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‘Malenkov's Fall
Gives Adenauer

A New Weapon

-Malenkov’s fall has evoked all kinds of
speculation as to what bedring it may

have on Russian foreign policy. What-.

ever the future may bring in that respect;
the event itself has already become a fac-
tor in the-politics of West Germany.
The day after Malenkov’s demotion
was announced to the world, Chancellor
Adenauer of Germany made a speech in
which he attacked the Social-Democrats”
demand for four-power negotiations as a
means of ending the division of Germany.
He pointed out that Khrushchev had de-
nied any friction between himself and

Malenkov a week before the latter “re- .

signed.” He said that this proves the
Russian rulers are dishonest, their word
iz not to be trusted, and hence any re-
liance on that word, as given in negotia-
tlons or embodled in polxcy statements,

' ‘thet; Adenziier hag been ringing
the changes’ on that theme sll over West
Germany.- It appears that his govern-

ment believes ‘thé upheaval in Stalinist.

Russia is a powerful card to be played in

“the game for the ratification of the Paris

agreements and the rearmament of Ger-
many.

‘And Adenauer needs a strong card, be-
cause he lost a trump when the Mendps-
France government fell in France. The un-

-certainties which now surround - French

ratification of the agreement are many,
and the wily old chancellor is trying to
keep German eyes deflected from the ob-
vious instability of their.proposed future
ally in Paris by focusing them firmly on
the instability -and uncertainty which was
brought to light by the events in Moscow.

MUTUAL PROPS

' Although the Stalinists could not help -

giving Adenauer this stick with which to
belabor. his .oﬁposition; they have done
everything within the power of their
propaganda to influence the debate on re-
armament in West Germany

.First, there were Molotov’s threats

that once Germany is rearmed, there will
be nothing to negotiate and the division

of the -country will become permanent.

[Continued on page 2)

Accusation

The AEC now admits, after wide-
spread attack for its hush-hush policy,
that the radiosctive fallout from last
year’s H-bomb test was sufficient to. be
lethal over an area as big as New Jersey.

But “The Commission said that the to-
tal amount of radidtion reeeived by resi-
dents ¢of the U. S. from all nuclear. deto-

_ nations had be€n ‘about the same as the

exposure received from one chest X-ray’.”

Many of the most important “reassur-
ances” in the AEC statement are care-
fully limited to apply to “people in the
United States.” There are “reassuring”
declarations about the effects in Nevada,
where small bombs have been tested. But

- the biggest of these bomb bursts have not
. taken place in the U, 8.

The .people of Japan, not to speak of

“the Pacific Islands, and therefore the peo-

ples of the rest of the world too, have
additional reason to turn to- the capital
of the H-bomb power, and ask:

“What are you doing to-us?” ~

The
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- The Bureaucratic Class Dnves

" Behind the Kremlin Overturn

L Pdges 6'7%‘

AFL-CIO Merger Will Advance

By BEN HALL

The blg spht in the labor movement is ended. AFL-

CIO. unity is all but completed, awaltmg only final
formal organizational flourishes. On February 9, a
joint committee settled all disputed questions and
filled in the necessary detfails. Next day, the AFL
Executive Council unanimously endorsed the agree-

ment; and the CIO Executive Board is certain to fol--

low suit on February 24. The final merger will be

completed at a unity convention on the heels of sepa-

rate AFL and CIO conventions.

The line which divided the old conserva‘hve crafts
from the militant industridl unions is ouHived and

obsolete. Division is over but differences within the

labor movement remain and will persist. But these
dnﬂ_‘ere_ﬂces wil ‘i
altered ofg
ment enfers a new stage.

The CIO arose at the critical Juncture in modern labor his-
tory, when mass §truggles erupted in every basic industry and
brought unionism. at last to millions of workers in the. big
monopolies: auto, steel, oil, rubber. .« . The founders of the
CIO organized and led great class struggles against entrenched
open-shoppism; but to do so, they had to defy the AFL whose
dominant wing resisted and feared the movement of the un-
organized as a threat to their narrow privileged status.

Expelled from the AFL, the CIO entered American life as a
crusading and militant popular movement, revolutionizing so-
cial relations in the country, defying the status quo, battling
strike-breakers, resisting police and militia. A new banner, a
new program, a new movement, -

A Stage in Labor's 'Advance-

Unity is re-cemented at a time when basic industry is sue-
cess:fully organized, when the labor movement is passwe, when
it is content to string along with feeble friends in the Demo-
cratie Party. _

When the CIQ was founded, the rank and file poured out from
below, fighting, efganizing, demonstrating-—and deciding. Old
‘leaders were shoved aside, new ones arose, and still others rose.
Today, unity finds the whole 1abor movement in the grip of
bureaucratism, the rank and file shunted off, giving way to
leaders. who are willing to decide everything. A very official
joint committee works up an excellent unity plan the member-
ship is involved -only formally. .

Such a unity can hardly have as deep a slgmﬁcance in labor
history or as powerfui unpcci- upon it as the original split.
Nevertheless, this unity belongs with the split as a stage in the
advance of the labor movement. The AFL and ClO are drawn to-
gether, not because labor has lost the inspiring spirit of the
fhirfies atid not because bureaucrdcy is on fthe ascenddricy, but
despite these faets.

Up to now, the élosest approach to organic merger was the
formation in 1950 of the United Laber Policy Committee. Then,
uniens wére directly threatened by the Truman administra-

- tion which was toying with a Kerean war wage freeze. The

UAW’s escalator elause wds about to be outlawed; all unions.
had Just emergéd from thie réstraints of World War IF and
were in no mood -to submit to new anti-labor state controls.

The ULPC (AFL, CIO and Independents) organized a boy-
cott of all war boards and compelled Truman to retreat. All
labor was inspired by unity in action. It seemed. a first step to-
ward even closer unity and more militant policies.

‘Unity in Class Defense o

The formation of the ULPC,. hke the successfully projected
merger of today, was fundamentally a defensive drawing to-
gether of labor to resist the pressures of its class enemies.

If anything, these pressures have since then become more

. insistent: a Republican administration holds- office; the Demo-

cratic opposition which now controls Congress-is in the hands
of its right.wing and its liberals are spineless; the Taft-Hartley
Law has legalized strikebreaking; the drive to organize the
South stalls; @nd. in one: state after another, Democratic and

w be ‘fought out | under drashcclly ‘
onal condifions as ﬂie I”abor move- -

drogressive Forces in labor

Repubhcan, “rlght to wor‘k” laws outlaw every form of umon

shop. . . .
Meany and Reuther cautxously misrepresent the real 1mpulse
to unity:

civilization.”

But this is @ move.not fo meef the threat of "communism® but - i
to counter the threat from American cuplfahsm. Labor mus$ |
unite not because: Amerlca is united but because it is divided mio )

classes.

'VIeany and Reuther are simply hedging against. the charge of -
Their real class aims are cloaked "

forming a “labor monopoly.”
in appeals for national unity. A front-page headline- in -
Advanee, organ of the Amalgamated Clothing Workers, re-
veals: what is actually running through the minds of labor
leaders: “Across the Country, Big Busmess Maps Destructlon ’
of Labor.” . x

T Rl e M

clo Has Won M's Pomfs s

The prelude t;o umty was the Umted Labor Poliey Comrmt—_
tee. When AFL representatives withdrew, it was destroyed.

This was a move utterly senseless from the standpomt of the- '
labor movement and understandable only as a move promp’oed N -~
by the most narrow, self-seeking interests of eraft bureaucrats, -~ -

jealous of the CIO, fearful of affording it recognition lest
they somehow undermine their own privileges. It was a Tepe-
tition on a pitifully meager scale of what caused the split in”

1935.

clo begun as a fight for the principle of mdusirncl unjonism.
But behind this struggle over form of organization was a conflict-
between two sections of the labor officialdom.

For the leaders of the CIO, the extension of unionism to-
decisive- sectiens of the working class was a life-and-death
question for them, for their unions and for the labor move:
ment. -Either. the class would be organized or all unionism

would go down, cut to pieces when the employers got their '
chance. That was the great lesson of post-World War I umon-

busting and the warning of the depression.

But to the dominant craft officials of the AFL, organizing -
the unorgamzed was merely a threat. They resisted industrial -
unionism in the same grasping stubborn spirit that they took -
their weekly salary check. The AFL remained in the control

of a narrow bureaucracy. Behind it remained everything that-

was backward; not only conservative unionists, but grafters, -,

racketeers and gangsters.

The struggle was between a harrow self-seeking bureaucracy -
which was ready to sacrifice the labor movement-to its own -

interests and a group of labor officials who sought to establish

a labor movement. It is not accidental that the CIO remains -

relatively free of corruption while the AFL has been powerless
to root it out.

This struggle has been won by the ClO. Unity is not simply a -

recognition of the principle of industrial unionism; it is a victory
of the labor movement over narrow bureaucratism.

Theé craft spirit has rnot been w1ped out; thé power of cor-
ruption in the old federation remains strong But its role is now -
restricted to that of a démoralizing and,discréditing internal
force inside a labor movement which appéars on the scene as
a progressive social and political force.

The last big success of old-line unionism was in explodmg

{Continued on page 2}
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Peace Through 'Coexlsfence ?
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“We are happy that, in our way, we have been .able -
to bring about unity of the Amencan labor ‘movement at a. -
time when the unity of all the American people is most urgently =~ |
needed in the face of the Communist threat to world peace and . ..
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Wepulrllmn Riylnt me fvmlwe Sees
Main Enemy at Home” in the White House

‘Abraham ' Lineoln’s birthday was,. as
usual, the occasion for Republican
speech-making and cash-collecting across
the nation. Even LABOR AcCTION’S tough
mewsprint could hardly be expected to
“stand -up under the stram of a repetition
of the outpouring’ of political wisdom
which occurred on that day. .
~If 'not the choicest, perhaps the fruiti-
est. gathering took place in Colonel Mc-

"~ _Cormick’s bailiwick—Chieago. Some two
thousand of the Grand Old Party’s Mid-
‘western know-nothings gathered to at-
tack the main enemy, who is not only at

" home but at home right in their own

party. ‘
"~ At one point, the. concentrated bitter-
- ness against Eisenhower and the “East-

 érners” who have captured him grew so

“unbearable that Governor J. Bracken Lee
of Utah forgot himself long enough to

*_hint at the formation of a new party. He

suggested that disgruntled Republicans

. and . “the good Democrats’ might join

forces “to get somebody on a ticket to run
oh the kind of platform we believe in.”
Although these words are no doubt
- close to the hearts of many of the faith-
ful;they are taboo, at least in public, and
:Eor the present Next day, General Rob-

{Continued from page 1]
‘the ULPC; its most recent antic was the

- sabotage of the fight against the organ-.

lzed gangs, of the ILA. But organic unity
is"a setback.to all those whose moral at-

i ta‘f:hment to 'unionism is indistinguishable -

from their physical attachment to their
cushloned swivel chairs.
CONCESSIONS

' Ihc ferms of. umiy are a recognition of
Verything that the €CIO has fought for: -

LR '(l) The equalxty of both federations is =
*:. established. “This is not an entry of the
: CI0 into a- larger AFL but g genume um-r

* ficution.
'“'(52)’ Industrial unionism  is recogmzed
ual ‘to eraft unionism and all CIO
S w1thout exception enter the new
atlon “with full and

i (3) The CIO retains an mdepe.ndent
structure w1thm the new federation, lo-
cally and nationally, as a separate .de-
partment with 1ts own treasury and -ma-
chinery. All “industrial . unions in the

rged orgamzatlon are free to.join this
lgIO (Counml of Industrlal Organiza-
" tlong).. |-

‘"(4) The AFL gets 17 seats and the
CIO gets. 10 on the new ruling commit-
'tee President” and secretary go to the
AFL; organization director goes to the
CIO. Thus, the former AFL unions get a
‘maJorlty, but this is a meaningless for-
mahty, for old lines are obliterated and
a’realignment of forces ‘begins immedi-
ately within the united labor movement.

1(5) By agreement, the new constitu-
twn will contain clauses directed against
raiding, against racketeermg, and
- against’ racial diserimination. This is a
big.concession to three major demands of
the CIO, demands which coincide with the
uesu'es of lmportant sections of the AFL
avaell

But these clauses are not yet spelied
out ‘and unity takes place. without an
agtual .decision to move against racket-
- eers, race prejudice and raiders. Mike
Qulll president of the Transport Work-

. ers Union, has publicly opposed the mer-

ger terms on premsely these grounds.
- iYet the €10 has won an important en-

e dn:semenf of its position; had it insisted

ﬂjon more, it might have given the AFL
" right wing: a pretext for torpedoing nego-
Hatlons. As things stand now, these ques-
:4jons remain to be foughf out in the new

"Merqhon .where .2he _balance of power

\fill aiready be shifted away from the
. rackel'eers. racists, and raiders.

