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A third and a fourth blow against the
attorney general's “subversive list” sys-
tem have been struck by the federal
Court of Appeals in decisions directed
against the governmment's witchhunt act-
ivities, These follow on the heels of the
Shachtman passport case ruling and the
decision last week on the National Law-
vers (Guild.

The more notable of the twe new rul-
ings reversed o lower cowrt's decision
that a family could be evicted from o
housing development becouse of refusol
to deny membership in a listed' organ-
ization,

This struck against the witchhunt use
being made of the subversive-list sys-
tem against tenants who live in feder-
ally aided housing and who therefore
come under the Gwynn Amendment, In
various parts of the country, test cases

bave been under way by tenants who re-

fused to sign the police-state. type of
document called “Certification of Non-
Membership . in  Subversive Organiza-
tions.”

The case acted on by the Court of
Appeals was that of John and Doris
Rudder of Washington. Judge Edgerton
wrote the court’s opinion, which was
unanimous, concurred in by Judges
Washington and Bazelon.

The decision declared that eviction on
the grounds proposed by the government
would be *arbitrary action” contrary to
due process of law. The Rudders ‘“re-
fusal to deny that they were members
of any organization on the consolidated
[subversive] list was mnot proof that
they were members. Even proof that
they were members of, ez, a ‘total-
itarian’ organization, knowing nothing
of its character, would be an arbitrary
ground for an administrative deecision
to evict them from public housing.”

The Rudders had never been given a
hearing, the court pointed out. It added

Federal Court Hits
‘List’ 3rd & 4th Time

that the attorney general's list had been
gset up for use in sereening government
employees, not tenants,

Just one day before, in the city of Los
Angeles, exactly the same type of test
case had come before @ municipal judge,
in the case of five tenonts versus the
City Housing Awuthority. The defendants
were represented by A, L. Wirin of the
American Civil Liberties Union,

The defendants won. The judge, Ver-
non Hunt, “ruled for the defendants,”
reported the Los Angeles Times, be-
cause of an Appellate Court reversal of
a lower-court ruling here last January.
Judge Hunt pointed out that there had
been no showing that the defendants
were subversive, merely that they had
refused 4o sign the reguested state-
ments.”

In New York City, however, the local
Housing Authority is proceeding with
its own eviction program despite pend-
ing test cases in the state.

The other new Court of Appeals ruling,
also unanimous, came on a cose dealing
with adoption of a minor. I. F. Stone's
Weekly reports:

“Judge Bazelon [writing the court's
opinion alse for Danaher and Bastian]
reversed the District Court's denial of
a petition for adoption of a mnatural
child filed by its white mether and her
Negro husband. The petition had been
denied on two grounds: (1) the couple’s
refusal to sign tenants’ loyalty oath that
they did not belong to any organization
on the attorney general’s list, and (2)
that the boy ‘might lose the social status
of a white man’ because his adopted
father would be a Negro. Judge Bazelon
held the refusal to sign the oath was no
‘adverse reflection” on the couple and
that denial of the adoption could not ‘rest
on a distinetion between the “social sta-
tus" of whites and Negroes.'"
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What the New Friendliness’
Means for the Cold War

By BERNARD CRAMER

The Geneva Conference has come to its end, with the various delegations roping
down from the “summit” to report back that the climate up there had been very
sunny. This seems to be a genuinely complete account of the affair. President
Eisenhower has assured us that Geneva is not Yalta—no secret agreements were
made, he insisted. No secret agreements because there were no agreements.

The accomplishments have been preparatory, it is insisted on all sides.” Eisen-

hower gave his word as a general that
he was against war; and Bulganin-
Khrushchev let it be understood that
they did not mind if it was hinted that
they tolerated the rumor that there was
a possibility that there were now al-
most as few Fascists in Washington as
in Belgrade.

So polite were the Russians, indeed,
that they did not even hother to point out
the elightly comical aspect of Eisenhow-
er's headlined proposal for arms control
by mutual aerial reconnaissance, con-
sidering the fact that the Russians do
not need an international agreement to
spot U.S. military installations.

DEALS TO COME?

Yet, despite the fact that nothing more
substantial than these airy nothings came
out of the conference deliberations, things
are not quite the same as before. In the
first place, of course, this is not due to
the conference itself. It is not the confer-
ence which produced the talk about “new
friendliness” which has been brought heme
as the substitute for bacon. It is the
“new friendliness""—i.e., the new soft line
of the Russians, primarily—which pro-
duced the conference.

Secondly, now that the conference has
given this new relation a formal point
of erystallization, the Foreign Ministers'
conference in the fall will see whether
any second-string agreements can be
worked up, say, on trade or cultural re-
lations, to give some substance to what
still remains merely an “atmosphere.”
That i&, any practical imperialist deals

On page 6 of this issue we begin pub-
lication of a full report from Washing-
ton on the first hearing that has been
held by the Department of Justice for
any organization on its notorious “sub-
versive list.”

The Independent Socialist League suc-
ceeded in gaining this hearing after
eight long years .(during which it (and
its predecessor, the Workers Party, as
well as its then youth organization the
Socialist Youth League) wvainly sought
sich a hearing from the department. For
eight vears they had met either with
outright -denial of such a hearing, or
with evasion and procrastination by the
attorney general. Finally, buffeted by re-
peated court rulings which cast doubt on
the validity of the list, or on its uses by
the government and others, or on the
procedures under which it was drawn up
and administered, and particularly after
the blow to the government position in
the Court of Appeals decision on the
Shachtman passport case, the attorney
general’s office arranged the hearing.

Since it iz the first such hearing to
be pried out of the Department of Jus-
tice, it provides the first public view of

ISL Hearing. Is Trial of the

how the government decides on and jus-
tifies. inclusion of organizations on its
national blacklist. From this point of
view the behavior and methods now be-
ing exhibited by the attorney general’s
men at the hearing are a token of what
goes along hand in hand with such insti-
tutions as “subversive lists.”

As Joseph L. Rauh Jr., ISL attorney, has
been indignontly declaring ot the hearing,
the proceedings have threatened to be a
"“$arce" in which the Department of Jus-
tice is refusing to follow some of the
most elementary requirements of a fair
hearing. But the reecnt court decision on
the Lawyers Guild case made it clear that
it is mecessary fo go through this admin-
istrative hearing in order fo be ahle to
bring the whole shady subject of the "'sub-
versive list" before the courts direcHy,
for the first time since President Truman
established the institution by presidential
ukase,

Central in the proceedings so far has
been the eurious fact that, although the
government iz setting out to prove that
the anti-Stalinist ISL iz “communist,”
it steadfastly and stubbornly refuses to
define the charge. If it is Communist

List” System f

(with a big C), then it means associa-
tion in some way with the Communist
Party—but the government does not
claim that this is true of the ISL. If it
is communist (with a little C), then it
means 4 set of ideas about a new society
under common ownership—which the
ISL and its attorney spelled out further
at the hearing—but the government re-
fuses to say whether such socialist ideas
are “subversive."”

One recalls “The Trial" as Franz
Kafka described it in a fantasy—com-
plete with a charge which is never de-
fined and “witnesses” who sglink about
in the grayness,

NEXT WEEK

we continue our detailed report

on the ISL hearing in Washing-

ton eon the "subversive list,"

when it resumes on Monday,
August 1.

that may be worked out can be ascribed
to the “good relations” established by
the confrontation in Geneva, rather than
to any changes of policy at home. Each
side can maintain for domestic consump-
tion that it has not changed its mind a-
bout the other fellow. ol

Thirdly, it is reasonable to ask why
the Russians were so anxious for this
Ysummit” conference, if they had no new
deal to propose. We can ask this question
about the Russians since it is well known
that the Americans were not burning to
have this conference at all. : ;

Do the Russians leaders need their
side of the tale about the “new friend-
liness” in order to sell to their cadres
back home a turn toward cutting down
on the economic sacrifices necessitated
by constantly jacked-up war prepara-
tion,»an economic pressure that is be-
coming intolerable?

INTERLUDE

It is speculative, of course, to believe
that the Russians are being forced to
reduce the- pace of the armaments race
by economic pressure at home, and are
therefore willing to seize on the play-
acting at Geneva as the peg on which
to hang a turn at home. It iz yet to be
seen whether they will get serious a-
bout armament limitation (leaving a-
side the myth of “disarmament™). Or
whether the U.S. will, for that matiyr,
pressed on its side by desires for tax-
cutting and budget-balancing as well as
by political pressure from its allies and
the uncommitted world,

But in one form or ancther, the breath-
ing-spell that is signalized (not caused)
by Geneve is @ welcome interlude which
hos been imposed on the cold-war blocs,
and is not a boon which is being con-
ferred upon us mortals by beneficent im-
perialists who have soddenly turned
"friendly.”

COLD WAR GOES ON

It is a breathing-spell from the sharp-
est fears of war, but it is not an end to
the eold war, which goes on —in new
forms, as we headlined last week. The
Rusgians are preparing to deal directly
with the Germans on the unity question,
a megotiation which i= bound to make
the Western cold-warriors feel a little
less of that sunny friendliness which is
being touted in all the capitals now. In
Vietnam, the election which is due puts
the West on the spot. In China, the Pei-
ping government's drive for entrance in-
to the UN will not suffer from the new
stage of detente, and whether the T.S.
vields or not, the outecome is an integral
part of the cold war.

The fact is, that in its most basie
meaning, the cold war is not simply a
series of angty thrusts and counters
thrusts in a tense atmosphere but, rath-
er, iz the fundamental contest for world
imperialist supremacy between two ri-
val social systems, capitalism and Stalin-
ism, Even a period of international
smiles and curtseys, of deals and at-
tempted desls, is a stage in this cold War,
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THE 'INDOCHINESE PATTERN' IN NORTH AFRICA

French Terror and U.S. Stakes

By PHILIP COBEN

“Morocco is another Indochina in the making. Unless French policy is reversed
and drastic reforms introduced, Morocco will explode with a wviolence that only
Africa. knows, And if the explosion occurs, the management of the vevolutionary
foreces in Morocco may have passed into the hands of the Communists. Today it has
not. Today, Nationalists, not Communists, lead the struggle for iﬂc&epeﬂd&ﬂ@s from

the French. .

.« The French have fostened a milking machine on Morocco and

operated it for the benefit of the French. The Moors are the victima. Though their
natural resources are being exploited, they get precious few dividends.”—Justice
William 0. Douglas in Leok magazine of October 19, 1954,

Leaving aside this still non-existent
menace from Stalinism, Morecco is a-
nother Indochina in this sense at any
rate: it is inevitable that the French
will be pushed out, and the guestion
for French imperialism is only how
much of its interests it can save, But
for Franee's ally, the U.S., there are two
other questions which inescapably will
begin to take precedence in Washing-
ton's considerations, One is: saving Mo-
rocco as 4 war base for U.S. atomic-war
preparations. The other is: replacing
France at the “milking-machine,”

Just as these two considerations, with
the first leading, operated as the drive
behind T1.8. replacement of France as
dominant outside power in Vietnam, in
proportion as France's power wasted
away, so alzo in Moroceo (as in the rest
of French North Afriea) the pushing-
out of France means a more active poli-
cy by the U.S. ’

This should prepare one for U.S. poli-
cy-tacking as the conflict in Morocco
gets rougher, Up to now, by and large
with wacillations, French blackmail has
forced Washington to be its accomplice
in its suppression of North Afriean in-
dependence, In Algeria, for example,
troops which are formally under control
of an Ameriean general (in other words,
French NATO troops) were sent in to
suppress the people. American training
has heen given to French paratroopers
who are readied for a military massacre
of the liberation movement. The U.S,
has generally refused to allow the UN to
take up France's crimes against the
North Africans,

THREE PRESSURES

Now this U.5. policy, of course, is not
due to the fact that Framce's ferror in
Morth Africa makes Washington happy.
For from it. The finoncial rewards for this
terrer (which protects the 'miiking")
go to Parls, net Wall Street, whereas an
independent |nationalist MNorth Africa
would be free to welcome American busi-
nessmen. And as a result of this terror, the
“"Communist menace” looms ahead, as
Justice Douglas' warning emphasized.
But an intransigent atfitude by the French
colonialists presented Washington with
the choice: go along with Them or Us.
"“Good relations" with Our Noble Ally
France required that sympathetic and
understanding fellow imperialists should
suffer their sins, even though holding
their nese.

