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PREAD OF WAR TO CHINA LOOMS:

WHAT LED UP TO THE WAR CRISIS?

" Moscow-Peiping Axis Solidified

As Mao’s Aims in Korea Emerge

By ABEL BAKER _

The mystery over Chinese Stalinism's objectives in Korea has be-
come a little clearer. Indeed, it now has already achieved several
major objectives, :

(1) -Mao is seeking nothing less than the reversal or defeat of the
Asiatic military policy launched by Truman on June 25 in Korea
and proclaimed to a lesser extent for Formoesa and Viet-Nam (Indo-
China). The Moscow-Peiping axis has, in its turn, also linked up
these three problems and has succeeded in coordinating the Viet-
Minh struggle with that of Stalinism in the rest of Asia. The Truman
policy enabled Stalinism to extend itself as never before in_Asia.

(2) From the beginning the coordinated diplomatic strategy of

- ' Peiping and Moscow called for the admission of the former, Stalinist

China, into the UN, thereby enhancing Stalinism’s world position and
forcing universal recognition of the mew China regime. By linking
the Korean issue with China in the UN this strategy has made great
advances.

Since most Asiatic nations
have recognized Peiping, they
were receptive to the line that
the “UN police action” in Korea
was illegal because Peiping was
not on the Security Council. Even
India, which formally supported

terest in “a friendly government”
on the Korean peninsula. That
is, Peiping considers a Stalinist
Korea to be indispensable. Wash-
ington’s “calculated risk™ has
boomeranged; Acheson has be-
come a petitioner beseeching Pei-

the U. S.-UN military interven-
-tion, retained more than a shadow
of suspicion. By implication, this
propaganda line means that if
Mao’s representatives had been
present at the UN the Korean
war -or at least intervention
could have been prevented. This
too has hit home and has marked
a great political victory for Stal-
Jinism in Asia.

Woashington has now been forced
4o acknowledge the validity of the
:Stalinist premise. It has been
forced to invite Peiping's dele-

.compietely from the adamant po-
.sition of "not rewarding aggres-
sion by recognition.” With one
:foot in the door of the UN, it is
doubtful if the Chinese will be
.pushed out again so easily.

‘MacARTHUR'S BOOMERANG

. (3) American troops were halt-
_ed at the 38th parallel for con-
“sideration of policy by Washing-
.ton and Lake Success. MacAr-
‘thur and Rhee plumped for a
‘march to the Manchurian border.
While Acheson and Truman pon-
‘dered, Chou En-lai, Peiping’s for-
“eign minister, let it be known
“through the Indian ambassador
in his capital that any crossing
“of the parallel would be consid-
ered inimical to Chinese interests.
.That was when Nehru warned
against the ecrossing. But Mac-
Arthur and Rhee won their “cal-
culated risk” and Truman re-
.ceived assurances that the Chi-
nese would not move.
But the Chinese did march.
Peiping carried out its threat,
and by so doing asserted its defi-
- nitive interests in Korea. It is not
merely a matter of hydroelectric
plants' but, as Peiping constantly
- yeiterates, China has a direct in-

ping to have faith that he will
take care to guarantee its rights.

Peiping has proclaimed insist-
ently that it can have no faith in
any policy originating in Wash-
ington becduse U. S. Far Eastern

pelicy is actually made by Mac-
Arthur. Certainly, the Korean
events since the crossing of the
538th parallel confirm this idea.

MacArthur appears determined
to undermine any conciliationist
elements in Acheson's approach to
the Chinese. His military-political
program is extremely provecative.
Whatever Washington may pro-
pose at Lake Success, it will have
great difficuity in translating it
realistically where MacArthur
rules. This is one reason Peiping
has continued its military plans for
Korea in spite of assurances from
the State Depariment and Presi-
dent Truman. ’

(4) Riding high on the crest of
its UN majority, the U. S. insist-
ed on its plan to make Korea “the
showease of democracy in Asia”
by exeluding China from the pic-
ture. But Peiping has changed all
that. Acheson belatedly under-
takes to guarantee China’s elec-
trie supply; Assistant Secretary
of State Rusk and Britain’s Bev-
in offer a “buffer zone”; and
Trygve Lie proposes an “inter-
national authority” over the fron-
tier area and the watershed.

The entire initiative on the dip-
lomatic and political fronts has
fallen to the Stalinist camp.

(Turn to last page)

MacArthur-Truman’s Calculated
Risk’ at 38th Parallel Set Stage

By ABEL BAKER and H. D. SPECTOR

As we go to press, three developments coniront the world
with the possibility of a fateful extension of the Korean
war into a war between the U. S. (plus its UN allies) and
Stalinist China—i.e., at best, not the third world war but
the next thing to it. There is reason enough to believe, and
compulsion to want to believe, that the brink will not be
passed—this time—though no one, not even the cold-war
directors, will ever know till it is too late which brush with
the flames will explode theé powderkeg.

In a mass attack, Mao’s Chinese troops have poured
across the border to drive the U. S. forces back behind the
starting point of MacArthur’s “home by Christmas” offen-
sive. :

General Stalinist China of open agzves-

MacArthur has,

. P : sion.
implicitly but in clear effect, At the same moment, Mao's
placed before the UN the icpresentatives appear at the

councils of the TN for the first

question of deciding whether )
time. The stage is set for a tug-

to carry his military opera-

tions into China across the
Manchurian border of Korea. It is
an "entirely new war," he said.
The U. 8., in the persen of
spokesman Warren Austin, has
stood up before the UN 1o accuse

of-war either by diplomacy or by
arms. But it was never clearer
that imperialist diplomacy is a
continuation of war by other
means, and vice versa.
What is also entirely clear is
' {Turn fo lcst page)

.gafes to the UN, backtracking ~
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On the Big Question Before Labor: Lessons of Its Electoral Defeat—

Mum’s the Word at (10 Convention

By BEN HALL

The representatives of the powerful mass unions assem-
bled in Chicago for the CIO convention can boast only that
their placid deliberations were not disturbed even by the
flutter of a serious disagreement. From all accounts, one

" word describes its sessions more fittingly than any previous

CIO national gathering: unanimity. The voice of its timor-
ous more radical wing was barely audible—and then not

through the medium of the delegation from the United Auto’

Workers which adjusted itself comfortably to the dominant
conservatism of Phil Murray, but from George Baldanzi,
vice-president of the Textile Workers Union.

' The only vociferous opposition came, only momentarily
and en a single point, when die-hard conservatives of the Utility
Workers Union resisted a resolution for public power. The last con-
vention of the Utility Workers had denounced “socialist” trends to-
ward public ownership in the United States, and its delegates revealed
that the wage levels and union rights of workers in government-
owned public utilities were undermined by government bureaucrats.

But Murray was able to smooth away this little point of conten-
tion. No one seemed embarrassed by the fact that Truman’s adminis-
tration, supported by labor, bears responsibility for working condi-
tions in such projects., . z

The unanimity of the sessions was not the enthusiastic unity which
arises spontaneously out of battles won. I+ was net that total agree-
ment that is sometimes to be expected when no new problems have
arisen to demand new answers. It was the unanimity of labor officials
offering one another a mutual amnesty in evading the questions of the
day, in dodging the key problems that face the labor movement and
the American people. .

The last CIO convention initiated the peremptory expulsion of all
unions controlled by the Communist Party. A total ignoring of all
safeguards for inner-union democracy, a iesort io the methods of
authoritarian decree, were justified on the grounds that the CIO, once
freed of Stalinism, could move forward in unity. Professional and
government workers could be organized; the drive to organize the
South would speed forward; without carping eriticism or outright
opposition, the political program of the CIO would be strengthened and
elections won.

But none of these biessings seems any closer to reclization. Quite
the contrary, labor hes just been set back ot the poils. Why? The con-
vention agreed to ignore such matters—unanimously.

On the eve of the convention, the United Auto Workers published
its statement on the ‘‘Lessons of the Elections” analyzing the ve-
sults of the 1950 campaign. It criticizes many of the candidates of
the Democratic Party; it takes issue with their method of campaign-
ing and in effect calls for an aggressive, bold fight by labor together
with its liberal friends inside- the Democratic Party as a substitute
for relying upon corrupt, conservative or ordinary machine Demo-
crats. This conclusion did not come to grips with the basie problems
of American politics. ‘

It proposes that the working class continue to rely upon and to
ally itself with so-called friends of labor within the Democratic Party.
In this respect, it is fundamentally in line with current CIO policy;
but it would earry out ihe accepted policy in a more militant, more
aggressive manner. It would bring into the apen what is now simmer-
ing beneath the surface; it could lead 'only to organized faction fights
within the Democratic Party between a labor-bourgeois Fair Deal
coalition on the one hand and the conservative Democrat-Dixiecrat
erouping on the other.

Say what one will ebout the validity of such a program—and to us
it seems totally inadequate—one thing is certain: while labor would

{Continued on page 2)
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How (IO Delegates
Discussed 1950 Vote

By R. F. SARGENT

CHICAGO, Nov. 27—Convening
against the immediate back-
ground of a stinging defeat for
CIO-PAC in the recent elections,
the CIO delegates’ discussion on
the resolution on political aection,
which contains only a reiteration
of previous such resolutions,
brought forth not a single new
idea or proposal for lessening
CIO’s dependence on the “liberal
candidates,” not to speak of the
urgent necessity for a declaration
of independence by lakbor from all
capitalist parties and politicians.
- PAC Director Jack Kroll found
that although PAC received a
“licking” he didn’t need to “re-
gret it too much” since there were
more PAC workers than ever be-
fere, “we’ll bounce back hard,”
and there’ll be “no retreat from
our objectives.”

He continued: “We haven't any
alibis to offer. We don’t seek to
put the blame on the shoulders of
candidates who trimmed and
tried to apease the opposition. We
won’t waste time lamenting- the
caliber of some candidates or the
cffectiveness of their organiza-
tion. We will be taking a look at
our structure to see where it can
be improved upon, to see how we
can do these things better. We
will be in there pestering youw
ahout your.voluntary ecollections,
we will be building our PAC bet-
tor and stronger continuously to
wet a year around functioning or-
ganization.”

In other words, "we won't waste
time" trying to draw any lessons
at all from the political disaster
suffered by labor in 1950 but just
¢o on as if nothing had happened.

BALDANZI CRITICIZES

Baldanzi of the Textile Work-
ers started out bravely enough in
the discussion:

“We must clarvify our role in
the last campaign, re-examine
our own position, our role, and
the principles. upon which we
must stand if we are to go before
the electorate and have them ac-
cept the idea that our political
action is independent of either
party. . . . There should be some
lessons we ought to learn, and

cne of the lessons” that is very .

vivid is that the workers and
citizens of America will no soon-
er follow PAC-CIO in an attempt
to elect a lot of racketeers than
they will if the Democratic and
Republican Party sponsors them

. some Democratic leaders gave
us a lot of political hacks. . . .

"We had a lot of so-called New
Deal representatives who, before
the campaign was over, conducted
themselves in such a way that you
could not tell whether they repre-
scnted the Republican Party in its
regctionary phases or the Demo-
crats. They kept compromising un-
til the last day of the campaign.

“We must be more discriminat-
ing in our selection of people who
will receive the endorsement of”
this organization . . . present can-
didates who ecan stand on their
own feet and defend their pro-
gram and their conduct and their
thinking . . . support those candi-
dates who suppnrt the program
of the CIO.

This may aound as-if Baldanzi
was fed up with the CIO policy of
tail-ending the " Democratic ma-
chine, but his only conclusions
were: “We must get behind Jack
Kroll” and “I agree with our il-
lustrious friend, the-secretary of

+ labor,” who had made a speech
to the delegates.

