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WORK FOR A WORKERS WORLD!
JOIN THE WORKERS PARTY!
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APRIL 11, 1949

A PAPER IN THE INTEREST OF ”CI'AI.ISM

-

By SUSAN GREEN

Congress Stalls
On Taft-Hartley

The working people are going to get as resuunding_rd_slu?ii{
the face from Congress on labor legislation as they took on rent

control.

The coalition between reactionary Republicans and Southern
Democrats rules the Congressional roost. President Truman is

reported to have abandoned his "get
tough" policy towards Congress and
to have adopted a mood of "compro-
mise.” The result is not hdrd to guess.
There will be enacted what is known
as a "strong"™ labor bill—in plain
English, an anti-labor bill.

Though the Thomas-Lesinski mea-
sure calling for the repeal of the
Taft-Hartley Law and for the res-
toration of the Wagner Act—of
course with a few labor-restricting
amendments—was approved by both
the Senate and ‘House Labor Com-
mittees, the predictions are that this
bill, more favorable to labor, will
not be passed by either house.

The strategy of the reactionary

Still Grmnmg'

SENATOR ROBERT A. TAFT

New Class Bloc
Seen as Stalin
Aim in Germany

NEW YORK—“Russian Policy in Ger-
many” was the theme of the Labor
Actiom Forum held last Sunday, lat-
est in the successful series of forums
being held at Labor Action Hall, 114
West 14th Sireet. The speaker was
Guenter Reimann, noted author of a
number of books dealing with Ger-
many. )

Reimann’s extremely interesting
thesis provoked the bulk of the dis-
cussion. He argued that the Stalin-
ists neither wanted nor were capable
of the achievement of a unified Sta-
linized Germany; they rather wanted
a sort of “People’s Front” with the
conservative and ‘industrialist ele-
ments, out of fear of Titoism in East

* Germany and in order to ensure a

Germany which was at least anti-
American if not directly pro-Russian.

His analogy was with South China,
which, he asserted, the Stalinists do
not want {o occupy but where they
aim for this type of government also.
He mentioned a meeting of industri-
alists aiming at unification and rap-
prochement with Russia,

During his lecture, the speaker was
able to draw abundantly upon the
information accumulated while visit-
ing Germany-last fall, including on-
the-spot reporting and indicative
anecdotes. (An example of the latter:

A resident of Hamburg, where .over, .

50 per cent of the houses were de-
stroyed during thé war and whose

merchant shipping . was criminally.

destroyed after the war, asks another
resident how long he thought it would
take to reconstruct Hampurg. “Thir-
ty-five years,” is the " answer.. ..
“Thirty years of occupation and five
years of rebuilding.”)

While devoting most of his time to
an interpretation of Stalinist policy,
Reimann also pointed out the bank-
ruptcy of Western policy in Germany
because “it has no political or eco-
nomic foundation,” predicted a split
in the Social-Democracy because “it
has no ideological basis,” and in-
formed the audience that the Stalinist
“Socialist Unity Party,” the Stalin-
ist party of East Germany, is dis-
credited, as is its leader Ulbricht.

coalition in the House of Represent-
atives will be to control procedure.
When the Lesinski bill is put before
the House, its opponents will move
to substitute the Wood hill.

DEMOCRATIC TAFT-HARTLEY

The Wood bill is the child of a
Southern Democrat, John S. Wood
of Georgia—anti-labor though he is,
still a member of the House Labor
Committee. The Wood bill contains
virtually all the provisions of the
T-H. Law, and in some respects is
even more offensive than that most
offensive anti-labor legislation.

If the Wood bill is the one to be
considered by the House, the repre-
sentatives who feel beholden to labor
to some extent would have the ex-
hausting and time - consuming task
of taking up each of the more than
twenty-five sections of the bill, bit
by bit, to try to amend them in or-
der to tone down its anti-labor con-
tent.

The Washington reporter for the
New York Times had this to say: "If
the coalition plans are successful, the
House's product will be a bill strong-
ly resembling the T-H Law but carry-
ing a Democrat's name."”

In the Senate the strategy of the
ruling coalition, when the Thomas
bill reaches the floor, will be to offer
s0 many modifying amendments as
to add up to another T-H Law. Offi-
cials of the AFL meeting in Wash-
ington expressed gloom over the out-
come. Their one hope is in the dozen

- (or lessy-still doubtfal-senatois.’

‘According to the AFL, out of the
96 senators, 38 to 43 favor repeal
of the T-H Law while 42 to 46 op-
pose it. The AFL will concentrate
on these doubtful senators, who will
be visited by spokesmen of the un-
ions on a national, state and local
level, though they are not at all op-
timistic about the result of their ef-
forts.

POLLSTERS HERE AGAIN

In the meantime the capitalist
class is also doing its bit to influ-
ence congressmen. As if polls have
not been sufficiently diseredited by
the votes of the electorate last No-
vember—votes giving an overwhelm-
ing mandate for the repeal of the
T-H Law—such powerful outfits as
General Electric, Revere Copper &
Brass Co., and Look magazine are
busy “polling public sentiment” on
labor legislation—for the benefit of
congressmen.

Such Simple - Simon, biased and
leading questions as these are asked:
“Should labor law protect employees
against unfair practices by union
and management?’ or “Should the
union shop, under which a person is
forced to join a union a short time
after his employment, be unlawful ?’*

The citizen not knowing that it is
a distortion to put union and manage-
ment on the same basis in relation to
employees, will naturally tend to give
the answer the poll-takers want. Simi-
larly, a question like the one above
about the union shop will lead per-
sons who don't understand that a
union shop is voted for by the major-
ity of workers, to say he opposes any
kind of "force." In this way is "public
sentiment" evaluated.

On the other hand, the manipu-
lators of “public sentiment” have
made it their business not to give
publicity to a juicy bit of informa-
tion about the origin of the T-H
Law, A Washington attorney, name
of Morgan, recently stated that he
was the author of the T-H Law—he,
and not Senator Taft and Represent-
ative Hartley, who were elected by
the people to make the laws.

‘Mr. Morgan stated that he was

.employed by the Republican Nation-

al Committee, which as we all know,
is not.the law-making body of the
land, and that after the bill became
law Mr. Morgan was paid $7,600 by
the same Republican ‘National Com-
mittee. Thus are the laws made un-
-der the system of capitalist democ-
racy.

'DEMOCRATS STALLING

The obvious purpose in both
houses is to delay consideration of
labor legislation as long as possible.
Though the House was ready for the
Lesinski bill, the matter of proce-
dure was referred to the Rules Com-
mittee, where the wordy representa-
tives killed considerable time. Now,
it is reporwed, the issue will be de-

(Continued on page 4)
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TREATY MARKS

NEW HIGH IN COLD WAR!

World Balance of Power!

T

Three Myths- Fact and

Fiction on the Treaty

In the barrage of propaganda that has been indusfriously
laid down around the signing of the North Atlantic Pact, three
notes are being constantly hit—in press editorials, ceremonial
speeches, official “White Papers,” and even in newspaper news
columns—

Three myths.

“I can take care of my enemies but the lord protect me from
my friends. ..” The frank warmongers, the gentry whq},\vant to

" drop ‘the-aton-bomb on Moscow tomorrow (or the day after at’

the latest), carry their own antidote along with their propa-
ganda. Anyone who wants to applaud the Atlantic Pact frankly
as a war alliance in preparation for the Third World War and
in defense of America’s “manifest destiny’’ to control the world
—will have no more use for these myths than we. But the
“friends” of peace are not selling the Atlantic Pact on'the basis
of ,this kind of sales-talk.

The build-up is the now-popular denunciation of Russian total-
itarianism. We do a substantial amount of such denunciation our-
selves and will continue to do more, as socialists who fervently
believe in the inseparability of democracy and a workers' world.
We have as much hatred for the Russian Stalinist despotism now
as we had during those honeymoon days of the war when the
twelve statesmen who have autographed the pact were shush-
ing socialists who dared to "criticize” "our noble Russian ally.”
But, for us, anti-Stalinism is part of the fight for a socialist de-
mocracy, and not a device for sprinkling rose-water on the aims
of Western imperialism.

So we turn our attention to the three myths of the Atlantic
Pact. These are: (1) The pact is a “union of the free nations.”
(2) The pact is purely “defensive.” (8) The pact is simply the
time-honored American institution of “checka and balances”
applied to international politics.

(1) "Free Nations"?

Why has the UN failed as a security system? asks Anne
O’Hare McCormick, New York Times columnist. Because co-
operation is not possible “between free nations and dictator-
ships.” The Atlantic Pact is therefore necessary as the instru-
ment of the “free nations,” unalloyed by any admixture of dic-
tatorship: '

“Spain, for instance, belongs to the Atlantic community. Its
exclusion is not only an anomaly but a weakness in the chain.
It must be temporary ; yet while a dictator makes arbitrary pol-
icy in which the people have no voice, Spain does not belong to
the union of the free.”

Swallowing this takes a firm stomach in view of the fairly
well-known fact that the U. S. government would like nothing
better than to sneak Franco into the happy family of nations
tf public opinion would allow this move. But if Franco Spain is
left out in the cold for noble ideological reasons, somebody will
have to explain what Salazar’s Portugal is doing among the
“democratic” and “free” twelve. The latter dictator does not
bow to Franco when it comes to making “arbitrary policy in
which the people have no voice.”

In this holy union of the free is a nation still engaged in sup-
pressing another people against the supposed will of the United
Nations itself—the Netherlands. Dutch soldiers were busy grab-
bing Indonesia even as their representative was signing the At-
lantic Pact. If there is any formal difference between Dutch grabs
and Russian grabs, it is that the United Nations itself is for-
mally on record as ordering the former to cease and desist, un-
heeded, while it never did so in the Russian case.

Indeed, this propaganda claim for the Atlantic Pact was put
to a test only in the last few days. Senator Brewster offered an
amendment to the ECA bill before Congress providing that ECA

{Continued on page 3)

By EMANUEL GARRETT GELTMAN

The Duchy of Luxemburg declared that it would consider an aﬂack
on the United States as an attack upon itself. The United States recip-
rocated and declared that it would similarly consider an attack on Lux-
emburg as an attack upon itself. In all, twelve nations (including, in ad-

Anti-Semitism Growing
In Stalin Government

By AL FINDLEY

Slowly there has seeped out a mass
of evidence to prove the existence of
strong anti-Semitic tendencies behind
the Iron Curtain in Russia. The evi-
dence shows that the Stalinist bu-
reaucracy is practising discrimination
against the Jews and slowly but
surely eliminating them from public
life. The question that puzzles most
observers is what this policy means.
Is the government accommodating it-
self - to prejudices and adopting a
shortsighted method of minimizing
anti-Semitism by hushing it up and
keeping Jews out of the public eye?
Or does this signify a conscious and
direct adoption of anti-Semitism as
a governmental policy? §

The events of the past few months
clearly indicate that the creeping
discrimination and anti-Semilism that
began in the late 1930s has now be-
come governmental policy.

The fact that this program is only
in its inception and that little is per-
mitted to be known should not blind
us to the real danger. For the first
time, Stalinism has emerged as an
anti-Semitic forge thal places a ques-
tion-mark on the survival of the Jews
of Russia. Unbelief of the facls and
a wait-and-see attitude may doom
Russian Jewry.

An incredulous world finds it hard
to believe that the Stalinists, who
make such a furor about the lack of
race hatred and the illegalization of
anti-Semitism in Russia should now
embark on a conscious and centrally-
directed anti- Semitism. As late as
1944, the world and even some so-
cialists refused 1o believe that the
avowedly anti- Semitic Nazis were
actually engaged in an extermihation-
ist program against the Jews.

