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‘Anti-Franco
_Committee
‘Organized

A Committee to Defend Franco's

‘ VYictims was organized on Monday,
March 17 at the headquarters of
the Workers Defense League in
New York City. The meeting was
held in response to an invitation
by Norman Thomas in -behalf of
opponents of Franco's regime and
was attended by unionists, Span-
ish-speaking anti-fascist organiza-
tions, the Independent Socialist
- League, the IWW, The Catholic
Worker group, the General De-
fense Council, among many others.
-Responding to the appeal of
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~ - the Spanish-anti-fascists in BEu-

rope  against Franco’s current
reign of terror against opponents
of his totalitarian regime, the
new committee has gone into ac-
tion to initiate a ceaseless’ cam-
paign in behalf of the Spanish
militants and against American
aid to Spain.

THOMAS CHAIRMAN

It elected Norman Thomas
chairman and Rowland Watts,
National Secretary of WDL, sec-
retary of the permanent commit-

7% tee. The committee is now pre-
paring a series of actions fo give
the broadest possible publicity ‘to
Franco’s latest murders.

While steps are being taken to
enlarge the committee’s support
and to influence a nation-wide ac-
tivity similar to the steps taken
in New York, the meeting decided
to organize immediate picketing
of the Spanish consulate in New
York City and to support the Free-
dom House meefing protesting the
latest assassinations carried out
by Franco against the CNT union-
ists.

TURN OUT!

The picketing will take place
at noon on Thursday and Friday,
March 20 and 21, and from 5 to
4 p.m. on Monday and Tuesday,
March 24 and 25. Anti-fascist,
anti-Franco banners will be car-
ried and a leaflet inviting attend-
ance at the Freedom House meet-
ing will be passed out. The meet-
ing at Freedom House will be
held on Tuesday, March 25 at
8:30 p.m.

While the above meeting deals
directly with the execution of the
five CNT members, the picket
line will carry signs protesting
thie new frameup trials in Barce-
lona, Vittoria (the Basque re-
gion) and Valencia, where Ger-

» ardo Baldris, head of the Work-"

ers Militia of the POUM of Ma-
drid in 1936, is awaiting trial.
Readers of LABOR ACTION are
called on ‘to aHtend the public
meeting at Freedom House and to
turn out on the picket line of the
Committee to Defend Franco's

Yictims. -

extermination of free labor.

Norman Thomas and others.

SAVE FRANCO’S VICTIMS!

Workers Defense League Calls
For Anti-Franco Rally, Pickets

FRANCO IS MURDERING TRADE UNIONISTS. You can put a
stop fo it. On March 13, five were executed but six were saved
through protests organized by the Workers Defense League in the
United States ‘and by mass meetings in Europe.

The five who died could have been saved if America had
raised a stronger voice. Other unionists are now awaiting trial
in Barcelona and Vittoria. You can save their lives by your pro-
test now. There will be a meeting at

5 FREEDOM HOUSE
TUESDAY, MARCH 25 AT 8:30 P.M.

It is absolutely necessary that this meeting of protest be
filled to overflowing so that American officials will know that we
will no longer tolerate cooperation with Franco's program of
Speakers wilil
Robert Alexander who has just returned from Spain, James Carey,

But the speakers are not what will count. What may make the
difference between life and death for these, men is your presence
ot the meeting and participation in these protests. COME.

include Professor

" Rowldand WATTS,
National Secretary

Democracy and the Working
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UAW Exec Takes
Over Ford Local

By WALTER JASON

DETROIT, March 16—After a one-day hearing, at which the
Reuther leadership acted as prosecutor, judge and jury, the
internationdl executive board placed a six-man administra-
tion over Ford Local 600, in spite of vigorous protests of
the duly elected officials of that local union, the largest in-

the world.

Thus today, the Reuther
forces are in control —at
least until the next election
——of a local union which they
have been unable to win at
any time by democratic se-
cret elections since President
Walter P. Reuther assumed
full leadership of the UAW-
CIO-in 1947. o

The main charge against

" the four top officers of Ford

U.S. Proconsul Intervenes in Greece
To Lay Down Line on Gov't System

By MARY BELL

In an unusually brazen manner
that can only endear it to Stalin-
ists seeking fresh material for
cold-war propaganda, the United
States has intervened in the cur-
rent troubled political situation in
Greece through its Ambassador
John Peurifoy, who was in turn
backed by the State Department.

Peurifoy, with an eye to the ad-
mimistration of Marshall Plan funds
and the role of Greece in NATO,
publicly stated that his govern-
ment frowned upon the re-adop-
tion of the simple proportional-
representation system because “its
inevitable consequence of continu-
ing governmental instability would
have a disastrous effect upon the
efficient use in Greece.” He warn-
ed that the U. S. did not favor the
existence in Greece of small par-
ties and coalition cabinets.

According to the New York

Times (Mar, 16) Peurifoy “seem--

ed -to advocate a two-party sys-
tem that would give to one party
or another the chance to govern
the country in stability over a
reasonable period of time.”

The Times' first dispatch from
its Athens correspondent stated
that Ambassador Peurifoy’s in-
tervention won “more praise than
dispraise” and “more applause...
than eries. of protest against
him.” Until the very next day,
that was.

Immediately following Peuri-
foy's denunciation of proportion-
al representation, Sophoecles Veni-
zelos, acting premier during the
illness of Premier Plastiras and
head of the Liberal Party, stated
to the press in a direct rejoinder
that while. the Greek people ap-

preciated American aid, “it is a
privilege of the Greek people and
the government to decide about
the electoral system by which the
country will be governed on the
basis of constitutional prineci-
ples.”

Two days later, the March 17
Times-had to head the story over
its Athens dateline "Peurifoy
'Affair' Boils Up in Greece.” Only
the supporters of Field Marshal
Aiexander Papagos, leader of the
Greek Rally, parliamentary oppeo-
sition, and one of the two major
parties, came to Peurifoy’s side,

FAVORS REACTION

In desiring a parliamentary
system by “majority rule,” the
effect wished by the United States
is the creation of a government
more or less in its own image but
niore to its liking in any case.
For the elimination of propor-
tional representation would have
the effect of eliminating all the
smaller, minority parties which
now have representation. In
Greece, it would tend to eliminate
all but the Liberal and Greek
Rally groups, the two important
bourgeois parties,

Such a two-party system is less
democratie, less expressive of the
wishes of the populace than pro-
portional representation.

In the current situation in
Greece,, the U. S. maneuvers are
not merely a pious wish for a
strong government. They play di-
rectly into the hands of the most
conservative and reactionary for-.
ces in Greece, represented by the
Greek Rally party, which is strong-
ly praising the action of Peurifoy.
Fremier, Plastiras’ apparently re-

treated from his plan to reinstitute

simple proportional representation
ofter the statement of Peurifoy.
(Greece now operates with a
modified version, known as ''rein-

forced proportional representa-
tion.")
"INSTABILITY"

The Peurifoy intervention has
encouraged Papagos to introduce
a motion of censure against the
covernment in Parliament, charg-
ing ineptitude and lack of confi-
dence. The Greek Rally leader
also defends a clandestine organi-
zation, the *“Sacred” Union of
Greek Officers, as being a “patri-
otie organization” whoese task was
to keep communism out of the
army. He also stated that this
group, charged by the opposition
with the intention of declaring a
military dictatorship, was fully
known to former U. S. Ambassa-
dor Henry F. Grady and Lieut.
Gen. James A, Van Fleet, former
head of the U. S. Military Mis-
sion to Greece.

The Papagos group parrots the
demand of Peurifoy for majority
representation in the new general
elections. They cite the instability
of France, with its system of
proportional representation, also
subject to frequent crises—and to
American criticism as a result.

What is entirely lost sight of
by the opponents of proportional
representation is that the crises
stem not from proportional rep-
resentation but from fundamental
conditions present in the economic
and political situation of each
given country. Proportional rep-
resentation is a more sensitive

(Turn to last page)

Local 600 — Carl Stellato,

president; Pat Rice, vice
president; Bill Hood, record-
ing secretary; and Bill

Grant, financial secretary—
was that they were derelict
in their duty because a small
cligue of the Communist
Party was the -real leader-
ship of the local union.”

Less than three months
ago, Carl Stellato, confront-
ed by similar accusations at
a special board hearing, -
challenged Reuther to prefer
charges against him and the
other officers under the pro-
visions of the union constitu-
tion. These would have been
heard by a special trial
board, as set up at the last inter-
national union convention. Un-
doubtedly, this would have been
a far more democratic method—
and for Reuther, a more dangerous
one—than the legal but burequ-
cratic amputation now taking
place. The prosecutor and the jury
would not be the same individuals.

When the news of the adminis-
trators over Ford Local 600 broke -
in the headlines, right after the
congressional committee cut shorf
its hearings and left fown, an old-
time right-winger made the re-
mark, "l can remember when we

uspd to beat those b-----s in elee-
tions."

This pithy comment summa-
rizes the whole situation, and the
problem.

THE G-MAN BOARD

Why has the Reuther faction
been unable, with 90 per cent of
the UAW in its control, to build
a cadre of union leaders and unite
them on a sound progressive pro-
gram that would smash the influ-
ence of Stalinism in the way that
counts -most, by defeating them
in eleetions, by winning the rank
and file away from their influ-
ence? Ford Local 600 is no dif-
ferent in composition from other
UAW locals in this area. There
seems little question but that
Reuther has disavowed his one-
time method of defeating Stalin-
ism by a superior program and
leadership.

The six _administrators over
Ford Local 600 are Walter Reu-
ther, Vice-Presidents John Liv-
ingston and Richard Gosser, the
two West Side regional directors,

Furn to lost page)
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By GERALD McDERMOTT

Law First on 1952

PITTSBURGH, March 15—Something is missing from the
national scene this spring. Contract time is fast approach-
ing for the United Mine Workers and John L. Lewis has not
said a word about a strike. Furthermdre, he’s not likely to!
. This despite the fact that the union for months past has
‘been very quietly building a huge war chest through heavy
assessments on the membership.

@ This despite the fact that anti-union violence has been
steadily increasing in the Kentucky fields, where shooting

-.at organizers and bombing their cars has been almost a

weekly occurrence for the past year. :
e This despite the fact that the work week in coal remains
short—as it has been virtually since the end of the war.
@ This despite the appalling disaster at Orient No. 2 Mine
at-West Frankfurt, Illinois, last December where 119 miners
died in a company death trap.

This last point—the Orient No. 2 disaster—explains

- Lewis's peaceable behavior this spring. Just as after the ter-

rible Centralia disaster, there is the possibility that Con-
gress, under the pressure of this latest wanton slaughter,
will pass a federal mine-safety law with teeth in it. Such a
law—the Price-Neely bill—is now before Congress. Lewis
is not likely to do anything aggressive as long as he has
hope that this desperately needed bill will pass.

Under the present law, federal mine inspectors have no

“authority to enforce their findings. Only state inspectors

can do this, and state mine departments are uniformly in
the control of the mine operators.

" WHY FEDERAL LEGISLATION IS NEEDED

“Federal inspectors had declared the Orient No. 2 mine

" dangerous. State inspectors—the head of the Illinois Bureau

of Mines and Minerals was formerly manager of Orient

No. 2—said the mine was
safe. It blew up, and blew up
119 men with it.

- When the Price-Neely bill

: ‘was introduced, the head of

the. Pennsylvania Bureau of
Mines rushed to Washington
to testify against the measure.
Pennsylvania, he boasted, had an
adequate safety code. Within a
week, the Carpenterstown No. 2
mine near Pitisburgh blew up, kill-
ing six. 1t was only because the
explosion took place in a wet sec-
tion, so that only methane and not
coal dust blew up, that many more
did not die. Federal inspectors had
warned that the mine was gassy;
the "efficient” Pennsylvania inspec-
tors had said it was OK.

