-

-3

Wy

-

it i

Independent Socialist Weekly

. NOVEMBER 20, 1950

< o

—~

FIVE CENTS

1

The most disillusioning gesture
thus far -made by the United Na-
” tions—the withdrawal by the Gen-
eral Assembly of the portions of
the 1946 resolytion banning am-
“-passadors, fo Spain.and its mem-
bership in the specialized commit-

“®Ftces of the UN—has had the effect

predicted in these pages in pre-
vious articles. Within Spain, the
Franco regime has been strength-
ened by the UN olive branch. The
Falangist extremists will have
. louder voices, the moderate ele-
ments will become warmer and
the skeptics will be stilled.

The New York Times' Madrid
correspondent reports the exulta-
tion of the Spanish press on the
victory of Generalissimo Franco in
the United Nations, It is utilizing
the UN vote in the special fashion
of fascist demagogy as signalizing
a- defeat of the “Communists” by

" Spain. Like Hitler and Mussolini,
Franco poses as the arch-enemy of
Stalinism. The United States,
prime mover of UN policy in
Spain, follows the course of mak-
ing overtures to the enemies of
its enemy—even though it means
befriending a dictator here and
there, and in the case of Spain the
only living Axis leader.

‘The Spanish press is naturally
a rubber stamp for the Franco re-
gime and the people do not know
that some criticisms leveled
against Spain in the 1946 resolu-
tion still stand. But the govern-
ment draws great and positive
comfort from the very real soften-
ing of the UN stand. Chisgling
steadily away at the antipathies of
the UN countries stemming from

", the late alliance with fascism, the

Falangist press maintains an un-
compromising' stand for the revo-
cation of all restrictions on Spain
in the UN. Moré important than

the return of the ambassadors, ac-

cording to Foreign Minister Albert
Martin Artaje is “that they be con-

- sistent in their treatment of our
country.”

BUCKING UP THE CAUDILLO

- .According to the Times’ Sam
-Pope Brewer, among the tiny mi-
nority ‘who know ‘the totality of
the UN position, incldding the
higher. civil servants who are not
Falangists, many are concerned
about the long-range effect of the
UN reversal. They reason that this
overture to Franco can only con-
firm the Caudillo in his uncom-

| Franco Chortles: UN-U.S.
Vote Props His Regime

promising policy toward the West-
ern powers.

Brewer laments that “Spain’s
rundown railroads and limited

highways, struggling industry.and -

declining agricultural economy are

riot enough, even with her fine

geographic situation, to make her
such a valuable ally that the rest
of the Western countries must
come to her on bended knee.”
Franco, it seems, has made only
the rivers run,on time.

The Times and similar critics
treat the original UN resolution,
passed in a moment of anti-fas-
cism, as a ‘“mistake,” and the cur-
rent reversal of position on the
ambassadors and UN committees
as a rectification of that mistake.
Their regrets are confined only to
the fact that Franco’s controlled
press ‘is able to “distort” the
meaning of the UN action and to
utilize it to strengthen his hold in
Spain. They have failed to view
the issue in the still larger reper-
cussions it will have in the Stalin-
ist press and among its readership.
After the late “war against fas-
cism” and in the midst of prépara-
tions for the “war against totali-
tarianism"” the circle of fashion-
able thinking on Spanish fascism
is a little hard to square.

By ALBERT GATES

LABOR AND THE
NATIONAL ELECTION

Dynamite in Brazil

What Happened to Labor in the Elections
id It Have No Program of Its Own?

These are the days of the post-election reckoning. Is
there any doubt about what happened in the campaign? For
the politicians of the two big parties, their representatives
and spokesmen, the results were clear enough. The Repub-
licans outfought and outran the Democrats for the most
part. We have already cited the manner in.which this was

accomplished.

The cross-ballot voting, selective and bullet choices have-

been stressed heavily in the press. This was an off-year elec-
tion, many commentators have been forced to remark in
their limited conceptions of what constitutes politics, and
therefore, the “ins” were replaced by the “outs.” Others
ascribe the defeat of the administration to the vindication of Senator
MeCarthy and the rejection of Acheson’s foreign pelicy, the heavy
costs of war preparations, disgust with the corrupt municipal regimes

of the Democrats, and so on.

These reasons are all true to one degree or another but they do
not tell the whole story or its most important part.

The more acute analysts of the election, however, have recognized
that the most significant aspect of the campaign was the organized

participation of the labor move-
ment on the most unified basis
since the formation of the CIO,
its main support to the Demo-
cratic Party and its disastrous
defeat. If labor does not recog-
nize that it suffered a defeat in
the elections, it will never begin
to learn anything politically,
least of all, how to repair its mis-
takes.

“NEGATIVE VICTORY"?

It will not do to think that la-
bor won a “negative victory,” as
one unnamed union leader as-
serted, because labor prevented
the. Republicans from winning a
majority of Senate and House.

For, in that comment, is con-
tained the essential blindness of

the whole labor movement: the la-
bor officialdom continues to think
pelitically in the terms of the two
capitalist political parties.

Yet they are not applauded by
the reactionary capitalist press
for this shortsightedness. No,
they are viciously denounced for
trying to ‘“dominate” the elec-
tions through the domination of
cne of the main political par-
ties. They are denounced for their
“partisan” participation in the
elections by the most rabid rep-
resentatives of the “vested inter-
ests.” And the truth is that the
union leaders have dirtied their
hands in the mire of filthy capi-
talist polities.

Reports from California, Ohio, Chicaga.' N.Y.

The Foreign Policy Issue in the Election

...pages1,2, 3,8
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"Mr. Democrat”
No Saviour for Labor

No wonder the New York
World-Telegram of the Scripps-
Howard chain called in the ghost
of Sam Gompers to tell the labor
movement to keep its hands off
politics. The Telegram spoke of
the “resurgence of independence”
among the workers who refused
to follow their union leadership
in supporting candidates “select-
ed” by them. Says the Telegram:

“American workers decided to
. (Turn to last page)

Britain Gives Stalinist Peace’ Fake a Lift

Labor Government Bans Visas to Delegates

The British Laboir government
struck a blow against its own
much-vaunted democracy last week
when it forced abandonment of the
Stalinist second “World Peace
Congress” by arbitrarily denying
visas to a large number of the del-
egates whe had been scheduled to
attend it. In this action the gov-
ernment has shown itself. willing
to ape one of the most reactionary
practices which have been adopted
by the government of the United

“ states.

_ Among the prominent Stalinists
denied entry visas were atomic
scientist Joliot-Curie of France;
Louis Saillant, general secrefar:
of the Stalinist-dominated World
Federation of Trade Unions; Pietro
Nenni, secretary of the pro-Stalin-
ist wing of the Socialist movement
in Italy; Pierre Cot, former French

air minister; and Louis Aragon,
French poet.

According to Home Secretary J.
Chuter Ede 300 visas had been
granted out of 561 requests, and
in the case of nationals of countries
who do not require visas 131 were
permitted to land and sixty-five
were kept out,’ i

EVEN CHURCHILL

The lame explanation of the
basis on which persons were ex-
cluded was that “those were ex-
cluded who appeared likely to ea-
gage in action detrimental to the
determination of the democracies
to meet and resist aggression.”

.Of course, the Stalinists all over
the world will make propaganda
capital out of this action. Even
Churchill availed himself of the
chance to take a fall out of the

in Anti-Democratic Policy Imitating Truman

government by denonnciﬁg the
stupidity and crassness of its act.

It is encouraging that rank and
file Labor members of parliament
also attacked the govérnment in
what the papers describe as “a

-spirited debate.” They stated that

the action was a denial of free
speech and assembly, and one of
them stated that “on the grounds
of constitutional principle, of ex-
pediency, of the needs involved in
the defense of democracy in these
difficult years the action was
wrong.”

The delegates will now meet in
Warsaw. Due to the Labor gov-
ernment’s measure to catch up with
its United States partner when it
comes to curtailing civil liberties,
this conference will have twice the
propaganda value it would have
had otherwise,

The Stalinist attack in Korea
had done much to make the “peace
congress” appear as hypocritical
as it is. The British Labor gov-
ernment has now contributed its
bit to reviving and rehabilitating

the movement,

NEXT WEEK
Crowded out of this issue:

NEW ELEMENTS IN STAL-
INIST IDEOLOGY, by Vs.
Felix,

TITOISM IN THE HUKBAL-

AHAP MOVEMENT? by Rich-
ard Burgess.

A UAW LOCAL DISCUSSES
THE ELECTION — a dispatch
from Detroit,
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The Douglas-Roosevelt Rout —

Fair Dealers” *Me-Tooism” Flopped

By S. BEILAS

BERKELEY, Calif.,, Nov, 11—Just
as the surge of the California Re-
publican thrust on November 7
drove a splintered Demoecratic
Party into erisis, so did it shatter
labor’s dream of political victory
through the Fair Deal. Helen Ga-
hagan Douglas, 48-year-61d darling
of American liberals, unanimously
endorsed on both cheeks by the
AFL and CIO, was crushed under
a two-thirds of a million majority.

The debris of California’s sena-
torial race reveals a scant two ma-
jor counties, Contra Costa and So-
lano. supporting Douglas over her
reactionary opponent, Richard
Nixon. And Contra Costa, the
smallest of the state’s five metro-
politan counties, gave her a bare
majority of only 500 votes.

Elsewhere, with the exception of
three Sierra counties numbering
less than 150 precincts, neither the
unanimity of the labor press nor
the energy of the ADA and other
liberals could deliver the voles. In
her own home county of Los An-
geles Douglas lost by over 300,000.
San Francisco County, the strong-
hold of the CIO, voted her down
by 40,000 votes, and Alameda
Cougty by 20,000.

The mounting Douglas defeat
becomes further magnified by the
fact that the California electorate

turned out in almost equal number |,

to the high mark of 3,800,000 in
the 1948 elections. Despite the lack
of campaign funds until the last
week of October, Douglas success-
fully stumped the state and drew
large middle-class, Negro and lib-
eral audiences wherever she spoke.
A battery of national Democratic
guns, from Vice President Barkley
down, came to her aid with numer-
ous speeches and endorsements.

Yet this liberal-labor-Democratic
coalition collapsed under the on-
slaught of a two-pronged Republi-
¢an campaign: McCarthyism in do-
mestic politics and MacArthurism
in foreign affairs.

ROOSEVELT DEBACLE

Douglas’ campaign strategy im-
pelled her into embracing more
ardently the administration’s pol-
icy, identifying herself whenever
possible with President Truman.
She stressed her Congressional
pro-Korean war record. She failed
to attack the trend toward a gar-
rison state, although she reiterated
all the 20-year-old bromides on
thre Common Man. :

In this way she hoped to answer
Nixon's smear of Communism, and
in turn she associated the record
of Nixon with that of Marcantonio.
So leery were her liberal support-
ers of any radical taint that Profes-
sor Odegard at her Berkeley cam-
pus meeting publicly dissociated
Douglas from the Socialist Youth
League literature being passed out,

But the more Douglas shied
away from the radical elements in
her record, the more her labor
support grew cool and the more
the middle class and farm vote
flocked to Nixon.

If the defeat of Douglas was a
rout, then James Roosevelt's show-
ing for governor was no less than
a ‘debacle. Warren, with a mealy-
mouthed stand-pat program for a
third term, won out by a 1,100,000
votes! Roosevelt failed to capture
a §ilng1e county in the state—with
Los  Angeles county casting a
425,000 majority for Warren. This
in a state whose voting population
registered 3 to 2 for the Demo-
cratic Party.

It can be said for Roosevelt,
however, that for every vote he re-
ceived he had an equal number of
knives in the back. At the state
convention last month of the
AFL’'s LLPE a petition was intro-
duced denyipng support to both
Roosevelt and Warren. The con-
vention defeated this proposal by
supporting Roosevelt, but pro-
Warren buttons sprang up every-
where, Lundeberg, head of the
Sailors Union of the Pacific, en-
dorsed Warren. So did Kearny,

. Fair

- Endless

president of Local 10 of the Long-
shoremen’s Union. The CIO Long-
shoreman’s Union impartially dis-
played both Democratic and Re-
publican gubernatorial banners
from its headquarters.

" The tepid support the rest of the
trade unions gave Roosevelt is eas-
ily understandable. After all, the
eldest son of FDR was untried in
politics; his official actions in sup-
port of labor amounted to exactly
nothing. Although his program in-
cluded highly acceptable points
for an adequate civilian defense,
more schools and federal owner-
ship of tidelands oil, his other
planks carried the undertone of an
out-politician’s demagogy.

DEMOCRATS ROUTED

His own party spelled out Roose-
velt's defeat even prior to Novem-
ber 7. The forces of Boddy-Luck-
ey-Pauley-Maloney chalesced to
strangle Roosevelt's €ampaign by
refusing it finances. They obvious-
ly preferred defeat,  precipitating
a leadership crisis, as the precon-
dition to their Democratic control.