TREND REVERSED

Once in a decade is enough. The
error of waiting must not be repeat-
ed. Especially since it is NOW, when
Stalinist anti-Semitism is only in its
beginnings, that a wvigorous protest
and publicity on the part of Jewish

organizations and the labor movement
can be most effective and perhaps
prevent a full-blown development of
Stalinist anti-Semitism.

Czarist Russia, and especially the
western provinces of the czarist em-
pire, were infested with anti-Semi-
tism. The Russian Revolution out-
lawed anti-Semitism and combated it
in every form. With the exception of
the NEP period, anti-Semitism stead-
ily declined and reached its low point
in 1935-36.

The consolidation of Stalinist total-
itarianism reversed this trend. A
“new" anti-Semitism arose, reflecting
the tendencies by various bureau-
cratic groups to eliminate the Jews
{from influential positions and to re-
duce the proportion of Jews in occu-
pations reserved for the elite. No
mass movement from below, this “cold
war” was effective and also contrib-
uted to the spreading of anti-Jewish
feelings in the masses.

The great purges that accompanied
the consolidation of the Stalinist
counter-revolution had as their main
targets old-guard Bolsheviks, among

tho most distinguished of whom wc:e )

TJéwsis Tr otsky, KameneV, Zinoviev,
Radek. For a short period during the
purges, anti-Semitism broke into the

-open. Stalin was not above using

anti-Semitism as a weapon. But this
was only a flash in the pan. Post-
purge anti-Semitism was not open,
but to the extent that personnel data
on the Stalinist elite can be found,
the cold and silent squeezing out of
Jews stands out as a definite trend.
-In 1940, in the elections to the Su-
preme Soviet of the USSR from West-
ern Ukraine, White Russia and Po-
land, 4n area inhabited by millions of
Jews, not a single Jew was elected.
In occupied territories, according to
the Jewish Telegraphic Agency (Feb-
ruary 25, 1940), there was “not a sin-
gle Jew in an importanl position.”
“Jews in Eastern Galicia are accepted

only in SMALL NUMBERS in the

military school system, and as state
{(Continued on page 4)
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dition to the above
two, Canada, Denmark,
Iceland, Portugal, Brit-
ain, France, ltaly, the

Netherlands, Norway
and Belgium) affixed their sig-
natures to the North Atlantic
Pact.

The time: 4:51 p.m. on April
4, 1949. The place: the Depart-

mental Auditorium on Capitel

Hill in Washington, where the first
numbers in the Werld War 1l draft
were drawn. The master of ceremo-
nies: Secretary of State Dean Ache-
son, of the United States.

The signators and visiting politi-
cians joined in affirming that the
pact was the mightiest blow against
aggression and for peace struck in
the history of the world. President
Truman, topping the ceremonies with
an address to the delegates, flatly
avowed that had the treaty existed
in 1914 and 1939, both wars would
have been averted.

Off on a side, the Marine Band in-
cluded George Gershwin’s “It Ain't
Necessarily So,” in its serenading
of the solemn occasion.

The pact now goes to the Senste
and to the legislatures of the six
other nations who helped to frame
the text (Britain, Canada, Franece,
the Netherlands, Belgium and Lux-
embulg) for discussion and ratifica-
tion, “after which the ternig' 6f the
treaty become effective. There will
undoubtedly be considerable discus-
sion, and there will undoubtedly be
ratification.

WAR BLOCS GEAR

Rarely has an event been attended
by more solemnity, and with good
reason. Rarely, too, have speeches,
seemed quite so hollow as those
made, in alphahetxcal order, by the
forelgn ministers of the participat-
ing nations.

From Acheson to Count Sforza of
Ttaly, from Truman to Spaak of
Belgium, the statesmen strained to
attach the meaning of pcace to their
act, The labored sentences carried
llttle conviction. But the reality,
which poked its way through them,
carried an infinite amount of con-
viction—the reality of a war bloc
gearing itself for world decision.

(Continucd on page 4)

N.Y. Cabby Strike Called by UMW

District 50 Taxi Union Faces Difficult Organizing Battle

By WILLIAM BARTON

At the time of writing, the New
York City taxicab strike has entered
its fifth day, with reports remaining
very unclear and likely developments
uncertain. The union, the Taxi Work-
ers Organizing Committee, a unit of
the United Mine Workers District 50,
claims. that the strike is 90 per cent
effective.

However, there are serious signs of
weakness already apparent in the
union’s organization. The extent to
which the drivers are acting in sym-
pathy with the union or are actually
organized is not yet clear. The next
few days may tell the story.

The Police Department has declared
that about a quarter of the normal
number of cabs were running at 6
p.m. Monday. All observers agree
that the number of taxis on the
streets, particularly in sections away
from midtown Manhattan, is much
less than usual, but that the number
is daily increasing.

The strike began when the owners
of the taxi “fleets,” which operate a
little more than half of the city's
cabs, refused to negotiate with the

union until it was certified by a La- -

bor Relations Board election. The
union charged that the cabowners
were stalling and added to the de-
mand for recognition a series of pro-
posals for wage raises of $9 to $11 a
day, premium pay for overtime, and
welfare and pension funds. Until the
fleet operators agree to meet with the
union, these will not be an issue in
the strike. Latest reports have both
sides considering a new plan for an

election submitted by Mayor O'Dwyer. ’

New York taxi drivers, regarded by
out-of-towners as a group of crafty
schemers always out to detour the
unaleért passenger to “make a buck,”
actually live a very precarious, un-
certain existence. Unionization has
been started several times; militant
strikes have been frequent. The
strike of early 1934 inspired play-
wright Clifford Odets to write his
famous “Waiting for Lefty.” But no
union has yet been able to establish
a stable foothold. One of the leading
difficulties has been the fact that al-
most half the drivers own their own
cabs.

The United Mine Workers sought to
fill the breach and increase the mem-
bership of its independent union by
establishing an organizing committee
under the jurisdiction of its ‘cafch-
all District 50.. There is a potential
membership of 5,000 in the New

York taxi industry, Wlth the power,\_
prestige and experience of the Mine ;

Workers to bank on, a fast organizing
campaign has been attempted, much
of it under the personal direction of
Denny Lewis, brother .of John, L.;_
Just what strength the union now
has, no observer seems to know. The
strike was almost completely solid in
the first couple of days. It started
with the agreement by one of the or-
ganizations of driver-owners, the
United Taxi Owners Guild, to keep
their cabs in their garages during the
strike. However, a larger organization
of independent drivers, the League of
Mutual Taxi Owners, has been striv-
ing to have its members run their
cabs from the beginning of the strike.

Police protection has been given
many cabs along selected main thor-
oughfares. Fifty - seven people have
been arrested, mostly for “verbal
threats” against scabs. Officials of the
operating fleets have advertised the
great additional amount of money tg
be made by working during the
strike. The union has charged that
rumors have been consciously spread
that strikers would lose their hack
licenses, and that police inspectors
were intimidating non-working own-
er-drivers.

Mass picketing began Monday at
one large taxi terminal and is likely
to spread. Plans are under way for
more intensified strike actlvity by a
larger section of the union member-
ship.

BOGEYMAN TROTTED OUT

A possible foretaste of a surpriging-
ly little used type of anti-strike
propaganda was revealed by a resolu-
tion submitited to the City Council to

“‘obtain evidence of the . connection
of John L. Lewis or any of his hench-
men with any act of sabotage or vio-
lence.” The resolution was referred
to commititee without discussion. The
taxi owners may use their convenient
bogeyman. But it is not likely to get
anywhere with most New Yorkers.
They know too many cab drivers and
their histories.

If Lewis succeeds in establishing a
going taxi union in the city, it will
be only slightly a result of the effec-
tiveness of his organization. Sooner
or later they will be successfully or-
ganized. If the Mine Workers can hélp
them accomplish it through this
strike, more power to them.
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 Two More UE Workers on Risk’ List

No Charges or Evidence as Navy Orders Transfer of Unionists

PHILADELPHIA, April 12—During
this past week the Depariment of
Defense, in collaboration with pri-
vate industry, has been busy tack-
ing “poor security risk™ labels on
labor unionists in this area.

Two more active members of Lo-
cal 107, United Electrical, Radio &
Machine Workers, CIO, at. the West-
inghouse South Philadelplia Works,
have been added to the “risk” list
already composed of Frank Carner
and Herb Lewin, Once again there
has been no statement of charges or

Fifth Freedom!

Some subversive copy -desk fifth
columnist on the New York Times
got in a lick at the capitalist system
which will bear some investigation.
Under a recent headline, “New Haven
Lays Off 1150,” there appeared the
following subhead:

“Repair Shop Workers Freed, Ef-
fective Wednesday.”

Freedom from a job—the right to
be unemployed—and no unpatriotic
agitator is going to take this blessed
liberty away from workers in the
land of the free, not if. “free enter-
prise” has anything to say about it.

- rd

evidence submitted. There are also
rumors that in several other plants
workers have been fired when labeled
by Defense Depariment agents.

The two new risk cases at Local
107 are to be transferred to non-clas-
sified jobs in the South Philadelphia
Works, in accordance with an agree-
ment made by the Westinghouse Cor-
poration last July in order to bring
to an end the sitdown strike by Lo-
cal 107, held in protest against the
labeling and suspension of Carner
and Lewin.

SITDOWN STOPPED FIRING

Indications are that, although the
corporation has violated one phase
of the agreement by failing to notify
the union prior to the issuance of the

U. S. Navy's stalement, .ihe new
“risk” cases will be given work in
other sections but not in the avia-
tion gas turbine division where they
were previously employed.

Only the militant action 'by the
local union in the previous cases pre-
vents Westinghouse from following-
the industry pattern of firing all
“risk” cases. In geéneral it seems like-
ly that the companies and the De-
partment of Defénse are working to-
gether very closely with the aim of
weéakening the unions’ structure and
prestige as much as possible, This
assumption is substantiated by the
fact that the company usually knows .
about the “denial of consent” issu-
ance several weeks before the indi-
vidual is informed of his changed sta-
tus. ‘
The Lewin-Carner cases have never
been resolved in a manner satisfac-
tory to the individuals, the unions,
and other groups concerned. The in-
dividuals, although working in the
South Philadelphia plant, still carry
the “poor secuity risk™ label. The
Industrial Employment Review Board
has never réndered a.decision on the
Lewin appeal hearing, which was
held on November 4, 1948, The deci-
sion on Carner's appeal was unsat-
isfactory, since it upheld the original
action taken by the U. S. navy, denied
the request for reimbursement of lost
pay and reiterated the “denial of con-
sent of access to classified work.”

THEY WON'T TALK

Regarding these cases, James B.
Carey, secretary-treasurer of the
CIO, slated in a lefter of Dec, 28 to
John H. Ohly, special assistant to
James Forrestal:

“Specifically, I have consistently
asked if there was available any in-
formation to the effect that

(1) These men are agents of a for-
eign power.

(2) They are agents of a potential
enemy power.

{3) They are even to be considered
potential agents of a potential
enemy power,

“Thus far, in the course of the pro-

ceedings, I have just as consistently
been answered in the negative. I
would: like at the very leasi to have
the name of the individual who can
give me a different answer.”

To our knowledge Carey has as yet
received no answer to his letter.

In the recent cases at Local 107
the union expects to file requests for
an appeal hearing even though the
very nature of these hearings stacks
the cards heavily against the indi-
vidual .and the unions. The appeal
board is the Industrial Employment

Child Labor

Here's what you can find in a re-
cent routine report of the Wage-Hour
Division of the U. S. Department of
Labor, if you look for it:

Children under 12 are working in
a starch factory 12 hours a day, from
6 in the morning to 6 at night. Young-
sters in a cement plant are putting
in a 13-hour day. In canning and
packing plants, sawmills and planing
mills, laundries and dry- cleaning
plants, 50 per cent to 75 per cent of
the labor is under age.