QECK LOSES

i Dave Beck heads the Teamsters inside
t e 'AFL;.Dave McDonald leads the Steel

A S

ﬂ,\ -l

- WEEK by WEEK . . .

the ‘week's news, discusses the cure
7" -rent problems-¢f labor and soclalism.
i v«:"iVCS 10- informchon you ul‘hln‘

- America,”

“The realignment of forces,

unquahﬁed :

o_r.kers inside the- ClO. Yet, they are

'LABOR ACTION screens and analyzes -

_bannér high,
rights. und1m1mshed The fact.4hat.it, will -
_choose the new director-of, orgamzatwnﬂs =

: ‘-""Afilb/js“ﬂﬂf?&?!:pﬂ

ert - E. Wood, co-chairman of “For
sought to throw”the damper
on third-party sentiment, without extin-
guishing it altogether. “I think:that prob-
ably some day theré will be a third party,
but it won’t be in the next ten yeals,” he
told reporters.

The crowd ran true to neo- lsolatxomst
form. They were clearly against Eisen-
hower’s “softness” toward Europe,‘the
United Nations and the State Depart-
ment, and for a “hard” line on China.
When Senator George Malone of Nevada
proclaimed that “many high efficials in
Washington are committed to recogniz-
ing Red -China,” cries of “Shame-" and
“Ghastly” rang through the hall. ’

While tribute was thus being rendered
the memory of Lincoln in Chicago, the

Great Emancipator was not forgotten’

down in Miami either.  Twenty-five Ne-

-groes were ordered out of the Urmey .

Hotel in which the Republicans were
holding their dinner. To ‘their credit,
about 150 ‘of the white guests joined
them in a protest walkout.

The Negroes were ordered out of the-

hotel by its owner, Edward N. Claughton

—a Democrat.

’ Umty

drawn together into an alliance of mu-

- tual conservatism. Beck of the AFL has
more- in common. with ‘MeDonald of -the .

CIO than he has with Dave Dubinsky of
the AFL Garment Workers. And Me-
Donald- has more in common with Beck
than he has -with -Reuther. of the CIO.
that takes
place with unity, was. already foreshad-
owed when :Beck, McDonald and John L.

_Lewis met in: public. joint session-to em-

barrass and:annhoy-Meany and Reuther.

and the support of the.other were moti-

"vated by -the same gim; ‘to.strike-at their’
common opponents m "the ™ labor leader--
‘ship.’ - :
~For Beek who carries on a’ runnmg»

raiding warfare agamst other.unions,-es-
pecially-the industrial unions of the-CIO,

‘the CIO -is*.a matural enemy. -Break up -
unity -and the balance of power within-
the AFL remams favorable to him. With.
. unity, there .is a shxft in the opposn:e

dxrectlon

And so Beck d1d all"in- his power to
sabotage the unity; he refused to sign the
AFL-CIO no-raiding’ pact. which had been

devised as a first stép toward unity. He .-

intensified; his raldmg efforts against the
CIO and suceeeded in tearing off a chunk

of the Brewery Workers Union while the

no-raiding pact was being tested out.

-McDONALD FAILS

‘McDonald, on the other hand, was eager

to let everyone know how impatient he

was for unity. Rumors, started . by him;
flew 'lluck and fast that he would. pult- the
Steel Workers auf of the CIO unless unity

came quick _and fast, He flirted with Beck

and - Lewis, hinting at a move out of the
CIO into some queer new federation. All
was with one design: to undercut the CIO
and force it, in panic, into a dishonorable
unity instead of a unity of equals. Signifi-
cantly, he too refused to sign the no-raid-
ing pact, obviously with the aim of block-
ing an amicable and easy road to unity.
McDonald, despite the power of his
Steel Union, was isolated in:the: CIO; in

‘the fight over succession to Phil Murray,

virtually every major CIO union-lined up
with Reuther and against him. If it were
possible for McDonald to have pulled out
of the CIO without the -risk. of oppos1-
tional repercussions within his own union
he probably would have done so. -

Next best- was a unity which would
break his isolation, :bring him into con-
tact with allies in the AFL - where he

could -find strong counterweights to Reu--

ther. And so he sought a unity that would
weaken the CIO and which consequently
would cut down Reuther’s - ‘power and

_ prestige among the industrial unions.

But Beck and McDonald both Failed. -

FORESHADOW LINEUP

. Beck was. at last compelled - to recog-
nize the inevitable and.offer his endorse-

‘ment_to the merger. Despite McDonald,

‘the CIO comes into the. .unity with. its
its’ strength

“a “token that-the’ rrghtsio-

. ions. will be-defendeds, =~ .- .

Will

intact, . its .

California Lower Court Deals Blow to
Taxpayers’ Loyalty Oath Requirement

By JACK WALKER

SAN FRANCISCO, Feb. 11-—In a unani- .

mous decision five Superior Court judges
of Contra Costa County, California, up-
held ACLU .Staff -Counsel Lawrence
Speiser’s claim for veterans’ tax exemp-
tions on his real property, without Speis-
er’s - signing a. loyalty oath form. The
effect of the decisien is to.encourage the

suits for relief in other California areas. -

‘where veterans and churches have pro-

tested against signing loyalty oaths to .

’ get tax exemptions.

~The. loyalty oath was. ruled unconstitu- .

tional; because it conflicts with the U. S.
'Cons‘hfuhon by violating the guarantee of
free speech "In effect, the provisions in-
volved here require those who advocate
doctrines unacceptable to the rest of the
United States to pay a larger tax than
those who refrain from expressing such
"doctrines. We do -not feel that this reason-
ably tends to avert a cleor and . present
danger to the state.” So reported ‘the
press on the decision . wrlﬂen by Judge
Homer Patterson.

‘Speiser, who is a Northern California

On .the CIO side, apart from McDon-
ald, everyone wanted a genuine unity and
-not .a surrender. On the other side of the

AFL, George Meany led the negotiations.

for the old federation. The course of dis-
cussions and. the final merger-terms. show
that he, with the CIO, was: ready for a
unity. that would . strengthen ‘legitimate,
honest modern - unionism - against - the'
backward and _conservative right.

Thus, the !'erms of merger. clrendy fore--
"+ shadow the liné-up of forces in’ @ united
‘Beck was opposed to’ umty, McDonald -
: was ‘hot for it: Yet thetopposition of ohe -.

labor. movenient: modern- pollﬂcully con-

gs: of ; yesferdcy on:fhe sother.. . .

from the labor movement: a new, inde-
pendent, ‘class pelitical policy; an- inde-
pendent -workers’ ‘platform for .a -demo-
cratic - foreign poliey. The labor move-
ment. must come forward as a new cru-
. sading political :force "as -the "CIO . came
forward 20 years ago. Measured by these
imperative tasks, men like ‘Reuther and
Meany ‘are pitifully small. But measured

against their rivals in the labor move:’

ment—the narrow self-seeking -chair-
warmers, the crooks, the racketeers, the
dollar-grabbers who still infest the Amer-
ican- labor movement—they stand out as
. progressive.

And this for one reason alone: they
“truly represent a modern labor movement
even with all its weaknesses. The others
represent all the worst features.

"THE REAL GAIN

Unity is not by itself a solutlon to any
_lof labor’s problems.” Racketeermg is not

wiped out but the_néw federation will

provide a better forum for condemmng it.

(Continued from page 1}
Then a .government spokesman in Mos-
cow .issued -a statement to the effect.that
the Russians are ready. to accept.interna-
t1ona1 control of an all- German ‘eleetion’

parliamentary Group on " Germany i

Warsaw. passed a.resolution: calling. for g

the withdrawal of .all Russian” troops

acceptance of free electlons

outright and formal acceptance ‘of them’

as a basis for negotiations by the Rus-
_sian government. would almost: certainly
stop ratification of the Paris agreements -
in its tracks in West Germany. As long.
as they are held out merely as a ‘propa--
ganda line, a promissary note without -

-sciolis - unjonism - (fo use an  inadequafe
,shoﬁhcnd phrase} on the one side, cmd ﬂle
’ . ; . 8 reaL -inner: dem

“We ‘live ‘in times that require much . stirge‘of thé 1abor moverment: Uiuty is not‘. X

ACLU lawyer, is also representing the
San Leandro First Methodist Church in

its challenge to a loyalty oath it signed-

under protest to claim tax exemptions.
In this case, however, the Rev. Robert’ W.
Moon, pastor; is willing to offer its own
loyalty oath—a less principled position.
He is supported by many other Northern
Californian multi-denominational church-
es, such as the ‘Berkeley YMCA, and is
considéred a.test case by them.
Although this court deciston is a very
hopeful sign after the long gray line of
defeats on state loyalty oaths, the fight
is’ far-from over. The decision will be. -
appealed to the District Court of Ap-~
peals, and probably up to the Supreme
Court because it is based on interpreta-
tion of the U. S. Constitution. It will
only ‘be in effect in Contra Costa County
at this time, and other counties will have
to be won- over individually in order to

defeat this oath amendment to the Cali-
fornia State Constitution passed. in 1952. -

Possibly the effect of subsequent success-

ful court cases might be to suspend the

oath requirement until it has cleared the
higher courts.

dvance —

Umons which have been in the hands of
racketeers may be forced out of the fed-
eration, but in the opinion of this writer,
Meany and Reuther will be-incapable of
defeating it on its  home: territory. That
would require an appeal to the rank and
file of labor to rise against corrupt lead-

~ ers; to stimulate theéir idealism and en-

courage resistance to ruthless: machine
dictators; to arouse, - orgamze and sup—
port opposmon caucuses.

‘But, by now, they are incapable of such
a democratlc mobilization. of the ranks

~from’ below against -officials on- top. The

death of racketeermg' hke the revxval of

yet: that. -

‘On forelgn policy, so - crucial in- our -

times; the- unions show no signs of break-
ing away from a self-defeating line:
support. to the main line of . capltahst
U.S. policy, complaints and -criticism in
detail. And in the field of-political action,
they will continue " to. support capitalist
candidates . and -back the Demoératic
Party. Mike: Quill’s call for a hew linéto-
ward a third party remains a lone encour-
aging voice.

-But if unity is not itself a soluhon. i will
facilitate .a. solution. - Inside .the labor

- movement, -the -best-elements are “able to

draw ‘together against the worst. And #o
the enemies and-fake -friends on the out
side, -the labor: movemenl' can.at last: pre. -

“sent a united front.

A united labor ‘movement will tend to-
be more demanding.and more confident in
its relations with the employers, with
politicians, and with government. An{
that' -increased - self-confidence;- whlch
arises out of the merger, is the most: im-~
prgsswe achievement of unity. -

Malenkov's Fall, Adenauer—-—

due date or official s1gnature, thelr ef-
fect -can only be limited.

- The -whole situation serves as -a letter-

‘perfecf Hlustration -of the ‘way in which
.. American ‘and Russian impenohsm comple-
to a new parliament: Finally, the Intefr-,

mentedch other.and prop- up each offier’s -

n- ‘pesition. The American- government hopes * -

:and prays the Russians wochdamcnm held
= .on o their -East Gerinan: and Polish war-
from East Germany and-Poland. in:the -
. event of umﬁcatxon, and - repeatmg the o

plunder. For if they were-to let go, United- -
Stafes pohcy ‘would: not - have a-leg" Ho

- stand: on'in.-Germany and probably muclr

As these were the chief” Amerlcan de-ht
mands at the Berlin Conferencelast year; -

of-the rest of Europe. On the other-hand,
the presenceé ‘of American troops - ‘and

- bases -in ‘Germany, ‘France, and-North- At

rica give the Russians much-needed poﬂh-
cal: justification for keeping- Mops in Easi
Germany and Poland.

- Any political movement- whlch supports
the position of either ¢f them thus: ‘willy.
nilly . props. up the. posmon of the other

4
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NOT IN THE HEADLINES....
A year's subscﬁpiionszLABOk ACTION brings-you c'l\iving socialist

_analysis. of news-and:views.-on: chor. socialism, mmorify gmps.
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Desegregation Is on Wa y Ton e =
Despite Local Sethacks l ON THE MM CROW FRON

By SCOTT ARDEN

The fight for racial mteoratlon in the
nation’s publlc schools suffered a setback
last week in the well-publicized Milford
Delaware “test case.” Regular readers
will remember that admission of Negro
students to Milford schools was used by
pxofessxonal prejudice panderers to touch
off a series of riots, demonstrations and
boycotts which was to spread throughout
the area — affecting even Washmgton,
D. C.

On February 8 the Delaware Supreme

Court ruled that the Milford: Board of '

Educuhon had "no legal right” to admit
Negro pupils to an all-white school—re-
versing a finding by Vice Chancellor W,
Marvel in -Chancery Court last October
which said the Negro pupils were entitled
to attend classes at the Milford sehool

The state’s Supreme Court based its
ruling on the ground that the Milford
Board of Education admitted the Negro
students without prior approval by the
state board, and therefore was acting
without legal authority.

The Negro students, who were ousted

some months age, are at present ‘attend-
ing classes at Jim Crow schools in either

Georgetown or Dover, Del. — approxi-
mately 20 miles distance from the homes
of the students involved. . .

In the nature of a postscript we read
that Bryant W. Bowles, head of the un-
printable “National Association for the
Advancement of White People” which or-
‘ganized and led the antl—mtegratlon for-
ces, has set up permanent shop in Mil-
ford; His “followers” have presented him
with both a house and a Cadillac, which
should prove that-even if not every Red-
Blooded (white) American Boy can be a
Henry Ford, at least a bigot can still
make a buck.:

[ ]

LILY-WHITE MANEUVER

“The Georgia State Senate has voted
unanimously to extend to the local level a
state ban agamst use of public school

funds; for, mixed. clasges as a further.

safeguard’ agamst school . desegrega-
tion,” the Pittsburgh Courier reports.

