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Old China Hand '
- That paladin of Fair Déal liberalism,
Adlai Stevenson, résting from the burden
of carrying the banner of progress and
derocracy in the last election, has just
vigsited Chiang Kai-ahek on Formosa. It's
@ pity he didn’t do so before running for
president: he might have saved himself
the trouble of opposing Eisenhower. For
il seems that on a point which was c¢on-
sidered crucial by many of his Fair Deal
liberal enthusiasts—attitude toward reac-
tionary dictators in foreign policy—his
eves.-have been opened.

The- poahmauguratmn act by Eisen-
hower which caused the biggest wave of
disconcertment ariong the: U. S.’s allies
everywhere and liberals dn this country
was, the_.president’s. “unleashing” of
Chiang.. 0:: Ahis” Si’aevenson tojd repor ters
in Formosa:

“If séamis a very }oglcul I'hiug o da
Howam. 1 had not realized i# was neces-
sary. 1. did not think the Seventh Fieet was
used to-protect the moainland. Most of the
people back Kome Bud the Impression the
Wafienailsts had been moking many raids
on the moinfand despife the Seventh
Fleef.”

. Was .thére ever such a confession of
politieal bankruptey? {The answer, by
the way, is: Yes, others have been more
pitiful, ‘but they weren’t standard-bear-
ers for Americans for Democratic Ac-
tien, . . .}

" What was Stevenson talking about,
during the presidential campaign, in
somé of his more trenchant remarks
shout U 8. support te dictators abroad?

After ‘dinmer with the generalissimo-

. bufeher who drove the Chinese people in-

to the arms of the Stalinists. he termed
his Formosa regime’s work “splendid
and very encouraging.’—an essential
part of the Pacific defense of the free

world"-—*s laboratory demonstration of

better government and a healthy ecd”
nomi¢ setup.”
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The Russian Peace Maneuvers:

By GORDON HASKELL

. The Kremlin’s moves in foreign
policy are fteaching the ruling
classes of the world a_few lessons
in just how “psychological war-
fare” can be waged.

They have not yet reached the
stage where a clear line of “politi-
cal warfare” can be seen in them,
and they may not actually reach
that stage. It is impossible to tell,
at the moment, whether what the
Stalinists have been doing reflects

differences of opinion among members of
the ruling clique, whether it is a tem-

‘porary polity calculated fo keep the

American bloe in-a state of mervous sus-

pengion, or whether these are the ‘open- -

ing sal¥os in a radical turn in Russian
foreigm policy.

Last week LaBOR AcCTION referred to
Malenkov’s speech to the Supreme Soviet
in which he wert out of his way to say

 that the United States is among the coun-
tries with which all outstanding problems
can be solved peacefully. This speech was
made against a background of several
“incidents'” in which Stalinist planes were
repoited te have opened fire on American
and British aireraft, shooting down one

_of the latter with the loss of seven lives.

WOOING BRITAIN

Since then the Stalinist governments
have made o aumer of additlonal "concilia-
tory” moves, and dccompanied them with
about on equal number of "tough' ones.

"It §s quite noticecble that the conciliatory
gestares have been made to Britain, while
the "tough" omes hoave been directed to
the United Stofes.

In a spéech to the House of Commons,
Churchill admitted that the British plane
which was shot down “may have” flown
briefly over Stalinist territory. Neverthe-
less, he condemned the ruthless destrue-

tion of .the craft and its crew in the
stronzest terms, and the note which was
sent to the Russian authorities by the
Allied comamissioners in Germany was a
stern one,

Much to everyone’s amazement, Gener-
al Vassily I. Chuikov sent back a very
mild reply im which he expressed the
‘“regrets” of his government at the loss
of life involved in the ineident, and sng-
gested a conference to avoid “misunder-
standings” in the future. The note was
addressed to the British, and ignored the
others who had protested.

Although such a note weuld be normal

among “friendly” powers, it was quite out

of character for the Stalinists. This was
emphasazed by the very cold attitude they

s ST T -'t.x...-.

At tlle Convention——

A Move to Split Western Bloc?

todk in replying to an American note pro-
testing attacks made on American planes
near the Czechosldvak border ahd 25
miles off Kamchatka, in the North Pa-
cifie, The Russians curtly said that both
planes had been engaged in “visusl re-
connaissance” of their territory, and
warned againat repetition of such acts by
the Americans.

The rext move wos for Molotov te in-
form the British that he would see what

he covid do to obfain the release of some
British civilians who have been inferned '
“ by the North Koreans for o couple of
years. This wos In response to a Brléish -

request which had been. made some tme
ago and haod apparently been ignored un-

IConfinwed on pcge 71

The UAW Takes Up Foreign Pollcy

By BEN HALL

ATLANTIC CITY, March 283—Two significant events highlighfed the
otherwise routine sessions of the first two days of the United Auto

Workers (CIQ) convention which opened here on March 22:

(1) the

beginnings of a disecussion on foreign policy; (2) the meeting of more
than 150 delegates at a special caucus convoked by large agrxcultural-

implement locals of the uniom.
Discussion en foreign policy wag
provoked by the eport of the reso-
lutions committee on “Internation-
al Relations.” The aim of this reso-
lution, as of the plans put forward
by Reuther in the past, is to seek
some way of rallying the peoples of the

world behind the struggle against Stalin-

ism and for democracy, and to inject into
the foreign policies of the United States
the greatest possible democratic content.

Now McCarthy’ y’s Victims Need

Ieaance from Whittaker Chambers . . .

By L. G. SMITH

Senator McCarthy and his_help—
erg continue to tie the Republicans’
State Department in knots. After
effectively demoralizing the Voice
. of America, they have now moved
on to bigger game in the person of
Charles E. Bohlen, the proposed ambas-
sador to Russia.

What do they have on Boblen, or
seaimst him? As far as snyone can tell,
they have mothing “on” Bohlen at all.
_ The only actual piece of “deregatory”
" snformation against the man which has
bzer meéntioned by anyone in ‘the whole
debate & a lefter from. a cifizen who
Ygaid-he looked a% Bohlen amd with his
sixth -sense: determined that. Beohlen was

a men who. did-have in the back of his,

nindisteh-a-tendency toward immorality
- as’ to‘ml.ke- bt unfit.”

i
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W‘hat do they have against him? It is
not quite clear whether they have any-
thing against him, or are just using him
to get at Duiles. At most they seem to be
irritated by the facf that Bohlen was a
translator for Roosevelt at Yalta, and
that he dared to defend the actions taken
by the administrations under which he
had served during and after the war.

EINAL CLEARANCE

But McCarthy is having his usual feld
- day. The iess reactionary Republican and
Democratic papers note with delight that
for the first time -Bg was.really contra-
di and opposed by Republican leaders
on The floor of the Senate on Marech 23.
But the issue hardliiseemed to go against
McCarthy.

The upshot of the debate was that next
day the Senate Foreign Relations Com-
mittee assigned-Senators Taft and Spark-
man to examine the file the FBI had sub-

mitted to the Siate Department on Boh-
len, which is another slap at the State
Department which these gentlemen are
supposed to be defending against Me-
Carthy.

The wholé situation is getting more
funtastic, if not meorve amusing, as it
develops, McCarthy let it be known that
he was going o visit Whittaker Cham-
bers. Immediately the yumor spread that
Chambers had “somcthing” on RBohlen.
Althougzh recovering from a heart ai-
tack, Chambers igsued a statement that
“I know nothing whatever, by my direct
knowiedge, that bears in any way ad-
versely or otherwise on Mr. Bohlen as a
security risk. If, repeat if, any informa-
tion in his security file bears unfavorably
on Mr. Bohlen, none of it comes from
me.”

The newspopers gave wide publicity to

Chambers’ statement, It appears that for
" ITurn ta'last page)

At the same time, it reflected the weak-
nesses of the Reutherite position, While
calling for a new slant in foreign poliey,
while recognizing the need for an appeal
to the revoluiionary sentiments of the .
weorld’s masses, it managed to assoctate
itselt fundamentally with the basic line
of official governmental pelicy as devel-
oped by the Truman administration and
to a lesser extent even of the Eisenkower
reginte.

The convention thus recards the basic
‘contradiction "of labor's line in world
offairs. r

The substance of the lengthy resolution
can be summarized by a few excerpts:

A 1ev01utmn is going on in the world 2
it stated, “a revolution against poverty,
human misery, economic exploitation and
peolitical subjugation. The Communists
did not start this revolution. But they
hope to capture and betray jt.”

The United States, it indicated, must

{Continued on page 2]
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{Continved from page 1) )
appeal to these aspirations, it must dis-

. sociste itself from world reaction, and. it

must repudiate any support to Chiang

Ksai-shek, to Franco or to Peron. It de-

nounced the French government for- its
responsibility in the assassination of the
Tunizian labor leader Farhat Hached.

“We must answer the propaganda of

the Cominform not by pious glogans
about democracy’s virtues, but by a bold
program of social and economie action—
o total wor against poverty and Dijus-

- tice.

“We mu=t make unmistakably clear

. that we_ support the aspirations of peo-

ple for political independence; that in the
Middle East and elsewhere we are aligned
with the people, not with their landlords
or their exploiters. . . ."

But the excelfent Intentlons and admir-

--able odjectives of the resolation are viti-
- afed by its-failure to dissociate self from

the directy opposite course purswed by
the United States in actual foct.

. BAROMETER

On the contrary, the resolution indi-

,' cated its sympathy.and support of the
--governmment’s basic policy as it was and

as It is.

On Truman: ne criticism but this en-
- dorsement: “We reaffirm our belief that
-the decision to meet aggression in Korea
with the armed- resistance of United Na-
' tions forces was vital to the defense of
the free world against Russian plans of
world domination. President Truman’s
timely and couragecus ieadership in this
decision checked the design of the Krem-
lin, . ..”

And on Bisenhower: “It is .too early
to express judgments of the new direc-
tions in foreign policy, but we commend
President Eisenhower for standirg out
wgainst his party’s leadership in the Seri-
ate when he refused te repudiate inter-
national agreements entered into by Pres-
idents Roosevelt and Truman.” Criticism
of Eisenhower was limited to a record-
jng of the faet that his “immoral and
unrealizable campaign promises have
evaporated.”

Floor discussion was provoked by the
resolution’s comments on “revolution”
and by its repudiation- of “veckless mili-
tary adventurers who [faver] an over-
whelming offensive in the Korean cam-
paign. " Two sgpeakers, echoing the
sentiments of the more conservative sec-
tiond of the UAW membership and offi-

.cialdom, found the radical phraseclogy

offengive. In vigoreus terms, they asked
for a “realistic™ policy of beating Russia
by pure-and-simple military force.

" BOOKS RECEIVED

Received from New American Library,
publishers of Mentor and Signet pocket
books, published March 25:

Out of 3y Life and Thought, by Albert
Sehweitzer, 216 papges, Meritor, 35 cents.
.The Catcher in the Rye, by J. D Salinger,

180 pages, Signet, 25 cents. Blind Cur-

tridges, by W. C. MacDonald, 160 pages,
Signet, 25 cents. Caplive in the Night, by
Donald Stokes, 168 pages, Signet, 25
eents. The Hoods, by Harry Grey, 268
pages, Signet Giant, 35 cents. Dangerous
Voyoge (Williwaw}, by Gore Vidal, 160
pages, Signet, 25 cents. Sybil, by Louis
Auchincloss, 192_pages, Signat, 25 cents.
Degtination: Univérge, by A. E. von Vogt,
160 pages, Signet, 25 cents. Let It Come
Down, by Paul Bow]es, 256 pages, Signet,
25 cents.
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" LABOR ACTION
" BOOK SERVICE

" can help you. build your own
Labor and Socielist Library..
SEND FOR OUR FREE BOOK LISY,

114 West. 14 Street, New York City
~ s
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A basic pamphlet —

"SOCIALISM:
- The HOPE of HUMANITY
by
Max Shachtman
10 cents

Labor Action Book Service
14 erst 14 Stfeet New York City
/..

The dispute became a barometer of-the
sentiments of the assembled delegates,
At the convention two years ago, when
the Korean war was still young, one dele-
gate had relieved himself of an all-out
jingo speech which bolstered the. biologi-
cal theory that the Chinese “breed like
rats” and that the only way to handle
them is to “drop that good old apple.”
Hiz frothing effusions were greeted by
an astounding ovation.

Baf this week showed the uimosphere
hos changed. Conservative opposition to
the UAW line was listened %o in sober
silence. Three years of the war have.
passed and men must begin to ¥hink.

A delegate from Ford Local 400, who.
had served on a CI0 committee of observ-y
ers in Scandinavia, emphasized that the
peoples of Europe see U. 8. poliey repre-
sented not by labor but by reaction and
that the task of labor is to show the peo-
ples of the world that the working class
of this nation is truly for a democratic
policy.