Federal reports, which. are

‘purely advisory, are simply ig-

nored by operators and state offi-
cials—thereby saving a little
money at the risk of men’s lives.
Last year, for example, only 27
per cent of the hazards reported
by federal inspectors were cor-
rected.

Coal mining is at best a haz-
ardous occupation. However, the
wvast majority of deaths and in-
juries are preventable. The casu-
alty figures at present are ap-
palling. Last year, 790 were,
killed and 38,250 injured. In the
last ten years, over ten thousand
have been killed and over a hEIf
million injured. Further, the sit-
uation is not improving but get-
ting worse. Last year, the fre-
quency rate increased 16 per cent
over the previous year.

There is a new element in the

fight for federal enforcement of
mine safety. This year, some of
the operators of the big modern
mines in the Northern fields are
supporting federal enforcement,
while the smaller operators and
Southern owners oppose - the
measure,

BIG OPS WANGLE

The motive of the big operators
is not humanitarian, however.
Coal is in oversupply, as is usual
in peacetime. Stricter safety reg-
ulations would drive smaller, un-
dercapitalized companies out of
business. This would strengthen
the hold of monopoly on the in-
dustry.

The operators who are support-
ing federal enforcement are not
backing the Price-Neeley bill
which has the support of the
UMW, however. The big operators
propose legislation which would
affect the small competitor but

leave loopholes for them. They are

asking for the right to get injunc-
tions setting aside the findings of
federal inspectors until a lengthy
court procedure has been fol-
lowed. Thus, big companies with
skiliful lawyers and the right con-
nections could largely circumvent
the law, while the thousands of
small operators who aiready lead
a precarious economic existence
would have a much harder time.

The union would not object to
many of these smaller mines be-
ing closed. Located in remote
areas and working only part of
the vear, many of them have

. Part I of the legendary "Volume IV" of Marx's Capital

A HISTORY OF ECONOMIC THEORIES
From the Physiocrats to Adam Smith

- Translated into English for the first time

J The Langland Press 337 pp. $5.00
| Order from:
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11 4West 14th Street
New York City 11, N. Y.
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proved. almost, impossible to .or-
ganize. Their elosure would help
make possible a full work week
for union miners. The problem of
short work sveeks has so plagued
the union that Lewis, the great

advocate of free enterprise, has.

been unsueccessfully  pushing a
scheme- whereby -the government
would subsidize the export-of coal
to Europe in order to .keep -the
coal industry working more. regu-
larly.

So long .as there-is the possi-
bility that the Price-Neely bill
will pass,- under -the pressure of
the latest disaster and of the
ecming national ‘elections, Lewis
is likely to postpone economic de-
mands to aeccept whatever the

steel workers win, if it is offered -

to him: (Lewis long ago prom-

. ised the steel workers financial

support in their current struggle,
if they need it.) However, if safe-
ty regulations are again rejected
—as seems likely—400,000 coal
miners are going to be awfully
sore. ’

. -completed ...gnd . his .

_LABOR _ACTION

The Langland Presé in New
York has just issued the first
volume of A Histery of Economic

Theories, From the Physiocrats .

to Adam Swmith, by Karl Marx,
marking the first time that this
work has appeared-in the Eng-
lish language.

-Students -of Marx will know that
. #his book is.part of a four-volume

< work.. based. on. material =which
*iMarx chad hoped o issue as the

i4th. volume ..of Capital. He died
long. .before .the. project could. .be
co-worker
Engels was able only to complete

the now famous three volumes of

Capital. In his literary legacy,
Karl Kautsky, the then theoretical
leader of the German social-de-
amocracy, was given  the task of
editing and issuing this collected
material, which he did in a Ger-
man edition as Theories of Surplus
Value, -Marx's original title. A
French edition appeared as A His-
tory of Economic Doctrines.

Kautsky completed Theories of
Sarplus Value after years of the
-most _painstaking labor of -de-

“Vol. 4” of Marx’s Capital
Out in English At Last

ciphering and organizing .the
overwhelming mass of handwrit-
ten material left by  Marx. But
almost fifty years have passed

.since the first appearance-ofithe

German ‘edition before. an: Eng-
lish one has come out.

Although originally .intended °
as the 4th volume of .Capital, 4
History . of - Eeonomic Theories .
could -well -be- read as.-an-intro-

. duction to Capital, The book deals

with ..the -forerunners -of . Marx
-and the material is a preparation
for:the study of Capital: itself.

" 'The material in this book cov-
ers the same ground  as: that

- which -appears in the first volume

of the four which make up the
whole of the German edition.
Terence McCarthy, the transla-
tor,. writes that the second wol-
ume is already in preparation.

This publication-project is a
noteworthy event for students of
Marxism. It is by no means to be
thought that the work is simply
a historical survey. It is chock-'
{ull of material casting impor-
tant sidelights on Marx’s eco-
nomic views.

Second Bay Area Case of Racism
In Housing Has a Different Ending

By JACK WALKER

OAKLAND, March 14—For the
second time in less than a month
the Bay Area made newspaper
headlines on the issue of racial
discrimination in housing. The
first case was the Chinese-Amer-

ican Sheng family in South San .

Francisco. The second is that of
the Negro Gary family in San
Pablo (north of Oakland). How-
ever, the second case is the more
vital of the two.

Readers of LABOR ACTION
will recall how Sing Sheng asked
for a democratic vote on his
neighbors’ attitude toward his
moving into his new home, and
how prejudice won 174-28, caus-
ing Sheng to sell his mortgage.
This time it was different! Wil-
bur D. Gary, veteran and vice-
commander of an American Le-
gion post, who has been a Negro
in America for 42 years knew in
advance' that there was strong
prejudice against his moving into
a newly acquired $8700 home in
the Rollingwood tract in San
Pablo. Nevertheless he decided to
g¢ ahead, in spite of the follow-
ing oceurrences:

(1) His "neighbors" #ried #to
qget the former owner of his home
to sell o them after learning that
a Negro was attempting to buy it.

(2) A three-foot wooden cross
had been planted on his front
lawn the day before he was to
niove in.

(3) A brick had crashed through
his living-roem window that same
night.

(4) An offer to buy him out at o
profit of $1200 (prejudice is cost-
Iy!) had been made by a Rolling-
wood Improvement Association—
a categoric yes-or-no offer.

(5) The plate-glass window of
the Richmond Negro real-estate
dealer who had negotiated the
transaction was. smashed by a
stone.

Thus the hostile erowd which
milled around Gary’s home for
approximately five hours after
dark on March 5, the evening he
moved in, and which hurled
taunts and stones at the resi-
dence, was clearly foreshadowed
by the earlier events. Neverthe-
less, the San Pablo sheriff tem-
porized until close to 11 p.m. be-
fore he and twenty deputies dis-
persed the hostile 150 and friend-
ly 50 alike, promising to protect
Gary the rest of the night. Pre-

* vious to the sheriff’s long-delayed

arrival there was absolutely noth-
ing between Gary and the crowd
but the gradually rising group. of

fifty friends who stuck by him.
One of these, a Methodist pastor,
planted an American flag on the
-road leading up to the house, and
received the aprobrious epithet
of “nigger lover” from many of
his assembled congregation. A
few persons stayed with Gary
overnight, but apparently that
was the end of the violence.
There are several points to be

.made about these two cases of

racial diserimination.

DEMOCRACY MISAPPLIED

First, there was a definite
amount of organization of the
prejudiced section of the neigh-
borhood. In the Sheng case door-
bells were rung and families were
aorused against him on both ra-
cial and “eommunist” grounds. ..
although the latter was clearly
inapplicable to this former Chi-
nese Nationalist officer. In the
Gary case there were both violent
acts (cross, window smashings)
and the attempts to buy him out.
Against this, there is only the
piecemeal response of a smaller
group of people trying to aid the
vietom of prejudice as best they
could, In the Gary case this was
not good enough to prevent the
seige of his home for several
hours.

Second, it is the conduct of
Gary that is striking the greater
blow against diserimination. As
Dr. Lester B. Granger, executive
director of the National Urban
League (which organizes social
workers’ skills to improve the eco-
nomic and social status of the
Negro in the city) puts it in the
San Francisco Chroniele :

“You don't go around and ask
for prejudice, and then abide by
it. That balloting in Southwood
was a ?iuppliculioa of the demo-

cratic process. The over-all loss
(when Sheng didn't move in) is
much worse than any piddiing
gain {obtained from the publicity).

“The Gary situation has much
more optimistic tendencies. He's
there and his neighbors will learn
to know him and be ashamed of
themselves. It's the record all over
the country. A Negro moves in
and people get excited. Then they
realize Negroes are people like
anyone else,”

ON ALERT

While Dr. Granger’s emphasis
on sticking it out is correct, it is
riecessary to realize the good that
publicity does in itself. It checks
the less prejudiced persons and
cften induces others who would
otherwise remain ‘neutral” to
come over to the minority mem-
ber’s side.

The final, and | believe most im- "¢
portant, lesson is that there is a
crying need for more effective or-
ganization by the foes of discrimi-
nation, if they are to succeed in
their good intentions. What #hat
entails is a combined effort by such
organized community groups as
NAACP, Urban League, ADA, liber-
al and labor groups, etc., in alert-
ing one another whenever #there
are indications of such cases
arising.

These groups, which socialists
should help to bring together in
coordinated action, ean mobilize
a large enough section of their
members and sympathizers to
produce an .overwhelming show-
ing that would eclearly make vio-
lence impossible—or at least
clearly a costly affair. With the
“hot war” on ecivil liberties pro-
ceeding full scale, this is not just -
a “good cause” but a vital neces-

sity!
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London Letter

By ALLAN VAUGHAN

LONDON, March 12—The
two most important events
in© Britain are, firstly, the
Budget, and secondly, the
threat of split in the Labor
Pgrty.

By the time you receive
this letter, all the details of
the Budget will have reached
you, as well as the reports
of the parliamentary debates
following. It is significant
that Arthur Deakin, the president
of the General Council of the
Trade Union Congress, has stated
that “the increase in the Bank

. Rate means a return of the finan-
cial policy of 1931,” for Deaki
belongs to the extreme right of
our party and he is very chary
of. using such strong language
against the Tory government!

It is alse important to note that"
4 this morning's Daily Herald, the .

Labor Party's official newspaper,
has a large number of articles bit-
terly atfacking the saving of 160
million pounds in subsidies, which
will mean dearer bread, meat,
milk, butter, bacon and eggs. The
Daily Herald is beginning fo re-
spond to the terrific pressure from
the Labor movement, and its vig-
orous style of recent months is a
pleasant contrast to the dull, bor-
ing and stilted style we had fo en-
dure for six long years.

RIGHT WNG REBUFFED

The second important eyent is
the defeat of Labor’s “shadow
cabinet” in the Parliamentary
Labor Party [the Labor Party's
parliamentary group]. Despite
the strenuous efforts of Attlee,
Gaitskell, Morrison and Shinwell
to get a resolution censuring the
57" “rebel” MPs, they failed. The
bare facts of this snub to the
Attlee - Morrison strong line
against Bevan will undoubtedly
have appeared in the American
press by this time. However, the

ISL FUND DRIVE

facts about the preliminary nego-
tiations that led to the defeat of
the right-wing resolution. may not
have reached you.

The reimposition of standing
orders in the Parliamentary La-
bor Party is something that was
1o be expected, when such a large
minority of Labor MPs voted
against the majority decision, but
the rebuff to the present leader-
ship was far from certain. With-
in the shadow cabinet there were
misgivings about censuring Be-
van, misgivings that were shared
by many former junior ministers
of the last Labor cabinet; and it
was’ inevitable that a sizable mi-
nority would try to heal the split.

LONDON VOTE DUE

Jim Griffiths, Chuter Ede and
Hugh Dalton all resisted the Attlee
resolution—and these were senior
ministers in the last Labor govern-
ment. More important still was the
acfion of many funior ministers
like Hilary Marquand; John Ed-
wards and Kenneth Younger, who
together with George Strauss and
John Strachey prepared the way
for reconciliation—~a reconcilia-
tion ‘that strengthens the hand of
Bevan, a fact that can hardly have
escaped the notice of the "mod-
erate bloc" inside the Parliamen-
tary Labor Party.

