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THE WALL STREET- 
WASHINGTON 
PEACE PANIC 

By GEORGE SISKIND 

On THIs 31sT anniversary of the Great 
October Socialist Revolution, increas- 
ing millions throughout the world 
recognize that the Soviet Union 
stands out as the indomitable bul- 
wark of world peace, democracy, and 
the sovereign equality of all nations 
big and small. 
The history of our epoch bears 

ample testimony to the fact that 
friendship and co-operation with the 
Soviet Union is the clearest criterion 
of the intentions of any state: 
whether that state is bent on war, ag- 
gression, and domination, or whether 
it is committed to a policy of peace. 
Realization of this decisive fact by 

all peace-loving Americans will im- 
measurably advance the forces striv- 
ing to maintain world peace, and 
will help save our country and man- 
kind from the horrors and devasta- 
tions of a third world war. 

. = oo 

Future historians may be expected 
to record that American capitalism 
narrowly averted disaster on the 
week-end of October eighth. On that 
fateful week-end the Pentagon shook 
as if seized by the ague. The big 
boss of the Security Gouncil rushed 
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to Washington in panic haste, and 
arrived in the nick of time—for, 
judging by the press and radio, had 
he arrived a day later, a fate worse 
than death would have overtaken 
the “Western world.” But to the im- 
measurable relief of Wall Street and 
Washington, of Bevin, Blum, Du- 
binsky and Norman Thomas, Secre- 
tary Marshall saved the day—the 
threatening catastrophe was averted. 
Chief Justice Vinson was not sent 
to Moscow for discussions with Stal- 
in. The “outbreak” of peace was 
stopped cold in its tracks, and the 
“inept” Chief Executive became the 
object of a bombardment of advice 
and admonition to be more careful 
in the future, to refrain from hazard- 
ing the fate of the U.S.A. and of the 
world with moves that might, 
heaven forbid, lead to peace. “The 
position is restored,” boasted Tom 
Dewey, Ann O’Hare McCormick 
and the A.D.A. The President is 
full of remorse and events in Paris 
can now follow their normal course. 

THEY FEAR PEACE LIKE THE 
PLAGUE 

On October eleventh the State De- 
partment spokesmen in the Security 
Council cracked the whip. The “6- 
Power compromise plan” to refer 
the Berlin situation to the Big Four 
Foreign Ministers for negotiation 
was arrogantly rejected by the U.S.A., 
Britain and France. Austin, Jessup 
and Bevin made it clear that the 
question of outlawing the atomic 
bomb and destroying bomb stock- 
piles simultaneously with establish- 
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ing a system of controls, was beyond 
discussion and negotiation. Ditto for 
the further Soviet proposal that the 
big powers reduce their armaments 
by one-third. Thus the bipartisan 
agents of Harriman Bros., Dillon, 
Reed and Co., the Chase National 
Bank, and the Du Pont dynasty 
sought to seal even the slightest 
cracks in their frenzied war program 
through which might blow the faint- 
est breath of peace. 
The war incendiarism of Ameri- 

can finance capital is made doubly 
clear when we bear in mind that the 
Truman-Vinson episode was not the 
first exhibition of a peace panic. 
Peace-loving humanity still feels the 
shock of the cynical rebuff by the 
men of the trusts to the Soviet offer 
to negotiate all outstanding differ- 
ences, on the occasion of the dema- 
gogic and obviously insincere note 
presented by Ambassador W. Bedell 
Smith. Nor can Americans afford to 
forget the unrestrained hate and slan- 
der unleashed by the ruling class 
against Henry Wallace when he 
heroically struck out for world peace 
in his exchange of letters with Stal- 
in. 

Manifestly, the eight ruling finan- 
cial dynasties, the Wall Street over- 
lords, fear peace like the plague. “A 
peaceful agreement with the Soviets 
will ruin business,” wail the mer- 
chants of death, the dollar pirates and 
robber barons bloated with profits 
of war and inflation. Without a war 
economy priming the pump to the 
tune of seventeen to twenty billion 
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dollars annually, we cannot avoid 
economic collapse, aver the economic 
experts of the reactionary NAM 
and the pseudo-liberal academic 
Keynesians. Negotiation of differ 
ences with the Soviets and consol 
dation of peace abroad are not con 
ducive to a war economy at home, 
Hence, peace means disaster and 
must be averted at all costs—that js 
the conclusion of a profit-mad and in. 
sane capitalism. 

THE WAR DANGER IS OVER 

GERMANY, NOT BERLIN 

All the imperialist sound and fury 
notwithstanding, the decisive fact re 
mains that the war-breeding hysteria 
over the so-called Berlin crisis is a 
fraud, simply because there is no 
Berlin crisis. The Soviet Union ha 
repeatedly offered to supply all the 
required food and coal for the whol 
of Berlin. As it is, the Soviet Union 
has allocated 100,000 tons of wheat, 
10,000 tons of fat, and 60,000 tons of 
coal, insuring the supplies of the 
population of greater Berlin, includ 
ing its western sectors. The war 

danger is not over Berlin, but Ger 
many. And the German crisis is de 
liberately planned and _ precipitated 
by the imperialists of the U.S.A. an 
Britain because Germany is at the 
center of the world-domination ambi- 
tions and war plans of American im 
perialism. 

Clearly, any Big Four Foreign 
Ministers negotiation of the Germaa 
question until agreement is reached 
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carries with it the “danger” of mu- 
tual concessions. For, concessions on 
the part of the U.S.A. would of nec- 
essity lie in the direction of the 

Potsdam agreement for a unified, 
democratic, de-nazified, de-militar- 
ized Germany freed from the grip 
of the cartelist war incendiaries. Such 
a Germany would help assure the 
peace of Europe; such a Germany 
could not very well serve as a basis 
for Wall Street domination and en- 
slavement of Europe, nor as the 
main base for preparing another 
world war. Hence peaceful negotia- 
tion of the German question must 
not be! 
But the way is thornier for the 

Marshallites than was their reckon- 
ing. The bipartisan Marshall-Dulles- 
Vandenberg struggle against the 
“danger” of peace is creating diffi- 
culties for Wall Street’s satellites 
in the United Nations. With the 
Marshall Plan undermining their 
economies, and their working classes 
reduced to semi-starvation, the gov- 
ernments of France and a number of 
small capitalist countries fear that 
US. imperialism is driving to war 
too fast and too hard. Their quis- 
ling ruling classes have been made 
keenly aware of the mood of the 
masses. They sense the people’s ha- 
tred for American imperialism, their 
alarm at the increasing forfeiture of 
their national sovereignty, and their 
certain unwillingness to fight against 
the land of socialism, the land that 
contributed most to saving mankind 
from fascist slavery. It is in the light 
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of this “sobering” fact that one 
must assess the new overtures for a 
rapprochement with fascist Spain— 
Senator Gurney’s visit to Franco and 
that of the Pope’s mundane represen- 
tative, Jim Farley, as well as Mar- 
shall’s secret talks with Bevin and 
Schuman aimed at reversing the 
1946 U.N. decision to end diplomatic 
representation in Franco Spain. The 
inclusion of Spain in a military alli- 
ance of the “Western democracies,” 
would, among other things, vastly 
increase the pressure on France to toe 
the mark without hesitation. 

However, the war drive of the 
Western bloc headed by the U. S. 
has suffered a series of reversals 
which no amount of disguise by the 
bourgeois press can hide. On Octo- 
ber 20, the Political and Security 
Committee of the U.N. General As- 
sembly, while endorsing the U.S. 
dominated majority’s plan on atomic 
energy, simultaneously overrode the 
American proposal to end the Atom- 
ic Energy Commission. And on the 
Berlin question, the defection of a 
number of small powers was even 
more pronounced: the hysterical ef- 
fort of the U.S., Britain and France 
to censure the U.S.S.R. for allegedly 
violating the peace by “aggressive” 
action, was rejected. Nevertheless, 
one should not take this to mean 
that the misleaders of these smaller 
countries have ceased to lend them- 
selves to the war plans of American 
imperialism. 
Behind these developments clearly 

lurks the contradiction between the 
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atomic war-fever of the imperialists 
and their inability to wage war at the 
moment, between their fear of peace 
and their unreadiness for war. There- 
fore: more frenzied war preparations, 
accompanied by the intensification of 
the drive toward fascism. Therefore: 
the Marshall Plan must be trans- 
formed into an open “Martial” plan, 
stripped of pious pretensions. 
The American people are already 

confronted with the sinister details 
of the new lend-lease program for 
the armies of the bankrupt, shaky 
satellites of American imperialism. 
The table-fare of the American peo- 
ple, to the tune of ten to fifteen addi- 
tional billions, is to be converted in 
great haste into implements of war 
to turn Western Europe into an 
armed camp for Wall Street. The 
Marshall Plan tobacco diet of hun- 
gry European babies is to be sup- 
plemented by tanks, tommy guns, 
poison gases and the finest quality Du 
Pont disease germs. Thus the great 
dollar war crusade gets under way. 

ON THE POSSIBILITY OF 

PEACEFUL CO-EXISTENCE 

The overlords of a dying system 
and their ideological hirelings are 
carrying on an unrestrained cam- 
paign of war incitement which 
drives them to the most hypocritical 
lengths. They proclaim, for example, 
that the teachings of Lenin and 
Stalin to the effect that capitalism 
inevitably breeds war, mean of nec- 
essity that the Soviet Union is un- 
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able to live at peace with the capi 
talist world. 

This old song is given a new ren 
dition on every possible occasion. It 
is a theme which is reiterated with 
mock obliviousness of the decisive 
refutations of this argument which 
are to be found in both the prio 
ciples and the policies of the Sovie 
Union. 

Picture, then, Mr. Warren Austin, 
permanent U.S. delegate to the 
United Nations, as he is compelled 
to expose the demagogic face of US. 
imperialism before the Political Com. 
mittee of the General Assembly on 
October 12. Pilloried by Andrei 
Vishinsky before world opinion a 
incendiaries of war, the USS. Stat 
Department spokesmen presume to 
find refuge in Leninism for justii- 
cation of their shameless warmon- 
gering. Thus Austin quotes N. A. 
Voznesensky, Chief of the State 
Planning Commission of the USSR. 
and author of the recent War Econ 
omy of the U.S.S.R. in the Patriot 

War, as follows: 

Lenin and Stalin warned the Social 
ist homeland again of the inevitability 
of historical battles between imperial 
ism and socialism and prepared th 
peoples of the U.S.S.R. for these battles 
Lenin and Stalin explained that wars 
which a working class, having defeated 
its own bourgeoisie, wages in the inter 
ests of strengthening and developing 
cialism, are lawful and holy wars. ... 

To prevent the possibility of appear 
ance within a future period of new 
imperialist aggression against the So 
cialist homeland, and the beginning of 
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a third World War, it is necessary that 

the aggressor imperialist countries be 
disarmed militarily and economically, 
and that the anti-imperialist democratic 

countries rally together. 

Austin then continued with pa- 
thos: 

When we hear Soviet representatives 
talk about the peace offensive, we recall 
that in April, 1948, a Communist Party 

publication in Paris, defined “final vic- 
tory over war” as “victory over capital- 
ism.” Is this not a ghastly definition of 
peace? * 

The scheme is really simple 
enough: the actual criminal shouts 
“Stop Thief” and assumes the in- 
jured pose of a pretended victim. 
This is how the imperialist buc- 
caneers who shape and direct the 
Wall Street program for world dom- 
ination, who daily engineer the most 
brutal crimes to accomplish their 
piratical ends, assassinate the truth 
when they are exposed before the 
tribunal of world opinion. 
To hear them, one would have to 

assume that the advent of the social- 
ist state upon the stage of history, 
the existence of the Soviet Union, 
injects a war spirit into the world 
—breaks up the harmonious relations 
between states! What prevents this 
thesis from “clicking,” however, is 
the troublesome reminder that two 
world wars broke out involving two 
camps of imperialist rivals sharing 
a basically identical imperialist ideol- 
ogy. A further obstinate fact is the 

* New York Times, October 13, 1948. 
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historical record that the Second 
World War could have been avoided, 
had the collective security front urged 
by the U.S.S.R. not been shattered 
by the Munich policy of the Western 
imperialist powers. Nor does this 
thesis explain how, notwithstanding 
the profound differences between the 
socialist and capitalist systems and 
ideologies, the Anglo-Soviet-Ameri- 
can alliance came into being and 
successfully consummated the mili- 
tary destruction of the aggressive 
Axis powers. For certainly, the So- 
viet Union rested on the same social- 
ist foundations during the anti- 
Axis war, and the U.S.A. was as 
thoroughly capitalist in structure and 
ideology in the Roosevelt period, as 
is the case today. Do not the war 
years prove that different social sys- 
tems can peacefully co-operate? 
The agents of imperialism charge 

that the Soviet leaders are dishonest 
because they predict the long-run in- 
evitability of war so long as impe- 
rialism exists, and at the same time 
conduct a peace offensive. In the 
chauvinist language of a Warren 
Austin, is not this “an Oriental ma- 
neuver”? 
No, Mr. Austin, the condition 

against which you inveigh so pas- 
sionately—the inevitability of war 
under imperialism—is not the crea- 
ture of someone’s imagination, but 
an objective fact. That fact is pre- 
sented in your very quotation from 
Voznesensky: “It should not be for- 
gotten that the capitalist economic 
system abroad itself produces aggres- 
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sive wars and the leaders of such 
wars. .. .” Indignant anger is in or- 
der—but directed where it belongs, 
against the war-breeding capitalist 
system. However, one can hardly 
expect such candor from imperialists 
and their henchmen. Their indigna- 
tion is an outburst at the exposure of 
the imperialist source and responsi- 
bility for wars. 

For is it not a fact that lasting, 
perpetual peace is incompatible with 
the existence of capitalism and re- 
quires the abolition of that predatory 
system? Is it not true that the 
U.S.S.R. stands consistently at the 
head of the fight for peace, for the 
extirpation of fascism, and for the 
security of nations? Is it not crystal 
clear that exposing the danger and 
real source of war does not at all 
mean advocating war or hastening 
its outbreak, but the very opposite: 
sounding the tocsin against war, 
checking its outbreak, arousing the 
peoples to struggle against it? Are 
we therefore to condemn the Soviet 
leaders when they now warn their 
people and all of peace-loving hu- 
manity that atom-bomb “diplomacy” 
imperils the peace? 
The first act of the newly arisen 

Soviet power was the promulgation 
of its Decree of Peace. The first 
reaction of the imperialist powers 
—the United States among them— 
to that historic fact was military in- 
tervention to destroy the workers’ 
state which arose from the struggle 
against imperialist war and which, 
by its very nature, sought from its 
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birth to promote world peace and th 
amity of nations. 

Over the years, the Soviet peop 
have in fact experienced a successin 
of armed interventions. It began wit 
the bloody Churchill imperialist ip 
tervention, the so-called “March ¢ 
the Fourteen Nations,” in 191819 
It continued with the British- a 
French-financed Pilsudski campaig 
of 1920-1922. The attacks furthe 
took on the form of blockades ani 
embargoes, cordons sanitaires, frm 
tier provocations and _ reactionay 
clerical “crusades” directed by te 
Vatican. Internally, the imperials 
powers attempted to wreck Sovie 
power by Fifth Column conspir 
cies with White Guards, Mens: 
vists, Trotskyites, Bukharinites, ani 
other saboteurs, wreckers and ass 
sins. The U.S.S.R. witnessed tk 
Anglo-American financing and am 
ing of Hitler-Germany to spark tk 
avowed Nazi Drang Nach Osten 
the cynical rejection of all disarm 
ment and collective security pr 
posals made by the U.S.S.R. in th 
League of Nations; and the Munid 
betrayal, which climaxed the inte: 
national imperialist conspiracy fw 
the destruction of the Soviet Unio 

History bears eloquent witness © 
the indisputable fact that the socialis 
Soviet Union does not resort to a 
gression against the capitalist world 
The socialist world is committed 
in principle, to a policy of friendship 
and peace with all states that demon 
strate the same attitude toward it. Fer 
the Soviet leaders, notwithstanding 
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the profound contradiction between 
the two systems of economy and 
ideology, the practical perspective has 
always been one of co-operation. So- 
viet spokesmen have declared on in- 
numerable occasions that they stand 
undeviatingly for peaceful co-opera- 
tion with the capitalist countries. 
Moreover, they have never failed to 
implement this stated policy by 
deeds, by openly indicting the real 
incendiaries who plot against the 
peace, by exposing the seeds of war 
nourished in the soil of imperialism. 
There is no contradiction whatever 

between a policy of steadfastly cam- 
paigning for peaceful relations be- 
tween the spheres of socialism and 
capitalism, and simultaneously warn- 
ing that imperialism inevitably 
strives toward war. The point is that 
it takes two sides to co-operate, and 
the history of our times conclusively 
proves that it is the imperialist pow- 
ers which have persistently pursued 
a policy of alternating “cold war” 
and “hot war” against the Soviet 
Union. The U.S.S.R. has made it 
amply clear that she not only desires 
to co-operate and settle all differences 
by peaceful negotiations, but is also 
willing to compromise whenever 
necessary in the interest of safeguard- 
ing the peace. The burden of proof 
that the two worlds can live at peace 
therefore devolves on the capitalist 
powers. 
That Austin was bent on wilfully 

misconstruing the Soviet position on 
the possibility of peaceful co-existence 
is clear from Stalin’s well-known in- 
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terview with Harold Stassen on 
April 9, 1947. At that time, Stalin 
showed how baseless was the view 
attributed to him that the two sys- 
tems of economy could not co-oper- 
ate. Stalin said: 

It is not possible that I said that the 
economic systems could not cooperate. 
Cooperation ideas were expressed by 
Lenin. I might have said that one sys- 
tem was reluctant to cooperate, but that 
concerned only one side. But as to the 
possibility of cooperation, I adhere to 
Lenin who expressed both the possi- 
bility and the desire of cooperation. ... 

There was not a single party congress 
or plenary session of the central com- 
mittee of the Communist Party at 
which I said or could have said that 
cooperation between the two systems 
was impossible. I did say that there 
existed capitalist encirclement and the 
danger of attack on the U.S.S.R. If one 
party does not wish to cooperate, then 
that means that there exists a threat of 
attack. . . . As you see, this concerns 
the sphere of desire and not the possi- 
bility of cooperation. It is necessary to 
make a distinction. The possibility of 
cooperation always exists but there is 
not always present the wish to cooper- 
ate. If one party does not wish to co- 
operate, then the result will be conflict, 
war. 

These words are plain enough, and 
no amount of isolated (and distorted) 
quotations can change the recorded 
words and deeds of the Soviet lead- 
ers on the one hand, or of the capi- 
talist states on the other. 
As the representative of U.S. im- 
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perialism which, in its drive for 
world domination, is tearing up the 
Yalta and Potsdam peace documents 
to which our country stands solemnly 
committed, Mr. Austin himself bears 
testimony to, and confirms the politi- 
cal wisdom and historical accuracy 
of the citations he seeks to miscen- 
strue. What can an honest student 
of history say concerning the relations 
between socialism and capitalism 
when imperialism actively prepares 
war against the socialist state? Un- 
der such conditions is it not clearly 
the duty and obligation of the so- 
cialist state toward humanity to ex- 
pose imperialist aggression, to lead 
the struggle against the warmakers, 
and to “warn . .. of the inevitability 
of historical battles between impe- 
rialism and socialism. .. .”? 
By his quotation from the French 

Communist publication, Mr. Austin 
sought to confuse the question of the 
class struggle in individual capital- 
ist countries with the foreign policy 
of the Soviet Union in its relations 
with other states. It may be pre- 
sumed, however, that Mr. Austin is 
well aware that the Soviet Union is 
not responsible for the contradictions 
and evils of the monstrous system of 
capitalist exploitation which inevit- 
ably, by its own inherent laws, lead 
to its abolition and replacement by 
socialism. Certainly the cited pub- 
lication is fully correct when it de- 
fines the “final victory over war” as 
the “victory over capitalism.” Can 
there be more conclusive proof of 
the organic and indissoluble connec- 
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tion between capitalism and war thay 
the rabid and unceasing warmonge. 
ing of Austin and other leaders o 
US. capitalism? Insofar as the chs 
struggle is concerned, that is the a 
fair of the working class in the var. 

ous capitalist countries. A centun 
ago—seventy years before the Sovie 
Union came into existence—the Con. 
munist Manifesto made it clear the 
“The proletariat of each county 
must, of course, first of all settle ma. 
ters with its own bourgeoisie.” Th 
Soviet Union scrupulously refrain 
from interfering in the internal ¢ 
fairs of other states. 
From the viewpoint of its fund 

mental nature, which at all tims 
strives to intensified reaction, dom: 
nation, annexation, conquest ani 
war, imperialism can reconcile its! 
to peaceful relations with the socid- 
ist world only under certain cond: 
tions. 
The uneven development of capi 

talism and the consequent sharp in 
ner imperialist antagonisms ma 
split the front of imperialism and 
temporarily preclude the possibiliy 
of intervention against the socialist 
world. Under conditions of a grav 
threat to the interests of one imp 
rialist camp from a competing imp 
rialist group, peaceful co-existence 
and even co-operation of one part d 
the capitalist world with the worl! 
of socialism is rendered possible. 

However, as long as imperialism 
exists, the threat of war for the rt 
division of the world, for colonies 
markets, raw material resources a 
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spheres of influence—in a word, for 
plunder and monopoly profits—will 
hang over humanity. Therefore, the 
only guarantee for the peaceful co- 
existence of the capitalist and social- 
ist systems, the most important con- 
dition for world peace today, is the 
mass struggle of the people to stop 
the war incendiaries, to isolate and 
defeat the monopolist enemies of the 
people. 

MASS STRUGGLE THE ONLY 
GUARANTEE OF PEACE 

Wall Street’s drive for war carries 
with it the most serious threats to the 
living standards, security, and lib- 
erties of the American people. An 
extended war economy means an 
accelerated inflationary spiral. An ex- 
panded Marshall Plan for the arming 
of Europe will consume the sub- 
stance of America and lay the basis 
for a devastating economic crisis. 
Wall Street cannot pursue a policy 
of aggression and the murder of 
democracy abroad without trampling 
on the rights and liberties of the 
working class and the people at 
home. Taft-Hartley union busting, 
thought control, and Nazi-like perse- 
cution of Communists, foreign-born, 
and ever-widening circles of progres- 
sives are inevitable accompaniments 
of the Marshall Plan drive for im- 
perialist world domination and war. 

But war is not inevitable! The 
forces of peace and democracy are in- 
finitely stronger than the forces of 
imperialist reaction, aggression and 

THE WALL STREET-WASHINGTON PEACE PANIC 959 

war. The American people must 
draw all the vital conclusions from 
the November elections. The vital is- 
sues involved in the election cam- 
paign are still to be fought out in 
the day-to-day struggle for peace, 
for the liberty, welfare and security 
of the people. 

Historically, there can be no doubt 
that regardless of its outcome, the 
recent election campaign can boast 
of a great, permanent achievement 
—it initiated the rallying of the peo- 
ple’s forces of peace and democracy 
around the new Progressive Party. 

But the struggles must now be ex- 
tended and deepened. The vast ma- 
jority of Americans ardently desire 
peace and abhor fascist slavery and 
barbarism. History can brook no de- 
lay in the crucial task of consolidat- 
ing the mighty front of the people 
against the warmakers—the front of 
peace and freedom. Labor, the first 
to suffer from war and fascism, must 
occupy the front ranks of the peace 
coalition. Upon labor devolves the 
special responsibility of providing 
leadership, cohesion, and consistency 
to the new people’s anti-monopoly 
party of peace and democracy. 
An indispensable condition for la- 

bor to assume its rightful place in the 
peace camp, is the wide recognition 
by the working class of the intimate 
relation between foreign and domes- 
tic policy. It is clearer than ever to- 
day, despite the treacherous surren- 
der to imperialism by the Social- 
Democratic Reuther-Dubinsky cabal 
and the Murray-Green variety of la- 



bor reformist leaders, that it is 
impossible to support the war pro- 
gram of the monopolies and at the 
same time defeat the Taft-Hartleyite 
enemies of labor. It is impossible to 
chain labor to the parties driving 
America toward fascism, and also 
preserve the labor movement. It is 
impossible to support the imperialist 
Marshall Plan, and simultaneously 
prevent the inflationary assault on 
the living standards of the working 
class. The broad masses in the shops, 
mines, and mills must impress upon 
their union leaders the simple truth 
that the road to fascism is paved by 
Red-baiting; for anti-Communism is 
the main tool for splitting and under- 
mining the labor movement and the 
people’s forces. 
The perspectives for struggle 

against the monopolist warmakers in 
the period which lies ahead have 
been presented in the stirring appeal 
by the National Committee of our 
Party to “Fight and Vote to Stop 
Atom War”: 

“... The American people built their 
hopes for peace on the United Na- 
tions, whose cornerstone is American- 
Soviet negotiations and big power 
unanimity. Let the people now 
brand as warmakers all who would 
convert the machinery for peace into 
a tool for organizing war against 
the Soviet Union. Democrats, Repub- 
licans or Progressives—those who 
truly want peace will demand a 
peace mission to Moscow, the nego- 
tiation of a peaceful settlement of 
the Berlin differences, and will de- 
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fend the Charter of the United Ny 
tions. 
“The bipartisans who put 20 bil 

lion dollars of the people’s mong 
into a war budget, and gear th 
country’s economy to the military r. 
quirements of a new world war, db 
not want peace. Those who want 
peace will join in voicing the Amer: 
can people’s acceptance of the Sovie 
proposal for reduction of armament, 
outlawing of the atomic bomb ani 
genuine United Nations control and 
inspection of atomic energy produ- 
tion. And they will demand th 
ouster of munitions makers and cx- 
telists from strategic posts in the 
government. 

“Those who want peace do not » 
soon forgive the criminals of Worl 
War II. The American people are not 
party to the bipartisan pardon o 
Krupp, Thyssen and Schacht. Le 
them then demand the full penalty 
for these Nazis, and for the beast of 
Buchenwald, Ilse Koch. The Pots 
dam and Yalta agreements, now dis 
honored by Truman and repudiated 
by Dewey, laid the basis for a four- 
year peace treaty with a_ unified 
peaceful and democratic Germany. 
Let the people in whose name and 
with whose approval Roosevelt made 
those agreements now demand tha 
they be carried out, and the way 
opened for the withdrawal of all o- 
cupation forces from German soil. 
“The bipartisans are already inflict 

ing the force and violence of impe 
rialist war on Greece and China. Let 
all who want peace call a halt to thes 
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criminal wars, and demand the im- 
mediate withdrawal of all American 
military aid and personnel. 
“The word ‘peace’ is profaned by 

the bipartisans who in the same 
breath speak of the butcher Franco 
as ‘our ally.’ Let all peace-loving 
Americans denounce the fascist 
Franco, and repudiate the western 
European military alliance for which 
his allegiance is being sought. 
“The bipartisan betrayal of the 

Jewish people betrayed peace in Pal- 
estine. But the American people are 
not committed to the Bernadotte sell- 
out. Those who want peace can de- 
mand fulfillment of the U.N. deci- 
sion to establish independent Jewish 
and Arab states in Palestine. Those 
who want peace will unite in calling 
fer an end to the embargo of Israel, 
and in defending the independence 
and territorial integrity of the new 
Jewish state. 
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“Those who want peace do not 
draft and regiment America’s youth 
for war. Those who want peace will 
now redouble their efforts to repeal 
the draft, and to abolish immediately 
all Jim Crow practices in the armed 
services and government agencies. 
“Those who want peace do not 

persecute anti-fascists and the champ- 
ions of Roosevelt’s peace policies. 
Those who seek to outlaw the Com- 
munist Party are always and every- 
where bent on war and preparing 
fascist terror. Let those who want 
peace put an end to Congressional 
witch-hunting and government her- 
esy trials, to the deportation drive 
and the attempts to nullify the Bill 
of Rights. Let all who remember 
the Reichstag Fire Trial as the beacon 
fire for World War II demand the 
dismissal of the frame-up indictments 
against the twelve leaders of the 
Communist Party. .. .” 



THE WEST COAST 
MARITIME STRIKE: 
SHOWDOWN 

FOR LABOR 
By AL LANNON 

“The chips are down—we have de- 
clared our independence of commu- 
nism both on ship and on shore— 
this is war to the bitter end.” 

With this arrogant declaration the 
ship-owners, on September 1, carried 
their postwar offensive against mari- 
time labor into a new stage. 

At this writing (October 12) five 
maritime unions on the Pacific Coast 
have been locked out more than five 
weeks, with the ship-owners con- 
ducting an unprecedented campaign 
of Red-baiting and slander against 
the unions, especially against the 
outstanding maritime labor leader, 
Harry Bridges. 

