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‘Lobking Back on

- 1953's Headlmes

i By GORDON HASKELL

-Major political developments are not regulated by the solar calen-
~ dar. In looking back over any particular year, what tends to impress
_ one is the continuity of political trends rather than the sharp breaks in
them. Yet 1953 has been a year in which, despite the continuity, sharp

- changes have occurred which remind us that the saying ‘“the more
things change, the more they remain the same,” is nothing but a con-
servative falsehood. -

The year 1953 began with the return to power of the Republican Party after
" twenty years in opposition. The basic character of the administration was quickly
revealed with the appointmient of the millionaire cabinet by President Eisenhower.
LABOB AcTionN’s headline for February 2 read:

I's the Curse of Midas,
Mr. Wilson, That's What It Is
That was. when Wilson started out by refusing to sell his stocks in General
- Moetors, proclaiming that “what 'S good for General Motors IS good for the country
" That was just the: beginnihg. -

The *Eisenhower ‘erusade™ staﬁ‘ed ‘the governfnent depart,ments with men who ‘
“ogpposed the ‘sociatrpeastYes o the New Deal “Alghough’ it “is “trie“that ené cannot

turn back:the ciock of history, the Republicanis made a valorous try at it. Publie
kousing was scuttled; and most of the social measures of the New and Fair Deals
were squeezed and chipped away at. Budget-cutting, hard money, the giving away
. of government-owned resources and _plant—all the pet schemes of the American
businessman received priority.

New U. S. Mllifary Pollcy on Formosa
Increases Danger of World War 11l (Feb. 9)

The Elsenhower ‘administration had come to power with vague promises of a
more “vigorous” foreign- policy. In an attempt to show some action on this promise,
- the president announced that this country would no longer “restrain” Chiang Kai-

shek from: attacking China. This seemed to indicate a turn to the “Asia First” poli-
gies of the China Lobby, and toward a more belligerent militarist line. But the
,polltlcal realities asserted themselves, including the danger of the complete isolation
_of nmerlca from her allies unless a cautious policy in Asia were continued.”

 Russia Without Stalin—What's Ahead
As New Despots Unite Against "Panic"'? (March 16)

Stalin’s death on March 5 was the second major event which marked a break
in 1953 in the long term trends. The Stalinist 1u1mg class was confronted with a
" #hajor problem in establishing the succession, a problem which is of first-rate impor-
- tance in a totalitarian society. As far as the rest of the world was concerned, the
“effect was a ‘marked slackening in the pressure of the Russian ruling class in foreign
affairs—in fact, a “peace” offensive designed to increase the frictions among the
capitalist powers while leaving the Stalinist rulers a maximum of elbow-room for
the settlement of their own problems.

Washington Powerless to Seize Initiative as
-~ Kremlin Presses On with Peace Drive {April 6)

The Kremlin’s policy worked like a charm. In Europe and Asia “néutralist”
" moods were encouraged. Winston Churchill began to press for a quick conference
with Malenkov for the settlement of the cold war in a face-to-face session of the Big
. Three, in the same way that the problems of World War II were “settled” at Yalta
and Teheran.
. But Washington was neither willing to “settle” with-the Russian rulers (that
i3, to make a deal to accept and legahze the Russian seizures after the war), nor
was it dble to seize the opportunity given it by Stalin’s death to take the initiative
in ‘pressing ‘Stalinism to the wall. The fact became clearver than ever that Washing-
ton Kas no political program with which to rally the peoples of the world against
Stahmst totalitarianism, and its military program is feared as much by its allies
as by the Kremhn .

"~ The First Mcss Wérkers' Revolts in
Satellites -Shake the Russian Power

tf ‘thie year was the workers’ revolt in East Berlin which spread to the whole of
Eastern Germany, and which was accompanied in the same month by mass stirrings
in Czechoslovakia and Poland. The struggle for power within the Kremlin, the un-
sertainty -about who was master in the house, weakened and demoralized the Stalinist
- pulers and party chiefs everywhere, The rapid shifts in p011c1es which “signalized
this uncertainty heartened the workers in the satellites to rise up and demonstrate
agalnst their masters. -
" The Stalinist monohth showed deep ﬁssures Its irmer wea.kness was laid bare.
In these circuinstances, instead of pressing forward with their “peace” offensive,
“the Kremlin ruleis were forced to adopt a policy of evading any major ' conferences

while they sought to bring their house back into some semblance of order. On July 10

‘ Beria was purged as an’ “enemy of the state” as part of the strugg}e*to re- estabhsh

" one-man rule. .
; : (Turn to. lcsi pqge)

" ton's new military perspective, and in the

“ dunslons, ‘plus-18-*South” Korean- divis

. (June 22)
b The Russian rulers had made a maJor miscalculation. The third major event -

- tidings,.
" says something like ‘this, the people who
= know hlm believe it. As head of the se-

Wlfhdrawal of 2 U. S. Divisions

Highlights the Powder-Keg in Korea—

Rhee Pledges War, While
US. Prepares to Unleash

A-Bombs on China in (ase; a

By PHILIP COBEN

” The announcement that the U. S. is
withdrawing two divisions from Korea
may sound, at first blush, like a “peace”
move; but in the context of Washmg-

“is a logical part of the developmg

er administration.” This pollcy includes.
“greater dependence upon air power and

light of the present impasse in Korean-

negotiations, it takes on rather a threat- arms.’ E
ehing cast. ) v v 2.

It has to be understood, first of all, RETALIATION ON RUSSIA? ;
that this move has nothing to do with Furthermore “an enemy attack in-

Korea would be met by an actwe moblle

any orientation toward withdrawing
defense not limited to-Korea;

American forces from Korea, nor with
any step in - that direction. . The U. S.
leaves in Korea more than five of its own

weapons might (but would not necessar=
ily) -be used.” (Our emphasis.)

This is a startling statement by d re-
sponsible authority close to the Peniagon

sions, plus three or four d1v1510ns from
other UN nations, plus neatly four divi-
sions which are held in Japarm;

The withdrawal of the two divisions
may have been rendered desirable by
economy motives at home, but it ties in
closely with the military plans of the ad-
ministration in case of renewed warfare.
These plans have been widely given out as:
(1) making the war on atomic war, utiliz-
ing America's new and dread weapons of.
devastation; {(2) extending the war at
least to the China mainland.

In this military strategy, which in-
volves great .political decisions, the sub-
ordinate economy motive, insofar as it is
a factor, can operate since the brass fig-
ures that less manpower would be needed
in Korea for the new-look A-bomb war.

The N. Y. Times military writer, Han-

with the idea of sfurhng the Third World
War with Russia in case of resumed war- -
fare in Korea.

ington is convinced that the Stahmsts in
~open the war “in the foreseeable- future 2

Korea, he says, “indicate a. defensxve
pattern.”

Yet the same days news carried the
information that the resumption of war-
fare in Korea with all its planned con-
sequences, wuas being openly threatened,

{Turn to last pagel

cret pollce he is the man mamly respon-
sible for having destroyed the under-
ground organization of Accién Demo-

A Boost for
American Democracy

The coming Pan-American Conference
in Caracas, Venezuela, will be held under
auspices guaranteed to preserve its ef-
fectiveness as a bulwark of demoeracy in
the world. The guarantee is personally
given by the head of the Venezuelan se-
cret police, who vows that “you can bet’
anything you want there would not be a
repetition of the bloody street fighting
and rioting that occurred in: Bogota,
Colombia, during the ninth conference in
April 1948.”

The defense of democrccy in the West-
ern Hemisphere, is going to be implement-
ed by this petroleum colony of America's
oil. companies, you bet. "Wait and see,”
says Senor Estrada, the aforesaid police
chief. "There will.be no trouble even if we
have to round up every suspicious charac-
ter in the couniry and jail them - all
throughout the conference.”

The democratic speeches of the inter-
American statesmen will not be dis-
turbed. The N. Y. Times correspondent,
Sydney Grusoh, who gives us the glaﬁ,
adds: - “When-. Sefior - Estrada

cratica, whose democratically
president, Romulo Gallegos, lasted only
ten months in 1948 before the Venezuelan
army imposed the present military die-
tatorship. . . . The question of what sort
of methods Sefior Estrada’s policemen
use against the political opposition usu-
ally. draws this answer:
secret-police methods.’ ”
While, therefore, the deliberat:
the Conference on how to guard the

tranquil, Washington has not been un-

also 1mposes press censorship—oh, noth-
ing serious, just enough’
. agamst any abuse of freedom of the
press” by misguided oppositions who
have not yet been jailed—and American

in March will not be used to such excel-.

lent and efficient defense of democraey'
So—

“If, as expected the government eases

conference, it will be because Sefior Es-

(Continued on page 4)

. son Baldwm, confums thls view in }ils .
own analysis. The withdrawal, he says,

politico-military policy of the Eisenhow-

. bur re- .
. taliation would be carried to Chma itself !
—and perhaps to the Soviet Umon, s ial
no- holds ‘would be barred . . . atonﬁc‘_

that the leaders of the U. S. are playing
But Baldwin also writes that Wash—‘-

Their military preparations in North:

elected .

as of

hemisphere against dictatorship will' be
“to pro'cectf

newspapermen covering the conferemce .

press censorship for the inter-American .

trade feels the internal situation can-ﬁ'

-sea power and atomic and other new s

Korea will not take the initiative to res «

‘Oh, the usual *

perturbed. Sefior Estrada’s government - v ’




By BEN HALL
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: - Bus after bus, chartered by the old Irternational Longshoremen’s
. Association, carted blaring brass bands and thousands of ‘dock workers
“to the-NLRB’s Port of New York collective-bargaining electlons on
' December 22-23. There weren't any AFL -buses. .

"y “Most-observers” -detected a strong tide running agdinst the AFL

_:' and predicted a certdin, shattering defeat for it, by at least three to one.

When thé "ballots were counted
they were in for surprise. 9,060
- were cast for the ILA; 7,568 went
- t6 the AFL. But 4,397 additional
i votes were challenged; and pend-
__ing their disposition, the NLRB
Y wag compelled to delay a final decision.
: “Although it ran ahead, the 1LA has been
. struck a heavy blow, perhaps a’ mortal
. one. When the AFL polied 45.5 per cent of
| . “the counfed ballots, it had acheived a
: spen'l'aqkulur moral victory, a portent of its
ulhmaie and probably not far-off triumph.
. The erroneous expectations of an over-
'whelmmg TLA victory appeared to be
. ‘based on @ll the facts but one. All the
events immediately preceding the vote
eemed deliberately contrived to assure
Success for the riacket-dominated union.
But thousands of dock workers were de-
termined, despite -all momentary difficul-
‘Yies, to get rid of the gangs and build
a genume union.
Only two moriths after it had been char-
“tered on ‘September 22, as a union exist-
ing only on.paper and on hopes, the new
AFL union was forced into an election,
i lopg,be‘fore it had a chance to put its case
before the majority of workers. The ILA,
on ‘the other hand, could count on a
. elosely knit inner machme of racketeers
- and thugs ‘together with their tools and
umon front mer.

II.A TERROR : ;

I+ was a machine bused on favoritism,
‘graft and ex'lrorhon. and.poficed by terror.
~ ‘Mintiretls of men were obligated to it for
. 3hSir jobs or petty: privileges. Thousands
! of otfiers, dominated by the ‘mood of fa-
yoninm. hnoglned ‘that their |obs and se-
clfﬂy depeénded on-the continued -strength

‘T‘ﬂe'mm:’hme. In the very nature of the
built up -over decades, the
= -could begin the election campaign
. with:a solid-core -of fhousands .of workers
and officials, convinced that their personal
fote-was linked to that -of the racketeers,

'. 'folfgood -or iH.

AT

|

“on itimidation to do the rest. ILA gang-
stéri‘are known to use murder as a nor-
m&t ‘voutime. One -of the earliest AFL
'supporters disappeared mysterlously and

LY ards-found -drowned -days later. Known

‘thigs * eirculated around the polling
bodths “there ‘were stabbings and beat-

' m S

nounced ominously during the voting
‘that he had discovered' that there were
10000 ‘longshoréemen too many in. the
*port and £hat. AFL supporters had better
‘beware. ‘They could expect, he hmted to

e
4

=

.everyone f,hought it would.
-8 oppeessuve became the atmosphere

.

G

s i
2 Bl

#ionsin’ " buses; longshoremen feared to ‘be-
come pnbﬁely associated with the new
- -union ‘in- any way. Thousands who voted
\ '-Aﬂ. came down in ILA buses.
L “The AFL now demands that the elec-
~ tiom, oonciucteél in such an atmosphere,
be’ velded by the NLRB and a new one
ordered. Everything now hinges on the
. NLRB ‘action en its demands; for the
'7 60- smen ‘who voted AFL have already

‘1' -

brbken the  stranglehold of fear, and in

'( a niew vote thousands of others will pmb-
ably go along Wwith them.

‘NLRB'S RECORD

i While the NLRB ponders what to do,
its recerd inthe longshore case deserves
a close serutiny.

{ for-redsons which no one has explomed
ﬂ' Favored the old ILA in virtually all its
desisions. In fact, the participation of ‘this
governmeahbocrd -bore-every resemblance

Yo oulvight :cdldbcrci'wn .with the. thug-
4L run -unien.

‘The AFL needed. time, time. to educate

fand influence longshoremen The Ship-

“ping -Asseciation, -in collusion with the

LA thugs for many years, demanded a

 quickie selection, ;and: of wcourse so did. the.

.IIA The: WIRB :agreed w1th bhe JLA:

employer demand.

Ahother cruclal dlspute arOse over. the

'With-this as -a base, the FLA cournted .

W:lham Bradley, 1LA president, an-.

“ ook for new trades if the ILA won, as -

“$hat. the AFL was compelled to abandon.
plﬂns 4o drive workers to the voting sta- .