I may be mistaken but I believe
that this rebuff to the leadership
of the party may be the prelude
to the resignation of the parlia-
mentary shadow cabinet in the
not too distant future. People like
Jim Griffiths and Hugh Dalton
would then. fill in the vacated
places of the shadow cabinet.

The Budget and the reconcilia-
tion of the wings of the Labor
Party will help to give the party
a large majority in the forthcom-
ing London County Council elee-
tions. The extent of our victory
will be a useful indicator of the
stréngth of anti-Tory feeling in
London, and a pointer to the re-

)

sults of the next general election.
®

These important events are a
background to the changes taking
place in what I shall call the so-
cialist Left of the Labor Party.
An evolution as profound—
though naturally on a greatly
diminfshed scale—as that in the
Labor movement itself has affect-
ed the many Trotskyist individ-
uals . and groups that have en-
tered the mainstream of working-
class activity. The great majority
of active TrotsE:yists have “left

the tiny sects (that is, tiny by
comparison with the Ilength,
breadth and depth of the Labor
movement, but not tiny by com-
parison with their original size
in the days of the RCP) and
thrown' themselves wholehearted-
ly "and uneconditionally into the
maturing left wing of our party.

Although the small groupings
which remain did play a positive
role, in however distorted a man-
ner, a year or so ago, today, when
alternative forms of loose asso-
ciation and liaison exist, and

Lahor Party’s MPs Repel Attlee’s Attempt to "Get” Bevan

when the. active individuals have

cut themselves loose from these °
closed-in groups, these groups ’
play an injurious role in the cre-
ation of a genuine left wing—a
left wing that 'is unconditionally

loyal to the party as a whole but

ever vigilant in  constructiver
criticism of the conservative poli-
cies of the leadership. For the
far-seeing socialists, it is not a

question of having an entry ‘“tac-
tic,” but having an entry “strate-

gy” spanning a whole epoch’ of
socialist endeavor.

LS

FBI Exhibits a Choice Stool pigeon
In California Trial of Stalinists |

By DAYE BERN -

LOS ANGELES, March 15—
There is some evidence that the
government prosecution of the
California Stalinist leaders has
backfired a bit, due criefly to the
confused, often inconsistent, tes-
timony of at least two of the gov-
ernment’s main witnesses. How-
ever, one need not underestimate
the powerful appeal of the red
scare in influencing public atti-
tudes, regardless of- the charaec-
ter of government witnesses or of
their testimony.

Previously, Lloyd Hamlin, an
informer for the FBI who was
accepted as an important CP ae-
tivist for years, could only quote
from Marx or Lenin, or tell about
the Stahlinist attempt to influence
Negroes by posing as champions
of civil rights, in order to “‘prove”
the “conspiratorial” and “revolu-
tionary” nature of the CP. Ham-
lin’s testimony also sought to in-
troduce, as relevant material, the
“atheistic and materialistic” na-
ture of Marxist philosophy.

The attorneys for the CP lead-
ers showed up much of his testi-
mony by pointing out inconsisten-

cies in the dates of alleged meet-
ings in which certain
weére alleged to be present.

The fourth government wit-
ness, Danny Scarletto, embar-
rassed his chiefs even more by
his “errors” in statements of fac-
tual data and by his role as a self-
confessed ingrate who had report-
ed the name of a woman who had
befriended him. Even the conserv-
ative press indicated in its head-
ings how Secarletto was put on the
spot during cross-examination.

The Los Angeles Mirror of March
12 reported that Scarletto "ad-
mitted he had been friendly with
an elderly woman member of the
Communist Party. . . . He often
visited her home, he said, and she
referred to him as hér son. He put
a new roof on her home and she
poid for the work. "But you furned
her in to the FBI nevertheless,
didn't you?" [Defense Attorneyl
Margolis asked. Reluctantly Scar-
letto admitted he had exposed her
as a member of the parfy. He also
admitted he had turned in other
members for whom he had done
jobs and had given the FBI the
name of a non-member to whom

The Finger's on N.Y., Detroit, Chicago, ét al.

Ty
By ALBERT GATES
Fund Drive Direcfor

Although there was a slight in-
crease in the weekly contribution
to the fund drive we are still run-
ning behind schedule. The $725.50
received this past week took the
drive over the $4,000 mark, but
percentagewise it is 18 per cent
behind the schedule for meeting
the total goal in the campaign.

The standings this week have

and Streator remain in first place
as the only_ areas who have
reached 100 per cent or over. The
SYL is still in third place as it
continues to move toward its goal.
It has made the largest finanecial
contribution to the drive next to
New York City. Right now SYL
units stand in the following po-
sitions: Chicago $358, New York
$202.50, Berkeley $94, Detroit,
540, Northwest $30, General $28,

St. Louis $2& and New Haven -

not changed a great deal. Oregon  $20.
Fund Drive Box:Score
‘Box-Sc
Quota Paid Percent

TOTAL ........$12,500 $4073.50 32.%
Oregon ... ..., 50 65 130
Streator 25 25 100

Socialist Youth League ... e 1,500 837.50 55.8
Cleveland ... ... . s 100 - 50
Piffsburgh .. 75 50
BefPalo’ nooonnaiSsvamas 300 46
Ocakland ... 165 33

. New York ... 227 30.6

‘Boston 15 30 ¢

General 27 271

Chicago 480 26.6
Youngstown . 25 - 25

Newark ..., 73 24.3

*1 Phifadelphia 70 23.3 -

Detroif ... 173 23
Baltimere 5 0
Los Angeles 600 116 19

Seattle 300 55 18.3
Akron ... 75 0 0
Reading 75 0 0
5t. Louis. ... 50 4] 0
\Indiana 50 0 0

Among ISL branches, Pitfsburgh
did best this week, reaching 50
per cent of its quota and moving
into sixth place. New York City,
which is far behind its pace of
last year, s, however, slowly
creeping up in the standings and
new has passed 30 per cent of its
quota. .

By and large, however, this was
a poor week for ISL branches.
A glance at the box score will
show that most of them sent 1o
money in and as a result there
has been no change in their posi-
tions.

This is a warning to all
branches. We have now passed
the halfway mark in the drive.
The next weeks are the eritical
ones. They will show whether the
whole campaign is in jeopardy.
We have never failed to complete
a fund drive before and we know

114 West 14 Street
New York 11, N. Y.

CITY .

CONTRIBUTE to the ISL FUND DRIVE!

Independent Socialist League

Enclosed is $..coovveevrveeennns
the ISL’s 1952 Fund Drive.

we are not going to fail this time.
But to make certain that there is
no failure, a quick upward turn
in contributions is necessary.
This is warning signal No. 1.

" There are seven weeks left to the

campaign, in which period $8,000
has to be raised, over a thousand
dollars a week. Again, the chance
of making this depends entirely
upon the larger branches with the
greater quofas.

We need to hear more loudly
from New York first of all, and
then from Chicago, Detroit, Los
Angeles, Oakland, Buffalo, Seat-
tle, Newark and Philadelphia.
These are the areas which are
holding back the drive. Now, let's
see how quickly the necessary
change is made. It can be done in
one way only: Immediate collec-
tion and remittance of contribu-
tions to the national office!

..... a8 my contribution to

STATE. cooorecereeemssemsesnaees

(Make checks payable to Albert Gates.)

persons’

Pt S e

he had sold a subscription to the'

People’s World, the Communis¥
newspaper."
AGENT-PROVOCATEUR °

The defense also noted “that
Scarletto has been living since
1948 with a woman to whom he is
not legally married” and suggest~ -
ed the “possibility that Scarletto’s
testimony had been given in ex-
change for immunity from prose--
cution on Mann Act charges.”
Underlining the determination to
match the government’s own kind
of tacties, including character as-
sassination, if necessary, the de-
fense wrung from the witness the
admission that he had accompa-
nied a woman to Ohio under the
guise of being on a honeymoon.

On March 13 the LA Times
stated that “Scarletto said . . .
the Communists yelled and hol-
lered when he, an undercover
man for the FBI, said that as 5.
mechanic he was- well qualified-to’
sabotage planes on the ground. -
. . . The meeting at which saho-
tage: was considered was attend-'
ed by a Korean girl, Scarletto re-
ported. She said, he related, that
she didn’t want her husband to~
fight in Korea, where he might
kill some of his own people. Oth-
ers, however, said that as many -
as possible should he placed in -
Korea where they might do good
service as saboteurs.” y

The defense contended it would
show that Scarletto had not been
operating underground as he had
claimed, Scarletto said he turned
over to the FBI literature he re-
ceived at meetings and copies of’
the People’s World. Since this
literature is sold at Stalinist
hookstores and the paper can be
purchased openly, one may won-
der at the relevance of this testi-
mony in the attempt to prove the
underground and conspiratorial
character of the CP. )

The Times continued: “When
he was ssked to identify copies of
the People’s World, he frequently
said he did not remember having
seen the copies and when asked
why, replied, ‘Maybe I didn’t take™ :
it out of the wrapper.’”

The following day the Times
dealt with Scarletto’s testimony to
the effect that the CP #ried #o
"indoctrinate mothers in nursing
schools, worshipers in Jewish syn-
agogues and in a Unitarian church
and members of the B'nai B'rith. ..
Scarletto went through another
trying day in which he was asked
to pin down various events ‘as fo
dates and places of which he now
and then volunteered he had hazy
recollections.” The witness was
excused, but he ‘apparently failad
to offer any concrete evidence #o
back up. his ‘dnd the 'government
contentions that the CP had "con-
spired to advocate and teach: the
overthrow of the government by
force and violence,"

Witness Scarletto’s memory un-
derwent a “dusting” job when
t‘Attorney Branton asked [hirh]
if he had seen Mrs. Kusnitz at a
meeting in September 1951. Scar-
letto said he had. Then the attor-
ney asked the government to stip-
ulate that Mrs. Kusnitz had been
in jail *from July 26, 1951 until.

(Furn to last page)
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LABOR ACTION

- The
ISL Program
~ in Brief

The Independent Socialist League
stands for socialist democracy and
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. I must
 be abolished and replaced by a new

social system, in which the people own
and control the basic sectors of the
economy, democratically controlling
their own economic and political des-
tinies.

Stalinism, in Russia and wherever it
holds power, is a brutal totalitarian-
ism—a new form of exploitation. lts
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-
trol by the people. )

These two camps of capitalism and
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-
ing und strengthening the Third Camp
.. of the people against both war blocs.

‘The ISL, as a Marxist movement,
looks to the working class and its ever-
present struggle as the basic progres-
sive force in society. The ISL is organ-
ized fo spread the ideas of socialism in
the labor movement and among all
other sections of the people.

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

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

INTERESTED?

Get |
acquainted

-with the
Independent
Socialist League—

114 W. 14#h Street
New York 11, N. Y.

O I want mere information about the
ideds ‘of Independent Socialism and

‘- the _'ISL'.

O] I want to join the ISL.

\/
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By HAL DRAPER

« Is the working class, the labor movement, the most im-
portant bulwark of democracy in our society?

We answer unequivocally Yes; and believe it has never
been more important to emphasize this than today.

But an unequivocal Yes does not mean that the mere
assertion itself adequately describes the real relationship
that exists between the working-class struggle and the fight
for democracy. Without a knowledge of the thinking behind
it, which both elaborates and qualifies it, the assertion can
be turned into a mere soapbox generalization. There’s many
a superficial critic of Marxism who would be at a loss in
pursuing his avocation if he ceased to treat isolated generali-
ties as if they conveyed the '
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whole content of Marxist
thinking on the subject, or
even the main content.

The other side of this coin,
we should note in order to be
fair, is the “Marxist” who
does actually substitute such gen-
eral formulas for a Marxist anal-
ysis; the two types feed on each
others’ products very happily, in
a kind of symbiosis.