Refusing to negotiate the modest 
wage and union security demands of 
the werkers, the ship-owners are at- 
tempting to cover up their union- 
smashing drive by claiming they can- 
not do business with “irresponsible 
Party-line leaders” who refuse to 
comply with the anti-Communist 
provisions of the Taft-Hartley Act— 
the same leaders with whom they 
have had to do “business” over the 
past thirteen years. 
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The ship-owners are out to destry 
all the gains won by the maritin 
workers over the past thirteen yeay 
gains which were secured and upheli 
because the struggles of maritime h. 
bor were anchored in the strateg: 
foundations of united and progr: 
sive unionism on both coasts—t: 
National Maritime Union on th 
Atlantic Coast and the Internation 
Longshoremen’s and Warehous 
men’s Union on the Pacific Coast, 
Encouraged and strengthened by 

the defeat of the progressive forces in 
the recent N.M.U. elections, whid 
has considerably weakened the unit 
and strength of maritime labor's a 
chor on the Atlantic Coast, the ship 
owners have now dared to unlea 
the full force of a long-planned show. 
down attack against the very fou- 
tain-head of progressive unionism it 
the maritime industry—the We 
Coast longshoremen, headed by 
Harry Bridges. 

In 1934, it was the struggle of tk 
longshoremen on the West Coat 
which spearheaded the nation-wide 
struggles that led to the organization 
of the great mass production indus 
tries, to the birth of the C.LO. m 
tionally, and to the rise of progressive 
unionism in the maritime industry 
The outcome of the 1934 maritim 
struggles on the West Coast openti 
up a new page in the social and eco 
nomic gains of American labor. 

It was these struggles and thes 
advances of labor, galvanized by th 
West Coast maritime struggles a 
1934, which were a very importatl 
factor in defeating the attempts @ 
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Big Business at that time to take the 
reactionary and pro-fascist way out 
of the economic crisis, and in helping 
initiate the period of the Roosevelt- 
labor coalition in the country. 
As in 1934, so again in 1948, the 

West Coast maritime workers are in 
the forefront of a struggle whose out- 
come will shape the course of the 
fight to preserve collective bargaining 
and bona-fide unionism in the United 
States. The outcome of this battle 
will undoubtedly influence the course 
of the labor and people’s struggles 
against Wall Street’s present bipar- 
tisan program of war and fascism. 
At this stage, the struggle of the 

West Coast maritime workers rep- 
resents a climactic phase of the fight 
against the Taft-Hartley Act. Its out- 
come will be of key importance in 
determining the course of the struggle 
for the right of any labor organiza- 
tion to exist without capitulating to 
the Taft-Hartley Act. 

It will also determine, to a large 
degree, whether rule by injunction, 
police terror and stool-pigeon pro- 
vocation shall become the common 
fate of all unions, regardless of their 
policies, leadership or affiliation. 
Unless the American trade union- 

ists, in the first place the Left-progres- 
sive forces, understand this struggle 
and the stakes involved, and as a 
result succeed in rallying that kind 
of labor and people’s support which 
will defeat the plans of the ship- 
owners, American Big Business will 
smash the West Coast unions and 
thus will succeed in speeding the 
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nation still further along the path 
toward fascism and war. 

THE COMMITTEE FOR 
MARITIME UNITY TORPEDOED 
BY CURRAN 

The postwar period has witnessed 
the launching of one successive at- 
tack after another by the ship-owners 
against the progressive maritime un- 
ions. These attacks began with the 
six months’ deadlock in negotiations 
in 1945-46, which was not broken 
until the unity of maritime labor 
was brought to new heights by the 
formation and united action of the 
Committee for Maritime Unity. 
The C.M.U., as a front of common 

action by seven of the most progres- 
sive maritime unions, was able to 
bring about a greater degree of in- 
dustrial solidarity in action between 
the A. F. of L. and C.1.O. than has 
ever been achieved in any other 
major industry. 
The result was a major setback in 

the time-table of the anti-union strat- 
egy of the ship-owners and the de- 
feat of Truman’s attempt to apply 
in the maritime industry the formula 
which had been successful in break- 
ing the 1946 railroad strike a few 
weeks previously. 
Even more important than the un- 

precedented economic gains won un- 
der the banner of the C.M.U. was the 
trend it spurred toward industry- 
wide joint action as a bridge toward 
industrial unionism. Had this trend 
continued, it would have put an end 
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to the organizational vulnerability 
of the maritime workers, who are 
divided into more than a dozen dif- 
ferent unions and crafts and still 
further divided in affiliation among 
C.1LO., A. F. of L., and independent 
unions. 

It was this perspective, more than 
anything else, that the ship-owners 
feared. That is why they took the 
lead in initiating the bipartisan Big 
Business union-busting drive under 
the guise of a “Crusade against Com- 
munism.” 
As if geared to the Red-baiting of- 

fensive of the ship-owners to destroy 
the C.M.U. and to break up the 
developing unity between the East 
and West Coast maritime unions, the 
forces of capitulation, led by Joseph 
Curran, unleashed a violent cam- 
paign of disruption within the 
N.M.U. All this in the name of 
fighting “Communism.” 

It is significant, however, that it 
took more than Red-baiting for the 
ship-owners or Curran to succeed in 
torpedoing the C.M.U. The C.M.U. 
was sunk with the promise of still 
“greater unity” coming from Cur- 
ran’s lips, 

Instead of the fulfillment of Cur- 
ran’s false promise of “greater unity” 
there is today the poisoned fruit of 
his Red-baiting disruption, threaten- 
ing the very life of the N.M.U. as 
well as all other maritime unions. 

Unable in the case of the LL.W.U. 
to make the advances by internal dis- 
ruption that they have made in the 
N.M.U,, the ship-owners have opened 

a frontal assault against this bulwar 
of progressive unionism. 

Preparation for this assault wy 
evident in the fact that during th 
period of the injunction, from Jun 
15 to September 1, the ship-ownen 
stalled and evaded giving even th 
semblance of negotiations. 

Then, on the eve of the expiration 
of the injunction, the ship-ownen 
undertook the pretense of negotiating 
with the five unions they were pr. 
paring to lock out. They issued ; 
number of press statements to th 
effect that progress was being ma 
and that an agreement would k 
reached with the unions. 

This cover-up tactic was devised 
in order to hide from the workes 
and the public the fact that the ship 
owners had no intention of arriving 
at an agreement, regardless of th 
compromises made by the unions 
compromises short of surrender 
the ship-owner demand to abolish 
the hiring hall and weaken the eo 
nomic position of the workers. 

Behind the smoke-screen of sham 
negotiations and press hand-outs th 
ship-owners made intensive prepare 
tions for a lock-out, seeking at th 
same time to shift the responsibility 
for interruption of shipping onto “i 
responsible” union leaders. 

This is proved by the fact that: 
few hours before the midnight dead 
line of September 1, on the heels d 
talking settlement, the ship-ownes 
walked into a meeting of tk 
IL.W.U. Negotiating Committe 
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of whose terms would have meant 
capitulation by the unions on the 
issue of the hiring hall, as well as 
on most of the other issues under 
dispute. 
This contract was offered as an 

ultimatum to the IL.W.U. leader- 
ship, to be signed by midnight with- 
out any consultation with its mem- 
bership or with the other unions 
which had as yet made little or no 
progress toward an agreement with 
the ship-owners. 
To the request of the I.L.W.U. for 

a little more time and effort to avert 
a tie-up of shipping, the ship-owners 
replied: “Sign, as is, by midnight— 
or else.” 

Failing to blackjack the LL.W.U. 
into accepting an ultimatum that 
would have ended the hiring hall and 
left the seagoing unions holding the 
bag, the ship-owners walked out of 
the negotiations. The next day they 
issued a statement that the only issue 
was the refusal of the I.L.W.U. lead- 
ership to comply with the anti-Com- 
munist affidavit section of the Taft- 
Hartley Act. 
The truth is that this issue never 

once arose, at any time, during the 
entire period of negotiations. It was 
introduced after the lockout to con- 
fuse the real issue: the refusal of the 
union to sign an ultimatum that 
would have meant the surrender of 
the hiring hall. 
The union-controlled hiring hall 

and a democratic rotary system of 
hiring are the very foundation for. 
union security and survival in the 

95 

maritime industry. Without the un- 
ion hiring hall it would be impossible 
to defeat ship-owner attempts to bring 
back the days of shipping crimps, 
victimization and blacklisting, and 
to turn every pier into a slave block 
for maritime workers. 
What the locked-out West Coast 

maritime unions are facing today is, 
in one form or another, more and 
more the burden being imposed on 
all unions regardless of leadership or 
affiliation. 
The employers are using the Taft- 

Hartley Law not only to destroy Left 
and progressive union leadership. 
The minimum aim of Taft-Hartley- 
ism is to dictate to all labor organiza- 
tions, not only the choice of union 
leadership, but also the choice of 
what policies they adopt and put into 
action. 

That this is so, and that it raises 
the issue of a common problem fac- 
ing all unions, is evident from the 
fact that the leaders of three of the 
locked-out unions complied with the 
anti-Communist provisions of the 
Taft-Hartley Act months before the 
lockout began. 

TAFT-HARTLEYISM 
JEOPARDIZES ALL UNIONS 

The West Coast maritime struggle 
points up the fact that all the Right- 
wing forces, who have been conduct- 
ing a bitter war against the Left- 
progressive forces and unions, are 

themselves faced with a crisis situa- 
tion today. 
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They are face to face with the hard 
and inescapable fact that the very ex- 
istence of collective bargaining is at 
stake, that they risk the survival of 
even the semblance of collective bar- 
gaining, if they fail to throw the full 
weight of their strength behind the 
locked-out maritime workers. 

Failing to recognize this fact, the 
most that these Right-wing forces 
can hope for as a reward for ‘their 
surrender to the bipartisan anti-labor 
drive of monopoly is no longer col- 
lective bargaining, but the “bargain- 
ing” of a new type of state-controlled 
company unionism. 

Despite the smoke-screen of anti- 
Communism, including spy circuses, 
Congressional witch-hunts, and the 
use of Taft-Hartleyism for raiding 
and disruptive purposes by those in 
the labor movement who act Taft- 
Hartley while speaking against it, it 
is becoming ever more apparent that 
the “anti-Communist” drive of the 
employers, of Congress, and of the 
Administration is not limited to an 
attack upon the Left forces and un- 
ions. 

This attack is rapidly enveloping 
every section of the labor movement. 
Big Business and its political servants 
are arrogantly demonstrating that 
they will neither pause nor be re- 
strained in their labor-smashing aims 
by any demonstrations of anti-Com- 
munism and “respectability” on the 
part of labor leadership. 
Those forces that continue to use 

anti-Communism and Taft-Hartley- 
ism because of the illusion of partisan 
advantage within the unions and for 

POLITICAL AFFAIRS 

the purpose of labor cannibalism jp 
raiding, instead of uniting with fel 
low unionists against a common dap. 
ger, will, in the coming weeks, stand 

more and more exposed as the open 
agents of the bipartisan, Big Busines 
drive to destroy the labor movement 

Thus, the initiation of a referen. 
dum in the N.M.U. with Curran ad 
vocating compliance with the ant- 
Communist affidavit sections of the 
Taft-Hartley Act, can be interpreted 
as nothing less than a direct stab in 
the back of the West Coast union 
locked out on the pretext that they 
are refusing to do what Curran is 
simultaneously calling upon th 
N.M.U. membership to do. 

Curran’s call for compliance, coin- 
ciding with the lockout, was issued 
despite the unanimous vote of the 
N.M.LU. convention last September 
against compliance and despite the 
fact that the membership of the 
N.M.U. had already rejected com 
pliance in a previous referendum 
His action represents another direct 
step along the path of class collabore- 
tion with the ship-owners. 
The stand taken by Jack Lawren 

son, N.M.U. Vice-President, agains 
compliance with the anti-Communis 
affidavits, is an indication of the 
growing awakening of the rank and 
file to these facts. It is a reflection of 
the fact that the rank and file art 
beginning to sense the meaning of 
the suicidal union-destroying cours 
upon which Curran embarked whea 
he began to crusade against “Com- 
munism.” 

If Lawrenson, and any others, wish 
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to express consistently the growing 
alarm of the maritime workers and 
to fight for their interests, they must 
not only reject compliance with the 
Taft-Hartley Law. They must break 
with the policies of union misleaders 
who continue to use the anti-Com- 
munist techniques of the Taft-Hart- 
leyites to disrupt the ranks of the 
N.M.U. by warring upon and ex- 
pelling militant fighters in the union. 
To be consistent, Lawrenson, or 

anyone else, must also reject the 
ship-owner-inspired policy which is 
breaking the unity of maritime labor 
on all coasts. Full support and joint 
action with the locked-out maritime 
unions on the West Coast is today 
the acid test of the will to struggle 
against Taft-Hartleyism. 

A FOCAL POINT IN STRUGGLE 
AGAINST TAFT-HARTLEYISM 

While the West Coast struggle is 
without question the focal point of 
the struggle for the survival of all 
those forces refusing to capitulate to 
the Taft-Hartley Act, the real mean- 
ing of the struggle is that it is a de- 
termining phase in the fight for the 
existence of collective bargaining in 
the country as a whole. 
The demand of the ship-owners, 

or any other employers, for union 
compliance with the Taft-Hartley 
Law, is, in effect, a demand that no 
union, whether Left- or Right-led, 
shall continue to function except on 
terms dictated by the employers and 
supported by the state. 

This means company unionism in 
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a new sense, in the sense that ac- 
counted for Philip Murray’s original 
characterization of the Taft-Hartley 
Act as a “long step towards fascism.” 

It would not be company union- 
ism in the old sense of individual em- 
ployers selecting the leadership and 
determining the policies of individ- 
ual organizations controlled by this 
or that corporation. It would be com- 
pany unionism in the sense of the 
entire labor movement being brought 
under the collective control of Big 
Business. 

This new type of super-company- 
unionism would be enforced by the 
Government through all of its agen- 
cies of coercion, including the courts 
and the armed forces. 

This is why failure to struggle 
against the Taft-Hartley Act and to 
support unions such as the West 
Coast Maritime Unions, which are 
now bearing the full brunt of the 
state-sponsored offensive of the em- 
ployers, adds up to acceptance of the 
rise of an American counterpart of 
the “trade unionism” practiced under 
Adolph Hitler and Robert Ley. 

It is their limited knowledge of 
these facts which explains the hesi- 
tancy of some anti-Communist trade- 
union leaders to capitulate complete- 
ly to the Taft-Hartley Act. If the 
Communist and progressive forces 
understand the significance of this 
and develop a correct united front 
approach within which the mobiliza- 
tion of the workers and the public 
for support of the West Coast strug- 
gle is pursued, it will be possible to 
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defeat the lockout and transform the 
West Coast struggle into the basis 
for a broader, nation-wide counter- 
attack against Taft-Hartleyism. 
The West Coast showdown can, 

therefore, either be the starting point 
for a chain of defeats for labor which 
would wipe out unions in all ports 
and in many industries, or it can re- 
sult in a victory which will push for- 
ward the struggle to regain the right 
of collective bargaining that was lost 
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with the passage of the Taft-Hartle 
Bill and the destruction of the Wag. 
ner Act. 

It is the bounden duty of all sc. 
tions of the labor and progressive 
movement, especially of the Left. 
progressive forces, to champion unit 
edly the cause of the West Coas 
unions and to spark that broad 
united action of labor which ca 
and must bring victory in this strug. 
gle. 

“History tells us that the development of fascism and the establish- 
ment of fascist dictatorship does not follow an identical pattern in all 
countries. The forms and methods of fascist rule also differ from coun- 
try to country, determined by differences in the relation of class forces, 
national traditions and the economic position of monopoly. 

“But despite the specific features that mark the development of fas- 
cism in this or that country, there are certain general features which it 
displays always and everywhere. 

“Thus, while the way fascism has come to power differs in this or that 
country, in every country the drive toward fascism and its victory have 
been accompanied by extensive preparations for imperialist war, espe- 
cially for an anti-Soviet crusade. Thus, too, while the establishment of 

a fascist dictatorship in certain countries has been preceded by the de- 
velopment of fascist mass movements, in every country it has been 
preceded by the growth of capitalist reaction and by the adoption of a 
system of reactionary measures to cripple and smash the trade unions, 
to outlaw the Communist Party and ruthlessly to oppress all national 
minorities.” 

Eugene Dennis in the Main Political Report to the 
Fourteenth Convention, C.P.US.A. 
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GREECE AND THE 

AMERICAN PEOPLE'S 

TASKS 

By OLIVE SUTTON 

A SERIOUS DANGER exists today that 
the U.S. imperialist bloc will send 
troops, under the guise of United Na- 
tions auspices, to take an active part 

in the struggle against the Greek 
people. On September 12, shortly 
after the Athens government precipi- 
tated a series of provocations on the 
northern border and issued inflam- 
matory statements in connection with 
them, the New York Herald Tribune 
wrote: “Demands from Greece for 
more vigorous U.N. action against 
its Slav neighbors and rebel guerrillas 
—including an international force to 
seal the 500-mile border—loomed 
ahead for the coming General As- 
sembly.” The U.S. representative to 
the United Nations, Warren Austin, 
in a radio broadcast on September 
10, endorsed the Trygve Lie pro- 
posal for the creation of an “inter- 
national constabulary force,” adding 
that “some guard units” could be 
used in the Balkans. Such a force 
would, of course, be essentially an 
appendage of the Western Bloc in 
the U.N. subservient to U.S. impe- 
tialist designs. 

This new drive for large-scale in- 
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tervention in Greece is a result of the 
political, economic and military fail- 
ure of the Truman Doctrine. The 
leader of the Greek Communist 
Party (K.K.E.), Nicolas Zachariadis, 
in an article broadcast over the Free 
Greek Radio on September 15, gave 
the following picture of the situation, 
after the much heralded 1948 “offen- 
sive” of the Wall Street-directed 
monarchist army: 

The monarcho-fascists completely 
failed in their military campaign in 
1948, since they neither succeeded in 
annihilating nor achieved the weaken- 
ing of the democratic forces in Gram- 
mos. A new Grammos has now been 
created in Mourgana and Vitsi, while 
in the Peloponnese, Roumeli (Central 
Greece) and Thessaly the Democratic 
Army has extended its control over 
greater regions. The repercussions of 
these developments are shaking the 
foundations of Americanocracy in 
Athens. The bankrupt regime is trying 
to cover up its military, political and 
economic failures with an intensifica- 
tion of terrorism. 

In contrast to the U.S. scheme, 
which would try to extricate Wall 
Street from its predicament in Greece 
by throwing in more military forces 
and heightening the danger of world 
conflagration, the Free Greek Gov- 
ernment has now submitted a memo- 
randum to the U.N. General Assem- 
bly in Paris asking for a negotiated 
honest peace and the restoration of 
independence and democracy in 
Greece, on the basis of a plan which 
the United Nations should elaborate. 
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THE SIGNIFICANCE OF GREECE 
IN THE IMPERIALIST 
PATTERN OF WORLD 
DOMINATION 

These events cannot remain with- 
out important repercussions in the 
United States, since Greece has be- 
come during the last few years one 
of the major battle grounds between 
the Greek people on the one hand 
and the American-British imperial- 
ists on the other; between the pro- 
gressive forces and the imperialist 
camp. Since the proclamation of the 
notorious “Truman Doctrine” in 
March, 1947, which assumed British 
colonial commitments in Greece, no 
important event in that country can 
leave the American people and 
American progressives unaffected. 
Why has that small country, with 

its 50,720 square mile area and a pop- 
ulation near the seven million mark, 
situated on the southernmost tip of 
the Balkan peninsula, in the strate- 
gically important area of the north- 
eastern Mediterranean, assumed such 
importance in world events? 

Greece has become the first major 
testing ground of the aggressive, im- 
perialist policies of Wall Street and 
is, at present, the first and only Euro- 
pean country where the people are 
resisting those policies with a success- 
ful armed struggle. The New York 
Daily News commented editorially 
on September 13 that in Greece we 
have witnessed: “. . . the small sized 
father of the king size Marshall 
Plan,” and concludes pessimistically: 
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“If we have stubbed our toes so often 
and so awkwardly in Little Greeg 
to date, how colossally may we fil 
on the big Marshall Plan?” 

Greece was used as the first tert 
tory for the adventures of the Wal 
Street war policies, in the first plac 
because of its great strategic militay 
and political importance in the pa 
tern of imperialist domination, and 
secondly, because of its possibilities 
for exploitation by finance capital. 
The British Empire for gener 

tions recognized Greece’s attribute 
in these respects, and manipulated 
the country’s internal governments 
ruthlessly to its own advantage. Dw- 
ing the war, Britain maintained is 
grip on Greece through the gover 
ment-in-exile in Cairo, which fied 
when the Nazis invaded, and # 
tempted to demolish the heroic record 
of the resistance movement with r 
ports that the Greeks were fighting 
among themselves; the terms E.AM 
and E.L.A.S. were even banned from 
the airwaves of the British Broad 
casting Company. 
The Greek “airplane carrier,” asi 

has been aptly termed by the Amer: 
can commercial press, is aimed é 
rectly at the heart of socialism, the Se 
viet Union and the Peoples’ Demo 
racies of Eastern Europe. As a mil 
tary bridgehead to the Mediterranea 
basin, it also constitutes a key pos 
tion for the Middle Eastern an 
Asiatic oil and colonial policies, wit 
great bearing on the struggle of tk 
colonial peoples for national inde 
pendence. Already, as the Plenu 
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of the Central Committee of the 

K.K.E. pointed out on July 29, the 
American imperialists “. . . are rapid- 
ly organizing this new colony into a 
war base and military springboard. 

Under the pretext of organizing the 
entertainment of the American forces 
in the Mediterranean, they are al- 
ready building military camps in 
Greece for the American armed 
forces.” 

Politically, American intervention 
in Greece presents a most important 
pressure point against the consolida- 
tion of the Balkan and the Eastern 
European People’s Democracies. It 
but continues the Churchillian policy 
of opening a “second front” in the 
Balkans, to stop the advance of so- 
cialism in Eastern Europe, which 
brought about the British armed in- 
tervention against the Greek resist- 
ance forces in December, 1944. 

Greece, with its reservoir of cheap 
labor and great unexploited natural 
resources, also presents to some ex- 
tent an important region for in- 
vestment by finance capital. There 
is an abundance of mineral resources, 
of high quality chrome ore, bauxite, 
etc. which, together with a vast po- 
tential reservoir of hydro-electric 
power, could form the basis of an 
important heavy and light industry 
in the Eastern Mediterranean area. 
Agricultural products, like tobacco, 
olive oil, currants, and fruits, of 
high quality, are tempting to the big 
capitalist trading trusts, as the Amer- 
ican Tobacco Company can well tes- 
tify. Special reports on this matter 
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were prepared by U.N.R.R.A. for the 
International Bank, by the Food and 
Agricultural Organization, as well 
as by other agencies, which all present 
lucrative propositions for the Wall 
Street financiers. 
The failure of British imperialism 

to hold out in Greece, because of the 
resistance of the people, and the in- 
tensified aggressiveness of American 
finance capital, gave birth to the 
“little Marshall Plan,” the well 
known “Truman Doctrine.” The is- 
sue of Greece transcended its geo- 
graphical boundaries, and as a result 
of foreign intervention became a vital 
peace problem for progressives all 
over the world and especially for the 
American people. 

GREECE AS AN IMPERIALIST 
COLONY AND MILITARY 
BRIDGEHEAD 

The social context of Greek life 
has been lucidly set forth by Nicolas 
Zachariadis, before the war, as fol- 
lows: 

Greece is an agrarian-industrial coun- 
try with a medium capitalist develop- 
ment and with semi-feudal remnants in 
its agrarian economy. The economic 
structure of the country has as its fun- 
damental peculiarity the important po- 
litical dependence of Greece on foreign 
capital. This dependence, together with 
the preservation of the feudal remnants 
in the village, has held the country in 
its economic and general backward- 
ness. .. . The oncoming revolution in 
Greece will in the light of the prob- 
lems it has to solve, begin as a bour- 
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geois-democratic revolution, with a 
more or less rapid passage to the so- 
cialist revolution. 

The 130 years’ history of the ex- 
istence of the Greek state pivots 
about these two fundamental prob- 
lems, viz., the semi-colonial depen- 
dence of the country on foreign capi- 
tal and the semi-feudal remnants of 
the agrarian economy. The Greek 
capitalist class, fearing the people, 
sold out the country’s life to foreign 
imperialists (foremost among whom 
were the British until the U. S. en- 
tered the scene), and betrayed its 
historic role by coming to terms with 
the feudal lords. With the emergence 
of the Greek working class and its 
highest form of organization, the 
Communist Party (K.K.E.), the his- 
toric task of leading the people in the 
accomplishment of bourgeois-demo- 
cratic reforms and onward to the 
socialist revolution, has devolved on 
these new leaders of the progressive 
forces in history. 
The struggle of the people in 

Greece has been rendered after the 
war even more acute because the 
country has been transformed into a 
virtual colony by wholesale foreign 
intervention. 
To date nearly one and a half bil- 

lion dollars have been poured down 
the Greek rathole by the imperial- 
ists since September, 1944. British 
troops openly fought the Greek re- 
sistance forces with tanks and rocket 
bombers for thirty-three days in De- 
cember, 1944, and approximately 5,- 

ooo British troops are still statione 
in Salonika. 408 U.S. Army and Nay 
officers not only lead the monarchig 
forces, control its organization, o. 

dering the removal of officers they & 
not like, but actually participate ip 
the fighting. 210,000 tons of war m. 
teriel have been delivered in one yex 
alone by the USS. to its fascist allie 
in Athens. As the Wall Street apolo 
gists, the Alsop brothers, candidly 
admit, America is now “in the bus- 
ness of breaking and making” th 
various Athens governments. 
The American note of June 5 

1947, which constituted the “agree 
ment” between the two countries for 
the application of the “Truman De. 
trine,” exacts the following coni: 
tions from the Royalist puppets: thet 
the U.S. missions to Greece will “par. 
ticipate in the development of reve 
nue and expenditure policies, ap 
prove government expenditures ... 
take part in the planning of the im- 
port programme and approve the us 
of foreign exchange. . . . In general 
the Greek Government will wish 
[sic] to consult with the mission 
before taking any economic steps 
which might affect the success of the 
American aid program.” The US. 
officials in Greece thus exercise vet 
power over the country’s foreign e 
change, payment of loans, exports 
imports, natural resources and labor. 
The U.S. economic chief, Eugen 
Clay, a nephew of General Lucius 
Clay, recently broke into a meeting 
of the ministerial council, according 
to the Athens pro-goverment papt 
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Ta Nea, and ordered that no wage 

increases be granted to striking 

workers. The members of the Amer- 
ican mission and representatives of 
the U.S. firms in Greece, as well as 
their personnel, have been granted 
extra-territorial rights and immuni- 
ties by special decree. Many U.S. cor- 
porations have already received im- 
portant economic concessions. 
Another pro-governmental Athens 

paper, To Vima, commenting on the 
subject some months ago, wrote: 

With each passing day, the Greek 
people is becoming more convinced 
that the rights of its government are 
being continuously diminished, while, 

on the contrary, the rights and powers 
of the America missions are steadily 
enlarged. Any category of Greek citi- 
zens desiring to discuss any matter with 
the Greek government or its Ministers 
has to have talks beforehand with the 
American Ambassador and members of 
the American mission. 

And Eleftheria, another pro-im- 
perialist publication, concludes: 

The Americans consider it most na- 
tural to announce in advance changes 
in the [Royalist] Army command.... 

In spite of this intervention, the 
democratic forces are more powerful 
today than ever before, since the 
promulgation of the Truman Doc- 
trine. This fact, brought out by the 
Plenum of the Central Committee 
of the K.K.E. at the end of July and 
repeated by the Party’s Political Bu- 
reau on August 25, indicates that 
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“today the smashing of Greek Mon- 
archo-Fascism is nearer than at any 
other time, provided that every 
Greek patriot does his duty.” 

THE WORLD PROGRESSIVE 
MOVEMENT AND THE 
K.K.E.—THE BASIS FOR THE 
RESISTANCE 

The Greek democratic movement 
would never have reached its present 
greatness, without the existence of 
a strong Communist Party and the 
moral force of the advancing world- 
democratic camp. 
While the resistance of the world 

progressive forces counteracts the im- 
perialist designs, the Greek people 
have their rear safely covered from 
the imperialists along their northern 
frontiers, where friendly countries 
follow their struggle with deep in- 
terest and extend them moral and po- 
litical support. The treachery of the 
Yugoslav leaders has undoubtedly 
created some difficulties, but as the 
Minister of Foreign Affairs of the 
Provisional Democratic Government, 
Petros Roussos, stated: 

We are in the camp of democracy 
aud peace, together with the Soviet 
Union, and whoever belongs to this 
camp is invincible. 

At this point the allegation that 
“foreign assistance” is extended to the 
Greek democratic forces by their 
neighboring countries should be an- 
swered, For, with the help of com- 
missions steamrollered through the 
United Nations by the imperialist 
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camp’s voting machine, this conten- 
tion has been used to justify Ameri- 
can and British open intervention in 
Greece, and to obscure its grandiose 
dimensions. The Greek people have 
received no assistance from the 
neighboring governments, except 
that which would be extended to any 
democrat regardless of his origin, 
who might seek sanctuary within 
their borders or that which consti- 
tutes a philanthropic aid to the vic- 
tims of fascism. General Markos Va- 
fiadis, the Premier of Free Greece, 
speaking to the Herald Tribune cor- 
respondent, Homer Bigart, stated 
emphatically : 

We have not received a single cart- 
ridge from across the northern frontier. 
Believe me, if we had all the help 
Athens says we are getting from our 
neighbors the situation would be vastly 
different. With half the artillery and 
air support which the fascists are get- 
ting from America we would be in 
Athens today instead of sitting here. 