L

RANKS SPEAK UP

One hundred and fifty delegates re-
sponided to- the call of the JAgricultural
Implement Council of the union for a

JAW's Forel n Po

caucus meeting-to opposze the suggested
resirictions of the rights of TJJAW coun-
vils. The Intarnational Executive Board
is recommending. that these councils be
restricted to one meeting pei year. An-
other official proposal is for a two-year
term for local umion officers, who are
now chesen annually,

AL this convention there is no organ-
ized anti-administration group. At the
same time, the Reuther caucus has in
fact cemsed be a genuine caucus. On
the eve of the convenfion, a nsass meeting
was called as a Reuther “cancus’ meet-
ing, but in fact it was simply & pre-
liminary rally to hear speechés from Reu-
ther and other leaders, No.time or- oppor-
tunity was allawed.for d:scusswn of any
of the disputed issues.

The Agricultural Implement cgucus was
called mdependenﬂy af the Reu;%aer meet-
ing but.not in oppositien to it. The speak-
ers made clear that they were not op-
posed 1o the UAW administration buf that
they were in opposifien to tendencies to
buifd- up too much powér at fhe top and
reduce the voice of the ronks and secen-
dary leadership below. [{s meeting was an
encouraging sign of the vitality and.per-
sistence of ramk-and-file democracy in the
union. The call for the meeting was issued

On the Labor Front——

By V. S, RIVSON

LOS ANGELES, March 19-—The 3700
members of Local 47, -International
Brotherhood .of Electrical Workers
{AFL}, at the Southern California Edi-
son Company, along with 650 employees
of the California Electyic Power Com-
pany’ in Riverside, went out on strike
March 10. This action came after a week
of fruitless negotiation between the com-
pany and the representatives of the un-
ton. The main issues were a 25-ceni-an-
hour wage increase for linemen and a
demand for the union shop. This was the
first strike called against Edison since
the inception of the union in 1945.

Before the union’s contract expired on
March 3 there had been a four-menth
period of negotiation which included 24
full-day sessions. The oniy unresolved
issues were those of wages and the onion
shop. On the 3rd the company turned
down the union’s demand and offered only
a 10-cents-an-hour increase and no unton
shop. But the union was still determined
to arbitrate. Then the Federal Mediation
and Conciltation Service agked the union
to extend ifs contract 48 hours. This they
did. The extension expired on the 6th, at
which time the union reported the com-
pany’s offer to the membership and it was
rejected by a vote of 100 to 1.

Because of the deadlocked situation the
Los Angeles Central Labor Couneil re-
quested a meeting of both parties in order
te find a possible solution but the com-
pany refused to appear. Again, on the
9th, the federal mediation agency called
another meeting which was quickly ad-
journed because the company was un-
willing to negotiate further.

STRIKEBREAKING

The wnion asked the company to submit
the issues to o tripartite fact-finding
board. Edison refused stating that “the
board might uphold the univn and then the
company would find it hard to supporf
their position fo the general pablic” and
it admitted that the compuny had no -new
solution, adding “Simce you are determined
to strike you might as well do ! We are
ready for you." 1

The negotiating committee then used its
anthority and called the strike; it was
left with no other possibie alternative.

The issue of the wage increase revolved
avound whether or not the Edison people
could afford te grant it. This increase
would have put the LA linemen in a po-
sition comparable with others of their
trade throughout the West Coast. The
average rate is about $2.50 an hour {the
present wage of the Edison linemen is
$2.21).

The company contends that it cannot
give such a raise without a substantial
increase in the rates charged the people
in Southern California. In fact, last De-
cember the company applied to the State

- Regulatory Authority for such an in-

erease in the amount of $16,000,000—this
they said would offset higher costs of
wraterial,-wages, and other expenditures.

By reading the company's propaganda

one wolld be led to the Impression $hat
it was suffering acute hardship. Actually
the exact opposite is true. Reported 1952
earnings of $3.21 per share compare
"rather favorably™ with $2.81 per: shore
in 1951,

The other outstanding issue is that of
the union shop. The union modified its
demands in ‘this issue, but {o no avail.
1t is now willing to accept the status quo
for present employees not in the union
bul witl requive all future gmployees tor
isin.

The way in which the company has
savagely reacted has surprised even those
who are well acquainted with the Los
Angeles tabor scene. No company action
here in recent years has reached the re-
actionary labor-baiting heights of Edi-
son’s vindiciive reprisals against the un-
ton and its membership in the very first
week of the strike. |

Prior to the strike the company tried
to intimidafe the workers by padlocking
all gates and by statfoning armegd guards
in all’ aress where employees report to
work, This little stratagem had just the

opposite effect on the workerz—it macde -

them more, not less, militant.

The compauny then resorted $o smear ads
in every newspaper in the communities
they serve. They offered a $5000 reward
for stoolpigeon [nformation concerning
"aets of sabotage'' ogainst company prop-
orty. They are advertising over the radio
for strikebreakers. Edison notified the em-
ployees on strike to “pick up your final
pay check” thus trying to frighten the
striking workers infe a belief that they
hove been fired.

The company is also phoning the wives
of employees and telling them that un-
less their hushands return to work imme-
diately they will not be taken back. They
have hit strikers with the threat that if
they don’t return the company will can-
cel all their accumulated bhenefits (those
strikers receiving care under the com-
pany mediczl plan have been denied fur-
ther treatment unless they agree to be-
come sirikebreskers}).

COMPANY'S AIM

But by far the most unconscionable and
outrageous company action has been di-
rected against the employees living in the
Big Creek Hydro Project (located 88
miles from Fresno in the Sierra moun-
tains). A union bulletin describes the
situation thus: “Edison has denied
[them] the privilege of buymg oroceries
at the company-owned commissary, un-
less they will agree to come back 10 work
now as strikebreakers. The single emc
ployecs working there live in a2 company-
owned boardinghouse. Management will
not allow them to eat at the cookhouse
unless they will return to work. There

are no restaurants or cafes in this area.” ’

On March 11 the Edison group aec-
cused the union of “acts of sabotage.”
The union guickly denjed this false and
slanderous charge. Anyone familiar with
the factics of distortion and misrepre-
sentation used-by the cornﬁany will recog-

. hize these accusations for what they are

IC

by locals representing more ¥haa 46,000
members.,

Two delegates from Harvester Local 6;
Carl Shier and Westray Henney, pointed
to the activities of their Agriculfural
Implement Council as an example of the
kind of democracy in action that must be
encouraged” and not curbed. Westray
touched: the heart of the question when
he said: “I find a discrepancy between
the remarks of Walter Reuther in sup:
port of democracy in the union and all
the proposals to cut- down.-on the partici-
pation of the rank and+fie in tHe ilfe oT
the anion.”

Ernie Mazey, Briggs Local 212, in a

sgherly thought—out presentation of the
state of affairs in the UAW, indicated
that the issues faced by the Agriculiural
Council were part of the problem of stim~
ulating democracy generally. Five-vear
contracts, he said, freeze working condi-
tions and make the leadership vnwilling
and unable to face the daily, pressing
demands of the ranks that arise during
the five-year period.

A growing dissatisfoction with lang-
term agreaments is evident gmong the

more conscious sections of the umion and ,

the leadership will present the problem
to the convention at-later sessions.

Edison Co. Tries Big-Scale Union-Busting

—lies. But it is not unreasonabie to be-
lieve that the company’s labor-hating and
strike-breaking supervisors--are behind
such acts.

From %he outset the aim of the com-
pany's aver-ail policy has been %o get
government intervention %o break the
strike in behalf of the Edison interests. I¢s
first reaction to the sfrike was a felegram,
by President Muliendore of the company,

.%o voricas government officlals from Eilsen-

hower to local mayers. The telegram
called the rell of the large numbgr of indus-
tries serviced, many of them "impnrtan{-
defense plants,” and odded ‘thot “the so-
called right o strike, however it may be
justified as applying to other less .vital
industries, ‘has absolutely ne justification
in this industry . . . empioyees . . . are
occupying quite as much an sffice of public
trust os are firemen, pollcemen or any
other necessary public servant, . . .

There is talk ip labor cigles around
town that the puhhc utility lohkby in
Washington is pressuring for legisiation
that would illegalize strikes in public
utilities and set up a system of compul-
sory burgaining. Along the same lines
Mullendore has said that he “had re-
ceived assurances from some government
oﬂwials of their willingness to assist in
‘your situation’” (Los Angelev- T:mes,
March 12, }

The union needs the sipport of the

whoele labor movement. Los Angeles used '

to be known far and wide as an apen-
shop city; that changed eonazderably dur-
ing the war but Edison is clearly tryving

fo turn the clock back.
9
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Note for
Curious Readers

Constant readers may observe that
there has been a modification ia Lasor
ACTION's makeup with this issue: four
wider columns, insiead of five, over the
page, In order to save wear and fear on
their speculative powers, we hasten to
reveal the reason. The sole motivation is
to increase the inside margin of .each
page {by 2% picas, or about % of an
inch) in order to facilitate the hinding
of the LABOR ACTION volume at the end
of the year. The change o a four-celumn
setup was thereby entailed because other-
wise each column would become slightly

too narvow for éfficient 1motype-settmg.'

We originally expected this change would
alzo invelve a 4 per cent loss in wordage
but (for reasons ton complex o explain
to laymen) this hasn’t kappened. There

-

has been no appreciable ipss in wordage

at all. While we were at it, by the way,
we also added some new column heading
cuts. But the new department “Spot-
fight,” thch you see on the froot page,
—comes in this week zlse -only by coinci-
dence; it was planned some time ago.
Under it we want to use the space for
briefer news commehtaries~bhriefor, that
ts, than our usual articles.—Ed.
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Government Forces Make a New Turn Toward Reaction——
Natmnallsts Launch Vicious Attack on Workers’ Left

By JUAN REY

SANTIAGO, March 16—The ‘“national
revolation” in Bolivia is in full retreat.
This is indicated by the latest events.

The reasons for this trend are three-
folds {1} the reactionary and counter-
revelutionary policy of the Nationalist
party {the ruling MNR) and its govern-
ment; (2) the economie bankruptey of
the fvovernment policy; and {3) the ebb-
ing of the wave of yevolutionary offen-
sive on the part of the workers.

At ihe national convention of the MNR
Nationalist party, there was much talk
about ‘revolutionary ,policy," about
agrarian reforms and about the “deepen-
ing of the national revelution,”but it was
talk. President Paz Estenssoro, himself
said that “our policy must he more couy-
ageous, holder and more vevolutionary.”
but this was only intended to please the
ears of the majority of the delegates, who
were workers led by Juan Lechin and
Torres, of the MNR's left wing.

Formatly, the "left wing" of the Nuation-
alist party won in the party congress, bat
pelitically it was the right' wing which was
domlnant, One expression of this was to
be seen in the return of Vice-President
Siles from the U, 5., ond it is ke whe is
sioted i be Por’s successor, nat Juan
Lechin, although the lotter formally gained
o majority in the party cengress.

Moreover: it was Lechin who greeted
Siles as the vice-president of the repub-
lic, acknowledging his political suprem-
acv. Siles is considered by all the people,
working-class and bourgeois, as the head
of ‘the right.-wing tendency. In spite of
its leftist phraseclogy, the Nationalist
convention represents u turn to the right,
the liquidation of the ‘‘revolutionary
period.”

Of course, this turn has become pos-
sible not only because the Nationalist
leaders now show their real faces, but
husically because the economic situation
enables them to do s0..The ecorlomic situ-
ation of the country is catastrophic.

ECONOMICS WINNING

The nationalized Corporacien Minera
de Bolivia cannot sell "its tin—the eco-
nomic mamstay of the country—to the
Fnited States, and this entails a scarcity
of dollars. The sale of 51 per cent of the
tin production to William Harvey & Com-
pany of England is.in reality a defeat
for the government, because the main
stockholder in this English smelting en-
terprise is Patific——the tin magnate who
formerly -owned the -Belivian mines. bt i3
said that & large parl of the output is
intended {0 go to Patifo’s indemnity
fund. The eventual sale of the rest of the
tin .prodaction to the U. 8. is also condi-
tioned on agreeing to indemnity for
American shdreholders.

The economic pressure of the capltalist
relations of prodwetion and of world capi-
falism makes o mockery of the phrases
obout the "econemic liberation' of Bolivia.
The world tin macket is sironger than the
Bolivian Naotionalist party.

The deollar is quoted today at about
400 pesos, while the official figure is 100.
The Corporacien Minera cannot pay its
workers; the state must step in to do it;
and this means infistion, the pripting of
paper pesos. Such infiation makes an

illusion out of the wage rise deereed by

the govermment.

The only seolution in this situation
would indeed be the deepening of the
revolution—in the first place, the agra-
rian revolution, then the nationalization
of foreign trade and all industry. But
such a poliey could be pursued oniy by a
woirkers’ and'peasanis’ government, that
is, a socialist government. As Trotsky
foresaw, the tasks of the bourgeois-
demecratic revelution can be carvied
threugh to the end only by a workers’
government,

The Nationalist gevernment is incap-
abic of "deepening the national revolu-
tion,” in gpite of all its phrases and dema-
gogy; it wants only to timit it within the
confines of Natiomalist power. The first
conditién for the turn to the right is the
destruction of the left-wing mévement of
the working class, in this cuse.the de-
struction of the POR, the Frotskyist par-
ty which stands in the vanguard of the
masses’ strugzle, and the destruction of
the revelutionary role of the trade-union
federation, the Central Obrera Boliviana
{COB).