Good way to keep them out of mis-
chief, isn't il?

A 4

Review Board composed entirely of
military personnel. The hearings are
closed, there are no transcripts of the
hearings, there are no witnesses, no
cross examinations, and even the at-
forney is prevented from taking notes
from the hearing room.

Although the hearings of the Loyal-
ty Review Boards are (to say the
least) far from being models of demo-
cratic procedure, they are many times
more satisfactory than these hearings
conducted by the Department of De-
fense for those workers in private in-
dustry who dare to challenge the
“poor security risk” labeling—a la-
beling which in most instances de-
prives them of their jobs and eflec-
tively blacklists them from all of in-
dustry.

OHIO LABOR NOTES

By JOE CLARK ,

In Cleveland an injunction has
been sought in Common Pleas Court
to. restrain the Electric Vacuum
Cleaner Company (a division of Gen-
erdl Electric) from discharging wom-
en employees over 60 and male em-
ployees over 65 years old.

The applicant is Howard Metzen-
baum, who is representing District 54
of the International Association of
Machinists. He says this is the first
time a union has filed application to
restrain an employer from firing em-
ployees because of age. He says the
firings would be a violation of the
seniority provisions of the company's
collective bargaining contract. Twen-
ty-six- employees have been notified
they will be retired “on pension” in
the next few months.

If the pensions were adequate to

" furnish a reasonable standard of liv-

ing, there would probably be little
objection from the employees. But
there's the rub.

The company pension plan went
into effect late in 1946. Those who
participated made payments only un-
til they reached retiring age. Others
were over age when it began. As a
result of this set-up the pensions they
receive will range from nothing at
all (how does one receive nothing?)
all to $5 or $6 a month. Some of them
have seniority up to 30 years.

Patrick Barrett, 65, has been a ma-
chine operator at the plant for 29
years. The company wanls him to re-
fire on May 6. But he doesn't think
he can support his wife and himself
on the $5 a month he will get. David
Steels, 67, has been a separator man
for the company for 16 years. He
will get less than $1 a month. Fred
Reiss, a boiler operator at the plant
for 22 years, must retire in May with
no pension at all. £

[ ]

The strike at the Fawick Airflex

Corporation plant in Brooklyn, a

Ohio Union Sues to Halt
Firing of Older Workers

Cleveland suburb, flared into violent
struggle on March 28. This is the
third time this has happened since the
strike was called on March 7. But the
strikers had no chance at all. They
were completely routed by police
tear gas. The police chief staied in
explanation: “The men going to work
are AFL members and not scabs.
They: have a right te work and it is
my duty to maintain law and order.”

AFL MEMBERS SCAB

The strike was called by Local 735
of the United Electrical Workers
(CIO) in an attempt to get a 30 cents
an hour raise. The fact that the lead-
ers had not filed the non-Communist
affidavits gave the company a good
chance to break off relations with
them, which it did.

The AFL, with police protection,
is sending its members into the plant;
it appears that the whole thing will
soon be over and another defeat
marked up for the UE. Groups of
workers are being escorted to work
each day by police and the strikers
are being pushed further and further
away from the plant.

The work of breaking the strike
has been given quite a boost as a
result of the arrest of 18 strikers who,
on March 29, were found guilly in
Common Pleas Court of violating the
injunction of Judge Arthur H. Day
against picketing at the plant.

The 18 included Marie J. Reed, the
union business agent (a big-shot Sta-
linist who recently toured Hungary
and other Iron Curtain countries and
returned with loud praises for the
Stalinist system.) All 18 were given
the maximum sentence: ten days in
county jail and $500 fine; but in the
cases of 12 of the 18 the fines were
reduced or suspended conditional on
their “good behavior.”

| ‘Readerd o{.ﬂaﬁa&

Obscene?
Judge Says No

To the Editor:

A breath of fresh air blew out of
Philadelphia recently. Judge Curtis
Bok, in a lengthy and exhaustive
opinion, ruled that nine books which
had been seized by the Common-
wealth (Pennsylvania) were not ob-
scene, and the booksellers involved
were therefore sustained. “I have
read the books with thoughtful care
and find that they are not obscene
as alleged,” Judge Bok states in his
preliminary comments.

He further states, and this is sig-
nificant: “It is my purpose to show
that it has no inherent meaning [the
word obscene and all its synonymsl,
that different meanings given to it at
different times are not constant, ei-
ther historically or legally, and that
it is not constitutionally indictable
unless it takes the form of sexual im-
purity, i.e., ‘dirt for dirt’s sake.'...”

The books under ban were the
Studs Lonigan trilogy, by James T.
Farrell, and A World I Never Made,
by the same author; Sanectuary and
The Wild Palms by William Faulk-
ner; God’s Little Acre by Erskine
Caldwell; End As a Man by Calder
Willingham; and Never Love a Stran-
ger by Harold Robbins. Judge Bok
cites numerous court cases involving
litigation both herg in America and
in Europe to substantiate his opinion.
On reading his citations one cannot
help but be struck by the fact that
the authors whose works ran afoul
of the law are without exception
those of greatest stature.

Citing an English case in 1868 deal-
ing with a pamphlet entitled The
Confessional Unmasked, which con-
tained a diatribe against the Catholic
Church, Lord Chief Justice Cockburn
in his opinion stated: “I think the
test of obscenity is this, whether the
tendency of the matter charged as
obscenity is to deprave and corrupt
those whose minds are open to such
immoral influences and into whose
hands a. publication of this sort may
fall.” Judge Bok notes in reference
to this opinion, “Strictly applied,
this rule renders any book unsafe,
since a moron could pervert, to some
sexual fantasy to which his mind is
open, the listings in a seed catalog.”

Judge Bok continues: “Not even

the Bible would be exempt . . . it is
enough to cite' the story of Lot and
his daughters . . . Portions of Shake=
speare- would also be offensive, and
of Chaucer, to say nothing of Aris-
totle, Juvenal, Ovid, Swift, Defoe,
Fielding, Smollet, Rousseau, Maupas-
sant, Voltaire, Balzac, Baudelaire,
Rabelais, Swinburne, Shelley, Byron,
Boceaceio, Hardy, Shaw, Whitman.
and a host more."”

Compiling an arbitrary list of his
own which includes Koestler's Arri-
val and Departure, Remarque's All
Quiet on the Western Front and: Arch .
of Triumph, O'Neill's Anna Christie:
and Hairy Ape, Dos Passos' U..8: A,

Hemingway's For Whom the Bell
Tolls, Maugham’s Of Human Bondage,
and Wright's Black Boy, among oth-
ers, Judge Bok defies society to ex-
plain why none of these has ever
been banned, as they all contain sex-
ual material.

“It is no answer to say that if my
point about the books just listed be
sound, then by analogy the law
against murder is useless because all
murderers are not caught, The in-
herent evil of murder is apparent,
but by what apparent, inherent stand-
ard of evil is obscenity to be judged,
from book to book? It is my purpose
to provide such a standard, but it will
reduce to a minimum the operation
of any norm of indefinite interpreta-
tion.” [My emphasis.]

It would be impossible to begin to
generalize on Judge Bok's lengthy
opinion; it runs to more than three
newspaper pages. Suffice it to say
that it will most certainly be re-
ferred to as a guidepost in future
opinions and briefs such as will no
doubt ensue. As the judge states, it
is practically impossible to prevent
a moron from reading into a book
something the author did not put
there, or which in that person's mind
he has been able to distort for his
own edification.

Only by a general rise in the men-
tality level of the reading public will
it be possible to attain a point where
all literature is read and understood
in 'the meaning and context in which
the author has written. Until that
time society must feel compelled to
attempt to prescribe and proscribe
what is and what is not fit for public
consumption. .
Norman JOHNSTONE
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Our thanks to correspondent John-
stone for bringing the above io our
attention. We gather that by his last
sentence Johnstone means to say that
our present society will tend foward
such regimentation; it is not, of course,
intended to express approval—Ed.

Western Union Slogan
—A Critical View

To the Editor: %

With much interest I have studied
all the obtainable materials of the
Workers Party and arrived at the re-
sult that there are only little differ-
ences between my views and yours.
As regards these differences, 1 wish
to- make some remarks.

Unfortunately I didn't get up to
now the LABOR ACTION issue which
contained the resolution of the Work-
ers Party's'Political Committee on the
slogan “For an' Independent Western
Union.” "However, the publication of
an article taken from The Socialist
Leader, the reprinting of Leon Trot-
sky’'s article written in 1923 and sev-
eral passages in Max Shachtman’s let-
ters to European comrades (WP Bul-
letin, No. 6) permit me an approxi-
mate judgment about this subject. I
reject the slogan- of an Independent
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Western Union for several -reasons,
the most important of which I wish
{o lay open in the following:

Firstly: the question whether an
Independent Western Union is realiz-

able at all. T think a Western Union-

is not only possible but also in fact
about to be created. It is, to be sure,
neither an Independent Union nor a
progressive solution, but merely an
appendage to U. S. imperialism in its
preparations for World War III and,
more immediately, a means for shift-
ing off its own inner difficulties to
the shoulders of the European work-
ing class (as Trotsky explained al-
ready in his eriticism of the Com-
intern's program 1928).

If revolutionary socialists want to
counterpose to this reactionary aim
their own progressive solution, their
proposal must -be clearly distinguished
from the imperialist slogan not only
in content (that is self-evident), but
also in words. It's necessary to take
into aecount the psychological effect
of a given slogan on the masses. From
this viewpoint it is not sufficient to
add the little word “independent” to
the reactionary “Western TUnion”
(that is being created by Churchill,
Montgomery, etc.) for transforming it
into a progressive one, Qur revolu-
tionary slogans should not appear
only as corrections to the imperialist
slogans.

Seeondly, it must be asked if such

a slogan is attractive for the masses,
if it can serve as a means for their
mobilization, if it strengthens their
combativity. I doubt if the slogan
“For an Independent Western Union”
has these qualities. It must be gen-
erally noted that the Western Euro-
pean working class at the present
time is not very susceptible to long-
term projects. This is due to the low
level of the class struggle, which is
again one of the results of the tra-
ditional “socialist” parties’ betrayal.
The revolutionary education of the
masses today more than ever must
begin from the bottom. Therefore it
must be strictly avoided to give space
to whatsoever illusions about the
fact, that only the combativity of the
masses themselves can change some-
thing in a progressive way.

From this viewpoint I reject the
method proposed by the ILP politi-
cian R. Sherman (see LABOR AC-
TION, December 27, 1948): {o call on
the British Labor government to is-
sue a declaration of independence
from both war blocs. It seems to me
very dangerous to allow any doubts
on the fact that the Labor govern-
ment is acting not as a socialist force
but &s a prolonged arm of British. and,
as a result of the latter's dependence
on U. S. policy, of U. S. imperialism.
No revolutionary socialist can: believe
that a fundamental change in British
and European policy is possible ex-
cept as a result of a fundamental
change in the power relations be-
tween the classes, i.e., by a revival of
the revolutionary working-class move-
ment. .

I therefore don’t see any reason

for either pushing into the {fore-
ground the discussion on the question
of Western Union or abandoning our
old slogan “For a Socialist United
States of Europe” in favor of a less
popular slogar and one so little dis-
tinguished from. the reactionary slo-
gan, namely, “Independent Western
Union.”
Comyadely,

H. (U. S. Zone, Germany)
L ]

We regret that Comrade H. has not
had an opportunity to read the reso-
lution itself —that is, the Workers
Party resolution on the slogan for an
Independent Western Union—because
we think that its text would help to
clear up some of the questions he
raises on the basis of having seen
only the documents he refers to. An-
other document would also be of in-
terest in this regard, namely, a re-

ply to a number of questions on this .

same subject, adopted by the Politi-
cal Committee of the Workers Party
and printed in the WP Bulletin No. 9.

