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FIVE CENTS

By MARY BELL

After the visit of the late U. S. Admiral Forrest P.
Sherman with Generalissimo Francisco Franco to explore
a bilateral military pact between their two countries, Pres-

. ident Harry S. Truman and Secretary of State Dean Ache-

son explained publicly that the United States line on Spain
had changed in the course of the last year.

From the standpoint of the Spanish working people, the U. S. line
has basically never changed. During the years of the civil war, when
the forces of democracy were bloodily arrayed against the fascists led
by the present dictator of Spain, the U. S. embargo on aid to.the
then republican government helped to- defeat the Spanish working
class. It was a war which was in part a proving ground for Hitler

and Maussolini,

Washington has followed fhrough now, as Franco recps his reward

and bolsters- his shaky regime
through a freaty which _will give

+ him momey and materiel In . ex-

change for American use of Span-~
ish naval and air bases.

The rickety structure of the
Falangist regime was bared to all
in March of this year by the gen-
eral strike which broke out in
Barcelona and spread to many
neighboring cities and which had
echoes in Madrid.

' The unpovenshed people, bur-

dened by the huge bureaucracy

and supporting one of the largest
standing-armies in Europe risked
imprisonment and death in their
refusal to pay the higher tram-

-way fares. Thousands were jailed

in the mass demonstrations which
are without parallel in the his-
tory of modern totalitarianism.
These victims, let it be remem-

bered, were persecuted by police
who were- trained by Himmler.
The people; who had been through
unique political experiences in the
Spanish eivil war, were brave
beyond imagining. But the strikes
were also a symptom that the re-
gime was weak. There is no ques-
tion, that barring outside inter-
vention, the days of Franco and
the Falange were numbered.

WHAT WILL HE GET?

Now, the Iberian fuehrer will
get a shot in the arm. How much
he will exact is not known, but he
is accustomed- to charging high
prices. Hitler reported after dick-
ering for Franco's support of the
Nazis, . "Rather than .go _through

that again, | would prefer to have -

three or four of my feeth out.”
Franco's government has already
liberaily dipped in to the $62%
million loan extended earlier this
year by the U. S. He expects a
goodly portion of the $8'2 billion
foreign arms budget now under
discussion.

SPs Dump All Principles

_In Forming International

By GORDON HASKELL

“Outside America, Socitalism is the only serious rival to Com-

munism for the allegiance of the working class.

. Moreover

the very wo’rd Socialism has unchallenged prestige as a symbol of

utopia.

The, E'cono'rmst, July 14

The Socialist International has been re-established, in a2 manner
of speaking. Representatives of some 34 socialist and labor parties
from all over the world, claiming a combined membership of 9,783,000
and the electoral support of 43,643,000 in the most recent elections,
met in Frankfurt, Germany from June 30 to July 3. They labored to
bring forth a program and a declaration of principles which could

better society.

By and large, for the masses who have not been misled by Stalin-
ism, the organizations whose leaders gathered in Frankfurt repre-
sent a hope of the future. The quotation at the top of this article
from the conservative London Economist is a sober statement of fact.
And as long as the masses of workers throughout Europe and Asia

Cretain their confidence in these organizations, as long as they belong

to them and support them, they represent the chief organized force
for the struggle for socialism—the hope of  humanity.

Nevertheless, it can be said with certainty that the program
adopted by this conference does not represent a means of rallying the

workers for a determined strug-
gle against both the decaying
capitalist system and the new
totalitarianism of Stalinism. It rep-
resents, rather the codification of
the confusion, the social conserva-

- tism, the political cowardice, the

historical myopia of the leaders,
old and new, of the social-demo-

. eratic movements of the world.

The. -statement of principles

4, worked out and adopted without
’ dlssenﬁng vote-at the conference,

“The Aims and Tasks of Demo-

" cratic Soc;ahsm,” represents a

compromise. But it is not a com-

promise between the programs
and demands of a revolutionary
wing of the movement on the one
hand and of more conservative
tendencies on the other. It is
a compromise among various
brands and tendencies of social-
reformism.

The Economist points out, with
good reason that “There is little
in the Socialist Declaration which
need offend the American union-
ists .. .” Yet these unionists are
v1gorously opposed to socialism;
they want to reform capltalxsgn

The declaration is a mass of
generalities which, with a few ex-
ceptions and trimmed of the con-
stant use of the word ''socialism,”
could be accepted by most en-
lightened followers of the Fair
Deal. This tendency to make the
document “respectable” and ac-
ceptable to all but rigid conserva-
tives is as glaringly illustrated in
its omissions as ‘in what it says.

MUM ON CAPITALISTS

For instance, the declaration
at no point attacks the capitalist
class as such. At no point does
it describe the capitalist class as
being, by its very nature, a body
of exploiters the social existence
of which is incompatible with a
demoecratic sécialist society. It
does state that “Socialism aims
to liberate the peoples from de-
pendence on’ a minédrity which
owns or controls the means of
production,” and that “such plan-
ning [economid] is incompatible
with the concentration of eco-
nomic power in the hands of a
few.”

It may be asked. is that not
the same -as saying that the
socialists regard the capitalist
class as the main obstacle to
socialism, and that it is there-
fore their aim to eliminate this
class from power in society?

it is and it is not the same. The
evasion involved here is not just a

(Turn to last page)

WHILE FRANCO FASCISM WOBBLES,
U.S. SEEKS HITLER'S PAL AS ALLY

Franco also wants, and will in-
evitably get, friendship with the
U. 8., the prestige attaching
thereto.and economic and military
assistance to the ragged economy.
He has his spokesmen here,
American. and Spanish. The
former, men like Semators Cape-
hart and McCarran, call with the
logic of Senator Taft for paring
down the military-aid bill by sev-
eral million and assurance that
Franco will be added to the list
of beneficiaries,

LEQUERICA'S ROLE

The Caudillo’s fellow-country-
man who speak- for him here is
José Féliz_de Lequerica, who ar-
rived "in February in exchange
for U. S. Ambassador to Spain .
Stanton Griffis. This was one of
the early moves in the wheeling
around of American policy. De
Lequerica, dubbed “von” by Span-
ish monarchist critics because of
his pro-Germanism, was an inti-
mate of French Nazi collaborator
Pierre Laval and Hitler Ambassa-
dor Abetz. His mission in Paris
during World War II was to
foster Franco-Hitler ecollabora-
tion against the British. The am-
bassador has been active fostering
Spanish-U. S. relations.

The U. S. deal with Spain is
unilateral: after a year of bick-
ering with the two major At-
lantic Pact nations, France and
England, it failed ‘to get compli-
ance for inclusion of Spain in the
pact. (There goes Spain’s UN
seat, for the time being, at least.)
France, even though a Catholic
country, has little sympathy for
the Franco regime. Both England
and Franco had direct experience
with European fascism and both
are concerned about the high-
handed methods of the U. S. in
subordinating all considerations
to the military.

500,000 CUTTHROATS

The official U. S. attitude de-
plores the regime in Spain, but
waives consideration of it in fa-
vor of what it considers the over-
wheiming weight of military con-
siderations, an aMitude that
operates in other areas of the
world as well. The U. S. is con-
cerned with Spain's harbors and
naval bases, its protected air-base
sites, its military manpower—and
the devil take ideology and poli-
tics.

In the sphere of manpower, al-
most every Spanish male from 28
to over 60 capable of bearing
arms is an experienced veteran
of the civil war. What does it
matter if most of them fought
against Franco? Spain’s standing
army, nearly two-thirds of which
is composed of professional sol-
diers, numbers 325,000. What
dces it matter if it is so large in

- order to guard against revolt?

U. S. strategic opinion was
summed up by one commentator
(Turn to last page)
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U S Ambassadar
Moves to Br
Greek Stnlre

The State Department’s
Bureau of arm-twisting is
at work again—in Greece,

The U. S. ambassador has
intervened to break a strike
of Greek workers. It is put
virtually as bluntly as that
in a N. Y. Times dispa’cch,
July 24.

The strike was by 55,000 gov-
ernment employees for a living
wage; they were out for 15 days
before returning tn work July 23
“not too happily.” And-— .

"Many admitted that United .
States Ambassador John E. Peur-
ifoy's letter to Premier Sophocles
Venizelos, in which the envoy.
clearly threatened a stoppage of-
United States aid funds to Greece
if the ‘chaotic’ conditions con-
tinued, had influenced their de-
cisions to resume work for ‘the
present.” (Times.) y

A foreign correspondent for
the Times, naturally must hedgze
with stock phrases like “many
admitted,” but the fact is clear:
Washington’s ambassador swuang
the big stick of American black-
mail (withdrawal of aid) in order
to force the Greek civil-service
workers back to their desks._

The strikers threaten to go out
again in two weeks unless their
wage demand is met.

BEVAN'S
MANIFESTO

The new programmatic pam- |
phlet by Aneurin Bevan and i
his associates in the British |
Labor Party, “One way Only;” |
has been shamelessly distorted }

ing the N. Y. Times. Its textd

out what Bevan says—.

Get LA Next Week

(cnd every week)

in the American press, includ- | .-

is now available here. To ﬁaqd ;



2

Page Two

LABOR ACTION

By WALTER JASON

at Does UA
bout (Ilrysler, Hu

DETROIT, July 22—The continuation of sporadic walkouts
in the Chrysler plants has posed to anxious workers this
guestion: Will the Chrysler workers’ struggle against the
speedup degenerate into another tragic Hudson situation?
The uncoordinated, confusing and exhausting depart-

- mental walkouts wherever
management puts on the
heat for production, with the
Subsequent shutdown of en-
tire plants, has put that fear-
ful possibility into the work-
ers’ minds.

For no one wants a repeti-
Yion of the terrible mess at
Hudson where the workers
have not worked a full day
since June 11! And the near-
by Chrysler workers keep
asking, "If the UAW can't
whip a small company like
Hudson, how can they de-
feat Chrysler on speedup?”
"~ The full-page advertise-
ment which the UAW had in
Saturday’s daily press -does
place the blame properly on
the Hudson management for
the ghastly situation, but it

fails to .give any clue to a

successful strategy for win-
ning at Hudson.

IT'S SPEEDUP

The UAW story about
Hudson may be summarized
as follows: Last winter the

- Hudson management pro-

“duced at a fantastic rate,
stockpiling cars to an extent
“where it new has over 32,-
000 in backlog. (The UAW
doesn’t say that Hudson did
this in anticipation of war
contracts, which Hudson
. subsequently failed to re-
ceive because it insisted on
fabulous profits.)

Hudson was forced to re-
duce its production schedule
-drastically” this spring. It
even had two weeks’ com-
plete shutdown. But the huge
backlog remains.

" *On June 11, 1951 when
the workers returned to
their jobs, they found that
‘the company had arbitrarily
" reduyced the negotiated man-
power on over 40 jobs by
some 111 men. The company
made this reduction in man-
power without prior con-
sultation with the union and
in direct violation of agree-
ments reached on manpower
in negotiations between the
union and the company,”
The UAW statement points
" out.

When the workers were unabie
o ‘meet the company's production
‘schedule——and this certainly is
speedup—the company sent the
. men home and then the entire
plant was also told to leave. This
has been a daily procedure since
June 11—more than a month!

