i R TN e it g R s e e st

. o

ACTIO

N

Independent Socialist Weekly

Sl

 SEPTEMBER 1, 1952

FIVE CENTS

~ KURT
SCHUMACHER

"By EUGENE KELLER

; With the death of Kurt Schumacher, the leader of the,
_ Social-Democratié¢ Party of West Germany, Germany has
lost its great and only popular leader. Therein lies the trag-
edy of this loss.

It is true that Schumacher’s personal faults and politi-
cal mistakes were many. He was the head of a party which
is more an institution, with

- all the conservatism and bu-
reaucratism this implies,
_than a movement. He was
unable to change this basic
characteristic of his party.
The political ideology
which-he formulated in his
many speeches did not have
the revitalizing effect of
which ‘soeialism everywhere
"has been in-nieed. Rather, it -
always tended to be a com-
promise formula, which was
to serve as the basis of the-
pluralism of powers envi-
sioned by the creators of the
Weimar republic. The ra-
tional role of the state in or-
dering the business of -so-
ciety, on the basis of this
democratic pluralism, not
% the independent action of the.
working class, was the es-
sence of his approach to all problems of social and political
~ power, as it 'had been that of his party since World War I
and before.

Yet, if Schumacher did not distinguish himself in cre-
ating a socialist ideology which could serve as a guide to

“action in our days, this cannot be the primary consideration

" in evaluating his role and his importance. The generation

- of intellectuals which either perished or rotted away in con-
% tConﬁnued on poge 3)

LET'S SPECULATE ABOIIT IT —

KURT SCHUMACHER

- What's Behind tlle Russian Party Congress:

By HAL DRAPER

The Kremlin has announced that the ruling

" Communist Party of the Russian state will hold

" its first party congress in 13 years this October.

‘ The announcement has been deservedly greeted

" by the world press as one of great importance,

' even fraught with the possibility of developments

_ (or at least the disclosure of past developments

 within the Russian top circles) of significance

for international relations. Only there is no way

of knowing, from.the materlal so far released,
‘ what these will be.

; There are only four items of information to

. analyze -at this moment, and of these concrete

- discussion is -possible only on the new stat-

" utes of the CPSU (Communist Party of the Soviet

. Union, which now drops its anachronistic appel-

'lation, "Bolshevik™). For this reason, though it

”
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lke Adopts Rightist GOP

Line on Russian Crusade”

By MARY BELL -

Now that General Eisenhower has made his address to
fellow veterans of the American Legion convention “not . ..
as a political candidate,” the political commentators on all
sides are filling columns of analysis and editorial comment
on his political address, and it has had more widespread
(including international) reaction than the professed po-

litical addresses the general
has made ‘up to the present.

The same should be true
of Governor Stevenson’s ad-
dress, in accordance with the
forms and customs of tradi-
tional polities. The rituals are
observed, including the implicit
apology for being in politics—an
obeisance to the popular and well-
founded mistrust of ecapitalist
politics—and then the political
line is presented.

.The primary idea that Eisen-
hower put forward was that of
the liberation of the Iron Curtain
peoples—in the Republican man-
“ner, of course. He called the roll
of the once independent peoples
now suffering under Stalinist
domination, including, Estonia,
Lithuania, Poland, East Germany,
East Austria, Czechoslovakia, Al-
bania and Bulgaria, Indonesia,
Indo-China, and the rest of Asia
under Stalinist tyranny.

“We can never rest. and we
must so inform the world includ-
ing the Kremlin,” Eisenhower
said, “That until the enslaved na-
tions of the world have in the full-
ness of freedom the right to
choose their own paths, that then,
and then only, can we say there
is a possible way of living peace-

is undoubtedly of secondary interest, there is
another arficle in this issue devoted to this sub-
ject. Though the interest is secondary compared
with the possible significance of the congress,
the analysis will provide some interesting side-
lights on the structure of the political system of
Stalinist totalitarianism.

Why Convoked Now?

The other three items of information are:

(1) As described in the press, “The last of
the directives for the fifth Five Year Plan—a
plan that has been in operation since January 1,
1951—setting ambitious production goals for
heavy industry and agriculture.” That the Rus-
sian economy is oriented toward the building up
_of its war economy, at the expense of the living

(Turn to last page)

fully and permanently with Com-
munism in the world.

“We must tell the Kremlin that
never shall we desist in our aid

to every man and woman of those *

shackled lands who seeks refuge
with us, any man who keeps burn-
ing among his own people the
flame of freedom or who is dedi-
cated to the liberation of his fel-
lows.” :

The general goes beyond the
pelicy of “containment” and calls

The More
Things Change...

“Japan’s ‘'industrialists fear
peace morew than anything else.
The estimated $1,000,000 a day in
war orders from United Nations
command has given Jap indus-
try a shot in the arm-—and every
mention of peace starts a frantic
wave of stock-market selling. In
two years the U. S. army has
purchased $744,297,000 worth of
Japanese goods.”—News item in
the Los Angeles Mirror, Aug. 18.
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for an aggressive pelicy against
Russia, and he seems to call for o
kind of revolution against the Stal-
inist dictatorship. In view of the
fact that Eisenhower was appeal-
ing in his address to the American
Legionngires, scarcely the van-
quard of revolution, and was
prompted by the Old Guard of the
Republican Party, the kind of cam-
paign against Stalinism which he
would wage end the kind of allies
he would seek in that campaign
are all too obvious. It is an Ameri-
can crusade that would base itself
on the Chiang Kai-sheks, Syngman
Rhees, Francos and their similars:
in short, a restoration’of oid capi-
talist regimes and semi-feudal re-
gimes whose roftenness far-
nished the - ;
growth initiclly. But it is couched
in the primitive, ambiguous terms
of Eisenhower: “. . . the truly reveo-
lutionary values of man's dignity,
man’s freedom, man’s brotherhood
under the fatherhood of God. . . .
Each of us must live with his
neighbors in o spirit that is wholly
American.”

EUROPE ALARMED .

In orienting his Legion talk to-
ward inereasing armaments, unit-
ing with friendly countries and
liberating the satellite nations,
Eisenhower sounded the most ag-

gressive note in the campaign so.
far, aside from those traditionally”

made by the GOP dinosaurs, its
Chinese and Formosan congress-
men and Senator Taft when he
tried to score on the administrae

(Continved on page 2)
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tion after the outbreak of the
Korean war.

The reaction abroad to this rat-
tling of the American sword has
generally been far short of en-
thusiastic. Le Monde (Paris) is
¢ I'E]Jortéd as labeling the general’s
speech “violent”; Ce Soir calls it
a crusade against the Soviet Un-
jon and China; the British Man-
chester Guardian feels that the
forcefulness of the address makes
it appear that the U. S. is prepar-
ing an aggressive war and also
that Eisenhower is paying tribute
to General MacArthur.

PUSH AND PULL

Eisenhower also praised the Le-
gion for having “helped cleanse
the American government and
American community of subver-
sive influence and traitorous con-
spiracy. . . . And you have done
your work without recklessly in-
Jjuring the reputations of innocent
people.”

Eisenhower's praise came just
before the Legion demanded an in-
vestigation into the American Civil
Liberties Union as a "subversive"
organization!

While Eisenhower has made the
New York Times “unhappy” in
his failure to come out against
“MecCarthyism—which it cor-
vectly deems not a “proper” name
but “a symbol of something
frightening on the American
scene,” the Legion speech roused
its sinking spirits. The Times had

confidently predicted the non-en- -

dorsement of Senator Joseph Me-
Carthy by both Nixon and Eisen-

hower; it erred and expressed
both “disappointment” and
*“shame” over this omission and

pleaded for a denunciation of
“MecCarthyism’ at least.
Whereas the eriticisms of Me-
Carthyism by Eisenhower have
been anonymous and ambiguous,
his pledge of assistance to, the
candidate has been flatfooted. He
said: “I am not going to support
znything that smacks to me of
un-Americanism . . . if a man
has been properly nominated by
the Republicans in his state I am

- going to state clearly that I want

to see the Republican organiza-
tion elected.” However, when Gen-
veral Marshall (who was called a
“traitor” by McCarthy whose
Marshall Plan was described by
MecCarthy as being cut to the
“Communist  blueprint™) was
mentioned, Eisenhower sprang to
his defense and said, “George
Marshall is one of the patriots of
this country.” Marshall was, af-
ter all, his mentor and the man
most responsible for his promi-
nence today.

Thus Eisenhower straddles with
-difficulty the "two Republican Par-
ties” that Stevenson described as

- w “case of political schizophrenia®

(which describes the Democratic
Party equally well). There have
been other repercussions of lke's
“middle-of-the-road"" efforts.

The N. Y. Daily News and the

Stop the

By BEN HALL

In four sSouthern states since
the Democratic national conven-
tion, reactionary right-wing, state
Democratic machines have
Brought themselves to endorse the
candidacies of Stevenson and
‘Sparkman. This in Georgia, South
Carolina, Mississippi and Louisi-
ana where party leaders head an
extremist anti-New Deal, anti-
Fair Deal bloe. Officials, ward-
heelers and' professional vote-
gatherers of the national party
havé every right to be Jubllant
‘for anything that promises to
keep a few more electoral votes in
the proper columns is good enough
for them.

But the labor movement has a

_somewhat different concern wWith
_4#hé' dlitics of the Southeri Demo-

erats.
Since 1948, a majority in Con-

lke's Russian

Scripps-Howard chain are on
Eisenhower’s neck for his failure
to be militant enough in the Taft
direction. The N. Y. World Tele-
gram described him as “running
like a dry creek.” The Scripps
papers want him to name names
—but Truman’s, not McCarthy’s.
Colonel McCormick’s Chicago Tri-
bune has bolted the Republicans

completely.
Eisenhower, as reported, has
been taking some weak jibes,

without naming names, at Me-
Carthy. His prepared text for the
Legion speech contained the sen-
tenece, “The assassins of character
and the promoters of witchhunts
are dangerous to 'our freedom at
home and to our world position
of leadership.” But this sentence
was omitted from the speech to
the legionnaires. The N. Y. Her-
ald Tribune blamed departures
from the text on a defective
“prompter,” not the general's
backers and ghosts but a mechan-
ical text-enlarging device used on
the lectern.

NIXON—HIM TOO

The general’s running mate,
fenator Nixon, was of no help in
dispelling the fears of the East-
ern and “liberal” Eisenhower sup-
porters. His solution: “The way to
get rid of so-called ‘McCarthyism’
is to elect a new administration.”
Aiso: “l think *‘MeCarthyism’ has
heen created by Truman. I be-
lieve it is the creature of Tru-
man.” In an interview with U. S.
News - & World Report, Nixon
said “to the extent that” Me-
Carthyism means smears, unfair
charges not based on facts, ete.,
McCarthy is liable. On whether
people had been injured by Me-
Carthy, Nixon fenced: “It is dif-
ficult to say that any person has
been damaged or injured until
vou have had a chance to study
all of the facts in the case. As far
as McCarthy’s charges are con-
cerned, I haven't had that oppor-
tunity for study.”

The Times, whose candidate
Eisenhower still remains, points
out that Eisenhower has taken
the Taft “me-too” bull by the
horns. While castigating the blun-
ders that led up té the Korean
war, Eisenhower stated in his
Boise and Kansas City speeches:
“Now some people have advocated
—well, let’s go and fight China.
No one yet, no one that I know of,
has presented any feasible mili-
tary plan for attacking China.”
Ike is also for all of the “social
laws” and *social egains” which
kave been accepted by all Ameri-
cans, and will only “administer
honestly and efficiently.” He also
now recognizes the necessity fOl
farm support.