So, quite reqularly, with an air
of important discovery, critics
take pen in hand to write articles
about the outmoded idea that la-

- bor has a special role in society

with regard to the defense of de-
mocracy, with suitable references
to the notorious fact that Marxism
developed in the 19th century
whereas, as is fairly well-known,
we are now living in the 20th,

The text for today is such an
article in the magazine The Re-
porter, which is fondly considered
by its editor Max Ascoli as the
idea-arsenal for the intellectual
élite of the country. The -article
is by Theodore Draper, and it ap-
pears in the form of a review of
Robert Alexander’s book The
Peron Era (Deec. 25). )

Draper has observed that con-
temporary - dictatorships, unlike
the older ones, seek to win over
the working class as well as the
middle class, and he has observed
the successes they have regis-
tered, and he finds this phenome-
non to be one whose “implications
are so unpleasant that the pre-
vailing ‘left - wing’ ideologies,
whether Marxist or non-Marxist
in origin, have hardly begun to
grapple with them.”

His own grappling takes off, of
course, from Peronism, since it is
Alexander’s book that is under
review. Peron built his power and
regime to a decisive extent on the
support of the organized tradg-
union movement. He gained the
allegiance of labor by giving them
réal economic concessions, not
merely promises: social insur-
ance; real-wages increases; col-
lective bargaining; stimulus to
union organization; government
posts for labor leaders. At the
same time, however, he estab-
lished a dictatorial regime with

fascist trappings which increas-.

ingly went in the direction of to-
talitarianism; democratic rights

and institutions were swept aside
one by one.

So “The easy old faith in the
working class as a bulwark of de-
mocracy has been shaken by yet
another dictator,” as the article’s
subtitle says in large type.’ b

Two questions arise: (1) How
Marxists have “grappled” with
this “disconcerting” phenomenon;
and (2) if “the easy old faith” is
discarded, what are the implica-
tions—especially for the discard-
ers?

[ ]

THE WORKING CLASS
AND DEMOCRACY -

Now, do Marxists claim that,
for some reason, the working
class is inherently more demo-
cratic-minded than others? Per-
ish the thought. The masses of
people are not enamored of de-
moeracy as a “moral value”—de-
mocracy for the sake of dembe-
racy—the democratic ideology as
a “way of life,” ete. (This is
made as a statement of fact; we
ourselves -have the greatest re-
spect for democracy as a “moral
value.”) N e

It will be remembered, even
perhaps by those who remember
only Marxist catchwords, that we
stress something else: that the
decisive moving force of social
mass movements is the material
and economic interest of classes.

If “the working class is a bul-
wark of democracy,” then, it can
only be insofar as there is a re-
lationship between democracy and
the ability of the masses of peo-
ple to achieve their class interests
under it.

The working masses of people
will support leaders who deliver
the goods. It is the test of prac-
tice. But this means two things:

(1) Like all other classes and
groupings, they take time. to
learn—they can be and are de-
ceived, disappointed and duped;
or in temporary conjunctures can
be mollified with partial install-
ments of the “goods,” as long as
the rulers are capable of making
such concessions. It is not a ques-
tion of “idealizing” the working
class, which learns through its
chetkered experiences and not
through either books or manifes-
tos, -

But (2) In the longer run,
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sooner or later, capitalism cannot
deliver the goods. Even in the
world today it is virtually only
the U. S. whose capitalism is still
wealthy enough to keep its work-
ers reasonably contented—that is,
vesistant to revolutionary ideas.
But even in the United States,
the aristoerat of the world, the
labor movement still wins its
gains, or maintains its standards,
or slows up inroads upon its in-
terests, only insofar as it wields
the organized power of the trade-
union movement and all other
instruments of pressure which
democratic forms afford it.

In the last analysis, labor needs
democratic institutions becamse it
needs a free trade-union move-
ment. Without its own trade-un-
ion movement labor is at the
mercy of ruling-class exploitation,
whether the ruling class is capi-
talist in the West or Stalinist
behind the Iron Curtain.

This is what establishes the
basic relationship between' the
workers’ ability to fight most ef-
fectively for their own material
interests, and their need for de-
mocracy. This is also why even
union bureaucrats, however un-
democratic they may be in inter-
nal union practices, are pushed
to fight against encroachments on
demoeracy.

As current events in this coun-

-try show, their fight may be timid

and compromising; but no other
social grouping has as large and
vital a material stake in the fight
for democracy as does the work-
ing class.

The ideology of (say) the CIO
leadership is no more advanced
than that of the Fair Deal liber-
als, but the great social difference
between the two is that the for-
mer has behind it the most pres-
ent and potential pressure of the
organized working class, which is
forced sooner or later to come in-
tog conflict with the aims and
needs of a government which is
not theirs.

BEHIND THE FORMULA

It is old stuff to play with the
idea of a “benevolent despotism,”
and temporarily more-or-less be-
nevolent despotisms have been
known in history; but for
the exploited class, such despot-
isms ecannot remain benevolent
very long for basic class reasons.
It gets back to the fundamental
Marxist idea that the emancipa-
tion of the working class must be
the work of the working class it-
self; it will not be given its due
on a-silver platter; and for the
working class to act in its own
name, for itself, requires “win-
ning the battle of democraey,” as
the Communist Manifesto put it.
The working-class revolution is
unique among social revolutions
in history in that, for the first
time, it is the class on bottom
which takes power, the class
which represents the majority of
humanity and not an exploiting
minority; and precisely because
it does truly represent the ma-
jority, it is democracy which is
its most favorable element.

Finally: of the prosdemocratic
forces in society, it is labor which
has the social power and weight
with- which to fight.

This is briefly what is contained
in the shorthand formula that
“the working class is the bulwark
of democracy.” This is also why
the working class is-driven by its
needs to become “democratic-
minded” too.

®

THE CASE OF PERON
AND TS IMPLICATIONS

The question then depends on
the ability of a benevolent despot
to continue to earn the allegiance
of his subjects by *““delivering the
goods,” not merely for a few
months or even years, aecording
to political and social exigencies,
but for -an  indefinite period. This
‘would ‘indeed be a disconcerting

phenomenon which would shert-
circuit the working class’s inHer-
ent need for democratic expres-
sion in order to assert its own
interests. . v
How is it with ‘Peron? The
‘sumewhat amazing thing is that
Draper apparently is unaware
that- the real economic gains
which, he stresses,- Argentine la-
bor got from Peron ‘when the
latter was trying to consolidate
his regime, are now more and
more becoming a thing of the
past. The dictatofship gave; it is
now taking away. The standard
of living of the Argentine work-
ers is falling; Draper should have
heard about this somewhere be-
fore mounting the saddle of his
thesis and riding it too far. Ar-
ticles in LABOR ACTION have
chronicled this somewhat; we are
ashamed to say that bourgeois ob-

self. To Alexander, quite prop-
erly, they were illusory, decep-
tive, “supposed”™ benefits because

he does not share Draper’s im-

plied theory about the Permanent
Benevolent Despotism. -

‘Is Draper really thinking in
terms of such a Permanent Be-
nevolent Despotism? Unless his
article does him a grave injustice,
this' is precisely the “unpleasant
-implication” that we were warned
of at the beginning. He writes:

“When dictatorships used to be

both politically and socially reac--

tionary, the choice was easy. It
was possible to believe that the
fulfillment of the material inter-
ests of the working class had to
Lring about the fulfillment of po-
litical democracy. This was the
faith of 19th century Marxism,
which more or less permeated all
‘progressive’ movements. The

servers have described i#lin great- ®working class was the bulwark of

er detail. Argentine labor seestits
silver-platter gains being e
back by the iron fist, now that the
official Peronist “trade unions”
have been totalitarianized.

Isn’t this essentially the same
thing that has happened in the
Stalinist states? There too, impor-
tant sections of the working class,
following the war, in revulsion
against capitalism, were corralled
by the Stalinists, or neutralized
by them, in the absenee of a third
alternative. They are now paying
for it. But the hatred and opposi-
tion to the totalitarian regimes
which mount in Eastern Europe
lead the masses toward fighting
for democracy, whatever the so-

cial content they give this de-:

niocracy.

Draper writes as if Peron's.

hold over the working: class is or .

- can, be of indefinite; if not pexma~;

nent, duration. Here is all "he

" actually writes . about the grow-

ing signs of opposition to Peron:

“As the railway strike early this -

a

yvear - showed, some. workers can °

still be provoked into open resists
ance. Yet it is significant. that
Peron ~speedily. increases his

bribes to organized labor when- -
ever his three pillars get shaky: °
He is now promising it the syn-

dicalist state.” -
What ‘“provoked” the railway
strikes, if not precisely the fact
that the “real econonii® gains”
are going with the snows of yes-

teryear—that is, the fact which -

he does no mention or does mot
know? And what a comedown it

is, after he stresses how very real -

and concrete the former gains
were, that the new bribe which
(he apparently expects) will con-
tinue to hold the workers’ loyalty
is—an empty speech about “the
syndicalist state” and such non-
sense. By the “syndicalist state”
Peron, of course, means the fas-
cist corporate state. “Speedily in-
creases his bribes,” indeed!

The Argentine workers were
deceived by Peron, as many an-
other working class far more ma-
ture than it is has been. deceived

and for longer periods of- time,

but Draper wil have no talk
about “deception.” Alexander’s
book speaks of “supposed eco-

ncmic and social benefits,” and”

Draper replies: Supposed bene-
fits? “It would imply that the
Argentine workers have béen
taken in by a gigantic deception,
that they are somewhat feeble-
minded.” This is really too smug!
We know quite a nnumber of intel-
ligent people, not to speak of the
masses, who have been even more
cruelly deceived, with less con-
crete reason, for many wmore
vears: ex-Stalinist intellectuals,
for example, who stuck to the
Stalinist illusion from the.Third
Period through the - People’s
Front and the Moscow Trials and
into the Hitler-Stalin Pact. ... .
The last thing we would call them
is “feeble-minded.” ; -
Draper need not lecture Alex--
ander about the faet .that the
temporary gains were real ones;
all he -knows about it, after all,
is gotten from Alexander “him-

democracy. But what if dictator-
ships paid off socially? What
weuld the ‘material interests’ say
then?” (My emphasis.) 5
And if this were not enough,
he summarizes the “disconcerting
implications” again as his very
last words: “In the general decay
of ideologies, the most oppressive
of ideologies has a good chance
of coming out on top if it pays
off sufficiently. The 19th century
faith was that the working class
had to be politically democratic
in its own interests. The 20th cen-
tury seems to say that the work-
ers cannot be had so easily, that.

"they demand something on ac-

count—from any side.”
THE BLIND ALLEY

While we do not entirely under-

-stand the last-séntence, we gather
“at -any -rate that the “19th cen- -

‘tury.faith” is quite obsolete, Dic-
tatorships used to be politically
‘and. socially reactionary; in the

©20th century they (or some of

them, like Peronism and Stalin-
ism) are not necessarily political-
ly ‘and socially reactionary. They
are “progressive,” or whatever
term "would be acceptable to
Draper as the opposite of reac-
tionary. .

Thus, in giving up the “easy

.old faith,” Draper finds, to re-

lace it, only the very difficult

“Hew faith (of the 20th century)

in the political and social poten-
tialities of the totalitarian state.
He does not like totalitarianism,
you understand, he is all for de-
mocracy, himself. But he has
grappled with implications, un-
like the left-wing ideologies, and
the truth is the truth: Stalinism

and faseism are justified in their

cldims of being the material bene-
factors of the masses,. even
though they kill the soul. . .. The
lord defend us from such defend-
ers of democraecy!

We would not push this too
far: it is far from certain that
our subject really understands
what he has written or has grap-
pled with dts implications. We
would draw no conelusions about
writers who play with such ideas
in this rather irresponsible way.
No one is condemned to being
congistent, wvery fortunately.
What we would exhibit, rather,
i¢ the blind alley of thought into
which a would-be grappler is
pushed when he turns his back on
the “easy old faith in the working
class as a bulwark of democracy.”