Insofar as France's hold on the eolony
becomes more and more untenable, as a
practical proposition, because of explo-
sive national-revolutionary pressure by
the Morocean independence fighters, to
that extent the U.S. can also press
Franee to get out of the way and let a
better man step in, lest all be lost for
both, This is the “Indochinese pattern,”
wherehy American imperialism tends to
flow into and take over the channels of
older and now lesser capitalist imperi-
alisms. '

Franc¢e has been under pressure from

three directions, then: (1) from the na-
tional-revolutionary explosion in the
colony, which threatens to throw it into
the sea; (Z) from economic troubles at
home which make it less practicable than
of vore to expend money and men to
bring fhe vebels to heel; and, as a re-
flex of both of these which in turn has
jts reciprocal effect, (3) from the reach-
ing out of American imperialism.

SOURCE OF TERRORISM

Hence it is not only a Mendés-France
who moves toward irreversible conces-
sion to national revelt, but now it is also
a Faure. When Faure became premier
he pledged himself to continue the North
African policy of his predecessor, in
spite of the faet that the latter met his
troubles on his North African line: and
Faure has indeed made efforts in this
directjon.

This is the source of the mest recent
wave of terrorism and cofinter-terrorism
in Morocco. The outstanding thing obout
this wove is that it was touched off by
pnderground  French-celopial  terrorism
aimed ogainst Moroccans, not the other
way around.

“In  recent weeks,” reported Time
magazine on January 31 of this year,

“there has been an increase of European
terrorism aimed at the natives, Often
the activities of the ‘counter-terrorists,’
as they call themselves, are conducted
with the tacit complicity of loeal cops,
whe have little patience with the slow-
moving machinery of French justice.
‘What?' bellowed one indignant Casa-
blanca policeman recently. ‘Arrest
Frenchmen for killing these Morocean
pigs? They ought to be given the Legion
of Honor!""

This outhurst of terrorism by the
local French colons was at bottom in
résponse to fears of softness in Paris.
We have here a now typical split (ef,
Kenya too) between the several intersect-

BEHIND

ing considerations of the metropolitan
imperialists, which we have szketched,
and the interests of the local Eurcpean
exploiters, which is a single one—profit-
and exploitation only and to the devil
with the broader outlook of the Paris
politicians, who have other things to
worry about in the world besides the
incomes of the colons. In Paris, the
problem of peliey is a complicated one;
but for the Casablanca cop who reflects
the thinking of the milkers-on-the-spot
the problem is simplicity itself. Give
these nationalists a finger, and they'll
wrench our arm off!

HOLDING HANDS

And so Grandval. as French represent-
ative in Morocco, has been forced to
take measures against the "loyal" French
colonials and their police and terror
groups, including dismissing the Casa-
blanca police chief and deporting leaders
of Présence Francoise, the “counter-
terrorist” group, which has been trying to
force Paris's hand by precipitating a
situation where the troops hove to step
in to “preserve law and erder", i.e., mos-
sacre and suppress the nationalists.

THE SPLIT IN THE PPP

Non-Stalinist Left Regroups

The following document is of great in-
terest, or should be of great interest to
readers, I think, because it is the first
one I've run across in which we can hear
directly from the leader of the NON-
STALINIST section of the British
Guiana PPF,

It will be remembered that, at the time
of Britain's shameful suppression by
force of arms of the legally and demo-
cratically elected government of this col-
ony, the governing People's Progressive
Party was headed by its two leading
Stalinist sympathizers, Dr. Cheddie and
Janet Jagan. LABOR ACTION was one of
the few American publications which
denounced this act of fmperial terror by
Brituin, and which also denounced as
false the imperialist tale that the PPP
was simply o Communist Party, spear-
head for Moscow, ete. ’

Rather, in our very first issue on the
erime ageingt British Guiana, we point-
ed to the more heterogeneous makeup of
the PPF, particularly the antogonism be-
tween the Jagan (Stalinist) group in the
leadership of the PPP and the non-Stal-
inist leaders and militants headed by
L. F. 8. Burnham.

In the PPP gplit following the sup-
pression, the Burnham and Jagan
groups separated. From those reports
which we saw, it was hard to tell what
had really happened. Tweo hypotheses
naturally leaped to mind, amony others:
1) The aplit was essentially between
Stalinists and non-Stalinists; (2) the

aplit was essentially due to the Burnham
group's weakening in the face of British
tmperialist pressire and seeking to make
a deal with it at the expense of militancy
and anti-imperialism, The Stalinists
were obviously interested in pushing the
latter explanation, rightly or wrongly.
In the April issue of the London anti-
eolonial and quite non-Stalinist maga-
zine African & Colow¥al World, the edi-
tor published an arbiolesf his oun on the
PPP aplit which qiiite atrongly implied
the second explanation also. But al-
though theve was plenty of opportunity
to do 80, he cited no evidence and pointed
to no facts of this sort. In the June issue,
the magazine printed a reply by Burn-
ham. It is this communication to the

magazine by Burnham that we publish

below.

1t will be noted that Burnham vigor-
ously repudiates any implication of di-
minished anti-imperialist militaney,. and
ascribes the split (which he deplores) to
the “adventurism' of the Jagan-Stalinist
group. He refers only once, but intelli-
gibly, to the difference on Stalinism;
his thought is that Jegan's line would
tend to narrow the independence strug-
gle to pro-Communists.

Publication of this letter by Burnham
does not, of course, settle the question we
raised about what happened, but it may
give a useful insight into the present po-
litical state of mind of the Guignese
leftists who are trying to distinguish
themselves both from Stalinism and im-
WNGIMF—H. D,

LETTER BY BURNHAM

In the first place in the article you
state that PPP is essentially a creation
of Dr. Jagan and his wife, Janet. This is
one of those fallacies which have gained
wide currency. The party was actually
formed in 1949 after my return from my
law eourse in Britain and I was one of
the founder members, While I lay no
claim to creating the party it is inac-
curate to deseribe me as a later adherent.
On my return from the U, K. in 1949 I
discussed with Cheddie the necessity of
forming a party and together with oth-
ers like Ashton Chase, Ramkarran and
Sydney King, we held exploratery meet-
ings and eventually the PPP was
formed.

I notice that in describing the differ-
ence of approach between, Cheddie and
mysell you state that “he passionately
believes in thé immediate amelioration of
the condition of the masses (while) Mr.
Burnham if left to himself, would be con-
tent to wait for a gradual development
in the change of conditions.” I regret
that you gathered that impression of
my approach. I do not believe in the
gradual change of conditions for I am
not British nor am I a reformist or
Fabian Socialist believing. in the glories
of gradualism. I am not impatient of a
long-drawn oub strugele and [ realize
that is what faces us.

The difference between Cheddie and
me on this point as 1 see it—I may be
wrong—is that I do not see the necessity
of complicating the issues mor do I be-

lieve in giving the British imperialists
an excuse which they may give to a large
section of the world for their brutal and
undemoecratic policy in B. G, Further I
feel that we must take into account the
objective facts of our situation and not
isolate our movement nationally and in-
ternationally by narrow sectarianism.

| am not an anti-communist witchhunter
as some of my friends and detractors seek
to allege. | merely see the necessity to
appeal to all sections of Guiana who may
not be all communist or communist sympa-
thizers to rally to the couse of indepen-
dence. And even in doing this | refuse to
compromise my original principles and
convictions.

It has been suggested that I am inter-
ested in ministerial office, This is hope-
lessly untrue as it is well known that in
1953 after the elections I intimated my
unwillingness to take a ministry. Office
in a colony means little to anvone who
understands colonial constitution: and
how they are geared to give the shadow
of power. Financially also a ministry is
a loss to me, Acceptance therefore of any
ministerial post so far as I am concerned
is dictated entirvely by a desire to serve
my people and take advantage of any
opportunity to carry on the struggle for
liberation at a further level, This holds
good for most of my colleagues.

It is true that T have fought Jagan for
the leadership of the party on a previous
occasion, but leadership has never been
the real issue, which iz one of tacties
and approach. I comsider that the em-

Meanwhile the Americans tremble for
their bases in Moroeco, They can well
understand that insofar as they identi-
fy themselves with the French, they will
suffer with the French on the day of
reckoning. But why should we suffer
for Fremch sins, i.e., for French profit?
Is this not wvery  unreasonable of the
French? Why arew't they sensible and
simply give up their milking-machine,
g0 that we can take it over and protect
our bases at the same time? This solu-
tion is so eminently reasonable, from the
American  point of wview, that only
French pigheadedness can account for
their course. We American empire-
builders, you understand, always find it
hard to empathize with other exploiters’
evil penchants.

But thus far, this annoyance has not
persuaded Washington to break with
the pro-French course. In January, in
fact, at the demand of the French—who
do not want the Americans to operate
their own bases their own way (the Mo-
roceans might “get ideas”)—the Ameri-
can forces in Moroeco turned over the
administration of native civilian person-
nel working for the bases to the French
quartermaster corps, “Wages and sal-
aries will be caleulated on a new basis,”
reported the Tangier Gazette on Jan-
nary 29,

French imperialism may be dying in
North Africa, but the American eouzin
is still holding its hand on the deathbed,
waiting for the inheritance,

in Guiana

phasis at this stage of our struggle must
be on the achievement of independence
and the improvement of the workers®
conditions. Meanwhile knowing how the
masses have been ill-treated gince the
suspension I feel that we must take
every advantage of each gain we can
make.

| am not so empty as to imagine that
accepting the suggestions and mode of
thought of our masters will achieve any-
thing but on the other hand it seems sui-
cidal to the movement to show what some
call "courage" by indulging in mere ad-
venturism. | have seen the effect of this
on the masses. | have seen their disillu-
sionment and confusion, and feel that they
cannot hold out forever. Aeccording to my
onalysis the objective result of Cheddie's
approach wiil lead not to the immediate
amelioration of the masses’ condifions but
to further represson for some time.

I have noted Dr. Soper's “praise” of
me and his rveference to the fact that I
was a Methodist. He has also mentioned
that I have been agitating for the depor-
tation of Cheddie and Janet, The latter
allegation is absolutely unfounded. I
have my differences of opinion with the
two individuals, but the way to prove
whose line is correct is certainly not to
oblige Britain by seeking the deporta-
tion of one’s opponents. After all Ched-
die and Janet are Guianese, the one by
birth, the other by adoption and they
have a right to remain here; it is not
for me to play the imperialists’ game by
asking for their deportation.

Soper’s support for me because 1 am
from a Methodist family is irrational
evenn if honest, I do not appeal to
Guinanese on the basis of Methodism but
patriotism. The majority of our popula-
tion as statistics go is neither Methodist
nor Christian. I hope to persuade Guia-
nese rezardless of their religion or ab-
sence of religion, that mine is the cor-
rect approach and more likely to achieve
the agreed goal of freedom. Meanwhile
what arve their individual religious per-
suasions are their personal concern.

There has been the allegation by Ched-
die and his supporters that the Confer-
ence of February 13 and the Congress of
March 27, were allowed by the police
because the latter expected decisions fa-
vorable to our masters. If this argument
is valid it would apply with equal force
to the Conference called by Jagan and
his group, at Buxton, on March 27, Ar-
guments like that are shallow and hypo-
critical and are only likely to confuse
the peopl eand obscure the main issue—
all of which we cannot afford.

As it is at the moment, I appreciate
that the-split is Jundegirable, for no move-
ment like ours has ever benefited from
division. The difficulties are great but
not unsurmountable. Surrvender is out of
the question. The British government
may imagine that it can play one group
against the other, but so far as I am con-
cerned, I will not be used for that pur-
pose. The major enemy still remains
British colonialism and our ammunition
will not be wasted on lesser opponents.

L. F,. S, BURNHAM
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FRANCE

By A. GIACOMETTI

PARIS, July 183—The recent congress of
the CGT, the Stalinist-controlled labor
federation, attracted a great deal of at-
tention by an unexpected innovation: a
seemingly free discussion on twe dis-
tinet programs. Though belated, it is im-
portant to examine the nature of the
disagreement, which involves more than
CGT policy alone.

On April 1, Pierre Le Brun, techni-
cian, member of the CGT Burean and
leading member of Union Progressiste,
opened the discussion in the CGT weekly
Le Peuple with a strong critique of the
-official “program of action,” adopted by
the Administrative Commission in prep-
aration for the congress, This program
reflected the current line of the CP,
which holds that the living standards of
the working class have been continuous-
ly decreasing since the thirties, and that
no improvement is possible in this re-
spect under the capitalist regime. The
-CGT leadership, endorsing this theory of
“iabsolute pauperization,” proclaimed by
Thorez, confined itself to a series of im-
mediate demands in its action program.