As Markos explained, the Demo- 
cratic Army gets all its supplies by 
capturing them from the enemy dur- 
ing battles and raids. 

After all, it remains an incontest- 
able fact that the first foreign inter- 
vention after Greece’s liberation from 
the Nazis, was British armed inter- 
vention in December, 1944, when no 
allegation of any interference from 
the new democracies could possibly 
have been made. 
The second fundamental prerequis- 

ite for the Greek people’s successful 

struggle, has been the existence ¢ 
a powerful Greek Communist Pary, 
the K.K.E., which through its ma 
nificent leadership against the Naz 
occupation grew from a minor » 
a major party, undoubtedly the big 
gest and most important politic) 
grouping in postwar Greece. Wha 
elections were held in the trak 
unions under conditions of terror ani 
intimidation in 1946, the worker 
voted solidly—ninety per cent—fm 
the slate supported by the Comm: 
nist Party. As for the peasany 
their alliance with the working chs 
was welded and tempered durin 
the anti-fascist struggle when they 
learned the benefits of a people's r 
gime through their own experienc 
in the free areas held by the resis 
ance forces. 
The K.K.E. today leads the wit 

coalition of workers, peasants and 
middle-class elements—of all patrioti 
Greeks—in the struggle for m 
tional liberation. It is the dominan 
force in the Democratic Governmen: 
and Army, and the brunt of the figh 
is carried by members of the Com 
munist Party. 
The K.K.E. succeeded in becomin; 

the leader of the Greek peopk 
through its correct policy, its strug 
gles for the people’s cause and th 
examples set by its leaders and it 
members. After the liberation from 
the Nazis, it adopted as its fund: 
mental policy an objective for “no 
mal and peaceful democratic develop 
ment,” to let the people freely & 
cide their future. But the British « 
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cupiers, and the predatory American 
imperialists who finally took over 
completely, feared the strength of the 
people, and embarked on a policy of 
civil war. While the coalition of 
E.A.M. (National Liberation Front) 
parties was calling for reconciliation 
of the people, for an end to the civil 
war, for peace and democracy, a fas- 
cist regime was fitted out by the 
foreigners to exploit and oppress the 
people in the most inhuman way. 
As a result, the people knew by their 
own experience the real instigators 
of civil strife, and understood that 
they had to put up an armed fight 
if they wanted to survive. 

This policy of reconciliation which 
sprang from the demands of the peo- 
ple themselves into the basic slogan 
of the Party, has been illustrated by 
Zachariadis as the progressive forces 
extending their one hand for an hon- 
est agreement to all those, irrespec- 
tive of their political beliefs, who 
want peace, while in the other hand 
they hold their rifles to defend them- 
selves from every attacker. Reaffirm- 
ing this policy, the Democratic Gov- 
ernment has adopted a law granting 
wide amnesty to the misled and al- 
lowing them to hold to their own 
political beliefs. It has also repeat- 
edly issued peace offers, stating that 
it would agree to a democratic peace, 

on one condition—an end to the for- 
eign intervention and the establish- 
ment of democracy in Greece. 
The sacrifices of the Greek peo- 

ple in the struggle have been im- 
mense. From April, 1945, to April, 
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1948, 2,150 were executed by firing 
squads; 5,900 (incomplete) murdered 
by Right-wing bands; 60,000 impri- 
soned or exiled, including nearly 
20,000 soldiers and officers. 
Heroism in Greece has become an 

event of everyday life, while the 
American-sponsored terror by far 
surpasses everything the Hitlerites 
did in that country. And this is no 
overstatement. The people follow 
the spirit of the answer given to the 
Turkish invaders, more than a cen- 
tury ago, by a Greek leader: 

You may cut down our woods. You 
may burn our houses. You may not 
leave a stone unturned. But we will not 
bow before you. . . . Even if you cut 
and burn down our trees, you will not 

be able to carry away the soil. And 
this same soil that nourished them will 
remain ours and will bear them again. 
If one Greek remains we will still con- 
tinue to fight. Abandon all hope that 
you will be able to make this land 
yours. 

Today the battle goes on under the 
slogan: “All to arms! Give every- 
thing for victory!” 

THE ACHIEVEMENTS OF THE 
ARMED STRUGGLE OF THE 
GREEK DEMOCRATS 

The armed struggle of the Greek 
people was resumed in March, 1946, 
under the pressure of foreign impe- 
rialist intervention. It is but a con- 
tinuation of the armed struggle 
which the Greek people undertook 
in 1940 against the fascist-nazi in- 



vaders and which received a tempor- 
ary setback, entirely due to British 
armed intervention in 1944. 
What have the people’s revolu- 

tionary forces achieved during the 
last two and a half years of armed 
struggle? 
The first major achievement has 

been the creation of an armed peo- 
ple’s military force with a centralized 
general headquarters, the Democratic 
Army of Greece, now fighting all 
over Greece, even on the rugged 
Aegean islands. This army has 
grown from insignificant small units 
of citizens who took to the moun- 
tains in self-defense against the mon- 
archist terror, into a first class revo- 
lutionary force capable of success- 
ful frontal battles against opponents 
far superior in number and materiel. 
It is only recently (September 16) 
that Athens had to admit that in the 
Vitsi area its forces were pushed back 
five miles in a frontal battle with the 
guerrillas. 
Today tens of thousands of men 

and women, not only Greeks, but also 
drawn from the Slavo-Macedonian 
and Turkish minorities, participate 
actively in the battles. According to 
the estimates of the monarcho-fascist 
Minister of War, George Stratos, 
300,000 persons fight on the side of 
the democratic forces, either as sol- 
diers or as free lancers and sabo- 
teurs in the enemy’s rear. 

Still, the fascist forces are superior 
in numbers and materiel. Since the 
monarchists were able to grasp con- 
trol of the state machine through 
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the British armed intervention, they 
are able through their policy of ter. 
ror and intimidation to muster great. 
er numbers of men in their forces 
estimated as follows (Inside Free 
Greece, by Evdos Ioannides): 139, 
000 soldiers; 60,000 national guards; 
20,00 units for village “defense”; 
and 40,000 gendarmes who constitute 
the core of reaction—a grand total of 
250,000. As for the Democratic 
Army’s forces, not including the free 
lancers, saboteurs and other resis 
ance fighters, the U.S. mission esti 
mates them now at 20,000-30,000— 
a low figure obviously intended for 
disparagement. 
Truman Doctrine assistance has 

given the monarchists an absolute 
preponderance in air and sea, while 
the heavy materiel and other equip 
ment of their land forces by far sur- 
pass those of the Democratic Army, 
which has to fight and capture it 
arms from the enemy. 

But the Democratic Army is able 
to counteract these tremendous odds, 
as its leader, General Markos, has 
stated, by the fact that “. . . it is part 
and parcel of the Greek people... 
The Democratic Army is a revolu- 
tionary army. It is an army of the 
people and, as such, has superior 
tactics and strategy to the enemy. lt 
can move about freely, and it can hit 
where it wants to because it enjoys 
the full support of the Greek people. 
Without that support it cannot ex 
ist.” 
The second major achievement of 

the Greek democratic forces is the 
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liberation of wide territories of the 
country. “Seven-tenths of the whole 

area of Continental Greece is under 
the permanent or semi-permanent 
military control of the Democratic 
Army,” stated General Markos in an 
interview to the London Daily 
Worker last June. “In those seven 
tenths of the country the people rule 
themselves by their own elected coun- 
cils, get justice through their own 
people’s courts.” And as the crux of 
all these successes, in December, 1947, 
the first Provisional Democratic 
Government was instituted and now 
leads the armed struggle, administer- 
ing the free territories until the day 
when the people will freely elect a 
Constituent Assembly. The pro- 
gressive forces all over the world are 
now looking toward this govern- 
ment, headed by General Markos, 
as the only true representative of the 
Greek people. 

At this point it must be stated 
that as regards the question of terri- 
tories held by the Democratic Army, 
many false reports have been given 
the American public, some of which 
have even gained credence among the 
progressive forces. To cover up the 
failure of the bipartisan war poli- 
cies in Greece, the imperialists have 
attempted to create the impression 
that the democratic forces have been 
defeated and the territory which 
they hold has shrunk. Events prove 
these reports false on every count. 
Today, for example, the Democratic 
Army has regained possession of all 
the territories it held’ in Central 
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Greece (Roumeli), according to the 
Free Greek Radio, and has extended 
its gains in that area. The US. mili- 
tary chief in Greece, General James 
Van Fleet, however, had pronounced 
Roumeli definitely cleared from the 
“bandits” six months ago. 
The epitaph on the whole Wall 

Street-sponsored military campaign 
of this year was written by the mon- 
archist Minister of War, when he 
said after the big Grammos battle 
(supposedly the final blow against 
the guerrillas) that the fascist forces 
were “called upon immediately to 
fight ‘two other Grammoses—Vitsi 
and Mourgana.’ He said that when 
these battles were won, the Greek 
Army would be called upon to fight 
‘yet more Grammoses and so on’” 
(New York Times, September 10). 
The Democratic Army is now 

fighting continuously all over Greece 
and not only in the regions the reac- 
tionaries choose for “offensives.” “Its 
purpose is,” as General Markos said, 
“to wear down the enemy, to compel 
him to keep garrisons in every town, 
to force him increasingly into the de- 
fensive, to undermine his morale by 
constant attacks, and then to over- 
throw him.” In this way, at the ap- 
propriate moment and in the appro- 
priate region, the Democratic Army 

will launch a strategic counter-attack. 

TWO WORLDS, TWO CAMPS 
MEET IN AN ARMED 
STRUGGLE 

Two forces are confronting each 
other today in Greece. 
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On the one side there are the pro- 
gressive forces and Free Greece, 
which represent the interests of the 
working class, the overwhelming 
majority of the peasantry, middle 
class elements in the towns and pa- 
triotic Greeks in general, who do not 
cherish the “bounties” of foreign in- 
tervention and civil war. Politically 
these forces are united in the E.A.M. 
(National Liberation Front) coali- 
tion of Parties, in which the Com- 
munist Party is the main force and 
the A.K.E. (Agrarian Party of 
Greece) its chief ally. This coali- 
tion was formed and tempered in the 
struggle against the Nazis. The 
K.K.E. in the recent Plenum of its 
Central Committee stated that it “re- 
mains faithful to the popular demo- 
cratic co-operation which is expressed 
and realized within the political coali- 
tion of E.A.M., a coalition which is 
based on the alliance of the working 
class and the peasantry, and the 
brotherly co-operation of the K.K.E. 
and the A.K.E.” 
While today in the Provisional 

Democratic Government, the Com- 
munist Party is most impressively 
represented, the forces of the remain- 
ing E.A.M. parties (Agrarian, Radi- 
cal Republican, Socialist, Democratic 
Union) participate in the struggle, 
together with the forces of the Left- 
wing Liberals and some other mid- 
dle-class representatives. These par- 
ties are not officially represented in 
the Free Government, since most 
of their leaders of any importance 
have been arrested and now face 
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courageously together with the Com 
munists and other democratic figh. 
ers the hardships of exile on the by. 
ren islands of the Aegean. 

Certain other middleclass & 

ments, headed mainly by the Socid. 
ist Party—E.L.D. (which is recog 
nized by the European Right-win 
Socialists) are following an opport. 
nistic policy. So far, despite th 
heavy pressure brought upon then 
by the Athens government, they har 
not taken a stand against the Demo 
cratic Army. On the other hand 
while criticizing American interves 
tion, they have failed to align them 
selves with Free Greece. While th 
policy of the leadership has bee 
passive, the rank and file of tk 
E.L.D. constitutes a potential al} 
of the democratic forces. 
The progressive forces in the lib 

erated areas have launched a serie 
of social reforms, which are the basi 
for the solution of the bourgeois 
democratic problem and formation o 
a people’s democracy. An agrariat 
reform gives land to the peasants 
who constitute two-thirds of the pop 
ulation; another abolishes conces 
sions to foreign capital; a bill 
rights guarantees the people’s inter 
ests. Other measures provide: popu 
lar democratic institutions and elected 
people’s councils, popular justice, uni 
versal elementary education and the 
means to achieve this; the breaking 
up of the financial-feudal strangle 
hold of the banks on the peasanuy; 
the achievement of equal civil right 
for the Slavo-Macedonians and othe 
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minorities, as well as for women; 
the protection of small enterprises 
against big capital; the institution of 
trade-union liberties and labor laws. 
All these achievements account for 
the democratic forces’ appeal among 
the wide masses of the Greek people. 
The persistent efforts of the progres- 
sive forces for a reconciliation of 
the Greek people to put an end to 
civil war and its application in their 
everyday policy, is another major 
source of their strength among the 
masses. 

President Truman, Secretary of 
State Marshall, and American officials 
in Greece have boasted time and 
again that if it had not been for 
American interference, Greece would 
have gone “Communist”; that is— 
it would have entered the progressive 
camp long ago. This is true. For the 
existence of the forces of reaction in 
Greece is wholly dependent upon 
armed foreign intervention. These 
forces represent in the first place the 
interests of foreign capital in Greece 
and of-the more general military- 
political designs of imperialism. 
They are the forces of Greek fi- 
nance capital, the big banks, the roy- 
alty and court, the feudal lords, the 
high clique of the civil service, the 
soldateska, the various executives, 
collaborationists, black marketeers, 
and a large following of other social 
degenerates. Their support from the 
people is insignificant, and many 
misled and honest elements are 
increasingly attracted to the policy 
of persuasion and_ reconciliation 
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of the Democratic Government. 
Politically this unholy alliance of 

everything that is rotten and corrupt, 
expresses itself in a coalition of all 
the old, “historic” parties, as they 
are sometimes called, i.c., the tradi- 
tionally reactionary feudal-capitalist 
Populist Party of Tsaldaris and the 
Party of the big-bourgeoisie, the Lib- 
eral Party of Sophoulis. Some other 
splinter parties of reaction fall more 
or less into the same pattern and 
the extreme Rightist “X-ites,” as well 
as the secret military organizations, 
center around the Palace and have 
strong ties with the Populists. 

In the field of civil liberties the 
fundamental stipulations of the 
Greek Constitution have been sus- 
pended and special courts martial, 
dealing out summary justice, insti- 
tuted. Trade-union liberties are non- 
existent. The death penalty looms 
over every striker. Nevertheless, as 
the 4th Plenum of the Central Com- 
mittee asserted: 

In Athens and the other cities a mass 
popular movement of protest and a 
strike wave against the plutocratic ex- 
ploitation are growing and breaking 
out. The great military failures of the 
monarcho-fascists and their insistence 
on civil war, despite the offers of an 
honest peace repeatedly made by the 
Democratic Goverment, are increasing 
the indignation among the wide popu- 
lar masses. 

In the economic field, American 
intervention has brought havoc. In- 
flation continues unchecked; prices 



have nearly doubled during the “Tru- 
man Doctrine” era. Production in 
the basic industries is almost 
nil, while the general production in- 
dex stands at about 60-70 per cent 
because of a larger luxury and con- 
sumer industry output. Unemploy- 
ment is growing. Wages are at an 
average level of $1-$1.20 a day, while 
the cost of living is many times high- 
er than the soaring living cost in the 
United States. In general the earn- 
ings of workers and employees are 
estimated at about thirty per cent 
of the exceedingly low prewar in- 
come of these classes. 

As for the peasants, they fare even 
worse. The monarcho-fascists have 
forcibly uprooted 700,000 peasants 
from their land and homes in an 
effort to prevent them from support- 
ing the resistance movement. These 
700,000 are refugees in the cities and 
larger towns, without assistance or 
relief, deprived of the means to earn 
any kind of living. Other hundreds 
of thousands are obliged to desist 
from cultivating their land or reap- 
ing their crop, as a result of the U.S.- 
sponsored civil war. Agricultural 
producers, as for example tobacco 
producers, who used to furnish 65 
per cent of Greece’s income from 
foreign trade, have been cut off 
from their natural market outlets in 
central Europe as a result of the 
Marshall Plan. American tobacco 
companies have achieved a virtual 
monopoly in Western Germany, one 
of the chief Greek tobacco markets, 
while they also press down the price 
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of raw tobacco in the internation 
markets making the lives of 1,5000u 
tobacco producers and their familix | 
unbearable. ye. 
American intervention has bey my 

so blatant, that even the Greek plu dace 
crats, who are among the most co. 

rupt and degraded in the world slave 
sometimes feel the urge to protes, destr 
United States capitalists har per « 
achieved a series of important eo try. . 
nomic concessions from the cow Or 
try’s wealthy resources; they hae} De™ 
also received extra-territorial right, 

, in n 
after exertion of State Departmen ool 
pressure. Recently the Associationd } com, 
Greek Manufacturers—the N.AM there 
of Greece—published a carefull inter 
worded statement criticizing th} of th 
American Mission’s intervention it stror 
the economic affairs of the country. stan 

As for reforms, which are sore Arm 
ly needed, in American-occupied a 
Greece, even the Keynesian rigam- ” 
roles which were tried for a tim} = Tpy 
after the war, have been scrapped F( 
as “socialist.” M 

As a result of these policies dur PI 
ing the first year of the Truma 
Doctrine, 2,200,000 Greeks, nearly 9 T 
per cent of the population, were clas: J} Gre 
fied as indigents by the monarcho In tl 
fascist Ministry of Welfare, becaus J it is 
their monthly income did not exceed F)  gres 
$2.50—approximately $30 a yeat to st 
Those who have a yearly income @ enec 
$31 are classified as self-supporting! stru; 
The significance of the differences J} men 

between the policies of the Demo ff pres 
cratic Government and the Amet- app! 
can-sponsored Athens Government 
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for the present struggle has been set 
forth by Nicolas Zachariadis: 

The objective conditions and possi- 
bilities in Greece are absolutely favor- 
able for our democratic movement, 

since both the foreign occupants and 
monarcho-fascism can only bring en- 
slavement, hunger, impoverishment and 
destruction to the working people—9o5 
per cent of the population of this coun- 
iy... 
On the contrary, the strategy of the 

Democratic Army is scientific and vi- 
able because, in spite of its inferiority 
in number and materiel, it serves the 
policy of the people, the policy which 
comes from demands of the people and 
therefore absolutely corresponds to their 
interests. Only with the domination 
of this policy can an independent, free, 
strong, democratic Greece exist and 
stand. This gives the Democratic 
Army that moral superiority and su- 
premacy which, in the last analysis, is 
determining and decisive for victory. 

THE SIGNIFICANCE OF GREECE 
FOR THE PROGRESSIVE 
MOVEMENT AND THE USS. 
PEOPLE IN PARTICULAR 

The significance of the struggle in 
Greece cannot be over-emphasized. 
In the first place, in the United States 
it is of vital importance to the pro- 
gressive movement, whose interest is 
to see the trusts defeated and weak- 
ened, ia order to: win the domestic 
struggle against reaction. The state- 
ment of Marx that no people op- 
pressing other peoples can be free, 
applies with full emphasis today to 
the American policy in Greece. 
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Therefore the struggle in Greece 
must be considered as one and the 
same battle which the American peo- 
ple today wage against Wall Street. 
The example of Greece can be- 

come an all-powerful weapon in the 
hands of every progressive for bring- 
ing home to the American people 
the real purposes of the Truman- 
Marshall Doctrine and what is in 
store—both for the peoples of the 
Marshallized countries and the peo- 
ple in the U. S. 

In the second place, Greece is the 
first country in Europe where the 
American war policy has met with 
armed resistance. The outcome of 
this struggle is of significance to all 
peoples of the world because the re- 
sistance exposes the fundamental 
weakness of imperialism, which to- 
day cannot subjugate even a small 
country and shows the tremendous 
possibilities the progressives forces 
have, if compelled by the Marshall- 
planners into open, armed struggle. 
Finally—and most important—the 

struggle in Greece is a struggle for 
peace, to thwart the imperialist plans 
of aggression against the Soviet Un- 
ion and the new People’s Democra- 
cies and to liberate one more nation 
from the chain of foreign capitalist 
enslavement. 
The Greek people today face great 

problems. They feel that their battle 
is just and that it is fought in the in- 
terest of all the peoples in the world. 
Most of these problems must be faced 
and solved by the Greek people 
themselves, and there can be no doubt 
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that they will prove equal to the task. 
But in this battle they have the right 
to expect the support of the interna- 
tional labor and progressive forces, 
especially the American working- 
class and progressive forces whose 
country is in the main responsible 
for the present situation in Greece, 
and who therefore bear the main 
moral responsibility toward the Greek 
people. General Markos, in a-cabled 
message to the National Conference 
for American Policy in Greece, held 
last June in New York, declared: 

Our people have the right to expect 
that the American people will assist 
them in a positive way in their struggle 
so as to bring about the collapse of the 
imperialist plans of Truman and of all 
those supporting them. 

There can be no doubt in the 
mind of any honest democrat that 
since the American imperialists are 

insolently aiding the Athens mon- 
archo-fascists, the workers and all 
who stand for democracy and peace 
have both the right and the duty to 
help the Greek people. The starting 
point of such assistance must be the 
demand for the immediate with- 
drawal of the British troops and 
American officers from Greece, for 
an end to American intervention, 
in order to bring the civil war to a 
close and permit the establishment of 
a free and democratic Greece. Such 
international solidarity needs to ex- 
press itself in moral and material sup- 
port to the Greek people’s struggle. 

POLITICAL AFFAIRS 

THE DUTIES OF THE AMERICA\ 
PROGRESSIVES TOWARD TH 
STRUGGLE IN GREECE 
Although the American progress 

forces and especially the C.P.US4 
have correctly assessed the impe |” 
tance of the Greek struggle and har 
striven to reveal to the American pe 
ple the real imperialist meaning ¢ 
the Truman Doctrine, neverthele 
it must be stated frankly that t 
active help which the Greek peop 
are entitled to expect has not bes 
extended. There is a widespread uw 
derestimation of the subject, ev: 
among American Communis 
which reflects itself in the fact th 
during the first year of the Truma 
Doctrine the organized movemer 
in support of Greece reached a vi 
tual standstill, and the situation w 
day appears not much better. 
The main step which should & 

taken to overcome this serious wed: 
ness is a vigorous campaign led by 
our Party, not only among the mer 
bership broadly, but also among ou 
cadres, in order to impress on then 
the importance of a wide movemes 
in support of the Greek democrat 
When the Communists understani 
this, when we take on_ ourselves 
the task of fostering such a campaign 
then we shall be able to bring tk 
issue to the wide American masses if 
the trade unions, in the Progress 
Party, and, in general, in every mas 
organization. 
The issue of peace in Grett 

should be presented to the America 
people as an integral part of tk 
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whole struggle for peace. The danger 
that American or American-spon- 
sored troops will be sent to that coun- 
try, to create an intensified center of 
crisis, can be turned into a great lever 
to arouse the American people in 
support of a democratic Greece and 
peace. The pivot of this campaign 
will of course be the demand for an 
end to Wall Street’s intervention and 
the Truman Doctrine policies, in or- 
der to safeguard peace and put an 
end to civil strife. When the Greek 
question comes up for discussion at 
the U.N. General Assembly, the is- 
sue of peace must have decisive sup- 
port from American progressive 
forces. 
There are a series of other issues 

which must be supported by Ameri- 
can progressives. A petition to the 
International Red Cross, with Albert 
Einstein, Thomas Mann, and other 
prominent leaders as sponsors, has 
been launched by the American 
Council for a Democratic Greece. It 
demands the application of the Ge- 
neva convention to prisoners of war, 
civilians in exile, and other victims of 
the war and terror in Greece. 
The trade unionists have a special 

responsibility in the struggle for the 
reestablishment of a free Greek trade- 
union movement, in demanding 
abolishing of the death penalty for 
strikers and saving the lives of work- 
ing class leaders, particularly that of 
Demetrius Paparigas, the general 
secretary of the Greek General Con- 
federation of Labor, who is threat- 
ened with execution. 
American trade unions and all 
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progressive organizations must de- 
mand cessation of the mass execu- 
tions, arrest, imprisonment and exile 
of hundreds of thousands of Greek 
patriots; they must see to it that the 
monarcho-fascist murderers of 
George Polk, CBS correspondent 
killed in Greece earlier this year, do 
not succeed in their effort to terrorize 
foreign correspondents in Greece and 
other Marshall Plan countries by the 
example of his unpunished murder. 
They must engage in a vigorous cam- 
paign for material aid to the vic- 
tims of fascism in Greece—clothing, 
food, medicines, funds. They must 
strive through the press, forums, the 
trade unions and mass organizations 
to bring the truth of what is happen- 
ing in Greece to the American peo- 
ple, and to mobilize their support. 
The key issue of such a broad cam- 

paign must, of course, be the demand 
for peace, an end to the Truman- 
Marshall Doctrine, an end to ship- 
ment of armaments and munitions, 

an end to military assistance in any 
form to the Greek monarcho-fascist 
government. 

The peoples’ forces in Europe — 
France, Belgium, Britain, Bulgaria, 
Albania, Poland, Czechoslovakia, and 
other countries—are already extend- 
ing moral assistance. Can the 
American people, whose goverment 
bears the main responsibility for 
the present situation in Greece, 
do less? There is no doubt that pro- 
vided the Communists become the 
driving force of the campaign, the 
American people will fulfill their his- 
toric obligations. 



ON IMPROVING 
THE PARTY'S WORK 

AMONG WOMEN" 

By WILLIAM Z. FOSTER 

ONE OF THE GRAvEsT weaknesses of 
the Communist movement in the 
various capitalist countries, includ- 
ing our own, is its relative failure to 
win the active support of decisive 
masses of women. It is a fact which 
we dare not ignore that the forces 
of reaction still have a strong hold 
on womankind, including proletar- 
ian women. This was again graphi- 
cally demonstrated during the recent 
crucial elections in France and Italy, 
when an undue preponderance of 
women voted with the reactionary 
parties, especially those dominated 
by the Roman Catholic Church. 

This shortcoming of the Commu- 
nist parties becomes even more mani- 
fest today in view of the huge and 
increasing part that women are tak- 
ing in all walks of life. This short- 
coming must be quickly overcome in- 
asmuch as the parties and organiza- 
tions spearheading the drive to fas- 
cism and war hold the affiliation of 
very large masses of women. Ob- 

* A report to the Party Commission on Theoreti- 
a, pom of Work among Women, August 9, 

viously, therefore, a drastic improve. 
ment in their work among women 
is very much on the order of bus. 
ness for the Communist parties of 
the capitalist world, especially our 
Party here in the United States, 
The basic cause of the more or les 

general weakness of the Communis 
parties’ work among women in capi- 
talist countries is due to an under. 
estimation and general neglect of 
this vital work. Clearly, for Mary. 
ists, inadequacy in practical work 
implies inadequate grasp of theory. 
It is to this aspect of the question, 
the theoretical side, that this artick 
especially addresses itself. 

There has been a woeful theoretical 
neglect on the woman question, 
which, in turn, greatly hampers al 
practical educational and organiz- 
tional work. This neglect is illus 
trated by the fact that we have had 
no detailed presentation of this mos 
important matter since Engels wrote 
his fundamental work, Origin of 
the Family, Private Property and th 
State, 65 years ago and Bebel his 
Woman and Socialism, a generx 
tion later. This paucity of theoreti 
cal work is all the more deplorable 
because the role of woman is one of 
the most complex theoretical prob 
lems we have to deal with, and als 
because her position on a world scale 
has changed vastly since these fe 
mous books were written. 
Only under Socialism can woman 

become truly free. Naturally, there 
fore, in the Soviet Union a revolu- 
tionary advance has been made in 
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the whole status of women, economi- 

cally, politically, socially, culturally. 

But the trouble is that, so far, little 

of the underlying scientific conclu- 
sions that have been drawn from all 

this advance of woman in the 
USSR. has reached the Communist 

Parties in the capitalist world. We 
have no contemporary work on the 
question of women, whether under 

Socialism or under capitalism, any- 
where nearly satisfactory in scope. 
The Communist Parties are, there- 

fore, literally starved theoretically on 
this vital matter. This dearth of the- 
oretical material constitutes a chal- 

lenge which should not go unan- 
swered from Marxist-Leninist theo- 

reticians. It is in order to make 

whatever contribution we can in this 

vital field that our Party has set up 
a theoretical sub-commission on the 
woman question. 

THEORIES OF MALE 
SUPERIORITY 

One of the many aspects of the 
woman question where theoretical 
work is very necessary has to do with 
the “master idea,” the widely current 
theories alleging the superiority of 
man over woman. These false no- 
tions, assiduously cultivated by all 
the forces of reaction, are widespread 
among the masses of the people. Ob- 
viously, our Party also is not free 
from the infection of these widely 
prevalent male superiority ideas. 
Such prejudices are extremely com- 
plex in character; they have roots 
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dating back thousands of years, and 
they constitute serious obstacles to 
woman in her age-long fight for 
equality as a worker, a citizen, a 
home-builder, and in her marital re- 
lations. In this article, it will be ob- 
served, I am only indicating the 
theoretical tasks involved in combat- 
ing male superiority prejudices, rath- 
er than working out solutions. 