This follows the pattern of similar legis-
fation in Mississippi, Louisiana and South
Carolina and, if at all successful in cir-
cumventing the ruling of the U. S. Supreme
Court, will undoubtedly be- imitated else-
where.

Virginia’s attorney. general has al-
ready declared himself in full agreement
with the Virginia State Commission of

" Public Education’s plan to dig up a

“lawful formula” which would prevent
“enforced integration” of white and Ne-
gro students in Virginia’s schools.

'
Chicago Demands Bigger

By ALBERT,GATES
Fund Dnve“mrecfor

The 1955 Fund Drive of the Indepen-
dent Socialist League is now officially
opened. Although it is too early to report
on the first results of the campaign, some
start has already been made. '

The best news that we have received is
from Chicago. Our friends there have vol-
untarily raised their own quota from $1800
to $2000. Chicago has gone over the top
for quite a few years with a large quota.

’ lndependenf Socialist. Ledgue
" 114 West 14 Street
! New York 1T, N. Y.

Fund Drive. "

CONTRIBUTE fofhe ISt FUND DR!VE

Enclosed is $uvrrnee veresenneranans . as my contribution to the ISL’s

HINTON TALKS BACK

The Negro people in the South are
neither cowed nor asleep. Flatly contra-

dicting a recent statemeént by outgoing.

Governor Byrnes of South Carolina, the
Rev. James M, Hinton, state president of
the South Carolina NAACP, asserted
last week that Negro parents in South
Carolina desire their children to be

“taught in any school by competent teach-

ers of both races.

Byrnes, in his farewell adddress to the
S. C. legislature, had. stated that ‘“the
great majority of Negro parents prefer
that their children should- attend ouw
modern schools for \Tegroes and be
taught by Negro teachers.” :

In refutation of Byrnes, the NAACP oﬁ-
cial maintained that the governor under-

estimated Negro parents and added that.

Byrnes® speech "will in nowise change the
course of action by Negroes:in South Car-
olina to continue their fight for the elimi-
nation of segregation in education.”

Considering - the fact that NAACP
spokesmen in the South have been mur-
dered for less, we must applaud the Rev.
Hinton for having the courage to -so
bluntly shove the lie back into the teeth.
of a somewhat colorless liar.

°
IN MISSOURI

On the side of progress we can also’

hail St. Louis’s integration of its public
high schools just a few weeks ago. The
changeover from #n archaic Jim Crow
setup to one of total integration occurred
without incident. -
" The resulting situation was described by
school officials as ''perfectly normal.” "It
was as if they had been together for: 100
years said' on¢ white principal,’ the
Courier reports. - )

Teachers are also being integrated and
about 10° Negro educators are now teach-
ing in former all-white schools.

The integration of the high schools and
the adult education program is the second
step in St. Louis’ three-phase compliance
with the U. 8, Supreme Court’s decision:
banning -segregation in -public schools:
throughout-the-nation; e B TR

Last fall the teachers” colleges were in-
tegrated and - have been operating
smoothly since. Next fall the third and
final step will be completed when the ele-
mentary and vocational schools will be on
the desegregation agenda‘ — and more
than a dozen Negroés are already attend-
ing one vocational school which was for-
merly lily-white,

The same peaceful integration has
been taking place in the rest of Missouri
and many communities completely inte-
grated their schools last fall. It is esti-
mated that 75 per cent of Missouri’s Ne-
gro students have now.been desegregated.

This is @ good omen for the campaign. To
back up their own quota, Chicago senf in
$225 as their initial payment!

. There is no need for us to add that this
is a challenge to all other branches, some.
of whom really do have low quotas which,
they should easily surpass. We will be
waiting to see who takes up the Chicago.
challenge first.
~ New York has started its campaign’
off a little quicker than it usually does.
The branch sent in $395 as its initial

.................

. STATE..._.. Silreessasnensne ceveons

R P E TR AT

By SCOTT ARDEN

_After bucking the berners of bies in
housmg finance fer nearly twe years, San
Francisco Boy Area CIO officicls have
found a way to bring the first inferracial
subdivisian of honfes to the Bay Area.

The site is in Santa Clara County

about two miles from the new Ford Motor

"plant. The project will be sponsored by
the 'UAW and handled by an inter-racial’

real-estate firm which will sell the houses
without regard to race, creed or national
ongm

- Primarily the subdw:szon will provide
homes for workers at Ford, but others
are not excluded

‘Two top msurance'companles repox\ted-
]y turned down requests that they finance
the project. ‘One: of the firms said’ they
“knew integration in housing was on the
way,” but they wanted to stave it off “as
long as possible.” The firm did, however,
offer to finanece an all-white or all-Negro
development.

- A loécal UAW -official, Arnold Callan,

_stated that he had tried for two years to

find homes for the union’s workers in the
area. Finally, Bill- Oliver, CIO President
Walter Reuther’s administrative assist-
ant, flew from. Detroit to study the prob-
lem and later reported that he had found
two New York financial institutions that
are interested in financing the project.

.
JIM CROW I.EVI'[T
On the other side of ther housmg pie-

ture, Levitt & Sons, housing construet-:

ors extraordinary, are planning to build
still another huge housing pro,]ect on a
3500 acre tract of Jand.three miles south
of -Burlington, N. J.; to serve the, Phila-
delphia, Trenton and Camden areas. .
Levitt already has two of these huge de-
velopments, one on Long Island, N. Y.

{Levittown) and the .other in Bucks Couns .

ty. Pa. Both have one characteristic in
common—lily-white. : .

The houses on the proposed sxte are
slated to sell for prices ranging from:
$9,000 to $17,500, but it is unlikely that
any Negro American will be allowed to
purchase one, o

- ® A
dmoN INDICTS ARMOUR
" In Washington last week the racial dis-
crimination. practised by. the . Armour
Packing Company -in Chicago in.the em-,
ployment of white-collar workers was
brought before the President’s. Commit-
tee on Government Contracts by repre-
sentatives of the United Packinghouse
Workers of America (CIO).

The delegation presented the commit-
tee with documented facts on the com-
pany’s refusal to employ qualified Negro
women as office workers. Ten applied for
employment as office workers between
November 30, 1954, and January 4, 1955,

Quota—We Yield

payment—a. 10 per - cent contribution.
Pittsburgh, Philadelphta and the Nation~
al Office also entered the lists with initial
payments as shown in the Box Score be-
low,

Hcvmg got past H|e larger quohs. we:
must -report that St. Louis has olready
made its quota with an initial payment of
$25, Streafor is not toc far behind with.
$10  or 40 per cent of its quota. That

places St. Louis and Streator first and

second in the sfcndlngs. far ahead of the
other branches.
We should like also to appeal to our

readers and sympathizers that this is one’

occasion on which you can help us. All of

you know that we rarely make appeals to .
you and try to take the heavy going

alone. But we feel, for all the reasons we
have so often stated and for the addition-
al ones mentioned in last week’s story of

. the drive, that you ought to join in this

drive for the ISL and its press. What do
you say? It doesn’t have to be $100. Not
even $50. It goes without saying that we
would most certainly weleome such gifts:

~ But anythmg you send: to our campalgn ‘

w1ll be apprecmted greatly by us.

“ionized.

but were turned down on the ground that
there were no jobs available.

No pretense was made that the reJec- .

tions were based on lack of ability be- "

cause in most cases no questions reeard- .

ing quahﬁcatlons were asked. In niost
cases no applicatiori forms were received
and ‘the others who were permitted to fife’
applications (upon special request) -were
informed that this was a “futile gesture.”?
Since that time three white women
presented themselves for employment at
various intervals and all three were in-
terviewed and offered jobs. . ‘
One - Negro applicant, after havmg
been turned away, met a white applicar
who was reporting to the Armour employ-;

~ment office at the request of the compani..

Another, as.she was: being turned away’,
overheard a telephone conversation re-
questing an employment agency to senq
someone over.

Since Armour holds o federcl conl'rdet
to supply meat to .the armed forces, such:
discrimination in employment.is o viola>.
tion of the governmeni contract. It .was eli

this basis that the union filed a complelni'n ;

with the President's Coni'racfs Compllcncé
Committee on. January 21.

-Armour employs around 30,0060 work-J
ers in its more than 35 plants: and
branches throughout the country.- "The'
Chicago plant alone-has around’ 7,000
production: workers of which approx1J
mately 75 per cent are-Negro. Whlld
there is no “union shop” agreement, the

Chicago. plant is about 100 per, cen‘t un- :

N

¢ No dlscnmmatlon exists in the section -
of the industry over which the union ha§

workers. Literally not. one singl$: Neoro i
employed to perform the  funétions: oﬁ‘

typing, filing or billing, not to mentlon
admlmstratlve posmons. ' . SRR
RACISM, INC. C

A different sort of labor union’ 15’:'alsor
involved with the “federal. govex:nment.
New affidavits charging the:Brooklyn lo=.

cal of the International Longshoremens A

Association, dominated. by . Anthg ,\g
{Tough Tony) . AnastaSIa with, dlscrlml-'-f
nating against Negro longshoremen ha:qu
been filed with the National Labor .Re-
Iatiohs Board by New York’s Ulban
League .

[ ]

NAVY. UNDER ATTACK

Tt is beginning to look as though'
U. S. navy will not get away wit
surrender to South Africa’s “Apalth '

When the story first broke .about the

“special regulations” being made by the
Capetown South African. government for
non-white personnel of the carrier,] ld-
way, the NAACP, in the words of the
Chicago Defender, “immediately chmbe

on_the back of the navy:and jt- weni

sereeching for help to the White House ¥

Sen. Herbert Lehman has demanded 4
ful-scalé ‘investigation of  the incident
and the navy, it would seem, has “Iost™ a’,
regulation made by former -Sec. Matthew
(during the Truman admmlstlatlon}
which forbids naval vessels in- porté

where the crew would be subjected to nn-.

equal treatment.

This regulation was placed in eﬁ"ectf af—
ter dlscrlmmatory incidents had occurred:
at Halifax, Nova Scotia and Charlestom
S. C.

The NAACP’s Clarence Vhtchell blast«-
ted the navy, stating “the navy’s actlon
is a‘ surrender to a guttersnipe gove‘rn~
ment,” and demanded to know: whether
the “lost regulation” has been anmtlle 4

Branch | Quota Paid - =~
Total ... ... ..$10,050°  $737 T
Streator ... 25 25 - 1007
St. Louis ‘... 25 10, . 40
Pittsburgh - ..... 175 40 22.8
Philadelphia ... 250 32, 128
Chicago ....... 1,800 225. 12.
N. Y. City ..... . 3,800 395 -10.8
Nat’l Office ... 1,500 10 0.
Los..Angeles ., - 600 13 N (]
Bay Area 500. 0 cal
Newark ... 400 o - 0
Buffalo .... 250 0 0
Detroit . 0 0 0
Seattle ......o.. 15 - 0 g
Cleveland ...... 150 - LU |
Indiana ...cee . TH - L0 0
Akron ... 50 . 0 0

eading . 50 - ¢~ 0
Oregon 50.. 0. 0
\ ~ . :

. jurisdiction — but this excludes ofﬁce‘ .
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By BERNARD DIX
- LONDON, Feb. 9—At the British

Conservative Party conference last

" Jation- would depend entlrely %n how. the
- increase was»dlstrlbuted "An.obvious fac-
_tor, but one. so convenietitly. overlooked

‘Bevan Puncturés Tories’ Huff-and-Puff -
- Rbout the Rosy Future of Capitalism

in national income necessarily reflects o
corresponding rise in the living standards
of the whole population. "It is note-

autumn the Tory chancellor of the exchequer, R. A, Butler, ended his worthy,” said the Statist, "that the rise
speech. with an eloquent peroration which foresaw a rosy future for
British capitalism. He told the assembled representatives. and parlor-
maids of the British bourgeoisie that he could see “no reason why, in

the next quarter of a century, if we
-‘we should not double our standard
_ of Ilvmg in this country.”

.The - delegates 'welcomed this
statement with an ovation and then
_ dutlfully performed their appoint-
ed task of. hawking it around the
country. in an. effort to persuade the
Brltlsh workers that here was a sound
reason why they should maintain the
Qonservatwe government in power.
- As was to be expected, this declaration
of faith -by R. A. Butler received consider-
able publicity and comment in the columns
of the. British press. The Economist, a

weekly journal which is generally consid- -

ered to be the theoretical organ of the

British -bourgeoisie, turned staid somer-

. saults. of sheer delight with the joy of

- finding. such. an .outspoken believer in the
triumph of. ccplfullsm. .

}: It saw Butler’s speech as a call for the

© return to “the thegry and practice of

? capitalism”.in its.truest sense; this sense

.- being: used to ‘describe “any community

~ whieh believes in steadily increasing its

wealth-creating. capacity by a constant

e mvestment of resources in productwe
" capital.”:

It must be "admltted of course, that by
adopting - this: deﬁmtxon, the FEconomist
found itself able to perform astounding
feats .of economic acrobatics, as for in-
stance. when it spoke of Britain turning.
itgelf into “a really dynamic capitalist
economy like America or Russia.” But,
1gnormg this convenient interpretation

rds, there could be no. doubt as:tp.
ithugiasm displayed by sthe . Econo-~

: tal aqcumulatlon.