. The UAW statement .adds:
“We charge the Hudson Motor

Car Company with willfully and

deliberately violating the contract
between the union and the com-
pany, and violating agreements
reached on preduction standards
.in.order to tie up their production
and thus have a convenient ex-
cuse not to operate their plants
because they are unable to sell
their products.”

“We believe that the company
has been reluctant to shut. down
its plants because they are afraid
of the .adverse effect it fhight have
on. present and future sales of
their ears.”

i

“We further charge the Hudson
Motor Car Company withyprovok-
ing production bottlenecks which
they use as an excuse to send
workers home in order to avoid
payment of unemployment com-
pensation to their employees.”

WHY DON'T THEY?

‘What does the UAW propose to
do? The full-page advertisement
is a reprint of a letter it sent to
Senator Blair Moody. It calls on
him and his committee. to. make a
thorough and complete investiga-
tion of the activities of Hudson
in order to correct injustices that
the company is imposing on thous-
ands of workers.

Now Senator Moody may very |

well think that this is passing
the buck to him—after all, his
committee has no power to force
a different poliey on Hudson.
Outside of publicity vatue—and
this is valuable—the letter to Sen-
ator Moody shows the UAW lead-
ers do not have a union answer
to the problem. Why wasnt a

lockout charged against Hudson.

and an atfempt to get unemploy-
ment compensation made? Or why
wasn't a strike called—it was
voted by the ranks—and the men
given strike relief which would
have..been more per week than
the 6 or .7 hours a week they
worked? These are just some of
thé questions which the UAW
hasn't answered satisfactorily to
the ranks, and they are the ques-
tions which are asked every day
of harrassed stewards and com-
mitteemen in other plants.

Chrysler has been using the
Hudson pattern against the work-
cers in its plants. New production
schedules are made, manpower
has been .cut down, and men sent
home for not producing more:
then the others walkout in sym-
pathy. Or the tense situation in
the plants makes any small irrita-
tion the cause of a walkout in
some department which forces the
rest of the plant home. The na-
tional press has been carrying
story after story of these walk-
outs.

HIT CONCESSIONS

In this eritical situation the
routine answer of top union of-

ficials—take the speedup issue
through grievance proedure-—
through grievance procedure—

though it certainly seems like the
answer to those conservative
unionists who think only that the
contract is sacred, and the umpire
system of solving disputes be-
tween the union and management

“is the final word in all negotia-

tions.

As everyone .in the TUAW
knows, many times the umpire’s
decisions are against the workers.
In the cases of chief stewards
fired for departmental walkouts,
the umpire is always dooming
the ‘union official. Speedup is
viewed legalistically by the um-
pire, not in terms of the human
effort involved.

But the basic reason why- the
ordinary union grievance proce-
dure doesn't work successfully is
that any strict enforcement of the
provisions of the contract, be it
in Chrysler or any other major
plant, gives the corporation far
more leeway on speedup than the
practices and customs in the shops
themselves.

Over a period of years, the mil-
itant stewards and shop commit-

‘temen have been able to squeeze

out of plant management many
concessions not clearly written in
the contract. Often the men have
worked out little techniques which
are time-savers and this gives the
men brief respite from the relent-

SRS el e AN T e

less demands of the moving as-
sembly lines. It is precisely these
concessions which are the first
target of the companies now.

- Chrysler workers are often told
that these kinds of concessions
have been lost in both Ford and
General Motors plants. Chrysler
management openly says that it

considers the annual-improvement

factor increase of 4 cents a rea-
son for getting more work from
the men.

The pattern of Chrysler’s at-
tack on working standards has
varied from plant to plant in the
past week, After they penalized
a total of 22 men in the Jefferson
and Kercheval plants, the com-
pany returned manpower to pre-
vious standards in the face of a
belligerent local union and shop
leadership. At Dodge they press
forward. At DeSoto they keep up
the tactics which have kept that
shop in a state of turmoil for
months.

STELLATO GAINS

The over-all situation was con-
sidered so acute that the shop
committeemen from all Chrysler
plants met in an emergency meet-
ing last week and decided on a
common policy. They advocated
a full Chrysler conference to
threaten a nation-wide -strike if
necessary. They met with the
Chrysler department, directed by
Norman Mathews, and the union
leaders had a special session with
Chrysler management warning
them against further speedup.

Nevertheless, the harsh fact re-
mains that Chrysler, like Hudson,
is determined to make the most
of the current ‘layoffs and the
resultant fears and confusion
among the workers; and the
steady policy.of attrition against
the workers’ standards continues.

For the shop -leaders the di-

George Baldanzi has opened the
offensive in the Textile Workers
Union (ClO) against President
Emil Rieve. In a two-day faction
meeting over the July 21-22 week-
end at the Hotel Diplomat in New.
York, the executive vice-president
of the 400,000-man union organ-
ized his forces in preparation for
the union’s convention next April.

The Rieve-Baldanzi struggle
has been brewing for at least two
years. It came to its first head
at the 1949 convention, when
Rieve appealed to the. convention
to oust Baldanzi from his position
as No. 2 man. The fight was com-
promised there, but the struggle
was not patched up. Before and
after the eonvention, Rieve quiet-
ly went along purging Baldanzi
men from positions in the union.

The fight between these well-
known figures aroused a great
many questions. Rieve in 1949
proposed the dumping of Baldanzi
on presumably personal grounds:
he wanted a “harmonious team”
and based his opposition to
Baldanzi on personal incompati-
bility. Baldanzi, on the defensive
at that time, made the issue out
te be Rieve’s aim of consolidating
a bureauecratic regime of personal
dictatorship in the union.

UNDERLYING ISSUE

An article in LABOR ACTION
of last December 25, “Behind the
Baldanzi-Rieve Fight,” presented
the following picture, in part:

“. .« it was clear that the
union staff was dividing into a
group of standpat machine men
around Rieve and a group around
Baldanzi, some of them with a so-
cialist background, who were more
alert to the problems confronting
labor in the present crisis. ... And,

“in general, one can say that Bald-

eedup?

lemma is this: What to do when
they know that grievance pro-
cedure will not answer satisfac-
torily the production problem
from the workers’ point of view.
It is also a question for the en-
tire UAW leadership.

In this stormy period, such ques-

tions are a source of irritations

to the top UAW leaders. The
vacuum of doubt about the Reu-
ther leadership increases, as shown
by the almost overt support that
Carl Stellato and Ford Local 600
get from previously hardened

" Reuther strongholds in the local

unions,

How much the internal rela-
tions of the UAW are being af-
fected by this crisis may be
judged soon by the results of the
forthcoming Wayne County CIO
convention which is now Reuther-
controlled. At Ford Local 600, the
Stellato regime won 68 out of 76
of the delegates.

‘What effect this will have on
the mayoralty campaign—along
with the previous political action
policies of the UAW leadership—
will also soon be known, for the
deadline for filing candidates for
mayor is July 28 and the UAW
will have to take a public stand
by then.

DISILLUSICNED?

Old-timers in the UAW recall
how this kind of mess in 1941
largely discredited the Thomas-
Addes leadership. Not the last
reason why Stellato and Company
are demanding a national emer-
gency conference of the UAW is
because they hope to put Walter
Reuther on the spot as he did
other people in other times. Since
the Reuther leadership. has de-
veloped the cult of Reuther as

" responsible for all good, it is only’

logical that the opposition of all
varieties plays on the theme that

anzi and his associates have shown
the same preoccupation with
broad labor problems (and the
same vacillation and ambiguity in
the solutions they have offered)
that has characterized the Reuther
group in the United Auto Work-
ers ..

“Readers of reports on the re-
cent. CIO convention will have
noted that Baldanzi, alone among
the CIO leaders, expressed ser-
icus eriticism of American poliey
abroad and his ambitious pro-
posals --for the responsibilities
American labor should assume.”
Not that Baldanzi. openly advo-
cated a labor party, “but at least
he said frankly on the CIO con-
vention platform what Reuther
had said only inside his own
union.”

That was the gist of it. What
this motivates is Rieve’s determ-
ination to purge the men of
Baldanzi’s tendency from the
union, thereby giving rise to the
concrete issue of democracy and
dictatorship in the union, which
is the form in which it is still
presented by the Baldanzi group.

At the Baldanzi faction meeting
over the weekend, the press now
reports, 400 union members in at-
tendance (with Rieve supporters
and reporters for Textile Labor
locked out)] pledged a fighting fund
of $100,000 to finance their revolt
against the union president’'s ma-
chine. They set up a 70-man Pre-
Convention Committee for a Demo-
cratic TWU, plus a 5-man steering
committee headed by Baldanzi. The
banner unfurled was that of demo-
cratization of the union “from top
to bottom."”

The conferees stated that tﬁey
already represented one third of
the membership. If that is not

-

Jim Crow Justice

Last month in a North Caro-~
lina witness box, Miss Willie
Jean Boswell, 18, testified that-
44-year-old Mack Ingram had
not touched her, spoken to her,
but had “looked at her” from
a distance of about 75 feet. A
judge found Ingram guilty of
“attempted assault on a fe-
male” rand sentenced him to
two years at hard labor,

This week in a Mississippi
witness box, Miss Cornelia Sla-
ter, 31, testified that Lonnie
Bevell, 27-year-old farmer, had
raped her and then beaten her
into wunconsciousness. A, 12-
man jury acquitted -defendant
‘Bevell,

As the Moscow radio will be
at least second to. peint out,
Miss Boswell, Mr. Bevell, the
judge and the jury were zall
white. Mr. Ingram and Miss
Slater were Negroes. -

Editorial in the New York
Post, July 15..

all misfortune is also his respon—
sibility.

There is little possnblllfy that in
-this situation a major opposition
will arise which can seriously chal-
fenge the Reuther leadership. It
is too strongly entrenched. But the
gap between the international
union machine and the ranks is
getting bigger. Nor is it made any
smalier by the fact that any crit-
icism, no matter how mild, of the
Reuther leadership is treated as
_virtual heresy. Such an atmosphere
only exaggerates the differences,
and antagonizes more ranks.

The limitations of the union as
an organization to solve basie
economic problems, the limita-
tions of the Reuther leadership
itself, and the general uncer-
tainty and doubts in the auto
workers’ minds have combined to
make for quite a different ocut-
look and attitude within the UAW
than the Reuther leadership an-
ticipated at the recent .conven-

tion. Disillusionment is the word-

for it.

Baldanzi Group in Textile Union
Organizes Fight Against Rieve

exaggeréted, it is certainly an
auspicious beginning.

NEXT STEP ! )

The demand raised by most of
the speakers was that ‘the con-
vention strip Rieve of his power
to appoint most of the union’s
salaried officials, on the ground
that he was using this appointive
power to set up a “totalitarian
organization” in the union.

1t is important that the Baidanzi
backers have taken the offensive
and are organizing their forces
this early, They have thereby made
their victory at least possible, just
as a mere last-minute defensive
rcle would have doomed them to
defeat. Whether their program-
matic discussion included any ref.
erences to or consideration of a
militant- policy for the union, both
on the economic and political
fronts, or whether the fight is %o
be strictly limited to the issue of
internal democracy, does net ap-
pear from any reports, I¥ is o be
hoped that thé former course will
be .pushed.

