LABOR
ACTION

lndependeﬁnt Socialist Weekly

-

1

\ EIVE CENTS

JUNE 9, 1952

By LARRY O'CONNOR

Syngman Rhee’s govern-
ment in South Korea con-
tinues to make a mockery of
the contention that what is
at stake in the war there is
a conflict between totalitari-
an and democratic principles or
systems of government.

Under the South Korean consti-
tution, a new president must be
elected by the National Assembly
g .sometime . before June 23. As
Rhee’s opponents happen t6 have
a majority in.the Assembly, it
appears that the president is de-
termined to arrange things either
so that no election will take plaf:e,
or in such a way as to terrorize
the Assembly into voting for him.

During the week of May 25 Rhee
had eleven members of the Assem-
bly arrested on charges of plotting
the overthrow of the government,

“and a twelfth on a murder charge.
At last report, about twenty mem-
bers of the Assembly were report-
ed to be in hiding to avoid arrest.

When asked why the members
of the Assembly were arrested in
view of the constitutional provi-
sions which give them immunity,
Dr. Clarence Ryee, a government
spokesman, said that they had
been caught “in flagrante delicto”
“(in the act of committing a
crime), and hence immunity did
not apply to them. He went on to
say, however, that they had not
yet been brought to trial as fur-
ther evidence of their guilt still
had to be collected!

U. S. EMBARRASSED

In another move to ensure com-
plete control over the Assembly,
‘Syngman Rhee declared martial
iaw over the Pusan area around
the capital. Despite a vote of 96
to 3 against this edict, Rhee has
refused to rescind it. Further, on
‘the weekend of June 1 a battalion
of ‘South Korean national police
(from 500 to 600 men) were
brought into the capital on the
pretext that they were to attend
a police ‘convention. Oppositional
Assembly members claim that
their homes were searched on
Sunday night, and many of them
slept in the building where the

¢ Assembly meets to avoid going
home.

I+ is quite understandable that
the American military authorifles
and the United Nations Commission
for the Unification and Rehabilita-
tion of Korea are deeply concerned
over these developments. A violent
political struggle in South Korea
.among-factions. of the ruling class
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‘Washington Reaps Its
-| Reward from Rhee

is all they need to make their al-
ready difficult position intolerable,

* On the other hand, the suppression

of the most elementary aspects of
parliamentary democracy by Rhee
is just so much more grist to the
Stalinist propaganda mill.

RHEE, PROMISES . ..

Hence General Vé.n Fleet has

‘been to see Rhee, and so has the

ranking civilian representative of
the American government, Edwin
A. Lightner, The United Nations
body. mentioned above was moved

- to warn the government that'its

actions “transcend the boundaries
of Korea,” and to request Rhee

publicly to release the imprisoned

members of the National Assem-
(Continued on page 2)
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State Dep't Wriggles
On Passport Blockade

By GORDON HASKELL

Two recent cases in which
the Passport Division of the
State Department has re-
fused passports to prominent
American citizens wishing to
travel abroad have aroused
something of a storm of protest
in liberal circles over the arbi-
trary powers vested in that de-
partment. It is to be hoped that
the storm will blow up -strong
enough to bring about an actual
change in the abridgment of the
right of American -citizens to
travel abroad because -of their
political beliefs or opinions,

The two cases are those of fa-
mous chemist Dr. Linus Pauling,
who wanted a passport to attend
a scientific conference in England,
and Dr. J. Henry Carpenter, a
Brooklyn cléergyman who wanted

to go to Japan. The American,

Civil Liberties Union has strong-
ly condemned the procedure under
which these men were denied
passports, and has demanded that
either the State Department or
Congress should provide for hear-
ings or other means by which peo-
ple denied passports may defend
themselves against whatever the
charges against them may be.

It appears that the Passport Di-

vision is getting a bit sensitive to-

the outery which has been raised
against it. In the case of Dr. Car-
penter the head of the division
went so far as to state that the

passport had been denied because
of his “political activities,"” al-

though these were not specified.

Usually the department informs
those whom it has proscribed only
that their travel abroad would
"not be in the best interests of the
United States."

The ACLU has pointed out that
this “amounts to a serious charge,
which, if it is not clarified by a
full and fair hearing, will cast a
cloak of doubt and suspicion over
Dr. Carpenter. As a citizen and
a2 recognized leader in his field,
he is entitled, without delay, to
an opportunity to answer what-
ever evidence the State Depart-
ment may possess against him.
Anything else is a bald violation
of the spirit of due process of law
which is fundamental to our de-
moeracy and to which our gov-
ernment and its agencies should
serupulously adhere.”

BOLD CLAIM

Apparently smarting under the
criticism leveled at it in these mat-
ters, the State Department has is-
sued a "full” statement on May 24,
for the first time explaining its
position in passport matfers. In
certain respects the statement is
at least clear, because it boldly
ond baldly dares to set forth the
department’s contention thot it
has the unlimited right to deny
passports to American citizens for
whatever reason it chooses. In

other respects the statement isg

(Continued on.page 2)
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Truman’s Role in Steel: Help or Hindrance ?

When the steel union leaders canceled their strike call in
January, they assured their members that a friend of labor
sat in the White House and that this man, whose heart
brimmed with concern for the laboring man, would never,
never use the Taft-Hartley Law against them. Now, five
months later, after devious and protracted negotiations, the
union is forced into a strike that promises to be stubborn,

bitter and long. -

The rosy optimism of January gives way to a sneaking
suspicion that the friend of labor is not so friendly, that he
may try to force the union back to work under a Taft-Hart-
ley injunction obligingly granted by the courts, which on
this count v%%qld undoubtedly prove tractable %nough; or

S

merely pas

e buck to a Congress with an ax out for labor.

-The intervening five months have been months of disturbe-
ing experience for a union which placed such great hopes
in the Truman administration. Briefly the story is this: The
union went along with Truman every inch of the way; it

imagined that he was on its:

side at every juncture; and-—

when the fight was over, at
least the first few rounds, the
union looked for what it had
won and found . .. zero.

Toeing the Line

Negotiations were first
opened .with the steel mo-
nopolies in November and
dragged out their {futile
course for two months when
steel contracts expired and
the union readied for a
strike. Truman appealed for
a strike postponement; the
union postponed. The Wage
Board kicked the case
around until the middle of
March when it proposed its
compromise settlement,
which the wunion accepted.
The companies stalled and

the union scheduled a strike

for April 8. Truman seized

the mills; the union called off
its strike plans. Then Judge
Pine declared the seizure
void. The union struck. A
day later, the U. S. Court of

Appeals turned the mills,

back to the government;
Truman appealed for a work-
return; again—the union de-
ferred, work resumed.

<The actions of the union
were so coordinated with
those of Truman, and his
moves appeared (superficial-
ly) so adjusted to the de-

mands of the union that we

might expect the United
Steel Workers union to sup-
port him to the hilt in his
dispute with the steel com-
panies and with the Supreme
({Continued on page 2)

McGranery Fingers ADA

The character of Truman’s new
sttorney general, James P. Mec-
Granery, was somewhat crudely
evidenced by the new cabinet offi-
cer himself during the recent
hearings on his appointment by
the congressional committee.

One of the witnesses who ap-
peared to testify against Me-
Granery was Richard Dilworth,
the ADA Democrat who was
elected district attorney of Phila-
delphia in the last election in a
vote which upset the long-time
rule of the city by the corrupt
Republican administration. Dil-
worth denounced McGranery as
unfit for the office. (McGranery
is a Philadelphian also.)

Then, reports columnist Mar-
quis Childs: “After Dilworth left
the room when he finished his
testimony, MecGranery promptly
informed the committee that the
witness [Dilworth] had refused

TR E RSV

to sign a loyalty oath and that
he was a leader in ADA in Penn-
sylvania.”

The “loyalty oath” which Dil-
worth had refused to sign was
that of the infamous Pechan Act,
the state’s recent witchhunt law.
It was, however, Dilworth’s con-
nection with ADA which made
ihe most impression on the com-
mittee’s chairman, MecCarran,

“ADA?" said McCarran. “Isn’t
that the left-wing organization
that Francis Biddle is the head
of ?”

“Several of your own colleagues
in the Senate are members,” Dil-
worth replied. “And it was Mr.
Biddle when he was attorney gen-
eral who approved of the appoint-
ment of Judge McGranery to the
Department of Justice.”

But McGranery’s reference to
the ADA helped to save his neck.




Truman s Role in Steel Flght——

(Continued from page 1)
Court, Yet nothing of the
kind happened.

As the constitutional dis-
pute reached its climax, the
union shifted to a neutral
position. In its statement be-
fore the Supreme Court its
spokesmen were careful to
state that they were not ap-
pearing in defense of govern-
ment seizure -any more than
they were in support of the
appeal of the steel manufac-

State

(Continued from page 1)

downright misleading.

The statement starts out by
stating that “The secretary of
state has discretionary authority
in the issuance of passports, both
as a power inherent in the exer-
cise of the presidential authority
to conduct foreign relations and
as a matter of statutory law.”

It then goes on to say that sec-
retaries of state have in the past
denied passports to people on
‘various grounds, and to quote
rulings by attorney generals and
courts which allegedly uphold this
right. Actually, the instances
cited have no bearing on the pres-
ent issue, as they did not deal
with cases in which denial of
passports to citizens were in-
volved, but rather cases in which
the cltmzenem) of the would-be
recipients of the passports was
in question. The statement says
that for many years the secretary
of state has been -denying pass-
ports to fugitives f rom justice or
people who were “mentally ill or
likely to become a pubhe charge
abroad,” or had, on previous trlps,
engaged in political activities in
foreign countries.

RULE BY FILES

The State Department then
goes on to say that its procedures
were re-examined in the light of
the convietion of the Stalinist
jeaders under the Smith Act, and

- the passage of the Internal Secur- »

ity Act of 1950 (the MecCarran
Act). In this Act Congress stated
that the Communist movement
represents a world-wide conspir-
acy. Yet even under the McCar-
ran Act provision was made for
public hearings by a board, with
the possibility of court review of
the board’s findings, before any
particular organization could be
uemgnated as part of this con-
spiracy for legal purposes. Yet
the State Department has decided
to deny passports to “a person if
information in its files gave rea-
son to believe that he is know-
ingly a member of a Communist
organization or that his conduct
abroad is likely to be contrary to
the best interests of the United
States,” in the words of the de-
partment’s statement.

It should be noted that even the
conviction of the eleven Stalinist
Jeaders under the Smith Act did
not formally convict the party as a
whole of any crime; further, that
no orgam:uhon has been desig-
nated as “subversive” or "Com-
munist" under the provnsicns of
the McCarran Act as yet. Thus the
State Department has jumped the
gun_both on the courts and on the
infent of Congress as expressed
both in the CP trials and the Mc-
Carran Act.

“Further, the last part of the
sentence quoted above does not

even attempt to base itself on-

“the alleged legal and congres-
sional findings, but represents a
clear leap into the wild blue of
sdministrative license. People
have been denied passports, or
have had passports withdrawn,
~ho have never belonged to or
Yeen associated with any organi-
wation ‘whose leaders or members
have been tried under the Smith
Aect, or which have been men-
tioned in any way by the McCar-

turers. They centered their
case on one argument: there
were no grounds for .apply-
ing the Taft-Hartley Law to
the steel workers. In effect,
they were not defending
Truman but preparing to de-
fend the union in the next
round of the ‘struggle when
every bourgeois spokesman
will be demanding an anti-
union injunction.