. The Nationalists’ aim is lo subordinate
the COR entirély to the policy of "the
povermuent, -Tnstead-of a “courageous,
bold -and;-revolutionary” policy, as an-
nouncediby - President -Paz at the MNation-
. alist-paxty congress;ithe povernment Higs
beégmir @ reactionary offensive-against the
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influence of the POR within the Cédnfral
Obrera. In anticipation of its physical
destruction, lhe government forces aim
to undermine it through a2 Moscow-Trials
type of witechhunt within the Centyral.

FRAME-UP ASSAULT

Al a session of the leading committee
of the COB, the Nationalist wing of the

organization together with the Stalinists

charged the POR with being in the serv-
ice of the Rosee (the reaclionary right
of the tin magnates) and of American
lmpem ialism; they charged that its policy
was “reactionary” because it will “di-
vide" the “forces of revolution’; that its
program for a workers' and peasants’
government and a socialtist revolution is
“counter-reveolutionary”  because only
their “national, demoeratic revolution” is
possible, ete., ete.

This reoctionary offenslve began when
the POR forces inspired and led the great
demonstrations' of the lndion peasants of
the Cochabamba region in favor of agro-
rian reforms. At this point the Nationalists,
frighfened -sHfl, decided to unleash the
Stalinist porty and the Stolinlst elements
in the COB in a witchhunt- against the
workers' party.

Now at every session the COB is Iend~
ing itgelf to this Stalinist frame-up sys-
tem, attacking not only the POR but
Trotsky's theory of permaneat revolu-
tion, which has shown its essential valid-
ity precizely in Bolivia.

Of course, as LABOR ACTION readers
know, this writer has frequenily eriti-
cized the line of the POR, particularly
its collaboration with the Nationalists,
but in this situation it is the duty of
revolutionary socialists to defend the only
revolutionary party in Bolivia, in spite
of its politcal mistakes. Naturally, the

charges that the POR is “in the service”

of reaction or American imperialism are
of a plece with the fulminations of
Vishinsky and his GPU frame-up artists
againsi the old Bolsheviks in the Moscow
Trials.

The reactionary offensive of the MNR
government, seconded by the Stalinists,

has been made possible by the decrease
in the pressure of the workers” and peas-
ahis’ struggle,

THE WORKERS WAIT

The workers are disillusioned with the
resuits of mine nationalization as this
has taken place within the limits of the
Nationalist policy, and they have de-
manded the social compensation f{o the
mine workers which the government pre-
sumably decreed; but Lechin and Torres
convinced them o waif. These “workers’
ministers” were able to argue that the
regine cannot pay the three billion pesos
which are coming to the workers. The
Corporacion Minera declared that 10,000
workers are sick and unable to work in
the mines, bul it cannot pay them what
is due and it also eannot pay the wage
increase which it granted.

In accordance with the pleas of Lechin
and Torres the workers keep on waiting
+ill the government can pay. But the gov.
ernment will not be gble to do so0 because
the economic condition of the country
cannct stand the burden.

This latent conflict over the workers’
social compensation may well dig the
grave inte which the corpse of the regime
witl fall.

For it is impossible that the National-
ist policy, limited as it js, can solve all
the contradictions of the economie, po-
litical and soctal structure of this coun-
try within the iramework of capitalist
retations. It is impossible to do so with-
out a governmenl menopoly of foreign
trade, without an agrarian rewvolution
which will give the land to the Indian
peasant musses, without the nationaliza-
tion of all industry. But these steps would
add up to the =ocialist revolution, and if
i just such a revolution that the Na-
tionalists are deathiy afraid of.

It is to exorcize the specier of such a
revolution that they begin their shame-
ful attacks on the POR and, hehind the
POR, on the Central Obreva. [t i3 to
avoid a real agrarian revolution that they
adopted tervorist methods against .ihe
rebellious peasants.

Five Weeks to Go! |
At the Half-Way ‘Mark, the Big Pull Is Still Ahead!

-By -ALBERT GATES

Fund:Drive Director

We almost dig it! -

At the halfway mark in the 1953 ISL
Fund Drive, we are just five percentage
points away from 50 per cent of our
goal! This was made possible by coatri-
butions totalling $1264.50, which is the
best week we have had in the eampaign
g0 far.

The best ihowing mode this week wos

by Detroit, which jumped up from the bot-

tam of the it Yo third place, behind
Streotor and $t. Lowis which are 100 per
cent or over. Detroit climbed from 23.5
per cent to 7B.5 ond we are tofld by ouwr
friends there that they really expect o go
beyond thefr quofa. They want to carry
the honors ‘in this year's drive.

Most of the other sums this week come

will have to earry the ball in the nexi
half of the campaign. °

We don’t want to needle our friends in
the SYL, but they ate still far behind the
pace of their ¢ampaign of a year ago
when they were in or near first place dur-
ing the ten weeks of the campaign. Al-
though the SYL makes its steady weekly
contributions, these are not of sufficient
size to shoot it.up to the top. Don Harris
is still pretty sure that the SYL will
make its quota with semething te spare.
Maybe, but it had better hurvy things up
a bit or there won’t be time enough left
for it to take the leadership. -

- We are not so much concerned about
$he bearnches over &0 per cent. ‘Those hold-
ing the compaign back are the 50 per-
centers-dnd under, and fkey include rather
large quotas,

So far we haven’t heen able to record

from branches which have been sénding  a single contribution from Seattle, Akron,
contributions regularly, and so their rise Indiana and Oregon. They are overdue, B
in the standings bas been steady though and if seeing their guose-eggs another X score
not spectacular. Aside from Detroit, the = week doesn’t induce some action from .
areas with the larger quotas lag behind  those places, we-will miss our goal by a Quota Paid %
in the standings. They arve the ones which. swide margin. TOTAL 11,500 ‘§62T8.50 45.3
Streator ... 25 20 120
St. Louis ... 25 25 100
4 1 Detroif ... 500 392 78.5
CONTRIBUTE fo the ISL FUND DRIVE! Pittsburgh ..., 150 112 74
i Reading ......... B0 35 70
Independent Socialist League General ........ 1,078 620 57.8
114 West 14 Street Chicago ........ 1,800 842 B2
New York 11, New York Cleveland ... 200 100- --.BO
Oaklund ... 500 . 235 47
Eneclosed i Bovvvnriveeceiiiniiiee e 08 ) conbribution to the g;‘z York ... f’g?g -‘1;2725 e
" i e 125 “520.60 415
ASL 1953 Fund-Dyrive. Buffalo ... 650 -260.
. ' - Philadelghia. .. 250" 65
fofr’s: T TS SU UV U U Yos Angeles .. 600. "t
ADDRESS oo e oot e52 312 1o o2 e 2212 e s s s s 2ae s s ee2aes see s et s a8yt epenentaensemnresasesemare s e nemreneen Newark . 250 | 28 .
! Akron ... &) 9
5] 50 SO e STATEuereiorineeeeennencncsmereesontes Indian‘a - 16 )
Oregon ........... . 50 g
m keek: ble-fo . Albert, Ga-r,es : : e
tdeke checks payable-ie: ) Seattle. ... 260, )
Y

Lechin, whe is behind this, must know
that after the POR goes, ke goes too;
and after Lechin, Paz will be the next.
victim, with the right-winger Siles as the
inheritor of the fruits of the MNR’s
counter-revelutionary policy. Without the
revolutionary pressure of the workers,
on the basiz of which it came to power
in the first place, the present Nationalist

goversment cannot- endore against the -

pressure of the capitalist Right.
A TURN NEEDED

What is indicated, as the only course to
stem fhis retreat now going on in Bolivio,
is a radical turn on the part of the POR
to rally the working-class feft.

The POR, I think, has to seek to lead
the mine workers in their demands for
social eompensation, throwgh ‘strike ae-
tion against the Nationalists in  the
mines, against the pernicious policy of

* Lechin, Torres, Butrén & Company.. In

answer to the disgraceful slanders of the
MNR and the Communist Party, it should
take the offensive against these people as
betravers of the revolutienary will of
the masses.

It should make clear that the COB ap-
paratus is being turned into an instru-
ment of bureaucratic anti-working-class

. policy and alert the workers to the dan-

ger that the power is being turnéd over
to the Siles right wing. Under the slo-
gan of a government of the workers’

unions, it should seek to mobilize the™

workers against the Nationalist party.

If such a new tactic on the part of the
POR does suecceed in unleaszhing once
more the aggressive spirit which the
workers displayed a few months age, its
end-result can be the remewal of the
course toward socizlist revolution. If it
does not, and even if the Nationalist gov-
ernment falls, the POR goes free of any
responsibility for the fatal poliey of the
Nationalists.

Spontaneous strike actions on the part
of the mine workers show the way to
save the Bolivian revolution. That is also
the way indicated for the POR.

The next half of the campaign, experi-
ence shows us, is reality the tough part
of the grind. Weekly payments should

be a little higher than the level of this -

week. That is possible if the eleven indi-
vidual quotas under B0 per cent, and the
three guiotas between 58 and 60 per cent,
reaHy come through in the next few:
weeks, for the fotals of these quotas make.
up the overwhelming part of the over-all
quota of $11,500.

Los Angeles, Newark and Philadelphia
ate lagging far behind other branches.
Buffalo has .been unheaxd frem for -a

number of weeks. New York, the SYL-

and Oakland are pacing themselves far
tog slawly,

_ These are the branches we are expect-
ing to put some ‘more stecam into the
Fund Drive in the next several weeks.
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" ‘the government’s control
‘spread over 56 ministries and spe-

Bt . .:-.
Y sl .-'h?-_"f.

Malenlrov 5 S tructural (hange. Re versal of a Trend

By 5. HOROSHCHENKO

"The first post-Stalin session of the highest legislative body of the
USSR, the “Supreme Soviet,” met in Moscow a week after Stalin’s
funeral and unanimously approved Malenkov’'s structural changes in
the Russian governmental setup. The 56 highest government posts which
existed under Stalin were reduced by Malenkov to only 32, and were put

in the hands of 28 bureaucrats.

It took only 6% minutes for these -

1200 “representatives of the toil-
ing masses” of the USSR (among

~ whom only 13 per cent. are real

workers and collective farmers) to
listen to the new premier’s report
and vote “democratically” to ap-
prove everything he said. We are
reminded only of the sessions of
the tsarist duma in the last years
of the reign of Nicholas II, when
Russia’s state affairs were decided
in ene hour!

The struoctural change itself is

 sigmificant.

In Stalin's time the development
of the productive forces of the

" country forced the dictatorship te

bresden. its apparctus. A slow
process of decentralization in the
government took place. The effi-
ciency of management demanded
the decentralization of industries,
offices and ministries. In this way
posts

ciol committees.

This process, of course, by no
means invoived any broader par-
ticipation of the toiling masses in
the government. On the contrary,
it was hailed by the bureaucracy
and fitted inte the Iatter’s pur-
poses; greater control over the

“processes of production was pos-

gible for individual bureauerats
.and hence a bigger slice of the sur-

“plug product could be squeezed

from the workers and put into the
bureaucrat’s pocket, in the form of

_increased profit in the enterprise,

a portion of which goes into the
“director’s fund,” or in the form of
the managerial bonus, or simply
in the form of theft.

'"PERSONAL’ DICTATORS

But obviously this process of
relative decentralization was
foreced upon Stalin not se¢ much by

-the demand of the bureaucratic

clage for higher incomes as by the
objective economic needs of the de-

| veloping productive forees.

This fact incidentally suggests
an interesting point concerning the
general role of "personat dictator-
ship™ in modern times, it indicates
fo what extent? it is false to think
of Stalin {or Malenkov, or anyone
elze) as an absolute personal dic-

tafer within the reglme of totali-

Yarianism.
Under conditions of such a high
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development of productive forces,
culture and civilization as exists in
modern times, a personal absolut-
ism in the usual sense is physically
impossible, -A single person, no
matter how much power is concen-
trated in his hands, cannot grasp
everything, cannot control all the+
numerous processes of economie,
political and intellectual iife in the
society. A single person may he
abstractly the final authority on
everything, but in practice there
must be thousands of more or less
trusted lieutenanis who are more
or less independent in their judg-
ments, decisions and actions.

NERYOUSNESS

TFhis factor is one of those which
shows that there exists a social
cless behind the dictator (Stalin
or Malenkov), and helps to refute
the arguments against this class
view of the Stalinist seciety. If it
is agreed ‘that there is’ no real
workers’ control ever the economy
and the state, and this is beyond
doubt, then it must be admitied
that some other class necessarily

controls Russian soeiety. This class -

is the bureaucracy.

