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-E_I_e'ven.'CPers Guilty Under Gag Act—

A Blow at Democracy,
A Gift to the Kremlin

ly MAX SHACHTMAN

The trial and conviction of the eleven leaders of the Communist Party
in New York is a first-class monstrosity.

It is.a blow struck at the democrnti: rights and traditions. in whose name
. the prosecution was conducted. It is a blow at the labor and socialist move-
_ments in particular. It is a gratuitous gift to the Stalinism it was designed
%o weoken. Any democrat, any worker, any socialist who allows his oppo-
sition to Si-al!ni:m to blind him fo these facts amd to their overwhelming
importance is walking straight into a noose.

“The trial was vicious in 'its- foundation, its inception, its management,
_its conduet’ and its.conclusion—vicious and hypocritical.

The ‘prosécution was based upon the notorious Smith Act, a piece of
" reactjonatry and iniquitous legislation adopted by Congress for the purpose
of depriving of their elementary democratic rights not only the Stalinists
“but any radical opposition to the present government and the capitalist
“system. It is an act under which beliefs, the mere advocacy of political
opinions whic¢h are not popular in the government—not actions, but beliefs
"alone—are made a criminal offense. It is an act under which association
with ‘those who are responsible for such advocacy is likewise a criminal
offense.

DECISION HITS BELIEFS, NOT ACTS

There is only one other country of importance in the world in which
unpopular. political beliefs and association with those who hold them are
also a-crime which the state punishes severely. That country is Stalinist
Russia,” where belief in “Trotskyism” or “Bukharinism” is punishable by
a sentence of ten years—as the Smith. Act provides—or by a virtual death
sentence-in the slave-labor camps.

The prosecution did not even bother to try to prove that the defendants

.had ‘committed a single overt act to "overthrow the government by force
and violence.” It confused itself to presenting evidence which, regardless of
its intrinsic merit, was calculated only to show that the defendants believed
In certain principles and views which they sought to teach others. Basically,
the eyidence of the prosecution centered around the writings of Karl Marx
and Frederick Engels, the founders of the modern socialist movement, and
the writings of Lenin and Stalin in so far as they derived, essentially, from
thoie of Marx and Engels.
. The “_Gommunist Manifesto” of Marx and Engels, after one hundred
years, again becomes a criminal document. The United- States government
‘has made it one, and by this act it joins the ranks of those very few other
goverpments in the world today, all ultra-reactionary, in which it is like-
‘wise eriminal.’ The mildest and most conservative social-democratic organi-
‘zation, ‘which' distributes the “Communist Manifesto,” is, formally, under
‘the Smith Act, ‘subject to the same prosecutum.

The" presiding judge sat with a strajght face while the plosecutmn stood
‘with a straight face and presented “evidence’” of the “conspiracy” which
‘would' have bee nthrown out of the tourt of any country in the world
‘except those ruled by the most cynical totalitarian regimes. The prosecution
proved to the lult-——mmd you!—that the defendants had urged thelr fol-
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Lewis Asks Jeint Labor

Fund to Aid Steel Strike

By SUSAN GREEN

Thss past week John L. Lewis
raised’ a.question of paramount im-
portance to all,workers—that of pool-
ing the resources of organized labor,

this coneept and this aim are exactly
what the labor mu\rement needs des-
perately.

As LA pointed out in a front-page
editorial two weeks ago, the steel
workers ARE fighting a battle for all

and presumably also its wisdom, to

| support any section or sections of the

workers on strike.

¥ 1

In a letter to William Green, AFL
president, Lewis proposed that the
nine richest AFL internationals and
the United Mine Workers each’ con-
tribute. $250,000 a week (making in
all $2,580,000 a week) as a war chest
for the 500,000 steel workers on strike,
“to enable the great union to win be-
yond peradventure.”

. Lewjs declared in his letter that
the steel companies are not alone in
their desire to deal the steel workers
a crughing defeat, that united with
the. former are several other indus-
tries gs well as investing insurance’
compapiés. and the DuPont and Mel-
lon fipancial empires. He was pro-
posing; therefore, to make the strike
of the. steel workers “the uncompro-

mising fight of all American labor.”

‘In the opinion of LABOR ACTION,

labor. The question of pensions, con-
tributory or otherwise, is a pretext
for the steel companies: their real
aim is to rock labor back on its heels
and to stiffen Taft-Hartleyism. Labor
solidarity should be the reply and
Lewis’ proposal is something to get
enthusiastic about. .

FLASH IN THE PAN?

.. Therefore, it is a great disappoint-
ment and even a misfortune that
three days after the publication of
Lewis' letter, the whole matter ap-
pears to have been a mere flash in
the pan. Unless the rank and file of
organized labor take up where their
top leaders left off, nothing will ma-
terialize from this move by Lewis
which made the front pages for a few’

. days. William Green rejected the pro-

posal out of hand; and while Philip
Murray, CIO president, assumed the
most constructive attitude of the

(Continued on page 4)

Dis_’c,'bntent Spreads in UAW Ranks
Against Ford Contract Provisions

By WALTER JASON

DETRQIT, Oct. 11—Important mani-
festations of the widespread -dissatis-

" factiont among auto workers with the
_ Ford settlement on pensions and con-

tract haye developed this. past week
to such a degree that the Reuther
leadersmp finds itself in an extremely
embarpasamg ‘position.

Right after the Ford settlement was
annount:ed, a .meeting of all shop
committees. of ‘Chrysler plants passed
a motmn to.stick to the original UAW
demands, including an adequate pen-
sion plan. This was an implied re-
‘buke to the Ford settlement.

The national Ford council meeting
provlded something of a shock and a
surprise to the Reuther leadership.
The fipal vote to approve the settle-
meént was 650 to 381, hardly the 90
per cept vote expected by the Reu-
ther leaders. More important, per-
“haps, was the fact that the main op-

positiop came from two strongly pro- .

Reuther Jocals, 900 and 400. Even a
twa-hou; ‘speech by Walter Reuther
failed ' to, convince the Reutherites
from the shops, :

'If it is any indication of the feel-

* ings of the Ford workers themselves

—and we think it is—the reaction of
the Ford 400 ranks at a meeting last
Sunday is very significant. Over 1,000
members of the local unanimously
voted t6 reject the settlement—or,
more exactly, to recommend to the
rank and file who will vote in secret
ballot on the settlement to turn it
down! Ford 400 is a strong Reuther

Jocal, with inconsequential Stalinist

or other anti-Reuther factional forces,
This was a revolt of the Reuther
rank and file agajnst his policy.

“THE CONTRACT IS LOUSY”

Of course, some of Reuther’s more
stupid supporters elsewhere are
blaming it all on “Trotskyites,” but
the top leaders know better. For it
would take more than one speech to
make a whole membership wvote
unanimously on something as impor-
tant as this decision. Not one person
from the shop or local official spoke
for the settlement at the 400 meet-
ing. ) .

(Continued on page 2)

CP Unions
rom CI0 :

Congress

African, Asian

By SAUL BERG

LONDON, Oct. 11—The second Con-
gress of the Peoples Against Impe-
rialism took place in this city 6n Oc-
tober 7-10, It witnessed the greatest
gathering in recent times of dele-
gates from- all eolonial movements
struggling for national independence,
as well as those parties that are fully
anti-imperialist.

The impressive rollcall showed ap-
proximately 200 delegates from Af-
rica, Asia. and Europe. (See box in
this issue for more details—Ed.) In
addition, for the first time, an Amer-
ican organization was represented—
the Independent Socialist League.

The ISL representation was by an
observer (with voice), because of the
U. 8.s anti-democratic. Voorhis Law
which hamstrings the affiliation of
U. S. groups to international bodies.

IMPERIALISM STILL MURDERS -

Unquestionably the dominant fea-
ture of this congress was the unalter-
able determination of the colonial
movements to fight TODAY for com-
plete liberation. All the old saws
about - “education and preparation
for self-government,” etc., are dead
as a doornail. The reports of repres-.
sion in the African colonies showed
clearly enough the ferocity of the
struggle - and its deep-rooted char-
acter,

In Madagascar the French govern-
ment itself admitted that 100,000 of
the Madagascar people were killed- in
the suppression of the revolt last year.
Not content withthis, the French gov-
ernment demanded the lifting of the
parliamentary immunity of the deputy
Raseta on minor charges of complicity

in the revolt. Having obtained the"

lifting of immunity, the government
changed the charge to treason, and
Raseta was sentenced to death, As
a result of a campaign of protest, the
sentence has since been commuted
to life imprisonment, and from his cell
Raseta wired his best wishes and his
full support to the congress.

The' reports were everywhere the
same, The delegate of the Uganda
Farmers Union reported the supres-
sion of his organization and the im-
prisonment of hundreds of its mem-
bers—for terms up to 15 years—for
demonstrating in favor of cooper-
ative marketing for the. native far-
mers, to eliminate the vicious profit-
eering of European middlemen.

The Algerian delegates reported
the police repressions that made a
mockery of the last elections there,
and which included practically the
physical destruction of some villages
and the forced exile from their home
villages of hundreds of independence
fighters.

The delegates of the ‘\‘Iomccan Is-
tiglal (Independence Party) were
able to report the censorship of their
press, which results in their news-
paper usually appearing more than
half blank.

It is no wonder that these same

of Colonial Peo
-Imperialist I-'lghters

y-\wv

Anti

colonial delegates had risen to a man
at the first congress, held last year
at Puteatix in France, to reject the
attempt made there by social demo-
crats to-obtain agreement on equiv-
ocal formulas short of complete self-
determination for the colonial peo-
ples. At that time the delegates had
been rightly suspicious of the elab-
orate preparations made for them—
reservations in faney hotels and all
thé rest. They rejected the bribe that
was in effect offered them and re-
fused to vitiate their struggle.

RUSSIAN QUESTION ARISES

At this congress, accordirtgly, the
social-democrats were absent, but the
suspicions toward ALL  Europeans
fostered by their hitter experjences
created a dangerous tendency this
year among some of the delegates
from British West African colonies.
These suspicions came out clearly in

By BEN HALL

As the CIO convention prepares to meet at the end of this months, a split. between the
Stalinist and anti-Stalinist unions looms ahead. In fact, it is already taking place, slowly but in-
evitably, requiring only another few weeks for the last rites of "legalization™ fo give it final

. shape. The long months of jockeying for posnho n, of maneuvering to impress labor's publle opm--

ion, wind to an end.

The CIO Executive Board in May, by a large majority, put an ulhmuium io the S'I'ullnls'l'S'
carry out official CIO pelicy or resign all your posts of leadership. The convenﬂon can be ex-

pected to take practical measures of discipline to enforce this command. :
Stalinism is fighting its last-ditch battle. It is clearly readying to split away from the CIO,

presumably to form a new, third union federation. The convention of the United Electrical Work-

. ers authorized its Stalinist executive board to s'op per-capita dues payments to the CIO. As the

“third largest union in the ClO, the only decisive mass organization still under the dominuﬂon of
. the CP, the UE is to serve as the spinal column of the new outfit.

The Stalinist leadership of the tiny Farm Equipment Workers Union, defying CIO orders to
" merge with the United Auto Workers, takes shelter under the protective wing of the UE, voting
_to merge with the latter. There is a distinct possibility that the unions controlled by the CP will
even refuse to attend the CIO convention. Mass meetings all over the country prepare. locdl Sta-

“linist' memberships for split.

The Stalinists have compromised and capitulated before, even voting for resolutions de-

-nouncing the *

‘interference of the Communist Party in the labor movement"—but not this time.

Their course is one of desperation. At best, they will emerge with seriously weakened forces as
local after local of their own unions quit them to stay within the CIO. At worst, they will be cut
to pieces and decimated, perhaps obliterated, in a few years of bitter conflict.

But through their desperation runs the logical thread of Stalinist reason: Better a weak-

mittee, The conclusions of this docu—'

ment can.be summed up as follows:

(1) Every colonial people is en-
titled AT ONCE to full independence.

{(2) No people which is not inde-
pendent is bound by any decision to
enter a war which may be taken by
its oppressors.

(3) The colonial peoples must be
completely independent with respect
to the two big power blocs in the
world.

This document was attacked by
some of the West Africans on the
ground that the African colonial
powers were only to be found in ONE
of the two blocs, and they were ab-
solutely against any mention of a
struggle which did not concern them.