As the steel workers begin
to man their picket lines, a

Dep't

ran Act. The effective basis of
denial has been simply the deci-
sion by some officials in the State
Department that a trip abroad by
such persons may not be “to the

best interests of the TUnited
States.”
JOKER.
The department’s statement

tries to give the impression that
sothe kind of fair procedure pro-
teets the individual citizen from
the arbitrary application of the

powers which the department
ciaims it has:
“Passports are vrefused,” it

states; “only on the basis of very

clear and definite reports from -

the investigative and security of-
fices of this department and of
other government departments
and agencies ang from foreign

new mood is in evidence. In
retrospect, the sentiment of
the union members is that the
strike should never have
been postponed. Or, once
postponed, it should not have
been called off some months
later when it had first begun.
Truman and the administra-
tion is no longer the trusted
friend: suspicion thickens.
For these workers have
seen their demands tabled

_for 151 days; they know that

the administration deliber-
ately failed to enforce the
recommendations of the
Wage Board when it first
took over the mills; they
have learned that Charles
Sawyer, appointed to direct
the mills under Truman’s or-
ders, devoted his major ener-
gies to sniping at the union,
so much so that Phil Murray
had to repudiate him in pub-
lic. Whatever Truman’s per-
sonal intentions may -have

been, the actual effect of his
intervention in steel,
now clear, was simply to pro-
lore the endless process of
stalling and delay.

Now the steel workers bat-
tle it out, face to face with
their bosses. Yesterday they
were eager for Truman’s
participation. Now they are
beginning to think: Keep
your hands off. It is an im~
portant lesson for the whole
labor movement.

assport Policy — —

governments containing well-au-
thenticated information concern-
ing past and present activities
and ‘associations of the appli-
cant.” And then comes the real
joker: “Any applicant who has
been refused a passport has every
right and is given every oppor-
tunity to request further consid-
eration of his case and may pre-
sent any evidence or information
which he may wish to have:con-
sidered. The particularity with
which he may be informed of the
contents of the reports in the de-
partment'’s file depends, of course,
upon the source and classification
of such reports but it is usually
possible to inform him in a gen-
eral way of the nature of the evi-
dence and the information upon
which he has been refused a pass-
port.”

What is "usually possibie” to
the State Department, we have no
way of knowing. We do know that
in all cases which have reached
public attention, the sole and only
information given the person to
whom a passport was denied was
that his trip abroad would "not be
in the best interest of the United
States."” Against this "evidence" a
defense may be pnss.ible. but just
how a person is to go about start-
ing to prepare it no one has yet
succeeded in finding out.

NO DEFENSE
The ability of a person to travel

abroad is a minor right as com-.

pared to his right to speak ,or
write freely, to join organizations
of his choice, and to hold a job.
Only a small minority of Ameri-

cans ever seek to leave the coun-
try, and only a tiny fraction of
these have yet been faced with.g
denial of a passport. Yet for some

citizens travel abroad is an indis-

pensible part of their eccupat.i%
and for many it is a very impo
tant cultural and educational ex-
perience.

. The essentially arbitrary denial
of this freedom is another blow
al the freedoms of the American
people. Every effort should be
made by all who are concerned
with maintaining the traditional
freedoms we have enjoyed and
seeing to it that they are broad-

-ened to establish the right to

travel abroad as firmly as any
other right which can be denied
& citizen only upon trial and con-
vietion for the violation of a law.

Washington's Reward by Rhee ——

{Continued from page 1)
bly. The government’s reply has
been to threaten to throw all UN
agencies out of the country on the
charge that they are interfering
with internal Korean affairs.
(This threat is not expected to
extend to the chief UN agency in
Korea, the army.) Later Rhee de-
nied making the threat.

So threatening have Rhee's

Vg -

Planned Loophole

The Research Institute of New
York, an outfit to advise big busi-
ness, told its clients at the begin-
ning of May “How the owner of
a busines may cut his yearly tax
bill by almost a third!” It ex-
plained how to capitalize on the
pro-profiteer tax bill passed by
Congress, \

“Here is one illustration,” the
Institute expounded. “Suppose
you are a married man with three
children, and your taxable net in-
come is $100,000. Your tax bill
for 1952 .will be about $58,000.
But properly handled, by making
your children your business part-
ners, the-total tax bill will be
around $40,000—a tax saving of
almost one-third. This is called a
‘family partnership.””

His Six Convicts

The state of American prisons,
which was foreibly brought to
public attention by the revolt of
convicts in a number of jails, has
been further highlighted by the
case of Colm'ado warden Roy
~Best.

Best was re-elected, early this
year, as president of the Ameri-
can Prison Wardens Association.
Now he is under federal indiect-
ment, together with eight subor-
dinates, for violation of the eivil
rights of six convicts during a
flogging last July. The Civil Ser-
vice Commission suspended him
pending a hearing on 11 charges
of misconduct. The chosen presi-
dent of the country’s wardens is
charged with “willful inhumanity
to priseners.”

Y : >

movee become that General Clark,
after “a very enlightening talk"-
with the would-be South Korean
dietator, issued a statement of in-
tended reassurance that Rhee
would not pull the South Korean
army out of the front lines in or-
der to carry on his private war
with the legislators! That's all
he and Van Fleet were concerned
about in the conversation, said the
commanding general, At the same
time, however, Rhee tightened his
censorship of local newspapers
and radio, and ordered the arrest
of the editor of the Oriental Dazly
“on charges that he had been re-
sponsible for an editorial criticiz-
ing the government” (to quote
the exact words of the N. Y.
Times dispateh).

°
U. S. ROLE

American commentators on the
situation now beiling up again in
South Korea are, of course, ap-
palled by and resentful of the em-
barrassment which is being coused
to their side by Syngman Rhee's
refusal to act the part of paladin
of South Korean democracy. They

I their ience s with the
reflection that, after all, it would
not be proper for the U. S. to
“intervene” in the affairs of the
country, and with the regret that
there "does not seem to be any
alternative o Rhee” for the presi-
dency. Both considerations would
undoubtedly have a more soothing
effect were it not for the fact that
the U. S. HAS intervened decisively
in the country—in fact, precisely
in such a manner as to bring about
the present state of '"no alterna-
tive" which exists in their opinion.

A brief review of this back-
ground is supplied by the follow-
ing excerpt from an article by
Dr. C. Clyde Mitchell in the For-
eign Policy Bulletin of May 1,
published by the Foreign Policy
Association. Mitchell, a Univer-
sity of Nebraska professor, was
U. S. administrator of the Na-
tional Land Administration in
South Korea from 1946 to 1948.
Furthermore his article for the
most part is more an apologia
- for U. 8. policy than a criticism
" of it. But his factual summary of

the bit of history involved is
damning enough, particularly in
the passage which we have em-
phasized below:

“Rhee is convinced that he is
the only leader who can bring
happiness and prosperity to
Korea. His record, however,
shows failures in many important
respects. Even before the North
Korean invasion in 1950, the
Japanese-built industry of South
Korea had been virtually wrecked
by cannibalization, looting, mis-
use and rust. Inflation ran wild.
South Koreans were slaughtering
each other in bloody riots. Korean
police were brutal. Civil rights
were practically unknown. Severe
restrictions on freedom of speech
had been instituted equal to the
Japanese ‘thought control.” Some
of these developments started in
the hectic period of United States
occupation, but the situation
worsened during Rhee’s first two
years in office. Then, under cover
of the war beginning in June
1950, even more fantastic graft
and mass political murder became
eommonplace,

NO PLACE TO GO

“For the creation of this un-
satisfactory government, the
United States was, to some ex-
tent, responsible, The political
potential available for develop-
nient when the Americans entered

Korea in 1945 was small, It con-

sisted of the following:

“{1) A group of well-to-do ex-
patriates, among them Rhee, who,

American officials felt, had been
away from Korea too leng to be.
representative of ‘the people.

"(2) The 'People’s Republic,' led
by an experienced underground
leader of Japanese days, Lyuh
Woon Hyung. To Lyuh's standard

' flocked labor unionists, intellectu=

als, former political prisoners, and
members of the underground, in-
cluding Communists. People's Com-

mittees were set up all over Korea

and maintained order and essential
services between V-J Day and the
American occupation a mon!!;
later. United States army authori=
ties rejected and disbanded the

Peoples’ Republic on the ground .

that it was ‘Communist.' 1¥ un-
doubtly had Communists among its
members, but whether it was Com=
munist-controlled or not is debat-
able. Its destruction deprived
many of Korea's non-Communist
liberals of a place to go.

“(3) A loose collection of na-
tive rightists built around a few
educated and influential Koreans
who had remained at home during
the Japanese occupation.

“Faced with these three un-
promising alternatives, the Uni-
ted States command decided to set
up a military government on an
interim basis and allow the Kore=~
ans themselves to develop political
parties and later hold elections.

"Once this decision, and the de«
cision to outlaw the Peoples’ Re-
public without trying to ‘clean it
up,’ had been made, the character
of the future government had been
decided: it was to be reactionary.”
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 The Steel Seizure anc

Presidential Power:

~“Supreme Court Rebuffs a Kindly President”

By BERNARD CRAMER

This week’s decision by the Su-
preme Court on the steel seizure
can be assessed in terms of its
immediate effect on the steel crisis
or it can be considered more
broadly on its own terms, as a
verdict on the powers of the pres-’
ident which has an incidental ap-
plication to a current problem.
The two needn’t be counterposed
to each other.

Even from the first point of
view alone, it would be a very
superficial and short-sighted re-
detion if labor men, rooting for
the steel union as we do, set it
down as a “defeat” or ‘“blow” for
the CIO. Judging by the way in
which the steel union leadership
has been hanging onto the coat-
talls of President Truman’s

“seizure” policy, subordinating
de-union struggle to it and
making their own independent ac-
tion dependent on it, they should
in all consistency take this very
limited view.
* If they do not, it will be because
they themselves, and Philip Murray
in particular, have been uneasy
and disquieted by the role which
Truman thrust upon them. We
should remember that when Judge
Pine handed down the original de-
cision squashing the seizure, the

N. Y. Pos#'s labor columnist, Mur-
ray Kempton, reported Murray's
relief that the fight was now trans-
ferred from the government run-
around to the picket line—the lat-
ter was what he knew, the former
was a rat-race.

Not that the relief could be
unalloyed either! There is a good
deal of the divided soul in the
breasts of the labor leadership as
they confront the problem of their -
relationship with a government
which they say is a “friend to
labor” but which is not labor’s
government,

LINEUPS

What the immediate impact of
the court verdict will be on the
steel union’s fight depends now
on action by Truman or Congress
or both. And this will be a test
of them, and not primarily of the
meaning of the court decision.
One thing is certain; insofar as
it means that the steel union can
no longer pursue the course of
fawning. dependence on Truman’s
needs (whmh is not the same as
the union’s needs), it is 1o catas-

trophe.

Nor can the decision be con-
sidered a “blow fo labor” from
the point of view of the social
forces or ideologies which were

LONDON LETTER

By ALLAN VAUGHAN

LONDON, May 27 — Last-
week Aneurin Bevan stated
at the South Wales Miners
Federation Conference that
he was sure his views would:
receive majority support, in
the Labor Party by the end of
the year. Both the Scottish and
South Wales miners are strongly
influenced by the Stalinists, and
i¥is likely that the Stalinists (for
their own reasons, to be sure)
will give support to Bevan at the
coming Conference of the Nation-
al Union of Mine Workers.

But Aneurin Bevan has not
compromised, and in all likelihood
will not compromise, his anti-
Stalinist stand because of this
dangerous support.

What is certain now is that the
parliamentary group of the Labor
Party is executing a turn to the
left. In fact, there has been talk
of Bevan's reversing his previous
decision not to take responsibility
for the policies fashioned in the

_Labor "shadow cabinet." The truth

is thot the Labor Party is now so
confident of ultimate sweeping vic-
tory at the polls that the leader-
ship is becoming bolder, fully con-
scious of the strong pressure to
the left within the party and the
trade unions. In short, the leader-
ship is becoming .more "Bevanite,” -
rehié'fnnﬂy and very much against
SHeir ~will. 'Mowever, the official
leadership has no choice but to
trail behind Bevan, for fear of
isolation within the movement as
a whole.
(]

The New Fabian Essays which
were published last Friday de-
serve a more serious review than
ean be given in a brief newsletter.
If these essays represent the

“highest level to which the most

talented leaders of the Labor
movement can reach, not much
hope can be placed on their ability
to redirect the movement. John
Strachey and Margaret Cole have
contributed some stimulating es-
says—that 1is, stimulating by
comparison with Richard Cross-
man and Anthony Crosland.
Denis Healey argues for a Real-

Labor Ranks Close Up—
Tory Disputes Sharpen

politik which is absolutely devoid
of any attempt to work out a
specifically socialist view on the
world situation. .