Malenkov's drastic reversal of
the trend toward structural decen-
tralization under Stalin reveals
once again the nervousness and
fear of the new executive commit-
tee of the burecucracy's will, In
order to help stabilize his power,
he has decided to dispense with
half the ministries and committees
and amalgamate them, in a more
centralized setup. This concentrat-

ed power he distributed among
new and younger Ahureaucrats
whom he probably trusts more or
less. He elevated at least 10 new
top burecucrats frem subordinate
posts to the top ministries.

Among the 28 top government
officials there are now 20 Rusgians,
two Ukrainians, two Bielorussians,
two Armenians, one Georgian, and
one Jew. The percentage of Rus-
sians in the government is approxi-
mately the same as it was in Stal-
in’s 56 ministries.

DILEMMA
Among the newly appointed
ministers, aside from the War

Ministry which we mentioned in a
previous article, one of the-most
faseinating persons is P. Ponoma-
renko, the new minister of culture.
This man, who can boast of a high-
school education, is supposed to
control the former ministerigg of
higher ‘education (universities),
labor reserves, movies, arts, liter-
ature, radio, and the graphic arts.
Before he was assigned to this
post, he headed the Ministry of
Agricultural Requisitions under
Stalin; that is, he was responsible
for squeezing grain out of the col-
jective farms. With such appoint-
ees, Malenkov really can boast that
the difference between manual and
intellectual iabor has disappeared
in his Russial—theugh in a sense
contrary to-Marxist aims.

Malenkov’s centralization of the
executive power evidently runs
counter to the process of develop-
ment of the productive forces. He
is striving to preserve and freeze
the existing socio-economic rela-
tions, but in so doing he objectively
undermines his own power. The
narrowing of the dictatorship’s
structural base means its strength-
ening on top but its weakening be-
low.

Reading from Left to Right

-But this is an me\ritable Process,
In order to preserve the existing
relations and keep a strong hand
at the summit of the bureaueratic
class, he must centralize the bu-
reaucratic apparatus. And he has
to do this, not just in words or ver-

bal pleas for “unity,” but in deeds,.

because Stalin’s personal author-
ity, which was great enough to
hypnotize many by its mere pres-
ence, does not exist any more. -

By centralizing the power, Mal-
enkov probably intends fo have the
same effect as a cobra which
swells its neck and swings its bedy
in front.of a goat. Perhaps he will
succeed in this, as Stelin did. But
because his centralization policy
contradicts the objective needs of
the forces of production, Malenkov
necessarily .will face a dilemma:
cither to return to the expedient
of deceniralization, or fo face @
constantly growing . rift between
the control and management of the
processes of production on the one
hand and the development of the
productive forces on the other.

Hé may find® a timely warning

in Stalin’s last work on economics, -

in which the dead dictator wrote:
“In a correct policy of the leading
organs, these contradictions {be-

tween productive relations and’

productive forces] cannot become
an antithesis, It is another matter
if we shall earry out an incorrect
policy. In this case, conflict will be
inevitable and our productive rela-
tions can be transformed into a
most serious.brake on the further
development of the productive
forces,”

In case of the latter, where the
real social relations of Stalinist so-
ciety become a brake on the pro-
ductive forces, then (as Malenkov
probably -knows from Marx) a so-
cial revolution will be the oniy way
out.

What Happens When Jewish Pro-Stalinists Break on the Issue of Anti-Semitism?

RADICAL CHAUVINISTS, by '"Dlarist."—
Jewish Newsietter, March 16.

In a thought-proveoking statement, this
liberal “Review of Jewish News and
Views,” edited by William Zukerman,
raises a question whieh, however contro-
versial, deserves close attention. Iis es-,
sential point, plainly, does not apply oniy
to Jewish chauvinism; it has its ana-
togues elsewhere; but here it is brought
forward most sharply in terms of the
Jewish Newsletter's field of interest:

“8ince Soviet Russia and the satelliie
states have turned against Zionism and
Israel and in the process have revealed
anti-Semitic features and acts, a aumber
of well known Jewish writers, commen-
tators dand intellectuals have come out
publicly against Soviet Russia and have
repudiated their association with Com-
munism. Among these are the poetess
Malke Lee, the coluronist B. Z. Goldberg,
the journalist Joseph Brainin and the
ecouragecus fighter for civil rights, James
Waterman Wise, son of the late Rabbi
Btephen S, Wise. These people (who rep-
resent many others less known), although
they were never Communists offieially,
have supported Soviet policies and de-
fended Communism long after other in-
tellectuals, Jewish and non-Jewish, have
abindoned it. They can be accurately
described as the last die-hards of pro-
Communism, and their public denuncia-
tions of Soviet anti-Semitism and their
repudiation of their association with

- Conmuntunism which in many cases lasted

for decades, are worth consideration.

“These public pronouncements are not
to be dismissed as a belated jumping on
a bandwagon, or a shaliow reflection of
a fashion. They represent a profound and
bitter disiliusionment which goes deeper
than that of most intellectuals of other
peoples and has been described in many

books of late. To Jewish intellectuals,
Communism meéant above everything the
end of anti-Semitism. [t offered the great
hope of the final solution of one of the
most painful problems nearest to them.
This is the reason why so many Jewish
intellectuals clung to Communism so pa-
thetically long after other inteHectuals
left it, This is also why the Jewish dis-
itlusionrnent is deeper than the paralliel
maunifestation among other people. It is
the disillusionment of a group, not oaly
of individuals, and the break is more
painful.

“Yet, for all that, it is diffieult o un-
derstand why the assault on Zionism and
Israel should ‘have moved these people
more than any of the other actions of the
Communists. Soviet Russia and the Com-
munist movement have, during their 35
years in power, perpetrated some of the
most terrible crimes in history on a scale
larger than any other tyranny known to
man. They have betrayed every principle
of merality, democracy and humanity.
They have crucified freedom, outraged
justice, and degraded the individual as
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he has never heen in modern historyy And
yet none of thess brutal crimes could
shake the faith of the Jewish Commu-
nists, and o¢f their pro-Communist
friends. But the first political quarrel of.
Soviet Russia with the State of Israel
was enough to drive these die-hards from
their ardent faith in the Soviet Union.

“In what way is the present Soviet at-
tack on Israel a greater crime than the
subjugation of Czechoslovakia, Poland,
Lithuania, Latviz and the number of
other siates, big and gmall, which Com-
munist Russia brutally enslaved? Is the
present Communist attack on the Jews
more criel than the physical extermina-
tion of the Volga Germans, the Tartars,
the Armenians and the various other na-
tional and ethnic groups which the Rus-

sians first raised to nationhood and then:
‘destroyed? Why did the terrible mass-de~

portations to slave labor camps of mil-
Hons of other non-Jewish people fail to
move liberals fike Mr. James Waterman
Wise to a break with Communism? For
more than thirly vears, B. Z, Goldberg,
probably the most briiliant of Yiddish
coluimnists and cormmentators, witnessed
such stupendous crimes &s the return to
slavery of more than a hundred million
Russian peasants under the guise of eol-
lectivization, the Soviet-Nazi pact, the
purges and other staggering erimes and
he was oot moved to terminate his friend-
ship with the regimre that perpetrated
them. But the moment Seoviet Russia,
which raised Israel to the status of a
nation, changed its diplomatic attitude
toward it, he could no longexr bear the in-
justice of the aet.

“What is it that turns Jews, even the
most liberal, radical and humanitarian,

into bigoted chauvinists the moment dos -
pintele Yid (the ‘little dot of :Je\wsh-'

ness') is touched?”
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Condudmg “Sldney Hook, Loglc and Joe McCarthy”—llI
The Difference Between Sidney Hook and Joe Mc(arthy

Va ~

This ig the third oud lest part of en article on
“Sidney Hoaok, Logic, and Joe MeCurthay” {Under dis-
cussion iz Sidney Hook's argument that Communists
have ng right to be teachers, as given before sympo-
sinm on actdemic freedom sponsored by the American
Civil Liberties Union on February 12. The other panel-
istz in the symposinm were Lowis Hacker, James Mar-
shall und Professor H. H. Wilson—Ed.

“ g

By PHILIP COBEN

At the end of the debate which we have been dis-
cussing, at the close of his summation remarks, Sidney
Hook exclaimed, “Why, McCarthy never even heard of
me!”

This assertion {8 not in dispute, but what brought it
on?

We menticned in our first article that the atmosphere
became somewhat strained in the dispute between Hook
and his chief opponent in the ACLU symposium, Dean
Louis Hacker of Columbia, who defended the principles
of academic freedom against the NYU philosophy pre-
fessor .and James Marshall. HacKker vigorously de-
nounced the witchhunting expedition into the schools by
the eongressional eommitter investigators now running
rampant. Agrong his owu last remarks, Hacker had this
to say:

“What we-have had voiced here [by Hook and "'\r[ar«-
shall—P, €.] is a distrust of the intellect, and so all
those unhappy forces im our culture have been un-
leasheg. . »

“W!wi l worry about, desplte Professor Hook's and
Mr. Muarshall's ossurance, is -tho! these Icongressionall
investigators are here because swch concepts are abroad
in the fond. | om appalled that Dr. Hook and Mr. Marshal)
give gid and comfort to such forces. ., . ."”

Thiz at any rate is what my own notes tell me
Hacker said, as well as T could take them down at the
time. In this context Hacker also referved to Mec-
Carthy and MeCarthyism.

It was in reply fto this that Heok indignantly an-
swered the charge that . . . the MeCarthyite witch-
huniers were at work on the schools because of people
like himself. Se he chose to interpret Hacker’s words
and gense, adding insult to injury by simultaneocusly
accusing Heacker of being “demagogic.” In this connec-
tion he wound up: “Why, McCarthy never even heard
of me!” :

Hacker, however, had made vo “amalgam® between
Hook ‘and McCarthy. 1 am afraid that the effect of
Hook’s type of reply, whether intended or no, was to
impute this piece of outrageous stupidity and slander
to the Columbia dean; it'was certainly easier for him
to rebut it.

Hock is an enemy of McCarthyism, of course. He

even looks on his own witchhunting proposal as a
means {0 step the MceCarthys and Veldes. He has pub-
licly deplored “eultural vigilantism.” At the end of his
presentation in the symposium he devoted a minute to
this danger: it is easy to go wild on this question of
ousting Communist teachers, he said; we are going into
a period where theré may be excesses. . . .

He conceives of himself as fighting on two fronts;
ogainst both the Hackers and the McCarthys, so to speak,
Was it, then, justified for Hacker to charge him with
“givirg ald and comfort” to the cultural vigllantes?

The evidence in the case appeared in the sympesium
itselt, right before the samg audience. For by Hook’s
own deﬁnition, a representative of the “cultural vigi-
lante” viewpoint was one of the panelists sitting at his

" side, hig comrade-in-arms in the dJscusszon We shall see

about *aid and comfort.”

Marshall's Position

This was James Marshall, a former president of the
New York Board of Education, whose viewpoint we
have not yet mentioned.

We have emphasized, as Hook himsels kept empha-
sizing, that his propesal Tor ousting CP teachers was
primarily based not on the holding of Stalinist views
{as long as they are honestly held, as the man’s own
conviction, not as the dictate of a party line). Hook
was for ousting teachers who are mentbers of the CP,
becanse membership-—he argued—entailed intellectupal
sibmission and forced conformity to an outside brain-
fixing avthority.

Meorshall's posttioa wos for dlsmissof on ground .of
VJG\V‘.

“The very fact of believing iu party deetrines means
fou are not a free teacher,” he said. We should fire
those who “follow the Communist Party line,” he said.
{My italies.)

Fortunately, perhaps, the discussion made it per-
fecily explicit that Marshall did indeed mean dismissal
for views, not only for membership. This was twice
brought out through remarks from the floor in the
guestion period. (1)} A member of the audience started

_off a question by implying that both Hook and Marshall

were in favor of firing teachers with pro-CP opinions.
Hook irmmediately interrupted to set the record straight,
reminding the speaker that he had argued only about
membership. The question was then redirected to Mar-—
shall alene, who assumed responmblht.y for the view-
point. ¢2) Taking the fioor in discussion Rose Ruszell,
legizlative agent of the Stalinist-controlled Teachers
Union, eharged ‘that Marshall had changed his position
under the pressure of the witchhunters: two years ago,

she claimed, Marshall had made membership the eri-
... terioit- Marshalls reply was to insist that his present
! vwwrwrr-.t &lso held by him then,

There was simply no doubt about it: Marshall was
for firing any teacher who arrived ot opinions favorable
to Stalinism,

This is the erux, but it was not all. Marshall™ pres-
entation was peppered with sentinfents which could only
send a_ chill up the spine of men like Hacker, whose
whole line of thought was directed to defending the
specml role and meaning of freedom of 1nte}le<.tual
inquiry:

(1} Civil liberties, argyed Marshall, don’t mean that
anyone can perform any. job; there are conditions laid
down, aren’t there, for lawyers, ptumbers, ete. . . .?