“unit. The AFL, with greatest support
among the longshoremen proper, insisted

upon a vote only among them, to the ex-
clusion of more casual and secondary
trades. But the ILA, which had predomi-
nant strength among such units, called
for the inclusion of as many as pessible.
The NLRB again backed up the ILA.

The AFL filed unfair labor-practice
charges against the companies and the
ILA, charging intimidation of its mem-
bers and. pointing to the obvious collusion
of bosses and ILA officials. But the
NLRB forced through the election before’
deciding "upon the AFL charges, which
are stlll ‘pending.

DEWEY INTERVENES

Thus -the elections took place when sen-
timent ‘had jgst begun to switch to the
AFL but before the switch could ‘be com-
pleted. The results of the elections be-

.came obsolete the very hour .of their pub-
lication. No doubt, thousands of longshore- -

men voted for the ILA out of fear and un-

" certainty; now that they have seen 7,500

of their feilow workers decide for the AFL
their own fears and uncertainties begin fo
vanish, but they have -no way to express

. themselves unless a new election is or-

dered.

As this is written, tlie NLLRB must de-
cide what to do about the challenged bal-
lots and how to act on the AFL demand
for a new election. If the record of the

- board is a .guide to its future .actions, it

f Lonoon Lever |
-Rewew of British Politics for the Year

By ‘DAVID. ;ALEXANBER
'LONDON Dec. 21—It is no-pleas-
-ure, in revxewmgflast year’s events

in:Britain, to have to write that it
has been a year of unparalleled
reactlon

Not. oniy -in home Ppolicy. but.. equaﬂy in

v foreign. cnd_eolonml -policy, the Conserva-
- tive 4$orces have placed their

imprint
clearly on the plan of history. What, how-
ever, is even less palatable is that on all

major colonial issues the Labor and Tory

parties have been subshnﬁqlly united.
Busugreemenfs over. such issues have been
over tactics rather than prmélples. and
evea thesg have been used merely as par-
ty devices.

At home, on the other hand, the Labor

Party has been battling valiantly against
denationalization of road transport and
steel. It has used every possible measure
to oppose it, short of iridustrial action.

Likewise, its -opposition to .commercial-
television -has been stated in no uncer-
tain terms,

Even these issues, however, the right
wing of the party has put to .its own ac-
count. nstead of reacting. to the Tories’
attempts to denationalize these indus-
tries by increased determination for fur-
ther public -ownership, it kas made the
renationalizatien of these. industries. the
main progressive legislation in the par-
ty program; it has thus, in its own epin-
ion, relieved itself -of -the responsibility
for further progressive measures.

SETBACKS

Whatever may be written to the con-
4rary, progressive forces suffered severe

‘setbacks at ‘both Trade Union Congress

and Labor Party annual conferences.
Though the teff-wing forces -had good op-

portunities for ventilating their views, and -
“the political wing of the -tabor movement
. undoubtedly showed -very -hedlthy left-

wing. seatiments, the progressive forces in
that -movement -did -nct do well. The ap-
parent dedl made ‘between the Bevamies

and-the righ# wing: meant political “peace™
"in the pariy -af ‘the cost of abandonment

-of ‘lefh-wing -aspirations:
Thus, however prog«resswe the .. sentt-

ner: Brockway;

will undoubj_:edly repeat its old perform-

.ance: final endorsernent of the ILA. But

it is compelled o pause.

. The NLRB is now under ‘the conbrol,

of the Republican administéation and
we ean only speculate on what gordid in-
tmgues—pohtlcal and, shall we say, eco-
nomie, linking shipping eompanies, poli-
ticlans-and racketeers—dominated its de-
cisions. We get a hint from what has
become public.

Thomas E. Dewey, Repubhcan gqvernor.'
has ‘the special task of cleaning up the
record of his administration and that of
his party—a record already tarnished by
the New York race-tfrack revelations. He
has been studiously maneuvering for cred-
it for cleaning up the New York water-
front and is furious at the NLRB (con-
trolled by his own party) whose actions
threaten to undermine his own objectives
and turn control back to the gangsters.

He has ordered a stafe investigation of
the conditions. under which this natienal
labor election has taken place, and he
demands that the NLRB hold up certifi-
cation of the ILA until he completes his
inquiries. Republican Senator Ives
threatens to demand a congressional in-
vestigation of the NLRB if it rushes
through endersement of the ILA.

1t is not only a startling conflict be-
tween state and-federal agencies; it ‘s
an -open conflict over policy between sec-
tions of the Republican Party. The mys-
terious roots of this conflict are yet to be
laid bare. '

NLRB, gangsters, employers — all
would have ‘been futile for the ILA,
which was doomed. -Only one thing -could
have saved it. It needed desperately

some cover of labor-union respectability,

some device to hide its gangster eontrel
and parade as a first-class union. It suc-
ceeded. But -only with the help of John
L. Lewis, who was probably the. only

single man who could have saved the

A

®

ment of Jarge sections .of Labor, . they
are no nearer affecting the policy of the
party than hitherto. The aim of & politi-
cal party is to change-the poHey of a

. country. Some sections of the left wing

seem ‘to mistake marlged increase- in the
volume of words about such palicy for
a greater ability to change it. This may.

. predispose to further:change, but it may
_also ‘be just a safety valve to Dbrevent

it from occurring. .

On Conservative foreign policy, there
were but-two gleams of light through the
black clouds of reaction. Churchill’s gov-

- ernment, calculating that elections in the

Sudan would favor Britain, made. an
agreement on this subject with General
Naguib; but the Sudan election resulted
in a victory for, the pro—Egyptian forces.
It is clear that the Sudan is on 1ts way
to political independence.

Based on what will probably turn.out
to be a miscaleulation, the .colonial seére-
tary agreed to self-rule by the Nigerians
by 1956, if they want it. The miscalcula-
tion in this case was that political -dif-
ferences between the three parts-of this
territory will prevent a united eall for
self-government when the time comes.
The Labor Party.supported ‘the ‘Tories
‘on both these important issues.

"GUIANA ISSUE

" Perhaps the 'most important political

question which united the Tories and La- .

bor was Guiana. We have previously writ-

ten about the serious view that left-wing

fhinkers take of the Labor -attitude, and’
have hauled the Labor Party over . the
coals for forbidding. its branches to listen.
to Jagan ond Burnham, the Guianese PPP
representatives who -come to Britain. It.is
truly fantastic to think .of the Labor Party
agneemg 4o the landing of $roops but dis-
agreeing .with the suspension of the con-
stitution—a_pretty point.

We have to say, however, in all fair-
ness that the party leadership was fon-
damentally sincere in the stand it took,
in the sense that, with its present: poﬁcy,
had it then been in power, it would have
done substantla«lly the.  same. ‘as ‘the

~Tories.

lf’arhamentary opposmon on. this.issue
comes from. the sincere: left *wing=-Pen:

racketeers from imminent defeat.

-Weeks before, a fantastic rumor had
been put into eirculation, suggesting that
the ILA ‘had been offered :a berth in Bis- .
trict 50 of the United Mine Workers, -

“This fantastic rumor, virtually unbehevp

able, turned out to be truel

JOHN L. THROWS STONES - -

The day before the eleetion, Lewis an-
nounced his support of the -discredited
ILA and reported that he had already -
loaned it $50,000, with more forthcoming.
As the NLRB was setting up the polling
booths, Lewis posed with TLA President
Bradley for photographers in Washing-
ton, D. C.

In the negotiations between the AFL
and CIO for unity and cooperation, Lewis
had been frozen out. This was his revenge.
The rocketeers gain momentary . shelter.
Lewis, with cynical irresponsibility, re- -
'minds the rest of the labor officialdom that
he can and will throw stones. - )

On the.side of the new longshoye union
were the prestige and power of the AFL
as a genuine labor organization and the
fighting traditions of the old TLA rank-
and-file opposition, which had ecarried
on irrepressible unauthorized strikes
against the old leadérship and fought
racketeering. Many 1LA -oppositionists
had faced death; some had been mur-
dered. This cembination will yet conquer.

If the AFL has not yet completely
overcome the old ILA, it is because many
longshoremen are not convineced of its
sincerity in the struggle. )

In an election appeal, George Meany
called upon longshoremen to vote for de-
mocracy, for rank-dnd-file control, .and:
for a fighting union. Buf longshoremen
know that racketeering and bureaucracy
exist -in the very AFL which appeals for
their support. )

Investigations of _union: insurance

{Turn to last pagel

and a few people who for merely bureau-
cratic reasons want to embarrass the
Tories just because Labor is in oppesi-
tion, but who would have dohe httle dife
ferent if in power themselves, , ‘

The deposoition of ‘the kabaka of Bu-
ganda was a question on whjch Laber.
crossed swords with ‘the Torfes,

Labor today is “s‘ober”—having been
in office. It is-always ready to wait for a
reactionary justification of an action be-
fore judging it. Tt has forgotten that if
imperialists want 6 suppress’a: national
movement, they do it first and then..ex-.

trac tthe “evidence” upon. which. to ‘base: o

their action. - ‘

Labor is still embarrussed by s re.
sponsibility for other babies. -of: its own--
concéption. The intransigencé of ‘British-
policy - over the Suez Canal Zone, the pro- -
posed Central African Federation, "ter-
rorism" in Kenya, "Communists™ in Malaya
—+the responsibility for these situations
cannot be refused by Labor. . ’

‘ON THE HOME FRONT

Yet, in opposition, it.is kicking. I+ hos

'profesied about colonial lmpenqhsfs ree.

sponsibilities - for “excesses”; yet it does
.not realize that #hese are un inevitdble -
result of the national struggle and the at-
tempt to repress it. You cannot bear g, -
baby and fhen be annoyed that it criés.

On the home front, prices of most basic.
food items h eavgone up since.the Tories’
accession to office. Nevertheless, tea,
eggs, .sugar- and sweets have been- de-
rationed. ,This leaves meat, butter and
margarine as the remaining items. ra-
tioned by a card; oné is allowed 25 cents
of meat, 4 ounces ‘of butter and 4 ounces:
of margarine per week.- Food - is, -how-
ever, plentiful now, and rationing occurs
m(n('ie by the purse than by the ratlon
car

Items of inferest which we did net -
mention during the year were the reJec-‘ :

tion of a bill ‘tp allew ‘theaters and .

-amusemernts to be open on Sunday; the
act fixing the statutory period of: con-
scrlptlon for the next 10 years; the meet-s
ing. of “the -Commonweszlth ‘premiers ‘in

- June; the removal of the ‘control -on
“trading in non-ferrous metals; and some
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Kremlm Wants to Wash 0ff the Stalm Tamt—vnth Stalm 3 Methods

* By A. S. ABRAMOYICH

" The mystery. ‘surrounding Lavrentia Beria's
fate since the day he fell from powér on June
96, 1953 was dissipated on December 16 by

Radio.Moscow’s. announcement that the former’
head of the Russian’secret police and: six-of his

closest aides:+had been indicted for treason and
would stand trial in the near future.
‘Speculation immediately began on another Moscow

. Trial in the making, fashioned after the 1936-38 trials,
. with Beria. confessing to one impossible crime after an-

other while the state prosecutor engaged in an orgy of
vilification in the style of- Andrey Vishinsky.

“Just eight days after the indictment had: been broad:
cast, all such speculation was cut short by the announce-
ment in Pravda ond lzvestia of Deceinber 24 that Beria
and-his six collaborators had already been #ried in secret
session by the Russian Supreme Courf—with Marshal
Konev presiding as chairman—condemned, and immedi-
ately executed along with the other defendunts. Like his
two. GPU predecessors, Yagoda and Yezhov, whom Stalin
had also kand-picked to head the secret police, Beria died
in:front of a firing squad. And like them, he died actused,
not of his real crimes against the Russian people; but the
vickim of a typical Stalinist frame-up.

Liberal Reformer?

Before proceeding to an interpretation of the events
surrounding Beria’s liquidation, we would like to call
the attention of our readers to ome outstanding fact.
Each and everyone of Beria’s co-defendants was a for-

" mer secret-police official.

Whether Beria actually attempted to seize power or,
as is more likely, whether he was preparing for this by
installing his trusted lieutenants in key positions of
power, his entire plan was based on the use of the ter-
ror machine, the secret police.

This.fact alone should once and for all dlspose of those
theorists like the Russion Menshevik leader R. Abramo-
vich. who persist in seeing Beria a defeated proponent
of a "liberal reform program." Whatever demagogic
moves or statements Beria may have inspired in prepar-
ing to overthrow and crush his opponents, one does not
prepare for a more democratic political order by seizing
power with the aid of the most vicious and unrestrained
terror machine that history has ever known.

If Beria was no “liberal,” does this mean that his vie-
torious opponents in the struggle for power, the nine
remaining members of the cligue that rules Russia to-

day, represent the true reformers? It is worth while

pausing a moment to enumerate the various economic
and social changes taking place in the Russian empire
since Beria fell from power.

The Sdme Coin

In the satellite couhtries, with the exception of East

Germany, a great turn: toward -a:relaxation of the ter-

ror and forced  industrialization has been in process, -

with concessions being made to the peasantry, the-har-
ried- middlevrclasses teetering’ dangerously on' the edge
of total extinction, and the workers. Within-Russia it-
self, important concessions have been made. to the peas-

" antry and the urban consumer. The peasant has-been:

assured of his right to cultivate-his private plot and
given the guarantee of a higher income from his work
o 'the collective farmi. The consumer, or more plainly,
the worker, has been promised and has begun to receive

more and better consumption goods.

. EVen ifrthe sphiere of ‘the arts the oppressive hand of
the ‘censor—that is, the secret poliee—has been- lifted.

In: the last month, Ilya Ehrenburg, that spineless chams’

eleon journalist, who reflects perfectly the current
idéology of the Kremiln (it was he who cried- “Death
to every German” during the Second World' War) has
issued an inspired call for greater creative freedom for

.. thé writer. And what Ehrenburg has proclaimed for the
© writer, Aram Khatchaturian has proclaimed for the
- musteian.

