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_ possible under capitalism.

- with a Socjalist goal.)

. but their political connection must

. IS NEUTRALITY .

‘ fcy of peutrality is not so much

- of pacifism as such will eréate the

- position and only the most mereis |

World S

“With the wpening uf Congress
tions has again_sprouted with the
competing for first-place honors,
in international relations and the
growing consciousness of the
American people of the danger of
war, there is a tremendous inter-
est in all proposals dealing with
the question of war and peace. It
{s therefore essential that we have
s correct attitvde toward an.such
measures in order that we may be
in & position to give a proper lead
to the working-class,

Remembering that wars are or-
ganically bound up with the very
existence of the capitalist system
and are inevitable under capital-

-real neutrality as a policy
throughout the world i impossi-.

le today—quite &8s much as the
‘elimination of exploitation is im-
-The
bagic fallacy of pacifism is that
it attempts to abolish war -and
maintain capitalism. (Of course
pacifist Socialists also want to
abolish capitalism but advocate
pacifism as a method of fighting
“hoth war and capitalism. In the
“final analysis, this is Ghandiism.|
This at-}
tempt. has always been derided by
‘Marxists, who insist that a gen-|
unine struggle against war presup-
poses a struggle agaipst the roots
of war, ie., against capitalism.
“Thus, the slogan “Against War”
iz by itself' incomplete and even
~-misleading. It most “be accom-
panied By tie “S6gdan; “Against’
Capitalism.” And the slogan “For
Peace” must be tied-up with the
sloga;n “For Socialism.”  Of course

it 'is not essential that these slo-
gans should be used in pairs in
. every leaflet and in every speech,

be mainfained,

POSSIBLITODAY?

The danger of advocating a pol-

that “we” are not neutral, or that
people will think that we are mere
pacifists. . The redl danger is that
the advocacy of such a policy or

. iMusion that neutrahty is really
possible - under eapitalism. ‘The
real struggle against war and the
war danger therefore will be para-
tyzed because the masses will de-
pend upon capitalist forces to
maintain “peace" or “neutrality. »
It was no accident that this coun-
iry was swept into the World War
as the aftermath of a presidential |
campsaign in  which the main
stock-in-trade of the suceessful
candidate was “He kept us out of
war” The Wilsonian myth served
the purpose of diverting the anti-
wvar masses from a real (proletar-
lan) anti-war movement.

Of course, pacifists cannet be
classed with jingoes. Pacifists (at
least the sincere pacifists) desire
Peace and abhor war, but the
course. they advocate will make it
easfer for the jingoes to declare
war because it will disarm the
workers and prevent a really ef-
fective struggle against war. So
that while pacifism may be con-
-sidered as a step in advance of
Jingoism, it i many steps behind
Socialism. For Socialists to give
up their advanced position and
move backwards towards pacifism
would be a damaging blow to the
cause of the working class, to the

SOCIALISM, NEUTRALITY AND WAR
By HERBERT ZAM

| The  juridical
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, @ new croprof seutrality resolu-
administration and other groups
In view of the growing tenseness

any specific country can be preserv-
ed by keeping away from “other
nations'” quarrels. Obviously this
point of view not only ignores the
interdependence of the entire im-
perialist world but is not even su-
perfically reasonable if applied to
more, than one country; for every
country in the world, war then be-
comes a matter heyond its own
role and interests—sg curse of God.

Assuming that American neu-
trality can be maintajned in the
conflict between Italy and Ethio-
pia, for instance, can .American
neutrality also be maintained in
the conflict between the U. 8. and
Japan? It ig obviously nonsensi-
cal even to pose the question in
‘this manner. And:yet that is how
all neutrality - proposals appear.
They ignore the imperialist inter-
ests of the U. §. proper and con-
fine themselves to talk of “neu-
trality in other confiicts.” But for
the American masges, the real
danger of war les in the rivalry

'batween Anierican imperialists and

other. imperialist. powers. And
this rivalry no neutrality bills can
affect so long as capitalism lives.

It must be further remembered
that almost all neutrality propos-
gls are greatly dependent upon
the League of Nations, which does

-not-include-the W8, Japan, Ger~
-many,

China and--most of-Tmatin-
America; or upon an obscure juri-

dicial definition of an “aggressor.”

All :this approaches countries as
units and ignores class relations.’
And yet for us as a class move-
ment, as an international class
movement, it is the class relations
that are most important. For ex-
ample, Indxa. rises in rebellion
against England ‘and the rebellion
 becomies 8 war |hetween the ‘two.
lanalysis or the
League "statutes may stamp In-
dia as the 'faggressor,” but as So-

| elalists our sympathies will cer-

tainly be with India’s struggle for
independence. Would we be bound
by abstractions about the ‘ag-
gressor” in such a case?

Some people, including the com-
muniyts, advocate neutrality as a
gencral policy, but insist upon ex-
ceplions in specific cages, such as
& war betwegn the Soviet Union
and Japan, This must be realized.
In any specific existing war, even-
a war involving the Soviet Union,
‘'we must fight bxtterly to prevent
U. 8. entryn'

A SOCIALIST
POSITION

*The  Soc ialist posntion toward
war and peace must be a pomtxve
one, however. We should have a
Socialist noutrality position which
must includs, both’'in everyday
-propaganda, form and in legisla-
tive form, the following demands:
Liberation of all American
colonies and possessions; with-
drawal of American troops from
all Latin-American countries,
China, ete.;  abolition - of the
standing arniy. and scrapping of
the fieet; no interference by the'
American  govermment or by
private citizens in internnl af-
fairs of other countries, particu-
Iarly Mevxico and Lafin-Ameéri-
ca; prohibition of the manufac-
ture, transportation or sale of
war materials  and munitions;
ne goverament loans to other

antiswar  struggle,  We must be
interested in helping the pavitists ]

move forward in their anti-w .1':‘

|
less criticism of their fallacions!
Pposition cun ;tvmmp!is‘x this o

. Jective, \
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countries for war purposes; no
government backing to loans to

other  countries for any pure
poses  abolition  of _all  tarlft
wvalls..and, , establishment

of 2a
systeny of free trade, :
Only if these things ae Jone
can matralitv be dssored. Bat
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