The Labor Party is a melting pot
of ideas at the moment, and it will
certainly have to travel quite a
distance yet before it is able to
appeal to the working class and
the lower middle class on a pro-
gram that is even as radical as the
program of 1945,

: ®

BACKBENCH REVOLT

The Tories’ situation is going
from bad to worse. The chancel-
lor, Butler, has been faced with
a first-class revolt from the die-
hard backbenchers who are dis-
satisfied with the excess-profits
tax. The militant Tories are in a
state of disillusionment. They are
unable to turn the wheel of prog-
ress back for fear that the Labor
movement will bring such an ad-
venture to a very untimely end.
The Tory government is suspend-
ed in mid-air, unable to satisfy
its numerous financial supports,
inereasingly isolated from the
Tory rank and file, and inereas-
ingly losing the moral support of
Tory opinion, as expressed in the
Daily Telegraph for instance.

®

Other points of interest over
the last week have been the pub-
lication in the Star of “Mr. At-
tlee’s Own Story” in serial form,
and Lord Beaverbrook’s revela-
tions about the forces behind the
abdication of King Edward VIII
in 1936. Attlee has not put any-
thing startling on paper as yet,
except possibly his description of
Zinoviev as the Soviet foreign
seeretary in 1924; though his
characterization of Ramsay Mac-
Donald’s action in 1931 as ‘“the
greatest betrayal in [British]
history” seems to be rather ex-
treme coming from so mild a man.

On the abdication of Edward
Viil, what Lord Beaverbreok has
not said is that the reason for his
forced retirement was not kis
“peculiar” choice of an American
divorced lady as his wife but his
openly expressed concern at the
Baldwin government's inaction
over unemployment in Wales.

g A O TTEE

ranged on both sides. If the steel
companies got the verdict they
wanted in this particular case, it
ic also-true that the railroad un-
jons (for their own reasons) were
equally gladdened by it. And the
railroad workers, as their recent
sticky settlement showed, have
much more reason for their reac-
tion than the steel workers may
have for feeling let down.

From the point of view of the
lineup on the high bench, we must
note that the liberals on the court
vofed for the majority, and that
the dissenters were all rights
wingers. In voting as they did,
Black and Douglas (to take the two
outstanding liberals) were indeed
following in the footsteps of
Holmes and Brandeis in tending to
be suspicious and resirictive. of
the unlimited powers of the presi-
dent; indeed Vinson, dissenting,
complained that the court major-
ity were now following the
Holmes-Brandeis views which had
been expressed in minority opin-
ions.

TRUMAN TREND

There is good reason, therefore,
to comment on the decision as ab-
stracted from the immediate steel
issue, though not abstracted from
the real issues posed by political
trends in the U. 8. today. Loom-
ing large among such political
trends has been the drive of the
Fair Deal administration to sub-
stitute administrative decree for
legislative action, and it was this
that the court majority made the
center of its attack. The most
sinister manifestation of this ten-
dency has been in the field of
civil liberties, where the Fair
Deal’s withehhunt has been keyed
to decrees that have been care-
fully kept away from the possibil-
ity of test by court action; the
infamous Truman order setting
up the subversive list is the most
prominent of these.

This tendency must be clearly
distinguished even from the par-
allel tendency of a reactionary
Congress to vote through its own
witchhunt laws. Important provi-
sions of the McCarran Act, Con-
gress’s worst, have to this day
not been implemented (except,
again, by formally unvelated ad-
ministrative action, as in the case
of passports) and one reason for
this is that any implementation
would be immediately subject to
court test. Truman does it better.

EXECUTIVE AUTONOMY

There is nothing progressive. lib=
eral or democratic in the extension
of the "implicit" powers of the
president to include a well-nigh
unrestrained scope of "emergency"
action. The relative autonomy of

_ the executive as embodied in the
American presidential system is
less democratic than (for example)
the subordination of the British
prime minister to Parliament. If,
for some years now, in this coun-
iry, a so-called "liberal” presi-
dency has been counterposed in
labor thinking to a reactionary
Congress, with increased depend-
ence on the powers of the former,
it has been so because of the po-
litical weakness of the labor move-
ment as an independent force.

Add to this the faet that, his-
torically, “emergency” provisions
of formally very democratic con-
stitutions have provided precisely
the legal channels whereby demo-
cratic processes have been dump-
ed overboard when it.suited the
convenience of a ruling class with
its back to the wall. This was how
Hitler came to power in Germany
within the framework of the
Weimar constitution, utilizing the
same ‘“‘emergency” provisions
that had been useful to his pre-
decessors like Bruening and Von
Schleicher.

It is possible to make this com-
ment without any rosy illusions
about the efficacy of the latest de-
cision to bar this trend. Justices
who voted with the majority in

this case were not equally sensi-
tive to the issue they now raise
when it concerned civil liberties
for unpopular
were not represented before the
bar by John W. Davis. Juridical
principles, precepts and prece-
dents take a back seat when social
pressures become fiercer. The is-
sue which . the Supreme. Court
“decided” will actually be fought
out, not in the courts in the first
place, but in the class struggle.

JACKSON EXPLAINS -

This was nowhere shown more
ciearly than in the opinion deliv-
ered by Justice Jackson as a con-
currence with the majority, and
in two separate ways.

(1) Jackson was now voting to
illegalize the president’s seizure
of the steel plants without statu-
tory authorization. But it happens
that he was the attorney general
at the time when the president
(Roosevelt) seized the North
American aircraft plant, before
Pearl Harbor, in order to break
the strike—and did so without
statutory authorization. Attorney
General Jackson advised the
president then that the emergency
power of his office was great
enough for the purpose.

Today Vinson twits Jackson on
his about-face. How does Jackson
wriggle on it?

“Justice Jackson met the North
Ameriean issue in a footnote, de-
claring that the labor action that
stopped aircraft preduction in
that case was a Communist insur-
rection, that the plant was under
direct contraet with the govern-
ment to supply defense items, that

minorities—who

management acquiesced in the
seizure, and that many of the em-
ployees were at the gates trying
to work.” (N. Y. Times.)

The monstrousness of this self-
justification is as striking as its
illustration of the ability of our
judicial-minded "above-the-battle™
guardians of the Constitution to
talk like company policemen when
the occasion necessitates it. The
lofty principles about executive
powers which flow from his pen
under the persuasive influence ‘of
the steel bosses' lawyers become
marks on scraps of paper when
{a) he has non-juridical objections
to the leadership of a strike—
"Communist insurrection™! or (b)
when the seizure is solely to break
a strike—""management acquiesced
in the seizure"; or (c) when he
becomes tender about the rights of
scabs—"many of the employees

* were at the gates trying to work.”

DOUGLAS WARNS
(2) In another part of his con-

" curring opinion, Jackson delivers

a cruel body-blow on another is-
sue, the Korean war—which, we
might remember, was “declared”
by the president. The majority
opinions in the steel case made

much of the fact that “all legis-

lative powers” are vested by the
Constitution in Congress. Jackson
actually comments:

“Nothing in our Constitution is
plainer than that declaration of a
war is entrusted only to Congress.
Of course, a state of war may in
fact exist without a formal dee~
laration. But no doctrine that the
court could promulgate would
seem to me more sinister and

(Continued on page 5)

Government Gives Stoolies

‘A Rest in Calif. CP Trial

By DAVE BERN

LOS ANGELES, May 30—In the
trial of the 14 California Stalinist
leaders, the government an-
nounced May 21 that its case
rests, and the jury was dismissed
until June 3, at which time the

defense is to begin its presenta- -

tion, -perhaps with its own wit-
nesses. Meanwhile, arguments by
the defense concerning 8700 pages
of government testimony are tak-
ing place on motions to strike
the testimony of nearly every one
of the 22 witnesses who took the
stand.

The court recessed after the
final ecross-examination of Nat
-Honig, Hearst employee, who
claimed that as an ex-CPer he
had evidence to prove that the
1934 waterfront strike under the
leadership of Harry Bridges was
instigated by Moscow.

In the cross-examinafion Honig,
confronted by #ranscripts of his
testimony in previous trials and
hearings, -admitted that he had
never asked about this aspect in
the 1941 deportation hearing of
Bridges. Defense Attorney Mar-
golis charged that Honig "tailored
his testimony in every anti-Commu-
nist case in which he has appeared
to fit the prosecution’s needs,” re-
ported the Daily News of May 17.

Earlier, Honig had explained
he was disillusioned with the Stal-
inist party because they had
failed to make good on a promise
to let him be editor of the Western
Worker after an enthusiastic
trip from the East. Before this

‘episode and his subsequent role

as informer and government wit-
ness, he had been a “strong party
member,”

IMPLICATIONS

Margolis charged on May 20

that Honig invented his “damag-
ing testimony” in the present
trial that the 1934 San Francisco
general strike was “plotted in
Moscow.” Honig had testified that
defendant William Schneiderman,

3\9{,,,1_‘_;.,‘.,, A " > -,""l “2-;,‘

it _w

alleged new national leader of the
CP, had participated in Moscow
discussions in 1934 in which the
Comintern is said to have or-
dered the American party to turn
the longshoremen’s strike into a
general strike “as a rehearsal for
revolution.” The transcript of the
1941 Bridges hearing, when Ho-
nig was a witness for the govern-
ment, indicated that the stoolie
had failed to mention Schneider-

- man or the alleged Moscow plot..

Even before the final verdict ar-
rives, the lessons of this trial are
clear in their implications for
American democracy now under
assault on all fronts. It is not the
‘Stalinist leaders themselves that¥
socialists grieve for, since we rec-
ognize even the relatively weak
American CP as an enemy of genu-
ine demeocracy and the freedom of
workers and socialists. It is the
character of the sedition law:
which tries men for advocacy in-
stead of overt acts, the bold use
of government spies as wilnesses,
the official pressure for conviction
by a government with imperialist
aims at stake which peint to the
undermining of our #traditional
rights. And the witnesses' behavior
has been a sorry spectacle.

The Smith Aect trials, already
condemned by the American Civil
Liberties Union, the ADA, “the
enlightened labor circles, are
portents of what we can expect
as the cold war “warms up.” Not
only Stalinists, but dissenters in
general and the labor movement
as well are in danger, not only
from the loud lash of MeCarthy-
ite reactionaries, but also from
the more silent, systematic throt-
tling by the Fair Deal adminis-
tration, which instituted the
witchhunt by the first application
of the Smith Act against anti-
Stalinists, invoked the infamous
subversive list and loyalty-oath

criteria of Tom Clark for govern-'

ment jobs, the echoes of which
are now rebounding in industry,
education, and the entertainment
world.
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ISL Program

in Brief

The Independent Socialist League

stands” for ‘socialist democracy and

agdinst the two systems of exploita- -

tion which now divide the world: capi-
talism and Stalinism.

~ Capitalism cannot be reformed or
liberalized, by any Fair Deal or other
deal, so as to give the people freedom,
 abundance, security or peace. It must
be abolished and replaced -by a new
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.

53 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 and strengthening the Third Camp
of the people against both war blocs.

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

_ At the same time, 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 enroll under this banner,
join the Independent Socialist League!

INTERESTED?

Get

acquainted

with the
Independent
Socialist League—

114 W. 14th Street
New York 11, N. Y.
0O I want more information about the

ideas of Independent Socialiem and
the ISL.

O I want to join the ISL.

FOR TODAY

SOCIAL INEQUALITY AND CULTURE

By PHILIP COBEN
In the midst of a book review in the N. Y. Times a while

.back, there was an interesting remark by the paper’s regu-

lar daily reviewer, Orville Prescott, raising a question—
and illustrating the meagerness of a non-materialist ap-
proach to history. For Marxists, as it happens, the question
is an old one.