Few of the Democratic national
spokesmen who toured the state
for Douglas gave. Roosevelt a
warm greeting. let alone an en-
dorsement. Truman's elephantine
memory on Roosevelt’s support of
Eisenhower in June 1948 prevailed,
Thus labor unwillingly and unwit-
tingly was left holding the bag
with a moribund candidate.

That the reactionary Republican
sweep to increased power in Cali-
fornia equaled and even exceeded
the rest of the country can be seen
by closer analysis of the election
results. No major state-wide can-

didate supported by labor and the
Democratic Party won out over
the Republican machine, except
Edmund Brown who ran for attor-
ney general, But Brown's 250,000
majority, in view of his favoring
state ownership of the tidelands,
might be interpreted as a personal
victory for Pauley.

John J. Allen, whose role in
Congress parallels Nixon's, re-
tained his seat over Lyle Cook. Of
the 23 representatives to the 82nd
Congress 12 will be Republicans.
Representatives Shelley and Hav-
enner from ~San Francisco were
retained, the latter by an over-
whelming vote, but the Democratic
hope of gaining one additional seat
and overturning the present ma-
jority went down the drain. In the
stae legislature where the Repub-
licans have held forth for fifty
years, their majority was increased
by two votes each in both the Sen-
ate and Assembly.

-Probably the most jolting blow
to the labor movement and the
working class came from the real-
estate boards whose Proposition 10
slipped through with a 50,000 ma-
jority. This proposition, a state
constitutional amendment, stipu-
lated that no public housing could
be undertaken without the major-
ity vote of the local reégistered
electors. Because local by-elections
of this nature seldom pull out a
total vote equal to the majority of
registered voters, public housing

would thus be automatically de-

feated.

Throughout the state every trade
union, LLPE, PAC, ADA, SDA,
veterans' organizations, Women's
Voters’ League, liberal groups, etc.,

violently opposed this proposition;
yet in the avalanche of reaction
the imperious real-estate interests,
who just received state-wide ren-
tal increases up to 25 per cent,
again triumphed.

LIBERALS BACKTRACKED

Complete election returns as of
this date are not available, but
the Stalinist-run Independent Pro-
gressive Party apparently dwin-
dled in stature to something small-
er than the Prohibition Party.
Fauntelroy, the Alameda County
IPP candidate for state senator,
gleaned a mere 41,000 votes to
200,000 for his opponent. The
chance of any IPPer receiving the
required 140,000 votes for that
party to remain on the ballot ap-
pears extremely unlikely. Stalin-
ism in California has turned a
mass party into nothing more nor
less than another front group,

What accounts for the disastrous
turn of events in the California
elections. particularly when the la-
bor officialdom and the Democratic
liberals envisaged victory out of
the results of the primaries in
early June? The California story
reads the same as for the country
as a whole, only more exaggerated
and emphatic.

Between June and November a
war intervened with resultant in-
fiation and Iowering of living
standards and a manufactured
hysteria over internal security.
Liberal Democrats hastily back-
tracked and capitulated on civil
liberties in the name of “the clear
and present danger.” Douglas her-
self grew alarmed over the “world-
wide conspiracy” of the CP. On

7 N
‘Great Train Robbery

Standard & Poor, the leadin
business reporting corporation, re-
ports on railroad profits: It predicts

that net earnings of Class I rail-

r_oads for 1950 will hit $725 mil-
lion. That's an increase of §7 per
cent over 1949,

N Ve

September 22 she introduced her
own version of the Kilgore bill.
Her bill, HR 9737, called for “the
retaining of Communists in time
of emergency,” as she said, -She,
like other liberals, responded as a
victim to the hysteria and not as
an opponent,

With the almost universal siress
upon “the clear and present dan-
ger” enhancing the frenzy, all oth-
er issues were eclipsed. No one in
California, not even the labor
movement, spoke out sharply
against inflation, and rising living
costs. No one proposed an ade-
quate program of price controls.
And not one word was uttered
against the war, except by the

IPP which patently supported thgggee

Kremlin.

The California coalition between
the Democrats and labor forced the
labor movement into meekly fol-
lowing the Democratic Party as it
twisted and turned under the re-
actionary attack. But the workers
and the middle class felt the im-
pact of war upon their living
standards. Their apathy over the
war stuck out all over. Offered no
solution to the growing crisis. they
slowly moved away from that par-
ty which spoke in their name.
Finally the reversal in Korea
brought the decisive break.

Once again the powerful trade
unions, particularly the AFL, were
placed in a timid and subordinate
position while they waited for the
liberals within a capitalist party
to lead them out of the wilderness.

What Chicago Workers Had to Vote for —

Case in Point: a Lucas and a Cop -

By R. F. SARGENT

CHICAGO, Nov. 12—QOverwhelm-
ing defeat of most labor-backed
Deal Democratic machine
candidates on election day here
has delivered a stunning blow to
the prestige and authority of the
AFL and CIO leaderships, whose
political blindness has been ex-
ceeded until now only by their
own smug cocksureness and bu-
reaucratic arrogance.

The Illinois CIO-PAC an-
nounced its “wholehearted” sup-
port for the re-election of Scott
Lucas as U. 8. senator, in which
capacity he has been steering the
Truman legislative program as ma-
jority leader. During this period
Lucas had been FOR the Taft-
Hartley Law on the original vote,
only later voting to support the
unsuccessful Truman veto. He re-
pudiated Truman's veto of the
McCarran “anti-subversive” bill
He indicated clearly enough that
he was opposed to health legisla-
tion. This is the man who led, the
ticket in Illinois that labor was
supposed to work for and see that
everyone registered to support.

Lucas: was defeated by ex-Con-
gressman Everett Dirksen by a
287,000 majority, Backed by the
Republican Chicago Tribune which
campaigned demagogically against
the Democrats’ “Endless Wars,
Inflation,” Dirksen, an
even cleverer scoundrel than Lu-
cas. has a notoriously long anti-
labor record in his 16 years of pre-
vious service as a congressman.

He found it possible in his cam-
paign to insinuate notes which
could play upon the genuine fears
of the people. fears which could
not be answered by the Democrats’
blah or the laborites’ blah. In one
speech he managed to remind his
listeners of “another bite out of
your pay checks on October 1. ..
heavier war casualties last week
than we have been allowed to
know . . . secret foreign policy
from Yalta to Korea,” etc.

Jake Arvey, head of the local
Democratic machine and the only
politician to comment publicly on
its devastation at the polls, insisted
that defeat was due to “Korean
developments in "the last 3 or 4
days,” with the possibility of war
with Stalinist China looming.

BLAMES KOREAN WAR

Although this certainly was a
factor, other very important caus-
es, produced by the machine itself,
had a most direct bearing. The
election occurred after the Ke-
fauver crime investigation com-
mittee had been devoting consid-
erable attention to the traditional
alliance between Chicago capital-
ist politics and gangsterism. The
Democratic candidate for sheriff
became the natural center of dis-
cussion in terms of local issues,
therefore, especially since during
the immediate preceding period
two unsolved murders had oc-
curred, the victims of which had
been known to be working with
the Kefauver committee and the
Republican candidate for sheriff.

So unfolded the fantastic story
of Captain Daniel Gilbert, popu-
larly known as the “richest cop in
the world.”

For 18 years as chief investiga-
tor for the state attorney’'s office,
charged with producing evidence
against gangsters, Gilbert had
never been able to produce any-
thing to salt away any of the more
notorious criminal characters of
Chicago. Instead, although draw-
ing a pay of $5200 annually in his
post, he filed a $45,000 income tax
in 1949 and is reputed to have
amassed a bankroll of $300.000. In
addition, old timers in the laber
movement remember him for his
outstanding anti-labor- proclivities
in the early formative years of the
CIO in this area.

PAC BACKS COP

To make a long story short, the
press had a field day against Gil-
bert as one of the standard bear-
ers of the corrupt Democratic ma-

chine, While they supported Babb,
an almost unknown Republican
glamor man and former OSS offi-
cer, the local Americans for Dem-
ocratic Action and the CIO-PAC
refused to support any candidate
for sheriff—up until a few days be-
fore the election.

Then the top state CIO-PAC of-
ficialdom overrode their own pre-
vious abstention and came out for
Gilbert over heavy protest from
their rank and file. This so-smart
move did not save Gilbert from
being snowed under by a 377,000
majority!

It would be almost needless to
say that CIO-PAC in this election
was not able to rally active union-
ists in.any significant numbers to-
work for the candidates it sup-
ported, who possessed absolutely
no labor appeal whatever. If only
a microscope, painstakingly ap-
plied, could discover wherein the
leading candidate Lucas was a
“lesser evil” than his opponent,
then surely unionists could not be
expected to take seriously their
leadership’s call to do battle for
lesser lights with enthusiasm.

In the state legislature the Re-
publicans now control both House
and Senate and the labor-liberal-
Demoeratic machine Governor
Steyenson is a captive. With pas-
sage at this election of the much-
needed but entirely inadequate
“gateway” amendments for pos-
sible constitutional revision, it now
appears that a real danger con-
fronting Illinois labor is that new
state sales taxes will be imposed
to finance increased highway and
school expenditures at the expense
of the people generally. Stevenson
has long been a sponsor of such a
state “Fair Deal”!

KORSHAK REJECTED

As a way of showing its “inde-
pendence” from the Democratic
machine the state CIO-PAC had
refused to endorse numerous can-
didates fer minor offices that clut-
ter the ballet. This holdout did not

apply to any of the major contests,
except one.

As readers of LABOR ACTION
will recall, in the past spring the
CIO-PAC ran Willoughby Abner,
UAW official, unsuccessfuly for
state senator against Democratic
hack Marshall Korshak in the
Democratic primary in the 5th Dis-
trict. Abner's PAC organization,
which is the only one of its kind
known to operate on a year-
around basis and composed of
rank-and-file militants in the Ne-
gro wards, was confronted by a de-
mand from state PAC big shots to
endorse Korshak for the fall elec-
tions, since Korshak claimed to be
a full-fledged Fair Dealer and had
now obtained ADA support.

The Abner group steadfastly re-
fused to grant ils endorsement to
Korshak, taking the position that
neither he nor the Republican can-
didate was worthy of the office.
Abner carried this fight into the
state CIO-PAC, where he obtained
a majority for this stand and for
the right of his group to determine

what candidates from his bailiwick

would be endorsed.

To the extent that in this very
limited area an actual fight was
put up to consciously refuse en-
dorsement to a “Fair Dealer,” the"
local labor movement salvaged its
only remnant of honor and showed
the kind of political . judgment

that, when vastly expanded and.-

put into positive terms, can lead to
a new departure for labor's poli-
tics and to a way out of the ter-
rible swamp it now is in.

With the Democratic machine's
prestige now at the lowest ebb in
recent years the big question re-
mains: Will labor now take steps

“to tear its blind leadership from

the fatal embrace of the Demo-
cratic machine and make a start
toward the creation of an indepen-
dent party of labor? Only such a
party could speak for labor and
win the respect of labor and the
small people amid the rising clam-
or of reaction today.
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By PETER WHITNEY

NEW YORK, Nov. 13 — New
York State voters thumbed their
noses at straight party tickets on
election day, They jumped from
line to line on the wvoting ma-
chines in an amazing display of
selectivity, and produced the
winning combination _of
Republican Thomas E. Dewey, re-
elected for governor; Democrat
Herbert H. Lehman, re-elected
for the Senate; and in New York
City, “independent” Vincent R.
Impellitteri, victor over the regu-
lar Democratic-Liberal candidate,
Ferdinand R. Pecora.

. It was the New York City situ-
ation and Impelliteri's sensational
victory which left the city's po-
litical leaders holding their heads.
Impellitteri sailed inte City Hall
without the backing of any major
arty except'a disgruntled faction
of Tammany Hall, and left his chief
opponent over 200,000 votes be-
hind him. Undoubtedly, many Re-
publicans dumped their own can-
didate to vote for him, but sub-
stantial numbers of Democrats and
Liberals deserted to his line also.
And it is this phenomenon which
has led to some deep soul-search-
ing, particularly among the Liberal
Porty supporters.

The Liberal Party strategy of
supporting the Demoecratic ticket
for the three top offices boomer-

.anged heavily against them.

I’uring the campaign, the mut-
terings among the rank and file,
particularly against having to
swallow Lynch and the Tammany
deal involving Pecora, were si-
lenced by the leadership with
promises of how much their in-
fluence and power would be in-
creased by this “smart” deal with
the Democratic Party. The rank
and file was exhorted that this
was a winning combination, and
the Liberal leaders even rashly
predicted a vote of a million on

- ag-the Liberal line. The party faith-

fuls were promised that they
could then write their own ticket
and wouldn’t have to bow down
to anyone.

ASK THEM!