His old-fashioned equdtion for
security was a "mule's sort of
beaven—a tight roof overhead,
plenty of food, a minimum of work,
and no worries and responsibility.”
He has revised or re-explained his
concept that securify can be
equated with being ‘in jail.
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-The New York Post reports
that in his Boise speech, Eisen-
hower suggested that the govern-
ment accept the responsibility for
a worker’s ill-health. When asked
if he was advocating semething
like the New York Disability In-
surance Law, Eisenhower replied
no, and that he had never heard
of it.

RESTON'S LINE

Governor Stevenson is having
his own problems with the Demo-
cratic “split personality.” He con-
ceded in his exchange with a
Western editor that, there was a
‘mess’ — meaning scandals and
corruption—in _the Democratic
Party, and his vice presidential
candidate, Senator Sparkman,
said the steel strike was handled
badly. These, criticisms led to
President Truman, who retorted
to the press that he could not be
the “target” of criticism by his
party’'s candidates because they
were running on the record of the
Roosevelt-Truman administration.

Stevenson may have lost the
Texas electoral votes because of
his stand that the tidelands un-
derwater oil deposits should be
controlled by the federal govern-
ment, and what Governor Shivers
called his “too liberal” stand on)
civil rights, including what the
Texas governor indicated was a
stand against “unlimited debate,”
that is, filibustering. Stevenson,
too, has wavered all around the
civil-rights issue in response to
the contradictory influences with-
in the Demecratic Party. He has
the MeCarrans in his party, too.

In an article “Memo on the
Two Presidential Candidates,” in
the N. Y. Times Magazine of
August 24 by James Reston, the
Times presents a view of interest
put for itz “line.” Reston tries to
prove the political identity of thc
two candidates—both resembling
“border-state Jeffersonian Demo-
crats such as Woedrow Wilson
and John W. Davies” or the “lib-
eral New England Republicans,
such as Senators Henry Cabot
Lodge and Leverett Saltonstall.”
- Reston rejects what he calls the
"popular" conception that Eisen-
hower is a conservative and Ste-
venson a liberal, and places Eisen-
hower to -the left ‘of the Republi-
cans and Stevenson to the right of
the New Deal—'"further to #the
right than most people realize.”
He stresses that Harry Truman
"wanted Eisenhower to seek the
presidency in 1948 and attempts to
belittle the obvious intellectual ad-
vantages fhat Stevenson has in re-
lation o Eisenhower by describing
him as “not an intellectual in any-
thing but the Alexander Woollcott-
Dorothy Parker sense.”

Reston can imagine “Eisen-
hower defending the foreign pol-
icy of this administration and
arguing for a continuation of
New Deal domestic policies di-
rected by a benevolent but strong
central government.” He can en-
visage “Stevenson arguing that it

rusade — —

is time for a change, defending:

states’ rights—including the right
of filibuster in the Senate—and
lecturing the CIO and AFL on the
responsibilities of labor.”

Reston concludes by saying the
“idea that I can’t get out of my
head is that both political parties
chose excellent candidates but
maybe each of them should have
nominated the other man.”

All of which is also an excel-
lent summation of the Times’
dilemma, which supports Eisen-
hower but wants to push and pre-
fers to read into his program
that of the New York Times. The
Reston article is also an excellent
illustration of the limitations of
the argument from personalities,
which finds both men “good,” both
“pragmatists” in the American
tradition, both “suspicious of ex-
tremes or ideological solutions,”
ete. It is desigmed for its publie,
that is, to influence the heavily
Democratic New York vote, when
Reston says that both candidates
appeal to noble qualities of char-
acter and speak of matters of the
spirit, “though neither really
seems to be sustained in his pres-
ent trials by profound religious
conviction.”

SOCIAL PRESSURES

-Reston's social analysis is limit-
ed té stating that Eisenhower is
being pulled o the right by the
Republicans. What is omitted in
this approach, and must be omit-
ted by the nature of the Times,
is that whatever the personality
of the candidates, they are the
representatives
both coalitions of various secial
forces, ‘but with an identity, how-
ever '"schizoid" in each case,
based upon the various social
strata that compose them. Each
presidential candidate veers and
tacks, backs and files, in accord-
ance with the varying social pres-
sures exerted. One is more reac-
tionary than the other, based upon
more reactionary social groupings;

they are like. each other in that

each is wedded to the preservation
of capitalism. From the standpoint
of the labor movement, pledged to
and active in the Democratic Par-
ty. and whose gredter participa-
tion is ‘a sign of its primitive po-
litical awakening, neither should
be regarded as progressive.
Walter Reuther of the UAW
can parrot the Stevenson theme,
“not a candidate of labor, not a
candidate of industry, and not a
candidate of the political bosses.”
And he can express the absurdly
unpolitical description of Eisen-
hower, “a good general but he’s
cut of his job eclassification.”
Imagine the labor leader saying
with pride that his choice is “not
a candidate of labor” not of any-
thing else! . . . Just a nice man,
who stumbled into politics. We
will hear more of the same until
a real candidate of labor arises
who stands for a real change, and
until the labor movement gives up
its idea that political office for it-
self is out of its job classification.

ixiecrats, Said Labor, But . . .

gress has been held by “a coali-
tion of reactionary Republicans
and Dixiecrats”—to use the stand-
ard terminology of official union

political analysts. And, according

to the continuing ~lament, this
coalition has thwarted every ef-
Tort of the fighting friends of la-
bor to put through progressive
legislation. Needless to say, in or-
der to bolster this somewhat one-
sidéd version of the political facts
of life' the unions have to white-
wash the actions or inaction of

their so-called friends and see.
only what they want to see.
But the faet remains: the

Southern Democrats in alliance
with the Republicans have held a
majority - and sthis majority has
been used against labor. And. so,
the unions make their main politi-
cal objective the destruction and
defeat of this coalition. To the ex-
tent that the Southern Democrats

are able to wield influence in the
Democratic Party and press it to

‘give them concessions, to that ex-

tent the labor movement has been
shunted aside and to that extent

-the unions fail to achieve their

primary political goal.

LOADED PISTOL

The Democratic Party organiza-
tions in these four Southern states
are not just giving away votes for
free. While they endorse Stéven-
sen, they hold a loaded pistol fo his
head.

James F. Byrnes, governor of
South Carolina, and Fielding
Wright of Mississippi, Dixiecrat
leader, will vote for Stevenson, so
they say, but they also reserve
the right to change their minds
if he irritates them by his cam-
paign. Furthermore, say the
Southern Democratic tops, they

R

will hold no grudge against any
Democrat who decides to support
the Republican national ticket.

This is their way of demanding
that Stevenson go soft on the
civil-rights' question and not in-
jure their white-supremacy sen-
sibilities and their method of
pressing him to play down the
New Deal-Fair Deal party plat-
form and tradition. They stand
ever ready to bolt the national
ticket unless Stevenson follows a
conservative course. And their
pressure is bringing results.

In order to conciliate them, says
a New York Times Southern cor-
respondent, ‘“several prominent
Democrats, somewhat obliquely,
have been making the point that
Governor Stevensonis a scholarly
conservative with much compas-
sion for Southern problems and

IContinued on page 3)

of two parties,
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On the
Los Angeles

By LES WRIGHT

LOS ANGELES, Aug.
most 1000 members of the CIO
United Rubber Workers went on
strike today against the produc-
tion plants of the B. F. Goodrich
in this area in connection with
the Akron walkout last night
where 13,000 are on strike.

Only the Goodrich plants which
process rubber are invloved. The
company offered a 10-cent hourly
pay increase such as was granted
by other rubber firms . earlier,
Thie demands include fririge bene-

LABOR ACTION

Labor l-'ront »af

18—Al-

fits: holiday pay, grievance ma=*

chinery, reporting for work, va-
cations and other items. A -union

fered the 10-cent wage increase
only “if we agree to the impos-
sible contract terms dictated by
the company.’

James 8. Martin, international
field representative of the union
here, said the main cause of the
dispute is a financial-liabilit§
clause which Goodrich is deter-
mined to write into the contract.

"This clause,” stated Martin,
"would make the union licble in
casé of work stoppages or slow-
downs. inasmiich as we do not have
a union-shop contrdct, how could
the union be responsible for the
action of an individual who miﬁhl‘
be dogging i#7"-

Late reports say that the piek-
ets are not detaining entry of
management or office help but are
turning back trucks trying to en-
fer the plant.

L ]

IAM VERSUS UAW

As the United Auto Workers
(CIO) are trying to make- the
best of the “patriotic appeal” deal
meted out by the government to
prevent a UAW work stoppage
at North American Aviation
plants here and in Ohio, members
of the International Association
of Machinists (AFL), Lecals
1578 and 720, voted strike powers
tu their negotiators who are meet-
ing with representatives of Doug-
Ias Aircraft plants in El Segundo
and Santa Monica. The union ne-
gotiators represent about 30,000
TAM workers.

Present TAM contracts with

. publieation said the eompany of-""

Douglas expire within three rlaye.k(

The workers sare demanding a
101, per cent wage increase as
well as other benefits. Meanwhile,
TAM workers at Lockheed in Bur-
bank are awaiting result of nego-
tiations with that company,
strengthened by a recent strike
vote. Lockheed offered a wage
boost of two cents an hour and an
increase in vacations from one to
two weeks after one year's serv-

‘ice. But this proposal also would

require reduction of paid sick
leave from six to five days annu-
ally. The TAM local, representing
most of the Lockheed workers,
shas requested the intervention of
the U. S. Mediation and Conecili-
ation Service, :

UAW workers may well ?hink
over the difference beg'ween the
policy of their own leaders in the:
North American dispute in con-
trast with the burst of militancy
shown in this area by the IAM in
the aircraft field. And the UAW
leaders may do well to ask them-
selves why the IAM has made re-
cent strides in organizing workers
where the UAW failed and, in ad-
difion, has won certain elections
in contest with the UAW.

The old reputation of the UAW
ag an aggre‘;szve union seems to
be on the wane in this area. And
it is in aircraft where the UAW"
should have the most to offer in
this region. Aircraft is a major
industry here and one that falls
behind the auto industry general-
ly in wage scales. IAM victories
outside aireraft where the UAW
is involved and the IAM. militancy
in aireraft should spur the UAW
te greater action.

.
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LONDON I.ET'I'ER

'By AI.I.AN VAUGHAN
LONDON ,,Aug. 19—Preparations for the Labor Party Con-
ference at Morecombe are now nearing their completion.
The close of the parliamentary session has shifted the een-
ter of interest from Westminster to Transport House, the
headquarters_of the Labor Party. Both the right wing and

the Bevan wing are making elaborate plans for the 1mp0r—l
tant gathering at Morecombe.

#. 1t would be erroneous, however, to assume that the issues
dividing Bevan and the right wmg have increased. Quite

the contrary.

What has, in faci' happened is this: that the whole
ground beneath Attlee and Bevan has itself shifted notice-
ably fo the left. More important still, the Attlee wing has
conceded many of the points Bevan himself has raised, par-
ticularly on the level of rearmament, and also on charges
for the Health Service. This apart from the Labor Party vote
against the government on the hrmng of the ratification of

the Bonn treaty.

= The greatest cause for sat-
isfaction as far as the left is
concerned’is the crystalliza-

tion of a small right-wing

- _group inside the Labor Party

parliamentary fraction. This
right wing—or, to ‘be more
accurate, extreme right wing—
has arisen as a result of the pres-
sure on the Attlee-Morrison lead-
ership by the Bevan group. Con-
sisting' of about 18 MPs (those
who . abstained- or were absent
during the vote on the Bonn
treaty ratification), such as R. T.
Paget, Phillips Price, Jack Jones
and -Captain Fred Bellenger, they
are bent on keeping the Labor
Party’s foreign policy in line with
the abstraction which they call a
“national” foreign policy.

