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His Own Petard - -

A “famous victory” has been
scored over Joe McCarthy and
we’re glad to see that we’re not the
only ones in the crowd who aren’t
cheering our heads off. (Cheer, but
never cheer your head off.)

It seems they got J. B. Matthews,
and that after the man was down
with one shoulder pinned to the
mat, that lionlike warrior for civil
liberty, D. P. Eisenhower, jumped
= into the ring and knocked him on
the head. McCarthy and Matthews
had done the Unthinkable. They
were guilty of blasphemy against
the clergy, white American Protes-
tant to boot.

Murray Kempton of the N, Y.
Post points out they should have
known that this would bring the
wrath of the Southern Baptists on
their heads:

“0ld Doc Matthews can say any-
thing he pleases about professors;
the Southern Baptist was harry-
ing school teaéhers when Mat-
thews was merchandising Chris-
tian charity to the Malays. But
when you attack any part of his
church, you are attacking him.

. “It is presumably one of those
things people describe as the glory
of America that this country is so
big that one sort of bigotry cannot
get very far without running into
a counter-bigotry. Joe MeCarthy,
an epidemic plague, has been tem-
porarily stalled by the Bible Belt,
an endemic disease. That is not
necessarily a subject for delight.”

That sounds ungrateful for
small favors, but it reminds us of
- what we wrote last week about
hallelujahs over “victories™” against
MecCarthy. The theoretical princi-
ple we have in mind is this: If a
man has been tortured by shooting
paing all over his body, arterio-
sclerosis, paresis, leprosy, Bright's
disease, scirrhosis of the liver and
two broken legs, he will get a
warm glow of positive well-being
if he is merely left with galloping
consumptien. . . .

ILesser Evils

But to get away from such heavy
theory, the practical side of it is

that sometimes, perversely, we get

more concerned with what is hap-
pening under cover of some peo-
ple’'s “fight” against MecCarthy.
For example, in comparison with
McCarthy’s outrageous principles,
the attorney general’s “subversive
list” gets to seem as beneficent and

pleasurable as . . .

galloping con-

sumption.
So too, there are the types who
compare “even” Senator McCar-

ran with the Kremlin gang, and
conclude that our witchhunters are
practically old-time liberals in con-
trast, which no doubt heartens
them in their ability to swallow the
bitter medicine of the witchhunt
out of a laudable desire to “save
democracy” in the world.

" We once suggested that some-
body write a sequel for George
Orwell depicting the “Oceania” of
1984 at war with that relatively
mild, good-humored, easy-going,
wide-open society known as Stal-
inist Russia. Preferably it should-
be done by some ex-radical who
has gotten real proficient at argu-
ing that, bad as capitalism is, Stal-
inism is worse, and this is no time
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The "Neutralist'"” Demand —

NEGOTIATIONS
WITH RUSSIA?

By HAL DRAPER

It has long been true that the slogan of “negotiations with Russia”

has been the rallying cry of “neutralist” opinion in Europe; and recent
events, particularly the East German uprising, has given more impetus =

to this line. Some of the Bevanites in the British Labor Party’s left wing,
for-example, have drawn this as their main conclusion from the great
struggle of the German workers, and are complaining that their leaders
should insist on British initiative in this respect.

The West German Social-Democrats have also tied the workers’
revolt to this question. As Michael Foot wrote last week in the Bevanite
Tribune: “The workers in Germany have risked their lives to end rule
by foreign armies and to secure the unity of their country. That end
can only be gained by genuine negotiation with the Soviet government.
That ‘is the demand of the German Social-Democrats. It is a demanﬂ o
which should be supported by every socialist all over the world.” - -.=%

We venture to say that few things so clearly illustrate the iﬁ-ﬁ
ference between this widespread form of "neutralism” and a reaily inde-
pendent socialist policy in foreign affairs and on the war ques*hcm. Per-
haps the key sentence is: "That end can only be gained by genuine ne-

German workers’ revolt? ;

Why instead does Washington react to the German workers’ de-

Why U.S. Can't Capitalize

On German Workers’ Fight

Why can’t the United States government follow up the smashing
blow against Russian totalitarianism which was delivered by the East

mands against Moscow “in fear and trembling”?

Why does it feel that these demands against Moscow are also direct-

ed against itself ?

Those are our own questions, but
the answers are by the Washington
columnist Stewart Alsop, in the
Herald Tribune of July 19. Regret-
fully, sorrowfally, he brings out
the facts which damningly indict
all of Western foreign policy when sub-
jected tc the test of the June events.

“Here in Berlin,” he writes in his dis-
pateh, “the infinitely dangerous unre-
solved dilemma of American foreign pol-
iey is startlingly visible.,” But he is going
to show that it is not “unresolved” at
all: Washington has made its own de-
cision.

The U. S.; he says, should now be en-
gaged “in an all-out political and diple-
matic offensive for German unity. But
it ' is difficult to engage in an all-out
offensive for something you do not really
want.”

He explains why the U. S. does not-

want what the German fighters against
totalitarianism want, and what the con-
sequences will be.

“The courageous resistance of the
East Germans to their puppet overlords
could be a tremendous asset to the West,
It will not be an asset for long if the only
American response consists of transpar-
ent gestures dreamed up by the psycho-
logical warriors, coupled with a trem-

{Turn to last page)

gohahon with the Soviet goum
ment."”

Obviously the German workers’
struggle is looked on, not as the
beginning of a movement which
can solve the problem itself, but as
providing a bargaining point for the
West.
es. One view we can summarize as fol-
lows, admittedly more crudely than its
own proponents would be willing to do—
or rather, perhaps, more clearly than its

own proponents have thought the ques-

tion out: 2

It is a good thing when people under _
the Russian heel revolt and “cause trou-
ble” because this will persuade the Rus- .
sians to make a peace deal with the West,
on terms more advantageous to “us.”

[Turn to last page)

N. Y. Times dispatch—

then in Berlin.”

Observers in Berlin

to the German people’s aspirations.

buy any love for the U. S. war blsc.

85-Cent Tip from Washington

The American government's fond belief that a handout is the answer to
all problems of fure'gn pdliey is not doing so wetl in its German application.
With no political program to follew up the June days in East Germany,
Washington came up with the idea of ‘feeding the animals.”

"Enthusiasm for the project appears to be greater in Bonn and Washington

The idea held by “top strategists of United States p“chnloglcal ‘warfare”
seems to be that the East German workers were rioting over food, says cor-
respondent Walter Sullivan (July 19). The demonstrators’ cries for freedom
and unity are translated into callories by these Big Brains. g -
"sense a cerfain annoyance with the move on the part
of the East Germar populace. The East German reaction may be summed up
in the words, 'We stand up and throw bricks at Soviet tanks, and the Americans
offer us a reward of 85 cents worth of food apiece.'"” "

That’s how the pro-Americans put the annoyance. The Stalinist press
hammered away at the theme—*“two frankfurters and a glass of beer.”

Also, “Photographs of Western press reports linking the offer with
Adenauer’s election prospects and noting that the food was surplus in America
were displayed on the front pages of the Communist organs.”

Accustomed though Americans are to yell “Communist lies,”
ganda happc—ns to be the truth. It dces not make the East Germans fonder of
the puppet regime, but it underlines the bankruptey of '\Rachmgton s approach

Naturally the- peopie have a right to be incensed at the Stalinist govern-
ment's rejection of American food—ail the_more so since they know it will net

But, says a

this propa- .||

Here are two different approgch-- R
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By BEN HALL

The Association of Catholic Trade Unionists held its annual national
convention in New York City on July 4 and 5. I attended one session
as a reporter and present this account not as a complete story of the

.~ gathering or as a full picture of the ACTU but as a summary of some

_ Simple arithmetic shows that this
equals 5,000 per issue and one
wonders how many of these are
actually distributed.
X One conclusion would appear
justified on the face of these facts:
whatever influence it wields in the labor
movement comes not from any mass fol-
lowing in the ranks of the workers but
from its ties with labor leaders through
‘#he church. Business Week (July 18) re-
ports an ACTU national membership. of
3,000; but this is surely a gross overesti-
mation. g
ACTU was formed out of a split with
" the Catholic Worker group in 1938. The
' CW followed a radical policy of opposi-
g ~ tion to the war, of support to Loyalist
- Spain against Franco and has joined re-
- gently in joint actions with socialist
groups in the committee to protest
against the victimization of worker op-
8 ponents of the Franco regime. In oppo-
| _sition to the policy of the Catholic
%_ .. Worker, the ACTists follow a conserva-
: tive line and favor the organization of
Catholic trade-union members into sepa-
rate caucuses or caucus-like groups.
ACTU groups, particularly in New
- York, try to direct or guide the activities
. of: their supporters in unions and at the
same time bring them closer to the
church. Some of their followers have dis-

i3 ism and anti-democracy in unions. John
©  Acropolis, once president of Local 456 of
; the Teamsters Union, murdered by
gangsters, was a member of ACTU, ac-
cording to Robert Mozer, head of New
York ACTU. And in the International
Longshoremen’s Association, members
and sympathizers of ACTU have fought
the rule of thugs and racketeers.