It is a favorite trick, and a very 
effective one, for reactionary propa- 
gandists to base their anti-social ar- 
guments of all kinds upon pseudo- 
scientific assumptions, particularly 
in the field of biology. To unin- 
formed people this gives the so-called 
theories an air of finality. In the 
same way, reactionary propagandists 
argue that “Socialism is contrary to 
human nature”; that war is caused 
by “man’s naturally combative char- 
acter.” They rationalize capitalist ex- 
ploitation as an inevitable result of 
“man’s acquisitive nature,” and the 
like. Fascists especially go in for 
reactionary “biological” arguments 
on a big scale. Their theories of the 
“master-race,” of the “elite” among 
the “Aryans,” of the “inferiority” of 
Jews, Negroes, etc., are all clothed 
with false and preposterous biologi- 
cal conceptions. It is not surprising, 
therefore, that reactionaries through- 
out the ages have sought to justify 
the subjugation of woman with the 
aid of similar fake biological “the- 
ories.” Such theories, alleging the 
biological inferiority of woman, have, 
of course, greatly facilitated the eco- 
nomic exploitation and political op- 
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pression of women under systems of 
society that have succeeded each 
other, from chattel slavery to capi- 
talism. 

For one thing, the male suprema- 
cists boldly claim that woman is, by 
her very make-up, intellectually in- 
ferior to man. Her brain is said to 
average somewhat less in weight 
than the man’s and, therefore, the 
reactionaries argue that she cannot 
think as well as he does. They put 
woman’s thinking capacity some- 
where between the animal’s and 
man’s. That is, the animal is guided 
by its instincts, the woman thinks 
“intuitively,” while the man reasons 
objectively. Such false arguments, 
contrary to science and experience, 
but widely current, have done and 
continue to do grave damage not 
only to woman’s fight for equality, 
but to society as a whole. 

There are, of course, physical dif- 
ferences between men and women. 
As Engels states, the first division of 
labor is that of men and women in 
procreation. 
From these functional differences, 

bourgeois ideologists develop false 
conceptions. They seize upon the 
apparent greater muscular strength 
of man as the basis for the pseudo- 
scientific theory that woman is gen- 
erally physically inferior to man. 
They equate sameness with strength 
and difference with weakness. Thus 
they brush aside her greater ability 
to resist pain, her greater immunity 

to certain diseases, her greater longev- 

ity, etc. Such notions of woman's 
physical inferiority, cultivated by re- 
actionaries for centuries, make for 
great handicaps to women, especially 
in industry. 
The advocates of male superiority 

also claim that because of the far 
greater role played by the woman 
in child bearing and rearing, she is 
thereby constitutionally unfitted to 
enter into the hurly-burly competi- 
tion of intellectual, economic, politi- 
cal, and social life. They claim that 
by her very nature her inevitable 
place is in the home. Not only is 
woman physically and mentally unfit 
for an active “career” and for partici- 
pation in the social struggle, they 
argue, but it would also destroy her 
femininity and charm. Ali such con- 
tentions place high barriers in the 
way of women in many walks of life. 
Then these reactionaries contend, 

by inference if not frankly, that since 
man plays the more positive and ag- 
gressive role sexually, he also should 
dominate the woman in her social 
life. They assert, in substance, that 
nature has made man the master and 
woman his slave. This reactionary 
notion, which is far more prevalent 
than most of us realize, hangs like 
a millstone about woman’s neck in 
her fight for freedom; it flourishes 
and does immeasurable damage to 
women in innumerable respects. We 
must show that this whole concep- 
tion is belied both by the findings of 

«science and by the great struggle of 
woman for equality with the man. 



Finally, to mention only one more 
aspect of the hydra-headed notion of 
male superiority, there is the reac- 
tionary contention that “nature has 
made man essentially polygamous 
and woman monogamous.” This is 
the theory of the double standard 
of bourgeois morals, which seeks to 
justify the sexual exploitation of 
woman. We must show both from 
science and experience how such 
standards wrought incalculable harm 
(and continue to do so) to woman’s 
happiness and to her position in so- 
ciety. 

Equally insidious is the new twist 
being given to these reactionary male 
superiority notions by the bourgeois, 
pro-fascist, and Social - Democratic 
ideologists, who provide “scientific” 
garb for the myth of woman’s inferi- 
ority by proclaiming that she is psy- 
chologically inferior. Thus, we wit- 
ness a steady stream of such reaction- 
ary works as Modern Woman—A 
Lost Sex, by Dr. Marynia F. Fern- 
ham and Ferdinand Lundberg, 
which attempt to justify every anti- 
woman prejudice by psychological 
claptrap, in order to divert woman 
from progressive struggle and to re- 
duce her to the fascist Kinder-Kiiche- 
Kirche level. 
On the other hand, bourgeois fem- 

inism, which places the blame on men 
and not on the social system, for the 
oppression of women, can exert its 
influence in the absence of a sound 
theoretical position on the woman 
question. The bourgeois feminist 
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would counterpose to the male su- 
periority “theory” the equally unsci- 
entific notion of female superiority, 
which leads only into the blind alley 
of the “battle of the sexes.” 
The capitalists, in order to exploit 

the woman more effectively, make 
wide use of the male superiority 
theories in all their complexities and 
subtle ramifications. In this the capi- 
talists are aided by reactionary church 
dogma. The general result is that 
harmful male supremacy notions 
have penetrated widely in all classes. 
Men especially readily absorb male 
superiority “theories”—little under- 
standing that such noxious ideas in- 
jure them as well as they do women. 
Many women also accept the general 
notion that the man is the superior 
of the two sexes. Woman’s painful 
struggle upward through the cen- 
turies, reaching heroic heights with 
the advent of the revolutionary 
struggle against feudalism and ever 
since, has been carried on in the face 
of the most savage interpretations 
and applications of male superiority 
theories. 

IDEOLOGICAL SHORTCOMINGS 
IN OUR WORK AMONG 
WOMEN 

From an_ ideological standpoint 
(particularly in relation to the male 
superiority notions) there are at least 
three major shortcomings in our Par- 
ty’s work among women, and also, 
it may be added, of the Communist 
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Parties of many other capitalist coun- 
tries. The first of these weaknesses is 
a deep-seated underestimation of the 
need for a persistent struggle ideo- 
logically against all manifestations of 
masculine superiority. Of course, all 
the Communist Parties in the capi- 
talist world have elaborate programs 
of economic, political, and social de- 
mands for women, and they back 
up this program with mass struggle. 
But such demands and struggles, 
vital as they may be, are in them- 
selves not enough. They must be re- 
inforced by an energetic ideological 
struggle against all conceptions of 
male superiority. But this is just 
what is lacking. Obviously our Party 
could not make any serious headway 
on the Negro question if it limited 
itself simply to economic, political 
and social demands and failed to 
carry on an_ ideological struggle 
against white chauvinism. And so 
it is in the case of the Party’s work 
among women. An ideological attack 
must be made against the whole sys- 
tem of male-superiority ideas which 
continue to play such an important 
part in woman’s subjugation. And 
such an ideological campaign must 
be based on sound theoretical work. 
The second weakness is to be found 

in a pronounced reticence in dealing 
with questions of sex. Indeed, in our 
propaganda and agitational material 
we hardly deal with the subject at all. 
Some comrades try to justify such a 
hands-off attitude by reference to the 
famous interview between Lenin and 
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Clara Zetkin on the woman question, 
in which Lenin discouraged the idea 
of “poking around” in matters of 
sex. But in these remarks Lenin was 
stressing the need for concentrating 
the main attention, at that historic 
moment of revolutionary crisis, upon 
the question of winning political 
power. He was also polemizing 
against certain loose tendencies that 
had developed among the youth in 
the early days of the Russian revolv- 
tion. Lenin was a great scientist and 
no subject was beyond analysis for 
him, especially one playing such 
a vital role in social life as that of 
sex. In that same interview with Zet- 
kin Lenin, therefore, strongly favored 
making analyses of “questions of sex 
and marriage from the standpoint of 
a mature, living, historical material- 
ism,” but, he added, “deep and many- 
sided knowledge is necessary for that, 
the clearest Marxist mastery of a 
great amount of material.” In such 
a spirit of scientific investigation, 
therefore, it is our Party’s task to 
include this aspect in furthering its 
theoretical work on the women’s 
question. Without this it is impos 
sible for us to combat the male su- 
premacy “theory” and to discuss fun- 
damentally the relationship of wom- 
an to man and to society. 
The third weakness in our work 

among women is a certain narrow- 
ness in treating this question from a 
scientific standpoint. That is, we tend 
in analyses to reduce women’s status 
in society simply to a question of eco 
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nomics and politics and we largely 
ignore its many other aspects, anthro- 
pological, biological, etc. (This is a 
narrowness which we also exhibit in 
other aspects of our Party’s theoreti- 
cal work.) It is not in the tradition 
of the great Communist thinkers. 
Marx, Engels, Lenin, and Stalin, rec- 
ognizing the unity of all scientific 
truth, fared forth boldly into all the 
sciences. Theirs was a revolutionary 
approach to the sciences as a whole. 
In developing a better theoretical 
grasp of the complexities of the 
woman question, accordingly, a wide 
use of the sciences generally is espe- 
cially necessary. This is particularly 
true of the science of biology. The 
facts of biology will support our eco- 
nomic, political and social programs 
for women and enhance our ideologi- 
cal struggle against bourgeois male 
superiority conceptions based on 
pseudo-scientific arguments. In push- 
ing forward theoretical work on 
this whole question, therefore, com- 
rades with a sound Marxian training 
in biology will have a large share of 
the responsibility. 

WHAT NEEDS TO BE DONE 

The basic purpose of all our theo- 
retical studies is to clarify, deepen, 
and strengthen our practical pro- 
grams of struggle and work. This 
is true in the question of women’s 
work, as well as in other branches 
of our Party’s activities. Hence, a 
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sharpening up of our theoretical 
analysis of, and ideological struggle 
against, male supremacy will help 
all our day-to-day work among 
women. I have barely indicated the 
outlines of the subject in this article. 
Besides the question of male superi- 
ority, necessary also are theoretical 
studies of other phases of this gen- 
erally complex aspect of Party work, 
imcluding articles on the potentiali- 
ties of women in modern industry, 
the record of women as political and 
intellectual leaders, the role of house- 
wives in the class struggle, the dis- 
integration of family life under capi- 
talism, the many problems of family 
and marital relations, and many other 
subjects. 
The Party theoretical sub-commis- 

sion on women’s work has a number 
of projects in mind to work on. First, 
it wants to secure a number of well- 
thought-out articles along the fore- 
going lines from competent com- 
rades, to serve as a basis for a deeper 
consideration of the whole question 
of women’s work by our Party. Sec- 
ond, it plans to issue, in the not too 
distant future, a pamphlet outlining 
the Party’s program on work among 
women in the light of the theoretical 
discussions on the question that are 
now beginning. And third, the sub- 
commission hopes eventually to pro- 
duce a book by a well-qualified writer 
that will state the Party’s position 
and program on every phase of the 
question of women in all its scientific 
aspects. 
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The foregoing program of theoret- 
ical work, planned by the sub-com- 
mission, is an ambitious one. But it 
is achievable. Our Party has compe- 
tent, trained forces to perform the 
proposed task. As this work goes 
ahead, it should never be forgotten 

ing our theoretical analysis and in 
sharpening the ideological struggle 
will register itself in the general im- 
provement of our practical work to 
win a stronger Party base and a 
wider mass following among the 
strategically situated masses of toil- 

that the progress we make in improv- ing women. 

“So few men—even among the proletariat—realize how much effort tic 
and trouble they could save women, even quite do away with, if they ide 
were to lend a hand in ‘woman’s work.’ But no, that is contrary to the 

‘right and dignity of man.’ They want their peace and comfort. The se 
home life of the woman is a daily sacrifice to a thousand unimportant = 
trivialities. The old master right of the man still lives in secret. His slave up 
takes her revenge, also secretly. The backwardness of women, their lack via 
of understanding for the revolutionary ideals of the man decrease his Pa 
joy and determination in fighting. They are like little worms which, use 
unseen, slowly but surely rot and corrode. I know the life of the worker, hai 
and not only from books. Our Communist work among the women, our Pai 
political work, embraces a great deal of educational work among men. po: 
We must root out the old ‘master’ idea to its last and smallest root, in wh 

the Party and among the masses. That is one of our political tasks, just wh 
as is the urgently necessary task of forming a staff of men and women 
comrades, well trained in theory and practice, to carry on Party activity _ 
among working women.” ace 

V. I. Lenin, as quoted in Clara Zetkin, bef 
Lenin on the Woman Question, p. 19. ed] 



FOR AN END 10 THE NATIONALIST 

DEVIATION IN THE POLISH WORKERS’ PARTY" 
By BOLESLAW BIERUT 

General Secretary, Polish Workers’ Party 

... It orren happens in a revolu- 
tionary party that vacillations and 
ideological mistakes which are not 
rectified in time, or are either con- 
cealed from the Party or stubbornly 
upheld, inevitably develop into a de- 
viation from the main line of the 
Party and the working class. They are 
used by the class enemy and in his 
hands become a weapon against the 
Party in order to weaken it and, if 
possible, deflect it from the path along 
which it had been advancing. That is 
why the Political Bureau and the re- 
cent Plenum of the Central Commit- 
tee considered it imperative to raise 
before the Party, fully and unreserv- 
edly, the question of the Right-na- 
tionalist deviation in the leadership 
so that it could be completely eradi- 
cated by the effort of the Party as a 
whole. 
Even a year ago, at the time of the 

first conference of delegates from the 
nine Communist and Workers’ Par- 
ties, at which the Information Bu- 
reau of the nine Parties was formed, 
Comrade Weslaw displayed certain 
vacillations arising from his under- 

* From a speech delivered at the September 
Plenum of the Central Committee, P.W.P., as pub- 
lished in For @ Lasting Peace, For a People’s De- 
mocracy! September 15, 1948. This is a condensed 
text.—Edstor. 
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estimation of the international situa- 
tion at the time. 
Comrade Weslaw [Gomulka]con- 

ceded his viewpoint only after pres- 
sure by the comrades and Political 
Bureau, but he maintained doubts 
and reservations. Criticizing its atti- 
tude to the vacillations at that time, 
the Political Bureau stated at the last 
Plenum of the Central Committee 
that it had not taken a sufficiently 
clear and firm attitude toward these 
vacillations, that the differences had 
been glossed over and not fully 
thrashed out. 

Consequently, when the serious 
crisis arose in the Yugoslav Party, 
thrusting this Party on to a false path, 
Weslaw’s ideological vacillations be- 
came even more apparent. 
The developments in Yugoslavia 

unquestionably encouraged Comrade 
Weslaw in his views stated at the 
June Plenum of the Central Com- 
mittee. 

LENINIST EVALUATION OF 

POLISH WORKERS’ 

MOVEMENT 

The history of our labor move- 
ment—the anti-Marxist and incor- 
rect estimation of which, given 



992 POLITICAL AFFAIRS 

in Comrade Weslaw’s report, caught 
our Party leadership unawares and 
came upon them like a thunderbolt 
—developed in direct and continual 
contact with the theory and practice 
of the Bolshevik Party, led by Lenin. 

Lenin, with his profound intel- 
lect, followed the development of 
the Polish revolutionary movement, 
drew conclusions and lessons from 
the experience of our movement— 
from both its achievements and mis- 
takes—which he exhaustively ana- 
lyzed, drawing general conclusions 
from it in his theoretical works. 
He gave critical estimations of vari- 

ous trends in the Polish labor move- 
ment, estimations which are un- 
equalled for their insight and Marx- 
ist analysis. He exposed the ideologi- 
cal roots of the sectarian theories of 
Rosa Luxemburg, theories which dis- 
torted the activity of the revolution- 
ary Marxist political party, such as 
the Social-Democratic Party of Po- 
land and Lithuania was then (even 
though it was not consistently Marx- 
ist). He mercilessly denounced the 
chauvinist and bourgeois-nationalist 
essence of the Right wing in the 
Polish Socialist Party as bourgeois 
agents within the working class. In 
all probability, not a single section 
of the revolutionary movement was 
subjected to such a thorough exami- 
nation in Lenin’s articles and theoret- 
ical works as the Polish revolutionary 
movement. There is nothing surpris- 
ing in this. Lenin knew the leaders 
of our movement, met them time 
and again at Party congresses and 
conferences, heard their speeches and 

followed their statements over a 
number of years. Thus, until now, 
there has been no more penetrating 
analysis of our movement and its 
traditions, an analysis based on the 
methods of historical materialism, 
than that given in the works of 
Lenin. 

There is no doubt that Comrade 
Weslaw’s June report was a con- 
scious revision of the Leninist esti- 
mation of the history of our move- 
ment, a revision based on the com- 
plete rift of the national liberation 
struggle from the class struggle. In 
reply to the arguments stated by 
all members of the Political Bureau 
without exception, Comrade Weslaw 
announced his resignation from the 
post of General Secretary of the 
Party, without discussing the funda- 
mentals of the matter. It was only 
after sharp criticism that Comrade 
Weslaw at the recent Plenum of the 
Central Committee delivered a 
lengthy speech which the Plenum 
regarded as an attempt to reconsider 
the position he had held until now, 
a position which was fundamentally 
dangerous. 
Comrade Weslaw’s estimation of 

the historical traditions of the labor 
movement in Poland is one-sided 
and incorrect. He presents the main 
problem of Poland’s independence 
without linking it up with the class 
struggle of the proletariat. But the 
revolutionary labor movement of 
Poland, battling for national emanci- 
pation, set itself far-reaching aims. 
It strove to overthrow the bourgeois 
power and capitalist order and to 
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win political power. And in this 
struggle it encountered not only the 
frenzied resistance of the bour- 
geoisie, but also the equally strong 
resistance of bourgeois agents who 
were active in the labor movement. 
The Right wing of the Polish So- 
cialist Party occupied first place 
among these agents. 
The leaders of the Right wing in 

the Polish Socialist Party who were 
closely associated with the Pilsudski- 
ites, took an attitude to the Party’s 
slogan of independence which was 
completely different from the views 
of the workers of the Party and its 
Left-wing section. 
To the Right leadership, this slo- 

gan was the main weapon for split- 
ting the labor movement, a weapon 
directed against its revolutionary 
class aims in the political interests 
of the bourgeoisie. 
The Polish bourgeoisie regarded 

the national state, even though re- 
stricted and dependent on the coun- 
tries which had dismembered Po- 
land, as essential to them from the 
point of view of entrenching their 
own political power. In accordance 
with this aim of the bourgeoisie, the 
Right trend of the Polish Socialist 
Party tried to restrict the develop- 
ment of the revolutionary movement 
to the mere winning of indepen- 
dence, as a basis for a bourgeois state 
within the framework of which the 
working class could at most develop 
its economic and political slogans 
through parliamentary tactics. 

Such was the difference in prin- 
ciple between the aims and tasks of 
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the two opposite trends in the labor 
movement in Poland. 
Comrade Weslaw was prepared to 

take this non-Leninist conception of 
the Polish Socialist Party in the 
struggle for independence as “the 
ideological basis for a united Party.” 

* * 7 

The absence of a revolutionary and 
class orientation in Comrade Wes- 
law’s reasoning on the question of 
independence and his stubborn- 
ness in defending a position that was 
clearly wrong resulted in his over- 
looking how decisive was the victory 
of the 1917 Revolution in Russia to 
Poland’s independence. In answer to 
the draft resolution of the Political 
Bureau, Comrade Weslaw declared: 
“I cannot agree with the thesis that 
the Polish Socialist Party conception 
of independence has become bank- 
rupt, for the question then arises, 
whose conception has been victori- 
ous?” And this is how Comrade Wes- 
law replied to this question: “The 
Polish Socialist Party conception of 
independence was a_bourgeois-na- 
tionalist conception and as such was 
not bankrupt but victorious in 1918. 
This does not at all alter the fact 
that Poland received her independ- 
ence as a result of the Russian revo- 
lution and the revolutionary move- 
ment in Europe.” 

This kind of scholasticism predom- 
inated in Comrade Weslaw’s views, 
thus showing that he had drifted to 
a very dangerous platform, clearly 
alien to Marxism. ... 
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P.W.P. IN STRUGGLE FOR 

PEOPLE’S POLAND 

It stands to reason that during the 
period when Hitler was preparing to 
attack Europe, an attack which 
threatened Poland also, the Commu- 
nist Party had to advance the slo- 
gan of the defense of Poland’s inde- 
pendence, which it did. At such 
moments the very problem of the 
class struggle changes in principle. 
A common national front is formed 
in the struggle against the imperial- 
ist robbers endeavoring to impose 
their will on weaker nations. The 
war then becomes a national, just 
war against the more dangerous 
enemy—in the given situation—the 
imperialist plunderers. This was pre- 
cisely the position taken by the Po- 
lish Workers’ Party at the time of its 
inception. 
Taking up its position in the van- 

guard of the national-liberation strug- 
gle, the Polish Workers’ Party linked 
the struggle for the country’s libera- 
tion with the struggle for the con- 
quest of power by the working peo- 
ple, headed by the working class. 
The formation of the Kraiowa Rada 
Narodowa [National People’s Coun- 
cil], to represent the people, was an 
expression of this. 
During the period of struggle for 

political power through the Kraiowa 
Rada Narodowa, and its local bodies, 
we achieved most successful co-op- 
eration of the internal forces of the 
Polish working people of town and 
countryside with the revolutionary 
forces of the Soviet State which de- 

veloped as an armed force on the 
basis of the Socialist order, that is 
the order which grew out of the dic- 
tatorship of the proletariat. It is pre. 
cisely because of this co-operation of 
the international revolutionary forces 
that there could develop this specific 
form of political power which we 
have called the people’s democracy 
in Poland and other countries. 

There is no question about the 
class character of these forces and 
the class character of the political 
power in the countries of people's 
democracy, a power which relies on 
the hegemony of the working class, 
moving at the head of the wide front 
of the working people, and above all, 
the poor and middle peasantry. 

At the time when the Kraiowa 
Rada Narodowa was formed, cer- 
tain comrades in our Party under- 
estimated the actual relation of class 
forces, and especially the significance 
in the struggle for political power 
of the co-operation of these forces 
with the armed might of the Soviet 
Union, as a revolutionary and lib- 
erating force, not merely as a mili- 
tary ally, but as a class ally. 
The incorrect estimation of the 

particular relation of class forces re- 
sulted in these vacillations, a reflec 
tion of which was the attempt to 
distort the conception of the Kraiowa 
Rada Narodowa. This is noted in 
Point 5 of the Plenum resolution. 
The nature of these vacillations is 

best seen from the article by Com- 
rade Benkowski, “Our Position,” 
printed in the central organ of our 
Party, Tribuna Wolnosti, on July 1, 
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1944, with the consent of Weslaw. 
This article determined the Party’s 

position on the principal question, 
namely that of political power on the 
eve of the liberation of Poland. But 
it carried no conception at all of the 
Kraiowa Rada Narodowa. On the 
eve of the liberation of Poland, at a 
decisive moment in the struggle for 
state power, we see that the author 
of this article based his position on 
the political groups which were in 
fact the support of the reactionary 
camp—on the Right wing of the 
Stronnictwo Ludowa [People’s Par- 
ty] headed by Mikolajczyk and on 
the Centralni Comitet Ludowa [Peo- 
ple’s Central Committee], which was 
a subversive creation of the London 
Poles, formed to undermine the 
Kraiowa Rada Narodowa. This can 
only be qualified as an opportunist 
rejection of the slogan of the work- 
ing people’s struggle for power un- 
der the leadership of the working 
class, as an attempt, at this decisive 
moment, to desert the front of strug- 
gle which was organized and headed 
by our Party, the pivot and leader of 
the Armia Ludowa [People’s Army], 
the leading force of the Kraiowa 
Rada Narodowa. .. . 
And so, the reorganization of the 

reactionary London Government by 
a reshuffle of the posts of president 
and commander-in-chief in order to 
secure the positions of Mikolajczyk, 
Kwapinski and other leaders of the 
Stronnictwo Ludowa and_ the 
W.R.N.,* such was the opportunist 
program advanced by the Right-wing 
group in our Party at the time of 
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the struggle for state power, a pro- 
gram which Comrade Weslaw did 
not oppose. 

I must say that this so-called “our 
position” was not the position of the 
Party, but of the Right group in the 
Party. During that period the Party 
formed local bodies of the Rada Nar- 
odowa throughout the country as 
well as new detachments of the Ar- 
mia Ludowa. It consolidated the suc- 
cessful workers’ and peasants’ alli- 
ance not by “top” combinations but 
through the mass struggle and or- 
ganizational work in the lower bod- 
ies. Our Party confidently prepared 
for the struggle for state power. 
There was no indication that anybody 
in the lower organizations doubted 
the victorious outcome of this strug- 
gle. Why then did the opportunist 
group in our Party leadership at the 
time—the group covered by Com- 
rade Weslaw—seek other ways and 
means? I think I can briefly point 
out two main reasons for this dis- 
belief. 

Firstly, it was the result of the un- 
derestimation of the forces of the 
working class, an underestimation of 
the alliance of workers and peasants, 
which, under the leadership of our 
Party, grew and strengthened in the 
struggle against the occupation forces. 

Secondly, it was the result of fail- 
ure to understand the essence of the 
Soviet Union’s aims of social libera- 
tion, arising from the ideological 

* Wolnosc, Rownosc, Niepodleglosc ( Freedom, 
Equality, Independence) — the designation as 
sumed by the old reactionary leaders of the Polistr 
Socialist Party.—Edétor, 
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principles of the Communist Party 
of the Soviet Union (Bolshevik) 
and from the role of the Soviet Com- 
munist Party in the international 
front of struggle of all peoples, of all 
democratic forces against imperial- 
ism. We consider this failure to 
understand the ideological principles 
of Marxism-Leninism by which the 
Communist Party of the Soviet 
Union has always been guided, and 
which today, too, determine its lead- 
ing role in the international front 
against imperialism, as one of the 
chief sources of Comrade Weslaw’s 
ideological vacillations. Hence, our 
open Party criticism in order to help 
Comrade Weslaw and all those who, 
like him, failed to understand* mat- 
ters to overcome their vacillations. 

In this critical analysis, one can- 
not fail to point out other mistaken 
views mentioned in the Central 
Committee Plenum resolution, views 
which gradually led Comrade Wes- 
law to a Right, and nationalist, de- 
viation from our main Party line. 
What was behind Comrade Wes- 
law’s vacillations, behind his opposi- 
tion to the section of the Information 
Bureau Resolution which outlines 
the ideological platform of Marxist 
parties on the socialist reorganization 
of agriculture and the liberation of 
the poor and middle peasant from 
the exploitation of speculators and 
capitalist elements? 

His position reflected the un- 
doubted opportunist tendency of 
avoiding the class struggle with the 
capitalist elements in the country- 
side—a struggle without which the 

POLITICAL AFFAIRS 

victorious advance toward Socialism 
is impossible. 

The same opportunist tendency 
is glaringly apparent in Comrade 
Weslaw’s recent statements, on the 
question of the fusion of the Polish 
Workers’ Party and Polish Socialis 
Party, and the methods by which 
the two workers’ parties can be 
united. His statements reveal the 
mistaken conception that the two 
parties can be united without first 
eliminating the ideologically consoli- 
dated Right elements existing among 
a section of the old cadres of the Po- 
lish Socialist Party who, in the not 
too distant past, were connected with 
the W.R.N., or without a sharp 
struggle against the influence of alien 
ideology. 
One cannot fail to see in this a 

relapse to the opportunist Social- 
Democratic conceptions which have 
not been completely eradicated and 
are again showing themselves, and 
against which our Party waged and 
must continue to wage an irrecon- 
cilable struggle. 

THE SOURCES OF COMRADE 

GOMULKA’S MISTAKES 

We characterized Comrade Wes- 
law’s mistakes which, as pointed out 
in the Plenum resolution, are not 
isolated or accidental mistakes but 
a definite point of view of a Right- 
wing and nationalist character, de- 
spite internal contradictions. 

Every one of us must ask ourselves 
the question: what are the sources 
of these mistakes? What are their 
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roots and why have they fully come 
to the surface precisely during the 
past few months? 

In his reasoning, Comrade Weslaw 
is influenced by national narrow- 
mindedness, nationalist provincial- 
ism which restrict his political hori- 
zon, prevent him from seeing the 
close connection today between na- 
tional aspirations and international- 
ism and lead to erroneous and ex- 
tremely harmful political conclu- 
sions in practice. 
Hence the tendency, in his esti- 

mation, of the Polish working-class 
movement, to separate the struggle 
for independence from the class 
struggle of the proletariat; hence the 
incorrect conception of the essence 
of people’s democracy and the 
changes taking place in it; hence the 
position to strike a kind of “happy 
medium” between liberal-bourgeois 
democracy and socialist democracy. 
Hence, as the resolution points out, 

the inclination to pass over in silence 
or soft-pedal the truth that the Po- 
lish path to Socialism, despite cer- 
tain specific features, is not some- 
thing qualitatively different from 
the general path of development to- 
ward Socialism, that it differs only 
in form from the general path of de- 
velopment, a difference that arose 
precisely because of the preliminary 
victory of Socialism in the Soviet 
Union, a difference that is based on 
the experience of socialist construc- 
tion in the Soviet Union, taking into 
account the possibilities afforded by 
the new historical period and the 
specific conditions of the historical 
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development of Poland. 
Hence, the failure to understand 

the essence of the relations uniting 
the countries of the new democracy 
with the land of victorious Socialism, 
and the deep-going solidarity of their 
interests — relations which differ 
fundamentally from those existing 
between the new democracies and 
the capitalist countries. 