As we said in the above-men-
tioned article: “Baldanzi, if he
wants to defend himself and his
ideas, must take the offensive. He
must rouse the membership not
only by appealing to them to de-
fend democracy in their union,
but by carrying to them®an all-
around progressive militant union
program that embodies their own
hopes and aspirations. If he is
capable of carrying on such a
campaign and is suceessful, it will
mark the first reversal to the
present reactionary trend in the
CIO, and will give heart espe-
cially to the militants in the auto,
electrical and rubber workers’
ynions who await only such a
lead.”
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By PETER WHITNEY

Tke furious boiling of the polit-
ical pot in New York City has now
sufficiently simmered down so that
New Yorkers can see what has
been cooked up for them in the
way of candidates for the pres-
idency of the City Council. Last
Friday, July 20, the various party
nominating petitions were filed,
ond the door was closed to—any
furthering jockeying on the can-
didates. ~

The candidates running are:
Joseph Sharkey, Democrat; Henry
Latham, Republican; Rudolph
Halley, Liberal; and Clifford Mec-
Avoy, American Labor (Stalin-
ist). The Republicans filed peti-
tions with, the’ name of Jacob
Javits, Republican-Liberal con-
. gressman, but substituted Latham
at the last moment because the
Liberal Party leaders insisted on
their selection of Halley.

For weeks preceding the filing
of the. nominating petitions, the
Republican and Liberal
leadership engaged in a series of
maneuvers, each with the hope
that it would come out on top with
its candidate. In previous city-
wide elections. the Liberals have
usually endorsed the Republican
“vood government” candidate and
worked harmoniously against the
Tammany-dominated Democratic
candidates.

This year, however, a snag de-’

veloped and the Liberal Party,
unable to make a deal, came out
vnth a candidate of its own selec-

tien.. At the start they would
have been willing to make a deal
on Javits, but at that point the
Republicans became incensed at
what they termed dictation and
insisted they would pick their

own candidate -and mnot be
“bhossed” by the Liberals.
CROSSFIRE

The Liberal Party then nom-
1**ated Rudolph Halley, who
achieved fame as the chief coun-
scl for the Senate Crime (Ke-
fauver) Committee in its tele-
vision hearings, and is an inde-
peadent Democrat with virtually

*no political past or record. The

Liberals insisted that they were
running him as a public service
for the good citizens of New York
City who wanted to be rid of
Tammany bossism and gangster
domination. They pleaded with
the Republicans: fo accept him as
a coalition candidate,.above par-
ties and above “narrow interests.”

But the Republicans weren't
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swallowing this line, and in their
next move they cleverly nominatéd
Javits. After all, they pointed out
to the Liberals: you yourselves
have pointed out how liberal, how
pro-labor, and what a top-notch
candidate Javits is. They pointed
out, to the discomfort of the
Liberals; that their votes have
again and .again elected Javits to
Congress. If he's good enough for
the Liberals for Congress, why not
for City Council president, the se-
cond highest elective office in New
York City? Wouldn't that be as
good a public service as running
Halley?

In the face of the deals of
yesteryear, with the still-green
memories of Republican-Liberal
coalitions, the Liberals could only
mutter that Javits was too im-
portant a man for Congress to
lose in this-time of international
tension. This line was echoed by
Javits himself, who found himself
uncomfortably placed between the
crossfire of the Republicans and
the Liberals.

"OUR FRIENDS™

‘Javits insisted that he would
not run without Liberal endorse-
ment, while the Republicans
darkly threatened that as a Re-
publican he owed his fundamental
obligation to them and should
click’ his heels when the party
says it’s necessary . . . or else
they hinted that his ambitions for
higher political posts may eome
to an early death.

Javits wriggled on the spot and
come out with a letter urging the
Liberals to withdraw Haliey and
make a deal with the Republicans
on some [ointly agreeable candi-
date other than himself. Thus do
the "friends" of the Liberal Party
use their influence and prestige,
built up by the Liberal Party,
against the party itself. In any
crisis, they demonstrate that they
are Republicans (or Democrats)
first and will further the aims of
that party against the Liberals.

But the Liberal Party, for a
series of reasons—not all of them
worthy of close inspection, de-
cided they would not dump Halley

and began building up the cam--

paign for him. In part at least,
it is a recognition of the growing
sentiment within the party ranks
to run candidates of their own, as
well as an attempt to capture the
anti-bossism and anti-gangster-

Spanish POUM Stresses

The July 10 issue of the publi-
cation of the Spanish POUM, Le
Batalla, has just reached our
hands. Very few new reports
from Spain are in this issue, in-
dicating continued quiet in that
land; the people are still taking
stock of their great triumphs bf
April and March, triumphs which,
L« Bataelle emphasizes, have com-
pletely changed the revolutionary
perspective (from defense to of-
fense) in Spain,

They are nof unmindful of the
fact that American aid might bol-
ster the Franco regime for a
period of time, but they are con-
vinced that the March and April

events demonstrated that, in  the-

long run, even with outside help,
the structure of the ruiing regime
is so diseased and weak, the peo-
ple so determined, that its de-
struction remdins probable, The
initiative remains in the hands of
the people.

However, Solano, editor of La
Batalla points out that “if Franco
succeeds in getting the eredits
and military help that he begs for
with such anguish, the responsi-
bility for the situation that will
be created in Spain will fall to
the anti-Franco foreces and above
all to the international working
class.” -

The POUM plenum of its de-
partmental policy chairmen was

Break

ism feelings of the New York
electorate. The Halley nomination
has tended to hearten those with-
in the party who believe the
party should end its policy of
deals with Republicans and Demeo-
crats and should make a clean
break with the two old parties.

While there is little doubt that
the Liberal Party leadership
would have preferred to make a
deal in this campaign, the fact
i{mains that it is now pitting

alley against .the candidates of
the Democratic and Republican
machines. It has been pushed
into this position, but instead of
exploiting and developing this

possibility the Liberal Party
leadership intends to run a
respectable appeal-to-all- partles

campaign, it seems.

LESSON FOR LIBERALS

The Republican and Democratic
leaderships at least talk with a
show of more principles than do
the Liberals themselves,

The Republican candidate, Lat-
hem, when substituted for Javits,
proctaimed that fusion with the
Liberal Party was always a horrid
idea! "From the standpoint of po-
litical philosophy we could more
readily swallow a coalition with
the Democrats,” eiucidates Lat-
ham, and he is 100 per cent right.
Would that the Liberal leadership
could assimilate this fundamental
fact of political life!

And if the Republicans can’t
teach them, maybe the action
of Paul Fitzpatrick, Democratic
state chairman, should stir them
t6 some thinking of their own.
Fitzpatrick wired the Democratic
county chairmen to reject en-
dorsement of their candidates, ex~
cept for judicial posts, by any
other party. This injunction,
while too late for practical appli-
cation, was directly aimed against
any further alliances with the
Liberal Party. For the November
election, the Liberals have al-
ready endorsed more than 100
Democratic candidates in line
with their usual policy of playing
handmaiden to the Democratic
Party. ’

But unfortunately the Liberal
Party leadership is expert at
turning the other cheek, and it
may take many mere blows before
it embarks on the road- to con-
sistent independent political ac-
tion across the board.

held at the beginning of June in
Paris and its decisions, which
were reached at the end of six

"long sessions of what was de-

scribed as “lively debate,” were
-published in this issue. They con-
sist of a recapitulation of their
analysis of the spring uprisings
{published in LABOR ACTION
some weeks ago) and also a pro-
gram of preparation for future
struggles. They are evidently
chiefly interested, in this respect,
in building some unified com-
mand’ among émigré groups for
leadership in coming battles.

FOR UNITY

"The new situation created by
the ‘movements in Catalonia and
Euzkadi demand that- ar end be
immediately ‘put fo- the sgporcﬂon
of the emigration forces. This sep-+
aration has been “the fruit of long -
months of sterile policies: that of-
the republican groups and of the
Socialist Party. The first expected
the restoration of the republic by
the decisions of the UN dnd the—
great powers. The latter hoped
the fall of Franco would come -
from the political and diplomatic
agreements with monarchist ele-
ments."”

The reSolution goes on- to sug-
gest that the parties in exile fol-
low the example of the people of
Spain who, in théir uprising,

' Polish Regime Retreats
Before Mass Resistance

-
By A. RUDZIENSKI

In a recent article we reported
on the Polish mine workers’ strike
in Upper Silesia and Dombrowa,
on the peasant riots in the South
of Poland and on the street fight
in Szezecin between the people
and the Polish military. Now we
receive the news that the peasant
riots took place not only in the
South but alse in the center of
the ecountry near Warsaw and in
the North, on the Baltic coast, in
the distriet of Szczecin.

The Stalinist party, the “youth
brigade” and the Bezpieka (secret
police) all participated in the at-
tack on Grifice village in connec-
tion with the “grain buy-up.” The
police and the “youth brigade,”
under the personal leadership of
party commissar Dekert, destroy-
ed the peasants’ houses, beat
them up and stole quantities of
their goods.

BACKWATERING.

This terror was intended to
give a boost to the organization
of collective farmers and forestall
peasant resistance to government
policy in the buy-up. But the
peasants fought back all over the
country, in the North as in the
South and central region; and the
Stalinist terror was isolated in
the face of the mass resistance
of the people.

Now the Warsaw: pohfburo has
given the signal for a retreat: it
has officially condemned the "ad-
venturistic and gangster action
against the peasants.” To give this
some color of verisimilitude, ju-
dicial action was instituted against
some Stalinist activists (that ‘is,
strong-arm men) in Grifice (Szcze-
cin district); they were sentenced
to from 1-5 years for their
"abuses™ against the peasants.

The Szezecin distriet court
handed out 5 years to the district
chief of the grain buy-up, St.
Grosinger; the first seerétary of
the regional party committee,
Grodzinski, got 4 years; the chief
of the party’s economic section,

Dekert, got 4; likewise the
district security police chief,
Muszynski, and the head of the

Youth Association, W. Majcherek.
All the defendants confessed their
guilt, including “abuse of author-
ity” and “adventuristic and gang-

ster policy against the working:

peasants,” and pleaded for mercy
frem the jury. Indeed, the sen-
tence was very mild; the jury
motivated its clemency by citing
the former “merits” of the de-

fendants for their previous ace
tivity.

In Pryzasnysz (Warsaw coune
ty) also, a military jury con-
demned four officials of the se-
curity police for “abusé of
authority.” The police had beaten
people up n the streets. Sen-
tenced were Jan Dalkowski to 10
years, Z. Adamiak to 8 years, St.
Matyjasiak to 7, M. Bartkowski
to 3; and all were demoted.

JUST A LULL

The Warsaw politburo has in-
troduced and published a bill di-
regted against abuse of authority,
willfulness, etc. and has declared
that the grain buy-up must be
voluntary and spontaneous.

In reality, all over the country
the month of March saw the un-
leashing of a mass terror against
the peasants. Grain was confis-
cated by force; peasants were ar-
rested en masse; the police and
“youth brigade” assaulted 'the
villages; and the government
press was charmed into silence by
the well-known methods of the

popular democraey.”