'DOUBTS CREEP IN

¢ To those who sought to dampen this
enthusiasm the Economist pointed to the
United Stites as a practical example of
) prog‘ress under capitalism. It stated that
between’ ‘the years 1929 and 1953 the out-
put per “wotker almost exactly doubled

S

g Theré was:rot) of course, any indication
-. that’ -these’ years, which included the

- other than
p'rogi €58,

Ties of continued and steady

In the eyes of the Economist the ex-‘

pet‘xence of Amenca was adequate proof

that if & country devoted enough of its

e resourees. to investment, then prosperity

" - w4k dssured; it was to this task that

Britain must devote itself. But, warned

' the Economist, investment must be in
“productlve forms of capital.”

: zTo whom the ccplicl must be produchve

was clearly indicated in the next sentence

_ whith read: "The building of dwellings, for.

'example. ﬂ!ouglq desirable and at times

: necencry. uses up the community's savings

- without' making ‘much direct contribution

-

L} -
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_at. the thoughts of 25 years of capi-

5 and that the benefit of this.
“the mass of the people.”.

= Gidat” Depressxon, had been anythmg’

- Published weekiy by Labor Action Publishing Com- e

run our policy properly and soundly,

to its. ability to produce more wealth in
the iuiure .

Another learned Journal the Statwt
was a little more realistic in that it per-
mltted an element of doubt to creep into
its examination of Butler’s plans for the
future of Brltlsh capitalism. It spoke, for
instance, of the current boom which, it_
admitted, “was not altogether expected
a year ago.” It also-stated that while so
far serious bottlenecks have been avoided,

“perhaps” 1955 would be less free from
“defects” such as unemployment. |

‘It would .appear that the. Statist, un-
like the Economist, remembers that the
past history of capitalism has not béen a
smooth process of ‘continued develop-
ment

‘A further pomi' to the credit of the
Staifst was ﬂld'l' in two short sentences, it
effectively exploded the myth that a rise

LONDON LETTER

in the nation's real income from 1948 to

954 was about one-fifth. But consumer
expenditure rose by only half that.
amount."

+BEVAN REPLIES

Although Butler’s speech was made
some four months ago, and the articles
previously quoted appeared soon after,
its echoes are still to be heard. Last week
Aneurin Bevan thought the matter suffi-
ciently important as to merit his per-
sonal consideration in the columns of the
Bevanite weekly Tribune. He did so in’
reply to a reader who had asked whether
in fact it would be possible to raise Brit-
ish living standards 100 per cent in 25
years.

Bevan first indicated that Butler’s esti-
mate was both modest and cautious be-
cause it would only require an increase
in productivity of 3 per cent per annum
for production to rise 113 per cent in 25
years. But he then went on to state that
whether or not this increase in produc-
tion actually would. mean a doubling of
the living standards for the whole. popu-.

Formosa Issue Stirs B[P

By DAVID ALEXANDER

LONDON, Febh. 9—Last week in a de-
bate  on forelgn affairs, Sir Anthony
Eden made an uneqmvocal yet paradox1-
cal statement about the off-shore 1slands
of China..

~While. there was_no doubt in his mmd
that their-legal sovereignty was with. thé:
(so-called) Chinese People’s Government,.
any attempt by that government at this
junecture. to enforce.its authority would
be attended by serious consequences, he
said.

Eden’s statement came after the.deci-
sion of the Chinese . Nationalists and
American government to withdraw from
the. Tachen Islands. Tt. is believed here
that the decision. was partly prompted
by British pressure. It seems that a com-
promise had been reached between
Chiang, Britain and the United States.

The. latter, two countries agreed that
the three small groups of islands at pres-«
ent under dispute were too useless stra-
tegically, and their use as bases might
serve as a preclpltatmg factor in a small
war whlch mlght not remain localized
for long.

‘Brifain was PGI‘fIClI'GI'le anxious
avoid a wcr_m}h,e Far East even if it was

only a local one. The three million-odd®
inhabitants of Hong Kong, its usefulness: -

as a trading post, and more important as
a listening post, made it far too useful an
asset to the West to be lost. I#s existence

- furthermore was a guarantee of the status
quo in the Far East.

All .these were capitalist reasons for
avoxdmg war in the Far East. On top of
them, let it be said that even if suéh a
war did not result in a total world war,
there would be misgivings among the peo-
ple about whom we were fighting for and
whom we were fighting against.

NEITHER CHIANG NOR MAO

The Labor Party in Parliament has-
become enamored of Mao since its visit
there in the same way that so many dele-
gations to Russia became Stalmophlle be-
fore the war.

Not that one need defend Chiang. He
is known to have plenty of money salted:
away out of Formosa, and I know people"
who have been witnesses of some of the.
atrocities published in LABOR AcTION. His
undemocracy has become much worse
over the last four years.

- But opposition to Chiang Kai-shek should -
not -lead fo fondness. for Mae Tse-tung,
Two years after he came o power, an offi-
cial broadcast from Shanghai boasted that
2,000,000 _‘‘counter-revolutionaries” had
been purged. For some months monitors in -
London heard broadcasts of the "#rials" of

“rich peasants.” The fact :that they were.

_'" .given .prominence shows: that. the -Stalin- -
* . ist : industrialization. of China _is. taking .

~place with as: mneh pcin as oeeurred wlih

'- Mot of Russia,. .5 oo

to

.Terro1 is bemg used as a weapon of
coercion, and the fact that all the Chi-
nese whom Mrs. Summerskill met were
laughing does not prove the contrary.
Most of the Spaniards Mr. Alexander
met in Spain were laughing also.

The tremendous industrial.strides that
Chma is making are adduced in suppotrt
of  Mao’s government by : Labor Party
members. Its historical and social cost
does not seem. to be their concern.

This savors to me of a capitalist atti- .

tude: He is there, he is strong, we will
have to let him have a share of the world.
This implies no political or moral judg-
ment of him. In answer to the facts about
his purges, the Maophiles shake their
shoulders, and observe.that it has always

béen like that in China. Such an argu--

ment, and therefore unconcern at the
barbarltles of the regime, is hardly one
that would commend itself to socialists,

IN RUSSIA'S PATH

About the only fact of whxch we are .

absolutely. sure is that all industry and
all land is nationalized. Information

which has“reached:here recently indicates ’
that the ;8tandard of living is rising’

sHghtly, aIthough much of the peasant
pepulation is. still ﬁgfrtmg against the
governmen;t’s attempt . at collectivization.
‘There is-@&vidence.-that there have been

spontaneons risings: of armed guerrillas
in -Southern China, which were not ap-°

parently organized from Formosa. Cor-
ruption has been cut very- considerably’
and the new state is achieving the effi-
ciency shown in the Korean war.

Besides the atrocities, purges: and mur-
ders of Mao, many of the. characteristics.

of Russia in the later-1920s are oppearing. -

Slave labor, a wealthy bureaucracy, a
monolithic education system, and an all-
powerful police. are examples of these. It
is regrettable that difficulties of language
prevented my informant giving me a more
detailed picture.

To get back to some Laborites’ atti-
tude: It is one of such complete. capitu-
lation to Mao’s demands-that it can hard-
ly be called serious. I do not believe that
the fact that China is not a member of
the United Nations would hurt the pride
of any true Chinese Socialist in view of
the nature of the United Nations.

I think as socialists we must note the

tremendous increase in efficiency that
nationalization has brought their coun-
try, and we must do what little we can
to encourage any movements toward po-
litical or industrial demecracy; That does.

not, - however, necessitate  our supporting -

their expansionist escapades in Tibet and-

in Korea. As for Chiang; we have no time
for him, but. then we never.have had, un--

like a voclferous ‘Liabor member who once

ccalled~him’ the* g'reatést Asmn Chrxstw.n

durmg the war. - -

- of a rosy future for British workers un-

- specializes in books M’q)mphiét,s

by the crusaders of° capitalism.

Bevan also.pointed out that this prom-
ise of Butler’s.was really intended as a
cold douche to.those workers who thought -

that they ought to have a substantial
increase in their living standards now.
Said Bevan: “In effect he was saying to !
them ‘It is over the hills and far away.’”

The real crux of the matter was exposed
by Bevan when he wrote: "even Mr, But-
ler's pedestrion prediction for the rest of
us involved iwe unstated assumptions.
First, that there will be no worid war, and
second, that the irade cycle has been

'l'umed "
THE LEFT CAN DO iT
There is little doubt that this dream ‘

der capltahsm will be used considerably
by the Tories in their propaganda dunng
the forthcoming election campaign. It is
obvious also that it can only be countered
by using the ABC language of socialism;
a language which, unfortunately, many
of the leaders of the Labor Party seem to
have ',discarded in favor of -an “Esper-
anto” which suits all classes. It is because
of this that a large share-of the propa-
ganda on behalf of Labor wil have to be
conducted by the left—for- it is only the
left which can . effectively ' counter the
arguments of the Tories.

A %lear example of this is to be. found
in reports-of a recent: by-election which
was -fought at Twickenham. The Labor
candidate was a. Bevanite, Bob Pitman,
and his campaign “was launched  with a
pubhc meetmg at- which Aneuv‘m Bevan

i

.was the main speaker.

According to press- reports the hall,
which was the largest -available, was:
packed to capacity long before the meet-
ing was due to start—this in spite of a
shilling charge for admission. Eventually
the doors had to be locked with a crowd
estimated at 1,000 in attendance. The suc-
cess of this meetmg can be- measured.
when it is related that, later in the ‘cain-

" paign, the right—winger Hugh Gaitskell

could only muster an audience of 100 at
a Labor meeting—and he is the man fre-
quently tipped as the future leader of
the party should the right. wmg mamtam
its dominant position.

But it must. also be mentioned that two
other Bevanite . speakers—Micliael Foot:
and.:Ian Mikado—only drew--whatswere’
described as “moderate audiences”;. this
is possibly accounted for by the fact that,
they are not known to the public as well,
as Bevan who has now taken the place of :
the “Red Bogey” in the colmnns of the’
British press.

But whatever this expenence p‘l‘OVes or.
does not, there is no doubt that the fu-- :
ture of the Labor Party—both right-and * o
left wings—will rest in very-large degree: . ;
with the left during the election cam- -
paign. It is the left which ‘will--hdve to- -
shatter the British capitalists’ dreams
for the future by exposmg therm' durmg
the campaign. If it cando this-atid secure.
the return of a Labor government them’
its position within the party will be
greatly enhanced — regardless of the.
actual composmon of the government )

LABOR ACTION BOOK'SERVICE - -
114 West 14 Street, New York City

on.the Labor and Socialist move- =
ment, Marzism, elc., and can- sup- -

Ply books of all publisherq.’
Send for cur free book Jist.

You can still attend
the New York YSL
seminar-class on .

‘Towerd an Understanding
‘of Marxism

" Tues. at 7:30 p.m.
at 114 West 14 St., NYC
Fourth session, Feb. 22
on "Economics of Marxism—II"
Other sessions as follows:
(5) The Class Struggle and .
Society. . i
(6) State and Revolution
(7) Approaches. to Maxxxsm."

.. (8) Concepts. of . Demoeratlc;
Secialism.

k-,,(-9) Mar)nsm as. Method .
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- Politics at NAA (P Youth Conference

By MEL BECKER

WASHINGTON, Feb. 6—=The National Association for the Advance-
ment of Colored People held its second annual “National Youth Leglsla-

tive Conference”

in this city on February 3-6.

Revolvmg around the theme, “Youth and the Challenge of Inte-

-gration,””
ple: from NAACP college chapters,
and representatives , from other
student and youth organizations.
The conference dealt with the preb-
lems of segregation and discrimi-
mation in education, polities and
Jegislation; civil rights and inter-

national affairs, and- proposed solutions '—

for them.

The conference adopted a radical pre-
gram of fighting Jim Crow and discrimina-
tion against all: racial and religious minori-
ties and caled for aggressive action to
root this blight out of the country. It came
out against any. discrimination against Ne-
gro teachers and students, for complete
desegregation and integration in the
schools of the nation and for teaching the
history of minority. groups in an accurate
and unbiased manner. The conference de-
manded the enactment of FEPC legislation,
anti-poll tax and anti-lynch laws and other
civil-rights bills. ‘

The delegates and v1s1tors to the con-
ference made it clear that they were in
no mood to brook delays and pussy-foot-
Ing on the translation of the recent Su-
preme-Court decision-against segregation
in the schools: into- reality. They  showed
an-awareness:that reactionaries and big-’

-the conference brought together several hundred young peo-

NAACP community youth councils

ots, espeeially in the -South, would use
any methods they could find to prevent
integration, and recognized that a thor-

oeugh-going struggle would have to be -

waged,ﬁo' see to it that the historic deci-
sion of the: Supreme Court beecomes the
practice of the Iand.

The conference declared itself for an

end to filibusters, which prevent the en-

actment of civil-rights legislation, and
for the granting of scholarships to all
students, regardless of race, religion and
national origin. The conference expressed
its concern with increasing the number
of Negroes who register and vote.

A dispute occurred at the conference
in connectien with the last point.

