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May Day-1954: What Faces ls?

By V. J. Jerome

The First of May this year presents
before the American working class
issues and tasks of a magnitude un-
precedented in the entire range of its
history. This stands out in the light
of the two-fold meaning of labor’s
traditional May Day. On this First
of May our labor movement has the
great task of defending and strength-
ening its hard-gained achievements
and of unifying its forces in the face
of the gathering economic crisis and
the mounting McCarthyite attacks.
Upon it devolves the task of lead-
ership in building a powerful peace
movement to halt the warmakers and
thus to safeguard the vital interests
of the nation. In this way the Amer-
ican working class can best meet its
international obligations in this grave
hour when the world is being pushed
to the brink of war by Wall Street
imperialism.

A new role devolves upon the
working class as the government of

An Editorial Article

millionaires more and more leads the
country down the ruinous course of
wars of aggression abroad and fas-
cism at home. Our country is con-
fronted with the threat of the scut-
tling of the Bill of Rights and of all
constitutional liberties. Indeed, at
stake is human life itself, which is
threatened with annihilation if the
people do not paralyze the hand of
the H-bomb imperialists.

In this situation the working class
must feel itself called upon to as-
sume the role of leader in the na-
tional salvation. The high responsi-
bility of leading force in the nation
became the historical task of the
working class with the setting in of
the imperialist epoch, when the bour-
geoisic had outlived its historically
progressive role and was entering
upon a policy of “reaction all along
the line” (Lenin). Today, in the pe-
riod of its deepened general crisis
which brings capitalism everywhere
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to resort to desperate means—to fas-
cism and war—in the hope of sal-
vaging its doomed system, the work-
ing class in each capitalist country
faces the task of national salvation

domineering organizer of a new
world war.

How and to what extent has the
American working class assumed
this responsibility? And what is
lacking for its fulfillment?

* * *

It might be easy—yet very decep-
tive—to write off our working class
and declare it has not moved at all
along the course of struggle against
the program and policies of Big Busi-
ness. But the scientific assessment of
a process
judgment
essary to s
has been,
to accelerate its pace and enlarge its
perspective.

The working class has engaged in
a range of important and even ma-
jor economic struggles. These nu-
merous and militant strike struggles,
many of them hard-fought, have in-
volved hundreds of thousands of
working men and women, Negro
and white, throughout the country.

A notable advance in the trade-
union movement is its growing re-
alization of the necessity to meet the

threat of mass unemployment. This
represents a decided change for prog-
ress as against the policy of turning
the back on this problem and on the
unemployed which characterized the
attitude of the dominant trade-union
officialdom during the Great Eco-
nomic Crisis when the Communist
Party initiated the demand for un-
employment insurance. Since then,
the organization of the mass produc-
tion industries which has brought the
trade-union strength to 15 million,
has patently made the threat of mass
unemployment a threat to the trade-
union structure itself.

Thus, the two main trade-union
centers, the A.F. of L. and the C.1.O,,
at their last conventions, adopted
“anti-depression” programs, as did
various international unions, notably
the U.A.W., as well as state and city
labor councils. These programs,
though varying in form, range of de-
mands, and political level, nonethe-
less constitute an encouraging basis
for labor’s united action to meet the
looming threat of unemployment and
its consequences.

In the words of the Draft Program
of the Communist Party:

. . . the American people are no longer
going to accept hard times as just “hard
luck,” or as the process by which indi-
viduals are made “rugged” under cap-
italism. They refuse to blame them-
selves or fate for mass unemployment.
They expect the economic system and
the Government to guarantee them jobs
at a living wage as workers, and a liv-

ing income as farmers.
* k%

ON MAY DAY

A factor for progress in the course
of the labor movement is the strength
brought to it by the organized Ne-
gro workers. There is an increasing-
ly greater consciousness in the labor
movement of the meaning of strug-
gle for Negro rights as part of
the general struggle for democratic
rights and for economic betterment
of the whole working class. The or-
ganization of two million Negro
workers into trade unions, their mili-
tant participation in struggles along-
side their white fellow-workers, and
the break-through in some instances
to positions of leadership have given
a setback to the traditional policy of
division with which the white ruling
class has sought to play Negro work-
er against white worker, and thus
have weakened the whole base of
jimcrow. Needless to say, this is
only a beginning, in terms of what
has still to be done to break the
backbone of the white chauvinist
evil that still persists in the labor
movement.

In noting this aspect of advance by
the labor movement, we need to take
into account the fine contributions
of the National Negro Labor Coun-
cil, which is in the field representing
the special interests of the Negro
workers. Its impact is felt in the
struggle around such issues as
F.EP.C, seniority, upgrading, wage
equality, hiring of Negro workers,
employment of Negro women in in-
dustry with equal rates of pay and
non-discrimination in working con-
ditions, and promotion of Negro

workers to trade-union leadership.
Of particular import is the organi-
zation’s stand on the issue of colo-
nialism, a position far in advance of
that taken by the workers generally.

A further positive feature to be
noted at this stage is the fact that
the post-clection policy of top trade-
union officials for “adaptation” to
the Eisenhower Administration has
been weakened by the developing
pressure from below. It is sig-
nificant that C.I.O. President Reu-
ther, who tried to tie labor’s anti-de-
pression program to Eisenhower’s
“initiative” for effecting it, has as-
sailed the Administration’s tax bill
as a “bonanza to the wealthy.” More
and more the trade-union struggle is
shaping up on a different level. While
at the outset there was still an orien-
tation toward awaiting some changes
that would alleviate the Taft-Hartley
tyranny, now the new spate of anti-
trade union measures sponsored by
the Administration reveals the delu-
sions of all such earlier expectations.

bor’s forces and that will, in turn,
strengthen and solidify labor’s fight-
ing ranks.

* * *

In context with these positive fea-
tures, it must be said, however, that
the working class has not yet risen
to its task in relation to the central
issues of our time. It has not yet
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labor movement is becoming increas-
ingly a powerful factor in the anti-
McCarthy struggle, but the ini-
tiative of this struggle is not yet in
the hands of labor. And as to the

seck to commit organized labor to
support of the war-mongers. What
can be more dastardly, more treason-
ous to the deep-felt peace aspirations
of the American workers than A.F.
of L. chieftain Meany’s delirious de-
mand for rapid-tempo plunging into
war in Indo-China?

How is it that such a stooge of im-

ganization and despite continuous
conduct of economic struggles in a
spirit of true militancy, still lags be-
hind in the full understanding of its
role as class. It lags in the conscious-
ness of being what Engels termed, “a
class in itself and for itself,” in the
realization of its role in the nation as
mobilizer and leader of its demo-
cratic-spirited, peace-desiring, and

freedom-aspiring allies, in the first
place the farming masses and the
Negro people.

“Labor does not play its full role
today,” declares the Party’s Draft
Program. “It does not give a clear
and firm lead because it is unclear
and divided itself, because its own
ranks are infected with Red-baiting
and the ‘cold war,’ because its top
leaders still play the part of errand
boys to Big Business politicians.”

The issue is cardinal. It affects
every area of working-class struggle.
In the sphere of struggle against the
consequences of the developing eco-
nomic crisis, to take a major instance,
this continued subscrvience to Big
Business robs the program of an im-
portant essential that is a key to fur-
nishing extensive employment, name-
ly, the demand for East-West trade.
The opening up of normal trade re-
lations with the US.S.R., People’s
China, and the People’s Democratic
states of East Europe would result
in millions of jobs for American
workers.

Even the Big Lie smokescreen can-
not choke off the growing aware-
ness in the ranks of the workers—as
increasingly they join the swelling
columns of “recession” victims—that
East-West trade can open an ever-
widening path to jobs for themselves,
stable markets for farmers, as well
as new opportunities for understand-
ing between the American people
and those of the Socialist and Peo-
ple’s Democratic States, to lay the
foundation for an enduring peaceful
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co-existence. The facts of the dema-
gogic manipulations that aim to
thwart this understanding, the facts
of the conspiracy to frustrate the nor-
malizing of trade relations, to block
countless legitimate bids for food-
stuffs and other goods produced by
American workers in factory and on
farm, are notorious.

Such is the sickening anti-Soviet
hate-and-spite policy of the reaction-
ary Social-Democratic and reformist
leaders that they cold-bloodedly doom
millions of AF. of L. and CIO.
trade unionists and their families to
unemployment and starvation rather
than allow the demand for ending
the East-West trade embargo a place
in the “anti-depression” programs of
their conventions. Well did Mary
Norris, writing in these columns in
the March issue, comment: “The
fact is that to date a more forthright
stand on this question has been taken
by some businessmen than by the
main sections of labor leaders in the
United States.”*

The extent of this harmful posi-
tion can be seen from the fact that
the jobs-and-wages policy of the top
labor leaders is still geared to Wall
Street’s maximum-profits economy
of arms production, which is falsely
presented as the road to prosperity
and the guarantee against depression.
What this panacea means to the la-
boring people is summed up in the

* A number of progressive-led unions, it
should be noted, have put forth demands for re-
sumption of East-West trade, among these being
Mine, Mill, U.E., Fur, and LL.\V.U.

Draft Program in one sentence: “The
arms cconomy is proving to be not
the road to prosperity, but to eco-
nomic ruin.”

Just as the main labor officialdom
gears the jobs-and-wages program to
the arms production economy of Big
Business, so they work desperately to
subordinate the policy of the working
class to the main political program
and objective of the ruling class.
With every means at their disposal
they trumpet the Big Lie of the So-
viet “threat” to this country, the
hoax of Communist “aggression”—
the stock-in-trade of McCarthyism.
By means of this colossal deception
they succeed in large measure in tying
the labor movement to the political
machine of the ruling class, thus re-
tarding the independent political ex-
pression of the workers as a class. As
the Draft Program states:

The responsibility for this rests on the
official leaderships of the major trade
union centers, the A.F. of L., C.IO.,,
Railroad Brotherhoods and Mine Work-
ers. By their support of Wall Strect’s
foreign policy and the anti-Communist
drive they have misled the workers.

trug-
itical
e the

* * *

The Draft Program concludes on
this point: “The labor movement
must change its course if it is to save
itself and help save the nation.”

Such a change of labor’s course
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people led by labor.

“Import
»

ment,

“are be

of the

Certainly, the old Gor.npersist
“non-partisan” line of political ab-
stentionism has more and more given
way to political participation by the
trade unions. This has come about

issues and in political aspects of eco-
nomic issues. This development has
found an expression in the political
arms of the C.1.O. and the A.F. of L.
—P.AC. and LLPE—and in the
beginnings of joint action of both in
some areas.

participa

port of

capital, i

drive to .
This is so, notwithstanding certain
important issues of struggle on mat-
ters of domestic policy which bring
the trade unions into conflict with
monopoly.

tion to the

oly capital,

even these

sues are not effectively led. Out-
standing instances are the weakness-
es in the struggle for repeal of the
Taft-Hartley law and for enacting a
Federal F.EP.C.

The forward movement in trade-
union political action marks the
strong tendency of the workers to
act as a class, with a class program.
This irrepressible trend is, however,
still expressed on the elementary level
of class feeling; it requires to be gal-
vanized into class consciousness. This
development is essential, if the work-
ing class is to assume its role of lead-
er of all the oppressed in the anti-
monopoly, anti-fascist, and anti-war
coalition that will be able to score
important victories over Big Business
reaction.

¥ % *

To hasten this development, it is
necessary to engage today and con-
stantly in political activity around
various issues within all existing fa-

ON MAY DAY

vorable frameworks in a way that
will open up ever-wider possibilities
for independent political action by
the working class and its allies.

In the light of this, the labor and
progressive movements must inter-
vene in the crucial election struggles
of 1954 to guarantee the defeat of
the McCarthy and McCarran candi-
dates and the rabid warmongers and
to elect an anti-McCarthy majority
in Congress. In the words of the
Draft Program, the “objective must
be to help bring about regrouping
and realignment within the Demo-
cratic Party nationally and within
the Republican Party in local areas.”

The labor and progressive move-
ment must place their imprint
on this election campaign in or-
der to elect a bloc of pro-labor Rep-
resentatives and spokesmen for peace-
ful negotiations. It is high time that
the labor and progressive forces
should advance the cause of labor
and Negro representation through
electing labor and Negro candidates.
In the 1954 election year the condi-
tions exist for the development of a

program to be fought for in the com-
mon 1nterests.

The key to developing a working-
class program for labor and to build-
ing a democratic people’s coalition is
u the common
d and the war
p conduct of

which demands the leadership of or-
ganized labor. But the labor move-
elding
when
litting
whose
hatred is directed, not at the class
enemy, but at the sincerest fighters
against that enemy—at the Commu-
nists and all militants and progres-
sives. The watchword for today
must be unity of struggle.

* * *

molds. Through united front ac-
tions from below more and more
advances can be made in this direc-
tion. Pressure can be exerted on the
top leadership. The situation be-
comes more favorable as ever newer

ment in a new war.

Strong counter-voices to the offi-
cial trade-unio
to be heard.
is the United
ment, in its official publication, ap-
pealing to the nations of the world
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tend that “peace and depression are
synonymous” and warned :

The American people are being con-
ditioned to adding to the already heavy
burden of dollars the blood of Ameri-
ca’s youth to perpetuate the French co-
lonial system in Indo-China.

And in mid-April a delegates’ con-
ference of the progressive-led Mine,
Mill and Smelter Workers’ Union

to seck “an

to outlaw

bombs and

le materials
in existing stockpiles to peaceful
uses.”

The struggle for unity to save
the country from fascism, to prevent
war, to safeguard the people’s living
standards is stressed as an impera-
tive need in the Draft Program,
which declares:

dispensable contribution to make.

And the Communists have made
and are continuing to make a vital
and indispensable contribution. It
is for this contribution to the cause
of the working class, the Negro peo-

ple, and all the oppressed, for this
contribution to the cause of peace
and democracy, that the Communist
Party has been made the first target
of McCarthyism. And, let all work-
ers realize, no effective struggle
against McCarthyism can be waged
which continues to accept the Mec-
Carthyite Big Lic of “Communist
conspiracy” and “Communist aggres-
sion.”

It is because of our Party’s indis-

the reversal of Smith Act convic-
tions, for amnestying Eugene Den-
nis, Ben Davis, and all political pris-
oners is a fundamental aspect of the
whole fight against McCarthyism.
The Communist Party, in its new
clarion call to the people—its Draft
Program—summons the American
masses to hold true to the high tra-
dition of working-class advance, of
democratic achievements, of struggle

ism. On this May Day the Commu-
nist Party calls upon the working
class to rededicate itself to the strug-
gle around those issues that stand
foremost in the life of our country
today and on whose resolution de-
pends the destiny of the working
class and the nation.

The War Danger in the Present World

By William Z. Foster

Tue cuns oF World War II were
not yet silent when the Communist
Party of the U.S.A. raised the warn-
ing of a danger of a new world war.
At the Emergency Convention of
July, 1945, held while the war
against Japan was still going on, the
main resolution, after pointing out
the sinister moves of American im-
perialism at home and abroad, de-
clared that “the most aggressive
circles of American imperialism are
endeavoring to secure for themselves
political and economic domination
of the world,” and that, “if the re-
actionary policies and forces of mo-
nopoly capital are not checked and
defeated, America and the world
will be confronted with new aggres-
sions and war and the growth of re-
action and fascism in the United
States.”

This resolution was a fundamen-
tally correct Marxist analysis, and
its forecasts have been completely
sustained by the subsequent course
of events. Many comrades, at the
time, here and abroad, felt that this
was something of a leftist analysis,
an over-correction against the oppor-
tunist pest of Browderism, which
we were then cleaning out of the
Party. But it was not long until

Situation

the whole socialist and democratic
world was speaking out actively
against the growing war danger,
signalized by the super-aggressive
mmperialist policies of the United
States.

During the post-war years, the
United States continued increasingly
to give the most dramatic proofs that
it was indeed out to master the
world and that, in so doing, it con-
templated the fighting of another
great world war—against the USSR
and the People’s Democracies. No
other interpretation than this could
sanely be placed upon the intense
military action of this country; the
get-tough-with-Russia  policies, the
NATO, the atom-bomb diplomacy,
the Truman doctrine, the Marshall
Plan, the crude domination of the
United Nations, and the growing
boasts of American imperialists that
it was the fate and duty of the
United States to lead (ie., to rule)
the world. That this was a grave
war danger was obvious.

On the other hand, a number of

mo s have
bee lace in
the d defi-

nitely to knock on the head the con-
ception of an early and casy conquest
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of the world as held by Wall Street.

Let me cite three of the most im-

all these bodies enormously in-
creased the people’s restraints upon
the Wall Street imperialists and
Wwarmongers.

b) Then there was the'g.rowth of
a tremendous anti-war spirit among

have made the H-bomb an even
more dreadful weapon than the A-
bomb. These world-wide masses,
who more and more hate and fear
the United States, are coming to un-

c) Finally, there was the growing

unwillingness of most of the capi-
talist countries themselves to follow
the lead of the United States into
a catastrophic atomic war. This re-
sistance to American domination,

to extend the Indo-China war.