Dut now it is the morning af-
ter, and the sad fact facing the
Liberal Party leadership is that
their vote this year is smaller
than it was in 1949, when the
registration was smaller and
when they were calling upon their
supporters to vote for Democrat
Lehman for senator and Repub-
lican Newbold Morris for mayor.
This year, without such “confu-
sion” in the voting, the Liberals
gave Lehman 305,325 votes as
against 426,675 in 1949,

The membership has the right
to ask David Dubinsky, Alex Rose,
and Adolf Berle: What happened
to over 100,000 votes on the Lib-
eral line? How did we lose them?
Could it be that these voters
looked at the Democratic line and
then at the Liberal line and seeing
no difference for the major state-
wide offices, decided to vote for
the party that was, after all. the

. legitimate party of those candi-

dates?

The Liberal leaders stated, af-
ter the elections, that it was Leh-
man who had really forced this
policy on them. He refused to run
as their candidate unless they
came to an agreement with the
Democrats on the gubernatorial
and mayoralty candidates. And
since their prime objective in the
campaign was to re-elect Leh-
man, they had to accept the Dem-
ocratic candidates. Incidentally,
this should dispose once and for
all their contradictory claim that
they “forced” Tammany to accept
Pecora.

Dubinsky and Rose are, they
insist, practical politicians and
they justify their policies by the
votes that they get. How will the
practical politicians explain a
policy, adopted to strengthen
Lehman’s position, which results
in the exact opposite: a decrease
in Lehman’s vote? This decrease
must also be accounted for in the
light of the weak candidacy of

Hanley whose scandalous letter
of political bribery lost him votes
within his own party, and whose
age and ill health sent him to the
hospital before the campaign was
over,

RODE IN ON "BOSSISM"
Nor can a “reactionary trend”
be given as the reason, not at

least in this case in New York -

State, because an analysis of the
reasons for Impellitteri’s victory
1reveals that healthy and progres-
sive sentiments were exploited to
attain that vietory. He won be-
cause the voters were convinced
that he was not a “bosses’ man”
and that he would clean up the
mess in City Hall. This candi-
date, whose vocabulary up until
the election was restricted to the
word “yes” to any Tammany Hall
demand, ironically enough be-
came the symbol -of the fight
against municipal scandal and
corruption.

He exploited the #remendous
hatred of New Yorkers for politi-
cal bossism and gangster rule, He
promised fo smash racketeer
Frank Costello's influence and end
patronage in government. Every
revelation of graft in the Police
Department, every scandal in the
educational system, he utilized to
further his own candidacy. Thus
we had the spectacle of O'Dwyer's

right-hand man capitalizing on all
the unsavory scandals coming to
light during the election campaign.

How could the Democratic-Lib-
eral candidate Pecora tap this
huge reservoir of progressive
sentiment against bossism and
Tammany Hallism in New York
City? Pecora proclaimed that he
was independent of any bosses,
Lut the simple fact remained that
he was the candidate of the Tam-
many machine. He was silent as
O’Dwyer himself on all the cor-
ruption of Tammany's regime.
What were his protestations of
independence worth when never
once did he attack O'Dwyer’s rec-
ord, nor did he say what he would
do about all of Tammany’s pat-
ronage in City Hall?

Here we have another example
of practical polities at work. In
1949 the Liberal Party had thun-
dered away at Tammany Hall
and its leader, O’'Dwyer. They en-
dorsed Newbold Morris of the Re-
publican Party (after they had
“forced” him on the party, a la
Pecora) and they waged a
thumping campaign for cleaning
out City Hall and getting good
clean government. Even with a
sizable section of the Liberal Par-
ty supporting O’Dwyer in 1949,
the Liberal Party rolled up some
372,000 votes for Morris,

After That “Smart” Liberal - Tammany Deal —

“No Mess of Pottage for the Liberal Party

Comes 1950 and the ranks of
the Liberal Party, whose mem-
cories are a little fresher than
their leaders’, are somewhat em-
barrassed by their new collabo-
rators, the five county bosses of
the Democratic machine. Their
knight in shining armor, their
apostle of good government in
1949, is still around in 1950—
only now Newbold Morris is cam-
paigning vigorously for the Re-
publicans -as the only ones to
clean out Tammany. There just
isnt any gratitude in pelitics.
Who is right about Tammany
Hall in 19507 Just to complete
the picture, another ex-candidate
of the Liberal Party, Dean Al-
fange, agrees with Newbold Mor-
ris and stumps for the Republi-
cans,

Given such unprincipled combi-
nationism, is it any wonder that
the Liberal Party voters register
their disqust by giving Pecora a
vote of 225,000, as against 372,000
for Newbold Morris in 19492 Most
of the difference probably went to
Impellitteri and helped to elect
him. :

Perhaps the Liberal supporters
were recalling the Adolf Berle of
1949: “Tammany Hall is not
merely a Manhattan organiza-
tion. It is a state of mind and a
method of government — a bad

Lahor United Its Forces — for What ?

Taft Beat Nobod

By JOE HAUSER

CLEVELAND, Nov. 13 — The
smashing election victory of

" Ohio’s Senator Robert A, Taft

has rocked the organized and po-
litically united labor movement in
this state. All other candidates
and issues had been subordinated
to the one task of unseating “Mr.
Republican,” the recognized Con-
gressional arch-foe of the unions,
and the election in his stead of
Joe Ferguson, Democratic state
auditor.

The big. question seems to be:
"What happened on election
day?" The United Labor League of
Ohio had accomplished an impor-
tant step in successfully merging
the political forces of the CIO,
AFL, United Mine Workers, and the
independent International Associ-
ation of Machinists. In every com-
munity in the state this new po-
litical alliance made its presence
felt.

The unionists hammered away
at meetings, in the union newspa-
pers, in radio programs, at neigh-
borhood rallies: “Beat Taft!” A
persistent campaign to register
voters was carried on, resulting
in registration figures far above
normal for an off-year election.
With a large vote due, the union
forces were confident of victory.

Election day found the United
Lubor League forces, at least in
the big cities, more in evidence
than the usual Democratic and
Republican  political workers.
Cleveland alone had over 2000
ULL workers getting out the
vote, plus many others sponsored
by individual unions. In addition,
about 30,000 building construe-
tion workers took a holiday to
swell labor’s political forces.

It was generally conceded that
the senatorial race would be
close, although Taft claimed vie-
tory by 100,000 votes and Fergu-
son stated he would win by
250,000. The next day the story.
Taft won by 400,000 votes, roll-
ing up 1,642,537 to his opponent’s
1,211,658, giving him the biggest
majority for any Ohio candidate
in many years. That is why the
guestion uppermost in the minds
of working people was: what
happened?

The first and most evident rea-

'son would appear to be that this

was strictly a negative campaign
on labor’s part, The ULL was
against Taft—period! They sim-
ply could not say very much for
their own candidate or what he
stood for in a positive way. Be-
fore this year Ferguson was un-
heard of in labor, or even liberal,
circles. He was merely an ordi-
nary politician, an ordinary state
office holder, an ordinary figure
in the usually corrupt big-city
Democratic Party machine,

OVERNIGHT EMBRACE

In a wide-open Democratic pri-
mary election to determine the
senatorial candidate, Ferguson
won by virtue of his support by
the official stote Democratic ap-
paratus. The union forces, unwill-
ing to put up their own candidate
or even to come out in favor of
any one primary coniender, were
forced to clasp this nonentity fo
their bosom, and declare him to be
"The Workers' Friend!" Overnight
he was pointed as the staunch
fighter for the underprivileged and
cppressed.

It does appear that the Demo-
crats, having presented this'can-
didate, allowed the United Labor
League to carry the burden of the
campaign. Ferguson's speeches
were prepared for him, and he
read them, monotonously and du-
tifully, whenever necessary. The
ULL even had to hire a speech
professor to guide their man in
this simple task. On rare occasion
Ferguson spoke informally, and
then he usually got in trouble.

Two stories illustrate this
point. Once, speaking impromptt;,
he repeatedly assured his audi-
ence: “When 1 am re-elected
state auditor . . .,” as if the poor
fellow couldn’t get out of the safe
rut he had occupied for so many
years. On another occasion when
his guard was down, Ferguson
was asked by a farm audience for
his views on the Brannan plan.
His answer was: he didn’t know
what the plan was about, but if
elected he would then study it,
and if it was in the farmers’ in-
terests he would support it, and
if mot he would oppose it. No
wonder his backers avoided any
debate between the candidates!

Lacking a past record to point -

best of the fact that he came
from a poor family, worked his
way through school, and raised
a large number of children.
There just was nothing more to
say for the man. As a result it
was a common thing to hear at
union meetings, “Let’s not even
think about Ferguson, our job is
to defeat Taft.” And this was
precisely the weakest part of the
campaign.

GOP RODE THE TIDE

What little was mentioned about
the program was simply in support
of the Truman administration.
Nothing more, nothing worthy of
a "labor candidate.” This tie-up
with Truman brings up what may
have been the second factor in
Taft's favor, There seems to have
been a definite Republican trend
in Ohio as apparently throughout
the country, probably reflecting
dissatisfaction with both the for-
eign and domestic policies of the
national administration. The swing
in Ohio was definitely Republican.

Lausche, a Democrat, won the

governorship, but he was known
for his admiration for Taft and

" his eoolness to the unions and Fair

Dealers. Half the state officers
elected were Republicans, and
this party won overwhelming ma-
jorities in both houses of the
Ohio legislature, taking at least
27 seats out of 33 in the Senate
and at least 96 out of 135 in the
Assembly.

Another factor was the press.
Virtually  every daily paper in
the state was for Taft, and they
poured on the propaganda for
their man. They boosted Taft as
a real leader, a man of integrity,
a great thinker and planner, vi-
tally needed in this hour of na-
tional crisis. And of course they
had no trouble depicting Fergu-
son as the little man he was.
These papers made a big issue
about the labor forces taking over
Ferguson’s campaign, and claim-
ed that the union “dictators”
were trying to force their mem-
bers to vote against Taft against
their will,

This scare campaign against
“union boss” domination served
to bring out a very high vote in
the middle- and upper-class dis-

one and we are against it. . . .
You cannot build a liberal pro-
gram on a district leader system
or on a basis of crass and sordid
political deals.” Those words
were more prophetic than Berle
suspected and they have come
home to roost in 1950.

The cast of Walter Lynch is
still another example of the curi-
ous method of practical politi-
cians to attain their ends. They
say that they want to have lib-
eral-minded legislators, but it
would be difficult. to stretch
Lynch into this pattern. Lynch,
regarded as the spokesman for
Paving Block Ed Flynn of the
Bronx in the House of Represen-
tatives, voted for the loan to
Franco and for the MecCarran
Bill, both measures heartily at-
tacked by liberals. These incon-
venient faets, of course, were
never revealed to the Liberal
Party ranks in all the long de-
scriptions of Lynech’s “perfect”
voting record in Congress. Lynch
was part of the package deal
which the ' Libera]l leaders had
made and they swallowed him.

NO PLUMS FOR LIBERALS

What did the Liberals hope to
get in return? As one commenta-
tor in the New Republic put it:
“A Supreme Court designation

(Continued on page 7)

amed Ferguson

to, Ferguson had to make the

tricts. There is no doubt either

‘that Ohio’s large farm popula-

tion, normally Republican, really
turned out in volume to help

Taft.

WHAT NEXT?

An. added factor which might
have had some effect was the in-
troduction of the office-type bal-
lot for the first time in Ohio. This
ballot lists candidates by office, in
irregular party order, and thus
prevents easy straight-slate vot-
ing. This encouragement to vote
split tickets might have strength-
ened Taft’s chances among many
who would otherwise have voted
straight Democratic.

For whatever reason, it is ap-
parent that all working people
‘did not vote against Taft. Cuya-
hoga County, containing Cleve-
‘land and its suburbs, certainly a
heavily industrialized and union-
ized area, gave Taft 20,000 votes
over his rival. Practically all
other counties in the state fa-
vored Taft, with the exception of
some of the coal-mining areas.
The coal miners’ experiences with
the Taft-Hartley Law was prob-
ably responsible for this.

Now that the election is over,
what next? The top officials of the
United Labor League have no ex-
planation, other than that they
were out-voted. They say, now at
least, that they do not intend to
break up their political merger,
and as a matter of fact, have al-
ready declared their goal for 1952
as the defeat of Ohio’s second re-
actionary senator, John W. Brick-
er. Up to the present they have
the same negative approach on
how to do this.

The failure to lick Taft is
bound to have some reaction. To
some it will indicate the error of
labor’s entry into the political
field. Others, we hope, will see in-
stead that the error was net in
going into polities but in servile
support to old parties and old-
party politicians. Now is the
time to start talking of the need
for an independent labor candi-
date against Bricker in 52, to
give the workers a candidate of
their own, a program of their
own, and to turn the United La- -
bor League into an independent
Labor Party.
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The
ISL Program
in Brief

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

Capitalism cannot be reformed or
liberalized, by any Fair Deal or other
deal, so as to give the people freedom,
abundance, security or peace. It must
be abolished and replaced by a new
social system, in which the people own
and control the basic sectors of the
economy, democratically controlling
their own economic and political des-
tinies. :

Stalinism, in Russia and wherever it

holds power, is a brutal totalitarian-

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

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

The ISL, as a Marxist movement,
looks to the working class and its ever-
present struggle as the basic progres-
sive force in society. The ISL is organ-
ized to spread the ideas of socialism in
the labor movement and among all
other sections of the people.