The general economic program which
had been adopted at the congresses of
1951 and 1953 was eliminated from the
draft proposals. The main defender of
the economic program had been Le
Brun; it is a detailed outline of eco-
nomic policy, based on measures like the
controlled development of investments,
reorientation of foreign trade, full em-
ployment, support of technological im-
provements, industrialization . of de-
pressed regions—in short, measures ori-
ented toward satisfying the immediate
needs of the working class. In his discus-
sion articles, Le Brun demanded that the
economic program be again adopted by
the congress, and that the nationaliza-
tion of ecement, oil, steel and of the
chemical industries be included in the
program.

The spokesmen for the Stalinist lead-
ership, first and foremost Frachon, the
president of the CGT, replied that in the
past the economic program had only con-
fused the workers by leading them to be-
lieve that reforms were possible in a
capitalist regime. It is not the place of
the CGT, they said, to formulate long-
term programs; this is up to the parties
of the coming “united fromt.”

LE BRUN DEFEATED

Rouzaud of the civil servants’ union,
a supporter of Le Brun, attacked this
position by saying that “one must npt
walk into the future backwards. Sime
the parties will each have their own pro-
gram, we will be left on the sidelines and
~unable to participate in the debate, if
we do not have a carefully thought-out
program of our own. . . . Events move
quickly; the outline of profound changes
is becoming vwisible on the internal and
on the international level. The present
legislature is coming to an end, the old
political formations are deeply shaken,
the movement for unity is gaining
ground. Shall we remain passive in the
face of these developments? Shall we
hesitate to pick the ripened fruit that we
are offered, the late fruit of the August
strikes of 10537

Skortly before the congress, Le Brun
and Rouraud had amended their original
proposals in an attempt ot a compromise.
Nevertheless, they were ottacked in the
strongest possible foshion as "Mendesists™
and reformists, first by the leaders Fra-
‘chon, Mauvais, Le Léap, then by the vast
majority of speakers representing the
various industries, all taking up the theme
of "absolute pouperization” and some-
times driving it #o exceptlionally absurd
extremes. The representative of the build-
ing trades declared thot construction
workers had been betfer off in the 13th
century; the representative of the rall-
waoymen came out against elecirification
of the railroads on the grounds thot it
only increased capitalist profits, ete.

Besides the civil servants, represented
by Rouzaud, only the printing trades and
the seamen backed Le Brun—both unions
which had not been affected Ly the split
of 1947 when F.O. left the CGT.

When it eame to voting, Le Brun and
Rouzaud were overwhelmingly defeated.
The official Stalinist leadership had in-
sisted that the question of the economic
program be not voted on separately, as
Le Brun had requested. His supporters
were therefore only able to express their
position negatively, that is, by voting
against the majority proposals. The re-
port of the Bureau, reflecting the ma-
jority position and presented by Fra-
chon;, ‘was thus accepted by 5334 wvotes

against 17, 114 abstaining. In fact, the
strength of the minority is greater:
about 1700 votes were not counted, rep-
resenting unions known to be favorable
to Le Brun's theses. )

The next day, however, the customary
unanimity was re-established: Le Brun
and Rouzaud rallied to a slightly modi-
fied version of the “program of action.”
The new conclusion states that the CGT
is determined to bring about a coalition
of popular forces in order to impose a
general change in policy, and that de-
mands such as Le Brun proposed would
become useful if and when such a mass
movement would arise. *

Le Brun and a supporter of his ten-
dency, Jean Schaefer, secretary of the
CGT’s small office workers' union and
treasurer of Union Progressiste, were
included in the new Bureau.

What is the significance of the twao
positions? .

ALTERNATE CP POLICY

To begin with, ¥ should be stressed that
we have here two Stalinist tendencies; Le
Brun's position Is neither “reformist" In
the traditional sense, nor is it @ revolt
against Stalinist ‘policy within the CGT.
From the beginning, Le Brun and Rouraund
made clear that they had no intention of
forming some kind of tendency, or even an
arganized minority, ond stressed their
loyalty to the CGT, ie., to its Stalinist
leadership.

Le Brun, like Le Léap who attacked
him at the Congress, is an official “non-
Stalinist,” who has always served the
CP’'s purposes. It is therefore farcical to
assert, as Gilles Martinet has hastened
to do, that a democracy has triumphed

BRAZIL
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UNCERTAINTY IN LINE PRODUCES A 'NEW LOOK’

Inter-Stalinist Dispute in CGT

in the CGT. The disagreements were too
muted and the final vote too crushing to
make such a fiction convincing,

Furthermore, the issue of “pauperiza-
tion" is not in itself as important as would
appear from the debate. Under the form
it i= being put forward by the CP, the
theory of “absolute pauperization” is
contrary to faect: average real wages
have unquestionably increased over the
decades. Profits, of course, have inereas-
ed even more; in other words, real wages
have not kept up with the development
of production. What has taken place is
a “relative pauperization,”

But the theory of “absolute pauperiza-
tion” is more than anything else the
basis for a policy, and what is being de-
bated in the CGT is a political alterna-
tive open to the CP and to its allies. If
no meaningful reforms are possible in a
capitalist regime, this means that par-
ticipation in or suppoert of a bourgeois
government is impossible. It implies a
“hard" policy, oriented toward capturing
the base of. the SP instead of coming to
terms with its leadership; it means sup.
porting a militant strike movement, par-
ticolarly if Mendés-France were to re-
turn to power.

Le Brun's economic program, on the
other hand, assumes that its proponents
will have influence in government, that
is, will participate in a parliamentary
combination of the Popular Front type,
such as France has seen in 1936, in 1945
and, under different circumstances, with-
in the resistance movement.

While it is true that, as far as the CP
is concerned, these alternatives will not
be decided primarily in France but in
Russia, it is wrong to assume that the

FROM JANIO TO JUAREZ

Socialist Opportunists Rally

By J. R.

SANTIAGO, July 1—The course that
the Socialist Party of Brazil has been
following in the whole past period is
truly an object lesson in the consequences
of opportunism. Dispatches to LAROR
AcTioN have deseribed the process from
the beginnings of the SP's Janismo to
the recent debacle. Now a new act in this
drama is beginning and it is worthwhile
looking back for a moment.

The Brazilian SP supported and vir-
tually created a previously unknown pro-
vincial poelitician in the industrial city
and state of Sao Paulo, Janio Quadros.
SP support opened up to Quadros the
career of, first, mayor of the city and
then governor of the state; and the state
of Sao Paulo, it must be understood, is
the most important in the Brazilian
federation.

I+ was the SP which worked up the
legend of Janismo, giving it a minimum
program of demands and the myth of a
new anti-totalitarian populism. This was
the banner under whieh Janio Quadros
won the governorship of Sao Paulo by
defeating the candidate of the “rascals,”
Adhemar de Barros.

This policy of the 8P provoked an in-
ternal crisis in the party, and a section
of the best elements opposed it in the
name of socialist principles. But the in-
itial success of Janio seemed so impress-
ive, and the collaboration of the SP in
the munieipal government had such a
bureaucratizing efféct in pendirating
the party, that the “Janists” took over
the majority control of the party, sup-
planting the Marxist elements who had
founded the party as a result of disillu-
sionment with Stalinist and Trotskyist
policy.

So great was the alluring influence of
seeming “practical sucecess” that even
leading elements of the left wing went
over to the banner of collaboration with
Janio; and so the left wing was divided
and its position in the party weakened.
The Sao Paulo victory seemed to con-
firm the wisdom of the pro-Janist ma-
jority. In reality it only deepened the
party crisis; the old leading committee
of the Sao Paulo state organization
was replaced by bourgeois, nationalist
and Stalincid elements; the socialist
left which had founded, built and led
the party was shoved aside.

Though this development, which took
place at the state convention of the SP,
was of apparently minor import at the
time, it had great political consequences.

In the latest city election in Sao Pan-
lo, the-leader of the pro-Janist majority,

the man whoe had brought about the
above-mentioned defeat of the old so-
cialist leadership in the party, Roger
Ferreira, ran for the mayoralty. The
party committee opposed his candidacy
because it wanted a more popular can-
didate, one who could win the support of
Janio and the whole Janist front. Be-
cause of this division of the pro-Janists
between different ecandidates. Ferreira
was defeated by the “rasecals' candidate,”
Tino de Matlos, a follower of the same
adventurer Adhemar who had been de-
feated in the previous election.

In this contest, Janio Quadros, as
governor of the state, refused to parti-
cipate or take sides; and Quadros also
withdrew from the presidential race, as
we have veported before. As a result
the Janist movement collapsed. The re-
sults were: crisis in the SP; decompo-
sition of Janism; victory for the Adhe-
marist “raseals”; and a big defeat for
the SP and Janio. From its previous
mark of 100,000 votes, the SP was ahle
to get only 40,000 for Roger Ferreira.

TAYORA GAINING

The defeat of the left in the SP was,
thus, followed by the defeat of the
party’s opportunist candidate and a
disaster for Janio Quadres. It is evident
how big a role the SP played in the in-
auguration and growth of Janism. We
have paid so much attention to the de-
tails above, ineluding the personalities
involved, because in the backward con-
ditions of Brazilian politics many so-
cial and political antagonisms appear
in personal forms.

MNow the situation looks as if it is chong-
ing again. After its defeat in the Sao
Paule municipal elections, the SP went out
to conquer a new national pesition for it-
self, by presenting as its candidate for the
presidency General Juarex Tavora in @
common front with the small Christion-
Democratic Party, after Tavora accepted
a minimum program.

Juarez Tavora’s candidacy is very
popular among the anti-Getulist (i.e.,
anti-Vargas) middle class, the only can-
didate ecapable of defeating Juscelino
Kubitscheck and Adhemar de Barros,
the two pretenders to the mantle of
Vargas. Tavora’s personal prestige as
an honest and anti-totalitarian géneral,
and his social-reformist program, could
organize and give voice to a new demo-
cratic-populist movement, as against the
Getulist “populism’ which goes under
the leadership of Kubitscheck and Jango
Goulart, % ' .

Furthermore Janio ' Quadros. fright-

CGT congress has been merely an-act of
shadow-boxing, Le Brun’s position en-
joys the support of a strong minority in
the ranks of both the CP and the CGT,
and it will continue to do so éven if the
CP definitely adopts a “hard” course.
The difference between the two positions
is real, even though confined to the
framework of Stalinist politics.

REFLECTS CRISIS

It is one aspect of the growing differsn-
tiation taking place within the CP. As of
now, one can distinguish a "soft" wing,
whose positions coincide with those of the
Stalinist wing of the New Left, and which
aims at o Popular Front; the “orthedox™
leadership (Duclos, Servin, Billoux, ete.)
which Is committed to carrying out Rus-
sian policy in any event, provided they
know what it is; @ "hard" wing, deter-
mined to follow a militant course even if
it should contradict Russian policy.

The leadership is at present offering
a “united front” to the SP, while pre-
paring to block any “Mendesist” coali-
tion in the offing. The “hard” wing has
found a spokesman in André Marty, and
the bulk of its supporters are still with-
in the CP. A similar differentiation has
agpeared in the Italian CP, and in the
sinaller Stalinist organizations of Bel-
gium and Switzerland.

This public appearance of “unortho-
dox” tendencies iz a sign of growing po-
litical consciousness in the ranks of the
CP. It is the product of the steady loss
of strength over the years, and it is
greatly favored by the recent develop-
ments in Russia. While the “hard” wing
is incomparably more healthy and more
important, the other non-official posi-
tions may also lead out of the CP’'s orbit,
given favorable circumstances.

The public discussion at the congress
of the CGT reflects in part this crisis. It
has not brought democracy to the CGT:
it means, however, that the CP leader-
ship is compelled to allow some freedom
of discussion in the periphery while
seeking to regain its bearings.

to Tavora

ened by Adhemar’s victory in Sao Paulo

and the subsequent decomposition of his"

movement, has: again become politically
active, collaborating in the organization
of the movement for Juarez Tavora on a
national scale. Expected now is a joint
declaration of 13 state governors in fa-
vor of Tavora; this could be Very im-
portant because the electoral influence
of the state bureaueracy in Brazil is
very great, if not decisive.

It seems that the cadres of the de-
feated and disintegrated Janist move-
ment are looking for a mew and higher
form of expression on a national scale,
in the “Juarez movement,” with the col-
laboration of the SP, the Christian-
Democrats and other forces. For the
first time Kubitscheck’s candidacy seems
to be in danger. -

"PRACTICAL" POLITICS

Under the pressure of developments,
the rightist UDN (National Democratie
Union) withdrew its own “ecandidate,
Etelvino Lins, and promised its support
to Juraez Tavora. This could mean sup-
port to Tavora not only from the liberal
capitalist right but also from the con-
servative military chiefs, who play a
very decisive role in Brazilian politics
in moments of erisis.