PEACE VICTORIES
OF THE PEOPLES

Street.
The most spectacular demonstra-

efforts, of the American govern-
ment to keep the war going. But

THE WAR DANGER TODAY IT

the peace forces have many other
major victories to report, a number
of them subtle and undramatic.
Among them were the stubborn re-
fusal of the USS.R. which fights
tirelessly for peace, to be intimi-
dated by the A-bomb threat; the
history-making resistance of the
North Korean and Chinese Volun-
teer armies to the combined armies
of the American war alliance; the
blocking of the attempt of the
United States militarists to use the
A-bomb in North Korea and China;
the mass opposition to the sending
of American boys to die in Indo-
China; the stubborn protest against
the re-arming of West Germany and
Japan; the mounting world pressure
for the admission of People’s China
to the United Nations, etc., etc.
So great, in fact, has the mass
peace resistance been to American
imperialism, that the original world-
conquest plan of Wall Street has
long since been made bankrupt.
This plan obviously was to estab-
lish American domination by means
of atomic-bomb intimidation, or if
this did not succeed, by a “preven-
tive” shower of A-bombs on Russian
cities and industrial centers. This
nightmarish scheme was openly ad-
vocated at the time. The A-bombs
were dropped on Hiroshima and
Nagasaki more as a warning to the
Soviet Union than as a military
means to crush already-defeated Ja-
pan. But this whole atom-bomb
strategy was knocked into a cocked
hat when the Soviet Government let

it be known that it was also making:
A-bombs.

This  unexpected  development
caused a swift re-orientation and im--
provisation in American war policy..
The early complete reliance upon the:
A-bomb, to the practical exclusion.
of “conventional” arms, was dropped;
the N.A.T.O. was established and
turious efforts were initiated to form
a great all-capitalist alliance, the
heart of which, together with the
United States, would be a re-armed
West Germany and Japan. But this:
new plan also suffered shipwreck.
Originally the idea was to create a
militant anti-Soviet alliance, which
would march into war aggressively
against that country, much as the
Anti-Comintern Axis did in World'
War II. As remarked above, how-

last couple of years, there has been
another shift of American war plans.
This has produced the so-called
“new look” policy, with its central
stress upon the H-bomb and its
threat of a preventive war—the so-
called “massive instant retaliation™
strategy. The capitalist owners and’
bosses of the United States have ac--
cepted the dreadful perspective of an.
all-out atomic war. Hence, the big-
emphasis upon the air force and the:
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feverish building of monster air-
fleets, erection of numberless air
bases throughout the world, and the
creation of ever more horrible types
of H-bombs. There is a tremendous
and rising mass opposition through-
out the world to the murderous H-
bomb and the war strategy connected
with it, but the task still remains
for the international peace forces to
knock out the deadly H-bomb men-
ace.

1S THERE A CONTINUING
WAR DANGER?

Beyond question, during the past
few years, the peace forces of
the world have won very 1mpor-
tant victories, and, for a time, suc-
ceeded in considerably easing world
tension. This fact led many to be-
lieve, not only in the ranks of shal-
low-pate liberals, but even in the
Communist Party itself, that the
war danger was a thing of the past.
Such comrades did not come out
with clear-cut theses to the effect that
there was no further war danger,
but they expressed themselves this
way privately, and with their line
they definitely influenced sections of
our press in this general direction.
Not only did these comrades cast
aside the fact that there was a con-
tinuing serious war danger, but they
therewith also jettisoned the Party
analysis that American imperialism
is secking to establish world domina-
tion on the basis of another world
war. All concepts of an active fight

to our Party and the working class.
At the recent National Conference

for persistent struggle for peace, said:

theory of the inevitability of a new
world war, then as we enter into the

process of the sharpest struggle against
the war policies and war orientation of
the Eisenhower Administration.

This warning of Comrade Stevens,
based upon a realistic analysis of the
American and world situation, was

line on the war danger and how to
fight for peace.

THE WAR DANGER TODAY 13

It seems absurd, at this late date,
that Party comrades have to be told
that there is a continuing war danger
in the world, but this appears, never-
theless, to be necessary. Lenin and
Stalin repeatedly pointed out that
so long as imperialism lasts there
will be the danger of war, and their
general warning is especially appli-
cable in this period of the rapid
deepening of the general crisis of
the world capitalist system. It is not,
however, simply with such a general
war danger that we are dealing, but
with the concrete danger of a Wall
Street-organized war against the
Soviet Union, People’s China, and
the European People’s Democracies.

The war danger in the world
stems from the aggressiveness of
American imperialism (which is
Wall Street finance capital). The
most malignant manifestations of
this danger now are the monstrous
H-bomb threats to the peace of the
world and the deliberate effort to
spread the Indo-Chinese war. But
there are a host of others, among
them: the $s0 billion yearly budget
for war preparations; the stimulated
growth of McCarthyism, which is
definitely an outgrowth of war hys-
teria; the construction of air bases
all over the world, their planes all di-
rected against the U.S.S.R.; the per-
sistence  in  the N.AT.O. war
alliance, and especially the re-arming
of West Germany and Japan; the
so-called “liberation policy,” which
is the fomenting of civil wars in
countries that refuse to do the bid-

ding of Wall Street; the sabotage
of the Korean peace treaty; the bar-
ring of People’s China from the
United Nations; the so-called “mas-
sive retaliation” policy which would
give to the President the authority,
upon his own initiative, to plunge the
world into a great war, without even

consulting of
East-West as-
ure; the u of

United States diplomacy, with re-
peated A- and H-bomb ultimatums
and threats from FEisenhower and
Dulles to the US.S.R. and People’s
China; the blatant insistence from

bourgeois spokesmen that the United
St

of
ra

th

nists and other peace advocates, etc.,
etc.

United States is in the hands of
semi-McCarthyite pro-fascists. The
atomaniacs controlling this monster
military machine might well throw
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In view of the aggressive, warlike

gard to the setting up of American
‘war bases in Pakistan. Premiers Ho
.Chi Minh of Indo-China and Chou
En-lai of China have given many
similar warnings. At the recent Ber-
lin conference of Foreign Ministers,
‘Molotov, despite the diplomatic need
to speak softly, declared that U'n‘ited
States imperialists have taken the
course of preparing a new war against
the USS.R. and the people’s de-
mocracies.” And a short while after-
ward, Premier Malenkov warned the
world that the policy of cold war

are the voices of reality.

Wall Street monopoly capital is
definitely orienting towards war.
‘This course it is impelled to because
it represents the greatest imperialist
power in the world, because it
thinks it sees in this direction world
domination, fabulous profits, and the
destruction of world Socialism. It
can be driven from this suicidal
course only by being overwhelmingly
defeated by the peace forces of the
world. Not even the realization that
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a great war would result in the H-
bombing of the United States is ter-
rible enough to deter them from
their war orientation. Only the
aroused peoples of the United States
and other countries can halt them.
Such is the madness of monopoly
capital in this period of the decline
of world capitalism and the rise of
world Socialism.

HOW TO FIGHT THE
WAR DANGER

It is not the purpose of this ar-
ticle to review the work that the
Party has done in the field of anti-
war struggle, to detail concrete or-
ganizational steps to be taken, nor
to list precise slogans for the peace
forces; but simply to stress the real-
ity of the war danger and to indicate
a few general principles of how to
fight it.

The first thing to be grasped firm-
ly is the Party’s method of estab-
lishing its policy regarding the war
danger. Our Party does not, on the
basis of some super-clever analysis,
decide definitely (under present con-
ditions) that there is or is not going
to be a war. It does not say that war
is inevitable, nor does it say that
there is going to be no war. Its pol-
icy is determined by the great
growth of militarism and imperial-
ist aggression, which implies clearly
that there is a danger of war. It is
this war danger, which is now under
our very noses, that the Party fights.

It may possibly be that the break-
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ing of the A- and H-bomb monop-
olies by the U.S.S.R,, or the relative
failure of N.A.T.O., or the enor-
mous growth of peace sentiment all
over the world, or all of these fac-
tors together, have already defeated
the attempt of American imperial-
ism to launch a third world war;
or it may be that they have not suc-
ceeded in so doing. Only the next
years can answer this basic ques-
tion. In the meantime, it would be
extreme folly to conclude that there
is no war danger, as some did after
the Korean truce was signed. Our
task is to fight the concrete war dan-
ger as it looms up, as of now.

This fight against the war danger
must be a continuous, resolute and
energetic one. Of course, it cannot
be carried out in any mechanical
spirit; its slogans must be attuned
to the degree of urgency of the in-
ternational situation at the given
time. For the past few weeks, with
the acute situation in Indo-China and
the advent of the monstrous H-
bomb “tests,” the war danger has
been a rising one and must be fought
aggressively.

A most important thing for us to
grasp is, as Comrade Stevens indi-
cated so cogently and emphatically
in his report, that any easing of the
international situation, such as after
Korea, is not a signal for us to aban-
don or slacken our peace fight, as
some comrades tried to have us do.
On the contrary, our task is to in-
tensify this fight. The great victory
of the peoples in forcing through the

15

Korean truce must not be followed
by laying down our oars, but by
working more energetically than ever
to defeat the would-be launchers of
an atomic war. When one has the
enemy on the retreat, he must drive

contrary, it is
this period, it
ates all other
basis it must
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everyday lives. Thus, the workers
must be made to understand that the

China war and involve us in it. We
should demand the immediate out-

and bacteriological warfare. We
should battle against the so-called
“massive retaliation” policy of Dulles
and Eisenhower, which is a covert

way of getting power to the Presi-
dent to launch us into a world war
any time he sees fit, without con-
gressional or popular consideration.
Also we should concentrate against
the so-called “liberation policy,”
which is the present-day version of
the Truman doctrine for the insti-
gation of civil wars in countries re-
fusing to bow to Wall Street. We
should fight relentlessly the Federal
budget, now before Congress, calling
for a one-year war appropriation
of $s0 billion, we should vigorously
combat every attempt to rearm West
Germany and Japan; and, as a great
peace measure, we should demand
the admission of People’s China to
the United Nations. In fighting Mec-

and Dulles arbitrarily controlling, as
they virtually do now, the horrible
H-bomb.

As the Draft Program points out,
the peace movement offers the broad-
est opportunity for united front ac-
tivities. All ranks of the people, es-
pecially those who work in the in-
dustries and on the farms, are deeply
aroused against the war danger, and
daily they are becoming more op-
posed to it. The mobilization and
leading of these masses in struggle
for peace is one of the very greatest
tests our Party has ever experienced
in all its history.
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A fundamental consideration for
us also is to base our activities upon
the working class. We must not be
deceived by the pro-war activities of
the Meanys, Reuthers, Becks and
other Social-Democratic labor im-
perialists. The great masses of the
American working class are opposed
to war, and they are in dread of the
malignant H-bomb activities of
the Eisenhower-Dulles government.
They are increasingly ready for a
strong pro-peace movement. It is the
task of our Party to give such lead-
ership.

The coming November election
will be among the most important
in our country’s history. It is neces-
sary that in this election the Com-
munist Party raise the war danger
question sharply and in all its rami-
fications as outlined above. Although
the masses are ready for a strong
anti-war movement, only the Com-
munist Party can be depended upon
to raise the question in its full sig-
nificance. Our Party must link up
this whole matter with its fight
against the menace of McCarthyism
and the growing economic crisis.
The Draft Program gives a clear
and comprehensive line on this peace
struggle in all its ramifications.

All of our anti-war work, our
struggle for peace, must culminate
in the most powerful effort we are
capable of to demonstrate to the
American people that the only pos-

sible sane perspective for the world’s
peoples is one of peaceful co-exist-
ence of the capitalist countries with
the U.S.S.R. This especially must be
tied in with the fight against the
H-bomb. Anything else is sheer po-
litical madness. We must especially
shatter the “big lie” that the U.S.S.R.
in any sense constitutes a war men-
ace.

Wall Street’s aggressive policy,
based upon its determination to rule
the world and its motivating con-
ception that war is inevitable, could
only lead the world’s people to their
worst disaster in all history. The
greatest ideological trend in the
world today is the rapid swing of
the world’s peoples, under the ter-
roristic pressure of America’s H-
bombs, to the basic conviction that
there is no other alternative for
mankind than to achieve a working
arrangement between the Soviet
Union and the capitalist powers—
an arrangement upon which the
U.S.S.R. is basing its whole policy.

Finally, in its handling of the ele-
mentary questions of peace and war,
our Party must realize that as the
proletarian party located in the heart
of the basic source of the present
war danger, the United States, it is
our solemn international duty not
only to combat every phase of the
warlike policies of American impe-
rialism, but also to expose them be-
fore the workers of the world.



The Working Class and the Two-Party System

By John Swift

“The two party system remains the
form through which the overwhelming
majority of the American people now
express themselves in politics” (Draft
Program of the Community Party).

Tris 1s o racr which can be hardly
disputed. But it is important to know
why it is so.

The allegiance of the masses to the
two-party system is not something
new. It has been with us for dec-
ades. Can one reason therefore that
nothing new has transpired in the
political thinking of the masses?
After all, exactly thirty years ago,
in 1924, the organized labor move-
ment did support the third party
candidacy of Robert M. LaFollette
and helped roll up the imposing total
of nearly five million votes—the
equivalent of over ten million votes
today! Is this not, as the lawyers
would say, “prima facie evidence”
that the labor movement since then
has gone even backward politically?

But if this were true, what then
is the practical possibility of realizing
the immediate political tasks out-
lined in the Draft Program? Cer-
tainly these cannot be fulfilled if
the masses have gone backward or
if the nature of their attachment to
the two-party system has undergone
no change.
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(Draft-Program Discussion)

It is the purpose of this article to
discuss this question, to explain why
the masses, especially the labor
movement, are still tied to the two-
party system, and what is the actual
present day level of political con-
sciousness.

Some of the historical factors
which have operated as brakes upon
the political independence of the
working class were dealt with by
Engels in one of his letters written
to Frederick Sorge in 1893. He
wrote:

It is not to be denied that American
conditions involve very great and pe-
culiar difliculties.

First, the Constitution, based as in
England upon party government, which
causes every vote for any candidate
not put up by one of the two govern-
ing parties to appear to be lost. And
the American, like the Englishman,
wants to influence his state; he does
not throw his vote away.

Then, and more especially, immigra-
tion, which divides the workers into
two groups: the native born and the
foreigners, and the latter in turn into

. . many small groups, each of which
understands only itself. . . . And then
the Negroes. To form a single party
out of these requires unusually power-
ful incentives. Often there is a sudden
violent elan, but the bourgeois need
only wait passively, and the dissimilar
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elements of the working class fall apart
again.

Third, through the protective tariff
system and the steadily growing do-
mestic market the workers have been
exposed to a prosperity no trace of
which has been seen in Europe for
years now. . . . (Letters to Americans,

p- 258).

To what extent do these factors
still hold? Let us discuss the last one
first. Conditions since 1893 have
greatly altered the world position
of U.S. capitalism. But the factor
of “prosperity” cited by Engels has
undoubtedly remained. Comrade
Foster, in his recent article on “Marx-
ism and the American Working
Class,” points out that “the rise of
American imperialism as a world
power, especially since the period of
World War 1. .. has produced eco-
nomic and political effects which
have definitely checked the growth
of Socialist perspectives for the work-
ing class” (Political Affairs, Nov.
1953, p- 6).

Over the long stretch, this factor
of relative prosperity has been un-
doubtedly the main historic cause
for the political lagging of the
American workers behind their Euro-
pean brothers. But this is not the
only explanation for the failure of
a third party to develop in recent
years.

In the first place, a third-party
movement, under present-day condi-
tions, would tend to be more speci-
fically anti-monopoly than anti-capi-
talist in general. In fact, all strivings
toward third parties in recent times

have been mainly anti-trust in char-
acter. The LaFollette third party
in 1924 was not a socialist movement.
Its ideology was petty bourgeois;
its goal, “trust-busting.” In 1924,
the labor movement which endorsed
the La Follette third-party candi-
dacy was far from socialist conscious-
ness. It was a labor movement made
up largely of the most skilled and
best paid workers, the “aristocracy”
of labor, and led by dyed-in-the-wool
reactionaries such as Samuel Gom-
pers.

The labor movement of today is
far in advance of the labor move-
ment of thirty years ago. In the past
quarter of a century we have wit-
nessed the growth of the trade-union
movement from three to fifteen mil-
lion. And while there is no straight
line or mechanical one-to-one rela-
tionship between the level of trade-
union organization to that of politi-
cal consciousness, there is neverthe-
less some relationship between these
two.

Trade-union consciousness con-
cerns itself only with defending the
economic interests of the workers
under capitalism, not with replacing
capitalism. It is, therefore, still part
of capitalist ideology. But can any-
one deny that trade-union conscious-
ness, especially today, carries with it
important political elements? It rep-
resents the embryonic, instinctive
wrestling of the workers for class
unity and class understanding. Fur-
thermore, while the American work-
ers are not yet anti-capitalist, in ever
growing numbers they are opposed



20 POLITICAL AFFAIRS

to the economic and political power
of the monopolies and view them as
their enemies. It is in the past
twenty-five years that American labor
finally has broken through the cita-
del of trustified industry and
achieved the organization of the
majority of the workers in the mass
production industries. This tremen-
dous quantitative surge forward of
the working class has carried with
it certain qualitative elements of en-
hanced political consciousness.