SHINWELL PROPOSAL

The recent outbursts in the
London News Chroniele and the
heavy correspondence resulting,
on the subject of Aneurin Bevan
and his “party within a party”
(to quote Richard Stokes, MP),

" has provoked fresh feuds within

A

the party. Two former junior
ministers, George Brown and A.
Crawley, have. also entered the
{ray. Again, what is most signifi-
cant is the faet that the Attlee-
Morrison leadership is not- behind
Ahe right-wing “ginger group.”
Attlee and Morrison are fully
aware that their position in the
Labor movement depends on the
extent to which they can repre-
sent the broad center, rather than
its increasingly .isolated right
wing.

Meanwhile, another issue - has
been taken up by none other than
Emanuel Shinweil, the former miin-
ister of defense in the Labor cabi-
net. Writing in the Daily Mirror
and in Reynolds News, he has put
a streng case for reducing the pe-
riod of military service from two
years to twelve months. In the
Reynolds News of August 3, he
wrote: "It would be to our indus-

4rial gdvantage, and also enable
us to build up a fairsized and
well-bglanced force if, to begin
with, the period of service was
reduced to }welve months.”

The recent .general strike -in
Belgium organized by the Con-
federation of Labor and the Bel-
gian Labor Party, to reduce the
period of military service, seems,
at least by implication, to have
Shinwell’s backing. I have it on
the authority of a friend who was
at Liéege during the International
Labor Festival that Attlee and
Morgan Phillips, secretary of the
BLP, were both involved in the
demonstrations organized by the
Belgian labor movement, much to
their own annoyance.

Be that as it may, it is certain
thatFhinwell will mobilize a strong
segment of opinion on this vital
issue at the Labor Party confer-
ence. His demand for a reduction
of the period of military service
parallels or complements Bevan's
demand for a further review ef
the arms program.

TIMID PAMPHLET
Three policy statements by the

. Labor Party have now been pub-

lished: on its approach to foreign
policy (“Labor’s Foreign Pol-
icy”), on the economic problems
of the underdeveloped countries
(“Toward World Plenty”), and
on home policy (“Facing the
Facts”). The last-named state-
ment of policy has been ruthlessly
torn to shreds in the Reynolds
News column written by Maurice
Webb, former Labor minister of
food. He writes that a more ac-
curate description of the state-
nient would be .the title “Dodging
the Issue.” '
The third Policy Discussion
Pamphlet, - Problems of Public
Ownership by Ernest Davies, MP,
has also been* published. It dis-
cusses many of the criticisms of

nationalization, such as the un-~

disputed fact that there iz too
much centralization of the admin-

Stop the Dixiecrats — —

{Continued from page 2)
tiiat at the Chicago convention his
was the principal voice in formu-
lating a .middle-of-the-road deci-
sion to beat off an attempt by
left-wingers to drive the South
from the party.” ’

Stevenson’s coy efforts to disen-
tangle himself from full responsi-
bility for the Truman administra-
tion, his failure to take a firm
hard-hitting stand for the New
Deal-Fair Deal traditions of the
party (Truman’s ill-concealed dis-
satisfaction with the nature of

Stevenson’s campaign stems from
this) show that the pressures
from the South have had their
effect.

The labor movement which hopes
to defeat the reocl‘ionary Repub-
lican-Dixiecrat coalition finds that
its. own candidate for president
duspluys an alarming solicitude for
the comfort of Southern Democ-
racy. Before it can ]:renk up the
Republican-Dixitcrat coalition in
Congress, it will have to break up
the conservative-Dixiecrat coali-

tion in its "own" Democratic Party.

Y

rd
FOR A SOCIALIST EDUCATION
Get it EVERY week!
A subscription to LABOR ACTION
_ is only $2.00 for a year
\

ow AII Arouml Sluft to left

istrative apparatus governing the
given industries. Again, there is

‘widespread dissatisfaction with

the type of people appointed to
the nationalized boards, some of
whom are opposed to nationali-
zation. Also, “a further cause
for criticism has been the high
salaries paid to board members,”
he writes. But he justifies this by
saying that “to attract the best
men remuneration must -+ bear
some relationship to that in pri-
vate industry.” (Page 11.) These
and many other related questions
are dealt with in this cautious,
rather timid pamphlet.

DUAL LOYALTY

From the worker’s point of
view, the question uppermost is
the question of “‘workers’
trol,” a phrase that I fear is used
too often as-a slogan without re-
lating it to any ewisting form of
private or nationalized industry.
According to Davies, “there are

_ two ways in which workers in

nationalized industry have been
brought into more direct partici-
pation: by the appointment of
trade-union officials to the boards
and through joint consultation.”
And he writes, moreover, that
“Direct” representation on the
boards by workers in the industry
has been rejected by most unions,
largely because it was considered
that it would involve dual loyalty.
In practice, however, trade-union
officials -have been appointed to
the boards but have been com-
pelled to divorce themselves from
the unions with which they had
been associated. No single impor-
tant corporation [public corpora-
tion in a nationalized industry]
is without a member experienced
in the trade-union movement, but
all are free from control by any
outside organization.”

This surely is~the crux of the
matter. The dual loyalty of trade-
uniopn members on nationalized
boards is \rery much in question.
As long as these trade-union rep-
resentatives are not subject to re-
call or re-elecfion by their union
(say. once a year), so long will
the loyalty be toward the board
rather than the mass of trade-
union supporters.

The problem of dual loyalty
would, of course, arise even if
these trade-union representatives
were elected. This, by the way,
Lenin clearly. realized, when he
emphasized the necessity for the
independence of the trade unions
from the state, even if it is a
workers’ state.

FROM THE FLOOR

I+ js not sufficient to deal ab-
sirudly with the question of work-
ers’ con}rel. I+ has too often been
the cl;sfom te slogum:e a truly
serious' problem, The key to an un-
dersiumllng of the force of such
a demand lies in the connection
between it and the prch_lem of
training a managerial und techni-
cal stratum from the "floor” (as
it were) of indusiry. Once the
technical and managerial - grades
become open, or more open, to the
men directly involved in given in-
dustries and firms, the social bar-
riers between. the "workers by
hand" and the “workers by brain"
break down.

Certainly, something has been
done in the mines to provide for
training and promotion of work-
ers both in the pits and on the
surface. However, a great dis-
tance has yet to be covered before
the whole managerial setup in na-
tionalized industries is transform-
ed into a truly representative
layer of administrators.

The last point worth mention-

ing is the subject of the Consum-
ers Council attached to the boards
of nationalized industries. Davies
admits that these have not been
functioning properly. However, at
least, the framework for a demo-
eratic consumers’ participation in
industry exists. To make use of
it,- there’s the rub, there’s the
problem. :
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(Continued from pcgp 1)
centration camps or who, as refugees, had to sever all ties

with what was once their most meaningful existence—they .

could not be replaced by Schumacher or anyone else.

Schumacher re-created the German Social-Democratic
Party (SDP). That is an accomplishment which cannot be
denied him by the assertion that the reappearance of this
party was lne\nichle in any case.

Above All, He Was a Fsghfer

That it was a Schumacher and not a Benedikt Kautsky
“who undertook this task spells the difference between the
national independence and national character which this
party today possesses and the sterile appendix to the West-
ern powers it might well have become otherwise. The dif-
ference between the two men, both of whom suffered long
years in concentration camps, is the difference between the
popular leader, the stubborn, proud and, by character and
temperament, uncompromising fighter, and the theoretician-
functionary, the bureaucratic intellectual, the representa-
tive of the machine of a socialist party grown to respecta-
bility.

The re-creation of the SDP needed the fighter if the SDP
was to become a viable polli'lcal msiru;neni. %

Schumacher inflicted a decisive defeat upon the- Stalm—

ists. Some may say, in the light of the deterioration of the
relations between the great powers and the experiences of
the East Germans, that Stalinism in Western Germany
could never !_gave made great strides anyway. But in 1945-
46 such a deterioration was not easily forseeable, least of
all by the Germans. And the break between the SDP and.
the Communist Party, for which Schumacher was respon-
sible, was made over the potent opposition of the occupying
_powers.

The Socialist Unity Party (SED) of the Eastern zone,
whigch the Stalinists formed in what they claimed was a.
merger of both parties, has never been able to make the
slightest claim to being nationally representative. The SDP,
by its clean break with the Stalinists, was enabled to
strengthen itself as a national political movment; and it
contributed decisively to the maintenance of the freedom
of the city of Berlin, the courage of whose working-class
population in the face of overwhelming adversity must never
be forgotten:

Courage for the Times

The struggles of the post-war period have all tended to
associate the SDP with national ends. Schumacher has been
"accused” of nationalism, but there has not been a more
progressive and a more necessary nationalism than Schu-
macher's. That the democratic movement in Germany should
be closely linked with the national interests of the country
is a task still far from accomplishment; it was Schumacher
who saw the necessity of this association, if the social and
political developments in Germany were to have any decent
potentialities. It was he who tackled this task in the face
of powerful oppesition by the occupying powers, sabotage
by the Adenauer government, and a growing inertia inside
the party body of functionaries.

The succession to Schumacher is, at this writing, doubt-
ful. The problem is not at all simple. The German workers
are confronted with the basic issue of co-determination,
spelling the survival of their organizations as free bodies.
Germany remains the focus of the world power struggle,
and what leverage the German people have may affect the
issues of war and peace to-a very important extent. The
1958 elections, finally, cannot leave the SDP indifferent as
to who is to head it—if it preserves the will to power
which was so manifest in the personality of Schumacher.

Schumacher’s death is doubly tragic at this juncture
because of the lack of leaders comparable to him in stature.
This is in part related to his own rather autocratic methods,
his failure to train leaders. But it is also due to the decline
of the socialist movement, involving, as it did, the physical
or psychological destruction of its best cadres.

Schumacher was anything but a man to be idealized or
idolized; he was an austere disciplinarian, rather harsh apd

somewhat forbidding. But like Karl Liebknecht, he was a
man of action, who gave courage to a time in dire need
of it.
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socialist democracy and against the two sys-

* gems of exploitation which now divide the

world: capitalism and Stalinism.

Capitalism cannot be reformed or liberalized,
by any Fair Deal or other deal, so as to give
the people freedom, abundance, security or
peace. I must be abolished and replaced by a
new social system, in which’ the people own
and control the basic sectors of the economy,

. democratically :oalro!h_ng their own economic

and political destinies. .
Stalinism, in Russia and wherever it holds

power, is a brutal totalitarianism—a new form

of exploitation. Its agents in every country,
the Communist Parties, are unrelenting ene-
mies of socialism and have nothing in common
with secialism—which cannot exist without ef-
fective democratic control by the people.

" These two camps of capitalism and Stalinism
are tedoy at each other's throats in a world-
wide- imperialist rivalry for domination. This
_struggle can only lead to the most frightful
war in history so long a¥ the people leave the
:upltu!ui- and Stalinist rulers in power. Inde-
pendent Secialism stards for building and
strengthening the Third Camp of the peeple
against both war blocs.

- The ISL, as a Marxist mu\femeni looks to the
working class and its ever-presenf struggle as
the basic progressive force in society. The ISL
is orgonized to spredd the idess of socialism
in the lobor movement and among all other
sections of the people.

At the same time, Independent Socialists
participate acfively in every struggle to bet-
ter 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 te-
gether with all other militants in the labor
movement as a left force working for the fer-
mation of an independent labor party and
other prngresswe policies.