Briefly, we think the main point is
the conclusion that Comrade H,
seems to draw from his remark that
“the Western European working class
at the present time is not very sus-
ceptible to long-term projects. This
is due to the low level of the class
struggle. . . . The revolutionary edu-
cation of the masses today more than
ever must begin from the bottom.”
Ete.

If this is so—and if anything Com-
rade H. overstates it—then we fail
to see how the conclusion is to be
drawn that therefore eonly directly
socialist slogans can be properly put
forward on the question of European
unity. Comrade H. is justifiably con-
cerned about not raising illusions in
the minds of the masses concerning
the reform of imperialism; so-are we.
But the way to expose the imperial-
ist nature of the Churchill et al.
schemes for Western Union is not
merely to demand socialism (i.e, a
directly Socialist United States of
Europe). A transition is necessary,
precisely for the reason Comrade H.
indicates. The WP resolution puts
forwward a plan (a “slogan”) for an
Independent Western Union filled
with an anti-imperialist, anti-capital-
ist and anti-Stalinist content (see
text of resolution for the details). It
states specifically that such a REAL-
LY independent union cannot be
achieved by the preseht governments
in our opinion, but it is for the work-
ing class to find this out in the course
of fighting for it, not for us to insist
that they must accept our word on it
in -advance. Such an Independent
Western Union we counterpose to the
various reactionary and/or utepian
proposals now circulating on the sub-
ject. Such an approach, we are con-
vinced; can be most fruitful pre-
cisely in order to prepare the masses
of workers for the goal of a Social-
ist United States of Europe (or West
Europe) and the two. should not be:
set against each other.—Ed.

Second Thought
By R. Fahan

To the Editor:
Two issues ago in LABOR ACTION
I had an article on Sidney Hook and
his statements about the Catholic
Church. Were I to write about that
matter again, I would refrain from
two errors of interpretation and
taste which I made. I did not make
clear that what Hook was writing
about was the problem of political
relstjonships to the church, and thua
might have given the impression that
he proposed some sort of intellec-
< tual alliance with Catholicism. That
is not true. Secondly, I wrote with
unnecessary nastiness of tone, a man-
ner of writing that is always to be
deplored. Precisely because I think
the political point of the article was
essentially: valid do I regret these

two lapses.
R. FAHAN
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Revolution a "Secret”

Affair,

After several days' testimony under
the guiding questions of U, S. Attor-
ney John F. X. McGohey and his spe-
cial assistant, Frank Gordon, Louis
F. Budenz, former Daily Worker ed-
itor turned Catholic professor, was

ays

cross-examined by defénse attorneys -

for the eleven Communists standing
trial on conspiracy charges: v

As reported last w'eef(,_B_udenz ap-
pears to be the principal witness for
the government, with this account of
the reconstitution of the American
Communist Party 'in 155{45 forming the
basis of the conspiracy charge. Since
1945, McGohey maintains, the defend-
ants, all members of the CP National
Committee, have conspired to “ad-
vocate and teach the violent over-
throw” of the U. S. government, thus
violating the Smith Act passed by
Congress in 1940,

Put as briefly as possible, Budenz
holds that the CP brand of Marxism-
Leninism advocates the overthrow of
the government; that the CP secretly
teaches this Marxism - Leninism to
some of its members; and that the
American Politburo (to which belong
the defendants) hold itself in readi-
ness to signal the outbreak of the
“American revolution™ upon orders
from Moscow.

This is the substance of the lengthy
and involved testimony, brought out
in the main by the question of Spe-
cial Assistant Frank Gordon, who evi-
dently has “boned up” on the Foun-
dations of Leninism, by J. Stalin, for
the purposes of this trial.

“SECRET” EDUCATION

This teaching and advocating, Bu-
denz brought out, is a devious process
ithat only the initiated can under-
stand. It is conducted through an
“Aesopian” language that says one
thing and means another. For exam-
ple, the highly patriotic preamble of
ithe CP constitution is completely ne-
galed, according to Budenz, by the
words “Marxism - Leninism” which
also appear in the text.

Similarly, the polite brand of so-
cial science peddled at the open CP
schools—the Jefferson School in New
¥ork, for example—is not the secret
Marxism - Leninism taught in the
“closed” schools. These “training”
schools meet in private homes, or
small offices, or- deep in the woods
during a summer vacation! Budenz
himself taught in such schools, he
testified! One met in a doctor’s ante-
room! And what was Budenz's con-
spiratorial course? “Communist jours
nalism"! :

We won’t go on with furthér reve-
lations of this wvast
which Budenz and the prosecutors
take so seriously. It is the product
of a warped mind, warped by tien
years of Stalinist polities.

Budenz is not alone in believing
that a. revolutienary party consists
of saying one thing and believing an-
other, of practising and preaching the

» basest working - class betrayals, yet
holding secretly to the shibboleth
“Marxism-Leninism” as a justifica-
tion.

Any socialist who has argued with
a Stalinist follower has heard that.
complacent reply: “But we really be-
lieve in the socialist revelution. It is
just that the working class is not
ready. . . .” Such deception is only
self-deceiving; for years “Marxism-
Leninism” have been hollow words
on the lips of Stalinists, hollow words
to be filled with the content of the
then current political line.

We will see, as this trial progresses,
the interpretation that the words will

“conspiracy,”

undergo in the hands of the defense
and the defendants. Certainly we can
be assured that they will not be put
in true historical perspectiver nor

given an iota of the essence of the
teachings of Marx and Lenin.

GETS OWN MEDICINE

' At this writing, Budenz is still un-
der cross-examination by the defense.
Judge Harold R. Medina turned down
some seventy defense motions to re-
ject Budenz's testimony and 1o re-
fuse admission of all documents re-
ferred to. by the ex-editor except the.
CP constitution. Eugene Dennis, the
CP national secretary who is con-
ducting his own defense, arose during
Budenz's 1testimony to recite’ the
standard Daily Worker valedictory
for ex-employees, calling the witness
a “Judas, renegade, betrayer, Bene-
dict Arnold,” ete.

The cross-examination started by
getting on the record the fact that
Budenz had been living with his pres-
ent wife for some years before he was:
able to marry her legally. Budenz ac-
cepted this digging into his personal
life with equanimity. As an ex-teach-
er of “Communist journalism” he
knows through practice and precept
this method- of Stalinist slander—in-
cluding his own practice. He was get-
ting some of his own medicine.

Strangely enough, the defense did
not pursue character assassination
very long. With Richard Gladstein,
West Coast lawyer long associated
with the CP - controlled *sections of.
the trade-union movement, doing
most of the questioning, Budenz was
taken over his activities as a lead-
ing CP journalist.

Gladstein sought, with considera-
ble success, to prove that Budenz had
never “advocated” or “taught” the
overthrow of the government. Here
the witness and the attorney were
in accord; they both meant that Bu-
denz had never spoken in favor of
revolutionary socialism,

Budenz, trying to help the govern-
ment case along, insisted that some
of the things he wrote did, in a se-
cret way, advocate socialism. Only,
he insisted, the initiated could under-
stand him, but it was there,

ADVOCATED SOCIALISM—ONCE
After going through the files of
The Worker and the Midwest Record,
another CP paper Budenz edited,
Gladstein pulled out a copy of Labor
Age, the organ of the American

Workers Party, to which Budenz be- .
longed prior to joining the CP in -~

1935. Here was an article which forth-
rightly stated that American ecapital-
ism should be overthrown and a so-
cialist society set up in its place. Tri-
umphantly, Gladstein drew the admis-
sion from Budenz that he was the
author.

“Isn’t it true that back in 1931 you
personally believed in the overthrow
of your government by force and vio-
lence?” Gladstein pressed.

“I wouldn’t be surprised,” Budenz
replied. “The Mustieites were com-
mitted to that idea.”

The defense had played its high
card. Budenz, who had never written
an overt, recognizable word in faver
of socialism in ten years as a Stalin-
ist, admitted that he once believed
in the replacement of capitalism by
socialism . . . before he learned the
‘gospel of “Marxism-Leninism”!

Just what Gladstein was trying to
prove to the jury is not quite clear.
What he did prove was that, to the
defense and the CP defendants, ad-.
vocating socialism is just as heinous
a crime as it is to the prosecution.
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{Continued from page 1)

money be wrthdrawn from any country which contravenes the
orders of the UN. It was, he explained, directed most specifically
against the Dutch aggression in Indonesia. The ECA, we are
being told, is the economic counterpart of the Atlantic Pact, and
it is.

But the Senate Foreign Relations Coml'nlﬂ-ee rejected the
Brewster proposal. The reason given for its re;eehon was that
'it was not germane to a foreign-aid bill."

This is perfectly true from the point of view of American im-

perialism's approach to the problem of building its own fences;
“peace-loving policies,"” "union of free nations,” etc.— these
phrases are germane only to the propaganda barrage around the
pact, but not to the pact itself.

Another signatory to the pact, and not a minor one, is a coun-
try which has been fighting in two parts of the world to shoot
down a people struggling for freedom: this is France, with its
two wars in Viet Nam and Madagascar., Another is Italy, and
here Colummist McCormick reaches a new high in imperialist
naiveté: ,

“Especially in dealing with the [former] Italian colonies
there is a dramatic opportunity for a solution in keeping with
the vision of free cooperation they are opposifig to the Soviet idea
of a closed compound of subjugated peoples.” And what is this
vision of freedom—perhaps freedom for these colonies? The idea
does not even occur to our columnist! What she is referring to
is: the necessity for giving these colonies back to Italy ! Because
of “Italy’s surplus population” and because “Italians are first-

rate colonists” l—both amply proved, no doubt, by the last colo- -

nial venture of Italy, the rape of Ethiopia.

* McCormick, of course, and her Times are only illustrative of
the current propaganda smokescreen. But somebody is a liar, we
find, when we compare this line with the official statement of the

‘State Department. In the March 19 White Paper o the U. S.

cold-warriors, we find the following declaration:

“The security of the United States would again be seriously
endangered if the entire European continent were once more to
come under the domination of a power or an association of pow-
ers antagonistic to the United States.”

For a couple of centuries Britain, too, based her foreign pol-
icy on the principle that no power could be allowed to dominate
Europe except herself, and it had nothing to do with ideology.
No imperialist rival can be permitted by the United States to be
more powerful on the continent—any power that tries to do so
is by definition “antagonistic” and “unfriendly.”

If Portugal were to make this-attempt (if we can imagine this)
we should: shortly be reading about the inherent incompatibility
between the Salazar dictatorship and the ideals of American de-
mocracy. If Holland were to be in a position to make this attempt,
the speeches would ring out on the theme of the manifest impossi-
bility of coming to an agreement with a nation which violates all
human rights and steps on Indonesians.

As Bevin said in his speech in Washington: “It [the Atlantice
Pact] says to the totalitarians: “You have your system. We have
to share the world. You have your system but don’t have it with
the idea that you can upset other people’s way of life and prevent
them living the way they want to.” That is what it says to “the
totalitarians,” but it does not say that to the Portuguese and the
Dutch and the French among others; to these it merely says:
“We have to share the world—among ourselves.”

(2) "Defensive Pact"?

Russian propaganda too has been laying down its barrage
around the pact. Its lying protestations of its own lily-white in-
tentions and pure peace-loving motives can be dismissed at the
moment. The pot is calling the kettle black, as usual. But in the
course of this pot-and-kettle act, this same Russian propaganda
has seized hold of a handle provided for it by the Atlantic pow-
ers, and the latter have remained tongue-tied about it.