Hence, the failure to understand 
the essence of the struggle for sov- 
ereignty, which is threatened by ex- 
pansion on the part of American im- 
perialism and its German agency. 

These mistakes are the outcome of 
the fundamentally incorrect, anti- 
Leninist position in relation to the 
national question, the outcome of 
the fundamentally incorrect oppor- 
tunist position on the peasant ques- 
tion. These mistakes have much in 
common with similar developments 
which found no rebuff and conse- 
quently, led to complete degenera- 
tion in Yugoslavia. 

There is nothing fortuitous about 
the similarity of these developments, 
for they spring from the same roots. 
What is the explanation for the 

fact that these mistakes became ap- 
parent only quite recently? 
While our Party was battling 

against the reactionary fascist forces 
who frequently openly endeavored 
to restore landlord-capitalist rule, the 
ideological opportunism of Comrade 
Weslaw’s views was not apparent. 
During that period Comrade Wes- 
law undoubtedly rendered great ser- 
vice to the Party. However, with the 
smashing of the main reactionary 
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fascist forces, people’s democracy in 
Poland entered upon another phase 
of its development. 

At the time when the capitalist- 
profiteering elements, taking advan- 
tage of the difficulties of the postwar 
period and exploiting the rural poor, 
began to enhance their positions, a 
new, cardinal contradiction came to 
the fore: one between the popular 
forces — consistently democratic 
forces, namely the workers and toil- 
ing peasantry on the one hand, and 
the capitalist elements in town and 
countryside on the other. 

The question of the sharpening 
class struggle against the capitalist 
elements, especially in the country- 
side, became the order of the day. It 
was then that cracks appeared in 
Comrade Weslaw’s militant position 
and his ideological weakness became 
apparent. Without doubt, the con- 
tradictions between the capitalist 
and anti-capitalist forces in the peo- 
ple’s democratic order, as pointed 
out by the resolution, are becoming 
ever more obvious not only in Po- 
land but also in the other countries 
of the people’s democracy (as is elo- 
quently borne out by the alarming 
Yugoslav signal). 
The capitalist forces are endeavor- 

ing to “freeze” the present relation- 
ship of class forces (in the hope of 
gaining a more favorable position for 
themselves); they want “stabiliza- 
tion” while preserving the people’s 
democratic order even with its exist- 
ing scope of possibilities for capitalist 
elements, calculating on their flexi- 
bility, on the birth of capitalist 
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forces out of small economy and 
finally on possible support from 
abroad. 
The working class, on the other 

hand, is striving to secure the fur- 
ther development of the socialist ele- 
ments by dislodging and abolishing 
the capitalist elements. As for the 
poor and middle peasantry, they want 
to throw off the yoke of kulak ex- 
ploitation and the overwhelming su- 
periority of the rich peasant in the 
countryside. This helps to put the 
alliance of workers and peasants on 
a firmer basis. 

It was in this situation that the 
concealed opportunist germ of the 
Right group in our Party became 
apparent and also the tendency to 
tone down the class struggle to 
create a suitable climate for the kulak 
and his natural striving for economic 
expansion and its inevitable corol- 
lary, political expansion. 

As long experience of the work- 
ing-class movement teaches us, op- 
portunism as a rule goes hand in 
hand with nationalism, and mainly 
in the form of “social-nationalism.” 
This is exactly how matters stand 
with us. I would say that here more 
than anywhere else opportunism is 
interwoven with nationalism, utiliz- 
ing for this purpose the, as yet, un- 
buried residue of nationalistic preju- 
dices and also the anti-Russian and 
anti-Soviet sentiments assiduously 
fanned by the class enemy. 

In view of the growing polariza- 
tion of forces on a world scale be- 
tween the imperialist and anti-im- 
perialist camps, now more than ever 
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before, the attitude toward the 
U.SS.R. becomes the touchstone of 
genuine internationalism, of loyalty 
to the cause of Socialism and, at the 
same time, the firm and sole bul- 
wark of our independence and sover- 
eignty. 
The class content alike of oppor- 

tunism and nationalism is one or 
another form of agreement or rap- 
prochement with the bourgeoisie. 

In 1915, Lenin, polemizing with 
the Menshevik, Potresov, wrote: 

There is no doubt whatsoever about 
the ideo-political kinship, bonds and 
even identity between opportunism and 
social-nationalism. . . . Social-national- 
ism is an outgrowth of opportunism and 
it was the latter that gave it strength. 
... It may be that individuals of this 
type regard themselves as “internation- 
alists,” but people are judged not by 
what they think of themselves, but by 
their political conduct, and the political 
conduct of such “internationalists” who 
are not consistent and resolute oppo- 
uents of opportunism, will always be 
either help or support for the nationalist 
trend.* 

What brilliant foresight! How ap- 
propriate for our conditions are these 
words! 
Does it not make one think that 

this Leninist analysis should be ap- 
plied to the arrogant, empty and false 
“internationalist” phrasemongering 
of Tito? 
Should not an understanding of 

the essence of this question sound 
the alarm for the whole Party? 

- For the cited polemic against Potresov, see 
Lenin, “Under a Stolen Flag,” Collected Works, 
Vol. XVIII, pp. 118-136.—Ediétor. 
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Should not this understanding mo- 
bilize for decisive struggle all Party 
members loyal to the fine traditions 
of our movement? 

There is no doubt whatsoever that 
it is in precisely this way, that our 
whole Party, which has time and 
again proved its loyalty to the inter- 
ests and ideals of the working class, 
will react to this danger. 

_ Unquestionably, the Party will be 
helped in this by the self-critical 
attitude taken by Comrade Weslaw 
on the third day of the Plenum. 
Comrade Weslaw’s _ self-criticism 
shows that in response to the criticism 
of the Plenum, which, though sharp, 
was candid and sincere, he has real- 
ized that it is essential for him to 
reconsider his hitherto fundamentally 
incorrect position. 

CRITICISM AND SELF-CRITICISM 

STRENGTHEN THE PARTY 

In spite of the opportunist and na- 
tionalistic vacillations of Comrade 
Weslaw which were particularly pro- 
nounced after the first conference of 
the Information Bureau, the Cen- 
tral Committee and the Party worked 
out a correct political line, guarded 
the ideological Marxist principles of 
the Polish Workers’ Party and 
strengthened the Party’s ties with the 
working class. 

As a result of this correct line, our 
Party considerably enhanced its pres- 
tige among the masses, and above 
all, among the working class. This 
was reflected during the campaign 
for elections to trade union and fac- 
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tory committees. This was reflected 
among the mass of the peasantry 
by the co-operative elections. Also the 
rapid growth of our ranks is an indi- 
cation of the masses’ growing confi- 
dence in our Party. 

However, it would be an abandon- 
ment of the principles of Marxism 
if we, who are here considering the 
question of the Right nationalist de- 
viation in our Party, failed to. criti- 
cize the serious shortcomings and 
mistakes in all leading branches of 
our Party, starting with the Political 
Bureau. 

Here it should be stated that the 
opportunist and Right tendencies of 
Comrade Weslaw were not always 
rebuffed with sufficient energy by the 
Party leadership before they became 
a deviation. 
The experience of our Party fully 

bears out the correctness of the 
thesis advanced ten months ago in 
the Declaration of the Information 
Bureau to the effect that “the prin- 
cipal danger for the working class 
today lies in underestimating its own 
forces and overestimating the forces 
of the imperialist camp.” 
The Central Committee of the 

Party did not analyze the relation- 
ship between the growth of forces 
of the socialist, small-scale produc- 
tion and capitalist elements in the 
economy of the countryside which 
accounted for an absence of clarity 
in the Party’s policy. The Central 
Committee, likewise, was not sufh- 
ciently vigorous in repelling the op- 
portunist conceptions about the har- 
monious co-existence and develop- 

ment of “three sectors” in our econ- 
omy, which were voiced in different 
Party branches. This gave rise to a 
tolerant attitude on the part of the 
Party leadership to certain instances 
of neglect of the sharpening class 
struggle in the countryside and to 
the growth of capitalist elements in 
the countryside. All this could only 
result in Party organizations over- 
looking the revolutionary perspec. 
tives, in the weakening of their class 
militancy in certain sections, in the 

theory about the dying down of 
the class struggle. 
A glaring example of subordination 

to the Right and opportunist ten- 
dency of overlooking class contradic- 
tions in the countryside was the in- 
troduction of a fixed price for all 
peasants for the services of agricul- 
tural equipment from the machine- 
stations. This could only result in a 
distortion of the very idea that ma- 
chine-stations are a weapon to pro- 
tect the poor peasant, who has no 
implements, from exploitation by the 
village rich. 
A similar absence of class differ- 

entiation was also reflected in the 
matter of the appeal to the peasants 
to give each other neighborly assist- 
ance. 

Finally, the Party leadership failed 
to criticize its rural policy regarding 
settlement of the liberated territories. 
Consequently, the rich _ peasants 
gained a privileged position during 
the re-settlement campaign. 

The tolerant attitude of the Party 
leadership to Comrade Weslaw’ 
Right-nationalistic mistakes, espe 
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cially to his tendencies to fence off 
the path of the people’s democracy 
from the path of the Soviet Union 
and, arising from this, the opportu- 
nist glossing over of the sharpness 
of the class struggle in the devel- 
opment of people’s democracy, could 
only have a negative effect on the 
practical activities of the Party and 
on the education of its membership. 
Work to acquaint the Party with 

the experience of socialist construc- 
tion in the Soviet Union was poor 
and insufficient. During the entire 
period since the People’s Poland 
came into being, we have done noth- 
ing concrete to acquaint the Party 
with life in the socialist countryside, 
to bring to it the truth about col- 
lective farm-building and so equip 
it to counter the inventions of reac- 
tion which endeavors to present con- 
ditions in the Soviet countryside in 
a distorted form. 
We have done very little to bring 

the achievements of Marxist-Lenin- 
ist thought to the Party, and our 
publishing work in this sphere has 
been very poor. We are particularly 
backward in studying the history of 
the Communist Party of the Soviet 
Union (Bolshevik), its leading role 
in the international working-class 
movement. 
The poor Marxist-Leninist propa- 

ganda in the Party went hand in 
hand with the tolerant attitude to- 
ward ideological confusion among 
the Party intelligentsia and with an 
insufficiently Marxist study of ques- 
tions of literature, art, and science, 
which, incidentally, was reflected in 
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the position of the literary journal 
Kuznitsi. This held up the Party’s 
work on thie cultural front and is 
affecting the work of our universities, 
where non-Marxist, pseudo-scientific 
ideological premises hold sway, espe- 
cially in the humanist sciences. 
The tolerant attitude toward op- 

portunist and nationalist mistakes 
also resulted in a retreat from the 
principles of Marxism-Leninism on 
the question of the role of the Party. 
The Party leadership did not wage 
a sufficiently energetic struggle 
against the tendency to recruit mem- 
bers into the Party without discrimi- 
nation. This signified a disregard 
for the principles of Leninism which 
state that the Party is the organized 
detachment of the best elements of 
the working class, the vanguard de- 
tachment of the working class and 
the highest form of class organiza- 
tion of the proletariat. 
The disregard for these principles 

and the absence of vigilance when 
new members were accepted into the 
Party, resulted in the Party being 
loaded with socially-alien elements 
and with careerists who looked upon 
their Party card as a stepping stone 
to promotion or as a means of ob- 
taining other advantages. 
These shortcomings are mainly 

due to the underestimation of the 
leading role of the Party in all its 
sections in introducing the political, 
economic and cultural reforms in 
Poland. ... 

Bold criticism and _ self-criticism 
will not cause harm to the Party. 
On the contrary, it strengthens it 
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ideologically. The concealment or 
overlooking of mistakes can weaken 
the Party. Then again, the stubborn 
defense of wrong positions creates a 
grave danger which, if not countered, 
can result in an acute crisis causing 
vast and irreparable damage not only 
to the Party but to the whole coun- 
try. 
The anti-Marxist position of the 

leaders of the Yugoslav Party is an 
example of such a grave crisis, a 
crisis which is causing irreparable 
damage to the peoples of Yugoslavia, 
is breaking the ideological and or- 
ganizational ties with the Soviet 
Union and the new democracies and 
is encouraging the aggression of the 
imperialists. The leaders of the Yugo- 
slav Party denied the Parties of the 
Information Bureau the right to criti- 
cize their mistakes, thus avoiding 
ideological control by the internation- 
al organization and placing them- 
selves outside this organization. 

After discussing the situation in 
the Yugoslav Party, the July Plen- 
um of the Central Committee char- 
acterized the mistakes of this Party 
and denounced its leadership who did 
not even hesitate to split the united 
front of the revolutionary struggle 
against imperialism at a time when 
imperialism is intensifying its ag- 
gressive attacks. Since then, the 
Yugoslav leaders held a Party Con- 
gress which was entirely devoted 
to attacking the new democracies 
and the Soviet Union. Yugoslav 
figures who oppose this disastrous 
policy pursued by the Party leader- 
ship are forced into silence by ter- 
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ror, reprisal and assassination. 
What is there Communist or dem. 

ocratic about a Party whose leaders 
arrogantly declare that it is the bes 
and most revolutionary Party, that 
it will build Socialism quicker and 
better than the other countries, that 
it has no mistakes and never had, 
that it will tolerate no criticism what- 
soever? Nothing. All that is left is 
a hostile attitude to the Parties in 
the Information Bureau instead of 
solidarity and ideological contact. 
Such are the consequences of the 
denial of the Leninist method of 
criticism and _ self-criticism within 
the framework of an ideological in- 
ternational organization. 
On the other hand, we can see for 

ourselves from the example of the 
recent Central Committee Plenum 
of our Party the beneficial effects open 
and frank criticism and _ self-criti- 
cism have on the development of the 
ideological forces of the Party. Asa 
result of this open and frank criti- 
cism and self-criticism, the Party 
was victorious in the battle against 
ideological vacillations in the Party 
leadership. The weapon of such crit- 
icism and self-criticism helped the 
Party leadership to raise consider- 
ably the political, theoretical and 
ideological level of the Party, 
strengthened and enriched the Party 
leadership and will, unquestionably, 
enrich the whole Party with the 
great experience of struggle against 
the danger of deviations from the 
main line of the Party. This weapon 
helped to raise the militancy of the 
Party and its vigilance, to increase 
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the activity of Party cadres and to 

speed up the struggle against alien 

ideological influences. It still further 

consolidated the Party and enhanced 

its prestige. 
We are faced with the important 

task of overcoming this ideological 
deviation. We shall mobilize the 
whole Party to do this. But we shall 
not allow the struggle against the 
Right, nationalist deviation, which 
threatened to destroy our achieve- 
ments, to be accompanied by the 
revival of pernicious, sectarian and 

Leftist practices. 
We shall treasure, like the apple of 

our eye, the valuable ideological 
achievements of the Polish Workers’ 
Party, its splendid and glorious tra- 
ditions of struggle against the invad- 
ers, its creative work in laying the 
foundations of the People’s Poland 
to attain which thousands of mem- 
bers of our Party sacrificed their 
lives or gave unstintingly of their 
labor. 
Our Party holds its leaders in high 

esteem, appreciates their contribu- 
tion to the work and struggle of the 
Party and has confidence in them. 
But it regards them solely as execu- 
tors of the idea which guides the 
Party and the working class. The 
Party places loyalty to the idea of 
revolution and vigilance toward any 
attempt to smuggle in alien influ- 
ences, higher than personal attach- 
ment to Party individuals. Therein 
lies the strength of our Party which 
will base its work not on the leader 
principle, but above all, on the col- 
lective efforts of the activists and the 
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entire membership. 
We are struggling against the 

Right and nationalist deviations un- 
der the difficult conditions of the on- 
slaught of petty-bourgeois spontane- 
ity and rabid baiting on the part of 
our class enemies who are bringing 
up against us their entire arsenal of 
demagogy, chauvinism and _anti- 
Semitism. But despite the difficul- 
ties, we are confident that the Party 
will emerge from this struggle 
stronger and more consolidated than 
ever before, better equipped ideo- 
logically, steeled against opportunist 
influences and matured politically for 
the unification of the working class— 
the creation of a united working-class 
party. 

FOR BUILDING A SOCIALIST 

POLAND 

The Plenum defined concrete paths 
of struggle for the working class and 
the poor and middle peasants, aimed 
at restricting the exploitation by the 
capitalist elements of the working 
strata in the countryside, at helping 
the vast majority of the rural popu- 
lation, and at depriving the kulaks 
of their privileged positions. 
The Plenum defined the concrete 

ways and means of realizing these 
aims in all spheres of rural life: in 
the matter of maintaining a sufficient- 
ly profitable price for grain; a correct 
tax policy; a correct class policy in 
relation to agricultural credits; ex- 
tending and reorganizing the net- 
work of machinery depots, enabling 
them to serve first of all those in the 
greatest need of help, that is, the 
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peasant household lacking adequate 
agricultural implements; large-scale 
development and the democratization 
and more efficient working of the 
volost* co-operatives of the Peasant 
Mutual Assistance Union and, finally, 
the purging and renovation of the 
entire economic and administrative 
apparatus in the countryside. 

There can be no doubt that the 
carrying out of these decisions of the 
Plenum will lead to a big increase 
in the activity of the masses of peas- 
ants, will enable them to improve 
their position and to counteract the 
rural rich in the struggle to restrict 
capitalist exploitation in the country- 
side, and will raise their material and 
cultural level. 

In developing the July decisions, 
the Plenum clarified the position of 
the Party in relation to the producer 
co-operatives in the countryside, and 
gave concrete answers to a number 
of doubts expressed by the peasants 
on this matter. 

While strongly emphasizing that 
the process of switching over from 
individual to collective farming 
would require a long time, the Party 
is of the opinion that this is the only 
way to secure a rapid improvement 
in rural welfare, to abolish poverty 
and capitalist exploitation. At the 
same time the Plenum warned 
against any harmful haste in the mat- 
ter—for haste in this respect would 
be equivalent to adventurism. 

The Plenum laid down as a prin- 
ciple the absolutely voluntary char- 

* Small administrative division including sev- 
eral villages. 
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acter of the producer co-operatives 
and declared that extreme measures 
would be applied against any at. 
tempt to violate this principle. There 
can be no doubt that this decision of 
the Plenum will clear up the mat 
ter of developing the producer co 
operatives in the rural areas and toa 
considerable degree will nip in the 
bud any attempt by the class enemy 
to cause confusion in this matter. 
An important place in the deci- 

sions of the Plenum was taken by 
the big farms in the hands of the 
state; ways and means for the rapid 
development of their husbandry were 
outlined and measures for increasing 
aid to the peasant households by the 
state-owned farms. 
During the four days in which it 

was in session, the Plenum of the 
Central Committee reviewed the 
path along which the Party is lead- 
ing the working masses of Poland, on 
the basis of the unity of action of 
the entire democratic bloc. Our guid- 
ing idea on this path is the idea of a 
People’s Poland, developing in the 
direction of a new, social system. 
And this new system is Socialism. 

STRENGTHEN INTERNATIONAL 

CONTACTS OF THE WORKING 

CLASS 

The daily pulsating life of the 
working masses nourishes man's 
creative power, and his great ability 
to bring about social change. The 
greatest representatives of progressive 
social thought drew their revolution- 
ary inspiration from the springs of 
this creative power. And from the 
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springs of this creative force, there 

emerged the revolutionary ideology 
of the proletariat, transformed by 
the brilliant minds of Marx and 
Lenin into a great social program, 
and which is now headed and en- 

riched by the great and brilliant lead- 
er of the world proletariat and Com- 
munist Party of the Soviet Union 
(Bolshevik), Generalissimo Stalin. 
In the course of the long years of 

revolutionary struggle against czar- 
ism, foreign and native fascism, 
against the barbarous Hitler invasion, 

the Polish working-class movement, 
headed by our Party, acquired a 
strength and maturity that has en- 
abled it to lead the broad social move- 
ment of the working masses of town 
and countryside, the political expres- 
sion of which is the bloc of the 
democratic parties. 

In the heroic life-and-death strug- 
gle against the invader, the working 
masses received selfless, fraternal aid 
from the liberating army of the peo- 
ples of the U.S.S.R. Thanks to this 
aid, our country which had been 
devastated by the Hitlerite invaders, 
acquired freedom, and the masses 
of the people, working tirelessly, are 
building the new Poland. The plan 
of this construction will be prepared 
by the united workers’ parties, the 
faithful and steadfast guardians of 
the great revolutionary ideology of 
the proletariat, Marxism-Leninism, 
on the basis of political alliance and 
aid by all the parties in the demo- 
cratic bloc. 
Utilizing the eighty years’ experi- 

ence of the Polish working-class 
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movement, the experience of the hun- 
dred years’ struggle of the interna- 
tional working class, the experience 
of the victorious Russian Revolution, 
the thirty years’ successful Socialist 
construction in the U.S.S.R., and bas- 
ing ourselves on the ideological foun- 
dations of Marxism-Leninism, we 
are carrying out the great historical 
act of uniting the Polish Workers’ 
Party and the Polish Socialist Party, 
the act of political unification of the 
Polish working class. 
The united workers’ party is tak- 

ing upon itself the historical respon- 
sibility for the future of the Polish 
people, and will guarantee its well 
being. It will firmly unite the forces 
of the democratic bloc, and will be 
able to secure that political and cul- 
tural eminence which Poland can 
and shall attain among the progres- 
sive nations of the world. This Party 
alone, on the basis of the alliance 
of workers, peasants and intelligent- 
sia, the political expression of which 
is the democratic bloc, can provide 
the working people of Poland with 
an ever increasing prosperity. 
Not for a single moment can we 

rest on our achievements, because 
what we have accomplished so far in 
the way of building the new Poland, 
is merely a beginning toward realiz- 
ing the great aims and tasks that con- 
front our people. 
Marching boldly forward under the 

banner of Marxism-Leninism, at the 
head of the working masses of Po- 
land, our Party, as the leading ele- 
ment of the future united party, will 
successfully fulfill its historic tasks. 



APPROACHING THE 30th ANNIVERSARY 
OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY, U.S.A. 

(STATEMENT OF THE 14TH NaTIONAL CoNVENTION OF THE C.P.U.S.A., apoprm 
Avcust 6, 1948) 

IN THE COMING YEAR, on September 1, 
1949, the Communist Party of the 

United States of America will be 
thirty years old. 

It was born on September 1, 1910. 
A child of the present epoch, the 
Communist Party of the U. S. A. 
arose at a crucial turn in the history 
of our nation and of the world. The 
First World Imperialist War had 
marked the opening stage of the gen- 
eral crisis of the world capitalist sys- 
tem. In the United States, Wall 
Street faced the approach of an eco- 
nomic crisis in the wake of the war. 
It became alarmed by the world- 
shaking victorious October Socialist 
Revolution in Russia and by its pro- 
found, radicalizing impact upon la- 
bor and the people’s movements in 
our country. Through its two parties 
and its government, Wall Street un- 
leashed its infamous open-shop and 
Red-baiting offensive of 1919-1921 
which proved so costly to the Ameri- 
can people and its working class. 
On the other hand, this was also 

a moment in the history of our na- 
tion when the utter bankruptcy of 
pure-and-simple trade unionism, the 
Gompers political policy of drag- 
ging behind the parties of the mo- 
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nopolies, was beginning to be ev- 
dent to wide circles of labor. Left 
trade-union and Socialist currents 
were growing and spreading in the 
American labor movement. Large 
sections of the working class were 
waging sharp defensive battles to 
meet Wall Street’s open shop offen- 
sive. In Seattle, Washington, the his 
toric general strike was taking place. 
Throughout the land, a_ peoples 
movement was rising for the recog. 
nition of, and friendship with, the 
new Soviet state. And the more ad- 
vanced sections of labor were moving 
fast to a total break, organizationd 
as well as political, with the reformis 
and Centrist leadership of the Social 
ist Party (Berger, Hillquit, and Co), 
and to the formation of a new work- 
ing-class party. 

It was a time in the history of ou 
nation when American capitalism 
was beginning to feel the first effect 
of the general crisis of the world sys 
tem of capitalism, and when th 
American labor movement was entet- 
ing a new and higher stage of devel 
opment. It was the development 0 
these new conditions which hastened 
the birth of the Communist Party 
of the United States of America. 
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It was inevitable that an American 
working-class party of a new type— 
a Marxist-Leninist party — should 
come into existence in the epoch of 
the general crisis of capitalism and 
the growth of a new, Socialist world. 
Had the advanced detachments of 
American labor acquired a more in- 
timate knowledge of the experiences 
and lessons of the world labor move- 
ment as estimated by Marxism- 
Leninism, it would have come 
sooner. On the other hand, had these 
same forces failed to assert themselves 
during the first world imperialist 
war, it would have come later. But 
whether sooner or later, the Commu- 
nist Party of the U.S. A. had to come 
into existence in this epoch. It had 
to help organize and develop the 
new labor movement. It has to for- 
mulate and present new answers to 
the fundamental problems of strug- 
gle against the intensified exploita- 
tion and political reaction of the mo- 
nopolies. It had to promote labor’s 
leadership in the’ people’s democratic 
movements and to build itself as the 
acknowledged vanguard party of the 
American working class in the strug- 
gle toward Socialism. 

a * « 

The Communist Party of the 
U. S. A. was organized by the Left 
Wing (formed during the first im- 
perialist world war) of the Socialist 
Party of America. But the historical 
roots of the Communist Party reach 
far and deep into the past of the 
American working class. They are to 
be found in the very origin of our 
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working class and in its magnificent 
struggles against capitalist exploita- 
tion. 
Communism in the United States 

has its beginnings in the very first 
efforts—the first glimmerings of class 
consciousness—of the more advanced 
American workers to connect up the 
daily struggle for the betterment of 
labor’s conditions under capitalism 
with the historic aspirations and mis- 
sion of the working class to lead the 
people to the abolition of capitalism 
and the establishment of Socialism. 
Communism in the United States 

has its historic roots and traditions in 
every advance of American labor to 
class consciousness, to trade-union or- 
ganization, to independent political 
action, to collaboration with other 
democratic forces in the struggle 
against reaction. The Party has its 
roots in the contributions of the 
American working class to the his- 
toric battles of the American people 
for democratic liberties under the 
leadership of Jefferson, for the Bill of 
Rights, for saving the nation and 
abolishing slavery under the leader- 
ship of Lincoln, for the defense and 
extension of the people’s democratic 
liberties against the attacks of the 
monopolies in the past fifty years. 
More directly and immediately, our 

Party stems from the first Marxist 
groups and Socialist movements in 
the United States. We stem from 
Weydemeyer and Sylvis, Debs and 
Haywood, Ruthenberg and Foster. 
We stem from the Left currents in 
the American labor movement — 
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trade-union and Socialist—organized 
and built by these heroic leaders. It 
is from these Left sections of the 
American labor movement that the 
direct organizers of the Communist 
Party come — the elements that 
formed the Left Wing of the Social- 
ist Party during the first imperialist 
world war. 

. * . ‘ 

Taking a bird’s-eye view of the 
history of our Party as we approach 
and prepare for its 30th anniversary, 
one is immediately impressed by the 
fact that it has stood through the 
years in the forefront of struggle for 
the needs and interests of the work- 
ing class, the exploited farmers, the 
Negro people and all those oppressed 
and persecuted by the capitalist mo- 
nopolies. American Communists have 
presented shining examples of work- 
ing-class courage, devotion,  self- 
sacrifice, and discipline in the fight 
against all enemies of the American 
people. 
The Communist Party was the 

first political party in the United 
States to initiate a consistent fight 
against Wall Street imperialism in 
Latin America, China, Africa, and 
other areas, calling upon the Amer- 
ican people to support the liberation 
struggles of the nations oppressed by 
American imperialism. Indeed, the 
very origin of the Party lies in the 
struggles of the Left Wing of the 
Socialist Party of America against 
the imperialist war of 1914-1918. 

