratedly
calls the Peron regime flatly “totali-
tarian.” In all of these respects T would
counterpose, as against both Rey’s slant
gnd 5. R.’¢ Peron-defensism, the politi-
cal policy which was adequately outlined
in my original article on “Why Peron’s
Power Cracked,” particularly its last
eolumn.

Not that I think Comrade Rey really
holds any position of political support to
the rebel leaders. But the slant which
.appears in his articles permits a degree
of ambiguity to appear. His emphasis
often makes me uneasy even when what
‘he writes is not actually wrong. On the
other hand, 8. R.'s proposed policy of
defending the dietatorship would be an
entirely unambiguous disaster for social-
iem.

HAL DRAPER

Shoot If Necessary

French confidence in the enthusiasm
with which their proposed “solution” of
the Moroccan problem will be greeted in
Moroceo is obviously limited.

According to dispatches from North
Africa, the French have been arming
“galected French civilians” in Morocco,
ahd organizing them inte an auxiliary
force. Road-blocks have been set-up on
all roads entering Rabat and Casablanea,
and heavily armed soldiers search all
Arab vehicles trying to enter these cities.

They have dropped thousands of leaf-
iets from the air over the Arab quarters
of Casablanca, Mazagan and Quezzane.
The leaflets read in part:

“Warning! Pay no attention to agi-
tators. Agitators are inciting you to
strike and to foment trouble. You must
know that the security forces are under
orders to quell any attempted riot, and
to shioot if necessary.”

S

I+ may very well be that from Aden-
auer's point of view what happened at
Moscow was not at all a serious defeat
for his real policy. For him, the wnifica-
tion of Germany has been a "secondary™
problem, if that, for a long time.

He has been forced to give lip-service
to German unity as an objective, He, and
his closest collaborators, may feel that
the time has now come to make it clear
to the Weit Germans that unity is not in
the cards at the present time, and to re-
move it, if possible, from the German po-
litical stage for an indefinite period.
With such a perspective, the establish-
ment of normal diplomatic relations with
Russia is desirable, and since there is no
early prospect that this could be done in'
a context of a big victory for West Ger-
many, it might be best to get it over with
as guickly as possible. (For a fuller dis-
cussion of Adenauer's real position on
German unity see Max Shachtman’s
article in the September 12 issue of
LABOR ACTION.) y

MOSCOW'S POSITION

Adenauer’'s reference to the responsi-
hility of the Big Four for the unifica-
tion of Germany was a clever parry
against the Social-Democrats. This has
been their tune for many a year now.
They have demanded negotiations from
the Big Four, and when these came and
went without results, “sincere” negotia-
tions, as the road to German unity.

Adenauer’s reply to their expected at-
tack will now be: “Well, you have always
said that it is a responsibility of the Big
Four to negotiate German unity. I agree
with you. There is nothing we Germans
can do about it. Leét's all urge them to
fulfill their responsibility and unify the
country. In the meantime, we have our
economy, world trade and rearmament to
take care of. Perhaps as we get stronger
and stronger, we can apply more pres-
sure on the others to do what we want.”

The Russions are playing their advan-
tage to the hilt. What they gained at Mos~
cow was formal West German recogni-
tion of the division of the country. They
then proceeded immediately to emphasize
this by calling in their East German satel-
lites for negotiations, and announcing to
the world that full soverecignty was now
to be conferred on the East German re-
gime, thus giving it full juridical equality
with that in West Germany. From now on,
they ore saying in effect, all sutstanding
problems between East and West Ger-
many will have to be negotioted between
these iwo sovereign governments; we

Moscow & Adenauer—

have nothing more #o do with those
affairs.