There exists a certain school of writers on Russia who

see’ in Malenkov the chief agenf of "liberalization:" And

sueh people will point to the facts we have just adduced

. had been broadcast, the workers

ed his sphere of operations to the secret -police appa-
ratus of the Georgiam-Mensheviks (who therr held gov-
ernmental power), described in the indictment as an-
other branch- of British intelligence.

The second half of the indictment passes almost'
silently over the three decades intérvening between 1920
and 1953, and brings Beria’s alleged “crimes” up to
date. He is charged with: (a) having caused the now

officially admitted crisis in agricuture.as a means of
_destroying the collective farm.system;

(b). fostering
bourgeois nationalism by inflaming other nationalities
against the Great Russihins; and (c) of filling the
police’ appartaus with his own supporters in prepara-
tion for defying’ the party, overthrowing the regime
and destroying the existing social system.

in the entire indictment Berias real crime is touched on
only in oblique fashiom—he failed: in- the struggle for
power and paid the penalty for his failure: As for the
other charges, it would be as absurd to consider them
seriously as it would be to take for good coin the reporis
of "spontaneous” mass meetings throughout Russia of in-

. dignant citizens ""demanding’ the "swift execution of this

traitor to the motherland.”

True to the tradition of Stalin, the present collective
leadership also prepared this unique extra-legal fea-
ture of a totalitarian frame-up. It is an authentic re-
production of the nightmare atmosphere Stalin created
as a background for the liquidation of his v1ct1ms in the

_1936—38 series of show trials.

On December 17, just one day after the indictment
in Beria’s native
Georgia were vehemently demanding the death penalty
for the “traitors.” On December 21, for the third eon-
secutive day according to the Russian News Agency,
Tass, Soviet citizens were. “demanding the death of
Lavrentia Beria and his six accused fellow plotters.”

Sailors at sea, miners in Siberia and writers in Moscow,

Tass reported, all joined together and in unanimous .

voice called for Beria’s execution as a traitor.

Clearly, Stalin's heirs have inherited not only his power
but his "Asiatic methods” as well.

For those who know how to read the eryptic prose of
official Stalinist documents, especially indictments, the
Beria indictment Hhas its own story to tell. In-the list of
crimes attributed to Beria, there is a studied silence
concerning his activity first as head of the secret police
and- later “as secretary of the party in the Transcau-
casion region (Georgia, Armenia-and: Azerbal_]an) dur-
ing the late twenties and the thirties,

In the House of the Hanged “es

It was in this period that Beria attracted’ Stalins”
attention. In the first place, he carried out the ruthless
Liquidation of the Old Bolsheviks, other “independent”
elements  in' the' party and staté apparatus and even:
loyal Stalinists who refused to acecept Stalin as a demi-
god; In the’second place, Beria reVeal-e'd'_a rare talent
as’a falsifi¥r of history, recasting evetits in order that

Stalin' might emerge as the founder and leader of" the-

workers movements in Transcaucasm

The déathly sifence of the indictment is mevihble. To
have touclied. this period in Beria's life woild have also

exposed the complicity of Malenkov, Krushchev, Kagano-

vich, Mlquan and: the others in the same crimes. They foo

did" Stalin’s bidding.

‘For. example,. while Beria -was liquidating the party.
and government: leadershlp of the Transcaucasians .in
wholesale fashion, Malenkov was workmg' under Yezhov,

later head. of the secret police, .in, the Kremlin in the -

personnel department of “the pa,lty' secretariat where
the lists of victims: for the purge trlals were being

drawn up under Stalin’s direct- supervision. Kagano-'

vich and: Khrushchev: carried out the terrible puirges in
the” Ukraine that swept away one set of leaders after
another,

“In the house of the hanged one does not speak of
the rope,” and that is the reason why there is no direct
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. a§ proof of this democratizing process from above, But

lifé is a litfle more complex than such people conceive it
fo be. The Mafenkov-Khrushchev-Kaganovich regime is
iderable ¢ sions and relaxing the police

rest, indictment and execution are the other side of the
sde’ coin.

Standard Falsification

Moscow’s indictment of - Beria boils down to the

_charge that from the very start of his eareer in 1918 he

served as an- agent of foreign imperialism; further,
that in the service of a foreign imperialist power whose

© identity is mot-disclosed - (this fact indicates Moscow’s.

attitude toward negotiations with the United States)

‘he attempted to overthrow the existing reglme after -

Stalin’s death and to restore capitalism.

To give sore ‘substariee to these stale invéntions, the

Kremlin reglme concocted the :followmg story: In 1919
Beriz'acted asia secret agent. in Baku for British im-
perialism, workmg through the antl-BoIshewk Azer-

bémzm nat:onzhst Mus'savet Party In 1920 Bena Sh]ft-

» - RUTH REYNOLDS
- who is under indictiment by the U. S. gov-
ernment for aiding the fight for Puerto
¢ -Rican independence will speak on

The Struggle for Independence
in Puerfo Rico
| THURSDAY EVENING—JAN. 7
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-also-hazard the opinion this is als¢ the reason’why-no.

- who had introduced Stalin to Marxism, and was secre-

-

L aeE

mention of any victims of the 1936-38 purges. One may

it

e T

show' trial was held; What if Beria or one of his. co=

defendants had challenged his accusers and -denouneed =
their complicity in the trials and executxons that. conv o
vulsed the entlre country"

Enter Ordiomkldze ’ 5

Just one name out of this perlod of delmum—ﬂle peri:
od that marked Stalin's consofidation of power and’hit
ascent to the status of absolute dictator—is mentioned,
that of Sergo Ordjonikidie. Béria is accused of the

“crime* of having aroused the former's political: distrust
and suspicion, and in addition, of persecuting Ordjoni-
kidze's family after he died. Just what does it mean?’

Like Beria, Ordjonikidze was a Georgian who accom=
panied Stalin on the road to power. Openly brutal:to
the point where Lenin demanded his expulsion -frem: the
Bolshevik party for his harsh treatment of his Georglan
countrymen, Ordjonikidze -helped Stalin crush aH Ehe' il
opposition groups that blocked the bureaucracy’s raad” .
to power. But even Ordjonikidze, Stalinist though he. .
was, could not stomach Stalin’s destructive and murder--"
ous lust for absolute power. :

He protested and tried to prevent the ruthless hq’m- :
dation of the Old Bolsheviks who had recanted, as well
as of loyal members of the Stalinist clique who- had
incurred-the dictator’s displeasure. Some were -his per-
sonal friends, like Abel Yenukidze, a feHow Gemgla

tary of the Presidium of the Supreme Seviet; oth'
represented precious technically trained: mtellectual
capxtal of the country, like Pyatakov, who had re-
nounced his opposmon to the regime and become deputy
to Ordjonikidze in the Commissariat of Heavy- Industry

For resisting Stalin’s will Ordjomkldze was pmsoned
and died suddenly in his Kremlin apartment on-Febtu-
ary 18, 1937, a little less than a month after the’ trla!
of the 17——one of whom ‘'was Pyatakov. Yenukldzawas
executed in December of that same year.

Beria and Ordjonikidze

To understand what the indictmént does not. say, but
implies, in mentlonmg Ordjonikidze, we should 1emein- A
ber that Beria came to Moscow to become head ’of the
secret police in 1938-—after ‘Ordjonikidzé died:-
fact, Beria was called to Moscow to replacé YezhoV

. and call.a halt to the insane bloodletting.. There bwas,
_therefore no direct struggle between Ordaomkldz

Beria; there was a bitter conflict, however, betw :
Ord_]omkldze and Stalin, in which the former triéd:to
prevent . Stalin' from becoming absolute dictator by &
slaughtering. not only his avowed politieal enemies b t

his old friends as well.

b i3 Beria excited Ordjonikidze’s political susplcxong ~ 4
this simply means that Ordjonikidze- suspeected: tha§ s
Beyia was like Stalin, harbored the same ambitiengsto’
become absolute dietator as far back as the: mtd-thmtaas',(
and was- plepared to-use Stalin’s murderous« met.hbds"'
to achieve his-aims.,

. This- inferpretation is confirmed- by the ' seemingly peﬂy
accusation made against Beria. Amidst all his foul- ‘erimes;, . -
fhe fact that he persécuted Ordjonikidres family: affer -
the latter died-is singled out! But“it so: koppens Hhal-these

“two- conjoined traits were the -distinctive - featurssof

Stalins personollfy—he had -an inordinote lust for 'powier. -
and. he- excelled in vindictive punishment -of -those- wha
crossed his path, including théir faimilies” in- his* revenge.
By evaking the fiction ‘of a  non-existent conflie tibe- :
tween Ordjonikidze and- Beria, the regime “is’ mdn'e'ctl
and cautiously  dénouncing- Stalin’s ' personal~ dxctator#
ship and his murderous methods which rested on t'he I
unrestrained use of the secret police. It is-an attempt -l
to assure to the bureaucracy, which knows the true‘his-. |
tory of OrdJomktdZes fatal' conflict with "Stalim, -tHat -
the existing regime intends to maintain a col}ectlve :
leadership. Further, by presenting Beria as Stahin’s
chief agent and his true inheritor, Malenkov, Ktugh- -
chev and  Company are attempting to exculpate théir -
own guilt and respons1bﬂ1ty for the purges of g:he \

"u‘*" i

- mid-thirties.

Case of M S. Kedrov < i
We call attention to anothér rather curious” defcll m
the indictment. Beria is accused speclﬁcclly ‘of one very

serious crime in the entire lndlcfmenf He is cﬁarged Lwi*h
having murdered M. S. Kedrov.

Now out of the tens of thousands of people Whohl{
Beria had assassihated " directly or indirectly;." why
should this particular crime. be recalled? The. answer
is given in the deseription of Kedrov’s background. il

He is described as an Old Bolshevik who joined the
party in 1902, and a former member of the Presidium:
of the Cheka under Dzherzhinsky in the pre-Stalirt era, |
The Chekist' Kedtrov-Dzherzhinsky is contiasted o
Beria, Stalin’s GPU chief. Under Lehin and- Trots!q, Ao

" the Cheka was the “sword” of the revolution;” afways

subordinate to the will of the party and directed® ag,amst
the' class enemy who took up arms against the young =
workers’ republic. Under Stalin, the secret police was: s
responsible only to him and raged in uncontrolled
fashion not only aganist tlre Old Bolshevik guard, lmf.

_against the elite and rank and file' of the Stalinist b'n—

reaucracy: as well. Again as in: the. mention of - OrdJoni-
‘kidze, we have a cautious attempt on the part of the
reglme ‘o dissociate itself from Stalm.




) S

—wig

T A R

e

W

LABOR ACTION

m!m
wY Ih
Soclalis

At sum.in Youth

..nr‘

Soclalist Youth Leg

B 5 BENe. 50T SuEh
Socu]ist
s ! I IRU Sociald l
g sm.:un Touth League Sccialist Youth TLeague Socialist Youth Leagus bomam Youth bugua Sociglist Youth Leagus. s«.ou:un !m unsue Socialiat !o\ﬁh League Sooumt !wﬁ
sague Socialist Youth Leﬂ Sodal:.st Youth Leagus $ Soel S,

:meommgu th League So

SP Steals a Moment from lts Mass WorI{ to Report on YPS[

ly._LBOGDAN_ DENITCH :

It is with some hesitatien that we take"

. -up.more space to deal with the Socialist
Party and its shadow youth movement,
but we plead new provocation.

We have on hand, dated December 21
(a sort of Christmas present to the mem-
Bersmp), a communication to the mem-
bers of the YPSL issued by the SP’s “In-
- terim Supervisery Committee.” It is en-
*_titled “A Report to the Membership” and
is’ the . first—absolutely the first—real
g comment on the split that has come out

of the SP, directed to the youth “which -

the Party hopes to keep. Lest one think
that the long document took four months
to prepare, let us say immediately that
the entire document, a masterpiece of
‘brevity, is” less than two mrmeographed
- pages long. .
The document on hand-is interesting as
‘gn example of the SP’s internal democ-
racy and the way it abides by the prin-
ciple of not distorting the facts. It is in
.the inimitable style of the SP’s pro-con-
-~ sulto the youth, Steve Siteman (see last
week’s LA).
To begin with, the SP's document claims
* that it has lost "ne more than 15 mem-
_ bers.™ This is interesting since the docu-
- 'ment itself has been put out by the party
_and written by the party. Thus apparently
- $hére-were not enough YPSL members lefi

- ‘éven to provide a skeleton National Office:

~for the SP youth; not even one nationally
known member remained around, just fo
~.sign the document. As for the claim that
"no. more than 15 members™” were lost—
" the' New York district of the YPSL alone
. hadconsiderably more members than that.
It goes on to say that the SP had to
face a YPSL opposition which controlled
the National Convention (which had
“10re than 16 delegates) and won a clear
majority on the National Executive Com-
. mittee. This group, persisting in its op-
- position to the SP and cooperating with
' thesSYL; finally so tried the patience of
I P

y suspended the New York organi-

: zatlon of the youth) that the SP national

the “undemocratlc” YPSL NEC went on -
“toitry and hold .a national referendum of -

> the membershlp to determine whether or

% not to stay in the SP.
1 “The party’s committee, in the face of
- 'this fait. accompli, had no choice but to
. suspend all national officers of the YPSL

and .assume “direetion of the organiza- -

“‘fion:” (This, note, for just trying to hold

‘a 'referendum.) “Local New York of the -

<SP, _after giving all individuals con-
eerned an opportunity to- be heard, ex-
pelled those members of the YPSL who
~were_also members of the party and had

* participated in the separatist move-
ment a

" THEIR MORALS N

Now two things stand out here: no mem-

. ‘bers of the YPSL ever had a trial, received
.. charges, or received notification that ﬂley
*. 'had been “'given & hearing and expelled.”
' . The closest the American branch of the
_-world democratic socialist movement
“came .to this procedure was to hear and

. . receive resignations from two members of
'I'he New York District: YPSL, after which

_ it ‘apparently dropepd all others without

ilne bourgeois formality of a hearing.
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(which had .in- the meantime

Undaunted by the events and sure: of
its adhesion to democraey, the SP.goes
on to say: “This is where the matters
stand. The party- [our emphasis], strug-
gling with its own difficulties, including
the changeover in format of the Call, had
little time to give to reconstructing .the
YPSL.” '

Indeed! the “changeover in the format
of the Call” (a job for a couple of edi-
tors) put such a strain on the resourcds
of the entire machinery of the party, in-
volving the sustained activity for four
months of the SP rank and file as well
as of the youth who stayed with the SP,
that not even a 2-page report on the loss
of the youth organization could be given
till now. Besides, it is hard to see how
the YPSL could have needed “recon-
structing” if “no more than 15 members”
(and mostly from one locality at that)
were lost.