But now, after the Stalinist fer-
ror met peasant mass resistanée
and after the miners’ strike and
street riots, the Stalinist party
understood that it had to crawl
out of responsibility for the ter-
reristic drive-and had to retreat.

Very likely, Moscow does not
now wish to inflame the Polish
situation in view of the interna-
tional war tension; it does not
want to weaken the spirit of the
Rokossovsky army. Even more
probably, the "retreat” is designed .
to disorient and Iull the peasants
and working masses with regard
to the good intentions of the
party, in order better to prepare
a generai offensive against the
peasants, as in the Ukraine, and

destroy their economic indepens
dence completely, o E
In. any case this Stalinist

strategy is proof of the difficul-
ties which the Polish puppets
face, and proof that the Stalinist
regime and terror can be beater
by mass popular resistance not
only in Poland and -Yugoeslavia
but also in the Ukraine and in
Russia itself, if there existed in
the country political forces cap-
able of leading them. Certainly,
in the ease of collapse in war, the:
resistance of the workers and
peasants could break out of the
bonds of the Stalinists’ disorgan-
ized apparatus and open up the
stage of the socialist revolution,

Unity Against Franco

formed no alliance with the mon-
archists, called for no UN resolu-
tion to help them out in the
struggle, and split up into' no
self-sufficient groupings. The res-
olution goes on to offer a “min-
imum program which can unite
the anti-Franco forces of the re-
sistance and the emigration,” the
basis of-which would be some-
thing along the following lines:

"(1) Destruction of the Framco
régime. (2) Dissolution of the
Falange. (3) Liberation of all the
political” prisonets and return of
the exiles, (4) Freedom of as-
sociation, meetings, press and
propaganda; and: the right to
sfrike. (5) Dissofution of the Fa-
langist unions and a reconsti-
tution of the - workers' organiza-
tions - (&) General rise in wages
proportionate with the cost of liv-
ing: Escalator priaciple. (7) Re-
view of the forfiunes meade since
1936, Confiscation of the great
fortunes which are a freit of ex-
ploitation. (8} Restitution of the
goods confiscated from the work-
ing.glass and republlcan organiza-
tions."

“Teday, as yesterday,” notes
the resolution, “it is necessary to
bring to a head the offensive
against Franco on three fronts:
in Spain its€élf, among the émi-

giés; and" i the” intermational”

arena. The Spanish front, evi
dently, is the main one, the deci~
sive one.”

The Spanish people have been
let down in the “interriational
arena” more than once. A people
once conguered by a dlctator'
whose chief supports were Hitler
and Mussolini are probably net
surprised to find that same dicx
tator maintained in rule by the
arms and ﬁnanc% of one of the
“democracies.” They grow embitz
tered; but the fight carries on,
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The
ISL Program
in Brief

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

. Capitalism cannot be reformed or
:liberalized, by any Fair Deal or -other
deal, so as to give the people freedom,
“abundance, security or peace. It must
"be abolished and replaced by a new
gocial system, in which thé people own
.«and control the basic sectors of the
economy, democratically controlling
‘their own economic and political des-
tinies.
-~ Stalnism, in Russia and wherever it
holds power, is a brutal totalitarian-
ism—a new form of exploitation. Its
agents in every country, the Commu-
.nist Parties, are unrelenting enemies
of socialism and have nothing in com-
mon with socialism—which cannot ex-
.ist without effective democratic con-
 #rol by the people.

| These two camps of capitalism and
{w Stalinism are today at each other's
|
|

,

throats in a world-wide imperialist ri-
‘valry for domination. This struggle can
only lead to the most frightful war in
history so long as the people leave the
capitalist and Stalinist rulers in power.
Independent Socialism stands for build-
i ing and strengthening the Third Camp
‘ - of the people against both war blocs.

The ISL, as a Marxist movement,
looks to the working class and its ever-
: presenf sfruggle as the basic progres-
! sive force in society. The ISL is organ-
| " Ized to spread the ideas of socialism in
| the labor movement and among all
other sections of the people.

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

The fight for democracy and the
fight for socialism are inseparable.
There can be no lasting and genuine
democracy without socialism, and
there can be no socialism without de-
‘mocracy. To enroll under this banner,
““join the Independent Socialist League!

INTERESTED?

Get

acquainted

- | with the
Independent
Socialist League—

PR

114 W. 14th Streef
New York 11, N. Y.

0 I want more information about the
ji=- {deas of Independent Socialism and
‘ " the ISL.

3 I want to join the ISL.
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FIGHTING STALINISM ON THE CAMPUS

By DON HARRIS

It was only a-few years ago that Stalinists on campus represented
a major factor in student life. Throughout the war and during the
honeymoon period immediately after, they could at one and the

. same time trade on the prestige of “the Russian experiment” and of

their radicalism on domestic reforms and civil rights.

. Through a succession of organizations which they either controlled
or influenced, the Stalinists exerted ideological influence over wide
sections of the student body on precisely those college campuses which
were the most politically sophisticated and advanced. In some schools
in New York, Chicago and Los Angeles, the American Youth for
Democracy used to dominate school politics and frequently held
practically a monépoly on the school paper, student government, and
other officially recognized bodies. Even when the bulk of the student
body was passwe, the active political elements were more likely than
not-to be found in and around the Stalinist student organizations.

With the orgcnlzchon of the Young Progressives of America and
more especially the 1948 Wallace candidacy, the process of the Isola-
tion of the Stalinists on campus began. This was, of course, only part
of the process accompanying the sharpening of relations between East
and West. Yet even at this stage, the Stalinists could claim fo have
corralled in their camp, broadiy speaking, hundreds and thousands of
radically-minded, active, politically-oriented student leaders. And tens
of thousands .of enthusiastic non-Stalinist students were active in YPA
and its frequen‘l campaigns.

Today the isolation of the Stalinists on campus is almost com-
plete. Where they have not been destroyed by administrative action,
their political defeat has been effectuated by campus coalitions of
liberals and socialists, or by conservative groups in the more back-
ward places.

Yet while the broad influence and control of the Stalinists have
been destroyed, they still represent a significant political tendency on
campus, particularly insofar as the radically oriented student is con-
cerned. Their continual campaigns for civil rights,”however demogogic
and factionally motivated, tend to impress the naive liberal. Their
perseeution by the government attracts to their cause the politically
inexperienced radical. And each year brings to the campus a new
“generation” of students which has not gone through the numerous
experiences which have served ‘to sour and repel previous groups
from the Stalinist cause.

These are the reasons why we of the SYL must always be prepared
to devote time and effort to combatting the ideological and political
influence of Stalinism. For while its mass base is gone, the CP and its
Labor Youth League still have a core of members which enables them
to_carry on political activity on a reduced scale. And in certain ‘cir-
cumstances, they still retain posts on student hewspapers and maga-

“zines, from which their ideas are spread and their influence exerted.

Some may argue that it is not necessarily the task of the SYL to
engage in debate and discussion with the Stalinists, since the latter
are under attack from so many directions already. The facts are,
however, that nine times out of ten these attacks are directed from
reactionary quarters or accompanied by conservative argumentation.

"Even the liberals can not be entrusted with the task, for their attack

is usually based on the necessity to defend American ‘“democracy”
as the lesser evil in the cold war. As a result their attacks apologize
for the social and political facts adduced by the Stalinists in erit-
jcism of American domestic and foreign policy.

By leaving to liberals and conservatives the task of combating
Stalinism, we allow them to tarnish with the Stalinist label ideas
which are far more rightfully the possession of others. Socialism
itself, not to speak of the principles of national independence, human
equality, and social Justxce, are frequently attacked in the guise of
“fighting communism.’

Equally important, however, is the -necessity that all socialists
face of distinguishing themselves from what Stalinism represents.
However much we may deny the truth of the charge, in the popular
mind socialism is repeatedly charged with being a “stage” or develop-
ment toward Stalinist totalitarianism. Professors pronounce in sophis-
ticated terms what the newspapers later repeat in the form of-
“socialism equals slavery.”

In the face of. this widespread belief student socialists face the
task of making clear that what Russia represents has nothing in corfi-
mon with our concept of socialist freedom. One of the most effective
ways in which we can do this is to engage in political debate with the
open defenders:of the stalinist regime,

Thus, while we have always had the task of fighting the ideas
represented by the Stalinists, today this is even more 1mportan’c even
though we may not do so with the primary idea of “winning over”
or convinecing Stalinist adherents directly. While this is not excludéd,

‘our main aim in this area is to differentiate ourselves from Stalinism

with the greatest clarity so that there can be no possible confusion
in the minds of the vast majority of students, who are anti-Stalinist,
about what we represent.
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TOWARDS THE WORLD ZIONIST CONGRESS, by
Emauuel Neumann.—Zionist Quarferly, Vol. 1, No.
1, Summer ¥951. o

Anyone who wants to get an appreciation
of the dilemma faced by Zionism today, now
that Zion has been poltically established in the
state of Israel, can do worse tham read this
article by a leader of the American Zionist
movement. (The magazine, incidentally, is the
first number of a new quarterly speaking for
General Zionism in this country.)

Dr. Neumann’s article is illuminating as to
the dilemma because it is devoted to sketching a
“way out”—and clearly fails. The problem is:
Has the Zionist movement in the diaspora an
independent function and role today in any
permanent sense, or does Israel take over where
it leaves off?

Since this problem, Whlch strikes at the
heart of Zionist ideology, will be treated in LA
shortly with the greater detail it deserves, it
is enough to note here how Neumann poses the
problem and the line of his solution.

He stresses that “the problem of the future
of the [Zionist]] Movement is essentially the
problem of diaspora Zionism.” An Israeli eciti-
zen, he point out, is a “Zionist,” and a function-
ing Zionist doing his duty, by virtue of his
citizenship alone and what it entails. Not so, of
course, for Jews outside Israel. “It was inevit-

READING from LEFT to RIGHT

“point of fact its position has tended to deter-

able”: for ’bhem that “Suddenly and at one stroke,
the‘Zxoms‘:t Orghnization was shorn of its polit-
ical prerégatlves and much of its authority.”
Thereforé the paradox: the Zionist prognosis,
doctrine and ideal had been vindicated and
verified (ks modest passing claim) and yet “In

iorate. . .i; This was especially true of General
Zionist organizations, more particularly the
Zionist Organlzatlon of America. [Its]
proud poSition was now threatemed with col-
lapse.” |

And much more to the same point. The heart
of that pgint is that Zionists are no longer sure =
of what their movement is for.

Neumgnn’s solution: (1) The Zionist move-
ment in the diaspora “is indispensable to the
state of Israel, for an indeterminate period,”
because of Israel’s “precarious position” in the
midst of ithe Arab world. (2) It “is equally
essential from the point of view of Jewish life
in the diagpora, its health.and vitality, its spir-
itual bond with Israel and the bracing sense of
world-wide Jewish unity.”

It is ‘perhaps enough to remember that
far wider sections of the Jewish community than
the Zionigt are .anxious to be “friends of Is-
rael” to hee why the Zionists are wondering
whether their movement as such has a reason
for~ exxstence. S

-

CAVIAR FOR THE COMMISSAR IRAN' HITS RUSSIAN GRABS

By RICHARD TROY

Throughout the entire duration of the recent
anti-British, anti-western-imperialism rumblings in
Iran, the Stalinist press has had, with its. usually
vulgar unanimity and repetition, a great field day.