Since the Stalinists have been insist-
ing for years that Germany can only be
unified as a result of a government-to-
government deal between the East and
West regimes, this maneuver simply
adds weight to their contention. When
the Big Four foreign ministers’ meeting
takes place this fall, they will be able to
insist that the unification of Germany
is mow the affair of the two sovereign

.governments which exist on German ter-

ritory, and that, “as is known,” Russia
does not meddle in the affairs of sov-
ereign governments,

They can be expected to urge the capi-
talist allies to establish formal relations
with East Germany, so that they can di-
rect their suggestions on unification to
the proper address. “We,” they may well
say, “intend to present our views on the
matter, to the extent that it affects Rus-
sian interests, through our regular dip-
lomatic channels at Bonn and Pankow,
We suggest that you do the same. Now
let us get down to sbusiness and discuss
matters on which we can make agree-
ments, such as disarmament, the with-
drawal of American bases and the like,
rather than making speeches about the
affairs of sovereign governments which
are not parties to our discussions.”

Adenauer may be satisfied that he has
done hiz best to exorcize the specter of
German unity, at least for the time be-
ing. But thiz is one ghost which will not
be laid to rest, because its existence is
firmly based in the material needs of the
German people.

In their objective of mneutralizing
Western Germany, while holding on to
East Germany, the Stalinist rulers still
have powerful cards to play, Their most
immediate one will be offers of trade
which will attract strong support in sec-
tions of West Germany’s powerful and
greedy capitalist class. They will play
this card for all it is worth, first to
strengthen bourgeois support for a
deloy in West German rearmament, with
the hope that eventually this “move-
ment” may be parlayed into an actual
withdrawal of West Germany from its
NATO commitments,

SDs GET A CHANCE

The German Social-Democracy is mow
faced with a critical decision. Their thesis,
that Adenauer's pro-American policy
stands in the way of German unification,
has been demonstrated in real life at Mos-
cow. At the same time, the complementary

thesis, that German wunificotion can be
brought gbout by a deal among the con-
querors of their counfry, remains os
empty os it always was. The Stalinists
have now driven the lesson home fhat,
with or without smiles, they are not giv-
ing up East Germany except on their own
terms, which remain: Either we get all, or
You get nothing.

Unless the Social-Democrats are able
to recognize the emptiness of their own
policy, they will be able to derive little
advantage from -the collapse of Aden-
auer’s sham policy of “unification.”” In
the present posture of events it is clear
that even a withdrawal from NATO
would not win Russian agreement to a
democratic unification of the country,

Now, as before, the only thing which
can really defeat Stalinism in East Ger-
many and force the Russians to with-
draw is a determined- struggle of the
German people, on both sides of the di-
viding line, for a free, democratic and
independent Germany,

West German prosperity alone iz not
enough to rally the people of East Ger-
many to such a struggle, They recognize
that this prosperity bespeaks not a
change in West German social and eco-
nomic relations, but a hardening and
strengthening of the eapitalist class over
the workers. The prospect of joining the
West German workers in whatever pros-
perity they have achieved in the present
conjunctural situation is not enough to
arouse the East Germans to revolt. And
the prospect of joining the West German
regime go as to become soldiers in a capi-
talist war apainst Stalinism via NATOQ
does not arouse them at all.

The German Social-Democracy can enly
gain the initiative in German politics if It
abandons its "let the Big Four negotiate"
policy, and raises the banner of German
unification as part of a Ewrope which re-
jects both American capitalism and Stali-
nism as models of its socio-economic fu-
ture. Such a policy implies a determined
struggle against the Adenawer regime
along radical sacialist lines on all major
issues of foreign and demestic poliey.

For the German Social-Democracy to
ally itself with the hourgeocis eritics of
the Adenauer regime and policy who are
bound to be strengthened by the Mosecow
decision would be fatal, as it would sim-
ply play into the hands of the Stalinists
in the long run. Their only course to vic-
tory is an independent one of, intran-
sigent opposition to Stalinism and all its
works, coupled with an equally firm op-
position to the Adenauer regime and its
capitalist backers.

Only such a poliey can hope to prepare
the zoil for the revolutionary unification
of Germany. And unless there is such a
unification, there will be none at all,

Draft Resolution on Third Camp — —

(Continved from page 6)
ments of distribution and communication
belong to all and should be socially
owned and democratically administered
through the people’s own cooperative,
community and other instrumentalities,

We believe that technology must he
the servant and not the master of the
human race. Irrational support of tech-
nological efficiency for its own sake and
of so-called *ever-expanding economy,”
and the centralization of power entailing
the growth of bureaueracy and statism,
which go with such a policy, violate our
democratic faith and threaten to destroy
any possibility of a self-governing so-
ciety.