In fact, it is hard to see, if the SP re-

port's. story is not an mvenhon. why the

party has to send out & communicafion -

(postpaid envelope enciosed) asking who-
ever is still in the youth to. please let the
party know of their existence.

The episode is.a worthy commentary
on the “Bolshevik morality” of the SP

bureaucrats—for, as everyone in the SP -

knows, “Bolshevik morality” is defined

as the practice of deception, lies and un- ~

principled distortions of fact.
We again assure the California SP
youth -of our fullest sympathy. The SP

will not omly ignore the political program-

of what youth it has left but will fail
even to provide an organizational basis
for the latter’s existence. We therefore
suggest that without fail they elect as
many delegates as they are entitled to for
the Socialist Youth Unity Convention
that  is slated for February, when the
two Third Camp_socialist youth groups
w111 umte

The Left Wing in the Youth International

Since: the 1946 Congress of the Inter-
national Union of Socialist Youth the
strength of the organized left wing with-

in the IUSY has been declining almost -

steadily. On the other hand the left wings
within the IUSY sections, particularly
within the mass youth movements of cen-
tral Europe, have been growing, both in
clarity of view and numerical strength.

The reason for the erratic politics of
the Youth International is not difficult to
find; although the IUSY has no organiza-
tional connections with the Socialist In-
ternational, its member sections are in

-most, but not all cases, the youth sections

of social-democratic parties. The politics
of those parties have had a direct effect

"~ on the politics of the Youth International.

particularly since most of the European

" socialist “youth organizations are subject
{0 extremely burecucruhc conirol by their

adult sections. -~ -

As an example of the type of control’
the youth is subject to, let us examine -

the British ‘Labor Party’s Labor League
of Youth, easily the most conservative of
the. sections of the .international (where
it is represented by appointed spokes-
men). The LLOY may not even discuss

‘the political line of the BLP; it may not -

pass “political resolutions differing from
the BLP even for.internal consumption;

- it could not until recently have a national

executive body; - it may not have any
mbernal discussion. organ.

CONTINENTAL PICTURE

All observers from England note that
the LLOY is left-wing; with the more

conservative wing being Bevanite while.

the Trotskyists, the Stalinists and the
ILP all have strong influence among the
rank and file. Nevertheless, through its
official spokesmen the LLOY presents the
politics of right-wing social-democracy.

The Continental sections present a more
complex picture. Many of the youﬂl sec-
tions maintained their contact and organi-
zation through the Resisfance and were
closely affected by the currents in %he
European underground resistance move-
ment. The war also weakened the organi-

" zation of the ‘adult SPs, making much in-

terference from . the adult parties.out of
the .question . in the early post-war yeats.
Thus the Belgians, the French, the Greeks,
the Austrians and the Italians« with some
support from the Germans) formed a solid
left wihg of militants who had but recent-
ly been engaged in armed struggle.

The growth of the social-democratic
parties and the cdnsolidation of the po-

. litical scene made a decline of the so-

cialist youth inevitable. The militants of
the youth entered into the parties; their
replacements in the youth had no train-
ing -and no long internationalist tradi-
tion. As the German youth grew, for éx-
ample, its politics became more and more

innocuous.

YOU'RE INVITED

to speak yeur mind in the letter
column of Labor Action. Our pol- .

| icy is to publish letters of general
political ~interest, regardless of .
‘views. Keep them to 500 words.

, that it was too
discussed the political views of the letter -

There are of course exceptions:. the
Austrian youth represents all that is
healthiest in the Austrian social-democ-
racy; the Dutch youth—unaffiliated with
any party since the Dutch Social-Demo-
cratic Party dissolved after the war to
form a broad “Labor” Party—is still
internationalist and Marxist. )

The IUSY, however, as a body, is pro-
Western and suffers, in its political docu-
ments, from all the weaknesses of the
post-war European social-democracy.
Lack of social-dynamism, lack of mili-
tancy, and attempts to orient away from
the class organizations have had their
effect in weakening the Youth Interna-
tional.

Footnote

LABOR ACTION is in. recexpt of a letter;';‘
from Victor Howard of the Libertarian .
Socialist .Committee . (Chicago), which :

may be of some interest. The LSC of
Chicago was one of the groups partici-

pating in the recent Thlrd Camp eon- -

ference.

Comrade Howard’s commumcatlon en-
closes a letter he wrote to the IWW’s
Industrial Worker, defending the Third

Camp Conference against another letter -

which-had appeared in that paper’s col-
umns. But the Industrial Worker refused
to print Howard’s letter, on the ground
“personal” (that is; it

writer who had attacked the conference).
To complicate matters: the present edj-

tor of the Industrial Worker is himself -

also a member of- Comrade Howards
group, the LSC.

This LSC is a loose umdeologlcal
grouping of pacifists, anarchists, soecial-
ists, anarcho-pacifists, etc. Previous to
* the conference, it had proposed the novel
idea of holding the gatheéring in Des
“'Moines, Iowa——presumably to free it
“ from the dead hand of New York “bu-
reaucrats.” Now some LSC elements
seem displéased with the conference be-
‘cause it dld not launch big “mass activi-
ties.” i

The Industma.l Worker, under the

editorship: of its present editor, lent its:

columns to.. unfriendly reports on the
conference. In its Dec. 18 issue, it print-
ed a letter signed only by a card number,
the holder of which, however, happens to
be one of the leaders of the LSC group.
It is this that Comrade Howard replied
to—in vain, sinee he couldn’t crash the

Industrial Worker’s columns. (Outside

of this, both the paper and its LSC editor
believe in democratic discussion.)
Howard’s reply excellently disposed of
the silly charges against the conference,
among other things. He also had a sen-
sible word to say about the “wild” per-
spective of the LSC critic, who had met
the point about ‘‘objective conditions”
with the statement, “If necessary, we
shall make the objective conditions
right”! In addition Howard incidentally
pointed out that this same critic, who be-

longs to both the IWW and; the ESC,.

also “believes in the progresswe ‘founda-
~tion’ of the Soviet Union and is an ad-
mirer of the Cannonite Socialist Workers

Party”!

However, the IWW’s paper saw fit to
print the views ‘of this peculiar political -
- mélange, but to exclude Howard’s sane

reply. . .
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-new jurisdiction, making clear that his

-squabble between two rival groups of

.. crushed the AFL, then the meést- conservas -

‘Am'éricd"'sl leading Marxisi

Longshoref 2

{Continved from page 2}

funds reveals corrupt officials in various
AFL unions -dipping into- the titl. Only .
three days ‘after-the longshore vote. hid
been. completed, .the International Union
of Operating Engineers ' (AFL); Loeal
137 in New York State; invited a con- [}~
victed racketeer to resume his post as it -
business agent. The loeal “vuted” in & .
fashion that is traditional in the’ ILA, Bl
no secret, ballot; a standing.vote, - -
On the board .of trusfees of the new
AFL union sits Dave Beck, presxdent of |-
the Teamsters Union, reperted ‘to-be hon-
est and bureaucratlc “While. the’ AFL ’
appeals for the. reconstructw'n of a‘ine
new longshore union, Beck sets up. a
new Teamster local to take over public-
loading work handled by the longshore
union from the beginning. Beck threat- |
ened to strike in order to carve out this

claims were staked against whatever un-
ion won the election, ILA or AFL.

SUSPICION OF AFL .

Longshoremen who think of the AFL as
o single solid federation with a uniform
outlook are purzzied. Perhaps the whole
fight on the waterfront is nothing but «

crooks, they speculate cymclly In which
case they are impressed with the profound -
arqument of the ILA officials: “"You know
what you gof; you don't know what yout
might get.”” They remain unaware. that the: .
fight against rcckei’eermg union Iecders‘
on the waterfront is part of a campaign’ -
against racketeers inside the AFL: cnd
against their protectors.

For a long time, sections of the AF‘L’l
have demanded that the federation root: -
out gangsters where they have taken'
hold. But the majority wanted no inter-
ference in the life of affiliates, howeve#:
backward or reactlonary The Internat
tional Ladies Garment Workers: Uniom.
succeeded finally in pushing through -a
resolution against racketeering ‘at .an
AFL convention. which set up -a speciak.
committee, to combat it. But -until the |
longshore ﬁght this resolutlon remamed‘ 3
a dead letter. '

All elements in the AFL wckh the: lon§
shore: fight closely. If the rackefeers ha€

tive sections of the- fesmgmn would: bcws
put 6n a big push’ against any repetition
of the ﬁghf against the ILA, Du'l' it did uot
happen. ,

Desplte the employers,, ,desplte thg
NLRB, despite the . racketeers, and- deg 0"
spite Lewis, the AFL has. already WOon as, ,"
great moral victory in the. ﬁght ag'amst
racketeers. Militant longshorgmen arein. .
the forefront of a. eampa;gn to- cleanse
the labor movement. L ST
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Continued from: page ¥

stand it. At the moment it looks as 1f
only messages gomg abroad WlII be freed
from scrutiny.” ;e
Thus, while Venezuelan democracy,, s
far frome pegfect, even its high level wilk+
be raised temporarily .in order not: -t¢. !
blemish the tone of the Garacas ~confer -

‘ence. After all, “Venezuelan Iéaders w—ho,

like Sefigy’ Estrada, knew something .of
the world outside, realize that much. of -
the prestige expected to accrue from the
conference will be—tamlshed if censorshlp
is in effect.”

The American pre:s. which beccme ins-
tifiably md:gmm:lr ot repression of- press.
freedom in Peron’s. Argentina. lin: propar.
tion. fo.Peron’s demagogic anti-Americons
ism), have not been notable for profests
agmnsf the idea of holding. the- Pan-Ameér-
ican Conference: in this police sﬂlfe. with
"fhe prestige which is expected to actrue-
to the dictatorship and ali. Even the ap-
pearance of ‘this revealing dispatch in the:
Times would seem- mainly - to- be: pressive:-
on-Yenezuela to.ease its- eensorslnp, for the:
benefit of the U. S. press. - - -

Seiior Estrada, by the way, is no mere- i
ly benlghted Latin American. He went
to school in the United States, served
three years in his countrys Washington
embassy, and his main ambition (he tells
American reporters) is to settle down in
the U. S. whenever Venezuela’s destiny
makes it possible for him to be released
from his present  burdens. He is "'no. |
stranger to the American Way of Life. =]
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-On January 1, 1954, hymns of praise will burst forth from the

: servxle East German press in thanks for Moscow’s boundless generosity

.and benevolence. On that date Moscow ofﬁcxally ceases exacting any fur-

ther reparations from its German satellite in accordance with the eco-
nomic. agreement signed in Moscow on August 22, 1953.

The: only payments the East German regime is.henceforth obligated

.. to pay ‘will be five.per cent of its
l yearly state budget to cover occu-
i pation costs. The Russians have
estimated that in 1954 this will
come to-slightly more than a billion
and a half East German Marks.
(It is characteristic of the Russians that
"only now do they admit that the East
~ Germans "have been paying occupation
costs- to ‘the tune of about two billion
East German Marks a year, a fact which
they denied till the present time.)
' In addition, the August 22 agreement
“provides for the return to East German
control of the last 33 of 200 large indus-
‘trial - enterprises . which' the Russians
seized in 1945 and converted into Russian
property, weorking. exclusively for the
benefit of the Russian economy. It alse
relieves the-East Germans of paying the
last installment on 66 Russian-held prop-
arties’ which were returned to them in
1952,

AOSCOW'S MOTIVES

This official renunciation by the Russians

¥ the right to further repcrahons comes

t the end .of more than eight years of
nelr ‘merciless, predatory exploitation of
R “East German economy. According to a
‘scumented- study made by the German
ocial-Democratic Party. the Russians
1ve extracted more than $28 billion
!orth-of industrial plant goods from cur- "~

L ah o,u'l'pilt and services, since 1945, from

.. fir rump satellite. This is almost three
“aes the $10 billion. worth of repcrafions
e Russians demanded  at Yalta in 1945,
~This- Russﬂm pillaging for' the “past
,1g’nt ‘yearh i§°the’diréct and immediate

. catse ‘of the irremediable crisis in. East
" Germany. To meet the insatiable de-

et ¢

ands of the Russians for economic

dby, their German puppets were com-
“élled to. raise. the exploitation of the
vs()rkers to an unbearable piteh without
‘any recompense in the way of improved
Miving standards.” Indeed, living stand-
“ards in Eastern Germany deteriorated

d,urmg 1952 and 1953 to the starvation .

levels ‘ofthe immediate post-war period
“ off 1945-46. The' June 17 events were the
“ workers' .answer, to this regime of co-
k " lonial exploitation.