Naturally the Stalinists have dehounced ‘the Brit- "

ish and lauded the efforts of the Iranian govern-
ment to oust the Anglo-Iranian Qil Company.

For those with any familiarity whatever with
the imperialist character of the relations now ex-
isting between Russia and Lts East European satel-

lites this line has had, like most Stalinist prop- ..

aganda, a hollow sound. But as if this contrast
between word and deed was not enough the Iranian
government made a move last week which demol-
ished, in a particularly vivid manner, the Stalinist
claim to represent the forces of anti-imperialism.
The matter in question was, globably speaking?
one of minor importance, but since it involved the

very country—Iran—which has become the storm- ~
center of the anti-imperialist movement for the

past few months, it has significance.

BROKE TREATY

The Iranian government, it seems, is considering
ending the fishing concession which it granted to
Russia 25 years ago for operations in the Caspian

.Sea. The similarity—on a smaller scale, of course

—to the Anglo-Iranian case is remarkable and the
timing of the announcement, from the point of
view of destroying all current ideas that the anti-
imperialist movements are a ‘Stalinist plot, are
remarkable. The Iranians are complaining that the
Russians have been getting far more than their
share of the profits of the fishing enterprises,
chiefly the caviar industry, and abusing the fishing
concession in many other ways.

Although Iranian currency has depreciated to
one tenth of its 1927 value, the Russians are still
paying on the basis of the 1927 agreement. In addi-
tion, the Russians refuse to live up to the section
in the treaty stating that there are to be alternating
managers; they refuse to permit the Iranians to
examine the Russion-kept books; and have insisted
that ofl the fish caught in the area be sold to
Glavribispit, the Russian fish trust. Morevore, the
Russion trust buys the fish at a very low price, sells
it on the world market at an extremely high one.
The Iranians not only want a bigger share of the
profit, bu¥ they want to assuage national sentiment
which has been hurt by this over the years.

The Iranian government has attempted to nego-
tiate a better treaty but has met with no success,
and hence it today considers the possibility of (so
to speak) “nationalizing” the Caspian fishing in-
dustry, refusing to renew the treaty and putting
the area in Iranian hands solely., This may well
mean, of course—as the Russian may point out in
protest!—that efficient exploitation of the huge
caviar resources may ceéase, but, as we know, an
intense anti-imperialist nationalism often takes
steps which mean such short-term sacrifices of in-
dustries formerly directed by the trained tech-
nicians of the “advanced” countries.

WILL THEY ECHO BRITAIN?

How the Russians will reply to this contem-
plated move is not yet known, but it seems doubt-
ful that they will let the lucrative caviar concession
go without a few stern protests. Perhaps Molotov,

following Herbert Morrison’s lead, wild-denounce:

‘Mossadegh’s government as “reactionary,” and

B ]

demand mbre appreclatlon be shown long-standing
international treaties. ~

And this we see a case of Russian imperialism
in a Most classic frame—Persia, the meeting place
of imperialists for centuries—being rebuffed by the
awakening 'national consciousness of the exploited
backward ‘country.. We see that, given an oppor-
tunity, the :Russian rulers are capable of imitating
the most time-worn patterns of Westetrn imperialism.
And appurenily they cannot even be classed as "en-
lightened" imperialists who offer a small! concession
every few ) years. ‘to snuff out possible native stirrings.

~ln this celse #he Russians’ ‘appear to have copied

the Britishitool*

In thisiconnection it is interesting to recall that
several years ago the Iranian Stalinist front, the
Tudek Party, took a stand against the nationaliza-
tion of the oil fields of the country. It was during
a period ?vhen the Russian government expected
to obtain & concession from Teheran to permit them
to exploit the oil resources in the northern part of
the country.

However, Teheran, after much consideration,
refused to:'grant the concession, and thus left the
Tudeh Party in éxtreme embarrassment. They re-
coveréd, however, and soon afterwards the Stalin-
ists wheeled around and began to demand, with the
rising Mossadegh group, the ousting of the British.

What their position on the new issue of the day
—the caviar question—will be, of course, depends
upon wheﬁher or not the Moscow imperialists have
learned arﬁythmg from Morrison’s blunders or not.
Who knows? The Russians might even take the
case to the Hague Tribunal!
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A Reader Asks

ome auestmns

On Givil Liberties and Stalinism

To the Editor:

The title of this letter [“Draper vs. Draper”—Ed.] is by way of
-congratulations by a group of us in this city on your article, “Schles-

inger vs. Schlesinger.” If he has retrogressed since his earlier writing
on civil liberties, you on the other hand have progressed. About 5 or
6 years ago you wrote on the same subject in the New International;
it was an attempt to answer one Barrett, if I remember correctly,
who had written what many of us here considered at the time to be
the most thorough analysis of civil liberties in any periodical litera-
ture. We felt then that your reply was rather evasive, depending as
it did upon too much sarcasm and Wisecracking. This time, however,
you have succeeded in soberly discussing basic issues. Will you please
help clear up one point for us (we use LA and NI material for group
diseussions) in connection with the problem of “bills of attainder”
and “guilt by association” which you refer to. .

‘In order to circumvent the vexatious problems of “personal guilt,”
“due process of .law,” “evidence,” etc., with regard to convicting
Communists, Schlesinger, you point out, proposes instead to cope with
them by ‘“naming” the: CP as a criminal conspiracy. But suppose
he retorts, as did Barrett then and later elsewhere, that “guilt by

association” is an irrelevant issue, since the CP is allied with a
foreign power and an international group, cemmitted t¢.defend and
perpetrate specific practices as over two decades have shown us.
What more evidence do we need of continuing political frame-up,
intimidation, blackmail, abduction, mayhem, individual and mass
murder, slandel subversmn, forgery, torture, putschism, falsification, -
slave labor, sabotage perjury, conspiracy, ete., etc? Shouldn’'t the
CP be just ds liable to prosecution on the legal ground of probable
consequences as any person (let alone one who had already served
sentences for assault and manslaughter) would be if he brandished'a
gun and said he was going to kill someone?

Equall irrevelant, or at least secondary, is the “clear and present
danger” problem at this point. We are confronted with an obvious
present intent and a demonstrable history of crimes against humamty,
especially the destruction of democracy. The main pointis' not to
arrest or illegalize the CP now or later; it is whether such a group
can be rendered legally, as well as morally, liable at any time with-
out impairing democratic principles (we are not concerned at the
moment with pracfical consequences). How would you answer Schles—
inger and others on this point?

Washington, D. C.. Fred CUTLER

Stalinists” Rights Cannot Be Hit Without Striking at Democracy Too

Thanks to our gracious correspondent for the kind werds about

the Schlesinger article. And in view of them it may seem almost.

ungrateful, if not downright cantankerous, to add that I wish he had
re-read the NI article he refers to [Dec. 1945] before getting on
a limb with a title like “Draper vs. Draper,” which moreover smacks
of sarcasm and wisecracking.

I make this modest suggestion, not only because the vxewpomt
of that article is identical with that of the article he now likes, but
because it would also answer some of the questions he raises. In
fact, the Schlesinger article is relatively superficial; myself, 1 think
the more fundamental question was discussed in the NI article.

He also seems not to remember that the writer I was discussing
in the NI (“one Barrett”) had put forward—as his central thesis,
in my consideration—the proposal for the snppressmn of " heinous
opiniong. ‘In doing this Barrett had at least thé virtue of raising the
question in undisguised form.

I think Schlesinger and his like are seeking means of doing the same,
while trying to convince themselves (since they are frying sincerely
to be liberals) that they are domg nothing of the sort. Hence #heir
piteous soul-searching.

Since it’s been brought up, let’s take another look at Barrett’s
line of thought as I (not he) summarized it:

“The ‘theory’ that Barrett advances is simply this: An anti-Semitic
opinion ‘logically’ leads to anti-Semitic acts, the latter ‘logically’ lead
to totalitarianism—therefore suppress the whole chain at its root,
suppress initidl opinion, and you have a ‘fundamental’ solution.”

INDIVIDUALS' JUDGMENTS AND DEMOCRATIC RIGHTS

I trust that correspondent Cutler does not want a discussion of
this, when it is overtly a matter of suppressing an opinion. I hark
back to it because the challenging question is similar: Are you going
to wait until , .. ?

Now, Cutler’s friendly questions are presumably based on acts, not

opinions, But if he examines them more carefully, this becomes
doubtful.

Take his list of Stalinist erimes: ‘“What more evidence do we
need,” he writes, “of continuing political frameup, intimidation . . .

slander, subversion, putschism, falsification, slave labor . . . etc.?”

The Stalinists are guilty of all these things; very well. That is
part of the reason why neither Cutler nor 1 are Stalinists. We have a
“right” to decide for ourselves that they are guilty of these crimes
and direct our actions accordingly.

I also have a right to be “morally certain” that (say) Governor
Byrnes is responsible for continuing crimes against the Negro people;
and I am; and I act on that certtainty within the limits possible. I
do not accord him a trial by jury before coming to that verdict. I do
not follow Blackstone’s (or whoever’s) rules of evidence.

I do not, in other words, accord him “due process f law,” the
demand which Schlesinger-1949 raised as fundamental to democracy.
In fact, my verdict is not arrived at “democratically” at all in any
except an extended sense. That is because democracy is relevant to
the organization of SOCIETY, more accurately, to the organization
of the STATE. I try to arrive at a personal opinion fairly, objectively,
seientifically—what you will—but to add “democratically” would be
simply irrelevant or meaningless.

Has Cutler distinguished between the ''moral certainty" of his
opinions and democratic rights In a state structure? A dictator may
also arrive at his opinion as fairly, objectively, etc. as he or |; he may
be a "good" dictator; he is nonetheless a dictator, because his opinion
replaces democratic rights in regulating relations of people within
the stdte.

LET'S EXAMINE THE LIST OF CRIMES

Look again at what. Cutler includes in his list of crimes: slave
labor, for example. He no doubt means slave labor in Stalinland,
since the American CP is fortunately not in a position to be guilty of
these acts.

Why then does it crop up in his list? He is thinking of the Stalin-,

ists’ opintons, that is, their approval or toleration of slave labor
in Russia. Is he willing to follow through with regard to the approval
or toleration by many eminent Americans of the concentration-camp
regimes of Hitler and Mussolini? Or the approval and toleration of
many another crime in the world by many an other individual or group?
And is he willing to-follow through with this approach consistently?

Is the CP guilty of murder, ete.? I think so. I have not only the
right but the duty to draw many conclusions for action from this
belief, but one of them is not to call for the electric chair for the CP
National Committee’ on this ground.

No proof—it’s as simple as that.

"Legal proof”? Yes, "legul™ proof: that is, proof in a form wlm:ll
safeguards the democratic. rights of everyone else who may be accused
of murder, or any other heinous crime on the list, by someone else who
makes a charge as smcenly as I>may do. Otherwise . . .?

-. Notice also that’every crime on Cutler’s Hst is a crime right now.