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

.

INTERESTED?
Get Acquainted

Independent Socialist League
114 West 14 Street
| New York 11, New York

O I want more information about.the
ideas of Inmdependent Socialism and
the ISL.

0O I want to join the ISL.

NAME .iccossmmnmmnsmsntarsmnnmsssisnsassnanss ssensuurannanns .
ADDRESS

-
CITY ccivasessssmmnrsssssnsansiansnnsssseans ZONE....... s

FTATE .ovuveecsncssssasisnarness TP consissssisasomiesiie

HANDY WAY TO SUBSCRIBE

'LABOR ACTION

114 West 14 Street
New York 11, New York

Please enter my subscription:
.[] Six months (26 issues) at $1.00 -
~[] One yeor (52 issues) at $2.00

0 NEW [] RENEWAL
‘O Billme. [0 Payment enclosed.
7 L
CADDRESS oo
APT...ooooiee.
RO | L O

The press of the Socialist
Workers Party (Cannonite offi-
cial-Trotskyist) has finally taken
cognizance of, and taken a stand
on, the split in the French section
of the Fourth International on
the question of entry into the
Communist Party. Its reaction is
presented in the columns of the
Militant (Aug. 18) in as typically
Stalinist a form as the decision
which it approves.

Although the SWP is not affili-
ated with the Fourth International
because of the Yoorhis Law in the
U. S., its press devotes itself to
presenting news and activities of

the international movement. On
this question, however, it has been

silent up to the current issue. It
now breaks its silence not to pre-
sent the issue which has divided
the French party nor even ade-
quately to report the decision of
the F. 1. leadership, but to reprint
the decree of expulsion issued by
the latter against the majority
group épposed to its line, intro-
ducing this with an evasive and
falsified picture of the background.

'EXCOMMUNICATED

In February — publicly an-

nounced a couple of -months ago— -

the F. I. leadership decided that

-jts groups must disband their es-

sential forces into the Communist
Party in those countries where
the Stalinist movement is the ma-
jority force in the working class
(see LaABor AcTioN for June 2
for details). This applied particu-
larly to France and Italy. In
France a majority of the Trotsky-
ist group, the PCI (Parti Com~
muniste Internationaliste), after
much discussion and skirmishing,
broke with this policy (see LABOR
AcTioN for August 4).

It appears from the F. I. state-
ment that this dissident group is
still using the name PCI and con-
trols the group’s newspaper La
Vérité. The F. L. statement itself
is reprinted from La Vérité de
Travailleur, a new organ set up
l)). the Plerre Frank group which
is going along with the pro-entry
policy.

The F. I. ukase reads the dis-
sidents, led by Pierre Boussel-
Lambert and Favre-Bleibtreu,
out of the movement “automati-
cally.” It says: “By breaking dis-
cipline, this faction has automati-
cally placed itself outside of the
Fourth International . .. and of
its French section, the PCL” They
might be hard put, however, to
find such an ‘“‘automatic” provi-
sion in the statutes of their In-

. ternational.

. STALINIST REFLEX

In line with their Stalinist-type
of reflex, the statement of the F. 1.
leadership denounces the group for
"*desertion” and in so many words
ascribes this “desertion” to the

LINE FOR FRENCH TROTSKYISTS

- fuses to liguidate

“pressure of forces of the class
enemies of the revolutionary pro-
letariat which is sharpening with
the approach of the Third Werld
War."” The Lambert group is thus
getting a taste of this movement's
penchant for denocuncing affyone
who disagrees with it (or even
with the leadership) as capitula-
fors to imperialism, class enemies
of the proletariat and with other
slanderous associations. It got this
habit, of course, from the Kremlin.

Since the Lambert group re-
its essential
forces into the Stalinist party,
says the statement with as cava-
lier _disregard for logic as the
Stalinist experts' at mudslinging
themselves, “They have renounced
as a task patient activity among
the masses now influenced by the
Communist Party of France as
set ferth by the Fourth Interna-
tional as the tactic for France.
As a consequence they have in
practice renounced aiding these
masses to liberate themselves
from the counter-revolutionary

.

influence of the Soviet bureau-.

cracy and of struggling in the
same class camp as these masses
for the triumph of the French
socialist’ revolution.”

The fact is that the ideology of
the Fourth International now vir-
tually identifies the victory of the
Stalinist movement with the vie-
tory of the socialist revolution.

MUTED CLAIM

The Militant’s statement, which

precedes this excommunication,
likewise presents the split as “de-
sertion” by the dissidents, and
speaks of them as refusing to

honor the “overwhelming major-

ity vote” of the movement. A
careful reading ‘of the weasel-
worded statement reveals that the
“ma;orlty vote” which is referred
to is one which took place at the
“Third World Congress of the
F. 1.” While this congress con-
firmed and extended the general
pro-Stalinist politics of the move-
ment, it did not decide on the
entry. This decision was taken by
the February plenum of the “In-
ternational Executive Committee”
of the F. L.

It is. significant that ne;lher in
the F. I. nor Militant statement is
even the claim made that a ma-
jority of the PCl supports the
"official” line. {(The fact is that the
dissidents are in the Iarge major-
ity.)

As LABOR ACTION has previous-

ly reported, the Lambert" group.

had appealed for meoral support
of their position to James P. Can-
non, the leader of the SWP, with-
out getting any .response. The
present Militant article would
ceem to constitute a definitive
teply, lining the Ameriecan group.
up in approval of the pro-entry
policy, and thus with the extreme
pro-Stalinist tendency of the F. I.
leadership as led by Pablo.
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ity among the Jewish population
is growing. While the government
is attempting to implement its
program against the dark-skinned
population with all its might, one
also hears the echo of anti-Semi-
tic propaganda.

The government itself is not
carrying out any anti:Semitic
policies, although the parties that
compose the-coalition were anti-
Semitic during all the years they
were in the dpposition and have
not repudiated their ®anti-Semitic
statements now that they are in
power. But no restrictions against
Jews were enacted and the gov-
ernment plans no restrictions. At
least that is what government-
spokesmen — including Premier
Malan—have said on a number of
occasions officially.

It is of course unnecessary to
add that a racist regune places the
Jewish population in a peculiar
peuhon despite the fack thaf no
discrimifiatory action dgainst Jews
has taken place. A year ago-the,
representativer body of Jews in

ST
o

The bulletin of the Socialist In-
ternational, Secialist Internation-
al Information for August 2, re-
ports on the visit of a delegation
of the Socialist Party of India,
led by Faridul Hag Ansari, to
Yugoslavia. There they had an
interview with Tito and other of-
ficials ineluding Boris Kidrie, who
steers economic policies for the
regime. The bulletin reproduees
questions and answers in the in-
terviews.

14 is noteworthy that the Indian
comrades’ questions to both Tito
ond Kidric centered around the na-
ture of the political regime in
Yugeslavia, and kept coming back
to it as the two doubletalked.
Tito here shows his ability, as he

has in other direct interviews, to .

answer a question with irrelevan-
cies and then, when the question
is repeated, inform his interviewer
that he has already answered the
question.

DOUBLETALK

For example, the Indians asked
specifically: “Do you believe in
the theory of ‘one class, one par-
ty'?”" That is, does hé believe that
there can be a working class par-
ty other than his ewn CP?7—
Tito’s answer in full follows, how-
ever unenlightening, though com-
posed of seraps of “Marxism”:

“There will be no need for a
party in the classless society.
What forms of organization will
then develop remains to be seen.
But they will grow out of the
cooperation of various groups of
producers. Political conflicts are
caused by class confliets and will
disappear with the changes in the
economy.

“Let us consider, for example,
the struggle of the working class
for its rights in a capitalist so-
ciety where there are, besides
workers’ parties, other parties
with programs aimed at a modifi-
cation instead of a radical trans-
formation of the existing system.
In such countries the revolution-
ary working class has its own
program, It aims at taking power
away from the capitalist class.
You have Socialists, Communists
and. Cominformists, which shows
that there are .conﬂicts within the
classes as well as between the
classes.”

His listing of “Socialists, Com-
munists” with “Cominformists”
negates any possibility, “from his

. own point of view, of reading an

answer into his verbiage, since
the Titeist view is that the Com-
inform parties represent “state-
capitalism” {their rtheory.of: Stal-
inism).

tion, Jews as such, the declar#

against- all race discriminct
The -government press
that declgration with. a cefr
amount of reserve, and wig a
threatening tone implied that Jew
should "keep their p]qee."

pressed by G. Saran_in t‘he
can Jewish Newspaper.
“We Jews who are aminority
all countries (except Israel) ean
protect and preserve our :ﬁ_bts

only when the country.is based on

-justice; progress and democn?acy.

Otherwise our position, as a
group or as individuals, becdmes
shaky and the end is always qsad
one for us, as our bitter genera-
tions-long experience proves.””
Lately a few anti-Semitie or-
ganizations have increased their
activity. They propagaligiue
against sheehits (ritual-slapgh-

-terers). Députies ofvthe govern-

ment party engage id infla
tory speech-making against

INDIAN SOCIALISTS PRESS TITO ON%{‘ONE-PARTY SYSTEM

Therefore the Indians asked
szgain: “Do you hold the view that
in the conditions of today each
class should have only one party?”

Tito: “I have already answered
that question. [!] But I should
like to explain why the accusa-
tions leveled against the so-called
one-party system are unfound-
ed ...,

LOGIC + 7

This is: why, he says:

“First of all, what we have is
not a one-party  system, but a
revolutionary party leading the
country and giving guidance on
theoretical and practical ques-
tions, and besides the People’s
Front which united the citizens
of our country on the basis of the
Communist Party’s ultimate aim
and program. The members of
the People’s Front are_not. Com-
munists. They are men’ and wom-
en who desire a social change,
who want the socialist society.
There cannot, therefore, be any
talk of a one-party system.”

Having with this sterling logic:

aenied that there is a one-party
system, he then proceeds to seout
the very idea of a multl-}:farty
system:

“In @ revalutionary perfod It Ss'
absurd fo speak of a multi-party
systenr with various programs.
Here in our country there can be
oenly one program: the consfruc-
tion of-a socialist society.  The
overwhelming majority of the citi-
1ens of our country stand umited
behind that program, and fhese
who are opposed to it cannof be
allowed to obstruct it."

No one-party system—no multi-
party system—what then? Tito
went on to talk of other thihgs.

The Indian comrades had the
same difficulty with Kidrie, nat-

to take digs at the Jews in gen-
eral. No one can foretell what fu-
ture developments -will take place
in South Africa, but one thing is
certain: that no good for Jews
can come from the racist insanity
that has engulfed South Africa.

Nor can the policy of the ma-
jority of the Board of Deputies be

- condoned by Jews in the United

States and elsewhere. It can easily
" be understood, naturally, that the
South Africad Jewish leaders do
‘not wish to "stick their necks out"
in the inflamed racist atmosphere
of South Africa and that they view
their stand as a matter of discre-
tion and self-protection. If and
when, however, the racist knife
descends on their own necks, it is
not likely that these Jewish leaders

will take a sweetly understanding -

view of other groups which may
seek to wash their hands of this
injustice. The -minority point of

view in #he board is the only one .

wwhich can be justified morally, so-
cially and fin the longer run) prac-
tically.

urally. His reply is interesting al-
so bzcause the main multi-party
danger that he envisages is obvi-
ously not from the Stalinists,
which comes as an afterthought:

"¥/hat would happen if we were
to introduce a multi-party system
now? We would be giving our ene-
mies socialist freedom and they
would use it to fight seocialism.
Once the danger of the internal
restoration of capitalism ceases
altogether, there will no longer be
the need for a party in the present
form. Moreover, we still have Com-
inform agents and we must fight
against them as well.”