What was behind- this attitude?
There was unquestionably some Stal-
inist influence, since certain of these
delegates stated that they believed
Russia to be a socialist state. But

ilar to that of’ the somal-democrats
at Puteaux. last yeal, "and also the
motion, hinted' at more than expres-
sed, that “the enemies of our enemies
are our friends.”

This latter dangerous notion c_nul&

have been answered to some extent.

by extricating the Russian question
from the status merely of quarrels
among the big powers and by point-
ing out that it involves as well the
struggle for national liberation by the
Ukrainians and the other peoples di-
rectly under Russian rule, by the
peoples of Eastern Europe under the
rule of Russian puppets, and by the
peoples of Germany, Austria and
Trieste who are subjected to four-
power occupation.

MUDDLERS AT WORK

No such presentation was made in
eoncrete terms during the discussion
of the committee’s document, but ex-

-".."ened union, a piece of a union, a shred of a union, so long as the Stalinist political Ime can re-

ples Unites

ceive the stamp of .a union
label. Such is the command of
Russian forem: pahcy m the
cold war.

~ -Over the split. road Iunlqs a
dust cloud of. demqgogy and
on!uslon laid down ‘by" the Commu-

nisf Party to obséure’ lh real- goals,

A dozen other issues are ﬂlhd to the

fore; but every hanest and loyal ydfon. -,

militant, recognizing that its real mo.’
tive, its sole"exclusive ovcrridlng con-
sideration, Is" 0 fedr away a chunk!
of the ClO for Kremlin’ pulliles. will’
fight tooth and nail to rémain’in the
CIO and block the tnion - wreckmg
course of the Stalinists.

MURRAY DIDN'T START IT

The fight against Stalinism in ‘the
labor movement did not begin with
a signal from Philip’ Murray. For
years rank-and-file oppositions have
fought bitterly to get rid of rotten
CP union administrations or leaders
who collaborated with the CP., The
CP in the UAW died at the hands of
an aroused membership. In the Na-
tional Maritime Union and in the
Transport Workers.Union the mem-
bership rallied around former CP
fellow travelers who had broken

with the Stalinists (Curran,.Quill) -

and who broke the hold of the party
machine, thereby saving their own

the discussion of the document “The
Colonies and War,” presented to the
congress by its International Com-

what was more common was the fear
that any mention of the Russian
problem represented a maneuver sim-

skins. In the UE, the opposition
grew from year to year and today

(Continued on page 4)

cellent speeches in general support
of the committee's Third Camp po-

(Continued on page 3)

What are the basic issues in dispute ir connection with the looming split
in the CIO?

We are not dealing with an ordinary or normal fight between competing
tactics and strategy for the labor movement. Stalinism plunges us into a
mystery story where all the oimous clues are deliberately planted, right
out in the open—as decoys.

The official leadership of the CIO (Murray) endorses American foreign
policy and supports Truman and the Democratic Party, at least its Fair
Deal wing. The Communist Party, through the unions it controls, repudiates
American foreign policy and endorses the so-called Progressive Party.

In its long and devious history, Stalinism has had many different imme-
diate platforms, one the opposite of the other and the third in contradiction
with the two before. FOR Roosevelt and ‘thej Democratic Party—and
AGAINST them.as fascists; AGAINST the war as imperialist—and FOR
it:as progressive; FOR any and all strikes—AGAINST them; FOR incen-
tive pay—AGAINST it . . . the dizzying list could be extended indefinitely
with amazing and magical transformations of “progressives” into “fascists”
and back and forth again.

This Is What Stalinism Means!

Each and every turn, together with the artificially concocted bolstering
arguments, pirouetted around one pole: Russian foreign policy. The real
master of the Communist Party, “their” government, is the totalitarian re-
gime of Stalin and they have never deviated from its requirements by a
hair. Stalinism would make the labor movement a simple tool ‘of the Rus-
sian bureaueracy. It is inside the labor movement but it has nothing in
common with it. .

I#s policies, its slogans, its demands at bottom have nothing at all to do
with the interests of the American working class or the requirements of the
union movement, but aim exclusively to squeeze the American capitalist class

or the government into making concessions to Russian imperialism or (at the

very least) weakening the former in its battle with the latter. Russia's cold
war demands desperate actions; this and this alone explains the current poli-
cies of the CP and tells us all we need to know_about its split course in the
Clo.

Phil Murray, and trade-union officials like him,
capitalism;

{ support American
but they are leaders of the American working class #nd as

Basic Issues in the CIO Split—

Smash Stalinism, Guard Union Democracy!

such their strength and influence depends upon the power of the orgamzed
labor movement.

They can and must fight in their own fashion to.defend the rights of
the unions; they come into conflict at point after point. with the very gov-
‘erment whlch they support; they yield to the pressire of their own sup-
porters and carry on strikes and political struggles to improve the condi-
tions of the working class. They compromise with the capitalist, class and
collaborate with its political parties, but these policies appear to them
and to the majority of workers who support them and ‘their policies as
the most “practical” and clever means of wheedling concessions for labor.

Between these two wings in the CIO—one which would debase organized
labor into an impotent camp follower of Russian imperialism and the other

which, in i#s own timid, halting, compromising fashion, seeks to serve the

needs of labor—a bitter war breaks out.

The “issue,” says the Stalinists, is militancy or compmm:se But the
test of the class struggle gives them the lie, Not once in a decade have
unions led by the Stalinists blazed the way of working-class struggle. The
miners' union and the militdnts of the UAW during the war, the UAW in

1945 and in 1948, and today the ‘Steel Workers Union and the Miners

Union, were in the forefront of the class struggles in this country. The
Stalinists trailed behind the embattled battalions of the workmgf elass.

Over CP's Corpse—to Fight Conservatism

Socialist militants in the CIO are against Murray's pol:mes of pnrsulng
capitalist politics. Reliance upon the Democtatic Party robs the pewerful
CIO of what it could win by independent class polities. The union move-
ment must go forward to its complete class independence on the political
front as well as on the industrial front.

But the issues NOW, in THIS split fight, boil down to one fundamiental
choice: Shall the union movement become tied to the Russian bureaucracy
or shall it preserve every possibility of moving forward toward class
independence?

Without endorsing the pollhcnl platform of Murray's majority or eon-
doning his methods of carrying on the fight, all socialists join in_the struggle
to eliminate the influence of Stalinism in the CIO so that over its corpse, the

labor movement can go forward—going forward alse against right-wihg
~conservatism and bureaucratism.
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Over

By STEWART PITT

The battle of the armed forces that
is currently occupying so much atten-
tion is indeed unusual. There has
never been another occasion when
the fundamentals of military strategy
have been brought into the open for
public examination.

While much will be withheld for
seeret sessions it is hardly likely thal
anything that either side can present
which is of polemical value will be
suppressed. The vicious, no-holds-
barred atmosphere of the debate
makes this improbable.

If these are strange and unusual
occurrences they are consequences of
sudden and startling changes in
America’s. position which require
drastic alteration of basic concep-
tions. What has emerged so vividly
is the imaginative poverty of our
'policy-makers as to just what is im-
plied by the new role American im-
perialism has in the world.

There are two fundamental issues
which are the backdrop for the pub-
1i¢ debate; yet neither army nor navy
dares grapple with either. First, there
is the horrifying reality that the
, weapons of destruction have become
so effectwe as to nullify any policy
which puts them to use. If war is
-launched for given objectives, the
very means of war may destroy-the
bases for realizing these objectives.

" War ‘has acquired a self-momentum
which, once released, defies the con-
trol of its initiators. After a.country
has been atomized it is difficult to
impose any rule upon it, since it has
been leveled to a stage of life below

" . any this society has known. At least

that is what the scientists promise.
The militarists are battling over the
guestion of the effectiveness of ulil-
izing uncontrollable weapons.

WHY THE NAVY IS HOWLING
Secondly, America has undertaken,
with the Atlantic Pact, the defense
of the entire capitalist world. It is
not simply in the leadership of a coa-
lition but the supplier of the basic
strength, the economic heart and de-
cisive military power. There has
never been such an alliance before
on such a scale. In this new role U. S.
military thought can no longer re-
strict itself to national-defense strat-
ey, nor even to Roosevell’s concep-
tion of hemisphere strategy. Amer-
ican lgn,per:al power is committed to
the entire world ouiside of Russia
her 1mperlal sphere.

;,ny jouma,llsts and editors, par-
hclllaﬂy the liberals, have reacted
With violent antagonism to the mavy
_because in outward formalities the
issue seems to them to be that the
navy is oppesing military unification
—and thereby threatening civilian

control of the armed forces. There is

such an element in the present situa-
tion and it plays a large role. Also
'lhe admirals traditionally have the
jnsthr deserved reputation of being
even more reactionary than their
army counterparts. They also have
been the more tradition-bound, least
ﬂe_x;ble, more bigoted of the two.

These are good reasons for sus-
picion. However, in the present cir-
cumstances it is just some of these
qualities, plus some new ones, which
give special interest to the navy's
position.

That there has been a change will
be apparent to anyone who reads the
sfatements of Admirals Ofstie and
Radford or even of the well-named
“Bull” Halsey. The fact is, the navy
is raising serious social and moral
problems as well as political and
strategic ones. That it is the navy
ihat is doing so is not only explained

by its narrow cligue interests but also
because these interests have become
attached to an aggressive conception
of the military responsibilities neces-
sary to assure American world mas-
tery.

ADMIRALS ASK A QUESTION

The navy, not the army or air force,
can say in the words of Admiral
Connolly: “U, S, naval requirements
in the eastern Aflantic and Medifer-
ranean area are mounting due to con-.
tinued waning of over-all British na-
val strength and the redeployment of
their scant remaining naval forces in
the Far East. Traditional 1'Fliance
upon Britain for control of the seas
is now visionary."”

The Pacific has become an Amer-
ican lake with bases from Alaska to
Tokyo and from the Philippines io
Hawaii and am area of operations in-
cluding Australia and even India. In
defense of its oil the navy is involved
in Arabia and the Middle East.

It is acutely conscious of its Atlan-
tic commitments, as Connolly pointed
out: “The responsibilities assigned to
me—particularly since the signing of
the Atlantic Pact—have increased.”
Indeed, contrary to previous opinion,
the navy has accepted the Atlantic
Pact and has carved out a spearhead
role for itself within it.

Admiral Ofstie makes it a cardi-
nal principle that: “The continued de-
fense of Western Europe depends in
the future as in the past on the con-
stant flow of goods and munitions and
personnel across the oceans, Control
of the seas is the prerequisite to this.”
The admirals ask a guestion that can-
not be brushed aside: “The brunt of
any land army attack [by Russia]
would have to be met initially by the
armies of Western European nations.”

Can an “atomic blitz” give adequate
and immediate assislance to these
armies? Ofstie answers: “Behind-the-
lines bombing of the interior of an
enemy will have a negligible retard-
ing effect upon his armies in the
field.”

Ofstie and the others cite the re-
sults of the strategic bombing surveys
of World War II, all of which agree
that bombing of key industrial plants

was unsuccessful except for destruc- =~

tion of {ransportation. The only
bombing that was effective was satu-
ration incendiary destruction of
whole urban areas and the people
in them. This caused such havoc in
Japan and Germany that “We are
paying to rebuild bomb-torn Europe
with the Marshall Plan.”

If the “atomic blitz” is employed
again—and this is the keystone to the
present army-air force strategy that
the navy opposes—then Ofstie warns:
“A stable world economy may be
impossible to achieve after another
war.” Nor will it give “immediate
and effeclive assistance” to Western
Eurcpe since its effects are delayed
and have no effect on the armies in
field. By that time “sizable areas of
friendly territory may well be occu-
pied by the enemy to serve him as
a fufure arsenal. Are we to atomize
or otherwise destroy such urban and
industrial areas where friendly peo-
ples cutnumber the invaders in a ra-
tio of perhaps 50 or 100 to 1?” Here
Ofstie touches the most sentitive
nerve of America’s European allies,

NAVY VIEW MORE AGGRESSIVE’

Clearly this is not a simple inter-
service fight. The admirals are chal-
lenging thé idea that the U. S. can
base its strategy on lohg-range bomb-
ers operating vast distances from the
U. S. to atomize Russian and per-
haps European cilies. The army and
air force here stand as conservative
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American-defensists-first. The B-36 is
the symbol of an insular conception
which by-passes actual commitment

to European war except by lend-
lease, advice, ete, Without any abil-
ity or desire to assess the super-
bomber which can carry atomie
bombs 4000 miles, its central position
in the war plans implies the unaided
suicide of the Western armies before
a Russian attack.