. The . Russians are now moderatmg
“their levies on the German economy only
:because. it can no longer yield repara-
.tions at.the previous rate without bring-
mg about the eompléte ruin of the econ-
- omy and’ of the Ulbrlcht-(}rotewohl re-
g}me esides the: official renunciation of
reparations and the transfer of the Rus-
slan-controlled industries are acts in-

.tended-to demonstrate Moscow’s. political ™

support and cenfidence in the discredited
‘puppet- reg‘xme Officially, the Ulbricht-

Grotewoh} reglme now has complete eon- -

trol over the entire economy .and there-
fore appears as “independent” as -the
West German Adenauer regime.

- The Russian. claim that reparations will

end on January 1, 1954, and that on that -

same date they will no longer control any
part of the East German economy, is a
shabby fraud. The truth is that the Rus-
sians will continue to drain goods out of
East Germany for nothing; they will con-
tinue to own and operate some of the
properties they seized back in 19457 and
they will continue to control decisive sec-
tors of East German industry through the
banks they operate.

For example, the Russians have not
said a word about the Wismuth-AG cor-
poration which controls the uranium
mines along the German-Czech border
and -which employes about 200,000
forced-laborers and slavé workers in the
mines and its auxiliary enterprises. The
Wismuth-AG embraces,between 65 and
70 mines as well as repair shops, ware-
houses, laboratories, plants fabricating

mine equipment and ore-refining mills. )

This vast industrial complex devoted. to
the manufacture of materials needed in
the -production of atom bombs will re-
main in Russian hands so long as they
stay on East German soil.

CONCEALING THE TAKE

Furthermore, although the Russians
are officially returning the last 33 huge
industrial plants they operated directly
through their so-called SAG (Soviet Ak-

tion Gesellschaften) corporations, they -

will in real fact continue to dispose of

whatever part of ‘the output of these
Jplants they want. The working capital of

these enterprises is owned and controlled
by the largest and wealthiest bank in
East Germany, the Russian Garantie and

Kredit bank. By virtue of the money this

Russian bank has pumped into these en-

- terprises’ (at four and a half per cent

interest), it has a legal claim to the out-~
put of these factories.
In addition:to this financial lever, the

Russians have ordered the East German -

regime to set up a special administrative

department to run these factories, and -

the ‘Russians are choosing the German

directors who will replace the Russian -

administrators.

The Russians have worked out ingenious .

methods of concealing their exploitation
of East Germany. Instead of taking re-
parations they will now take a lcrger
volume of exports,

This is just what began to happen in

1948 when the Russians made their first:

propaganda declaration of a cut in re~

parations, aecording to. a former Russian

foreign-trade official who- worked in
Eastern Germany at that time. In an
essay which he contributed to a book en-

?Pkn_ Tresca LMemoriaI Meeting Jan. 9

. OWd friends of Carlo Tresea, murdered
Halian labor editor, will recall memories
-of his courage and his unecompromising
opposmon te both Stalinists and Fascists,
‘on-Saturday, .l"anuary 9, two days before
the- actual anniversary of his death in
11943, They Wil meet in the Rand School,
7 East 15 Street, at 2 p.m., under auspices
of the Tresea Memorial Committee, of
/which Norman Thomas is chairman.

- After that meeting, lowers will again be

Jaid at the northwest corner of Fifth Ave-
nue and 15 Street, where Tresca was shot
‘down as:he left the office of his fortnightly
|ournal It Martetlo (The Hammer).

. Speakers at the memorial will include
‘James T. Farrell, the novelist; Fort
“Velona, a .vital defense witness in ‘the

. Athios - Terzani-Khaki -Shirfs murder

" frame-up case in 1933, in which Tresca

played so -important a part; Sidney

. ‘Hertzberg, writer and editor; Morris

! Mllgram, builder of homes for. workers
in Philadelphia; and Samuel H. Fried-

. man, member -of the Socialist Partys
‘pationdl executive committee.

‘When Tresca was’ killed, the. g11nman
_got away in an automobile, which was

. found abandoned a ferblocks away_sev-

“cuted for that crime,. despite the fact

that ene of two suspects was identified

by a parole agent as having entered the -

escape-car (recognized by its number)
an hour and a half before the murder.
One of Tresca's outstanding effective ac-
tions in the class struggle was his organiz-
ing-of o committee which defended and
won exoneration for Athos Terzani, young
anti-fascist who was falsely charged with
the fatal shooting of a comrade, Antenio
Fierro, in a free-for-all battle at a meet-
ing of the fascistic Khaki Shirts in Astoria,
When Terzani was arrested for that

slaying (though he had pointed out the .

real killer to the police and showed them
where he-hid the murder gun), Carlo
Tresca immediately organized a defense
committee, of which Norman Thomas
was chairman.

Intensively gathering evidence in both.
. Astoria and Philadelphia, where the .

Khaki Shirts had. headquarters, that
eommittee not. only achieved Terzani’s
acquittal at the end of a four-day . trial,

‘but- brought about the prosecution and

conviction. of ‘the actual slayer, f Frank
Mod;llafore, and his aceessory, Art

_Smxth_’ Khaki . Shirts commande‘r. Both il

ussian Exploitation of E. German Satelllte
fill Continue in Spite of New Agreement

titled Soviet Economic Policy in Postwar
Géermany, this former Russian official

(named Vlas Leskov) states that when

reparations were scaled down in 1948,
the Russian share in East German “ex-
ports” rose from 350 million marks to
440 million marks annually.

In 1950, the Russians announced a
further reduction in reparations and
claimed they would be taking only 7 per

' cent of Eastern Germany’s eurrent out-

put. However, a Social-Democratic study
asserts that in 1951 and 1952 the Rus-
sians had extracted reparation goods to
the sum of over nine billion East German
Marks. In the sanie two years, the value
of " East Germany’s industrial output
came to about 24 billion marks.

The Russions disquised part of the re-
parations by designating them as "ex-
ports.” For in the same period, between
1950 and 1953, exports from Eastern Ger-
many to Russia doubled. In 1950 Russia
took 21 per cent of East Germany's ex-
ports, in 1953 42 per cent. For this reason
we can confidently expect that “exporis"
frem East Germany to Russia will show @
jump in the coming period.

Whether buying goods out of repara-
tion funds supplied by the puppet regime
or paying for them out of their own
funds, as a genuine purchase, the Rus-
sians have the ingenious habit of estab-
lising prices at 1938 German levels.
This means in practice that the Russians
pay only 50 to 60 per cent of actual pro-
duction costs.

In the past the East German govern-
ment not only had to transfer reparation
funds to the Russians with which te pay
for reparation goods, it also had to sub-
sidize the nationalized industries which
produced for the Russians. According to
official figures in the year of 1948, for
example, the nationalized undertakings
working on reparation orders were regu-
larly showing a deficit that ranged from
25 to 40 per cent. The persistent inability

of East Germany’s nationalized indus«:
-tries to show an over-all profit-is due to -

the fact that the profits of:the national-
ized industries not working for the Rus-
siansg had to cover the losses of factories
producing reparations and exports for

_-Moscow.

APPETITE GROWS

Not only will East Germany continue
to sell a considerable share of its indus-
trial output at a loss to Russia, it will
continue to bear the entire cost of these
“exports.” The Russians dispose of vast
financial resources and are in a position
to renew these resources. As a result of

“eight years of continuous reparation

payments the Russians have in their
possession billions of East German

“Marks as a reserve on which they can

draw to pay for what they purchase in
East Germany.

. Moreover, the Russians will continue to
draw a._ profit from the Garantie and

Kredit. Bank, and from the vast network of

trading and fransport companies which
they own and operate at a profit. The Rus-
sian Transport Company ‘“'Derutra” han-
dles exports going #o Russia, conirels the

- North. Sea facilities of Wismar, Rostock

and Stralsund, and in addition, dominates
the  transport busin_ess between East and
West Europe since it controls the neces-

sary rail and road facilities.

Another. tradmg company owned by:
the Russians is “Derunapht,” which deals
in ‘gasoline import and distribution. It

owns storage space and facilities, con--~

trols.the distribution of gasoline in East«
ern Germany, and owns the entire net-
work of gasoline and oil retail pumps and
-gervice stations.

The original plant stocks and facili-
ties of both co:mpames mentioned above,

- Trotskiyst”) groups.

~ peculiarly enough—or not so pecuharly 4

‘genuine, if confused,

,::.- el St i

4‘ =

as well as of the many other tradmg‘and
transportation ' firms operated - by ' the
Russians, were confiscated from the Ger-
mans. But in announcing the return of ~
the SAG- industrial -enterprises, they
have not said a word about returning
these lucrative sources of income.

In a word, appetite grows with, eating,.
and the Russmns have not for a moment
abandoned their stranglehold on the East

erman economy. They intend to go
rlght on exacting as much tribute as it
is politically expedient-and economically
feasible to extort from the. plundered
exhausted economy.

e
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British Trotslryist
Group in Split Too

First report has reached us of the ex~
tension to Britain of the widening . snlit
in .the Fourth International (“orthodoxs

In that country, since the dissolution
of the Trotskylst “Revolutionary Coms..
munist Party” in 1949 to enter the ranks.
of the Labor Party, the “or_thodox-,Tmt-_
skyists” centered their activity around
the organ Socialist Outlook. The politiéal
leader of this group has been Healy. .

With the recent split in the Amemcan
Socialist Workers Party and in the Cey- -
lon Trotskyist party, the Fourth Intérna-
tional groups have been ripped apart.be=
tween the tendency represented by the.
international secretary, Pablo, representv'
ing the more Stalinoid wing of the move=-
ment, and the politics represented. by
Cannon of the SWP, which hangs back:
from the extreme pro-Stallmst ‘position
elaborated by thé “Pabloites.” The spht
in the British.group follows similar lines -
of division.- :

A letter which we- have reeelved i:;om
a friend in England : g’xves ‘the’ ‘follovhn§
details:

“The split has already taken- place

" here. Healy has linéd vp with ‘Cannon'”

against Pablo. Lawrence, editor of - the
Socialist -Qutlook, is hned up with- Pablo =
The size of each ‘group 1s approxmlately
equal at the moment.

“The Pabloites are ‘in control ‘of the
Socialist Outlook—-though tl;e Cannon-
Healyxtes still have some say in- its run-
ning by virtiie of holding a substantial
bloc of ‘shares-in the Labour Publishing:
Company which runs the Socialist Out=
look. Thete is still a state of fluidity’ de- r
spite the existence of two. separate na~
tional orgamzatlons. : @

“There is a section of both orgamza- :
tions which is waiting to see (1) who
will eventually get absolute control of -
the Socialist Outlook, and (2)‘how :the *
Cannon-Pablo conflict will affect thé twe..
important F. I. national sections, the:
Ceylonese and the. Bolivian.. [these are
the only two groups which:-have any.mass
influence in their respectlve cmmtnes—-k»»
Ed}
. “I ‘doubt very much if either ‘Healy’ or
Lawrence have.more -than 40 people, In
faét, this is probably a very inflated num=' !
ber. However, the influence of the Social—
ist Outlook is considerable. - .*And yet, o

—the organization even before the ‘split~
was fesing meinbers. . . . The new split
will have a crippling. effect on them, én
Koth factions, certainly for.the nekt few
months. The fact is that though the.Stdl-
inoid line attracted guite a pefmphe ryof
left-wingers,
organization, with 1ts sectarianism; dog~ -
matism, rigidity and general bﬂnahﬁy,
repelled these very same- e}ements o R

Resolutlon on ISL (ase Presentetl to A V(

A resolution to “endorse the recent ac-
tion of the Workers Defense League 1;1
making a test case of the attorney gen-
eral’s. Subversxve List,” in the case of the

ISL was presented to the recent national
convention of the American Veterans
Committee, which met in Atlantic City
on December 4-6. -

The resolution, put forward by the
Delaware County, Penna., chapter of the
AVE, was favorably reported out of the
Natlonal Affairs Committee but defeated
on the floor: The bulletin of-the chapter.
whieH- sponsored the resolution (the

whlch reports the . pbove =

information, “does not - add any detaﬂs
about what dlscusswn took place on the
floor.

The resolution quoted the statement of
Rowland Watts, WDL national secretary,
on the ISL case, and said: “We pledge
our moral support to the WDL in this
challenge of the validity of the siggger~
sive list, procedurally and politicaliy. We '
do not helieve that radiealism or opposi-.
tion to the capltahst system is'in itself a'-
subversive -activity: Unlike the Commu= ' "

nist - Party, the Independent Socmhst :
‘Leagueis both antl-fasclst and antl-Stalf"i J

mlst and does not have any conne’ctlo’
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- of war regardless of the “justification,

The

; he squeal or: stand-up. to: his: inquisitors? Should
£ N.Y. ISC Theafer Parfy for

s Tuesd’ay eve., January 26
£ : Write for tickets ta:

f Violence tself s

8y DAVID: McREYNOLDS'

Violénce is cl’eaﬂy one of the central issues -of our

. ‘tile. A1l of us agree; General MacArthur; Geoxgi Mal-. -

‘enlov-and Max -Shachtman would find common’ ground:
onr this; if they. would dagree on. nothing else, - - .
Today only a psychotic would Kknowingly work o
‘bring: about . s major. war. Rational men.often pursie
policies- which- will' lead: to war, but that is guite dif=
ferent from- conceiving of war as a- positive good. And
‘while: many still feel violence is an essential instru-
ment of revolution, practically no one wants violence.
In modern times, the fascists alone, of major political
movements, thought of violence as a. desirable thing—
a4 means to be preferred above others—making of it a

- kind:of mystique.

However; the Independent Socialist League, in com-

.mon with: the Republi¢ans, Democrats, Stalinists, and,

I regret to say, a majority of my own Socialist Party,
feels that as a last resort violence may be necessary,

- however undesirable.' Thi$ is where the pacifistd dis-~
i_agree. The editors of LABOR ACTION would not hit any-.

one;- I'm sure. But. pacifists, God willing, would not hit
anyone back.

Most pacifists would define violence as a method of
selving problems in which physical force is used with
the intent of harming or killing others. We certainly
don’t . consider  .demonstrations; picket lines, general
strikes, etc., as being violent. (Vielence may accom-
pany these aetions, but the actions are not of them-
selves violent.)