Delegate Despol of the Califor-
nia CIO went all out for Helen
Gahagan Douglas and said that
CIO and AFL had done more in
1950 than 1948, but the results
weren't as good. Delegate Pollock
of the Textile Workers concluded
that the American Medical Asso-
ciation and the NAM are “doing
a better job” than labor when the
people fall for reactionary propa-
ganda or are not “up in arms
against no legislation on excess
profits or on the question of
equality of sacrifice.” He stated:

“We take pride that ‘there are
those in our organization who are
among the best thinkers in the
nation. Let us use these people to
take the messages to the public
so they understand.”

ONE GLIMMER

There was little indication in
the discussion that the best
thinkers in the nation" had been
doing any thinking at all about the
need for independent political ac-
tion which the labor defeat on No-
vember 7 obviously pointed to.
Any who did kept their thoughts
to themseives.

Delegate McDonald, secretary-
treasurer  of ' both the United
Steel Workers and the national
CIO-PAC, edged in for several
minutes to make a-pompovs dec-
laration in behdlf of “more work
and less breast-beating, less ery-
ing in our beer . .. basically we
need organization.” Not a glim-
mer of an idea of anything more
than the PAC routine of the past.

Delegate Della of the Mary-
land CIO, who stated he has
“been noted for saying things
that were wrong at the right
time; I step on people’s toes, and
I don’t mind, because it seems to
wake them ~up’—stressed the
need for electing labor unionists
to office. He criticized the poor
PAC setup in Maryland and the
lack of interest and aggressive-
ness of union officials in it, ending
up with an appeal “to elect some
working people to promote legis-
lstion for the benefit of the work-
ing people” in the 1951 Baltimore
City Council elections.

This brief talk came the closest
of any to- awareness that labor
can rely only on itself for its own
salvation. There was no other dis-
cussion.

At CIO

(Continued from page 1)

not become independent in poli-
ties, it would have to be more
self-assertive and more demand-
ing even while remaining in the
Democratic Party.

But there is a singular “diffi-
culty: Walter Reuther, ideologi-
cal author of this policy, remains
totally silent at the CIO conven-
tion. His thoughts are confined
to the pages of the UAW press
and his actions to Michigan poli-
ties.«

Before labor and its friends be-
gin to act boldly and bravely in
the Democratic Party, Reuther
will have to muster his courage
to act boldly in the Cl10O. To expect
Reuther to fight in the CIO for
the formation of a Labor Party
would be somewhat optimistic. But
the militants of the UAW have the
right to expect their leader to
fight FOR HIS OWN PROGRAM
within the labor movement. This
he shows no signs of beginning.

Although Reuther kept his
thoughts to himself, Baldanzi
mildly suggested that labor begin
to act “more independently,”

~that it refuse to allow “a lot of

racketeers and political hacks” to
be foisted upon it as candidates.
These modest opinions, which fell
in line with UAW thinking, were
enough of a violation of the una-
nimity-etiquette, tacitly obeyed
by all speakers, to cause a defi-
nite chill in atmosphere.

By tabling the real political
discussion, the convention did not
simply leave things as they were
before the election. A shift to the
right by the labor-liberal Demo-
crats is already perceptible. How
continuous and far-reaching it
will be is not certain. :

Senator Paul Douglas, invited
to address his labor allies, sug-
gested that it would be wise to
modify the hitherto uncompro-
mising opposition to the Taft-
Hartley Law, perhaps by ‘adapt-
ing some of its more acceptable
provisions into some new law.
The convention rejected this ad-
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Electrical Workers

One Year of Split Unionism

By FRANK HARPER

PHILADELPHIA, Nov. 18 — The
end of one year of split unionism
in the electrical industry comes
just as the Westinghouse Electric
Corporation here has settled with
the last of the three big unions
which represent its employees.

In September the company came
‘to* terms with the International
Union of Electricdl, Radio and Ma-
chine Workers (IUE-CIO) in a
contract covering about 45,000 em-
ployees. More recently terms were
reached with the Federation of
Westinghouse Independent Sala-
ried Unions (covering 15,000) and
the Stalinist-led United Electrical,
Radio and Machine Workers (UE)
which bargains for only 14,000 em-
ployees.

The split, forced by the UE, has
hurt the labor movement in Wes-
tinghouse. Even if the year is
judged solely by contract gains, it
has been an unfortunate year for
the employees. The general cash
wage increase, the first in over two
and a half years, was only 10 cents
per hour, Coupled with this was
an involved and unsatisfactory so-
cial-insurance package and fea-
tures curbing union strength and
prestige. No one except the most
hysterical UE backers even pre-
tends to like the new coniracts.

Nor are the contracts the entire
story. The employees are even
more seriously split than the. rep-
resentation figures indicated. Both
UE and IUE-CIO have at least pa-
per (and sometimes actual) locals
in almost every plant. The FWISU
has its eye on all salaried workers
now represented by the industrial
unions and various AFL crafts
have split off skilled workers here
and there.

There is no need to dwell on the

inadequacy of the 10 cent increase.
Prices in the two yedrs have cer-
tainly climbed higher. The income-
tax-withholding increase has wiped
away part of the cash gain; and
the partly contributory social-in-
surance package, with its average
deduction of 5 cents per hour, has
taken practically all of the re-
mainder.

INSURANCE INADEQUATE

All coniracts permit a wage re-
opener in six months and it is clear
now that every union will have to
take advantage of it. During the
year the company has sharpened
discipline, demanded speedup, cut
time values for incentive workers,
and riddled the “merit review”
wage structure for salaried people.
Both the IUE and UE were forced
out on numerous strikes during
the negotiation period. The new
contracts indicate that Westing-
house continues to proceed along
these lines.

Iqequities in the wage structure
from plant to plant have long been
a source of dissatisfaction. The
Federation contract for salaried
workers does not even mention
this problem and the IUE-CIO and
UE provisions are not very desir-

-able, These set up a special fund
of 1 cent per hour per employee
which is to be jointly administered
‘by unions and company to allevi-
ate inequities. The fund will be
inadequate and the union people
will have to be a party to spread-
ing the grease to the union mem-
bership which squeals the loudest.

The social-insurance package in-
eludes group life insurance, partial
income in periods of prolonged ill-
ness, minimum pension of $100 per
month Tincluding government old-
age payments), and reimburse-

Convention - —

vice and voted to continue its out-
right hostility to the law. But
Douglas’ remarks are a weather-
vane of the thinking of Demo-
cratic “friends-of-labor.”

WOOING IMPELLITTERI

Another straw in the wind was
the action of the newly elected
CIO0 Executive Board setting
New York City as the site of next
yvear’s gathering. Mayor Impellit-
teri had sent a cordial invitation
to the delegates and they quickly
snapped it up.

“The decision to hold the 1951
convention in New York,” said
N. Y. Times reporter A. H. Ras-
kin, “was only the first of a se-
ries of olive branches the CIO
and particularly its new vice
president [Quill] intended to hold
out to Mayor Impellitteri.”” Raskin
is the author of a laudatory,

* white-washing biographical sketch

of  Michael Quill, Transport
Workers president. It can be as-
sumed that his interpretation is
not based upon mere hearsay.

Impellitteri is exactly the type
of machine- hack, the kind of po-
litical manipulator and dispensor
of patronage, that symbolizes all
that is wrong with the Demo-
cratic Party from the Reuther-
Baldanzi standpoint.

All through the election cam-
paign he was excoriated by union
leaders as @ man who represented
everything reactionary. But that
was before he was elected. To
continue to tell the truth about a
Democrat who is able to win elec-
tions appears to be rampant stu-
pidity. And so through .Quill, the
Murray-Curran-conservative CIO
leadership moves bagk to this po-
litical hack.

Phil Murray attributed the de-
feat of Democrats at the polls to
the lies and misrepresentations of
the Republicans, to demagogic
charges that the administration
was “coddling Communists,” and
to diabolic misstatements about
the international situation. (One
wonders: if the right to lie and

falsify were denied to capitalist
parties during election time what
would they have left?)

In the confusion, said Murray,
domestic policies were never pre-
sented to the people “in a proper
way.” But what would prevent
the Republicans from lying and

deceiving in their discussions of -

domestic questions? Murray
could reply: “But we could an-
swer them.” And this is the key
to the recent elections. The peo-
ple were concerned with foreign
poliey; they were worried about
the dangers of a new war; they
were uneasy over the setbacks in
Korea for the U. 8. forces. On
these and related matters the
CIO had nothing to offer.

The people were acting not in
response to Republican lies but in
reaction against +traveling the
road to war. It is hardly adequate
te tell voters who are worried
about foreign policy that you have
a fine domestic rpogram. The con-
vention, of course, did nothing to
fill this gaping hole in its program.
The ClO remains the apologist for
Truman's foreign policy.

Nor did the UAW offer its pro-
gram. Its election statement
read: “America needed during
this period, more than ever, a
bold imaginative and construeé
tive program to check Communist
aggression that would have filled
with positive values the wmoral
vacuum created by these real and
human fears.” Reuther himself
has widely proclaimed a new plan
highly touted in UAW circles as
a means of preserving peace and
stopping the advance of Russian
Stalinism. We need not discuss
this program here because Reu-
ther did not see fit to raise it at
the convention. For a man who is
profligate with trillions of dol-
lars to aid democracy throughout
the world, he displayed a miserly
caution in spending his time on
the floor of the CIO convention.

The artificial calm, the me-

+ chanical unity that prevailed, at

the CIO convention were admir-

in Philly

-ment for certain hospital and sur-

gical expenses.

On first glance the amounts of
group life insurance appear to be
adequate. However, only 25 per
cent of this insurance is given to
the employee as paid-up life in-
surance upon retirement. It is un-
likely that any retired employee,
on his very limited income, will be
able to continue to carry much of
the other 75 per cent, since rates
for insurance written at age G5 are
extremely high. .

The pension amount seems low
both by comparison with gains
made by other unions and on an
absolute scale. The older employ-
ees feel that very little credit was
given to them for payments made
by them ?in several contributory
pension plans sponsored by Wes-
tinghouse in years gone by. The
younger employees feel that con-
tinued inflation will make the $100
monthly income not only insuffi-
cient but ridiculous 20, 30. or 40
years in the future. A pension plan
coupled with a severance-pay pro-
gram would have been more ac-
ceptable.

“SUPER-SENIORITY”

The income to employees during
periods of prolonged
amount to about one-third of their
normal income of 26 weeks. maxi-
mum period. Hospital and surzical
costs are partially reimbursed.
Payments for hospital room seem
more liberal and other haspital
and surgical reimbursements are
less liberal than the Blue (ross-
Blue Shield protections previously
available in most plants. Coverage
can be had for the employers de-
pendents but all this protcction
ceases at retirement, the time
when such assistance may be most
needed.

In its entirety the social-insur-
ance package is the most unpopu-
lar portion of the contract.

The company was also able ta
strike a serious blow at union se-
curity even though the unions
were given the checkoff and main-
tenance of membership. Westing-
bouse was able to secure super-
seniority for selected employees on
the basis of “outstanding” per=
formanece and suitability for train-
ing for higher posts.

In the IUE-CIO and UE con-
tracts, this super-seniority list can-
not contain more than 1 per cent
of the employees4n the bargaining
units, but in the salary workers’
Federation this percentage has
been set at 5 per cent. Since the
company is to keep its preferred
list “up to date” at all times, this
super-seniority for company men
is apt to prove a thorn in the side
of even the industrial unions.