Ofstie states this quite bluntly: “The
strategic bombing force . . . is de-
signed for independent action. . . . It
serves none of the primary demands
for our vital minimum security—the
defense of Western Europe, the pro-
tection of forward bases, the early
reduction of enemy military poten-
tial and command of the sea.”

The navy's proposals, by rejecting
absolute dependence on the super-
atomic bomber, call for more aggres-
sive world-conscious plans which
would commit American military
forces from the very first instant of
direct combat. A tactical air force, in-
tegrated with land armies and control
of the seas, would carry American
military might to all corners of the
globe in advance. It would permit
an agreement with Russia on atomic
armament while extending U. 8.
bases to every possible attack spring-
board.

This is a violent, aggressive, reac-
tionary sentiment but it is not con-
servative and it does probably fit the
pattern of American imperialism'’s
world role more clearly than that of
the B-36.

The symbol for the navy, and the
starting point for the current con-
flict, was Secretary Johnson's veto on
the mass plane carrier United States.
It might seem that the Navy's huge
“fAoating target” approach is just as
vulnerable as the B-36. However, its
purpose is “mobile air power,” that
is, the ability to bring American
planes to every part of the world as
part of tactical and, therefore, inter-
dependent military plans.

The navy command does not re-
ject the bomb as such but only as
the exclusive “independent” weapon.

- o !
(Continued from page 1)
One of the Flint locals passed a

resolution urging Ford workers to
defeat the proposed settlement.

The vote at the Ford national coun-
cil was significant for another rea-
son. The Thompson forces at the big
Ford Local 600, covering over 70,000
workers, voted for the- settlement.
That is, Reuther got his majority with
the assistance of an anti-Reuther fac-
tion.

But in the subsequent issue of
Ford Facts, the huge article on page
one by Tommy Thompson, president
of 600, was hardly any consolation to
Reuther. Besides pointing out that
Reuther was outsmarted by John Bu-
gas, ex-FBI agent who is chief ne-
gotiator at Ford, Thompson states
bluntly that the contract is lousy,
and then recommends approval for
lack of anything else to do!

Certainly, this approach is hardly

calculated to endear Thompson to

Reuther or, vastly more important, to
endear the Ford workers to the set-
tlement. The whole thing makes it
very difficult for anyone to gloss over
the settlement and paint it up as an-
other great victory for Reuther, al-
though it seems that some of the na-
tional press is doing so.

Although many people will think
that the Thompson position is ab-
surd, as a matter of fact it makes
sense to many workers, who feel that

-the situation is a mess and, affer

saying so, one has no choice but to
vote yes and try to live with it. The
specter of unemploymen{ due to a
prolonged steel strike wields a strong
influence in that reasoning.

Reports that at least one out-of-
state Ford local voted approval of
the settlement indicate that what we
may call the Thompson position may
obtain a majority vote among all
Ford workers.

REUTHER DODGES -

What else can the Ford workers
do besides approve the contract?
What can they do if they vote no?

The answer is: there is no law against -

further negotiations—it's been done
before in the labor movement! Of
course Reuther is putting on a real
drive for approval, since any other
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Circumspect atgmization, integrated
with direct military objectives, coin-
cides more closely with the necessi-
ties of world war, in the navy's opin-
ion, Besides, the admirals point out,
there are deadlier weapons and surer
ones than the bomb which the pres-
ent strategy has shunted  aside. In
general, the navy proposes the fullest
. utilization and integration of all
means of destruction from advanced
bases.

IS WAR CONTROLLABLE?

But in questionitig control for de-
pendence on the bomb, the admirals
have called into question the wvery
premises of modern war. Radford
said: “In planning to wage a war, we
must look to the peace to follow. We
must know what kind of a peace we
wish to have and what price we are
willing to pay to achieve it. ... A war
of annihilation might possibly.bring a
pyrrhic military victory, but it would
be politically and economically sense-
less.”

While the navy proposes io con-
centrate attack on opposing armed
forces and strategic objects only, all
the lessons of the last war indicate
that mass bombing of urban areas
does “pay off” in the long run, which
makes it difficult to resist by a mili-
tary mind which is accustomed to
calculating expendable humanity.

Therefore the question is posed in
all its frightful clarity: “If we mnow
consciously adopt a ruthless and bar-
baric policy toward other peoples,
how can we prevent the breakdown
of those standards of morality which
have been a guiding forece?” How can
war result in any but a pyrrhie vic-
tory? How can any political aims be
achieved by war? For war has
achieved an autonomy by the very
scale of its destructive powers.

Whatever the outcome of the pres-
ent debate, whatever formal disposi-
tion is made of the navy's charges and
demands, the full horror of the pic-
ture it has made public may present
new hurdles to the proponents of an
atomic armament race.

By WILLIAM BARTON

NEW YORK, Oct. 17—Last week's
registration in this city for the com-
ing combined election for municipal
offices and United States senator was
an all-time record for a non-presi-
dential year. Preliminary reports
from the rest of the state, mostly
from the large population centers,
likewise reveal a large turnout. Some
of this may be the product of the in-
tense campaigning of Republican
Senator John Foster Dulles. But
even more may be a result of retal-
iation to his unusually reactionary
campaign.

Governor Dewey’s leading political
adviser has devoted half his time
thus far to attacking “collectivism,”
“statism,” federal aid to education
and “socialized medicine,” as well as
defending a mildly modified Taft-
Hartley Law. He has threatened to
lead a “fight back” if the “collectiv-
ists” have their way, using additional
innuendoes of a possibly necessary
right-wing “revolution.”

DULLES SLUR CAMPAIGN

The rest of his efforts have been
spent in an appeal to bigotry such as
has not been found in the campaign
material of a major candidate since
the 1928 religious slurs against Al
Smith. In striving to get a large vote
against his opponent, Democrat and
Liberal Party candidate former Gov-
ernor Lehman, in a small community
in the northern part of the state, he
is quoted as having remarked: “If
you could see the kind.of people in
New York City making up this bloc
that is voting for my opponent, if you
could see them with your own eyes,
I know that you would be out, every
last man and woman of you, on elec-
tion day.”

His tactics have prevented any
open or “silent” labor support, such
as his political mentor, Dewey, has
sometimes been able to garner. The
local Republican leaders in New York
City are visibly embarrassed; many
are reported to be eagerly awaiting
his decisive trouncing, with the addi-
tional hope that it will help liberate

them from the dominance of the for-

Ford Contract - -

course would be a calamity to his
prestige and fortunes in the CIO.

In reply to. this argument about
further negotiations, Reuther spokes-
men say, that nothing can be gained
that way. “And do you favor a
strike?” Many workers said yes, but
actually immediate strike action is
not necessary. Its timing is a matter
of judgment, to include steel umon
developments.

What irritates many workers in the

discussions is the fact that Reuther’s
spokesmen, as well as himself, argue
about things that are not germane or
decisive. In this they are given sup-
port by the anti-Reutherites whose
vehemence and often ultra-leftist ar-
- guments simply set up clay pigeons
for Reuther to knock down easily.

Reuther States, for example, that
those who want to furn down the re-
viséd company-security provision fa-
vor “wildeat strikes and minority
rule.” And there are always people

. who fall for that bait and say, “Sure
I favor wildcat strikes,” whereupon
Reuther can make an effective reply.
But most of the opposition to com-
pany-security clauses and to the “re-
vised” one in the Ford contract is
based on the very sound -premises
and arguments of the resolution offi-
cially adopted at the last UAW con-
vention, Reuther doesn’t talk about
that!

In regard to the pension plan, the
i 8

By JOE CLARK

CLEVELAND, Oct. 16 —The Ohio-
Kentucky district of the United Elec-
trical Workers was split wider than
ever a few days ago by the election
of an anti-Stalinist slate of officers
in defiance of the district leadership.
Sixty opposition delegates, represent-
ing more than 30,000 of the 50,000
members of the district, met October
8 in Columbus for their regular quar-
terly meeting—a meeting that Dis-
trict President Lem Markland of
Dayton termed a “rump session.”
The delegates agreed that should
the national convention of the CIO
next month in Cleveland oust the
UE, they (the opposition) would stay
in the CIO. They would also stay in
the CIO if the UE secedes. Claiming
346 of the 496 votes in the district,
the de]eﬁateq took the following ac-
tions:
e Voted in an anti-Stalinist presi-
dent, secretary-ireasurer, three trus-
tees and 11 other Execulive Board
members. /
e Rejected six rvesolutions adopted
last month at the UE national con-
vention which sharply criticized na-

OHIO LABOR NOTES——
Defy Ohio-K qntuclfy District Chiefs,
Install Anti-Stalinist Slate in UE

Reuther strategy now is to claim that
the Ford pact is all a pressure move
to force Congress to boost social-se-
curity benefits until there is a real
government “pension” plan. Of
course, every UAW militant knows
that this was not the intention of the
Reuther leadership—they thought the
Ford pension plan was good —and
secondly, that perhaps 500,000 steel
workers and 400,000 coal miners on
strike are putting on more pressure
on Washingion than a settlement cov-
ering 100,000 auto workers. The argu-
ments of the Reuther leadership sim-
ply don't stack up to a convincing
proposition.

The final outcome of the UAW cri-
sis—and the Ford pact has provoked
a crisis—remains to be seen. Ford
Local 600 votes near the end of this
month. The vote there will be deci-
sive. The fact that the Reuther lead-
ership and the Thompson forces ad-
vocate a yes vote should carry much
weight.

But nothing is settled by a slim
majority. The basic problems remain.
The dissatisfaction has not been
eased. And the UAW faces a similar
problem in the Chrysler plants, where
every sign points to grealer pressure
for a better settlement than at Ford.
For the more that the union mili-
tants study the Ford pension plan and
think about a 2%-year contract, the
more disturbed they become. Rough
times are ahead in the UAW,

tional CIO policies, and invited other
UE locals to do likewise.

‘s Lifted the suspensions of two local
presidents in Dayton and one in
Mansfield. The three local presidents
restored included Hawkins of Local
711 Mansfield, Elsner of Local 801
Dayton and Kraft-of Local 755 Day-
ton. The three had been suspended
October 4 on charges of “conspiring
to lead a secessionist movement from
the UE.”

They also voted in William Snoots
of Dayton as president. He is secre-
tary of the Montgomery County CIO
Council and was a leader in the UE
opposition conference at Dayton last
May. Snoots said that Distriet 7 head-
quarters would be moved from Cleve-
land to Dayton after November 1 be-
cause “Cleveland is the stronghold of
the Communists within the UE.”

It appears more than likely that a
legal battle will take place over the
funds, office equipment, records and
other properiy of the district in case
of a split. Meantime the Stalinists
are doing a good job of dissipating the
funds so there may be little left of
them by that time.

| N. Y. Election Campaign Compounded
0f Dirty Politicking and Confusion

mer gang buster in the executive
mansion.

The Dulles attempt to get votes by
appeal to mnational and religious
groupings has taken special twists,
depending upon the locale of his
speeches. In the rural areas he has
been a “hundred per cent American.”
In Buffalo, he became the lifelong
friend of Poland, thereby hoping to
crawl . into popularity among the
large Polish working-class population
of that industrial center, whom he
cannot possibly woo in any other
fashion. All are guessing about his
possible approach when he comes
home to New York City and has to
face an audience that is not com-

" posed of his Wall Street, cronies.

With all due caution, as a result
of last year's prediction boners, many
“politicians, including Republicans, de-
clare Lehman is safely “in.” Besides
the ineptness of his opponent, on his
side is his identification with the
Fair Deal, still popular with the labor
population, his overwhelming (near
unanimous) endorsement by the la-
bor movement, his running on both
the Democratic and Liberal lines. The
Lehmans can remain heroes as long
as labor has not organized its own
party.