The simple question is this: If the pact is really only what it
declares itself to be, a security pact for common defense against
any aggressor of any kind, then why is Russia excluded—evén
from the point of view of the signers?

Very well: let us agree, for the sake of argument, that Rus-
sia is a potential aggressor; let us agree, for the sake of argu-
ment, with the rest of the speech-making language used on that
pointt. That, let us say, is the opinion of Washington and the
other signatories (including the current colonialist aggressors
among them). But what is gained even from their point of view
in excluding Russia so demonstratively in advance? Would not
the pact operate just as effectively if Russia were among the
signers? _

It is obviously a naive question, since it is based on the as-
sumption that the pact is simply what it purports to be, a pledge
of common defense against any aggressor.

The fact is, however, that the pact is not primarily designed
to ensure peace or even based on the expectation that this is pos-
sible. It is designed to organize "our" side in the next war, to or-
ganize it in advance, harden the lineups, arm the prospective bel-
ligerents of the union of certified-to-be-free nations, and get ev-
erything ready for the day the shoating starts. And that is why
Russia cannot be permitted to sign its hypocritical signature to
a hypocritical treaty in as hypocritical a manner as the rest of
the worthy dezen.
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A New German Crisis

For eight months 65 men represent-
ing political parties of Western Ger-
many, with a majority of conservative
Christian-Democrats in charge, have
been writing a constitution for their
half of this split nation. This body
is peculiar and unique in the history
of constitution - making bodies. Its
like has never before been seen.

It is not even called a Constitu-
tional- Assembly, but merely “Par-
liamentary Council.” No one knows
what parliament it is a council of,
since such a parliament does not ex-
ist. This arbitrarily selected group
has attempted to fashion a eonstitu-
tion at the bidding of the three occu-
pation powers of Western Germany.

Last week, their efforts broke down
in a. deadly stalemate which well rep-
resents the general political and so-
cial stalemate now gripping all. of
Western Germany. The truth of the
matter is, the occupational authorities
simply do not know what to do, which
path to take, where next to turn. This
conflict exists on many levels, some
of which intertwine with each other,
and therefore render the stalemate
extremely complex.

For example, there is a sharp strug-
gle within the “Parliamentary Coun-
cil” of 65 between the Social-Demo-
cratic delegates and the reactionary
Christian-Democrats.

There is a general struggle between
the council as a whole which, at
times, presents a united face, and the
military government of Western Ger-
many as a whole (which also on occa-
sion plesents a united front against
the Germans).

There is a bitter struggle among the
occupation authorities themselves,
particularly between the Americans
and the French.

Finally, there is the broad back-
ground of the whole German situa-
tion, which consists of two prinecipal
factors: (1) The substantial economic
revival of Western German economy
over the past year, which has brought
German industry back as a factor in
both European and world affairs. (2)
The splitup of the nation between
East and West with its accompanying
vicious struggle so familiar o all of
us.

5-Ds WEAK-KNEED

A word on the “Parliamentary
Council” still holding its sessions in
the ancient Rhineland town of Bonn.
The history of Germany is strewn
with the bones of “Constituent Assem-
blies” which met at various moments,
usually to thwart more radical reor-
ganizations .and. .solutions to. Ger-
many’s historic problems of national
unification and independence. Marx
wrole some of his most fascinating
political studies around, for example, *
the famous Frankfurt Assembly of
1848.

But even those gatherings were
models of revolutionary will and
forthrightness compared to the mis-
erable clique of 65 politicians, hand-
picked, who meet today with the per-

mission of the military government
and wrestle impotently with their
problems. )

The Bonn assembly may still draft
an actual interim constitution and
impose it upon Western Germany
but, again, it will guickly be proved
that such constitutions in which the
democratically inspired masses of
people have no say will not endure
for very long. The swiftly changing
situation within Germany will rapid-
ly liquidate whatever comes out of
Bonn, particularly since it is written
and stamped by the occupation au-
thorities whose power, obviously, is
waning throughout Germany as a
whole.

In this assembly, Social-Democrats
and Christian-Democrats (linked with
the so-called small businessmen’s par-
ty, the Liberal - Democrats) have
fought many a battle. But the Social-
Democrats always end by surrender-
ing in principle, since their very
willingness to participate in the coun-
cil, to begin with, makes no other
action possible for them. Their lead-
er at Bonn, Professor Carlo Schmid,
has made clear some of the essential
differences: i

(1) The occupation powers demand
a “federalistic, decentralized” consti-
tution and will permit a referendum
on it to be held only if and when

they find it “sufficiently federalistic.” .

The Christian-Democrats, represent-
ing by and large the most conserva-
tive and reactionary elements in the
country (landowners, professors,
Catholic Church and all elements of
fraditional German provincialism),
naturally lean {o this system since
they wish free reign to be given to
all' of Germany's centrifugal tenden-
cies,

The Social-Democrats, however, op-
pose such strong federalistic concep-
tions and tend, for reasons we shall
mention below, in exactly the oppo-
site direction. This was bound to
cause serious conflicts, a partial re-
flection of similar disputes among the
Allies themselves.

(2) The occupation powers have
prepared a common occupation sta-
tute for the whole area of the three
Western zones. Although not in com-
plete agreement as yet, they have

- decided to- withhold a whole series

“of most important powers from the
future German government.” This
statute will delimit the constitution
now being drafted, and “will reserve
ithe right in certain cases to take the
bulk of power back in their hands
again.” In other words, the new con-
stitution—when and if it comes into
being—will have a permanent sword
over iis ‘head. s ceimes Sy

Now, it is clear the contending par-
ties in Germany have widely diver-
gent opinions about this fact. The
real left wing of the Social-Democ-
racy desires not to accept such con-
ditions and to withdraw from the
Bonn Council, whereas the most con-
servative elements of the Christian
Democrats, who lean entirely upon a
perspective of a permanent occupa-
tion of their country, are prepared 1o

We do not have an iota of confidence in the peace-loving inten-
tions of either of the war blocs—the Western no less than the

Russian.

(3) "Checks and Balances'?

The Atlantic Pact is put forward as a means of preserving
peace, however. The idea is simple: scare Stalin. Let him know
in advance that the United States will jump in at the start this
time. Balance the Russian preparations with Western prepara-
tions, throw American dellars into the scales against Moscow’s
manpower and Moscow’s satellite system. . ..

Balance the two war blocs and let the world hang in the

balance. ...

Editorials are being written on this theme as if it were a
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brand-new idea, recently developed by modern statesmanship.
One would never suspect that this is precisely the: old balance-
of-power theory which has operated to screw the world up to the
piteh of war for over a century!

Appeasement as a means of peace has been thoroughly dis-
credited, because people still remember Chamberlain and his
umbrella—and Munich. But who remembers the balance-of-
power polities of the Holy Alliance, or the balance-of-power
“peace strategy” of Sazarin and Viviani and Lord Grey before
the First World War—and its catastrophe?

Who remembers that the only effect of the balance of power
has been to préservea temporary unstable peace while each side
tries fo “scare™ the other most effectively, counter armament
with armament, bluff with bluff, mass power against power—
always in order #o preserve the "balance"—until the equilibrium
topples over? -

Appeasement or balance of power—both only serve to chan-
nelize the raging imperialist rivalries, which cannot be put into
a straitjacket or tamed by such schemes. The New York Times
(April 3), in the most old-fashioned of old-fashioned editorial
pronouncements, dramatically .proclaims that “the heavy hand
of destiny [is] knocking at American doors.” “Destiny”—heav-
ily festooned with dollar bills—beckons Washington to the re-
ceivership of a bankrupt world. Destiny tells the Washington
gang that it is to dominate and control the world’s markets and
economy, just as it tells the gang in the Kremlin that they are
the wave of the future.

The destiny of a world at peace is in the hands of neither
Washington nor Moscow. Europe can escape being crushed and
pulverized between the two only by building toward a socialist
democracy. It is on the socialist struggle that our hopes are
pinned for everything civilized and decent—for life, not death.
The Atlantic Pact is only another step toward the abyss.

go along with anything, provided a
certain provineial autonomy is guar-
anteed to them.

CENTRALIZATION?

(3) Various other issues, such as
the creation of state schools of a de-
nominational character with an ex-
tensive clerical influence (proposed
by the Christian-Democratic Party,
of course), as well as what concrete
shape and form the various legisla-
tive bodies of the new Bundestag and
Bundesrat shall take, have provoked
further disputés.

(4) Perhaps the most vital (and
surely the most violent) dispute of
all has been over the issue of taxes
and finances. In brief, the conserva-
tives want such matters to be con-
trolled by the local states (Laender)
and to make the federal government
dependent upon their good will,
whereas the Social-Democrats “want
to equip the Bund with independent
taxes and its own finance administra-
tion so that it would not feel itself
to be at the mercy of theé Laender,”
This is a basic issue, and reminds one
of the early struggles of “States-
Righters” wvs. “Federalists” in the
American government.

The Social-Democrats have refused
to alter their stand for the central-
ization of financial powers.in the new
government, and have thus provoked
the immediate crisis. The military
government authorities have entered
the struggle and, headed primarily
by the French, demand a Social-Dem-
ocratic capitulation. On this issue, the
S-D Party stands alone against a com-
bination of the Allied occupation au-
thorities, and all other Western Ger-
man political movements, including
the extremist - separatist (pro - mon-
archist) Bavarian Party.

Actually, this struggle represenis a
more deep-going split. The German.
capitalist class is mo longer able to
function, politically and socially, as
an organized cliss, with a clear-cut
political party of its own and a defi-
nite policy. It is too weak and shat-
tered for that. If the German bour-
geoisie proved fit subject for all of
Marx's irony and venom in 1848, fo-
day he would waste little time deal-
ing with it. It is wrong to believe that
the Christian - Democratic Party is
simply the party of the German bour-
geoisie, It is not a homogeneous
movement, but rather a catch-all for
all types of elements: ex-Nazis, poli-
ticians, reactionary professors, sepa-
ratists, monarchists, landowners, ete.

In a certain sense, the Social-Dem-
ocrats have taken over the role of the
German bourgeoisie. It is' they who

- -struggle — in their own way —for a

state with central powers and author-
ily. “One should not demand our
agreement to do something which
does not even create the precondition
for a state,” declared Professor
Schmid, their Bonn spokesman. Their
program is for creation of a national
state (in Western Germany), and a
central government with power to
nationalize industry, and attract East-
ern Germany to itself by its superior
economic power. This theme of the
German Social-Democracy acting as
a kind of neo-capitalist force requires,
of course, greater study than a brief
article permits.

Now they are openly thredtened by
the Western military governors, who
hint at a liquidation of the Bonn
Council and use of an alternative
method. It remains to be seen whether
the Social-Democrats will stick to
their principle this time, If they do,
they stand little chance of losing,
since the Western Powers can offer
no possible alternative at this stage.

OTHER ISSUES

We can but briefly mention some
of the other broad issues at dispute.
Among themselves, the Western Pow-
ers disagree over the contents of their
proposed occupation statute, as well
as just how to organize their pro-
posed “Trizonia.” French imperial-
ism, which in effect has made its
zone simply a colonial area attached
to France, is the chief obstacle to
agreement in this sphere. The French
want to de-emphasize any centralist
trends, retain taxing and financial
powers over their zone and maintain
a veto power over “any changes in
the basic laws governing a fuiure
Germany.”

As for the issue of East wversus
West, a new development in this
struggle has been the propagandistic
approach of certain pro-Russian “neu-
trals” in the direction of various Ger-
man politicians and businessmen, not
to mention some Rulir industrialists,
with a nebulous scheme for “uniting”
Germany as a neutral nation lying in
the heart of Europe. A tempting pro-
posal, which. may interest many in-
dividuals and groups at a lafer stage,
provided no Western German govern-
ment can be established.