Prescott was reviewing Golden Ages of the Great Cities, a collec-
tion of historical articles, and he concludes:

"Provocative, for instance, is the evidence offered here that the
finest cultures which Western men have been able to achieve so far have

- always depended upon social inequalities—a leisured and wealthy mi-

nority and a toiling, poor majority. One of the most interesting ques-
tions now facing mankind is whether social inequalities can be de-
creased without decreasing culture, too. Those of us who believe in
democrdcy believe that they can."” (March 25.) r

Now, the affirmation of faith in democracy is very fine, and I am
not derogating it as part of the answer. The trouble is that if the
answer to this question is based only on one’s faith in democracy, it
misses the main point about the past relation between social in-
equality and culture. And more important, one would fail to see why,
for today and the future, it is social equality which is the necessity
for the burgeoning of culture.

Why this difference between yesterday and today on this point?

The obserwation with regard to past societies is, of course, quite
correct in the main. One need only think, for example, of ancient
Greece—where one of the world’s greatest cultural advances blossomed
out of the sweat and toil of a slave system—or of the Italian Renais-
sance, where the princes’ largesse which fed the new streams of art
and thought and science was derived from the exploitation of poverty-
stricken masses. '

The Economic Basis of Leisure
But there is really no great mystery why this was so and had to

be so. Such opportunities to think and create can exist only when men, -
.or some men, are relieved of the daily grinding necessity of scrabbling

every waking hour for the animal needs of existence. In a society whose
level of production of the needs of existence is too low to provide this
or the whole people, it can be true only for a favored minority—a
ruling class which lives on the fruits of other men's toil. Slaves had %o
do the work of society in order that a Socrates might be able to spend
his time in wonderfully perplexed conversation, or that a Phidias might
create beauty; and the ltalian masses had to live in hovels if Lorenzo
the Magnificent were to be able to’fill his-palaces with the works of
economically unproductive artists.

- Anyone who wishes may take an abstract-moral attitudg toward

“this state of affairs; it would be quite sterile; Marxists do not. What

we stress is that the historical necessity which made this inevitable
no longer exists in our day—as everybody knows.

The historically progressive role of capitalism was precisely to
develop the forces of production to the point where plenty for all
(which is not a soapbox slogan) is technically possible. And if the
social ‘system of declining capitalism, which has long ago done its
job, now stands in the way of the social realization of these potenti-
alities, that is why we are socialists. <

But what is, in the last analysis, important about "plenty for all”
is not merely that it means a full belly for the masses but that it means
leisure for all. And leisure, which means not idleness but a respite
from the tasks which both the animal world and humanity have in com-
mon, is the prerequisite for a truly human culture.

A leisure-class culture based on the exploitation of the great
majority by a small minority has a narrow base. The culture of a
whole people who are freed from the treadmill of life has all of so-
ciety as its base—and its reservoir.

It is not therefore a question simply of faith in democracy, but

- of the objective potentialities of a democracy which is no longer dis-

torted by either economie searcity or human exploitation.
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VPERED, Nos. 1-2, 1952 (new issue). &aslaven
This latest issue of the organ of the ;gai‘;kft :
Ukrainian Revolutionary Democratic Party (in the isees
Ukrainian, with an English page as usual_} fea- sty for
tures the opening of an interesting discussion on centor

the economic potentialities of the Stalinist _sy's-
tem (in terms of production level). Two articles
represent two points of view.

One is presented by Vs. Felix, who argues
that because of its planned economy, even though
the planning is bureaucratic, Stalinist economy
can surpass American capitalism in 18 years,
“and then world history could be facing new and
overwhelming facts.” A different standpoint is
given by another regular writer for Vpered,
I. M-ko, who “calls Stalinist planning adminis-
trative-burefucratic. It is characterized by an

% In the

propos

duction. ¥
5

ofithe workers and the shift of the
rationing for consumers. This change
ated by socialist doctrine and not by
sities of the economy, but by the neces-
the state to control everything from the
afid to avoid deviations from the fixed

effected by force, inflation causes a
s, hoarding and speculation. . .
ot clear from the English summary
M-ko does or does not agree with the
that the bureaucratic Stalinist econ-
omy can raise the productive level of Russia so
far abové its present one as to outstrip the U. 8.,
) her he takes up the general question of
how the (hureaucratic nature of Stalinist state
‘acts as a-fetter on its forces of pro-

READING fom LEFT 1o RIGHT WLIZ NI AY[l,

bureaucratic planned economy

”

The following sad story is from
the Moscow Pravda of May 5. It
is mainly extreme cases, of
course, that are given this “self-
criticism” routine in the Russian
Stalinist press; but this grimly
uproarious tale may remind us
of grandiloquent Stalinist claims
of other types—and of the hol-
lowness behind them.—Ed.

®

The youth of Nukus complains
of boredom. It does not know
where it should go for leisure or
entertainment.

“How come?” wonder the mem-
bers of the Provincial Komsomol
Committee of Kara-Kalpak, capi-
tal of the Kara-Kalpak Autono-
mous Soviet Socialist Republic.
“In Nukus there are a great many
cultural and other organiza-
tions!” )

The Seeretary of the Provincial
Committee enumerates: #There is
the House of Popular Art, the
House of Culture, the town's
House of Culture, the House of
Physical Culture, the House of
Hygienic  Enlightenment, = the
House of the Pioneers. . ..

“Correct” confirms the Couneil
of -Ministers of the Autonomous
Kara-Kalpak Republic and adds,
“We allocate big sums for the de-
velopment of culture and the work
of enlightenment.”

Yes, the means are available,
but. . ..

It is said that once the seven
directors of the seven “Houses” in
Nukus met and discussed their
bitter lot. Soft spoken Wladimir
Nikolajevich Sarskij, Director of
the House of Popular Culture,
was the first to speak.

“Seven years ago I was ap-
pointed Director of the House of
Popular Culture. I was assigned
two inspectors, an accountant, a
secretary—but I obtained no
building. Dozens of times I have
addressed myself to the Council
of Ministers of our Republic with
my request for a building—but to
no avail! And for seven years my
colleagues and I have drawn our
salaries—for what? Ah, friend,”
Wladimir Nikolajevich .continued
_dreamily, “we had beautiful
plans, but they all turned to
water. Our House has no house,
and that is the whole trouble.”

“You do not stand alone in that
meadow, Comrade Sarskij,” said
the Director of the House of Cul-
ture, Comrade Telegenow. “Since
1947 our non-existent House ex-
ists only on paper; just like your
House, it has a complete staff,
just like you, we do not know how
to kill time. And with that we too
draw—it is a shame to have tfo
admit it—our full salaries.”

“Do you think my conscience is
any easier?” said the Director of
the town’s House of Culture,
Comrade Saizev. “What can we
do when our House has no house?

“I hold two posts,” joined in
the Director of the House of
Teachers, Comrade Pirshanov.
“Earlier on I was Director of the
House of Teachers. Later, when
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In the Stalinist World

Houses Have a Housing Shortage

e

our House was occupied by the
Trade Union Council, to shut me
up, I was appointed Secretary of
it. Now I draw two salaries, but

" no one bothers about work for the

House of Teachers. There i§ sim-
ply no house, yet as before, the
shield on the T, U, C.s house
bears the inscription, “The House
of Teachers.” [

“Speaking of shields,” inter-
posed the Director of the House
of Pioneers, Comrade Madgasin,
“in our House there is practieally
no room. We were-assigned g roof
in the courtyard of the Pushkin
High School and we do our best
to work in two tiny rooms. We
too have a beautiful shield, but of
real work there is no sign.”

The Director of the House of

Hygienic Enlightenment seemed
about to say something, then sim-
ply made a deprecating gesture
with his hand.

As the House of Physical Cul-
ture has no Director as yet, we
will tell its story—and a sad story
il is. Six years ago the Council
of Ministers authorized the spend-
ing of 750,000 rubles on the
building of a house of Physical
Culture in Nukus. But in the
course of six years, the Building
Trust got no further than laying
the foundations and building the
walls of the Sports Hall, which
were so badly done that after an
inspection, they had to be pulled
down.

That is why it seems that in
Nukus there are many Houses of
Culture, and yet the young have
no idea where to go, because none
of these houses has an address.

Rakosi and the Salami- Factic

The following passage from o
speech by Mathias Rakosi, Stal-
inist fuehrer in Hungary, in
which he describes his “salami
tactics,” i3 one of the fromkest-
worded discourses of the kind by
CP satellite leaders. It was pub-
lished im Tarsadalmi Szenile

Then came the turn of the So-
cial Democratic Party. They op-
posed us on several issues; in
fact, they became a gathering
point for.all reactionary elements.
But we have shown them up, and
at the August 1947 elections our
party obtained 50 per cent more
votes than either the Social-

Trucks Act as Threat to Liberty

% A strong statement by the Michigan CIO, in the for:r;z
of an article in the Michigan CIO News for May 22, has
now been issued against the state’s new Trucks Act, one of
the worst of the state witchhunt laws that have been passed.
The article appeared under the headline: “Trucks Act En-
dangers - Democracy. Anti-Commie Law Hits Anti-Com-
mies.” .

It is noteworthy that the article has now been printed
in spite of the fact that the United Auto*Workers “ally,”
Democratic Governor Mennen Williams, hastened to sign
the act when it was passed by the legislature, and that UAW

men in the legislature voted for it.
“The article from the Michigan CIO News is below.

N

-

The Trucks Act—the so-
called “Michigan Communist
control law”—has, since its
passage, done everything but
control Communists.

The Michigan CIO Coun-
cil opposed passage of the
Trucks bill because of its
dangerous catch-all termi-
nology, because there are al-
ready adequate laws dealing
with sabotage and treason,
and because the law would

not combat Communism at
all.

A striking illustration of
the danger of the Trucks Act
is Attorney-General Mill-
ard’s use of this so-called
anti-Communist law against
an anti-Communist political
organization.

Under the broad powers
of the catch-all law, Millard

denied a place on the Michi-
gan ballot to the Socialist
Workers Party, a bitter foe
of the Communist Party.

This was the first use of
the law to be made in Michi-
gan. The anti-Communist
law has not yet been used
against "Communists, who
have instituted legal action
to declare the act invalid.

PRECEDENT

If the attorney-general

can crack down on the So-
cialist Workers Party under
the Trucks law, what is to
prevent him from taking
similar action against other
minor groups of whatever
political complexion?

Some political crackpots
have said and are saying
that the Democratic Party is
dominated by the CIO which

Reservations Still Open for

N.E. Anti-War Camp & School

The New England Anti-War School, scheduled to be held next

(Budapest), Feb.-Mar,
®

Democrats or the Smallholders.

In 1945, after the. liberation,s.
like all Communist Parties in
countries oppressed by Hitler, we
too followed Stalin’s direetive,
and set up the Hungarian Na-
tional Independent Front, a coali-
tion with the other anti-fascist
parties. Nevertheless, we todk the
initiative in the coalitioni We
were helped, of course, by the
Soviet Union.

One of the coalition parties was
the Smallholders’ Party, support-
ed by the church, the officer [class,
industrialists and bankers. At the
November 1945 elections | they
gained an absolute majority, ie.,
56 per cent, the Social-Demaerats
and the Communists 17 per eent
each, and the Peasant Party a
little less than 8 ‘per cent. We
were given the important :port-
folio of minister of the inferior
and of deputy prime minister,
The Smallholders nominated the
prime minister and half of all
the other ministers. &

In March 1946 we Tormed-the
Lettist Bloe within the indepen-
dent front which included  the
Communists, Social - Demoe¢rats,
the Peasant Party and the Trade
Union Congress. We demanded
the elimination of the reactionary
elements from the Smallholders’
Party, and to begin with 21 depu-
ties were expelled.