In the historic struggles for indus- 
trial unionism and for independent 
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working-class political action—strug. 
gles which make up much of Ameri. 
can history in the last thirty years~ 
the Communist Party of the U.S. A. 
played the part of pioneer builder 
and fighter. The entire American 
trade-union movement — C10, 
A. F. of L., R.R. Brotherhoods—is 
indebted to the Communist Party's 
fight to organize the unorganized. 
The courageous, self-sacrificing strug. 
gles of its members helped build un- 
ions where the task was most difficult 
and dangerous. Through these un- 
flagging struggles of the Communists 
grew the present strength of the trade 
unions, which the reformist and 
bureaucratic leadership of the Greens, 
Wolls, Dubinskys, Lewises, Murrays, 
Reuthers, etc., is undermining by 

its sell-out to the imperialists and 
monopolies, by its Red-baiting and 
labor - splitting treacherous policies. 
By its consistent fight for working 
class political independence, the 
Communist Party played a major 
part in the rise of Labor and Farmer- 
Labor parties. During certain phases 
of the Roosevelt period the Commu 
nist Party, despite rising revisionist 
tendencies within it, was striving to 
prepare the working class and its 
closest allies for collaboration with 
other progressive forces on the politi- 
cal field and for participating in the 
present struggle for the building ¢f 
the new party on a higher level. 
Of particular historic significance is 

the pioneering role played by the 
Communist Party in the Negro peo 
ple’s struggle for equal rights and 
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for developing the movement toward 
realizing Negro national aspirations 
in the Black Belt of the South. The 
epic Scottsboro case symbolizes this 
great contribution. The Party has 
helped the Negro people to bring 
forth a growing national liberation 
movement and to become a major 
factor in American political life. As 
a result, the American working class 
and the progressive forces generally 
have gained a major ally in the fight 
against the monopolies and reaction. 

In later years, it was again the 
Communist Party that raised in all 
its profound implications the slogan 
of struggle for the equal rights of 
the masses of the national groups, 
for their free development as organic 
parts of the American nation. It 
raised this slogan as essential to the 
struggle against the whole system of 
national oppression and discrimina- 
tion practiced by American monopoly 
capitalists on the basis of their so- 
called superior white Anglo-Saxon 
ruling class ideology. This imperial- 
ist chauvinism is particularly directed 
against the Jewish, Italian and Slav 
masses, and the Mexican and Puerto 
Rican national minorities in the 
United States. 
During the disastrous economic 

crisis of 1929-1932, in the struggle 
against unemployment and for relief, 
jobs, and security, it was the Com- 
munist Party which was the organi- 
zer of the mass struggles and the only 
true guide of the American people. 
Without the struggles of that period 
and the leadership of the Communist 
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Party, in the teeth of opposition from 
the reformist leadership, the great 
upsurge of labor and democratic 
forces during the years of the Roose- 
velt - Labor - Progressive coalition 
would have been impossible. The 
concrete gains achieved by the Amer- 
ican masses, notably unemployment 
insurance and social security, would 
not have materialized without Com- 
munist leadership and agitation. 

The pioneering role of the Com- 
munist Party in the fight against 
fascism and war during the 1930's 
played a major role in resisting the 
reactionaries and Munichites in the 
United States and in preparing 
American labor to play its important 
part in bringing about the military 
destruction of German and Japanese 
fascism. 

Thus, the Communist Party of the 
U. S. A. has throughout its history 
championed the cause of labor and 
the people, fought the enemies of the 
people. 

As in all Communist Parties, the 
internal life and development of the 
Communist Party of the U. S. A. 
was moved and determined by strug- 
gle against the constant pressure of 
bourgeois and petty-bourgeois influ- 
ences, against Right opportunism and 
Leftist sectarianism, for the theory 
of Marxism-Leninism and for poli- 
cies based upon it. During a number 
of years, a factional situation of an 
acute character developed which 
made difficult and more painful the 
inevitable and necessary internal 
struggle against all ideological and 
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political tendencies hostile to Marx- 
ism-Leninism and against ali anti- 
Party tendencies. 

Roughly between 1923 and 1929, 
the Communist Party of the U. S. A. 
underwent a serious internal struggle 
against Lovestoneism and Trotsky- 
ism. Complicated by the factional sit- 
uation, the fight became a prolonged 
one, at times threatening the. exist- 
ence of the Party. But the loyal, de- 
voted, and healthy Marxist and work- 
ing-class forces of our Party suc- 
ceeded in defeating and eliminating 
both Right-opportunist, reformist 
Lovestoneism and the counter-revolu- 
tionary agent and ally of fascism— 
Trotskyism. 

Again, in 1945, the Communist 
Party of the U. S. A. was confronted 
with the menace of Browder revi- 
sionism and liquidationism. The Par- 
ty’s Marxist-Leninist theory was be- 
ing replaced with non-Marxist and 
anti-Marxist ideas and theories, and 
the Party itself was in fact being 
liquidated. And once more, the loyal 
and devoted Party forces, the healthy 
Marxist and working-class elements, 
rose to the defense of the Party and 
its Marxist-Leninist theory. Browder- 
ism was condemned and rejected 
and a broad ideological struggle 
against it initiated. The fight against 
the theoretical and political sources 
of Browderism must continue. It 
must become intensified in the light 
of the historic ideological and politi- 
cal struggle, initiated by the Com- 
munist Information Bureau and 
waged by all Communists, against 

the anti-Marxist, anti-Leninist, bour- 
geois nationalist positions of the 
leaders of the Yugoslav Communist 
Party. 
From the same Marxist-Leninist 

positions we must now wage the 
struggle against Right opportunism 
and Leftist sectarianism, as outlined 
in the main political resolution of 
this, the Fourteenth National Con- 
vention of our Party. 
The history of the American work- 

ing class is a history of brilliant class 
battles, of rapid and powerful ad- 
vances, of magnificent contributions 
to the struggles of the American peo- 
ple for social progress and democ- 
racy. 

But it is also a history of costly 
defeats, of serious setbacks, of pro- 
longed periods of retreat and pain- 
ful defensive struggles that do not 
pass over into counter-offensive and 
offensive battles. 

It is true that the history of all 
movements for emancipation is in 
general a history of advances and re- 
treats, of victories and setbacks, of 
offensive and defensive battles. No 
great liberation movement proceeds 
in a straight line of uninterrupted 
victories. But in the history of the 
American working class this feature 
is so accentuated and dominant as to 
form an important characteristic. It 
is a characteristic that stems from 
the great historical lag in the rise and 
consolidation of a mass Marxist party 
of the American working class. With- 
out a recognized, powerful Marxist 
party to give the working-class move- dir 



ment guidance, stability, persistence, 
and perspective, the American work- 
ing class proved unable in most in- 
stances to turn defeats and retreats 
into starting points for new advances 
on a higher historical level or to fol- 
low such paths of struggle as would 
result in victory instead of defeat. 
The delayed rise of a mass Marxist 

party in the United States, was, as 
Engels explained, caused in part by - 
the traditional sectarianism of the 
more advanced detachments of the 
American working class and the pre- 
vailing bourgeois-fostered contempt 
for revolutionary theory. The re- 
tarded emergence of a mass Marxist 
party was the chief reason for the 
fact that the democratic and anti- 
monopoly movements of the Ameri- 
can people in this country, while sup- 
ported by labor, lacked the leader- 
ship and consolidating influence of 
the working class. 
The formation of the Communist 

Party in the United States opened 
a new period in the history of 
American labor. It is a period in 
which the conditions are being cre- 
ated for working-class leadership in 
the democratic movements of the 
American people and for Communist 
Party leadership of the working class 
itself. Thus, the way is opened for 
the advance of America’s oppressed 
masses headed by the working class 
to preserve and extend democracy 
against the menace of fascism, for 
the further advance to a new, people’s 
democracy, and through it—to the 
direct struggle for Socialism. 
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Since the Emergency Convention of 
the Communist Party in 1945, which 
condemned and rejected Browder- 
ism and restored the Party, the Com- 
munist Party of the U. S. A. has 
undertaken a historic task of major 
importance to our nation and to the 
world. It is the task of arousing and 
mobilizing the American working 
class and its allies (farmers, Negro 
people, middle classes, national 
groups, etc.) against the imperialist 
war-making offensive of Wall Street, 
to .checkmate its reactionary, pro- 
fascist attack upon the living stand- 
ards and democratic liberties of the 
American people. 

In the fulfillment of this task, the 
Communist Party of the United 
States has made its contribution to 
the rise and development of the anti- 
imperialist and anti-fascist peace 
coalition of the American people 
which gave rise to the new Progres- 
sive Party and its Presidential ticket. 

Learning from the history of the 
American working class, illuminated 
by the theory of Marxism-Leninism, 
we say that the permanence of the 
coming new advances by labor and 
its allies hinges primarily upon the 
ability of the American working class 
to assume leadership of the people’s 
coalition; and we say further that the 
ability of the working class to assume 
this position hinges primarily upon 
the ability of the Communist Party 
to give vanguard leadership to the 
working class. 
The 14th National Convention of 

the Communist Party of the U.S. A. 
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calls upon the Party to begin prepa- 
rations for the mass celebration of 
its 30th anniversary in September, 
1949. The Convention decides that 
the incoming National Committee 
shall organize the preparation and 
publication of a volume on the His- 
tory of the Communist Party of the 
United States of America. It shall 
also prepare varied forms of study 
and educational material on the Par- 
ty’s history, program, and immedi- 
ate tasks, in relation to the decisions 
of this Convention. It shall also make 
the necessary preparations for the 
celebration of the 25th anniversary 
of the Daily Worker in January, 1949. 
Approaching the 30th Anniversary, 

the Convention calls upon all Party 
members and organizations to inten- 

sify the study of Marxism-Leninism; 
particularly the study of the classic 
of our time, the History of the 
C.P.S.U.; the struggle for the propa. 
gation and mastery of our theory; 
the fight for the ideological and po- 
litical strengthening of our Party and 
its mass work. The Convention calls 
upon the Party to wage on incessant 
battle to build the Party in the course 
of our mass work, to study the Par. 
ty’s history, and to build among the 
masses of the American working class 
and its allies the authority and in- 
fluence of the vanguard. Communist 
Party. 

LONG LIVE THE COMMU. 
NIST PARTY OF THE UNITED 
STATES OF AMERICA! 
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FROM THE BRIEFS ON THE 

UNCONSTITUTIONALITY OF THE SMITH ACT 
Susmitrep BY DereNnsE ATTORNEYS FOR THE INDICTED TweLve ComMMUNIST ParTy 

Nationa CoMMITTEE MEMBERS 

I 

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION TO DISMISS 
INDICTMENTS ON 
CONSTITUTIONAL GROUNDS 

THE PROSECUTIONS initiated by the 
indictments in these cases are of far- 
reaching historic importance. Any 
prosecution under the statutes here 
involved would be of vital impor- 
tance since they concern the basic 
constitutional right of advocacy and 
by their enforcement threaten to un- 
dermine democratic government as 
we have known it in this country. 
But the cases at bar have a very spe- 
cial significance because these statutes 
are being used for the purpose of 
attempting to outlaw a political par- 
ty—the Communist Party. 

For this is no ordinary criminal 

prosecution. It is openly and avowed- 
ly a political case—one in which the 
government frankly seeks a judicial 
declaration that the Communist Par- 
ty of the United States should be 
outlawed, that membership in that 
Party is illegal and may be punished 
as a crime, that the political program 
espoused by that Party may not law- 
fully be heard by the people of the 
United States. 
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The twelve defendants are all the 
members of the National Commit- 
‘tee of the Communist Party, the lead- 
ing body of that organization. Each 
of them is charged in a separate in- 
dictment with having violated the 
laws of the United States by being a 
member of the Communist Party. All 
of them are charged in a single in- 
dictment with having violated the 
laws of the United States by conspir- 
ing to form the Communist Party. 
The aim and purpose of the prosecu- 
tions is therefore to make the exist- 
ence of and membership in the Com- 
munist Party unlawful and thus pre- 
vent the dissemination of its doc- 
trines and the propagation of its 
platform and program. 

But the significance of this case 
extends far beyond the fate of the 
individual defendants involved — it 
reaches to the very core of American 
constitutional democracy. For this is 
no ordinary criminal prosecution. 
Openly and avowedly, in the lan- 
guage of the indictment ten times re- 
peated, it is a case in which no act 
is charged as being consummated or 
as having a purpose of individual or 
concerted action, other than the act 
of speaking, publishing by press, or 
peaceable assembly. 
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In violence to our historic Ameri- 
can democratic tradition, political 
parties of protest and of fundamental 
reforms and revolutionary proposals 
would be forbidden to exist and to 
present their programs to the electo- 
rate. The Attorney General asks the 
court for a decision that political pro- 
grams and candidacies for public 
office be hereafter subject to police 
screening; that such programs of 
public policy offered by political par- 
ties cannot be made known to the 
American public by speech or press, 
or by peaceable assembly—cannot be 
“advocated” to the public or “taught” 
through books or newspapers or 
classes, unless first they are passed 
upon by police power and found to 
be in accord with the supposed inter- 
est of the state as interpreted by offi- 
cials for the moment in political 
power. 
The indictments with which we 

are here concerned allege no criminal 
acts on the part of the defendants. 
There is no charge that any of them 
engaged in a single act of force or 
violence. There is no charge that 
they have attempted or conspired to 
commit such acts or indeed that they 
even intended to bring them about. 
The Government finds an alleged il- 
legality only in what is its own esti- 
mate of the content of the speech and 
press of the defendants, although 
squarely denied by the defendants 
and sharply contradicted by the rec- 
ord of their speech and press. 
The only issue raised by the in- 

dictments thus relates directly to 
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thought and its expression, and to 
the open choice among political doc. 
trines in the public life of America, 
It is therefore an issue which can 
never be determined by the executive, 
the judiciary, or legislative bodies, 
but which is always and perpetually 
before the electorate alone. 

Instead of following the familiar 
pattern of other cases of political per- 
secution—the old pattern of assertion 
that certain ideas are evil because the 
men who espouse them are criminals 
—the government here asserts that 
certain men are criminals because 
their ideas are bad; to convict twelve 
men, the ideas of millions are to be 
branded as criminal. 

In many cases where an indictment 
is politically motivated and is de. 
signed to interfere with the free ex- 
pression of ideas, the invalidity of the 
indictment can be shown only at the 
trial itself, in a process of demon- 
strating that the charge of criminal 
conduct is false. 

But in this case it is otherwise. 
There is no concealment, but open 
assertion of the political motivation; 
the “advocating and teaching” of 
ideas is made the sole ground of the 
prosecution, the declared object of 
the attack; the indictment itself re- 
veals and virtually announces its 
constitutional infirmity. In such a 
situation, due process requires that 
the prosecution be halted at the very 
outset, that the court refuse to pro 
ceed with it. A trial cannot consti- 
tutionally be permitted to proceed. 

If any doubts existed as to the pur- 
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pose of these indictments, the activi- 

ties of the Democratic and Republi- 
can Parties during the current elec- 
tion campaign in which each party is 
seeking to outdo the other in vilify- 
ing the Communist Party and in at- 
tempting to destroy it by whatever 
governmental agencies each party 
happens to control, must have dis- 
pelled them. Even the President of 
the United States has made a pub- 
lic declaration of the purpose of these 
prosecutions. In a speech at Okla- 
homa City on September 28, 1948, 
reported in the New York Times on 
the 29th, page 25, he said: 

The truth is, the Democratic Party 
has been leading the fight to make de- 
mocracy effective and to wipe out com- 
munism in the United States. Long be- 
fore these Republicans started their 
Communist talk for political purposes, 
my Administration was engaged in a 
direct attack on subversive organiza- 
tions and persons in the United States. 

We have been concerned not merely 
with Communists in the Government 
but with Communists in the United 
States of America wherever they are. ... 
My administration has been steadily 

and successfully fighting Communism. 
We have acted instead of just talking 
about it. . . 
On the basis of evidence collected 

by the F.B.I. and submitted to the 
grand jury, twelve top Communist lead- 
ers will go to trial in New York on Oc- 
tober 15. 
The Republican leaders have been 

trying to make communism an issue in 
this election. They are trying to make 
you think that the Republican party 
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has a monopoly on patriotism. 
It is thus made abundantly clear 

that a government is attempting by 
the use of the law and courts to elimi- 
nate political opposition. This strikes 
at the vitals of our whole democratic 
process. 

It is not surprising, therefore, that 
the means used to accomplish this 
purpose, should be a law which in 
itself strikes at the root of democratic 
liberty and government and violates 
constitutional rights and prohibitions. 

- * * 

[The defense brief then quotes sec- 
tions of the Smith Act, under which 
the indictments were returned, and 
contends that Section 10 of that Act, 
headed “Advocating overthrow of 
government by force”:] 
does not deal with acts or even with 
attempts at action, but is confined 
solely to the right of advocacy. It is 
our contention that the right of ad- 
vocacy, the realm of ideas, is out- 
side the pale of government inter- 
vention and that these sections of the 
statute were wholly outside the pow- 
er of the Congress to enact, the Exec- 
utive to enforce or the Judiciary to 
uphold. 

CONGRESS IS WITHOUT POWER 

TO ENACT LEGISLATION 

SUCH AS THE ADVOCACY 

SECTIONS OF THE SMITH ACT 

It is the most elementary yet 
basic postulate of Federal law, that 
the Federal government, and that 
includes the Congress, is a govern- 
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ment of enumerated powers. Wheth- 
er or not it has a specified power can 
be determined only by reference to 
the United States Constitution and 
its amendments, which alone chart, 
as well as limit, Federal power. If 
power does not appear there, it does 
not exist. 

The government, then, of the United 
States, can claim no powers which are 
not granted to it by the constitution, 
and the powers actually granted must 
be such as are expressly given, or given 
by necessary implication. . . .* 

It therefore follows that to sustain 
the legality of Section 10, some pow- 
ers in Congress to enact such legisla- 
tion must be found in the Constitu- 
tion. But no express power to enact 
such a law as the Smith Act, punish- 
ing solely advocacy, can be found 
therein. 

There is sound reason for with- 
holding from government any power 
over advocacy. The essence of de- 
mocracy lies in the sovereignty of 
the people over their government; a 
belief in its principles is based upon 
a reliance on the reason and judg- 
ment of the entire people, a confi- 
dence in the superiority of such col- 
lective reason and judgment over the 
wisdom of any particular individual 
or group. In order to realize democ- 
racy then it is essential that the minds 
of the people remain wholly inde- 
pendent of the government itself. 
For if the government can direct 
or control or, by coercive methods, in- 

fluence the popular judgment, ulkti- 

e Dorr v. U-S., 195 U.S. 138, 149 (1904) 
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mate political power has in 
been transferred from the 
themselves to the government which 
was to be subject to their direction, 
and the essential basis of democracy 
has thus been lost. 

It was for this reason, that the 
Constitution excluded government 
entirely from the exercise of power 
in the domain of ideas. The ver 
foundation upon which the Const- 
tution rests requires that the govern 
ment be forbidden to interfere in any 
way with what people might believe, 
hear, discuss and read, be prohibited 
from cutting off any phase of the 
nourishment for the processes of hv- 
man thought. Since what people dis 
cuss or hear or read, depends upon 
their access to what others have to say 
or write, the government's exclusion 
from the domain of the mind re 
quires the removal of speech, pres 
and assembly from the area of its con- 
trol. And it is precisely speech, press 
and assembly which the Smith Ac 
seeks to control and punish. 

THE IMPLIED POWERS 

OF CONGRESS 

But if it be not expressed, is such 
a power properly an incident to an 
express power, and necessary to its 
execution? For it will probably be 
conceded even by the goversines 
that this statute and this indictment 
are not based on any expressed pow- 

er to pass such a law. 
All our history and traditions, al 

sound legal authority answer in th 
negative. The most dangerous Cot 
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cept affecting constitutional govern- 
ment is the notion that the legisla- 
ture possesses unlimited means to 
carry into execution its limited pow- 
ers. Thus, the argument that belief 
and opinion may be abridged out 
of sheer “necessity” and in order “to 
preserve the government” has been 
uniformly condemned. In Ex Parte 
Milligan, 4 Wall (US.) 2 (1866), 
the Supreme Court stated: 

The Constitution of the United States 
is a law for rulers and people, equally 
in war and in peace, and covers with 
the shield of its protection, all classes 
of men, at all times, and under all 
circumstances. No doctrine, involving 
more pernicious consequences, was ever 
invented by the wit of man than that 
any of its provisions can be suspended 
during any of the great exigencies of 
government. Such a doctrine leads di- 
rectly to anarchy or despotism; but the 
theory of necessity on which it is based 
is false. . . . 

The attempt to point to some par- 
ticular power contained in the Con- 
stitution as furnishing implied power 
to Congress to enact Section 10 are 
futile. If it is “necessary and prop- 
er” to prohibit speech and associa- 
tion in order to “provide for the 
common defense” or for “the public 
welfare” or “to guarantee the states 
a Republican form of goverment,” 
then it follows that the government 
is not one of particular and definite 
powers only, but one which is vested 
with general, unlimited powers au- 
thorized to legislate on all subjects 
including the press, religion, and 
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every form of belief or opinion. .. . 
The Supreme Court has warned 

against legislative usurpation of pow- 
er. 

The first article, treating of legisla- 
tive powers, does not make a general 
grant of legislative power. It reads: 
“Article 1, Section 1. All legislative 
powers herein granted shall be vested 
in a Congress,” etc.; and then, in Ar- 

ticle 8, mentions and declares the legis- 
lative powers that are granted. By reas- 
on of the fact that there is no general 
grant of legislative power it has become 
an accepted constitutional rule that this 
is a government of enumerated pow- 
ers...” 

But if advocacy statutes such as the 
Smith Act are upheld, then it follows 
that the government, under the guise 
of carrying out some expressed power, 
can suppress all forms of speech, 
press, assembly and religion. Thus 
under the guise of regulating com- 
merce, it could prohibit publication 
of newspapers; under the taxing 
power, it could oppress religious in- 
stitutions; under the war power, it 
could proscribe public meetings and 
under the general welfare clause, all 
speech could be prohibited. 

* * * 

THE FIRST AMENDMENT EX- 
PRESSLY FORBIDS GOVERN- 
MENT TO LEGISLATE OR 
OTHERWISE INTERFERE WITH 
SPEECH, PRESS, ASSEMBLY 
AND RELIGION 

The argument of lack of power al- 

* Kansas v. Colorado, 206 U.S. 46, 81, 89 
(1907). 



1018 POLITICAL AFFAIRS 

ready made is further fortified when 
it is remembered that the power of 
Congress over speech, press, assembly 
and religion is specifically forbidden 
by the First Amendment to the Con- 
stitution. 
When the Constitution was first 

proposed, the exemption of this area 
of expression from the sphere of gov- 
ernmental authority was not made 
explicit in its terms. The people who 
were then asked to ratify it refused 
to leave so vital a matter to implica- 
tion. They would not accept the as- 
surances of those who had written 
it that the exemption was intended. 
They insisted upon and they secured 
as a condition for ratification the in- 
clusion of a specific guarantee of the 
indestructible dichotomy between 
speech and action in relation to gov- 
ernmental power. It is that guarantee 
which appears in the Constitution in 
the unequivocal language of the 
First Amendment, which reads: 

Congress shall make no law respect- 
ing an establishment of religion, or pro- 
hibiting the free exercise thereof, or 
abridging the freedom of speech, or of 
the press; or the right of the people 
peaceably to assemble, and to petition 
the government for a redress of griev- 
ances, 

There is no equivocation in this 
language, it boldly and forthrightly 
declares, that Congress shall make 
no law abridging the freedom of 
speech, no law prohibiting the free 
exercise of religion, no law limiting 
the freedom of press, of peaceable 

assembly and petition. It is as abso 
lute as the Constitution’s proscription 
of Bills of Attainder, it allows of no 
exception, provides no shred of ex. 
cuse for invasion of the forbidden 
spheres. And in the light of the pur. 
pose for which it was adopted, it 
could not have been otherwise. 

It is in that light that Justice Car. 
dozo could write: 

Of that freedom [of thought and 
speech] one may say that it is the ma. 
rix, the indispensable condition, of 
nearly every other form of freedom. 

that Justice Rutledge could refer t 

the preferred place given in ow 
scheme to the great, the indispensable 
democratic freedoms secured by the 
First Amendment.** 

For the slightest limitation would, 
in effect, destroy the guarantee. If 
such a limitation existed, govern 
ment acting through its legislature, 
its executive, its courts—would neces 
sarily be empowered to determine it 
scope. By expanding or restricting 
the limitation, goverment could thea 
expand or restrict the freedom it 
self. The independence of the peo 
ple’s will from government contd 
would thus be placed at the merc 
of government itself; popular sover 
eignty over government would be ¢ 
fectively replaced by government do 
minion over the minds of man. 

Seen in this light, the Smith Ac 
is a patent violation of the Const 

* Palko v. Connecticut, 302 U.S. 319, 7 
(1937). 

** Thomas v. Collins, 323 U.S. 516, 53 
(1945). 
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tution, which constitutes a usurpation 
of power by the Congress which en- 
acted it. It gives the government 

the power to punish advocacy when- 
ever it sees fit to do so. It gives the 
government the power to enter the 
market place of ideas, from which 
the Constitution excluded it, and to 
silence those who advocate changes 
in our society. 

In effect, the Act is tantamount to 
a constitutional amendment. For if 
Congress had the power to enact this 
law, making one kind of advocacy 
unlawful, it may pass kindred laws 
making other advocacy unlawful. 
The upholding of such a law there- 
fore as a constitutional exercise of 
Congressional power would be equiv- 
alent to rewriting the First Amend- 
ment so that it read that Congress 
may pass no law infringing advocacy 
except such as Congress may deem 
necessary or desirable. The utter ab- 
surdity of such a conclusion is mani- 
fested by the mere statement. .. . 

. * 

THE ADVOCACY SECTIONS OF 
THE SMITH ACT AS CON- 
STRUED AND APPLIED TO 
THESE INDICTMENTS ARE 
UNCONSTITUTIONAL 

The evil inherent in the statute 
before us, is exemplified to the full 
when seen how it has been applied 
in the indictment in these cases. 
At the outset, we emphasize sharp- 

ly that the indictments do not charge 
the defendants with any criminal 
acts. They do not charge that the 
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defendants committed a single act 
directed to the overthrow of the gov- 
ernment; or that they attempted in 
any manner to overthrow the govern- 
ment or that they even conspired to 
overthrow the government. 
To indicate how far removed are 

these indictments from the ordinary 
conceptions of criminal charges, it 
should be noted that the defendants 
are not even charged with advocacy 
af any kind. They are accused of a 
crime punishable by 10 years im- 
prisonment, for “conspiring” to “ad- 
vocate and teach.” The government 
charges that this conspiracy to advo- 
cate and teach has been going on un- 
interruptedly since July, 1945. Yet not 
a single instance is alleged of the ad- 
vocacy or the teaching of force and 
violence during these three years. 
And of course, not a single act or 
attempt of force and violence. 

Nonetheless on such indictments 
the government asserts the power to 
send 12 men to jail for 10 years, to 
outlaw the political party which they 
head and to threaten with similar 
penalty every man and woman who 
is or may become a member of that 
party. 
We are therefore confronted in 

bold and naked form with the claim 
of government that it has the power 
under the statute to penalize advo- 
cacy and teaching—that and that 
alone; that it can make criminal not 
only actions and conduct, but speech, 
opinions and ideas—not speech con- 
nected with criminal acts, nor speech 
inciting to criminal acts, but speech 
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alone. This in essence is what the 
conspiracy indictment charges. Yet, 
that is precisely what the govern- 
ment may not do as we have hereto- 
fore discussed. 

But not only is the offense charged 
in the indictment—conspiring “to ad- 
vocate and teach”—not unlawful, 

and not within the province of gov- 
ernment to curtail or forbid. After 
the first paragraph charges this, the 
remaining 9 paragraphs set forth in 
detail what the government consid- 
ers to be the full plan and scope of 
the conspiracy and not one of these 
alleges a single unlawful act. Neith- 
er the end purpose set out in the in- 
dictment nor the means alleged to 
have been planned to bring it about 
consists of a single unlawful or even 
questionable act. On the contrary, 
each of the acts alleged as part of the 
plan falls within the constitutionally 
protected area of speech, press and 
assembly. Let us examine them 
seriatim,. 

First paragraph. This charges what 
is alleged to be the violation of law, 

that the defendants 

did conspire’... to organize the 
Communist Party of the United States 
of America, a society, group and as 
sembly of persons who teach and advo- 
cate the overthrow . . . (and) know- 
ingly and wilfully to advocate and 
teach the duty and necessity of over- 
throwing. ... 

Not only do the defendants cate- 
gorically deny the advocacy or teach- 
ing of the overthrow of the govern- 
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ment by force and violence as al. 
leged in the First paragraph but the 
government itself actually makes no 
such contention relying as revealed 
in the remaining paragraphs of the 
indictment solely upon its arbitrary 
characterization of the science of 
Marxism-Leninism in a manner to fit 
the language of the statute. 

As demonstrated by the remainder 
of the indictment, the above charges 
deal exclusively with the right to ad- 
vocate and to teach a political sci- 
ence. Nothing else is alleged. 
Second paragraph. The Second of 

the paragraphs of the indictment re- 
lates to the commencement of the al- 
leged conspiracy. Stripped of its gra- 
tuitous terms, the fact alleged therein 
is that it was part of the conspiracy 
that the defendants would 

(a) convene a meeting of the Nation- 
al Board . . . to adopt a draft resolution 
for the purpose of bringing about the 
dissolution of the Communist Politi- 
cal Association. 