CONTRADICTION

The Titoists, by the way, have
heen developing a theory about
the “withering away of the par-
.ty.” Some of them started talk-
.'qing about the party “withering
away” even before the state, but
in this interview Tito reveals that
“the state will wither away faster
than the party.” It will be a race
to watch.

Coming back to Kidrie, the In-
aian Socialists pushed him red-
handed in a contradiction. At ene
point- he claimed: “In our econ-
omy, the party holds no positions.
The workers themselves run the
factories, Not only is the party
no longer identified with the gov-
ernment apparatus, but together
with the masses it criticizes that
apperatus.” Later in answer to
anotHer question,. he said: “all
important government posts are
actually in the hands of the Cen-
tral Committee and the Politburo
[of the CPF]. But under the new
system the members of these two
bodies will transfer their activi-
ties more to the National Assem-
blies. . . ."
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The Convention of Students for Democratic Action

By ARTHUR HART

Students for Democratic Action, the campus affiliate of
Americans for Democratic_Action, is scheduled to hold its
annual eonvention next week at Brandeis University in Wal-
tham, Massachusetts. Like its parent organization, SDA
combines a program of social reforms together with ani-
mafd defense of America’s foreign policy in the cold war.
With such a program it undoubtedly reprefents the views
of a predominant section of liberal campus opinion, even
if it does not command the active suppprt of more than a

small minority of students. This smakes .SDA somewhat - can society an insuperable barrier to such a struggle on a progressive

more important than its small size would 0therw1se indicate.

Unfortunately, the undemoecratic procedure to be, fol-
lowed by the SDA convention does not permit any estimate
of the strength of the different views within SDA, or even
what these may be exaet]y Rather than discuss prepared

_resolutions drawn up in advance and voted on by chapters

as the basis for electing delegates, the designated chairmen
of different committees entrusted ‘with drawing up resolu-
tions are to prepare drafts which will guide the committees
in their deliberations. -

Naturally such a procedure .gives maximum weight to
the views of committee chairmen, who tend to be national
officers and thus most directly under the influence of the
more conservative elements close to the ADA. Indeed, only
the “implementation and action suggested by [each] com-
mission will be reported to a Convention Plenary Session
for final consideration.”

Organized Liberalism in Decline

Under such conditions it will doubtless prove difficult
for the delegates to have a fruitful discussion of the basic
policy questions which confront the organization. There is
even some reason to believe that the main purpose of this
convention is not so much to provide a basis for discussion
and democratic decision on policy differences as it is to lay
the basis for organizational participation in the coming

election campaign along lines already laid down by ADA.

In a mail vote of its national board, ADA has decided
by an overwhelming majority to immediately endorse the
candidacies of Stevenson and Sparkman, and SDA is pre-
sumably expected to go along with this decision. Under
other circumstances it would be possible to expect a con-
siderable amount of opposition on this, as well as on more
basic and fundamental policy questions. Whether the dif-
ferences which do exist within SDA will now find expres-
sion at the convention, however, is difficult to predict. It is,
however, possible to discuss the nature of these differences
and their significance from a socialist standpoint.

Perhaps one of the outstanding features of the coming
convention will be its demonstration of the decline of or-
ganized liberalism on the campus. In terms of membership
alone, the convention is expected to represent less than a

thousand SDA members, of whom even fewer may be con-
sidered as active.

It is true that SDA includes among its members a large number of
local, and even national, student leaders. On the one hand this would
tend to signify that-its influence extends beyond its numbers, but on
the other hand it emphasizes the fact that even with prominent campus
spokesmen it is unable to build chapters with large and active mem-
berships. Rather than indicating its popular support, this fact tends
to confirm reports that SDA is frequently a small, tightly-knit elec-
toral machine or power caucus for student government elections.

Parallel with its dwindling size is the fact of SDA’s frequent failure
to take an active part in those very activities which should be a vital
part of its existence. Aside from its abortive campaign against "Mc-
Carthyism" last term little has been heard of SDA during the last two
years on such issues as academic freedom, civil liberties, etc. Naturally,
there have been exceptions to this, notably in the case of Brookiyn
College {where SDA led the fight against the suspension of Yonguard)
and the University of California, where before its. virtual demise SDA
took a leading part in the fight aguinst the loyalty oath.

Basic Ambivalence L

|

Yet the important fact to note is that compared with the total
number of students in more or less general agreement with its pro-
gram, SDA remains small and uninfluential. What is the reason for
this?

The weakness of SDA cannot be attributed solely to the same
political conditions which have reduced student socialist movements.
For unlike (say) the Socialist Youth League, which must operate in
a general atmosphere of isolation and hostility, SDA can find a con-
siderable amount of broad sympathy for its general aims, If, as Time
magazine reports, the average student holds as a political philosophy
some kind of “pale and lifeless liberalism,” that more or less fits the
description of the current platform of SDA. Indeed, this is precisely
where its fault les.

The campus liberal, to the extent that he actually considers cur-

rent problems, tends to face these with somewhat of “a mind divided.”
This is only another way of saying that his political ideas tend to be
ambiguous and self-contradictory. SDA shares his basie ambivalence
to such an extent that it cripples its own ability for vigorous and mili-
tant :action, ;

° Primarily the :onircdlcﬂon of SDA is.the conflict between its ad-
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herence h.supﬁori of the Fair Deal, or more specifically, the foreign
Relicy of the Fair Deal and the anti-democratic policies which the Fair

- Deal administration practises. Insofar as liberalism has ever meant any

particular set of ideas it has been associated with the defense of demo-
cratic rights ot home and the support of the democratic aspirations
of foreign nations. Today, however, liberals have adopted das their basic
policy the support of democratic American capitalism against Stalinist
fotalitarianism, subordinated to all other considerations. They have

come to judge any question of foreign policy in terms not of demo-. '

cratic context, but on the basis of whether it is necessary for.the defeat
of Stalinism by the United States.. e

Now Independent Socialists are also in favor of struggling for the
defeat of Stalinism, but they see in the capitalist character of Ameri-

basis. They see in the inability of the United States to win allies
among the working classes and backward nations of the world 2
living demonstration of the barrier which capitalism erects against
genuine democratic forces. The validity of such a viewpoint aside
for the moment, it does permit the socialist to criticize U. S. foreign
policy from a democratic standpoint.

In contrast, an organization like SDA, representing liberals who
support the general aims of American foreign policy as it is now
applied, tends to defend all of the particular means which are em-
ployed, however illiberal and undemoecratic they become. Thus, in
every conflict between the interests of American imperialism and the
anti-imperialist countries of Asia and the Middle East, liberals tend
to criticize or belittle the anti-imperialist forces while supporting the
United States. Unfortunately, it has been apparent for some time-
now that American polf\’:}' has served mainly to alienate peoples en-
gaged in struggles on their own behalf, while unsuccessful in build-
ing strong points of support in the form-of reliable military allies.

Driven to the Right :

On the hdme scene, SDA liberals are faced with an even worse
dilemma with regard to a problem like civil liberties. In- the first place-~
they are confronted with an administration which they support, and-
which they help to elect at periodic intervals, leading the assaulf
against civil liberties in America. In the face of government-initiated
loyalty oaths, security checks® and trials for political opinions, all of
which run directly counter to the most basic of all liberal principles,
liberals are pushed %o resort to various subterfuge as a bridge for
capitulation to the witchhunt. They have tried to foist onto a secondary
figure in the minority party (McCarthy) the responsibility for the witch-
hunt atmosphere which the government originally stimulated. In the long
run, however, this has proved to be impossible; support of the party in
power led to support of its palicies—and to one degree or another,
most liberals today go olong with the various proeedures of the gcv-
ernment's persecution of "subversives."

Thus in both foreign and domestic policy the effects of the cold
war have been to drive SDA to the right. In place of being able to
vigorously espouse a program of civil liberties and, support of the
democratic struggles of colonial peoples, SDA now limits itself to
attacking McCarthyism and proposing expanded Point Four programs.

SDA’s contradiction is most sharply symbolized by the projected .

support of the Stevenson-Sparkman ticket; for in addition to the
general endorsement of Democratic Party policies which such support
signifies the addition of the anti-civil-rights figure Sparkman means
a retreat on the one remaining issue on which ADAers boasted about
having a “principled” position. Since the convéntion, ADA’s efforts
have been to play down Sparkman’s record on civil rights, while
proclaiming its own influence in the framing of the party platform.

Among those who oppose SDA’s drift to the right are many whe
have come to realize the inadequacies of a simple liberalism in a period
of cold-war economy. These elements have come to recognize the neces-
sity for a political realignment which will bring the forces of the labor
movement into o leading position. They agree oa the necessity éf
buflding a labor party as the alternative to supporting the Fair Deal-
Dixiecrat machines. -

Yet they continue to argue that SDA represents the instrument

- for working toward this end. Unfortunately it has always proved:

difficult to argue the necessity of a new party while still supporting:
an old one. In actuality a far more effective job of education for a“
labor party among students is being done by student socialists today:
despite their smaller numbers. It is to be hoped that they will soon
be joined in this far more fruitful work by those who today seek to
-remain within the confines of SDA’s program.

J. EDGAR DEMANDS FREE SPEECH

“J.  Edgar Hoover was forget-
ting the cares of the Federal Bu-
rean of Investigation watching
the ponies run, With him was his
assistant, /Clyde. Tolson. They
were betting on the entry of Blue
Reading, Stormy Cloud and
Stranglehold- in the San Diego
Handicap, but when Moonrush
came in Hoover never batted an
eye. He sure has a poker face. . .

“He is getting his annual check-
up at the La Jolla Clinic as he
does every sumnier. In comment-
ing on the long trial here of the
recently convicted Communists,
he said he was surprised their
attorneys kicked up such a ruckus
zbout the. releasing of his report
auring the trial.

“‘They make an issue of free
speech for themselves but they
don’t want me to have free
speech,” he said.” ,

...—Florabel Muir’s column in
the Los Angeles Mirror, Aug. 18.
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' By HAL DRAPER

.. Together with the announcement last Wed-
nesday by Pravda that the 19th party congress
of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union
would- convene in October, after a lapse of 13
years, one political document to be adopted by

" the congress was published. As stated elsewhere

in this issue, it is doubtless of secondary impor-
tance, but deserves scrutiny from one point of

- view. This is a set of new party statutes to sup-
. _plant the ones which have been in force since
March 1939 when the 18th party congress met.

The text of the new statutes, which was pub-

lished in full in the N. Y. Tiémes for August 21

¢(though with some obvious poor translations
and many typographical errors) doesn’t mean
very much until it is set side by side with the
1939 text and the changes noted.

Let it be said right away that the differences
are not startling. There was no reason to expect
they would be. The new Stalinist structure of

he party was adequately established, from the
point of view of the new bureaucracy, as far back
as 1927, at the culmination of the struggle

against the Left Opposition led by Trotsky. That

struggle indeed, was Stalin’s struggle to crush
and destroy the Bolshevik party and his victory
was formalized most extensively ‘precisely
through the new structure for the new party
apparatus which he had built.

As was true then, and as was true again in
1939, the rewriting of the statutes did not sig-

nify so much that changes were going to take-

place as it was a codification of new practites

. and procedures which had already been found

useful and were already in force de-facto. The
new 1952 statutes are also a matter of catching
up and codifying.

The first thing to be understood is that we
are not dealing here with a document which can
be primarily viewed on the same plane as the
constitution or by-laws of any other organiza-
$ion. What we are examining is the internal mech-
anism for the operation and interrelations of the

‘mew ruling class of Russia, the totalitarian bu-
' requeracy.