At the same time, Independent So-
-calists participate actively in every
struggle to better the people’s lot now
—such as the fight for higher living
standards, against Jim Crow and anti-
Semitism, in defense of civil liberties
and the trade-union movement. We
seek to join together with all other
militants in the labor movement as a
left force working for the formation
of an independent labor party and
other progressive policies.

The fight for democracy and the

fight for socialism are inseparable.

There can be no lasting and genuine
democracy -without socialism, and

, there can be no socialism without de-
: mocracy. To enroll under this banner,
join the Independent Socialist League!

¢ INTERESTED?

- Gef
acquainted
with the
Independent
Socialist League—

4 Court Square

Long Island City 1

New York

0O I want more information about the

ideas of Independent Socialism and
the ISL.

0O I want to join the ISL.
NAME ...
Address
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Senator McCarthy Moves into the Labs_

By CARL DARTON

The McCarran Act of 1950 is now law, the Subversive Activities
Control Board has been named, and the last day for “Communist”
and “Communist Front” organizations to register voluntarily has
passed, Since no organization has stepped forward to put its head on
the block, the next step is up to the Justice Department which is to
cite certain groups to the board.

I+ is unlikely that any scientific organization will be placed in the
docket but scientists should bear in mind that Republican Senator Joseph
McCarthy recently branded the staid Association for the Advancement

of Science as an "unorganized, apathetic, and indifferent" group domi-

nated by “a small clique” of Communist fellow travelers, and also
characterized the Federation of American Scientists as an “erganization
heavily infiltrated with Communist fellow fravelers,"”

The act provides that hearings will be held to permit the accused
oreanizations the right of trial before they are reported subversive.
Whether such proceedings will include a fair hearing or be a witch-
hunt and a farce remains to be seen. Certainly the government’s rec-
ord in administering security clearances and loyalty hearings, par-
ticularly in connection with the attorney general’s notorious blacklist,
gives little hope for fair treatment.

The importance of fair legal procedures in such loyalty and sub-
versive investigations is stressed in Walter Gellhorn’s Security, Loy-
alty, and Seience, reviewed in this column on October 23. He warns
that a mockery can be m%de of democracy. Indeed, the type of justice
which can be expected in Washington today is indicated in the “off
the record” comment of one official who is guoted by Gellhorn as say-

"ing: “It is far better that nine innocent men should suffer than one

guilty man remain unconvicted.”

A review of the government's past doubtful legal procedures, as out-
lined by such a legal authority as Gellhorn, is of interest. Where hear-
ings have been permitted on "loyalty” cases in the past the defendant
has been put o every disadvantage, often not even being given ad-
vance notice of the exact charges. As Gellhorn says: "It is vain to give

-a man his day in court if he has no opportunity to prepare for it. Te

commence a frial without first giving reasonably precise information
concerning the matter that is to be heard is to. mock the 'due process
of law' which fradifion and constitution alike demand in this country.”

Furthermore, charges are often so vague and broad as to be mean-
ingless. Many times no evidence is produced and in fact the charges
often are the only “evidence.”

"Fact-Finding" on a Scientist

Trial by hearsay and gossip has again been introduced in Ameri-
can justice. One of the most effective instruments in ensuring justice
is the procedure of confrontation, cross:examination and rebuttal. This
is impossible when charges rest upon the unrevealed testimony of
undisclosed informants. Another traditional guarantee of justice is
that.not only the findings and decisions but also the reasons for the
conclusions be written. But the “fact finders” in loyalty and personnel
security proceedings have failed, almost uniformly, to make their
findings known and have failed to prepare opinions which illuminate
the decision. Actually the Loyalty Review Board has forbidden the
preparation of findings and explanations.

The case of one nuclear scientist before the Security Review Board .

of the Atomic Energy Commission is of extreme interest. As reviewed
by Gellhorn, the original c¢harges were that the scientist had read

left-wing publications and that certain of his relatives by marriage

had been reported to be Communist sympathizers. During the hearing
the defendant’s opinions on the following matters were investigated:

(1) The cooperative movement and state ownership of property.

(2) The capitalistic form of enterprise in the United States.

(3) The efficiency of the Truman administration.

(4) Racial injustice.

(5) His father's participation in labor-union affairs.

The formal charges against the scientist were -almost neglected,

The Gellhorn book has bred new evidence to support its own thesis.
Editorial comment on Security, Loyalty, and Science in the October
24 issue of the F. A. 8. Newsletter refers again to the infamous
Senator Joe: “MeCarthy regards the book as confirming all his pre-
vious fears about Communist infiltration of the scientific fraternity
in the face of incredible naiveté on the part of leaders of American
science. He dismisses Prof. Gellhorn as a ‘well-known enemy of the
House Committee on Un-American Activities.””

In the atmosphere of Washington today, where the talk of fighting

_ totalitarianism abroad leads to its increase at home, the workers need
to be wary and on guard against curtailment of their democratice

rights. Above all they should realize that for their own interests they
cannot be aloof to the apparent academic problems of the scientists,
not even to the question of the legal rights of the Stalinists.
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"WHY | WON"—"WHY | LOST": Interviews with
candidates. (U. S. News and World Report, Nov.
17.)

By telephone and telegraph, tBe editors of
U. S. News asked 200 prominent candidates what
factors determined the outcome of their contests.
They conclude from the replies that the issues
stacked up as follows in importance, as seen
through the eyes of the candidates themselves:

(1) “Coddling of Communists” by the admin-

istration.

(2) Adminstration foreign policy.

(3) The “war and its irritations.”

(4) Spending and taxes.

“Labor-leader interference” and “socialism” got
many mentions from the Republicans and figured
next. '

Taft's reply to the quiz concluded that “I would
say that it’s a vote of lack of confidence in the
administration’s foreign policy primarily.” Sen-

ng. from. £

t place. Nixon, who beat Helen Gaha-
in California for the senatoria seat,
ssue of the administration’s foreign
he Far' East.”

the- Democrats interviewed, Elbert
ho failed of re-election to:the Senate

foreign policy and that our boys are fighting in
Korea use of the bungling that Truman and
ad done.” Which would seem to be

dorsed his opponent but chortled that
split up all over the lot.”
les in this issue for comment.

INDIA TODAY UNDER

By JAMES M. FENWICK

Sinee the end of World War II India has barely
met the minimal qualifications of newsworthiness
as established by the big press of the United States.
That is to say, India has not yet demohstratively
become a country in contest between the United
States and Russia, as have China, Korea, and Indo-
China. Very little news concerning the Indian scene
has therefore appeared in the press. Consequently,
even the most informed section of the general pub-
lic is only very vaguely aware of what is ocecurring
there.

The socialist movement also suffers from this
ignorance. Fortunately, however, the means are at
hand for the overcoming of this disability. We re-
fer to Janate, a 16-page weekly tabloid in English
put out by the Socialist Party of I'ndia. It is cexr-
tainly the most interesting socialist paper we have
seen come out of the colonial world in recent years
and, along with the Spanish bi-weekly La Batalla
[Struggle], organ of the POUM, and Vpered [For-
ward] the review of the Ukrainian socialist resist-
ance movement, is one of the very few outstanding
working-class papers being published anywhere in
the world today. .

Broadly speaking, the Indian Socialist Party
adheres to a Third Camp position and is well to
the left of any other socialist party we are ac-

quainted with. Prior to discussing the Indian .
Socialist Party, however, it seems useful to out-

line the post-war development of India and the
current status of that country, against the back-
ground of which the policy of the party can be seen
more sharply. Our source, again, is the plentiful
and concrete data contained in recent issues of

.. Janata.

CONGRESS RENEGED ON PROGRAM

With the liberation of India from England in
1947 the representatives of the native bourgeoisie
equipped within the Indian Congress Party took
over power.

In order to hold its mass base the Congress had,
during the 30's developed a radical program. “It's
dominant tone,” states a Foreign Policy Report re-
printed in Janata, “was radical, egalitarian and
socialistic. For the peasantry, the Congress de-
manded sweeping changes in the land system,
alleviation of rural unemployment, and rising
standards of living.

“In the cities, it called for rapid, broad develop-
ment of diversified industries. To prevent the emerg-
ence of an oligarchy of great wealth it called for
public ownership of key industries and services.

. And to carry through its whole program properly,

the Congress advocated comprehensive govern-
mental planning of economic life so as to assure
the best allocation of resources for a ficher and
fuller life for the masses in the New- India.”

Once in power it did not take long Yor the Con-
gress Party to reveal its essential character, It is
true that, among many other things, it promulgated
a relatively democratic constitution, but the aspecis
of its program which could be designated as social-
ist. not to speak of many which were simply pro-
gressive, were never implemented.

The nationalization -program was shelved in
April 1948 “by the declaration of the government's
new policy which laid down its intention to have a
controlled economy or mixed economy, ‘in which
private enterprise was never to be nationalized for
the sake of nationalization.’”

“"The peasants,” says Indra Sen in a neat sum-
mary of the Congress record, “also have a similar
tale to tell. No past pledge in regard to them has
been kept by the Congress-in-power. The zamindary
[landlord system]} is not abolished; uneconomic
holdings are not exempted from rent or land tax;
forced labor still continues; feudal dues and levies

. have not ‘been stopped; temures have not =been
fixed; rural debt has not been liquidated; eject---

LTSS

NEHRU'S NATIVT CAPITALISM IN POWER

ment ha$ not stopped; living wages and suitable
working leonditions for agricultural workers have
not heeniprovided for.”

rtiiton of the country which, in ereating
Pakistan, it was hoped would dampen communal
(veligious) strife, has accentuated it. Millions of
refugees ;fan the flames of hatred between Pakistan
and India. Trade between the two states has vir-
tually ceased as a consequence of the partition and
of the failure of Pakistan to devaluate the rupee
after India had done so. To the economic stresses
thus induced has been added the burden of the war
machine established as a result of the Kashmir con-
troversy, which has cost $500 million up to 1950.
The weight of all this falls upon the poor, for the
government tax program net unnaturally favors
the fabulously rich native capitalist class.

SP FIGHTING THE TREND

The current statistics speak for themselves:
“The cost of living is spiraling up every month.
In Bombay, for instance, the working-class cost-
of-livingyindex has jumped up from 265 in 1947
to nearb300 in August 1950.”

®2n notes™The real income of the average peas-
ant has fallen as can be gauged from the results of
the enquiry instituted by the U. P. [United Provincesl]
government.The enquiry revealed that 60 per cent

. of the village populatien go with one meal a day for

six months:in the year."

There is starvation in Bihar province and else-
where in the country. A report by Jayaprakash
Narayan, a prominent leader of the Socialist Party,
made on; the basis of a trip to afflicted areas in
Bihar concludes:. “Finally, it is a matter of great
pity that ministerial pronouncements have so far
been extremely light-hearted and complacent.”

“Last year industrial production was short by
6 points as compared with the previous year. The
production of almost all the consumer goods in the
first five/months of the year is even lower than in
the corresponding period last year.” Profits, how-
ever, have increased. “Last year, the net profit of
478 concerns, representing coal, cotton textile, en-
gineering; jute textile, sugar, tea and miscellaneous
industries 'showed an increase of 22 per cent over
the net profits of 1948.” Capital formation, de-

. cisive fof the development of a country like India,

is dragging miserably.

In regard to labor: “A minimum wage has not
been fixéd. The hours and conditions of work re-
main jwi ‘#ey were before the war. There is no
proviston! old-age pension or unemployment in-
‘surance. The right to strike has been virtually
eliminatei:!. The right to unionize is heavily circum-

-scribed By the open and brazen support of the

government lent to the INTUC [Indian National
Trade Union Congress].” -

As a result of the enumerafed conditions it is
hardly sutprising that in spite. of all obstacles there
have beem: exiensive sirikes, student actions, hunger
marches, .and variously motivated protest demon-
strations $hrougheut India, all of which has received
the most ,E_iqgurdl.y notice in the metropolitan press
of this country.