VIOLENCE AN INEFFECTIVE TOOL

The' pacifist has several objections. to violence.. The
first two: are-not, perhaps, directly. related to the nature

.of violence itseif. but to the nature of the times. In the

some way thaf fire may be useful in general but bad if
.ased in a room filed with- gasoline fumes, violence—
-whatever its previous value—is an ineffective tool. for
revolutionaries. to use today because of the nature of
the modern state..

It should. be clear by now that the weapons in the
hands of the: modern state make war an impossible
method for achieving or defending: democracy. It would
ot matter who waged the war—capitalists, Stalinists

_or socialists—the chaos resulting from mdlern. war

would' be so complete that no demoeratic society could -
emerge from the ruins. It would not matter who. started
the war or who was to blame, we would all be. just as
dead. A bee may be completely justified in stinging the
person: who sits on it, but. the bee-dies just as quickly
whether it stung in self-defense or in malice. War is
not a last resort for democracy. It is. freedom’s tomb.

Not. only must we be: very clear about our rejection
” we should be
just as. clear in. rejecting violence as a method for-
achieving a demeécratic revolution. For, with- the rige

-of the modern centralized state, we have seen the state

‘gain a virtual monopoly: over weapons of violence. It is
no longer the muskets: of the:-King’s troops. against the

.muskets. of “the people.. . is the wnodern. state armed

with aireraft, tanks,. peisen gas and. machineguns, and:
aided. by modem _propaganda,. control of communica--

-tions and transpertation,. and.a.vast: secret«pohce sys-

tem,. all arrayed. against a populace still’ armed’ only

with. muskets . i

| Wwﬁ you
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to the FBI?

;  That’s. the theme of “The Emperor’s
. Clothes”—except that, as a matter of fact,
the setting is laid' in an East European
police-state. - .

b,

i

Emperar 3 Clothes

This unusual play has been revived, off: Broada--:

o

dilemma of a man in a police-state under the
‘pressure of conformism. and: state’ terror: Showuld-

he be a rat or a “hero”? Should: lte sell himself
and.: his. child: to: the-police.for, the job He wants?

"The Emperor’s Clotfies'

New York ISE, 144 West, 14 Street

1 way, by the theater groupoff the:‘GreemmeB Mews -|i
* Playhouse. It deals i memorable-fashion: with the

i NewY"o‘rkl’l‘NYF oy et b
& ontribiution: $1.50° : : K

st Argues That the 'Essential Natare

The radical who. thinks he is going to overthrow this
or any other government with shetguns and “Molotov
cocktails” is to be commended for a remarkable and
romantic 1magmat10n What vielent rewolution. has been.
successfuI sinée 1900 in any centralized, industrialized
state"

VIOI:ENCE IS UNDEMOCRAT rc

The pacifist does not base his argument against vio-
lence only on the relation befween violence and the na-
ture of fhe times. He is convinced that the essential
nature of violence itself is undemocratic.

We do not believe it is a coincidence that the major
violent revolutions since 1900 (occurring, incidentally,
in such backward areas as Russia, China, etc.) have
resulted in oppressive dictatorships. It is no accident
that states whieh have placed great emphasis on mili-
tarism: have naot remained democratic.

We do not for a moment deny that many courageous
men and- women have taken up arms in deéfense of free-
dom. Our disagreement with their method in no sense
implies a doubt about their intentions. When we say

"that.it is undemocratic to use violerice we realize that

in a narrow sense it is “democratic” for a majority of
the people to take any action they want. But this does
not mean that an action “democratically” undertaken
will prove to be democratic. Even if an overwhelming
majority of the people voted for a dictatorship it would
still be. an undemocratic action.-

If a majority agree to use violence it is. 51mply wrong
in large numbers. We can, with the best intentions,
vote to wage war or take part in a revolution on behalf
of freedom. But regardless of our democratic intentions,
the results will be undemocratic in the same way that
if we mistakenly swallow poison in place of medicine
our intentions will not save us.

Pacifists believe that the means we use shape our ends.
There is. nothing remarkable or religious abouf this view..
After ali, LABOR. ACTION has often- pointed out that de-
mocracy cannot be achieved by any except democratic
means. The pacifists believe that we cannot achieve de-
mocracy except by democratic, non-violent means,
DEMOCRACY A WAY OF LIFE

Demoeracy, to most pacifists, is not some partlcular
kind of parliamentary system but a way of life. It is a
society where men: live cooperatively with a. minimum.
of coercion; where each. individual is free-to develop in
socially constructive ways, and where each. person. feels
a voluntary but. very real and. abiding sense of com-
muynity with those around him. I think that LABOR
AcrioN might well agree with. this.. At least I hope this:
is not “some special pacifist definition.”

Democracy: is fundamentally based on mutual respect
among men. It is possible only whete:a- sense of com-
munity is present. It cannot. tolerate' class or race
lines.. It. cannot. flourish if the people: are: fearful and:
riven by hatred. I{ is stifled: if the: state has been. so
centralized that the individual no-longer counts, if men:
no- longer feel a need. to partlclpate in: the job: of gov~
erning themselwves.

Some: might. say this. is all fine, but that: before we-
aan have suich a: saeiety we must. struggle to- evercome
such: things ass racism;. capitalism,, etc.,. which. stand: in:
its way, and: that this. struggle: may reyquire: violence.
The pacifist agrees that tremendous obstacles standsin:
the: way of a: truly democratic, seeiety. He- would (ox
-should?): agree: that revolutionary.secial changes, as
well as: individual: changes, are necessary. But he would
argue that to use violence as a-means:is to obliterate-all
hope: aft achieving: demoeracy: as- an end. -

Violence' as a sacial method assumes that tliere- are’

groups of men who are “beyond: the pale,” who are not
worthy of our respect. However closely it unites the
group  using-it, it divides them from the group against
which it is used’ and!leaves scars which never heal. Vio-
lence' demies” that each: man has an. individizal werth—
only those who belong to “our” group, or the “right”
race, or the “proper” class, are worthy of respeect.

VIOLENCE SPREADS FEAR

Centralism: and’ secrecy are necessary to be “effec-
tively violent.” What army could win a. war witlout a
tightly unified command? What revolution could: sue-

ceed if it began- at a dozen different. times: and: lacked-
coordination? How can either war or.violent. revelution-

be carried on unless the battle:plans sre secret?. Lenin.

_understood the nature of violémce well enough: observe:
his outline for a revolutionary: “conspiracy” in What
¥s to: Be Dbne, Amd yet; this-very centralism-and secrecyx i

militates: against’ democracy.
Violence creates a special: group-who wield the: Wes:p:L

- ons of violence: and-thus have undue power in’ dletatmg
" policy. The: threat-of . violence spreads: fear through the-

land, churning anxiety into: hysteriz.. One has. only tbo
observe the growing repression of civil. liberties in. the:
U. S. as we oppose Russia’s: violénee with: a. violence
of our owmn; to:see How we have become fearful and con~
formist; rather than affirming: our: freedom- in aetion.

Througlt creating: hatred -and - feur; building centralism,
encourdyiing secrecy: and’bringing infe: existence authori-

tarian elites: who. liold a monopoly’ on viclence—ift. all’

these ways this method: undeérnines that sense of coms
munily- amomy men whigh is vital fo- demerucy as o' way
oflife: Violénce is a tiugic dénial of the-brotherhood: of
mam Hi¥ o iifinifely ‘greaterfragedy  to: find men: and.
women ‘who' would ‘preach fustfée  and Buitd’ demociracy

NOTE

LABOR ACTION is glad to present ﬁhe O
change of views on ‘pacifism which: eceu-
pies these two: facing pages. Ag: ovr read
erst know, Independent Socialists recentlyy -

- (at the Third Camp Confererce in; Novens-

- ber) engaged in: a fruitful exploratmn ‘of;

.- the possibilisies of joint collaboration in .
the struggle against war between Marxist
“socialists and pacifists. The confeérerce it-:
self was devoted very largely to the posic -
tive aspects of united aetion, but it was =
also stressed that “We wish to- conduet
some exploration of our respectlve pohtla hij
cal philosophies and programs.’ :

The initiative for the present discussion
was taken, however, apart from the con-
~ ference, by Comrade David McReymnolds,.
. of the Socialist Party’s youth group. on the
West Coast and an active pacifist, in his’
initial letters to LABOR ACTION; and we:
willingly invited him to present his views-
on “why it is undemocratic for an over-
whelming majority to defend its rights by
force against (say) a fascist putsch that.
seeks to enslave the people by foree.” The-
question began, therefore, with the spec1ﬁc
question of the relationship between paci--
fism (and violence) and democracy, but
inevitably it has become a bit broader than
that.

We are also in receipt of a discussidh
letter from another pacifist comrade,
Michael Harrington of the YPSL, in which
he raises a number of questions-for our
discussion dealing with what may be called
the “practical” arguments for- pacifism.
This discussion is at present scheduled for
next week’s issue.—Ed.

take into fherr hands the weapous -of: recchon wfm:
must ultimately: desfnoy their very. cduse.- :

Let no one misconstrue the pacifist rejeétlon of v,

" lence as' a submission to social’ injustice: Quite: the co

trary. We believe that in order to-effectively ﬁghffm
justice our method of defense, of resmtance, and a
times, of revolution, must be non-violent.

Non-violence is expressed in many ways_.& th-mug 1 R
gotiation, through strikes, non-cooperation -with"-the
government in. regard to conseription and taxatiop
public demonstrations, ete. It is also expressed throuém
constructive projects, reconstruction, workin iinions
co-ops,  churches, ete. But- underlying. all non-vielen
actions. is. the willingness of- the non-violent -person -t
1s‘uﬂ"e‘r ‘even prison and death without tui*mng to v1(
erce,

There is the constant attempt to mamtam an at‘t
tude of creative goodwill; of' compassion, evern' towar.
the: most’ brutal” opponent. And! always the man: 6f non
violence tries to renrembe¥ that he: opposes the- mJushc\
men dbo—mnot- the nien: themselves. To win: the Wrong
doer is as important as to-help: those who- suffer fid
wrongdomg, all are equally our brothers.  His' ultiniat
goal s not to-embarrass, hurt or humiliate ‘Hhis ‘oppor
ent, but to find a: lasting. reconciliation’ based on ]ust'w
not on compromaise.

STRENGTH OF NON-VIOLENCE.

The Power of Non-Violence by Richard Greg;g, an
various writings by M: K. Gandhi' deal at gredter lengt
with this problem. The pdcifist wants to find a iear

- which will not corrupt his ends. Non-vmlence is h

answer,

The power of non-violence'is mot an- academrcrque‘:
tion' nor a theological abstractiort suited-only to pu
pits: The' force Gandhi exerted’ against the British'i
India, the Resistance- Campaigr in South Afriea, t
June 17 workers’ revolt' in Berlin, and  the work €
groups such: as the Committee on Racial - Equalit
‘{CORE) here in America; all- ‘give proof to the strengt.
which groups and individuals- committed” to absolui
non-violence can have’ in’ working for a-decent. soviet)
To quote’ from- Jayaprakashk Narayan- of the P‘raj
(Indian) Socialist’ Party:

“THe- second aspect of Gandhism: that must att‘rai
évery socialist is its undying contribution to'revolutiot
ary teehnology . . . the conventional" attitude“of* th
‘scientific socialist’ is to brush Gandhi aside .43
crankish old man who was so much out of date i t]ﬁ
atomic age, who was medieval, reactionary and' éve:
an indire¢t apologist of the vested interests.- The more
sophisticated among thenr go- forward and: poke: funt.’.
and sum him up’as a class-collaborationist. The trouble
is that the soscalled scientific socialist is. seldom:sciens
tific. More often than not he is just a bxgoted phrase-
monger.”

If ‘readers of LABOB. ACTION explore non-=violence -as

“honestly as I-hope all pacifists are exploring seéialism,
~both our positwnfs may change envugh-that we-will- be

able to--join - forces- nvore comp'letely 91 4 the comm?en
struggle for hitman' heedonh it :




'e ge'rwral proposxtlons of pacxﬁsm .as -on the specxﬂc'
: nore delimited claim that any and every use of vio-
in-and of itself; undemocratic. These are two‘
questions,
absolute-pamﬁsm we are dlscussmg is prmc1pled

enbs,commonly clalm that it is the orﬂy eﬁ"ectwe method
T _of: struggle ‘ot the only moral one, or the only .one that
"can achieve results consonant w1th our joint aims. But
if they also add the claim that it is the only demociatic
By meth'o | of struggle, they are taking on mere territary.

It is this latter claim that led to this exchange, and
" the' present article will be concerned with .it primarily.
" Oth
“be 'discussed. in conpection with a second exchange on
the questlon of pamﬁsm (with another paclﬁs’c comrade)
Whlch is scheduled for next week’s issue.

e\

- McReynolds asserts that ""the essential nature of vio-

‘lence-is itself undemocratic” this emphasis). He adds:

-t “When we say that it 4s undemocratic to use violence

- weireglize that in-a narrow sense it is ‘democratic’ for

~a majority-of the people to take any action they want.

- But this does niot mean that an action ‘democratically’

.-undertaken will prove to-be democratic. Even if an over-

. whelming majority of the people voted for a dictater-

- ship it -would -still be-an undemoczatlc actlon i (My
emphasm ) @

Esn’t“he saying: here that, “in a narrow sense,” 1t

i fwould.*be “democratic” to abolish all democratic rights

- for the people as long as the original decision to do

this “is taken by majority vote? This strikes me as

| playing with words at the best. Even as far as formal

definitions go, I've never heard of anyone who defined

- demoeracy - simply as majority rule—and in a -single

‘vote at that. The most elementary comception of democ-

‘racy involves continuing rights on the part of minori-

~ties.and dissenters; otherwise it.is not democracy even

:%in a.narrow sense”’ but the very opposite of democracy.