In this way, the “socialist” candidacy
of Juarez Tavora has been transformed
into the banner of “national union”
against the Getulist “populism” of Ku-
bitscheck-Goulart and against the Ad-
hemarist “rascals’ camp.”

In o purely parliomentary sense, the
SP has overcome its immediate crisis and
won political eredit os an important no-
tional party which showed Iitself able to
launch o presidential candidate as a seri-
ous contender, against the Getulists and
the "rascals.” But in launching this nation-
al erusade for o democratic solution of
the political crisis, it made common front
with the rightist UDN and lost all the
"soclalis?"' and even reformist content of
its fight. Besides, Janist populism ‘also lost
its “soclal" pating in this alliance with
the UDN. The “practical” politics of the

Socialists turned cuf to be on a complete-

ly bourgeois and pro-capitalist level,

On the other side of the picture, the
left wing of the SP repaired its cohesion
and unity and at the last convention of
the party gained 40 per cent of the party
vote for its slate. But if is too bad that
this left wing does not openly eriticize
the majority policy with the necessary
militaricy and ideological clarity; only
1£:his can lead to reconguest of the party

or it.
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The Ford-GM Settlement
And the UAW's Problems

To the Editor:

I must admit that I've been somewhat
perplexed and disturbed by LaBOorR Ac-
TION’S presentation of the UAW’s recent
contract with Ford and General Motors.
Most specifieally, I refer to the quite
apparent differences between Jack Wil-
son (whose articles have been of a more
critical tone), and the quasi-eulogistic
rhapsodies of Ben Hall, whose point of
view has dominated the pages of our pa-

T.

At the outset, let me state that my
criticisms are presented within the con-
text of a general acceptance of the con-
tractual agreements, and that I gener-
ally agree with many of the premises

that Comrade Hall has used to buttress
his arguments—that the UAW 20-cent
package has been a pace-setter for many
other negotiating unions (and was most
likely largely responsible for the Steel-
workers’ recent 15-cent wage rise); [
also believe that Comrade Hall is correct
in his emphasis on the prineiple-setting
importance of the Guaranteed Annual
Wage plan, in spite of the plan’s obvious
inadequacies.

However, the fact that the UAW ag-
reements should be supported—however
critically—is no justification for Com-
rade Hall to ignore many of the danger
spots that may very seriously impede or
negate a good dea] of what has apparent-
ly been gained in the package.

This was most cogently brought out in
the July 11 issue by Jack Wilson when,
in his dispatch from Detroit, ‘he made
the telling point (ignored by Hall, who
has in previous issues taken many of
Wilson’s comments on the discontent of
the ranks and in his own articles in-
stilled these bits of information with
his ewn rozeate analysis) that, as far as
the ranks ore concerned, “the one thing
bothering the workers more than any
other issue” has been, not the pace- and
principle-setting value of the package
and GAW plan, not Reuther's social
foresight, but their own working condi-
tions.

And, we are informed, the Ford and
GM agreemeiits are—to be a bit euphem-
istic— severely lacking on this point, a
fact that caused the most disappointment
and disillusionment over the contracts.

This raises & very serious problem for
* radicals and labor militants, among
others.

When, at a recent New York meeting
of the Young Socialist League on the
TUAW situation I raised a point about
the ranks not being as “hopped up”
about GA'W as most socialists, radicals,
labor militants, and intellectuals, Com-
rade Hall replied that this fact was a
perfect indication that in the UAW
leadership we have a group of unionists
with a really impressive and progressive
social outlook—comparatively speaking
—and that we socialists, of all people,
should support them in their attempt to
educate the more conservative rank and
file.

But is the case really as cut-and-dried

" as all that if, as Wilson avers, for five
years “the auto workers have been lim-
ited in improving many of the injust-
ices, inequities, work standards, and
other shop issues . . . [and that, despite
some improvements] nothing decisive
enough has been dene to convince the
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ranks that the viectory won't be taken
out of their hides in speedup and harder
work standards.”

Also, since Comrade Hall is on a
pace-setting kick, as far as his analysis
is eoncerned, to the virtual exclusion of
any other important aspects invelved,
what does he have to say about_the pace-
setting involved in this situation, in
which, as Wilson informs us, every other
managemént is demanding of union offi-
cials that they meet GM standards on
operations and labor productivity?

Would he concede that one need not
necessarily be of a sectarian frame of
mind in maintaining that, if the above
be true, there iz some cogency to the'
argument that, in this case at least, the
ranks have a little more on the ball than
Reuther, and are correct in their refusal
to be decisively convinced that this dan-
ger spot won’t be responsible for taking
out of their hides in speedup and harder
work standards the fruits of their ap-
parent victory?

Would Comrade Hall concede that the
ranks—not a few wild-eyed sectarians—
have at least a modicum of justification
in their gripes and wildecats against this
pace-setting aspect of the contracts?

PAUL GERMAIN

Thanks to Comrade Germain for a
chance to explain some of the aspects of
my articles on the auto set{lements.

But what did I write? Let me prod his
memory a little, for he has gotten such
a mental bulldog grip on an irrelevancy
that he has forgotten. To summarize:

(1) The Ford GM contracts represent
a vietory for the UAW and a stimulus
to the American working class. The
workers didn't win their emancipation;
they did not even get justice. But in the
context of the given situation the settle-
ment was a victory for the union.

(2) This victory was won not by so-
cial-engineering and class peace but
through the class struggle.

(3) Many difficult problems remain,
They too will be settled in the class
struggle,

(4) My essential eriticism of the union
leaders ig not that they accepted this

Two Nigerian

4 ~
PEOPLE OF THE CITY, by Cyprian Ek-
wensi.—Andrew Dakers Litd., London.

THE PALM-WINE DRINKARD and MY LIFE
IN THE BUSH OF GHOSTS, by Amos
Tutuela.—Grove Press, New York; $2.75,
130 pp.. and $3.50, 174 pp., resp.
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By PHISCILLA CADY

More and more we are-in a position to
learn about Africa not from observers
of its people but from the people them-
selves. Cyprian Ekwensi and Amos Tutu-
ola are two Nigerian novelists whose
work has recently become available. Yet
the two aspects of African life with
which they provide us could not be more
different.

Ekwensi's People of the City portrays
the newly urbanized Africans—people
coming to terms, or failing to do s0, with
a new culture, complex, impersonal and
dynamic, The sense of isolation is acute,
The hero, Amusa Sango, has a great
variety of experiences, many of them un-
connected but all derived from a central
point: he is trying to make his way in a
city, and this is difficult.

The author puts great stress on the
African proverb that “Wrongdoing is a
hill; everyone mounts his own and de-
cries that of another,” but it is hard to
see why he does. There is no central
moral issue involved. Moral issues come
up from time to time, but unconnectedly.

To be sure, as a novel, it is not very
good, but as a pioneer work in the field
of the Afriean novel it is valuable; and
as a picture of city life in Nigeria it is
highly interesting. Amusa Sango may
well be representative of the sensitive,
intellectual African today, and People of
the City gives us insight into his prob-
lems.

Tutuola’s books, the Palm-Wine Drink-
ard and My Life in the Bush of Ghosts,
are not actually’ novels but delightful
recordings of African folklore, highly
reminiscent of European fairy tales and

i

contract but that they (and liberals gen-
erally) write off the class struggle and
talk nonsense about labor-management
peace and class harmony. If any union
militants are impressed by this lesson in
liberal sociology (and very few are)
they will be thrown off guard in facing
the struggle.to come.

Germain ignores three of the four
above points. He seems perturbed by
point 1, which is all he discusses. Let
us ask: was the settlement a v1ctury°
Germain can’t make up his mind, and
that is the e¢rux of his difficulty, not any
differenee in tone between Wilson's ar-
ticles and mine.

For example: He writes “within the
context of a general acceptance of the
contractual agreements.” And he agrees
that the UAW has been the “pace-setter”
and was “largely responsible” for the
steel workers' gains. He also believes
.that “Hall is correct in his emphasis on
the principle-setting _ :mportante of the
GAW. All this makes a queer prelim-
inary for what is to come. Yet he goes on
to speak of what has “apparently” been
gained and then of the “apparent vie-
tory."” And he accuses me of being on “a
pace-setting kick.” To say nothing of his
derogatory terms “roseate analysiz” and
“quasi-eulogistic rhapsodies.” Perhaps
he is ready to admit the gains to himself
but he doean’ like to see them empha-
sized in LaBorR ActioN, Why is he so
diffident?

Secialists should welecome every step
forward, every victory of the working
clasa. Socialist eriticism and analysis of
the labor movement as-it-is should not
degenerate into a captious, carping re-
jection of every practical step. A sec-
tarian sees a working class externally
betrayed—sold out—misled; a labor
movement which never wins: one which
is always defeated, erushed, or set back.
(Yet he expects this working -class,
which in the real class struggle he sees
in a constant state of retreat, to rise up
with high self-confidence and morale and
put an end to capitalism.)

But the class struggle of the workers ~

is not such a pitiful impotent force. Even
without soecialist leaders, even with a
bourgeois political consciousness, even

with pro-capitalist-leaders, the working
class fights and often wins. To recognize
this fact—more, to proclaim it—is not a
concession to the pro-capitalist official
ideology. It is a tribute to the power of
the class struggle which transcends it.
And it is this power of the working class
which is the real basis for socialist op-
timism.

Germain somehow feels tricked bhe-
cause [ took Wilson's reports of rank-
and-file discontent and “instilled” them
with-a “roseate analysis.” Let me explain
a simple idea: The contracts leave many
questions unsettled. Under certain con-
ditions - (rapid automation, unemploy-
ment) a eritical situation ean develap. I
simply point out that a union like the
UAW, with its militant traditions and
union-conscious eadres, can be relied up-
on in one way or another not to capitu-
late but to fight. What is so “roseate”
about that?

Our Detroit correspondent Jack Wil-
son has reported & widespread dissatis-
faction among UAW members with the
failure of the new contracts to do any-
thing about speed-up. Germain wants to
know if I “concede” that the ranks have
“a modicum of justification .in their;
gripes and wildeats”—as though for
some unexplained reason it is necessary
to prettify speed-up in order to recog-
nize the contracts as a victory. He {Ger-
main) also learns that the contracts are
“severely lacking” on speed-up.

He could have gone much further. Tha
UAW, neither in this contract settlemerit
nor in any other, has ever won a substan-
tial right to a decisive veice on produe-
tion standards. The best'it has done is
this: the union reserves the right to
strike in any dispute over speed-up. Over
the years, the companies have exerted a
constant pressure for more and more
work from each man and little by little
they gain their end. But this is not a
new problem; it has not been settled by
the mew contract; neither has it been
created by it.

Speed-up (the most important of the
“working conditions”) remains one of
the chief unsettled grievances of auto
workers. In my opinion, the UAW has
never even worked out an effective pro-
auto workers in a better position to fight
gram to combat it. But I ask: are the
speed-up as a result of their contract
vietory or mot? Will their mordle be
higher or lower in any future struggles"
I think the answer is obvious.

BeEN HAI..L

Novelists Picture Africa

Homeric epics, although imbued with
their own national character and spiced
with such modernisms as imagery involv-
ing telephones, cameras and even tele-
vision. Tutuela, although he eclaims
merely to set down what is in existence,
is clearly vital to the process of creating
these books. For he has chosen the par-
ticular tales he tells with obvious dis-
cernment, unified them with craftsman-
ship, and stamped on them his artist's
feeling for words. These are no mere col-
lections of isolated folk-stories—Tutuola
has taken the existing material and
made it his own,

The existing material is, to begin with,

very good. The grotesque and the ordi-
nary are woven together in great flights
of the imagination, involving (for in-
stance) quarter-mile-high total strang-
ers and a complete and beautiful gentle-
man who turns out not to be so complete
(or beautiful) after he returns all the
parts of his body to the original owners,
from whom he had merely rented them
for a trip to town.

These bhooks are examples of that
subtle blending, frequently observed in
the early literature of a country, be-
tween the individual artist and his peo=
ple. In this case the union is a particu-
larly happy one.

Beau Geste in Indochina

By BRUCE BAIN

Nobody who reads In Owrder to Die
[just published in Britain] s likely to
keep any illusions about the French
Foreign Legion he may still preserve
from the high romance of P. C. Wren
and The Desert Song.

Henry Ainley—son of the famous ae-
tor—joined the Legion five years ago,
because — he claims— he was disgust-
ed “with everybody else’s inertia: about
Communism."” He wanted to go out to
Indochina and fight the Reds himself.
But the Beau Geste found that his cru-
sade turned into a different kind of cam-
paign: the free world didn’t seem to
have chosen its Christian warriors very
wisely.