This is most strikingly evident in
relation to the second factor men-
tioned by Engels—the division of the
working class into separate and fre-
quently hostile groups of native and
foreign born, of white and Negro,
and of skilled and unskilled work-
ers. The American working class
is still divided ideologically and or-
ganizationally, but tremendously im-
portant headway has been made to-
ward its homogeneity. No longer
is organized labor made up exclu-
sively of higher paid, native-born,
white, skilled workers. It is no long-
er true that “the bourgeois need only
wait passively, and the dissimilar ele-
ments of the working class fall apart
again.”

Likewise, never before has organ-
ized labor so concerned itself with
political problems and with what it
calls “political action.” The network
of Political Action bodies which
criss-cross the labor movement and
which flare up with renewed activity
before election time is now a perma-
nent feature of American trade un-
ionism. Much of this political action

consists of using labor to help elect
boss-controlled politicians. It does,
however, at the same time, represent
the recognition on the part of the
workers of the close relationship be-
tween the economic struggle and
politics, and from an organizational
point of view at least, the need for
independent political action.

The present generation of trade
unionists does not expect labor to
“stay out of politics.” In fact, even
if the workers are still tied to the
two-party system, and more particu-
larly the Democratic Party, an in-
creasing number of them tend to
view this allegiance as something
flowing from their first loyalty to
their elementary class organization,
their trade union. This represents
an important new development from
which great new advances are pos-

sible.

In dealing with the economic fac-
tor of “prosperity” we also must
keep in mind that the past quarter
of a century has included a full dec-
ade of tough times for the workers
—the period of economic crisis re-
ferred to as the “Great Depression.”
In this period, illusions about perma-
nent prosperity and American “ex-
ceptionalism” received some hard
blows on the hard anvil of bitter
experience. Unrest and dissatisfac-
tion were rife, taking the form of a
great mass upheaval—one which left
its indelible mark on all subsequent
developments and on the mass con-
sciousness. It was this period which
finally culminated in a whole num-
ber of political victories and in the
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emergence of the labor movement as
a powerful majority movement of the
industrial workers.

Yet the turbulent thirties did not
produce a new third party, not even
a repetition of the brief 1924 experi-
ence. (The 1936 Lemke third-party
movement was not a progressive but
a reactionary development.) This oc-
curred despite the fact that the eco-
nomic position of the workers and
farmers, of the city middle classes,
and particularly of the Negro people
was indeed precarious and frequently
desperate. Surprisingly enough, the
great political upsurge of that pe-
riod took another course. It ex-
pressed itself in a mass shift of these
groups to one of the two old parties,
the Democratic Party. So over-
whelming was this wave that it swept
the Negro vote out of its traditional
Republican column, swallowed up
the socialist vote, which fell from
880,000 in 1932 to 187,000 in 1936,
absorbed the Farmer-Labor Party of
Minnesota, and completely wiped out
the Progressive Party of Wisconsin.

Why this development?

A clue to part of the answer can
be found in Engels’ remark that the
American worker “wants to influence
his state,” and “does not throw his
vote away.”

But was this not also true in 1912
and 1924, in which years some five
million votes were given to minor
party candidates? The difference can
be explained in but one way: the
worker was ready to dump the old
parties only when he was convinced
that there was no appreciable dif-

ference between them. So long as he
thought that there was something
to be gained from one or the other
major party he refused to “throw his
vote away.”

We may disagree with the wis-
dom displayed. We may point to
the treachery of labor leaders who
misled the workers into frequently
seeing a difference in substance
where there was only a difference in
shadow. But we cannot deny that
this thinking on the part of the
worker greatly explains the way he
voted. We must not quibble with
facts. Fault finding is never a sub-
stitute for fact finding.

There was one major “exception”
to the trend in the thirties. This was
in the state of New York, where
the American Labor Party was born
in 1937-8. The A.L.P. arose in revolt
against the intrenched, reactionary,
corrupt Democratic Party rule in
New York City. It was made pos-
sible because in New York there was
a strong bloc of independent and
progressive voters and an important
Lefe-wing influence. But the above
two factors were not sufficient to es-
tablish the American Labor Party.

It required still another—the spe-
cial feature of the New York elec-
tion law which enabled the formation
of electoral coalitions between differ-
ent parties and party groupings. In
New York State, contrary to most
other states in the nation, cross-fil-
ing was permitted—that is, a candi-
date was permitted to run on more
than one party ticket at the same
time. This peculiarity of the New
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York election law enabled the inde-
pendent voters in New York to form
a new party without thereby en-
dangering the election of those ma-
jor party candidates who in their
eyes still deserved support. In prac-
tice, this performed the function of
delivering an even larger vote to the
Democratic Party presidential, state
and congressional tickets. This “ex-
ception,” therefore, even though it
brought about the defeat of the Tam-
many machine in New York, did
not contradict the national trend, it
only served to strengthen it.

This leads us to the point made
by Engels about the difference in the
American electoral system as com-
pared with continental Europe. In a
letter written in 1895, shortly before
his death, Engels explained why the
British workers were so slow in form-
ing a labor party. The workers, he
wrote, have a “socialist instinct”
which “is becoming ever stronger.”
But: “Almost all the labor leaders
are unreliable,” and “the two big
bourgeois parties stand ready, money
bag in hand, to buy up whomever
they can.” At the same time, con-
tinues Engels, “a periodical costs a
tremendous amount of money, as
does a candidacy for Parliament....
Hence anyone who does not sell him-
self to one of these parties finds it
hard to become a candidate.” On
top of all this, adds Engels, “there is
no second ballot, the relative ma-
jority or, as you Americans say, a
plurality being sufficient for election.
Everything is arranged with only two
parties in mind; a third party can at

most tip the balance one way or the
other until it is as strong as the
other two” (Letters to Americans,
pp- 268-9). )

It is as if Engels had written of
the United States today. Here, too,
the workers have a basic class in-
stinct, which is becoming stronger.
Here, too, most top labor leaders are
unreliable—to put it mildly. And
there is no country in the world
where such a Big Business monopoly
exists over the press and all avenues
of communication, (radio, TV, etc.),
and where such shamefully large
sums of money are poured out to buy
elections.

In the U.S. there is also no second
ballot and a plurality is sufficient
for election. What this means in
practice can strikingly be seen when
contrasted to other countries. In
France, for example, it is possible
to vote for a first-choice candidate
one week and then, if no candidate
has received a majority, to switch
to a second choice in the final elec-
tion the following week. Thus there
is less fear of a “lost vote.” Weaker
parties can run candidates, strive to
get a maximum vote for these, and
then, if necessary, form a coalition
with other groups on the second
ballot to defeat the most reactionary
candidates.

Furthermore, in European coun-
tries, including Britain, national ad-
ministrations are elected by parlia-
ment and not by direct popular vote
as in this country. The American
system has the appearance of being
more democratic, actually it is less so.
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country. Also, minor parties, through
their votes in parliament, can help
elect, maintain, or defeat an admin-
istration and can form coalitions
within parliament corresponding to
the issues of the time and the exact
correlation of class forces.

In the United States—starting
with the way an Administration is
elected, to the way in which Con-
gress organizes its work and sets up
its committees, all the way down to
each election district—it is the two-
party system which is given prece-
dence, preference, and, not least of
all, patronage. Electoral laws are
stacked against minor parties. New
restrictive moats are dug constantly
to fortify the two-party structure and
shield it from popular assault. Even
the victory won by the Populists and
Bull Moose movements, in compell-
ing the establishment of the direct
primary system for the selection of
candidates has helped bolster the two
party system by increasing its elasti-
city. It has provided a first and

barriers for getting on the ballot as,
for example, they frequently demand

that the independent candidates file
before the result of the Primary
Election is known, and prohibit or
restrict the nomination of the same
candidates by different parties. This
is now even true in New York State,
where the election laws have been
amended to prevent independents
from filing in other party primaries
and where the right to cross filing de-
pends on the prior approval of the
county political bosses.

Thus, “everything is arranged with
only two parties in mind,” every-
thing is done to impress upon the
voter that anything short of a vote
for a major party candidate is a
“lost” vote.

"

If all this has been a deterrent
to the formation of a mass new par-
ty, it is by no means sufficient to
prevent one when the people are de-
termined to make the break. When
that day comes, these impediments
will be swept away like brushwood
in a flood. All that is required is
what Engels called “unusually pow-
erful incentives.”

Have there not been “powerful
incentives”? There certainly have,
especially during the “Great Depres-
sion” decade. Why then did large
masses think they had nothing to
lose from taking a third party course
in 1912 and 1924 but thought other-
wise during the crisis ’30’s?

The correct answer to this question
is of great importance. It will enable
us to grasp that which is new in the
political life and understanding of
the working class of this generation.
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In 1924, to take that year as an ex-
ample, the independent voters did
not believe it made much difference
which major party won. As between
John W. Davis, the Democratic cor-
poration lawyer, and Calvin Cool-
idge, the Republican Boston police
strike-breaker, many millions of
workers and farmers saw neither a
lesser choice nor a lesser evil. To
them it made little difference which
reactionary candidate or party won.

In the ’30’s, something changed.
Large masses became aware of a new
danger, the danger of extreme rcac-
tion. This fear of extreme reaction
arose from two vital experiences: the
economic crisis and the rise of fas-
cism.

The economic crisis was a period
of powerful mass struggles from
which the masses learned much. In
the first place they learned that this
crisis was different than preceding
ones in both depth and duration. It
led not to a new prosperity but to a
new economic plunge in 1938. In-
stinctively they sensed that hence-
forth they could expect even less
security than in the past. American
capitalism was no longer what it had
been cracked up to be. From the
scething sea of ferment—from bonus
marches and hunger marches, from
street  demonstrations,  sit-down
strikes and picket lines—there arose
the ever more insistent demand that
the government had a responsibility
to guarantee the people with jobs
and livelihood, and the determina-
tion to judge parties, Administra-
tions, and the economic system as

such, by their readiness to accept this
yardstick.

The demand for jobs and security
was met head-on at first with brutal
ruling-class violence. But the very
strength of the popular movement,
in time, compelled a change from
repression to concession. The switch,
under mass pressure, to a policy of
concession and reform was not new
for the bourgeoisie. Traditionally,
capitalism rules by either the method
of repression or reform, and in demo-
cratic countries most frequently by
a combination of both. This was
how the ruling class in previous
periods of difficulty was able to “get
off the spot” so to speak, and to pre-
vent any permanent upsets to its two-
party system of rule. In the instance
of the ’30’s the policy of agreeing
to reforms had advantages for the
ruling class. First, it still had ample
reserves from which to make con-
cessions. Second, through such a
course it could, temporarily at least,
save the two-party system from the
threatening rise of powerful inde-
pendent political forces and likewise
replace old illusions with new ones
about a “democratic capitalism.”

There are always differences with-
in the ranks of the ruling class as to
which method is preferable for deal-
ing with the masses. In the ’30%,
however, these differences began to
assume a new significance. The dom-
inant monopolies were violently op-
posed to a policy of concessions. They
saw in the emerging “New Deal”
something exceedingly dangerous
and sinister. They recognized that
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due to the chronic nature of the cri-
sis which capitalism was facing, due
to the new level of mass struggle and
consciousness, even small concessions
could prove dangerous for them.
Small concessions would not solve
much and would only feed the de-
mand for larger and more substan-
tial ones. This was a Pandora’s box
which when opened could start a
process threatening their entire em-
pire of loot and plunder.

Both these factors—the new vital-
ity and breadth of the popular move-
ment for change, as well as the two-
fold ruling class reaction to this new
development—finally made possible
the emergence of a loose kind of al-
liance between the labor movement,
the Negro people, and other demo-
cratic and pro-reform sections of the
population. The Democratic Party,
which for partisan reasons required a
broader social base to transform it-
self into a majority party, allied it-
self with these independent political
forces and became their electoral ve-
hicle. The 1932 elections represented
a swing from the “ins” to the “outs,”
but by the time of the 1936 elections
the new alliance had become a fact.

Thus, in the eyes of many, the
Democratic Party nationally became
associated with a policy of reform, of
being ready to intervene in the eco-
nomic process to aid the “little peo-
ple” The Republican Party, on the
other hand, by its vociferous opposi-
tion to all progressive “New Deal”
measures, by its branding these as
“creeping socialism,” became identi-
fied as the party of privilege.

The coming to power of fascism in
Germany, the experience of the
whole anti-fascist world struggle, the
rise of the Liberty League, the Amer-
ica Firsters, and pro-fascist dema-
gogues such as Father Coughlin and
Gerald L. K. Smith also left their
imprint on the thinking of the peo-
ple.

Thus the fear of extreme reaction
became a new factor with which to
contend.

Were the masses justified in this
fear? They certainly were. Our
Party played no small part, especial-
ly from 1935 on, in teaching the mass-
es the meaning of fascism. We
taught that, in this period of capital-
ist decay, powerful forces of monop-
oly were secking to wipe out and
destroy the very democratic liberties
which capitalism had brought into
being when it was still a progressive
force. For these bourgeois demo-
cratic liberties, given new life and
meaning by a great and aroused
movement of the people, could lead
to important people’s victories.

The danger of extreme reaction
and fascism did not end with the
victory in the war. In certain respects
it became even more menacing.
American imperialism had emerged
from the war as the most powerful
economic and military state in the
capitalist world. Thus it was “pre-
pared” to embark on a new course
to solve its market problems and its
need for maximum profits—the
course of achieving complete world
domination. The drive toward reac-
tion and fascism, as our Party and
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its leaders, Comrades William Z. Fos-
ter and Fugene Dennis, repeatedly
pointed out, became the hand-maid-
en of the drive toward a new world
war for world domination.

This danger was all the greater for
still another reason. New illusions
had dulled the instinct and corroded
the thinking of large masses. These
illusions grew out of the full em-
ployment which came with war pro-
duction. For the older generation
the fear of economic crisis was still
acute, but so long as they had jobs
and steady incomes, they closed their
eyes to the seamy side of events.
They refused to see those things they
did not want to see. In this they took
their cue from the top labor leader-
ship. While the workers were dis-
satisfied with the Truman Adminis-
tration, they nevertheless held on to
the belief that he was a continuer of
the Roosevelt policies and a barrier,
even if weak, to the political domi-
nance of the extreme reactionary anti-
labor forces. As for the young peo-
ple, the depression decade was en-
tirely out of their ken—something
they heard about or vaguely remem-
bered but had not actually experi-
enced. The fact that the U.S. was
on the ant-fascist side of the Second
World War also made many Ameri-
cans completely insensitive to the
aggressive, reactionary character of
post-war U.S. foreign policy. All of
these factors strengthened illusions
in the progressive nature of Ameri-
can capitalism.

Thus the fear of extreme reaction
carried over into the postwar period

—especially for the workers and the
Negro people. What the progressive
minded masses failed to comprehend,
however, was that the new anti-dem-
ocratic threat stemmed directly from
the country’s reactionary foreign pol-
icy. The Truman Administration
was no barrier to this virus; it was
its carrier. Truman’s policies were
undermining the victories won in
the ’30s and ’40s, were demoralizing
and dispersing the progressive ma-
jority of Roosevelt's day, and thus
paving the way for the victory of
extreme reaction.

The failure of the working class,
the Negro people, and other pro-
gressive social forces to see this new
situation explains what happened to
the Wallace third party vote in 1948.
It had great vitality and potentiality
in the early part of the election cam-
paign but evaporated into thin air
by election day. This was especially
true after Truman put on his special
election duds, styled after F.D.R,
and appealed to the peace, labor and
Negro votes. Many workers agreed
with the criticisms of the Progressive
Party but feared that by taking the
plunge in a third party direction
they could lose all that had been
gained under the “New Deal.” They
feared that by voting for the greater
good they would wind up with the
greater evil.

* % *

Thus, through all the vicissitudes
of two decades of rich political
change, the alliance of the workers,
the Negro people and other low in-
come groups with the Democratic
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Party has remained intact. Nor is
this likely to change now that the
Republicans have taken power. On
the contrary, the rise of McCarthy-
ism has made the menace of fascism
both grave and imminent. While
both major parties have McCarthy-
ite forces within them, there is no
question but that the Republican
Party at this time is its main incu-

bator. Also, the fact that the Repub-

“lican Party is in power as the new

economic crisis unfolds, feeds the il-
lusions that the Democratic Party is
an anti-depression party.

This already can be seen by the
results of the 1953 off-year elections.
Of special interest was the election
in the gth Congressional District of
Wisconsin. Here, a predominantly
Republican district, which never be-
fore had gone Democratic but which
had been in the "20s a hot-bed for
LaFollette Progressivism, did not go
in a third party direction again, but
instead went Democratic for the first
time. This was made possible by a
sweep of Republican farm votes into
the Democratic column which to-
gether with the labor Democratic
vote, clinched the election.

Likewise in the South, where new
Negro and white independent elec-
toral forces are emerging with great
vitality, the struggle is centered
within the primaries of the Demo-
cratic Party. This movement may
become rapidly transformed into new
state parties where the Dixiecrats
cannot be dislodged from control,
but that is not its orientation at this
time.