MORRIS DRIVE WEAK

The municipal campaign in the city
has thus far found O'Dwyer pulling
a “Dewey"—letting his opponents do
most of the campaigning. However,
he may easily get away with it, for
he has behind him both the powerful
Democratic machine and the major-
ity of the cily’s labor movement,
which has set up a united AFL-CIO
body for the purpose. Their approach
is to emphasize the administration
record (which does not include the
guestion of the transit fare), and
O'Dwyer's ties with the New Deal-
Fair Deal iradition. Opponents have
charged O'Dwyer with trying to drag
himself back into office on Lehman's
coattails.

The campaign of the Republican-
Liberal-Fusion coalition behind New-
bold Morris has mainly attempted to
resurrect the old cry of “graft” ver-
sus “good government,” but many of
the campaign leaders privately ad-
mit that this is finding few ears for
lack of any sensational scandals.
However, their campaign may be
making some impression when it
features the incumbent administra-
tion’s‘ responsibility for obvious wide-
spread ailments, like the conditions

By ARLENE WILLIAMS

The muddled picture of the juris-
dictional war which was started by
Dave Beck's henchmen in the Bay
Area teamsters’ unions against the
Retail Clerks Union is still far from
being cleared up as of this writing.

As reported in last week’s LABOR
ACTION, the teamsters, under the
familiar guidance and tactics of the
unscrupulous Dave Beck, launched
an attack, with the aid of the em-
ployers’ association, to smash the Re-
tail Clerks as the recognized bargain-
ing agent of the food-store employees
in this area. Despite the fact that the
whole AFL in the area rallied behind
the clerks and were thereby success-
ful in splitting the employers asso-
ciation by signing individual con-
tracts with a majority of the inde-
pendent merchants as well as two of
the chains, the teamsters remained
adamant in their rule-or-ruin policy,
slapped a boycott against the stores
signing with the clerks, and signed
back-door agreements with Safeway
and Lucky stores, the two largest
chains involved.

Although the retail clerks have
been the recognized union here for
the past several years, they neverthe-
less submitted the whole question of
jurisdiction to an NLRB decision
which is as yet forthcoming. The dif-
ficulties faced by this union are ob-
vious to any and all who are familiar
with the strikebreaking and scabbing
tactics of Beck & Co. in previous sim-
ilar situations,

However, despite the fact that Wil-
liam Green and Daniel Tobin have
given the teamsiers the go-ahead sig-
nal for their union-busting drive, the
AFL Central Labor Councils in the
area have reiterated their stand to
back the clerks to the hilt in defense
of their justified strike, as against
the teamsters' drive for. power in the
area.

The Central Labor Councils had de-
clared previously that should the
teamsters not desist in their strike-
b:eakmg actions, all unions in the
area would institute a boycott against
all teamster-delivered goods, which
might ultimately tie up the whole
area in a general strike.

AFL President Green has once
again intervened in the situation to
warn the AFL councils that he will
impose “drastic actions” against them
unless they refuse fo take sides in
this dispute. The question of the
stand that the Central Labor Coun-
cils will take in view of such threats

S.F. BAY AREA NOTES

Green Backs Beck but Bayﬁ ._
AFL Stands Behind Retail Clerks

on the subways, the serious housing
problem, the granting of large in-
creases to hotel owners by the city
rent commission, the need for im-
proved parking facilities in midtown
Manhattan, the lack of sumcient
schools, playgrounds, etc.

But Morris and Company, because
of their widely divergent official sup-
port, can offer no solution that makes
any real sense, let alone solve the
problems. The “business government”
people of the Republican Party and
the labor organizations that are the
heart of the Liberal Party cannot
have the same program in reality:.

The technical aspecis of their cam-
paign often become downright ludi-
crous. Morris will speak at a; Liberal
Party meeting somewhere in Man-
hattan, then leave just before Rob-
ert Wagner Jr., the Democratic-Lib-
eral candidate for borough president,
takes the rostrum; he will then rush
around the corner to sp_ea_k on the
same platform Wwith Oren Roof, Re-
publican candidate for the same of-
fice. Motris has not been forced, as
vet, to say anything about the sena-
torial campaign, though he is a life-
long registered Republican.

Interestingly enough, most of the
spadework for his organization is
coming from the Liberal Party cad-
res. If he should be elected, the city
would witness the ironic Slght of a
party, whose leaders did not have
confidence that they could run an in-
dependent fticket, actually carrying
the Republican Party to victory in
the nation’s largest city.

An equally aggressive campaign is
being undertaken by American Labor
Party candidate Congressman Vito
Marcantonio, and most of his running
mates. Shrewd politician that he is,
Marcantonio is not making Henry
Wallace’s mistake. He is discussing
foreign policy only by inference. His
most emphatic declarations have been
his call for a'return to the five-cent
fare, his demand for strengthened
rent control legislation Aand adminis-
tration, his program against discrim-
ination and his stand on labor issues.
Fortunately the voters, by now, well
understand the close association be-
tween the ALP and the Communist
Party. At best, he is expected to keep
the established ALP vote, with the
greatest strength coming from his
own machine-controlled district-and
the increased Puerto Rican popula-
tion, among whom he has establlshed
much prestige, )

Area

from the national AFL will be deter-
mined at their special meeting on Oc-
tober 17.

It is to be hoped that they will
continue their militant struggle
against Beck and Tobin. The drive to
dominate the West Coast labor move-
ment on the part of the tea,msters
has as yet been met with no serious
opposition and their union - bustlng
methods have run rampant from one
end of the coast to the other with
only dire results for the workers in-
volved. There is an “opportunity to
stop them once and for all with a
united labor movement.

' FARM WORKERS WINNING

An unheralded victory was won
last week by the National Farm La-
bor Union (AFL) in its successful
fight against the cotfon growers of
California. For the first time in re-
cent years, the agricultural workers
of the state succeeded in banding to-
gether for a fight for union recogni-
tion and a wage increase. The history
of the sad defeais of the agricultural
workers in the past is all too well
known and the victory- of the cotton
pickers should certainly provide a
spur for the workers in othér prod-
ucts in this industry to organize and
fight for their demands.

The California  State CIO Cmmcll
charged recently -with. being - “a- no-
torious front organization of the
Communist Party,” opened a three-
day convention session in-San.Fran-
cisco on Oclober 14. . Tim: Flynn,
Northern California CIO regional di-
rector, requested. the national -CIO to
revoke the council’s’ charter, -As a
result anti-CP CIOers decided-to boy-
coit the convention. Concentration
points of the convention were said
to be a “fight for autonomy and de-
mocracy in the CIO” along with. de-
fense of CIO Longshore President
Harry Bridges, whose perjury cen-
spiracy trial begins November 1-1

John F. Shelley, president of the
Califorriia State Federation of Labor
has tossed his hat int6 ‘ihe po!ltlcal
ring by announcing his candldacy for
the vacancy now existing in the Fifth
Congressional District... Shelley has
received the endmsement ‘of the Un-
ion Labor Party, San Francisco’s unit
of Labor’s League for Political Edu-
cation. He has also received the offi-
cial endorsement of the Democratic
Party.
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By JACK BRAD

The fall of Canton brings to a close
the two-and-a-half-yvear civil war in
China. Except for the rice bowl of
Szechuan, deep in the Yangtze val-
ley, every major section of traditional
China is in CP hands.

The Nationalist government, found-
ed by Sun Yat-sen and buried by
Chiang Kai-shek, is split into three
major factions operaling from as
many separate centérs, while the
largest section of the Kuomintang
bureaucracy has gone over to the
Stalinists.

A new national state has been pro-
claimed in' Peking, the old capital

- which faces the regime inward and

northward toward Russia, just as
Nanking as capital in its time signi-
fied that the KMT faces seaward to-
ward the imperialist concessions.
The new state is the political mo-
nopoly of the CP leadership, which
is in the process of using this new
power to expand and consolidate ils
bureaucratic - collectivist hold on
China. Many military problems still
face the regime but they are second-
ary and will no longer require pri-
mary concentration of energies.

POCKETS OF RESISTANCE i

President Li is established together
with his personal clique in the south-
ern province of Kwangsi, which is
his home base. It may be that these
warlords can hold out indefinitely in
the -wild hills and jungle just as the
inner province of Yunnan, which
Chiang recently consolidated for loy-
alty to himself by the simple means
of bribing the ruling warlord, may
resist the CP armies indefinitely from
the tribal wilderness and impassable
hills. 4

There is also Tibet, both inner and
outer, a vast area with sparse, im-
poverished nomadic peoples living
under a theocratic {yranny, whose
capital Lhassa has become the center
of diplomatic intrigues, with India
extending offers: to strengthen the
hands of the separatists. There are
parts of the Chinese Northwest which
have not yet been captured for the
CP, but here it is only a matter of
time.

Szechuan, which' supported the
KMT during the war, is split politi-

Héar, O Stalin!

A group of expelled Stalinists who
hold the quaint view that the trou-
ble with the American CP is that it
is not sufficiently Stalinist, have is-
sued an “Open-Letter to Comrade
Stalin,” asking him to set the local
commissars straight. In their docu-
ment, which appeared in their mim-
eographed bulletin Turning Point in
August, there are some pertinent side
comments on the state of the CP:

“Every so often a shocking recur-
rence confronts us. An unsigned ar-
ticle, ‘l4th National Convention of
the Communist Party of the United
States’ [in the Cominform organ, 8-
15-48] stated: ‘Despite the brutal ter-
ror, the influence of the Communist
Party is growing.’” To American com-
rades who have watched our party
and its influence shrivel to practi-
cally nothing, this is the ridiculous’
climax of an article which saw
through none: of the orgies of our
fake convention. . . . :

“It must have been sheer ignorance
of the facts that allowed D. Zaslavsky
to state: ‘And yet, the capitalists of
the - United States turn pale at the
very mention of the Communist Par-
ty of their country . .. [in the Com-
inform organ. 5-1 491 It would be
more" appropriate for stlavsky to
‘turn pale at the very mention of the’
CPUSA.”

-Safety

"“When a man goes underground in
most modern coal mines, he remoyes
an identification tab from'a board. It
provides a visual check on each man,
which is as basic a step in any mine-
safety program as ‘counting the
noses' in a large family after a day
at the county fair."—From an ad by
the Bituminous Coal Institute now
appearing in magazines.

If five tabs are missing at the end
of the day, the boss knows that five

miners have been crushed to death.

somewhere in the mine—and can no-
tify the miners’ families immediately.
Just because the coal barons are fight-
ing against government extension
and enforcement ‘of mine -safely
measures, you can’t accuse them of
being callous. . . .

cally. Half of its warlords favor ad-
herence to the CP to save what they
can and the other half have been put
on Chiang’s seemingly inexhaustible
payroll and their loyalty is decidedly
measurable. This catalog of what re-
mains outside of Stalinist control is
enough to indicate that the CP is
master in the land.

The Kuomintang now has its official
capital at Chungking, capital of Sze-
chuan province, but actually only a
handful of minor clerks have been
sent there as a token government.
President Li, in Kwangsi, has only
his personal troops to support him
and has been reduced to the status
of a local warlord. On Formosa sits
Chiang Kai-shek with the remnants
of his private army and air force and
the loot of iwenty years, still the
master of the chaos that surrounds
him, still hoping to gamble against
the advent of war between Russia
and the U. S.

Whatever opposition eventually
takes the field against the CP, this
Kuomintang will never again play a
role in China. Its latest ignominy was
the silent disintegration of its armies
before the capital at Canton.

The entire southern campaign has
had an eerie character. Noft one bat-
tle was fought, not one sizable skir-
mish. Kuomintang lines held until
the CP armies got ready to march,
and as they advanced the KMT ar-
mies simply melted away. The Na-
tionalist armies no longer exist. With
each step backward, the Southern
armies broke up into their compo-
nent units, each general taking ref-
uge for himself. Up to the last scan¥
dal, bribery and personal looting
were the order of the day.