“Rape, beating, burning, torturing of
entirely harmless peasants and villagers
were of common occurrence in the course
of punitive patrols and operations by
French troops, throughout the length
and breadth of Indochina,” Mr. Ainley
writes, and his book is packed with evi-
dence of the degenerate corruption and
brutality with which this campaign was
often fought.

Officers with courage and integrity
could—and did—stop the rot. But, only
too often, “official language was good at
camoutlage: rape, murder, torture, loot
became questioned, killed in combat, in-
terrogation of suspects, recovery of re-
bel material =, .” An interesting side-
light on the present anarchy in Vietnam
is provided by Mr. Ainley’s description
of the private war which the Cae Dai
troops waged with the French,

It is curious that, after all this, tha
only moral which Mr Ainley draws is
that “The men of the Foreign Legion
were first-class soldiers, but they had
nothing whatsoever to do with a mission
of pacification and political reeducation.

“The Foreign Legion was brilliant at
two things—killing and dying well, both
of which the Legionnaires did frequently
and with éelat: But that had little to do
with protecting the guiet, little yellow
men who surrounded us, hated us cordi-

ally and occasionally got round to
murdering us when they saw the
chance,”

—From book review in
London Tribune,
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EDUCATION BEHIND THE IRON CURTAIN

lI—The Totdlitarianization of the Schools Under Stalinism

{Continued from last week)

“Qrganization of university or insti-
tute was taken out of the hands of the
students and placed in the hands of the
director and staff. Brigade laboratory
work was abolished and individual work
with individual responsibility introduced.
Lecture by the professor was restored.
Students were reprimanded for being
late at lectures amd persistent lateness
or absence leads to expulsion from a
higher education institute for b years.”?

Following this came a series of meas-
gres which produced a complete break
with the edueational perspeetives laid
out in the early years of the revolution-
ary government. Elasticity in syllabi al-
lowing for individual initiative of the in-
structor was replaced by a uniform syl-
labus fixed at the center for compulsory
adoption by the teacher. Experimental
schools were abolished and teday func-
tion merely as demonstration or model
schools.! Examinations were reintro-
duced by deerees in 1932. Polytechnic ed-
ueation, a method which combines han-
diwork with the secientific principles un-
derlying them, was abandoned in 1937.
Thus, the class dualisms which were be-
coming realitiezs in Russian economic and
social life were reflected in education.
The re-establishment of a separation in
edueation between scientific principles
and mechanical operations reflected the
development in society of a gap between
the privileged specialist and the manual
laborer, with lessening opportunity for
the latter to enter the strata of the for-
mer.

Discipline, obedience and punishment
achieved great prominence as education-
al standards. The American sympathiz-
ers of the Russian regime who send their
children to progressive schools would be
the first to withdraw them from these
schools if a pattern modeled on the Rus-
sian were to be adopted.

“In the third place, discipline is firm,
that is, it is unquestioned obedience and
submission to the leader, the teacher or
the organizer. Without this there is no
discipline; submission to the will of the
leader is a necessary and essential mark
of discipline,”3

“The teacher first of all makes exac-
tions of the pupils during the recitation.
He does not coax pupils, he demands
obedience."

REACTION RAMPANT

Some Rules for School Children—
adopted by the Soviet of People’s Com-
missars, Aogt. 2, 1943—to be fully form-
ed in children as early as the first grade:

“Rule No. 3—To obey without question
the orders of the school directors or
teacher,

“Rule No. 9—To rise as the teacher or
direetor enters or leaves the classrooms.

“Rule No. 12—To be respectful to the
school director and the teachers, to et
them on the street with a polite bow,
boys removing their hats.

“What the rules require is a reverent
behavior toward the teacher—not just a
courteous or correct one, but precisely a
reverent behavior, an absolute submis-
sion te the orders of the teacher.”7

And if the pupils do not conform to
these demands .. .?
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_“Exemption from punishment demor-
alizes the pupil's will, it eorrupts him,
frees him of the unalterable necessitg'eof
concentration upon the tasks he has been
set. Punishment provides obedience,,, "8

“The pupil ought to know that no of-
fenses can be left unpunished and that
sericus misdemeanor will result in seri-
ous, punishment, even ‘expulsion from the
school and handing over to a court.”?

Children in Russia under the age of 16
are forbiddem to visit movies on week-
days without the permission’of the head
of the school.

Internationalism and the elimination
of patriotic teaching from the school sys-
tem was one of the highest achievements
of the revolutionary regime. Its replace-
ment by the extreme nationalism of the
Stalinist regime is example enough of
the fundamental disparity between the
present rulers and the early government
of 1918. Jts place in education?

“The foundation of Soviet edueation
was the objective of imculeating in a
child a love of his country....It is guite
obvious that along with this is developed
deep love and affection for the Commu-
nist Party and its leaders who are build-
ing a happy life for the country.”10

“The cultivation of the spirit of Soviet
patriotism in the younger generation is
the most important task of moral educa-
tion in the country.”11

LIKE THE NAZIS

The leader-worship cult built around
Stalin was amply demonstrated to the
world on his Tecent TOth birthday, par-
ticularly, if we compare it to the mod-
esty with which Lenin's birthday was
celebrated by his compatriots. The man
whose appearance, according to the poem
Soviet Land, produces the effect of “a
ray of summer sunshine,” who has been
compared by other eulogists to a sun ged,
has “permitted” an adulation of himself
that is‘unparalleled in history.

The reversal in educational methods
which took place in Russia after 1930
present a startling parallel to the “inno-
vations"” introduced by the Nazis in Ger-
man education. Germany had been fa-
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mous for its experimental schools. Hit-
ler abolished them. Flexibility in curric-
ulum was likewise eliminated. As under
the Stalinist totalitarian state, discipline
and obedience were demanded in the
schools.

“The characteristics which the Nazi
state requires and which the school must
produce: Orderliness, obedience, com-
radeship, leadership.”12 For the word
“behavior” hitherto uvsed, “obedience”
was substituted.

Patriotism and leader-worship are too
well-krnown attributes of Nazism to bear
much comment. Their attitude toward
patriotic education is identical with that
of Russian educators. “The ecultivation
of the spirit of Soviet patriotism in the
younger generation” as “the most impor-
tant task of moral education in the coun-
try"13 expresses, if we replace the word
“Soviet” with “German,” precisely the
aim of Nazi education. The teaching of
religion in Nazi schools was replaced in
actuality by a secularized religion of the
state emphasizing the glories of Ger-
many, its war herces and its supreme
hero, Hitler.

As we have learned from Mr. Pavlen-
ko, “It is quite obvious that along with
this [love of country] is developed a deep
love and affection for the Communist
Party and its leaders."14

The similarities between Nazi and
Russian education are not acecidental.
They mirror the similarities between two
totalitarian dictatorships. Diseipline and
obedience in school, patriotism, reverence
for the teacher and the leader constitute
excellent preparation for life under to-
talitarianism. We learn that one of the
purposes of

“. . . the cultivation of discipline in
children is...the préparation for organ-
ized and disciplined labor in the higher
schools, in production and in the service
of the Red Army.”13

CLASS DIFFERENTIA

Perhaps the most significant develop-
ment in Russian education was the intro-
duetion in 1940 of tuition fees in secon-
dary and higher education. Primary edu-
cation, which is available to the masses
of people, is a necessity concomitant with
the development of an industrial society.
The complexities of industrial and nrban
life make literacy a soeial requirement.
Proof of the fact that an industrial so-
ciety affords its citizens educational op-
portunities can only be found when leav-
ing the primary field we find an accessi-
bility of secondary and higher education
to the masses,

From the early years of the regime ef-
forts were made to maintain a large
proletarian nueleus in the higher schools,
After 1932, however, this emphasis drop-
ped out of official pronouncements. By
1938 the proportion of salaried employ-
ees, specialists and their children at
higher schools was 42.2 per cent.l6

On October 2, 1940, a decree, Laws and
Ordinances 1940—637,676, was passed
fixing tuition fees for secondary schools
and higher education as follows:17

Secondary Classes—=8th, 9th and 10th
grades: 200 rubles per annum for schools
in ecapitals of republicz; 150 Tubles per
annum for schools in all other towns and
villages.

Higher Education: 400 rubles per an-
num for colleges in capitals of republies;
300 rubles per annum for colleges in the
provineces; 500 rubles per annum for the-
atrieal, art and musie colleges;

The average monthly wage in Russia
in 1938 was 287 rubles.l® The realistic
possibilities of a Russian worker sending
his child through high school are obvi-
ously very slight.

Stipends are granted only to those stu-
dents who maintain an average of 4.67
points (5 is the top mark) but who re-
ceive no “Fair” rating in any subject.
There are no scholarships. in: secondary
schools. Exemption from -payment of
fees on the secondary level is granted

only to children of sick or disabled par~
ents, to those who have lost their par-
ents, and to children of parents of junior
rank in the armed forces. There is, thus,
very little chance of a poor child receiv-
ing a scholarship since very few of them
manage to complete secondary school.
Ascording to an article in the Moscow
press, reported in the Herald Tribume,
there were in 1949, 29 million children in
Russian primary and secondary schaola.
Of these, 213,000 were scheduled to grad-
uate. Estimating on the basis -of ten
grades, there should be an average of 2.9
millions in each class. The graduating
class of 213,000 is therefore only seven
per cent of the average class. This means
that more than 90 per ecent of Russian
children do mot finish secondary school.19

STRATIFICATION .

According to Beatrice King, pro-Stal-
inist English writer, “For the majority
the decision [for a career], mever irre-
vocable, is taken at 14 years while for
those who will pursue higher edueation
the choice is made at 17 years.”20

An attempted justification is given for
the introduction of tuition fees:

“The decision of the Council of Peoples
Commissars was most condiucive in con=
solidating the Soviet school and in im-
proving the quality [sic] of secondary
education.”2t i

The needs of economy have been given
8s a basis for justifying fees as a neces-

sary selective measure. Buf the selectivs

ity, in practice, meant limiting higher
education primarily to the rich and
squeezing out sons and daughters of
working class families. Genuine socialist
policy in such a case of scarcity would
have limited itself to deserving students.
Today, for the most part, it is pocial
erigin which determines your education
and consequently vour career in Russia.
Higher education is of major importance
for the attainment of high position in
modern life. Rich managers and salaried
officinls have thus hereditary perpetna-
tion of their status since it is primarily
their children who will be able to obtain

the necessary training. Consequently, the,

educational decree of 1940 introduces a
permanent class stratification into Rus-
sian society. High position, privilege and
career are, for the most part, sealed off
from children of the masses.

What happens to these children? Ac-
cording fo the Labor Reserve Act of 1940
(the same year as the tuition decree)
compulsory voecational education was in-
troduced. One million boys aged 14-15
are recruited annually for a training
course in ome of the major industries.
Responsibility for their board lies with
the industry. After completing their
training courses they are directed to
work three years in an industry run by
one of the ininistries.?? The law was
later widened to include girls. Students
in ‘high schools and colleges are, of
course, exempt from this law. :

Any such measures as described above
would be received with horror in the
United States, particularly by Stalinists

(Turs to last pagel )
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LABOR ACTION

‘BEGINNING A FULL REPORT ON

ISL vs. the ‘SUBVERSIVE LIST':
The Department of Justice Holds a Hearing

By GORDON HASKELL

WASHINGTON, July 25—If the first day’s session of this “hearing” is
a sample of what is to folow, it is clear that the government has no
intention of ending the evasive tactics which have permitted it to keep
the ISL and over two hundred other organizations on the “subversive
list” for all these years without having to prove its case against any

of them.

° So.crude and arbitrary were the
*‘positions” taken both by the Jus-
tice Department's attorneys and
by Hearing Examiner Morrissey
that Joseph L. Rauh, the ISL's
<hief counsel, had to announce af-
ter the noon recess that the ISL
was going to go through with the
“farce” only because the Court of
Appeals has made it clear in the
National Lawyers Guild case that
‘no organization can hope to con-
Yest its listing in a court of law un-
til it has exhausted its administra-
tive remedies, regardless of any
other considerations.

Most of the morning session on July 25
was taken up by the I5L's attorneys in a
forlorn-hope attempt to force the govern-
ment fo define the basis on which for all
#hese years théy have listed the ISL un-

- «der the headings "communist' and "seek

4o overthrow the gavernment by uncon-
stitutional means."

This effort must be deseribed as a
“forlorn hope" sinee the hearing had
been preceded by both formal and in-
formal efforts to obtain clarification on
what the government means by these
Tubbery terms, as well as to obtain rul-
ings on the procedures to be followed
and the Lype of evidence to be admitted
in the hearing.