_The reader can think over thiz amalgam between the
teacher’s need for freedom of intellectual inquiry and
the conditions of employmenh for plumbers. ... .

(2) “Academic.freedom is a right of the community,
not a personal right of the individual,” was another
aphorisim thrown out by Marshall. It is a pity he did
not pursue the thought further. Surely, by hiz own
standards, he would have lost the right to teach in the
schools, for the idea leads straight to the heart of the
Stalinist “party doctrine’’ on the role of the teacher
in society. . . . '

(3) "The goverament,” orgued Marshall, "has the right
te insist on an employee’s [o teacher’s] loyalty, just os
any other employer has the right fo insist on an em-
ployee’s loyalty to the Inferests of the firm."

This is really elassic. It is difficult to imagine a
cruder denial and negation of all the concepts of the
teacher’s role in society which were treated by Hook as
platitudes so obvious that he resented emphasis upon
them by Professors Hacker and H, H. Wilson.

Silent Partner

""The issue is not freedom of inquiry,” said.Sidney Hook
impatlently as he began his own preséntation, speaking
affer Marshell,

There, right before hlm, was a wonderful opportun-
ity to show what his “fight on two fronts” meant.

There, right before him, was the neaed 40 counterpose

his owni position to the two “cxtremes” which he de-
eried. Right -before him? Nay, rather, challenging him,
making it mandatory for him to speak out not ounly

against Hacker but against the Marshall position which .

viclated 3ll his general and particular beliefs about
academic freedom.

The most damning foct about Sidney Hook's rale in
the debate wos that he never ultered a word of criticlsm
of Marshall's "eultural vigilantism.”

One might think, perhaps, that his own views would
foree him to denounce Marshall; piliory his standpoint,
attack him unmercifully. Let us unot be too demanding.
Let’s merely wonder why he did not stand up against
Marshall at least as vigorously as he attacked Hacker.

Perhaps even that is too much fo ask: we can be
even more reasenable. Surely the least we could expect
is_that he explain to the audience why he disagreed
with Marshall.

But even when he interrupted the questioner from
the andience to point out that his own criterion was
membership in the CP, he did not find it necessary to
say a word about Maishsll. {(This was plainly not due
to his terseness, since ou every other occasion during
the question pericd he spoke at such great length that
finally & good part of the audience burst out with com-
plaints to the chairman about his monopolization of the
panel’s time. .. .)

Or perhaps Hook was following the precept thal one
must spend afl one’s time on the main danger? Perhaps
he considered that the peril represented by Marshall’s
viewpoint was so unimportant, whereas Hacker's views
were such a clear and present danger to the weil-being
of the nation and its teachers, that even slapping Mar-
shall gently on the wrist would have been an uvnwar-
ranted digression for a valiant fighter for academic
fréeedom?—But no, this possibility must be put aside;
for we risk doing what we must not do, namely, ques-
tion Hook’s integrity or intelligence. After all, it is
Marshall's stand which is ectuelly in operation in the
city and in the nation; whereas Hacker was perhaps
lucky that he could still remain on as a dean at
Cohumbia. .

At one pomt dindeed, Hook mientioned that Hacker
himgelf was evidenee against these misguided persons
who “exaggerated” the educational witchhunt: for had
not. Hacker disagreed with his ex-president of Colwmbia,
Eizenhower, and yet remained as dezn? He did not
raise the question whether Hacker could last for 24
‘hours as a school supervisor under ex-President of the
Board of Edncation Marshall

But let me not give the impression that Sidney Hook'
said nothing about his fellow panelist whodined up with
him against Hacker and’ Wilson. Not at all. He made
several references to Marshall in his presentation, as a
matier of fact. They were all complimentary—that is,

an approving reference to this or that statement by-
Marshall, ete. One would indeed have had to be alert to -

figure out that this Marshall repi‘esented one sectoy of
one of the “fronts’ which Hook conceives himself as
fighting. "

L

The Anti-Snooper

8o, az we were saying, Hook is no “cultural vigi-
lante” and no “MeceCarthyite,” but an enemy of both. He
merely direcied his powers as a “brilliant analyst,” his
prestige as a kind of lberal, and even hizs professorial
invectives not against the danger from the witchhunters
but against the “danger” from the proponents of aca-
demic fredom. He is no witchhunter-oh, not at ali: he
is merely an anti-enti-witchhunter.

" How firmly Hook is opposed to witchhunting can be
seéen from an argument .of his ‘which we have not yet

mentioned, It went like this:
can visit his classroom and observe his technigues; bub.
how are you going to detect “slanting and indoctrinat-
ing”? This ean be done skilifully, How.is a supervisor .
going to cheek on this? Question students, ete.? This iy

degrading. Better nip the danger in the bud by firing

teachers who a2 CP members to begin with, for then
we know in advance that he is poing to “indoctrinate,”

and we don’t have to wait for evidence of what he .

actuadly does, Otherwise—

""Qtherwise," said Hook, "you would have !‘o eﬂqage
In usfng degrading snoopers to check on teachers,”

This man thinks sncoping on teachers is. degzadmg,
Good. He vowed that, as chairman of the Philesdphy
Department at NYU, he would not dream of stooping
to such cunduct in his own department.

All this is really excellent. A happy glow is ]:kely to
last until another guestion.oceurs to us:

Hook does not want to “snoep” in order to find out
if a teacher is uctually violating the intellectual and
professional responsibilities of the teachhing commu-’

nity, He prefers to anticipate misconduet by fiting ;

teachers who are ‘members of the CP. Bui how i ke

A teacher’s supervisor

going to find ont if the lencher is & member of the C'B:i’-"_: '

Ask him, perhaps? H'm . . . no, they're infernally
“gonspiratorial” anyway, and unlikely to admit it.
Asle the CP? Not likely to get cooperation there.

And yet ome must find out somehow, to avoid boing

forced into the degrading practice of snooping aroutid
the teacher’'s classroom, hiding in the closet, mstang;

a microphone and 1eco;der, or disguising oneself as a 1

student,

Whot Is Hook's solation for this dilemma? It Is ter-
ribly embarrassing, but it must be stated frankly. ‘14 is:

to snoop around the teacher’s private life, his neighbors, :
associotes, offiliations,  friends, enemies, relotives, and

EYERYTHING ELSE EXCEPT hls‘uchml be{mwor tn the class.
room.

It must be stated even more Srankly: it is to uze de-
viees like informers, stoolpigeons, .professional finger:
men, FTBI agents, and other assorted cops and tocls of:
cops.

On Professors and Cops

Isn’t that so? Why, of course, except that it isn’t
Hook who would be degrading himself. In all respect
for him,~we are sure that he would not lower himself.
to act as a dick in order to get the goods on one of his
despicable “indoctrinatoers,” who is such a terribie men-
ace to the health and virginity of his students’ minds.
No, there are people whose job is to do such things:

there are cops, informers, and stoolpigeons who exist in -

order to save the seif-respect of undegraded citizens,
just as there are exccutioners who have the stomach to
pull the rope while the perfumed representatives of
authority avert their eyes.

Only recently, for example, at the University of
Colorado, an instructor, Morris Judd, was let go because
he refused to answer questions aboui past political
affiliations. An investigation by the ACLU estsblished
that “the investigation conducted by the Regents into
the present and past political beliefs and affiliations of
members of the faculty . . . by private delectives con-
stiteted an infringement of academic freedom * {My
italies.}

Would Hook hire private eyes to smoop around his
instructors’ associations outside the classroom, since -he
is tender about their riphts inside the classroom? We
fear he would consider it degrading too.

What then? The truth is that Heok nelther has o,
snoop arcund the classroom or owtside it. Ofhers are. do-
ing it for bim, And whot they are doing is Indispepsabfe.
to him, that is, to put procticel meaning Into his prop,qsi-
tion thot CP members be kept from teaching posts.

Who is goinz to do this indispensable snooping, if
not the appropriate agencies of the government's Ioyalty .
witechhunt? Who is going to de it for Hook if not.the.
very agencies, committees, investigators, dicks, stoel-
pigeons, informers, fingermen and cops who are dqmg;
it?

In point of fact, Hook is apparently satisfied with-
a little less than proof of CP membership. Of .all -the.
New York teachers fired from the .city’s schools in-the-
current -purge (said Marshall), only one was fired be-
cause of meémbership. All the others {the authority is
still Marshab, speaking right at Hook's side} weue
fivred for refusing to answer The Question about their
past affiliations. I'n practice, for all of Hook's insistence
that his eriterion is “membership,” the eriterion he .
aceepts is based on this inquisition into the teacher«g
life by governmental agencies.

At this point, we must remind the reader again:
Hook is egeinst McCarthylsm. But it was not only -
Hacker who vaiged the question of “aid and comfort.”
The New York Times' publisher, Arthur Hays Sulz-
berger, told an audience last Januvary 14;

"There has been dropped upon vtteronce and fhongM
a smokesscreen of infimidotion that dims essential thought

ond essenticl talk and begets a fog through which we |

wander uncertainly. Nor is it the superzealots who bother
me se much in oll of this—It is the lack of piain, oldp
fashioned gwts on the port of those who caplh!afe fo
thém. Surely, such actions must be of great aid and com- °

fort to the Kremlin; these capituiators ore, In effect, q +

sixth column which does not even requive payment, . . .

There are the McCarthys (and Marshalls et al.) and |
there are the anti-anti-witchhunters who caplﬁuiate ta

the McCarthys, Let no one make an amalgam. between

the two. McCarthyism weould not be what it is if it could !

no{ feed on the caplmlatlons of peop]e who dCSPI.:-'E' g

McCarthyism.
“McCarthy doesn’t even know mie!” sgid Sidnew *
Hook, The grim irony of it is: “Why does he ae{ul tﬂ-‘l
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By SAUL BERG
The chronic state of ecrisis of the French
2w government and the French economy is well-
. Lnown to our readers.* Less familiar is the
. © chrenic state of crisis of French Stalinism; yet
getually the chronic character 6f the crisis in
each case is due to the inability of each side to
resolve the sitvation that produces the erisis.
. . Solongas France’* “homeless left” remains
largely disorganized and apathetic, the French
E ‘bourgeois state and the French Communist
r ‘Party will continue to face each other as mortal
.~ -#nemies that are, however, incapable of deahng
* 3 death-blow to each other.
~ In LABOR ACTION we have studied the na-
'1 " ture of the French ecapitalist crigis and the
n  problems of socialist regroupment. Let us now
¢ © fill out the picture by studying the situation of
the French Stalinists, beginning with a sketch
£ of their past development.
| - ©One of the bitter lessons that revolutlonary
I socialists have absorbed since the 1930s is that
the working class remains very stubbornly at-
. tdched to its traditional organizations and lead-
} "% ers, once these organizations and their leader-
.- 8lip eadres have been painfully established over
F *-.- ~ the years. The Bolshevik party in Russja, for
=
I

£y _example, -experienced a phenomenal rise.in in-
. fluence during 1917 because of its skillful ex-

posure of the “compromiseis,” but this was
~ possible”only because at the very beginning of
N _ the 1917 struggle the Bolsheviks already had

[‘ mte substantial cadres, whose veputation had been
| establlshed, in the uor bzm centers at any rate, as far
back as 1905.
| - i» the ¢ase of the French Stalinists, +here is prevalent
J a superficial tendency fo ascribe their tremendous
| B strength ofter the 1944 liberation to their activities as a
E disciplined groop in the Resistance, but this overlooks
the fact thot they went into the Resistance with cadres
¥hat were the product of twenty.five years of working-
€luss_leadership. We will correctly oppreciate the depth
of aHachment of hundreds of thousands 'of workers to
#his Bureaucratic machine only when we grasp the foct
- Hat.in their factories the CF militants have represented
the workers for more than a whole generation,

; ?rha Stalinists' Base

France was the only country whose Socialist-Party,
in the period after the First World War, passed over
offcially to the Communist International, ccmpeiling
the social-demoeratic minority to reconstruct an organl-
: zation from: seratch. L!Humanité, the central organ of
i the Communist-Party, proudly carries on the maathead
. the name of Jean Jaurés as its founder, Nowhere else

s the Convmunist Party able to pose so well as the con-
tinuator-of socialist tradition,

In addition, the wave of enthusiasm that followed
" the Bolshevik revolution overcame the anti-Marxist-and

anti-statist bhias of most of the best factory militants,
who in France were not socialists but syndicalists. The
former syndicalists were the foundation of CP leader-
o ship in the plants.