The commander-in-chief defending
the entire strategic coastal province
of Fukien was found to be collecting
a payroll and supplies for an army
roster of 40,000 while he had with
him some 2500 officers and several
hundred men. The supplies were sold
on the black market and the money
was divided among the officers, This
happened only a few weeks ago. Not

Colonial

(Continued from page 1)

sition were made by Jef Last of the
Dutch left-wing socialist organ De
Vlam and by Leon 8zur of the South
African Socialist Group. Lahia, in-
ternational seeretary of the Socialist
Party of India, made an exceptionally
powerful speech for the same posi-
tion, eritieizing it only from the
standpoint of ambiguity. What he
wanted was not passive neutrality a
la Sweden or Switzerland, but an “ae-
tive neutrality’” uniting colonial peo-
ples and the workers of the imper-
ialist countries in vrevolutionary
struggle to end war. He stated that
this must be adopted not only as a
pre-war but as a mid-war poliey.
It remained for the official Trot-
skyists to muddy the waters by pre-
senting their stand on the Russian
question in its crassest form. In the
U. 8. the Socialist Workers Party
and its paper The Militant has (dis-
creetly) shoved its position of “un-
conditional defense of Russia” into
the background, but this was far
from the case with their fellow Trot-
skyist delegates at London. Their ig-
noble document, presented by the del-
egates of the two Ceylon parties, is
detailed elsewhere on thisFpage.
But what cannot be emphasized foo
much is the effect it had in vitiating
any attempt to clarify the Nigerian
delegation. One after the other the
oiﬁclul-Trofskyusf delegates presented
their positions in such a fashion as to
appeal demugog!cully to the Niger-
ians, placing ALL their emphasis on
attacking American imperialism and
quickly slurring over their differences
with the Stalinist regime.

In any case, as the Moroecan and
Algerian delegates pointed out, even
though they were themselves abso-
lutely opposed to both power blocs,
it was apparent that the congress
could not achieve unity on the com-
mittee’s document. Since they felt
that the main purpose of the con-
gress was not to adopt comprehen-
sive theses but to mobilize maximum
support behind the struggles of the
national organizationg, a declaration
should be drafted (they said) that
could achieve unanimity. The con-
eress agreed unanimously to such a
procedure; and such a declaration,
dealing specifically with the struggle
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even the decadent state of czarist

Russia sank so low in its fall.

This was the party of the nascent
capitalist class of China. With its dis-
appearance an epoch comes to an end.
Never will this eclass have another
opportlinity to impose its aims on
the country.

CANTON WILL TEST CP

Canton is not simply another city.
It was the heart of native capitalism.
As long ago as the middle of the 16th
century this city became the major
trading port with the Portuguese and
later with the Dutch and British.
During the last century, it was here
that the only major popular resist-
ance was organized by the comher-
cial classes over the heads of the cor-
rupt imperial government at Peking.

Canton was the heart of the Kuo-
mintang and the city where Sun Yat-
sen was first able to set up a national-
ist government. And in the great rev-
olution of 1925-27 Canton supplied
the armies for the northward march.
Shanghai, by contrast, was always a
foreign city, which grew {o power
around the imperialist concessions.
Until 1927 the city was administered
by foreigners. Canton was just the
reverse. The British set up their con-
cession on the island of Hong Kong
outside the city, and the local trades-
men continued to flourish.

This week the leading citizens were
negotiating the city’s surrender to
the CP. They raised no objection to
the desertion by the KMT nor did
ithey demand that it defend them.
The KMT was no longer their party
or state. They showed no compunc-
tion in welcoming the new rulers.

Canton also has been the fortress
of the working class. While for many
years disorganized, this situation now
presents a serious test in social rela-
tions to the CP. Since few of the
industries there are immediately na-
tionalizable because of their small
size, it will be labor-capital relations.
The problem will be how best to con-
quer the workers, crush them in the
party’'s embrace and still maintain

for full indepe.ndence in the African
and Asiatic colonies, was adopted the
following day.

HEALEY SQUELCHED

During the last day of the con-
gress, the many resolutions dealing
with the struggles of each colony
were adopted with few modifications,
However, the declaration of the Eu-
ropean delegation on the tasks of Eu-
ropean workers in the fight against
imperialism, reported out by Healey
(orthodox Trotskyist from Britain)
gave rise to considerable discussion.
Jef Last (of De Vlam), followed by
Saul Berg (American ISL), argued
for the inclusion in the declaration
of a paragraph that would deal with
the necessity of fighting for national
independence in the Ukraine, in
Eastern Europe, and in Germany.

The discussion was of a purely ed-
uecational value, sinee the declaration
of the European Commission was

1
merely up for acceptance into the
congress minutes and was not sub-
ject to adoption, amendment or re-
jection. Its value was demonstrated
by the hysterical, abusive attack then
launched at Last and Berg by Hea-
ley. Berg had deliberately limited
himself to formulations with which
the orthodox Trotskyists are sup-
posed to agree: the idea of an inde-
pendent Ukraine (advanced by Trot-
sky already in 1938), the idea of the
withdrawal of all occupation troops
from Germany, ete. There was no
mention of “Russian imperialism” in
the proposal offered; only the ques-

good relations with both classes.

In Canton the national class con-
flict is posed most sharply. The CP
alliance with the national capitalists
will be tested here.

At the mouth of the Pearl River,
which runs through Canton, is Hong
Kong and ils adjacent British hold-
ings on the mainland. The policy the
CP adopts toward this imperialist
outpost will indicate its immediate

intentions in international affairs
more than any declaration.
The British, for their part, have

indicated gquite clearly that Hong
Kong is a test for them too. If Hong
Kong is left alone recognition is al-
most certain to be quick and the
British colony will be the window of
Chinese Stalinism toward the West,
as its main port. It appears probable
that that will indeed be the CP pol-
icy, though this is by no means cer-
tain. Such an eventuality would not,
in any fashion, modify ihe Russian
orientation of the state in interna-
tional politics. The entire situation
will be extremely revealing, however.

Finally, Canton brings the Chinese
party to the Viet-Namese border for
the first time. It can now make liai-
son with the forces of Ho Chi-min,
and this would alter the relations be-
tween the various factions in the
Viet-Nam national alliance. It is yet
to be seen how Ho will react to the
new situation and whether the Chi-
nese CP will make direct overtures.

In any case, the French are faced
with a new urgency in Indo-China.
American policy has thus far fol-
lowed the French 'to the present
brink of disaster. But there is no way
to turn with this 'policy any more.
Long postponement of an American
policy for Southeast Asia is no longer
possible. No doubt Nehru's current
tour of the capitals of the imperialist
world is related fo this matter. The
State Department's White Paper of-
fered no guide. These events tend to
force the hands of capitalist impe-
rialism, and the U.S. and France will
be forced to reorient their policies in
Asia.

\

tion of national independence was
raised.

Healey's summation, in which he
"answered"” the criticisms, began with
an oration on the history of the Rus-
sian Revolution that managed to be
dull, vicious. and semi-Stalinist simul-
taneously. The delegates began to
mutter, then to object, and finally
started yelling at Healey to stop—
to the extent that Chairman Fenner
Brockway finally put a stop to Hea-
ley's presentation on this subject. The
reaction of the French-speaking del-
egation, when they heard the trans.
lation was more sophisticated: they
burst into laughter.

In any case the lucubrations of
Healey & Co. were fortunately not
the main theme of the congress. Des-
pite the sometimes acrimonious and
suspicious tone of many of the de-
bates, the congress emerged with a
new International Committee that
unites far stronger colonial forces
than the pg cedm_e: one. The new
committee 14 representatives
from Africa, ﬁve from Asia, six from
Europe. It was made clear that, but
for the U. S. law above mentioned,
there would be an additional repre-
sentative from the United States.

In. the case of Africa and Asia,
every affiliated organization that is
nation-wide in scope is represented.
The "new committee will have the
task of organizing activities that will
bring to the attention of world opin-
ion the principles of the congress and
the struggles of its national organ-
izations.

Is a Russian Offensive Due? Western Europe Faces Critical Périod

Since the moment when the world learned that

Stalin possessed the atomic bomb it is possible to note
the beginnings of a shift in general Russian poliey.
While this shift has not yet blossomed forth into a new,
major Russian political and diplomatic offensive—com-
parable to the period after the end of the war—it defi-
nitely marks a change in the steady retreat noticeable
for some time in Russian policy. One might say that the
ponderous machine of Russian imperialism is now grind-
ing to a halt, so far as retreat is concerned, and begin-
ning to resume offdnsive action.
. At the same time, and obviously related to it, we
find a definite slowing up of American activity, pene-
tration and influence over the  Old World continent. The
reason for this is not hard to find. It lies primarily in
the fact that the early effects of the Marshall Plan
loans, which might be compared to large injections of
blood plasma into a dying man, have now begun to
wear off.

It was because of the great stimulus provided to pro-
duction and economic life that America was able, last
year, to exert such an inflience in the affairs of Western
Europe. Bui, on the one hand, European economic life
is now running into new types of difficulties over which
the Marshall Plan can exert no influence, and, at the
same: time, counter-tendencies which insist upon reas-
sertion of Europe's independenece from American influence
are now running stronger than ever.

In the cat-and-mouse game played by America and
Russia over Europe, the role of chaser and chased

change constantly., Are we in for a new and mighty .

Russian offensive, leading to an American retreat and
further Russian advances? While this would not seem
to be the case (primarily bgcause Europe itself has
entered the fray as an independent factor), it is cer-
tain that the advantages now lean toward Russia and
we may expect a continuation of this,

A quick survey of Europe at this moment indicates
a whole series of new political and social erises are now
being prepared and will burst out into the open before
long. At this moment, these problems are limited by
national boundaries but we know from the Russian
technique that efforts will be made to raise them to an
all-Europe plane and give them as wide a scope as
possible.

GERMANY

The action of the Russian-dominated SED [Stalin-
ist] Party in proclaiming the establishment of a “Ger-
man Republie” has completed the formal splitting of
Germany. This monstrous split is the result of three
years' activity on the part of the Western powers and
the Russians, ‘and obviously has no support from the
Germans themselves. The particular way in which the
Russians organized their “government” stinks even
more unpleasantly than the Western powers’ technique
in forcing the Bonn Constitution down the throats of
the West Germans.

The Russian-SED clique simply proclaimed a ‘“Re-
publie,” brought in prepared lists of cabinet members
and functionaries—strangely enough, almost all of them
were Stalinist leaders, with the particularly obnoxious
GPU assassin Gerhard Eisler as minister of propa-
ganda (information)—and then postponed scheduled
elections for one year.

This cynical act deceived no one, of course, but it
has wider implications. For example, the Stalinists
claim their “government” to represent all of Germany,
whereas the more modest Bonn Constitutionalists speak
only of the West. A whole set of demagogic demands
was drafted as the program for this “government,” in-
cluding withdrawal of all troops, ending of reparations
(with the significant catch phrase used to exclude “war
industries”), efe.

The Russians have even followed up with the mag-
nanimous gesture of withdrawing their Berlin troops
a few miles out of the city, about 15 minutes distance
by car! It is easy enough to ridicule all this, but there
is mofe involved.

Allied policy in Germany is totally banhrupf and the
Bonn Constitution is starting to flounder badly. The Rus-
sians are aware of this, and know that all tendencies
within Western Germany—including the most conserva-
tive—will lead to more and sharper conflicts with the
Allied High Commissioners. Their demagogic program is
bait set out to spur this on and to entrap the unwise.
it would appear that the Russians, now using a totally
quisling German government of Stalinist hacks and as-
sassins, are launching a new phase in their struggle for
mastery of all of Germany. That is the stake, nothing less.

If they succeed in confusing independence move-
ments within Germany, and if the Allies continue their
present policy of arrogant interference, blundering and
antagonism towards the German people, they have a
more than comfortable chance of succeeding. As the

i

* Allies liguidate whatever good will remains on their

side of the ledger, the Russians begin a clever game
of gathering in anti-Allied sentiment. The struggle for
Germany, on a new plane, goes on at full speed.

FRANCE

France, with its new governmental crisis, well il-
lustrates the economic and social problems of the West-
ern European nations which have achieved a definite
measure of recovery as a result of Marshall Plan loans.
The limits of this recovery would now appear to have
been reached, and economists indicate not only a slowing
up in the rate of this recovery, but a definitg tendency
for stagnation of economie life, particularly so far as
European trade and foreign commerce are concerned.

The great problem in France is the everlasting race
between wages and prices, with its accompanying prob-
lems of inflation, unemployment, etc. There is absolutely
no sign of any solution to this; in fact, the resignation
of the Queuille government (which achleved the remark-
able durability of one whole year) 1s based upon this
fact.