For that “faith” is a founda-
tion stone not only of Marxism
and of the socialist movement but
of any meaningful strugzle today
for democracy. It is behind the
Independent Socialists’ challenge:
“The fight for democracy and the

#fight for socialism are insepar-

able. There can be no lasting and
genuine ‘demecracy without so-
cialism, and there can be no so-
cialism without democracy.”

Subscribe to

Education as an Instrument of National Policy

By SAM FELIKS

“Education . . . as an instrument of national policy” is
the main intent of the Truman-appointed Supreme Court
majority which upheld the constitutionality of the New
York State Feinberg Law. It almost said it in so many
words when it proclaimed that the schoolroom is a “sensitive
area . . . [in which] the state has a vital concern.”

The schools are to be protected from the “pollution,”
real or imaginary, standing in the way of accomplishing this
national policy. The Feinberg Law is not itself a positive
step toward what the national policy is to be, but is rather
intended to remove what is regarded as an impediment.

The New York legislature acted upon “common report”
that “subversives” were infiltrating the school system with
propaganda “sufficiently subtle to escape detection in the
classroom.” Since the legislators were unable to detect the
propaganda, much less measure its extent, it was decreed
that because a person belonged to a “subversive” organiza-
tion he must be spreading “subtle” propaganda. Or to para-
phrase the recent Smith Act decision: There is a “clear and
present” danger that at some future time thére would be
the danger of subtle, undetectable propaganda! The Supreme
Court seconded this thinking. '

The attempt to mold education into "an instrument of
national policy” has not been the result only of forces out-
side of the educational system, primarily the state legis-
latures and the federal government. The National Education
Association in 1949 concluded its analysis of the function
of education in the present world situation by stating that
"if the schools develop programs that contribute to the na-
tion's needs in time of crisis . . . then education can com-
mand the support it will deserve as an instrument of na-
tional policy.”

Attack on Academic Integrity

The educators, who at the time included General Dwight
Eisenhower of Columbia University, who voted for this
NEA resolution were undoubtedly thinking in terms of an
expanded ROTC, perhaps UMT, and the training of scien-
tists and technicians. But this is only one side of molding
education into “an instrument of national policy.” The other
is an ideological indoctrination which is ostensibly “non-
political” since it favors neither the Republican nor Demo-
cratic Parties but rather both parties. And the further step
is the elimination or silencing of ideological -and political
critics. It is in this latter area that the Feinberg decision
stated that “the state has a vital interest.”

When the major educational association in the U. S. an-
nounces this policy, it is renouncing the integrity of the
school as an institution of independent inquiry. It is back-
sliding from its avowed purpose of presenting the truth and
the development of the critical judgment through the pres-
entation of all factual material and conflicting points of
interpretation. .

-

The only question of integrity of concern to the Supreme
Court majority is “the integrity of the schools as a part of
ordered society.” It is the “integrity” of the schools as de-
fenders of the status quo. There is not even the mention of
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democracy, or of defending (let alone extending) a.demo-
cratic educational system. To this extent, the spirit.of the
Supreme Court decision is close to that of the traditional
conservative administrations and trustees of the major
American universities and education boards.

In the arguments that were raging at the time the Fein-
berg Law was proposed in 1949, it was often stated, most
articulately by Professor Sidney Hook, that Stalinists should -
not be allowed to teach since they had given up their integ-
rity as teachers by virtue of the fact that they followed the
Communist Party line. Further they were unable to freely
engage in the search of truth which contravened the party
line, and that they used the classrooms to indoctrinate their
students. :

During the last three years none of these arguments
held up. We are not aware of a single case in which a Stal-
inist teacher was discharged:for any of the above ré&afons.
The best example of this is the purge of Stalinist teachers
in the New York City public schools. They have all been dis-
charged over refusal to answer questions regarding. mem-
bership in the Communist Party. A positive answer would
have meant either dismissal under the Feinberg Law and
possible eventual prosecution under the Smith Act.

What the Feinberg Law does is to get around any-argu-
ment over competence or integrity, the teaching of “sub-
versive” doctrines in the classroom, or the utilization of the
classroom as a forum for one’s own political views. These
have been the traditional, and ostensibly the only, reasons
for the dismissal of teachers. Now we have the court’s doc--

trine of preserving the integrity of the schools as part of -

an “ordered society.”
The Feinberg Law and similar legislation in other states,
in a sense, are designed to parallel in the public schools the .
controls exerted by university boards and trustees in private
schools and colleges. While these private boards have oper-
ated more or less in private, the control of public education
is more in the open where
of these policies can be seen.

The Invisible Pressure

The attacks on academic freedom are by no méans of -

recent vintage. The alarming fact is that they are an integ-
ral part of the growing centralization of education threaten-
ing to impose a monolithic conformity over the educational
systems. The job of molding conformity is more and more
being supplemented by the direct intervention of govern-
mental agencies imposing loyalty oaths. The large federal-
projects for scientific research at many universities bring

in the FBI to check the political views and affiliation of both -

teacher and students.

But there is a big difference between the conservative |
boards of yesterday and the present-day boards which are

supplemented by the terrorization of Feinberg Laws. -
Hubert Beck, in an excellent book Men Who Control Our
Universities, highlighting the conservative and class bias of

the college governing boards composed of businessmen,

lawyers and ministers, quotes from Henry Bates, who was
at the time (1923) chairman of the Commitfee on Academic
Freedom and Tenure of the American Association of Univer-
sity Professors:

"The cases in which there is open and clear interference

‘with freetdom of speech will be few. The more bafling cases:

are those in which a steady and powerful, but almost invis-
ible and impalpable, pressure of an academic hierarchy sup-
presses, discourages, and seriously inferferes with the use-
fulness and development of the independent and original
thinkers." .

Compare this with today’s situation, when Martin Essex,
present chairman of the Tenure and Academic Freedom
Committée of the National Education Association, writes:
“From the vantage point of the NEA Tenure and Academic
Freedom Committee, one is continuously confronted with
the magnitude of varied movements that attempt to limit
freedom to learn. A torrent of restrictive force is ‘pouring
at us. ‘Freedom to teach without fear or favor’ is seriously
threatened.” i

The fight against the Feinberg Law and the other re-
strictive forces has been undermined by concessions to the
idea of making education “an instrument of national policy.”
A real resistance to the reactionary tendencies today did
not proceed from a solid base of supporting academic free-
donr and a democratic educational system. In many cases
boards of education, trustees and teachers were in basic
agreement with the witchhunters. The liberal forces were

- disoriented since their treasured Fair Deal government in

Washington has been one of the main forces in the witch=
hunt hysteria : initiating the loyalty purge system, and pack-
ing the Supreme Court with men who have consistently
voted against civil liberties. . il

the full reactionary implications

-
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Friends of Fighters for Russian

By HAL DRAPER

This is about the case of the Friends of
Fighters for Russian Freedom.

As our readers have seen, we have been pay-
ing considerable attention in LABOR ACTION
to the activities of American and Russian-émigré
groups organized around the general aim of
“fomenting revolution in Russia.” We do this because we
think that aim is so important. Any efforts which serve
the end:.of blowing up the Stalinist tyranny from within,
of  whatever extent or importance, deserve cheers and
encouragement and help.

But by the same token, groups of this kind whose na-
ture and activities can-only alienate and-repet the demo-
cratic anti-Stalinist resistance cannot serve that end; they
stand in the way. When, for example, U. S. government
representatives or private U. S. groups tie up with the
fascistic NTS (Solidarist) Russian émigrés they only serve
to convince worthwhile elements either in the emigrafion
or within Russia that this business of "fonfenting revolu-
tion" against the Kremlin by Westerners has nothing in
common. with what they want. The same is true for -that
matter when a discredited politician like Alexander Keren-
sky is picked up out of the well-known garbage can of
history and offered to the Russian-and non-Russian peoples
under Moscow's heel as their leader, "made in the U.'S. A."

The same is true when the “fomenting” groups give

' the peoples under the Russian tyranny the understand-

ing that it is Great-Russian chauvinism which dominates
and motivates, or at least decisively confines and limits,
the movement which is offered them. This was the
Achilles’ heel of, and led to the downfall of, the futile
American Committee for the Liberation of the Peoples
of Russia, whose case we have followed in these .pages.
For outstanding among the forces within, which the
Kremlin fears most, are the national-liberation and, re-
sistance movements of the non-Russian peoples who are
oppressed by the regime, most particularly the people of
the Ukraine.

Political questions cannot be divorced from this aim
of. aiding and awakening the forces of revolt among
these people who are Stalin’s first and most cruelly ex-
ploited victims, the peoples of Russia themselves. The
latter did not accept “national-liberation” from the
Nazis, once they learned their character, and they will
not listen to talk about “liberation” from those who, they
fear, merely wish to impose a different exploitive sys-
tem in place of Stalin’s—ecapitalist and imperialist ex-
ploitation, _

We believe that only an anti-capitalist and anti-Stalin-
ist appeal can, in parf today as well as in the fufure, move
the masses behind the Iron Curtain, and this has been
borne out in the experiences of the Ukrainian resistance
movement which we have reporfed. But it is net our pur-
pose here to review this quesiton again. As when we dis-
cussed the American Commitiee for the Liberation etc.,
we wish o present a case which illustrates what not to do.

The FFRF's Positive Side

. The Friends of Fighters for Russian Freedom was
founded about a year ago, in February, with a couple
of lTaudable objectives. Unlike the American Committee,
it did not set itself the task of organizing émigré groups
into a politieal movement. Its job was twofold: (1) to
give help and relief to escapees from Russia by setting
up stations on the Iron Curtain border, “welcoming”
them to the West, in order to encéurage others to do like-
wise and in any case create a good impression behind

‘the border. (2) To carry on “education” in this country

on the importance of such work.

The first job was and is sorely needed precisely be-
cause of the scandalous policy of the Western powers,
the U. 8. in the first place. The best that can be said
about this poliey is its cretin-like stupidity; it is enough
to convince even a friend of Western imperialism that
“Whom the gods would destroy, they first make mad”;
and the people of the FFRF are good friends of Western
imperialism.

Even escapees from rather highly placed backgrounds
were pumped of information—and then left fo starve in
the DP camps. There have been many such cases reperted
even in the U. S. press; by the grapevine channels which
oré much more effective than the Voice of America, judi-
ciously aided by the Kremlin itself, this became well known
beliind the Iron Curtain; the flood of escapes dwindied.

The West as a haven of refuge became another pricked

balloon for the bolder spirits who: chafed under the regime:
"They don’t care about us.”

The FFRF wanted to remedy this situation through
private resources. Another American organization, the
International Rescue Committee, already had been try-
ing to work along these lines, with limited resources, but
—one can’t hava too much of a good: thing: So far: the
FFRF has managed to set up.a “Freedom House” in
Munich capable of handling a very small number.

But what was-the “education” it planned to carry on?
It aims to be. non-political and"mnon-partisan: Its main
propaganda theme for home consumption is: We must
distinguish between the Russian regime and the Russian
peoples; the latter are our friends and potential allies;
anything we say which gives the peoples the impression
that we are “anti-Russian,” rather than anti-Stalin,
helps Moscow in its plans for world domination. -

Now that;, as far as it goes, is fine, of course. No
doubt on this basis it garnered its list of “personalities”
for its honorary National Committee, who lent their

‘names to its’letterhead; meny of them prominent liberals

or at least self-confessed liberals: ‘
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Norman Thomas; Sidnéy Hook: Dwight MacDonald;

Arthur Schlesinger Jr.; James T. Farrell; Bohn and Levitas

* of the New Leader; Karl Wittfogel; Max Danish of the
ILGWU: Albert Epstein; Pres. Gideonse of Brooklyn Col-
lege; Louis P. Lochner; Danief Bell; Leo Cherne; Max East-
man; Dr. lrwin Edman; Senator Flanders (R-Ver.); lsaac
Don Levine; Eugene Lyons; Victor Riesel; Boris Shub; Freda
Utley; and others. . ..