Although-one part of the section of the
report to the General Assembly of the
conference had. called for the nomination
of qualified Negroes to candidacy for po-
litical office “so as to help to stimulate
interest on the part of the Negro voter,”
another part of that section contained
the Stalinist-type idea that aeny Negro
running for office, regardless of his po-
litical views and personal quahﬁcatlons,
should be supported. -

The wordlng of ﬂle resoluhon on ﬂus

 Fenner Brdckway 'DiscusSés-.;Third Camp-
And Colonialism at Chicago YSL Forum

By MARGARET COLLINS oo

CHICAGO, Feb. 4—“I wish-to speak as
a socialist to fellow socialists on some of
the problems confronting our move-
ment,” began: Fenner Brockway, British
“Bevanite’” and pacifist. MP, speaking on
the topic “Dissent from the Cold War:

A Third Camp. Position” at a meeting. .

sponsored by the University of Chicago
unit of the YSL on February 3.

" Reversing the usual. pract.xce, Brock-,

ivay himself stated that “the views ex-
pressed are not mecessarily those of. the

Amencan Friends Service Committee”
whlch is spemsering his tour of the W, &~

He is a colonial expert sometimes re-
ferred to in Commons as “the member. for
Africa” and has been speaking to Kiwan-
is Clibs and non-socialist university and
college groups on the subject of eolonial-
ism.

The AFSC’s decision ‘to ask ‘him to

change his topic (“because we are inter-
ested in the Third: Camp, also”) pro-
duced in actuality two speeches—one on
the nature and history. of the Third Camp
in Britain and another on colonialism,
- No one in the audience (reported by
the U. of C. Maroon as 200) challenged
his définition of a socialist as “one who
is the complete democrat—who believes
that not only the political system should
be democratic but all life as well, includ-
ing industry. . . . He believes intensely
in freedom of speech——growth without
mental or spiritual imprisonment . . . it
is because we believe in these things that
we are opposed to the systems of Stalin-
ism and capitalism which result in con~
-trol of the many by the few.”

Throughout ‘his speech he used social-

jsm and the Third Camp synonymously;

'but he often.tended. to imply by “Third
€amp™ the neutralist “third-force’” ideas
which are so commeon ameong British self-
Styled “Third-Campers” and pacifists. -

' In speaking eof the left wing within the

British Labor Party he said that “though -
for war purposes many of the Labor.

Parties - and- Social-Demoerats ;of the
world had entered into a temporary coali=
_tion against-Nazism and Fascism,” minor-

ities within these groups:maintained that . :

socxa‘hsts should support independent ac-
tion against Nazism and Fascism, re-
taining ‘basic - socialist conceptions.- This
attitude continued- as late as. 1945,” he
continued, “when the BLP leadership had
gone increasingly _
camp and fear of the USSR caused even
the Keep Left position to be modified so
that even the Ieft-wmg came reluctantly
to adopt the view that democratic social-

ists must throw in their lot with the capi- -

talist powers.”}

TREND TQ THE LEFT -

However, “develepmg now within Brit-
ain is an inereasing bendeng to revert to
the left,” begn'mmg with the Korean war

" and crystalhnng on the subject of Ger-

man rearmament when the left “took the
same position as the German trade union-

ists, that rearmament of .Germany would .

continue the division of Germany and re-
sult in the reascension of the Nazi officer
class to militaxry power.” This tendency
has_been strengthened by Indochina and
Formosa, he said, and he predicted a
BLP victory within three years.

He feels that there exists in England
a strong feeling that the Stalinist gov-
ernment of China is de-facto the legiti~

" mate government. “Even the Conserva-

tives sought for a UN cease-fire before
endorsing the United States.” He added
that “if President Eisenhower has done
one thing for the BLP it is to unite it;
the whole party from the left to the right
is opposed to the Formosa situation.”

He proposed that Formosa should be
placed under UN neutrality until such
time as a plebiscite of the legitimate in-
habitants could be held to determine

whether they wanted independence or un- -
- ion. with Japan, China_or Chiang; and

that, the latter being very unlikely, some-

one, perhaps the U, S., could. offer Chiang ‘

“hospitality:”

Despite some criticisms ‘we have of
Brockway’s speech it was a pleasure te
hear a speaker of his international prem-
inence use the term socialist proudly, and-
in" & radical rather-than- a -social-demo--

v1ews on varlous questlons. )

into the  American -

point was such ﬂlcf the Stalinists, who
were a fairly large minority at the con-

ference, especially in the International .

Affairs panel, could then claim support for
Negro candidates of the American Labor
Party in New York State or for other Stal-
inist or Stalinoid nominees for political
office. This section of the motion with its
chauvinistic implications was approved by
a vote of 37-36, the chclrmcn ccsflng the
tie-breaking vote.

The resolutions adopted by the confer-

" ence on social and labor legislation were

in consonance -with the militant stand
adopted by it.om civil-rights. The confer=

. ence went.on recerd for a 30-hour wark-

week at 40 hours pay, and for raising
the minimum wage to $1.25 per hour and
broadening the coverage of this law so.as
to include all wage-earners. The confer-
ence also attacked the McCarran Immi-
gration Act.

WEAK ON CIVIL LIBERTIES

" In regard to one questlon, however, the
witchhunt, the conference resolution was’
extremely weak, showing thereby the im-
pact of the anti-democratic trends in the
country even on the NAACP youth. The
delegates had several opportunities to ex-
press themselves forthrightly on . the
questions of civil liberties and Ppolitical
rights and each time they shied away.

The resolution on Politics-and Legisla-

tion attacks McCarthyism, but does 'so:

in a rather vague fashion: It confines it-
self to calling for an atmosphere of po-.
litical and -intellectual freedom and de-
ploring all manifestations of MecCarthy-
ism and racism as.creators of a ¢limate of
fear and hate. Nowheié is there an analy-
sis of the nature or origin of the witch-

_hunt nor 4 program for struggle ag‘amst

it.
Likewise, the resolution oh Education
limits its. remarks on freedom on the

" campus to a statement calling for the

“fight for academic freedom.”":But this’
generally does hot mean much-nowadays,
for everyone, mcludmg the' reactionary
anti-democrats, give llp-serv1ce to “aca=-
demic freedom.” Indeed many witchhunt-
ers conduct their struggle ‘against- dentoc-
racy on the campus m the name: of “aca-
demie freedom.” .

The failure of the eonference e an-
nounce a positive progrum of nqhis for
students and teachers, and fo condemn the
vialations of academic freedom by nome,
was a deplorable sign of the times.

One struggle over this qaestion did ;de- )

velop at the confereinice: It took the form
of a proposalte add the phrase “po’htlcal
belief” to ‘the resolution calling for the '
granting of seholarships to’ students, *

without regard to raee, rehglon, and na- °

tionhal origin. The proposal was’ defeated
by a vote of 57-43. o

FOREIGN POLICY WRANGLE

One of the most interesting resolutions
was the one on foreign affairs, “The Im-
pact of Segregation on U. S. Foreign Re-
iations; The Quest for Human Rights in
the Modern World.” Although poorly
worded, the major portion of this resolu-
tion condemned the imperialist foreign
policy of the U: S. adequately enough, but
did not mention the other half of the
coin, Stalinist imperialism and its rela-
tion to colomal peoples. This reflected the
strong inflience which the Stalinists had
on this particular panel, as did also the
special motion it presénted on China.

The panel presented to the General As-
sembly an “urgent and special”’ recom-
mendation (besides its main resolution)
on Formosa and China. It reads:

“Because of the grave threat to peace
now existing in Formosa, we, the Nation-
al Youth Legislative Conference spon-
) sored- by the NAACP, urge that every
possible-means. be utilized to bring about
the creative exchange of ideas with the
government of the Chinese Peeple’s Re-

-public.. We further urge that the govern-~

ment-of the Uhnited States grant reéog-
nitionr t6 the Chinese People’s Republie
-and. support her admissmrr to "bhe Umted

- eratic sense, as well as. to.listen- to h1s .-Nations.”-

- Of course, we too beheve that -the’ Stal-

- T

1mst dlctators should be allowed to enter
the UN talking-shop, but the.Stalinist
authorship of the resolution is betrayed
by its notion .that the exchange of ideuas
between this capitalist U. S. and the Stal-"
inist regime in China (“Chinese People )
Republic”) will lead to peace.

To be sure, others present at the con~
ference went along with the Stalinists on -
this question, showing that many people
today are a prey to infantile notiens om.
the question of war and peace.  Wars aro”
net caused by the bad or goed intentiens-
of the ruling classes; wars are an oube.
come of the friction between imperialish. -

exploiting systems and as sueh cannot-be
' stopped by the ruling ‘classes. meeting.

over a table and bargaining or' just ex+
changing their philosophies-of life and
exploitation! They can only be:prevented .
by the oppressed peoples’ fight against
these systems—the fight of. the::Third
Camp.

But no discussion was allowed on the
“recommendation.” The -chairmian ruled, -
amid a near riot, that since it was a "recy
ommendation,” no amendments could
proposed, no debate held, no vote takeni
it would just be read to the floor and

passed on to the proper "authorities”!

On the immediate challenge to the
chair, the chairman did not-even allow’
the challenger the right to speak. He im-
mediately called for a vote, and in the
confusion, was upheld. So:the recommen=
dation was accordingly read (no changes
were. allowed,:no. debate was-allowed, no
vote was taken), and the’ épnferenca .
wound up -with ‘this’ ‘bureancrat. making
a speech praising the over-all unity that
had been achieved while admlttmg petty
disagreements!

,'7 Lk

CRITICISMS St

The behavior of the chalrman at - thss
sessmn was one aspect of one.of the fail..
ings of the conference. The leadership of

"the NAACP youth tended throughout the

conference to- act in a very bureaucratic
fashlon, stifling dlscussmn on .some..ocea~
sions, ete. The conference de]egabes wero
not able to prevent these anti-democratie -
actions, despite vigorous resentment -by

- many. The problem of the N.AACP youth

membership controlling its leadershlp is
therefore posed for the fyture, .
There are three major criticisms to be .
made of .the conference . and -of. the
NAACP youth: (1) Théy view the prob-
lem of the Negroes and other. minoritiess, .

solely within- the context. of - eapltaﬁsim kR

and they feel that solutions to:thése-prob-
lems ean completely be made. within the-
context of our present-day, resctionafy .
American capitalist society.. ¢2)- Theip
timidity in the face of the thchhunt and.’
refusal to take a vigorous c1v11-11ber- i
tarian stand is a grave defect. (3) The
manifestations of bureaucratlsm hava_
been mentioned.

In addition, there is the problem of the. .
absence of socidlist voices in it _and -Hhe. -
eorrerpondmg sirengfh of the anlmist»b. :
The mcpr impression given by the dele~
gates is that they are rcdn:clly inclined” .
péople who wish to struggle:: wgorgusly
against Jim Crow and race discrimination
and haotred as well as other social evils,, -
but who lack a comprehensive  political
pregram. Given the absence of militand

- socialist voices, the Stalinists are able o

make some headway since they appear ¥o
be the radical alternative to the status
quo, to those young people in NAACP wlao
are looking for alternatives. .

If there were a few socialist vomes
raised in the NAACP youth .the effect
could be enormous. Confronted with. con-

‘51stent democratic socialist politics the - v,
Stalinist influence would melt away. Ang -

at the same time one would find 2. trex.
mendous response among NAACP mems
bers. The NAACP ‘youth should, and ¥-

* believe would, come out with a 8trony )

democratic pohcy on foreign affairs, eivik’
rights, academic freedom, ete., given the-

‘opportunity just to hear the reagons for’

“such a program. Along these lines hes'

* ithe. future progresswe development 0:?

thxs organmatxon. o

be
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FROM M
HRU

The Bureaucratic Class Drives
Behind the Kremlin Overturn

'iy A. STEIN
‘The neW overturn in the Kremlin hxerarchy

. has answéred some comparatively old ques-

tions but raised just as many new ones. Malen-
kov’s fall, foreshadowed some weeks ago by
Mikoyan’s ouster as Minister of Internal Trade,

~answered the question as to whether the strug-

gle for power was still in progress after Beria’s

hquldatlon, and if so who the contenders were.

But was it merely a struggle for power. one step fur-
ther .along the road for the victor to Stalin's throne?

' Molenl(ov s defeat coincided with an abrupt turn back to

the line of giving absclute priority to building up heavy

industry, armaments-and the armed forces. as well as con- ..
tinuing the feverish expansion of agriculture. This means.;
that the struggle for power was organically. [mked with -

deep-going differences over policy.

Some observers have deduced from' these facts that,

the differences which brought the clash between Khrush- -

chev and’ Malenkov to a head were primarily domestic

in character. Whereas Khrushchev urged that priority”
be given to heavy industry and agriculture, Malenkov
_insisted that the tempo of developing -heavy ' 1ndust1y~
be-slowed down somewhat and-that-the light.or *eon~’

sumers goods” industries be given a.modest impetus

anng thh the ambitious program of agrlcultural ex-_

pansion.

However, this explanation does not aceount fo1 the‘
manner in -which the Kremlin crisis was resolved and’

the changes it brought in the make-up of: the -ruling
hlerarchy Why, for example, was it necessary. to pub-
licly announce the change and engage in.a violent. at-
tack on those who supported the Malenkov line? A few
weeks earlier Khrushehev had denounced such peéople.
at the plenum of the Central Committee of thé party
in January and ¢compared thém to Bukharin and Rykov.
Why was it necessary to publicly expel Malenkov. from,
the inner ruling circle and humiliate h1m openly before
the country?