(b) for the purpose of organizing 
as the Communist Party of the United 
States of America a society, group, and 
assembly of persons dedicated to the 
Marxist-Leninist principles of the over- 
throw. ... 

and here follows the estimate of the 
sponsors of the indictments as to the 
character of Marxist-Leninist prit- 
ciples. 
The indictment aptly defines a po 

litical party as an “assembly of per- 
sons” dedicated to certain principles 
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—as though the indictment were in- 
tended to cover, point by point, the 
three pillars of the First Amend- 
ment’s: speech, press and peaceable 
assembly, in order to destroy them 

all. 
What does this allege other than 

an agreement to meet—to assemble 
—for the drafting of a resolution con- 
cerning a perfectly lawful purpose— 
the dissolution of one organization 
and the organizing of another— 
speech and assembly! 

Third paragraph. The Third para- 
graph of the indictment alleges as 
a part of the so-called conspiracy that 
the defendants 

would . . . convene . . . a meeting 
of the National Committee of the 
Communist Political Association .. . 
to amend and adopt said draft resolu- 
tion. 

The draft resolution referred to is 
the one alleged in the Second para- 
graph of the indictment as having 
the purpose of bringing about the 
dissolution of the Communist Party. 
Again there is no allegation that an 
unlawful act was performed, nor a 
lawful act for an unlawful purpose. 
There is no federal !aw forbidding 
the dissolution of a Communist Po- 
litical Association. The organization 
of the Communist Party of the 
United States of America is as law- 
ful in the United States of America 
as the organization of a Republican 
Party, and cannot be made unlaw- 
ful as long as the Constitution 
stands. Just as in the Second para- 
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graph, all that is involved is speech 
and assembly. 

Fourth paragraph. The Fourth 
paragraph of the indictment avers 
nothing germane except that the de- 
fendants 

would . . . cause to be convened ... 
a special National Convention of the 
Communist Political Association . . . 
for the purpose of considering and act- 
ing upon said resolution as amended. 

Nothing unlawful in itself or lead- 
ing to an unlawful end is alleged. 
The right to assemble! 

Fifth paragraph. The Fifth para- 
graph of the indictment alleges noth- 
ing germane except that the defend- 
ants 

would induce the delegates to said Na- 
tional Convention to dissolve the Com- 

munist Political Association. 

Certainly this was not unlawful. 
Again all that is projected by this 
part of the plan is speech, the funda- 
mental right to meet in an organiza- 
tion and advocate a proposal. 

Sixth paragraph. The Sixth para- 
graph of the indictment alleges that 
the defendants 

(1) Would bring about the organi- 
zation of the Communist Party of the 
United States of America as a society, 
group, and assembly of persons to teach 
and advocate the overthrow .. . 

(2) Would cause said Convention to 
adopt a Constitution basing said party 
upon the principles of Marxism-Lenin- 
ism. 
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The act planned as set forth in this 
paragraph was the setting up of a 
political party. If the right to or- 
ganize and assemble that is pro- 
tected by the First Amendment 
means anything, it most certainly 
means the right to assemble as a po- 
litical party without which under 
our form of government, the people 
would have no way of expressing 
themselves. 
Common decency would require, 

that where the adoption of a consti- 
tution by a political party conven- 
tion is alleged in a criminal indict- 
ment seeking to imprison persons 
who adopted it on the ground that 
the party was an assembly of persons 
to teach and advocate the overthrow 
and destruction of the United States 
Government by force and violence— 
that the indictment would state that 
the constitution provides and declares 
that the party defends the United 
States Constitution and all its demo- 
cratic institutions and is opposed to 
and forbids membership in its ranks 
to persons who hold the views and 
doctrines which the indictment at- 
tributes to the party. Neither fair- 
ness nor the due process required by 
law is to be found in an indictment 
which seeks to lead a court to believe 
that the accused adopted a constitu- 
tion as a part of a conspiracy to 
“teach and advocate” the desirability, 
duty, etc., of violent overthrow of the 
Government of the United States, by 
concealment of the fact that the con- 
stitution, the adoption of which is 
alleged to be a part of the conspiracy, 
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negatives such a conclusion in its very 
opening and in its pertinent parts: 

PREAMBLE 

The Communist Party of the United 

States is the political party of the 
American working class, basing itself 
upon the principles of scientific social. 
ism, Marxism-Leninism. It champions 
the immediate and fundamental inter. 
ests of the workers, farmers, and all 

who labor by hand and brain, against 
capitalist exploitation and oppression. 
As the advanced party of the working 
class, it stands in the forefront of this 

struggle. 
The Communist Party upholds the 

achievements of American democracy 
and defends the United States Const 
tution and its Bill of Rights against its 
reactionary enemies who would destroy 
democracy and popular liberties. It un- 
compromisingly fights against imperial. 
ism and colonial oppression, against 
racial, national and religious discrimina 
tion, against Jim Crowism, anti-Semit- 
ism and all forms of chauvinism. 

The Communist Party struggles for 
the complete destruction of fascism and 
for a durable peace. It seeks to safe 
guard the welfare of the people and the 
nation, recognizing that the working 
class, through its trade unions and by 
its independent political action, is the 
most consistent fighter for democracy, 
national freedom and social progress. 

The Communist Party holds as a basic 
principle that there is an identity of in- 
terest which serves as a common bond 
uniting the workers of all lands. It rec 
ognizes further that the true national 
interests of our country and the caus 
of peace and progress require the soli 
darity of all freedom-loving peoples 
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and the continued and ever closer co- 
operation of the United Nations. 
The Communist Party recognizes that 

the final abolition of exploitation and 

oppression, of economic crises and un- 
employment, of reaction and war, will 

be achieved only by socialist reorganiza- 
tion of society—by the common owner- 
ship and operation of the national econ- 
omy under a government of the people 
led by the working class. 

The Communist Party, therefore, edu- 
cates the working class, in the course of 
its day-to-day struggles, for its historic 
mission, the establishment of Socialism. 
Socialism, the highest form of democ- 

racy, will guarantee the full realiza- 
tion of the right to “life, liberty and 
the pursuit of happiness,” and will turn 
the achievements of labor, science and 
culture to the use and enjoyment of all 
men and women... . 

In the struggle for democracy, peace 
and social progress, the Communist 
Party carries forward the democratic 
traditions of Jefferson, Paine, Lincoln 
and Frederick Douglass, and the great 
working class traditions of Sylvis, Debs 
and Ruthenberg. It fights side by side 
with all who join in this cause. 

ARTICLE I 

The name of the organization shall be 
Communist Party of the United States 
of America. 

ARTICLE II 
Purposes: The purposes of this organ- 

ization are to promote the best interests 
and welfare of the working class and 
the people of the United States, to de- 
fend and extend the democracy of our 
country, to prevent the rise of fascism, 
and to advance the cause of progress 
and peace with the ultimate aim of 
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ridding our country of the scourge of 
economic crises, unemployment, inse- 
curity, poverty and war, through the 
realization of the historic aim of the 
working class—the establishment of So 
cialism by the free choice of the ma- 
jority of the American people. 

The Seventh paragraph of the in- 
dictment alleges that the defendants 

(a) would bring about the election 
of ‘officers and the election of a Na- 
tional Committee of said Party (and) 

(b) would become members of said 
Party (and) 

(c) be elected as officers and as mem- 
bers of said National Committee and 
the National Board of said Commit- 
tee (and) 

(d) in such capacities said defend- 
ants would assume leadership of such 
Party and responsibility for its policies 
and activities (and) 

(e) would meet from time to time 
to formulate, supervise, and carry out 
the policies and activities of said Party. 

This has exactly the same charac- 
ter in the eyes of the law under the 
Constitution of the United States as 
the same words would have if spoken 
about the Republican Party or the 
Democratic Party, even if embellished 
with the insult to the court which is 
contained in the allegation that such 
regular, normal and lawful function- 
ing of a political party is “a con- 
spiracy.” The enormity and un- 
American character of such a fraudu- 
lent characterization is apparent 
when we know that the election, or- 
ganization and regular functioning 
of national committees of all politi- 
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cal parties as well as the existence of 
all such parties, including the Com- 
munist Party, is a part of the recog- 
nized legal system of government of 
the United States, 

Again, all that is involved in the 
acts set out is the basic right of or- 
ganization, of assembly. 

Eighth paragraph. The Eighth 
numbered paragraph of the indict- 
ment says nothing germane beyond 
the words that 

defendants would cause to be organ- 
ized Clubs, and District and State units 

of said Party, and would recruit and 
encourage the recruitment of members 
of said Party. 

Here, too, all that is implied is the 
exercise of the right of speech and 
press to persuade and recruit and 
the right to assemble in clubs. 

Thus, the statute is so interpreted 
as to give the government power, 
when it sees fit, to interfere with the 
right of political parties to assemble 
and meet in clubs and other local 
bodies. 

Ninth paragraph. The Ninth par- 
graph of the indictment adds redun- 
dancy to the proof that the charge 
against the defendants contains noth- 
ing whatever but irresponsible alle- 
gations in respect to the use of speech 
and press, saying: 

It was further a part of said conspir- 
acy that said defendants would publish 
and circulate, and cause to be published 
and circulated, books, articles, maga- 
zines, and newspapers advocating the 
principles of Marxism-Leninism. 

POLITICAL AFFAIRS 

This brings in freedom of the 
press to the hilt. It refers to books 
and periodicals sold and circulated 
on newsstands, in book-shops, librar. 
ies, schools and colleges. 

Tenth paragraph. The Tenth para. 
graph of the indictment reveals be. 
yond dispute that the advocacy ser. 
tions of the Smith Act are intended 
to be used by government to estab. 
lish a police censorship over thought, 
ideas, doctrine and the free discussion 
thereof even in schools of learning, 
The revealing substance of this para 
graph is the allegation 

that said defendants would conduct, and 
cause to be conducted, schools and 
classes for the study of the principles 
of Marxism-Leninism, in which would 

be taught and advocated the duty and 
necessity of overthrowing and destroy. 
ing the government of the United States 
by force and violence. 

The defendants assert that the in- 
dictment on its face reveals that the 
government construes the law as giv- 
ing it power at will to prosecute a¢- 
vocacy, to penalize the propagation 
of ideas, to suppress the views and 
opinions which it disapproves by im- 
prisoning the advocates and outlaw 
ing their organization. 
The barren, riaked charge of mert- 

ly conspiring to advocate alleged in 
this indictment makes this cas 
unique among the cases involving 
infringement of free speech, which 

the Supreme Court has passed upon. 
In all previous cases, the defendants 
were charged with some specifi 
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words which were described as vio- 
lative of the statute: a pamphlet, a 
speech, a leaflet, a book. 

When convictions were upheld, 
the Court attempted to justify the 
abridgement of the First Amend- 
ment in one of two ways: either as 
in the Gitlow case by asserting that 
the pamphlet, for the writing of 
which the defendant was indicted, 
was found by a jury to contain for- 
bidden views, 7.¢., views which the 
legislature proscribed; or as in the 
Schenck case that the leaflets there 
considered presented a “clear and 
present danger.” 
Even in the Dunne case, as ap- 

pears from the footnotes to the re- 
port, the indictment charged in 13 
paragraphs alleged illegal acts as part 
of the conspiracy such as “to bring 
about an armed revolution against 
the government,” “to create dissen- 
sion .. . and insubordination in the 
armed forces,” etc. 
Unsound as the indictments in these 

cases surely were, the government 
here abandons even the pretenses of 
alleging specific acts. It points to no 
pamphlet, speech, leaflet or book as 
violative of the statute. What the 
government deems a crime, as set 
forth in the 10 paragraphs of the in- 
dictment, is everything which the 
Communist Party has done, does or 
may ever do. The court is asked to 
find the defendants guilty not for 
commission of any criminal act; not 
even for the “advocating” or “writ- 
ing” or “publishing” of evil words, 
but for just being Communists; for 
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believing in Marxism-Leninism, for 
holding conventions of the Commu- 
nist Party; for electing officers of the 
Communist Party; for setting up 
schools and teaching its views. 
Nor is this indictment so drawn 

because the Attorney General was 
careless or inept. Only such an in- 
dictment could express and accom- 
plish what the government seeks to 
do in this case: to wholly outlaw the 
Communist Party; to deny American 
citizens the right to belong to it; to 
stifle its efforts to bring its political 
views before the people so as to com- 
pete with the programs of other po- 
litical parties. 

For if the government were to 
draw an indictment in the language 
of all legal precedent, and allege the 
acts or books or words which are 
criminal, it would defeat its main 
purpose. True, some innocent men 
would go to jail, true, the United 
States Constitution would be circum- 
vented, but the Communist Party 
would still exist. Americans would 
still hear their views on_ political 
issues of the day, and the battle to 
exterminate the Commu- 

nism would have to be fought again 
and again. 
The method of law enforcement, 

the only one consistent with our 
system of law based on the principle 

that man can only be punished for 
the crime he himself has committed, 
is clearly too tedious and troublesome 
for the government. This indictment 
is the shortcut by which all proof 
of specific acts and crimes is made 

ideas of 
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superfluous. Prove that the defend- 
ants “believe in Marxism-Leninism” 
and one will have accomplished in 
one sweep, by a single trial, what the 
enemies of the Communist Party 
have sought to do for 30 years with- 
out success: to deny to Communists 
the right to advocate and to non- 
Communists the right to hear the 
doctrine of Socialism, “advocated” 
for 100 years by millions throughout 
the world. 

As construed and applied to these 
indictments, therefore, the Smith Act 
infringes the basic rights of the de- 
fendants to speech, press and as- 
sembly, destroys their right to or- 
ganize and assemble with others as 
a political party, suppresses their 
right to expound and advocate a so- 
cial science—and is therefore uncon- 
stitutional. 

* . o 

[There follows a study of pertinent 
decisions of the Supreme Court 
which establish that under the Con- 
stitution advocacy may not be 
abridged. This section concludes as 
follows:] 
The Smith Act, and the indict- 

ments hereunder, are a reincarnation 
of the Sedition Act and the prosecu- 
tions of 1798. The Smith Act and 
these indictments represent once 
again the attempts of officials of gov- 
ernment to transgress the provisions 
of the Constitution, to abridge and 
punish mere advocacy, to outlaw a 
political party and suppress its pro- 
gram and principles in the market 
place of ideas. Again the attempt 

is made to justify such statute and 
prosecutions under the guise of “im. 
plied powers” under the Constity. 
tion or under the alleged power of 
Government to punish words which 
have a “dangerous tendency” or pre 
sent a “clear and present danger” to 
Government. Our review of the his 
torical precedents establishes that 
such an attempt by Government to 
prescribe advocacy is unlawful and 
contrary to the Constitution and the 
Bill of Rights. The Government 
will undoubtedly rely on the decision 
of the Circuit Court of Appeals in 
the Sixth Circuit, Dunne v. US, 
138 F. (2) 137 (1944) upholding 
convictions under Sections 9, 10, and 
11 of the Smith Act. Aside from the 
fact that the indictment in the Dunn 
case recited specific overt acts (while 
this indictment contains none); aside 
from the fact that its emphasis was 
upon the violations of Section 9 of 
the Act involving intent to interfer 
with the morale of the Armed Forces 
and not the stark attempt to punish 
advocacy (as in this case); aside 
from the fact that the fundamentd 
propositions presented here were no 
advanced in that case—we assert be 
sically that the theory of the Circut 
Court opinion cannot be defended 
The decision in Dunne v. Unite 
States was grounded solely upon the 
majority decision in Gitlow v. New 
York. The Circuit Court adopts it 
toto the “dangerous tendency” tes 
of 1920. It represents an abandor 
ment of the Constitution and the Bil 
of Rights, and a disregard of the & 
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cisions of the Supreme Court in the 
last two decades. The Smith Act 
is an unconstitutional measure, a law- 
less attempt by officials of govern- 
ment to proscribe speech. History 
and legal precedent are to the con- 
trary. 

* = * 

[After establishing a number of 
other legal points, the defense brief 
closes as follows:] 

It is in the arena of public opin- 
ion that this case belongs, not in 
the courtroom. It is to that forum 
that this case should be transferred. 

II 
REPLY BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
DEFENDANTS’ MOTION TO 
DISMISS INDICTMENTS UPON 
GROUNDS OF UNCONSTITU- 
TIONALITY 

STATEMENT 

The Government states: 

The defendants argue broadly that 
the Constitution does not permit the 
federal government to interfere with 
advocacy of ideas or political programs. 

That is correct. 

The Government states further: 

In support of the argument they liken 
themselves to the major political parties 
in the country, and urge that they are 
equally entitled to advocate their pro- 
gram and ideas. 

That too is correct. The Commu- 
nist Party is a political party and is 
entitled, like any other political par- 
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ty, to advocate its program and ideas. 
The Government states, however, 

that “Whether the government may 
interfere with the advocacy of ideas 
in general” is an “abstract question.” 
Its concern is solely with one idea— 
“the advocacy of revolution against 
the government.” 
The Government, while conceding 

on the one hand that the advocacy 
of ideas in general is free, contends 
on the other hand that ideas may be 
classified by Government as “good” 
or “bad.” If “bad,” then the expres- 
sion of the idea may be suppressed. 
Weare not furnished with a category 
of the ideas which Government con- 
siders evil. Assumedly, they will 
vary from time to time as the Gov- 
ernment determines. Probably, as 
history indicates, some of the “bad” 
ideas may later turn out to be “good” 
—and vice versa. Sufficient, for the 
Goverment’s purposes, is its present 
determination to characterize the 
ideas advocated by the Communist 
Party of the United States as “bad,” 
ideas which, says the Government, 
shall never leave the lips of men. 
Whoever expresses those ideas—the 
content and nature of the expressions 
to be dissected by the judicial arm of 
government—commits a crime. (Cf., 
United States v. Ballard, 322 US. 7, 
1944.) 

For the support of this proposition, 
the Government does not, of course, 
cite the Constitution of the United 
States. It points solely to three cases 
—Gitlow, Whitney and Dunne. We 
shall show that these three cases are 
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futile reeds to support such an omi- 
nous proposition. What remains in 
the Government's brief is the boldest 
attempt ever made by Government 
to abrogate the First Amendment 
and to assert absolute power to cen- 
sor, prosecute and penalize what 
Americans may say, write and advo- 
GMB. a 

+ o > 

[The defense reply to the Govern- 
ment’s brief analyzes at length the 
decisions in the Gitlow and Whitney 
cases—which also involved violations 
of the First Amendment—and dem- 
onstrates that not only were their 
circumstances quite different from 
those in question here, but also that 
the majority decisions in those cases 
have since been, in effect, reversed. 

Due to limitations of space, it is not 
possible to reproduce these sections 
here. | 

THE SCOPE OF SECTION ro 

The Government maintains that 
the Smith Act “so far as here in- 
volved” is not void for uncertainty. It 
asserts that “no extended argument is 
required to demonstrate that men of 
common intelligence need not guess 
at the meaning of the Smith Act” 
(Government Brief, pp. 17-19). There 
is this difficulty with the Govern- 
ment’s position—by these indictments 
it has construed this statute as mean- 
ing that any utterance of “force and 
violence,” regardless of whether it 
constitutes a criminal attempt or in- 
citation, whether the advocacy is ad- 
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vocacy of action or advocacy of do. 
trine—no matter what its form, and 
no matter how, or when, or where it 
is made—the Smith Act applies. The 
Government will probably urge ia 
reply that it has no intention of pup 
ishing every advocacy, but since its 
sole reliance is upon Judge Sanford 
in the Gitlow case, it is clear that its 
position is that Government has the 
power to interdict the advocacy of 
this idea without any interference by 
the judiciary—and prosecutions wil 
be dependent upon the sole determi- 
nation of officials of government. As 
so construed, we maintain that the 
statute violates the provisions of the 
First Amendment and deprives de 
fendants of their liberties withou 
due process of law in violation of the 
Fifth Amendment. 

The Government's position is thi 
advocacy of the views contained in 
the Declaration of Independence ma 
be punished under Section 10. 

If a citizen of New Hampshire 
should state at a public meetin 
that: 

Government being instituted for tk 
common benefit, protection, and 
curity, of the whole community, am 
not for the private interest or emolt 
ment of any one man, family, or cas 
of men; therefore, whenever the end 
of government are perverted, and publi 
liberty manifestly endangered, and a 
other means of redress are ineffectua 
the people may and of right ought, ! 
reform the old, or establish a new go! 
ernment. The doctrine of non-resistate 

against arbitrary power, and oppressias 

in tk 

phys 
Unit 

an il 
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is absurd, slavish and destructive of 
the good and happiness of mankind. 
(Constitution, New Hampshire, 1784, 

Article roth.) 

it would appear, if the Government’s 
position is correct, that he would be 
amenable to the terms of the Smith 
Act... 
[There follows at this point a list 

of thirty additional states whose con- 
stitutions have contained similar pro- 
visions. | 

What would the Government's po- 
sition be concerning any person who 
read or published the views of Jeffer- 
son, “I hold a little rebellion now and 
then is a good thing, and as necessary 
in the political world as storms in the 
physical.”* Would a President of the 
United States be permitted to say in 
an inaugural address as Lincoln did: 
“This country with its institutions 
belongs to the people who inhabit it. 
Whenever they shall grow weary of 
the existing government, they can 
exercise their constitutional right of 
amending it, or their revolutionary 
right to dismember or overthrow 
it”? 

What is the Government's position 
on the following statement delivered 
by a distinguished jurist rendering 
an opinion as Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of Pennsylvania: 

The words “in such manner as they 
may think proper,” in the declaration of 
rights, embraces but three known rec- 
ognized modes by which the whole 
162 Writings of Jefferrom (Ford edition), IV, p. 
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people, the state, can give their consent 
to an alteration of an existing lawful 
frame of government, viz: 

1. The mode provided in the exist- 
ing constitution; 

2. A law, as the instrumental process 

of raising the body for revision and con- 
veying it to the powers of the people; 

3. A revolution. 
The first two are peaceful means 

through which the consent of the peo- 
ple to alteration is obtained, and by 
which the existing government consents 
to be displaced without revolution. The 
government gives its consent, either by 
pursuing the mode provided in the 
constitution, or by passing a law to call 
a convention. If consent be not so 
given by the existing government the 
remedy of the people is in the third 
mode—revolution. . . .* 

As the Supreme Court stated in 
Herndon v. Lowry, supra (p. 263): 

The statute, as construed and ap- 
plied, amounts merely to a dragnet 
which may enmesh anyone who agitates 
for a change of government if a jury 
can be persuaded that he ought to have 
foreseen his words would have some 
effect on the future conduct of others... . 

.' Ss 2 

[This section, from which a pre- 
liminary portion is omitted, argues 
the duty and necessity of the court, 
without trial, to declare the govern- 
ment’s action unconstitutional.] 
We submit that the court’s power 

to pass upon the constitutionality of 
the statute and/or indictments is 
highlighted by the very nature of this 
case. When the effects of a case go 

bd es, C. J., Wells v. Bain, 75 Pa. 39, 47 
(1874). 
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beyond the fate of the defendants, 
and determine also the rights of an 
entire political party and all its mem- 
bers, a Court can not lightly pass 
over the issue of constitutionality and 
rely upon its disposition by an Ap- 
pellate Court. To determine consti- 
tutionality at this stage of the case 
would injure no one; to the contrary 
it would save from injury tens of 
thousands of men and women. For 
even a reversal on appeal will not 
make whole a political party out- 
lawed by the action of a jury in the 
case of 12 men. 
We need not speculate on the 

measure of harm which would flow 
from the contention that a District 
Judge lacked power to pass on the 
constitutionality of an advocacy 
statute. Proof is already at hand. 
Even while the Department of Jus- 
tice is prosecuting the defendants 
in the Southern District of New York 
for being members of the Communist 
Party it is hailing men and women 
before Grand Juries in the Federal 
Courts in Colorado and Ohio—up 
to the very day this brief is sub- 
mitted—and seeking to compel them 
to testify against themselves on the 
precise question of membership in 
the Communist Party, citing for con- 
tempt and even jailing men and 
women who assert their constitu- 
tional rights against incrimination. 
Were the Government sincere in urg- 
ing constitutionality of act or indict- 
ment in this case, it assuredly would 
not be insisting before Federal 
Judges in other districts that men 

and women must testify againg 
themselves in matters relating to the 
Communist Party. 

* * * 

CONCLUSION 

The Government’s answering brief 
fails to meet the issue. We are cor- 
sidering here a particular statute, 
Title 18, United States Code, Sections 
10 and 11, and particular indictments 
thereunder. The issue is—Is this spe 
cific statute on its face, and as con- 
strued by the Government in the in- 
dictments, constitutional? The issue 
is—Has Government the power to 
proscribe and punish the advocacy 
of ideas, and, as construed by the 
Government, the power to punish 
these particular defendants for or 
ganizing and belonging to a politi. 
cal party, the Communist Party of 
the United States of America? The 
Government contends that it has the 
power under our constitutional sys 
tem to characterize “the principles of 
Marxistn-Leninism” as evil, and to 
proscribe them. It contends that the 
formation of a political party with 
views and policies which the Gov 
ernment characterizes as unwise, of 
unpalatable, or wicked, is a crime 
Whether these contentions find sup 
port in history or legal precedent is 
the real issue here. 
The contention of the Govert 

ment is not new. Governments havt 
tried to usurp such power from tim 
immemorial. One has only to recal 
the early struggles in England fo 
liberty of opinion and association 
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when doctrines were proscribed by 
despotic Kings and venal proponents 
as “revolutionary” because they es- 
poused electoral reforms or separa- 
tion of Church and State. Suppres- 
sion was the method adopted by 
Government to cope with the people’s 
protests... . 
With many of these forms of po- 

litical and religious persecution the 
founding fathers were, of course, fa- 
miliar. They created a government, 
and a charter for government, to 
make certain that these persecutions 
would never recur. The only at- 
tempt made in that early era to re- 
store the absolutism of government 
and nullify the fruits of the Revolu- 
tion (Sedition Act of 1798, 1 Stat. 
596) met with speedy and decisive 
failure. A century and a half later 
the same attempt is being renewed. 

It is argued that the statute here is 
different, that it is conceived solely, 
as the Government puts it, with “the 
advocacy of revolution against the 
government” (Government’s Brief, 
p. 2). Indeed, the Government dis- 
avows any purpose to interfere with 
“the great, the indispensable demo- 
cratic freedoms secured by the First 
Amendment” (Government's Brief, 
p. 3). That is the constant position 
of officials of government who seek 
the suppression of ideas. As Prof. 
Chafee puts it: 

One of the striking features of a se- 
dition law is that it always is said to be 
different—its proponents are sure to 
contend that they are not repeating 
the mistakes of last time. Thus Black- 
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stone defended the seditious libel pros- 
ecutions of his day because they were 
not the same as the censorship; and the 
Six Acts of 1819 were not the same as 
those libel prosecutions; and the Defense 
of the Realm Act under which Bertrand 
Russell went to prison was not the same 
as the Six Acts. 

There are fashions in sedition laws 
as in everything else. . . . Aside from 
greater severity of sentences, the only 
big change during the intervening hun- 
dred odd years is in phraseology. In- 
stead of saying “to excite against the 
government the hatred of the good peo- 
ple of the United States,” sedition laws 
now say, “to advocate the overthrow 
of the government by force or violence.” 
Yet the new words work out in much 
the same way as the old words. . 

The truth is that the precise language 
of a sedition law is like the inscription 
on a sword. What matters is the exist- 
ence of the weapon. Once the sword is 
placed in the hands of the people in 
power, then, whatever it says, they will 
be able to reach and slash at almost any 
unpopular person who is speaking or 
writing anything that they consider ob- 
jectionable criticism of their policies.* 

We do not retrace here the discus- 
sion contained in Points I and II of 
our main brief. We merely reaffirm 
that governmental pawer in our con- 
stitutional system is strictly limited, 
limited by the Constitution ordained 
by the people. Freedom of thought 
and expression of thought are a do- 
main wholly immune from govern- 
mental infringement. There is no 
power in government, express or im- 

* Z. Chafee, Free Speech in the United States 
(1941), p. 466. 
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plied, to abridge the advocacy of 
ideas. The First Amendment de- 
clares this unmistakably, “Congress 
shall make no law. .. .” The Gov- 
ernment of the United States is a rep- 
resentative government. It exists by 
consent of the governed. Consent 
means free consent, freely given after 
choice freely made. For a people to 
make a free choice, every idea which 
men believe, they may express. In the 
free exchange of ideas—ideas of little 
moment and ideas which touch the 

POLITICAL AFFAIRS 

heart of things—there is distill 
the final determination by the peopk 
which constitutes “the consent of th 
governed.” For Government, the rep 
resentative of the people, to interdig 
any body of ideas, or persons «. 
pressing such ideas, is to undermin 
the very foundation of constitutioad 
government and endanger “the ¢. 
curity of the Republic” (De Jonge », 

Oregon, 299 U.S. 353, 365, 1937). 
The indictments should be dis 

missed. 

“The times of that superstition which attributed revolutions to the ill 
will of a few agitators have long passed away. Everyone knows nowa- 
days that wherever there is a revolutionary convulsion, there must be 
some social want in the background, which is prevented, by outworn 
institutions, from satisfying itself. The want may not yet be felt as 
strongly, as generally, as might ensure immediate success; but every 
attempt at forcible repression will only bring it forth stronger and 
stronger, until it bursts its fetters.” 