After the sudden devaluation of the Englfsh pound
the French franc quickly was devalued to the unprece-
dented rate of 350 francs for one dollar. “(Many people
still alive recall when it was 7, 8 or 10 for a dellar.)
This led to a spurt forward in prices, .and the- French
labor unions, now divided into three rival unions, were
obliged to renew their demand for wage increases and a
raising of the minimum monthly wage rate. The Socialists
within the coalition government, representing France's
most thoroughly discredited party, saw an opportunity’
fo regain some working-class support and caused the
cabinet's overthrow by demanding wage increases. Daniel
Meyer, labor minister, presented these demands and
Queuille quickly resigned.

France is still without a formal government, al-
though this will quickly be remedied. But whether the
new minister is Jules Moch (notcnous Socialist who
gained the enmity of the French miners by his action
in breaking their last year's strike), or another liberal
politician, it makes little difference to developments in
France. The important thing is that the labor move-
ment again gives some signs of a restirring and awaken-
ing, although it must be recognized that the Stalinists,

.still firmly in control of the CGT and the industrial

workers of the nation, stand most to benefit.

The reason? The dim failure of their rivals—the
Catholic unions, the Socialists, etc.—to offer anything
satisfactory or inspiring to the workers of France, and
the people as a whole. It is a matter of a revival of
Stalinist influence largely through default.

AUSTRIA AND ENGLAND

To one or another degree, the same pattern of in-
stability and coming crisis is exhibited in Austria and
England. The results of last Sunday’s general Austrian
elections signify more than a blow at Stalinism, which
was expected: There was a general shifting to the right,
as shown by the factor of the conservative Catholic
Pcople’ Party, together with a still greater shift to the

right in the form of 12 per cent of the total vote going -

to a revived, reactionary Nazistic party (Independent
League).

The Ausfrian Snelu!-nernuracy. which has now, bc-
come one of the most conservative and die-hard sections
of the social-democratic movement as contrasted with
its pre-war "left" position in the International, suffered
a greater setback than had the German Social-Demo-
crats. They will remain on, however, as very reduced
junior partners in a pathetic coalition government. Their
defeat, however, may well lead to a stirring of left-wing.
sentiment within the Austrian Social-Democracy, whose
members see all the pre-war blunders being committed
again, only in even less favorable circumstances.

As for England, the pressure is rapidly increasing
for general elections, and the actual launching of the
campaign will surely introduce what promises to be the
most exciting and significant election since the end of
the war, with the Labor Party staking its fate against
the Tory party of Churchill.

Throughout Europe, the same pattern of mternal
dissatisfaction and economic crisis is once more stirring
people into activity, thought and weighing of proposed
solutions. The <offensive-defensive action of the two
great, overbearing powers remains as before (and will
remain indefinitely), but its influence has considerably
died down for the moment. It would appear that neither
can act decisively now, short of military action—i. e,,
war.

Their tendency is thus to cancel one another out as
hostile forces; hostile, we mean, to the resurrection of
a free and independent Europe. The sooner this. is
grasped by socialists and democrats in Europe, the
bolder and more courageous will become their activities.

Henry JUDD

Richard Wright, Famed Negro Novelist,
Sends Message Backing Colonial Congress

From Four Continents The y Came—
United Against Imperialist Powers

Underlining the world-wide significance of the Second Congress of
the Peoples Against Imperialism is the wide range of the movements
represented, heavily weighted by the organizations of struggle from
the African and Asian cockpits of the anti-imperialist fight.

The rollcall showed delegates from the following African colonies:
French-ruled Algeria, Moroceo, Tunisia, the Cameroons, Madagascar;
British-ruled Sudan, Uganda, South Africa, Nigeria, the Gold Coast,
Ashanti and Sierra Leone. In addition, there were delegates from or-
ganizations of African workers and students living in Great Britain.

Asiatic organizations ineluded the Socialist Party of India, the
two Trotskyist parties of Ceylon, the Indian Peasants Union, and or-
ganizations of Viet-Namese workers and students in France,

Socialist and democratic organizations from the imperialist na-
tions, represented at the conference, were numerous, but unlike the
delegates from the powerful movements for colonial liberation, they
could only voice the sentiments of the small anti-imperialist vanguard
among the European workers. Conspicuous by their absence were the
treacherous social-democratic parties that participate in or have par-
ticipated in the imperialist governments of Britain, France, Belgium
and the Netherlands.

From France, delegates were present from the RDR (Rassemble-
ment Démocratique Révolutionnaire), the French groups of official
Trotskyists (Parti Communiste Internationaliste), and Garry Davis’
“Citizens of the World” movement. From Great Britain came the In-
dependent Labor Party, the Commonwealth group, Crusade for World
Government movement, Peace Pledge Union and several local Labor
Party branches.

From the Netherlands came representatives of the left-socialist
paper De Vlam, and from its émigré center in France came the Span-
ish socialist POUM. And, as noted in the accompanying article, an
American organization—the Independent Socialist League—was rep-

resented for the first time.

My Friends and Fellow Workers in the merly exploited and maligned.

Cause of Freedom and Liberation:

I greet you in the name of fifteen
million American Negroes who have
always identified themselves with
your struggles and sufferings, We
American Negroes are separated by
three centuries from Africa and the
environment of colonidl oppression;
vet our experiences in the New World
have kept alive in our hearts and
minds the meaning of oppression,
and for that reason we understand
your aims and aspirations and we
speak your language.

The world nears the end of a long
and shameful period. The exploiting,
capitalistic states of Western Eumpe
can no longer oppress and hold in
subjection millions of human beings.
Repeated wars have weakened the
oppressors. Their greed for world
markets and raw materials have
brought the industrial techniques of
the West into the daily lives of mil-
lions who are mastering them and
using them in the fight for human
freedom.

It is from the mouths of colonial
colored peoples today that one hears
of democracy, freedom, and human
welfare. The only constructive social
and political programme in the world
today are in the hands$ of Chinese,
Indians, and Negroes. Indeed, the
hope of the Western world resides
in the lives of those whom they for-

In your deliberations here remem-
ber that your position has changed;
you need no longer plead or beg for
your rights; you need to map out plans
of struggle for both yourselves and
the rest of mankind. Be bold enough
to assume the simple fact that virtue
and right are on your side, and that
your oppressors stand self-condemned
before the eyes of the civilized world.
Be bold enough to assume that mil-
fions of your former enemies are bog-
ged down in confusion and will res:
pond to your plans for the construc-
tion of a new world to a degree that
you now do not suspect.

The key &0 the events of today is
the realization that one world is dy-
ing and that another is heing born.
Mankind can consider itself lucky
that there remains still on earth
such a vast pool of men who have re-
sisted corruption and still retain in
their hearts a humane vision of life.

The hope of the future is in.your
hands and as you speak and talk that
simple fact must inform and suffuse
all you do and say. You must make
that dialectical leap from the stance
of defence to that of leadership; you
must project and plan your desires
and needs so that men will know
what you want, and by doing so you
shall fill that moral vacuum which
the states of the Western World
have left in the hearts of mankind.

As one man seeking to do what he
can, I give you this pledge: I stand
with you; I am on the side of the op-
pressed; I pledge that I shall never
give one iota of aid, in word or in
deed, to those who seek to extend
imperialism or racial rule; I pledge
to help to define. freedom so that
common men can understand it and
believe in it; I pledge to you that I
shall fight the good fight and keep
the faith.

The sense of life is on your side,
and our struggle has reached a pitch

of development where your confidence:

and readiness for action will prove
decisive.

The world today is preoccupied
with the coming war; each side seeks
to snare men's minds for the conflict.
We must fight shy of commlﬂ-ing our-;

selves in this conflict. The aims of the.
coming war do not guarantee free-
dom for you and me. War aims are
not our aims. It is our solemn duty

and sacred obligation to oppose the

aims of war with the claims of peace
and hope and construction.

You men who fight againstrop-
pression are the heirs of the ages.
It will be your job to bind together
the shattered remains of peoples and
cultures, to help redirect the energies
of men toward creative goals. It will
be your duty to help mankind recap-
ture, fetake the estate of that which
is human. Richard WRIGHT
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LABOR ACTION

October 24, 1949

By WYATT LEE

NEW, YORK, Oct. 15—A federal court
Just, this past week took seven hours
1o, consu:ler evidence presented over

}a span of nine months and rendered

a g).ulty verdict against eleven Com-
Jounist Party leaders charged with
conspirddy 'to ‘advocate overthrow of
the. United States+government.

_ Immediately -after the verdict, Fed-

" eral Judge Harold R. Medina imposed

sentences for criminal contempt of

. cqurt against the five defense attor-
“neys and Eugene Dennis, a defendant

who’ conduqted his own defense. Bar
associations to wh:ch the various de-
fense attorneys belong are expected
to act quickly on disbarment pro-
ceedings.

. Immediately following the outcome

of the trial, Truman rewarded the
government prosecutor (McGohey)
witha judgeship. ;

Although "actual sentencing of the
eleven had not taken place at this
writing and appeals against the ver-
dict will undoubtedly be carried to
the Supreme Court, it appeared that
the Department of Justice had won
a major victory in its long campaign
to make membership in a party des-
ignated as “subversive” automatic
proof of criminal activity.

This impression prevailed in legal
circles despite the assertion by Judge
Medina in his jury charge that a ver-
dict of guilty would not mean the
outlawing of the Communist Party.

The jury was nof permitted to con-
sider the legality of the Smith Act

A Lesson in Objective -Reporting’

and covering the same stmy for.
the same paper was Meyer Berger,
who wrote:

Russell Porter who covered the
CP trial for the: New York
© Times with an “impartiality” that
can only be matched by West-
brook Pegler discussing a trade-
union problem, had this to say
about the reaction of the CP’s de-
fense - attorneys when they were
sentenced for contempt of court:
. “Each of defense counsel then
1. protested. against the sentences.
Most of them shouted angrily at
‘the judge, denouncing him and at-
. . tacking him with the same charges
and in.the same manner that had
caused +him to adjudge them in
contempt,”
Sitting in the same courtroom

“Then each of the lawyers spoke
in his own behalf. Sacher in rich,
vibrant tone; Isserman quietly and
then with some show of legalistic
heat. Gladstone's voice was re-
strained. McCabe'd too. Dennis
scunded bitter and defiant. When
George W. Crockett Jr. spoke, his
voice was softest of all. It could
not be heard many feet away.
Judx';e Medina ceased momentarily
in his endless rocking and leaned
siightly forward, making finger
bridges the while.”

A Blow at Democracy,
A Gift to Kremlin - -

(Continued from page 1)

lowers to “concentrate” their activities among workers in the basic indus-
tries—steel, railroads, automobiles and the like. If such evidence were pre-
sented against the Stalinists, or any other political organization, in a trial
in .countries like, let us say, England or France, the whole population would
be splitting its suies with laughter, which would not subside even after the
prosecutox had been run out of public life. The same kind of evidence could
gasily be found to hang half a dozen socialist organizations in this country,
and even many non-socialist labor organizations.

3 e cannot speak for all of them, but we can speak for the Independent
Soclgljst League, And we call the attention of the. prosecutor to the fact

! that the Leﬁgue concentrates its main attention upon recruiting and popu-

larizing its views among the workers of this country, among the Negroes,
amorig the most exploited and oppressed, and not among the members of
the Chamber of Commerce, the National Association of Manufacturers, the
bankers and bosses of General Motors, DuPont, U, S. Steel. Is that sur-
prising? -

IT IS NOT THEY WHO CAN FIGHT STALINISM!

' The prosecution of the Stalinists was and remains a piece of political
hypocrisy, of political vindictiveness. The U. 8. government worked hand
in glove with the Stalinist party during the war. The President of the
United States did not even hesitate to use the Stalinists—and with such
glee, too!—to help him gag and subdue the labor movement, As for the
tollaboration between the government and the Russian owners of the Stal-
inist ‘party-=that is too notoridus to need comment here. Now that the
two goveynments are in conflict, Washington has undertaken a purely
police actiofi,” conceived by a pollce mind, against the American Stalinists
who remajn, fundamentally, what they were during the war and before it;
who believe and advocate, fundamentally, what they believed and advucated
during the war and before it. The only difference is this: during the war,
the Stalinists were sub-leased by Moscow to the service of Washington;
now the lease has been broken. '

The American capitalist class knows no better way of dealing with the
social and political problem of Stalinism than with police methods. What
stupidity! What impotence! What a revealing sign of panic-mindedness!