Had the Democrats won in 1952,
the approaching economic crisis.
would have resulted in a strong
mood in the ranks of organized la-
bor for a new party. It also would
have brought about a more sweeping:
shift to the Republican Party, par-
ticularly to its extreme McCarthy
wing. This wing, because of its spe-
cial type of demagogy, could best
take advantage of the economic
crisis.

Hence the Republican victory prior
to the outbreak of an economic crisis
has two consequences. It strength-
ens the immediate danger of extreme
reaction, holds up an earlier crystal-
lization of a national third party, and
continues the illusions of large mass-
es in the Democratic Party. On the
other hand, it guarantees that the
Republicans will be held responsible
for the crisis by wide masses, even
if the McCarthy faction will attempt
to hold both the Democrats and Ei-
senhower responsible. That is one
reason among others why the Mec-
Carthyites, from a tactical point of
view, want to be able to separate
themselves from the failures of the
Eisenhower Administration while at
the same time pressing upon it to
carry out more and more of their
program.

A mass national third party led
by labor is not likely to develop,
therefore, until the immediate men-
ace of fascism is defeated. For labor
and its allies will not break away in
a third party direction so long as
what Engels said still holds true,
namely, that “a third party can at
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most tip the balance one way or the
other, until it is as strong as the
other two.”

Does this mean that the perspec-
tive of a new nationwide party, a
farmer-labor party, is now out of the
picture or relegated to the far dis-
tant future? It does not. Given the
defeat of McCarthyism by a popular
majority “so strong that it not only
changes Administrations but imposes
on a new Congress and a new Ad-
ministration a new course in domes-
tic and foreign affairs” (Draft Pro-
gram), many new alignments will
begin to shape up. For the nature
of the problems confronting the na-
ton 1s bound to sharpen up differ-
ences inside both old parties and
bring them to a head.

In the Democratic Party, labor, the
Negro people, the working farmers
and small business cannot for long
live in one political house with the
McCarran-Farley-Dixiecrat forces of
reaction. Sooner or later these an-
tagonistic class groupings must seek
divorce. In the last two presidential
elections the Dixiecrats refused to
support the Democratic ticket and
in 1952 threw their support to the
Republican, Eisenhower. In Nevada,
too, McCarran supported the Repub-
lican candidate for U.S. Senate when
his own machine candidate was de-
feated in the Democratic primary
clection. Thus the outlines of the
split in the Democratic Party are
more than evident.

The main danger in the Demo-
cratic Party nationally at this mo-
ment is not its outright capture by

the Farley-McCarran-Dixiecrat for-
ces. It is the Adlai Stevenson policy
of uniting with these forces and the
failure of the labor movement to
take the leadership of the fight
against McCarthyism on all fronts,
including against McCarthy’s allies
within the Democratic Party. Any
appeasement of McCarthyism with-
in the Democratic Party can only
demoralize the very independent
electoral forces without whom the
Democratic Party cannot hope to
win.

In the Republican Party, too, an-
tagonistic class groupings must fly
apart with the accelerated pace of
economic and political events. Even
now the only bond which unites
these is the pork barrel of federal
patronage and corruption. Driven
from control of Congress and the
Administration, the Republican Par-
ty, too, will begin to pull apart like
tafly over heat. When McCarthyism
receives its first major electoral
trouncing its vote getting lustre will
fade into its opposite, and many who
today support it for partisan reasons
will be anxious to dump it. Nor can
one exclude the emergence of a new
extreme reactionary party such as
Col. McCormick of the Chicago
Tribune has been threatening for
some time.

In still another of his revealing let-
ters about the American political
scene, Engels, in 1892, wrote:

There is no place yet in America for
a third party, I believe. The divergence
of interests even in rhe same class
group is so great in that tremendous
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arca that wholly different groups and
interests are represented in each of the
two big parties, depending on the lo-
cality, and almost each particular sec-
tion of the possessing class has its rep-
resentatives in each of the two parties
to a very large degree, though zoday
big industry forms the core of the Re-
publicans on the whole, just as the big
landowners of the South that of the
Democrats (Letters to Americans, p.

238-9).

Most of this is still true. But there
is also something new. These “whol-
ly different groups and interests”
could continue to be represented in
each party as long as American cap-
italism was a rising and expanding
system, for then the collision of in-
terests within the “possessing class”
and between it and the exploited
masses could be resolved without up-
setting the ideal arrangement—for
the ruling class—of the present two-
party system.

The period ahead is bound to be
different. It is bound to be a period
of sharp class battles and sharper dif-
ferences within the ruling class as
well—differences over how best to
hold the masses in check—over which
course to pursue in foreign affairs—
and, over how to divide up the
shrinking profit pie.

In this process old political forms
will be discarded and be replaced
with new ones. What the exact proc-
ess will be depends on many circum-
stances, but one thing is certain.
Through it all the present two-party
system will disappear and the work-
ing class will march under its own

political flag as the leader of a great
new coalition party capable of lead-
ing the entire nation against the
small handful of monopolists.

Thus, to sum up, it can be said
that the present attachment to the
existing two-party system is not ex-
actly what it was in the past. It has
a new quality arising from the new
period in which we live—the deeper
general crisis of capitalism, the new
level of mass organization and con-
sciousness, and the dire threat of ex-
treme reaction to destroy all bour-
geois democratic liberties. Only by
winning the fight against extreme
reaction can further headway be
made, for losing it means losing all
that the American people have won
over generations. It means fascism
and war.

To defeat McCarthyism and ex-
treme reaction requires a new level
of united mass struggle for peace,
jobs and democratic rights. It re-
quires a new, more united, more in-
dependent and advanced role of or-
ganized labor in the political arena
and in behalf of the entire nation.

The 1954 elections are rapidly ap-
proaching. Their outcome will de-
cide much. At this particular mo-
ment there is a grave danger that the
labor and liberal forces will not swift-
ly and energetically enough enter the
primary elections with the aim of
selecting the best possible candidates.
By winning primary election victo-
ries, labor and its allies can strength-
en their political position, perfect
their independent election machinery,
broaden and cement their alliance,
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gain new confidence in their own
political strength and save themselves
from the dilemma of being compelled
to choose between greater and lesser
reactionary candidates in November.

In the unfolding struggle ahead
the role and responsibility of the

with its marshes and pitfalls as well
as the distant peaks still to be scaled.
The Draft Program helps our Party
to see and point the way ahead. It
shows the various stages in the strug-
gle and the relationship of one to
the other. To understand this Pro-

Communist Party is great. While
concentrating on the immediate
struggle it must see the whole line of
march, the present difficult terrain

gram and to learn how to fight for
it ever more effectively should be-
come the objective of every Commu-
nist.

A Russian edition of William Z. Foster’s Qutline Political History of the
Americas was published in the Soviet Union in 1953, and was reviewed at length
in the March, 1954 issue of Kommunist (Moscow) by V. Yermolaev and G,
Sevostyanov. The Soviet scholars begin their review by remarking:

Foster’s book represents a great contribution to the study of the history of the peoples
and countries of the Western Hemisphere. It gives an outline of the history of the peoples of
the Americas, practically for the first time in historical literature, on the basis of Marxist-
Leninist methodology, an outline which is quite extensive both as to the scope of the problems
raised and the depth of their treatment.

This paragraph is followed by a 12-page exposition and analysis of the con-
tents of the volume, and the concluding paragraph of the review reads:

Foster’s book is of serious political and scientific importance. It serves not only as a rich
source for the study of the past and present of the peoples of the Americas, but at the same
time discloses the means of struggle of these peoples for peace, democracy and Socialism. This
book will help historians in their further studies of the problems of the history of the peoples
and countries of the Americas. At the same time it will serve to assist Soviet students and
teachers. It will be received with great interest by broad circles of the Soviet public.

We are happy to be able to inform our readers that this volume, first issued
by International Publishers in 1951, and out-of-print for some time, will be
available again this summer.—FEd.

The Negro People in the Struggle Against

By Pettis Perry

Tue Drarr ProcraMm of the Commu-
nist Party entitled “The American
Way to Jobs, Peace and Democracy,”
is offered for discussion and consid-
eration of the workers, farmers, the
Negro people and all who may be
concerned with the advancement of
economic well-being, of peace, of a
democratic America, as against the
growing menace of depression, fas-
cism and war.
The Draft Program states:

McCarthyism is on a rampage. It is
trying to brow-beat into submission
every independent point of view, every
thinking person. It burns books and
destroys art and culture. It aims to
smash the labor movement, to further
enslave the Negro people, to stir up
racism and anti-Semitism, to gag the
young generation, and to wipe out all
vestiges of liberty. McCarthyism seeks
to turn America into a land of yes-men,
a land where patriotism is replaced
with jingoism, independent thought
with conformity, courage with servility.

Obviously, this McCarthyism af-
fects, directly and profoundly, the
16,000,000 Negro people in our coun-
try. It is upon this question that I
wish to concentrate in this article.

The Party’s Draft Program is a
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(Draft-Program Discussion)

powerful document. It offers to the
Negro people a broad perspective
in the fight for democratic rights,
which has been central in the whole
history of the Negro people for over
300 years. Thre Draft Program also
lays great stress on the fight for
peace which is the basic question
now confronting all humanity, as the
ruling class of our country, bran-
dishing the hydrogen bomb, maneu-
vers in every direction to plunge the
world into war. Remembering that
U.S. imperialism has just emerged
from a war against the colored colo-
nial people of Korea and is today ag-
gressively supporting French impe-
rialism in its merciless war against
Indo-China and is threatening to
spread that war throughout Asia, it
becomes clear that the question of
war or peace is of particular impor-
tance to the Negro people. The
greatest urgency appears, therefore,
as the Draft Program states, for the
building of the broadest unity of the
American people to halt the drive
towards war and fascism.

No group in this country is so
completely denied its democratic
rights as is the Negro people. The
struggle to realize those rights is a
basic part of the general struggle to
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make real our constitutional liberties

Walter White stated: “The Commu-
nist Party is now trying to create a
popular coalition movement of di-
verse groups in the United States.”
He then went on to distort the Par-

ty’s lled upon
the the Com-
mu liberation
mo

It is significant, however, that Mr.

White had to take note of our state-

addressed the
tion that he wa
Eisenhower ins
ple when he ¢

hower stated a few days before he %,
<

messages to Congress, since his
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State-of-the-Union message, without
once raising the Negro question.
The fact that Eisenhower makes one
or two appointments does not an-
swer this question—not in the least.

Only in such unity as our Program
calls for lies the possibilities of com-
pelling the Eisenhower Administra-
tion to reverse its course. It is time
for Mr. White to learn that we gain
nothing by the Negro leaders getting
under the coat-tails of the Eisenhow-
er  Administration. Our program
cannot be answered by stating, as
Mr. White does, that it is demagogic.
It can be answered only on the basis
of its being tested in life, in struggle
against McCarthyism, against unem-
ployment, against Jim Crow, for
democratic rights. Even to Mr.
White, we extend our hand in a
unity movement around the program
of the N.A.A.C.P. and are ready to
work energetically for its full realiza-
tion, notwithstanding the political
differences we have with Mr. White.

MOUNTING RESISTANCE
TO McCARTHYISM

The fact of the matter is that,
among the Negro people there is de-
veloping, at a mounting pace, resist-
ance to the encroachments of Mc-
Carthyism.

The June, 1953 Convention of the
N.AAA.CP. went on record con-
demningMcCarthyism. The anti-
McCarthyite feeling among Negro
people leaped forward beginning in
July 1953. It was during that time
that a great number of authors who

had written books on the Negro

outstanding women fighters for
peace.

On July 11, the Baltimore Afro-
American had this to say: “As far
as Senator McCarthy is concerned
all books which expose America’s ra-
cial discrimination can be burned—
and the sooner the better.” The Nor-
folk Journal and Guide, never noted
for a Left outlook, said on July 7%,
1953: “The proper question to ask
the two Republican senators [Mundt
and McCarthy] . . . is: ‘Do you ap-
prove of the discrimination Mr. Wil-
kerson bared’? Do they think that
the banning or burning of this book
will hide from the world the indigni-
ties which this democratic nation still
imposes upon its Negro minority?”

Many Negro organizations, led and
stimulated by the Negro press, have
increasingly expressed alarm over
McCarthyism. During the month of
March the Negro press again react-
ed very sharply to McCarthy’s at-
tempted frame-up of Mrs. Anna Lee
Moss, who was brought before his
pro-fascist committee and humili-
ated. The Negro people cried out
against this outrage, as did many
other democratic forces.

"This movement on the part of the
Negro people is part of the overall
struggle that is shaping up in
our country against McCarthyism.
Though these struggles are not uni-
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fied, they are parallel movements and
once joined can be a real obstacle
against McCarthyism.

There are many other struggles
that are shaping up in the Negro
movement that ecasily lend them-
selves to the advancement, in a broad-
er sense, of the struggle against Mc-
Carthyism. For every fight on the
part of the Negro people against Jim
Crow, for {full citizenship rights, is
objectively (even though not always
consciously) a step in the direction
of smashing McCarthyism. To the
extent that these struggles are joined
with the labor and democratic forces
in the overall fight for democracy, to
that extent will they be further
strengthened. Among some of these
struggles, and space permits but
sampling, are the following:

DEVELOPING MASS
STRUGGLES

The N.A.A.CDP, is today engaged
in a mass recruiting drive, with the
goal of reaching over 300,000 mem-
bers by the end of 1954. Obviously
such an effort can succeed only on the
basis of a real program in the inte-
rests of the Negro people. This pro-
gram is tied to the mass slogan
adopted at the convention, “Free by
’63,” and it merits the support of the
whole progressive movement.

In Cleveland, there is shaping up
a broad united front movement, em-
bracing almost 100 Negro and labor
organizations, around the question
of registering the Negro to vote. This
in turn will have its effect upon the

fight for Negro representation, for in
Cleveland there are eight Negroes
running for the State legislature. In
Cleveland, also, there is a Negro run-
ning for Congress on the Democrat-
ic Party ticket. This entire electoral
movement can serve to implement
further the whole program for Negro
rights and can weld a powerful co-
alition of all strata of the Negro peo-
ple. It has the real possibility, too, of
attracting to its side a broader section
of the white progressives, in the first
place the labor movement.

A similar development is taking
place in Chicago, where the question
of political action work on the part
of the N.A.A.C.P. is paralleling the
activities of L.LP.E. and P.A.C.
Thus the possibility is created of very
much increasing the mass registration
of Negro and labor voters. If this is
tied up with the question of jobs,
slum clearance, with better hospitals,
schools, for peacetime employment,
for an overall healthy economic pro-
gram, it would stimulate the whole
Negro population and create a firm
base for broader unity between the
Negro people and labor. Thus, it
would create a splendid possibility
for an electoral alliance in the 1954
elections.

In the South, in Birmingham, Ala-
bama, the head of the N.A.A.CP,,
Arthur Shore, is running for the State
legislature. He is one of the leaders
of the Right-to-Vote movement in
the South. This has inspired the Ne-
gro people throughout the South and
indeed throughout the country.

Let us take a look at some of the
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other organizations, such as the Elks.
Here one finds increasing interest and
activity, manifested in a whole se-
ries of workshops on economics,
youth, etc., on social and political
questions in general. At the last na-
tional convention of the Elks, that
met in Atlanta, Ga, in September
1953, some 25,000 Negroes marched
the streets of that city, and an official
delegation was sent from this group
démanding parole for Mrs. Ingram.
Here a program was adopted urging
peace, better housing on a non-segre-
gated basis, the elimination of Jim
Crow education. The membership
was called upon to mobilize the Ne-
gro people to vote so that they could
participate in all levels of govern-
ment.

These two organizations alonc can
and are scrving as a great stimulat-
ing force in Negro life on a number
of burning issues. Thus, the Negro
movement is constantly surging for-
ward, striving to reach new goals in
the advance towards freedom.

In 1944 there were only 200,000
Negroes in the South registered to
vote. The N.A.A.C.P. seeks to assure
three million eligible Negro voters
in the South by 1956. Three million
Negro voters in the South would be
a tremendous step forward. It would
lay the basis for sending Negroes to
the state legislatures of many South-
ern states. It would increase immeas-
urably the possibilities of ensuring a
number of Southern Negro Con-
gressmen. In short this would pro-
vide the possibility for breaking the
political Jim Crow set-up in the

South. It would strengthen the pos-
sibilities for the labor and progres-
sive movement in the country to be-
gin to move rapidly in the direction
of making the South a democratic
area instead of the reactionary Dixie-
crat center that it now is. This
Dixiecrat set-up is a powerful influ-
ence on the entire life of our coun-
try. It helps to make foul the atmos-
phere in the country as a whole. It
helps to perpetuate Jim Crow every-
where. It helps to prevent more
widespread social security, better
housing, working and living condi-
tions for the people all over the
country.

ON NEGRO REPRESENTATION

The movement for Negro repre-
sentation is a powerful one in the
country today and it is growing.
However, except for Cleveland,
where a Negro is running for Con-
gress on the Democratic Party ticket,
nowhere else is the Democratic Party
coming forward positively on this
issue. Yet, the Republican Party in
Philadelphia and Baltimore is putting
forward Negro congressional candi-
dates, and it is doing this also in a
number of areas with regard to the
state legislatures. The Republican
Party did this last year with regard
to the municipal elections in a num-
ber of places.