Theugh the reconstructed reformist Sociollst Purdy
feached o point where it once egain was o stronger
elecioral force than the Communist Party, the Socialists
never cf dny time had foctory groups on the scale of the
faMer. Except, therefore, for the small devoted groups of
mva!uﬂonury syndicolists who have constituted the op-
posifion in e French lobor movement ever since the
ety 'Ms, ‘the Communist ‘Party has been the leader &f
fhe industriai workers. With certain-regfonal exceptions,
. the Socialists were Influential only ‘omong ‘e white-

~ gollar workérs orfd state emptloyees,

There is no parallel to this development elsewhere in
Western Eurcpe. ‘Between the two world wars the so-
cizl-democracy -remained the dominant force among the
factory ‘workers everywhere except, for a brief peried

! in’ 1928, in ‘Germany. In Italy, the only other Western
& European country with a Stalinist-deminated labbr
f wovement, the background of this situation is tg be
gought not jn a long history of massive Stalinist influ-
. enes, but rather in the political vacuum created by Mus-

" sblint’s destruetion of the free labor movement szt a
41" thme when communism still represented the workers’
§ 7 wevolution of October 1917,

i - When the mass sit-down strikes of May-June 1936

~ took place in‘Franee, the trade unions grew from 1,000,-

080 10 5000,000 members-in a few weeks., For the first

! * time {in this resipect also ‘French trade union history

] differs from that of other Western European countivies

Yy in the-20th century) the unions of ¢ivil-service employ-

L egg, teachers and skilled trades-lost their numerical ma-

- jomify n-the CGT (General Confederation of Labor) to
the vnions of factory workers.

““The GP cadres in the plants ceased 'to be merely the

niglitant-spatk plug of -a largely unorganized mass, and
- begame the dominant foree in the-trade-union movement
a8 .8 whoele.

- .The <tremendous- burgeoning of Stalinist “influence
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= andmower in this.period could.not be canceled-out by
- of ‘Stalinist unpepularity -while -the -Hitler-

A Stalm act ‘was in existence. The party. orgamzahon
= heeniiie a skeleton of fanatic devotees; g:omg down to
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J *See especially LABDR _Action for last Sépt. 29,
. ""Mﬂm in $962, Ho-Bd.

. ticipsnts in ‘the Fréneh

Crisis in the French

a figure as low as 20-30,000 during the first part of the

Nazi occupation; but our readers need not be reminded _

how powerful an organization such a figure represents
under such dangerous and illegal conditions of activity.

" Post-War Letdown

Nevertheless we de not contend that the Resistance
period did not bring new forces oved to the side of the
Stalinists. The Stalinists censolidated their hold over the
working class, but also, because they were the best or-
ganized Resistance network over the whole country, re-
cruited many middle-class elements into their ‘Resistance
militia, the Franc-Tireurs Partisans, and inte their Resist-
ance propaganda groups, known as the Front National.

When the war -ended, their movement was so strong

“that, with the aid of those secial-democrats still afficted

with illusions about the nature of Stalinism, they very
probably could have taken power if the relationship of
forces within France had been the sole consideration
involved,

Such a move, however, was not on Stalin’s timetable.
He wanted no complications that would frighten his
Angle-Americun partners at the very time that they
were busy dividing the world with him. For the time
being, Eastern Europe, soon to be followed by China,
wus ehcugh,

The French Commurist -Payty, therefore, had to
play the role of pariner in coalition governments with
the two :}ther parties that had emerged surrvounded with
the aura of Resistance activity—the Secialists and the
Catholic MRP,

Participation In coalitien government had a twofold
effect on the party. On the one hand it ottracted hordes
of coreerists eager to secure the posts that a government
porty could bestow. On the other hand :it littie by little
drove inte demoralization and apathy broad strats of
workers dislliusioned by the inevitable failure of the
coalition government te make fundamental changes in
French society.

When the sharpening of the cold war, combined with
an upsurge of genuine rank-and-file strikes, caused the

© expulsion of the Stalinisis from the cabinet, they took

a shayp turn to the left. But the frenzied campaign of
so-called “Molotov strikes” that they then carried out,
only a few wmonlhs after their 1945-1947 campaign
aguingt strikes, merely demonstrated conclasively to
those workers alienated from them during the coalition
period that the Communist Party based itself on consid-
erations of Russian foreign policy and not on the needs
of the French workers. As for most of the middle-class
clements attracted by the Resistance, their disillusion-
ment turned them quickly in the direction of new quack
remedies, especially those offered by De Gaulle’'s RPF.

The Stalinist movewment, therefore, subsided in
France to a level siill somewhat higher than it had

evet reached organizationally before World War I, but-

well below its 1945-1946 peak. More important, however,
than any dindinution of size was a consciousness among
its members and sywpathizers of being in a blind alley.

*
Party Cliques

Since 1947, for the first timne in their history, the
Stalinist-controiled movemenis face a selid wall of hos-
tility on the part of other movements within the work-
ing class, So eynical and hopeless is the attitude toward
the endless cdlls for political strikes and demonstra-
tions that génerally most of the party members do not
even pdrticipate, Every index of aclivity bas fa]len
much more sharply than the foimal rife ‘of registering
one's party membership.

The movement maintains itself nevertheless for two
reasons: the deep-rooted cadres, far stronger than any
rivals up to this date among the proletariat, and the
inability of the French regime to reconcile the working
class to its miserable condition.

The prevailing state ¢f discouragement of the Com-
munist ‘Party ranks has seemed to accenfuate cliguism
in the organization. Génuine factions within the party
are impossible, of course, given its bureaucratic and
menotithic character. Nevertheless the party teadership
has heen penerally considered as divided 'into a number
of groups.

Three of these are: the "hards,” André Marty and
Charles Tillen, standin prgsumubly for emphdsis on the
role of the prolefdrln% ond s Jeader, fhe Communist
Party, in o direct struygle for power: the "softs," Jean
Ductos and-Etienne Fajén, sﬂmding ‘for a policy of empha-
sis on ‘legulify and operdtion through broad non-class
front organjzations: ond o ‘center group of Maurice
Thoréz, Frangois ‘Billoux and Augusie Lecoeur.

A fourth group, made up of the CGT leaders, seems
te stand aloof from the struggles between the others.
Coniplicaling the situation is the fact that the party

leader, Thorez, has been in Russia for tweo years, pre-.

suniably for treatment by medical specialists

Bince all the party leaders on all cccasions publicly
endorse unquestxomng}y whatever line is spproved by
Moscow, and since Central Comniittee decisions are al-
ways un-animous, the existence of cliques in the leader-
ship “becomes known only through the tendency of each
clique to'line up-men léwér in the party apparatus on
a basis of personal loyaliy, and also on the bsis of a
common approach to party problems and a eommon dis-
trust of the leadership qualmes of the other eclique
leaders.

A pecaliar set of circumstances combined, however,

to place” Marty and Tiilén in a position where they -

actually pursved, with considesable. repéercussions on. the
French seene, sn independent course of aétivity ‘that
confiicted with-official ‘party diredtives. These adtivitiés,
which we will d’escnbe, créated divergences in the party
leadership “Which ultarnatel’x fed to'their eepiulsion,

Bt ‘ferst, who is ‘André "Mirty? ‘Both #arty and
Tillen. anpe;u'ed onthe b itical seene in 1919 as par-

tck Bea- paval mitiny. Like .

some others of the mutineers, they were anavchists at
the time; but on their release from prisen they were
swept up, like many other young anarchistz and syndi-
caiists of the period, in the tide of sympathy with Rus-
sian Bolshevism, and became Communists.

There are anarchists in France today, alse partici-
pants in the fameus mutiny, who will tell you that
Marty was far fvom & leading spiril in the situation;
but in any case, whatever his actual role, the French
Communist Party built up an enviable reputation for
him as a martyr of the struggle against anti-Soviet
intervention.

Rise of Marty

" The leadership of the French CP turned over many
times in the 19205 as its Stalinist buresvcratization took
place, but Marty was one of those who knew how fo re-
main on the right side, that is te say, the side that obeyed
Moscow; and when the process was complete he sot on
the party’s- Politbure. ~

With the cutbreak of {he Spanish Civil War he be-
came the leading Stalinist hatchetman in the Interna-
tional Brigades, known teo all readers of Hemingway's
For Whom the Bell Tolls as a maniacal character whose
thirst for the blood of imaginary faseist agents within
the Brigades was insatiable. Before the end of the civil
war he became an official of the Comintern.

But his unique opportunity in the Fmench party
arose when World War II broke out, and the party see-
vetary, Thorez, was drafted.

Marty became the acting leader of the party at fhe
time that it was driven underground In 1939-40, and went

to Moscow, leavihg behind him the liaisan network neces-

sary for directing the underground cddres, Thorez soon

after arrived in Moscow as a deserter from the Freach.

army, still the party's titelar leader. but without any
connection with the technical preparaiios for under-
ground work.

Under directives from Marty, his old associate Tillon
organized the first armed groups of the FTP (Franc-
Tiveurs Partisans). But in violation of the wish of
Thorez to emphasize the propaganda work of the party,
Tillon coneentrated gll possible forces in the FTP.

In 1942 Marty was designated as CP representative
to the De Gaulle headgunarters in Algiers. Thorez could
not enjoy any such favored vaniage point because of his
status as an army deserter.

As CP representative, Marty was supposed to do
everything possible to cement close relations with the
non-Communist groups in accordance with Stalin’s de-
sire to obtain the greatest possible aid from the U. 5.
by demonstrating the sweet reasonableness of the Com-
munists. But Marty, armed with reporis from Tilion
that the DeGaulle forces consistently bevcotted the FTP

by failing to parachute arms and supplies to them, kept-

up a constant barrage of criticism of the De Gaulle
policies, while the FTP, under Tillon’s Ieadership, ex-
tended its activities and became, by the time of the
Allied landing in Normandy, the strongest Resistance
force in FFrance,

On the Skids

M. thercfore, f#he French CP hod any possibility of
seiting power-in 1945, ¥ oppears to hove been because
of o refusal to execute the policy -ordered by Moscow.

‘It can be conjectured, therefore, given the monolithic
nature of the Stalinist machine, that the expulsion of
Marty and Tillon, which took place at the end of 1952,
was already -inevitable and perhiaps even decided upon
mole than seven years ago. But the expulsion, of course,
had % await the whittling-down of the power and pres-
tige with which Marty and Tillon emerged from the
war in 1945,

During the period of 1945-1948, therefore, no overt,

acts were committed by either side. Marty and Tillon
would not and could not publicly criticize the coalition
policy of those years, because, as-always, lheir own
prestige as Stalinist leaders depended on maintaining
the traditional facade of the unanimity of the leader-
ship, and, still more. important, on maintaining the no-
tion of the infaltibility of Moscow.

On the other hand] it wWould have been .{'oolhardv for
the party leaders to-atiempt to punish Marty and Tillon
at a time when the bonds of Resistance leaders through-
out 'France to Tillon were still so fresh and strong.
Msirty remained,-therefore, in the Polithure and Secre-
tariat, Tillon oeccupying a seat in the cabinet and a
place in the Politburo-as well.

One connot with any certainty assign sigalficance $o.

the faet that gt -the Central Conimitéee meeting of July
1948, shortly after the Tito-Cominform break, Marty was
the only member of ‘the Secretariat who falled fo take
the foor with a diatribe against Tito. Nevertheless, shord-
ly after this plenium, Marty and Tillon .were step by step
stripped of important assignments.

Marty was replaced by Mauvais as director of the
Commission of Cadres and director of the party security
services. Casanava mplaced Marty -as director of the
party press control services. Tillon, meanwhile, was re-
placed as director of the party’s military services by
Villon and Joinville-Malleret.

Thrust somewhat in the. background, Marty seems

to have. piayed no role until early in 1952, when he de-

livered a series of -eriticisms of -the declme of party -

adtivity and wmbatwlty, and the tendency to liguidate
militant actlnt_v in favor of Stockholmn petiions, ete.
At the time, such eriticism was -accepied by -the publie
meérely as sighifying a tactical surn by the party. When
a turn is-to.be made it is often done through bringing

to the fore sameone who has had relatively little public.

responsibility for the.previous. policy. Such an-interpre-
tation seemed reinforced :when Billoux ;brought baek
fram Moscow . recommendations. from . «Thom which
echoed Marty's position. . .

Looking back, however, it seems. hlghl?«passﬁbil*-t]mh

e . _—._n._..




Marty’s criticisins were net prepared by the leadership
as a. whole, but that the leadership, because Marty’s
remarks had found an echo among the party militants,
degided to adopt kis line and dispose of Marty himself
as soon as possible.

Zero Hour

But just s Thorez's absence In Moscow had wndosb

ediy. deloyed action against Marty so the arrest early in--

June. of Ducles thrust Marty stlll farther ferward morhen:

tarily. On May 28 and June 4, 1952, the Stolinists ordered-

anti-Ridgway demenstrations in Frasce. (in gecordance
‘wifh the recent Thores-Billoux turn foword “militancy”).
These demonstrations were o miserable fallare, but in-
stead: of serving to discredit Morty for pushing suchk ac-
Hon, 1+ was Duclos who was discredited.

The party general secretary, with incredible light-
mindedness, had all soris of secret party deecuments in
‘his pockets, while directing the demoenstration from an
aute! When Ducles was arrested and his eriminal care-
lessness-exposed, his lieutenants, paralyzed by the sud-
den developments, assented to Marty becoming acting
general secretary!