B R g

No new law, regulatxon or decree is necessary to stamp ‘chem as
crimes. There is only one little thing missing: emdence——-yes “legal’
evidence, that is, the kind of evidence that would hold up in any court
based on democratic procedures, indeed most- especially in' a ‘court
‘based on the kind of democratic procedures that.Cutler-believes in.
I would repudiate any kind of “socialist” who believes that democracy
is something you fight for only when the other fellow controls the
state.

None of this makes democratic.rights some fixed absolute, inde-
pendent of time, place, and circumstances. That is matter for a
different discussion. What I am concerned with is an approach which
absolutely does awdy with democratic rights at all, at any rate destroys
any possible guidance as to the norm.

Naturally, the biggest question mvolvmg time, place and circum-
stances is the one which has given rise to the “clear and present’
danger” concept. One has to see how and why the “clear and present
danger” rule-of-thumb fits into the total problem. That problem is,
the distinction between acts and opinions, dangerous deeds and
dangerous thoughts.

THE STATE'S DOUBLE-EDGED SWORD

It is easy to ge’c lost in the brilliant discovery, which some people
have made late in their lives, that the expression of an opinion is
also an act, and that the commumcatlon of a dangerous thoughtr is
also a dangerous deed.

' If that were not so, there would have been no place for the “‘clear )
and present danger” concept in the first place.

After discovering that it is so, types like Chief Justice Vinson,
in the full flush of belated illumination, naturally conclude that there™
is no place for it now—I say na’cmally because there is no concern
for democracy in his thinking at all, at bottom, but only concern for
the preservation of the status quo as the highest good.

Instead of “clear and present danger,” Cutler's question poses before

s "obvious present INTENT" and brings up the one about the man
who brandishes a gun. Now, in the case of that notorious man who
brandished the gun, the ''clear and present danger” concept did NOT
become “irrelevant!"” That is precisely what the gun-flourishing proves
io Cutler, that there IS a clear and present danger as well as an

"obvious present intent"! It is therefore that the gun-ﬂourlshmg is a
clearcut case for him. Yet he (that is, his question) cifes this gun«
flourisher as reason for abandoning the "clear and present danger™
rule!

I am not here taking up the consequences of the “obvious present
intent” rule. I am assuming that, in the context, they are presently
obvious. In any case, they would add up to the point which he shows
he is well aware of, in his last few words: that it is 1mpossnble to
regulate democratic rights in. a state on this basis “without impairing:

democratic pr1nc1ples ” Without destroying them, I would amend, -

- Behind all this, is the main point I tried to make in the 1945 NT:
We will fight Stalinism, racism, etc. with all the political wéapons at
our disposal. We do not call on the state to suppress these opinions,
monstrous as they are in our eyes; that cure is worse . . ©

For that cure is a DOUBLE-EDGED SWORD. Above all (but no#:
only) in the capitalist state of today, it is a double-edged sword with:
the sharper edge turned against us and all the goals and ideals we
hold dear.

I do not intend these discursive comments as an inclusive review
of the problems. But I think the comments are, at least, on the hearti
of the question. The floor is open.

1
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Wlmt s Behind the Purye3 in the Ukraine?

- Reports Grow of Split in the Bureaucracy

“By V¥s. FELIX
"RELEASED BY

“VPERED”, Western Ger-
many, July—The Russian Stalinist press has
again announced a new attack on Ukrainian
“niationalists” in the Ukraine. The Central Com-
mittee of the CP of Ukraine, several district
committees, editorial boards of the central

papers, cultural and scientific institutions, and

prominent personalities have been sharply crit-
icized for “deviations.” The Kremlin’s attack on
such a big scale is the first in the last five post-
war years. It is therefore of serious significance,
and needs some explanation.

1
May 24, 1945 was the date which shoﬁid be

~reckonéd as the beginning of the era of uncormn-

cealed Stalinist Great Russian nationalism. On
that day Stalin himself, speaking before the

- assembly of generals and officers of the army,

announced for the first time that the Russians
“are the nmiost eminent nation of all the nations
which constitute the Soviet Union,” that the
“Russian people . . . is the leading force of the
Soviet Union.among all the other peoples of our
country.” (Cf. 1. V. Stalin: On the Great Father-
land War of the Somet Union, Moscow, 1949,
page 197.)

Open Russian Chauvinism

From that time on, the Stalinist press and
_all the publications were -overflowing with prop-
-aganda for Russian nationalism. For instance,
we quote a couple of examples from quite re-

- cent publications:

~ “The Great Russian people have been gen-
erally recognized by all the peoples of the Soviet
Union as the leading force ip the country.”
(Pravda editorial, “Under the Banner of an
Unshaken Friendship of Peoples,” April 13,
1951.)

"The arrival of a new era in 'l'he history of
mankind is connected with Russia and the Rus-
sian people.’ [Komsomolskaya Pravda editorial,
Janudry 24, 1951.) Note that the words "Russia"
and the "Russian peoplé” are never used in
Stalin's empire to mean the USSR and the peo-
‘ple of the USSR, as they are commonly used in
gle U. S. There they refer only to the “Russian

ederated Republic,” one of the 15 republics con-
shituting the USSR, and to.the 90-million Russians
of this republic; out of the 200 million infiabi-
tants of the USSR. Besides tlie Great Russians,

. #fiere are 181 other peoples within the USSR.

“The greatest significance in the develop-
ent of the national cultures of the peoples of

USSR is possessed by the Russian language.
t has a great uniting and educational role. It

nowledge of the Russian language it is impos-
ible to become a highly educated and cultured
flan ? (Narodnoye Obrazovaniye, No. 8, August
0—the organ of the Ministry of Education.)

i?muld be clear to everybody-that without a

‘Genocide

! This nationalist course has been pushed in all
aspects of life in Stalinland. Zhdanov’s attack
pn the “cosmopolitans” in cultural life was in
:rea,hty an attack against the Russian 1nterna\
ilonahsts Later came anti-Semitism and “po-
roms” against the Jewish intelligentsia. Then
me the attacks on the historians of the Cen-
tral Asiatic republics and the purge of Russian
historians who wrote the history of .the Ukraine
and the Caucasus. The rebirth of the Great Rus-
sian Orthodox church and- the glorification of
tsarist generals, an announcement that all the
scientific digcoveries in the world were made by
Russians, the new All-Union hymn with the
words “all the peoples of the Union are once

‘and forever united by Great Russia,” etc., etci—

é.ll these followed in the post-war years. ,
At the same time there was a real occurrence
bf genocide. The followmg non-Russian regions

(1) :perepmby Ajfejo} olom uown oyt Jjo
, Read
L The NEW »-lNTERNATlQNAL |

The recent news about new purges by
Moscow among its leaders in the Ukraine
led us to ask the editors of VPERED, the
organ of. the Ukrainian Revolutionary Dem-
ocratic Party in emigration in Germony,
for an article explaining the meaning of
the neiw developments. The accompanying
article is the result. Its great interest is
apparent.

The VPERED comrades also add that
they like very much the recent articles in
LABOR ACTION on the “foment reyolu-
tion in Russia” school of thought in the
U. S. and on the letter by Kerensky & Co.
to the N. Y. Times. They. send along an
interesting article on the same subject
from a German publication, which we ex-
pect to publish in our next issue.—Ed.

Checheno-Ingush Autonomous Republic; (2)
Crimean Autonomous Republie, Tatar popula-
tion only; (3) Kalmuck Autonomous Republic;
(4) Volga-German Autonomous Republic; (5)
Balkarian "Autonomous Republic; (6) Kara-
chayev Autonomous District; (7) Kyzlar Na-
tional Region; (8) Population of Adygey Au-
tonomous District; the district exists still but

now with a Russian population; (9) National

niinorities of Taman Region.

The native population of these nine areas
have been entirely resettled in Siberia and their
territories inhabited by Russians. At the same
time there took place several mass deportations
from the Baltic republics and the Ukraine . to
Siberia. ‘

1|

This Stalinist policy did not fail to arouse
registance from the non-Russian peoples. of the
Union. Underground organizations were formed
in the Baltic states, in the Caucasus and in
Byelorussia. In the Ukraine the existenice of the
UPA has been the most powerful source of re-
sistance.

But only now has it beconre possible to: dis-
close some further information on the resistance
in Stalinland. The schism of discontent with
Stalin's policies has penetrated the Stalinist
bureaucrdcy.

Russians Disaffected
This time the discontent in the party and
apparatus does not go along the lines of the

former party oppositions of the '20s and. early
’30s.. This time it is a question of discontent in-

side the bureaucracy itself. It goes along the

lines of the question of nationalities and. from
there it goes on to all the other questions: The
regional and provincial bureaucracies in the gov-
ernments and party committees of the national
republics are not satisfied with the growing
centralism of Moscow, which infringes on their
power and position in society.’

The important issue is that though this new
opposition starts from the question of national-
ities, it is very often not native-national in es-
sence. The Russian-majority Central Committee
of the CP of the Ukraine has now been accused
of lack of vigilance toward the growing Ukrain-
ian nationalism. The Pravde Ukrainy, the Rus-

sian central paper in the Ukraine, has been

accused of the same deviation. Several secre-
taries of party district committees recently at-
tacked are also Russians. The same course of
events- is now taking place in .other republics.

‘Several months age members of the government

of the Baltic republics who were dismissed were
accused of Titoism, among them several Rus-
sians. The purge of the Azerbaidjan CP swept
from the central posts not only the native bureau-
crats but the Russian ones-too.

One-Way: Love

Bu¥ the national schism does not limit itself

to the pcﬂy bureaueracy only.- Ameng the tech-

nicians and’ directors of several Big industrial

enterprises in the Ukraine and: Ceiitral Asiatic
republics there took place: recently. new. dis-
missui!f without any clear explanations and de-

spite the fact that the enterprises did fulfill the
plan and all the obligations.

The Moscow authorities have officially found

the source of growing nationalism in the cul- .

tural field, There was recently held in Moscow
a performanee about Ukrainian culture called
“The Ukrainian Decade.” The Moscow officials
were present and found it “nationalistic.” Right
after that, the attack upon the Ukrainian cul-
tural, workers began.

The strongest complaints in the Russian -

press arose over a poem by the Ukrainian poet
Volodymyr Sosiura, a long-time member of the
party, several times decorated with orders, an
old man. In his poem “Love the Ukraine,” which
has been “reprinted many times in the whole
press,” he addresses himself to the Ukrainian
youth and says: “Young men! It is impossible
to love the other peoples without loving your
own.” Moscow got furious and hopping mad at
that phrase. It is now permissible only to love
the Russ1an people. i

i F

But neither of these oppositions inside the

bureaucracy and among the cultural workers is

an organized one. It iIs only the result of dis-
content caused by the post-war Stalinist policies,

However, there are some indications now
available that the Moscow organs of the party,
consider these oppositionists as an organized

group inside the party. The Moscow rulers call -.

them “cordonizatory,” that is, those who: wan¥
to establish the frontiers and relations betiveen

the Russian and Ukrainian republics. This name,

however, is not an official one, it is used only
inside the party. The cordonizatory exist espe-
cially in the highest strata of the party, ariong

those who dare to tatk more or less freely. Their,

strength is not yet known, however.