MAIN AIM

I#s main aim, however, is to fight the
ideas of socialism and secularism” in the
. unions. "The Gary ACTU," reported its

representative, "emerged in the struggle
' against subversive forces." Purely relig-
ifous activities are simple enough: it holds
. special services with emphasis on attend-

. ance from unionists.

But its problem in the unions is not
so simple. So long as the issue of “anti-

* communism” is sizzling, ACTU can find

an easy place in the struggle. But as soon

as this breaks down and the day-to-day
inner problems of unions come to the
SRR fore, ACTU seems to face a erisis.
& The Detroit chapter, for example,

. which was intensely active during the
struggle against the Stalinists in the
UAW, now reports that it has decided

played true courage in fighting gangster- .

of the highlights for the interest of LABOR ACTION readers.
: ACTU’s strength can be gauged from the representation. Perhaps
30 delegates and observers, mostly young, represented official chapters
- and friendly bodies. Six chapters were officially represented by report-
ers: Gary, New York, Philadelphia, Detroit, Camden, and Cleveland.
Three cooperating groups came from Boston, Buffalo, and Chicago.

The Labor Leader, official ACTU publication, it was announced,
circulated 120,000 copies last year. But 22 issues are published annually.

to become “primarily an educational and
spiritual organization” and to “leave
other areas of action to members in their
industrial organizations.”

This would seem to refiéct an ifability
$o direct Catholic unionists in general and
their own members in particular inside the
UAW in this period. This doubtless ex-
plains the desperate search of the Wage
Earner, Detroit ACTU publication, for a
“socialist menace" that might help perk
up the interest and enthusiasm of its own
membership.

An attempt to give the convention
some guiding orientation in presenting
an ACTU “line” in the unions was made
by George Donahue, member of the edi-
torial board of the Labor Leader. ACTU
members, he urged, had to begin speak-
ing up in unions for the “Christian re-
organization of our economy” by putting
forward the “industry council plan,” an
ACTU proposal for representation of
workers, owners, and government on in-
dustry control boards. Labor leaders and
their friends in Congress, he said, are at
“the end of their rope” and have no
program to meet the needs of our time.
And so we need radicals, and radicals
must come from Christ. Society can be
reorganized so that private ownership is
possible and labor is justly treated at
the same time.

PAINLESS PROGRAM

The delegates applauded, under the
impression that some road had been
pointed out allowing them to seek “class
peace’” even as “radicals” and reorgan-
izers of society. An editorial in the De-
cember 12, 1952 issue of the Labor
Leader, on co-determination in Germany,
offers a hint on how rousingly effective
the ACTU line might be in stimulating
militant workers toward a wide yawn.
(The editorial favors co-determination.)
The editorial said: '

“There is no natural right of workers
to share in decisions of management.
But—and this is important—there is an
obligation of employers to conduct their
industries for the common good. There-
fore if the economic and social condi-
tions of a mation are such that co-deter-
mination in some form is feasible, prac-
tical, and conducive to the common good
it ought to be adopted without in any
way diminishing the rights of employ-
ers.” (Our emphasis.)

Yes sir, ACTU will show these labor
leaders who are at the end of their rope;
it will radicalize; it will reorganize.
Only without in any way diminishing the
rights of employers.

=

Joint SYL-YPSL Forum
New York City

MAX SHACHTMAN

on
The Historical Significance of
The Left Opposition

Friday evening, July 31 at 8:30 p.m.

LABOR ACTION HALL, 114 West 14 Street, N. Y. C.

Jointly sponsored by the Socialist Youth League
and The Young Socialists (YPSL)
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WHAT HAPPENED TO REUTHER'S

When Walter Reuther was elect-
ed president of the CIO his fol-
lowers anticipated a period of
quick revival and expansion in or-
ganization, under the slogan: Re-

_vive the crusading spirit of the

thirties. Time-servers would be
sloughed off the organizing staff and re-
placed with alert, dynamic activists; con-
solidation; organization; and the CIO
would march forward.

Instead of the expected upsurge, the
ClO now appears to be faced with the
possibility of a serious crisis, if not the
crisis itsef¥,

No-raidine agreements between the
AFL and the CIO, and between the
United Auto Workers and the Interna-
tional Association of Machinists, seemed
to set the stage for a period of harmoni-
ous union-building. But the ink was
hardly dry on the pacts when Reuther
was compelled to complain of their vio-
lation.

Several AFL unions are making stub-
born drives to hack away sections of the
CIO. The Teamsters Union (AFL)
{ailed to swallow up the Brewery Work-
ers (CIO) but ten locals of the CIO
union have already seceded to the Team-
sters and 15 others are reported to be
considering a similar move. The CIO
Packinghouse Union, which has already
signed a pact of joint action with the
AFL Meat Cutters Union, is reported to
be considering merging with it inside the
AFL. The CIO Utility Workers Union
is reported to be considering a merger
with the powerful AFL Electricians
Union.

RESTLESS

David J. MacDonald, president of the
steel workers union, who vowed eternal
loyalty and swore continued cooperation

Cabinet Member Télls the Truth

"DYNAMISM™?

with the UAW when Haywood, his can-
didate, was defeated by Reuther at the
last CIO conventionhas chosen this time
to rock the boat a little harder. Mac-
Donald accidently arranged a surprise
private téte-a-téte with John L. Lewis
He acts mysterious about the purposes
of the conversations and informs the
public that he just dropped in to see
John and talk over old times.

Whatever else he may have in mind,
MacDonald obviously wants Reuther to
know that the conservative opinions of
the steel leadership must be respected.

In. every ecase, it is anti-Reutherites
who seem restless. The Utility Workers
Union has always been in the extreme
right wing, opposing the “socialism” that
it detected in government ownership of
public utilities. Even while Murray was
still CIO president, the representatives
of this uniom fought a battle on the floor
of a CIO convention against the finally
adopted, resolution on this point.

The Packinghouse Workers Union was
one of the few large unions which voted
against Reuther at the last convention.
Although the Brewery Union finally
voted for Reuther, its leaders held out
to the last minute reflecting a strong
anti-Reuther tendency among sections of
its ranks.

The problem seems to be this: in the
general conservative atmosphere of the
country, at a time when the labor move-
ment shows no signs of making any big
strides forward, the more conservative
sections of the CIO hold out their hands
to the conservative AFL. The mood of
the day drives them together.

And this can hardly be overcome by
efficient and "dynamic" union organizing.
The mood of the country is dominated and
determined by politics and it is to polities
that the CIO must look in its quest for
"the crusading spirit" of its founding
days. =

About Class Nature of Gov't

The Summit County Labor News
(Akron, Ohio). has caught a high official
of the " Eisenhower administration in
what it designates as a “boner.”

Secretary of Interior Douglas McKay,
addressing the United States Chamber of
Commerce, told them that "We are in the

saddle as an administration representing

business and industry.”

Far from condemning Secretary Me-
Kay for his statement, we believe that
he should be given the recognition due
any man who places honesty above con-
siderations of diplomacy. Qur gratifica-
tion is not lessened by the fact that the
particular statement made by McKay
illustrates one of the Marxist truisms
which the American labor movement has
rejected and denounced much to its own
disadvantage and even peril.

The treatment given this statement in
the Swmmit County Labor News is typi-
cal of this attitude of the labor move-
ment. Instead of hailing Secretary Me-
Kay's statément as one .which clarifies
the relationship of the government to
the capitalists who own American indus-
try, and hence to the workers for whom
the labor paper is supposed to speak, it
denounces him as a “blabbermouth,” and
suggests that Eisenhower should muzzle
him 4nd other administration spokes-
men, or at least censor their speeches in
order to prevent similar “boners” from
being committed in the future. It states
that the government represents all the
American people, and not just business
and industry, and that no one should say
anything different.

ONLY FOR ELECTIONS

Of course, we believe that the Ameri-
can government should represent all the
people, and that is why we devote all
our efforts to the task of convincing the
Jabor movement to form a political par-
ty of its own which could represent all
the people, or at least all of those who
do something useful and thus contribute
to the welfare of American society.

But there is a difference between what
should be and what is, and the Labor
News performs no service in mixing up
the two and denouncing people on the
other side who, surprisingly enough, ad-
mit that the existing government repre-
sents only the capitalist class in this
country. . :

Of course, the paper is not even con.

sistent in its attitude. In fhis it also re-
sembles most of the labor movement.
During the last election campaign, when
the problem, as the labor leaders saw it,
was to keep the Democrats in office at ail
cost, they were the first to proclaim, just
as loudly and vigorously as they could,
that Eisenhower and the Republican Party
represent "business and indusiry” and
only business and industry. In fact, they
went so far overboard on this line as to
draw a fundamental distinction between
the Democrats and Republicans which
does not exist. =

MYTH

\Why then does the Labor News now
condemn Secretary McKay for saying
just what the labor movement said be-
fore the elections? The answer lies in
one of those myths and traditions which
prevent people from thinking clearly and
consistently on the problems of our
society.