Undoubtedly Khrushchev was settlmg some old per-.

sonal scores in, forcmg Malenkov to admlt his adminis-
trative inéxperience in economic affairs as well as his
gullt for the catastrophic failures in agriculture. And
since it is in the real Stalin tradition, the  element of
personal splte cannot be lightly brushed aside.

. The entire country knows that Khrushchev has hud coms«

plete responsibility" for agriculture since 1950, and that .

it was Malenkov, supported by Benedikiov, the present
Minister of. Agriculture, who- opposed his fantastic at-
tempt to amdalgamate the collective farms into super-

collectives. It was Malenkov who sharply and caustically -

criticized: this policy at the 19th Congress of the party:in
late 1952.. Was Malenkov's "confession' merely an act of
revenge on -the -part. of Khrushchev and his attempt to.
absolve himself from responsibility, or someihmg more? .
This is one question which we shall #ry to answer at a
later point in the article.

POINTERS

Malenkov s fall was accompamed by the rise of
Marshal Bulganin to the post of premier and Marshal
- Zhukov to Minister of Defense. While Bulganin is the
agent of the party inside the ranks of the army -elite,
Marshal Zhukov is the professional soldier par excel
lence, .the popular war hero. Why was it necessary to
uiiderseore and increase the prestige of the army at this
particular time? The connection between a change in
domestxc policy and the tise to new prommence of the

army may seem ‘obscure.

" of course, it can be and has been argued that since
the secret police  has declined in power and importarce
the arimy has become the arbiter of all struggles within
the Kremhn hierarchy. Every new division i the ranks
of the' party leaders emphasizes the strength of the
ai'my, and the elevation of Zhukov to his new “post is
taken to be the proof )

Ag'am, some observers have- pomted to the sudden
worsenmg' of the.international situation.as.the. expla-
n’atxon of, the Kremlin ecrisis and the fayored position
of the army in the ruling hierarchy.. ‘There is.no. dis-
putmg the fact that the Russian official press took on an

ug]y threatenmg tone wrth ‘the. French ratlﬁcatxon of

the Paris treaty, bringing German rearmament one step
closer to reality.

There was also the savage article written by Marshal
Vasilevsky in mid-December and addressed to British
Field Marshal Montgomery for his discussion on the
use of atomic bombs in warfare, a discussion which
coincided with the decision by NATO to base its entire
strategy on atomic warfare. There was also the denun-
ciation of Churchill by Marshal Zhukbv, following the
British prime minister’s revelation that he had been
prepared to use German soldiers against the Russians

_ at the'close of the Second World War.

Just how seriously the Kremlin really takes the
thieat of German rearmament we do not know yet. But
the propaganda line pomts in'the direction of a further
intensification in the arming of the satellite countries
of East Europe. Secondly, the NATO decision to base

itself on-a strategy of atomic warfare is a challenge’
the Russian military leaders have to meet. Finally, there-

are the demands of the Chinese for military equipment.

All of these converging claims on Russian heavy in--

dustry have to be con51dered in ‘an evaluation of the
Kremlin cr1s15

SAND OR. SUBSTANCE’

However. this picture is not altogether as slmple qnd‘_.

free: from contradictions as it appears to.be.

Wltness the fact that Zhukov has the 1eputation. of
being friendly to the West. The myth of his friendly

relations with Eisenhower has achieved official status-

in the. Western press, and of this: the Russ1an leaders
are perfectly aware,

And on the very same day that Malenkov “resigned,”™:

Zhukov granted an interview to William R. Hearst Jr.,
in which the marshal “spoke: warmly of his friendship
for Gen. Dwight Eisenhower.”
of “coexistence,”
United States and Russia. Was this interview, cleared
as it had to be through the Kremlin, merely designed to.

confuse the West as to the real meanmg of the changes,'

or was it something more?

To ‘the extraordinary and unprecedented Zhukov in-
terview must be added Khrushchev’s interview with a
New York lawyer by the.name of MacDuffie. Khrush-

-chev informed his American visitor that the Kremlin

“wants more normal relations with the United States,
but the first prerequisite is more normal trade rela-
tions.” Khrushchev also. revealed that a visa had been
granted to Supreme. Court Justice William Q. Douglas
to visit. Russia. next summer and that his .government
was permlttlng more Americans to visit Russia.

Again we can-ask: Was Khrushchev simply using this
American innocent abroad: to .throw sand in the eyes of
the outside world, or is there substance to his declara-
tions which coincide with the sentiments expressed by
Zhukov?

Finally, the role of Russm in the Formosa crisis ¢an-
not be ignored. While Stalinist Chiina has rejected 2l
offers of negotiation out of hand, the Kremlin has now
taken the initiative in calling for a big-power confer-
ence to settle the Formosa question and arrive at a set-
tlement of outstanding issues in the Far East.,

‘To be sure, this offer -contains a poorly concealed
joker, since it would bar America’s puppet, the Chiang
Nationalists, from the conference. But still, the Krem-
lin has begun the process of opening the door to negoti-
ations. This is not a foreign poliecy that can be com-
pared to the early period of the Korean hostilities.

_ 1 7
WAS IT FOREIGN POLICY
OR DOMESTIC POLICY?

In outlining some of the explanatxons as-to the. causes.

and consequences of the latest Kremlin crisis, and the
questions about them, we merely wish to indicate what
the facty are that must be integrated into any over-all
explanation, A moment’s thought. shows the suggested:
speculations boil down to an. either-or proposition<
either . differences on.domestic or foreign affairs.caused,
Malenkov ’s downfall. But this- seems like claiming.
elther the chicken: or -the- egg came, ﬁrst

P R R

Zhukov’s “line” was that.
and of improved relations between the.

Without a doubt, domestic considerations_alw'ays camo
first ‘with Stalin in determmmg' foreign. pohcy The
present international crisis had its specific' origins in

- Stalin’s rejection of Roosevelt’s post-war offer to join

in an imperialist redivision of the world. But Stalin de-
.clined and set outr to build and exploit his own satellite
empire in Eastern Europe.« At the same time he plun—
dered Eastern Germany and tried to fasten his grip on
West Germany as well,

The reasons for Stalin’s policy were no secret. It was

necessary to rebuild heavy industry as rapidly as pos-.

sible and at the same time to shut the Russian people
off from any contact with the more prosperous West.
The need to restore and protect the social base of the
Russian bureaucracy determined Stalin’s post-war
course. In turn his foreign policy had itg ewn devastat-
1ng consequences on domestlc affairs when it resulted

' in the cold war.
- The need to hold down the, living standards of the

workers and peasants was inténsified and a further im-
petus was given to the development of heavy industry,.

The fatal disproportions of the Russian economy were

stretched to their extreme limits.

This was the inheritance which confronted the new:
“gollective leadershlp” when Stalin died. The policy of
economic concessions in the satellite emipire and at
home were imniediately imposed by the.reed: to win g
breathing-space and permit a consolidation of power.’
The cry for coexistence was a consequence of the same
imperative in theé field of foreign affairs. But the
United States showed that it was not interested in
maintenance of the status quo but wanted to force the
Kremlin to retreat to its old borders while it built up
its own armed strength and that of its allfes as well.

For the Kremlin, therefore, it is impossible: in pruoﬁce
to separate the problems. of foreign. polnc[ Erom ihe
question of whoi domestic line to. follow,:

£

WHERE ZHUKOV COMES IN -~ - 7

" One result of the United States’s-pol_icy is that thé,

Kremlin must take a decision on Germany. It can fol-

low one-of two policies, It can either withdraw. from:

East Germany and hope to neutralize a united: Germany
w1th tempting offers of trade, or else malntaln its grip;
on Eait Germany and expect the rearmament of West
Germany

In either case, however, to anticipate the Worst alter-.
native, an armed Germany requires the build-up of . its
own and its satellites’ armed forces. Whether the quess
tion of withdrawing from East Germany wag.an . issue
in. the: Khrushchev-Malenkov dispute 'remains. to be -
seen. But whatever the  Kremlin decides on this issue;
it canhot escape the: consequences of Germany s return
as an economie, political and’ mxhtary force in central
Europe. . .

The rise to prominence of Zhukev must he seen from '

this perspeohve to make sense. Zhukov is the conquerer;
of Berlin. He is the marshal wke led the Russian armies.
that crushed the Hitlerites and symbolizes. Russian ormeJ

might. We believe Zhukov was roised to the post of Des.-

fense Mimister for two closely connected réasons. One::
to influence the West Germans just before they take the
fateful step. of voting on rearmament; two: o prepare
the Russian masses for the sccrifices involved in the new
line.

While the Russian people will not believe a Khrushe

chev. when he warns them that sacrifices aré required
because a war.danger exists, they will at least hsten
respectfully to.a Zhukov.

There is no reason why Zhukov and the army general
staff should not accede to this present course whlch
promises to increase their prestige, importance and ma<
terial privileges. The cynical ruling cllque, headed by,
Khrushchev and seconded by Bulganin, is ready to pay
the price in order to use the symbol of the popular war
hero for its own purposes—above all, since the army’
does not hold any halance ¢f power in the conﬂlcts
which rage at the top of the ruling clrcle. : :

THE NEW SECRET POLICE + .
AND THE ARMY 4

Does the rise of Zhukov. also symbolize. the: rncreasmgJ
political power of the army, which stands unitéd and:

solid while the party. leadership rends and. destroys.i 7
self in factional struggles for personal power? :This is -

the 1mpres51on that has gained currency ever smce the
ligiidation of Beria and his personal faction.: A pict

has been painted in which only tw¢. social forces of 51g-‘ L

nificance emerge with the dlsappearance of
pohce frOm the stage—tne party-

.the. secret

today- controlled by, -
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Khrushchev and his cligue, weakened by internal dis-
senions, and the army general staff,

The picture is not quite accurate, since the ‘secret -po-
lice apparatus was not demolished when Beria fell. As a
matter of fact, it suffered only slight damage and it has
been enjoying a process of rehabilitation in the course of
the last war. The secret police has re-emerged as.an in-
strument of power in the hands of the party leadership
and in the first place as a weapon aimed against the
army leadership.

JIn the excitement that surrounded the news of Mal-
enkov s downfall and Khrushchev’s trlumph as well as
Zhukov's elevation to his new post, one piece of infor-
mation- escaped the ‘attention it deserved. The very day
. preceding ‘Malenkov’s “voluntary” re51gnat10n, Febru-
ary 7, the Supreme Soviet in routine fashion ratified a
decree giving ministerial rank to the chairman of the
State Committees of Security in the different republics.
The original -decree lifting the heads of these commit-
tees to cabinet status’ was issued by the presidium of
the Supreme Soviets last August.

These State Committees of Security, headed on a
national level by Colonel Serov, are nothing but the old
secret police, the MGB, cleansed of the Beria clique and
subordinated to the new party leadership. Serov was
appomted to his post in March 1954, and the gradual
process of rehablhtatmg the secret police began at that
tiie.

The functions of the new MGB, now known as the
KGB, are no different than formerly. Although it em-
blaces counter- 1nte111gence, and has been referred to in
the Russian press in this respect only, its primary task

is and-always has been to maintain a striet watch over

thte Russian people. No strata of Russian society, in-
cluding the general staff of the army, are immune from
its network of agents and informers, known in' the
army as the Special Section. Though the members of
this section of ‘the secret -police are integrated into the
army structure.from the bottom up, they do not answer
to the army commanding staff but to the.leadership of -
the KGB and .in turn to the party leadershlp

REHABII.ITATED GPU
"The head of the- newly reoroamzed KGB, Colonel

‘Serov, has an even more- evil reputation than was“ever -
‘ atftached ‘to “Beria’s :name. It was.'Serev ‘who direeted

o I ntries-and the
the ‘hass deportations from ‘the ‘Baltic countries and-the . chev's part in the many purges- Whlch ‘decimated ‘ the

areas ‘east of- the Curzon-line in ‘1940-41. Serov was #lso
reSponsxble -for the deportatwns of the VoIga Germans
m 1941

Durmg World War II,. Serov was second in. command_-
of ‘the army’s-secret police, known as" "SMERSH.: Osten-
- gibly. set up to uncover. espionage, SMERSH concen-

3 A trated ott terrorizing Russian“army soldiers. In the post-

. war- period; Serov was first deputy to Marshal Zhukov
in “Eastern. Germany" ‘and responsxble for security in
the ~oceupied ‘zone, ‘His name is synonomous with ‘the’
pitiless terror of-the Stalinist secret police.

The rehchllfdﬂon of the secret police was to be ex-
- pected- in any caseé. ‘But what makes its re-emergence
more striking is that at its head sfonds an experienced

- agent with a long history of surveillance over -the mili-

tary and .an-intimate knowledge of such.army leaders as
_Zhukov. and- Sokolovsky. Was it -accident which drove .
- Khirushchev and Bulganin to choose just such a type at a
-¥ime when they are wooing and flattering '}he leaders of
the armed forces?