This proved: to be the zero hour, so far as Thorez and
Moscow were concerned. As soon- as Duclos was a free
man, Marty and Tillon were brought up on charges of
secyet-factional activity, and it was damanded that they
r@cant-their “crimes.”

At the Central Committee plenum of September the
unexpected oceurred. Marty and Tillon, instead of the
custonmry unconditional recantation, interlarded ‘their
gelf-criticism with criticisms of the other party leaders
and a rejection of some of the charges.

The charges themselves, as elaboreted in the fleor
discussion at the Central- Committee, moake interesting
reading.

From the speech of Léon Feix: "Is it not so, Marty,
that yvou criticized to me the January 1945 decision of
the Central Committee fo hand in all arms, and to
accept the integration of the FTP and FFI into {le
regular army? . . . Not once did vou mention the name
of the Stockholm appeal when we were in the midst of
our campaign for signatures.”

From the speech of André Scuquiére: “"Marty de-
clared textually in 19246 that it is particularly necesgary
to see whether certain candidacies of comrades who,
during the way, were not-in the Paris region, and did
not take an active part in the Resistance, will not cause
us a loss of votes. He specifically mentioned the pro-

posed candidacy of Jeannette Vermeerseh [Thorez’s
wifet].”

Théodore Vial: “Comrade Marty spoke at the party’s

30th anniversary meeting in Lyon hefore 5,000 people..

Not once did he pronounce the name of general secre-
tary Maurice Thorez.”

(Vial should be up oun charges himself: “General
Secretary Thorez"—how pedestrian! He really weans
“the great lender of our wonderful party, the son of the
people, the hera of the working-class and of all time
patriots, Maurice Thorez.”)

Fernmand Dupuis: “In his course at the school of
cadres on the formation,of the party, Marty never pro-
nounced the name of Mautice Thorez. . . . Irediscussing

the Congress of Tours [19207], at no, tu'he did ke men-.

tion the battle Thorez led in the Pas-de-Calajs [coal
mine region in the nortk of France). for affiliation to
the Third Internatiomal,”

And now, for the erowning.charge, listen to ¥vonne
Dumont:* When I was secretary,of the Seine Federation,
the Union of French Women. [Stalinist front outfit]
organized every year, on the occasion of the Festival of
Jeanne d!Are, a demonstration in which we joired the
memory of the two heroines of the struggle for national
independence—Jesznne d’Arc and Danielie Casanova.
But in 1950, in the week preceding the commemoration
leaflets were brought to me announcing that on the

same day, at the same time, the FTP of the Seine would

hold a demonstration, with the. participation of André
Marty, in honor of Suzanne Masson, a member- of the
FTP, who had participated in the a,rmed struggle of the
Resistance. One can clearly see in this disagreement
with the policy of unity, the policy of national inde-
pendence of the party!”

If Marty were not himself such an unsavory char-
acter, with so ruthless a past, the charges would be per-
fectly calenlated to make us sympathetic to him!

. The failure to recant fully ensured Marty and Tillon's
expulsion, but it s#ill ook ploce with unparalfeled stow-
ness. The Stalinist press was filled -with denunciations of
Marty for four months before the actlon of expulsion
formally took place in his lecal unit, to be ratified for-
mally. by the next party congress.

The party's caution was perhaps justified-by its. ex-
perience in dealing with Georges Gningouin, a close as-
zociaté of Tillon who was expeiled a few months carlier.
Guingouin, CP mayor of the important city of -Limoges
after the l:berat}on had been the regional FTP leader

pr evzou*dy Guingouin was accused of being a pr emat.uk-e.
anti-faseist!

Do you remember the Stalinist howls {quite Just,lﬁed:,

of course} against the U, 5. government for its tbt:e%b ’

to lift the citizenship of anyone who volunteered to ﬁght
in the Spanish Civil War? After the 1. 8, went to. war
to “fight fascism” the Stalinists proudly proclaimed
that they. had been punished for being. premature anti-
faseists. Guingouin also acted prematiirely—i.e., he ri-

sisted the Nazi conguerors before Hitler invaded Rusma"

Finished?

In any case the party. took toe much for granted— :

without any campalgn of vituperation. it brought him
up on charges in his. party unit, enly -to have the uait
refuse to expel him. He was then tried in a unit to
which he had never belonged and expetled, but the smell

left l:vy this procedure has done the Stalinists’ reputa-

tion in Limoges no good. ~

One can assume thot it wak Tnllon 's record as Yeader
of the FTP thot made the poriy- move even more slowly:

against him than against Marty. I+ wus not till a monih
aoffer Marty's expulsion that Tillon was made fo resign.his
last posf, that of mayor of Aubervitliers, a. Paris working-
class suburh,

Shortly after this, his expulsion finally took place,
Onty after the expulsions did the CP- campaign of
vituperation replace the chrarges of factionalism and in-
dlsc:p]me W‘lth the charge that Marty and Tillon were

“police spies.” .
Recent reports state that Marty is founding an Indes

pendent Communist Party, If this is érue, not mieh per-.
-spective ¢an be held for such a party. Marty's prestige

was that of a militant among Stelinists, and no msjor
bregkaway Irom Stalinism will fake place simply be-
cause of an individual’s expulsion, howéver prominent
his position. Nevertheless the whole Marty-Tillon affair
is another factor, added to those described earlier, whith
tends to weaken French Stalinism.

Could Marty and Tillon possibly be part of a socgahst
regroupment in France? The first requirement for this
is naturally a genuine ideological break through a fun.

‘damental re-evaluation of the nature of Stalinism. Bub

even then it is difficult to see how a man with the blood
of Spanish anti-fascists on his hands can collaborata
with democratic revolutionary sceialists. Inm any case,
for a certain number of militants, the Marty-Tillon ex-
pulsion will be the signal for their definitive disillusion-
ment with Moscow,

Russian

{Continved frem page 1)
$if this moment; Again, it was the British
government -which-was the beneficiory of
this Staltinst "generosity.”

Then on March 23, the Russian ‘dnd
Czechoslovak delegates in the United Na-
tions took turps in blasting the U. 8.
government for organizing espionage,
subversion and ffth-column activities in
their countries, Chief target in the Stal-
inist attack was the Mutual Security Act
gf 1951 which authorized the expendi-
ture of $100,000,000 for the aid of “se-
lected persons who are residing in or
escapees from” the countries behind the
Iron Curtain. In support of the charges,
Gromyko, the Russian delegate, read off
a number of stafements made by John
Foster Dulles, Governor Thomas E.
Dewey, Mutual Security Administrator
Harold Stassen and others advoeating
“subversion” in Stalinland.

_RIPOSTE BY LODGE

Lodge, the American delegate, yeplied
by -pointing out. that the Stalinists had
taken over a number of countries by sub-
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varsion and force, in the first place
Czechoslovakia and Poland. He claimed
that the statements vead by. Gromyko had
been made by these people in- their capa-
city az private citizens, and do net nec-
essarily reflect the actual policy of the
United States, which camr be voiced only
by the executive arm of the government,
* As Gromyko had. quoted.a number of

prominent senators (Taft and Alexander

Wiley, head of the Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Corumittee, among others), Lodge
insisted that on foreign poliey “Congress
represents the outside check, the inde-

“pendent aundit, the capacity of the free

people Lo judge its own government, an
institution, by the way, which is a great
source of national strength and an.un-
known feature of life, 1 gather, in the
Soviet Union.”

The battle of chdarges and dounter-

chorges continues as LABORYACTION goes
to press. Both sides will no doubt be able
fo make an excellemt cose against each
other, although the Russion case is more
ltkely to score heavily in proving inten-
tions -rather than chievements by the
Amerlean government.
" (The Stalinists, of codrse, are quite
capable of quoting from the ‘‘confessions"
in the trials held recently in Czechoslo-
vakia and other countries to “prove” that
Axnerican money had bought up some of
their .former most prominent ledders,
though they may think better of it as
Lodge seems more capable of handling
such matters in debate than did some of
hig predecessors in the UN.)

ALLIES UNDER PRESSURE

The point, however, ig that opening up
such charges against the United States
now seems to give further weight to the
idea that the Stalinists are working on
the theory that their best chance lies in
splitting the American bloc by hitling at
the United States while makmg overfures
to itz allies.

The pet American idea of “fomenting”
revolution behind the Iron Curtain by
cloak-and-dagger methods has never
found much favor among European gov-
ernments, which arve both more aware of
the realities of political life outside the
Jnited States and more sengitive to the
Russian military and political potential

than are the men who have power in the

United States.

. I these allies can be made to feel that
there is. a-possibility that Russio wants te,
come. to- same kind: of terms of the mo-
ment, and that whot Is stonding in the way
is the belligerency, in one form or another,
of the Amerlcans, they might very well
apply. graeter pressure to the United
Stdtes to talk and act more softly,

The Russian campaign seems to point
in the direction of such a “splitting?” pol-
iey. A tendency toward a policy of this
liind was already Indicated in the turn
toward some form of “popular-frontism”
tmposed on the French Communist Party
several months ago,
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aneuvers — —

But it is clear that the Russizns will
have to go much farther in giving con-
crete evidence of desire to make s deal
with the European section of the Western
bloc before they can seriously threaten itg
solidity Their main chance would come
in the event of an: economic crisis in
which they could offer really attractive
opportunities for the  purchase of Euret
pean goods which could find no outlef in
the United States or in other parts of the
world where Evrope faces America as a
vompetitor. Short of that, however, they
can pick away at thé ties which bind, and
at the very least, can keep all the Anieri~
can allies guessing and wondering. -~
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Tito Visits Eny[and— at 40 m.p. Il

By DAVID ALEXANDER

LONDON, March 18—Marshail Tito of
Yugoslavia arrived in Britain on Monday.
He was 12 hours early in the Thames
estuary, and was greeted on arrival by
the Duke of Edinburgh, Winston Chur-
chill, Anthony Eden and many others,
Nine, bridges across. the River Thames
had been cleared, in case anyone wanted
to drop a2 bomb or perform some other
unpleasantness upon him. Wherever he
went he traveled at 40 miles an hour, in

-a. bultet-proof car, escorted by 16 motor-,

cyclists. i

On his arrival the area was cleared
for 50 yards. But so far the only demon-
stration of emotion toward him was the
discharge of one magnesinm ftare, which
might or might not have been really an
exploding photographer’s flash- bulb, but
which served to alert the police.

Frankly, the English people as a whole
were ready io be friendly, considering
that. he comes as an ally in the cold war
against Moscow. That has been more im-
portant in determining the aktitude of
the press, the general public and official-
dom than zay of Tite’s shows of “demo-
cratization” in Yugoslavia.

As soon as he landed, Tito made a very
pleasant and platitudinous speech-—in

N e e = LAG DTN,

'Engh’sh which was thought of as a great
courtesy. He laid the usual wreath on thé

Tomb of the Unknown Warrior, and bes *

sides sightseeing presented a check for
$2600 to the chairman of the London
County Council for “war orphan

1t must, however, be said that *e Eng..
hsh peopie have not fallen for Tito, even
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thoogh he hinched with the gueen motber, I,

the queen, Philip, the Churchills, the
Attlees, and others.

Throughout hiz businesz here, he has
been arriving ahesd of schedule every-

‘where, as a pre¢aution. The extraordi-

nary security measuves taken, the 200
poli¢e, the 18 motor cycles, the lightning
entries and exits from buildings—all
these have served to impress the people
with the picture of a scared dictator, in
spite of anyone's willingness to forget
events in Yugoslavia.

It is interesting té surmise that the.

same goad disposition would be extended

“to Malenkov if he came to a deal with the

West to stop the cold wayr.
Meanwhile, there is the
question of the more serious business on

which Tito came to London: On this Very
_lltt}e of importance has been made known
and if there have beew rany Sngﬁeant ;

agreements we shall have: to wait foF tha
futire to find out;
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- *Flanders:

Now Mcca'rt'hy; V.ct.ms‘ —-

One of the effects 6f MeCarthy’s most

{Cantinved from page 1)

..« high government officer to be complefely

" gbove suspicion, ke now has to be cleared

not only by the FBI, Ceniral Intelligence,
“#he security officer of his own department,
the Wead of his deparfment, the president
-of the Untted States., all citizens with a

* six¥h sense, but oiso by Whuﬁaker Cham-

Hers,

Even modest silence by the latter may
now pass, if not_as proof of guiit, at

“least as ‘s suspicious circumstance. (We
"note, not without interest, that Elizabeth

“Bentley is still to be heard from.)
iF THIS GOES ON . . ."

"The stage has been veached at which '
“gven the editorvial writers of the New

York Times, usually models of dignified
and restrained journalism, are, as the
British say, getting their tails up. In an
-editorial on Sunday, Mareh 22, they
wrote that “We cannot indefinitely have
-theseS grrogant upstarts {)rymg into mat-
ters which are no affairs of theirs, in-
-eluding the private opinions of our citi-

. -Zens.”