After this success we adopted
"salami tactics,” ie., we kept on
cutting down the power of the
Smallholders’ Party, slice by slice,
so fo speak, as you do the salami.
In the meantime we. sirengthened
our position and gained the confi-
dence of the people. Buf we: also
continued: our fight against reac-
tion and managed to rid-the coun-
try of several imperialist dagent-
‘members  of the . Smallhalders’
Party. " % wa Bis:

e

We had a longer and more des-
perate fight against the Social
Democrats. They wanted to break
up the coalition, and demanded
the formation of a new govern-
ment with the Communists ex-
cluded.- A new government was
formed but the Communist Party
gained power in it. We then
speeded up progress. We elimi-
nated the Hungarian Independent
Party. -

At the same time we unmasked
the double-dealing policy of the
Social-Demoerats. Their disillu-
sioned followers joined our ranks
in ever-increasing numbers, while
those who remained demanded
the elimination of their treacher-
ous leaders. This was done at a
meeting on February 18, 1948,
and in June 1948 the Social-
Democrats were merged with our
party.

Thus we realized the two basie
conditions of the dictatorship -of
the proletariat.

Wken in the autumn of 1948 we
acquired the Ministry of National
Defense, we began the develop-

‘'ment of the army on our lines.

And, of course, the A. V. H. (state
police) was in our hands right
from the very start.

In Lebanon

The Socialist Progressive Par-
ty of Lebanon, headed by Kamal
Djumblatt, has put forward a
public proposal for the creation
of a “neutral bloe” in the Middle

East between Russia and the

West. A meeting of the party de-
cided to oppose creation of the
projected” Middle East high com-
mand and placing airfields and
communications at the disposal of
the” Western bloc in time of war.

September 8-13, has already secured a considerable amount of support
from organizations and individuals not directly affiliated with Focal
Point, the Yale student club which has been the moving force behind
the Camp-School. Federalists, particularly those who are interested
in learning more about the anti-war movement and the different so-
cialist and pacifist tendencies in it, might find it both interesting and
valuable to spend a week at the school, which will be located near
Harvard Crossroads, Mass. Since the school is open on an unrestricted
basis to all individuals interested in learning about or furthering the
student anti-war movement, WORLD members may apply directly to
Focal Point for reservations, using the blank below.

The SYL, which is co-sponsoring the camp together with other youth
gréups, also wrges any of its members and friends who are plamning to
attend this camp to make reservations at the earliest possible moment.
The official deadline for sending in reservations was June 5, and only a
limited number of reservations received from now on will be accepted.

In order to ensure that some more dilatory SYL members will

. have the opportunity of attending this school, the National SYL has

made five reservations which can be claimed by SYLers who send in
the five-dollar reservation fee which the SYL has deposited with the
camp arrangements committee. However, these five reservations are

in turn is dominated by Com-
munists. In such circum-
stances, the broad language
of the law would permit the
attorney-general to declare
the Democratic Party to be
a subversive organization not
entitled to a place on the
ballot. Ridiculous? Well, it is
possible under the Trucks
Act.

The act sets up four broad

‘definitions of a “Communist”

. . . only one of the four defi-
nitions cites membership in
the Communist Party. The
act also sets up catch-all defi-
nitions for “Communist Par-
ty” and “Communist front
organizations.” These defini-
tions can be stretched to cov-
er almost any political or-
ganization.

DANGEROUS LANGUAGE

The penalty section of the
Trucks law is another illus-
tration of the dangerous
broad language it contains.
Here’s what it says:

"It shall be a felony, pun-
ishable by a term in the state
prison for not more than 20
years, for any person, with
the intent to injure the Uni-
ted States, the state of Mich-
igan, or any facilities or
property used for national
defense, to sabotfage or de-
stroy, or to attempt to sabo-
tage or destroy any proper-
ty, facility or service that is
being used in connection with
national defense.

"Should any loss of life oc-
cur by reason of such sabo-
tage or destruction, or by
reason of any attempted
sabotage or destruction of
such character, the person

used herein means the willful
and malicious infliction of
physical damage or injury to
property.

"The penalty herein pro-

vided shall be cumulative of

all other penalties which
might be imposed by virtue
of the fact that the acts con-
stituting an offense under
this statute also constitufe
separate offenses under oth-
er laws of the state.

This section not only
leaves “injury to property”
to the broadest possible
whimsical interpretation, but
it makes violators subject to

penalties under two or more =

state laws.

TOTALITARIAN STEP

A violator could be sub-
ject to two life sentences plus
99 years. PR

The Trucks law is a totali-
tarian measure. It imperils
freedom of speech. It can be
used to eliminate political
opposition.

It is dangerous and it is
unnecessary. There already
exist federal and state laws
dealing effectively with sabo-
tage and treason.. The FBI
has proven itself an effective
fighter against traitors and
saboteurs.

If the Republican-ruled
state legislature is sincere in

its announced desire to com-

bat communism, it will not
use a totalitarian measure to
fight a Communist totalitari-
an group.

There could be no more ef-
fective blow struck at Com-

munism in Michigan than

passage of a fair employ-

Denounces State’s

e

ment practises law, mini-
mum wage legislation, de-
cent unemployment and
workmen’s compensation and
a fair tax program.

Social unrest can be curb-

committing or attempting to
commit shall be guilty of
murder with malice afore-
thought and shall be punished
by confinement in the state
prison for life or for any
number. of years.

"The word 'sabotage’ as causes, not the symptoms.

ed only by treating the

Supreme Court Decision-é-__l

(Continued from page 3)

alarming than that a president
yvhose conduct of foreign affairs
is so largely uncontrolled, and

the widest meaning of Truman's
claims on power: "Today a kindly
president uses the seizure power
to.effect a wage increase and te

for late—com'ers only. Those able to make their reservations indepen-
dently at this time should do so immediately, using the accompanying

blank. .

FOCAL POINT . -
1987 Yale Station
New Haven, Conn.

$5.00.
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I want to register for the New England Anti-War
Summer School. Enclosed is my registration fee of
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often is unknown, can vastly en-
large his mastery over the in-
ternal affairs of the country by
his own commitment of the na-

tion’s armed forces to some for- -

a_ign venture. . . . The Constitu-
tion expressly places in Congress
power to raise and support
armies. . . .7 .

But Jackson applies his argu-
ment -only toward limiting the
president’s control of internal af-
fairs (e.g., steel); his uncon-
trolled “seizure” of the bodies of
young men to be drafted for an
undeclared war is . . . not before
the court.

H was Douglas' who summarized

keep the steel furnaces in produc-
tion. Yet tomorrow another presi-
dent might use the same power %o
prevent a wage increase, to curb
trade-unionists, to regiment labor
as oppressively as industry thinks
it has been regimented by #this
seizure."

The “kindly president” has al-
ready used his decree-powers to
regiment minorities. It would be
well for labor to think of to-
morrow. When tomorrow comes,
it will be ‘their independent
strength, and their willingness to
wield it, that will determine the
outcome, and not their trust in
either a kindly president or a
kindly judiciary.
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ilﬁ;__.,..furveying' the Prés.s Reaction to "In Place of Fear” —

-

» By HAL DRAPER

‘Since the current New International carries
an extensive enough review of the main points
fir the new book by Aneurin Bevan, In Place of
Fear, we're devoting this space to a somewhat
different project—a review of the reviewers.

‘It would be easy to make this simply a study
fn the techniques of the journalistic hatchetjob. Many
Awmerican publications farmed the reviewing job out to
an anti-Bevan Britisher, for obvious reasons; they wanl,:-
ed an ‘“objective” defense of America from Bevan’s
strictures.

And so you get an “objective” review of _In ‘Place of
Feir by, for example, D. W. Brogan, Cambridge profes-
sor and author, for the N. Y. Tz:mes Book Review. Its
ebjeetivity is manifested in the sight of all by the fact
that he admits that “the book, like the author, has 1t,s':

ood qualities” and that Bevan has his “positive virtues,
: £ “Mr. Bevan is not simple-minded about Russia,”
" @nd that much of what Bevan writes about the Health
Service is sensible and interesting, In comparison with
 the dispatches from London of the T'imes’s correspondent
Daniell, this is an accolade. _

In fact, it is likely that Brogan’s several distort.io_ns
or misleading paraphrases of Bevan's views are not in-
tentional. . . . '

" One of Brogan's complaints is given in the Times head- -
Hnes: "For Bevan, America Is the Villain." This is, to-put
it mildly, a grossly exuggerated summary. At nno%he.r
" point, the reviewer -purports to argue against Bevan's
ckiticisms of America's "reckless exploitatien of raw mate-
#als™ but Bevan's main point on this is not against “reck-
fes. exploitation” but American monopolization of the mar-
fiet: In about the same way he makes it appear that kvun-_s
charges against U. S. cornering of news-print suppl]es is
based solely on his dislike for the kind of stuff which is
printed on the cornered news print. (He replies that some
British papers are sexier thon anything in America, as if
#hat answers In Place of Fear.) He reports that according
f‘n Bevan "there is no real risk of war" ...
" Robert Waithman, in the N. Y. Herald Tribune,
seizes on Bevan’s remark that the Stalinists may have
fnvaded South Korea because they thought “that the
. S. “had disinterested herself in the Far East.” De-
mands the reviewer: “And as soon as it looked safe it
came blameless, did it?” The Daily Worker couldn’t
g: cruder.
e 7

i!uzz}e for Reviewers

But it would not really be very interesting lmerely to
prove that the American press went on a scalping partg.
‘As Bevan wrote, in anticipation, on page 127 of his
book: “I write this with no real belief that it will exempt
me from misrepresentation by those whose job it is to
misrepresent.”

After all, whether the reviewers were out to get
Bevan or not, at least as important an objective for
$hem should have been to wunderstand him. Even from
their own pro-American point of view, they are doing
their newspaper employers no good turn merely b_y

' journalistic hostility. An enemy must be understood if
- he is to be fought effectively. (For us also, B_evan has to
Be.understood, if he is to be supported effectively.)

And the anti-Bevan reviewers impress me as being a
gesd deal puzxled by the phenomenon of Bevunism..They
sixturally approached the book with the questions: "Why
fias.Bevanism become so powerful a force?" and “"What
is this Bevanism anyway?" and it'is very unsatisfactory for
$hem merely. fo argue (even when they hit ‘on a valid
point)’ that Bevan's views as given in his book are weak,
confused, vague, doctrinaire, etc. What then is it that has

3 caught on?
A * The New Republic’s reviewer, T. R. Fyvel—whose
dompetence on the subject is evidenced by the fact that
° He virtually wrote Bevan off the'books as a serious factor
wherr he resigned from the cabinet—theorizes: “In Pla,f:e
of Fear is significant chiefly because Bevan wrote it.
Bevan is significant chiefly because, when such qualities
were rare as radium, he appeared to be a left-wing poli-
tician with personal and original, and not merely de-
rived, political views.” Unfortunately, Fyvel does. not
4ell- us what these ‘“‘original, and not merely derived”
views are, or what is so original about them; whieh_ is
: x-'ﬁiﬁy because this was his sole chance to say something

“somantie.” That doesn’t sound very original.

h'__lfo'o‘d and Movement

« What must puzzle so many of the revip:“fe}‘s is pre-
¢ cigely the thing they are strongest in criticizing about
*  {He book: its programmatic vagueness. One of the best

justice:

impressive than his diagnosis. . . . He remarks that nation-
alization is only -a step toward socialization, but does not
illuminate the path ahead. ‘Industrial democracy’ is de-

- fined about as precisely here as it'lias been in high-toned
:.'1. Conservative Party pamphlets. . . . The central challenge
) 4o British'Labor in the present decade . .. is the question

- pages of Mr. Bevan's book, is part of an answer. But the
 _question is not wiolly answered, or even wholly posed.”

Class R_bofs

in-a review which otherwise mainly denounced Bevan-as

- réviews; Paul Niven’s in the Nution, wrote not without

Even-in the case of Britain, Bevan's remédies are less .