All these efforts have heen in vain
Mot only have the government’s lawyers
refused to give the definitions requested,
=and to state whether or not they intended
to rely on the statements of unkmown
and unsworn informers, but the Hearing
ZExaminer has dismissed or overruled all
amotions made by the ISL’s attorneys
swithout exception.

QUESTION OF RULES

‘The first motion made by Rauh was
that the Fund for the Republic be per-
mitted bo make a documentary film of
the-proceedings, in view of the fact that
ithis is the first hearing to be granted
@y organization on the list. 'After ask-
ing who or what the Fund for the Repub-
Ji¢ might he, Hearing Examiner Morris-
sey ruled that though this was an open
Jesgring and no one would be barred from
ithe reom, he would not permit any pie-
“4ures, motion or otherwise, to be taken
©of the proeeedings.

. Next, Rauh poimted out that although
+he Justice Department's attorneys had
wefised to state previously whether they
would rely on evidence given by unknown
JAnformers, but had said only that they
would net introduce such evidence wunless
it were "absolutely necessary" to their
case, he would like to know ot this point,
when the government's case must surely
be fully prepared, whether they would or
would not wse such “evidence." For the
government, Alderman asked the gquestion
be ruled out of order. on the ground that
it hod been ruled on the previous Monday,
and he went on fo say thot although the
government dees not "intend" to use se-
<ret or classified information in present-
ing their case, they reserve the right to do
so.

Morrissey stated that under the De-
partment of Justice’s rules governing
this hearing such evidence iz admissible.
He claimed that since the zovernment
says it does not intend to use such evi-
‘dence, the issue might never arise, and
that the ISL and its eounsel should wait
until there was something concrete on
which to protest, .

‘Rauh pointed out that this leaves him

‘gnd his client in. a position in which they

could-win their case in the hearing hands

down, knock the government’s evidence-

into a cocked hat, only to lose on the
basis of “evidence” or “‘testimony” which
they have no right to see or cross-
examine!

He demanded that the hearing officer
rule on whether this hearing was to be
held under the rules laid down in the
Administrative Procedures Act or not.
{This act bars the use of secret informa-
‘tion in such proceedings.)

Morrissey ruled that “as far as pos-
sible the Administrative Procedures Act
rules -will be applicable,” but also the
rules set forth by the attorney general
for hearings relevant to subversive ligt-
ings.

Rouh: "You don't think we are entitied
to know the rules under which we are
proceeding?""

The Hearing Examiner replied only
that he stood on the ruling he had just
made.

WHAT ARE THE CHARGES?

Having failed to get any eclarification
on the rules of evidence under which the
- hearing was to be held, Rauh now turned
to an attempt to find out exactly what
the ISL is charged with by the govern-
ment. He stated that the ISL helieves
“in a society based on a common owner-
ship of the means of production and dis-
tribution, which aims at establishing the
principle, ‘from each according to his
ability, and to each according to his
needs.’ "’ X

He stated that if such belief and asser.
tion is sufficient to puf the I5L en the list,
the hearing could be terminated immedi.
ately, as the ISL would not dream of de-
‘nying that it believes in @ complete social-
ist society., He moved that the Hearing
Examiner rule whether or not the adve-
-cacy of such views by an organization: is
sufficient fo get it on the list. This was
one of the few motions on which Morris-
sey withheld a ruling rather than denying
it immediately.

At this point Alderman, chief of the
-Subversive Organizations Section of the
Internal Security Division of the Depart-
‘ment of Justice, intervened to say that
this hearing had been called to establish
whether the ISL had been properly des-
ignated as “ecommunist” and “seek to
‘alter the form of government by uncon-
stitutional means,” and that the govern-
ment had made it clear that the latter
means “force and violence.” He said that
‘the ISL is not charged with being soeial-
ist; and that its attorney knows this very
well.

“You know that your statement is in-
cotrect,”” Rauh shot back at him, It
should be recalled at this point that a
number of the “grounds” and interro-
gatories sent to the ISL by the attorney
general in 1953 state merely that the ISL
wants to ‘establish a completely different
form of govermment and socio-economic
.order.

"FARCE"

“If believing in a complete socialist
. society iz emough to put us on the list,
say so now so we can go to court,” chal-
lenged Rauh. Alderman veplied that the
statement of grounds sets forth what the
ISL is charged with.

This became the standard, though un-
-enlightening, reply of the government ai-
torneys to any further attempis by the
ISL's counsel to gel them to state what
criteria the Depariment of Justice used
in putting the organizotion on the list.

At this point, Rauh, who had been wvis-
‘tbly struggling to control his righteous
indignation at the manner in which the
hearing . was ‘being.conducted, exploded:

“My statement for the record iz that
this hearing is a farce,

“We have been called Communist
when we are anti-Communist, Now we
are charged with force and violence. Is
there any time limit to this charge, or
does it include predictions going into
-eons of time? Does the clear-and-present-
danger doctrine even as interpreted by
the courts apply?...”

Alderman replied that the ISL had re-
ceived amplification of the charges in the
“grounds” and that “we feel that is
enough amplification.”

Rauh: “The ISL -waited for eight
years and was met with silence. Now it
is treated with silence at the hearing.”

After an interruption he went on:
“What is the purpose of the list?”

Waterman: “Ohject.”

Morrissey: “Sustained.”

WHAT CRITERIA?

At this point a heated exchange took
place between "Rauh, Morrissey and
Waterman. Waterman claimed that the
list itself was not up for question in this
proceeding, but only the inclusion of the
ISL on it,

Rouh pointed out that the uses to which
the list are put must have some bearing
on the criteria employed in designating
an organization on it. Different standards
would necessarily be used, depending en
the uses te which the list was to be put.
In the pre-hearing session the government
attorneys had claimed that the sole use
of the list was_in connection with #he
Federal Employee Security Program, that
Is, with regard to hiring and firing gov-
ernment employees. But the Department
of Justice itseif has used the list to deport
people, to try to deny them passports, to
get people evicted from federal housing
for failure to sign an oath denying mem-
bership in any of the listed organizations,
and for much else. How can the depart
ment claim, in the heoring room, that the
list is used only for the Federal Employee
Security Program when if itself has sought
fo onforce application of the list in other
fields, and the Coast Guard and the armed
forces use it too?

_As usunal, Morrissey overruled all mo-
tions made in connection with thiz de-
mand to get the government to describe
“its use of the list and the standards used

to compile it which would justify such
use.

BIG OR LITTLE C?

At this peint Isaac Groner, Rauh's as-
sociate counsel, took over, He stated that
the government attorneys had repeatedly
said that the ISL was listed because it is
“communist, small ¢, and not because it
‘is “Communist, big C.” He said that he
had taken their word for it that this was
the term used in Eisenhower’s Executive
Order 10450, but that on a careful ex-
;amination of the order he found that this
was not so.

He then quoted from the executive or-
der in guestion, from the portion which
instruets government officers on the use
to be made of the list in hiring and firing
government employees, And there it was,
so big and clear that even government
lawyers could not pretend its absence:

“The investigations conducted pursu-
ant to this order shall be designed to de-
velop information as to whether the em-
ployment or retention in employment in
the federal service of a person being
‘investigated is clearly consistent with
the interest of the national security.
Sueh information shall relate, but shall
not be limited to, the following, . . .

“Paragraph 5. Membership in, or affili-
ation or sympathetic association with, a
movement, group or combination of per-
sons which is totalitarian, fascist, Com-
munist, or subversive or which has
adopted or which has a policy of advo-
cating or approving the commission of
acts of force or violence, fo deny other
persons their rights under the Constitu-
tion of the United States, or which seeks
to alter the form of government of the

=

For introduction to this re-
port, see front-page story on the
hearing in Washington.

It should be bormne in mind
that the attorney general’s “sub-
versive list” includes not only
the name of the Independent So-
cialist League but also the ISL's
predecessor, the Workers Party
and its one-time youth group the
Socialist Youth League (which
no longer exists, having merged
with the YPSL to form the pres-
ent Young Socialist League, an
independent youth organiza-
tion) . The current case and hewr-
ing i on all three together.
Therefore, in this and subse-
quent reports, although only the
ISL is referred to, the ecuse of
the three organizations is under-
stood as involved —ED.

United
means."”

This led to another heated exchange.
The government attorneys claimed that
although Eisenhower's executive order,
on which they say they are relying for
the listing, did not include the use of the
‘term “communist,” it ineorporated a sec-
tion of Truman’s Executive Ovder 9835
{which set up the list in the first place)
which did use it. Groner pointed out that
in the section of Executive Order 10450
instrueting government officers on the
use of the list, although the rest of the
language had been taken over bodily
from Order 9835, this word had been
changed from the “small ¢” to “big e
and that this must have been done inten-
tionally. '

MORRISSEY'S QUERY

At this point, two almost unbelievable
things happened.

Hearing Examiner Morrissey, who had
already denied or overruled at least half
a doxzen different motions which sought to
get the government to define what it
means by "communist," turned to the ISL's"
lawyers, and with a friendly though seem-
ingly bewildered smile, said: "Could you,
Mr. Groner, tell me what the difference is
between big and little 'c' on this ques-
tion?"

Though he is a self-possessed mam, it
must be admitted that at this point
Groner also looked, if not bewildered,
then at least shocked. Both he and Rauh
pointed out that the whole case of the
ISL must necessarily turn on the appar-
ently “little’” difference between a small
and capital “C” in this proceeding.
Either then or later, it was pointed out
that if the Hearing Examiner had made
all his previous rulings without under-
standing the difference;, one could only
believe that he is so hostile to the ISL’s
case that he cannot possibly conduct a
fair and impartial hearing.

Rauh was compelled to state that the
Hearing Examiner was acting more like
a part of the government’s staff than an
impartial adjudicator. Morrissey could
only retort lamely that perhaps he knew
the difference but only wanted to be
clarified on what the ISL thinks the dif-
-ference is.-

TYPO. THEY SAY

When the situation calmed down encugh
to permit o return to the question of just
exactly what the designotion on the list
is, Oran H. Woterman, the government's
‘attorney who had dene most of the lalk-
ing, declared thot the use of "Communist"
in the text of Executive Order 10450 mus#
be a typographical errer.

Groner pointed out that the president
of the United States does mnot sign his
name to typographical errors and pro-
mulgate them for the guidance of gov-
ernment officers.

On the basis of this whole exchange,
Groner asked the Hearing Examiner to
dismiss the government’s charge that the
ISL is “communist” as this has no basis
in Executive Order 10450. Morrissey, as
usual, denied the motion. The only rea-
son he would give for the denial was that
since both the government and the ISL
had presented their positions for the rec-
ord, and since the substance of the mat-
ter would be subject to demonstration as
the hearing proeceeds, no ruling was re-
quired at the moment,

The government, even at this point, re-
fused again to state whot they mean by
“"communist" except that it had been se#
forth in the "grounds," while reiterating
that it is on this term that they rely for
the designation of the ISL on the list, They
were willing %o state that "Communist"
means to them what "Stalinist'’ means to
readers of LABOR ACTION, and added
_thot “there is no charge that the ISL is

States by  unconstitutional
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Rauh Assails Tactics of Government Attorneys and Biased Rulings of Examiner-. . .

related to the Communist Party of the
Soviet Unien in any manner.”

On returning from the noon recess, at-
torney Rauh declared that the ISL would
continue with the hearing only for the
‘reasong stated above, namely, to show a
court that “administrative remedies”
were exhausted.

He added that the Hearing Examiner
had shown such hostility and prejudice
in his conduct of the hearing that he
would like to request him to consider at
this time whether he should not disquali-
fy himself from conducting it further.
Rauh pointed out that, unlike the De-
partment of Justice, the ISL would not
move to disqualify a judge or examiner
solely on the basizs of his attitude as
shown in the proceeding, since a basis
for demanding disqualification can only
be proof of a personal interest of the
judge or examiner in the matter at is-
sue, Morrissey refused to disqualify him-
self.

"CHEESY TRICK"

The government then announced that
it would proceed to present its case
against the ISL without an opening
statement. Rauh requested that he be
permitted to make such a statement for
the ISL, but was told by the examiner
that he could make such & statement only
when the ISL begins with its defense.
This despite the fact that Waterman had
said the government would have no ob-
jection to the ISL’s attorney making an
opening. statement at the beginning of
the presentation of evidence.

At this point, the government fnally

introduced ite first exhibit, the pamphlet
by Max Shachtman The Fight for So-
cialism. They sought to include only se-
lected excerpts starting on page 138 (the
section entitled “The Principles and Pro-
gram of the Workers Party”).