It is the myth that the truth may be -
said only during election campaigns, but
that once they are over, all should rally
behind the government even though they
know that the government does not rep-
resent them, but only their economie, so-
cial and political enemies, It is the illu-
sion which permits a Durkin to take a
post in Eisenhower’s cabinet with the
approval of the whole labor movement. _
It is the myth which permits the labor
leaders to openly denounce the goVvern-
ment and describes its true class nature
only at those moments when the govern-
ment engages in some dramatic and open
anti-labor action such as strike-breaking.

For our part, we prefer the old maxim
that honesty is the best policy, especially
when it comes to telling the people the
truth about who rules over whom in
whose interests. The labor movement
could do worse than to follow the ex-
amplé of LABOR AcTION and of Secretary
MecKay in this report.

WEEK by WEEK . . .

LABOR ACTION screens and analyzes
the week's news, discusses the cur-
rent problems of labor and soclalism,
gives you information you can't find
anywhere else,

A sub is only $2 a arf
Ve I Y. m_/
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This series of articles"on “The Politi-
cal Kaleidoscope in New York City” be-
gan with two articles by Walter Barron
in the issues of June 8 and 15. Comrade
Barron regrets the interruption since
then, and resumes the story of New York
politics with the incoming of the present
Impellitteri administration.—Ed.

\ /
By WALTER BARRON

Vincent Impellitteri was voted
into City Hall on the one-election
“Experience Party” slate, which
had no candidate for any office but
mayor. In this 1950 election, there
were also races for governor, U. S.
senator, congressmen, etc., and so, what-
ever else Impellitteri’s victory showed,
it clearly revealed that any idea of an
automatic machine vote was grossly
overrated.

Whatever Impy’s  personal qualifica-
tions were, he was bound to have a rough
time. Everything broke in his adminis-
tration.

The Brooklyn investigation into tie-ups
between bookmakers and police reached
its apex while he was in office. The Ke-
fauver Committee's televised New York
hearings began just a few months after
his inauguration. Within his own party, he
and his patronage chief, Frank Sampson,
neither actively fought the Manhattan
Tammany leadership of Carmine De Sapio
nor made peace with it, producing an
inner-party stalemate. Ultimately. the
mayor ran head-on into the long-growing
danger of a financial crisis and its asso-
ciated background of state government
dominance over the city's affairs.

SCANDAL EXPLODES

The Kefauver hearings were most dra-
matic for the public. It was not so much
what they revealed. This special Senate
committee was investigating crime, not
municipal politics per se. Its revelations
about New York City politics were not a

continuation of the famous “exposures””

by state legislative committees that New
York has so often witnessed throughout
its history and of which the Seabury in-
vestigation of the early '30s was the last.

Nor were the crime revelations a re-
sponse to any widely felt indignation,
Unlike the rum-running, gang-warring,
extorting mobs of the prohibition era,
the contemporary racketeers (even if so
many may have been the same people)
did not impress most people' as highly
dangerous “public enemies” responsible
for their personal inquiry.

As Costello, Adonis and others were
queried before the national audience and
the extent of their wealth, power and in-
fluence was dramatized, the consciousness
+hat “somebody was getting away with
something” was in everybody's parlor.
Everything was now public and on the
record, and nobody liked it. I+ did not
seem serious enough to mobilize any ac-
tion, but it did arouse antagonism o any-
one who might be considered responsible,
and a latent source of support to anyone
who might actively oppose it.

For New Yorkers particularly, all this
feeling jelled when O'Dwyer eame volun-
tarily from Mexico to take the stand.
The former mayor spent the major part
of a full day deseribing his personal his-
tory, what his administrations had done
for the city, and how racketeers had be-
come ‘“‘respectable” since the days when
he was a cop. But the committee had de-
tailed questions to ask, and Senator
Tobey was set to accept O’'Dwyer’s chal-
lenge to change positions and become a
witness, with the famous refrain that he
did ot like a “fourflusher.”

O'DWYER'S TROUBLES

But as the hearing got down to cases,
charges, admissions 'and denials came
one after another. Why hadn’t O’Dwyer,
as Brooklyn distriet attorney, prosecuted
Albert Anastasia, the reputed payoff
man of Murder, Ine.? O’D insisted that
the case was lost when star witness Abe
TReles jumped from a hotel room. THe
committee did m}z entirely agree with

~ Political Kaleidoscope in New York—Ill
‘From the Corruption Scandal
To the Election of Halley

that estimate, but nevertheless, concen-
trated on the more important subject of
what had happened to Reles. How did
such an important witness get to a win-
dow ledge in the presence of a polite
guard under theleadership of O’'Dwyer’s
ever-present sidekick, Frank Bals? Why
did Bals remove the “wanted cards” on
Anastasia shortly afterwards?

From Reles and Anastasia the story
worked its way up, as it so often did
throughout the hearings, to Frank Costel-
lo. O'D admitted his frequent meetings
with the racketeer chief. In one case the
purpose of the meeting was supposed to
be to get Costello’s aid in keeping Wright
Field "clean" from some racket; in aon-
other case the purpose was to discuss
party politics in the home of the then
Tammany leader, Representative Mike
Kennedy. The purposes for other meetings
were not so clear, but usually there were
the two steady intermediaries present.

One was Irving Sherman, a close
friend of both O’'Dwyer and Costello, a
racketeer who had worked his way into
the non-union section of the garment in-
dustry., The other was James Moran
who, like Bals, was always at O’Dwyer’s
side through most of his career, and al-
ways at important jobs.

END OF AN ERA

Then came the incident which involved
no criminal tie-up but which was the
one item that might have produced legal
action. John Crane, president of the fire-
men’s union local, testified that he had
secretly given union funds to both Moran
and O’Dwyer as campaign contributions
in 1949, with the hope of “favors” in re-
turn for the firemen’s organization.
(Such were the legal restraints on the
activity possible for the firemen’s organi-
zation that the latter resorted to such
clandestine ‘methods in order to try to do
something for this group of the city’s
workers.)

Both Moran and O’'Dwyer denied re-
ceiving the money. (Crane also men-
tioned that he had given meney to John
Crews, Brooklyn Republican leader, for.
a Dewey primary campaign in 1948, and
Crews admitted accepting it.) In the case
of Moran and O’Dwyer, since it was
merely Crane’s word against theirs, no-
body has yet been charged with perjury.
But New Yorkers, with their antagonism
already strong against the former may-
or, made their judgment.

There were more details, but the public
indictment of O'Dwyer and his aids need-
ed little more.

Moran did get himself into one more
tangle when he denied several meetings
with an important policy racketeer. The
result was his indictment for perjury,
removal from a lifetime position with the
city Water Department, and his subse-
quent conviction and imprisonment.

In addition, municipal exposures of a
“license” racket in the Fire Department
focused on James J. Moran, then a dep-
uty fire commissioner. The result was
another indictment, conviction and im-
prisonment. s

The O’Dwyer era was over. There has
been no information on what happened
to that other “grey eminence,” Frank
Bals. O’Dwyer himself recently resigned
as ambassador to Mexico and is very re-
luctant to come home,

)
THE HALLEY ELECTION

The O’Dwyer era was definitely ended
with the corruption scandal that blew up
during Impellitteri’s administration, but
there was no cessation in public revela-
tions.

The Gross trials were something of a
fiasco, what with his sudden trip to
Atlantie City an® his refusal during the
trial to point out any more cops; but the
trials did ultimately bring up names
very high in the Police Department. It
was charged that the Fire Department
license racket continued even after
Moran had left the job, and it was ru-
mored furthermore that its new chief
was for a while Impellitteri’s righthand
man, Frank Sampson.

The men in important city jobs who
were known as "Costello men"” were not

removed. The Manhattan Tammany organ-*

ization, even though it was now under the
comparatively vigorous leadership of
Carmine De Sapio, was at its low point.
The administration of Mayor Impellitteri
did not have even that show of vigor.

A new municipal election came up in
1951. When Impellitteri became mayor,
he had left open his former job of presi-
dent of the City Council. This necessi-
tated a special election.

The Liberal Party saw its big opening.
The sentiment in party ranks and among
the leadership agreed that this was the
opportunity to get a figure who could
crystallize the public resentment &nd
give the organization its first city-wide
solo victory, increase its prestige and
bargaining power, and even acquire
some patronage. They found the person
for the task, Rudolph Halley, chief coun-
sel of the Kefauver Committee.

A surprisingly wunited Democratic
Party nominated the man they were
probably building up for the mayoralty
in the future, their floor leader in the
City Council and the author of most mu-
nicipal - legislation, Joseph Sharkey.
Sharkey had recently been publiciZed as
the author of a bill to maintain city
rent control even if the state removed all
such controls.

The Republicans nominated a very
conservative congressman from Queens,
Henry Latham,

One Democratic district leader broke
away and supported Halley—Robert
Blaikie, the most forceful of the “new
look” bosses. Blaikie had been behind
Franklin D. Roosevelt Jr. in his success-
ful campaign for congressman against
the wishes of the other party leaders. He
had, in 1950, campaigned for Impellit-
teri, then became upset when the mayor
and Sampson did little to oust the party
leadership. Blaikie has openly admitted
his desire to be Manhattan party leader.