Why is it that at this particular
time the Republican Party, the pre-
ferred party of reaction, is putting
forward Negro candidates? Can it
be said that the Republican Party is
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doing this because it is turning back
to the Republican Party of Abraham
Lincoln? Can it be that the Repub-
lican Party is taking this step to begin
to fulfill some of its electoral prom-
ises of 19527 None of this is the case.
The Republican Party is taking this
step because it wants to embarrass
the Democratic Party, to split the po-
litical alliance of labor and the Dem-
ocratic Party, and because of its own
demagogic interests.

How are the Democrats meeting
this question and what may be the
consequence unless a change is
made? Except for Cleveland, the
Democrats are hedging on this ques-
tion. In New York City it was only
after all other political parties had
selected a Negro candidate for Man-
hattan Borough President, and after
additional intense pressure, that the
Democratic  Party followed suit.
In the 4th Congressional district
of Philadelphia, the Democratic
Party has been confronted with a
rising demand by the Negro people
for ten years, to have that seat. Con-
stantly the Democrats attempt to put
off the demand by saying that the
incumbent is what nowadays may be
called a “progressive Democrat,” but
this does not answer a ten-year-old
demand for Negro representation. In
Baltimore, the Democrats didn’t even
consider the question. In Los An-
geles, there is a most scandalous situ-
ation in the 26th district, the
home of tens of thousands of Ne-
gro citizens. After James Roosevelt
was forced out of the race because
of personal accusations made against

him, the Negro people raised very
sharply the demand that the Demo-
cratic Party come forward with a
Negro candidate, a demand which
here, too, is of at least a decade’s du-
ration. Immediately thereafter, and
with no serious concern for the de-
mand by thousands of the constitu-
ents, James Roosevelt comes back into
the race and the Negro people are
again left out in the cold. In all this,
labor tails behind the Democratic
Party and offers no opposition what-
soever. It is to the credit of the
Communist Party in California that
this callousness and chauvinism was
denounced. It is important that the
progressive forces and the labor
movement  dissociate  themselves
from this policy, thereby exerting
pressure on the Democratic Party to
support and bring forward Negro
candidates for office. For, if the sit-
uation continues as it is, sooner or
later the Negro people will put the
question: What is the value of the
political alliance with the Democratic
Party and the political alliance with
Labor? Unfortunately, when this
question is raised, some people, in-
cluding our own, ask the question:
How would it be possible for the
Negro people to desert such an al-
liance? Where would they go? Ob-
viously the answer to that question
is that it is possible that in the midst
of such a situation the Negro people
may decide to go it alone. This, in
our judgment, would be wrong, not
that we believe, however, that the
Democratic Party is the answer to
the problems of the Negro people.
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It is important for all to realize that
the Negro people are in nobody’s
pocket, and that the Negro move-
ment is surging ahead. Of course, it
would be best if that movement had
the leadership of, or at least an alli-
ance with, Labor, for without that
it cannot move very far ahead before
it runs into a blind alley. But this
problem cannot be answered simply
by polemics with the Negro people.
This is especially serious today when
the Democratic Party is showing lit-
tle evidence of conducting a vigor-
ous fight for civil rights. It is espe-
cially important at this time when
Labor is tolerating this situation. In
the interests of Labor, a drastic
change should be made in its whole
approach to both the fight for civil
rights and, particularly, the fight for
Negro representation. It is impor-
tant for the whole anti-war, pro-
democratic movement. All progres-
sives must face the question of the
absolute necessity of the broadest
unity of Negro and white, first of all
the Negro people and organized
Labor.

Some lessons should be drawn
from the situation that emerged in
New York in the past two years. In
New York, the Negro people and
Labor were able to break the Jim
Crow set-up in the State Senate by a
broad alliance formed through the
Harlem Affairs Committee, a com-
mittee which unites wide segments
of the Negro people with major sec-
tions of Labor. Through this coali-
tion, for the first time in history, a

Negro was clected to the New York
State Senate. In Bedford-Stuyvesant,
the Negro community in Brooklyn,
there emerged a broad coalition,
called the Bedford-Stuyvesant Polit-
ical League, that united against the
machine Democrats. This coalition
placed in the race for a judicial post
a Negro candidate, Lewis S. Flagg,
and he was elected. This coalition is
continuing and is flourishing. It has
an excellent program for that com-
munity, involving all its residents.
From these experiences, the con-
clusion emerges: For a broad coali-
tion to appear in the Negro commu-
nity which is made up of all strata
of Negro life, it is necessary to pro-
ject programs and conduct activities
which bring forward candidates and
help to influence candidates in the
proper direction, and which also
help in establishing a bridge between
the Negro community and labor on
a new and higher level. This is
what happened in both instances in

New York.

NEGRO WORKERS AND

THE ECONOMIC FRONT

We should take into account that
something new has entered the Ne-
gro movement, namely, today some
two million Negroes are in the or-
ganized labor movement with a
million and a quarter of them in
the A. F. of L. Hence any broad
movement in Negro life today can-
not and must not be limited simply
to lawyers, doctors and the clergy
but must base itself in the broadest
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in helping to unite the Negro com-
munity on the one hand, and on the
other, in helping to bring influence
upon the white workers. This kind
of outlook is a must in all Negro
communities if the movement for
Negro liberation is to proceed as ef-
fectively as it can and should. In
this way an effective struggle against
white chauvinism and for Negro
rights could be developed.

On the economic front there are a
number of struggles that are taking
pl
pl
th

n

immediate post-war period. Today,
with layoffs hitting people with as
much as ten years seniority, especially
heavy blows are being levelled against
the Negro workers. This in turn
is affecting the whole Negro commu-
nity—Negro workers in the first
place, but also Negro professionals

and bu

Negro

Thus,

broad

life around this important question
are great.

In this respect the N.L.C. can
play quite a stimulating and unify-
ing role. In fact, the N.L.C. has al-
ready exerted considerable influence
both in Negro life and in the labor
movement. Readers are referred to
the two national conference reports
of Andrew Stevens and Hugh Brad-
ley, and my article in Political Affairs
for February 1954, for further mate-
rial on this subject. It is quite un-

a count-
rsus the
of our
counter-

WHITE CHAUVINISM

Yet there are some who pretend
that white chauvinism is not an is-
sue or is a problem that the Ne-
gro should reconcile himself to be-
cause it will be with us until we
have Socialism. Unfortunately, these
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people fail to see that we will never
have Socialism without the most un-
remitting  struggle against white
chauvinism. It cannot be denied that
Negro-white unity can be brought
about only through struggle against
white chauvinism and for Negro
rights, nor can it be denied that it is
impossible to build in the United
States a broad effective coalition in
the fight for peace without the unity
of Negro and white. It cannot be
denied further that the progressive
movement in this country will be
unable to build an effective coalition
in the struggle against McCarthy-
ism or on the electoral front with-
out taking seriously into account
ways and means of bringing about
the broadest unity between Negro
and white. Can it be argued, there-
fore, that the unity of Negro and
white can be formed on the basis of
cither no struggle against white
chauvinism or at best an occasional
struggle against ic? Yet this is pre-
cisely the line that some people are
taking. The struggle against white
chauvinism is a continuosly one. It
can be successful only to the extent
that white comrades and white pro-
gressives stand in the very forefront
of that struggle.

Perhaps the question should be
put this way: In all capitalist coun-
tries—and ours is no exception—we
are confronted with a many-sided
struggle as we move forward to
help form the broad coalition that
our Draft Program so -effectively
projects. What are some of the pit-
falls that are daily with us? We

have before us the need to re-in-
tensify the struggle against white
chauvinism inside of the Party, and
especially among the broad masses
of non-Party members. Secondly,
side by side with this struggle, there
must be an intense struggle against
Negro nationalism and against Ne-
gro reformism. In these struggles
our white comrades need to play the
key role in the struggle against white
chauvinism and for Negro rights,
while the Negro Marxists must wage
a never-ending struggle against Ne-
gro nationalism and Negro reform-
ism. Only by this two-sided struggle
can the people be led to effective
unity of Negro and white.

Third, one of the key questions
before us today in the movement as
a whole is to fight against “Left”
sectarianism, which is isolating us
from the masses. This struggle was
unfolded by our Party in a sharp
way in the 1950 Convention and fur-
ther carried forward by the National
Party Conference. Our Draft Pro-
gram also helps to further the effort
at linking us with the broad masses
of the people.

At the same time we need to carry
on a sharp struggle against Right-
opportunism. We must fight “Left”
sectarianism but we must not close
our eyes to the growing signs of
Right-opportunism.

It is precisely this that many of
our comrades are losing sight of in
the fight for Negro rights because
there is beginning to emerge now
an attitude that the main question
and main danger before the Party
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is Negro nationalism. That is not
so and will not be so in the fore-
secable future. The main danger
is white chauvinism. But simulta-
neously with this, Negro nationalism
must be fought, thus avoiding one-
sidedness in this struggle. Another
thing emerging on this front: when
the question of white chauvinism
is raised, comrades immediately, es-
pecially white comrades, begin to
point to this or that action, this or
that act, this or that promotion of
this or that Negro comrade as proof
that we do not have white chauvin-
ism.

That is what Comrade Foster had
in mind in his article in the July
1953 Political Affairs when he laid

eavy stress on the need to trans-
form the struggle against white chau-
vinism from purely an inner strug-
gle into a mass struggle. Yet, there
are some who are interpreting Com-
rade Foster’s article—or rather mis-
interpreting it—to mean that Com-
rade Foster protested against the
struggle against white chauvinism.

his, of course, is absurd and dan-
gerous.

NEGRO REFORMIST'S

We pass now to some of the main
problems and difficulties within the
Negro movement. There exists the
danger coming from a section of the
Negro reformists and misleaders. It
would be wrong to say, however,
that all of the Negro reformists and
all of the Negro bourgeoisie no

longer are capable of making a contri-
bution to the Negro liberation move-
ment. The Negro liberation move-
ment is an all-class movement. But to
be effective the Negro workers who
are part of the working class of this
country, must be more and more
brought to the fore in this titanic
struggle. This does not mean, how-
ever, that every possible force among
the petty-bourgeois and bourgeois ele-
ments among the Negroes that can
be worked with in alliance to fur-
ther the liberation effort should be
neglected. At the same time the Ne-
gro Marxists, particularly, must wage
a relentless battle against all disrup-
tive elements within the Negro move-
ment. Without this struggle such a
movement would be undermined and
diverted by those forces whose job it
is to do just that.

Benjamin E. Mays, for example,
the head of Morehouse College in
Atlanta, Ga., in his column in the
Pittsburgh Courier of March 20,
1954 goes so far as to call for the
outlawing of the Communist Party,
and he is joined in this, in the same
issue, by Mr. Prattis. Mr. Mays,
while demagogically pretending that
he is for the protection of the so-
called “little people” against inquisi-
tionist committees, says the follow-
ing:

I raise another question., The Com-
munist Party has not been outlawed in
this country; it is not a crime to be a
member of the Communist Party. Isn’t
it contradictory to go out on a Com-
munist hunt while at the same time
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we recognize the legality of the party?
Why don’t we be honest and straight-
forward? If there is no place for Com-
munists in this country, why not outlaw
the party?

Mr. Mays seems to forget that the
rise of fascism is marked by the out-
lawry of the Communist Party. This
country with its history of centuries
of oppression of the Negro people
is marked by white chauvinism, jim-
crowism, Jynching and terror against
the Negro people. Fascism, which is
based on terror and the fiercest op-
pression, will be a particularly mer-
ciless force against the Negro peo-
ple.

Fascism, let it be noted, represents
the ascendancy of the most chauvin-
ist, the most imperialist, the most
reactionary section of the bourgeoisie.
Fascism in power would mean un-
restrained violence against the Negro
people and against all minority
groups. Fascism in power in this
country would mean driving down
further the low level of existence of
the Negro and other minority groups.
Fascism in power would mean the
closing down of all people’s organi-
zations, including such organiza-
tions as the N.A.A.CP., including
the Negro press, the Elks, etc. Fas-
cism in power would make Missis-
sippi look like child’s play. That
is what fascism would mean to the
American Negroes.

The drive to outlaw the Commu-
nist Party is a drive to fascism. The
drive to fascism in the United States
finds at its head one of America’s
greatest racists, McCarthy, sup-

ported by the most reactionary sec-
tion of Southern Bourbons, the
Dixiecrats, the oilmen of Texas, the
leading finance capitalists of Wall
Street, all of whom are the tradi-
tional enemies of the Negro people.
And when Mr. Mays calls for the
outlawing of the Communist Party,
he is lending himself to the fascist
forces in this country who would
by no means spare him once they
were fully intrenched in power. Ac-
tually both Mr. Mays and Mr. Prat-
tis seem to have forgotten that with
the arrest and jailing of the Commu-
nist leaders under the Smith Act,
including the imprisonment of that
outstanding Negro and Communist
leader Benjamin J. Davis, Jr., there
have been stepped-up attacks against
the Negro people. And it cannot be
otherwise. The drive to fascism
and the persecution of Communists
and peace fighters can only fan the
flame of further oppression and at-
tacks against the Negro people.

Mays, Prattis and a few other Ne-
gro leaders are a part of the expon-
ents among Negroes of “the free
world” and “western civilization.”
Have Mr. Mays and Mr. Prattis
forgotten that Shepard and Irvin
were shot down in handcuffs in Flor-
ida in 1951, that Shepard died in-
stantly with no one being punished
for the murder; that Irvin, though
maimed for life, has just now been
re-sentenced to death by a Jim Crow
Florida court? Is this Messrs. Mays’
and Prattis’ “free world”? Is this
the “western civilization” that they
are trying to uphold?
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Or take the Wells case in Cali-
fornia. Wells was slated to die on
April gth. Was it the Communists
that were trying to put him to death?
No. Everyone sees now that it took
almost the whole population of Cali-
fornia and many from outside that
state, Communist as well as non-
Communist, to mobilize such a pro-
test movement as to finally force
Governor Knight to grant him a
stay. Is the Wells case what Mr.
Mays and Mr. Prattis have in mind
when they speak of the “free world”
and “western civilization”? Is it be-
cause of our outcry against these in-
dignities that these gentlemen de-
mand our blood? Is this not exactly
what McCarthy is saying? Is this not
what Martin Dies is saying? Is this
not what every Southern lyncher
and oppressor of the Negro people
is saying? Is this not the same thing
that is being said by those who are
bombing the homes of Negroes? Is
it not this concept which permeates
the thinking of many people who
deny Negroes jobs at a decent wage?

These gentlemen seem to forget
that the reason the white ruling
class of this country wants to de-
stroy the Communist Party is be-
cause this is part and parcel of their
mad drive for world conquest and
world domination and not for any
“saving of western civilization”; that
in order to carry this through, they
need fascism, and the road to fascism

is the destruction of democratic
rights—in the first instance, those of
the Communists.

We Communists are second to
none in the fight for Negro rights.
We stand without reservation for
economic, political and social equal-
ity for the Negro people and for
their right to self-determination in
the Black Belt. And this is not only
true of Negro Communists, but it is
true of the entire Communist Party
—Negro and white. Our white com-
rades, as against the white Social-
Democrats and white bourgeoisie
that Mr. Walter White is tied to,
fight in the very forefront of the
struggle for Negro rights. That is
why we are hated as a Party. That
is why the ruling class wants to out-
law the Communist Party. That is
why the Negro people have deep re-
spect for our Party. The Negro peo-
ple can have nothing but utter con-
tempt for such a line as peddled by
Messrs. White, Prattis, Mays, etc.

The task before us is to move for-
ward along the line of our Draft
Program, attempting in every way to
unify the broadest strata of the
American people, to try in every
way possible to influence and lead
the working class in alliance with
the Negro people and all allies of the
working class in the struggle against
McCarthyism, for peace, economic
security and for full freedom for the
Negro people.

New Features in the Struggle Against

By George Blake Charney

I. INTRODUCTION

To ANALYZE THE swiftly-moving de-
velopments in the struggle against
McCarthyism is a difficult task, due
in part to the fact that this strug-
gle has reached a new level. The
tremendous national debate has pene-
trated into every corner of America,
every organization, every home.

The people are beginning to real-
ize the profound and many-sided
character of this struggle. The im-
mediate focus is on the issue of demo-
cratic liberties, but more and more
the people are beginning to associ-
ate the fight against McCarthyism
with the fight against the growing
economic depression and the new all-
pervading fear of an H-bomb war.
They are beginning to associate it
with all the vital issues of the day.

1I. NEW FEATURES IN THE
ANTI-McCARTHY STRUGGLE

What are the main features of the
anti-McCarthy movement at this mo-
ment?

1. The outstanding feature is the
scope achieved in the past few
months, notwithstanding the absence
of a cohesive and unified national
center. The anti-McCarthy move-
ment now embraces a majority of the

McCarthyism

people. The Schine episode and the
Fort Monmouth fiasco erupted into
a popular upheaval which has
brought new millions into opposi-
tion to McCarthy and McCarthyism.
These episodes served to touch off
and crystallize the already accumulat-
ing sentiments of the people. The
press, radio and television are be-
coming great forums on the issue of
McCarthyism. The concern ex-
pressed at the time Truman was
attacked has now been converted
into fear that the witch-hunts of yes-
terday are passing over to a reign
of terror today.