Waterman stated that the section he
would introduce “is being introduced for
the purpose of indicating positions taken
by the Workers Party” with special
bearing on the government’s grounds 1,
2, 3,4,5, 6,7 8,9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 18,
19, 23 and 26, and as constituting evi-
dence on the charge both that_the ISL
is “communist” and “seeks to overthrow
the government by unconstitutional
means,”

Further effort wos made by the ISL's
attorneys to get the goverament to indi-
cate the relevance of the passage they
were trying to quote %o the charge of
"eommunist'" or "unconstitutional means,"
all of which was frustrated by the silence
of the government's lawyers and the ad-
verse rulings of the Hearing Examiner.
Then a section of the pamphlet. ending
with the words "which is known to every
worker," was read by Waterman.

He then sought to skip to page 142, to
the seetion which begins “The revolu-
tionary socialists are not bloodthirsty
maniace , . .7 but was interrupted by
Rauh, who accused the government of
one of the “shabbiest tricks” he had ever
encountered in a court room or hearing.
He pointed out that the sections omitted
deseribed the need of workers to prepare
themselves to defend their democratic
rights against fascist and other reaction-

ary attempts to suppress them or over-
throw a government they had legally
won, by force and violence, while by its
omission the government sought to make
it appear that the ISL advocates offen-
sive action. i
After a brief recess during which the
Hearing 'Examiner looked over the de-
leted passages, he mildly suggested that
perhaps when the povernment guotes a
part of any article they should quote
the whole, even though he understands
that they may want to emphasize cer-
tain sections, The government attorneys

thus felt themselves compelled to read
into the record the entire chapter in-
volved, ending on page 155.

The ISL attorneys protested the in-
cluzion of the sections read or the book
as a whole into evidence, in the absence
of any demonstration of its relevance
to the actual charges. Morrissey, as us-
ual, sustained the government position,
and admitted “the whole book and spe-
cially. the sections read for emphasis,™
as the government's exhibit No. 1.

At this point, the hearing recessed for
the day.

Second Day of Hearing Sees Demand
For Disqualification of Hearing Examiner

By GORDON HASKELL

WASHINGTON, July 26—On the second day of the Department of
Justice hearing of the ISL’s contest against its inclusion on the sub-
versive list, ISL attorney Joseph L. Rauh moved to disqualify Hearing
Examiner Edward .M. Morrissey. Upon denial of his motion, the hear-
ing was adjourned to the following morning to permit the ISL to appeal
its motion of disqualification to Attorney General Robert Brownell who
appointed Morrissey. (The full text of the ISL’s motion to disqualify is

published on this page.)

This dramatic action was based
not only on the developments in the
hearing this morning, but on the
whole record of the proceeding in
which Morrissey has acted consist-
ently more as an agent of the gov-

The Case Against the Hearing Examiner

Following is the text of the telegram sent to Attorney General
Herbert Brownell on Tuesday, by the ISL’s attorneys, Joseph L. Rauh

and Isaae Groner.

(Subheads and paragraphing are editorially added. The all-capital
telegraph style used in the orviginal by-passed the question of big C or
little ¢ for the word communist.—ED.)

Part IL—Independent Socialist League
respectfully requests that you remove
Edward Morrissey as Hearing Examiner
in proceedings concerning designation of
ISL on attorney general’s list on ground
of bias and prejudice. Examiner has evi-
denced bias and prejudice in the follow-
ing ways:

1. Examiner has refused to put into
record complete text of his letter of des-
ignation from your office and substance
of his conversations with Department of
Justice representatives held outside pres-
ence of counse]l for ISL.

2. On opening day of hearing, exam-
iner ruled immediately and subservient-
ly as Mr, Alderman, ranking govern-
ment attorney, indicated. R. 14-5, 18, 19-
20, 55, 59.

3. Examiner has shown basic unaware-
ness of fundamentals of fair hearing,
He stated, “I frankly don’t know what
vou mean by standards' when this was
explained many times over as “some idea
of what communist means for the pur-
pose of ultimate determination in this
proceeding,” “what definitions or mean-
ings the attorney general will use in or-
der to make hig decision,” and after ISL
counsel repeatedly made point that state-
ment of grounds was not equivalent of
standards because the standard was re-
quired to explain how the grounds and
the proof were to be evaluated in reach-
ing end labels, examiner has continued
to uphold Department of Justice line
that the standards are clear because of
the statement of grounds.

‘4. Examiner has refused fo indicate
standards by which he will judge ISL,
thus making fair hearing impossible.

"RULED AUTOMATICALLY"

5. Examiner has ruled against ISL
automatically and without consideration
of issues involved. Major issue in ecase
is meaning of word communist and
whether big C or little ¢ ig intended. If
word communist means organization di-
rectly or indirectly connected with Com-
munist Party, there can be no guestion
that ISL is not such an organization
since its opposition to Communist Party,
Communist International and Soviet
Russia are well known and admitted by
government. If word communist means a
group of believers in society based upon
ecommon ownership of means of produe-
tion and distribution aiming at establish-
ing principle from each according to h}s
ability and to each according to his
needs, then the ISL proudly pleads guilty
and no hearing is necesszary. Examiner
overruled several motions of the ISL to

require government or examiner to state
which of the above meanings of word
communist was applicable at hearing
and if neither of these, what the mean-
ing of the word communist was. After
overruling several motions seeking to
clarify meaning examiner asked counsel
for 1SL what the difference hetween the
small C organization and the large C©
organization actually was. In other
words, records demonstrate that exam-
iner ruled against ISL several times on
erucial issue in the case without under-
standing or trying to understand basic
issue being raised by ISL.

6, Examiner has shown lack of mini-
mum substantive knowledge of field re-
quired for independent and impartial
ruling.

7. Examiner has denied zome ISL mo-,

tions on the ground that views of both
parties “have heen fully explained and
argued and are a part of the record.”
When counsel asked for definition of
“communist” examiner said, “My ruling
on that is that it is all in the record from
both sides.” These refusals to make re-
sponsive rulings are certainly not un-
biased reasons for denying ISL motions.

"AS THEY SEE FIT"

B. When counsel for ISL pointed out
that defining standards was duty of gov-
ernment and that government, not ISL,
should state difference between small C
and large C organizations the examiner
stated, “I am going to request the De-
partment to do it, because 1 would like
to know,” but the examiner never did ask
the Department to do so. Also, he did
not have Department counsel specify
the language or the place in the Execu-
tive Order where the standard was re-
cited, although government counsel
stated flatly, “The standard is set forth
in the Executive Order,” and ISL coun-

“sel repeated requests for reading lan-

guage.

9. Examiner iz allowing Department
to proceed without explaining theory of
its case. Examiner overruled motion to
require government to make opening
statement setting forth theory of case.
ISI: is therafore heing forced to proceed
to a hearing without knowing what
standards will apply and what the theo-
ry of the governmeni case is.

10. Examiner has made hostile re-
marks to counsel for ISL. For example
ke has stated “I am not going to sit
here . .. and let you people expound your
political views for the purpose of this
record,” He has aceused counsel of seek-
ing to ®indirectly do what T ruled against
you doing directly” when all that coun-

sel was trying to do was to explain an
objection to the admission of evidence,
He has implied cases cited may be
“false.” He has admitted evidence with-
ouf even hearing our objection. Probably
the best statement of examiner's views
is following: “Let’s let the Department
proceed as they see fit.”

11, Examiner repeated several times
that counsel for ISL had agreed to cer-
tain matters that record will show were
never agreed to.

In the case of Judge Youngdahl your
Department filed an affidavit indicating
that he had a fixed opinion on guilt or
innocence. There is no question in our
mind whatever that Mr. Morrissey has
a fixed .determination to justify your
listing which is fixed opinion on guilt in
this case. We cannot believe that De-
partment of Justice will apply one stand-
ard in trying to disqualify a distingunish-
ed federal judge and another standard
for its agents.

The case for disqualification is ten
times as strong as that in case which
government brought against Judge
Youngdahl. Here there is a withholding
of conversation with government. Here
there is clear evidence of hostility to-
ward ISL counsel, Here there is deliber-
ate concealment of standards of judg-
ment. Here there is a fixed opinion on
guilt.

The ISL has fought for a hearing for
8 years, If Morrissey is not removed only
hearing which ISL will get will be farce.
Having waited 8 years for this hearing,
ISL feels that decent, fair and American
thing to do is to provide an examiner
with an open mind.

“FOND HOPE"

Part II.—Government attorneys flatly
stated on record that Executive Order
10450 used the word communist with
small C. Counsel for ISL checked Fed-
era] Register and found this was error.
Whaen eonfronted with this point repre-
sentatives of the Department announced
this was “a typographical error if any-
thing,” and referred to the “confusion
over the possible typographical ervor”
and =aid he might discuss with you
amending the order.

We request an answer to this ques-
tion: Is Executive Order 10450 to he
amended to change capital C to small C?

PART TII.—We recognize apparent
futility of appealing to you to dizqualify
examiner who has stmply ruled like an
automaton in favor of positions taken hy
vour representative. It is our fond hope,
however, that you will turn thizs matter
over to an indepemdent representative of
Department so that the hearing for
which ISL has waited for 8 years will
not he meaningless. We request right to
be heard orally by you or such indepen-
dent representative. “

Josepa L. Ravn JR.
Isaac N. GRONER

ernment than as an “impartial’?
hearing examiner,

Much of this was reported in the story
covering yesterday's proceedings and is
contained in the text of the ISL's appeal.
The events which capped Morrissey's
conduet at the hearing follow, !

At the opening of Tuesday's session,.
attorney Raouh asked the Department of
Justice’s representative whether the
"typographical error" in Executive Order
10450, referred to on Monday, had beenm
corrected. He pointed out once again thet
unless the ISL knows whether it is being
charged with being "Communist™ as de-
scribed in the executive order, or "com-
munist” as cloimed by the Department's
lawyer (while they continue to deny o
definition of what this latter term means,
to them), it is almost impossible for it to
proceed with the hearing "as it has ho
way of knowing whot the government is
trying to prove.,"”

Needless to say, he was informed that.
Executive Order 10450 had not been:
amended and that such amendment was
hgyond the purview of this hearing. Mor-
rissey simply insisted, “We are proceed=
ing under the executive order as it
stands” and refused clarification on what
that means.

"MYSTERIOUS STRANGER"

Rauh then turned to a matter which
had developed at the end of the previous
day’s hearing,

At one point he had introduced him-
self, his associate Isaac Groner, and the
three representatives sitting at the “de-
fense” table. He had asked the govern-
ment to identify all members of their
side in the case. Alderman had intro-
duced all the government attorneys.

At the end of the first day's hearing,
Rauh hod observed that o middie-aged
man who had sat at the back of the room
throughout the proceeding was talking to
the government's lawyers. He had asked
them who this man was, The mysterious
stranger then began to scurry from the
room and Rawh was only able to overtake
him in the hall. But he staunchly refused

to identify himself, claiming he was o

“private citizen."

On Tuesday, Rauh demanded that the
government state whether this man was

a witness for them. The government at-

torneys finally admitted that he would
appear as an “expert” witness but re-
fused to give his name, and they were
automatically upheld by Morrissey, as
usual. -

“Rawh: T move not only that this wit-
ness be excluded from the room but that
he not be permitted to testify in this
hearing. I was deliberately misled by
Justice Department counsel into thinking
that we had the names of all people in
the room connected with their case.”

At this point Alderman, who seemed
to have taken over from Waterman the
chief’s role on the government’s side,
made a statement in which he attempted
to show that the Department had sought
to be *“cooperative” with the ISL attov-
neys from the beginning. :

After the latter finished, Morrisse
denied the motion that the mysterious
“expert” bhe prevented from testifying in
view of the fact that he had been in the
room from the beginning, but invoked
the “exclusion rule” against all witnesses
both for the Department and the ISL,
except for Max Shachtman, who is =z
“principal” in the case, (The “exclusion

rule” simply means that witnesses may

iTere to last pagel
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not hear the proceedings before they are
called on to testify. It was made clear
that of the ISL representatives present,
only Shachtman would be called on to
testify.)

Rauh then read inte the record the
long, dogged effort he had made before
the hearing to get the government to de-
fine their case, to submit a list of wit-
nesses, and the like. This was in reply to
Alderman’s claim that they had been
Hcooperative‘n

Alderman then countered by pointing
out that although at the beginning of the
proceeding on Monday the government
had given the ISL a list of the exhibits
on which they intend to base their case,
Rauh had “refused” to give the govern-
ment a similar list, Rauh replied that
since the government has refused to tell
the ISL what its theory of the case is,

.it has been impossible for the ISL to

know what exhibits they will introduce
to refute the government,

REFUSE STATEMENT

Alderman pointed to the huge pile of
bound volumes of LaBorR Action, the
New International, bulletins, books and
pamphlets on the table where the 18L's
tepresentatives were sitting, and com-
mented that the “notations” (markers)
sticking out of these volumes would seem
to indicate that the ISL knows what it is
going to present.