Opposition in Lening‘rad? v

Some kind of opposition has come into
existence in Russia too. In Leningrad there are
strong anti-Stalin feelings in the regional party
comimittee now. There is now some testimony
available from people who claim they have read
certain oppositionist publications of the Lenin-
grad party group. The Ukrainian cordonizatory
are being supported by the Leningrad group.
Stalin’s surprising agreement to stand as candi-
date in the election for the Supreme Soviet of
the Russian Federated Republic in February
1951 in Leningrad (previously he had aiways
been elected from Moscow) could be explained
by his wish to ¢alm the oppositionist feelings of
the capital of the revolution.

However, in spite of these inner contradie-
tions in the party, the Stalinists up till now did
not intend to carry out any. kind of general
purge of the party. There were some individual
dismissals from the leading party posts even in
Leningrad (A. Kuznetzov and P. Popkov) and
in several other centers, but there has been no
general purge. All of Stalin’s dissatisfaction with
his lower bureaucrats has been limited only to
inner-party criticism.

The recent announcement in the Bolshevik

“ requesting a “security check” has as its aim the

strengthening of the power of the district com-
mittees over the rank-and-file members only. The
absence of any purge on a big scale, as well as
the twelve years’ delay of the party congress
(the last was held in 1939) indicates that there
really exists some kind of uneasy situation inside

of the Stalinist bureaucracy. ' \
7 A Y
“'VPERED"' _

is the organ of the Ukrainian socialist resistance move-
ment, published by its section in emigration in West
Germany, recordirig the thinking and activities of the

new anti-Stalinist underground fighting behind the Iron ‘
Curtain. It is written in Ukrainian, of course, but am~t

English summary of the contents appears in each .issue.
For Ukrainian friends, Vpered is a must. Others will
find the English page of extreme interest—and can help
the movement by subscribing.
One dollar for 5 issues, .
Order through: LABOR ACTION BOOK SERVICE
14 West 14 Street, N. Y. C.
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- From Vpered: § talmlsm as a New Soclal Order —

A Ukrainian View on the ‘Russian

By Vs. FELIX

One can consider the end of the ’20s and
the beginning of the ’30s as the period at which

the society which had issued from the October

revolution entered for the first time into the
phase of new social contradictions, The contra-
dictions were new, because new social forces
arose which were to become within a short time
the decisive factors in the development of the
USSR.

With the liquidation of the NEP and the insti-
tution of the first five-year plan, with the col-

‘lectivization of agriculture and the intensifica-

tion of industrialization, the Stalinist machine,
which had already anchored itself firmly in the
party, surged beyond the framework of the party
and conquered the whole economie, cultural and
political life of the country. In this period the
destruction of the remains of the former ruling
class and the total liquidation of private prop-
“erty in the means of production were carried
out.

AH connection with the past was broken, for-
ever. A new society was created.

The Bureaucracy Develops

Although the classless society was to have
been the goal of the socialist revolution, this goal
could only be achieved in a deformed manner
due to the backwardness of the capitalist de-
velopment of Russia. The revolution had had a
bureaucratic character at the very beginning of
the creation of the ‘“classless” society. This is
most easily recognized by its methods (terror,
the use of force). As a result of these methods,
as a result of its general backwardness and its
numerical weakness, and particularly as a re-
sult of the exhaustion of the preceeding few
years, the Russian working class was already
passive during this stage of development. Thus,
when the old social relations had been com-
pletely liquidated and only two forces remained
in the social arena—the bureaucracy and the
working class—it came about that the latter was
not capable of .offering any kind of resistance to
the bureaucracy which was intoxicated with
success. The bureaucracy occupied the leading
positions in the new society and built up its un-
breakable shell.

The first and second five year plans, collectiv-
dzation and industrialization: these were the
successful phases of the strengthening of the
bureaucracy. In spite of the colossal develop-
ment of the forces of production (a surplus of

- workers, development of industry and reorgan-

ization of agriculture) the workers remained
powerless. All their class and political organ-
izations (especially the trade unions) were con-
quered and totally destroyed by the bureaucracy.
The working class was also weakened socially,
as into its ranks came numerous elements from

" the land, possessed of little class-consciousness

-

and in many cases even with an attitude hostile
to the workers.

The New Class

But it was precisely this expansion of the
working class which was an unavoidable result
of the industrialization of the country and the
collectivization and mechanization -of agricul-
ture. All of this was carefully utilized by the
bureaucracy for the purpose of drawing the
rope ever tighter around the neck of the worker.

After the bureaucracy had grasped the whole
of the organization of the society in .its own
hands, it began to legalize its position in society.
New laws were worked out by the government
departments which progressively restricted free-
dom for the worker and at the same time be-
stowed new privileges on the bureaucracy.

We mention here;~only as examples, the laws
which prohibit the voluntary movement by
“workers from one job to another, the laws con-
cerning the dictatorial functions of the factory
directors, ete.

This process has already assumed stable and
final forms. The bureaucracy has become a new
social class. Its social-economic functions with

. respect to the means of production and the pro-
- cess of production are today quite clear: it

éxercises control over all means of production,

‘

In line with our wish to acquaint our readers
with developments of interest in the theoretical work
of the socialist movement abroad, we here republish
an article on the nature of the Russian state by one
of the regular collaborators of Vpered, the organ
of the Ukrainian Revolutionary Democratic Party,
which is the Marxist wing of the Ukrainian resistance
movement. Our readers are already acquainted with
Vs. Felix through his reports in LABOR ACTION on
the activities and deveiopment of the UPA. (Ukrcm
ian Inserrection Army.)

M will be noted that fhe center of emphasis in
this article is the development of the Russian Stalin-
ist regime as a new social order dominated by a new
social class, ‘the bureaucracy. This, which we also
consider to be the basis of the question, is identical
with our -own view.

While it is our understanding that Comrade "Felix
uses the term ''state capitalism' to describe this
new social order (we prefer the term “bureaucratic
collectivism™}, in the given context this difference
in itseif is of little importance. In our view there is
an essential difference between those comrades
gbroad who speak of Stalinism as state capitalism
and mean thereby a form of capitalism, and those
who speak of it as state capitalism and mean thereby
a new social order.

Of course, there are many other problems of
analysis and -policy which are not automatically
resoived by such an analysis, but it is the indispen-
sable starting point.

The present translation is, in point of fact, made
from a ‘German transiation of the Vpered article
which appeared in the April issue of Funken, a Ger-
man Social-Democratic magazine,

«

i.e, it has made them its indirect property via
the state. It directs and controls all processes of
production, and distributes the products of the
labor of society. The bureaucracy is an exploi-
tive class, since it appropriates for itself the
larger portion of the surplus value of the labor
of society. Only a small example of this are the
salaries ¢f the bureaucrats: these are from 15
to 50 times greater than the wages of the ordin-
ary worker,

The characterization of the bureacuracy as
a class is not contradicted by the fact that the
individual bureaucrat has no guaraniee of re-
maining permanently a member of the privileged
class. The eternal "purge actions™ have created

" the impression that the bureacuracy finds itself

constantly in motion, that its composition is con-
ﬁnually changing and that a uniquely fuid pro-
cess is taking place. But such mortality is equally
characteristic of every other class.

Making Privilege Hereditary -

For example, it is true for the bourgeoisie,
which also very often changes its personal com-
position as a result of the bankruptey of indi-
vidual firms which are vanquished in competition.
But it does not lose its class character as a result
of this, for this character is not determined by
its'constituent individuals, but rather by their
social function. When a director is shot in the
USSR and another .one takes his place, his func-
tions remain the same. This process is similar
to the change in ownership as the result of a
bankruptey in capitalist society.

Furthermore, the situation has changed dur-
ing the past ten years to the extent that the
mortality of the bureaucracy has decreased. In
the first place, there have been no purge actions
in the USSR for quite a long time, and secondly
the bureaucracy has worked out a whole series
of laws which make their privileged status in
society hereditary. The law of 1940 on payment
of tuition in the middle and higher schools, for
example, is of this nature. One must not forget
that a degree of education is essential to the
function of the bureaucrat. Today in the USSR
only he can get an education who has money,
which means that the bureauerat is first in line.
It is for this reason that a strikingly lower per-
centage of workers’ children attend the higher
schools.

But the working class has also experienced a
great transformation in recent years. The in-
crease in the skills and the technical knowledge
of the workers favors a most positive process
of crystallization in the working class. The in-
creased exploitation deepens the social gap

between the bureaucracy and the worker;, and .

permlts the class-consciousness of the workers
to ripen.

luestlon

The bureaucracy too sees the danger of the
revival of class-consciousness among the work-
ers. The most important goal of the Stalinist

regime is the disorganization and fragmentation

of the working class. The government keeps the

standard of living of the mass of the workers at

the lowest level, but at the same time makes it
possnble for individuals in the working class to
rise above this level. This is accomplished by
giving great privileges to all workers who pro-
duce more than the norm (Stakhanovites) and
raising them out of the working class. In this
way the: government realizes a further goal. I
increases production, as the norms achieved by
Stakhanovites are then "proposed” as compul«
sory norms.

The Class Struggle Goes On

Recently the bureaucracy has noticed that
this method does not help it much to fill up the
gap between the worker and the bureaucraey.
It has therefore found a new method, and dis-
tributes enormous numbers of decorations,
medals and different honorary titles among the
workers. Of course, these bits of tin confer on
the worker no actual advantage in the society.
They only create the illusion that the government
has great esteem for the worker and that these
decorated ones are “something better” than the
magss, are “privileged” people.

The class struggle in the USSR takes place
in deeply concealed forms. It is hardly notice-
able from the outside, as the working class has
no.legal organizations of its own. But-the strug-

“ gle does take place It is very complicated, as

the totalitarian regime of the bureaucracy which
has the whole police power at its disposal is
today stronger than the workers. But history is
not working in favor of the regime. This is
demonstrated primarily by the deepening and
broadening of the gap between the two classes.
Sooner or later the circumstances will arise
which will tear the regime apart.

The strength of the new revolution in the
USSR will depend on the clarity of the goals
for which it takes place. And these goals are
quite clear to the broad masses of the workers.
To ‘fde-kulakize” the Stalinist state, and to give
all the property into the hands of the people
This can be accomplished only by a new revolﬁ-
tionary mass movement against the Stalinfst i‘?s

‘bureaucracy for the realization of higher stag

of the revolution, for the creation of a really
classless society.

And in closing, one further observation. 'I'iue
victory of the Russian working class over the

bureaucracy can only be facilitated if the worlr-.

ers of the West fight consistently for the ldeﬂt
of socialism. It is a fact that every v:ciory of H;é
West European or American workers is at 'I'li&
same time a defeat for the Stalinist bureucuraéy
and is aid given by the Western working cldﬁ‘é

to the struggle for freedom of the workers i‘ﬁ
the USSR. ot
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(Conhnued from page 1)
question of avoiding old and worn
phrases. It is certainly not forced
upon the framers of the document
by fear of legal repressions. But
it is dictated to them by the fact
that so many of the organizations
represented sit in the same cab-
inets with open representatives of
the capitalist class, and take re-
sponsibility jointly with them for
the administiration of governments.