2. The anti-McCarthy movement
has emerged in this period as an
all-class movement which cuts across
party lines. The anti-McCarthy
movement has not only manifested
mass growth in general; it has also
experienced an extension and change
in terms of class and party.

What is evident to begin with is
the strengthening of the working-
class sector of the anti-McCarthy
coalition. Not so long ago the most
articulate opposition, aside from the
Left, came from the ranks of the
middle class, from individuals and
groupings of professionals, intellec-
tuals and sections of the Protestant
clergy. Not so long ago, Senator

43
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Lehman was a voice in the wilder-
ness, in the Democratic Party and
in the Senate. A few trade-union
leaders, such as Jacob Potofsky, Hugo
Ernst and Ralph Helstein, spoke
earlier. This situation has definitely
begun to change. While it cannot
be said that the labor movement
has assumed leadership of the anti-
McCarthy movement, a large number
of trade unions have adopted a fight-
ing position on the issue. Official
statements of union leaders corre-
spond more closely with the anti-
McCarthy moods of the rank and
fle.

The recent resolution of the New
York CI.O. Council “condemning
the criminal failure” of the Eisen-
hower Administration to stop Mc-
Carthy, the statement of Macy Local
1-S identifying McCarthyism with
repressive legislation such as the
Smith and McCarran Acts, the hard-
hitting articles in Labor's Daily,
published by the International Typo-
graphical Union, are among the most
recent expressions from labor that
are representative of its growing
militant hostility to McCarthyism.
The UAW.-CILO. Educational
Conference in Chicago in which
Walter Reuther and Bishop Sheil
joined in a blistering attack on Mec-
Carthy, is a new development of
great importance. The Catholic hier-
archy, led by Cardinal Spellman,
has openly encouraged and supported
McCarthy. Catholic sentiment has
been divided and confused on the is-
sue, which to some degree retarded
and paralyzed the struggle against

McCarthyism in some of the trade
unions. A recent Gallup poll, how-
ever, revealed that Catholic support
had declined 10 per cent in the re-
cent period, with 46 per cent favor-
able and 41 per cent hostile.

The general growth of anti-Mc-
Carthy sentiment among the masses
helped to bring out the latent an-
tagonism of many Catholic workers,
previously held in check by the hier-
archy. The speech of Bishop Sheil,
who in the past was associated with
the struggle of the packinghouse
workers and the New Deal, reflects
these changing sentiments and will
further strengthen the participation
of Catholic workers in the anti-Mc-
Carthy movement. What is most im-
portant to note, therefore, is the sub-
stantial strengthening of the work-
ing-class component of the unfold-
ing anti-McCarthy coalition.

A related phase of this develop-
men in the ranks of labor is the
growth of anti-McCarthy sentiment
in the Negro communities. The in-
fluential Negro press, the N.A.A.C.P.
and other leading organizations, a
large group of church leaders and
clected government officials, have
voiced these sentiments. The fight
against MecCarthyism has merged
with the mass struggle for Negro
rights. John Wesley Dobbs, vice-
chairman of the Republican State
Committee of Georgia and Grand
Master of the Elks, issued an open
letter to Leonard W. Hall, National
G.O.P. chairman, castigating the Jen-
ner Committee and similar witch-
hunting bodies. He makes the strik-
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ing observation that the underlying
motive of these attacks is to pre-
serve the status quo in American
life, that is, segregation and discrimi-
nation. The avalanche of protest in
the Wells case was linked with the
fight against McCarthyism. Just as
the Wells case illuminated to masses
of Negro people the ugly, racist and
ultra-reactionary trends in the coun-
try, exemplified by McCarthy, so the
popular movement against McCar-
thyism encouraged and stimulated
the storm of protest in the Wells case
that compelled Governor Knight to
commute the sentence of death. A
remarkable editorial appeared in the
Los Angeles Tribune, long known
for its anti-Communist position, that
draws the following conclusions:
“People are finding their sympathies
quickened by the Wells case . .
and not only the Wells case, the in-
justices under the McCarran Act,
People are reacting against the con-
scienceless brutality of McCarthy . . .
and taking action, whatever the risk,
whatever the label.”

Anti-McCarthy sentiments have
continued to grow in the ranks of
the middle class, in the big cities
and in the countryside. There are
signs of new groupings of small
and medium-sized business men in
the cities and farm organizations
in the mid-west expressing opposi-
tion for the first time. The Protes-
tant Church has become increasingly
articulate on the issue.

What is particularly new is that
the anti-McCarthy movement has
now reached into sections of Big

Business. In the present period, in-
creasing anti-McCarthy expressions
have been voiced by representatives
and organs of Big-Business groups,
who in the past either tolerated or
gave encouragement to McCarthy.
The anti-McCarthy position of the
New York Times and the Herald
Tribune reflects this trend. The po-
sition of the Columbia Broadcasting
System is another illustration.
Thus, for the first time, sections
of the bourgeoisie reflecting conserv-
ative groupings in American politi-
cal life have come into open clash
with McCarthyism. For the most
part, these forces continue to give
support to the foreign policy of the
Eisenhower Administration. They
continue to pursue an anti-labor pol-
icy at home. Some favor legal steps
against the Communist Party. Nev-
ertheless, they find themselves com-
pelled, for internal and external rea-
sons and under the general pressure
of the mass movement, to resist the
imposition of a McCarthyite regime
on the country at this time. They
fear the extremist program of Mc-
Carthyism as a leap into the un-
known. They are also concerned,
many of them, that McCarthyite tac-
tics will prematurely alarm and
arouse the masses to struggle against
Big-Business reaction that will go
beyond their capacity to control.
This development of opposition to
McCarthy and McCarthyism is an
expression of the sharpening tactical
difference in the ranks of the bour-
geoisie. It is a development of great
importance in this phase of the strug-
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gle against McCarthyism.

A united but distinct phase of the
emerging all-class character of the
anti-McCarthy movement is the fact
that it is now extending into the
ranks of the Republican Party. The
anti-McCarthy movement is no
longer confined to the masses in the
Democratic Party, to progressives
and independents. It has cut deeply
into large sections of the city and
rural voters who supported Eisen-
hower in 1952. In Missouri, the state
chairman of the G.O.P. announced
that he wanted no part of McCarthy
in the campaign. Similar acts have
come from Minnesota, Wisconsin
and Connecticut. The recent polls
which show a switch in sentiment,
as contrasted to a growth in senti-
ment against McCarthy, are a reflec-
tion of the changing trends in the
ranks of Eisenhower and Republican
Party voters.

3. Another feature of great impor-
tance is the growing awareness that
McCarthyism is fascism. This analy-
sis was first made by William Z.
Foster, in his articles in the Daily
Worker, but litde time elapsed be-
fore it found expression in broad
circles. Almost every trade union
which has spoken out on McCar-
thyism has expressed this viewpoint.
The Railyway Clerk, organ of the
Brotherhood of Railway Clerks, said
on December 1, 1953, immediately
after the Brownell-McCarthy attack
on Truman:

It would be well to remember that
the type of men most active in the

present smear campaign were among
those who thought we could do busi-
ness with Hitler and who approved
Hitler’s method of handling German
working-men. They are, to speak
plainly and this is a time for plain
speaking, incipient American fascists
and they will stop at nothing to accom-
plish their purpose. .

Similar expressions have come
from the Oil Worker (organ of the
Oil Workers International Union,
C.LO.), from Labor (organ of the
Railroad Brotherhoods), the Textile
Workers Union, Brotherhood of
Sleeping Car Porters (“McCarthyism
is the symptom of fascism”), and
from central bodies and conventions
of CLO. and A. F. of L. unions
everywhere.

Outside of the labor movement,
similar concepts have been ex-
pressed. As but two examples among
a growing number: Mrs. Agnes Mey-
er, writer and educator, wife of Eu-
gene Meyer of the Washington Post,
called McCarthy “America’s No. 1
Fascist”; the Right Reverend Hor-
ace Donegan, Episcopal Bishop of
New York, spoke of the “neo-fascist
pattern which seems to be unfolding
before our eyes.”

Thus, there is a growing aware-
ness, expressed in varied forms, that
the country is dealing not with a
publicity-hungry demagogue guilty
of sporadic assaults on democratic
institutions, but with a movement
which is backed by powerful ultra-
reactionary interests whose aim is
fascism.

4. Another recent feature of the
anti-McCarthy movement has been
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the fact that it has passed over from
the stage in which it was limited
largely to expressions of sentiment
and opinion, to the stage of action
and struggle. It has taken the most
varied, original and grass-roots
forms.

Petitions are circulating all over
America. Conference, mass meetings,
forums, debates are taking place
everywhere. The “I-Believe-Benton”
movement is assuming mass propor-
tions. On the campuses, college stu-
dents have taken to wearing a new
insignia, a green feather. They are
“flaunting” their “subversive” sup-
port for Robin Hood.

What is significant is the fact that:

1. Hitherto passive people are
joining actively in the fight;

2. There is a powerful trend to-
ward united action of many groups
and organizations;

3. Despite the atmosphere of fear
which still prevails, the fact is that
people who felt gagged yesterday
are voicing their thoughts today.
Anger and humor mix in a lively
creative combination that sharpens
the edge of the struggle.

It is impossible to recapitulate all
the events. One can hope at best
to present a kaleidoscopic view of
the movement. It reflects something
of the spirit taking hold of the
American people in the struggle
against McCarthyism.

III. THE DANGER OF
McCARTHYISM

The spectacular rise of the anti-
McCarthy movement has already ad-

ministered a setback to McCarthy.
Whatever the final outcome of the
army inquiry, the fact is that for the
first time McCarthy has been placed
on the defensive; the investigators
are being investigated. The people
are in no mood to accept a white-
wash or sell-out.

At the same time, the growth of
the anti-McCarthy forces should not
blind us to the real and continuing
danger of McCarthy and McCarthy-
ism. The recent Gallup poll shows
38 per cent support for McCarthy.
It is still, despite the drop, a for-
midable figure. The rise of Hitler
to power was marked by fluctuation
in popular support. McCarthy has
powerful support from sections of
monopoly capital in addition to the
grouping of Texas oil millionaires.
They provide the “Junker” element;
but the primary “Ruhr” element
comes from Wall Street. He has
powerful support in the Administra-
tion which relies desperately on Me-
Carthy to heat up the issue of anti-
Communism, to confuse and disperse
the growing popular movement in
the country, and to advance more
effectively its reactionary aims at
home and abroad. He has support
from large sections of the Democratic
Party, especially the Dixiecrats. He
has the sanction of most of the
Catholic hierarchy.

Unlike the period of the late 30,
the fascist movement in America
is highly focused under the direct
leadership of McCarthy. It is more
difhcult to disperse.

The Eisenhower Administration
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will maneuver as pressure is in-
creased against McCarthy. It will
employ its own agencies, with the
prestige of the government, to ac-
complish itself what it relied on
McCarthy to do. It may attempt to
build up other figures. There is no
dearth of ecager demagogues and
fascist-minded fuchrers to play the
part of McCarthy.

What must be borne in mind is
that the strategic purpose of Me-
Carthyism is to build a mass base
for fascism and war. The most re-
actionary and fascist-minded sections
of the bourgeoisie cannot achieve
their aims without this. The success
or failure of this movement is stll
to be determined. The critical pe-
riod lies ahead as the economic de-
pression matures. Hugo Ernst, Presi-
dent of the Hotel and Restaurant
Workers International Union, issued
a warning after a comparison of the
use of the Big Lie technique by Hit-
ler and his American imitation:

But there is one point of difference.

McCarthy, unlike Hitler, has not yet
come forward with a ‘plan’ full “of
sweeping economic promises for solving
everybody’s problems. . . . A time like
the present, with mounting signs of
hard times, is certain to figure in Mec-
Carthy’s timing. Should the G.O.P.’s
assurances that good times are just over
the hill prove wrong, and three or four
million more unemployed start look-
ing for work, then watch out!

Ernst could have reminded his
readers of the position McCarthy
took on the issue of farm parity.
He stood for 1009, parity and
presented himself as the Senatorial

champion of the farmers. He has
made similar demagogic maneuvers
on veterans’ housing and on govern-
ment contracts for small business-
men.

The favorable developments in the
labor movement are far from uni-
form. McCarthy has a substantial
base among sectors of the working
class. The split in the labor move-
ment, constant jurisdictional strife,
the continuing attacks upon the
Left-led unions, provide opportuni-
ties for McCarthy. Thus, Carey of
the LU.E., speaks against McCarthy,
but acts with him in his disruptive
raids against U.E. The influence of
years of Red-baiting, white chauvin-
ism, and the spread of corruption
in the trade unions provide fertile
soil for the development of McCar-
thyite ideas; in any event, they ham-
per the struggle for clear-cut unity
against McCarthyism.

The struggle will not lessen. It
will sharpen. The anti-McCarthy
movement has not yet reached the
point where it can effectively chal-
lenge and defeat McCarthy and Mc-
Carthyism. The movement is still
scattered; its aims are unclear. The
relation of the present struggles to
the 1954 elections is crystallizing
slowly. Above all, the labor move-
ment has not yet assumed vigorous
leadership of the movement to weld
it together more firmly on the basis
of a common program.

IV. SOME IDEOLOGICAL AND
POLITICAL PROBLEMS

What are some of the ideological
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and political problems that bear on
the further growth and consolida-
tion of the democratic coalition?

1. Relation of McCarthy to
Eisenhower Administration

The analysis in the Stevens report
on this relationship remains basically
sound. The current struggle around
the army episode has revealed the
extreme reluctance of the Eisenhow-
er Administration to challenge Mc-
Carthy even under the most provoca-
tive circumstances. It has pursued
a double-faced policy and, as a re-
sult, the prestige of Eisenhower has
suffered considerably. The main
popular outcry in this period has
been against his surrender to McCar-
thy.

The elements of unity and conflict
still persist in the relationship of
McCarthy and the Eisenhower Ad-
ministration. The duality must nec-
essarily affect the tactics pursued in
the struggle against McCarthyism.

The cardinal point made in the
Stevens report, that “the struggle
against McCarthyism is objectively
(my emphasis—G.B.C.) a struggle
against the policies of the Eisen-
hower Administration” and that it
represents the “broadest tactical link”
for setting the masses into motion,
remains a sound one. The anti-
McCarthy movement is an extremely
broad movement. It is developing
unevenly. It now includes many in-
dividuals and groupings who still
have illusions in the Eisenhower Ad-
ministration, notwithstanding their
concern for his feeble stand against

McCarthy. They seek to prop up
the Eisenhower Administration as
“an alternative” to the seizure of
power by McCarthy. They are pre-
pared to fight McCarthyism within:
the strictest limits of continued sup-
port to the Republican Party. The
Alsop movement in Connecticut
against McCarthy, for example, is
presented as a movement of “decent
conservative Republicans.”

There cannot be a negative atti-
tude to such a movement. Opposi-
tion to the Eisecnhower Administra-
tion cannot be the prerequisite for
united struggle against McCarthy-
ism. The main expression in these
typical movements is not support
for Eisenhower, but opposition to
McCarthyism. Such groups repre-
sent a considerable force for putting
pressure on the Administration with-
in the Republican Party to compel
it to take issue with McCarthy.

At the same time, the sharpening
of the struggle as a whole makes
it possible and urgent, especially in
the labor movement, to combine the
fight against McCarthy and McCar-
thyism with more vigorous opposi-
tion to the policies of the FEisen-
hower Administration itself and the
monopoly groupings backing it.

The upsurge of anti-McCarthy
sentiment in the ranks of labor has
developed, not out of general or ab-
stract concern for civil liberties, but
out of fear of the looming economic
depression, the new war threats and
the danger they pose to the rights of
labor and its program.

While workers generally view Mec-
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Carthy as their deadly enemy, never-
theless the necessity of the struggle
brings them into direct and increas-
ing conflict with the Administration.
There is growing awareness that the
fight against McCarthyism cannot
be viewed apart from the fight
against the reactionary, anti-labor
program of the Eisenhower Admin-
istration. Hugo Ernst in the article
referred to above poses the question
as to whether Eisenhower would
ask the people to join in the fight
against McCarthyism. He answers:
“But Ike isn’t likely to ask. 'The
same powerful people who are steal-
ing the chickens while McCarthy
& Co. go off in full cry, leading the
public on a false scent, are the same
people who put Ike in power.”

The necessity of sharpening the
struggle against the Eisenhower Ad-
ministration, while placing the main
emphasis on the anti-McCarthy
movement, is demonstrated by the
extremely reactionary and, in fact,
McCarthyite, “Brownell Plan.” The
Administration is determined, what-
ever criticisms it is compelled to
make of McCarthy, to defend and
carry forward the spirit and program
of McCarthyism, and enact it into
law. Tts especially insidious character
is reflected in this pseudo-constitu-
tional program of repression.

Walter Reuther at the A.D.A. con-
vention in April stated: “The prob-
lem is more serious than Joe Mec-
Carthy. Whenever Nixon does it,
when Brownell does it, that is Mc-
Carthyism too.”