The beldest of these was an SP-led strike of
225,000 fextile workers in Bombay which began
in mid-Amgust and was starved out two months
later aftér a magnificent display of solidarity in

* the face of extreme government brutality. By the
end of ‘Atigust over a thousand SP members were -
" in jail th';qughou’t India for their activities in the

yvements,
_ It isithe polities of  these militants which we
amine next week.
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The Drives Behind Tito’s 'Decentralization’

By HAL DRAPER

On the relations between the Stalinist state and its own bureaucracy,
which has been. the. subject of the last two articles, one last and very
important point remains. This point is also closely bound up with the.
Titoists’ boasts about democratization of the regime via decentraliza-
tion and workers’ councils. '

Economically, Titoist “decentralization” has taken the form of

‘decrees putting the industrial complexes under the control of the

several governments of the constituent republies rather than under
the administration of the central national (federal) apparatus. We

discussed this in the February 20 issue of LABOR ACTION and-

find nothing to add or subtract here.
Polltica_lly, the Titoists represent as “decentralization” the assign-
ment of wider powers to the organs of government below the federal

" lJevel—the governments of the republics (Serbia, Croatia, etc.) and

the local People’s Committees. ’

As we shall see, there is a definite and real purpose behind such
steps. thtt is demagogic and phony about them is only this: the
accompanying propaganda claim that they have anything to do with
democratization.

_ As a matter of fact, the propaganda claims go further than that.
Tito, in one of his most highly publicized speeches of the year, pre-
sented his decentralization as heralding the withering away of the
Yugoslav state “as an instrument of coercion”! This nonsense is not
worth discussing. Neither are the Yugoslav dithyrambs about how the
new measures mean the elimination of all “remote control” from the
factories. If this means anything at all—and it doesn’t—it would

‘mean the end of economic planning.

. With regard to both economic and political decentralization, there
1s only one consideration necessary to puncture the balloon: As long
as the political authority—the monolithie-totalitarian control through
the Communist Party and the secret police—remains what it is, any
technical measures assigning subordinate spheres of authority can
only be administrative devices and nothing else. And of such, all the
Stalinist states have a plentiful number, all directed at achieving the
greatest efficiency within the bureaucratic framework, all designed
to exorcize the bureaucratic devil, all inviting greater “initiative”

from the masses, eVt e |
The Fiction of Local Autonomy

The Yugoslav leaders took pains to point out this elementary
fact themselves at the very moment of announcing the latest stride
toward ‘fdemucracy" through political decentralization—the law of
1949 assigning wider powers to the Peoples Committees (local gov-
ernments). This is in the “great document” of Kardelj’s entitled
On People’s Democracy in Yugoslavia, dealing with that law.

; Afté:r all the necessary hosannas to new-type democracy, etc., he
stressed: -

“In this sense [the principle of unity-of-authorityl, in our country
there is no difference in principle between the central and local political
organs. Both are organs of the same authority. . . . Both carry out their
tasks on the basis of the same principles within the framework of their
competence. . . ." [Page 53.1

And again: .

" “Since, in our counfry, all authority, on the central and local levels,
is in the hands of the working people, since, therefore, the entire state
system is a reflection of poeple’s self-government, no difference in prin-
ciple can exist between the control and local ergans of government.
Each organ carries out its respective tasks in the name of the same
unified people’s authority, and the law fixes their respective power on
the basis of democratic centralism. Under our system it is erroneous
to make a distinction between the local and central organs of govern-
ment. . . ." [Page 62.]1

- No doubt! But if, under the Tito-Stalinist system, “it is erroneous
to make a distinction between the local and central organs of govern-
ment,” since both and all organs of this totalitarian government axe
arms of “the same unified people’s authority,” how does the transfer
of this-or-that jurisdictional competence add or subtract one whit of
democracy? Yet somehow the pro-Titoists swallow each and every
absurdity handed out via the Tanjug Agency.

The showpiece of Yugoslav “decentralization,” in addition to the
Peo‘ple’s Committee, is the so-called autonomy of the constitutent
national republics: Serbia, Croatia, Montenegro, Macedonia, Bosnia-
Herzegovina and Slovenia. These, to be sure, have their own govern-

mental apparatuses, just as the states of the U, S. have their separate -

state governments. Compared with a Yugoslav republic, however, an
American state is a free-wheeling sovereign body.

The federal constitution leaves few shreds of republican autonomy
after Articles 131, 132 and 133 are read: ,

"In matters within federal competence [which means: everythingl
the federal government has the right fo suspend the acts of the gov-
ernment of a republic and abolish the acts of the ministers of a republic
if they are not in conformity with the federal Constitution, the Consti-
tution of the republic, the federal lows, the laws of the republic, the
regulations, instructions and orders of the federal government, or the
rules, orders and instructions of a member of the federal government.
Under the same conditions the members of the federal government have
the right to suspend the acts of the ministers of the republic."

One would think that after that, only a paid employee of the
Yugoslav press bureau could manage to write about “republican
autonomy.” But it is not all:
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“Illegal and irregular acts of People’s Committees of lower rank”
can be_ annulled or abolished by any of the higher bodies up to the
republic’s presidium. Similar acts of the Executive Committees of
Peop_]e's‘ Committees can be annulled by the higher bodies, including
any individual minister in the government of a republic. “The Execu-
tive Committees of People’s Committees of higher rank have the sameo
1‘1ghts'tOWard Executive Committees of lower ‘rank,” Any People’s
Commlt‘tee of lower rank or its Executive Committee ean be dissolved
by a higher-rank People’s Committee or by higher bodies up to a
republic’s presidium, which then can order new elections.

I%ut these constitutional precautions against mavericks—while
making perfectly transparent the farce of republican “autonomy”—
are, ai_'ter all, only emergency reserves. The first line of defense in the
monolithic state is the all-pervading straitjacket of the ruling party
and the all-powerful secret police. The Tito regime could abolish
every one of the above constitutional jokers without impairing by
one vyhlt the monolithic structure—which does not depend upon any
constitutional provision, any more than it does in Russia.

A one-sentence press report over the Belgrade radio speaks louder
about_ th(_e Yugoslav governmental setup than all the provisions of the
constitutions plus all the Tanjug handouts:

"SARAJEVO—a Four-year administrative secondary scheol for fu-
ture members of the People's Committees has been opened by the legis-
lative commitiee of the Presidium of the Govrnment of the People's
Republic of Bosnia-Herzegovina." [February 5.1

. The ad\_rantag'es of the Stalinist system are obvious: you can effi-
ciently train a “people’s representative’” for his duties before he is
elected—or even nominated.

[ ]
"Workers' Control' under Stalinism

What then is the real role—within the framework of Tito-Stalinism

Tof “decent?alization” and similar measures? Administrative effi-
ciency, we said in general. This much is true not only for Yugoslavia
but glso for the more firmly and longer established Stalinism of
Eu_ssra. The particular form of the Yugoslav measures is, however, de-
cisively conditioned by a consideration which no longer applies 1o
Russia.
_ _As in the case of so much else, it was pointed out by Trotsky’s
insight into the workings of Stalinism, in spite of his false “workers’
state” theory. Trotsky is writing after Russia’s overrunning of Fin-
land at the beginning of the Second World War: '

"In the USSR workers' control is a stage long ago completed. From
control over the bourgeoisie there they passed fo management of naticn-
alized production. From the manaogement of workers—to the command
of the burequcracy. NEW WORKERS' CONTROL WOULD NOT SIGNIFY
CONTROL OVER THE BUREAUCRACY. This cannot be established excep?
as the result of a successful uprising against the bureaucracy. In Finland,
workers' confrol still signifies nothing more than crowding out the
native bourgeoisie, whose place the bureaucracy proposes o take,
Furthermore, one should not think that the Kremlin is so stupid as %o
attempt ruling eastern Poland or Finland by means of imported com-
missars. OF GREATEST URGENCY TO THE KREMLIN IS THE EXTRAC.
TION OF A NEW ADMINISTRATIVE APPARATUS FROM AMONG THE
TOILING POPULATION OF THE OCCUPIED AREAS. This task can be
solved only in several stages. THE FIRST STAGE IS THE PEASANT COM-
MITTEES OF WORKERS' CONTROL." [In Defense of Marxism, page 136,
My emphasis.] .

“T_kg extraction of a mew administrative apparatus from among
the toiling population”—this is an urgent problem of thé Tito regime,
a hundred times more urgent than it was for the Kremlin in the case
Trotsky is discussing above. All the differences between the two cases
merely underline this. _

Tito's Desperate Urgency | l

_ For Stalin to attempt to rule one of his satrapies “by means of
imported commissars” would be, in Trotsky’s opinion, “stupid.” He is
perfectly right, of course—provided Stalin has an alternative to doing
so at any given time and place. The fact is, however, that.the satellite
states are crawling with imported commissars today—Marshal Rokos-
sovsl'{:y:, the Kremlin’s gift to Poland, at their head. It is not Stalin’s
si'.uprdlty which has made this necessary. But Trotsky is still essen-
tnally correct on the point even today: one of the important tasks of
t?:e imported commissars is precisely to “extract a new administra-
tive apparatus from among the toiling population.” '

fk hundred times more so for Tito—who cannot even temporarily
fill in with “imported commissars” as a stand-by for a native bureau-
cracy.

To see how Stalinism today bends its efforts to extract its new
bureaucracy from among workers’ elements, we recommend to our
readers the illuminating articles by Benno Sarel on Eastern Germany.
today, in recent issues of LABOR ACTION. AR of the new Stalinist
states face the problem, but in none of them does the problem have
the desperate urgency that it has in the Stalinist state which has
broken with Moscow domination, Yugoslavia. ’

We cannot therefore simply EQUATE the present-day developmenis
in Yugoslavia with developments in the Moscow-Stalinist world, as we
have poinfed out before; this would in fact miss the whole point of the
specific drives of NATIONAL-Stalinism. It would, indeed, be the simple
obverse of pro-Titoism, which converts these specific features into a
"break with Stalinism."

Te drive behind the Yugoslavia regime’s need to exiract a new
bureaucratic apparatus out of the toiling population exists simply be-
cause the regime is mew, in the first place, and in the second place
because the regime has broken with Moscow. (This second consider-
ation subdivides, in turn, into two parts: it means that Belgrade can-
not use imported commissars as pinch-hitters, and it means that it
needs an especially reliable cadre of bureaucrats who will be unsus-
(ﬁgtib!e to Cominform pressure.) .

In addition, the need is exacerbated by two other factors: (3) The
backwardness and low cultural level of the country as a whole, which
means that potential administrators have a much greater distance
through which they have to be “extracted”: and (4) the fact that
Tito’s present cadre is loaded with unsavory, corrupt, opportumist
(even from Tito’s view), careerist and generally suspect elements of
every description—the best proof of this being Tito’s speech ta the
Third Congress of the People’s Front on April 9, 1949.

3 All that we have been discussing in this and the last two articles:
is what lies behind the creation of the “workers’ councils® in: Titoland.

(Next-week: Tito's Workers' Councils.)
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Brazil's Ex-Dictator Comes Back to Power —

Vargas” Victory Is Loaded with Dynamite! -

By V. F. MADEIRA

RIO DE JANEIRO, October—The Brazilian general election, held on
October 3, brought overwhelming victory to the movement led by ex-
dictator Getulio Vargas, who won the presidency of the republic.
Vargas’ party, demagogically called the “Labor Party,” will also
have a large majority in the federal Congress as well as in the state
and city legislatures of the big cities. The state governors were, most
of them, elected with Vargas’ support and those who were not backed
by him belong to the same government party—that is, they formed the
right wing of the Vargas dictatorship (1937-1945) and will tend to

unite with him.

In present-day Brazilian politics, it is important to understand that

large sections of the masses, es-
pecially in the industrial areas,
have passed beyond the tradition-
al bourgeois political framework
in their development; but their
ideological development is very
low and they are completely un-
organized. They simply expect
that a vote for Vargas, the
“Father of the Poor,” will give
them higher wages and lower
prices.

This is so because most of the
industrial working class devel-
oped during the period of Vargas’
dictatorship, with its socialist
demagogy. Although Vargas de-
stroyed the independent politieal
and trade-union organizations of
the workers, his regime produced
a series of *“social laws.” The
sound parts of these laws were
the achievement of the labor
movement which Vargas de-
stroyed. The rest was a mere
translation into Portuguese of
Mussolini’s “Charter of Labor.”

BROKE PRECEDENT

Vargas’ brand of ‘laborism”
also won the support of some sec-
tors of the industrial bourgeoisie,
as well as of some plebian ele-
ments who had participated in
the state apparatus of his die-
tatorship, and all sorts of petty-

bourgeois adventures who want-
ed to win a seat in the Congress
by attaching themselves to Var-
gas’ bandwagon.

The conservative forces and
Brazil’s ruling classes failed to
present a united front before the
Vargas movement; it was split
between Eduardo Gomes of the
“Democratic Union” and Cristi-
ano Machado, the official candi-
date put forward by the Dutra
‘government.

Vargas' victory means that,
for the first time in Brazil, an
cpposition candidate has defeated
one sponsored by the government
at the national level, even though
it is a Brazilian proverb that “‘the
government never loses an elee-
tion.” Although they did not un-
derstand that Vargas may be
worse for them even than his ri-
vals, the workers felt that they
could not vote for openly conserv-
ative politicians or the impotent
liberals.

They voted against the govern-
ment, against most of the state
camarillas, against low wages and
high prices, against the generals
who opposed Vargas' return o
power, against the employers who
spent millions on behalf of Macha-

do, against the church which had
condemned Vargas' vice-presiden-
tial candidate.