The present state of union health
in the Westinghouse chain is none
too good. There are two main pos-
sibilities for improvement in the
future. At the end of six months
all unions can reopen the contracts
and present a united demand to
the company for an adequate wage
increase. In the more distant fu-
ture there is the possibility of clos-
ing union ranks.

Next spring will see new NLRB
elections in most plants. It is to be
hoped that all units will then grasp
the opportunity to return to the
CIO. There is no reason why the

FWISU should not become part of
the white-collar council of the
IUVE-CIO.

If the IUE holds a fruitful and
democratic constitutional conven-
tion next month and if it provés
a militant union in the units it
represents, then Westinghouse
workers will be able to look for-
ward to a united labor organizas
tion to fight the united forces- of
the corporation. *
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ably suited to soothe the nerves
of tired and disappointed union
officials. But is it enough to make
the labor movement the ‘“‘van-
guard of America”?
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By MARY BELL

In the space of five years since the conclusion of the war
‘against the Axis, whose only living leader was the “silent”
partner of Hitler and Mussolini, the Truman administration
has made a complete about-face in its policy toward Franco,
the latest move being the government’s $621%4 million trans-
fusion to the badly ailing Spanish economy.

" The reversal has not been so sudden as it might seem.
Important. signposts of a drastic shift were visible several
years ago. It has only been the double-talk traditional in
high government places when an unpopular policy is being
prepared that has sown confusion and made the change
seem abrupt. We refer to such things as the statement of

Presicient Truman when he signed the original apploprl?t}on bill,
whic!i Congress passed over his supposedly “bitter” opposition (not

bitter enough to veto the bill) :
tive.”
Spain.

“] do not regard this . ..
His statement was generally interpreted to mean no loans to

as a diree-

But anyone who had been following the moves of various American
diplomats, senators and military men could not have taken Truman

- seriously.

In May of 1948, the United
States government arranged that
Franco should get three-quarters
of German assets in Spain, which
was flagrantly in actual, if not tex-
Fual, violation of the intent of the
1946 UN resolution against Franco.

1t also cleared the way for a
'$250 million loan to Madrid by the
Chas> National Bank of New York
City.

STRAWS IN THE WIND

In .ke fall of 1948, the then Sec-
retary of State Marshall declared
at ti:> Paris meeting of the United
Natioss that the 1946 resolution
of {’al- body '"no longer cecrre-
spon-s to the present situation."

Ti cse were straws in the shift-
ing wind of United States policy
towards Spain, and no outery was
heard from Truman.

The ground was laid for the
more outspoken comment of the
new secretary of state, Acheson,
in a press conference in Decem-
ber 1949 i which he stated he
felt that the entry of Spain into

the specialized bodies of the
‘Unit:d Nations could be pre-
‘pare'. Republican Senator Van-

‘denl .re at that time expressed
the c¢sinion that Spain was a “bi-
pari .an question” and called
for t.e sending of an ambassador

to 1 adrid and the inclusion of
the “Spanish bastion” in the
org: rization of the Atlantic
stra.-zy.

Thkea in January 1950 came

Achc:on's infamous letter to Sen-
ator Connally in which he boldly
called for the changes recently
carried out by the UN and for
loans to Spain via the Export-Im-
port bank.

During 1948 and 1949 Francn
Spain was host to many promi-
nent U. S. visitors of high de-

" gree, including Senators Thomas,

Chavez, MecClellan and Russell
(Der.); Bridges, Ferguson and
Maybank (Rep.), as well as ad-
mirals, generals and air force
brass. They were virtually unani-
mous in calling for diplomatic
recognition and immediate eco-
nomic aid to the Falangist dic-
tator.

SPEEDING IT UP

. The Caudillo received Admiral
Conoly in 1949, who came with
his Atlantic fleet. According to
the Faris Le Monde, the Admiral
was reported as saving to Franco
that Spain’s absence from the
Atlantic Pact was a serious gap
in the Atlantic-Mediterranean

- defense line.

The penultimate step in the
series ending with the Spanish
Ioan was the recent UN amend-
ment of its 1946 resolution to
permit ambassadorial exchanges
with Spain and Spanish repre-
sentation on the specialized UN
committees—which step was ini-
tiated and carried through at the
behest of the United States. Tru-

* mran interjected here with one of
those silly utterances caleulated
only to allay labor leaders or lib-
erals blinded by allegiance to the
Demceratic Party. “It will be a
long, long time before we send
‘an ambassador to Spain,” he said.

R B v T

The headlines two weeks ago
read, “Truman Still Cool on a
Madrid Envoy. . . . Some Believe,
However, That His Opposition Is
Weaker—Hopes in Spain Revive.”
Well,"we are not dealing here in
absolutes, time is a relative mat-
ter, and we live in an age of
speed. The New York Times re-
ported that Truman felt only “re-
luctant” about sending an am-
bassador to Spain now, “that he
could be convineced that it was
necessary,”’ however.

On the loan to Spain, Truman
felt that it was a good loan. It
was not explained how the Span-
ish government became a “good
credit risk” a few months after
the Export-Import Bank made
the opposite finding.

Spain’s rehabilitation with the
UN powers was accomplished

‘without a secintilla of modifica<

tion of its ways by the Spanish
regime since 1946. It is only
weaker. Its “popularity” was at-
tested by a 75-80 per cent absten-
tion in the last elections held.
As a matter of fact, it was in
part the desperate situwation of
the rickety Madrid regime which
hastened the economic helping
hand on the part of the U. S.

FRANCO IN CRISIS

Leon Blum, the French socialist
leader, believed in 1945 that "a
single gesture" of the greaf pow-
ers would have ended the Franco
tyranny. The Spanish
Indalecio. Prieto, thought that in
1949 "a single puff" would suffice.
Gestures and puffs we have seen.
But the substantial blows have
been on Franco's side, not aguinsi
him.

However weakened, this is still
the government that imprisons
over a hundred thousand demo-
cratic, anarchist, socialist and
other political opponents of
Franco’s totalitarianism. It still
tortures and executes others. As
recently as December 1949, many
European intellectuals headed by
such men as Gide, Spender, Bre-
ton, Orwell and Levi issued a
manifesto against a new terror
vnleashed by Franco against un-
derground leftist militants.

On the economic front, the
“Franco-Peron Protocol,” wheve-
by the Spanish dictator attempted
to~ effect an industrialization of
Spain to the accompaniment of
a diminution in agricultural pro-
duction to be made up by Argen-
tine wheat, has failed signally
on aceount of the inahility of
Spain to pay whén Argentina
demanded cash. This was the oc-
casion of the first resort to a
Chase National Bank logn in
order to buy American and
Canadian wheat.

Today serious ecrises exist in
housing and electric power as
well as food. Restrictions on elec-
tric power are more severe than
in many another eountry at war.
Madrid gets electricity from
nightfa]l to midnight and for
three hours in the morning on
some days. At the same time,
Spain is also experiencing a rise
in its birth rate. So great is the
strain on the economy managed

socialist, '

by Franco that it is generally
conceded that the American loan,
if it is not to be thrown down
the drain, must be only the first
of a series.

Franco is on the way up, helped
by Uncle Sam. He has only one
more step: full diplomatic recog-
nition by the U. S. and full entry
into the UN and Atlantic Pact.
Given the continuation of diplo-
macy-as-usual, we anticipate that
this step will be accomplished. To-
talitarianism is so vile, you see,
that one must use any means to
fight it, even the means of totali-
tarianism itself. Was not this prin-
ciple validated in the late war
against totalitarianism?

HELPING STALIN

Surely few will suecimb to the
shabby arguments made by some
administration supporters. It is
urggd for example, that since the
administration will ask for a
loan for Yugoslavia, a Stalinist-
totalitarian, even if anti-Russian,
country, how then could one ar-
gue against a loan to Spain? It
must be apparent to anyone of
modest intelligence that a loan
to Yugoslavia merely serves to
drive the wedge more deeply be-
tween that country and Russia,
whereas the loan to Spain serves
to resuscitate a dying regime.

The big, overwhelming aspect
of the gestures to Spaim is the
indirect, but no less substantial,
help rendered to Stalin. We have
written of this before. As report-
ed in The Nation, a conservative
Spanish Republican charged that
the policy “is forcing millions of
Spaniards who are against
Frane , monarch-
ists, even former followers of
Franco who now oppose him be-
eause he is ruining the eountry,
all the people who would like to
be on the side of the United
States, Great Britain ‘and France
—to turn their eyes towards Rus-

' From Boyeott to Bundling: The Crooked Line
Of Washington's Reversal on Fascist Franco

sia as the only big power here
at Lake Success which has de-
fended the cause of the Spanish
pecple.”

Thus the sights of U. S..diplom-
acy are trained on meeting force

with force, by the witchhunt do- ~

mestically and by reactionary al-
lies externally. The eyes of the
cotton-state Senators are on easy
profits in Spain. Those of the
militarists are on bases in Car-
tagena, the Pyrenees barrier,
the Castilian plateau. Their eyes

. are not on the men and women

in prison and the tyranny of the
regime.

LABOR LAY DOWN

The U. S. labor movement has
seemingly become a silent pariner
to the- actions of the Democruhc
administration.

In December 1949, at the found-
ing conference of the Interna-
tional Confederation of Free
Trade Unions held in London, the
American labor organizations rep-
resented by William  Green,
Meany and Woll for the AFL,
Haywood, Kyne and Quill for
the CIO, and Reid for the United
Mine Workers all came out in
a ringing denunciation of the
Franco regime, called for a boy-
cott of Spain and especially op-
posed any attempt to bring the
Spanish totalitarian tyranny into
the UN.

They said at that time: “We
inquired how labor could support
the Marshall Plan, which aimed
at strengthening democratic re-

- gimes, and then see our own coun-

try deal with a dictator in Spain.
We said that if our policy were
changed it would encourage
Franco and that should be the
last thing we should do.”
Secretary of State Acheson, be
it noted, complimented the Amer-
ican labor leaders on their “fine
diplomacy” at the time. He then
proceeded to write the above-men-

tioned letter to Senator Connally.
Louis Stark in the New York
Times reported that the U. 8.
labor leaders reacted with “chag-
rin” and “deep disappointment”
to Acheson’s nianeuvers.

Fervent opposition on paper, ex-
pressions of dismay, then the si-
lence that gives consent—such is
the evolution of policy of the U, S.
labor leaders. They have been so
busy supporting the same Truman
administration that brought its
Spanish policy to full bloom in the
shadow of the elections that they
have not given a word or thought
to their Spanish comrades-in-arms
and brother unionists who languish
in prison, face the firing squads,
or lament in exile their isolation
and lack of help.

Wilebaldo Solano, general sec-
retary of the Spanish POUM,
writing a year ago, hoped that
the “labor movement of the U. S.
will not be found wanting in mili-
tant solidarity in these ominous
times.” U. 8. Labor could have
indeed turned the tide if it were
not bound to the Democratic
Party. The U. S., remember, led
the fight £or the pro-Franco
resolution in the UN. Many of
the abstentions, such as those of
Great Britain, France, and Aus-
tralia represented a retreat from
opposition.

It is above all the failure of
the American labor movement to
champion the anti-Franco cause
which is most disturbing. We ex--
pected U. 8. diplomats to behave
in the manner of U. 8. diplomats,
U. S. militarists in the manner of
militarists, and Truman in the
manner of a capitalist politician.
But of labor and its leaders we*
had a right to expect more. It
had onee pronounced itself in

. clear and unmistakable voice on

the issue. Even to have gone down
fiechting on the issue were better
than not to have fought at all.