' *Where are you going and why?' Here and there, in the.

e

- -

What then is this Bevanism which mobilizes a mount-
ing movement on such a programmatic basis? Is it, for
example, merely the fact that Bevan thinks rearmament
should go slower than other people believe? If this is
Bevanism, then the Nation really had a scoop in its May
17 issue when it ran Sternberg’s article “Bevanism Wins
in America”—which reveals that Washington itself has
adopted “Bevanism,” for has there not been a slowdown
and stretchout in the tempo of American rearmament? -

In contrast with American reviews, reviews by British
socialists (pro- and anti-Bevan, both) have stressed an-
other angle, more knowledgeably. John Strachey, for
example, did it.in Forward: Bevanism is a mood. Stra-
chey, to be sure, is an opponent of Bevanism; but in the
Bevanite Tribune, itself, regular columnist J. P. W.
Mallaliew wrote (Apr. 4):

“But it [Bevan's bookl is not, and is not intended to. be,
a political program. Rather, it aims to set a mood, just as
Morris once set a mood, just as the Webbs set another
and different mood, in which the Labor movement can do
its thinking and feeling."”

Perhaps that makes it efficial. In any case, it cer-
tainly makes sense, though we shall have to reinterpret
it. For anyone who tries to evaluate Bevan simply in
terms of his formal programmatic ideas, whether from
the right or from the left, can have only a quite sterile
approach to the British development. We have already
mentioned this with regard to American bourgeois re-
viewers. The same is true, however, for example, for the
method of many elements in the British ILP, who eriti-
eize Bevan from the left. The same is true; in a quite
different way, of the approach taken by Alfred Rosmer
in the French Révolution Prolétarienne.

‘s

The weaknesses of the Bevanite program are not to
be counferposed to the progressive and healthy impact
of the Bevanite movement on British Labor. (Movement,
not merely “mood.”) This we have already gone into at
much greater length (issues of August 6 and 13 last
year) in analyzing the program put forward in One Way
Only, which is not essentially different from In Place of
Fear. “More .for .socialism, less for war”—this is the
appeal of Bevanism which attracts, while the Bevanites
themselves try to work out, their views into a coherent
whole. What it justly and fortunately reflects is the.de-
sire of the rank and file of British Labor to go precisely
in this direction. Their pressures provide the dynamic
behind Bevanism. :

This is essentially why independent socialists are
militantly for Bevan against the Labor Party leadership,
and for the Bevanite movement, even though we are not
“Bevanites.” The victory of Bevan in the movement as
a whole would mark a stage forward of tremendous
importance, even while at the same time it would mark
the beginning of a new necessary development, which
might or might not leave Bevan himself behind.

This is the reality behind the description of Bevanism
as a "mood.” Were the Bevanite Mallalieu and the anti-
Bevanite Strachey right in seeing this in In Place of Fear?
Most assuredly. What perhaps makes the greatest impres-
sion on informed socialist readers of the book are those
passages (in part, semi-autobiographical) in which Bevan
revedls, sometimes deliberately and sometimes in paSsing,
the strong class roots of his approach to politics. There
is the long passage on his youth in Wales which could be
quoted in extenso. Just as revealing is such an incidental
remark as this: "The classic Parliamentary style of speech
is understatement. It is a style unsyited to the repre-
sentafive of working people because it slurs and mutes the
deep antagonisms which exist in society.”

Or: “The first function of a political leader is advo-
cacy. It is he who must make articulate the wants, the
frustration, and the aspiration of the masses. . . . A
representative person is one who will act in a given

situation in much the same way as those he represents
would act in that same situation. ...” ‘

Now, one might well point that the first function of
a political leader is to lead, and not merely to reflect, and
that sometimes the two are not identieal; but whatever
Bevan’s formulation might be, his words do most cer-
tainly reflect the wellsprings of his thought.

It is precisely Bevan’s elementary class approach,

- given the vagueness of his programmatic ideas, which

makes it difficult for the bourgeois reviewers to under-
stand his movement, as it is today. From many of them,
Bevan’s reminiscences about the conditions. under which
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his thought germinated merely elicit a kind of pitying
smugness: Poor man, he’s still suffering from the effects
of the “peculiar” conditions of unemployment and de-
pression in which he grew wp! they say in effect. Brogan
spends paragraphs on the significance of the fact that
he is self-edureated. Fyvel: “During those years he cer-
tainly saw the reverse side of capitalist society,” like a
psychoanalyst pointing out why the patient is suffering
from a childhood trauma.

But it is Bevan's roots in his class which have made him
the "leader” and “representative” (exactly in his own
sense) of the aspirations of militant British Labor today.

Bevan on Marxism '

There are two other notes necessary on important
respects in which his reviewers have misinterpreted the
book. On one they have obviously been misled by a sen-
tence which crops up in a number of reviews: “Insofar
as I can be said to have had a political training at all,
it has been in Marxism,” writes Bevan. This is trans-
lated into “Bevan is a Marxist.” Now, unfortunately,
this is not faithful to Bevan at all. We would that it
were otherwise. .

Bevan may have learned much, and absorbed much,
from his early readings in Marxism, and there need be
no doubt that this reinforced his class approach. But for
pages following the quoted sentence, Bevan goes into
some detail on his differences with Marxisyn. The Marx-
ist theory of the state, for him, was developed because
“political democracy was as yet in its infancy” at the
time. “The theory of the class struggle and the eoncep-
tion of the state, as the executive instrument of the
ruling class, was an inevitable outcome of such a situ-
ation.” Marxism underrates “subjective attitudes.” He
even writes, “History is never a guide to contemporary
action,” though it is doubtful whether he appreciates
what he has so categorically written, especially since he
is not loath to refer to history, himself. He makes any
number of peculiar remarks, such as the one that capi-
talism is ‘“‘unscientific” because it has no “order of
values.”

If Bevan’s “Marxism” were the criterion for him, it
would be worth discussing further. Fortunately, this is
not so. What I would note, rather, is that John Strachey,
an intellectual whose understanding of Marxism is high
enough, is at Attlee’s side, while Bevan, a self-educated
working-class leader, is in the van in the Labor Party.
It is, to be sure, the integral union of Marxist ideas
with the working eclass which produces the winning com-
bination; but if it is one or the other. ...

Bevan on Stalinism

The second note is that not one hostile review that I
have seen was acute enough to point out the weakness
of Bevan's views on Stalinism. This could not be for lack
of will; they simply didn’t get the point. It was ‘enough
for them that Bevan’s book is full of anti-Stalinism, as
it is.

Indeed, Bevan is vigorously anti-Stalinist, and insinu--
ations o the contrary (abundant enough in America) are
slander. Yet his book reveals (as far as | know for the
first time) the extent of his illusions about this regime
which he detests. This" was also discussed by Gordon Has-
kell in the New International, but | would especially em-
phasize his rosy idea that the process of Russian indus-
frialization itself will bring about the democratization of
the Stalinist totalitarianism. The Russian workers’ “eco-
nomic enfranchisement is proceeding” because of indus-

_ #rialization; "Political enfranchisement must follow.”

Almost every paragraph of his about Russia is full
of his misconceptions of the nature of that regime. “It
is unnecessary to diseuss here whether the Soviet leaders
have adopted the only course open to them under the con-
ditions prevailing in Russia.” He indicates elsewhere
that he inclines toward this very view, since for him
totalitarianism is virtually the inevitable result in a
backward country which tries to industrialize rapidly.
“It is more to the point that they seem unable to appre-
ciate that the same pattern is not everywhere applicable,
even if it were desirable.” Therefore, he thinks Russia
wants to pull out of Eastern Germany! Therefrom also
flows his naive pro-Titoism. The trouble with the Rus-
sians is that they are “slaves to the future.” A blitzkrieg
is inconsistent with the “nature” of Russia’s economy,
“which is sluggish.” There is no caste system in the
Stalinist dictatorship. The Russian workers are “con-
scious of emancipation and not of slavery. ... The pie-
ture of the Russian worker held down by a ruthless die-
tatorship is false . . . his life is substantially, if slowly,
improving . . . only an insignificant minority of the
Russian people are aware of [the slave labor camps].”

It is clearly from this view of Russia that he projects
the political program for a negotiated.deal between the
West and the Kremlin to settle the cold war. It is not that
he denies that Stalinist Russia is imperialistic. But to
him this policy of the Kremlin is an “outworn category”
and sooner or later, naturally, they must find that they
have to give it up, and participate with the West'in a
crusade to help the backward countries of the world in
sweetness and light.

This misconception of Stalinism is an Achilles" heel for
the Bevan movement, or perhaps it'is a time bomb; in any
case it is not the least point in the task of clarification
WITHIN the Bevan movement that is necessary for British
socialist militants. i '
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El Campesino, Life and Death in Soviet Russia, by Valentin
Gonzalez and Julian Gorkin, translated by lisa Barea.
G. P. Putnam’s Sons. New York, 1952, 218 pages.

AN _ S

By ROBERT MAGNUS

Although the general outline of events is fairly se-
‘cure, there is a great deal about the Spanish revolution
which is not clear. Even to this day, the interrelation-
ships within the Republican camp during the civil war
are obscured by the mythology of the Popular Front. The
struggle between the factions, parties and groups in the
anti-France camp is still represented as a mere trifle be-
fore the grand unity of the “anti-fascist forces.” Nothing,
of course, can be expected from the Stalinist “theoreti-
cians” in the direction of unraveling the intricate cross-
currents and interests which combined and struggled in
this heterogenous “unity.” Even the liberals and social
democrats—understandably l—are not too happy with
the prospect of baring their collaboration with the Stal-
inists in the task of bridling the Spanish revolution.

It is sad to say, therefore, that today—more than a
decade after the end of this great struggle—the Spanish
revolution still awaits its historian. The squabbles in the

-4 Republican camp have generated more heat than light.

~ The reminiscences, studies and party polemics are help-
ful, but extremely limited. As far as it concerns Spain,
the story of the famous Stalinist general, E1 Campesino
(“the Peasant”), is in this category.

The facile penmen of the Comintern transformed this
quite ordinary peasant guerrilla leader and pistolero into
a great, heroic figure—the "Chapaev of the Spanish Revo-
lution,” according to that “swindler with dreamy eyes"
liya Ehrenburg. This little book punctures that myth once
and for all. ‘Campesino—distilled through the prose of
Juiian Gorkin—appears as a most brutal and politically
primitive figure lacking every quality of a genuine revolu-
tionist,

The \question immediately arises: How could this
swashbuekling, backward Andalusian rise to the posi-
tion of commander of whole armies during the war? The
‘answer lies in the realm of Stalinist politics during this
period. The aim of limiting the struggle to a war against
“feudalism” finds its most perfect expression in the
peasant-conservative traits of this remarkable ex-bandit
and rebel. :

‘Whitewash on Spain

The section of the book dealing with Campesino’s role
in the Spanish civil war is short and very uninstructive,
.No new information is presented; nothing is documented.
‘He presents himself as outside of the inner circle of
Spanish Stalinism. “During that time the Russian agents,
weorking mainly from the headquarters of the Interna-
tional Brigades at Madrid and Albacete, organized the
execution not only of people who opposed the Commu-
nists directly, but also of those who showed reluctance
in following their directives. And because the Fifth
Regiment was on paper part of my command, they could
pile the responsibility for a great number of those acts
on me,”

" Not once, however, during the entire civil war, did El
Campesino ever intervene against the Stalinist purges and

-#'exccutions behind the lines. His attempt fo whitewash him-

- self by saying: "l am a Spaniard. We look upon life as
tragic. We despise death,” etc., comes off rather fiat. El
Campesino, no less than Lister, Modesto, André Marty,
and the other butchers, is also personally responsible for
the bloody repressions of the GPU against the Spanish
revolution.

Of more interest is his discussion of the loss of
Teruel. He insists, again without adducing any objective
proof, that the Stalinists deliberately lost Teruel in or-
der to torpedo Prieto arnd the Anarcho-Syndicalists. This
plan included that of making a martyr out of Campesino
himself, who “was not devoted to Soviet Russia above
everything.” The plot succeeded; Teruel was lost and
Prieto was removed from his position. Campesino man-
aged to escape from Teruel, however, thus foiling the
plot to get rid of him. The accusation iz not new, of
course, and certainly fits in with everything known about
this episode; unfortunately, no solid evidence is presented
to substantiate it. .