Nevertheless, it is certain-that
Vargas will make his peace with
the conservative forces and re-
group them behind him, and that
the people will break with Var-
gasism, moving to the left.

DISILLUSIONMENT AHEAD

Conditions do not give Vargas
room for an industrialization
drive, social-demagogical conces-
sions or nationalist opposition to
U. 8. imperialism—the policies
which could maintain his prestige
with the masses, but which would
raise a strong rightist opposition
and lead Brazilian economy into
a crisis. .

There are increasing signs of
Vargas’ change of front, His sup-
porting press already openly
talks of a coalition government
and “pacification” in < Brazilian
politics. He and Dutra have ex-
changed messages and the gener-
als have pledged their support.
Besides, the Vargas party does
not have a cadre capable of staf-
fing the government by itself,

The ruling classes will be glad
to make a bloc with him, once sure
that Vargas is "safe.” The threat
of a new dictatorship by Vargas
will thus arise, after his "populist”
stage is past and he disillusions
those who supported him with high
hopes. His working-class following
expect miracles which the new
president cannot carry out under
the conditions of Brazil's weak
economy. Brazilian "populism” will
run into a deep crisis, with a wave
of strikes and demands. Vargasist
illusions are bound to be de-
stroyed,

Vargas-Peron Axis Looms in S.A
Profiting by Anti-Yankee’ Feeling

By JUAN REY

SANTIAGO, October—With the election of Vargas to the presidency,
the Brazilian masses openly repudiated not only the official candidate
of the Dutra government, Cristiano Machado, but also the representa-
tive of the National Democratic Union, Gomes, who likes to call him-
self the “candidate of democracy.” The reason is that the people con-
sidered both Machado and Gomes as in the same political camp. In
reality, Dutra could not have governed without the political support
of the NDU, of Gomes, who was in opposition only in words.

The whole weight of the Dutra government could not down Vargas,
with his demagogic “labor” program, his slogan of industrialization,
his “opposition” to imperialism. The industrial bourgeoisie, the large

majority of the middle class and
a large section of the backward
proletariat voted for the ex-die-
tator. Dutra, Gomes and Machado
bore the burden of the high
prices, the post-war crisis, infla-
tion and the U. 8. policy of ex-
ploitation. The wartime prosper-
ity during his previous regime,
industrialization, and his “social”
program were all chalked up for
Vargas.

The repercussions of Vargas’
victory not only in Brazil but also
in all of Latin America will per-
haps be greater tham Washington
thinks. Yargas and Argentina's dic-
tator Peron will form a solid bloc
in South America which will be
able to attract all the other coun-
tries and impose its line on all
sections.

The second result will be the
strengthening of the Peron re-
gime in Argentina, which has
been tottering and has been in
hot water with growing opposi-
tion from both labor and the

bourgeoisie. Now Peron acquires
a powerful friend and can hope

for g bit*more tranquillity at "'

home, while preparing for expan-
sion into the neighboring coun-
tries, especially into Bolivia,
Paragudy and Chile. The Argen-
tine opposition has been set back
more in Rio de Janeiro than in
Buenos Aires. -

YARGAS-PERON AXIS

Thus there ‘has been establish-
ed a rather strong center of
political reaction in South Amer-
ica, based on the two most power-
ful countries. This coneentrztion
has no center of attraction such
as Nazi Germany constitued—or
such as Russia could constitute,
since the dictators know very
well how risky it would be to bet
on Stalin’s horse. But even so,
with their own forces alone, they
could give a lot of trouble to the
State Department and the big

(Continued on next page)

‘Socialism an

By Y. F. MADEIRA -

RIO DE JANEIRO, October—In the recent election in Brazil, the
left wing of the Brazilian Socialist Party was successful in forcing
the party to put up a candidate of its own. The special convention of
the party, held June 28-30, launched the candidacy of Joao Mangabeira,
the party’s president, as the standard bearer of socialist independence.

But the SP's leadership and right wing succeeded in hampering the
socialist campaign. First, they did not follow the policy laid down by
the convention, limiting the socialist presidential campaign to a pla-
tonic protest against the agreement between the “liberal” candidate
Gomes and the Integralistas (Brazilan fascists).

The socialist candidate did not even make a political tour through

the country and did not speak
in a single public meeting. The
right-wingers preferred political
suicide for fear that the party
might get out of its groove and
cive birth to a real mass move-
ment. They did not even issue the
central organ of the party, for
fear that it might fall into the
hands of “Trotskyists.” [This re-
fers to the former Vanguardia
Socialista group, which has brok-
en with the Fourth International
Trotskyists—Ed)] They said not
a single word about the Stalin-
ists’ trend toward insurrection,
because many a ‘“socialist” ex-
pected that the outlawed Stalin-
ists would vote SP.

ANl the socialist publications
jssued during the campaign were
put out by sections of groups of
the party, like the newspaper
Folha Socialista. As a result, the
SP was unable to elect a single
representative to Congress.

CP MOVES TO PUTSCH

Given inevitable disillusion-
ment.. with Vargas among the
masses, and in view. of the mani-
fold weaknesses of the Socialist
Party, it is unfortunately true
that.-the Stalinists are likely to
be the heirs. Luis Carlos Prestes,
the Stalinist leader, is nearly as
popular as Vargas himself.

The Brazilian CP used to be
the strongest CP in South Amer-
ica. Although its membership has
greatly declined, it is still very
active; and the slime of Brazilian
politics provide good opportun-
ities for the Stalinists. Besides,
although the CP is outlawed, it

still maintains a legal pyess; it
issues daily papers in the big
towns, a “theoretical magazine,”
etc., even a Portuguese edition of
the Cominform organ. And it will
elect representatives of its own
to Congress through infiltration
into small parties.

It is likely that Vargas will sup-

press the Stalinists among his first-

steps. For one thing he will thus
be able to prove to the conserva-
tive elements and to the U. S, that
he is "safe.”" At this time of writ-
ing the political police (created
by Vargas and maintained by
Dutra) are on an intensive man-
hunt for Prestes, since he issued a
call for an insurrection.

The CP is following an insur-
rectional policy which could lead
directly to an adventuristic up-
rising as soon as Russia needs
an armed struggle at Washing-
ton’s back door in South America.
Last August Prestes issued a
manifesto emphasizing that “the
revolutionary way"” is the only

cne which can resolve Brazil's’

problems. He demanded a “Na-
‘tional Liberation Front” te do
for Brazil what the Stalinists
have done in East Europe and
Asia. He clearly put forward
armed insurrection as the CP’s
perspective.

BRIDGE TO AFRICA

Brazil’s northeast region is a
key to the control of South Amer-
ica and points straight to Africa.
It was widely used by the U, S.
air force and navy in the Second
World War. The Stalinists would

d Stalinism in B

like very much to make a dent
on U. 8. interests in that era. The
semi-colonial conditions which
prevail there give them excellent
opportunities.

In 1935 the Stalinist uprising
which set the stage for the Var-
gas dictatorship dominated the
town of Natal for a few days;
quite near to Natal is the big
Parnamirin airport which the
U. S. built in the last war. Three
months ago, a member of the CP
central committee was arrested
at Recife (the main city in the
area) where he was organizing
Stalinist work among the troops
stationed there.

The CP denounced the October
3 election as "a farce to legalize
fascism" and ordered its follow-
ers not fo vote for any candidate
for president. But, with the excep-
tion of the party members, its fol-
lowers voted almost en bloc for
Vargas. In the eyes of the Stalinist
leadership, Vargas' victory plays
right into their hands.

But the votes pulled by the
Stalinists show that their influ-
ence has greatly declined. They
expect to profit by the workers’
coming disgust with Vargas; but
if they try to pull off an uprising
as they did in 1935, its conse-
quence would only be to install

razil

the*fiercest reaction.

The situation in Brazil should
be of the greatest interest to in-
ternational observers. The Bra-
zilian -masses are living through
a great experience, having broken
with the old controls. In this
country which is the key to Amer-
ica’s rear, the outlook is for
greater and greater ferment.
Many dangers threaten the fu-
ture of the Brazilian working
class and its civil liberties. But
if it breaks with Vargasism and
avoids capture by the Stalinists,
a great perspective opens up be~
fore the "socialist working-class
movement of South America.

Left Socialism in the Brazilian SP

By JUAN REY

SANTIAGO, October—There are two forces in the working class

of Brazil: Stalinism and socialism. ‘
Brazilian Stalinism is the strongest in -all South America. Its lead-

er, Prestes, is swimming in clouds

of glory and legend created by the

propaganda of the Comintern. He has considerable popular support,
is audacious and daring, and capable of any adventure which Moscow

might order.

The Kremlin locks on Brazil as the China of South America, and if
it had an opportunity to create a diversion in the rear of the U. S.

it would undoubtedly launch it in
capable of-any coup if ordered-to
bolder than -their Chilean, Argen-
tine or Bolivian counterparts.

In the recent election Prestes
broke his alliance with Vargas
and ordered his followers to vote
blank. It seems that Vargas does
not want to come before the bour-
geoisie with Stalinist. support;
and, for his part, Prestes has got-
ten orders from Moscow for “a
large-scale left offensive” and has
agreed to prepare for it.

LEFT WING WON P

Outside the Stalinists, there
has been a real flowering of the
independent left and the Brazilian
Socialist. Party, whose main cen-
ter is in San Paulo, the main in-
dustrial city. It is made up of

Brazil. The Brazilian Stalinists are
make one, being much stronger and

various sectors: the democratic
left, the Vanguardia Socialista
group, and elements which have
broken from the Stalinist move-
ment. It has almost 10,000 mem-
bers and a well-edited weekly,
Folha Socialista.

The SP surprised the cmmtryl

by running its own candidate in
the election, Joao Mangabeira,
thereby showing the workers that
it is as necessary to break with
the “democratic” bourgeoisie as
with Stalinism; and to carry on
an independent working-class pol-
icy. The democratic-left group
supported Gomes-as against Var-
eas but then decided for an in-
dependent policy in view of the

reactionary position of Gomes
and his alliance with the Inte-
gralista fascists.

This decision by the SP was
important because it made possi-
ble -an independent working-class
political campaign in opposition
to the whole bourgeoisie. Inside
the SP two tendencies are in con-
flict: the petty-bourgeois reform-
ists and the revolutionary-social-
ist left. The decision for the in-
dependent candidacy represented
the victory of the left, mainly
represented by the ex-Vanguardia
Socialista group. .

Certainly #his group is right
now the most noteworthy in the
Brazilian -warking-class movement.
It left the Fourth International in
disagreement with the latter's out-
worn theory and politics, and for
some years maintained its own
weekly organ Vanguardia Secial-
ista, under the editorship of Com-
rade. Pedrosa, its polifical leader

in the split. The weekly was excel-

lent in its presentation and even
better was its Marxist content, ifs-
ample.. theoretical. documeniation-
and high- ideclogical level. The

(Continued on next page)
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Page Seven

November 20, 1950

By L. G. SMITH

Henry Wallace has hit the head-
lines once more, But this time he
does not appear as an apostle of
“peace,” or to describe his former
.role more accurately, of appease-
ment. Now. Wallace is demanding
that the United States rearm
quickly, in fact “as fast as pos-
sible,” and that the militarization
of the country proeeed until such
time as the Stalinist governments
of Russia and China give “concrete
evidence” that they are interested
in a specific program for peace.

Today Wallace heads no political
movement. He has mo organized
following. Yet the daily press gives
his statement front-page coverage
for a reason which should be
preity obvious. At one time he was
the judas goat who led a consider-
able group of liberals and progres-
sives into the political embrace of
the Stalinists. Today the pro-war
newspapers play up his statements

&% because they hope that he will be
- equally successful in influencing

the same type of people in favor
of the armamant race and the war
which it is designed to prepare.
Wallace's views have importance
only because at every stage of his
hectic political acrobatics he has,
in fact, expressed the sentiments
of a more or less broad group of
American liberals. When he was
the symbol of the Progressive Par-
ty his ideas were vague and mud-
dled. They are vague and muddled
today. But so are the ideas of this
whole stratum of liberal and pro-
gressive people from all walks of
life who feel trapped in the re-
morseless development of the cold
war, who seek a way out of it, but
who are unwilling to break from
the fatal idea that a road outf can
be found through support for one
of the two tremendously powerful
political-military blocs dominated
by the United States and Russia.
Any appeal to the sentiments of
the liberals, whether they be of

(Continued from page &)

sharks of Yankee capitalism.
The softheaded State Depart-
ment bureauerats can perhaps
console themselves with the
thought that neither Peron nor
V&rgas can take any effective
steps against the capitalist world
power of the U, S.; that Vargas
supported the Western democra-
cies in the Second World War and
had even sent Brazilian troops
to defend them; that Peron can-
not flirt with Russia, since both
dictators hate “Communism”;
finally, that they ecannot act eco-
nomically against the interests of
U, S. capitalism, and that it will

- be better to deal with stable gov-

ernments rather than with eph-
emeral regimes.
All that is perhaps true, but it

the pro-Stalinist or pro-State De- -

partment variety, must, to be suc-
cessful, contain a grain of social
truth in it. When Wallace was
playing the Stalinists’ game, the
grain of truth lay in his denunci-
ations of the direction, motives and
consequences of United States pol-
icy. The distortion lay in white-
washing Russian policy, and in a
complete failure to analyze thé so-
cial roots of the policies of the
ruling classes of both blocs.