EXA Flections Show Protest
Vo te Against Government Parties

By AL FINDLEY

Israel’s first country-wide muni-
cipal elections, held on November
14, produced a marked victory for
the conservative General Zionists,
who campaigned on a platform of
free trade in economic policy and
fer alignment with_ the United
States in foreign affairs.

While it had been expected that
the General Zionists would make
gains, the extent of their vietory
was a surprise to evefyone. They

" are-now in a position to take the

lead in an attempt to build a
bourgeois coalition with the pos-
sibility of capturing government-
al power fbr the Israeli bour-
geoisie.

The General Zionist victory may
have far-reaching consequences,
but the election did not indicate
a marked swing to the right, as
the bourgeois press (both Jewish
and non-Jewish) have tried to
make out.

The election did reveal a pro-
test vote against all the govern-
mental parties. The greatest
losers were the other bourgeois
parties and the religious bloe.
The General Zionists and Mapam,
both opposition parties, gained—
the first greatly, the second
slightly. It is also significant that
the extreme right, the Heiruth
party, lost heavily, dropping al-
most one third of its voting
strength.

WHICH VOTES SHIFTED?

The result is as follows:

Mapai (Labor Party, the present
leading government party): 92.-
000 votes (28 per cent)—loss of
6.7 per cent from 1949.

General Zionists: 80,000 votes
(25 per cent)—gain of 18 per cent.

Mapam (pro-Stalinist labor
party): 37,300 votes (11.28 per cent)
—gain of one third of 1 per cent.

Communist Party: 7,385 (2.23 per
cent)—loss of one third of 1 per
cent.

Heiruth: fell from 154 per cent
of the vote to 10.4 per cent.

Religious bloc: fell from 15.4 per
cent to 12.8.

Progressives: dropped from 5 per
cent to 3.

Thus it is seen that the great-
est part of the Genéral Zionists'
gains came not from fhe labor
parties but from the other bour-

geois parties. Mapai, however,
seems to have lost some of its
middle-class support, at least

temporarily.

In evaluating the results of the
election, we must remember thal
it took place in the cities and
towns of Israel where the popu-
lation is engaged fo a great ex-
tent in trade and commerce rather
than in manufacturing. The gov-
ernment’s economic controls irk
these seetions much more than
others. It is significant that in
Haifa, which is more of an indus-
trial city than Tel-Aviv, Mapai
lost only 4 per cent, while in Tel-
Aviv it lost more than 10 per cent.

A national election, however
would also include the colonies
and kibbufzim (collective settle-
ments) where Mapai and Mapam
have an overwhelming majority,
and would therefore give an en-
tirely different picture. Only half
the citizens entitled to vote in
national elections voted in these
municipal elections.

The abandoned Arab towns of
Romleh and Lydda, now inhabited
by new immigrants, gave the la-
bor parties heavy majorities, This
seems fo indicate a trend among
the new immigrants.

RELIGIOUS ISSUE PALED

The other surprise of the elec-
tion was the defeat of the religious
bloc. All sections of this bloc,
which was splintered in this elec-
tion, lost heavily. While they are:
still a powerful factor in Israeli
political life, they have lost their
power of “blackmail” backed up
by the votes of the Oriental Jews
who are extremely religious. Polit-
ical and class questions achieved
supremacy over religious issues.

The result of the municipal elec-
tion, of course, increased the clam-
or for a new national election. The
parties of the cabinet coalition had
cold water dashed on their elec-
toral hopes and are in no hurry for
a new vote. The present coalition
is likely to limp along for a while.
The cabinet has brought in a bill
to fix the term of *the present
parliament as extending till 1953.

The Mapam, unlike Mapai, did
not drop but rather made a slight
gain. This was primarily a result
of the protest vote against the
government coalition, but it points
a lesson: the road to victory lies
not in the direction of appeasing
the bourgeoisie. The victory of
the General Zionists will make
that party more attractive to the
middle-class elements, If Mapai is
to maintain its position, it will be
forced to make more of a turn
toward its working-class follow-

ing.
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Page Five

The
ISL Program
in Brief

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

Ccpitalism 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 cbolished and replaced by a new
socicl system, in which the people own
and conirol the basic sectors of the
economy, democratically controlling
their own economic and political des-
tinies.

Stelinism, 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 sccialism ard have nothing in com-
mon with socialism—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
throots in @ world-wide imperialist ri-
valry for domination. This struggle can

only lead fo the most frightful war in

history so long as the people leave the
capitalist and Stalinist rulers in power.
Independent Socialism stands for build-

" ing end 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 %0 spread the ideas of socialism in
the labor movement and among all
other sections of the people.

A% 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 ro lasting and genuine
democracy without socialism, and
there can be no socialism without de-
mocracy. To enroll under this banner,
join the Independent Socialist League!

INTERESTED?

Get

, acquainted

with the
Independent
Socialist League— -

4 Court Square <
Long Island City 1
New York

1 I want more i'rafmﬂﬁui‘ion about the
ideas of Independent Socialism a
thﬁ ISLn %

00 I want to join the ISL.
NOME o amn i s e R

Address

A UAW LOCAL 6N THE 1950 ELECTION

= “Nothing succeeds like success
and nothing teaches like failure.

And it appears that the labor
movement should learn a great
deal from its failure in the No-
vember 7 election.”

That's the beginning of an edi-
torial in the “719 News,” newspa-
per of the United Auto Workers'
Local 719 (Illinois), which is head-
ed: “Stop the March of Reaction
by Building a Labor Party.”

The 719 News goes through the
disaster on election day and com-

- ments:

“The problem is: What do we do
next? %

“Labor can’t retire from politics,
even if some people want to . . .

“Labor has tried the policy of
supporting so-called pro-labor. can-
didates for nearly 20 years . . .
Isn't it about time that we ques-
tioned the basic wisdom of this
policy? Suppose labor had a can-
didate with the pllblic:appeal
leadership qualities of President
Walter Reuther [of the UAW] de-
bating Senator Taft instead of a
nonentity named Ferguson , ..

“Suppose labor had its politieal
independence and was net tarred
with the brush of all the scandals
that rocked the Democratic Party?
. . + The miserable performance
of the Demeocratic Party on such
problems as inflation, housing,
war, taxes and civil rights drove
the workers to choose the only
other alternative, the Republican
Party. . ..

“Labor can gain back ifts old
reputation of being a leading and
positive force in American society
when it breaks with the present
horrible state -of politics. It can
rally the people to its banner when
it declares its political indepen-
dence from the past policies. Brit-
ish labor tried it and succeeded.
The time is present for a new fresh
start in American politics, and the

road is independent political ac-

* tion. Labor can stop the march of
reaction only if it takes the, path®

of building a Farmer-Labor Party.”

WHAT WORKERS SAY

In “The President's Message”
column of the paper, President

Evron™ McGreer makes the inter--

esting observation:
“I Jha.ve talked to a good many

of our members before and since '

the election and it's surprising the
number of different viewpoinis I
have heard expressed. The only
conclusion I can come to is, that
the number of voters participating
and the number of Republican
votes cast was the voters’ only way
of saying ‘A plague on both your
houses.’

“The average worker apparently
doesn't expect his casting a Repub-
lican ballot to benefit himself or
his country any more than if he
had cast a Democratic ballot. Many
of our members have stated point-
blank that they voted Democratic
the last time and being dissatisfied
with what went on in politics in
the last few years, even though it
may have been better than it was
under a previous Republican ad-
ministration, they could not con-
scientiously vote Democratic again.
You may say this is a poor way for
anyone to show resentment, and
vou will probably find many
agreeing with you. You will find
few. however, in organized labor
who will spealk lightly of such a
situation.”

Advocating the formation of an
independent labor party. President

McGreer asks: “How can labor ex-*

pect to build up the confidence of
its members when it offers them a
choice belween two political op-
ponents simply by saying the one
they endorse doesn't smell quite as
bad as the other?” )

charge of the investigation.
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BIG CITY MACHINES AND LIBERAL VOTERS, by
Irwin Ross. (Commentary, October.) .

chines.

time Roosevelt follower,

Ross, the author of Strategy for Liberwls,
points out the tie-up between the Fair Deal and
Democratic Party machines in the major cities.

Starting with what he calls the “Chicago
pattern,” Ross indicates the tactics of “perfum-
ing the ticket” used in several of the large
Northern cities—the use of Fair Deal ideology
to prop up the sagging Democratic Party ma-

“Until recently, William O’Dwyer, a long-
donfinated the Hall
[Tammany]; and the Democratic organizations
in the other four boroughs doted on the Truman
program. The bhulk of the AFL and CIO unions
as well as a great many professional liberals
who have always looked askance at Tammany -
supported the city administration rather than
the reformers. All this did not remove the at-
mosphere of discreet corruption
rounded the O’'Dwyer administration, but it but-
tressed it with a strength which Tammany it-
self never possessed. ‘It was difficult to muck-
rake ©’Dwyer because fundamentally he was

chines adop

As for§
they will al
to live ‘wi

Even if a

emerge—a)
structure

which sur-
. The: ‘s
seem to be

Iabor government,’ the editor of a
New  York liberal publication recently re-
What’sithe solution for this dilemma of the

d labor leaders? Ross, the man with..
n_ in Strategy for Liberals, has none.

t its program.
he bosses; they are like the weather—
always be here and Ross is prepared
h them: *“the prospects for local
ovérnment’ are not too promising, for
the ' liberalism of the bosses in national affairs
buttresses their position on the local scene.” .
 “We wall probably always be plagued by a
measure of old-fashioned machine polities. . . .
a; successful third party should evex
-unlikely , development given the
£ American politics—it would un-
questionablly: be infiltrated by the followers of
. the old citg'machine.” .
tegy for liberals” would therefore
infiltrate the old city machines. ...
We wonder what Ross thinks of the strategy
after the recent election.

In Fight for Philadelp

By FRANK HARPER

PHILADELPHIA, November 20—
An anti-Stalinist grouping in 'the
loeal branch of the National Asso-
ciation for the Advancement ef
Colored Peeple made a complete
sweep in the election of the nomi-
nating committee (nine members)
at- the November 14 meeting.
Since this nominating committee
will on December 12 ‘“present
nominations at the annual meeting
for all officers and the Executive
Committee” in the form of a print-
ed ballot, last week's action prob-
ably heralds the end of more than
five years of Communist Party
control. Candidates on the winning

" slate ‘polled from 88 to 70 votes

while the highest vote cast for a
candidate of the present adminis-
tration was 53. .
The victorious caucus had car-
ried on a campaign during the
vear for the restoration of democ-
racy and efficient functioning in
the branch. It had criticized the
incumbent administration. nomi-
nally headed by the Reverend E.
Theodore Lewis, for excluding
various individuals and groups
from participation in branch ac-
tivity. Financial reports failed to
show the substantial indebtedness
to the national office, memberships
were held for long periods before
being forwarded to New York, the
executive committee functioned
poorly, and most of the standing
committees were defunct.”

Pacifist Organ
Banned hy P.0.

The radical pacifist monthly
“Alternative” has had its Septem-
ber-October issue banned from
the mails, according to an an-
nouncement by Albert Goldman.
New York postmaster, received in
a letter to the editors. The issue,
which contained a discussion of
disarmament and a plea for resist-
ance to the draft, was banned un-
der a postal regulation dealing

.with “advocating or urging trea-

son, insurrection or forcible resist-
ance to any law of the United
Sfates,” Goldman's letter said.