 That is a little strong, and very, very
late The T mes now denounces the “prac-

pfares the attempts to push mvestaga-
ftzons into ficlds where they are not per-
missible, such-as the churches or the in-
.dependent institutions of higher educa-

tion.” (There is no mention, we regret to

.say, of the dependent institutions of low-

‘er education.)

_“Let §lils sort of thing yo os 'Ioug

cenough,” thonder the editors, "let the re-

-sulting. dié¢tates be enforced, and the dif-
Aferince between the tyranny of Russia and
the fyranny of our own |ealous. arrogant,
‘conceited jittle men will be norrowed by
sjust thet much.” :

-It is-gratifying to nohe that the Times
is so -vigorously against McCarthy. In
‘fact; it is so gratifyimg that we are. al-
most tempted not to ask just how long

- “long enough” might appear to be to the

-worthy editors, and not 1o read the edi-
4orizl to the very end, where we find that

- tlig-‘“frah petsonally dppointed by the

Tepves to zlay the dragoen before he has

=-gof tot long is none other than President

Pwizht D. Eisénhower. (We seem to re-

- cgl¥ that within the methory of men still

Hiving this same, Eisenhower was seen
eampaigning.on the same platform with
ﬁhls same MeCarthy.)

- i

recent “victory in the' Bohlen case (it
should be noted that Joe has never claim-
ed that he could actually defeat Bohlen’s
appeintment) may be to throw open the
FBI files to men like himself, If Taft and
Sparkman can look at them to “reassure
the Senate,” why not MeCarthy to “re-
assure” himself or even the Chicago
Tribune? Although it appears that Me-
(‘arthy has had enough aceess to such
files in the past without any open per-
mission, there is little doubt that if he
should get official sanction to go threugh
them his head-hunting will be happier
than ever, .

McCarthy's forays, and the evident
power of the group which surrounds hig,
have a devastating effect_on thé coundry's
political ilfe. He is setting the tone, while
his Republican and almost silent Demo-
cratic “opponents’” are confined o coun-
ter-punching,

The weight of the extreme right wing
of the Republican Party has now devel-
oped to the point where Sehator Taft
stands at the center of effective American
policy making, and has to yield constantly

to the right in the absence of any serious

pressure from the liberals inside and out-
side His party.
THAT "RUSSIAN" FEELING

Of course, the most™ direct impact is
being felt at the moment by the State
Department and the whole foreign serv-

ice of the government, A survey by Sey-~

mour Freidin, foreign correspondent of
the New York Post, starts:

“A creeping paralysis is erippling the
American foreign service in all the key
‘Western European capitals.” The mood
which i3 spreading at all levels of the
service is notived by the consideration

that “if a career foreipn service officer of

Bohlen’s stature can be cut down, or even
delayed along the route of assignment,

what can happen to those of lesser stat-

ure?”

"l ‘have seen in several capitals,” writes
Freidin, "foreign service officers who fo.
day will not consuit with visitors and pee-
pfe within fireir own depurimenf onléss
someone else wos present. Have o handy
witness around seems fo be the prevading
thought of self-preservotion.”

This kind of thing, he continues, has
been standard procedure in Russian dip-
lomatic circles for a long -time. Eut it
hgs reached a point at which forelgn
governments are getting very cautious in

lCoanue:f from Fage 1)

The best advice we can give to Steven-
sor’s friends and admirers among Amer-
fcan liberals is: For god's sake, keep the
“men ey from Ma,c{rad’

War Scares and Budgets

For the American people & large, the

. W8t salutary speech of the week was

the one by R.epubhcan Senator Ralph E.
rldriders of Vermont, last Friday, It is
& speech to be kept in mind for.all the
wéeks to come of the eold war.
Flanders charged the air force with
waging psychological warfare on the

. people of the United States.” What this

Mmeant was that the air foree was deliber-
‘2tély whipping up war hysteria with a

- ‘ibious story about the Russian MIG at-

tack én that U. 8. “weather plane” from
‘AYaska,

That the Russians are capable of mak-
dng sudh armed attacks on innocent plane
‘fights i5- something we know. We also
kfiow that the government’s claim of
"MIG attacks in Europe may also be true.

The third thing we know is that fhe
Americer miilfory are perfecHly capable
‘of making up, blowing up, or distorting on
‘fucident for propaganda purposes. Fland-
‘ers gives us all excellent reason not fa
fump to conclusions when one of fhese
offdlrs makes a splash in the papers,

That U. 8. Alaska-based plane was
supposed to be on a “routine weather re-
connaissance flight” off Kamchatka. Said
“The story is preposterous.
There is no need to go within 25 miles of
Hamchatka to look for weather” -

He told the senators that he had re-

Hable information that weather recon--

natssanceé flights mormally were made
“from the Bering Straits to Attu, a course
‘that did not come within 400 miles of
"Kamehatka. **That reconnaissance bomb-
-er ‘Just was not there on weathar. busi-

-ness,” he assertkd, adding, “It may never-.

_*fBeleas  have been engaged on a usefunl
- misgion.”

He said the presumed Russion fighter
pilets "appear to have been disgreet' in
warning the U. S, bomber away from Rus-
slan territory. He asked whether the U, §.
air_force would have octed in a similor
maoner if ifs planes had me! a Russian
bomber 25 miles off the coost of Cali-
fornfa,

“The serious thing about this mudent ”
said Flanders, “is the false report given
to the American people by the air force.
I{ tended and probably was intended to
influence pubfic opinion by. makmg the
incident into an act of aggression, . . .

“There are two honest and honorable
courses open in a ¢ase of this sort. One
is for the air force to tell the truth, The
other is for it to say nothing. It had bet-
ter do one or the other.”

The case in which Flanders advises the
air foree to “say nothing” is, of course,
the case where the military have veally
beenn caught on a mission intended té
violate Russian air space. This is the only
interpretation that can be given.

We are not shocked. Grownups in
America ought to kmew that the U. 8.
services are as eager 1o engage in spying
activities as their Russian counterparts,
and that in this ancient art of govern-
ments only he who gets caught is in the
wrong. What the people have a right to
resent ix the hypocritical and self-right-
eous propaganda which attempts to whip
up “patriotic” indignation at claims that
the other side is trying to do the same
thing.

But there is another factor involved.
The National Couneil Against Conserip-
tion, an anti-militarist group headed by
prominent liberals, has for years been
documenting the coincidence that every
time the armed services’ budget is up for
consideration, there is a sudden rash of
war scares.

Is it on accident that this outbreok of
war scares coincides. with o dotermined
attempt by the new. administrofion to eut
the war budget?

dealing with the Amencan representa-
tives abroad, #d find-increasingly that
no one is willing to take responsibility
for decisions which might backfire on
them later.

As socialist critics and opponents of
this government we do not feel that it is
our respeonsibility to protect organs of
the government from attack by other sec-
tions of the government in the interest
of a move effective application of policies

“whieh we are against. We are concerned

with the gemeral intimidation and de-
moralization of the country by McCarthy
and the very powerful social and eco-
nomie forces which make him possible,

LIBERAL SUBSTITUTE

We certainly do rot rely on President
Eisenhower to save the country from
MeCarthyism, although we are curious
to see how long he and the rest of the
administration will permit themseives to
be insuited, denigrated, bulldozed and -
subverted by Joseph M.

What really concerns gocialists, as it
ghowld all real democrats, is the question
of how long the democratic forces of the
country will remain immobilized in the
face of theforces behind McCarthy. ’

Many voices have been roised wgainst
the junior senator from Wisconsin., They
have come .from Hre churches, the ace
demic world, the labor movement, and the
arganized liberals. They ore appalled by
“McCarthyism® In its rawest form. as in-
carnagted in McCarthy himself. But for-
some time it has been evident that thelr
opposition to McCarthy has come close to
being an exeuase for their failure to resist

the whole Ideology which is bhehind the _

senator's "excesses.” 1t has become a
substitate for their inability to find o posi-
tive policy with which to fight Stalinism,
and.even more, with which to give leader-
ship to the American people,

If the foreign service is being para-
lyzed by MeCarthy, the Democratic lead-
ership in the Congress is petrified in a
posture of abject support to Eisenhower
and hig helpers in the Senate, led by
Taft. The -Bemocratic Party outside of
Congress shows no greater sign of life,
Tts great leader, Adlat Stevenson, hasn’i
helped any either (see ‘'Spotlight” in
this issue}.

WHERE ARE THE DEMOCRATS? -

But the forces which make McCarthy
.a menace are not resting. They are on the
offensive in every field, all over the eoun.
try. -

In Los Angeles they banned all
UNESCO materials from the schools. In
New York they have just.imposed a scan-
dalous finaneial policy which wili bear
down on the poor. All over the country
the FBI is “prying . . . into the private
opinions of our’eitizens,” and nof hecause
of MeCarthy, The whole federal housing
program has been delivered  inte the
hands of a man who is an avowed, vicious
opponent of all public housing. And the
Supreme Court has just rendered 2 ver-
dict in a Virginia picketing case which
can be a real body-blow to the whole
laboy movement. -

While this.is going on, the labor maxe-
ment and its liberol allies are immobilized
by their dependence on the paraiyzed
Demaocratic Porty, They pass excellent res-
olutlons against McCarthy and all his
works and i fovor of a domestic and
foreign pollcy which hus many commend-
able features to it. But the Democrotic
Party does not fight, or even squeak, for
the meosures which it advocates. Yet it s
the brokendown hackto which laber has

‘hitched its star,

That is the real danger which faces the
country. McCarthy has the initiative be-
cause the labor movement and the rest
of the demceratic forces in the country
have condemned themselves to the impo-
tennce of the Democratic Party. At the
moment, MeCarthy and his broad na-
tional backing may seem like 2 mere dis-
tasteful accident in the Republican Par-
ty. But the failure of the administration
to stop MeCarthy shows that what he
represents is far more dangerous than
that. It is the almost inevitable strength-
ening of the extreme right when the
gther forces in society are stalemated.

Tt is high time that the labor move-
ment and its liberal allies pondered this
problemt, and deeply. A hue and ery over
MeCarthyism will not selve the ‘problem,
any more than the shapeless “anti-fas-
Ligt” movement solved it in Germany in
a time of much more acute crisis.

What is needed is a counmter-force
which can give positive leadership, real
answers to the American people. And a
prerequisite to this is aclean break with
the Democratic Party, which has swply
demonstrated .that -it is organically in-
capable of giving such leadership’ and
such answers.

I r B N .
Thé ISL Program
in Brief
i
The Independen{"-Sociulist League stands
for socialist democracy and agoinst the
two systems of expioitation which aow
divide the world: capitalism ond Stuiinism,

Capitalism cannot be reformed or liber-
alized, by any Faoir Deal or other deal; sa
as to give the people freedom, abundance,
secarity or peace. H must be abolished
and replaced by o new soclal system, in
whick the people own and contral the
bhasic sectors of the ecanomy, democratl-
cafly controlling their awn economu: and
political destinies.

Stalinism, It Russia and wherever it
holds power, is ¢ brutal totalitarignism—
o new form of exploitction. 1¥s agends in
every country, the Communist Parties, are
unrelenting enemles of socialism and have
nothing in common with socialism—which
cannot exist without effective demetratic
control by the people.

These tweo camps of caphralism and Stai-
inism are today atf each other’s throats in
a worldwide imperiolist rivalry for domi-
nation. This struggle can only fead to the
most frightful war in history so long as the
people leave the capitalist and Stalinist
rajers in powét, independent Sociotism
stands for building ond strengfhening #he

Third Camp of the people ogalnst botk war- -

blecs. -~

The ISL, as o Morxist movement, tooks
to.the working class ond is ever-present
struggle as the basic progressive force in
society. The ISL is orgonized Yo spread the
ideas _of socialism In the labor movement-
and emony all other sections of the people.

At the same time, Independent Sociclists
participate actively In every struggle to
better the people’s lof ‘now—such as the
fight for higher living standards, ugainst
Jim Crow and an#l-Semitism, in defenie of
civil Hberties ond the trade-unioz move-
ment. We seek fo join together with all
other militants in the labor movement as
a left force working for the formaolon of
an independent lobor party and ether pro-
gressive- policies.

The fight for democracy and the fight
for soclolism are mepuﬂlb!e.& There can
be no lasting and genuine demotracy with-
out seciailsm, and thers can be no social-
ism without demgcracy. To -enroil under
fhis banner, join the InJependént Socialist
League!

s i

Get Acquainted!
Independent Socialis{ League
114 West 14 Street
New York 11, N. Y.-

3 I want more informadtion about

the id&as of Independent Social-
ism and the ISE.

{7 I wanti to join the ISL.

wlenne prl;lt’ -

ADDRESS -

(:i:i‘\'" ceeraaen .

‘"_s'[‘,..\';‘ﬁ [T . -

The Handy Way fo Sabscribe!

LABOR ACTION

Independent Socialist Weekly

114 West 14 Sireet
_I!ew York 11, New York

Please enter my subscription:

11 year at $2. 3 New

{3 6 months at $1. [0 Renewnl

3 Payment enclosed, [J Bill me.
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