The Inherent Contradiction

This is a subject which is one of the darkest
in a dark land. Here is a key to it:

It is only from the outside that the main
internal problem of the top bureaucracy 18
thonght to be how to suppress democracy and
opposition. That is not the problem of the new statutes
at gll. The basic problem of the bureaucracy is how ifo
function, at all, as a class wi_thfut any genuine democratic
ipstitutions whatsoever.

Some people, including pro-democrats, may sigh in an
off-moment for the complete ‘“efficiency” which is sup-
posed to result from the totalitarian concentration of
power. It is an illusion which the Stalinist bureaucracy

. does not labor under. A complex modern industrial so-

cieby cannot be directed, planned and run efficiently
conipletely from the top down. There must be ways by
which thousands of mistakes and abuses hurtful to the
regime itself can be corrected from below. And yet there
can be no freedom for correction from below. It must be

done, and in the last analysis it. cannot be done. This is

a central contradiction of the Stalinist social system.
It would be a basic contribution to the analysis of that
social system to examine the various ways in which the
Yegime has tried and still tries to overcome this contra-
diction, to gain the positive and indispensable resylts of
democratic give-and-take without any "coneessions in the
absolute authority of the tops.

The democracy that is here involved is not necessarily
even democracy for the masses. It is, in the very first place,
demacratic leeway for the ranks of the bureaucracy itself.

There have been other authoritarian societies in which
there have been no democratic institutions for the masses
of people; but a close examination of these societies
(absolute monarchies, military dictatorships, ete.) will

show: that there have been provisions and channels -

whereby at least the ruling class itself can exercise guid-

ing and restraining influence on the heads of their own

state. The ancient Athenian city-state was even formally

organized as a democracy for the ruling class only, even

though the mass of workers (the slaves) had no human

rights at all. The councils of state of the absolute mon-
archies of the later feudal period were likewise chan-

nels of expression for the ruling nobility vis-a-vis the

monarch,

But one thing that characterizes, even defines, mod-
ern totalitarianism is the complete destruction not only
of the independent organizations of the people but, pro-
gressively and by compelling logie, of every other pos-
sible rallying point for political opposition to the sum-
mit of the state.

And yet the uncontrolled and uncontrollable bureau-

cratic apex realizes that, even 3ﬂlourg_j| its exercise |_'rf

power must go from the top down, there must also be a
reverse current to fell it where it is going wrong, what
is happening, o check on results objectively. to correct
abuses by lower and lower echelons of the bureaucracy,
ete. -

This is the main angle from which we must under-
stand what they are trying to do with the party statutes.
What we have stated is the big problem, and it is no
doubt true that the party statutes are only one (and not
the most important) field on which the big contradiction
is faced. But it is at any rate the basic legal document
governing the internal relations of the new ruling class
of Russia.

®

Introducing the Ruling Class

The very first change in the statutes, in-fact, is to for-

mally introduce that ruling class by name.

The name is a pseudonym, a “party name’:

Paragraph 1: “The Communist Party of the Soviet
Union is". . . formed of people of the worKing class, the
toiling peasantry, and the toiling-intelligentsia.”

Even the 1939 statutes still hung on to the following
class definition of the CP: “the organized vanguard of
the wbrking class of the USSR.” To be sure, it else-
where referred to the trinity which we have quoted, but
not yet in defining the nature of the party itself.

Thus, for the first time the CPSU ceases to define
itself even formally as-a working-class party. The real
ruling class is presented under the sobriquet of “intel-
ligentsia,” i.e., the bureaucrats.

That it is the bureaucracy which is being baptised
the “intelligentsia” was made perfectly clear, it must be
admitted, at the 1939 congress. (It is not a change we
are discussing but the retarded codification of a change.)
At that congress Zhdanov made the report on the new
statutes and the resolution adopted sanctifted it. The lat-
ter document said:

"The Soviet intelligentsia consists of yesterday's work-
ers and. peasants, and sons of workers and peasants, WHO
HAVE BEEN PROMOTED TO COMMANDING POSTS. The
Soviet intelligentsia . . . is an equal member of socialist
society.”

\n In fact, to- paraphrase Orwell’s classic, it is “more.

equal” than any other.

It was at this 1939 congress that the four social
categories set up for regulating admission of candidates
into the party were abolished. The bureaucracy was freed
from the disadvantages of “bad” social origin.

The new statutes introduce a howling contradiction
into the document exactly with reference to this question
of classes in Russia. Paragr. 2 declares eligible for party
membership “any worker who is a Soviet citizen not ex-
ploiting anyone else’s labor . . .” This exclusion of “ex-

ploiters” is new. Now compare it with the declaration.

flatly made by the 1939 resolution on the statutes:

“All exploiting elements—ecapitalists, merchants, kul-
ks and profiteers—have been eliminated,” it proclaimed
then.

Who then are these people who, for the first time, are
declared 'ineligible? In a society which claims to have
elimipated "all exploiting elements,” isn't it an oversight
to introduce a new provision in the statutes making these
Ii&n%-ghlggi elements ineligible for the ruling party? There

is clearly some Titoist-Trotskyite-fascist-wrecker at work
here. ’

* The same 1939 resolution also declared, after herald-
ing the emergence of the “Soviet intelligentsia’ as an
equal “member” (class) in society, that “Thus the class
boundaries dividing the working people of the USSR are
being obliterated: the economic and political contradic-
tions between workers, peasants and intellectuals #re dis-
appearing—becoming oblit,erated." )

And therefore, since these distinctions were already
“disappearing” in 1939, the new statutes of 1952 go out
of their way to introduce these same class distinctins
into the primary class definition of the party!

Paragraph 1 is the formal coronation of the new
ruling class in power—quite delayed.

b L ]

From the Top Down

As we have pointed out, the detailed provisions of
the statutes are not mere meaningless obeisances to for-
mality. Louis Fischer’s new book The Life and Death of
Stalin says that “Stalin is the only free man in Russia.”
That was the level of thinking by this hack when he was
a stooge for the Kremlin and it remains his level now
that he has transferred his literary services. As we have
pointed out, Stalin is-the supreme arbiter of a ruling
class, which, precisely because it is an entrenched bu-
reaucracy, is forced continually to try to fight against
the inevitable consequences of bureaucracy. Now note:
its only way of fighting against bureaucratic “excesses’”
and abuses below—is by bureaucratic methods from on
top.

Thus the new statutes show an interesting movement in
two contrary directions. See how it is reflected i the
statutory provisions for the frequency of meeting for
leading bodies. The more often a body meets, the better
it can get as a check. Therefore:

On top—

(a) We have seen that even the formal requirement
for the convoecation of party congresses is made less
frequent, from every three to every four years. Its job
is to check on the very top leadership.

. (b) The Central Committee, which was required to
meet once every four months, is now required to meet
cnly every six months. The Central Committee’s job is
to check on the very fop leadership (now combined in the
Presidium). It is to meet less frequently.

(e) There was another body which existed in the
1939 statutes whose job was to check on the very top
leadership. This was the provision for the calling of a

party conference (as distinet from a congress) every -

vear between congresses. Its very asserfiblage, of course,
would be a check on the tops, but in addition it was given
an extraordinary power: to replace up to one-fifth of
the Central Committee with new members. This was its
only power, in fact, which was not subject to reversal
by the Central Committee. This body is abolished root

- and branch from the new stotutes. (Naturally, we knew

these party conferences did not meet anyway. That’s not
the present point.)

This is the tendency of the changes in the new statutes
os far as concerns channels for checking the SUMMIT of
the bureaucracy. } . '

But below— o

e
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There are more provisions than we can quote which

Fare changed to provide for more effective channels to

check the lower echelons of the bureauecracy, in particu-
Jar-through more frequent meetings of supervisory
bodies.

Take the provisions for the leading committees of

- the subdivisions of the all-Union party, the CP or-

ganizations of the constituent republics, regions (oblast),
and territories (krai). The present statutes require that
these: committees heold plenary meetings eVery three
months. The néw statutes say every two months, for all
of them. '

Going still lower in the hierarchy, there are the area
(okrug) CPs. The present statutes make no requirement
for frequency of meeting of the leading committee. The
new statutes require meetings at least once in 112 months.

Go still lower, to the city dnd district (rayon) CPs:
the present statdtes rBquire that the leading committee

© meet every six weeks; the new statutes lower- this to

“not less tham once a month.”

The changes in this respect are uniform and consistent
throughout thé new document. In the case of EVERY body

which was supposed to check on the top bureaucrats, the -

strucfure is loosened,or eliminated. In the case of EVERY
body which checks on the organs below the top, the re-
quiremenfs are fightened up, in order to check the evils
of bureaucrafic irresponsibility. Thus bureaucracy repro-
_duces its contradictions in the very act of fighting them.

e

Véiir Hope

But thése provisions on frequency of meeting for

lower bodies are not the only changes in the statutes.

designed .to further elimination of bureaueratic abuses.

There are two others which point in the same direction. -

(a) Thére is an interesting change in Par. 58. This
deals with. the right of the party fraction in an enter-
prise “to cohtrol the activities of the administration of
the enterprise.” (The word control in this usage, by the
way, means supervise and check on; it does not neces-
salrily mean decisive control.) How. does this apply to
the party fraction in a government ministry? Here, in
both the old and new statutes, the party fraction does
not have the right of control, but must “notify short-
comings in work of -the establishment, report the de-
ficienciés in the work of the ministry and its individual
workers. . . .” :

And the new statutes add: “and of the directors of
the ministries.”

We will see this theme also in another added section.
Qutside of the promulgators of the statutes themselves,
cutside of the tops, no one is too big to be reported on
from beélow—so say the statutes. It is a vain (but sincere!)
hope. The way it actually works can be traced in the
Russian press from time to time. Every now and then a

to-do is made (for example, by Pravdal of a guilty high™

local functionary who is "ekposed" by a “workers' cor-
respondent.” The ones who don't make the grade are not
heard of in Pravda.

(b) Another addition, to Par. 35, extends the powers
of the Central Control Commission. Aeccording to the
1939 rules, each of the loweyr echelons sets up its own local
Control Comrmission.. The ¢entral body now takes over
completely. Now the Central Control Commission “has

«its representatives, independent of local party bodies, in

the regions and territories.” And- all “appeals and deci-
sions of the Central Committees of Communist Parties
of union republics, regions and territories concerning
expuldions from the party dand party censures” are
passed on by the top Control Commission directly.

Thus all Control Commission work (a:terrain inter-
mediate between regular party supervision and that of
the secret police) is centralized af the top.

Honesty by Decree

In addition, quoite a large proportion of the new lan-
gucge added to the statutes comes under this head, but
it is purely hortatory, The exhortations point t6 what the
buretiucracy is concerned with—sufficiently concerned with
it to add peculiar little essays in the midst of formal
statutory language. It is like a heart-felt plea breaking out
in the midst of a legal document.

This sticks out most obviously in a long passage
added to Par. 3 on the duties of party members. Do not

. read it cynically. They mean every word of it—in their

“gense!

“(f) To observe party and state discipline, equally

~obligatory for all members of the party. [This much

was enough for the old statutes; heve the addition be-
gins.] There can be no two disciplines in the party—one
for the leaders and another for the workers. The party
has only one discipline, one law for all Communists, irre-
spective of merit or office. Violation of party and state
dis¢ipline is a great evil damaging the party and there-
fore incompatible with the state of membership.