The policy of the magazine has
been to advocate conscientious ob-
jection to the draft. The editors
are pacifists who, their statement
says, believe in non-violence and
attempt to promote the -methods
of peaceful change as developed
especially by Gandhi in India even
if it means defying the laws of the
country when they conflict- with
principle.”

This is the first instance of the
‘banning” of a publication for po-
litical. or anti-war reasons since

. World- War:IL

"other interracial, civil righf:s, i
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The branch neglected its y&
work and did not cooperate

labor organizations in the city.
drop in membership in the fi¥
year period from over.15,000 to 4
than 4,000 reflected the faei tha
NAACP locally had ceased ton% a
vital force in the Negro commu-
nity. It did not prosecute discrimi-
natory employment through ‘the
municipal Fair Employment Prac-
tices Commission and protested .
only feebly against evictions and.
police brutality. .

HARD JOB AHEAD

The malfunctioning of the branch
invited the intervention of the has
tional office into local affairs. Onc®
several public occasions rﬁeﬁi;jh
the year national representatr
strongly suggested that the local
branch should do some houseclean~
ing. Finally they acted on an offi-
cial report of a special investié%t-
ing commitiee of the branch which:
pointed out the many shortcom-.
ings of the -branch -which have
been enumerated above. The mna-
tional committee on branches
threatened to revoke the  lggal
charter. | 4

Last week it was announced that
the national organization.had de-
cided to play a limited role in local
affairs; after January 1 an execu-
tive secretary will be furnishec@by
the national office at its expense.
Unlike the other officers, the €x-
ecutive secretary will .not be a
member of the branch execufive
board. {

The nominating committee, he
ed by Father Jesse Anderson 3
an important task. It must deaw

up a slate for the four top;'oﬂ&es

and thirty executive committees
posts. The new officers t@nﬂ&

to be resourceful, competent, and
industrious for it will be difficmlt
to rebuild the branch. The Stalin-
ists will undoubtedly be very gﬁl—-
cal critics of the new regime. ©
The candidates, chosen by f‘_i;he
committee are printed on the Bal-
lot and thus enjoy a considergble
advantage over write-ins —no'ghi-

-
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Anti-CP Group Wins {I;t Round
ia NAACP

nated from the floor at the annual
meeting. Thus the committiee’s
slate should represent not only all

‘viewpoints in the caucus but also

all interests in the Negro commu-
nity. Because of its principled
stand against the Communist Party
influences in the NAACP, the com-
mittee will not be expected to en-
dorse any consistent followers of
the CP line.

In order to give the membership
a meaningful opportunity to nomi-
nate candidates which the com-
mittee had overlooked or rejected,

“a limited number of vacancies for

executive committee posts should
be left on the printed ballot. De-
spite: the  overwhelming mandate
given the dominating committee in
ast week’s election, it is still nec-
essary that the December election
be carried out as democratically as
possible under the given election
rules.

Gerald Smith
Hails McGarren

By JESSIE KAAREN

Gerald L. K. Smith is exultant.
The fasecist “crusader,” in a confi-
dential memo to his patrons, fakes
credit for the passing of the Mec-
Carran Law. )

“You doubtless know.” says he
in his memo, “that I was one of
the six men who met confidential-
ly years ago and brought pressure
upon Congress to form what is now

- known as-the Un-American Activi-

ties Committee, which has doubt-
less done more to expose and un-
earth Communism than any other
single enterprise.”

He also boasts of cooperating
with the Republicans by bringing
the dirty wash out in public in
places where the Republicans
didn’t dare mention certain “facts”
in “fear of being accused of anti-
Semitism and for fear of being
smeared by the Jew-controlled
newspapers.” This is mentioned in
connection with the “Stop Roose-
velt” campaign in California dur-
ing which, these fascists say, they
mailed out one and a half million
pieces of literature.

There is another morsel in this
confidential memo. “The big job
we hive now is to expose the se-
cret government operating beyond
and behind our President and Con-
gress. The passing of the McCar-
ran-Woods bill to outlaw Commu-
nism is the first blow to this Jew-

. cabal.”

“Fascist Smith, of course, is try-
ing to ride the wave in order to
buck up his ailing “Christian Na-
tionalist” movement; but the “anti-

_ subversive™ hysteria has given him

a wave to ride, made to order for
his hate propaganda.
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| of Trade-Unionism under Tito |

The Fate

By HAL DRAPER

) The setting up of the "workers' councils” in Yugeslavia, far from
instituting a higher level of workers' democracy, has been the pretext

on which the Tito government has formally shorn the trade-unions of

their ifnporhmf functions as trade unions. .
Thls fact is little known, even though the Titoists announced it
officially, perhaps because it has been difficult for the socialist pro-

- Titoists to fit it into their euphoric view of Yugoslav development.

(There have, in fact, been scarcely any references to the trade
unions under Tito from the pro-Titoists. One did come from Will Bal-
lantine, a leading trade-unionist of the British Independent Labor
Party, who came back from a trip to Yugoslavia to express his per-
sonal opinion that “workers’ control in industry” in that country was
controlled by the trade unions, according to the Socialist Leader of
August 19. There is not an iota of truth in this, as the workers-
council law makes clear; nor do the Yugoslavs make this claim. Com-
rade Ballantine’s sincerity is beyond question, but it* illustrates the
pitfalls to be met by the “radical tourists” in Belgrade.)

The following stdtement will not seém extreme if the official an-
nouncements below are read carefully: trade-unionism as such has
been abolished by decree in Tito-Yugoslavia. Organizations ealled

+ “trade unions” will continue to exist, of course, but the role officially

_assigned to them will have nothing in common with the name. This
is, of course, in addition to the fact that “trade unions” under Stalin-

ist totalitarianism can only be a mockery in any case. We are stressing

that the Tito government has made the emasculation of the trade
unions a juridieal fact.

Ending Trade-Unionism

Tito announced this change in his speech on the law at the Na-
tional Assembly on July 18: .

“The participation of the workers in the management of the enter-
prises will have the effect of reducing the role played up to now by
the trade unions in the defense of the workers’ interests, for these
questions will henceforth be vesolved by the workers themselves, by
means of their councils and the management committees of the en-
terprises. But by that fact alone the task of the trade unions will be
facilitated, since up to now these had, on the one hand, to defend the
workers’ interests, and on the other also to watch over the interests
of the people’s state and the interests of the community as a whole.”

The task of the trade unions will now be "facilitated" in the degree
that they can now devote their time to watching over "the interests of
the people’s state” rather than over the workers’ interests. This will
indeed make things much easier—for the state. .

Tito went on: ‘““the law also provides that the management com-
mittees will also include representatives of the trade-union section
of the enterprise, which will thus have its share of responsibility in
the management of the enterprise, instead of playing a purely con-
sultative and irresponsible role.” )

The reader will note Tito’s description (“purely consultative and
irresponsible”) of a trade union which does not share in manage-

ment—that is, which aets as a trade union. Incidentally, the law says

not a word about trade-union representation on the management com-
mittee, despite Tito’s statement (not that it makes any difference).

"Reduced" to Propaganda Outfits

To what will the role of the trade unions be “reduced,” as Tito puts
it? Belgrade's No. 2 newspaper, Politika, had been more explicit a
few days before the speech. As reported by Tanjuwg the paper stated
that the new workers' council setup—

"changes essentially the role of the trade unions in the economic tasks
and in the protection of.the interests of the employees and workers. In
the future, it will be the workers themselves who, through their workers'
councils and their management committees, will independently solve all
questions, taking upon themselves the economic functions and the role
which the trade unions held in the solution of these questions. The task
of the trade unions will in the future be first of all, to strengthen their
activity in ideological, political and cultural education of the working
class, develop socialist relations among the workers in labor and in the
public domain, to awaken their socialist consciousness and a sense of
the responsibility they are assuming in undertaking the management of
economy.” [July 15.1

One day after Tito’s speech, the Central Committee of the Feder-
ation of Trade Unons acted:

“Belgrade, July 19—At its plenary meeting, the Central Commit-
tee of the Federation of Trade Unions of Yugoslavia has decided that
the central field of work of the trade unions will in future be raising
the cultural and political level of the workers. . .. '

"It was also decided at this plenum. that, in conformity with the
changes in their tasks, the structure of the trade-union organization
would also change. The central and republic committees in the future will
concern themselves especially with questions of principle and will make
decisions of general importance, while the principal tasks will be given
effect by technical councils by republic and section. They will be rein-
forced by new non-professional trade-unien workers, while the central
and republic committees will reduce their administrative apparatus as
well as the number of their paid functionaries." [Tanjug, July 20.1

The “trade unions,” then, will be mainly a propaganda apparatus,
with a big saving in bureaucratic overhead, once the pretense of de-
fending the workers’ interests is formally buck-passed to the “workers’
councils.”

Sample Agenda

Only one other comment is necessary. Even if it were true that the
workers’ councils were set up to defend the workers’ interests, as is
not true, they could be no substitute for trade unions. For the workers’
councils may exist in each enterprse but are not linked up with each
other. (This is sometimes vaguely referred to in Yugoslavia as a fu-
ture aim.) It is as if trade unions were to be limited only to plant-wide
organizations. Even in the U. 8., the abolition of industry-wide bar-
gaining is seriously proposed only by the extreme union-busting wing
of reaction.

Not ‘that the trade unions did much defending of the workers’
interests before the boon of workers’ councils was decreed for the
workers. I note that at the trade-union central committee plenum in
December of last year, the agenda read as follows:

(1) Trade-union organizations
tivity of work; :

"(2) Immediate tasks in the propaganda and ideological activity in
trade-union branches, and

in the struggle for a high produc-

"(3) Budget for 1950." [For the Defense of Peace, a Yugoslav propa
ganda organ in English, Jgn.-Feb. 1950.1

That agenda need not be changed under the “new” course. But a
worker need no longer ask why there was no place on the agenda for

" defense of the workers’ interests. .

‘ It goes without saying ithat strikes are, in effect, seditious under
Tlt_o. A previous article guoted the statement by Rankovie, the secret-
po!tce minister, boasting that “in Yugoslavia there are no such hard-
ships as . .. »}rork stoppages.” At the same plenum of the trade-union
centl_’al committee quoted . above, a blast was also issued against the
Commiiorm_which, among other things, indignantly denies the Comin-
for{n “inventions” about the existence of strikes in the country as “a
serious insult and a slander agdinst the working class of Yugoslavia.”

One can. imagine that "the" official reduction of the trade-unions
to the role of speedup and-propaganda instruments will not improve
the sad situation described by Nove Makedonija, the Tito govern-
ment's organ in Macedonia:

"In the organization and. holding of annual meetings by trade-union
branches, sub-branches and .groups, a number of weaknesses and omis-
sions have been noted, thus preventing the regular holding of annual
meetings. In many trade-union Branches, no previous conferences were
held to explain the importance of holding annual meetings. . . ." [Skoplie
radio, Feb. §.1

]

Yugoslav Stakhanovism

A note on Yugoslav Stakhanovism: This speedup system is the
same in Yugoslavia as in. the- Moscow-controlled states, though the
Russian term is not used. Yugoslav Stakhanovists are “shock workers,”
“rationalizers,” etc., and the national counterpart of Stakhanov is
one Alija Sirotanovie, a miner.