The sound goal is the development of
a reasonably balanced agro-industrial
economy in all communities in which all
members share responsibility for and
power over the conditions of ‘their life
and work.

(4) We believe In the defense of the
civil liberties of all persens ond groups.
in freedom of religion and conscience, in
the meed for constant struggle against the
pressure for conformity and regimentao-
tion, and the vigorous defense of all vic-
tims of tyranny and diserimination.

TOWARD A THIRD WAY

The Third Way cannot at present be
conceived as a united world-wide organi-
zation or movement with a single ideol-
ogy, strategy and goal. Rather, the Third
Way is and must be made up of a wide
variety of movements and organizations
throughout the world, each of which has
developed out of its own specific histori-
cal and social conditions, but which are
drawn together by concrete opposition to
the present war camps, and by a broad
common aspiration for a demoeratic so-
ciety.

The Third Way potentially consists of
all those movements and organizations

in the colonial world which are strug-
gling for thejr emancipation from for-
eign domination and social and economic
exploitation, but which have not fallen
into the trap of totalitarian Communism.

It consists of those groups and individ.
uals in the great scciol-democratic and
labor movements of Europe who genuinely
resist Communism, and af the same time
oppose the increasing subordination of
their movements to the capitalist camp
and s war aims; who fight for o domes-
tic and foreign policy free from capitolist
exploitation, military and political regi-
mentation, and notional privilege at the
expense of their brothers in the underde-
veloped part of the world.

It includes elements which are waging
the struggle against rearmament in vari-
ous countries and those Gandhiang in
India and other countries who are com-
mitted to rejection of the present power
camps and the non-vielent struggle for a
free world.

It consists of those masses who, even
in Communist lands, fight as best they
can against their totalitarian masters,
without-becoming tools in the hands of
capitalist imperialism.

APPEAL TO MASSES

Although the broad Third Way forces
already exert a considerable retarding
influence on both- war camps, they are
neither sufficiently powerful and well or-
ganized nor have they clarified their
ideology to a point at which they can
present a mass positive appeal to the
peoples of the world. But the hope of
humanity for peace and for a better so-
ciety ean rest only on their growth, co-
hesion, and ideclogical clarification.

In this respect, we appeal specially to
the labor and socialist movements, and
to individuals, in Britain, France, Hol-
land, Belgium, Germany and the U, 8.

We cannot move forward to a world of
freedom and plenty unless the socialist

and labor movements of America and Eu-
rope individually, and all of them coliec-
tively, are willing to stand wnreservediy
as the foremost champions of the com-
plete freedom and self-determination ece-
nomically, politically and culturally of the
underdeveloped countries of the world.
Only. when that freedom hos been
achieved will it be possible for the peo-
ples of the world fo unite in o mew way,
as brothers and comrades, and to achieve
that fruitful economic collaboration which
will be to the true benefit of all,

To the Third Way movements and
groups in Asia, the Near East, Africa
and Latin America we say this:

QOur forces are small, and our influ-
ence in our own countries is far weaker
than is the case with many of the move-
ments in the rest of the world. Neverthe-
less, to the utmost of our ability, we will
do what we can to support your strug-
gles for complete national emancipation
and revolutionary social and economie
change. Your struggles help us to arouse
the conscience and consciousness of the
Ameriean and European peoples to.the
role their governments and ruling classes
compel them to play in the world,

In the representative attendance at
our Conference, the messages which we
haw_a reecived from groups and individu-
als in manv parts of the world, we have
fou_nrl highly encouraging evidence that
Third Way concepts are gaining accept-
ance and Third Way movements are
growing in many lands, In spite of the
grim aspects of today's erisis and the
suffering to which multitudes of our fel-
Jow men and our fellow workers for a
new soctety are subjected, we are eon-
vineed that the future belongs not to war
but to peace, not to any of the tyrannies
which men seek to impose upon their fel-
lows but to free men and the freedom
they shall achieve by their united efforts,
To this goal, the members of this Con-
ference express renewed devotion.
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