A bit heterogeneous, to be sure, but not quite as much
so as the signers of the recent “manifesto” on the March
revolution which was publicized in the press.

But if the sponsors of the FFRF thought it was go-
ing to stay away from “political” issues and thereby
avoid “squabbles,” they seem to have been disappointed—
though we are not sure-that all of them know it at the
moment..

The FFRF began fo distribute a couple of "educational”
pamphlefs. By no means do we think that the liberals in the
list above have direct responsibility for these pamphlets,
since- we know that they were not necessarily consulted,
fhe “National Committee” as such being purely a letter-
head body. Many of them will learn of the pamphlets’
contents only from this article or from the inquiries which
preceded the writing of this article.

-
An lkon for the Tsar

Aside from folders and throwaways printed to give
the general aims of the FFRF, the first pamphlet dis-
tributed was not printed by the FFRF itself. Having
run a full-page ad in the newspapers inviting contribu-
tions and inquiries, the organization mailed this pamphlet
along. with its literature to all good citizens who clipped
the coupon. It “merely” became agent for its distribu-
tion. :

The pamphlet is Toward ¢ Russian Policy by R.
Gordon Wasson." Who Wasson is, we leave till later, in
order not to préjudice the reader in advance. It is a
small pamphlet of only 25 pages, much of which is also
devoted to stressing that the Russian peoples should not
be identified with the regime. As we said: so far, so good.
But of the 25 pages, pages 10 to 17 are devoted to com-
bating the “fashionable fallacy” that “the Russian peo-
ple never knew a better lot than their present one.”

In this section, almost a third of the work, the unwary
reader will peruse the most glowing and giided picture of
the Russian' TSARIST regime that this writer, ot least, has
seen outside of avowed monarchist propagandists.

No doubt there have been more enthusiastic pro-tsar-
ist whitewashes performed by others; I am not sure
what of importance they would have to add, unless it be
to describe the tsarist autocracy as the acme of human
civilization. But of course we are not accustomed to pro-
tsarist propaganda. Wasson’s effort would seem to be~
enough.

Since this may appear to be incredible, in view of the
auspices under which the FFRF presents itself, I have to
quote, but I shall not take space to rebut or (what would
more often be necessary) show how Wasson uses a for-
mal or partial fact or half-truth to represent the actual
reality of tsaridm.

Tsarism- was nof a despotism: "The government that
was overthrown in [Marchl 1917 was not a despotism. If
was in substance a constitutional monarchy, though this
term was not used. There was an opposition press, and
opposition parties in the Duma or Parliament." The nobility
had no power: "Survivals of hereditary social stratifica-
tion were rapidly disappearing. There was no House of
Lerds in Russia, no constantly consulted reference books
like Debrett's Peerage or the Social Register. The titied
families and landed gentry exercised no legislative or
executive functions, and enjoyed no legal privileges of
practical value.” In fact, Russian nobles never found their
titles ‘an “ecoriomic asset" until they found, as refugees in
the West that "we Americans had a weakness for titles"!

@ You have just read a complete summary of the na-
tional tsarist regime! Unless otherwise noted, there are
no qualifications, ifs or buts given for any of the state-
ments we shall exhibit.

“There was local self-government in cities and the
countryside since the 1870s and it worked well, at least
by our Ameriean standards.” : '

“. .. the Russians may be said to have once known,
not many decades ago, one of those stirring epochs in
history when the human spirit takes wings and a gifted
people is lifted up by faith and hope.” Wasson makes
very explicit that he is talking “about Russia between,
say, 1870 and 1914.” Even the Kerensky regime is not
mentioned.

“The normal foreigner and the average Russian were
not conseious of police surveillance . . , food and cloth-
ing were ordinarily cheap and abundant. . . . Careers
were open to talents. . .. One could cite any number of
ingtances where persons of humble origin achieved top
rank' in all lines of endeavor. . . . For example, the
White Guard general Denikin was born of an ex-serf.
“The quality of Russian education in schools at all levels
in those times was exceedingly high. .. . by 1914 illiter-
acy was already beginning to be a problem of the ad-

4

- vanced-age groups, for whom there had been no schools

in childhood. . . . By 1914, 75 per cent of the arable land
of Russia was owned by peasants ...” and so on,

It is likely that over-suspicious readers may feel that
some important counterbalance is being left unquoted,
since: | cannot reproduce the whole panegyric. What,
nothing about the lot of the Jews, for example? Sure there
is: to iHusfrate the independence of the juries from pres-
sure, he cites the 1913 Beilis case when a Jew was acquit-
fed of a ritual-murder charge! Nothing about oppression
of nutionalifies in the "prison-of the -peeoples’? Not o word.—

Weill, ANYTHING unfavorable to tsarism, just a litHe?
Not a word. Deportation to Siberia, maybe? "Much has
been heard™ about this, writes Wasson . . . and immedi-'
ately launches into an attack on Stalin’s slave-labor camps, .
pausing only to contrast them with the comfortable life -
which exiles led in the tsar's Siberia. . . .

Enough. Toward the end our historian remarks that
he is “not pretending to give a complete picture” and
denies that he wants to turn the clock back. A further
point: it is one tfing to agree that Stalinist totalitarian-
ism is far more brutal than tsarism ever was; Wasson
is quite another matter.

This is the pamphlet which the “non-political” and
“non-partisan” FFRF distributes with the unwitting
cachet of Norman Thomas, Hook, MacDonald, Schles-
inger, Farvell, et al. Have these people stumbled into a
monarchist front-organization? Not at all. I know of no
evidence that this is the case. Then how on earth, in the
name of all mysteries, does this organization, which wants
to facilitate an appeal to the peoples of Russia, come to
take responsibility for such an atrocity? Perhaps the emi-
nent members of the National Committee can solve this
enigma; I can only record a couple of facts.

The author, R. Gordon Wasson, is a vice-president

of J. P. Morgan & Co. (Wasson's tenderness for the

tsarist autocracy may be explicable if the reports are to
be credited on the amount of tsarist bonds which the
House of Morgan still holds, but that doesn’t accoumt
for the FFRF.) Originally a speech, the work was print-
ed by another banker friend of his, Altschuler, who is
connected with the Lehman-Kuhn-Loeb banking frater-
nity, I believe. The office of the FFRF merely informs
me that it was offered a “stock” of the pamphlets for
distribution, and accepted, by decision of the office staff
(the executive-secretary is Mrs. Lydia Tolstoy). “Did
vou read the thing first?—“Well, we don’t necessarily
agree with everything in our literature. . . .”

We don't know if the FFRF is of that much interest fo
the Kremlin but we have no difficulty in imagining the glee
of the third deputy minister in charge of anti-subversive
propaganda if he should have to work up a broadcast over
the Moscow radio about the Western democrats who wan#
to liberate the people from the "workers' paradise.”..,
If we ever write a pamphiet on "How to Help Stalin Win
;ﬁ: World,"” we should include Wasson as a leading ex-

ibit.

Great-Russian Chauvinism

But.the FFRF has now anticipated us in the writing
of that pamphlet, How to Help Stalin Win the World,
The title is meant satirically, of course. This time we
have an official product, signed by the organization as
such, probably the work mainly of Shub and Eugene
Lyons though the eredit is given to “the research staff.”

Here we will, of coursé, find no Wassonism. It is a
horse of a different color. But some remarks are sfill in
order, in view of the FFRF's wish to be "non-political"
and “non-partisan.’”

The pamphlet leads off with the idea, again, that
people and regime are nét to be identified in Russia. Its
main burden, in line with this, is a violent attack on
those elements in the non-Russian epposition from the
USSR who are national-chauvinist anti-Russians. Once
again, this_is fine. The main butt is the reactionary ABN
(so-called “Anti-Bolshevik Bloe of Nations”), led by a
lieutenant of the fascist terrorist Bandera, friends of
®the Nazis, “war criminals,” and racists, To the ABN,
the enemy is the Russian people as such, at least as much
as the government. The section makes interesting read-
ng., :

It is the last chapters that contain the kick. For we
doubt whether the FFRF has so much money as to pub-
lish, for its first pamphlet, an expensively printed book-
let merely in order to lambaste the ABN. What it pro-
ceeds to discuss, in actuality, is the same nationalities
question which proved to be the nemesis of the American
Committee for the Liberation of the Peoples of Russia:
most particularly the question of Ukrainian nationalism
vis-a-vis the Russian state, which is today’s “prison of
the peoples.”

We wish to raise some questions for the consideration
of the eminent personalities on the National Committee,
trusting that they have read or will read the pamphlet
which is put out under their sponsorship.

The new booklet spends pages on the erimes or mis-
takes of the right-wing Ukrainian (and other national)
spokesmen who take a national-chauvinist position with
respect to the Great-Russian people. It devotes a whole
chapter to sketching the historic relations between Great-
Russia and the Ukraine under tsarism, and still another
chapter to the same since 1917. '

QUESTION: Why is there not a single word said
about the Great-Russian elements who take a national-
chauvinist position with respect to the nwationalities?

.The assault on the chauvinist-nationalists is all to
the good, by itself. But'it is not the ABN who are the
most important stumbling-block to united daction between’
the Great-Russtan and non-Russian oppositions. This
was proved by the experience of the American Commite
tee, among others. It was the refusal of the Great-Rus-
sian émigré groups of the right to accept the minimum
demands of the others. It is not the ABN which dominates
the counsels of the Kerensky group, which is a' white-
haired boy of the State Department. It is the chauvinist
Great-Russians. It is not the ABN which is the main
problem, but the chauvinism of the Great-Russian
émigrés, who have the inside track with both Washing-
ton and some American “fomenters.”

But about Great-Russian chauvinism, not a word. The
authors of the pamphlet themsélves, to be'suré, we hasten

{Continued bottom- of next page}-
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SOCIAL EVOLUTION, by V.
Gordon Childe.—Henry Schu-
‘man; N. Y., 184 pages, $3.00.

By PHILIP. COBEN

Marxist writing about the
evolution of prehistoric so-
cieties has tended to stem
from the contributions of
Lewis Morgan, whose An-
cient- Society was brilliantly
used by Engels to apply the con-
cepts of historical materialism to
-the early development of man,
on the basis of what was then
known. Morgan’s work, of course,
in the course of .decades :became
overlaid by the mass of new dis-
coveries and materials unearthed
by anthropologists; his approach
and general conclusions had been
hailed by Engels precisely be-
cause they bore support to the
-Marxist method of analyzing so-
cial evolution; for the same rea-
son, he was looked at askance by
the bourgeois schools of anthro-
pology of the last decades. It be-
came rather fashionable for anti-
Marxists, gunning for Engels, to
dismiss Morgan’s work as “obso-
lete”—which was as painfully
superficial as any misguided
Marxist’s attempt to cling to the
letter of Morgan’s views in all
details as if it were revealed
dogma.

That Morgan's work would be
superseded by new knowledge was
as inevitable as that the same
would happen to Newton's sci-
ence. It is easy to see, however,
how shallow and unscientific
would be a mere dismissal of
Newton as “obsolete”; it was su-
perseded by further advances, but
it itself was what made possible
those further advances. Modern
science has superseded Newtonian
physies because it has developed
it further, not because it has re-
jected Newton for pre-Newtonian
concepts.

That has not been the whole
picture in anthropolegy, which, be-
cause it often comes close to the
sensitive issues of social power
and has a bearing on the social
myths of bourgeois ideology, has
been frequently distorted and con-
fined by idealist biases.