If Stalinism is no danger to this great citadel of capitalism, why is the
government so jittery? If it is o danger, if it progresses with its "concen.
tration" upon the workers in the basic industries, why don't the representa-
tives of American capitalism also "concentrate” there and show the workers
Jhew much superior to Stalinism they are in every social and political respect?
Why deon’t they fight this political movement politically—instead of with the
end of a nightstick, the way a cop fights the social problem of prostitution
or juvenile delinquency? Is it because it can't—even in the United States?

The trial and conviction, ineluding the unutterably stupid sentencing
-of the defense attorneys, is a free gift to Stalinism, Only a provindial
Anierican politician, with his head boxed in by impermeable metal, can fail
to see this. Perhaps not in the United States, or not to the same degree as
in the United States, but in virtually every other country of the world the
Stalinists will have a Roman holiday in their pmpaganda against the rival
6f Russian 1mper1allm1-Ame1lcan imperialism. There is not a single demo-
¢ratic or half-democratic country in the world where people, including the

- mass of anti- Stahmsts, can be convinced of the democracy or justice in.

prosecuting. and, jmprisoning Stalinists for advocating their beliefs—not
ene! There is not a -single democratic or half-democratic country in the
world where Stalinists run such a risk for advocating their beliefs—not one!

"The American ruling class, its government and its courts, have given
international Stalinism a new weapon. Messrs, Smith, Truman, Clark,
McGohey and Medina may congratulate each other on their high degree of
political eleverness. As for ourselves, we expected nothing more intelligent
from our reactionary and bankrupt ruling class. We do not call upon it to
fight Stalinism, we do not expect it to fight Stalinism in any way that
would contr:bute to social progress, to the maintenance and expansion of
democratic rlghts The trial of the Stalinists is only the latest proof of its
11lca]:|ac1ty. o

SMASH THE SMITH ACT—TO DEFEND DEMOCRACY!

It.:goes without saying that we do not have the slightest solidarity or
sympathy with the Stalinist leaders, and it is not they who are our concern.
We know'these’ gentlemon for what they really are.

We have not'forgotten how these hounds bayed for the blood of the
Minnlupu{is :defendants who were tried in 1941 under the same Smith Act. We
have not forgotten how they clamored their approval of the countless blood-
boths. their Russion masters organized and still organize againgt working-
elass.and revolutionary critics and opponents of the Moscow tyranny, We
knew-these professional exploiters of the labor movement, who are in it but
not of if. We know tha} the life and progress of the working class and of
sociglism depends in large measure upon the death and destruction of Stalinist
tofalitarignism.

But that does not and cannot mean that we turn over the job-of erushing
Stalinism to the capitalist class, to its police agents and its police methods,
or that we approve turning it over to them. The basis on wHich ihey deal

with Sl:alm‘lusmh the way they deal with it—are a menace to the working .

class, ‘its. movement,, its-interests and hopes. And those are things we are
concerned with. . °

" In complete mdependence of the Stalinists and in opposition to them,
it is the dut;y of every supporter of the working-class movement, of every
socialigt, even of evepy democrat who is not in the labor movement, to com-
bat gll that is so clearly reactionary in the. prosecution of the St&]l‘nlbt‘i,
all that is so .clearly directed against our democratic rights, above all
agamst ‘the very basis of the prosecution—the infamous Smith Act.

B_chi'gréjund of the Prosecution Against the Eleven Communist Party Leaders—

Smith Gag Act Won—Democracy Lost

—1the statute under which the trial
was conducted and which places “ad-
vacacy” on the same plane as “overt
acts”—but were warned by Judge
Medina that “that was a matter of
law” and not for mere mortals to
discuss. The judge, however, in his
charge supported the constitutional-
ity of the Smith Act wholeheartedly,
backing up every contention of the
prosecution.

The only previous time the Smith
Act was tested was in the case of the
Minneapolis trial of: 18 members of
the Socialist Workers Party. Convie-
tiops in that case were upheld by the
U. S. Circuit Court, and the Supreme
Court three times refused a review.

HOW IT STARTED

The indictment against the twelve
CP - leaders —including William Z.
Foster, whose trial was postponed be-
cause of illness—was handed down
in the summer of 1948. At that mo-

ment the “cold war” between' the U.

S. and Russia was at its height .and
the Democratic Party was in the mid-
dle of an election campaign.

The  “Communist problem” had
been whipped up to major propor-
tions—two Republican nominees for
the presidency. debated the gquestion
of how.to handle the menace—and
this. trial was to be the “definitive
answer” on how to handle “reds” in
a democraey.

- The ‘American CP was in a particu-
larly vulnerable position at the time,
Abroad the Stalinist regime was con-
solidating its stranglehold on the na-
tions brought under its orbit by a
series of ironhanded repressions,
frameup trials against all shades of
opposition and coups that abandoned
any pretense of coalition govern-
ments. )

Against this background-—Stalinism
at its lowest ebb in public suppert, a
vengeful Administration and with
anti-red hysteria sedulously cultivat-
ed for months — the government
seemed able to make any charge stick
against the CP,

The Department of Justice, how-
ever, resorted to the Smith Act in
bringing the trial, This law, passed
by a Congress under the patriotic
fervor of an impending war, is de-
liberately .designed to circumvent
precedents set down by the Supreme
Court in other wcivil libérties cases.
It has been a cornerstone of the Con-
stitution that in order for a govern-
ment to deal with a hostile opposition
an overt act of subversion must be
proved, or a “clear and present dan-
ger” of an overt act demonstrated.

Under the Smith Act, a conspiracy
“to advocate or teach” such doctrines
is equally criminal. Prosecution un-
der this law, which has been con-
demned by almost all persons and
organizations concerned with demo-
cratic rights, brought the Stalinists
support from sources which them-
selves view the CP’s record of totali-
tarianism with deep abhorrence.

STOOLPIGEONS VS. HACKS

In +presenting the prosecution's
case, U. S. Attorney John F. X, Mec-
Gohey and his four special assistants
relied primarily on the testimony of
Louis Budenz, former Daily Worker
managing editor, who chucked his
job for another at a Catholic univer-
sity. Budenz's story of the party and
his particular interpretation of Sta-
linist theory, told previously in a
book and from numerous lecture
platforms, became the key to the
gavernment case.

Buttressing Budenz's testimony, the
government led a parade of ex-CPers
to the stand. Most were FBI stool-
pigeons planted in the CP. Others
were once genuine members of the
party now, for one reason or another,
turned professional witnesses. They
appear in deportation cases and the
like, putling the.finger on whoever
is in. the dock, and then return to
some petty civil-service job provided
as their compensation,

The defense, for its part, suffered
under a number of handicaps, some
of which were of its own making.
First, the defendanis themselves, the
CP political bureau set up after the

‘party ‘purge of Browder and those

suspected of still supporting him,
were. mostly a collection of nonenti-
ties, politically speaking. Foster, the
only one with a history and tradition
in the political movement, did not
stand ‘trial. The others are for the
most part party hacks who made
their ‘'way to the top through com-
plete subservience and the decapita-
tion of their betters. Only Jack Sta-
chel had been around long enough
in a 'leading political capacity 1o
speak with authority and he did: not
take the stand.

" Secondly, the -defense “attorrieys
adopted a strategy of delay ‘that gave
ummstakable evidence of an unwill-
ingness ‘on the part of thé CP to
boldly present its political stand and
to fight for it in the court. Such dis-
cretion may be the better part of
valor as far as Stalinism is concerned
but it made this case have little in
commop ,leth J.he great civil liberties
fights 6f the’ past.

NOT ON POLITICAL PLANE
For example, the. opening fight

- against the ‘blue-ribbon jury system,

a wholly justified condemnation of
an undemocratic process, was even-
tually transformed_into a time-con-

suming bickering and complete shift
of emphasis from the trial itself to
its methods. -,

Again, the baiting of Judge Medina
became an evident attempt to cause
a mistrial rather than a vigorous de-
fense of the rights of the defendants.

Their unwillingness — and perhaps
inability — to lift the defense to a
political plane showed in the failure
to call all of the defendants to the
stand. In this connection, the CP de-
fense was always torn between the
desire to appear as persecuted radi-
cals and the equal desire to utilize the
super-patriotic record of the Stalin-
ists during the war. Again and again
the defense sought refuge in its rec-
ord on which for a Marxist must be
peripheral issues —the questions of
racial equality, struggle for rent con-
trol, schools, ete., etc.

If the tradition of struggle for civil
liberties has little to gain from the
conduct and defense of the CP in
this trial, the oft-besmirched banner
of capitalist democracy is being
trailed. once again in the mire. An-
other conviction has been obtained
under the notorious Smith Aect, an-
otheir legal plank has beenh nailed
on the coffin of free speech and free
political activity.

As mentioned above, Judge Medina
was careful to state in his charge
that the trial was not directed against
the Communist Party, that conviction
of the defendants did not mean ihe
outlawing of the CP. An amazing bit
of legal mumbo-jumbo, this statement
is an obvious contradition of reality.

Not only does the decision of the
jury place every member of the CP
in jeopardy, but it places under di-
rect threat of criminal proceedings
the member of any political party,
group or tendency which may incur
the disfavor of the reigning adminis-
{ration,

This is the victory for “democracy”
that was hailed throughout the coun-
try when the jury brought in its ver-
dict of guilty: against the eleven de-
fendants.

Lewis Asks Joint Fund

(Continued from page 1)
three men, he did nothing to imple-
ment it. What was wrong?

In the first place, Lewis’ method
of procedure was highly questionable.
Normal procedure would have been
to call an inter-organization confer-
ence on the question of support for
strikers, at which conference discus-

- sions could take place and a plan

could be worked out. Lewis’ high-
handed “I propose” and “I suggest”
could arouse nothing but resentment.
Furthermore, his bursting inte the
press with his letter almost before
Green had a chance to read it, let
alone answer it, afforded good ground
for AFL and CIO officials to charac-
terize his proposal as nothing but “a
grandstand play.”

The fact that Lewis referred only
to the steel workers aroused his own
miners. One local sent a telegram to
Lewis along the lines that “a kitty
should be raised to alleviate poverty
in the mining fields first” and “char-
ity begins at home.” Commentators
of every stripe. took the occasion to
accuse Lewis of not really having the
interest of strikers at heart at all but
.of 'posing as the distributor,’ of hxr—
gesse to his weaker brethren,

Again, Lewis must know very well
that no union, however rich, will
agree to part with a quarter of a
million each week. Furthermore, the
idea of calling on only the ten rich-
est internationals is entirely unwar-
ranted. Strike support can and must
come from all unions, big and little,
rich and not rich, according to their
ability and willingness. This is how
strike support is organized. )

Finally, if Lewis was serious, why
did -he make his contribution centin-
gent on the others? Why wasn't -he
the one to set the example?

GREEN SAYS NO s
William Green, on his part, was
only too eager to find purely formal-
istic reasons for rejecting the Lewis
proposal. He wanted to know, for in-
stance, if Murray had asked for aid
for the steel workers! Another limp-
ing objection Green made is that the
AFL unions are autonomous and
would have to determine for them-
selves whether to disburse money as
suggested. ' (There is no reason why

the unions for their autonomous and
he could not submit the matter to
democratic decision.)

Green seemed to emphasize that
the establishment of organic unity
within the ranks of labor is a basic
primary requirement for united
strike action; that-any combination
of labor's resource “while divided as
it "is today, is'impossible and imprac-
ticable This is-an obvious evasion
of the question of unity. For if unity
is desirable, then united actions in
strikes are desirable not only in them-
selves but as steps toward more com-
plete unity. But Green says in effect:
“We are not ‘united. Let us stay that
way.” 3

Although 'Lewis addressed no com-
munication to Philip Murray, the lat-
ter correctly took the opportunity to
make a statement in the form of a
press release. As indicated above, his
position its the most constructive of
the three.