But his ambitions go further. With FDR
Jr. at his side, his big hope is state leader-
ship with a new Albany administration.
Unlike so many party politicians, who
either combat or ignore the newer politi-
cal forces and appeals in the community,
Blaikie strives to utilize them. His support
of Halley in 1951 was part of that method.

DEM' MACHINE FLOPS

To close observers of the 1951 cam-
paign, something strange showed up.
The Democrats, while supposedly out to
build up their new municipal figure, just
about lay down on the job completely.
Their campaign was almost non-existent,
except for Sharkey's activity itself. Per-
haps they were too unsure of their con-
stituents to want any sizable turnout on
election day, and planned to sneak in by
keeping the whole thing very quiet.

But both the Liberals and Republicans’
would not play that way. The Liberal
Party’s campaign for Halley merely at-
tacked municipal corruption but that
proved sufficient this time. Not only did
Halley win, but Latham did almost as
well as Sharkey. _

It must be pointed out that Halley's
vote did not come from precisely the

. same sources as had Impellitieri’'s the

year before. When we examine the dis-
tricts where these two showed their re-
spective strengths and weaknesses, we
see that the picture is often exactly op-
posite. Undoubtedly there were more
basic political attitudes behind the tweo
votes. Yet the margin in each case prob-
ably came from those who were basically
just angry. Above all, the local Demo-
cratic machine was crushed again.

The disfavor into which the Democrats
have fallen continues to this day. It is
something more organic than previous
transient waves of reform.

{Continued next week]
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Tory Government
Smiles at Franco

By DAVID ALEXANDER

LONDON, July 15—Last week, for the:
first time in 16 years, a British ship (the
Mermaid), made a “courtesy” visit to
Seville in Franco Spain. :
Another incident in the unpleasant
story of Anglo-Spanish relations was
written. The left wing remembers well
the Spanish civil war of 1936-39, with
nearly two million killed or ‘rendered
homeless. Well do we remember the .
bombing of Guernica, the defense. of
Catalonia, and the epic glories of the
fight against Franco. =
Even better do we recall the support
that important Conservatives like Lord
Salisbury and Lennox-Boyd gave to the
fascists. v
In those days the Labor Party had
strong words to sAy against Franco. If =
officially sponsored some aid to the In-
ternational Brigade, despite the “non-
intervention” policy of Hoare and Laval. =
One of the brigades was called the Major
Attlee Division. Little as they could de
about it, Labor members were conscious
of their historic task. Despite the efforts
of many militants and heroes from all

parts of the world, despite the efforts of .

the Stalinists, the fascists and cleries
won the day and prepared the way for
repression and concentration camps.

LABOR DIDN'T ACT

During the last war Franco viewed
Gibraltar with avid interest, but he did
not think it worth while fighting for. He
was waiting—as the Rusians did in the
Japanese war—for the impending fall
of his enemy before attacking. Gentle
reminders from Hitler and Mussolini of
their mutual involvement produced only
procrastinating promises.

Spain, he rightly told the other two
dictators, was too weak to be involved in
another war, but of course any aid he
might be able to give to Axis submarines
and saboteurs he would only too readjly
give. British ships were sunk, bombs: -
were found in oranges, mysterious ex-
plosions oceurred in Gibraltar—and an
air of hostility circulated between Lon-
don and Madrid.

In 1945, however, Labor remembered
Spain—at least with the election. It was.
one of ?he main planks of their platform.
Franco was a Nazi puppet—the Labor
Party would help him off the stage. T
well remember various functionaries of
the International Brigades Association
speaking vehemently on Labor’s behalf.

When Labor won the election then, the
Spanish government in exile breathed a
sigh of relief. It waited patiently for some
sign of good will. In reply to a question
in Parliament in 1946, the late Ernest
Bevin, on behalf of the Labor government, -
said he thought Franco was a despicable.
man, but proposed no action. Labor had
no official representation in Spain and
maintained a caim indifference to its re-
gime.

TRADE AND AID

Later on, in discussions in 1949, 1950
and later, the Labor government main-
tained its opopsition to the enrollment
of Spain in NATO. This is the only time’
the British govergmnent has done any-
thing more than express its distaste. ;

Shortly afterward, it opened trade ne-

gotiations with Spain and allowed tour-' :

ists to travel there. The next.step was’
to exchange ambassadors. This ecrime’
was perpetrated by the Labor govern-'
ment shortly before it left office. What~
is more unfortunate is that even for a
capitalist government, the point-of offi-
cial recognition is to facilitate trade.
This objeet had already been obtained -

by private companies. Ironically enough, '
Anglo-Spanish trade-renewal talks re-
cently broke down because the Spanish

government was using the sterling it

earned from Britain to buy goods from

Germany, while buying little from the

United Kingdom.

The Teries, being hard-headed business-
men, hastened to send Franco a nefe soon
after their arrival in office, assuring him
of their best wishes and hoping for great-
er cooperation between the two coun-
tries. The Labor Party sat in opposition
guiltily swallowing any objections.

The British government smiles at
Franco; the Americans pay him hun-
dreds of millions of dollars for bases:
three quarters of a million people have:
died in Spain since the end of the eivil.
war at the hands of the “most Christian
gentleman of Europe”—but what is,tha
to them? L
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Senate Outflanks
The 5th Amendment

By GORDON HASKELL

The United States Senate has passed another McCarran bill. The
purpose of this bill is to deprive witnesses before congressional investi-
gating committees of the right to invoke the Fifth Amendment to the
Constitution as a basis for refusing to answer questions of such com-
mittees, provided that such witnesses have been granted immunity from
criminal prosecution on any matter on which they are compelled to

testify.

_If this bill is also passed by the
- House, all witnesses coming be-
- fore MecCarthy or his collegues

-who head other committees can be
compelled to give the names of all
‘others with whom they have been
 associated in Stalinist or socialist politi-
cal ‘activity. Refusal to do so will lay
- them open to contempt proceedings.
¢ Thus the only alternatives before wif-
messes who have been given congressional
immunity will be either to inform on their
__present or former associates or to go fo.
jait. -

The Fifth Amendment to the Constitu-
tion, although not repealed, will thus
-—have ‘been undeérmined to a considerable
‘extant not by the prescribed method of
constitutional amendment, but by a sim-
ple act of Congress.

There has been a considerable debate
in liberal circles over the use of the Fifth
Amendment in congressional investiga-
~ tions. It is 2 well-known fact that in ad-

dition to active members of the Commu-

7ist Party, the privilege against self-
‘incrimination has been invoked by many
witnesses who are anti-Stalinists. These
people have felt that this is the only
method by which they can register a pro-
test against the methods of MeCarthy,

Jenner and Velde .without running the
~ risk of going to jail for contempt, and
. at the same time protect others who have

long since left the CP.

 LIBERAL ARGUMENT

»
Actually, the consequences of invoking
. #he Fifth Amendment have turned out to
" ‘be almost as damaging to the individual
- 'who has invoked it as would have been an
outright refusal to testify and thus“an ac-
ceptance of the risk of a jail ferm for con-
tempt. With a few rare exceptions, peaple
“ in the teaching profession have been sus-
pended and eventually fired from their

jobs for using this method of refusing to

fostify. The effects have been similar for
people in the field of art and entertain-
ment. But at least these men and women
have refused to subject ofhers to the same
inquisition and penalties. Under the new
bili it will take a great deal more courage
" to_refuse fo testify than it hus taken in
'H:e past.
As this is written, ‘a
Christian Secience Monitor

survey by the
has shown

that “most of the teachers who refused -

.to' answer guestions at hearings of the
. House Un-American Activities Commit-
_ tee and the Senate Internal Security sub-
committee have lost their jobs or are in

danger of dismissal.” (N. Y. Times,
- July 22.)
~ Those liberals who have argued

" against the practice of invoking the
Fifth Amendment have done so on one
" of three grounds. The first is the prop-
erty of the brand of “liberal” who feels
that although some of the things Mec-
Carthy has done may be deplorable, the
urgency of exposmg the Stahmsta in
this country is such that every “right-
 thinking” person should be willing to
testify, regardless of the comsequences
for other former Stalinists and because
of the consequences for present ones.
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The second argument has been on
purely legal grounds: that the amend-
ment should be invoked only when there
is an actual possible or probable crimi-
nal prosecution in the offing, and not as
a legal device for refusal to turn in-
former, All that can be said about this
position is that its advocates greatly un-
derestimate the scope which the witch-
hunt has already achieved, and are sadly
deficient in their understanding of the
scope it may. achieve when they attack
the witnesses for improper invocation of
the protection against self-incrimination
on the basis of narrowly conceived tech-
nical legal grounds.