Now, what has all this meant fo
the masses of German people? On
the one hand, the value of the Social-
Democratic Party as the proper cen-
ter today for revolutionary socialists
in the fight for a real German state,
independent of all occupational forces,
is reinforced. The Social-Democracy,
no matter how hard its conservative
and old leaders resist, simply has be-
come the rallying center for all such
progressive forces,

On the other hand, there has un-
deoubtedly been a great revival of all
reactionary circles among the Ger-
mans. Each of the tendencies we have

Kravchenko Trial

[The following article adds more
details with regard to the disclosures
that have been made at the Paris
trial, initiated by Victor Kravchenko
against the Stalinist Lettres Fran-
caises on grounds of slander. It is
translated from the March 5 issue of
La Batalla, the newspaper of the
Spanish Marxist group POUM (Work-
ers Party of Marxist Unity) and was
written by Martin Lain. One of Krav-
chenko's leading witnesses against the
Stalinists was Gertrude Neumann, the
wife of a former top leader of the
German Stalinists, Heinz Neumann.
The piece by Comrade Lain concerns
itself with the case of this latter fig-
ure.—Ed.]

L ]

Without the slightest doubt, the
most impressive of all the testimony
that has been given in the Kravchen-
ko-Lettres Frangaises trial in Paris
has been that of Gertrude Neumann.

The Stalinists have attempted, ob-
scenely and cynically, to cover up
their deeds with an improvised cas-
cade of lies and slanders. Vain task!

Suddenly L’'Humanité discovered
that Gertrude Neumann is a “Gestapo
agent,” that her husband, Heinz Neu-
mann, put himself at the disposal of
“fascist. and Trotskyist elements,”
and acted as a “type of German Do-
riot.,” [Doriot was a French Stalinist
who turned fascist—Ed.]

And even more. We quote: “In
Spain Neumann formed part of the
Brandler movement. Brandler, also a
Trotskyist, attempted to provoke an
insurrection in the rear guard of the
Spanish Republican army.” [Brand-
ler, never a Trotskyist, was a right-
wing oppositionist in the Stalinist
movement—Ed.]

This must have shocked the old
Communist militants. For many years
ithe world Stalinist press made Neu-
mann a “beloved and idolized leader.”
After the former German Communist
depuly fell into definite disgrace, the
most rigorous silence surrounded his
name. Neumann, in the custody of
the NKVD, fell into oblivion as did
so many others. The Stalinist press
did not bother to attack him. Why?
The spectacular appearance of his
wife has forced Stalin’s police to in-
vent the fable of the “German Do-
riot” . . . a Doriot little known until
today and whose appearance evident-
ly was long delayed.

WHO WAS HEINZ NEUMANN?

But let us leave the miserable tales
of the NKVD and turn to the facts,
which are important to establish
fully and clearly: the true personal-
ity of Heinz Neumann.

In the years preceding the triumph
of Hitlerism, Heinz Neumann was
one of the most popular figures in
the German Communist Party. He
was a member of the Central Com-
mitiee and of the Political Commit-
tee. He was a member of the Com-
munist minorjty in the Reichstag. He
frequently intervened, in the name of
the German party, in the drawing up
of the resolutions of the Executive
Committee of the Lommumst Inter-
national.

In the CC and the Political Com-
mittee of the German Communist
Party, Neumann's opinions often car-
ried more weight than those of Thael-
mann and Pieck. Neumann was feared
not solely because of his authoritar-
ian and intransigeant character but
also —and mainly — because it was
known that he was an intimate of
Stalin, that he was a leader who had
the confidence of the “genial chief.”

Neumann wanted the German CP
to carry out a policy of open strug-
gle against the Nazis. Moscow's in-
tentions were otherwise. He was
called to Moscow, where he had the
honor of being severely admonished
by Stalin himself.

In her recent testimony, Gertrude
Neumann has related some of the
high points of her husband’s conver-
sation with the “genial chief.” The
truth of her statements cannot be
doubted. With his policy in Germany,
Stalin helped Hitler take power. Later
came the Russo-German Pact of 1939.

NEUMANN IN SPAIN

At the end of 1932, Heinz Neumann
was sent to Spain. The internal sit-
uation of the CP in our country
was very delicate at this time. In the
Kravchenko trial, Gertrude Neumann
has stated that her ‘husband had' the
job of editing Mundo Obrero. In ef-
fect, this is correet.

described: above naturally tries to or-
ganize its own forces. The Separatists
-(as in Bavaria, for example, welcome
ex-Nazis, monarchisis and anyone
willing to play their game: As Marx

would say, “all the old crap” is stirred -

up again! The occupation authorities,
particularly the French, lend their
support fo such tendencies, but the
all-important thing is that today, for
the first time, these movements are
really free of Allied control and have
a momentum and will of their own.
Germany, as perhaps no other na-
tion, ever has, repeats over and over
again many of its outworn struggles,
even if under new conditions. There
is an intermingling of all historic
German struggles in the new one go-
ing on today, side by side with the
multitude of new issues created by
the war, the occupation and the
split of the country. All this adds to
the complexity of the picture.
Henry JUDD

THE CASE OF HEINZ NEUMANN,
EX-CP. FUEHRER IN GERMANY |

s ik

At this poeint, it might be well

worth remembering that the Krem--

lin never believed in the capacities
of its “beloved chiefs” in Spain. Some
day it will be known in all extrava-
gance of detail that the band of illit-
erates and fools who constituted the
Central Commitiee and the Political
Committee of the Spanish CP were
no more than simple puppets manipu-
lated from behind the scenes in Mos-
cow,

Neumann was an adversary of ours
in Spain, and one who took active
part in the hated Stalinist campaigns
against our movement. It would be
useless to repeat, then, that Neumann
had: not the slightest connection with
the Workers and Peasants' Bloe, nor

with the Communist Left (Trotsky- .

ist organization of that period), nor
with Brandler's party.

Brandler, one of the founders and
principal leaders of the German CP,
broke with Moscow in 1929 and
formed an independent Communist
organization, .the KPO [Communist
Party Opposition]. Brandler was
never in Spain. Some members of

his party fought in our military units :

against Franco, and shared with us
the Stalinist prisons of the Negrin
government.

Up to now the ‘official Stalinist
thesis has beén that the expeditions
of May had been organized by the
POUM and the FAI [Anarchists].
Now L’Humanité, trying to profit by
the Kravchenko trial, takes leave of
all the laws of history and discovers
after a delay of twelve years that the
expeditions of May can be ascribed to

. Brandler and Neumann.

It is no secret that the heroic ex-
peditions of May 1937 had their ori-
gin in a Stalinist provocation. That
Neumann would have taken part in
the provocation cannot be conceded,
for the simple reason that he was in
Russia at the time, already a victim
of the terrible purges begun in 1936
with the Moscow tirials.

On the other hand, to mention Neu-
mann in connection with Brandler, as
does L'Humanité, is truly an absurd-
ity. No one in the German labor
movement is ignorant of the fact that,
in the leadership of the German CP,
Neumann was one of the most vio-
lent of the anti-Brandler and anti-
Trotskyist elements. .

STALIN AND HITLER

Gertrude Neumann has told that
she was turned over to the Gestapo
by the NKVD via Brest-Litovsk, dur-
ing the time when Stalin maintained
excellent relations with Hitler., =

Her case was not unique. However,
since the Stalinists carry their au-
dacity to the point of “saying that
Gertrude Neumann and the rest of
the German Communists delivered 1o
the Gestapo returned to Germany vol-
untarily, it might be well to say some-
ing in that respect.

The Spanish political refugees who
were in the camp of Vernet d'Ariége
in 1940-41 know—and it can now be
revealed—that many German Com-
munists returned to Germany against
their will and by order of the Ger-
man Stalinist party.

In the comradely days of the Russo-
German Pact, when Stalin and Rib-
bentrop drank to Hitler’s victories,
the leadership of the German CP told
its. militants that there was no point
in emigration, and that it was their
duty to return to Germany.

A short time after this unusual di-
rective, several of Hitler's commis-
sions visited the camp of Vernet to
propagandize for the return. Not a
few German Communists agreed. The
reficent ones underwent a veritable
siege. One Communist militant who .
carried his curiosity far enough to
ask one of the members of the com-
missions about Thaelmann’s fate, was
given this reply: “Your comrade
Thaelmann is in prison, but he is
well and lacks nothing.”

The militants who had the impru-
dence to comply faithfully with the
orders of their leaders ended up in
Nazi: concentration: camps. We can
presume that all did not succumb to
the tortures of the SS. There must be
some survivors in Germany whe will
some day appear as did Gertrude
Neumann;, and accuse Stalinism of

some crimes which cannot be for-
gotien.

We have given our opinion of the
Kravchenko trial. There is little to
add. It remains for us to say that the
real trial of Stalinism and all its
crimes is yet to take place. Stalinism
shall be brought to trial.

Stalin’s tyranny will not be eternal.
One day the victorious working class
will open all the secret archives. One
day the conditions under which were
assassinated the comrades in arms of
Lenin and Trotsky, the glorious lead-
ers of the October Revolution, will be
known. One day the Russian concen-
tration camps will be opened and the

survivors of all the “purges” and of -

all the crimes will fully reveal the
magnitude of the immense Stalinist
fraud.

Meanwhile it is the duty of the rev-

olutionaries to denounce unceasingly
all the crimes of Stalin's “court” and
to struggle to lead the laporing
masses away from the tragic influence

of Stalinism. Silence and inaction

only serve to help Stalinism and the
reactionary forces of capitalism,

(Translated by R. S.)
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Antl-Semltlsm Growing in Russia —

(Continued from page 1)

engineers.” In the rest of Russia,
analysis of personnel figures to the
extent that they give clues shows a
decided and unexplained drop in the
percentage of Jews-in the.preferred
positions and occupations in Stalin-
ist Russia of this period.

These anti-Semitic tendencies were
heightened as a result of the Stalin-
Hitler Pact. In the period between
the signing of the pact and the Nazi
attack on Russia, all mention of Nazi
atrocities against Jews was elimi-
nated from the press, There were
many reports of sympathetic discus-
sion of Nazi race theories among lead-
ing Soviet groups (Jewish Morning
Journal, March, 1940).

After the Nazi attack the situation
changed. There was plenty of pub-
licity given Nazi atrocities but rarely
were Jews mentioned. Their numbers
were always included as Russians,
Ukrainians, etc. Russian nationalism
and patriotism were given almost
exclusive attention. With the excep-
tion of the Russian-Yiddish press, the
Nazi atrocities against the Jews and
the struggle against anti- Semitism
were not given even a minor place—
only a microscopic position. This
same attitude of almost complete si-
lence on the tragedy of the Jews con-
tinues in post-war official reports.

Nor was the situation different in
regard to the Jewish contributions
toward winning the war. Newspaper-
men, war correspondents, fiction
writers, etc.,, in language other than
Jewish, systematically refrained from
mentioning performances of Jews in
the conduet of the war. So complete
were the Jews removed from sight
that there can be no doubt that there
was a-striet government directive on
this subject to the Russian writers,

EXCLUSION POLICY

After the war, the anti-Semitic pat-~

tern of exclusionism, begun in the
late 1930s and reinforced by the war,
continued and deepened everywhere,
except in the Ukraine. An exception
was made of the Ukraine in order
to combat the active mnationalist
movement which used anti-Semitism
as an anti-Russian weapon. When the
Ukraine was retaken, at first Jewish
officials were prevented from return-
ing to their posts. Later this policy
was abandoned. Under Lazar Kaga-
novich, many Jewish party officials,
managers, gte, returned +to the
Ukraine. This was true, however, only
in the higher ranks; little attempt
was made to restore Jews to jobs
where they came into contact with
the rest of the population.