He disregarded Lewis’ proposal that
steel workers be the sole recipients
of aid and came out for the pooling
of resources “for the common de-
fense,” thus slapping down the rich-
relative attitude struck by Lewis.
Most significant is the general prin-
ciple for labor unity which he for-
mulated:

“As president of the CIO and the
United Steel Workers of America I
have consistently advocated unity of
action on the part of all responsible
and genuine American trade unions.
It has been my hope and conviction
that such unity of action in the po-
litical, legislative and economic fields
will lead eventual}y to that organic
unity which is wvital for American
labor to defend itself against its pow-
erful political and economic enemies.”

Such words deserve hearty approv-
al, but Murray did not try to give
them substance by calling for an in-
ter-organizational conference to make
today’s strikes really the fight of all
labor, And since the issues of the cur-
rent strikes are as much political as
economic, the agenda for such a con-
ference would have had to include.
the question of an independent party
of labor, the only real expression of
labor’s political unity against its en-
emies,

CP Unions Ready to

(Continuef.! from page 1)

tlneatens to. thww out ‘the CP ap-
.paratus.

These runk and - ﬁlo innrrecflans
convinced the Stalinists to use ‘any
and every method to hold on to their
remaining unions. They faced little
splits every year, every month, as
their bureaucratic methods forced lo-
cal after local out of their unions,

fice
in the UE, in th& FE,
or were speeded out

Public Workers Union, in the
Workers Union;
left voluntarily
with kicks.

But so long as they enjoyed the
“autonomous” right to bureaucrat-
ism and to carrying out Russian for-
eign policy a general split policy was
unthinkable, Today, however,
Stalinists face not only insurgence
from within but the open hostility
of the top leadership of the CIO,
headed by Murray himself. A split
therefore becomes inevitable.

During the war, Stalinism in the
CIO enjoyed the protection of Philip
Murray. As long as it followed the
orthodox mno-strike poliey, pounded
the drums for the Democratic Party
and for the war, and respected the
War Labor Board, Murray over-
looked its crimes against the labor
movement; he ignored its authori-
tarian regime, its expulsion of crit-
ics, its incentive- pay policies; its
hounding of all militants.

He allowed it the - autonomous
right of totalitarianism in its own
bailiwicks. Murray and the Stalin-
ists formed a bureaucratic alliance,
which strengthened the hold of the
Communist Party and -made the task
of anti-Stalinists more onerous.

even out of the CIQ: Locals sgp*h.-.'

. Tratern

the .

In the UE, Munay called off
James Carey, his’ right-hand man,
who was elevated into the secretary-
treasureship of the- CIO.  Carey,
former™ president of the UE, had
been leader of the anti-Stalinist op-
position. He withdrew from UE" af-
fairs ‘and- the opposition carried on
‘without him.

Murray was satisfied that he had
domesticated Stalinism.to serve the

top CI Iéoiffi;:ialdnm. But as wartime .

detween the United States
and Russia chilled into cold war, as
Russian diplomats hurled invectives

at American delegates on the floor °

of the United Nations, the Stalinists
bellowed insults at the CIO leader-
ship. At the order of the Kremlin
ringmaster, the trained seals somer-
saulted.

With his great prestige, it would
have been o simple matter for Mur-
ray to call on the rank and file of the
CP-dominated unions to organize cau-
cuses to throw out the Stalinist lead-
ership. But no! At the UE convention
less than two months ago.' he with-
held open material and moral support
to UE oppositionists even though he
himself was already moving against
aaginst the Reutherites in the UAW
while the Steel Workers Union in
Michigan ran joint slates with the

CP against anti-Stalinists.

In faction fights within their own
unions, anti-Stalinists would gain
confidence, ability and independence
in battle against the bureaucratic
CP machine. The membership would
be aroused. In a general atmosphere
of rank-and-file activity, a new crit-
ical, democratic breeze would air out

Singer Wb_rkers Retreat After Long
Strike; CP Local Leaders Blamed

By A. WINTERS ,

ELIZABETH, Oct. 16—The workers
of the struck Singer.plant voted today
to accept a contract which just bare-
ly kept-last year’s terms plus a few
improvements.

The basic demand, the elimination
of the incentive gystem, was lost.
Lost also was the right of the union
1o have a voice in determining norms
under the standards system (speed-
up). Incentive workers received no
increases. The majority of day work-
ers in labor grades 7, 8, 9 and 10 re-

ceived two cents an hour .more. Other =

semi-skilled and skilled workers (a
small group) received from three to
six cents an hour. Plant-wide senior-
ity was lowered from seven years to
five, and workers Treceived three
weeks' vacation after 15 years in-
stead of after 20. i

The sentiment for acceptance was
overwhélming and very little discus-
sion around the demands themselves
took place. This was very convenient
for the Stalinist leadership of the
United Electrical Workers local, since
a real discussion would have revealed

v

their complete failure in the struggle.

The Singer strike is a good exam-
ple of what happens to workers' con-
ditions . under Stalinist leadership.
They have spent 24 weeks trying to
eliminate an incentive (speedup) sys-
{em which was originally installed by
the Stalinist leadership itself. Midway
through the strike, the Stalinists gave
up the main demand of the strike, the
elimination of the speedup system,
without even geiting a vote from the’
membership on the question!

The Singer strike has to be seen,.
of course, in the context of the' cur-
rent labor situation. Big business is
on the offensive; unions like those in
‘'steel, coal and auto are battling to
win some concessions. The unity of
labor under these conditions is vital.
Yet this is the time when the Stalin-

" ists nationally are pushing their split

orientation in both thé UE-CIO and
in the CIO nationally.

The workers here have paid for
their Stalinist leadership and are
looking forward to the next local
election when they can get rid of
their burden by voting them out of
office.

the CIO. But Murray has no taste
for such a fight; the habit of ousting
leaders might continue; not only
Stalinist bureaucratism, but bureau-
cratlsm in general might be . weak-
ened.

-THE DANGER FROM MURRAY

Yesterday: an alliance with the
CP without regard for the rank and
file. Today: a fight against the CP
without mobilizing the membership.
The method: & new undemocratic
principle of super-centralized union
organization. The Stalinists sre to
be driven out by a wave of the pen.
It is decreed that all international
unions must carry out CIO political
policy or get out. The CP is not
waiting for the execution of the new
device; it is already preparing the
split.

But the new organizational concept
remains, It sets a precedent for quell-
ing all critics and undermines the
leading role of such genuine left-wing
unions as the UAW which has often

 blazed the trail for the American la-
bor movement without regard for
“official'’ policy. Tomorrow the UAW
will find it necessary to break ground
for a new political policy, for the
formation of a new independent labor
party; and it will hit against the hard

Lo,
- . i

The Lewis pruposal brought into
the limelight the importance and the
meaning of labor solidarity and labor
unity. Lewis seems to have :played
around with it, Green to have Tun
away from it, Murray to have left it
an abstraction. Now, it appears, the
rank and file of the great labor or-
ganizations make, it a reality,  * .

Logic \ il
Upton Sinelair, in the N Y. Post
September 27, retails.a; political: lesv
son of which he says: “It took-me 30
years to learn that lesson;-you have
learned it in about 30 seconds " Here
it is:
“I ran for Congress on the Soclal«-

ist ticket in 1906, and.then in Cali- N

fornia for Congress once, and for the
U. 8. Semte twice,-and for, governor
twice. The most votes. I ever got was
60,000. Then I tried the Democratic
« arty, with a program I,called ‘EPIC'
—‘End Poverty .in . California, and
got 879,000 votes. Fromgll -my ex-
periments I have learned .one useful
lesson, that third parties. are no go
;in the good old USA.” e 3
Since he couldn’t get elected on the

slate of the Socialist. Party—which is .

not. a “third -party” as that term.is
usually used — Sinclair concluded
third parties are no go; and since he’
couldn’t get elected even on the Dem-
ocratic ticket, he ébqqfuded that that
was just the thing to de,'since at least
he got more votes to solace defeat.
All of which proves cu;;elu§we1y that
_the tradé-union’ rovement should not
‘organize its own labor party—it's bet-
ter to get wiped up with the Demo-
cratic label on- you., Kind of makes
you. feel better, or .something. * :

1”& pree B,

Fog Over Progress

“The secrecy surréunding the de-
velopment of the atomie bomb has
‘spread like a ‘fog' over all sorts. of
unrelated subjects, with 'the’ result
‘that many developments  are kept
secret that might have led to major
advances elsewhere in American in-
dustry,’' according: to Prof. Rebert F.
Bacher, former scientific member- of
the United States, Atomic - Energy
Commission.” —N. Y. Tlmes Octo-
ber 6. :

- wif- R '
rock of an_ undemo:rﬂﬂc p.ll’l-kcl
centralism.

What is an obstao.le to the lglmr'

movement proves-to bé an aﬂvantaga
to the Communist Party. At ‘the
head of its parade, this "American
representative of brutal, murdetous,
Russian totalitarianism- raises ‘‘the
banner of: “autonomy” -and ""dembc-
racy.” Stalinism is indeed the most
dictatorial .and bureaucratic tenden:
¢y “in ‘the ‘laboi;mavement...It seeks
the, “autonomous” snd’.“‘deindoratic”
right to impose the:Kremlin line
upon its union membetsh:p. ‘The
first task of any militant. in.a: CP-
dominated union is to win autonomy
-—autonomy from Russian 1m1;erml-
iSm

Far better than Murray s met.hod
with far more lasting: benefits to ‘the
labor movement, would be the demo-
cratic struggle of the rank’ and file
against Stalinism,. a method. Wh‘lch
served the UAW su well. -,

The coming split in the CIO "alll
witness splits in CP.controlied: inter-
nationals, jurisdictional fights, NLRB
elections, faction fights.  While con-
demning Murrey's new:formulg: of um.
demoratic centralization, svery union
activist must unhesitatingly take the
side of the CIO and rally every mllln
member against S!cllnhm. :

Farm [qmpment llf Merger Set- |
Casts Light on CP Plans in ao

By KEN HILLYER

The Farm Equipment Workers Un-
ion (CIO) will merge with the United
Electrical Workers (CIO) before the
national convention of the CIO sched-
uled to take place in Cleveland on
October 31. This, it appears, is cer-
tain because the International Exec-
utive Board of the FE has voted ac-
ceptance of the merger proposal of
UE and has submitted it to a mem-
bership referendum.

The FE represents a majority of
the organized workers of the Inter-
national Harvester Company (26,000)
although the United Auto Workers
(CIO) has a sizable bargaining group
(17,000). The FE also has one plant -
of the Borg-Warner chain, which is
organized overwhelmingly by the
UAW and is serviced by a national
Borg - Warner department of the
UAW. Other than in these two com-
panies, FE has no strength at-all.

In the two eompanies cited above,
UE has nothing. If the question is
unity to increase the workers’
strength, the natural unification
would be with the UAW.

MOVE TOWARD SPLIT

The background fact is that the FE
leaders decided that their contracts
needed the backing of a larger union;
and the UE, as the third largest CIO
unjon, could provide the needed

-

- strength. But that would also be pro-

vided by the UAW, the second largest
CIO union. The FE has decided to go

to the UE 1ather llaan to the UAW
solely and simply because .the UE
is, like itself, run by.the. Cpmmumst
Party force.

Why this hasty move rig‘ht at lhis
moment? The CIO executjve. hoard
has recommended, the, lifting _of . the
FE's charter, since, it refuses to r;c-
ognize the 1948 CIO -oconvention res-
olution to merge with the UAW, The
Stalinists, maneuvering. both the FE
and the UE according, to their. plans,
want to force the hand. of. Murra“y and

_the CIO, thus preclpiu;lng the ntllt

FPresumably, they hope to yel}

ward. that they are for, "u.nity" arul

that the CIO is persecuting them

without cause, )
The terms for the FE-UE.

provide for '

erger

rahge is, of course, a farce. The Sta-

linist leadership, which has sereamed
l1ysler1cally about “ultimatums,” and .
“you don't give a guy time;to think
about it,” is rushing the. question to
a membership referendum with na
discussion possible,

The only unit which seems opppsed
to the setup is the Auburn. (N, Y.
local at International Harvester: Th!zy
revealed that the .executive ‘board:
voted for merger as the first step
toward the setting up of a third na--

-tional labor federationy . {ataumsti
Grant Oakes, FE president, -denies

this, but it seems to be in the cards
o :, .-" ,“_w.

retaining, -the " Farm
Equipment setup intact, but the' ;est '
of the provisions are not known. The

quickie referendum that has been ar-

v/
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