NO PROTEST

The third argument is on the grounds
of effectiveness. Its advocates claim that
invoking the Fifth Amendment is not an
effective way of combating the commit-
tees and their procedures, as the witness
who does so is prevented from using the
forum of the committee to attack it. In-
cluded in this argument is the view that
in the present political atmosphere in the
country - anyone invoking the Fifth
Amendment is immediately assumed by
the public at large to be a Stalinist, and
when this procedure is used by non-
Stalinists it tends to make the number
of talinists appear to be far greater
than it actually is, and thus to lend sub-
stance to the charge that there is a
major: domestic - Stalinist menace which
has: to be combated by McCarthyite
techniques.

It is necessary to poinf out that all

these views advocated by liberals, re-
gardless of the intentions of their adve-

cates, have made the problem appear so

complex, dificult and technical that to
date no strong liberal protest has been
organized against the abrogation of the
RIGHT of invoking the Fifth Amendment
contained in the bill passed by the Senate.

Whatever opinion we may hold—from
the point of view not of the Stalinists
but of their labor, liberal and socialist
enemies—of the wugsdom of invoking the
amendment as a blanket means of non-
cooperation with the committees, it is
absolutely certain that if this bill be-
comes law it will be used in time against
those wvery liberal, labor and socialist
groups which today are failing to wage
a major campaign against its passage. -

NEEDS DEFENSE

It is a matter of simple human de-
cency and integrity for a man or woman
to refuse to subject others to congres-
sional inquisition, loss of job and liveli-
hood, and general persecution in the
community because of the political views
which they hold or have held. It should
be noted that in the vast majority of
cases the congressional investigations
have not dealt with any criminal activ-
ity such as espionage. They are part of
an atterhpt to transform into legal
crimes activities which are, considered
perfectly lezal in ewvery other political
democracy in the world, and which were
equally legal here prior to the passage of
the infamous Smith Aect. .And even un-
der this act it has been held that only
individuals, and not organizations or
their general memberships, are liable.
Yet it is quite clear that people who are
innocent before the law (as is every
citizen before he is found guilty) are
condemned and convicted by employers
and the public once their names have
"been mentioned before these committees.

We might prefer that every witness be
a hero and take the risk of going to jail
for contempt, if need be, rather than in-
voke the Fifth Amendment. As far as
the amendment itself is concerned, it
must be defended and upheld, like every
other aspect of the democratic tradition
in this country. For that tradition, and
the possibility of social change con-
tained in it, is neither self-perpetuating
nor self-expanding. It ean only be pre-
served and expanded by people who are
willing to stmggle' against the social
forces’ which 'are seeking to undermine

and pervert it mto an 1nstrument of .

repression.
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. stop admiring them. . . .

From the STALINIST

JU NGLE

The Russification Drive on Folk-Dancing

In the Stalinjzation of culture in the
satellite countries, the folk dance has
been a refractory element. By nature,
it is “nationalistie,” and therefore dan-
gerous. On the one hand the Stalinists
wish to exploit its roots in native tra-
dition to earry a propaganda message,
but it is a litlte difficult for a folk dance

to carry the weight of a social message -

which is merely imposed on it.

Instead of revising the forms, then, the
attempt has been made to revise the oc-
casion and substance of the dance. The
Stalinists have tried (1) to take the
dance out of its national and ethnic con-
text and put it into a party setting; (2)
to Russify the native dances as they have
tried to Russify all other aspects of cul-
ture; and (3) to isolate the dance from
Western influences.

The second effort takes the wusual
forms. For example, the Bulgarian
daily Otechestven Front (Sofia) for Jon-
uary 18 related that the formation of its
own State Folk Ensemble was inspired
by the example of two Russian teams,
Pyatnitsky and Igor Moiseev, in fact

. “formed in imitation of these two teams,”

it says frankly. “Bulgariad dance and
song groups, after the Soviet pattern,
are striving toward a multiple, politi-
cally acute, progressive repertoire which
educates the working people to high pa-
triotism and- devotion to the Fatherland,
love for the Soviet Union and for the
great Stalin. . ..™"

The Rumanian cultural monthly
Femeia (Bucharest) wrote in its April
1950 issue of a dance competition in the
Quasu region: the Rumanian folk dances
were performed; then Hungarians pre-
sented the czardas—hearty applause.
“All of a sudden, a few dancers came
forward in Soviet folk dress . The wave
of enthusiasm was endless. . . .The dan-
cers were full of grace and we could not
"

In the Baltic countries, more and more
Russian elements have been introduced
into the native folk dances. Estonian
girl dancers are made to look Russian
with high black boots, full short sleeves,
high necks and Russian-type head-
dresses,

The Estonian cultural magazine Sickle
and Hammer (Tallinn) for January 20,
1951 announced a plan for popularizing
Russian dances “to counteract the ten-
dency to adhere to Western dances.” Of
course, the Estonians have beautiful folk
dances of their own, but the masters
seem to figure that if they want foreign
dances, they’ll take the Russian and like
it. The magazine, however, complained:
In other Soviet countries the problem of
ballroom dance repertoire is solved by
wide use of Soviet Russian dances, but in
the People’s Houses of Culture of our
republic adherence to Western dances
still prevails,”

Vecherni Novini (Sofia )reported on
April 16, 19552 that the Bulgarian Com-
mittee for Science, Art and Culture was
seeking to replace “the degenerate West-
ern European dances with popular Soviet
folk dances and ancient ballroom dances.”
“In the meantime,” it continued, *new
national ballroom dances are being cre-
ated.”

But while the people love their own
dances, and no doubt would be interested
even in Russian dances in small doses,
not everyone c¢an take it. Thus the fol-
lowing appeared in the Polish Catholic
weekly Tygodnik Powszechny (Cracow)
for January 11, 1953:

“ .. .The new Year's night dance is
nice, very nice, but there is one thing
wrong : the whirling dances. Just think
of it—one has to- whirl the whole night
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long. . . .Am I, ladies and gentlemen, a
bumble bee? And besides, how can I, at
my age, perform this hard work of whirl-
ing? Sometimes the dance program in-
cluded 20 waltzes, 15 polkas, 3 obereks—
only two slower dances—for a well de-
served rest. You should, have seen the
dangers! They were perspiring like
steamboats; ladies would refresh them-
selves with fans and gallons of lemonade
until finally they fainted altogether.
Waltzes, polkas, obereks, kujawiaks—
and, only one per hour, a tango. Even a
horse would give up. .. .And therefore I
appeal for more ‘walking and sliding’
dances. Let us have again a few fox-
trots, a bit of slowfox, a soupcgon of the
rhumba. Let a duvll old man like myself
have-a little bit of fun too. ...”

Sex Is Cosmopolitan

The Hungarian paper Szabad Ifjusag
for last December 14 discovers sexuai
cosmopolitanism:

“The reactionaries try to push the
youth into an immoral life. Very often
one finds among the youth a certain eyni-
cism on sexual problems. They have a
tendency to take things lightly and to
take no account of the consequences of
their actions. That is why there are so
many illegitmate children among us. . .
It is clear that we have to struggle
against these manifestations of hostile
cosmopohtamsm .

.

Counter-Revolutionary

In the light of the recent East German
uprising, it is interesting to recall that
on January 5 the Stalinist organ Neues
Deutschland published a news item about
an enemy of the people who had been
given eight years in prison for chalking
the word freedom on a wall.

The curious aspect of the official an-
nouncement was. that it presented an ar-
gument spetifically denouncing the slo-
gan Freedom as counter-revolutionary:
“The word ‘freedom’ by itself,” it rea-'
soned, “is not tendentious; but in this
case, this word is used by the imperia-
list warmongers and serves the ends of
war against the German people and
therefore menaces the peace.”

The New Look

Challenge prints one of those anti-
Moscow jokes which, in this case, serves
as a commentary on the talk about
Stalinist “liberalization” under Beria.

It seems that right after the death of
Stalin, Beria ordered all MVD men to
observe a maximum degree of politeness
in relations with peop}e One day some-
one sneezed loudly in a Moscow railroad
station waiting room. An MVD official
stalked up and asked menacingly: “Who
sneezed?”

Everyone fell into a frightened silence.
“Who sneezed?” roared the MVD man.
You could hear teeth clattering in fright.
“WHO SNEEZED?” he bellowed.

The people around began whispers to
persuade an old man sitting in the corner
to say it was he: “Come on, grandpa,
why yow're an old man and because of
the amnesty they couldn’t get you.”
Finally the old man gave in: “It...it. ..
was me, dear comrade.”

“Bléss you,” said the MVD man with
the required politeness and walked away.
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"YPERED" DISCUSSES THE SITUATION —

Vpered, the organ of the Marxist wing of the Ukrainian emigra-
tion (Ukrainian Revolutionary Democratic Party), has increased its
frequency to regular monthly issuance because of the great importance
of recent events in the Russian empire. In order to do this, it has cut
down its number of pages to 8 and has eliminated the page of English
summary. Two issues of the new monthly Vpered are now out—May
and June—and they contain much interesting material.

First, some news about the
UPA, ,the anti-Stalinist under-
ground partisans in the Ukraine.