Frederick Engels, Germany: Revolution and 
Counter-Revolution, p. 9. 
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Manifesto. 

WE, WORKERS IN CULTURE, science and 
the arts, who have gathered in the 
Polish town of Wroclaw from 45 
countries, address the intellectuals of 
the world. We remind you of the 
mortal danger which only recently 
confronted the culture of mankind. 
We have witnessed fascist barbarity 
—the destruction of historical and 
cultural values, the persecution and 
death of brain workers, the utter dis- 
regard for all spiritual values—which 
endangered the very concepts of con- 
science, reason and progress. 

EUROPEAN CULTURE IN 

DANGER 

Human culture was saved by the 
supreme exertion of all the demo- 
cratic forces—the Soviet Union, the 
peoples of Great Britain and the 
United States, by the heroic popular 
resistance in countries seized by fas- 
cism—at the cost of unparalleled sac- 
rifices and privations. And yet, con- 
trary to the will and aspirations of the 
peoples of all countries, a handful of 
selfish men in America and Europe, 
_—. 

* Text and preface reprinted from the British 
Labour Monthly, October, 1948. 

MANIFESTO OF THE WROGLAW CONGRESS* 
The World Congress of Intellectuals in Defense of Peace, with nearly 

500 delegates from 45 different countries, met in Wroclaw, Poland, 
August 25 to 28, and issued a Manifesto. Out of 42 British delegates, 
35 voted for the Manifesto, 4 against, and 3 abstained. Out of 32 
U.S.A. delegates, 23 voted for, 7 against and 2 abstained. One delegate 
from Brazil abstained. Other delegations were unanimously for the 
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wlio inherited from fascism its ideas 
of racial superiority and the negation 
of progress, who took over its ten- 
dency to settle all problems by force 
of arms, are again making an attempt 
against the spiritual wealth of the 
nations of the world. 

The culture of the European coun- 
tries, which have made an enormous 
contribution to the treasury of hu- 
manity, stands in danger of loss of 
its national features. In a number 
of countries—Spain, Greece, Latin- 
America—forces hostile to progress 
not only preserve, but create, new 
hotbeds of fascism. 

Contrary to reason and conscience, 
oppression of human beings and of 
whole nations which the oppressors 
style as colored continues and even 
increases. The people who borrowed 
the methods of fascism practice racial 
discrimination within their countries 
and persecute progressive workers in 
science and the arts. Scientific dis- 
coveries which might benefit human- 
ity are used for secret production of 
means of destruction, which tends to 
discredit and distort the lofty mission 
of science. 
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Under the rule of these people, the 

human word and art are not used for 
purposes of educating and bringing 
peoples together, but for fanning base 
man-hating passions and for prepar- 
ing war. Firmly believing in the need 
for free development and dissemina- 
tion of the achievements of progres- 
sive culture in the name of peace, 
progress and the future of mankind, 
we protest against any restriction of 
this freedom and stress the need for 
mutual understanding among cul- 
tures and peoples in the interests of 
world civilization. 

PROTEST AGAINST USING 
SCIENCE FOR DESTRUCTION 

Realizing that modern science has 
released great new forces, which will 
inevitably be used by humanity either 
for its good or to its detriment, the 
Congress protests against the utili- 
zation of science for the purpose of 
destruction and calls on the peoples 
to bend all their efforts toward 
disseminating knowledge widely 
throughout the world, toward the 
application of science in order to re- 
duce, as swiftly as possible, the pov- 
erty, ignorance, disease and want af- 
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fecting the majority of mankind, anj 
also to assist in relaxing restrictions 
on the free movement of those why 
serve the cause of peace and progres, 
on the free publication and circul 
tion of books, on the publication o ; 
the results of scientific research 
well as of all scientific and cultura | 
achievements which serve the sam 
aims. 
The nations of the world do ne 

wish war and possess  sufficien 
strength to defend peace and cultur 
against the attempts of the new fa 
cism. Intellectuals of the world 
You are facing a great responsibility 
to your nations, to humanity ani 
history. We raise our voices fw 
peace, for the free cultural progres 
of the nations, for their national in 
dependence and close cooperation 
We call upon all brain workers ia 
every country to discuss our propo 
als. We call for national Congress 
of intellectuals in defense of peat 
to be held in all countries. We al 
for national committees in defens 
of peace to be set up everywher 
We call for international connection 
of intellectuals of all countries tok 
strengthened in the interests of peat 
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"A HIDEOUS BLASPHEMY 
AGAINST NATURE 
AND MAN" 

By FREDERICK ENGELS 

[Exactly 150 years after the appear- 
ance of Thomas R. Malthus’ Essay 
on Population (1798), we witness, in 
1948, as part of the general ideologi- 
cal offensive of Wall Street imperial- 
ism, a new and significant disinter- 
ment and dissemination of Malthus’ 
reactionary doctrines. During recent 

months the American people have 
been made the objective of a barrage 
of neo-Malthusian propaganda which 
links up an unscientific and reaction- 
ary population “theory,” with pseudo- 
scientific notions on “man’s” sup- 
posed inability to produce enough 
food. These books, forums, scientists’ 
conferences, radio speeches, etc., seek 
to conceal the responsibility of capi- 
talism for mass impoverishment and 
Starvation, economic crises and re- 
current wars, and are designed to 
prepare the people to accept, as re- 
sults of “natural laws,” the coming 
economic crisis and a third world 
war which U. S. imperialism is plot- 
ting.* 

[The following letter by Engels 
to F. A. Lange (March 29, 1865) 

__* A forthcoming issue of Political Affairs will 
include an article analyzing this current ideologi- 
cal campaign. 
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deals with Malthus and his “eternal 
laws of nature” (Engels).* The 
above-given title has been taken from 
@ passage dealing with Malthus in 
one of the earliest writings by Engels 
on political economy, “Umrisse zur 
Kritik der Nationalékonomie,” which 
was published in 1844 in the Deutsch- 
Franzosische Jahrbiicher. ] 

. .. I too was struck, the very first 
time I read Darwin, with the re- 
markable likeness between his ac- 
count of plant and animal life and 
the Malthusian theory. Only I came 
to a different conclusion from yours: 
namely, that nothing discredits mod- 
ern bourgeois development so much 
as the fact that it has not yet suc- 
ceeded in getting beyond the eco- 
nomic forms of the animal world. To 
us so-called “economic laws” are not 
eternal laws of nature but historic 
laws which arrise and disappear; and 
the code of modern political econ- 
omy, in so far as it has been drawn 
up with proper objectivity by the 
economists, is to us simply a sum- 
mary of the laws and conditions 
under which alone modern bour- 
geois society can exist—in short the 
conditions of its production and ex- 
change expressed in an abstract and 

* The Correspondence of Marx and Engels, 
International Publishers, New York, 1936, pp. 
198-200. The text here reproduced is slightly 
abridged. 
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summary way. To us also, therefore, 
none of these laws, in so far as it 
expresses purely bourgeois condi- 
tions, is older than modern bour- 
geois society; those which have hith- 
erto been more or less valid through- 
out all history only express just those 
relations which are common to the 
conditions of all society based on 
class rule and class exploitation. To 
the former belongs the so-called law 
of Ricardo, which is valid neither 
for feudal serfdom nor ancient slav- 
ery; to the latter belongs what is 
tenable in the so-called Malthusian 
theory. 

Like all his other ideas, Parson 
Malthus had stolen this theory di- 
rect from his predecessors; all that 
belongs to him is the purely arbi- 
trary application of the two progres- 
sions.* In England the theory itself 
has long ago been reduced to a ra- 
tional scale by the economists; the 
pressure of population is not upon 
the means of subsistence but upon 
the means of employment; mankind 
is capable of increasing more rapidly 
than modern bourgeois society can 
stand. To us a further reason for 
declaring this bourgeois society a bar- 
rier to development which must fall. 
You yourself ask how increase of 

population and increase in the means 
of subsistence are to be brought into 
harmony; but except for one sen- 
tence in the preface I find no at- 

* Malthus developed the idea that lation 
increases in geometrical progression a erefore 
outstrips the means of subsistence, whose produc- 
Sas only in arithmetical progression. 
—Edstor. 
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tempt to solve the question. We star 
from the premise that the same forces 
which have created modern bourgeois 

society—the steam-engine, moden 
machinery, mass colonization, rail 

ways, steamships, world trade—an 
which are now already, through th: | 
permament trade crises, working w 
wards its ruin and ultimate destry. 

tion—these same means of produ. 
tion and exchange will also suffice 
reverse the relation in a short time, 
and to raise the productive power of 
each individual so much that he can 
produce enough for the consumption 
of two, three, four, five or six ind 
viduals. Then town industry as it i 
today will be able to spare peopk 
enough to give agriculture quit 
other forces than it has had up 
now; science also will then at hs 
be applied in agriculture on a larg 
scale and with the same consis: 
ency as in industry; the exploitation 
of the inexhaustible regions fertilize! 
by nature herself in South-Easter 
Europe and Western America wil 
be carried out on an enormous scl 
hitherto quite unknown. If all thes 
regions have been ploughed up ani 
after that a shortage sets in, the 
will be the time to say caveant cor 
sules [to sound the alarm]. 
Too little is produced, that is th 

cause of the whole thing. But wh 
is too little produced? Not becaus 
the limits of production—even to-4i 
and with present-day means—are ¢t 
hausted. No, but because the limi 

of production are determined not } 
the number of hungry bellies but} 
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the number of purses able to buy and 
to pay. Bourgeois society does not 
and cannot wish to produce any 
more. The moneyless bellies, the la- 
bor which cannot be utilized for 
profit and therefore cannot buy, is 
left to the death-rate. Let a sudden 
industrial boom, such as is con- 
stantly occurring, make it possible 
for this labor to be employed 
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with profit, then it will get money 
to spend, and the means of subsist- 
ence have never hitherto been lack- 
ing. This is the endless vicious circle 
in which the whole economic system 
revolves. One presupposes bourgeois 
conditions as a whole, and then 
proves that every part of them is a 
necessary part—and therefore an 
“eternal law... .” 

CORRECTION 

The Editors wish to correct the error appearing in the second 
sentence following the subtitle on page goo of the September 
issue, caused by a mistake in the stenographic transcription of 
John Gates’ report to the recent convention of the Communist 
Party. The sentence should read: 

“The answer is that Roosevelt failed to strike at the 
root of Southern backwardness and bring about a funda- 
mental change.” 
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FAMILY FARM FANTASY 

By ERIK BERT 

The publication of Family Farm 
Policy* offers an opportunity for ex- 
amining the theory of the “family 
farm.” 

Family farm tenure is viewed by the 
editors of the volume, Joseph Acker- 
man, of the Farm Foundation, and 

Marshall Harris, of the U.S. Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, as “compatible 
with the best way of life of Western 
civilization” (p. 10). They feel that the 
family farm facilitates “the establish- 
ment and maintenance of institutions 
and processes necessary to a smoothly 
functioning social order” and is a supe- 
rior “means toward the attainment and 
maintenance of political democracy” 
(p. 17). 

THE TERM “FAMILY FARM” 

The conference participants adopted 
a definition of the family farm which 
was allegedly “realistic and permanent, 
that is, which defines something that 
actually can exist in practice” (p. 387). 

sen Famnly Farm Policy: Proceedings of a con- 
Semel on Family Farm Policy, attended by parti- 
cipants from the British Commonwealth, Northern 
Europe, Central Europe, Latin America, and the 
United States. Held at the University of Chicago, 
February 15-20, 1946." Edited by , a. Acker- 

and Marshall Harris. The University of 
1947. All page references are to 

man 
Chicago Press. 
this volume. 

Other recent books with a pattern similar to 
that outlined in Pamsly Farm Policy are: Wilcox, 
~ be Farmer in the Second World 
War, the lowa State College Press, 1947; Gris- 
wold, A. Whitney, Farming and tee Har- 
court, Brace and Company, 1948. 
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Such a definition includes (pp. 3% / 
389): 

1. “The entrepreneurial function r. 
sides in the farm family.” This, they 
held, is the “first and most essential 
characteristic” of a family farm. 

“The farm should possess suf 
cient land and capital to absorb ef 
ciently the labor of such members ¢ 
the farm family as may depend upon i 
for a livelihood. . . . However, it should 
possess no more land and capital tha 
can be operated regularly by the fam 
family.” 

3. The family farm includes thos 
farms which employ hired labor dur 
ing peak seasons. 

Excluded from the family farm group 
by this definition are (pp. 8, 389): 

“Practically all . . . sharecroppr 
units.” 

“Certain tenants and some farms 
operating under contract agreement 
which impair the essentials of entt 
preneurship of the farm family.” 

3. “Plantations and other types ¢ 
farm organizations dependent almos 
wholly upon hired labor or ‘croppers.” 

4. “Many part-time and rural-te 
dent farms which have become fait 
numerous.” 

5. Many other farms which “har 
to be classified as quasi-family farms 
The volume gives no net figure ot 

the number of family farms, since t 
number excluded under certain cat 
gories is unknown. But the confer 
did reach the conclusion that “only: 
fraction of the farms in the Unite 
States meet fully” the  specificatios 
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laid down by the conference (p. 390). 
Neither the conference as a whole, 

nor the editors of the volume, estimated 
this fraction. But some of the con- 
ferees, dismayed by the conclusions, 
hazarded a guess. 

J. F. Booth, of the Canadian Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, put the figure of 
family farms in the United States at 
under 30 per cent (p. 404). Henry C. 
Taylor, of the Farm Foundation, and 
Anne Taylor were more specific: “The 
definition in the committee’s report 
would include only about one-fourth of 
the farms of the United States as fam- 
ily farms” (p. 402). 
Whatever the fraction may be, the 

family farm, as defined, includes those 
farms in the United States which have 
(at 1939 prices) a gross product be- 
tween $1,500 and $10,000, and on which 
the labor is supplied either exclusively 
by the farm family, or by the farm fam- 
ily plus hired labor not to exceed fifty 
per cent of the total labor power ex- 
pended. (Excluded also are sharecrop- 
pers and plantations.) 

The family farms as defined are, 
thus, middle-sized farms. They consti- 
tute a minority of all farms, and em- 
brace an even smaller minority of the 
farm population. 
The family farm as defined is not a 

homogeneous entity. In addition to the 
employment of or non-employment of 
hired labor, the following criteria still 
remain: 

1. Who owns the land? 

2. Who owns the capital invested? 
3- How much is produced for the 

market? 

The theme song of the conference, 
repeated dozens of times in mild varia- 
tion, was: “The family farm has long 

BOOK REVIEW 1039 

been a basic part of our national land 
policy.” 

Leonard A. Salter, of the University 
of Wisconsin, presented a different ver- 
sion of the family-farm-policy theme. 
“Throughout the history of the United 
States,” he said, “the idea of free op- 
erator-ownership of farms has been held 
as an end to be sought.” (P. 123, my 
emphasis—E.B. See also John B. Ben- 
nett’s contribution, p. 116.) 

In so far as ideals are concerned, the 
ideal of farm tenure in American his- 
tory has not been the family farm in 
general, but a farm owned by the farm 
family. 

The conferees disposed of the own- 
ef-operator ideal—because it was so ob- 
viously contradicted by the facts of life 
—by recognizing tenancy as a perma- 
nent feature of American agriculture. 

“It was recognized that tenancy has 
a part to play,” they explained (p. 36). 
They did not admit that they had 
compromised the family-owned-farm 
ideal. They just changed the definition 
to include tenancy. 

The family farm, as thus defined to 
include both fully-owned and rented 
farms, is still not a simple concept, if 
we apply the criterion either of who 
owns the capital or of how much is 
produced for the market. 

The conference resolved this problem 
be exorcizing the contradictions inher- 
ent in the family farm as they had de- 
fined it. 

They saw no “convincing reasons for 
suggesting that all or even any part of 
the capital required to operate the farm 
should be furnished by the family.” It 
is not “necessary for a family farm to 
stay out of the capital market. It may 
borrow and it may lend funds to others. 
It may rent property from or to others. 
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How capital resources are obtained does 
not determine whether the operating 
unit is a family farm” (p. 388). 

The questions of who owns the land, 
who owns the equipment, how much 
equity the tamily farmer has in the 
land (if he owns it), or in the equip- 
ment (if it is mortgaged) were, by 
agreement, eliminated from the factors 
which determine the character of the 
family farm. 

In place of these factors, which are 
decisive in the development of agri- 
culture, they substituted the euphonious 
theory that what counts is whether “the 
family maintains the essentials of en- 
trepreneurship” (p. 388). 

The question of production for the 
market was excluded by a flank attack. 
“It is not necessary that a family farm 
be self-sufficient in the goods and ser- 
vices consumed in the household or 
even in most of the food, fuel, and fiber 
that the family uses. Some dependency 
upon markets is presumably necessary. 
.  . But our definition does not specify 
the extent of this dependency” (p. 388). 

Such definition excludes the criterion 
of production for the market and, spe- 
cifically, the growing concentration in 
the largest farm enterprises of an in- 
creasing proportion of the produce mar- 
keted. 

TENANCY AND LANDLORDISM 
IN THE U.S. 

The main characteristics of Ameri- 
can agriculture which bear on the con- 
ference’s family farm are, as admitted 
in the conference: 

1. Tenancy and landlordism are a 
permanent feature of American agricul- 
ture, including the middle-sized farms. 

Under family farm policy “it is held 
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that every farmer should have a reasop. 
able opportunity to own his farm anj 
home,” the editors say (p. 45). But ij 
the United States only a minority ¢ 
farmers “have a reasonable opportunity’ 
to own their own farms and home 
mortgage-free. And, if croppers ani 
farm workers are included, the fraction 
who have this opportunity is ev 
smaller. 

2. The conference’s family fam 
group is being eroded by economi 
forces inherent in capitalist agricu 
ture. The weakest family farms ar 
being driven into the group of smi 
farms, or are being enveloped by tk 
largest farms. The strongest fami) 
farms are moving toward the big fam 
group by engrossing the land of ther 
neighbors. 

“The facts are simple,” Robert VW 
Hudgens told the conference. “We har 
large farms, and we have small fam: 
we have owner-operator farms, and w 

have tenant-operated farms; and w 
have a great discouraged group of shar 
croppers and agricultural labors 
Among these groups the family fam 
seems to be the one that is losix 
ground” (p. 107). 

“There has been an increase in bot 
land concentration and parcellation... 
Both of these movements have be 
observed during the last fifteen year 

(p. 19). 
During the conference every st 
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with these or any other proposals, but 
with the context in which the confer- 
ence proposals were stated. They were 
put forward as an evasion of, and a 
substitute for, an analysis of the his- 
toric course of American agricultural 
development. 

In philosophic terms, the whole train 
of thought of the conferees was ideal- 
istic, both with regard to the future, 
and to the past. 

The editors declare, for example, 
that in the United States “our system 
of farm tenure” was “largely shaped” 
by “our theory, ideals, and objectives 

of democracy” (p. 42). “No other single 
concept has so profound an effect upon 
our tenure pattern” as the family farm, 
“and undoubtedly no other concept will 
exert so powerful an influence in the 
immediate future” (p. 45). “The idea 
of the family farm has shaped the 
structure of most of American agricul- 
ture” (p. 386). 

Actually the family farm ideal was 
conceived by men who opened up and 
tilled free land. For a time the ideal 
corresponded in a rough way with real- 
ity. Today it no longer corresponds. 
Today most of the land belongs to a 
landlord, or is mortgaged and/or can- 
not provide a decent living to the fam- 
ily that tills it. The family farm ideal 
had a material basis in free land. 
The conferees admit that the family 

farm ideal has not been fulfilled. But 
they describe this failure in idealistic 
terms also. They conceive the world to 
be one where conflicting ideas are the 
*: not the result, of material con- 

| “Conflicting concepts have been at 
work,” they say (p. 45). These are: the 

wever, # 
family farm ideal and the “laissez faire 

»” the right to grab as much land 
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as one can hold, as Salter puts it (p. 
126). Present-day tenure problems 
arise, in large part, the editors say, 
from the “conflicting ideologies” of the 
family farm and unrestricted acquisition 
of land (p. 42). 

“Tenure problems” have their real 
origin in the persistent advance in the 
technique of production. This raises 
the level of production, the amount 
of capital and acreage required for most 
efficient operation, and reduces the 
amount of living labor required for a 
given volume of output. Every such ad- 
vance widens the gap between the level 
of production and the tenure structure. 
An accumulation of such advances 
creates a contradiction between the 
level of production and the tenure struc- 
ture which is resolved by changes in 
tenure. 

“Tenure problems” represent the im- 
pact of changes in technique (toward a 
higher level of production) on the ex- 
isting tenure relations. 

In discussing the future the confer- 
ees and the editors indulged in pleasan- 
tries about education, research, the gold- 
en rule, better landlord-tenant and credi- 
tor-debtor relations, and the like. But the 

facts of life cannot be thus resolved. 

TECHNOLOGY AND THE 
FAMILY FARM 

The conferees moved on to more basic 
questions: 

“Can the family farm acquire and 
employ new technology that requires 
much additional capital and the move- 
ment of many people out of farming?” 

(p. 391). é 
Howard R. Tolley, chairman of the 

conference planning committee, asked: 
“How can the best that science will 
produce be applied to family farms so 
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that farmers may participate fully in the 
march of technology? How can all the 
newer and better machines and im- 
proved production techniques and proc- 
esses be made to minister to the well- 
being of family farmers?” (p. 110). 

This is possible, the conference held. 
How? The secret lies in “adequate- 
sized” farms. 

The conferees held that the key to 
survival for the family farm lies in 
bigger farms, that those which expand 
will survive, and those which do not 
will succumb. 

“One of the serious shortcomings of 
the present farm tenure situation, for 

both owners and tenants, is inadequate 
sized units. Either the operators lack 
sufficient capital . . . or the farms con- 
tain too few acres.” “Wise social plan- 
ning,” to their mind, “aims toward 
consolidation needed to assure farms 
which are really adequate for the oc- 
cupying families” (p. 435—my empha- 
sis—E.B.). 

“The present situation clearly demon- 
strates the need for land settlement and 
land tenure policies leading to an in- 
crease in the size of farms to ensure 
adequate farm incomes” (p. 436. My 
emphasis—E.B.). 

The inevitable complement of the 
development of “adequate-sized” units 
—that is, bigger units—is, as the con- 
ference recognized, the elimination of 
“inadequate-sized” units, and of the 
“surplus” farm population. “Adequate- 
sized” farms on the one hand mean 
too-many-people on the other hand. 

“It was fully agreed that agriculture 
cannot provide full on-farm employ- 
ment for all the present farm popula- 
tion. Neither can it provide work oppor- 
tunities for the comparatively large an- 
nual increase in population” (p. 30; also 
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p- 448). “Increased labor efficiency j 
due to mechanization and technologici 
improvements in farming, such as greg 
er use of tractor power, the combin 
and possibly the cotton picker. . . . Th 
decrease in manual labor due to ip 
creased efficiency displaces large num. 
bers of farm people, especially farm 
borers and sharecroppers” (p. 449). 
“When the possibilities of continu 

imaprovement in agricultural efficieng 
are considered, it may well be that tk} 
desirable policy . . . will be to reduc 
the proportion of the population « 
gaged in agriculture and to take mes 
ures to encourage the transfer to oth: 
occupations” (p. 428). 

The monopoly rulers of America ds 
think that there are “too many” fam 
ers. The U. S. Chamber of Commen 
published a report in March, 1945, titld! 
“Variations in Farm Incomes,” whid 

blithely proposes to eliminate from on 
fourth to two-thirds of the farms in thi 
country. This report was signed ov 
only by the “farm” representatives ¢ 
the Chamber of Commerce but also} 
the N.A.M., Armour & Co., Pillsbuy 

Flour Mills, General Electric, Carnatim 
Milk, and other business interests. | 
was also signed by officials of the Ame 
ican Farm Bureau and the Nation 
Grange, whose top officers can usual 
be found testifying for every piect« 
reactionary legislation put forward } 
the N.A.M. and the Chamber of Co 
merce. To ballyhoo this reductions 
philosophy, Henry Luce’s Life Mag 
zine, in its issue of May 5, 1947, c 
sensational editorial demanding 
3,800,000 farm families be elimina 

from commercial agriculture, and ci 
acterizing the family-type farms 4 
breeding grounds for the “Dillingss 
and “Pretty Boy Floyds.” It is plain 
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their proposals for eliminating the 
family-type farms are also aimed at 
the small farms as well. 
The existence of six million “farms” 

is an obstacle to the increase in the size 
of agricultural operations. The big 
farmers and their monopolist allies 

would like to carry through an enclos- 
ure movement in the classical British 
style. The existence of millions of farms 
—however uncertain the tenure under 
which they are operated—permits the 
enlargement of operations on a minority 
of the biggest farms too gradually to 
suit the bigger-farm proponents. 
They fear that there will be serious 

social consequences among the mass of 
the farm population as the technical 
level of production is raised and the 
bite of competition becomes sharper. 
The “too many farmers” record is be- 
ing played over and over again by the 
monopolists’ disc jockeys to condition 
the mass of the farm population to ac- 
cept lowered living standards and 
expulsion from the land without com- 
plaint. 
The family farm siren song is in- 

tended to help obscure the path that 
the development of American agricul- 
ture is taking. 
The use of the term “family farm” 

as defined by the conference is unsci- 
entific on two counts. 

1. The conference used the blanket 
term “family farm” to describe what is 
admittedly a small minority of all farms 
and an even smaller proportion of the 

jfarm population. There is nothing 
wrong about analyzing a section of the 
farm population, however small. It is 
unscientific to describe middle-sized 
farms by the term “family farm,” which 
can, and does, mean all things to all 
men, 
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2. By combining ownership and ten- 
ancy, fully-owned and mortgaged 
farms, farms with a high volume of pro- 
duction for the market and those with 
a small volume, the conferees embraced 
under one label the most contradictory 
developments. 

The conferees believe that by suit- 
able measures some kind of stability 
can be found for the ideal they have 
described as a “family farm.” For the 
farm population living below the “fam- 
ily farm” level the conferees offered 
only the hope of finding “some other 
occupation.” 

HOW TO ANALYZE 
AMERICAN AGRICULTURE 

American agriculture can be analyzed 
scientifically only by searching out the 
main forces making for change—de- 
velopment of technology, reduction in 
the cost of production, infiltration of 
capital from outside agriculture through 
mortgage and other debt (both private 
and government). 

American agriculture can be analyzed 
scientifically only by determining the 
impact—of the main forces making for 
change—on the ownership of the land 
(tenancy, mortgages), on the size of 
enterprise, on production for the mar- 
ket among farms of various size, and 
by ascertaining the resultant changes 
in real tenure status among the farm 
population. 

Only on such a basis can a progres- 
sive agricultural policy be established 
—one which seeks to improve the liv- 
ing conditions of the great majority of 
the farm population, beginning with 
the poorest sections, and not one which 

goes after the will-o’-the-wisp of stability 
for one section of the farmers. 
The main trend in the agriculture of 
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the United States is toward increased 
size of operations on a minority of 
farms, utilizing a greater amount of 
capital per farm. 

The consequences, in so far as the 
total number of agricultural wage work- 
ers is concerned, are not clear. The 
possibilities exist for great increases in 
the amount of capital invested in 
machinery and equipment, with no in- 
crease in the number of wage work- 
ers. As far as the South is concerned, 

a rapid increase in mechanization would 
mean a rapid reduction in the number 
of sharecroppers. 

The main trend in the agriculture of 
the United States is toward concentrat- 
ing production for the market in a small 
minority of farms, and toward making 
millions of farms “superfluous.” 

The family farm will not escape the 
impact of these developments. Either 
become a bigger farmer—or else. This 
is the alternative for the family farm. 
For most of them there is no choice. 

CONCLUSION 

The theory of the family farm serves 
to obscure the laws of development 
of American agriculture. This theory is 
dangerous because it appears to answer 
the desire of the mass of farmers to 
own, or at least operate, their “own” 
farms. 

This theory seeks to bind the farmer 
to the system of “free enterprise” by 
picturing an island of security which 
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he can win if he works diligently 
scientifically. 

The laws of motion of capitalist ag 
culture are such that the great 
farmers face increasing insecurity 
the end goal either elimination f 
farming altogether, or subsistence f 
ing if they survive. 

The only security that can prog 
the great mass of farmers within 
confines of capitalism, and which ¢ 
struggle can achieve, is the right tof 
land, and social security measures whi 
will offset the competitive advant 
that accrue to the minority of big fa 
These competitive advantages are 
hammer blows that threaten the 
of farmers. 

The right to the land means 
struggle against evictions, against 
ing the land sold or leased from up 
them, and for the division of | 
holdings. In the South this means] 
expropriation of the plantation | 
lords and the division of the land an 
the croppers. 

Playing the game according w 
rules of capitalism—which is what 
“family farm” advocates propa 
means ruination for the mass of f 
ers, more immediately for some 
for others. 

The only rule that counts for 
is mass struggle for right to the i 
and for social security measures 
will provide a foundation of highe 
ing standards for the poorest 
families. 