In the rest of Russia, the policy of
exclusion was greatly increased. The

N.Y. 'Féinberg Bill Gags
Teachers — Dewey Signs It

NEW YORK—Academic freedom in
New York's public-school system has
be¢ome the latest democratic insti-
tution to bite the dust in the cam-
paign against . “Communist and sub-
versive elements” inside the U. S.

Under the provisions of the Fein-
berg bill, signed by Governor Dewey
this week, the Board of Regents has
been directed to purge the schools of
Communists, fellow travellers or any-
one else who could be labeled subver-
swe with an open hint not to draw
any fine distinctions during the weed-
ing-out process. Thus New York's
teachers, already underpaid and over-
worked, will now be muzzled so that
theéy may better teach the young the
superior ways of “American democ-
racy.”

Ominously passed with ba.rely a
mumbling word of protest from New
York's powerful trade-union move-
ment, the Feinberg bill is designed
on the surface to oust only the faith-
ful followers of Stalin from the teach-
ing staffs. But like all measures of
this stripe, the loose wording can,
and undoubtedly will, be used to
harass and hamstring every educator
with courage enough to express in-
dependent and radical ideas.

No further proof of this is needed

Atlantic

(Continued from page 1)

Where such other famous agree-
ments of recent times as the Atlantic
Charter evoked general enthusiasm
{except among such skeptics as we)
in exgct ratio with the hypocrisy of
its promised Four Freedoms, this new-
est and most real of agreements ap-
pears to have evoked little enthusi-
asm among the masses of people who
seem fo sense its depressing import.

With the signing of the pact, the

United States secured formal recog-
nition from the sigriator nations that
it alone-is the sovereign imperialism
into. whose plans the others must
fit' their fates. Marking the final
finish of U. S, isolationism, the pact
formalized, in cold-war terms for
the present, the new stage of U. S.
imperialism in which all areas of
the world become the responsibility
of the.master imperialism.
" President Truman remarked that
“we gre like a group of householders
living in tHe same locality”—the
“same locality,” stretching as it
does from Frisco to Florencé, being
the world.

In fifteen typewritten pages, the
Pact provides that:
® Article 3. “The parties * * * by
means’ of continuous and effective
self-help and mutual aid, will main-
tain gnd develop their individual
and collective capacity to resist
armed attack.”

@ Article 4. “The parties will eon-
sult together whenever * * * the ter-
ritorial integrity, political independ-
ences o1 security of any of the par-
ties & threatened.”

® Anrticle 5. “The parties agree that
an armed attack against one or more
of them in Europe or North Amer-
jca shall be considered an attack
against them all; and consequently
they agree that, if such an armed
attack occurs, each of them * * *
will assist the party or parties so
attacked by taking forthwith, indi-
vidually and in concert with the
.other parties, such action as it
deems necessary, including the use
of armed foree, to restore and main-
tain the security of the North At-
lantic area.”

U. S. IS IMPERIALIST CENTER

Inaspuch as “the individual and
collective .capacity to resist” is mili-
tarily entirely “dependent on the
United States, tnasmuch as the cen-

than the bill's directive to the re-
gents to draw up a list of
sive organizations,” membership in
which will be sufficient cause for a
teacher’s dismissal. Such a list, to be
patterned after the recent crude
amalgam of the federal Department
of Justice, is virtually guaranteed in
advance to lump together the “east-
wing” supporters of Stalin’s abomina-
iions and genuine left-wing advocates
of socialism,

Dewey's signing of the bill without
any delay or reservations is revealing
of the politician’s ability to tack with
the prevailing winds. During the past
eleclion campaign, Dewey, as one of
the aspiring candidates for the Re-
publican presidential nomination, op-
posed head-on the proposal of his
rival, Harold Stassen, to outlaw the
Communist Party. Dewey, then de-
fending one of his few democratic
ideas, correctly pointed out that such
a step would necessarily lead to ad-
ditional repressive measures and, ul-
{imately, to the imposition of a rigid
thought - control policing setup. But
ioday, floating along with the rising
iide of anti-Communist hysteria,
Dewey has agreed to the freedom-
destroying provisions of the Feinberg
bill.

act —

tral imperialist conlest of our times
is between the United States and
Russia, the fate of the signator na-
tions, and of others who are not here
"ineluded only because they are out-
side of the “North Atlantic” region,
is bound to be the desu{n of U. S.
imperialism. .

At least, the U. S, imperialists hope
it will be so. The people of these and
other countries might decide other-
wise, might decide not to serve either
of the giant imperialisms. The pact is

consequently framed as much against

them as against Russian imperialism.

However vain and stilted were the
speeches in their routine, for the
record, efforts fo encompass the pact
in the framework of world peace, the
serious excitement on a diplomatic
level which attended the signing is
a key to the true nature of the pact.
The pact is no mere propaganda de-
vice, no piece of rhetoric concerted
to snare the hearts and minds of
men, It is serious business,

Never before in Washington his-
tory have so many high ranking dig-
nitaries from other lands gathered
in that city for a conference. It was
fully in keeping with the situation
that the United States should have
been host. No pretense here that the
United States was sending its en-

voys to another capital to sit as
equals with the representative of
Iceland.

Lost in the shufie of attention given
this significant and concrete imperial-
ist achievement, the United Nations
prepared for the opening of its Spring
Assembly sessions two days after the
signing. Secretary of State Acheson
and a few other major diplomats in-
tend to be on hand for the opening
day, but the session is expected to
have fewer major envoys than other
previous UN session. The real business
of the world, its western half anyway,
had been taken care of in Washington.

Even as a sounding board for the
cold war, the UN is losing impor-
tance. Russia, of course, will sail ip-
to the pact at the UN, But its major
assault on the pact will be demon-
strated by its Stalinist henchmen
on the streets of Paris and Rome,
and through its own war bloc of sat-
ellite nations.

Thus, with the signing of the pact,
the cold war has moved to new and
more menacing levels,

“subver-"

percentage of Jews elected te both
houses of the 'Rwssian parliament
dropped much below their relative
standing in the poputlation, even after
taking into account the decimation of
the. Jews by the MNazis. This is in
sharp contrast with the previous pat-
tern, where Jews had; a slightly high-
er representation Thdlfl their relative
proportion in the poptulatwn

In recent years, tlie Ministry of
Foreigri Affairs has bécome almost
completely “Judenrein?’ (as the Na-

zis put it). There have been centinu-

ous reports that NO Jewss are accepted
for training in foreign s*rvme While
a few Jews remain ofﬁcﬁal]y as vice-
ministers, Litvinov, Lasovsky and
Maisky, none of these are ever heard
of in connection with imiportant dip-
lomatic receptions or events.

The ' Ministry of Foreidn Affairs is
not the only place where Jews have
been eliminated. The same holds true
for the Ministry of Foreign Trade and
to a lesser extent in the armed forces.

Russian nationalism has been made
the dominating motif in post-war Sta-
linist Russia. This nationalism no
longer pretends to be Soviet nation-
alism, but is more and more assum-
ing the character of “Great Russian”
nationalism. The sharpest form this
nationalism has taken is the violent
purge of the arts and sciences. The
slogan is “Love the Fatherland—Hate
Cosmopolitanism.”

ANTI-SEMITISM AT WORK

Most people are familiar with the
comic claims of the Russians to have
discovered everything ,from airplanes
to Henry Wallace’s hybrid corn. But:
what few people know is that this
campaign is NOW being used PRI-
MARILY against Jewish writers, cri-
tics, ete., and used in such a way that
there can be no doubt that this is a
centrally directed governmental anti-
Semitic program.

Of the 50 intellectuals publicly at-

Congress

(Continued from page 1)
layed .until after the Eastel
tion.

In the Senate no predictions at all
are made as to when labor legislation
will be taken up. The upshot of this
planful delay is that the T-H Law
continues in operation, militating
against labor in its day-by-day strug-
gle. But more especially will this dis-
advantage be feit when new contract
negotiations between labor and man-
agement start this spring.

It is explained by Washington cor-
respondents that the debacle of the
Truman program is due to the fact
that the Southern Democrats hold
the balance of power in Congress.
This die-hard, anti-labor, anti-Negro

vaca-

- clique of reactionaries do number

more than one fourth of the sen-
ators and almost one fourth of the
representatives; they have had long
seniority in many instances, and are
therefore on leading committees.
However, President Truman knew
the situation in his party when he
made the promises he did to the elee-
torate. Before the people he took
responsibility for the Democratic

tacked during the last two months 49
are Jewish. Where the Jewish origin
of the accused is obscured by an
adopted Russian name, the original
Jewish name is quoted by the Rus-
sian press in parentheses. Where ex-
tended references are made to a
writer, his penname is used only once;
the rest of the time his Jewish name
is stressed. The only time this hap-
pened before was during the great
purges, when Kamenev's and Zino-
viev's Jewish names were stressed.

An article in the February 12 Liter-
ary Gazette refers to a “malignant
putrid story written by homeless cos-
mopolitan Melnikoff (Mehlman).” An-
other article in the same issue twice
mentions the “cynical impudent activ-
ities of B. Yakovleff (Holtzman).” In
a subsequent issue a literary critie
with the good Russian name of Kho-
lodoff is revealed as “homeless cos-
mopolitan” Meyrovitch. In the Feb-
ruary 19 Pravda Ukrainy three noted
literary critics, I. Stebun, Ya Burla-
chenko and L. Sanoff, are identified
as “homeless cosmopolitans” Katze-
nelenbogen, Berdichevsky and
Schmulson respectively.

The Jewish publishing house Emes
has been closed and the only Yiddish
language daily, Einigkeit, suspended.
There exists today in Russia NOT
A SINGLE Yiddish paper or publish-
ing house for the two to three million
Jews who live in Russia. A number
of Jewish intellectuals have been ar-
rested. Among them is belleved to
be Johann Aliman, a literarv critic,
described in a recent issue of Soviet
Art as a “double dealer, a man with
the dark soul of a traitor, a servant
of the imperialist West, a diversion-
ist in art.”

The homeless cosmopolitans are ac-
cused of the usual offenses: decadence,
bourgeois materialism, and admira-
tion for things foreign. But the bit-
terness, viciousness and spite of the

Stalling

Party as a whole. Now he capitulates
to the most reactionary wing in his
party. Whatever his political rea-
sons may be for his sellout, they
have no meaning to the mass of peo-
ple who need a better life and more
security in life, and who voted for
Truman to give them these things.

SETTLE THE SCORE

The most fruitful question to be
asked at this point is whether organ-
ized labor is doing what it can to
make the peoples mandate for the
repeal of T-H felt. Is it sufficient
for the CIO and AFL to have had
witnesses to testify before the con-
eressional Labor Committees and to
have' submitted briefs? Is it suffi-
cient now for wunion officials to
“work on” doubtful congressmen,
quietly and in private?

It seems that what is required is
a clear-cut reminder to the Demo-
cratic Party of its election prom-
ises—a reminder coming from the
rank and file of the unions and
from all working people. Mass dem-
onstrations and protest meetings
should ecarry more weight in the
White House and in Congress than

be'si' yet. ~
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IN THE MARCH

onslaught are unparalleled. Accord-
ing to playwright Safronoff, the home-
less cosmopolitans have even “util-
ized the experience of the anti-Soviet
underground.”

N. I. Gussaroff, secretary of the
Byelorussian Communist Party, in a
speech February 17 declared: “Only
one theater in the Byelorussian Re-
public—a Jewish one—puts on unpa-
triotic plays in which life in Amer-
ica is praised.”