Rauh replied that the ISL had been
compelled to bring down everything
written by, about or for the ISL pre-
cisely because “we have no idea of the
theory of the government's case” and
had to come prepared for any and all
eventualities.

, He said that he could not kmow what

I Modern Times

For years sociologists have wondered
whether 'rhythmic movements on the as-
gembly line are a help or a nervous strain
on workers. In its last issue, the Journal
of the American Medical Association re-
ports a study by British psychologist

.P. C. Wason of 15 soap-wrappers work-

ing for Manchester soapmaker Cussons,
Sons & Co. Ltd., who do a strange little
jig to musiec piped in over the plant in-
tercom.

Wason’s findings: jigging on the job
is a big help both in speed and efficiency.

Wrote Wason:

The movements consisted of a rhyth-
mical swaying of the trunk backwards
and forward, with rapid folding of the
ends of the papers and tapping and
shaking of the soap. Rotation of the
head was also observed. These move-
ments were absent in new employees
. + . however, the habit gradually de-
veloped after training. It was found
that the greater the jigging the greater
was the women’s efficiency . . . Rhythm
js & help in any kind of repetitive work,
and the rthythm in this occupatien prob-
ably develops in an attempt fo increase
speed (since workers are paid a bonus
for work over a“basic output). The new-
comers, anxious to increase output, imi-
tate the others and join in the jig. Some
dislike it, others try to stop it, hut with-
out success . . . The correlation between
jig and efficiency only means that work-
ing to rhythmic movements iz more effi-
cient than working without them.

—Time, Apr. 25

World Mistory—Year by Year
The bound volumes of

LABOR ACTION

. are an invaluable record ¢f the so-
cial and political issues of our day,
and o socialist education in them-
gelves. Completely indezed from
1949 on.

1950-53............... %3 per vol.
Bound volumes of LA are also
available back to, and including,
1942, at somewhat higher prices de-
pending on the year. Prices on Te-
quest, A complete set of bound vol-
umes for the 11 years from 1942 to
1962 is available for $40.

Independent Socialist Press
114 West 14 Street, New York Clty

the exhibits wauld be until the theory of
the government's case is known, and
moved that the Hearing Examiner direct
the government fo make an opening state-
ment as to just what they propose to
prove in this hearing. "Why play with a
stacked deck under the table?' he asked.

Morrissey referred to a previous rul-
ing. Rauh pointed out that there could
have been no previous ruling as the ISL
had made no previous motion asking that
the government be directed to make an
opening statement, “as is customary in
any administrative or legal proceeding,
and essential to an orderly procedure.”

Morrissey politely asked the govern-
ment lawyers whether they wanted to
make an opening statement. At this
point Waterman again referred to the
“grounds” presented to the ISL by the
Attorney General in 1953, and read into
the record grounds 1 through 15 or so.

Morrissey: “Motion denied.”

Rauh: “Let the Hearing Examiner
read the letter of his designation for this
bearing into the record.”

Morrigsey: I have made a statement
on my designation for the record. There
is no need to read the full letter. Motion
denied.

Rauh: “Is there something you are
afraid to make public in that letter?”’

Meorrissey stated that there was not,
and that the matter had been taken up
between the Department of Justice and
the Subversive Activities Control Board
for which he is a regular hearing ex-
aminer,

Rauh: Have there been any conversa-
tions, subsequent to your designation, be-
tween yourself and representatives of the
Department of Justice?

Movrrisey: This whole line of guestion-
ing is irrelevant, immaterial to the pro-
ceeding, and I refuse to discuss it with
counsel.

MORRISSEY UNDER FIRE

Rauh then pointed out that although
on the preceding day he had refused to
make a motion of disqualification against
the Hearing Examiner, he would do so
now, and he would base his motion on
the position taken by the attorney gen-

Education Behind the Iron

{Continued from page 5)

whose outeries would be in direct propor-
tion to the warmth with which they de-
fend its existence in the USSR,

A set-up similar to the Russian for
charging fees at the secondary level ex-
isted in Nazi Germany. Here, too, a few
scholarships were granted to excellent
students, Higher education under Stalin
and Hitler depends in the main on “which
side of the state you live on.” ) :

The introduction of coeducation in
Russia after the 1917 revolution was a
measure of extreme significance, Women
in Russia had for centuries held a chat-
tel status. The abandonment of coeduca-
tion in 1943 for primary and secondary
schools signaled a degeneration in the
position of women in Russian society and
a major reversal of educational policy.

Coeducation is today taken for granted
by modern educators. Its abandomment
always signifies a social regression. Sep-
arate schools existed in Nazi Germany.
If we examine the reasons for its aboli-
tion in Russia we find again striking
parallels to the aims of Nazi education.

The abandonment of coeducation was
one in a series of decrees since the '30s
affecting women in Russia. Others were
the illegalization of abortion, the estah-
lishment of stringent fees for divorce,
putting it beyond the reach of working-
class families, and the institution of
awards to women for bearing large num-
bers of children, The latter originated in
Mussolini’s Italy and was also copied by
Hitler. The abolition of elementary
rights for women signified that for the
Russian state a prime role for women
became what it has always been for re-
actionary regimes: a child-producing
animal, supplying future soldiers for the
motherland.

An admission and attempted justifica-
tion by a Stalinist apologist;

“They [departure from ecoeducation,
changes in attitude toward family, ete.]
... have heen widely interpreted abroad
as evidence of reaction and restoration
of class privilege in the U.S.S.R. They
are more simply and accurately explain-
ed in terms of the desire of the party
leadership to foster a larger measure of
individual and- family responsibility in
education ...to interest Soviet woman-
hood in homemaking and child rearing
as well as in career and profession....
But the motivation of the new policy of

eral in the Lattimore case. (This was the
“outrageous” motion to disgualify Judge
Youngdahl because of his adverse rul-
ings in the first trial.) )

Rauh stated that Morrissey's prejudice
was indicated by his refusal to read his

letter of designation inte the record end °

to state whether er not he had had con-
versations with the other side pertaining
to the case in the absence of defense
counsel. He stated that Morrissey “had
ruled as a reflex actien and without con=
sideration of basic factors," agqainst the
ISL in virtually every instance since the
beginning of the proceedings, and that he
had refused even at this late date $& re-
quire the government fo stake its theory
of the case. .

He pointed out that although he does
not agree with the Department of Jus-
tice’s theory in their attempt to dis-
gualify Judge Youngdahl in the Latti-
more case, Brownell must believe in it,
and must be anxious to apply it to hear-
ing examiners in his own department,
even if he had been unsueccessful in ap-
plying it on the outside.

Morrissey then stated for the record
that at no time or under any circum-
stances had he consulted with represen-
tatives of the Department of Justice in
matters pertaining to this case, and de-
nied the motion of disqualificatiop.

Rauh then asked for a recess until the
following morning to permit him to draft
an appeal to Brownell and to get a reply
from him, pointing out that the Justice
Department’s own rules specify “that
the hearing shall be conducted in an or-
derly and impartial mammer.” The de-
partment's attorneys asked for a fifteen-
minute recess in which to consult their
superiors, and their motion, as usual,
was granted,

On returning from their phone calls
to the higher spheres of Justice, Alder-
man stated that as the entire record of
the proceeding would be submitted to
Brownell together with any recommenda-
tions by the Hearing Examiner, the at-
torney general would be able to judge
the fairness of the procedure himself.
He added, “in our opinion the charge of
bias and prejudice is unwarranted and

glorifying marriage and the family is
quite simple; a chronic labor shortage,
aggravated by colossal war casualties,
calls for more babies....Few thoughtful
Western observers will regard the re-
sults as an instance of intolerable des-
potism or a return to Puritanism or
prudery,”23

The significance of the reversal on co-
education can be gauged from the follow-
ing quotations from the pro-Stalinist,
Beatrice King:

“Equality of the sexes is an axiom of
the communist faith. In the educational
field this expressed itself first and fore-
most in coeducation which is the univer-
gal law.”2¢ [Emphasis my own—G. B.]

The same writer somersaults six years
later:

“Soviet educators and thinkers have
come to the conclusion generally that at
this stage separate education iz neces-
sary to produce the best citizens who will
ereate the finest families,'24

The claim by Russian educators that
separate schools were established be-
cause girls are different from boys, that
they mature faster, etc., ean easily be
discounted, This fact has been known for
years and adjustments can be made eas-
ily within a flexible school system. Its
significance iz sglight when we consider
the advantages of combined schooling.
The increased emphasis on the impor-
tance of the family as given above and
the consequent necessity for motherhood
training is a real and important reason.
Also—

““What are the demands of life which
raise this guestion [separate schooling]?
One is the improvement of the military
physical training of young peaple of the
different sexes....Separate education of
boys and girls will be extremely impor-
fant‘ _g: strengthening of school discip-
ine,™

FALSE VERBALISMS

The importance of the childbearing
family, the stress on military education
(boys on the junior high school level re-
ceive two hours of military training
daily) and the strengthening of diseip-
line provided the actual reasons for the
elimination of coeducation,

The analogy with Nazi etlucation here
is guite obvious. For the Nazis a woman
is primarily & childbearer and the first

JUSTICE JACKSON ON
THE 'LIST' AND FBI

In reviewing the recemt posthumous
book by the late Supreme Court Justice
Robert H. Jackson, published by Har-
vard under the title
Court in the American System, few com-
mentators noted that the author hit at
both the attorney general's “subversive
list” and the role of the FBI.

Of the former, he wrote that though
the Supreme Court in 1951 “cast serious
doubt upon the legality of the attorney
general’s list it has never ceased to be
used in the press, in the executive de-
partment, by and before congressional
committees, and even in courts to pre-
jndice individuals in their liberty, posi-
tion and good name.”

With regard to the FBI Jackson ironi-
cally enough approached_the question
from the unexpected angle of the FBI's
activities in enforcing eivil-richts stat-
utes in the Southern states. What Jack-
son looked on with suspicion was the
development of a national police which
had power over local agencies, could in-
vestigate everywhere, and in particular
get involved in political questions of
any sort.

“I cannot say,” he wrote, “that our
country could have mno central pclice
without hecoming totalitarian, but I can
say with great conviction that it can-
not become totalitarian without a cen-
tralized national police.”

—Adapted from
I. F. Stone's Weekly

b Y F

for these reasons we feel that the motion
is improper and oppose it at thig time,"”

On Morrissey’s request, Rauh then re-
peated his motion of disqualification and
his request for a recess until the attor-
ney general's ruling on it was obtained.
He assured Morrissey that he intended
to present specifications to the attorney
general in support of his motion,

The hearing was then recessed until
the following morning.

[On Wednesday, no reply to the ISL
telegram was received from the attorney
general. The hearing was adjourned to
the following Monday.]

Curtain——

obligation of man is his military duty.
A Nazi nursery rhyme:

“What puffs and patter—

What clicks and clatter—
know what, oh what fun,

It's a lovely Gatling gun.”

The Russian prose version:

“Already in the primary school, work
iz conducted for the purpese of eguip-
ping the pupils with those elements of
general knowledge which are closely re-
lated to the military preparation of fu-

‘- ture warriors.”26

The difference between the German
and Russian attitude is that in Germany
the inferiority of women was an open
and expressed doctrine while in Russia
equality of women is the official doctrine
while inequality is the functioning one.27
The reason for this is a political one,
Stalinism appeals to progressive senti-
ments; therefore, it must cloak its reac-
tionary actions with progressive verbal-
isms. In Russia, working-class women
must not only bear and rear children for
the state but must also share the burden
of factory labor. The equality which
Russian women share with men iz the
equality of greater sacrifice. Those
realms in which women have sought tra-
ditionally to express their rights, name-
ly, the right to divorce, abortion and co-
education, are closed to them.

We have presented above the depress-
ing realities of Russian edvcation. A
whole generation of Russians is being
reared to become obedient and patriotic
automatons. It is essential to remember,
however, that formal education is only
one aspect of the education and develop-
ment of a human being. His own experi-
ence is, in a sense, far more powerful in
shaping his attitude and determining his
actions. The power of the printed word
iz extensive but is still limited by the
naked fact,

The iron dictatorship which the Rus-

sian bureaucracy maintains over the-
masses, its totalitarian control of art, o

literature and the sciences is proof
enough of the confidence of the state in
the efficacy of its educational methods.

Education is truly “learning through ex- =

perience” and the misery of the Russian
people may evoke a hatred of their rulers
which will determine, in the long run, the
fate of the dictatorship.

The Supreme-
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