GRAINS OF TRUTH

Today the grain of truth lies in
his denunciation of the imperialist
policies of the masters of the
Kremlin, It lies, further, in his in-
sistence on an “econbmiec, psycho-
logical and pelitical” policy by the
United States which can win the
peoples of Asia and Europe to its
side and thus make a “war with
guns and bombs . . ., eventually
passé.”

In the meantime, said Wallace in
his recent statement, the United
States will have to arm to “pro-
tect ourselves and our allies. But
in so doing we must pursue a
rounded program and be sure that
emphasis on military strength does
not mean defeat in the field -of
economics and ideas.”

Such a program would involve
a real job of rehabilitating
Korea, not for an outmoded regime
but for the people of Korea, North
and South. . . . Unless we spend
as many billions for helping the
people of Indo-China as we do on
arms to blow up the towns of Indo-
China, we shall certainly lose in
the long run. The fatal flaw in the
Truman Doctrine is that the USSR
can usually maneuver to make it
appear that we are using our arms
on behalf of colonial powers, kings,
landlords or money lords to op-
press the people and stop the inev-
itable course of progress.”

Here, in Wallace's typical “lib-
eralese” doubletalk is given the

3

does not get around the resistance
of the South America bourgeoisie
to the "bad neighbor policy” of
Washington and its cynical ex-
ploitation of South America, its
low prices for South American
products, the dictatorship of the
dollar and the inflation of the
national currencies.

The abuses of the Yankee pol-
icy of exploitation in South
America has been such that it
has resulted in a rebirth of na-
tionalistic governments in all the
countries under the program of
“national emancipation” and “lib-
eration from the imperialist
yoke.,” We are far from taking
this show seriously, but we ecan-
not close our eyes to the anti-
imperialist trend in South Amer-
ica, which has been gaining more

Left Socialism in SP——
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constant discussion in its pages as-
sured it a lively ideological life
and awakened the interest of its
readers.

Vanguardia published the im-
portant theoretical documents of
Marxism, perhaps for the first
time in Portuguese; translated
the most important articles from
the working-class press and of
the Marxist publications of the
U. S., England, France and Spain.
It published many articles from
the Independent Secialist League.

AGAINST THE CURRENT

The consistent, work of Van-
guardia over mafiy years was not

in vain nor was it merely “plow-

ing the sea.” It is an important
earnest of a solid ideological
foundation for Brazilian labor
on the march. It sowed fertile
sznd virgin ground which will
produce a rich harvest some day,
—not a very distant one. The
Vanguardia group dissolved their
own organization and periodical;

in the interests of the workers’ :

movement, and it is now in the
Socialist Party; but their paper
acted as a fresh yeast in the
young labor movement of the
country.

In the October 3 election, the
Brazilian comrades adopted the
cnly correct and reasonable pol-
icy in a difficult situation. They
could not give their support fo
the “candidate of democracy,”
Gomes, who was so discredited
and compromised by his pro-gov-
ernment policies. Even less could
they support Dutra’s official can-
didate. They could not vote for
Vargas for the sake of swimming
with the current but thus betray-
ing the principles of revolution--
ary socialism. They presented
their own candidate, Joao Mange-
beira.

Independent socialists all over
-the world should applaud them for
-this and give all moral support

" to this most advanced section of

the Brazilian working class and in-
telligentsia.

-

program—or more accurately, the
line of wishful thinking—which
has attractive power for the liber-
als. It is, essentially, a program
of having your cake and eating it
too. It ignores the hard reality that
a vast military program is incom-
patible with an equally vast social
program, and that the first inev-
itably takes priority over the sec-
ond.

RUIN, THEN RULE

It ignores the fact, further, that
people whose homes and loved
ones have been desiroyed by
American arms, whether they be
held by Amerigans or by the
French Foreign Legion or by the
soldiers of a Rhee or a Bao Dai,
are not likely to become fervent
supporters of their destroyers even
if these promise to spend an “equal
amount of money” to bring things
back to where they were before
the destruction.

But the false idea which is the
center of all these illusions does
not lie primarily in a misunder-
standing of the social forces and
thoughts which move the peoples
of Asia, It lies in the complete fail-
ure to understand the dominating
political and social realities in
America itself.

When Wallace was a Stalinoid
he blamed the catastrophic road
of American foreign policy on cer-
tain wvicious people in the State
Department, and the “reaction-
aries” in general, Both he and the
liberals of Stalinist and anti-Stal-
inist leanings fail to understand
that no American government
which bases itself on the eapitalist
system at home, and therefore sees
as its mission the preservation of
the capitalist system throughout

the world, can have a foreign pol--

icy which is essentially different
from the present one.

All the liberals wish that the
State Department would stop sup-
porting the reactionary Rhees and

argas-Peron Axis Looms in S. A. — -

and more strength every day.
From this point of view, the Bra-
zilian  election undoubtedly con-
stitutes an “anti-Yankee,” anti-
imperialist gesture which should
not in any way be underestimated.

DISTORTED BLOW

The . Vargas-Peron axis will
not be able to do away with, or
mitigate very much, the economic
exploitation of South Ameriea,
for this cannot be done under the
regime of monopoly capitalism.
But jt can impose its conditions,
it can ask a higher price for its
service, it can demand loans on
more convenient terms — in a
word, it can do something to
“organize” the exploitation of the
South American peoples and in-
sist on certain conditions. The
international situation, centering
around the U. S.-Russian ecold
war, favors it. The U. 8. bour-
geoisie, rich and powerful though
it is, will have to loosen up a bit.

While, economically, the South
American axis will possibly mean
an advance for these countries
from the point of view of a lithited
industrialization based on U. S,
loans and the conjuncture of the
third world war, politically the
Bohapartist regimes have to re-
strain political and social develop-
ment, straitjacketing it with its
paternal police-tutelage dnd hold-
ing back its socialist awakening.

For this reason and the others
we have given, revolutionary so-
cialists have no reason to re-
joice over Vargas’ victory, even
though to a certain degree it will
interfere with imperialist activ-
ities in South America.

But it is still true that the
Brazilian election represented a
strong blow against Yankee im-
perialism on this continent, albeit
in distored ferm, proof that the
Latin American people are on
the march toward their emanei-
pation, which can be really at-
tained only in a world socialist
society.

Wallace: New Role as Judas Goat

Bao Dais and Adenauers through-
out the world. But if each and
every oneé of them had a desk in
the State Department they would
not be able to find social forces in
these countries which combine in
themselves the gqualifications of
being able to maintain capitalism
in their countries with an ability
to bring about widespread and
deep-reaching social reforms,

WISH AND REALITY

LOr to put it another way: the
social, economic and political
problems of these countries are so
tremendous, and hence the ten-
sions so powerful, that any major
réforms tend to unleash the furies
of social revolution which eannot
be easily confined within capitalist
limits, Therefore only reactionary
classes, that is, classes willing to
use the utmost in repression, can
maintain “social peace” in these
countries. And such peace is of pri-
mary importance from the military
point of view.

Thus, as long as the U. S. gev-
ernment is dedicated to the propo-
sition that all lands must remain
capitalist, its foreign policy will
remain pretty much what it is. In
any event, it will not become more
“progressive” from the point -of
view of the peoples of the world.
Wallace and those who think as he
does support the miiltary program
of the government while salving
their consciences with the illusion
that the essential character of its
foreign policy can be changed.

REVERSING THE FIELD

As long as they do this, the gov-
ernment and the daily press and
the “money lords” have little to
complain of. The support of the
war is the main thing; the pleas
for a humanitarian or “progres-
sive” foreign policy can easily be
drowned in waves of anti-red hys-
teria. The higher these waves

ol = -
Liberal Party
(Continued from page 3)

for the party, the prospects of
municipal appointments, the
dream of again playing pinochle
in Gracie Mansion.” They got the
first—Judge Matthew M. Levy;

and for the rest, they can expect
the bum’s rush from Impellitteri.

This fiasco of the Liberal Party
means that in the future, even
given the limited objectives of the
party leaders themselves, it wiil
have less influence than before in
préssuring the Democratic Party
to run Fair Deulers for office. The
Liberal Party leaders have still to
learn that political bosses are
more sensitive to truly independ-
ent préssure than to so-called in-
side pressure. There is even tdlk
in Democratic circles against any
further alliances with the Liberals,
which bas been Flynn's policy in
the Bronx,

In the 1950 elections, the Lib-

- eral Party lost a golden oppor-

tunity to corral the anti-boss sen-
timent of the people. Had they

V4 .
Symbol

In May 1949 Secretary of State
Acheson explained in a press con-
ference why the U. S. would insist
on retaining the anti-Franco stand
by the UN. He argued then that
the UN resolution was important
not for what it accomplished but
for what it symbolized—condemn-
ation of the fascists’ destruction of
human rights. A vote to rescind
the resolution, he said, would also
be a symbol—"a symbol of the
fact that after all we don't care
much about these rights.”

Now the ban on Franco Spain
in the UN has been rescinded. It
is still a symbol.
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mount as part of the psychological
preparation for the war, the more
timid the liberals become in voic-
ing their criticisms of the trend of
government policy. .

The fact that Wallace has now
just about completely reversed his
field is not very important. Like
the host of liberals who think like
him, he is doomed to run back and
forth within an ever-narrowing
field of social illusions, which can
end only in unconditional support
of one side in World War III.

The way out of this pelitical
trap lies in a fairly simple idea.
Before the United States can sup-
port socially progressive classes in
other countries, a socially progres-
sive class must have control of the
government here,

It is to this end that independent
socialists urge the formation of a
labor party in the United States:
to organize the working petple for
the purpose of winning political
power. Once the American gov-
ernment represents the working
people of this country, it will be
able to support the working péople
of other countries in their strug-
gle both against their present re-
actionary ruling classes and
against the Stalinists who seek to
rule over them.

run their own candidate on a
forthright program, they would
have' taken a mighty step for-
ward in building their own party
and in organizing labor's inde-
pendent political strength. A con-
tinuation of their present policy,
a string to the Democratic kite,
can only succeed in unraveling
their forces still further and
leading to further demoraliza-
tion. If nothing more, this miser-
able showing of the Liberals will
raise serious doubts about the
party -policy and lead to healthy
questioning. Such practical poli-
tics can be the death of the Lib-
eral Party—even as a bargaining
agency.

Dr. NESSON, Dentist
has moved to
95 I.eiinghn Avenue
(betw. 26th and 27th Sts.)
Phone: MUrrayhill 5-3350
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Page Eight

By ABEL BAKER

Never before has Asia played
so large a role in a national U. S.
election. There can be no doubt
that the consistent disasters suf-
fered by Washington’s poliey in
Asia were of major importance
tc the outcome on November 7.

' The Republicans made Far
Eastern policy their major dif-
ference on foreign policy with the
administration. They bothered
with Europe only on the side, if
at all. How is it that the Repub-
licans succeeded with this issue?
" Never has an American foreign
policy suffered such blows. Since
the last national election in 1948
#ive U. S. has been virtually routed
from the Asiatic continent. In
place of U. S, financed Chiang Kai-
shek, power in China is in the
kands of- Mco Tse-tung and
€hrough -him in the hands’ of the
#remlin. China, the heart of the
continent, has gone over to the

_camp of America's enemy.

Attempting to salvage what
little he could, Acheson adopted
the policy of “waiting till the
dust settles” and meanwhile
“hands “off.” Acheson and Tru-
.man announced they had no in-
terest in Korea or Formosa from
the standpoint of U. S. strategic
yieeds. When Stalinism ruthlessly
invaded South Korea, in a matter
of hours this ecarefully elaborated
policy was thrown out of the win-
dow. Korea became a decisive test
for the U. 8. in Asia.

The 7th Fleet took up the de-
fense of Formosa against Stalin-
ist China. But the U. S. had not
prepared for a Korean war. Its
puppet was defeated ignomini-
American soldiers were
thrown into death traps to save
time for the new poliey, in which
Korea — yesterday strategically
useless and militarily indéfens-
ible—became the very keystone to
U. S. power.

MO BRIGHTER IN SOUTHEAST
Since the previous “watchful
waiting” approach had been in-
tended to mollify Peiping, the
new  aggressive military inter-
ventionist policy which the Kore-
4n -war inaugurated outraged
Peiping and pushed it decisively
jnto “the Russian camp. And on

the very eve of the election, the’

U. 8. was confronted with the
‘possibility of war with Stalinist
China. Truman and Acheson had
thus led the U. S. from political
defeat to military adventure to
the brink of world war.