And that is all about Spain in El Campesino’s book!

Not in the Mold

The main burden of the book, as its subtitle indi-
cates, is a lively description of Campesino’s adventures
in Russia after he had escaped from Spain. These ad-
‘ventures are so unbelievable, so fantastic, and unfold
such a different picture of the internal relations under
the Stalinist regime that it is necessary to treat them in
some detail. The initial feeling of disbelief in the face of
Campesino’s struggles against the bureaucratic night-
mare of modern totalitarianism, gives way to a feeling
of horror that such a living, roaring hell could exist at
this moment on the face of the earth.
During the first period of his stay, he was the hero of
the hour. His photograph appeared everywhere. All the
organs of opinion feted him as the great general of the
Spanish people. He complains of being closely watched,
“ however, and was not allowed to wander freely and talk
with whom he pleased. . i

Along with other foreign Stalinists he spent some
months.at Monino House, a luxury establishment serving
the best food and wines, served up by "pretty, smiling,
young waitresses, who spoke several languages and knew
the art of provocation, both erotic and political.” These
giris, described also by Godfrey Blunden in Room on the
Roufe, . . . even in their moments of transport, .in what
shouid have been their moments of greatest tenderness...
never forgot to listen for a word of criticism or revolt
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“Life and Death in Soviet Russia”

. The Amazing Stories of El Campesino

which they might pass on.” After this initial period of
screening, he was sent as a student to the Frunze Academy,
the highest staff college in Russia.

While Spanish Communist leaders such as Vicente
Uribe, Jésus Hernandez, José Diaz and Dolores Ibarruri
slavishly submitted to the endless demands of Stalinist
orthodoxy, Campesino was of another build; he just
couldn’t keep out of trouble with the authorities. He didn’t
want to change his name; he spoke his own mind too
often; he was critical and hostile to'the official hypocrisy.
His outspoken anarchist mentality and peasant bluntness
refused to bend to the mold.

While all he wanted Was to “re-enter Spain illegally
and start organizing the guerrillas against Franco,” the
Comintern wanted to remake him into a simple Stalinist
agent, a military tool of the Russian state. His rebellious-
ness and curiosity, his refusal {o accept discipline, drove
him into humorous and futile outbursts of good Spanish
slang against the uncomprehendings dolts of the bureau-
cracy. The clothes just would not fit the man. During his
final examination he got into a series of violent argu-
ments with his instructors and was expelled from the
Academy as a “Trotskyite.” Thus began a series of wan-
derings which carried him all over Russia, and into all
sorts of inconceivable relations with the regime.

Crazy Train

He was sent to work as a forced laborer on the Mos-
cow subway, was spied on, followed and harassed by the
MKVD, but still managed to marry a Russian girl—a friend
of Stalin's daughter! During the confusion and chaos fol-
lowing the Nazi invasion of Russia, he fled Moscow in a
train along with thousands of others. "We called it the
‘crazy train' or the 'pirate train.' Both descriptions were
true. Our train rocked crazily through the country, roam-
ing about in this or that direction, backward or forward,
without a definite goal, except that of finding something
to eat for the passengers. We, the passengers, were pi-
rates; we used the frain as pirates used their ships, to get
to the victims we intended to plunder.” administrative
chaos must have been unimaginable for "Sixty such trains
were careening about at some stage in Uzbekistan alone.
Their passengers, who sacked the countryside, were some-
times sacked themselves."

After this initial period of complete anarchy,  the
NKVD began to restore order and he was sent to Kokand
in Uzbekistan, near the mountain range of Turkestan.
Discipline was almost non-existent.

“The Spaniards were only a small part of the army
of refugees in Uzbekistan. The whole territory of the
Republic, and the neighboring Republics, were at that
time crammed with masses of people of all sorts and all
breeds—and all uprooted. They had come following a
rumor that the regime had lost control of those regions.
. . . There were deserters, evacuees from factories and
kolkhozes, Poles who had been releasd . . . political refu-
gees of all nationalities. . . .”

The NKVD men sent to clean up the region merely
joined the ranks of the bandits. El Campesino found
himself in his own medium and became a very successful
Robin Hood, robbing rich kolkhoz officials, NKVD men
and factory magazines. He explains his actions very
simply: “To survive in the society in which I found my-
self then, one had to be either a bureaucrat or a bandit.
I could have been an army bureaucrat of the highest
rank. But I preferred to be a bandit and to deal with
oj.h;ern bandits, with prostitutes, and with corrupt offi-
cials.

= ' The society he describes is a far cry indeed from the
monolithism of the propaganda trdcts. The officials are
corrupt, thieving scoundrels. The masses hate the regime
ond try to defeat it at every hand. Everyone is out for
himself and the devil take the hindmost!

Kaleidoscopic Bandit

In 1944, after a long peériod of successful banditry,
he returned to Moscow by bribing all the officials along
the way. He found it “more totalitarian than ever,” but,
nevertheless, he managed to keep out of the hands of the
ever-vigilant NKVD by sleeping with a different prosti-
tute every night for a month. He was soon caught, de-
ported to Kazakstan, but escaped from the train and
was back in Moscow the next day. He then went to the
Spanish Committee, got into a terrible argument with
LaPasionaria and Lister, but then, through the influence
of his reputation and the connection of his wife, he got
an audience with Kalinin who befriended him and gave
him the necessary papers.

Can this be true? From a bandit to an audience with
Kremlin in one leap? This is not the only unexplainable in-
cident in this bizarre story.

In June 1944, he attempted to enlist in one of the
foreign armies being formed to take over the various
satellite countries but was turned down as “unreliable.”
In despair, he penned a letter to Stalin demanding the
right to go abroad. He was immediately interrogated by
two colonels of the general staff, who tried to wear him
down but were only worn down themselves in the process.
Finally, everything having failed, he decided to attempt
an escape,

After a series of intricate preparations—including
the theft of some official papers from Marshal Zhukov’s
office!~—he, and two young Spanish friends, headed for
the Persian border. After the usual adventures they man-
aged to reach Teheran and were arrested by the British
and detained from October 1944 to January 1945, He then
escaped from the British only to be picked up by the
NEKVD (eighty miles from Teheran!), beaten half to
death and returned by freight-car to the Lubianka prison
in Moscow. Here began the most terrible tortures of the

damned for this simpleminded rebel against Stalinist

Jjustice,
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‘human. needs in the, totalitarian state, makes this boo

It is impossible to read the section of the book on

the Lubianka prison without gasping. The NKVD knew' . i
of his history, of his restlessness and rebelliousness under ;
the Stalinist yoke, and of the fact that he had been cap-
tured by the British in Teheran. They also knew that he
was no real “political’” opponent in any sense of the
term. He was an unreconstructed rebel and couldn’t stand
the barracks regime which passes for a society in Russia.
He wanted to leave the country to return to “freedom.
This was his only crime. For this he had-to be broken
as a personality. :

In the Lubianka :

According to his testimony, the NKVD was not evem
interested in the fact that he had turned robber in Kazalke:
stan. His only real "crime" did not figure in the indiciment
they were drawing up against him. Remarkable fact. One
can cnly appreciate the artistic integrity and reality of
Orwell's 1984 after reading a series of works such ag
this, concerning the ends and methods of Stalinist justice.
The dread Lubianka and its internal regime is the mos#
perfect expression of modern, uncontrolled state despotism.

Everything is planned, down to the tiniest detail, to.
break the will of the strongest opponent of the regime.
‘The prisoner is humiliated, subjected to constant tor~ -
ments, demoralized and kept under the most rigid and
strenuous regime. One example should suffice: “At onée
o’clock we were given our midday meal. It was an almosk
unbelievable ritual, A man dressed as a waiter, in blouse
and tall cap of glistening white, brought on a silver~
plated tray under silver-plated dish covers, for each of
us another three and a half ounces of black bread and a .
hot soup made of tomato and sour cabbage. To have this i
miserable food served to miserable men in miserable
surroundings by a neat, elegant waiter, was a master
stroke of refined cruelty, another touch of that buffoonery
which was destroying our spirit as much as our abjeck
suffering itself.” J

After a preparatory period of a month, the period of
endless questioning began. El Campesino was interro-
gated every night for two months and then nearly everjr
night for six months more. Why? To force him to sign =
a confession that he was an “agent of Anglo-American ™
imperialism.” Campesino declares that “their game was’
clear from the beginning. They meant to pass a harsh
sentence on me, but they also wanted to destroy my wholg' -
‘past and dishonor ‘me in the eyes of the world and par- —
ticularly of the Spanish Communists.” Somehow this ik
not convineing. Why not just shoot him and have done’
with it? Or, given the complete control of the NKVI},
announce that he was killed in an “accident”? i

Somehow there is a feeling here that the game is no¥
worth the candle; the extraction of ritualistic confessions,
the destruction of the will and the personality, seem almost
to be an end in themselves. The whole bureaucratic ap-
paratus seems to have gone out of control and gives the =
impression of @ machine aimlessly following its internal g
impulses without rhyme or reason, 4

One Against the Apparatus

In any case, Campesino managed to hold out. Failure
to confess did not lead to freedom but to a forced-labor
camp in the Far North. The next chapter of his stor¥'
begins. :

He spent four months in the camps of Butyrka and
Krasniya-Presnya, waiting for the “slave-traders” (as
the guards who transported the prisoners to their final -
destinations were called) to pick him up. L

In January 1946, he arrived in the town of Vorkuta..
The thermometer showed 85 degrees below the freezing
point. It was his home for more than a year. He was
able to exist and finally to get out of this camp by bet
ecoming a Stakhanovite miner. He was given various posi='
tions of responsibility and made good use of an injury
to become a propagandist for the regime in various
camps in the North. Through a high-placed mistress,
a wife of one of the camp commanders, he was allowed
to spend four months convalescing in the South. ;

In June 1947 he started on his journey to Samarkand:,
where he attempted to escape once again. Although he
managed to bribe his way to the Persian border, he was
caught once again by the NKVD border guards and re- ©
turned to the city of Bokhara, where he was thrown inté: |
a cell which was crawling with rats and snakes. After a
few weeks of this treatment his hair turned stark white.
He was reduced to “a wretched old beggar, filthy and
degraded, with feverish, madly shining eyes.” He then
spent some months in various prison camps in Turkestan
and only managed to save himself from death by accept-
ing the job of burying the prisoners who died in the
various huts. s H

His will to live, after being consigned to the hut for -

the dying (the “dung heap” as it was called), was re- " 4
warded. He was able to recover sufficiently to be fit for = |
work and was sent, in November 1947, to a labor camp ati |

Ashkhabad. From there in turn he was sent fo various
camps in the Turkestan region, finally to end .up in 5
Ashkhabad again in 1949. On December 8, 1949, Ashkhaz = 1o
bad was shaken by an earthquake, his records were de~ "
stroyed and he was released to live in- forced. exile im
Uzbekistan. Once more he made his journey to the Per-
sian border, but this time he managed to escape. This
st‘ruggle of one man against the apparatus ended in hig'
vietory, This saga -of -rebellion against the horrorg of
totalitarian despotism was ended. He was free to tell"
his story. v
If the details of this story were not vouched for by. the
signature of Julian Gorkin (a leader of the POUM: during
_{-h? Spanish civil war), it would have to be rejected as o g
science-fiction mystery. The utter ruthlessness of Stalinism;
the lack of the slightest regard for human desires ¢

grim remainder of Stalinism's fhreat to humanity.:




‘JUNE 9, 1952

STUDENT-YOUTH SECTION of LABOR ACTION

FIVE CENTS, |

 FEDERALISM AND THE THIRD CAMP

By DON HARRIS :

The movement for world-federal government -

has undergone a number of significant changes
in its relative short history since the end -of

World War II. That particular group which com-

' monly calls itself WORLD (after its initials) for
~_ some time has been the object of sympathetic
interest by independent socialists who found that they
were frequently able to work together with its _co]lege
chapters on behalf of such causes as civil liberties and
the defense of the.colonial independence moyements.