At the same time, the mounting

ministration of the McCarthy pro-
gram,

2. The anti-McCarthy Movement
and the Big Lie

movement and is its chief divisive

phasis on imaginary dangers at home
diverts us from the “real menace of
Some Right-
$ now argue
e anti-McCar-
an anti-Com-
munist movement free of McCar-
thyite techniques! The effect of this
Is to blunt the sharp edge of the
anti-McCarthy movement and weak-
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weakness of the anti-McCarthy move-
ment is that it accepts his assump-
tions.” This, however, remains an
isolated expression.

It must be repeated, with greater
emphasis, that “to the degree that
this viewpoint dominates the strug-
gle against McCarthyism, it will be
impossible to defeat McCarthyism”
(Stevens). :

However, there are indications
that a more effective fight can be
made on this question. The bulk
of the anti-McCarthy forces does
accept the Big Lie as a basic prem-
ise. It is deeply imbedded in their
consciousness and therefore seriously
impedes  effective  anti-McCarthy
struggle. However, it is not its most
active or foremost characteristic.
The growth and spread of the anti-
McCarthy movement by itself
creates more favorable opportunities
to press the fight against disunifying
elements and concepts.. The logic
of the movement, its trend and di-
rection, is for greater unity and to
mitigate hardened political attitudes
conceived in the cold war.

This will not be an automatic
process. The anti-McCarthy forces
will have to be convinced, in the
course of common struggle, that ad-
herence to the Big Lie jeopardizes
the unity and fighting power of the
movement.

The defeat of the Big Lie in the
anti-McCarthy movement will not
take place overnight. It will be a
process, hard-fought, painful, un-
even. It will take on wunique and
even distorted forms and yet express

inchoate and indirect opposition to
anti-Communist propaganda and
persecution. In many liberal circles,
the fight on the Fifth Amendment
has been resumed with great vigor.
The recent speeches of Dean Erwin
N. Griswold of Harvard Law School
on this subject have been a strong
aflirmative expression in the fight
for an all-inclusive application of the
Bill of Rights even though they
are accompanied by anti-Communist
references. There are many such
examples around the fight on the
Butler Bill, the anti-Communist
measures in Congress, the McCarran-
Walter Act, etc.

Another such expression is the
manner in which increasingly the
present danger in America is evalu-
ated. What is the effect of Keenan’s
speech in Chicago, in which he un-
equivocally stated that the main im-
mediate danger is fascism? The very
placing of the question in this form
makes it more difficult to whip up
anti-Communist hysteria or equate
Communism with fascism. It creates
a more favorable climate to launch
a more effective fight against the Big
Lie in all its aspects. In the labor
movement, frequent reference is
made to the fact that “McCarthyism
is fighting labor under the guise of
fighting Communism.” ‘The idea
that fighting Communism is a valid
cause for labor persists and serves
to contradict the whole spirit of anti-
McCarthyism, but the main empha-
sis is increasingly placed on the
McCarthyite agtack on labor.

However, it is by day-to-day strug-
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gle in the shops and unions, in the
neighborhoods and mass organiza-
tions, with owr participation in the
struggle around the crucial economic
and political issues, that the Big Lie
will be weakened and eventually
defeated in the mass movement.
Propaganda and general debate will
not be effective in overcoming di-
visive influences unless directly asso-
ciated with the daily struggles of the
people, where the people can learn
from their own ecxperiences how
anti-Communism weakens their fight
for peace, jobs, security and democ-
racy.

The experiences in recent impor-
tant union elections in Butte, Mon-
tana, Essington, Pennsylvania, and
elsewhere, are proof that the fight
for the unity of the workers against
these corrosive influences can be
won.

3. McCarthyism and the Struggle

for Peace

The relationship between the fight
against McCarthyism and the fight
for peace has assumed new signifi-
cance, with the danger of direct
armed intervention in Indo-China
and the threat of “massive retalia-
tion,” with the H-bomb, against the
Soviet Union and People’s China.

The growth of the anti-McCarthy
movement in the recent period can
be attributed in large part to the
growth of peace sentiment in the
country, to the truce in Korea and
the general lessening of war tensions.
Even though the peace issue only
“edges” into the anti-McCarthy

struggle and is far from having
achieved programmatic  sanction,
nevertheless it has been a major un-
derlying factor accounting for the
mass proportions of the movement.
The new climate created by the Ko-
rean truce has encouraged people to
speak out on controversial issues at
home and, in turn, the movement
against McCarthy has encouraged
new forces to express open dissent
on foreign policy matters.

The H-bomb issue and the Dulles
threats on Indo-China have aroused
tremendous mass concern in  the
U.S. as well as throughout the world.
The people want no part of the
Dulles program of American inter-
vention in Indo-China. They favor
a world-wide ban on A- and H-
bomb weapons. The position of the
United Mine Worker, of Local 600,
UAW, of the A.CW., are some

the popular out-
on these issues,
by reformist and
pressures. It is
significant that Lewis Mumford, dis-
tinguished author and quite influen-
tial in liberal circles, in a letter to

the N. Y. Times published on March

The fight for peace, for negotia-
tions and trade will impart new con-
tent to the anti-McCarthy struggle.
Among other things, it will help in
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a decisive way to undermine the Big
Lie which feeds on the theory of in-
cvitable war.

V. McCARTHY AND THE 1954
ELECTIONS

The fight against McCarthyism
must be carried forward and intensi-
fied on a whole series of fronts. The
varied and uneven character of the
movement, and the impact of new
issues, dictate a many-sided approach

and McCarran Acts. The campaign
against the McCarran-Walter Act
continues to be one of the broadest
and most concrete areas of struggle
against McCarthyism. The main
stress must be placed on the activity
of the labor movement. The key to
the further unfolding of the anti-
McCarthy movement depends on
how labor with its allies, in a mili-
tant and consistent fashion, lead the
fight against McCarthyism in rela-
tion to the economic issues, the strug-
gle for peace, and for defense of the
Bill of Rights.

The struggle on all these fronts
bears on the 1954 elections. The Con-
gressional and State elections can
represent a major setback to Mec-
Carthyism and prepare the way for
a new Administration in 1956 which
“starts to build again where the New
Deal left off” (Draft Program).

The fight in the 1954 elections
must be conducted against McCarthy-
ism and McCarranism in both par-
ties. At the same time, the main fire
must be directed at the Republican
Party. This is the party of McCarthy,
of Eisenhower and Dulles, the pre-
ferred party of Big Business, the
party in power. The defeat of the
Republican Party and its outstand-
ing McCarthyites would be a big
step in the struggle to check Mc-
Carthyism.

However, this will occur only if
Democratic  candidates conduct a
vigorous fight against McCarthyism.
Senator Lehman in an earlier period
stated that it was necessary to fight
McCarthyism, even if it ment defeat.
Today it can be said that the fight
against McCarthyism is the way to
achieve victory. Democratic candi-
dates will not gain the necessary sup-
port of the people and guarantee
clear-cut victories unless they adopt
a program that corresponds to the
needs of the people and unless they
differentiate themselves from the
Administration program on Indo-
China and the H-bomb. The pres-
sure of the labor movement and of
the Negro people is the decisive fac-
tor in the fight to influence the pro-
gram of Democratic candidates and
to determine the consistency with
which they oppose McCarthyism.

VIi. THE ROLE OF THE
COMMUNIST PARTY

In the past period the Party and
the Left have played a more active
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role in the mainstream of the anti-

main expression of our vanguard
role must be to stimulate the widest
united front actions on the issue of
McCarthyism and to help crystallize
a common approach by the anti-Mc-
Carthy movement to the 1954 elec-
tions.

We can be helpful as participants
in the movement to combat harmful
tendencies and moods among the
masses. There are certain tendencies,
for instance, to view the battle as
already won, which is an underesti-
mation of the scope of the struggle
against the man and especially the
ism. There are defeatist tendencies
which are expressed in this form:
“What’s the use; if it isn’t McCarthy
it will be some other demagogue”;
or variants which underestimate how
the fight against the man has
strengthened the fight against the
ism and encouraged the development
above all of the people’s democratic
coalition against fascism.

There are tendencies, frequently
cxpressed, to lump all conservative
movements or label every reaction-
ary, anti-Communist expression, no
matter from whence it comes, as
“McCarthyism.” This is wrong. It

can only confuse and retard the mass
movement. Reactionary or divisive
ideas must be combatted; but we
must be careful to differentiate be-
tween reactionary ideas in general
and McCarthyism in particular.

There are continuing tendencies to
judge the quality of the movement
in a narrow way from the vantage
point of the Left; and to view the
mass movement with suspicion and
skepticism because of its impurities
and contradictions that stem from its
motley, all-class character. Such neg-
ativist attitudes are harmful to the
struggle and contribute only to iso-
lation without aiding the movement
to overcome its weaknesses. To-

unity. Oft-

by the Left

he anti-Mc-
Carthy forces, are falsely viewed as
necessarily sectarian and in conflict
with the mass movement and the
fight for unity.
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But while the issue today is not Com-
munism, the true nature of the Com-
munist Party and the role which it
plays in American life is very much an
issue. The American people must
know the truth about this issue lest
the monstrous deception now practiced
on them lead to the loss of the democ-
racy and freedom they prize so dearly.

The defense of the Party, the bat-
tle against the Smith and McCarran
Acts, the effort to achieve amnesty
for the Communist leaders and other
imprisoned victims of McCarthyism,
constitute a central issue in the whole
fight to repel American fascism.

The campaign to build the circula-
tion of the Daily Worker and The
Worker and of the Morning Freiheit
is an integral part of the fight against
McCarthyism. It is an integral part
of the effort to strengthen the role of
the Left in the coalition. The con-
tinuous attack by McCarthy on the
Daily Worker is proof of its vitality
in the struggle. The Daily Worker
is the best fighter against McCarthy-
ism.

The future struggle will be difficult
and sharp. No one can predict its
exact course or guarantee its out-
come. The situation is fraught with
great danger. At the same time, the
advance of the anti-McCarthy move-
ment beyond expectations of six

months or a year ago reveals the
great opportunities for building a
movement which can stop McCarthy-
ism in tme. It may be that along-
side of the growth of the movement,
the attack against the Left will sharp-
en. We cannot permit our move-
ment to be disoriented by such an
eventuality or, severe as the blows
are, deem the struggle lost. At the
same time, it would be erroneous to
assume that such a contradictory sit-
uation could continue indefinitely
and result in a pattern of political re-
lationships in which the mass move-
ment continues to thrive while the
Lefc suffers complete repression.

The growth of the mass anti-Mc-
Carthy movement offers the best op-
portunity to create a new political
atmosphere in the country in which
to advance the fight for peace and
democracy. It is only in such an
atmosphere that all sections of the
labor and democratic movement, in-
cluding the Left, can maintain a le-
gal existence, keep the nation united,
and bring an end to the era of the
cold war.

Asthe Los Angeles Tribune stated:

The McCarthys may belabor, the
labelers plaster at will, but the people
have had their fill of fear, and are tired
of running, and have turned to fight.



By A. B. Magil

Tre New York Times of March 8
quoted a Latin-American delegate
at the Tenth Inter-American Con-
ference at Caracas, Venezuela, as say-
ing: “If the United States wanted to
bady enough, it could have a reso-
lution passed declaring two and
two are five.”

This statement casts a revealing
light on the grim reality of the re-
lations that exist in that sector of
“the free world” that stretches from
the Rio Grande to Cape Horn.
Twenty supposedly sovereign Latin-
American republics may propose, but
it is Wall Street and Washington
that dispose.

THE BACKGROUND

The Tenth Inter-American Con-
ference was called by the Organiza-
tion of American States (OAS). This
is the successor to the Pan-American
Union and is an outgrowth of the
Pan-American system established at
the first of these conferences, held
in Washington in 1889-go. From
the beginning this system has been
an instrument of U.S. imperialist
policy, serving the twin objectives
of furthering the oppression of the
colonial and semi-colonial peoples of
Latin America and combatting the
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influence of imperialist rivals in that
area. With the emergence of the
United States as a global power in
World War 1, the Pan-American
system began to be increasingly
utilized to promote U.S. imperialist
ambitions on an international scale.

In World War IT Wall Street ex-
tended its domination of Latin
America through increased capital
penetration, the monopolization of
trade, and the establishment of mili-
tary bases and missions in almost
every country. At the same time it
eliminated its German, Japanese and
Italian rivals and greatly reduced
the influence of the British and
French. After the war the Truman
Administration, using this increased
power as both carrot and club, and
taking advantage of the fact that
the Latin-American countries had
entered into joint commitments with
the United States to further the
anti-Axis struggle, drew up plans
for a tighter Pan-American system
to serve Wall Street’s aggressive
aims. It is no accident thar April
1948 saw the almost simultaneous
birth of the Marshall Plan and the
Organization of American States.
The latter, whose headquarters, both
physical and political, were estab-
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lished in Washington, was made a
regional agency of the United Na-
tions in violation of the spirit of
the UN Charter.

The O.A.S. was created at the
Ninth Inter-American Conference
at Bogota, Colombia, in 1948. Short-
ly before this, in August 1947, a
special Inter-American  Conference
for the Maintenance of Continental
Peace and Security took place in Rio
de Janciro, Brazil. This adopted the
Inter-American Treaty of Recipro-
cal Assistance. The conclusion of
such a treaty had been recommended
at the Inter-American Conference on
Problems of War and Pecace, held in
Mexico City in March 1945. It had
been recommended at a time when
the war was still in progress and
when such a proposal bore an anti-
fascist, peace-seeking character.

But by the time the Rio confer-
ence met more than two years later
the entire context of world relations
had changed. With the Washington-
instigated cold war moving into
high gear, the Rio Treaty was con-
verted into a vehicle of the aggres-
sive. Wall Street drive for world
domination. Whereas the Mexico
City conference of 1945 had limited
the concept of aggression to attacks
by another state “against the integ-
rity or inviolability of the territory,
or against the sovereignty or politi-
cal independence of an American
state,” the Rio Treaty also included
acts of “aggression” against an
American state that occur outside the
western hemisphere. And whereas
the Mexico City resolution clearly
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had in mind an armed attack or the
threat of such attack, Article 6 of
the Rio Treaty extended this to em-
brace “an aggression which is not
an armed attack,” or “any other fact
or situation that might endanger
the peace of America.”

The obligations assumed under the
Rio Treaty include the adoption of
one or more of various measures
(Article 8), ranging from “recall of
chiefs of diplomatic missions” to
“use of armed force.”

Since, among all the American re-
publics, it is only the government
of the United States that brands as
“aggression” against it the fact that
the Chinese people have taken over
China and the Vietnamese want to
be masters in Vietnam; and it is only
the government of the United States
that sees “aggression” in a large
Communist and Socialist vote in
Italy or the nationalization of oil
by a conservative government in
Iran, it is clear that in signing and
ratifying this treaty the Latin Amer-
ican governments put their heads
in a noose, with the business end of
the rope held in Washington.

Article 6 was incorporated vir-
tually verbatim in the Charter of the
0O.A.S. at Bogota in 1948, which also
refers to the obligations assumed un-
der the Rio Treaty. But this was
not enough. The cold war against
world peace also required an inter-
nal war against democratic liberties.
The U.S~sponsored resolution to-
ward this end met with considerable
hostility on the part of key Latin-
American delegations and was in
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danger of defeat when a monstrous

minority government to launch a
reign of terror. Charging that the
angry popular protest was the work
of the Communists, Secretary of
State George Marshall, under cover
of synthetic hysteria, whipped the
Latin-American delegates into line.

The resolution entitled “The Pres.
ervation and Defense of Democracy”
for the first time spoke of “inter-
national Communism.” It proposed
the adoption within each of the
American republics of anti-demo-
cratic measures in the name of safe-

ano Gomez, seizing the Presidency,

branded the Liberals as “Commu-

nists” and installed one of the most

brutal dictatorships in Latin Amer-

ica, murdering over 100,000 people.
While the Bogotd conference was

in session, a

revolt ousted t

ment of Costa

was out, U.S.

lution. The Brazilian and Chilean
governments, sensing which way the
Washington wind was blowing, had
anticipated the conference decision

the same ti ey and
Whittaker their
F.B.I.-direc before
the House tivities

Committee, which led to the frameup
of Alger Hiss and the later McCar-
thyite witch-hunts and smears that
cut a wide enough swath to include
ex-President Truman.

Thus the Bogotd conference en-
abled the most reactionary Wall
Street monopolists and their subser-
vient government to give a new im-
petus to the drive toward war, fas-
cism and national enslavement.

Wall Street and Washington took
advantage of the Korean war to

communist aggression.” This was
openly a war conference. Summoned
at the behest of the Truman Admin-
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delegations, the conference resolu-
tions, adopted unanimously, had the
effect of extending and strengthen-
ing the pro-war and anti-democratic
commitments of the Rio Treaty and
the Bogotid conference. They also
served to gear the economies of the
Latin American countries more
closely to the needs of U.S. war econ-
omy to the detriment of those coun-
tries. '

POLITICAL SITUATION
IN LATIN AMERICA

The Tenth Inter-American Con-
ference at Caracas in March 1954
took place in a situation that differed
in important respects from the situa-
tion at the Bogotd meeting six years
earlier and also from that at the for-
eign ministers’ conference in 195I.
An even more aggressive and reac-
tionary government had come to
power in the United States, one
more closely linked with McCarthy-
ite fascism. Its policy in Latin Amer-
ica is likewise more aggressive and
reactionary than that of its prede-
cessor. However, the world forces
of peace, democracy and national
liberation, headed by the Soviet Un-
ion, have grown more rapidly in this
period than those of reaction and
war. ‘This has led to such outstand-
ing developments as the victory of
the Chinese Revolution, the emerg-
ence of the organized world peace
movement, and the imposition on
the Eisenhower-Dulles war cabal of
an armistice in Korea.