"OBJECTiVE CONSEQUENCES" -
. But, gettmg‘ away from this ‘trick formulatlon, T

thmk it is-moze important to point out .the dangers of -

: faalenufymg the democratic-or-undemocratic character.of
“prove to..be.” Everyone knows-that the-two are inex-
-tricably linked; as ends and means are linked, but they
“are not:the sgme thing.

“effiéctive: struggle, does not have democratic .conse-

quences but the reverse. According-to ‘McReynolds’ ap-

prnach d would then have to denounce pacifists as. be-
- ing undeimogratic; because 1. think theylre nvrong.

. - But 1.do :not: like . this :‘mode. of thought, or this way of

: »using language, and for good reason. It is the Stalinists

anil Trotsky is therefore “objectively” a.fascist... ... Or

- if-Bukharin's economic policy (it is argued, let's say with

. justice) strengthens capitalist elements, Bukharin.is there-
‘foee” “objectively” pro-capitalist, therefore he IS pro-
capufahsf .os
So MeReynolds seems: to be - arvumg’ ‘in part that the
. mse of violence must, at least in the end, “prove to be”
Aandemocratic in. its results. Therefore “the essential
. ptafure of violence is undemocratic.”” ¥ is at this paint,
C ix%léleed, that he uses the analogy: “if we mistakenly
i -sw(allow,.po‘isen.jn, place. of .medicine .our in_tentions will
, nokE save us. Now, to be sure, swallowing poison in
plage of medicine is a very disconcerting sort of blunder
to make, and its consequences surely speak against it
ias@ g'eneral practlce but . .. its “essentlatl nature” is
- not; suigide.. .

McR&ynoIds, as-I understood ity -was ~try1ng ‘to argue
-for the.propesition that “the essential nature of violence
itselfis undemoczatic.”
. by:zan-attempt to -demonstrate -that -the inevitable con-
: sequenaes,a_f the .use of: violence -must. be undemacratic.

~ At least; it is not helped except by the Stalinist meth-

‘‘obfective-.consequences.” (OF course, T do not

10:4his . mistake: -S6:to-spedk, itis the “objective conse-
quence’ of this false argument, and, true to principle,

.consequences” of hig mistake,)

WO VIEWS ON DEMOCRACY :
‘Now:it-is not’ the .good “intentions” of Marxists (or
¢ifists) which determine whether their methods are
smnocratic.or.not. We can.get away from formal “defi-
ons”.of. democracy—including McReyndlds’ implied
efinition: of .démocracy ~(“in a narrow sense”) as rule
maJorrty vote. .

> sections of Comrade McReynolds’ argument will

£ ‘g -aw action or method: with -what its comsequences may. .
- coercion, which not .only hurt certain people -dreadfully-
but are indeed designed to do -so. What. does -the .excel--

:Thus I might-argue that pamﬁsm, ginc¢e it .cannot.

. "eﬂ?ectwely lead to a mere democratic society but can °
- hawe. only the result of disarming and weakening -an.

who have made famous the identification of the "objec-
. #ive consequences™ of ‘an-ideclogy with the ideology it- "
self: if for example, Trotsky's policy wedakens the. state.
- be¥ore . fascism, it .is therefore "objectively” pro-fascist,.

This . propositian is not ‘helped

. oda}f zde‘nttfymy thenature of an ideology by the nature -
ute ~th1s Stalinist method to McReynolds, ‘but only*

o-notidentity McReynolds’ ldeology with the “objec-

< 1" Those me}hods are democratic in their fendency which -
!ead fo the: ever-grecier purhcipqﬁon from below by 'lhe'

A Repl The Abstract Character of the
Pacif *‘t Appraacli to Social Reality

‘which most ﬂlorougllly .makes the -decisions of the com-
munity, which affect all, reflect the .changing will of
mass of people who -are themselves participating -inthe

process—as subjects and not -merely as objects of deci-
-sions, .actors on fhe stage themselves -and not meuely

spectatars .or clagues. .

Thus, the nature of democracy is bound .up -not merely
with certain formal institutions of representative govern-
ment, etc. (which e :necessary 'but not enough), but
with social movement and «class .relations .at a given time
and place.

I would contrast this view with McReynolds” timeless
and unhistorical wtopian characterization .of democ-
racy: it is “a way of life. It is a society where men live
cooperatively 'with a minimum .of coercion, where each
individual is free to develop in socially constructive
ways, and where each person feels a voluntary but very
real and abiding sense of community with those around
him,” *

McReynolds is “here describing a very desirable so-
ciety, to be sure; he has mentioned some important as-
pects -of the kmd of soclety which is the ultimate goal
of our struggle; but he is not dlscussmg' democracy.
The kind of society he describes fits in best, as a matter
of fact, not with the.existence of :a demacratic state but

with the abolition.of dny state, that is, with anarchism. .

A “minimum of coercion” 'is the great gosl for society,

. but the problem of democracy in this world is that of

building a -democratic movement -of coercion. Pacifists
are for nen-viglent ceercion—very well; they wish 4o
compel obedience to the interests and wishes of the
people by non-violent methods such as mnon-violent

-strikes; but every .strike, violent -or not, is a very effec-

tive method of coercion.
]

DEMOCRACY AND -COERCION -

Is a strike non-violent:type): consistent ~with "mutual '

respect-among men"? Why; of course it is; I would:say,
even though it is aimed .at depriving certain men (known
vulgarly as. scabs) of their livelihood, forcing them to
quit work -against their will by compulsive (non-viclent)
methods such as the pressure of public. scorn, closing
down the factory so that they are out of jobs, ete.

A boycott which is usually very non-violent, seeks ’oo>
“socially .constructive” .end. by. doing harm.to.
“other’ men-—not bodily harm ‘but other very painful-

a.tta.m a

hurts like stopping their source of ‘income, wherefrom
they eat.and feed their innocent childxen. . :
I.could go -on with .many other non-violent foxrms .of

lent. principle .of “mutuval respeet among mren” tell us
about. this? Do ‘not these forms -of .coercion -often un-
avoidably divide group against group. .and ‘“leave :scars.
which never heal”? Does not the scah also -have his

“individual woarth’” which has to be rxespected? Is there .

any way in.which your ““sehse. of community’” ‘with .a
scab differs. from. your “sense of communlty with’a-
striker?.
The pacifist’s fixation on one form of coerc10n, the
domg ¢f bodily harm, seems tfo: blmd him to the fact
+that most .of the lofty and.laudable moral terms he
‘uses. are ot :limited in their applicability to.this:.one
forth of eompulsion. The -holding .of fine moral - prin-
ciples .is a great thing, but the danger is that .of sub-
stituting fine moral . abstractlons for- the realities .of
social struggle. .
"Violence --as -a . social method,"”

the pale,' who are not worthy of our respect.” This
preachment:woulll-have greater force, no :daubt, if Mc-
Reynolds made.clear what he was talking.dbout. Beyond
what pale? In every struggle, including non-violent ones,
3here are-lines drawn, not arbitrarily by "us" kut by fhe

-sides ‘thiat people -take.

1 shall not ‘hére dispute a pacifist’s wish to “love the
enemy”—provided that at the same time he ﬁghts him,
-across the line “(or “pale”) “that has been drawn in the
struggle. T"do not wish him to give up his “respect” for
‘his enemy as a-human being—in fact, we Marxists are

yery capable of “respecting’” enemies—as long-as he can-

act on -the difference between a’ human ‘being who ‘is
fighting for ‘tyranny and social - mJusthe on one side
of sthe *pate” and a ‘human bemg who- is ﬁghtmg for

.progress on his own side of the “pale.”

Least.of a}hdoema -good .soetalist give-up;a.man anthe
other side of the pale as hopeless; surely McReynolds
is- aware -that, in-violent revolutions -for -example, the

revelutionary forces have- fought less “with-weapons- in -
‘hand -than -with-their political weapons: to win over tho'

minds of men on the other side. ,

REDUCTION-TO -A'B‘S?IZRACT»&ONST'

‘In ' this connection consjder . McReynolds’ .assertion
‘that “Violence denies that each man has an individual
worth” and the rest of that sentence. My undeniable
feeling, which I cannot conceal-inthe interests of truth-

fulness, is that these vague phrases are a substitute for

thinking through a social conflict. If a fascist gang

. wishes to’ break up our meeting ‘by force and violence,
and we defend ourselves as-efficiently as' we know" how _

or are prepdred to do, just exactly how are we “deny-
ing’” that each individual fascist hoodlum has an “indi-
v1dua1 worth’ —and- in- fact what \on earth would 1t

- has happened to ihe -scabs! "in&hvidudl worfh‘

"and the militarism-of other -class - -exploiting societies.. |

~cial situation of .groups-bearing arms. We -happen. 40 -

: absircehons from - |mmn‘hble mornhpnncnples ﬂ\e ,Amelz

-writes .McReynolds, .
"assumes that there-are groups of men:who are 'beyond. .

“tralism;” “‘secrecy” .and *

‘to conceal the-identity or whereabouts:of. ~1ts«9rgame18'
~and ‘leaders -and militants, or will it. practlee some

"diffieult questions are, even if he tries:

“of tacties and-strategy.

automa,tw answers, that 1s, answers whﬁ:h_ need of

‘Spanish workers ¢ake: \up -arms -againsk Fraifco’s «fasﬁﬁ
assault in defense .of their own “lindividual worth" :and' -

-other inferests, how is this an affront to the “individuwdl -

worth” of either Emm:o. ‘ﬁnsvfascisffgeneruls»or this’ mbd ik
vmyrmldans" £

Again in the mteres’cs .of truth I rust-confess that,
at a certain point in- the: accumulation: -of these smeral
abstractmns, divoreed-from:thd rvealities: of soeisl Stiugs
gle, I Teel that the argument gets-dost.in.a fog: ' Teghile

“Violence,”. claims: -McReynolds, reates @ special’ . -
group who wield the weapons. of -violence and. thus: .
undue power in dxcftatmg policy.” -(Henee fear,-ankietys: - .
hysteria, repression. of :civil lberties, ete,) -McReynolds
has now succeeded .in - reducmg «even- violence to:.-a mere
abstraction.

""Violence creates” no special group. Special groups: -
of armed men, divorced as such -from -the people as & -
whole, have indeed been created, by-capitalist militarism

fact it is o characteristic: of ruling-class states that-they:
seek to divorce their special bodies of armed -men-from:
the populcce and- raise them -ABOVE the peoples as @ -
coercive force directed -ngainst the lafter. _ w
But it is Marxist ‘socialism ‘which .looks to the devel-
opment of the armed people, as the best defendersiaf = 7
democratic institutions, not.to special-groups .of -armed

~men. There is a Iong dlscussxon possible on. this. pomt =&

alone; which we cannot go into here.

THE UNHISTORICAL APPROACH

Secondly, it is not hlstorlcally true that “undue pow—
er in dictating policy” has usualy. arisen. from’ the Spes -

live in a society where ‘there Jong has been “a .special’ -
group who wield the weapons of ulolence,” namely. -the
armed “forces, but the “undue power in dictating:policy?’
belongs not prlmarlly to.them .or to the generals'b
the ruling class in society, most .of :whom.do ne
-even pearl-handled revolvers. This is.most: paa‘tl
true of modern capitalist states (as. distinet, from Laftm
American dictatorships by colonels).

The pacifist argument is -essentially. unhlsd'oncal; ¥
is, it does not base.itself on the lessons.of. history and dhe
play of social and. .political forces, .but tends to- deduc

shreds ldejy Jin tHhis cqunfry. that “is " not due"to -
Wcslﬁngton or even-Ulysses'S.’Grant, but to-the ¢
men#s .in. American capitalism associated “with
lmperlchsfrrole anid drives. Militarism does not's

"violence™: it 5fems "from ﬂle drives of a cfoss exp
socmefy ©

be. susplcmus 40f “vzolerrce” but—per‘haps even T
-of .that. simple thing, governmeént ‘and:“other “form:
organization. ‘The anarchists conld ‘tell “him Why, X
they wounld:be right,-as against him: Orgaitizdtion, i
orgamzatlon ‘especially state organization, setS” up.
“speeial group” (its bureaucracy) who wield spec
powers over others, have the powerto punish ‘and cde
.others; and have “undue Dower? over dhe ‘organi
not shared ‘hy a simple citizen ‘ot rafik-andsfilérr The
anarchist will explain to McReynolds that bureaucra -
ism is-inherent in any governmert ot orgamnization as

- such, and that it can be averted -only by :a principled: o

apposition to .organization. as sueh, particulaily.-state:
organization. . b
‘'Theé ‘anarchist has a point,. of. course for‘.n;i {5 itrue
that bureaucratism is a danger inherent in all’ g’o =
ment and organization, just as there aze- mhel:enttda
gers in all violence, all strikes, all forms of coeréxon
and-—when you get right down to it—all forms of 11v1n ;
The pacifist's vision is exclusively fixed onifhiespe 3
dangers -of ‘violence, - abstracted :fram. the :living:: worl&.
‘just as-the-anarchist's is fixed ‘on -the -dangers -of -the ;ex<--
istence of government—and, not unexpectedly,the ¥
fixations are -combined .in the anarcho-pacifist,: who:"has:
some ireason ‘to claim to be the most. consistent abth‘acv
tionist of them all.