This document is supposed to
rally the workers, all the op-
pressed and exploited and disin-
herited, to struggle. It is sup-
posed to give them a lead in this
struggle which is superior to the
lead given them by Stalinism. It
is supposed to rally them to the
struggle against their present ex-
ploiters;. as well as against the
new rulers in the Kremlin. But
i# starts . , by politely not
naming the main enemy at home.

. The same spirit is displayed in
the .whole document. At no point
does 1t call for the socialization

of the decisive industries. Instead-

.« .. it lists the areas of economic
. life in which private ownership

is compatible with “socialist
< planning.”

ON SOCIAI.IZATION

There is nothing wrong, of
course, in making it clear that
socialists do not advocate the im-

‘mediate or even the eventual na-*

tionalization of every last produc-
tive enterprise. There is nothing
wrong ... as long as it is made
clear to the working people that
° socialists do advocate the social-
ization of the basic industries.

But the declaration states in-
stead:
“Socialism seeks to replace

capitalism by a system in which
-the public interest takes prece-
dence over the interest of pri-
vate profit. The immediate eco-
nomic aims of Socialist policy are
full employment, higher produc-
tion, a .rising standard of life,
social securlty and a fair dis-
tribution of incomes and property.

“In order to achieve these ends,
production must be placed in the
interests of the people as a
whole.

“Such planning is incompatible
with the concentration of eco-
nomic power in the hands of a
few. It requires effective demo-
cratic control of the economy.

- “Democratic socialism there-
fore stands in sharp contradic-
tion both to capitalist planning

and to every form of totalitarian
planning .

“Socialist planning can be
achieved by various means. The
structure of the country con-
cerned must decide the extent of
public ownership and the form of
planning to apply.

“Public ownership can take the
form of the nationalization of
existing private concerns or the

creation of new- public con-
cerns . . . ’
“Socialist planning does not

presuppose public ownership of
all the- means of production. It is
compatible with the existence of
private ownership in important
fields, for instance.in agriculture,
handicraft, retail trade: and small
and middle-size industries. The
state must prevent private owners
from abusing their powers...”

FINE PHRASES

What could be more evasive?
Production need not even be
placed under the “control" of the
people as a whole, but in their
“interest.” It is only the economy
as a whole which must be placed
under "democratic control,” a
statement to which Truman could
give his hearty support. Public
ownership is only one among many
means for establishing socialist
planning, but as long as its degree
is left so completely undefined, it
can, as it was meant to, mean all
things to all men.

Once again, no socialist party is .

to be embarrassed by this dec-
laration if its ministers sit in the
cabinet of a country in which only
the post office is a government
concern. The programs of the
British Labor Party have been
far more specifie and revolution-
ary than this, and their actions
as well. .

The document; quite correctly,
avoids the old error of -equating
nationalization with socialism.
But at the same time it' also
avoids the demand for workers’
control of production as a_ neces-
_sity for the establishment of so-
cialist planning. Instead we find
the sentence: ‘“‘the workers must
be associated democratically with
the direction of industry.”

How can anyone be rallied be-
kind a phrase like that? It is
put in, no doubt, to please the
German comrades, who are em-
barking on their schemes of co-
determination in privately owned
industry, while not offending the
British comrades whose party,

even when in sole control of the
government, has not established
any means by which the workers
can participate in running the
nationalized industries.
Considerations of space, and of
the reader’s patience forbid a de-

tailed analysis of the whole dec-.

laration. In it .are many fine
generalities about all manner of
things. The Socialist Interna-
tional is for political democracy,
for justice, for the right to work,
ete., ete. It is against Stalinism
and all its works. It aims “to
achieve freedomt and justice by
removing exploitation which. di-
vides men under éapitalism” and
it condemns the Stalinists for

“seeking “to sharpen those class

divisions only in order to estab-
lish the dictatorship of a single
party.” In this phrase, it seems
to be saying to the workers that
they can remove exploitation
without seeking to remove the
exploiters . . .

PRO-WAR

But the framers of this declara-
tion could not avoid at least one
concrete question: the cold war.
And when they faced this ques-
tion, they revealed the basic emp-
tiness of their declaration.

The question of the attitude of
socialists toward the two great
imperialist camps tended to divide
them more than any other point
in the program. Both in the
“Aims and Tasks of Democratic
Socialism” and in a special reso-
lution entitled “World Action for
Peace,” the majority of the par-
ties came out for “collective se-
curity,” which means for support
to the bloe of nations led and
dominated by the completely cap-
italist government of the United
States. -

On this question, the Economist
reports: “the . . . Conference
showed that it will face its great-
est test outside Europe. The Jap-
anese delegation . . . was clearly
unhappy in voting for the Declara-
tion of Aims and Tasks. It ab-
stained on the resolution about
world affairs since it favors un-
armed neutrality for Japan. The
Indian observer, Dr. Lohia, ex-
pressed similar doubts on both is-
sues. There is a danger that the
Asian parties will form an op-
position inside the new Interna-
tional.™

The congress came out in sup-
port of the” U. S.-UN camp in
the Korean war, and in support

U. S. Seeks Franco as Ally — —

(Continued from page 1)
~who said, “Franco has 500,000
eutthroats and we need them.”

Now the public relations job

on. Spanish fascism begins. The .

; $logans of the late war made
such a deep impression—the slo-
gans of the “crusade against
fascism”—that the public must
forget how Franco came to
. power. We have already been
-treated to-a photo of him admir-
ing his grandchild. Can his re-
gime be so bad?

Franco himself is willing to
collaborate on this build-up. He
has reshuffled his cabinet spe-
cially for the benefit of the U. S.
strategists. The Spanish people
did not even know a change was
being contemplated He has
ordered $ome freedom of press!

> The Spamsh press, however,
emphasized for home consumption
that “continuity’” was the keynote
of the cabinet changes. There is
apparently a reduced emphasis
on the Falange but no sign what-
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sover of any change in the funda-
mental character of government.
The monarchists themselves re-
pudiate any sign of any tendency
even in the direction of the mon-
archy.

A MATTER OF TASTE"

In the course of one short year,
in response to the military exigen-
cies of the Korean war, the U. S.
has effected removal of Spanish
sanctions in the UN, ambassador-
ial exchanges, financial assistance
and now a military alignment with
the only fascist member of the
Axis powers still in existence. It is
an alliance with a totaiitarian—
-aaginst a totalitarian.

There are those who see a
basic difference between a totali-
tarian system and a democratic
one and who base all polities ac-
cordingly. We do not believe that
an awareness of this obvious dif-
ference provides an automatic
-answer to political questions, par-
ticularly to deciding whom to
support in a war.

But we never agreed with Molo-

~ tov, who said after the conclu-

sion of the Stalin-Hitler pact,
that “Fascism is a matter of
taste.” It would be difficult to find
a public utterance in worse taste

from the standpoint of working

class and socialist principles. But
it is a charaeterization which is
damningly suitable for U. S. pol-

icy toward Spain. For it, fascism- ~

has becomera guestion of‘taste.

of rearmament. It did not even
temper this with a concrete crit-
icism of those actions of the
United States which have been
criticized even by the British gov-
ernment. It did not give an inch
to the position of the Indian
Socialist Party, or to the crit-
icisms of the Bevan wing of the
British Labor Party. It went
right down the line, covering the
policies which (even from a re-
formist point of view) require
criticism with the whitewash of
pious wishes.

NO LEAD- HERE

“Peace,” the resolution de-
clares, “is one of the funda-
mental -aims of International So-
cialism.” And later: “The free-
dom, independence and equality
of status of all nations are an
essential condition for the de-
fense of peace.” This was, no
doubt, a concession to the Ger-
man party. But how about Africa,
and Indo China, and Malaya?

The Socialist International "be-
lieves that in defense, as in all
aspects of policy, equality of sacri-
fice must be assured, both within

each nation and between nations..

But countries which do not enjoy
equality of rights cannot be ex-
pected to play their full part in
common defense.” Again, the Ger-
man comrades had their way in
the last sentence. But, we may
ask, in which country is there
equality of sacrifice? And what
possibility is there of equality of
sacrifice among the nations dom-
inated by fhe rich United States?

The fate of this declaration was
sealed with its adoption. The
workers who belong to the so-
cialist parties want an end to
capitalism. They need leadership
in program and ih action. They
neéd to have their enemies
pointed out to them and a series
of direct, evident, relatively sim-
ple goals for which they ecan
struggle defined. These things are
given them by Stalinism, which
declares that the capitalist sys-
tem and the capitalist class are
their enemies, that nationaliza-
tion of industry; the land to the
farmers, political power for the
peoplé led by the workers are
their goal. The Stalinists are los-
ing out and will eontinue to lose
influence among the workers be-
cause these aims are seen to be
a  cover for their own brutal,
totalitarian ambitions.

The struggle for democratic so-
cialism could be infinitely more
attractive than. the shibboleths of
Stalinism. But the workers can
and are rallied to this struggle
only when bold aims are pre-
sented to them by leaders who are
willing to lead them against the
enemies who oppress them. They
are in the great European and
Asian socialist parties because
they seek such aims and such a
leadership. The declaration of the
Socialist International demon-
strates once more that in this
world organization both are sadly
lacking.
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Nat in t/z.a
Notes of Cheer

The Standard Oil of New Jer-
sey is earning the biggest profits

in its history. In the first six .

months of this year it will have
raked in $19 million more than
it did in the first half of last year,
when it made only $159 million.-

Newspaper advertising set an
all-time record in May. The poor
corporations, that have to scrape
the bottom of the barrel to pay
those government taxes, seem to
have lots of money left over to
buy a lot of ‘the nation’s press—
a lot of space, we mean.

Different Story -

There’s that 10 per cent ceiling
which is supposed to freeze wages
and salaries. As everyone knows,
the government has no difficulty
in policing wage raises, for the
most part. The boss just doesn’t
give the raise, referring the union
to the wage freeze. When it comes
to freezing salaries for corpora-
tion executives, the story is dif-
ferent. The executives give the
raise to themselves. How’s it go-
ing to be policed?

It isn’t, one gathers from the
U. 8. News (June 29), which re-
ports that a Salary Stabilization
Board is being set up. It adds:

“Salary Stabilization officials
express the hope that salary con-
trols can largely be ‘self-enfore-
ing.” They want to avoid a large-
scale organization that would be
required if every increase of
every employer had to be ruled
upon.

“There is this other signifieant
factor. In World War II, salary
control was enforced by the Bu-
reau of Internal Revenue. The
employer who violated a rule or
who acted without regard to re-
straints on salary increases,
faced what could amount to an
automatic disallowance of the en-
tire illegal payroll as a deductible
wage ¢ost or tax purposes. This
time, salary control is outside the
Treasury and is not geared “to
enforcement by Internal Revenue
inspectors.

“Policing of salarles of hun-
dreds of thousands of employers
is to be a very difficult task for a
small organization with few en-
forcement agents. The Salary
.Board staff has the policing job
“for salaries of all executives; all
administrative workers not cov-
ered by the Wage-Hour law. The
job also applies to professional
people not affected by the Wage-
Hour regulations.

“As a practical matter, most
employers are going .ahead with
normal procedure in granting
raises.”
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