“(g) To develop self-criticism and eriticism from be-
low, exposeé shorteomings in work and work for their
elimination; fight against a parading of well-being and
the: flush of success. Suppression of criticism is a” great
evil. He who silences eriticism, parades his work, and
indulges in eulogy cannot remain in the ranks of the
party:

“(h) To report to leading party bodies, up to the
Central Committee of the party, shortcomings in work,

" irrespective of the persons involved. A party member has

no right to conceal an unsatisfactory state of affairs, or
by-pass wrong-doings, thus damaging the interests of the
party and state. He who interferes with a party member

carrying out such duties must be severely punished as
violating the will of the party.

“(i) To be truthful and honest before the party
and never admit any concealment or distortion of truth.
Untruthfulness of a Communist toward the party and
deceit of the party are severe misdeeds incompatible with

- the state of party membership.

+4(j) To keep party and state secrets and to display

* political vigilance, keping in mind that the vigilance of
© Communists is paramount in every section and in all

circumstances. Giving away of party or stafe secrets iz a

: ‘crime before the party and incompatible with party mem-

bership. [I admit that I don’t get the point of this whole
paragraph. It is rather peculiar to make a special point
of the admissibility of revealing state secrets for party
members when the act itself is one of high treason to
the state. One is entitled te suspect that there is some
problem behind this which is not spoken of.—H. D.]

“(k)- At any post entrusted by the party, to carry
out without fail the party injunctions on & correct choice
of cadres with regard to political and professional
[6ccupational] qualifications. An infringement of these
injunctions, that is, selection of workers on the basis
of friendship, personal devotion, loeal tiés, or relation-
ship is incompatible with party membership.” '

There is the whole exhortation, and it is ‘worth quoting
because from it one can make up a list of some of the
ineradicable bureaucratic evils which bedevil the opera-

“tion of the system. In fact, it is this list. That is why it

would be superficial merely to jibe at the glaring hypoc-
risy and two-facedness of the moral pleas for truth and
honesty, etfc., in the mouths of the despotic Jeaders of
these slavedriving cutthroats. It has to be read as New-
speak, every word redefined in ferms of the real and
thoroughly sincere meaning which it bears in the context
of the bureaucracy's socidl needs. !

Byzantine Portrait

The authors of the statutes, the law-givers on high,
genuinely wish and direly need that there be “one dis-
cipline, one law for all Communists, irrespective of merit
or office.” The unspoken qualification is: this applies to
all, except to us who do the applying. As a matter of
fact, this' attitude and this need hold true for every
bureaucrat at every level right down the ladder—one
discipline and one law for all (who are below 1s).

Stalinist “self-eriticism and criticism from below” is
not a demagogic phrase, as some, seem to think who
merely sneer-at these apparently democratic words in the
mouths of the Stalinists. It only has to be interpreted
with a slight reservation, as Newspeak, and again it be-
comes a genuine and fervent wish and need of the bureau-
cracy. It means that every bureaucrat, from his own,
height on the ladder, looks down below and decrees that
all- below him shall revel in self-eriticism and encourage
criticism from below. It is necessary to keep hig, subordi-
nates up to the mark. Woe to anyone who tries it out on
him, of course!

Since the same is true all up and .down the ladder, the
resulting picture of the Stalinist bureaucratic system is
one that is a little alien to Western eyes, which are daccus-
tomed only to the equally fantastic, and even sometimes
equally Byzantine, contradictions of inter-capitalist rela-

tions.

The reader has already no doubt noted the emphasis
on reporting “shortcomings in work,” wrong-doings, etc.,
on nepotism and favoritism, promotion by clique ties, etc.
The cry is: Do not conceal these things; we have to know
i order fo straighten out the messes! Do not cover up!
Tell the truth!—Yes, the injunctions for “truth” and
“honesty” are glso sincere, within ‘the whole framework.
The framework is, however, not that of a frame of mind,

or “corruption” in the bourgeois sense; the Framework is:

that of a type of bureaucratic exploitive system different
from the one we know as capitalism.

We add, parenthetically and for its symbolic value,
that though the new statufes greatly expand the section
on the duties of party members, the next paragrdph l-ﬂi‘l
on the rights of party members remains at the same five
terse sentences. That hasn't grown any!

We can *further .show the consuming concern of the

bureaucracy with this question by noting that wherever

the statutes come to the question of the dufies of the
lower committees, the corresponding paragraphs dare dis-
proportionately expanded with the same kind of horta-
tory langiiage. Like a ritual the same phrases are re-
pedted. There is Par. 43 on the duties of the leading
committee of the republic, oblast and krai: “developing
ériticism and self-criticism . . . irreconcilable attitude to-
ward shortcomings . . .,” ete. It comes agadin in Par. 48
on the okrug committee; again in Par. 51 on the town
and rayow committee; again in Par. 57 (g) on the pri-
mary party unit; again in Par. 63 on the Komsonol
(Young Communist League).

This type of change and addition is by far the big-
gest single change in the language of the statutes, with
the possible exception of the change involving the new
Presidium.

®

Presidium and Penalties

According to Par. 34, the present Political Bureau
and Organization Bureau, which have been formally
subcommittees of the Central Committee but actually the
day-to-day centers of real power, are merged into one
under the name of the Presidium. Journalistically speak-
ing, this “abolition of the Politburo” has made the great-
est impression on the press, perhaps because columnists

s in the CPSU_

©201-250 rubles ...............

- 500-1000 rubles ....,

will no longer be able to denounce the Politburo and will
have to accustom readers to language about the Pre-
sidium (which somehow doesn’t sound so sinister, per-
haps because it is new).

In any case, it is harder to see what this might mean

outside of a technical change. It may well be that the
division of ldbor between the two bodies is obsole¥e from

the point of view of simple functioning. Anctheér specila-

" tion, however, can be justified: The existence of two top-

rung cenfers of power is a division of the power which
cdh be dangerous to a totalitarian ledadership. The leader
of the Politbiuro must also, it goes without sdying, hold
the reins on the other horse, lest they start in differdnt
directions. But why ride two horses? At this point, #o con-,
tinue the metaphor, one has to combine horses; it is easier
to combine committees. . v

_This w especially a consideration for a new constel-
lation of powers at the top, not .yet completely en-
trenched. ;

There are a few other miscellaneous points to be
covered. The 1939 statutes had more than one passdge
with dire threats against factionalism and any infrde-

tion of its monolithic “unity.” There were especially

three whole paragraphs (72-T4) constituting Section
XII of the 1939 statutes under the title of “Penalties
for Violationi of Party Discipline,” which implemented
the monolithic principles enunciated in Par. 1 of the
same statutes. Both no longer appear, along with some
other odds and ends of references to factionalism, ex-
pulsions, ete.

b

The reason is quite clear. These are no lenger pa;'fy. .

matters (not for a long time), and their retention in the
party statutes would be really meaningless. It is not the
party organizations nor its Control Commissions whith dre
concermed with such crimes; it is the MVD-GPU.

In this regard there is a symbolic difference betweén
one provision in .the 1939 rules and another in the new
document. Par. 73 of 1939 listed various disciplinary
penalties, from various kinds of censure up to expulsion
and the’{a added the ultimate penalty: “expulsion from fh(-;
party with notification of the offense to the administrative
and judicial authorities.”

. Compare this with a new provision in the 1952 ver-

sion, constituting Par. 13: “In cases where a party
member has committed an offense punishable by the
courts, he is expelled from the party on receipt of the
reports on his misdeeds from the administrative or
Jjudicial authorities.”

The . "notification,” you see, now goes'iusi the other
wdy: not from the pdrty to the GPU but from the GPU %o
the party. In any cdse, the new Par. 13 is quite sufficient

to replace theé parfy procedures thrown out of the oid

décumént. R

- The "Happy Life"

Finally, a sidelight on one aspect of the economie
status of the new ruling class is provided: by the last
paragraph prescribing the level of dues. Here are the
old and new dues schedules, the salary ficures referring
to monthly pavchecks:

OLD DUES SCHEDULE (1939)

Up to 100 ruble
101-150 rubles ...
151-200 rubles ....

ceermemnnnnn 20 kOpeks
....60 kopeks
weieennee 100 rubles
cereerene. 150 Tubles
creeernenn 2,00 Tubles
2% of earnings
w3 % Of earnings

251-300 rubles’ .

301-500 rubles ....

Gver 500 rubles ..o
New DUES SCHEDULE

(Dues given in percent of earnings)

Below 500 vubles ...o.ovoeoeiveeeeoeeooooooo

1000-1500 rubles ...
1500-2000 rubles ......

Over 2000 1ubles ..o.oveceereeeeeireeeee ssrnssinnnges | Ui

_ "I‘}}ere has o_bvious{_v been an increase in the standard
of living for some people! The new dues schedule beging
at;the level wherethe old, dues schedule ended. 3

Stalinist dupes, no doubt, can tell themselves t'ha'rt".

this reflécts the happy and prosperous life’ which the .

Russian peoples now live, even before achieving “com-
plete_: communism” under the benevolent rule of that
Genial .Leader and Coryphee of the People . . . Malenkov.
But this is not a dues system to be paid by the masses:
1L 18 a dues system set up for the pockets of the_.self:
crowned ruling class of Stalinist society, the “intelli-
gentsia” which (as Zhdanov put it) holds the “command-
g -posts,” the ruling bureaucracy of a bureaucratic-
collectivist system. B

Vg : gL ‘\'
As this issue is being made up, the press reports

(Aug. 27) that official “discussion” articles on the '

statutes in Pravda emphasize the injunctions in the new
sections that encourage “truthful” reports from Iiielt)’lw
on “shortecomings™ in the work of all functionaries, in-
cluding superiors, against ‘nepotism, ete., as discusfed
in this article. The disease they are trying to combat is
endemic to the regime, and in any case to meet bureau-
cratic abuses by bureaucratic decrees is to ﬁllt Tvp.hoid
Mary in charge of a health campaign—H. D. : '
~ i

S — b ”'aﬂ-j ',_

K




: _‘Pugi ‘Eight

The

S (Continued from page 1)
" standards of the people, is, however, not very
. new. '
(2) The naming of Georgi M. Malenkov as
< the main reporter at the forthcoming congress,
instead of Stalin. _

(8) The fact that a congress is being held at
all, in the first plage.

That last point is more suggestive than it may
seem. As in the case of virtually everything else
this article discusses, only informed speculations
{educated guesses) are possible, but it may be
pertinent to ask why the congress-has been

"-called now. _

The New York Times calls attention to the

“timing” as being “two days after tlhe arrival
"in Moscow of a mission of Chinese officials for
the first high-level Sino-Russian talks since Mao
“Tse-tung’s visit to Moscow in 1950.” It is cau-
tious enough to venture no reason why this tim-
- ing has any significance, from the point of view
of motivating the convocation of a party con-
gress, and it is indeed hard to see what the con-
nection would be. There probably isn’t any. For
one thing, the decision to call this congress,
- whenever it was made, was undoubtedly the out-
come of a whole preceding series of developments
. within the Russian ruling structure, and to link
the decision with conjunctural events is super-
ficial. . ;
For a similar reason, it is not likely that the
_ congress has been called merely to act as sound-
. ing board for some.new drive or slogan which
- the Kremlin wishes to launch, as has also been

I-,; - suggested.
- - Vestigial Function
" Let us review the formalities, first. In the

s revolutionary period, party congresses convened
yearly. The statute adopted in 1927 at the 15th
party congress, which saw the consolidation of

Stalin’s power in the party, provided for holding a party
congress not less than every two years. In March 1939,
. at the 18th party congress, the present statutes were
= adopted and these called for a congress every three years.
{Note in passing that in the 12-year period after the two-
20 year provision was adopted only two party congresses

statutes to be adopted in October, the period for party
. congresses is raised to four years.

oy Thus there has been a steady arithmetical progression
o —one, two, three, four—even as for as the formal re-

- Schedule for
'. SYL Instftuté

Following is the time schedule for the three days of
the Socialist Youth League's National Educational In-
stitute, classes and other events. All will take place at
‘Labor Action Hall, 114 West 14 Street, New York, with

" the exception of the Saturday evening affair (place to
Be announced). Note that the time schedule for Friday
is different from that for Thursday and Saturday.