Otherwise the same picture holds. Attempts are made to build up
S_ta_khan{)vists into a favored labor aristocracy, though there is very
limited leeway for this in present-day Yugoslavia due to the extreme
poverty of the whole country and the general lack of consumption
goods. (The “radieal tourists” who report conversations with “a work-

-er”on a tour through a factory could profitably ponder over similar

reports by radieal tourists in Russia during the '30s. .. .»:

Trotsky had occasion to comment on Russian Stakhanevism: A%
a 1_'e_sult of these flagrant differences in wages, doubled by arbitrary
p_rw:legers, the bureaucracy has managed to introduce sharp antago-
nisms in the proletariat. Accounts of the Stakhanov campaign pre-
sented at times the picture of a small civil war. ‘The- wrecking and
breaking of mechanisms is the favorite [!] method of struggle against
the_ Stakhanov movement,’ wrote, for example, the organ.of. the‘trade
unions.” [The Eevolution Betrayed, page 127-8.] ' g

Should not this be kept in mind when ‘Tito reports, as he did in an
8(1([1:653 at.thc end of 1948, that crimes against persons and crinies
against private property have decreased but that— ” &

"On the other hand a certain increase of criminality:is :registered,
emerging from the sharp class struggle against the capitalist remnants .
in our country, manifested through sabotage, speculation -and all kinds
of willful damage of state property.” P . -

Tito ascribes this inerease to “enemies of new Yugoslavia [who]
ltlav,u;:, managed to make their way into the economic and state appara-
us”! - TRV

Super-Industrialization Squeeze

Unless we turn to reports of doubtful reliability in the' U.'S. press
(doubtful in the sense that there is no way to verify them), we ean-
not go_further in tracing this question through unassailable docu-
mentation. The same holds for peasant forms of resistance on the
countryside. During the election campaign in Mareh, the election
spelech by Tito at Drvar clearly enough indicated the existence of
p(_)hce coercion against- peasants and peasant antagonisms to the ve-
gime, Tito promises to stop “excesses,” “forcing,” ete. (Not in the
sect'ions of this speech spread by the Belgrade propaganda:organs in:
various languages but in the more complete text of the speech given
over the Belgrade radio). ' )

What is beyond doubt, however, is the fact that there is a tre-
311en(I0L13 economie squeeze on the Yugoslav workers and peasants. it
is by no means all accounted for by the backwardness of the country,.
1ts general poverty, or by the Cominform blockade. These account for
a great deal, but over and above all that is-the fact that the Tito
regime’s frenetic industrialization program is based on ‘super-exploi-
tation of the people. It could not be otherwise.,

Superficial socialist observers will no doubt point out that a socialist
Yug_osluvia would also have to set industrialization as fast as possibie
as its goal. This is, of course, true but not the point. What is "possible™
is considered differently by different regimes. The Yugoslav program
was and is possible only at the expense of super-exploitation of the
people, as was Stalin's super-industrialization program. Trotsky's attacks
on the latter apply with full force to Tito. .

Peasqnt discontent is, therefore, without doubt hased on the effects
of this industrialization program as it acts on the background of
Yugoslavia’s general economic and political situation. The Tito regime
has announced that one-third of the population now live in the cities
and towns, where 80 per cent were previously on the land. They have
to be fed from the land—without there having taken place a sufficient
develop{nen_t of light industry, consumers’ industry and agricultural
!nechamzatlo-n_tp make this a natural development., (“Our main task
is to restore Iargg-scale industry; and in order to approach the task
of restoring lage-segle industy at all seriously and systematically we
must restore small industry,” was Lenin’s answer to the super-ihdus—
trializers in his day.) - i

(Next week: The positive oufcome of Titoism.) '

They Need Your Help!

Local New York of the Independent Socialist League
has been regularly mailing packages of foed and clothing
to needy workers in Europe. The relief committee has espe-
cially urgent need for clean, wearable clothing for children
of school age, particularly in the 12-14 age group. Please

_bring or send your contributions to the city center of the

ISL, at 114 West 14 Street, 3rd floor, New York City. -
N - > P
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Page Six

The Gray Report |
~and Europe’s Will to Fight

By SAM FELIKS

The Gray report besides being o primer on
whet the U, S. hopes the world fo look like in
$he unforeseen future, is also a stdtement of
plans for today. Unlike previous official state-
ments outlining forelgn economic and political

-policy, it marks a break in that it explicitly pom'l's

out that the cold war is part of foreign économic
policy.

" The Harriman report of 1947 which inagu-
vated the Marshall Plan was formulated in
terms of the eventual easing up of the cold war.
This was also the line of the European Marshall
Plan Council’s annual reports. °

In fact, one of the preconditions laid down
for the success of the Marshall Plan was the
resumption of Fast-West trade—that is, the hope
of re-establishing the traditional trade relations
between agricultural Eastern Europe and indus-
trial Western Europe. With the recovery of
Western Europe and the resumption of East-
West trade, the cold war would easé up, or so it
was thought, and_a period of “peaceful coexist-
ence;”’ even if an uneasy one, would exist in
+which the United States could whittle away at
Russian strength.
s+ But the Gray report does not contain any
+race of the myth of "peuceful coexistence." 1
recognizes that the U. S. first is going to have
4o cledn up the Stalinist threat to copahlusm
and $hen it will be able (so it hopes) to organize
+he world according to capitalist standards. For
the report states:

“Increasingly, however, we have been forced
to recognize, as the dominant factor in world af-
fairs, the deterioration of relations between the
free world and the Soviet Union. We have acted
on the principle that this underlying conflict has
been political in the broadest sense.”

Allies for "Underlying Conflict”

Along with the heightening of the awareness
of “this underlying conflict” has been the propor-
tional acceleration of the building up of the war
economy and what this entails. It means mar-
shaling economic resources and manpower, se-
curing strategic raw materials and their sources
of supply—and arming allies. For no more than
the U. S. can exist economically isolated from
the rest of the world can the U. S. militarily pre-
pare for a third world war without allies all over
the world.

In the first chapter of the report, entitled
“The Slgmﬁcance of Foreign Economic Policy,”
there is a statement of this problem: not only
finding people who are broadly sympathetic with
the U. S. but also getting them to prepare for a
third world war. In face of this problem the
Gray report reveals bankruptey, and all it can
do i3 make a feeble attempt to paint the U. 8. as
the camp of democracy.

“The objective of our foreign economic pol-
icy has been, and is, to encourage among the na-
tions of the free world those economic conditions
and relationships essential for the development
of stable democratic societies willing and able to
defend themselves and raise the living standards
of their people. The objectives are to the benefit
of all peoples; their national interests are bound
up with our national interests; our security and
well-being are clearly connected with their se-
curity and well-being.”

Pie in the Sky

This states the ideological objective. But the
fulfillment 6f this objective is elearly at odds with
the actual economic policy set forth: “in eco-
nomic terms, the long-range conflict between
Soviet Communism and the non-Communist
world will center on their relative success, not
only in protecting, but also in efficiently utiliz-
ing and developing the économic resources avail-
able to them. This, then, should provide a keynote
for our foreign economic policies.” My
emphasis.]

The keynote of this foreign ecomomic policy
is the building up of the military strength of the
U. S. and its allies. The keynote sings a tune dif-
ferent from the objective: it heralds a decreas-
ing standard of living in the capitalist world

(and the same applies to the millions living in
the Stalinist world). ’

But what is to be offered in terms of a con-
crete proposal? The Gray report hortatorily an-
nounces the need for a positive political and
economic program. Here is the sum total of its
political program:

“In this approach, economic betterment must
obviously have a central place, but since results
can accrue by and large only over a considerable
period of time, the immediate need is to generate
hope ‘and a promise for the future that carries
conviction of fulfillment.” [My emphasis.]

It is the promise of pie in the sky. The most
powerful capitalism in the world on the very
eve of a struggle for its ex1stence can only offer
“a promise for the future.” It makes this appeal
to the great mass of the peoples throughout the
world whe are anti-capitalist (and it is this anti-
capitalism that Stalinism has been able to ex-
ploit) when almost all, including even the
Americans, recognize the future dangers of
misery and war for themselves.

Why Europe Stalls

T tis pbss:b!e for American capifalism only to

 talk like this today—that is, to offer, or even

think in terms of, a perspective after the war
for capitalism. Such a beau geste is not possible
anywhere else in the capitalist world. This is the
problem that faces the U. S. in the rearming of
Western Europe. For Wesfern Europe, a third
world war will net selve any.problems, and
above all, even fo the bourgeoisie, it does not
offer the perspective of d new era of capitalist
expansion. '

To the U. S., Western Europe has been
“dragging its fee s on buiiding up its military
strength. This has brought forth essentially two
types of reactions: (1) that the U. S. ought to
stop sending aid or perhaps get a little more
tough and force them to hurry up; and (2)
amazement that Western Europe does not see
the danger and make the necessary preparation
to defend itself.

Of course, one of the elements in this reaction
to rearming is the stalling on the part of many
of the Western European governments in order
to get a bigger slice of U. S. military expendi-
tures. But at bottom it is due to the antipathy
of the people to fight another war. Drew Mid-
dleton,, reporting on the U. S. occupation’s re-
sponse to the Social-Democratic vietory in the
recent German state elections, writes: “In view
of the results of the U. S. elections on Novem-
ber 7 there are many, Americans ‘and Germans
alike, who expect to be told ‘you must rearm and
German political differences are not important.’
Such a program would be disastrous in the eyes
of those who are in close touch with public
opinion. The French and the British are not the
only peoples who are restive under U. S. leader-
ship in the great struggle for power with the
Soviet Union.” [N. Y. Times, Nov. 22.]

Neon Lights Won't Do -

The Gray report, while posing the problem
of the need to build up support, views the prob-
lem as merely one of misunderstood interests:
“We have often failed to adjust or“to translate
our purposes and actions into the contexts of
their major interests—of the issues as they see
them. The fact that many governments may at
the moment lend us their support should not
deceive us regarding the extent of this basic
weakness.”

To be sure, there is the conflict of interests.
But it is not the kind of conflict that the U. S.
can resolve by putting up neon signs in Western
Europe to tell thie people that the U. S. is really
democratic, as one ECA report on information
suggested. And it is not that the U. S. is misunder-
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sfoed, but ru?ller that many in Europe and Asia

too well understand the war drives of American -

capitalism.
The conflict of interests springs from the

fact that Europe does not see any prospect of -

gaining anything out of a war. Russia or the
United States may win or lose: that much is in
doubt; but it is guaranteed that Europe loses.
As one correspondent reports, ‘“the broken peo-

ple on the front lines simply do not wish to fight.” -

Built-In Militarism

To problems of this magnitude the Gray re«
port does not even address itself, much less pre-
sent a solution. It is this that reflects the crisis
in.U. S. foreign policy. For the solution of thej
social, economic and political problems of our
time U. S. foreign policy does not have an an-.
swer. U. S. capitalism cannot deal with the revo-
lutionary upsurge in many parts of the world,
nor with Stalinism which distorts and eventually
destroys its progressive character—except by
mllltary means.

It is on the military level and with respect to
the building up of the American war economy
that the Gray report does come to grips with a
problem. It is entirely in keeping with the mili-
tary bias in U. S. foreign policy. Here is some-

thing which it can take up with a sense of

competence and ability ; it is its inability to solve
the social and economic questions that gives rise
to the built-in military bias.

The Gray report illustrates this: “As sue-
cess is achieved in broadening the unity of pur-
pose, based on mutual interest among free
peoples, we may reasonably expect a greater

sharing of the burden of security and develop-"

ment requirements. Where this unity is now lack-
ing and where there is no willingness to
part1c1pate adequately in the common ‘effort, the

difficulty is likely to appear in the realm of ideasp |

and values, or of internal policies, rather than in
any economic capacity. Where economic. deficien-

cies are a major element of the difficulty, how-

ever, an investment in aid now may pay large
dividends in growing collective strength.”