A letter has been received from
the UPA, signed collectively by its
high command, definitely repudiat-
ing the claims of Bandera to
"“leadership of the Ukrainian under-
ground.” Bandera is an émigré nationalist
whose pretensions on this score have been
given some credence in the American
press. His pretensions are false, says the
UPA, and adds that Bandera has nothing
in common with them programmatically
and ideologically.

The Banderovtzy are fascists, they
say, and differ fundamentally with the
social ideas of the UPA, which stands
for socialization of the means of produec-
tion in a democratic cldssless society.
The Banderovtzy stand openly for the

restoration of capitalism and for capi-
talist intervention.

The other piece of news is not wel-
come. It was announced that P. Poltava
had died in battle with the Russian for-
ces at the beginning of 1952. Poltava,
whose name is known to readers of
Lasor AcTION from previous articles on
the Ukrainian underground, was a lead-
ing poht.mal writer for the right wing
(non-Marxist, nationalist wing) of the
UPA; but we must recall that this non-
Marxist wing of the UWPA stands four-
square on its anti-capitalist program,
even if not as advanced in its ideas as
the Marxists. }

. seaye ew * - i
Ukrainians and Jews

One of the most interesting articles in
the new issues of Vpered is by Vs. Felix,
on the political situation in the Ukraine
following the death of Stalin. Following
js a summary:

In January (before Stalin’s death), at
the 15th Komsomol (Young Communist)
Congress of the Ukraine, a campaign
was launched against “Ukrainian and
Jewish nationalists.” At this congress, it
was officially recognized that a part of
the Ukrainian Konsomol youth is under
the influence-of the Ukrainian national-
ists. Several factual reports appéared in
the official press stating that, especially
in the Western Ukraine, certain leading
Komsomol members have been members
of the nationalist underground. Among
the workers of Kryvy Rog, a big indus-
trial city of Central Ukraine, the nation-
alists spread their agitation and com-
mitted “certain- antitstate acts.” The
press reported the same from Bukovina
on the southern border.

During the month of February, the press
waged a vigorous campaign against "Jew-
ish and Ukrainian nationalists.”" Felix
quotes scores of papers to this effect, and
he draws the very interesting conclusion
that the regime infertwined the campaign
against Ukrainian nationalism with the
campaign against the Jews (as related to
the case of the Kremlin Jewish doctors).
I¥ never separated the two. The drive was
constantly waged in terms of an attack
on "Jewish and Ukrainian nationalism.,”
inextricably associated. -

Several leading members of the
Ukrainian Communist Party were ex-
pelled because they had Jewish relatives.
For example, ;he secretary of the Keiv
oblost commitiee, Hryza, was expelled
because of his brother-in-law, Rakin,
who was a Jew and also himself a mem-
ber of the oblost party committee.

The press also attacked many Ukrain-
ian” doctors in the Ministry of Health
and in several oblost medical groups, on
the ground that they had protected Jew-
lsh doctora and concealed the latters

“crimes.’

Other facts were quoted: Public oppo-
sition to the persecution of the Jewish
doctors eame from Ukrainion doctors of
higher ‘sfanding in the party hierarchy.
Ukrainian iuwyors were criticized for de-
fending Jews in the courts.

When Stalin died on March 6, the
Ukrainian CP press, during the first half
of Marc;h bega

Mal eﬁ’ko ; party commxttees in the
' 4 addneased per-

n to emphasize the person'

sonally to Malenkov with the same kind
of eulogistic fustian as used to be sent
to StalinfIt is indicated that the local,
bureaucrats thought that nothing had-
changed. However, for about three weeks
of the month of March the propaganda
“against Jewish and Ukrainian national-
ism"” ceased; then in the last week of
March the line was restored, and the
papers gradually again began to criticize
and thunder against these “sins.”

No doubt the Ukrainion people were
especially confused by the issues of both
leading Ukrainian papers on April 5: here,
on the third page was a big article at-
tacking. Jewish doctors and connecting
them with the Ukrainian nationalists; but
on the second page was the official an-
nouncement of the release of the Jewish
Kremlin doctors!

After the release of the Jewish doe-
tors, the propaganda against “Jewish
nationalism” ceased. Early in April the
papers began to stress the necessity of
struggle “against all nationalisms,” but

“without specifically mentioning Ukrain-

ian nationalism.

On April®17, an especially interesting
development showed up. The Ukrainian
press carried- an article commemorating
the 30th anniversary of the 12th Con-
gress of the Russian Communist Party.
Now this congress was noteworthy for
the fact that, with regard to its decisions
on the question of nationalities, the line
was significantly influenced by Skrypnik,
a Ukrainian Old Bolshevik later purged
for “nationalism.” The commemorative
article that now appeared in the press
made the statement (for the first time
in many, many years) that at the time
of the 12th Congress the main danger
was Great-Russian chauvinism. It ended
very suggestively: “Until this very day,
the resolutions of the 12th Congress
teach us to struggle against all kinds of
bourgeois ideology.”

It is interesting to note that no com-

memorative article on the 12th Congress -

appeared in the Russian press, especially
Pravda. Thus Stalin’s “orphans” tried to
conceal or underplay any question of
change in their nationalities policy. In
actuality, the change was evidenced only
by the fact that attacks against Ukrain-
ian' nationalism disappeared. But propa-
ganda for Great-Russian chauvinism did
not stop, and the Ukrainian controlled
press continue to emphasize the leader-

ship of the “great brother,” Russia’s in-
fluence on Ukrainian culture, ete. .

Melnikov's Fall

An editorial in the June isswue comments
on the post-Stalin course in the Ukraine,
also. Taking up the fall of Melnikov, the
Russian boss of the Ukraine, it arques that
this move did not represent any basic
change in Moscow's nationality pelicy but
was simply a concession to the Ukrainians
which had been forced by pressure and
the new weakness of the regime.

For the first time, the Ukrainian CP
got Ukrainians to head it; but, as
Vpered's editorial says, “chhenko the
new head of the Ukrainian party, is not

Skrypnik, who could fight against the.

whole Politburo in Moscow, and Korni-
chuk, a well-known contemporary
Ukrainian writer, is not Khvylovy, who
had the courage to raise the slogan
‘Away from Moscow!” " .

URDP Program

An article in the May issue by Eugene
Burshtinsky, secretary of the Central
Committee -of the Ukrainian Revolution-
ary Democratic Party, lays its stress on
the continuing class structure of the
USSR and emphasizes that the change
toward a “collective dictatorship” takes
place within the framework of the ruling
class. He scouts fhe possibility of revo-
lution-from-aboves a real transforma-
tion of the class structure can come only
from a real revolution of the workers.
But with the death of Stalin, he writes,
the bureaucratic class has gotten more

freedom from the terror of the party .

apparatus; therefore, new frictions
within the class are possible.

He restates the basic ideas of the
URDP:

"We are not going to revise the prin-
ciples of our political line, namely, that
(1) the USSR is a class, exploitive, impe-
rialist state; (2) that revolution in the
USSR is the only and inevitable road to a
classless democracy; and (3) that this
revolution can be achieved from the posi-
tion of the Third Force.”

Economists’ Demands

Another article by Vs. Felix, “The
Economists’ Opposition,” discusses some
questions raised by the tendencies re-
vealed in Stalin’s last “theoretical”
work, Economic Problems of Socialism
in the USSE.

According to Felix’s view, there have
been two groups of economists who de-
manded reforms in the economy. The
“left-wing”” group, headed by Yaro-
shenko (who had been subjected to eriti-

In the Ukraine After the Death of Stalin

cism in Stalin’s work) spoke up in favor
of the liquidation of commodity relations

in industry and of the strengthening of

the whole planning system. The “right-
wing” group, headed by Venzher, stood
for extending commodity relations from
industry to agriculture, by selling the:
Machine Tractor Stations (MTS) to the
collective farms. It appears from Stalin’s.
discussion that the former group consists
of young communists who grew up un-
der the Stalinist system.

Felix states that this group was con-_
nected with the ex-head of the State
Planning Commission (Gosplan), Vozne-:
sensky. In this debate, Stalin took a kind
of middle-of-the-road position, in fact
accepting Yaroshenko’s views but, at the
same time, criticizing him as a “Bukhar-
inist,” “anti-Leninist,” ete.

He agreed::

that in the future it will be necessary- -

to transform commodity relations into a

direct product-exchange between indus--
try and agriculture.

But Stalin's authority disappeared wil‘l
his death. The followers of Yaroshenke.
and Vornesensky immediately started
new discussion on economics in the press..

By the end of March he demanded 'lhm%g :

immediate destruction of commodity rela-"
tions, the liquidation of the compulsory I
deliveries from the collective farms to the
state, payment in kind by collective farms
to the MTS, ete. ;
Ostryanyn based these demands indi-
rectly on the fact that Stalin had not

specified what he meant by commodity ==
. relations in agriculture. It had seemed to

everyone that Stalin was actually speak-
ing only of abolishing the so-called kolk- ~
hoz market, which represents only a very -_
small segment of the agricultural econ-
omy, but that he did not reject the idea
that the compulsory deliveries to state
and MTS are not commodities. Ostry-\
anyn then asserts that these are com-.
modities and they must be abolished.
After the publication of this article,
several reports appeared in the press to’
the effect that collective-farm peasants
favored Ostryanyn’s demands. Similar-‘_,
articles and ideas on such economic re-’

forms appeared in other papers all over . i

the USSR.