Having rescued its military
Ffortunes in Korea it is face to
face with these disastrous dilem-
‘mas: (1) Fight Mao or make a
deal with Mao? (2) On the po-

‘litical front, maintain a military
‘government in Korea indefinitely

or hand the power back to Rhee,
who is in large measure respon-
sible for the present chaos? The
UN is not a third alternative but
simply the means through which
these possibilities can be effected.

If we turn to Southeast Asia the
picture is not any pretfier.

During the last two years the
U, S. supported French imperialism
4#n Viet-Nam, but it did so with re-
luctance, constantly pressuring
Paris to yield some of its colonial
powers to Bao Dai so that the
puppet could look more substan-

“fial. Ia April 1950 this policy was

thrown overboard. Achesen an-
nounced from Paris that the U. S.
would send direct and large-scale
military aid to the French to pros-
ecute "the dirty war."

Shortlyw -thereafter a general
strike in Saigon announced that
the Viet-Namese people now rec-
ognized the U. 8. as their enemy
equally with France. In recent
wmonths, with U. S. materiel pour-
ing into the country, the French
have-been driven out of most of
the Chinese border region and
are now threatened in all of Ton-
kin. What Washington did ac-
complish in Viet-Nam is very
clear: it forced.Ho Chi Minh fur-
ther into the Stalinist camp so

he formed an alliance with Mao.

In the Philippines, the display-
window of U. S. policy toward
backward areas, the Bell report,
issued a week before election day,
announced that the U. S.-sup-
ported Quirino regime was fatal-
ly corrupt, heading for financial
bankruptey and needed Ameriecan
receivership to be rescued.

The key to Southeast Asia, In-
dia, remains decisively uncom-
mitted. On the Korean question,
Nehru distinguished himself: In-
dia may be oriented toward the
U. S.-British bloe but it remains
an uncertain and neutral factor.
Washington cannot count on

"Nehru. On the contrary, the lat-

ter has on several occasions ad-
ministered some sharp rebukes to
the West.
=Only in Japan has the U. S.
established a base of power. But
this did mot help Truman since
General MacArthur is the *“sho-
gun” there. Japan under the oc-
cupation does not pull its weight
in Asia, politically speaking. To
the Asiatics it remains suspect—
for its past imperialism and for
its present subservience to Mac-
Arthur. Politically Japan is a lia-
bility. in Asia. 3

Few democratic governments
could retain power affer such a
rolicall of defeats. Yet it is not
the defeats alone which are re-
sponsible for the repudiation of
Washington's Far Eastern policy in

Labor

(Continued from page 1)

vote according to their own con-
victions and ignore the demands
of the labor hierarchy. That de-
cision may have marked the end
of a political epoch. The result
was not a victory for partisan
polities. It was a defeat for labor
politicians, It was a devastating
defeat for creeping socialism.'. . .
The main interests of union mem-
bers are better wages,
working conditions and maximum
practical job security.”

“END OF AN EPOCH"

There is no doubt whatever
that the workers are interested
in the latter, but they are begin-
ning to understand that these
things are completely related to
polities, for they have learned to
their bitter sorrow that whatever
gains they may work in that di-
rection can be easily nullified po-
litically by the actions of Con-
oress.,

Participation in _politics is a
necessity for the labor movement.
The question is, in what way and
for what objectives? We hope, too,
that this campaign marks "'the end
of an epoch,” but not the kind en-
visaged by the Scripps-Howard
press, which advocates the retreat
of labor from politics. We want to
see labor participate in polities
independently and through its own
party and program, in order to
avoid dirtying its hands as it did
in this campaign.

What did labor do in.this elec-
tion campaign? Why didn’t the
organized workers follow the lead
of the leadership? Becazuse it par-
ticipated, for the most part, in
Democratic Party polities, sup-
porting the program and candi-
dates selected by the administra-
tion and the party machines. As
a result it offered no alternative
to millions of dissatisfied voters
who cast their votes in all direc-
tions to express their discontent
with things as they are. Let us
look at the record.

The AFL and CIO were deter-
mined to defeat Taft in Ohio.
From the very beginning they
ran into collision with the Demo-
eratic bosses in Washington and
Ohio. The big Democratic bosses
wanted Taft elected on the pre-

better.

the elections. It runs much deeper.

.Washington has tried many
different policies there. In China
it supported Chiang but urged
reform. In Korea it supported
Rhee but actually tried to take
steps to institute land reform,
giving land to the peasants. In
the Philippines if laid out de-
tailed technical aid program for
urban industrial reconstruction,
irrigation and reclamation works,
and granted formal independ-
ence. In India U. S. engineers are
constructing a huge hydroelectric
and irrigation system in -one
area. In Viet-Nam, for years,
U. -S. pressed for greater inde-
pendence. In Indonesia, after
much procrastination the U. S.
forced the Duteh to come to
terms with the republic and
grant political independence. In
China General Marshall tried to
build up a third liberal group
against Chiang.

AND THE GOP?

In other words, Washington
has not SIMPLY supported reac-
tion everywhere. It has tried
many things, including pouring
in large sums of money (three
and a half billion in China, two
billion into the Philippines, a half
billion into Korea), technical aid,
land reform, political reform, di-
rect and indirect intervention and
non-intervention.

All ended the same way: all

in the

mise that he would then become
the GOP presidential candidate
in 1952 and would make a more
beatable opponent than any other
GOP aspirant. Within the state,
no leading democrat would run
against Taft.

After months of bickering, a
political zero, State Auditor Joe
Ferguson, was selected. The man
could hardly make a speech. He
had no program; he promised
everything to everybody, and he
impressed thousands of wvoters,
workers included, that he was a
simple windbag. Moreover, the
leading Ohio Democrat, Governor
Lausche, would not campaign for
Ferguson. As a result the cam-
paign had to be carried on gnd
financed in large part by the AFL
and CIO.

With a wonderful opportunity
to defeat the conservative spokes-
man of big business and the co-
author of the Taft-Hartley Act,
the labor leadership engaged in a
miserable, filthy campaign at the
low level of ecapitalist politics.
Any wonder then, that Taft
swept the election with the great-
est plurality he had ever had?

GOMPERS' POINT

And was that all? In Mary-
land, where Senator Tydings was
defeated by the unknown Butler,
who ran in his first politiecal cam-
paign, the labor movement sup-
ported Butlér, who was also the
candidate of big business, Sena-
tor McCarthy and Fulton Lewis,
the bumbling radio mouthpiece
for the NAM.

In Nevada, labor supported, of
all people, Senator Pat McCarran,
outhor of the vicious McCarran
Law. It campaigned for such "la-
bor stalwarts” as Russell Long in
Louisiana, Scott Lucas in lllinois,
and Olin Johnston in' South Caro-
lina.

The height of something or
other, or the depth if you will,
was the meeting called in Chicago
by the AFL’s Labor League for
Political Education in suppott of
the notorious “richest cop in the
world,” Captain Dan Gilbert. He
whom everyone but the Cook
County  Democratic  machine
scorned was embraced by AFL
leaders! :

It should be more than abun-

~ Foreign Policy and the Elections:

~ GOP May Nail U.S. Coffin in Orient

were tried while supporting reac-
tionary regimes.

The American people may not
be aware of these details but they
do sense the frustration and help-
lessness in Washington with re-
gard to Asia. It was this mood
which the Republicans were able
to exploit—the sense that the ad-
ministration had tried everything

~and that everything had failed.

Asia was losk because somehow,
no matter what American capi-
tulism did in Asia, it seemed to
have little relevance to the prob-
lems facing the Asiaties. All the
varied efforts struck no respon-
sive chord anywhere. This blind
alley is palpably real.

The Republican answer to these
problems is that all these differ-
ent efforts were really “coddling
communism.” The Republican al-
ternative is a simple military ap-
proach, a policy which is focused
singlemindedly on dragooning
any unpopular reactionary into
the American camp—the MacAr-
thur mentality. Taking advan-
tage of the anxious fears of a
people mnewly launched on the
world stage, the Republicans won
with their simplistic, nationalis-
tic and military MacArthur ap-
proach. '

If this is what Asia is to get
now in place of the Acheson
mixed brew, the outcome is only
too certain, America’s alienation
from Asia will become final.

November 20, 1950

Stakhanovism

The weekly East Europe (Oc- .

tober 19) reports: :

“In Poland, with the upward re-.

vision of the Six Year Plan targets,

all norms [quotas for production -

per worker]l are to be increased

for the second time this year. In:
it has been an- -

Czechoslovakia,
nounced that the impending in-

crease of the norms would not sig-
nify lower wages; ‘the workers
who will work more will earn
more.” In Hungary, “the readjust- .

ment of the norms” has resulted
in a 15-20 per cent decrease of
wages.
complaining that the workers re-
fuse to overfulfil the norm because
they fear that it will be raised
again . . . In Rumania, a nasty
trick has been applied — basie
wages are paid for the norm plus
10 per cent, bonuses beginning
only at 111 per cent.” ' :

Business at Work

Behind the full-page newspaper
ads for the new “miracle drug”
named “Imdrin,” advertised to
knock out arthritis:

The Federal Trade Commission
has charged that the claims for

Imdrin are false, because it is only .

an expensive form of such com-
mon pain-killers as aspirin.

In its answer to the FTC, the
manufacturer denied that the com-
pany had made any claim that the
product “is an amazing, sensa-
tional new discovery of scientific
research,” or that it would treat,
cure or give immediate relief from
arthritis.

At the same time its ads were
still appearing: “Sensational new
research discovery.” “At last the
story can be told.” Etc.

Election - -

dantly clear to readers of LABOR
ACTION that we have no brief for
Sam Gompers' political advice to
laber, which has had an adverse
efiect on its development, but in
this single sense he did have a
point. He did not want the labor
movement to tie itself to one or
the other of the political parties.

He wanted it to work both sides
of the street and to be able to
curry favor from either, depend-
ent on which was in power. He
identified the political interests
of labor with these two capitdlist
parties, but he was afraid that
allegiance to one of the parties
would make the labor movement
the prey of the other. And he
didn’t think politics was essen-
tially and of labor’s business. For
us, however, the lesson of the
present campaign is altogether a
different one. It is that labor
must become truly independent,
by establishing its own politieal
party with its own political pro-
gram.

Its own political program?
Why that is exactly what was
wrong in this ecampaign, said
some, It showed that labor could
not win the wide vote of the peo-
ple because its program was too
narrow. At least one important
New York Times commentator
was quick to point this out. While
he understood that labor “was
unable to pick its own candidates
but had to take those selected (in
the main) by the Democratic
Party machine,” he emphasized
the comments of some leaders
who felt that the unions failed to

“enlist the aid and sympathy of

the middle class in large num-
bers.”

LABOR HAD NO PROGRAM
There is truth in this. But it is

. not because labor ran on a nar-

row program. What the labor
movement ran on this year could
hardly be called a program. It
participated in the campaign on
the program of the Democratic
Party, adding to it only such

. things as “defeat Taft.”

What alternatives did it offer to

the Democratic platform? None!’

What did it offer in the way of
positive additions to that program,
or independent of that program?
None! What, for example, did Wal-

fer Reuther, president of the UAW,
say to fill this void when he jours

neyed to New York to speak in
behalf of the Tammany-Liberal
Party candidate for Mayor, Ferdi-
nand Pecora? Nothing!

A real independent political
party of labor, with its own pro-

gram and candidates, would not-

be a narrow, isolated movement.
By its very nature and purpose
it would represent the total socidl
interests of the overwhelming
majority of the people.

That is the justification for an
independent labor party. But it
was precisely because the labor
movement allied itself with the
Demoecratic Party that it did not
have any program that it could
czll its own, any more than it
could call the candidates selected

by the party bosses its own, ne ,'
matter how much they tried to do -

that.

Without sueh a participation
in politics, the labor officialdom
is compelled to participate in a
lot of political skullduggery, to
become involved in the machine
squabbles of the party leaders on
state, county and local levels, to
be caught up in these aimless and
(from the point of view of the
mass of people, especially the
working class) useless forays.

THhus, the time, energy and
finances of the labor movement

are wasted in a hopeless partici- -

pation in capitalist politics. The
way out is not Sam Gompets’

way of choosing “labor’s friends,”

not by -abstention from politics,
not by avoiding the great politieal
izssues of our times. .

No, the way out is by a greater

labor participation in politics, but
through the road of independent

organization, independent candi- -

dates and an independent pro-
gram based upon the needs of the
working class, the middle class
and all the social groupings who
are at the merey eof monopoly

capitalism. In that way, laber, -

truly the most progressive force
in society, could properly assume

its leadership of the nation. The
first step in that direction is to -
_ break with capitalist polities and
take the road of independence.

This is the lesson of the election
campaign, =

The Hungarian press is