Promises, Today and Tomorrow

The Marshall Plan, three years ago, was able
to put forward the prospect of an increase in

_the living standards for the peoples of West

Europe because U. S. foreign policy was not yet
entirely geared to the accelérated pace of "this
underlying conflict"” and it was still based on the
hope for a peaceful solution. The Gray report
today, on #he other hand, offers no such induce-

ment to Western Europe, for—by explicitly re- |

vealing the dominating military orientation of
U. S. foreign policy—it points rather to a con-
sequent lowering of the living standards.

The promises of the Gray report -are the

“promises for the future.” It promises pie in the
sky if you will fight and die today. The immedi-
ate objective sought by the report is the strength-
ening of the U. S. war economy primarily
through the securing of foreign-supplies of stra-
tegic raw materials. The aid promised to Western
Europe is the creation of the armies needed to
fight tomorrow and for the closer integration of
Western Europe’s economy into the American
war machine. The Point Four program for the
underdeveloped areas is designed to pilfer their
raw materials. It demands the subordination of
the non-Stalinist world to American hegemony.

For all of these sacrifices by, the peoples of
the world, the U. S. offers a future in the “free
world”’—the world of free enterprise, free trade,
free competition and free access to markets. But
today it offers a society that is rapidly becoming
more undemocratic and bureaucratic, and one
that is increasingly forced to adopt many of the
characteristic behavior patterns of its totalitar-
ian enemy.

This is the program of American imperial-
ism, today’s promise. Its promise for tomorrow
is the A-bomb, the H-bomb and the destructive-
ness of the third world war. But the future does
not belong to either American imperialism or
Stalinist totalitarianism. It belong to the péo-

- ple—the oppressed and exploited peoples all

over the world.
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Sidney Hook’s Douhle Standard

“Ideologlcal Spying” Is Very, Very Bad—hut Only When the Other Fellow Does It

By GORDON HASKELL

Every couple of months the New York Times
magazine section (Sunday supplement) carries
an article by Professor Sidney Hook dealing with
some aspect of Stalinism in the United States.
For the last few years Hook has been the fore-
most advocate among the liberals of devising
ways and means of preventing Stalinists from
teaching in our schools and colleges.

In the issue of the Times for November 26,
however, he has wandered into a more intrigu-
ing field: the field of Stalinist espionage.

- Hook attempts to explain to the layman why
it is that men like Alger Hiss, Fuchs, Carr and
others became spies for Russia. He seeks to ex-
plore the psychological mechanism involved in a
shift of loyalties from their own government to
Stalinism and thence to Russia as the embodi-

gnent of Stalinism. And finally he seeks to pre-

sent a program for combating the “strange” and
“new” phenomenon of “ideological” spying.

Of course, the article deals specifically. with
Stalinist spying, and does not pretend to cover
the field. Yet curiously enough, whenever Hook
makes a generalization an any of the psychologi-
cal #raits or dominant attitudes of Stalinist spies,
he does not seem to be aware of the fact that
what he describes is equally true for all people
who become spies for ideological reasons.

This is not important primarily because it
gives additional insight into the development of
the thinking of Sidney Hook, who can be taken
as a pretty good spokesman for a whole genera-
tion of socialists-turned-defenders-of-capitalism.
It is important because it is one more example
of a specific type of miseducation which plays a
role in preparing the American people for a war
in which no holds are barred.

.- It is part of the whole process which seeks to
portray the enemy as outside the pale of hu-
manity. He, the enemy, thinks differently from
human beings (especially good Americans); feels
differently from them; has a different psychol-

‘;ﬁgy. etc.

How About American Spies?

First of all, it is obviously incorrect to con-
vey the idea that ideological espionage is some-
thing “new” or peculiar to Stalinism. Every
German, Italian, Bulgarian et al. who gave in-
formation or aid and comfort to the OSS or
British Intelligence during the last war free of
charge was an ideological spy and a “traitor to
his country” in the narrow patriotic sense.

Jertainly most members of the OSS and oth-
er espionage organizations of the Allies during
the last war were ideological spies, and the
American government is, we can safely assume,
seeking to develop as many ideological spies as

it- possibly can behind the Iron Curtain at the

present time. Further, hunreds of them are
working for the FBI inside the Communist Party
in this country. -

To justify the activities of these people while
.. condemning the activities of the Stalinist spies
can be done logically only if one stops talking
about. spying as a peculiarly vicious kind of ac-
tivity and starts discussihg the relative merits
of the causes on behalf of which the spying is
done. But Hook doesn’t like that kind of treat-
ment of the subject, as it would run contrary to
his whole approach.

“No human being, irrespective of the origi-
nal highmindedness of his intentions,” he writes,
“can fail to be affected in some way by the
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means he uses to achieve his goals. When the pat-
tern of duplicity, -lying and betrayal becomes
habitual, moral sensibilities are gradually blunt-
ed and character itself becomes transformed. Not
infrequently the idealist becomes a brutal cynic
to whom the early ideological rationalizations
are ritualistic chatter.”

That, of course, is quite true. It obviously ap-
plies to every operative of the FBI in the Com-
munist Party, or in other organizations, as much
as to the Stalinist spy. Hook deals with the prob-
lem of the growing mulhpllcahon of government
agents and spies of all kinds in our country—by
not mentioning it at all.

Source of Stalinist Espionage

Even though his one-sided presentation of

the question is misleading in the sense indicated,
Hook has a good grasp of the source of the Stal-
inist spy machine. He says that the Stalinist par-
ties of the world are an excellent recruiting
ground for all kinds of secret agents, and that
from among the mass of Stalinists the Russian
MVD (GPU) selects either people who are par-
ticularly naive or particularly vicious for full-
"time - espionage. The naive ones are gradually
hardened and corrupted. They can be effective
because they come from-all walks of life and be-
cause they have a fairly wide social base—the
Stalinist movements—from which to operate.

Of course, Trotsky pointed this out during
a whole decade when broad liberal strata were
more intent on cooperating with the Stalinists
than on defeating them. As a socialist interna-
tionalist, he discussed the problem not from the
standpoint of assisting governments to protect
themselves against military and industrial espi-
onage, but rather because he was concerned with
protecting the labor movement from infiltration
and corruption by the GPU apparatus.

Hook attempts to devise a defense against
Stalinist espionage on the basis of his analysis
of the nature of the phenomenon. And it is pre-
cisely at this point that he is both closest to say-
ing something significant about it and yet neces-
sarily wide of the mark.

“Here, as elsewhere,” he ends his article,
‘“continuous education and continuing social re-
form, if not the only, are, in the long view, our
most formidable defense.”

And a bit before that he writes: “the most
effective way of meeting the threat of ideological
espionage is to dry up its sources by public edu-
cation on the nature of the Communist Party.
The ill-advised McCarran-Kilgore Internal Se-
curity Act is no more appropriate for this pur-
pose than is a pitchfork for ladling water.”

Compartmentalized Minds

Stalinism in the United States and elsewhere
outside the Iron Curtain does not draw its
strength primarily from ignorance about the na-
ture of the Communist Parties or Russia. It is
possible for Stalinism to attract millions chiefly
because they are so disqusted with the realities
of the social system in which they live that they
are willing o turn to any ideology, backed with
visible power, which struggles against it.

Of course, they are blind to the true nature
of Stalinism. They do not want to believe that it
is a brutal totalitarian society. To prevent the
truth from penetrating their minds they are com-
pelled to fix them in rigid compartments in
which all terms like “democracy” and “peace”
and “freedom” have different meanings when
applied to the Stalinist world than when applied
to the world of capitalism.

To the Stalinist ideology Hook wants to op-
pose something better. “There is implicit in the
American ideal of ‘equal opportunity for all’ a
revolutionary dynamic sufficient to meet and
overcome every domestic ¢hallenge to our own
ideals,” he writes. Yet it is precisely the dispar-
ity between this ideal and the social facts which
is one of the chief sources of «ll ideological re-
volt against our society.

And here we find that the idealistic apologists
for capitalism are also compelled to compartmen-
talize their minds in order to maintain their

ideology. They too must concentrate on the “im-
plicit ideals” and the “social reforms” while
either ignoring the gradual encroachment of
authoritarian thought and practice in our society
or explaining it away on grounds of necessity
impesed by military danger . . . just as the Stal-
inists explain away the la,ck 01 democracy i’
Russia.

The Real Trend

Capitalism itself, reformed or unreformed,
with or without good public education on the
nature of the Stalinist parties, has proved itself
incapable of defeating Stalinism ideologically. .
There is good reason to believe that the tendency
is away from continuing the effort, and in the
direction of defeating Stalinism with repressions
at home and military might abroad.

One might think that the consequences of this
trend would be clear, particularly to people of
Hook’s phllosophlcal persuasion. The means, it
goes without saying, will prevaﬂ over the ends
in due course. Yet instead of raising his voice in
full ery against the actual trend of events here,
Hook is willing to propose as a substitute for
active revolutionary opposition to these trends
a “revolutionary dynamic” the reality of which
exists only in an ideal—and only implicitly, at
that.

The whole point is this : neither Stalinism nor
its particular aspect of espionage will be elimi-
nated by public education on the nature of Stal-
inist Russia. Nor will it be eliminated by reform-
ing capitalism. It can only be defeated politically
by the development of a broad social movement
which is as determinedly opposed to capitalism
as are the Stalinists; which struggles against all
its manifestations in the name of a better social
order, as do the Stalinists; but which conducts
this struggle by means of the democmtlc, con-
scious organization of masses of people, as the
Stalinists da not do.

. This is the objective of the Independent So.—
cialist League.

DEAD GIVE-AWAY

In his article in the N. Y. Times dis-
cussed on this page, Sidney Hook attacks
“political espionage” as a means which
leads te moral degeneration, brutal eynic-
ism, etc. While his article is specifically on
the Stalinist spies, his strictures against
the practice are made in general fashion.
It is therefore intriguing to learn that it
was Sidney Hook who made the following
public proposal—which can only mean, pos-
sibly among other things, the organization
on a large-scale of “ideological spies,” sabo-
teurs, fifth-columnists and others who
would necessarily have to practice dupli-
city, lying and other vices on a systematic
basis. _

"I speak in the first person only for pur-
poses of expository emphasis. Give me a
hundred million dollars and a thousand dedi-
cated people, and | will guarantee such a
wave of democratic unrest among the
masses—yes, even among the soldiers—of
Stalin’s own empire, that all of his problems
for a long time to come will be infernal.
I can find the people. . . ." [Politics maga-
zine, Winter 1949. Emphus:s in original.)

As Hook writes in the Times, “ideologi-
cal espionage originates from a mixture of
misguided idealism and Messianic zeal.”
(Few Messiahs, however, have predicated
their world-saving mission on a hundred
million dollars.)

The question of espionage is not in it-
self politically interesting to us; it is only
one of the many means employed by both
war camps (and other powers), both ideo-
logical and non-ideological, to further their
own purposes. What is interesting, as Com-
rade Haskell points out, is Hook’s dead give-
away of his double standard of judgment
in approaching Stalinist and American im-
perialism.—Ed.
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(Continued from page 1)
the direct responsibility of both

~ war camps, not only for the gen-

eral international situation which
has produced this explosive mo-
ment and which is decisive in
evaluating it, but also for the
immediate crisis. Stalin and Mao,
on the ome side, and Truman and
MacArthur on the other have co-
operated to bring it about, in a
bisymmetric pattern.