: WORLD, in turn, has come a considerable distance
from the days when, as one of its leaders writes, “federal-
ists felt that the only obstacles to achieving world gov-
ernment were the people who had not heard about it.”
‘The causes for this development have been, on the one
‘hand, the failures of federalists to seriously influence in
. “any way the actual development of international rela-
‘tions in a period of cold-war hostilities, and on the other,
‘the willingness of some of them to undertake an examina-
tion of “orthodox” federalist principles in the light of
this failure. f .

WORLD, because it represented youthful elements
among American federalists who saw in world govern-
ment the means for achieving the broader goals -of social
reform and political democracy, ultimately arrived at the
view that the possibilities for achieving world govern-
ment “depend to a great degree upon practical measures
of economic and social reform which can be undertaken
now both at home and abroad.” It was this linkage of
the aims of world government with concrete social and
political goals that brought the WORLD group, while it
was still the Student Division of the United World Fed-
eralists, into conflict with the parent organization (with
its completely “non-political” approach, which served as
cover for the basically conservative social views of a
large proportion of its adherents) and finally drove it to
attempt an independent existence,

Numerous difficulties and disappointments since
WORLD'S founding convention last fall [see our Oct. 22
and Nov. 5 issues] have served fo puncture some of its
leaders’ illusions that they could proceed to build a large
and vigorous movement with little more than enthusiasm
and “dynamic leadership.” The loss of expected financial
support, together with failure of local chapters to sta-
bilize themselves or even continue activity on the level of
previous years, has produced a climate favorable to serious
discussion of some of the programmatic aspects of the
world-government idea in an attempt to build a better ideo-
logical basis for the organization.

This is the purpose of its National Policy Institute—

to be held in Chicago this coming week—which will serve _

as an arena for the discussion of the basic policy differ-
ences which have arisen or found expression in WORLD.

Three Tendencies

In order to appreciate the point of view from which
independent socialists discuss the separate tendencies,
it is first desirable to point out that not only is the basic
idea of world federation quite compatable with socialist
principles, but in one form or another, it has long been
a part of the socialist program. What socialists have
criticized in.the federalist approach have been: (1) its
tendency to see in world government a universal panacea
for all social problems, a condition for social progress
rather than its product and a substitute for a broad pro-
gram for economic and social change; (2) the political
view frequently found among federalists that world gov-
ernment can and should be established on the basis of

" the co-existence of the presently existing national states
including capitalist America and Stalinist Russia. (For
‘a discussion of the implications of this idea see LABOR
JACTION for June 6, 1949.) :
By adopting what it would call a “functionalist” ap-
proach (which means a program of demands for social
reforms, democratic rights and national self-determina-
tion), WORLD abandoned the notion that the achieve-
ment of world government was possible without any fur-
— ther effort than to convince the worlds’ leaders that it
was to their best interests to form a world federal gov-
_ernment. What WORLD has failed to do, however, is to
clarify  its ideas with respect to how federalism should
relate itself to those forces in international politics which
~ are today dominant, specifically with regard to the power
' struggle which is going on between Russia and America,

There are actually three different tendencies in WORLD
with respect to this vital problem. All three are a product
of the attempt to solve the problem of how it is possible
to conceive of world government coming into existence
when the major powers (America, Russia) are both seen

%o be opposed to all attempts to limit their freedom of

action on the international field.

The “universalist,” who defends the traditional feder-

- .alist view, maintains that a world government can have
" gny meaning in terms of its ability to preserve peace
- only if it'encompasses all powers, or at least all of the
. major military powers, in the world. For as long as any
- great power remains outside of the control of the hypo-
thetical world government, it must necessarliy remain a
‘threat %o peace. Thus, the argument runs, a genuine
world government must be a total affair englobing all

countries of the world irrespective of their character.

The political consequences of such an approach are
obvious. Inasmuch as it proclaims the necessity of uni-
versal world government, and this without prior change
in the character of (say) #%otalitarian Russia, it leads
either to the conclusion that some way must be found to
“bring Russia and America together” to agree on at least
the one principle of world federation, or failing that,
that nothing else is really possible. )

The major critics of “universalism,” the “partialists,”
find it easy to point out that empirical evidence (Russia’s

* ‘evident unwillingness to ‘“‘collaborate” or even peaceably

“co-exist” with “the West” for any léngth of time and
the fact that Russia’s leaders are not subject to the
control of “public opinion”) makes it necessary to pro-
ceed without Russia as far as actually adopting any kind
of immediate perspective for establishing an interna-
tional authority. The way to get world government, the
“partialists” argue, is to establish limited federation,
composed of all countries exclusive of the Stalimist-domi-
nated regimes. This would, presumably, eventually result
in “breaking down Russia’s resistance.” This would-be
accomplished either through the establishment by such a
non-Stalinist world government of a preponderance of
military power—which would consequently convince Rus-
sia’s leaders of the advantage of entering such a feder-
ation—or through its ability to “defeat Communism
ideologically” by solving the problems of hunger, disease,
ete. This is the kind of idea which is found throughout
the writings of federalists, who in turn have picked it up
from liberal opponents of current American foreign
policy. . . .

Yet basically, the "partialist'” appreoach is at once a
repudiation of federalist principles and a move in the
direction of supporting America's foreign policy. Within
UWF it takes the form of support of the Atlantic Pact and
similar measures of American diplomacy. Within WORLD
it leads to accepting the "necessity for interim defenses
against aggression,” which concretely means support of
American-sponsored and American-controlled agencies of
international power. '

Arguments Cancel 3

Within the framework of federalist opinion, the “uni-
versalists” point out, and rightly so, any combination of
non-Stalinist nations which includes the United States
must necessarily become an instrument of American
power polities in its struggles against Stalinist imperial-
ism. Any federation of (say) the United States and
Cuba must place the former in the position of the domi-
nant power which could utilize its dominance for the pur-
pose of furthering its own national interests. And ang
federation of nations in which the United States partici-
pates under present conditions of international conflict
would necessarily tend to become a coalition of nations
directed solely against Russia.

The “universalist” eritics of partial federation with-
out Russia point out that any such federation could be
neither demoeratic nor conducive to peace. One of its
main functions would have to be military preparations
against Russia, and given America’s participation the ,
leaders would include “its ‘preventive war’ advoecates, its
professional anti-Bolshevists, its ‘American Century’
backers, and its Senator Pat ‘War Is Inevitable’ McCar-
rans.” (Federalist Opinion, February 1952, page 6.)
Furthermore, as the same author points out, “socialist
countries and others which insist on planning . . . their
own economies would be unlikely to join.” (Ibid., p. 7.)

As we have seen, neither the partialists nor universal-
ists have proposals for successfully overcoming the impasse
which federalism faces in connection with the present
power conflict. One proves that world government is im-
possible with Russia, and the other proves it impossible
without her. And the fact is that the arguments on both
sides are correct. It is undoubtedly this which has led to
the development of what, broadly speaking, can be called
a "Third Camp" approach, which is the name its own ex-
ponents use,

- Beginning with the idea that genuine world govern-

‘ment can not be an instrument for either Russian or

American aggrandizement, and recognizing that both
these powers pursue reactionary policies in the field of
foreign policy, the Third Camp tendency espouses the
ides of immediate limited federation of countries capable
of opposing both totalitarianism and imperialism. It is
thus “partialist” in terms of immediate goals, but like
other partialigis, universalist in ultimate ambitions. The
decisive difference, however, lies in its estimate of the
role which America can play in any partial federation
(the Third Camp elements would, by implication, exclude
present-day America from membership) and the forces

* which are to be relied upon for its construction. The

colonial countries, and particularly India, are viewed as
potential reservoirs of Third Camp strength.
Unfamiliar and confusing as federalist terminology
may be, and unclearly formulated as many of its ideas
are, it is possibledfor socialists to see a number of points
of agreement with this kind of Third Camp approach.
More importantly, with the kind of concrete demands
which WORLD as a whole puts forward, they ‘will see
the basis for the continued development of WORLD in
the direction of a consistent democratic program on both
domestic and foreign policy. 2 i :
‘Thus WORLD foday is one of the few groups in America

which unequivocally and unconditionally opposes the pres-
ent attacks on civil liberties, and calls for support o "the
peoples of the colonial areas in their endeavor to win po-
litical self-determination. . . ." And finally, it calls for
"enlarged programs of social and technical assistance and
world economic development, under international contrel
whenever possible." )

Unexceptionable as this last demand may appear, a
great deal of confusion surrounds its use, confusion
which must be dispelled as a condition for real progress.
To some, influenced by the federalist tradition of “per-
sonal involvement” which produced a Garry Davis, the:
idea of “aid to backward areas” is interpreted in per-
sonal terms as a need for federalists o' go to Afghanistan
and teach school or dig canals. Worthy as such actions
may be, they are obviously no substitute for a politieal
platform. -

Social Change the Key 7

More generally, this concept is linked up with the
idea that “the West” (by which is usually meant the
United States) must “provide a better alternative to the
worlds’ peoples than that offered by Communism.” And
the way in which this is to be accomplished is by such
measures as will abolish poverty by raising the standard
of 'living of backward peoples, promoting industrial de-
velopment, abolishing racial prejudice and, as one feder-
alist put it, “perhaps even more fundamental reforms.”

As . a general statement of the conditions which will
provide a progressive alternative to Stalinism, in colonial
and semi-colonial lands, these proposals are quite correct.
It is an entirely different matter when, as is frequently

_ the case, these are posed as the tasks of the American

government, as part of ifs struggle against Stalinism.
This distinction may not appear to be of too great im-
portance (which is undoubtedly why the two things are
so frequently confused) until it is asked: What kind of
policies are compatible with America’s over-all aims in
the cold war?

Since the atom-bomb droppers and the “War Is In-
evitable” people occupy powerful pesitions in the govern-
ment, and most important of -all, since American policy
is decisively influenced by the socially conservative ele-
ments who find it “convenient” to support reaction rather
than rebellion, doesnt this mean that America is com-
mitted by the very nature of its social structure to play
a role on the world scene which is the direct opposite of
what liberals propose for it? The example of Point Four
serves to emphasize the limitations on American policy.
Not only has actual Point Four aid been infinitesimal,
but it has been applied almost exclusively to projects
which were of some immediate or direct importance to
America’s war effort.

For America to be able to implement the kind of demo-
cratic foreign policy which is demanded (and quite rightly
so), internal social transformation would be necessary.
That is why the very promulgation of such ideas as sup- ~
port to national independence movements, technical aid
to backward countries, etc., implies a €orresponding pre-
gram of social ckang? for America also. World's program-
matic demand for the defense of civil liberties and the
extension of civil rights already recognizes this inter-
dependence of foreign and domestic policies. Yet it still
appears apologetic whenever it is forced to mention that
a large proportion of those forces on which it would have
to rely to build a genuine international movement are
already commitied to some other form of social system
than free-enterprise capitalism. 1t has not yet come. to
recognize that espousal of anti-imperialist policies in for-
eign policy implies a concomitant struggle against the
forces and interests which would seek to defend the status
quo within our own s?'c'iely.

Democratic anti-imperialist forces exist in large num-
bers throughout the entire world today. Their weaknesses
stem from their lack of organization and mutual support.
It is for the purpose of helping them to achieve a position
of real independence that independent socialists advocate
their mobilization through independent federations of
nations, specifically in Western European union and an

. independent federation of Southeast Asian and Middle

Eastern countries, .
,_Such partial federations, because they would be or-

ganized independently from and in opposition to the domi-

‘nant power blocs in the world, would be able to accom-

- plish the democratic and social tasks which lie before
- them. And by so doing they would provide that progres-

sive “alternative to communism” which could lead to the
overthrow of Stalinism as well as be the stimulus for
far-reaching social changes in America. With this per-
spective it is possible to look forward with some hope to
the time when all countries including a new Russia and
America, could join in brotherhood and freedom in a
genuinely democratic world federation of nations.

Get acquainted with the ~
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