Felix also points out that the followers’
of Yaroshenko and Voznesensky cap- y
tured the State Planning Commission in’
the course of the post-Stalin shakeup of
the government. The presént head of the’
Gosplan, G. Kusyachenko, who came into

this post in March, is an old friend of' '

Voznesensky's and former“editor of the
Gosplan’s central organ, Planned Econ-’

omy. In 1951 Kosyachenko was relieved

of his editorial post and was sharply

criticized in February 1953 for following’ ’

Voznesensky's views.
Yy

Felix - draws ' the '

conclusion that a strong group of this '

tendency is now making its way in post-
Stalin polities.

SPOTLIGHT on the Week
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to boggle at imperfections when
larger differences. are at stake.
What we would like to see him do
is figure out a good case for taking
a Third Camp position in this
hypothetical conflict between Big
Brother and the Kremlin. ;

.
Oysterette System

All this pertains to the question
of how McCarthy has already won
a permanent victory in head-fixings.
ideologists like Sidney Hook, who
is an indignant opponent of the
senator. Appalled by McCarthy-
ism, Hook has settled for “merely”
witchhunting CP teachers out of
the school system. But he doesn’t
stop there because he can’t. In ac-
tual practice, most teachers in a
city like New York, for example,
have been fired because they re-
fused to answer questions about
their pelitical beliefs. The Hook
principle of “Fire CP teachers”
then becomes “Fire teachers who.
refuse to answer such questions.”
Then he is faced with the problem-

o S

Continued from page 1

" of how to find out. whether a teach-

er is a CPer, and he is forced to
lean on the stoolpigeon-and-infor-
mer system. Thus the prineiple be-
comes one of police surveillance
over the profession.

Next step in the “ﬁght against
McCarthyism”?

There was the case in May of
Dr. Thomas Little, assistant pro-
fessor of biology at the University
of Nevada and vice-president of
the school chapter of the American
Association of University Profes-
sors. The attorney for the Regents
charged that the AAUP held the
viewpoint that membership in the
Communist Party should not be
automatic ground for dismissal.
Dr. Little, a Republican, was vice-
president of this group’s local
chapter. )

The attorney therefore conclud-
ed that “serving as an officer of an
organization with the stupid pol-
icy it shows toward communism,
a policy it has reaffirmed, militates
against his [Little’s] fitness-as a
teacher.” ; = i
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Why not? Shall we permit men’
to teach our children who believe
that Communists should be per-"
mitted to teach our children? Fur-
thermore: shall we permit men to’
teach our children who believe that
men should be permitted to teach
our children who believe that Com-
munists should be permitted to
teach our children? :

To put it in terms of heavy -

theory again, we recall the picture

~on the well-known box of Oyster-

ettes, which shows a man eating .
from a box of Oysterettes, on
which box is a picture. ...

.Sidney Hook, we hasten to add
in all fairness, is only on h:s first.
box of Oysterettes.
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How the Historic ‘June Days’ Were

By GUSTAVE STERN

" The unthinkable took place in East Berlin
and Bast Germany: the working class of a
 totalitarian country, where 30 Russian divi-
%mns are stationed, where the Communist
arty disposes of all the levers of control, re-
volted against an implacable dictatorship, left
#he plants and building-yards, invaded the
gtreets and public places, tocry out their anger
and demand—what? Higher wages? No: to de-
- mand freedom.
‘Has the meaning of this event been com-
; pletely realized ? This exploit was accomplished
by a working class which suffered through 12
years of the Hitler 1 reglme war, and eight years
of the “People’s” regime and the Soviet occu-
" pation. _ .
: [The article then summarizes the period of
the Stalinization of East Germany as an intro-
ductmn to describing the June days—Ed. 1

The June events were, of course (as we are

: gomg to explain) an elementary, spontaneous

- explosion. Yet small, almost imperceptible signs
1eralded the revolt.

. During the first days of June, Neues Deutsch-

land, the central organ of the Communist Party,

and Tdgliche Rundschau, the paper put out by

the Soviet occupation authorities, were filled

- with reports on discussions inside the factories,

- always on the question of the "work morms.”
The working class's discontent over the inhuman

- exploitation, over the Soviet-model Stakhano-

. vism, over the overtime work, had become so
strong that the Communist party was obliged
to take note of it at meetings and in the press.

First, Grumbles

Thus one could read in every paper of the
Eastern Zone that the workers were “grum-
bhng” in Leipzig and Halle, in Magdeburg and
Jena working-class centers where the old So-
cial-Democracy had formerly been entrenched
in impregnable bastions, where Rosa Luxem-
burg had exercised a dominating influence. One
could read that the workers of a plant in Leip-
zig had declared: “It is a shame that 70 years

after the death of Karl Marx we are forced to’

demand decent living conditions!” These words,
which were taken up everywhere to some de-
gree, were uttered at a time when the most ele-
mentary food necessities were lacking, because
of the collectivization policy, because of the
frantic pace of industrialization, and also be-
aause everything was being subordmated to
rearmament.

The Communists did not understand this
““hobbyhorse” of the workers—the “norms.”
. The Leipzig workers were told by. responsible

GCommunists—“Don’t you understand that these
factories are your own, that for the first time
in your lives, you are working for your own
interests and for the wellbemg of your chll-
dren ‘?”

. At the beginning of June, when the Commu-
mst authorities, following out Soviet orders,
decreed the end of “bolshevization” in the East-
ern Zone (from all the evidence, in order to
launch a new policy on the question of German

. ynity, a question we cannot deal with here), the
workers seized the pretext of the apparent re-
laxation of the pressure to protest more boldly
against the “infernal speedup.”

"We Are All Going"

" Thus the "June days™ began. On June 14 the
paper of the Communist party, Neues Deutsch-
land, attacked the "lrrespons:lies" who were
trying "to force the building-trades men in Stal-
inallee to increase the work norms,” in spite of
the measures that had been decreed. The paper
declared that this was a typical example "of a
faise policy which has to be brought to an end!"
At the same time, Neues Deutschland pointed
- %o "some partial strikes” among the workers of
Stalinallee, an immense artery where gigantic
buildings wére being constructed in the purest
Soviet neo-classic style.

On the morning of June 16, the norms hav-
ing been once again raised, the workers of a
_ small building-yard, consisting of 100 men, met

Ve ~
LABOR: ACTION has already carrvied a great deal of
material on the East German workers' uprising against
Stalinism, but we think that the account by Gustave
Stern is of special interest in its vivid account of the
Jume Days. Reservation can be’ held on some of his
interpretations—for example, the connection with the
Social-Democrats which he sees, and the completely
spontaneous and unorganized character of the actions
—but the picture he presents adds much to our knewl-
edge. The article is tramslated from the current issue
of Révolution Prolétarienne.—Ed.
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to protect against “this new intolerable meas-
ure.” The responsible officials of the building
“union,” frightened by the turn that events

“were taking, ran up to preach “calm.” One of

the secretaries of the “union” suggested a
“friendly approach” to the authorities in order
to “get satisfaction.”

But the reaction of the workers was unex-
pected: “We are all going there!” was the
unanimous cry of the workers at this building,
and immediately they set out to march to the
central office of the Ministry of Reconstruction.
En route they were joined by all the workers
of Stalinallee. It was the beginning of the re-
volt.

Socialists Take the Lead

Here we must stress this point: the demon-
stration in Stalinallee took shape on the mor-
row of governmental measures decreeing the

.end of forced "bolshevization"; it was directed,

at bottom, against measures (increase in the
work norms) which no longer corresponded to
the "line" and which were due to the initiative

" of some "backward" elements who, dazzled by

bolshevization, had not yet mentally grasped
that the "turn" was to be made with dizzying
rapidity. The demonstration was directed
against a government which was already in re-
treat but which yet engaged in provocations
through a part of the apparatus.

The curious -thing about this June 16 was
this: The Stalinallee workers down tools, imi-
tated here and there by some steel plants which
set up strike committees, following the example
of the construction workers, Significant fact:
the responsible leaders of the strike commit-
tees are for the most part workers known as
social-democrats, as partisans of the “traitor”
Ollenhauer [leader of the West German Social-
Democratic Party], enemy No. 1 of Chancellor
Adenauer’s regime. June 16 confirms that the
influence of the Social-Democracy is dominant
in the eastern sector of Berlin.

It likewise confirms that the demonstration,
which has begun as a demonstration against the

“infernal speedup,” soon takes on a political
character. The Stalinallee workers dare to
shout: “Down with the Ulbricht-Grotewohl
government!” On the other hand, not a word
against the Russians. The “people’s” police are
bewildered and let things go: no one opposes
the workers’ march, now numbering 4000,
which arrives before the central construction
office. A delegation is received by the “director”
who promises everything: “Go back to work;
yvou will get satisfaction!”