For a detailed discusgion of the
aggressive aims of Stalinist im-
perialism via the Peiping regime,
see the accompanying article in
this issue, written before the
present critical point. The Chi-
nese Stalinists are defending nei-
ther Chinhese nor Korean inde-
pendence but only the power of
the Moscow - Peiping axis in
Korea. Their offensive, if pro-
voked, was not provoked because
U. S. airplanes bombed the wrong
end of bridges over the Yalu
Yiver border. They have been
Iu]w,m‘epared for this offensive®

And just as it was inconceivable

_that the North Koreans should in-

vade the South without a green
{ight from the Kremlin, so the pres-
ent mass entrance into the fight-
ing by Peiping's troops is incon-
ceivable without Stalin's ned.

As a consequence of the mass
intervention by the Chinese, Pei-
ping’s delegates appear before
the UN holding their military
successes like a sword over the
rest of the world—or like a gun
on the bargaining counter. Like

Mao
(Continued from page 1)

(5) U. 8. representative War-
ren Austin was forced to with-
draw the “Formosa question”
from the UN agenda, acknowl-
edging Peiping’s premise that the
UN had no ‘jurisdiction. Even
Chiang Kai-shek denied UN jur-
isdiction. Peiping can bargain for
Formosa now. It has linked For-
mosa to the Korean issue in its
own way.- '

THROW OF THE DICE

How has it come about that the
hard-won victories of the Ameri-
can forces are turned to dust in
the bitter winter snows? A per-
spective on past U. S. war policy
indicates the reason.

America is alienated from the
oreat popular movements of Asia.
Because it became estranged
from the great social upheavals
which have been the prime dy-
namic in Asia, the U. S. lost its
position on the continent and in
Southeast Asia. In Korea, U. S.
policy led it to identification with
the anti-popular Rhee govern-
ment. On  the military plane,
Acheson had originally drawn
the perimeter of U. S. strategic,
interests to exclude Korea and
Formosa. North Asia was ac-
knowledged as an area of Rus-
sian power, sanctified as such by
treaty, U S. military withdrawal
and political failure.

On June 25 Truman, in effect,
.proposed to reverse these deep-
seated tendencies by a single
throw of the military dice. A U. S.
army was to recapture all that
‘had been forfeited during five
years. But reality was not amen-
able to such sudden attack.

All Asia, the peoples of North
and South Korea and the massive
might of Stalinism were arrayed

the capltallst imperialists, they
do not want war — they want
peace on their own terms; and
for both the distinction is in the
long run only tactical. Each ag-
aressive step is a “caleulated
risk,” and the third world war
will likely break out as the result
of a miscalculated risk.

If Mao's present mass offensive
is one of these calculated risks,

the starting point of the present’

critical phase of the Korean war
was another calculated risk—one
decided by Washington and plug-
ged by MacArthur: the crossing of
the 38th parailel by the U. S.
Although MacAxrthur speaks of
an “entirely new war,” the Chi-
nese in  fact committed them-
selves from this point on. They
announced this to the world at
that time through the Indian am-
hassador in Peiping. The U. S.
chose to believe that they were

biuffing; India did not. It was, in--

deed, for this reason that Nehru
has since steadfastly refused to
assume responsibility for UN
“liberation” activities in North
Ikorea, in spite of his general
support to the U. S.-UN war.

The U. 8. chose to accept, or
pretend to accept, Mao’s double-
talk about Chinese ‘“volunteers”
in Korea, or to believe that Chi-
nese forces would be limited to
tokens in any eventuality.

On the basis of this hope or
belief, in the past months Wash-
ington and London have been
speaking in terms of how to head

A. 1

against the effort. Given these
conditions, - especially the over-
whelming Stalinist power, even
a military victory would create

more problems than it could
solve.

The invasion of South Korea
was a combined operation by in-
ternational Stalinism. Details on
the military preparations have
become public through the defec-
tion of a member of the Russian
military mission “o Pyongyang
and the publication of his report.

According to his account, the
North Korean army was built
around three elements: (1) the
Korean brigades of the Russian
army, which had fought as far
west as Stalingrad; (2) 1500
tank technicians from Mongolia
as the nucleus of the armored di-
visions; (3) Chinese Korean
troops of the Manchurian com-
mand. Russia supplied all the
arms, using the Chinese and
Mongolian railroads for trans-
port.

BLEEDING POINT

Korea became the bond for the
integration of Stalinist diplo-
macy and strategy in North Asia
under Russian hegemony. The
Chinese were definitely subordi-
nates in' this relationship, much
to their chagrin. American mili-
tary action strengthened this de-
pendency.

The combined Stalinist power
is sufficient to make the Y. S. po-
sition certainly untenable. Mac-
Arthur’s command-and Rhee's so-
cial policies will only make the
Stalinists’ task simpler. Stalin-
ism is in a position to exert the
greatest pressures for a favor-
able deal, and then nullify it
through new pressures.

1+ can make Korea a bleeding
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off the danger of Chmese inter-
vention: assurances for China’s
hydroelectric interests across the
horder, buffer zones, internation-
alized areas, ete. The “calculated
risk” for Acheson and Bevin—for
peace on their terms—aimed at
tuking all Korea but not at war
with China.

Even THIS "calculated risk" pol-
icy., which in any case. overlaps
the "calculated risk' area of Pei-
ping, has been torpedoed by Mac-
Arthur,

MacArthur has used every in-
strument of his military position
to try to set upsa kind of reac-
tionary “dual power” in his own
bailiwick in the limited field of
foreign policy, a “dual power” to
the State Department, represent-
ing the pro-Chiang elements in
American  imperialism  deter-
mined on following a more. opénly
aggressive policy to maintain
complete hegemony in the Far
East, which they view as more
decisive than Europe.

The State Department, follow-
ing a different course in the same
interests of U. S. world power,
held its collective head when the
general with the specially tail-
ored cap flew to Formosa to chin
with Chiang, and groaned when
his cohorts here published his
pro-Chiang appeal after it had
been officially banned. There is
plenty of reason to believe the
speculation that Truman’s still-
mysterious trip to Wake Island
(following the flurry here of open

in Korea Emerge—-

point of American strength by
continuing the agony of war
through guerrillas, regular units or
*volunteers” as it sees fit, dooming
all efforts at reconstruction to
failure. Such is the nightmarish
prospects for the U. S.

What are the Chinese interests-

and intentions? Their hit-and-run
tactics seem to indicate limited
aims. Their “volunteers” have al-
- yready achieved the political re-
sults noted above. However, there
is a reported 500,000 troop army
on its border; curfews have been
instituted in Manchurian cities;
roads have been cleared for mili-

" tary traffic; key installations are
being camouﬂaged' nation-wide
propaganda has reached an hys-
terical war pitch.

What do these portents signi-
fy? Full-scale war or plecaution-
ary measures? The point is that
Pelpmg holds the initiative and
is geared to move in several di-
rections as events may dictate to
achieve its ends. And its aims are
the same as Moscow's, as part of
their integrated program for
North Asia.

There are indications of differ-
ences between Moscow and Pei-
ping, but difference is a long
way indeed from conflict. There
is no reason to believe that these
differences cannot be contained
within the present Russian-domi-
nated axis. Washington’s policies
have nullified any hope that its
influence might bring about a
schism, for a long time to come.
As a result of Korea, the Chinese
stake in Stalinist international
policy has increased.

PEIPING'S AIMS

This policy has as its immedi-
ate aims:

(1) The establishment of a
Stalinist North Korea. Initially
this might be by way of a “buffer
zond” or some other arrange-
ment. But it is clear that Mos-
cow-Peiping have not altered
their aims in Korea; and to take
“all of Korea they must first re-
establish the power of Pyong-
yang.

(2) The negotiated conquest of
Formosa or a free hand to take
the island. )

(3). Acceptance of China into
the UN and as a member of the
Security Couneil.

(4) The, modification of Amer-
ican aims in Japan by forcing

preventive-war exhortations by
influential mnames) _had niainly
the pu:pose of curbing MacAr-
thur’s obvious desire tg “setile”
with Mao’s China forthwith.

MacArthur did in truth sign
the “treaty” with Truman, put-
ting his-name down in signature
to the minutes of the meeting as
if he were an independent poten-
tate, however sullenly as the
press reported, but he still pos-
sessed his “dual power” as the
warlord in the East.

The Acheson-Bevin line ended
up with these gentlemen agreeing
to invite Stalinist China to the
UN, in order to facilitate the en-
trance of the Korean war into a
diplomatic phase. Three days be-
fore Mao’s men were due to ap-
pear at Lake Success, MacAl-
thur launched his “end the war”
and “home by Christmas” offen-
sive, the accompanying label be-
ing greeted with unconcealed dis-
may by Washington.

In the MOST immediate sense,
without lessening the importance
of the preceding events by a whit,
it is this irresponsible adventure
by the procensul in Tokye which
has led to the present pass.

Just as the stage is set for the
possible resolution of the war on
the diplomatic field, albeit over
the inter - imperialist bargain
counter, MacArthur has dumped
a military crisis into the UN’s
lap.

He did not “bring the boys
home by Christmas.” Moreover,

1eccgn1t10n of Peiping’s right to
membership on the Far Eastern
Council and in this way build up
the combined Stalinist pressures
so as to wmodify the proposed
Washington “peace treaty” for
Japan.

None of these is a defensive
aim. They form part of the warp
and woof of the larger world
struggle in which both camps are
aggressive. Stalinism seeks the
final elimination of U. S. influence
in North Asia as the cuimination
of the process which has been de-
veloping since Yalta, as described
aobove. This would be a step to-
ward the fermination of U. S. in-
fiuence in all Asia.

Peiping has taken the lead for
this in South Asia. Mao’s alliance
wih Ho Chi Minh, leader of Viet-

MacArfhur- Truman Set Stage -

the navy has in bitterness made
clear that his quack promise was
an imposture from the start,
since it was physically impossible
even if the fighting ended.
He did not give the boys Santa
laus at home. He has only given
them the opportunity to fight for
his latest “calculated risk”—a
gift which distinetly possesses no
advantages over their more gen-
eral .privilege to fight for U. S.
hegemony over the Far East.
His plunging adventure has
been a “calculation” not only
with the lives of his men but with
the third world war and conse-
quently the fate of civilization.
We are not interested in decid=
ing whether MacArthur’s policy
or Acheson’s policy is a more con-
sistent or “realistic” corollary of
the original decision-to cross the
38th parallel or of the miginal
Truman decision on military in-

tervention in Korea. The constst‘
ency and realism are both wlthm__ =

the framework of the same im-

perialist policy. A government in-
terested in' peace would not have -

a MacArthur on its hands in the
first place, even if his generalship
were twice as “brilliant” as the

* Hearst press puffs it up to be—

any more than a government in-
terested in defending democracy
in the world would prop up a
Rhee in Korea.

1+ is Washington. and. Moscew
that set up the deck which Mao
and MacArthur have dealt out in
their own way. ’

Minh, is one aspect of the drive.
The invasion of Tibet and the de-
liberate flouting of Nehru is an-
other aspect of Peiping’s deliber-
ate aggression. The: Communist
Parties of Thailand (Siam) ant
Malaya are even now being reors
ganized under Chinese guidance.

Peiping has a powerful tool in

the huge Chinese minorities liv-
ing in the area, most of whom are
lcyal Maoists now and inspired
by patriotic motives.

Far from being a defeat for
Stalinism, Korea may have open-
ed a period of initiative for Stal-
inism, via Peiping, in all South
Asia, possibly reversing the set-

backs it has suffered there in re-

cent years. That depends on the
events of the next few weeks in
Korea.
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