CZARIST LANGUAGE

The anti-Semitic nature of these at-
tacks is greatly enhanced when one
takes into consideration the fact that
Jews from all fields of creative en-
deavor are lumped together and
treated as a collective unit; that the
attackers are exclusively Great Rus-
sians, and no other nationalities like
Ukrainians, Armenians, etc., are per-
mitted to do the job; that the czarist
government often justified repressive
measures against Russian Jews by
referring to them as cosmopolitans;
that the terminology of the attackers
—shopkeepers, merchants, landless,
passportless—is the stereotype used
by all European anti-Semites,

The evidence of Stalinist anti-Sem-
itism is only beginning to be accu-
mulated. The need of the Stalinists
to pose as friends of minorities in or-
der to gather some popular support
will probably never permit an OPEN
anti-Semitism, but they will continue
to use such charges as cosmopolitan-
ism, etc. Other pretenses may be more
difficult to pierce. It is also not ex-
cluded that in their cynicism the Sta-
linists may exile the Jews to Sibe-
ria and proclaim to the world that
they have solved the Jewish problem.
The time to stop them is now!

[Sources used for the above article:
Yiddishe Kempfer, March 17-18, 1949;
Solomon N. Schwarz: Anti-Semitism
in the Soviet Union; Newsweek, April
4, 1949.]

do labor leaders quietly calling, hat
in hand.

The rank and file of the unions also
have a score to settle directly with

their leaders. Why do these leaders .

continue to tie the political fortunes
of the working people to the kite of
the Democratic Party? Why do not
these leaders start now to form an
independent labor party which will
be able to function in the 1950 elec-
tion? This is a score that the rank
and file will have to settle with its
leadership.

Employers Claim
Split Personality

Classic example of the attitude of
union-hating employers toward labor
laws was provided by S. J. Fosdick
of the National Retail Dry Goods As-
sociation.

Testifying before the Senate Labor
Committee, Fosdick declared flatly
that for purposes of the Taft-Hart-
ley Law the retail industry was in
interstate commerce, but for purposes
of the Wage-Hour Act the industry
was NOT in interstate commerce.

Even Senator Taft couldn’t disguise
his shock at the gall of an industry
that demanded the benefit of the
union-busting T-H Law but wanted
to escape coverage of a law requiring
a 40 cents an hour minimum wage.

You didn't read about that in
your newspapers because the pub-
lishers were too busy writing edit-
orials claiming that if labor was as
reasonable as management, we'd have
industrial peace in this country.—
(From Midwest Labor World, March
23.)

Incitement to Murder?

“The non-striker or strikebreaker,
being a law-abiding citizen, always
deserves police protection . .. [and]
has a right to shoot to kill if he is
attacked or threatened by a mob. ...
Not enough pickets were killed by
law-abiding citizens during the ...
birth of the CIO. ...

“We have two salutary killings
within the past year in which strike-
breakers were acquitted of murder
charges after shooting two pickets....

“Henceforth the good citizen under
such attack ... will have a right to
pick a picket and shoot him in the
head.”

The above was writlen by the no-
torious anti-labor rat-columnist West-
brook Pegler in one of his recent col-
umns for the Hearst press. We invite
any of our readers to iry to imagine
the uproar that would be created if
such language were to be used by any
labor paper with regard to scabherd-
ers and scabs.

Is Pegler inciting to murder or no? .
b 7
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Profile of Eisenhower
by J. M. Fenwick

DON'T MISS IT!

- - .

Is there a democratie, revolution-
ary soéialist underground developing
in the totalitarian prison -land of
Russia? It is because this question
iz of such vital mterest to us and all
real socialists that we bring the fol-
lowing letter to the uttfmtwn of our
reqaders.

This letter, fmm @ former fighter
in the a’ﬂ.h-Sfaimwt anti-Hitler un-
derground of the Russian Ukvaine,
was received recently by 'the national
secretary of theé  Socialist Youth
League (SYL) after contact had
been established with the author,
who is at present in the American
zone of Western Germany. (This is
why “Gregory”—which, of course, is
o pseudonym—irefers to the youth
organization, rather than to the
Workers Party, in his letter.)

On Gregory's suggestion (he
writes that he has studied English
only for a year) we have taken only
the liberty of polishing up the lan-
guage to the minimum extent neces-
sary for easier reading. A few vef-
erences have also been deleted for
security reasons. This letter was, of
course, not written for publication
as an article, but we hope to be able
to secure more information for our
columns on the immensely interest-
ing and tmportant movement to
which its writer refers. Reports of
Ukrainian underground activities
have been circulating for some time
now, and we shell be particularly
interested in the political ideology
of the movement as well as its his-
tory and activities.—Ed.

Dear Comrade;

I received your most welcome and
interesting letter. I was very glad to
learn from it your wide knowledge
of the politics and ideology of scien-
tific socialism. That is exactly what
I have been seeking. I therefore hope
that we shall have much to discuss,
on the foundation of the science of
socialism and its historical develop-
ment, -

In this letter I want to give briefly
my opinion of the answers you gave
to my own questions in my first let-
ifer, and also to answer your ques-
tions. I'll tell you about myself and
my experiences in the USSR. In our
following letters, I hope, we shall
discuss more broadly our ideological
foundations and attitudes. _

(1) The ideological foundations of
the SYL, as you explained them, are

almost the same as my own. The slo-

gan “Neither Washington nor Mos-
cow,” the revolutionary path of strug-
gle, the appraisal of the imperialist
World War III which is being pre-
pared, and the aim of a democratic
equalitarian society of socialism—all
these points are the same as my own
ideas. )

I must add only this: that in the
struggle against Russian totalitarian-
ism I stand for the line of revolution,
as ONLY this way i practically pos-
sible; meanwhile in the struggle
against capitalism, though I don't pre-
fer the way of reformist, wherever
the way of revolution now is impos-
sible, one must choose also the legal

democratic way of struggle. In order

to bring it about, one must organize
real workers' parties with clear aims
and programs.

VIEW OF RUSSIA

Your attitude toward Russia is just
the same as mine. It is very interest-
ing to me that you consider the Rus-
sian ruling class to be a social class
in spite of the fact that its means
of production are not its own private
property. As far as I know, this point
is one of many which, much to my
regret, split the European and Amer-
ican groups of the Trotskyists. In my
opinion, Trotsky made a big mistake
when he still talked about a “work-
ers’ state” in the USSR in 1939. I
think that since the end of the '20s
there has been no workers' state in
the USSR because of the absence of
democracy. The social structure of
present-day "Russia is a new social
order developed from the degenerated
revolution, previously unknown and
foreseen by no one, The existence of
such an order in present-day society
compels social science to learn and
analyze it in order to draw conse-
quences for the future. Much to my
regret I have not yet found in exist-
ing sociological works any exact and
correct appraisal and analysis of the
consequences of this new social phe-
nomenon.

(3) And now I'll answer your ques-
tions. There is much to tell about my
experiences in Russia. But I cannot
now go into the beginning or the end
of all of it. For about five years I was
a member of the lower sphere of the
Young Communist League, the 5o-
called “Pioneers.” There I acted as a
leader of a youth detachment. My
task was to educate our youth in the
spirit of “Marxism-Leninism” ‘(pre-
pared in Stalins kitchen!). In reality
it was not a difficult task because I
had only to tell them about the “pa-
radise” in the USSR and the “hell”
abroad, to support my words with
quotations from the party’s chiefs,
ete.

But for me this function was not
easy. Firstly because I saw that I
was compelled to tell lies (it’s clear

‘T did not know what was abroad, but

what a “paradise” there was in the
USSR 1 saw). And secondly, because
I was menaced politically since a

From the Socialist
Underground in Russia

close friend had already been sen-
tenced for five years to a concentra-
tion camp in Siberia.

UKRAINE UNDERGROUND

You ask about slave labor in Rus-
sia. I think there has been much writ-
ten on this subject. A friend of mine
has himself written a book with ex-
tensive material on the subject, ex-
act descriptions of the camps, even
their official names and addresses.
This book is not yet published be-
cause there is no possibility of print-
ing it here in Germany. And I doubt
if he would be able to publish it at
some later date because he is now
seriously ill with tuberculosis. Per-
haps it will be my task to publish it.

But I have deviated from our sub-
ject. After the outbreak of the war
and the occupation of the Ukraine
by the Germans, I was connected
with the Ukrainian resisiance move-
ment
Army) which fought under the slo-
gan “Against Hitler and Stalin,” I
will mention in passing that this
movement is still in existence now
in the Soviet Ukraine. Its ideology
is my ideology.

Then the Nazis caught me and my
whole family (father, mother and
brother) and brought us to the labor
camps in Germany. Here we were
working in war industry and agri-
culture till the end of the war. After
the liberation we refused to return
home and stayed in Germany as po-

. litical refugees.

Since 1945 I have been a member
of the Ukrainian Revolutionary Dem-
ocratic Party (URDP), which is- a
branch of the above-mentioned revo-
lutionary underground existing in the
Soviet Ukraine. The ideology of this
party. is an interesting one, and I
hope in the future to acquaint you
with it. I will write now only about
its chief points.

We stand in the USSR for a revo-
lutionary overthrow of that last class
of exploiters which you have called
the “bureaucratic 'collectivists” and
which in the Soviet Ukraine is popu-
larly called the “bolshevist mag-
nates.” Our aim is a real people’s
democracy, that is, the democratiza-
tion of the whole social structure of
our country, We stand against any
kind of restoration of capitalism. By
the democratization of the present so-
cial order we mgan the establishment
of real workers’ control, that is, of a

real democratic and classless society -

of socialism. In addition, we - stand
for an independent Ukrainian social-
ist republic, as well as for the inde-
pendence of the other nations in the
present. USSR, because the present
“Union of Soviet Socialist Republics”
is nothing but the old Russian Em-
pire.

I shall send you a pamphlet in
English published by the URDP in
order to acquaint you with its ideol-
ogy. If you should be interested fur-
ther I'll send you some other mate-
rials. Please tell me which languages
you know besides English, I ask this
because we do not have much litera-
ture in English. It is a difficult task
for us to support our propaganda
abroad financially because our move-
ment here in exile has no financial
resources. For example, the American
military government has forbidden
the publishing of our newspaper here
in Germany.

As to your proposal to send me
your literature, I am very glad to
accept it. I read LABOR ACTION
regularly and sometimes The New
International. Do not send me these
two publications because I can ob-
tain them here from my comrades.
Other publications, especially those
of the SYL, I would gladly like to
read. Besides, I am interested in the
pamphlets of L. Trotsky because I
have few opportunities to read them.
From my side I will send you our
literature, and in this way there will
be an exchange.

“NOT AN EXCEPTION"

You ask about the conditions of
life in Germany. If they could be
described by mere words, I would
say: they are bad. But not so bad as
in the present-day USSR, for exam-
ple. I am unemployed riow. What is
meant by unemployment in a ruined
country you may imagine. There are
now more than one million unem-
ployed in present-day Germany. I live
in a DP camp.

In general, dear comrade, I don’t
like to speak about my own condi-
tions of life. In these same conditions
live tens and hundreds of my com-
rades here in Germany, and ,in still
worse conditions live thousands of my
revolutionary comrades in the under-
ground of the USSR. Therefore I am
not an exception.

Your proposal to be not only my
political correspondent but a friend
too, I gladly accept. But please, it
must not mean that you shall worry
about me. I have already said that I
am not an exception. You must un-
derstand it.

That's all, dear friend. I think that
in following letters we shall say
more. Hoping to hear from You soon,
I remain,

_Your‘s comradely

GREGORY

P.S.—Please excuse me; I don’t
know if you could read  my hand-
writing. But I am not such a “capi-
talist” as to own a typewriter,

(the Ukrainian Insurrection -
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