_ The comparison between the
“role of Morgan’s anthropology
and Newton's physics, even to the
limited extent it is put forward
above, breaks down at another
point. Anthropology stands be-
tween the so-called “exact” sci-
ences and the very inexact social
sciences in somewhat the same
way in which the duck-billed
platypus stands between the egg-
laying animals and the mammals;
but in the important respect that
we have noted, as one of the so-

The Case of
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" V. Gordon Childe’s “Social Evolution”

- A Marxist Scholar Looks at Prehistory

cial-historical seciences, its devel-
opment was impeded by bour-
geois class bias like the other so-
cial sciences. In economics, sociol-
ogy and historiography, this was
countered by the work of the
Marxists themselves, from Marx’s
Capital . to present-day - socialist
analysis of past and ecurrent his-
tory. But which Marxists became
learned .anthropologists, ethnog-
raphers or archaeologists, to con-
tinue ‘the line of Morgan’s work
and “supersede” him construc-
tively?

There is a wacuum to be filled;
it is not the .only one, naturally,
'since, on the one hand, the great
Marxist thinkers have naturally
tended to .concentrate on the so-
cial sciences which have a more
direct and immediate relevance
for the class struggle; and on the
other, recruits to Marxism from
these same social sciences have
been more frequent because the

- problems explored by them are

also more. directly and visibly re-
lated to social issues.

[ ]
CHILDE'S PROBLEM

The interest of Professor
Childe’s Social Ewvolution is that
it is a contribution to filling this
vacuum. But only a contribution.

Childe is an eminent archaeolo-
gist—in 1927 he was appointed
the first Abercrombie Professor of
Prehistoric Archaeology in the
University of Edinburgh; he has
directed numerous important field
expeditions. He is also a Marxist.

(We might as well also make
elear at this point that although
Professor Childe has traveled in
British Stalinist intellectual ecir-
cles—and in the present book, for
example, refers to Stalin in pass-
ing as “the leading exponent of
Marxism today”’—his approach to
his own work does not have the
least smell of the pro-Stalinist
scientifie apologist or of obeisance
before the Kremlin’s party line
in science. For example, at a
point crucial to his inquiry he
takes a cruel fall out of the meth-
od of approach of the Russian
official prehistorians: “In fact,”
he comments, “the Russian
schente of classification [of so-
cieties] assumes in advance pre-
cisely what archaeological facts
have to prove,” and the spirit
there indicated, which pervades
his writing, could not be more
antithetical to spirit of Stalinist
scientists-in-uniform.)

Two of Childe’s previous works,
What Happened in History and
Man Malkes Himself, may be fa-
miliar to readers through their
pocketbook editions, and they
should be. His Social Ewvolution
is different. It is not primarily
anr historical account based upon

the results of investigation. It is
a. discussion of the problems of
the investigation itself, around
the central question:

How much do we know, and
how reliable is our knowledge, of
the extent to which there  has
been a uniform line of develop-
ment in the evolution of the
stages of primitive sociely?

Referring to the term “Bronze
Age” for example, he remarks:
“But does this term give any clue
as to the technital, economic, or
even political development of the
society thus labeled? I have spent
twenty years trying to give some

such walues to the traditional
‘Ages’ and to make these archaeo-

logical stages coineide with what
sociologists and comparative eth-
nographers recognized- as main
stages in cultural evolution.”

At another point he formulates
the question thus: "In other words,
what, if any, forms of social or-
ganizations are common to all
savage societies represented in the
archaeological record but which
change - with .the .transition from
savagery to barbarism? Secondly,
can we recognize, within savagery
and within barbarism, subdivisions
that everywhere scucceed one an-
other in the same order, just as
savagery and barbarism do?” And
elsewhere he poses the problem of
"correlations between social-po-
litical institutions and technico-
economic stages."

DIFFICULTIES

This, then, is why the reader
who is at all interested in the
field (as a layman, of course) will
find Social Evolution absorbing
and perhaps even exciting; and
it. is no part of the intention of
this review to summarize Childe’s
detailed (sometimes technical)
discussion of the archaeological
record, let alone attempt to eval-
uate it—this reviewer is no ar-
chaeologist. In faet, to the social-
ist layman—more specifically, al-
s0, to this reviewer—one of the
most interesting products of the
book is the vivid sense one gets
of the difficulties of the prehis-
torian, Marxist or otherwise, in
working with the material; so
many scientists in the field, to be
sure, do not have this particular
difficulty because they do not even
raise the gquestions which Childe
dscusses,

-

* There is a certain amount of
unfairness, therefore, in merely
mentioning Childe’s tentative con-
clusions, or suggestions for con-
clusions. For one thing, the book
is by no means a rounded investi-
gation even of the problem as
Childe sets it forth, as he himself
mentions once or twice. It is lim-
ited, with few exceptions, to the
archaeological evidence. One may

agree with him that only archae-
ology can definitely settle the
main problems of the chronology
.of social evolution, but in view of
the fragmentary nature of ‘the
. archaeological evidence, the con-
‘tributions . which ethnography
makes,; as well .as early literature
and  history, would be necessary
for a complete assemblage of all
the material on which theories
and hypotheses can usefully be
based. Childe, perfectly aware of
this, is mainly insistent that only
archaeology can test the theories;
hence his emphasis in this book.
(In What Happened in History,
or: the other hand, his sources are
properly wider.)

CONCLUSIONS

In his chapter on ""Conclusions,"
Professor Childe admits that “on
the whole archaeclogy does not
hold out much prospect of corre-
lating social instifutions with
stages of cultural development as
defined in economic terms.” This
remark has to be understood in the
context of his previous discussion
of the difficulty of archaeoclogy in
gaining much knowledge about
either the social-political institu-
tions or the technico-economic
stages of prehistory, let alone
about the possible correlations of
the two. But he is quite definite in
coming to a negative conclusion:
the archaeolegical evidence s
"certainly unfavorable #o any
theory.of unilineal evolution.”

Now this is certainly unfavor-
able to anyonels tendency to try
to establish a single and uniform
line of evolution which is sup-
posed to characterize all prehis-
toric societies (“unilineal evolu-
tion”); but Childe continues by
making clear why, for the Marx-
ist, such an extreme unilineal
concept is by no means a neces-
sary adjunct of the application of
the Thistorical - materialist ap-
proach. The following does not do
justice to, but will suggest, the
line of his discussion.

The developments in prehistorie
societies did not run parallel to
each other (the anti-“unilineal”
concept again), and the reasons
why they did not run parallel are
to be sought for, indeed, in the
material (technological, economic-
geographie, ete.) conditions under
which different cultures arose un-
der primitive conditions. “But a
comparison of the sequences sum-
marized discloses not only diver-
gence and differentiation, but also
convergence and assimilation.”

It is the latter idea that he
elaborates. While carefully dis-
cussing the pitfalls of any anal-
ogy between organic evolution
and social evolution, he adds:
“When several genetically differ-
ent groups of the same species

are competing for the limited nat-
ural resources of a given region,
the best-adapted group will in

. time eliminate all competitors. To

this sort of process there are of
course prehistoric, as well as his-
torie, analogies among human so

cieties or cultures. . .. :
“But such total replacement of
-one society or culture by another

is not the typical form of con-
vergence and not that generally.
observed to lead to civilization.
Two cultures may become more
alike without losing their distinec-
tive individualities.”

One of the chief instruments
leading toward convergence is the
diffusion (from one culture to an-
other) of social advances. But
“One society can borrow-an idea
—a technical invention, a politi-
cal institution, a superstitious
rite, or an artistic motive—only
when it fits into the general pat-
tern of the society’s culture—in
cther words, when that society
has evolved to a stage which al-

lows of the acceptance of the -

idea.”

"In fine, then, the analogy be-
tween cultural evolution and or-
ganic evolution breaks down. . ...
{Butl with certain modification
the Darwinian formula of 'varia-
tion, heredity, ad8&ptation, and
selection’ can be transferred from
organic to social evolution, and is
even more intelligible in the latier
domain than in the former." Above
all, cultural evelution as "an or-
derly and rational “process that
can be understood by the human
intellect without invoking any
recessarily incalculable factors
and miracles” is vindicated.

The Marxist—or the material-
ist anthropologist—has no need
whatsoever to insist that there
must have been an invariable line
of development for all prehistorie
societies; what is important is
that it is possible to speak of a
line of prehistoric social evolution
only in the sense of the direction
tcward which the disparate and
differentiated cultures tended to
converge—or else they died out
in the struggle for survival., And
even this can be seen only as a
tendency in the midst of variation
—in the same sense that Engels,
discussing historical materialism,
spoke of the direction of social
development as the resultant of
many crisserossing wills and for-
ces, in the midst of which there
are social tendencies which, in the
long run, become overriding and
decisive,

From this point of view, the con-
clusions toward which Childe's
discussion points are far more
"Marxist” than any rigid mechani-
cal view of a uniform, unilineal
and invariable succession of so-
cieties in prehistory.

(Continued from page 6)

to point out, come out in favor of self-determination for
the nationalities. They are not Great-Russian chauvinists,
They merely . . . cover up for the latter. Or.so we tenta-
tively conclude, since the whole context of the pamphlet
literally eries out for af least a slap on the wrist in the
other direction.

QUESTION: In a really rather detailed 2 pages
on the relations between the Ukraine and tsarist Russia,
why is it that the -infameous national-oppressive crimes
of tsardom get off almost scot-free? We 'quote the sole
mention which is tucked away on this point in a subordi-
nate clause:

“Despite periods of repression, under reactionary
cegars, Ukrainian culture did flourish, and had a powerful
impact on Russian culture.”

No, it is not a question of pro-tsarist propaganda in
this case, though it is interesting to see how many roads

~lead to whitewash of tsarism, willy-nilly, among our
“fomenters.” This pamphlet has a different ax to grind.

I#s aim is to cast doubt on and discredit the legitimacy

of the Ukrainian (especially the Ukrainian) national as-

pirations, as against the claims of an "integral" Russia, _

pictured as a federation of nations.
Now, federalism as against separation is not outside
the pale of discussion, though it can be decided only by

the Ukrainian people; for ourselves, as for.any. consist- -

ent demoerat, the position is that the -Ukrainian people

SF AR L

fore they can even be urged to decide freely in favor of
federation with (say) a free socialist Russia.

But this is quite different from a scarcely concealed
attempt to argue away the very grounds upon which a
Ukrainian people can be meaningfully distinguished,
and which gives the solid ground for its national desires,

This is done through the way in which the history
of Russian-Ukrainian relations is presented. It is, in the
first place, a purely Great-Russian-chauvinist version of
Ukrainian history. (Example: the impression is con-

* veyed by both misstatement and omission that there has

never been any serious Ukrainian movement for inde-
pendence from Russia in its whole history!) Russian
national oppression of the Ukraine is soft-pedaled (hence
the whitewash of the tsars). The relation . between the
Ukraine and the Great-Russian power is represented
one-sidedly only as mutually beneficial. In a chapter,
“The Soviet Melting Pot,” the thesis is developed that
the Ukrainian people have been so thoroughly inter-
mixed with the Russian that it is “not unlike our Ameri-
can melting-pot process.” (The eutest “evidence” of this
is.Stalin’s forced transplantation of Ukrainians to labor
camps together with Russians!) In effect, Stalin is ab-
solved of specifically national oppression in the USSR
in order to discredit the force of nationalism as an anti-
Kremlin force. The disingenuities and half-truths are
numerous,-ineluding categorical statements on historieal
points which are quite obscure and moot (like the case of

the Friends of Fighters for Russian Freedom — —

must have the full and unfettered right to separate be--

the Ukrainian hetman Mazeppa). Even worse is the total
absence of solid facts which do not fit into the tenden-
tious picture,

We know that the gentlemen of the FFRF “research
staff” consider the bogy of “Russian dismemberment” to
be an obstacle to appealing to some sections of the Great-
Russians; buf that bogy cannot be evaded by misrepre-
senting the legitimate national aspirations of the non-
Russian peoples. h

At any rate it is clear that the FFRF has jumped with
both feet into the knottiest problem of "émigré politics"—
actually a problem which should legitimately concerm
every anti-Stalinist democrat—and it has done so while
firmly grasping the right hand of the Great-Russian group,
and vouchsafing a finger o the nationalities.