NO AUTOMATIC ANSWERS" : o b

- MecReynolds makes :an abstractlon also Qtrt o,f oo,
consplracy ‘Fhese-are necess
sarily connected with violence only in his.own angamend
tation. A non-violent resistance ‘movement ;in a-tatalic
tarian state will have to face the-problem -of itsowm
forms-of ‘organization as a-fighting.movement, Wil ¥
Pave a'“‘¢entralized”. leadership? Will it:form p}ans«and
tell thiemtothe totalitarian.secret policeror:will At praes -
tice'a smidgin of “conspiracy” abeut-them? Wil it. txg::

“secrecy’”on :such matters? / ‘

The point-is not what McReynolds’ nswer to thesev
(fbtalitaxlamsm
nas if it were dea

-self- that -a non-viclent ‘resistance to
can funcnon ‘as open}y and pubhc

warden. “The point s that” nerther paelﬂsm nor-mo;
pacifism gives anrautomatic answer on ‘these quesnons

But -pacifism tends ‘to depend on. the exxsj;ence‘o'
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{Confinued from: pags 7]
prmclples, preferably moral ones.
. 'The Marxist has a wider choice of meth-
ods. The choice is not between “violeat
meﬂlods" and non:-violent methods of re-
sistance. This is a false dickofomy which
‘makes it very easy for the pacifist to
 choose, by deceiving himself as to the
3 ;\».glternaiives.
I have heard-pacifist after pacifist talk
-as if the discovery of non-violent  meth-
“ods: of struggle was a special contribu-
-tion &f pacifism. This happens to be un-
true.. Wee have indeed discussed the use
“of violence in special situations—as, for
example, under totaltarianism—but the
- fact.is that for-over a hundred years of
Alie’Marxist movement, 99 per cent of its
. “energies and: thoug;ht has been. devoted_
to-the - working out®and practice of its
poht)cal and..social” (non-violént) weap-
. ‘ons:
-Every smgle example “of non-violent
inethods mentioned by McReynolds has
. been developed by the:socialist and labor
~1novement, notr by the pacifists. The IWW
L/ ~nrnts palmy days, as “wiolent” a move-
ment as any country has seen, specialized
~in thmklng up effective-non-violent meth-
ods of struggle, like filling the jails in a
£ree-speech fight.
il ‘Marxists do not really have fo be urged
4o “explore non-violence™ and its methods.
The sole -and single difference is that we
. do not make a principled fetish out of
non-vnolence—ﬂmf is absolutely all.

S LEARNING TOGETHER

None' of the above, however, has any
bearmg on an entirely different point:
in spite of the vast experience of the

:_.fworkmg-class movement with non-violent

‘meéthods, it would be absurd and empty
“bragging.to give-the impression that we
%hink that the movement has exhausted
‘the ‘exploration . of non-violent methods
“‘or--'that the pacifist movement cannot
-'<teaCh us and others anything. That
“‘would - be completely untrue. Marxists
‘havelearned a great deal about unionism
from pure-and-simple “husiness” trade-
ionists, without thereby becoming the
deast. bit- convmced that “business union-
Ism" is ‘a superior ideology. We can and
mtend to learn their spec1a1t1es from
oaclﬁsts too.

. cussion has any bearing on the possibility
- of"collaboration between pacifists and
‘Marxists. We are discussing ideological
ifferences which separate us; and pre-
sely because they separate us, at the
recént Third Camp Conference. we de-
_'voted ourselves very fruitfully to dis-
‘cussing the possibjlity of united action
.o which- we can combine our efforts.
Such collaboratiors does not demand that
“gither tendency give up its views; on the
contrary it ought to insure a dlscusswn
@vén of basic differences in the best pos-
- gible spirit. .

Rhee & US. ——
L . [ ]

" (Cortinued from page 1)

not by the Stalinists but by. America’s

Korea.

Rhee pledged -that South Korea would
ome fo your rescue just as soon as we
possubly can.'

'DESPERATE'

"He called on the UN allies to halt
Sfutile dlscusswns with the Communists’
nd join him in Armageddon. (which he
- "called"“the last great battle to annihilate
. the Red forces that seek destruction of
the free world”). He reminded Koresns
<had ag:reed to a temporary halt in his
nmmeunced aim to unify Korea under his
Wi regime by force of arms, but, he

e said “the current. international situ-
tion: does not permit us.to take the ae-
ie., invade North Korea) but “Better
vthat we all die together than that we
leave part of our people in slavery”
- (i.e., slavery to a tyrant other than
Syngman Rhee):
;[ As 19_54 opens, then, the dictatorial
Rhee regime-—which offers the Korean
People scarcely a semblance of a “legser
il as compared with the Stalinist' to-
talitarianism in the North—is the main
sible and immediate threat that can
'ck the forces of destruction that are

' thy.;In this setting, the withdrawal of
livisions' from Korea symbolizes the
ps that are. bemg taken to bring the

“Above all nothing in the present dis-

-ally, the Rhee government of South

'-”'lil,q'.‘prhvovcaﬁve message fo the North, -

sald the breakdown of the PanmunJom-
; egotlaiﬂons “can be regarded as final.”>

on we so- desperately want to. take”

prepared by the new U. 8. military

pect of A-bomb war closer than ever :

[ Lookmg Back on 1953—— T

+

lCoanued from page 1)

Washington Has No Peace Plan -
For the Korean Peace Conference
A truce ended the Korean war on July 27. It was qmte evident, that the. Stal-

inists were anxious for an end to the hostxhtxes, as they were wﬂhng even to over- -

look the “liberation” of 27,000 anti-Stalinist prisoners of war by Syngman Rhee.

But here, again, the American government showed its inability to give a
political answer to the problem of Korea. The truce only initiated an endless series
of wrangles over procedural questions, mainly around the composition of the political

conferences which was to negotiate the final end of the war. The United' States won:
on the issue of her participation as a.

a smashmg “victory” . . , over India . .
neutral in the conference thus further alxenatmg public opmlon all over the wotld.,
and specxal}y in Asia,.

At year’s end, even the negotiations over the callmg of the pohtlcal conference
had been broken off by the American representatxves on the . charge that they had
been “insulted” by the Stalinists. .- :

Adenauer Gains On
The Neo-Nazi Vote {Sept: 14)

Another great “victory” for American policy was the big Adenauer gains in
the West German élections. With open American support, the German chancellor’s

party. made deep inroads into ‘the strength of the right- wmg groups—by openly .

identifying itself with most of theig program. An economic boom, coupled with a

"timid policy on the part of the Social-Democrats, placed the West German indus-

trialists squarely in the saddle.

. This was in contrast to the relative defeat in Italy which had toppled the gov-
ernment of Alcide De Gasperi from power on July 28. But the resurgence of the
men who had helped Hitler to power and backed his regime till it was. obvious that
the war was lost, was far from being an unmixed blessing for the American gov-
ernment., It tended to strengthen French fears of German. military resurgence, and

thus to strengthen their opposition to German rearmamnent, either msxde or ‘outside

a European Defense Community.

‘What-is the Secret Treaiy That : A
The U. S. Has Slgned with Fascusi Franco" {Oct, 5)

The Eisenhower administration finally s1gned the treaty with Franco which
had been prepared by the Truman government. In exchange for a number of military
bases, the U: S. undertook to re-equip Franco’s army, and give him a large loan.
This aroused widespread opposition, in the labor movement of all countries, including
the most advanced sections of the unions in America. Here again the basic character
of U. S. foreign policy was spotlighted: stabilize every regime, however reactionary,
which promises military support against Stalinism..

The Police-State Atmosphere Thickens;

FBI Hedd's Intervention in White Case as
McCarthyite Hatchetman Breaks a Myth

This headline is. one of dozens throughout the year which described the exten-
sion of the witchhunt. The most dramatic single event was the involvement of ex-
President Harry Truman by the charge that he had “knowingly” promoted a Rus-
sian spy to high office. The charge was made by Attorney General Herbert Brownell
in a desperate Republican attempt to turn the country’s attention away from a
series of Democratxc victories at the polls in local and national by-elections.

All year long- McCarthy, Jenner and Velde worked away with their Congres-

-

sional commitiees to smear, intimidate, and blackmail one sector after another of °

Amerlcan pubhc life into rigid conformity.

Stalinists, alleged Stalinists and ex-Stalinists bore the brunt of the atfack. But.

it became clearer as thf year wore on that wide sections of the Republican leader-
ship were convinced that here they had found a sure formula by which to keep
themselves. in office, Thus the extension of the attack from authors who had written
books which were being used by the State Department’s Information Service abroad,
to schiool§™and colleges, to the clergy, and. ﬁnally, to. the Democratlc Party 1tself was

..a logical, and almost inevitable process.

But as the witchhunt atmosphere thickened, the opposition to it, or at
to certain aspects of it, also increased. W?hil'e’ far too many leaders in the labor
movement and among -liberals-in general weakened' before the onslaught, or éven
began to swim with the tide, others were driven into opposmon by the feehntr that
if it were permitted to continue no one would be safe in the long Tun.

Is Socialism “'Subversive"? {Sept. 28)

The Independent Sdcialist League sought to strike a powerful blow against
the witehhunt by initiating action agamst its inclusion in the attorney general’ “list

of subversive organizations” and thereby against the list itself. It was gwen vigor- -

ous backing in this action by the Workers Defense League, and by year’s end had
received support from the Socialist Party press and the Fellowship of Reconciliation
and a growing number of individuals active in the fight for civil liberties. Despite
the stalling tactics of the Department of Justice, the ISL-SYL and their supporters
‘in this action hoped to bring the issue to a head within the coming year.

in the Midst of War Boom. Unemployed :
Workers Are Thrown on the Scrap Heap (Dec. 7

In the last quarter of 1953 the American economy showed deﬁmte signs that
the boom was over. Despite a continuation of military spending at uliprecedented
“peacetlme” levels, most economic indices showed a downturn, and several indus-
tries were in real troubIe The economy had expanded to a point at which even mili-
tary spending at the level of $30 billions per year could no longer guarantee full
employment as a constant state of affairs. Although the Republican administration
engaged in a good deal of talk about taking some kind of action to bolster the econ-
‘omy, it was clear that their orientation toward capital, businessmen and their profits
was such that not too-much was to be expected in the way of action from this:source.
The unions in the hardest-hit industry. were begmnmg to- worry openly, and the
“United Automobile Workers (CIO).held a conference in Washington on the unem-
ployment problem.

The Atomic Sfalemaie in the Cold War " (Dec. 28)

As the year came to a close, the picture in the United States and the world was
strikingly different than it had been at the beginning. Economics and polities. every-
whete, to be sure, were still dominated by. the cold war, and the end %o this struggle
seemed no closer than it had in the past.

But much had changed. Russia no longer seemed invincible. The blow struck by

the workers in the satellites was a. telling one, and its repercussions in.the attitude of

“workers toward Stalinism all over the world were immense. In France the long, para-
lyzing" political sfﬂlemci’e had been broken momentarily by 'Hae electrifying August
strikes.

In the United States itself the clrange seemed chiefly for the worse; w1th the

police-state atmosphere thicker than ever. But her\ too a change was perceptible,
though its depth and” weight cannot yet be judged™ The unquestlonmg attitude of
the workers toward the government’s,pohcles and the economic system itself was a
product of the economic boom. Eyen if a major depressxon fails to develop now, the
economic squeeze is being felt far more strongly than in recent years. At the same
time the labor movement and the Democratic Party are coming .into the direct-line
of fire of the McCarthys. The reaction to thls promlses to. make 1954 a far more
lively. year ‘politically than wss 1953. =
. Over-all;sthe cold-war stalemate contmues 11953
showed the road Lo breakin pen in_a. progressive: faghion, The-best we cani hope
: £ g r}& wiI ollow their-example.

- for socialist democracy und against

, {Aug, 24)

‘basic sectors of the. ecolomy. domocrnﬁ

-a. new. form -of exploitation. fts: -agenh i

"mothing. in common with saciatism—whjck-

‘rulers

_ to the working class. and its ever-prexeni

- ‘and among cll ‘other sections of the- people.

- ~ ‘ment. We seek to join fogether wan all
(Nov. 30)
. an mdapenden’l labor party and other pro-ﬁ

least

e Workers i the satelhtes N

The IS L Program

‘ in

Brlef

The: lndependent Socialist: I.ecgu deula, i

two systems of exploitation which now‘ ;
divide the world: upnhhsnr and’ Shlinism. S

Capitdtism cannot be refornied or Ilber-
alized, by any Fair Deal or other ‘deal;. :
as to give the people freedom. cbund«nc et
security or peace. 1t must be abo!lshed o
and replaced by a new soclal system; ia:
which the people own und control - ﬁQ‘

cally’ conirolling their- own uonomic and
political destinfes; : )

" Stalinism, In. ‘Russia xand wllezever .”'.'.
holds power, is a bratal fochcrknismd- :3

every couniry, the Communist-Parties; are
unrehnhng enemiss. of socialism- end hav

cannot exist without effective demoerdic o
control by the people, . .

These two camps of capitaliim cnd Sfcl- -
inism ore today at each othér's: throafs im. =~ . .
a worldwide imperialist rivalry for domi--.
nation. This- sfruggle can only lead to the .
most frightful war in history so long as the
people leave the capitalist and Stalinist o
in power. Independent Socialism
stands for buiiding and strengthéning the
Third Camp of the people cgumsl' both war: -
blocs. .

v

The ISI.. as a Marxisf movemen‘l'. Ioéh :

struggle as the basic progressive force in
society. The ISL is o-gcmlzed to spread the -
ideas of socialism in the labor: movement -

At the same time, lndependenf Soeﬁluiz
participate actively in every. siruggle te
better the people’s lot now-—such as the
fight for higher living standards, cgcmsi -
Jim Crow and anti-Semitism, in defense of -
civil liberties and the trade-union move:

‘other militants in the labor movement as - .
o left force working for the formation: of.

gressive policies:

The. fight for democracy and the fight
for socialism are urseparcble. There can
be no lasting and genuine dgmocrqcy withs:
out socialism, and there can” be. no- soclal-
ism without democrucy "I‘"u enroll wirder
this banner, |om the. lndependenf Soeic“si
I.eugue! _ v

Get Acquainted!
Independent Socialist _League
114 West 14 Street’

New York 11, N.'Y.
3 I want more mformatxon about

the ideas of Independent Socxal-
ism-and the ISL. :

- O I want to join the, ISL.

L
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