The three classes are: The Marzian Theory of the
State (Max Shachtman); The Structure of American
. Capitalism (Albert Gates); and What Was Bolshevism?
A Critical Survey (Hal Draper).

THURSDAY, Sept. 4

11 am. Shachtman—I (The Capitalist State and Its
Transformations).
1:30 pm. Gates—I (The Expansion of American
i e . . Capitalism).
: ©8:30 pm. Draper—I (Bolshevism as a Russian
- tendency). .
Evening Open House at Labor Action Hall.
. FRIDAY, Sept. 5 i
‘» 1 pm. Shachtman—II (Marxian theory of the
- state and the socialist program).
3 pm. Gates—II (Economic crisis and inter-
b national conflict).
5 .8:30 pm. Draper—II (Bolshevism as an international
Fods tendency).
(Note: New York SYL unit will not meet this evening.)
LN SATURDAY, Sept. &
11 am. Shachtman—III (Marxian Theory of the
: 4 State Reconsidered).
1:30 pm. Gates—III (War and the Permanent War
iy Economy).
© 8:30 pm. Draper—III (Bolshevism and Stalinism).
" Evening Final Reunion and Chinese Banquet. {(Place

to be announced.)

Russian

met!) We may add at this point that in the proposed -

]

quirement is concerned, but even this has not kept pace
with the reality, which has been the atrophy of the party
congress as -an institution. This part of it is no mystery:
since the real power resides at the apex of the bureau-
cratic structure, with no control over it from the ranks
below whatsoever, the existence of the party congress
becomes meaningless, for the bureaucratic rulers as well
as for the ranks. &

The party congress is meaningless and functionless
as an institution of control over the bureauecracy. Its
remaining role—and one that accounts for the decreas-
ing frequency that this role has had to be played—is
something else. '

It comes into play only after serious conflict within
the top bureaucracy, when the Politburo no longer func-
tions as a monolithic and essentially united bloc. Not to
settle that conflict, but to register its outcome, after the

event. %

Rallying the Apparatus

For the monolithic state olso has its group and clique
struggles. These take place not in the party as a whole—
that is a capital offense—and still less in the society as
o whole, but, by the nature of this totalitarianism, are
confined to and centered in the top circles. The tug-of-war
of the bureaucratic groups and cliques has its own forms,
its own weapons, but it is there. We suggest that the con-
vocation of this party congress signifies that the vic-
torious clique is now calling on the party dpparatus te
rally around if.

Such a role for the Stalinist-type party congress we
saw also, with much less clouded view, in Tito-Yugo-
slavia when the Tito leadership called its first party
congresstin 20 years only as a Tesult of the fact that
the bureaucracy had been shaken by the crisis brought
on by the Cominform assault. For it too, the convocation
of the congress was not to provide an-opportunity for
the ranks to assess policies but to rally the apparatus, to
confirm the adherence of the party machinery.

Naturally, in the case of the Russian Politburo, there
is no such threat facing it, nor i§ it a question of the
bureaucracy as a whole being shaken, as it was in Yugo-
slavia. It is here a question of one section of the bureau-
cracy which now steps forward to claim the whole
power. 2
If the congress could not be called sooner, it is be-
cause the clique struggle had not been settled. For six
years following the last Russian party congress, the war
was on, and party congresses were out of the question
for the Kremlin. (Lenin’s Bolshevik party held. con-
gresses even in the midst of civil war, attacked by inter-
ventionist troops ffom all sides, but we are speaking of
a different political species here.) With the end of the
war, a whole new world perspective and new possibilities

_ and problems opened up for the rulers. Differences, dis-
putes, opposing orientations and tendencies (even though

all within the framework of the Stalinist system and its
interests) cannot openly exist; yet they must be settled.
It is an oversimplification to believe that Stalin settles,
or can settle, deep-going pulls from powerful sections of
the bureaucracy merely by a nod.

Power and Policy

This is to say, then, that the group conflicts which take
place within the bureaucracy can by no means be viewed
simply as maneuvers in a struggle for personal power by
one leading claimant or another., We need not emphasize
how much this is doubtlessly involved. But even conflicts
over personal power, taking place at the leadership of a
state, inevitably become fused with the equally real con-
flicts over problems of policy and orientation.

Thus, the last party congress in 1939 marked a big
turn by the regime. It was at this congress, in March,
that Stalin offered the olive branch to Hitler; an offer
that the latter took up later in the year in the Nazi-
Stalin pact. We would-suggest that the congress was not
used as ‘“sounding board” for.athis new international
erientation of the regime—as a matter of fact, it was
not until months later that most people understoed that
the change had even taken place, so little of a “sounding
board” was there involved—but that the decision was the
,result of a conflict, the results of which the congress
was called to witness in terms of group power in the
apparatus. It was then that Molotov’s star rose in the
ascendant. . .

The coming congress may also be used as the sound-
ing board for a new turn in policy, but it is not Weing
called as sounding board for a policy but to rally the
apparatus behind the victors in a bureaicratic struggle,
victors who may also stand for a new orientation or line.

There is another element involved in the internecine
post-war struggles of the bureaucratic cliques, which may
have played an even greater role than policy questions
and which also “involved other policy questions itself. It
must not be forgotten in this connection that this bureau-
cracy which rules Russia has, since 1945, come info pos-
session of a new empire, of new satellite lands—and there-
fore of overlordship with respect to new and subordinate
bureaucratic apparatuses in those lands.

The Winner

With the expansion of the Stalinist empire, the arena
on which rival bureauecratic factions had to maneuver
became not only the machinery of the CPSU itself,
though that is still primary, but also the gauleiter CPs
of the satellites. In the dog-eat-dog struggle for power,
prestige-and position that goes on at the top of the Stal-
inist apparatus, the new subfuehrers in Eastern Europe
had to choose up sides.

Here we have a sidelight also on one factor in the
purges that have gone on continually in Eastern Europe.
Is Zapotocky of Czechoslovakia a “Malenkov man”? Was
Slansky, who tumbled into. the abyss, a “Beria man”-?
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Was Ana Pauker of Rumania a protégé of Molotov? The -
specific connections for these individuals may be ofher-
wise; that is not the point. The victorious clique in t§
leadership of the CPSU also had to consolidate its posF
tion in the satellite Stalinist machines, get their men
into the driver's seat, rally the apparatus there.

The victor, of course, would appear to be Malenkov.

- There is a reservation to be made but it is not that which

’

has been brought forward, for example, by the New York
Times experts. -

The latter duly noted that the selection of Malenkov
as congress reporter put him in the forefront, but they ~
noted in qualification there have also been contrary indi-
cations recently: a photo in Pravda last July showed
Beria closest to Stalin; the list of Politburo members
present led off with Molotov’s name, etc., ete. This is
relatively small potatoes. Compared with the choice of
Malenkov as main reporter to the party congress, the
significance of such evidence is so far behind it as to be
out of sight. As a matter of fact, the approach which
these experts are using is of much value only when a
name disappears entirely from the scene.

Question Mark over Beria

The reservation which is to be made concerns, I think,
primarily Beria, the head of the secret-police apparatus
(GPU-NKVD-MVD). Assuming for a moment that it
iz he who is the strongest power among the aspirants to
the mantle, as some have conjectured, itfis very very:
doubtful that in any ‘cse he would put hii%elf'forw i, -
for the official spet which Malenkov now occupies. Beridy
like all those who have preceded him in his post, is the
public bloodhound of the. regime. It should noet be sup-
posed that this means he is especially hat®d only by the
mass of the people; he is the bloodhound not only for
the masses but also for the ranks of thé apparatus all
the way down the hierarchy.

And even as far as the masses are concerned, Stalin,
as No. 1 man, has always sought to foster the illusion
that he is not directly responsible for the horrors per-
petrated in his name; it is useful for the No. 1 man to
appear to be above the immediate execution of his poli-
cies in blood, so that he can always step forward as the
deus ex machina to relieve. the pressure here or there,
when the “excesses” become too dangerous. Beria, as
heir to Stalin’s mantle, could not easily assume this air.

The naming of Malenkov, then, does not entirely ex-
clude the possibility that behind him is Beria—the same
reasoning does not apply in the case of Molotov—and
there is equally the possibility of a Malenkov-Beria
partnership. This will be subject to check when the con-
gress meets, unlike other aspects of these speculations.

But even with such reservations, the emergence of
Malenkov as top dog is certainly the outcome which: fits
in most neatly with the view of the nature of the Stalinist
bureaucracy which we have held. For behind the Politburo,
and all cliques and groups within it, is not merely a mass
of featureless robots jumping to its orders but a class—
a class which holds the power in the Stalinist social sys-
tem in a real sense. This class is the’ extensive bureaucracy.

This is not the place to discuss the relations between
such a ruling class in a totalitarian system and the
seemingly all-powerful prerogatives of the small group
of men at the top, that is, to discuss how the class as
such limits and conditions the will of the top dictators;
but this much has been clear to us: this class is based
on its possession of the political power in the broadest
sense of the term—not merely on its control of the arm
forces, which it constantly seeks to subordinate to i
political power; not merely on its control of the secret
police, in whose case it also always has the problem of
subordinating it to its political power. It is a vulgarized
interpretation of the Stalinist system which looks on the
GPU as the “real ruler” of Russia.

Malenkov's Lever

- K — j
And the political power of the bureaucracy as a whole =

is wielded through the fusion of the Stalinist party with
every organ, organization, nook, cranny and thread of
the state and all state institutions. The executive com-
mittee of the ruling bureaucratic class isithe party. The
central lever of power is not in the army, not in the
GPU, not in the managerial staffs of the industries, It
lies at the apex of the party apparatus. :

It is this lever that Malenkov has possessed, as gen-
eral secretary and Orgburo head, for several years under
Stalin. It should be understood not merely as a tactical
advantage nor as an “organizational” question, but in
social terms. :

In any case, all of the above still leaves unanswered,
as it must, the $64 question: What does the “Malenkov
group” want? Which way do they want to go? What
trends, what line, what tactic for Russian policy is it
associated with, if any?

Was there a conflict of "hards™ and "softs” within the
Russian bureaucracy with respect to policy toward Tite-
ism, and where did Malenkov stand? Is he oriented toward
beating the Chinese Stalinists under Mao Tse-tung into
complete subordinofion fo Moscow, or toward forming a
co-partnership with this other colossus of the Stalinist
world? Is he oriented toward foughening or temporarily
softening the cold war with the West, in the present
period? As a man who grew to maturity with the develop-
ment of the Stalinist totalitarianism, whose adult life_ -
never knew the revolutionary past of the country, will his~ . °
ascendancy speedup the process whereby, albeit gradu-
ally, the regime has one by one dropped its pretenses of
conforming even in formality with the traditfion of revolu-
tionary Russia? i

This is where even speculation founders. The an-
swers are not likely to be seen, or seen entirely, even at
the congress (or rather, in the corigress material which
is released) which will only inaugurate the new period,
at the most,-




	v16n35-p10-sep-01-1952-LA
	v16n35-p23-sep-01-1952-LA
	v16n35-p45-sep-01-1952-LA
	v16n35-p67-sep-01-1952-LA
	v16n35-p80-sep-01-1952-LA