‘Behind Serov stands .a national ‘police apparatus
which, conibined with the MVD under Kruglov, does not
in esseritials differ from the old organization Beria
headed. ‘An .interesting and detailed study made last
vear by Boris Méissner revealed that the old cadre of
the MVD-MGB has. managed -to maintain its positions
of -power -in the various republics rémarkably well de-
spite the -suceession of upheavals and convulsmns that
have followed: since Stalin died.

Aithough many of the economic responslblhtles en-
- trusted ‘to the old secret police were shifted to the

appropriate ministries; the MVD-KGB retains its old -

police powers. The security troops of the secret police
,stilltguard the: Russian frontiers. This was revealed in
passing in- the joint resolution of the party’s Central
Committee on agriculture issued on September 29,

1952, whlch mentions, “the frontier guard and the .

interior- troops of the Ministry for Internal Affairs.”

. The control of the slave labor camps still remains
- with the KGB, as.we know.from the reports of Brigitte

. Gerldand-and'J oseph ‘Scholmer on what happened chxrmg

' the Vorkuta uprising of July 1954.

One of the ‘veal signs of an increase in the army’ s

power relative to the secret police would have been its

* penetration of. the latfer’s. apparatus -at the ‘time of -

Beria’s liquidation. But  as Meissner points out, this
has net-happened. -

- Another indication of the decline in the role of the

- secret police would have been the transfer of the fron-

TS

“tier guards and intérnal security troops ‘to the army
But this too has not been the case.

~ There's No Angel Around

o ﬁmmce Tabor Action. Tt had appeared every week
- gince 1940 because . it’s -been backed by’ the dimes and
doilu'rs of mdependent secialists - amd your subscriptxons

sub is.only $2.00 a year— _'
Subscﬂbe now'
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The Pattern of Chronic Crisis Goes

The specific weight of the armed forces and its com-

manding staff inside the country has not increased in
terms of the real power functions and relations.

‘The potential danger that the army represents to the
party leadership comes from a direction other than the

extent of its armed might. As Meissner points out, the .

army’ elite has shown a remarkable social’ si'cblllfy and
cohesiveness in the last decade.

In the study mentioned above, Meissner analyzes the
composition of the army leaders who head the military
districts in the various républics. The continuity of -
leadership is even more striking than in the case of the
secret policé. -Should the antagonisms in .the Kremlin

leadership reach.the point where they threaten to shat- -

ter the party-police apparatus; the solidity of the

army- general staff might become a decisive factor, and

a -Bonapartist savior could issue from its ranks. But
such a moment has not yet arrived. ’ :

.3
KHRUSHCHEV'S LADDER
TO THE TOP

The relations which exist between Khrushchev, Bul-
gariin, Molotov and the others who constitute the over-
diminishing ranks of the “collective leadership” must
naturally remain a matter of speculation. But the way
in which Khrushchev has shaped his party apparatus
sinee Beria’s downfall and established his alliance ‘with
the army commanding staff- can be v151b1y traced.

‘What is important in the history of Khrushchev's rise

“is that the old Stalinist methods are still in effect. Those
- who talk about the democratic evolution of the Sfcllmsf

bureaucracy must surely be joking!

For the criterion by which Khrushchev has chosen
the members -of "his apparatus remains. totalitarian in

_character: unconditional loyalty to the Boss. Those they

hdve displaced -have been purged and gone by the board
not for inefficiency or dishonesty but because their loy-
alties were elsewhere

Flom 1938 to December 1949, Khrushchev ruled the
Ukraine as Stalin’s deputy. The interested reader will
find in past issnes of LABOR ACTION the story of Khrush-

ratiks -of “the:Stalinist party -and government in that

' perlod But like his chief, Khrush¢hev was also engaged _
in-the process of creatinghis own. personal -rétinue.
-Khrushchev’s-sphere iof : influence :extended into - White -
: Russw -and ‘Moldavia, as well.- -

T show. -how Khrushchev protects his- “own ' we

would Jike to-cite-the history -of one bureaiicrat. It helps:

solve a mystery and throws: hght on the nature of the

. totalitarian apparatus.
JUILDING HIS MACTHINE

- In June 19583, Leonid M-elmkov, Khrushchev s chmce
to sueceed him as secretary ‘of the Ukrainian CP, was

- suddenly dismissed from his«post -on the ground of

“Great-Russian’ chauvinism.” Melnikov’s importance is
measured by the fact that in-addition to his Ukramran

post, ‘he was also a membér of the Presidium - of thei_

Central Committee of the CP. Melnikov’s -disgrace,
however, was of short duration only. A month later he

was rehablhtated and appomted ambassador to Ru- .
mania, o

‘How dquickly and ‘easily his crime of Great—Russmn

. chauvinism was forgotten! The reason, of course, lay -

in the fact that his protector was nene other than
Khrushchev. -

- I 'goes -without saymg that the entire presenf leader. .

ship ‘of the state and party in the Ukraine is:beholden to:

~ Khrushchev. Even more ml'ereshng are the- appomimenfs

he has made throughout:the rest of Russw in. order to
bolster his control of the uppuraius

The tremendous program of expanding gram -produc-

_tion is centered in far-off ‘Kazakhstan. On Febriiary 14,
- 1954, the” prémier and the first and second secretaries

of .the Kazakhstan party were purged. The two pleni-
potentiaries sent from Moscow ‘to carry out the Krem-

lin’s orders and-take command were the Minister: of
Culture, Ponomarenko, and- Lleutenant General L I'

 Brezhnev. . .
- Ponomarenko was “first secretary of the White Rus-

.sian . CP- durmg the thirties and of course established

his: ties With Khirashchév, Liéutenant General Brezhov -
was successively a fnember of ‘the Central' Committée

of the Ukrainian party and then first secretary of ‘the ~

“Moldavian party. At the-19th party. congress in 1952,
He was also elected to the All-Union'Presidium. Imme-
diately after Stalin died, he was appointed head of po-

- litical admmlstratlon in the Russian-navy.

Nor did Khrushchev neglect his relations with :the

.leaders of the army while he ‘was,boss of the Ukraine.

Although it is impossible to substantlate the rumor, it
has ‘been.claimed that Zhukov was exiled’ by ‘Stdlin to
the post of district military commander in Odessa. What
is not in disputé is that Zhukov’s rise has coincided s"te'p
by step with Khrushchev’s advance to the first place in
the Kremlin hierarchy. :

After Beria’s arrest in July 1953 the military com-
mander of the Ru351an occupation zone of East Ger-
many was_replaced. by an “obscure figure, Gen. A. A,
Grechko, the former. chlef of the Klev Military Distriet.

- -Another ~appointment of sxgmﬁcance Jin- .extendmg

Khrushchev’s spliere of ihfluénce was'that of General -
. Mzhavanadze to:the -post-of ‘first secretary of the Geor-

:glan .republic. -For. Khrushchev, ‘the’- destruction :of

Benas personal apparatus m hlS natlve repubhc was;_ 1
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crucial and it was carried out on a tremendous scale;
The entire leadership of the Georgian CP and govern-
. ment was purged and new people installed. Although

General Mzhavanadze is a native Georgian, as his name
1nd1cates he spent a long period in the Ukraine servm,, .

as a party functlonary there.

.And so, behind the temporary screen of the “collec— -

tive Ieadershlp,” while dupes in the West hailed it as

. evidence of Stalinist democratization, Khrushchev car- -
ried through successfully the Stalin pattern of personal ’

. bureaucratic machine-building.

~
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END OF A STALINIST ¥

ECONOMIC CYCLE

Khrushchevs trlumph and Malenkovs downfall co- -

incided, and not by accident, with a change in economic

pohcy The timid, half-hearted switch to increasing the .
. . stream of consumers goods and building up light in- -
dustry has come to a definitive close. The Russian econ-..
omy has passed through one phase of a famlllar cycle-;_;;

and is entering another.

‘In the ‘excitement attending Malenkov's downfall, some
of the economic decrees passed by-the Supreme Soviet.
did not receive the attention 'Hley deserved, and yet fhey :

indicate what. the struggle was all about.

In his’ budget message to the Supreme Sov1et Fmance“_‘

Mlmster Zverev ‘announced that the regime “would

© “offer”. Russian. citizens twice as many stdte bonds as -

last year, 30 million rubles worth instead of 15 million.

In addition, Zverev explained, the government “ex- -

pected” a rise in savmgs bank deposxts
‘Whiat this means is that with a cutback in consumers

. goods production, the regime is taking measures to pre-~ =~ .
- vent-inflation. Russian workers and bureauerats are. not-+ . -
free to refuse to invest in state bonds and are com: -~

“-pelled. to invest up to two weeks’ salary in the state

loan. The regime also forces its bétter-paid workers -
and bureaucrats to bank part of their pay when the:
quantity of. consumers goods declinés.while the .labor - -

* force .and. the quantity of money increases as it must-
“in a pemod when heavy mdustry expands

The ubove-cued ‘measure :is. on the. negaiive slde des .

" signed" Yo -curtail' consumption ‘and prevent inflation. On.

the positive side is the text of the law published February ...

1T, lowe ing +he pri
frenglﬂ rates foi ﬂlose g0t : e

One. result of thls reductlon in prlces of heavy in- AN
dustry goods, of course, is. to’ increase the purchasmg

" power of the funds at the dlsposal of the. defense. minis-
* tries. -Combined ‘with - fheir- ‘inereaged alleations for

1955; this decreeé means that a much larger share o£ ria-

tlonal productlon will go to war goods. :

But even .more . lmportant this. law swmﬁes\that -

profitability .and . cost-aceounting no longer ‘govern t_
productlon _of ‘these' industries: Whenever the Sta ms

. regxme reduces the prices in this sector, it always means. T
- an inerease’ in government subsidies toward productmn, B
' since the primary aim is not to produce proﬁtably bp,t

meérely to produce more such’ goods

To be: sure, the’ firiance minister indicated the kmd of
" economies these industries must make in ofder to Towér
costs: whean he declared that over-expenditure on wages = ..
would -be. regarded as. a “very gross, v101at10n “of state, .

dlsc1phne

REIMANN'S SCHEMA

A few years ago, the economlst Guenter Relmann 1
observed that the.Russian economy goes: through itsown ... :.;
5 peculiar eycle, which-eonisists of two stages. In-the first =~ -

stage, which he de51gnated as the peried of :the turnte - -

the ‘left,” the emphasis is on the.feverish expansion :

" of heavy industry while the .consumer industries and

i ao'ncultu}'e are starved. In the second stage of the -
. cyele, the turn to the “right,” the tensiong and strains
generated during the ﬁrst phase are eased by a slowmg ;
down of . thé tempo of investment in’ heavy mdustry and,

! relaxatlon of the tlght grip on consumptlon

; industrial development the heavy industry acts like a

: magnet on _the reserves: of manpower and skilled tech= N

nicians. Since the rewards are greater in this field, there

< is a tendency for manpower, skilled _and unskllled e

gravitate to the city.. ‘Agriculture and the CONSUIMETS
- goods.industries suffer ds a consequence, -

because as the stream of consumers goods. dlmlmshes,

" the wages and returns of the workers and peasants de- .

_cline in value, ‘and their reSponse.is to engage in a slow—
down “of production. To¢ keep 'the machine gomg‘, ‘

larger party, state and:police apparatus 1s requlred to n

whip on the workers and- peasants.

'ﬂm process eonhnuex .until the point is reached wllcne

ihe stafe has: prcchcally swallowed society. The :hcre of g

.the national i income going into the developmenf of hecvy,
indusiry encroaches on the bare minimum demanded fo

-provide some personal incentive on the part of fhe work-" '

ers and peasdnis to produce. -AF this' point, too, ‘the'’ re-

" gime'resorts to purges-in order to maintain Hhe tempe of -

.. production, and .when this fcils. the flme for a slnﬂ' 2
- concessions is at hond. - ,

lTvrn Ho. Mwﬂl

ces on. %oducis f hecvy lndusfry cnd .
o ) ey

Relmann pointed out that in the p’enod of feverlsh .

Another. and extremely important consequence is that :
the parasitic state. and .party bureuacracy increases by -
‘leaps’ and bounds, consuming an ever-larger share of : :
the natlonal income, And this must inevitably happen T

In the post—war per,wd For. example the Stahmst re~ :
«gxme attemr)te'd ~to_ thaintain ‘the state s'»s’nare of Wha'& e
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! {Continued from page 7

the 'peasants produced, not by offering the peasants

niore, but by forcing them to take less out of a total
that was continuously declining, And interestingly
enough, it was Khrushchev, as we have remarked pre-
viously, who was in charge of the typical totalitarian
project of creating the super-collectives, where the
peasants would be deprived of their personal plots and
¥vestock and forced to be wholly dependent on the state
for thelr livelihood.

' nkuxnown TH REATENED

) Stalin’s death occurred at the climax of such a phase
#n. -the totalitarian cycle. The ecatastrophic decline in

: »a.g,mculture, the enormous swelling of the parasitic

gtate bureaucracy, and the extreme concentration of
unskilled and skilled labor, and technicians in the cities
threatened the economy, as Khrushchev himself later
admztbed with a breakdown.

i.1f we examine the economic measures instituted by the
‘Yoollective leadership™” in the period between March
1253 and February 1955, we can see all the marks of the-
sécond stage of the ecomomic cycle (which Reimann
‘Iabels the “right turn’). Most important of all, of course,
Were the concessions granted to the peasants; taxes were
seduced, prices on certain products sold to the state were

- saised, and the amount that had to be handed over with-

olﬂ' question to the state for practically nothing was re-

= duced ‘There can be no question that the income of the -
'pemcnfs was increased by these measures,

- In addition, the program of producing consumers’

' goods ‘was launched with a great deal of fanfare by the

Kremliny To-be sure, the consumption needs of the
bureaucracy were not neglected, and the quantlty of
television -sets, cars, vacuum cleaners and the like in-
creased But’ whlle the increase in the quantlty of con-
$umers goods was insignificant in terms.of the-need,
‘a start was. made, and a program of factory construc-
tlon m light industry was begun.