This should be of some concern to the personalities of
the National Commitiee who may be under the impression
that they are sponsoring a "non-political™ anti-Stalin Rus-
sian relief movement. -

V4 S

This article on the FFRF is being sent to the nmem-
bers of the FFRF National Committee and staff for their
comment. Any comments received, of reasonable length,
will be published. '
N
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‘New Hamps

- By GORDON HASKELL

- Hampshire

The New Hampshire pri-
mary election has been domi-
nating the news columns of
the nation’s press for the
past few weeks. This is, per-
haps, another demonstration
of how a molehill can be
turned into a mountain if
enough columnists and re-

_ porters are assigned to the
“job.

Just what did the New
primary “prove”?
Frankly, not much. Perhaps one
of the successful candidates, Sen-

~ator Kefauver, had a point when

he said it proved that the people
would like to see “new faces” in
the government. In a campaign

*in which there were so many un-

known factors, and in which so
many of the known factors (the
candidates) left so little room for
choiee, this may have been a con-
sideration. His remark about
“new faces” as the burning issne
of the day is interesting as an

- unwitting reformulation of. the

charge that the elections present
a choice between Tweedledum and
Tweedledee.

The campaign “proved” also
that the major Republican candi-
dates are rolling in money. Mod-
est estimates put the figures
spent at $150,000. “Supporters of
Taft and Eisenhower,” says
Labor for March 15, “virtually
carried money bags in on wheel-
barrows. The bulk of the outside
cash came from the Ohioan’s rich
backers.”

How did labor fare in this in-
significant campaign? Our only in-
formation to date comes from
Murray Kempton's column in the

New York Post of March 17. He
writes that the CIO Political Ac-
tion Committee made 5,000 pro-
Truman phone calls, and after con-
siderable effort succeeded in form-
ing a United Labor Committee for
Truman. Yet the workers voted for
Kefauver. :

“AFL political director James
McDevitt,” writes Kempton,
“wrote to enjoin state AFL offi-
cials to stay neutral; most plump-
ed for Mr. Truman anyway. The
teamsters, with rare fealty to old
Dan Tobin, went all out for Ke-
fauver. And nowhere in New
Hampshire could the pro-Truman
laborites find a solitary railway
brother who would join their
committee.” (Truman was break-
ing their strike over the week-
end.)

LOOSE AND RUNNING

"The labor voter is loose and
running,” Kempton continues. “At
{east for the moment, the union
political machines can’t deliver
him o Mr. Truman on short nofice.
ClO professionals back from New
Hampshire would say nothing more
optimistic than that their people
aren't implacable yet. Maybe &0
per cent of them would yield o a
heavy pro-Truman pitch."”

All this was pretty much in the
cards not only for labor in New
Hampshire but for labor on a na-
tional scale. The whole political
line-up in the country is so un-
sure that even the traditional
Fair Deal orientation of most of
the labor movement is at loose
ends.

Today the administration is
better known for its corruption
than for a crusade in the cause
of the little man. It is more ac-
tive in breaking strikes and turn-
ing down wage demands than in

U.S. Proconsul —

(Continued from page 1)

barometer of the sentiments and
feelings of the entire populace.
The “strong government” so ar-
dently desired in Greece (and
France) will inevitably serve to
bottle up and stifle a part of the
voice of the electorate. Minority
shades of opinion—as is pre-emi-
nently the case in the United
States—will have no chance for
a parliamentary voice.

The strongest of governments
are those of the totalitarians, who
“eliminate instability” by stifling
all dissenting opinion, and there-

by merely substitute one kind of
crisis for another. And apparently
the forces in Greece now rallying
behind the U. S. peosition are those
which would, if and when possible,
dispense with all elections.

In order to “strengthen the
forces of democracy” in the shap-
ing struggle against “fotalitari-
anism” the U. S. has again as-
sisted reactionary forces by reac-
tionary means. In the fight
against “reaction,” any ally, even
-a reactionary one, and any meth-
od, even a reactionary one, is wel-
comed by Washington.

Choice Stoolie — —

(Continued from page 3)

December of that year.” The wit-
ness could not say of this recent
event what he had said of others
when “he commented that he was
being asked .about matters that
occurred five years ago when he
joined the Communist Party at
the suggestion of the FBI and
agreed to make reports on meet-
ings and names of attendants.”

More testimony of this sort and
the public may begin to lose in-
terest in the trials, in spite of
press headlines and editorial fan-
fare. Los Angeles has been sub-
jected to a regular heavy dose of
“red exposés’ for years. The Hol-
lywood probes were squeezed for
all they were worth by the press.
Then for some time before the

trial began the “revelations” of
informers about Stalinist infiltra-
tion into professional groups in
the metropolis occupied the edi-
torials, columns, and news re-
ports. There are signs that peo-
ple want a change in diet, that
they are losing intervest in local
“communism.” y

But mere. apathy may be as
dangerous for democracy as pub-
lic hysteria, for the real nature
of Stalinism is obscured and, per-
haps even more important, the
full implications of the govern-
ment drive, its charges, the ac-
ceptance of spies and informers
as ordinary, commonplace meth-
ods, and the creeping inroads on
civil rights toward the garrison
state.

$1.00
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any other sphere of specifically
“labor” polities. Its foreign policy

is in & mess, and in any event |

can’t be distinguished from Eis-
enhower’s. The only “labor” peo-

ple Taft can get behind him are

those he puts on his payroll. (For
instance, his Wisconsin *“Labor
Committee for Taft.”) Kefauver
is a “new face” made famous by
television, but it is likely to get
quite tiresome - when the cam-
paign brings out the fact that
there is nothing behind it that
labor wants.

As the New Hampshire pri-
mary really proves nothing, we
can't even claim that it “proves”
that labor is in a political blind
alley from which it can emerge
only by forming its ewn political
movement and running its oum
candidates. That idea had oc-
curred to us long before the bal-
lots were cast in the Granite
State. But one thing is certain.
Nothing that happened there
points in any other direction.

(Continued from page 1)
Ed Cote and Joe MeCusker, and

also Emil Mazey, secretary-
treasurer of the international
union.

The size of the problem is re-
flected in this new precedent—a
six-man board of administrators.
It also makes responsibility
shared by all top leaders. There’ll
be no Brutus, if Reuther finds
himself in trouble over this one.

The four top officials of Ford
Local 600 bowed quietly to the
edict. They are placing their
hopes in the next local union elec-
tion, which is only sixty days
away. The first heated and bitter
reactions in Ford Local 600 were
changed into a calm and calcu-
lated attitude by the anti-Reuther
forces out there.

WHY NOW?

One may ask why an adminis-
trator is put over the local now,
when elections are so close any-
how? There are some obvious rea-
sons. Reuther felt the pressure of
the daily newspapers and the con-
gressional committee hearings.
This is his demonstration of "anti-
Communism."

Secondly, by taking over the
local, the Reuther leadership has
silenced the one major anti-Reu-
ther newspaper in the UAW,
Ford Fuacts. This certainly will
be a handicap to the Stellato
forces.

Thirdly, there is a strong pos-
sibility that now the UAW top
leaders will bring some Ford Lo-
cal 600 officials to trial, and keep
them so occupied with that prob-
lem that electioneering will be
far more difficult. Besides, these
officials might be ruled off the
ballot if they are standing trial
at the time.

Two major witnesses against
Ford local officials at the hear-
ings are on the staff of the UAW.
They were Lee Romano, former
vice-president of Local 600, and
Shelton Tappes, for years the
most bitter eritic.of Reuther.

The third witness was Dave
Averill, until three days ago the
editor of Ford Facts. He told the
committee what was obvious to
every UAW activist, namely that
the Stalinists had free run of the
paper, and that he was merely
the “copy boy,” not the real
editor. :

Interestingly enough, Romano in
kis testimony swore under oath
that he knew that neither Stellato
nor Rice nor Hood nor Grant were
members of the Communist Party.

The reaction in the rest of the
UAW in the Detroit area is diffi-
cult to judge. Reuther foresaw the
possible disturbing effect of this
action on UAW secondary lead-
ers. In another unprecedented

niove, 34 local union presdients
were invited to sit in on the hear-
ings, which they did. Two major
caucus meetings of the Reuther
faction have been called for this
coming week at which Reuther
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whelming majority registered.

plete answer.

friends."

same is true in politics.

‘Labor’s Friends’ & Political Bums
From the Mid_;qt Labor Wogd (St. Louis), February 27:

The Fresno, Calif., Labor Council recently conducted a spot
check and learned that only 37 per cent of the members in
affiliated unions are registered to vote.

We hope the labor movement in most cities can show a better -
record, but are confident that nowhere will you find an over-

The answer to this condition:lies in registration drives and
education to show lagging members how politics affects their
lives and their pocketbooks. But we suspect that’s not the com- -

There are some stupid workers, but nobody can tell us thot all -
but 37 per cent of the union members of Fresno, Calif., are stupid.
The fact probably is that many of these unregistered voters know
the score very well, but see no use in choosing between two no-
good candidates, neither of whom stands for anything in particu-
lar. They have seen too many political bums ballyhooed as "labor's

Registration drives are a necessary step. Education on po-
litical issues is a necessary step. The next step—and one that
has been too often forgotten—is for union political committees
to make sure they aren’t trying to beat something with nothing.

Ballyhoo can sell all the seats of a theater, but if the show
isn’t any good, the seats will be empty on the second night. The

Ford Local —*

iz expected to make a full report
on the Ford local situation.

What happens in the future
months depends on many factors,
not precisely definable. The tack
teken by the Stellato forces is
to present themselves as martyrs
who are fighting for the democ-
racy of their own local union. As
against this—and 'the Stalinists
should be quite effective dema-
gogically — Reuther will bear
dewn on the crimes of Stalinism.

No one knows if the ‘congres-
sional committee is returning to
Detroit. An appearance just be-
fore Ford Local 600 elections
might be just the thing needed to
defeat the Stellato forces.

A major role might be played
by the Ford company. The local
union, like every other part of
the UAW, has a plague of un-
solved problems. Suppose the ad-
ministrators obtain some conces-
sions not now attainable—will
that influence the election? Or
will the Ford company decide to
do as many electrical industry
corporations do: play both ends
against the middle, in the hope of
keeping the Ford 600 situation
in turmoil? &

REUTHER'S STAKES

The stakes for Walter P. Reu-
ther are high. A defeat for his
faction in the Ford Lodal 400 elec-
tions, after these drastic measures
to win control of the local, would
be a major blow to his reputation
and influence in the UAW as well
as nationally. Reuther is now in a
position where he must have a
victory at any cost!

Time presses in another direec-
tion. Unless the UAW has settled
this problem satisfactorily by
next fall, the whole PAC activity,
including the drive to re-elect
Governor Williams and Senator
Blair Moody, might be side-
tracked. This would hardly do the
Reuther leadership much good,
for they are strongly committed
in this field. .

In our own estimate, the situ-
ation in the UAW has deteriorat-
ed so much that in the vital field
of political action, the UAW -is
going to repeat the experience of
recent elections, namely, to dem-
onstrate that it lacks the political
influence over the ranks to elect
its endorsed candidates. The crisis
at Ford Local 600 adds to the
confusion and wuncertainty al-
ready prevailing in the minds of
many auto workers.

A monopoly of leadership does
not necessarily signify a monop-
oly in influence. This the Reuther
leadership does not seem to grasp.

There is a dangerous implica-
tion within the UAW over the ac-
tion of the top leadership of the
UAW which should be mentioned.
For the first time, the power of
the union has been used directly
against a political opposition as
such. In the future, more than one
regional director, plagued by. the
demands of a militant local, might

find it expedient to place thaf lo-
cal under an administrator. It's
such an easier method than fight-
ing democratically in a contest of
ideas with any opponents.

And where does it all end?
Surely, if failure to defeat-the
Stalinists is Stellato’s crime, or
working with them in a bloe is
an act of treason against the un-
ion, that shoe fits more and big-
ger feet than Stellato’s.
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