In Latin America, at the time of
the Bogotd conference the anti-im-
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perialist and democratic forces were
in retreat from the offensive of Wall
Street and Washington and their
feudal-capitalist top sergeants below
the Rio Grande. With the active as-
sistance of the A. F. of L. and CI.O.
high commands, the trade-union
movement in country after country
had been or was in process of being
split and progressive labor leadership
ousted or weakened.

The Caracas conference, on the
other hand, met at a time when the
retreat had been halted and the be-
ginnings of an anti-imperialist and
democratic counter-offensive  were
visible. These found reflection at the
conference itself and influenced its
decisions. Guatemala, its anti-feudal,
anti-imperialist revolution moving
steadily forward, represents the van-
guard of this movement. But it is
also evident in diverse forms in other
countries. For example:

Bolivia: Overthrow of the reactionary
dictatorship by a popular uprising in
April 1952. Expropriation of the for-
eign-owned tin mines and enactment
of an agrarian reform law. Unification
of the labor movement.

Brazil: Defeat of the government’s
attempt to send troops to Korea. Suc-
cess of the peace movement in winning
legality and obtaining more than s,
000,000 signatures for a five-power
peace pact. Creation of a broad move-
ment in defense of Brazilian oil against
the predatory US. trusts. Powerful
movement against the military agree-
ment with the United States, which
compelled the Congress to delay rati-
fication for thirteen months. Revival
of the trade-union movement and big
mass strikes in arch and April 1953,
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Continued growth in influence of the
illegal Communist Party.

Chile: Defeat of the Washington-
backed Gonzalez Videla dictatorship in
the 1952 eclection and restoration of
democratic liberties. Reunification of
the trade union movement. Strong
movement against the military pact with
the United States, which delayed rati-
fication for many months. Creation of
a Communist-Socialist alliance and
growing unity trends with other demo-
cratic parties.

Mexico: Rupture of negotiations for
a military pact with the United States
in 1952 as a result of nationwide re-
sistance. Emergence of a formidable
opposition to the reactionary pro-Wash-
ington Aleman regime in the 1952
elections. As a result, the new Admin-
istration of President Adolfo Ruiz Cor-
tines has had to modify both internal
and external policy.

The colonies: The rise in the Puerto
Rican independence movement in re-
cent years compelled Washington and
its colonial lackeys to fabricate as elabo-
rate camouflage: the so-called Common-
wealth. This has failed to stem inde-
pendence sentiment. In British Guiana
and Belice (British Honduras) demo-
cratic and anti-imperialist parties won
majority support, but the British, with
State Department backing, used force
and fraud to prevent these enslaved
peoples from taking any steps toward
escape from “the free world.”

To these positive phenomena,
which are still in their initial stages,
there should be added the widespread
solidarity movement with Guatemala
that has developed throughout Latin
America except where the most sav-
age fascist repression exists. In some
countries, notably Mexico and Chile,

this movement includes important

sections of the legislative bodies.
1I

In the evaluation of the Caracas
conference five principal considera-
tions need to be kept in mind.

1. The Caracas conference was
part of the world picture. U.S. pol-
icy at Caracas was part of its world
policy. The battle that Secretary of
State Dulles fought at Caracas was
part of the war against the heroic
people of Vietnam; part of the cam-
paign to undermine the Geneva con-
ference on Far Eastern problems
opening on April 26; part of the
assault on the Molotov propo-
sal for a general European security
pact; part of hydrogen bomb diplo-
macy and the desperate effort to pre-
vent the settlement of international
differences through peaceful negoti-
ation.

U.S. policy at Caracas also had as
its purpose what Foreign Minister
Guillermo Toriello of Guatemala
called “the internationalization of
McCarthyism.”

In its specifically Latin-American
aspect Washington policy sought to
curb the rising national liberation
struggles; to facilitate intervention
against Guatemala and any other
country that secks to free itself from
feudal and foreign domination; to
prop up reactionary puppet regimes,
and tighten the grip of the U.S.
trusts.

2. The Caracas conference was
part of the world picture in the eco-
nomic sense as well. For the feeble,
backward economies of the Latin
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American countries the postwar pe-
riod has been a series of convulsions.
The shortlived Korean war boom
was followed by sharp reductions in
the prices of such basic commodities
as copper, tin, zinc, lead, sugar, cot-
ton, on which the economies of a
number of Latin American countries
depend. Depression and serious eco-
nomic crisis besieged such countries
as Argentina, Brazil, Chile, Mexico
and Cuba even before an economic
decline developed in the United
States. Growing depression in the
US. is likely to have consequences
that will be truly catastrophic for the
Latin-American countries in view of
their extreme economic dependence
on the US.

Washington policy at Caracas
sought to head off the efforts of the
Latin-American delegations to exact
concessions that would provide eco-
nomic relief—above all, measures in
the direction of “parity” prices be-
tween the raw materials that the
Latin-American countries export and
the manufactured goods they import.

3. The resolution against “the in-
tervention of international Commu-
nism” adopted by the conference was
by no means all that Washing-
ton wanted. Nevertheless, it consti-
tutes an additional political weapon
against the sovereignty of Guatemala
and other Latin-American countries.
It commits the seventeen govern-
ments that signed it to consultations
that might lead to the adoption of
the aggressive measures envisaged
in the Rio Treaty whenever Wash-
ington decides that “the political in-
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stitutions of any American state” are
dominated or controlled by “the in-
ternational Communist movement.”

This is a McCarthyite war resolu-
tion directed at the national inde-
pendence of every Latin-American
country. And it is not without sig-
nificance that the operative paragraph
of this resolution is similar in lan-
guage to the operative paragraph of
Dulles’ notorious “united action”
speech of March 29, in which he
said that “the imposition on South-
cast Asia of the political system of
Communist Russia and its Chinese
Communist ally, by whatever means,
would be a grave threat to the whole
free community.”

4. At the same time, the circum-
stances under which this resolution
was adopted undoubtedly weaken its
effectiveness and constitute a moral
defeat for the Wall Street govern-
ment. Unlike the “anti-Communist”
resolutions of the Bogot4 and Wash-
ington conferences, this one was not
adopted unanimously. The negative
vote of Guatemala and the absten-
tion of Mexico and Argentina meant
that governments of countries with
nearly one-third the population of
Latin America failed to support the
US. position, despite the customary
pressures and threats.

Moreover, the support of the other
delegations, except for those repre-
senting the most servile dictatorships
—Trujillo of the Dominican Repub-
lic, Batista of Cuba, etc.—was de-
cidedly reluctant, and several an-
nounced formal reservations after the
vote. Uruguay’s Justin de Arechaga
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expressed the general sentiment of
this captive group when he said:
“We contributed our approval with-
out enthusiasm, without optimism,
without joy and without the feeling
that we were contributing to the
adoption of a constructive measure.”

Above all, the courageous fight of
the Guatemalan delegation electri-
fied the conference, brought an ova-
tion from the Latin-American dele-
gates, put Wall Street’s emissaries on
the defensive, and for the first time
gave the peoples of Latin America a
spokesman at such a gathering.
Time magazine quoted a South
American delegate as commenting
on Toriello’s speech: “He said many
of the things some of the rest of us
would like to say if we dared.”

All this, however, does not justify
the conclusion of some progressives
that the Caracas resolution was a
“paper victory” or a “pyrrhic victory”
for Dulles. Certain it is that the cir-
cumstances surrounding the resolu-
tion’s adoption give it elements of
pyrrhic victory. Certain it is too that
these elements can be further intensi-
fied by the struggle of the peoples of
the entire continent, including the
people of the United States, against
all that the resolution represents. But
to conclude at this time that the reso-
lution automatically represents noth-
ing but a pyrrhic or paper victory is
gravely to underestimate the threat
of U.S. imperialist intervention and
the extent of Washington control
over most of the Latin-American
governments.

5. The Caracas conference laid
bare as never before the sharpening

conflicts between the Latin Ameri-
can nations and U.S. imperialism.
Though these conflicts emerged at
the conference in limited form be-
cause only one of the delegations
truly represented its people’s inte-
rests, no one could mistake the inti-
mations of the storm that is brewing
for the U.S. ruling class throughout
the vast enslaved area below the Rio
Grande.
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On the economic questions and on
the issue of colonies in the Americas
the United States once more found
itself on the defensive and suffered
a series of defeats. At the Bogoti
conference and at the Washington
foreign ministers’ conference a con-
flict of emphasis emerged between
the United States and the Latin-
American delegations, which was in
reality a basic conflict of interests.
While the U.S. delegation wanted to
concentrate chiefly on political ques-
tions, the Latin Americans were
most concerned about the economic
issues.

This conflict thrust its way into the
Caracas conference with even great-
er sharpness and dominated all the
discussions. It helps explain the ab-
stention of Mexico and Argentina on
the “anti-Communist” resolution and
the reluctance of other delegations
to support it. It also was an impor-
tant factor in the complete isolation
of the United States on the question
of the European colonies and occu-
pied territories in the western hemi-
sphere, the conference voting 19-0
(with the U.S. abstaining) in favor
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of ending the rule of extra-continen-
tal powers.

The colonial resolution marked a
significant advance over resolutions
on this question adopted at previous
inter-American  conferences.  The
U.S. government would obviously
have no objections to ousting its Brit-
ish, Dutch and French rivals from
the American continent, provided it
could be certain of taking their place.
The resolution, however, did not
propose any such replacement. Wash-
ington’s opposition to this document
—asserting  its  “irrelevance”l—ex-
posed the hypocrisy of its alleged
anti-colonialism. The denunciation
of the racist policy pursued by the
U.S. in the Panama Canal Zone, of-
fered to the Conference by Mrs.
Cecilia de Ramon, wife of the Pres-
ident of Panama, similarly was most
cmbarrassing for the Wall Street
delegation.

On the other hand, a serious weak-
ness in the anti-colonial resolution
and in the discussion around it was
that the issue of the U.S. colonies
—specifically, Puerto Rico—was not
raised. And the fascist Venezuelan
regime obligingly helped keep the
door closed on this skeleton in the
US. closet by denying visas to a
delegation from the Independence
Party of Puerto Rico.

The exclusive interest of Washing-
ton in the “anti-Communist” reso-
lution was underlined by Dulles’
hasty departure from the conference
immediately after it was passed. This
contemptuous attitude toward the
conference as a whole and specifi-
cally toward the urgent economic
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questions that so deeply concerned
the Latin-American delegates evoked
widespread unfavorable comment
throughout Latin America. Dulles’
lieutenants then added injury to in-
sult by short-circuiting the economic
aspect of the gathering with a pro-
posal that a special conference of
the finance ministers of the Ameri-
can republics be called to discuss
these questions the latter part of this
year. Undoubtedly Washington ex-
pects to utilize the intervening
months to soften up the various gov-
ernments so that they will abandon
such “Communist” notions as that
the prices they get for raw materials
and those they pay for manufactured
goods ought not to be fixed uni-
laterally by the Wall Street trusts.

However, this move did not save
the State Department from suffering
defeat on a number of lesser eco-
nomic questions involving measures
of self-defense against U.S. restric-
tions on imports of raw materials
and semi-manufactured goods, U.S.
dumping of agricultural surpluses,
and the U.S. ban on trade in strategic
materials with the socialist countries.
Over U.S. opposition the conference
also adopted an important Guate-
malan-Bolivian resolution calling for
agrarian reform,

v

On the eve of the Caracas confer-
ence Drew Pearson wrote from
Washington:

Not since the sixth Pan-American
conference in 1928, when the United
States faced a buzz saw of protest
over the landing of Marines in Nica-
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ragua and the bullying of Mexico re-
garding oil, has a U.S. delegation faced
such an unfriendly atmosphere (New
York Mirror, March 1).

The reference to the invasion of
Nicaragua was decidedly apt. For
little more than a month before the
opening of the Caracas conference
the Guatemalan government made
public documentary proof of a plot
for a similar invasion of Guatema-
lan soil. The organizers and pay-
masters of this conspiracy were in
Washington and Boston, headquar-
ters of the United Fruit Company.
The tools were the satellite dictator-
ships of El Salvador, the Dominican
Republic, Venezuela, and Nicaragua
—especially the last.

Even before the conference opened
the “unfriendly atmosphere” in Latin
America had caused the State De-
partment to abandon its original
plan for organizing at Caracas direct
and explicit collective measures
against Guatemala as a prelude to
armed intervention.

Instead of isolating Guatemala,
the U.S. delegation was itself iso-
lated, despite the big majority vote
it wrested for its resolution. Visidn,
a Spanish language news magazine
published in New York for circula-
tion in Latin America and strongly
suspected of State Department back-
ing, put it this way (April 2): “The
truth is that at this meeting its [U.S.]
prestige has declined.” And an Eng-
lish language bulletin issued by Vi-
sién stated (March 26) that “the
United States failed to secure the
political leadership and the hemi-

spheric unity it was aiming for.”
Why this State Department preoc-
cupation with litde Guatemala, a
nation of 3,000,000 people? Certain-
ly, the United Fruit economic stake
in Guatemala is only a drop in the
bucket of the six billion dollars of
U.S. private direct investments in all
Latin America. It is clear that the
State Department is aiming at some-
thing much bigger and more menac-
ing to the economic and political
control of the corporate overlords.
As R. Villa writes in an article in the
March issue of Fundamentos, Marx-
ist-Leninist theoretical monthly pub-

lished in Cuba: :

The insistence of the government
of the North American monopolies on
subjugating Guatemala is due to the
fact that the heroic resistance of the
Guatemalan people and the patriotic
conduct of the government of Arbenz
constitute a lesson and an example for
all Latin America.

Guatemala has demonstrated that its
smallness, economic weakness and lack
of military defenses are not insuper-
able obstacles to a just policy of na-
tional resistance.

Latin America is the chief colo-
nial domain of the United States,
with almost 40 per cent of all U.S.
private direct foreign investments
located there; providing nearly one-
third of all U.S. imports and a mar-
ket for one-quarter of U.S. exports.
And next to the United States it-
self, Latin America is the principal
economic and strategic base for the
Wall Street policy of international
aggression and world conquest. The
rift that Guatemala represents in the

—_
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once-solid Latin-American bloc of
captive states is spreading. That is
why the question of Guatemala is
of such crucial importance to those
who want not only to keep Latin
America enslaved but to extend that
slavery to the rest of the world.

Yet US. foreign policy, already
racked by serious crisis because it
refuses to accept the premise of live
and let live in relation to the socialist
one-third of mankind, has proved
unable to resolve this new crisis with-
in its own immediate empire. On the
contrary, the Eisenhower - Dulles
policy at Caracas, despite the new
weapons it seized for terrorizing
and attacking Guatemala and all
other Latin American countries,
only served to accentuate that funda-
mental crisis.  And through little
Guatemala millions in many lands
are learning that the king is indeed
naked. And they take heart in the
common struggle.

Let us, however, not underesti-
mate the massive task that faces the
peoples of the continent. Resolutions
at conferences will not change the
basic relationships. Only struggle
will do that: the widest unity of all
patriotic forces and the most stub-
born resistance.

As for the people of the United
States, especially the working class
and the Negro people, those at Ca-
racas who refused to back Dulles
“anti-Communist” resolution were
also defending their peace, liberties
and independence. All democratic-
minded people in our country need
the support of all the Latin-Ameri-

can peoples, as they need ours, against
Wall Street imperialism, McCarthy-
ite fascism and war. We should
therefore insist that the AFL top
leadership and certain CIO leaders
end their shameful support of U.S.
intervention in Guatemala.

The recently published Draft Pro-
gram of the Communist Party ex-
poses the fact that our economic roy-
alists are using the cry of “Commu-
nism” in order to seize “the tungsten
of Korea, the rubber of Indo-China,
the oil of Iran and Venezuela, the
diamonds and gold of South Africa,
the bauxite of Guiana, the fruit of
Guatemala, the nitrate and copper
of Chile, the tin of Bolivia, and the
immense super-profits derived from
cheap colonial labor everywhere.”
This program expresses the real in-
terests of our working class, of all
Americans who want jobs, peace and
democracy when it proposes: hands
off Guatemala, full independence for
Puerto Rico, “full equality and
democratic rights for Hawaii,” “com-
plete political and economic freedom
for the Philippines,” “the right of
all nations to restrict and control all
foreign investments,” and a policy of
real friendship and cooperation with
the peoples of Latin America and all
nations.

In the name of international soli-
darity, in the service of anti-impe-
rialism, so fundamental to the inter-
ests of the working class, the Negro
people, and all democratically-minded
Americans, full support for such a
policy of real friendship is urgently
reeded.
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