1. :At the same time, the process of squeezrng the para-

" itic state apparatus was also initiated. Not only was
" this ‘measure ‘necessary in order to reduce the wasteful

-burden to the state, but there was also no other way to

" . provide the technical and skilled manpower for the pro-
~gram of agriculturgl recovery and expansron

" Some of the facts revealed by the regnne itself .ure 5o
" fantastic, and yet so typical of the 'I'oi‘ahtcrlcn society,
i'hai' !Hrey are worth setting down.

" The finance mmlster, A, Zverev, who manag'ed to sur-
vive through one regime after another, revealed the

iollowmg facts-in an article written for the November

1954 issue of the magazine Communist.

" In the Ministry for Automobile, Tracto1 and Agris
tultural Machinery and the Building Materials Minis-
$ry, more than 40 per.cent of the specialists with higher
aducation were engaged in administrative duties as of

"Jast April 1. In the Ministry for Machine Tools only 24

.per cent of the specialists were engaged in productlon

i ToZverev’s revelations as to the para51tlc life led
by a large part of the skilled industrial specialists must
Yesadded Khrushchev’s now famous revelations on .the
whereabouts of agricultural specialists, According. to
Khrishchev, of some 350,000 trained agricultural spe-
clalists with hlgher or secondary education only 20 per
"ent worked in* machine tractor stations or collectives.
Another quarter were employed in administrative work
Whlle the official report could not account for the re-
mammg ﬁfty per cent. ; :

i Then there is the problem of too many chiefs and not
enough workers in administration and the fantasti¢ pro-
yortion- of paper work. Zverev cites as, a typical exam-
rple the Trade Ministry with 569 subdivisions, the Min-
istry of Electrical Power Stations with 366, some of

B Them employing only one, two or three workers. In one

division of the Coal Ministry, there was an eleven-man

=0 staﬁ’ which . consisted of two working specrahsts and

“nime chlefs

-'As for the number of forms that everyone in the

econOmy, from -the top down to the ordinary wdrker in -

the shop, has to fill out, it would take too much paper
£o. desceribe. Two examples will suffice. According to
the: trade-union paper Trud, the Ministry of Sea and
River Fleets sends out 8,000 documents every day to its

. subordinate organizations. And the Ministry for the

Timber Industry asked each timber concern in the coun-
fry: to fill out 118 forms with a total of 40,000 questions.

THE PSEUDO-PLANNED ECONOMY

‘Why does the phase of “liberalization” and “conces-
sions” come to an end? In the present instance the
Kremlin has explained its turn back to heavy industry
because of the existence of a “war danger” represented
P¥-German rearmament and American military encircle-

Jment of the Russian empire. And-it is this rationaliza-

tzon which the “enlightened” apologists for Stalinism
w111 exploit to defend the turn back to the old line.

The existence of the conflict between the United States -
-.and Russia is a constant factor in the calculations of both
ruling classes, In neither case does the aggravation or

: lessening of international tension determine the immanent
togic -of economic developments. A change for better or

worse in international relations, short of war, can only .
accelerate or retard the movement inherent in the econo. .

mies.
The fruth is that any consistent extension of 'the

A period -of “‘concessions” threatens the. Kremlin hier-

archy with loss of control over the economy and.under- .
“mines the social basis of the bureaucracy as a whole:
This ‘can best be shown by examining what has. hap-

~pefied in the satellite: countries durmg the pemod -of

relaxatmn

Fconomic Roots of the

First it must be said that to talk about “planning,”
either in the satellites, in Russia or in the entire em-

pire, is absurd. The ftotalitarian ecomomy 1is not a

planned economy but a command economy. .

Two examples will suffice. In the period of forcing
the development of heavy industry, Czechoslovakia
doubled its industrial output between 1948 and 1953.
-But in that same period, according to official statistics, .
the production of hard coal rose only 13.8 per cent and
soft coal 45 per cent.

Again, Russia ordered East Germany, Poland, Czecho-
slovakia and.Hungary to construct huge steel plants.
The Russian-reginie promised to supply engineers, ma-
chinery and raw materials. Russia’s own. shortages,
however, prevented her from fulfilling her obligations
and in each country the stéel plants were either left

"~ unfinished or produced at a fraction of planned capaecity.

These exampfes, which are quite typical, only show that
extreme dlspropcrﬁon and a lack of synchronization be-
tween the dlﬁerenf branches of industry are nncondiﬁonal
laws of the totalitarian eeonomy.

SAME DRAMA REPEATS

Naturally, it was easier for the satellite regimes to
organize the basic disproportion, that is, to suppress
consumption and reduce agriculture to a state of ex-
tieme chaos. All that was required was the use of terror.
The peasants in-all these countries were herded into
collectives that had neither the necessary machinery
nor equipment. And of course, the peasants’ inceme was
reduced to a starvation minimum, If this is to be called
planning, then a new word must be found to describe
what. is meant by a rational allocation of productlve
-means to satisfy the needs of a nation. -

The “new turn” in the satellites did not reveal any
advantages in totalitarian planning either. In the first
instance, the peasants fled or tried to flee the collectives.
In the second instance, in the attempt to “rationalize”
production and slow down the development of heavy in-
dustry, some of the planners, eager to please their Mos-
cow mniasters, reduced the labor force in industry at. a
very rapid rate while they made no plans to absorb

- them in light industry or to shift peasants-turned-
. workers back to farming. And the attempt to “plan”
the production of consumers goods was tangled and
strangled in the web of bureaucratic orders and counter-
orders. ‘

The mcbllli'y to synchromte production showed |usi as
cruelly in the period of "liberalization” as in the penod
of building heavy industry.

But meést significant of all was the social effect of )

the “new line.” In Hungary and the other satellite céun-
tries, entire sections of the party, police and industrial
bureaucracy revolted. They saw their social base dis-
solving under their feet with the turn to satlsfymg the
needs of the masses,

The “new line” ‘meant easing police control over the
masses and how could any plan be fulfilled without the
use of terror? Furthermore, the problem of meeting
the consumption needs of the masses opened the bureau—
cracy to the criticisms of the masses. While the failure
t0 .build a steel plant does. not directly affect a worker
and his family, the failure to produce a promised out-
put of winter clothing does. In addition, large quanti-
ties of the consumers goods produced were siphoned by
elements of the bureaucracy itself onto the black mar-
ket, 'so_that the regime was doubly unable to fulfill its
promises to the people.

As we pointed out in LABOR ACTION of two weeks ago,
-a bitter struggle took place in the CP of Hungary over
this issue, The old guard headed by Rakosi refused to
submit to the new line and actively sabotaged its work-
ing. The same drama was repeated with vmatiens in
~ the other satellIte coumtries, =

€LAY FEET OF THE SYSTEM i)

The developments in Russia followed a slightly dif-
ferent pattern from the satellite countries, and not so
much information is ava1lable But the essentlal pattern
is the same,

1f one reads the Russian press consisfenl'ly. one will
find a’ constant stream of complaints about the peasants
who persist in putting all their labor and effort into work-
ing their own small private garden plets despite the
greater prices now being paid by the state for the prod-
ucts of the collective farm. No matter how much the state
pays the peasant, it is still less than-he can earn by his
private labor on a miserable one-acre plot. The result
was that even in recent period of "concessions'. fo the
peasant, the regime was compelled to resort fo compul-
sion to maintain control over the peaasnt.

In a dispatch dated September 12, 1954, the New York
Times correspdndent reported that the number of days:
a -pedsant must work on the collective had béen in=
creased. Whereas, in the past, the minimum for men had
, been anywhere from 100 to 150 days in the year, thé
new minimum.was set at 300 days. The legal penalty
for failure to- fulfill this norm is a doubling of the tax
which the peasant pays to the state. But there can be
no doubt that behind the legal penalty stand the party
and the police apparatus waiting to catch any persist-
ent offenders.

Just as in the satellites, the increase in the quantity
of consumers goods .is an invitation to black-market
dealing by state and economic officialdom. The enor-
mous extent of theft and misuse of state goods by the
members of the ruling class is a constant theme of the-
Russian press and swells in volume in the period. of
“relaxation,” Out of this extensive-practice of theft
and:black-marketeering, a thick network of private ex-
.change or blat.grows. rapidly in such periods; threaten-
-ing to eseape completely the control of the.regime.: ‘

ower (onfllct e

The dlﬁicultles reach into the precess of produchon
itself. The Russian economy remains a scarcity economy, .-
and raw materials must still be carefully allocated by :
a system of priorities. The entire history of Stalinist
emphasis on heavy industry has trained the industrial -
bureaueracy to satlsfy the needs of this branch of pro-
duction first.

RESISTANCE FROM BUREAUCRACY

A typical -example of what is constantly happenmg' ,
is the reluctance of the chemical industry to. yield first
place to the demands of the clothmg and textile indus-

~tries. Or agaii, whén thére is a local power failure in °
-some indistrial area, it is the natural habit of" the :

authorities to cut off the powet supply first of the light -
industrial enterprises, as Izvestm of October 28, 1953 -
complains. '

A very extraordinary example of this resistance on the
part of certain sections of the bureaucracy to fall in
with the new line was given by hvestia when. it asked
why the aviation industry had stopped producing ifs allo-
cated quota of baby carriages. Obviously, this refusal on
the part of the defense plants to produce consumers
goods must have been sanctioned on the highest levels. But
it reveals how deep the resistance was to the new line. -

It is at this point that one can see how the party
apparatus, represeated by Khrushchev, responded to .
and utilized for its own purposes the pressure of the .
army high command and, very likely also, the strata of -
industrial managers who run heavy industry. . .

So far as the industrial managers in this branch of
industry weére'concerned, their prestige and importance
were challenged by the shlft to light industry, and any
errors -in production and poor quality of output could
not be so -easily hidden under a- protecting cloak of
statistical figures. .

From, the viewpeint of the army high command; any
extenswe shift to light industry meant a curtailment -
of output for the armed forces, sinece so high a: percen- :
tage of Russian industrial production is geared for
armaments, .

And from the viewpoint of the old guard Stalinist pcriy :

. apparatus, the turn foward any large deqree of consumers

goods does not selve the probiem of raising the living
standards of the masses and only creates all kinds of -
problems of controlling the apparatus, the peasantry and

- the workers. When there is no enforced march foward

the developmeni of heavy mausfry. when the emphasis
is on "enjoying life,”" the problem of enforcing discipline
at alt levels of the Russian econsmy becomes a serious
one.

BUREAUCRATIC COLLECTIVISM'S
T PERMANENT CRISIS |

Trotsky once remarked that in developing heavy in-
dustry at a forced pace while starving agriculture and .
consumption Stalin was lodging profound dispropor- -
tions into the very foundation of the economy. And that °
is the heart of the Russian erisis. The bureaucracy -
cannot even think of seriously correcting the dispropor- -
tions between heavy and light industry, between indus-
try and agriculture, without bringing about a social
upheaval at the same time that would threaten privi-
leges and power of the ruling class. And this is what
it is not prepared to do.

On_several occasions in the pus'} we' have commented -

on the way in which Khrushchev is solving the agricaltural
crisis. 1t is Stalinist to the very core. For its essence is

_ to increase the compuisive power of the state over the .
.peasant. X

In the republic of Kazakhstan, ruled over by Khrush-
chev’s deputy Ponomarenko, the regime is settling tens -
of thousands of new farmers. But they are not being -
installed into collectives; they are pushed into a new -
form of state farm formed around the nucleus of the
machine-tractor stations.

Without a doubt, the thousands of new acres sown to

- grain in this ferritory will produce grain, but the -

transplanted farmers are even more at the mercy of the -
totalitarian state than the peasants in the old settled
areas of Furopean Russia. And just as Stalin built -
Russia’s leavy industry in the thirtiés by beating the -
peasants into submission amd hunger, Khrushchev now _
will continue to build Russia’s Heavy industry with the
very same methods. .
Khrushchev's new line is so full of contradictions -
that théy are apparent even to the inexperienced eye.
For example, the farmers have been given new money
incentives, but the production of censumption goods is
being cut-down. What will the peasants do with their
modest increase in income? And as for the workers, they
must now even give up the hope, the prospect that was
offered by Malenkov, of an improvement in conditions. -

Of course, should the workers lag, and the peasants
turn to their private allotments, Khrushchev has thie -
answer. He can continue to send more thousands of

party workers into the countryside and he can once -

more let loose the secret police.

This . is the ineradicable general. tendency of the.

development of Stalinist society, determined by its in-
eradicable contradictions; and while there have been'-
and will be all kinds of zigzags, detours and relaxations

in.the course.of its working-out, the motor of Khrush- -
chev’s ascendancy over Malenkov was powered by the\ e
. force which: it: generated i
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