"It Is Time to Make an End . . ."

A “curious day,” we said. The workers, in
fact, go back to work. But back in the building-
yards they start to discuss; the discussion rap-
idly takes a political turn and ends with the
conclusion: “Tomorrow we will see!”

And on June 17—memorable date—the Stal-
inallee workers assemble before their building-
yards. Everywhere, in front of groups of 100
and 200 workers, mostly youth well-known to
their fellow workers get up on ladders and
boxes and make speeches:

"Comrades!" says a young socialist, respect-
ed hy his comrades, well known for his courage,
“it is time to make an end of it. The govern-
ment of the Grotewohls and Ulbrichts has be-
trayed the working class. We demand the uni-
fication of Germany, the end of slavery, and
free elections!”

Thunder of applause! All over Stalinallee, in-
numerable speakers—not "provocateurs™ but

workers well known to their comrades—pick
up these words of the young socialist. Suddenly
thousands of workers, dressed in their working
clothes, sally out in a march foward Leipziger-
strasse, where the "People’s” government
buildings are located. All along, wherever they
pass construction workers, they are joined by
other workingmen who quit work. ‘

The women and youth begin to make placards
and flags—black, red, gold: the emblem of the
old Weimar Republic and of the federal repub-
lic at Bonn. Need one be surprised? The work-
ers do not want to be confused with those who
“under the reign of the red flag” have imposed:
the regime of slavery. But here and there are
seen on the flags the ‘“three arrows,” under,
whose sign the Social-Democracy of the Wei-
mar Republic conducted its fight against the
Nazi hordes.

Red Henningsdorf

By the time the workers get to the govern-
ment buildings, they number tens of thousands.
The “people’s” policg fall back; some of the
policemen openly take flight and quickly get rid
of their uniforms: it is a stampede. But some
detachments remain loyal; they prevent the
workers, from getting into the government
buildings to get hold of the Ulbrichts and the
Grotewohls. ;

Meantime, the workers of the steel plants,
especially those of Henningsdorf in the Soviet

- zone, have heard the news and downed tools.:

Henningsdorf, in the suburbs of Berlin, is tradi-
tinally "red." There it is that in 1931-32 the
Communist Party had its most solid fortress.
These were the workers who had chased the
Nazis out of the factories and daily fought
against the brown hordes. The sons of these
workers, rich in the experience of eight years,
went out on strike, but now against the Com-
munists:

And there it is: a fantastic march by 8000
workers, in their working clothes, across the
French sector of Berlin, chanting slogans:
“Freedom! Free elections! We don't want to be
slaves!" '

A fact to be noted: the responsible officials
of the Communist “cells” in the plants have dis-.
appeared, and the majority of the members of
the “party” are marching at the side of their
comrades, carried along by the revolutionary
élan of the crowd. .

On Leipzigerstrasse, in Potsdamerplatz, on
the Wilhelmstrasse, there are now 40,000
chanting the old chants of the working-class
movement : “Briider, zur Sonne, zur Freitheit!”
—Brothers! toward the sun, toward freedom!

It is revolution; it is the revolt of a whole
people known for their sense of discipline; it is
the most amazing manifestation of human dig-
nity; it is open struggle against the Communist
power. ' ’

"You Are Not Our Comrade"”

The People’s Police are incapable of standing
in the way of their will; they are powerless
against this human sea which swirls about-
them, against these demonstrators who carry
their placards high (“Down with the Grotewohl
government! We want freedom!”’), enthusiastic -
and determined. The police call for reinforce-
ment; they have lost the battle. They begin to

fire on the ecrowd, who draw back at first, only

to advance again.

All the streets of East Berlin are black with
people, workers who are on strike, merchangs
who feed the demonstrators. Isn't this the way
that Lenin defined a “revolutionary situation™?
Thé Communist government no longer exists.
The CP headquarters are sacked and burned.’
The party officials have vanished. Only one of
them, Minister Selbmann, dares to leave a gov-
ernment building. He gets up on a platform to
speak to the workers: "Comrades—" But be-
fore he can go on, he is interrupted by the cry,
repeated from a thousand throats: "You are
not our comrade! You have betrdyed us! We

want freedom!" Selbmann qulclrl rel'umta




his office, and a construction worker takes the
floor to make a speech to the workers.

There was only one thing to do to meet this
situation: the call to arms. The Soviets did not
hesitate. Suddenly tanks roll up, menacing, and
the crowd falls back step by step. Young work-
ers, courageous and determined, begin to bom-
bard them with stones and pieces of metal. The
Soviet soldiers fire, cries ring out, men fall.

Up to now (we are writing this article on
June 23), the number of dead and wounded in
East Berlin is not known exactly; but in West
Berlin alone, where the demonstrators dragged
them, 16 workers lie dead of their wounds; and
~ hundreds of people were wounded. The Soviet
leaders immediately understood the scope of

the events: if they had not intervened, it would.

have been the end of the regime, the fall of the
Communist government, whose leaders were
isolated from the masses and whose determined
people could have liberated themselves from
their chains by their own strength, given no
outside intervention.

On June 17 and 18, in spite of the tanks, in
spite of the dead and wounded, the battle con-
tinues: everywhere photos of the “well-beloved
leaders” are torn down, everywhere the files of
the “party” are burned; the SED [Stalinist
party] offices are burned it is the end of the
“Sedistan Republic,” an end made symbolic by
the courageous action of two young workers
. who-climb up the Brandenburg Gate, on the
border of the Western and Eastern sectors, to
tear down the Soviet flag, symbol of slavery.

And the whole city is on strike. In all the fac-

. tories, strike committees have been named and

formed, for the most part, of socialist workers
and comrades known fo be determined enemies
of the Stalinists.

"To the Jails!™

While the Berlin events were played, so to
speak, on a public stage, before the eyes of all
the Berliners of the Western sectors, the revolt
over the whole Eastern zone can 'be recon-
structed only from information that came to
Berlin. We will note only that part of the re-
ports which could be checked and whose au-
thenticity cannot be contested.

In Magdeburg, a working-class city, an old
fortress of trade-unionism and the Social-De-
‘mocracy, all the workers downed tools about
2 o’clock in the afternoon, when, alerted no one
knows how, they learned of the events in Ber-
lin. Here again: election of strike committees

in the factories, hurried manufacture of plac--

ards (“Down with the government! We want
freedom!”), and—a march by ten thousand
workers on the party headquarters, which is
taken by storm. The leaders of the Communist
Party are given a thrashing and abused, the
station is occupied, and then suddenly comes
the ery: “To the jails!” Then, a memorable
liberation of the political prisoners who, car-
ried on the crowd’s shoulders, join the demon-
-stration!

The Soviet troops, having received no in-
structions, do not budge, at least at this time.

In Halfe, the city where the “Leuna” plants
are located, where in 1920-21 revolutionary
movements were touched off : street demonstra-

_tions, general downing of tools, liberation of

political prisoners. At this time we cannot get
confirmation of the rumor that the “Leuna”
factories were burnt down. The Leipziger
Volksstimme, the Communist party’s paper, ad-
mitted, “The building workers and workers of
other branches of industry have gone on
strike!” And the Communist paper wrote that
on June 20!

"Pretty Much Everywhere”

"In Halle,” writes the Neues Deutschiand,
- central organ of the CP, "fascist hooligans ai-
tacked the headquarters of the Communist
_Party!" The minister of railroads of the Soviet
e, Roman Chwalek, qdlml's "There were

" eratic Republic,”

Launched by East Berlin Worker

acts of sabotage pretty much everywhere in
Thuringia!" We learn from him, besides, thet
“"the management of the railroads in Magde-
burg was taken by storm and sacked!” What
this minister does not say, but what can now
be affirmed with complete certainty, is that on
June 17, 18 and 19 there was a general strike
on the railroads throughout the Soviet zone.

At Stralsrund the leaders of the Communist
Party were jailed; at Gera (Thuringia) the
police offices were taken by storm; at Gorlitz
the railroad station was seized by the strikers;
at Leipzig 15,000 workers demonstrated in the
streets and sacked the party headquarters;
over “the whole Democratic Republie,” we read
in a proclamation of the Communist party on
the 21st, “workers’ clubs, apprenticeship houses
and workers’ canteens have been burned
down!” It is a likely story, isn’t it, that the
demonstrators took to the “workers’ canteens”?
At Chemnitz and Erfurt, the demonstrators
occupied the Communist Party headquarters
(Chemnitz was baptized “Karl Marx City” re-
cently ...). ‘

Let us not continue the enumeration of de-
tails: future historians, possessing all the de-
tails of this popular explosion, will doubtless
give us precious information which will permit
us to get a better picture than we have at pres-
ent of the ups and downs of this proletarian
revolution.

®

Revolutionary Situation

From today on we must draw conclusions
from the June days.

This first of all: it is not necessary to take
into serious consideration the Stalinist “argu-
ment” that “a gang of conspirators” succeeded
in inciting hundreds of thousands of workers
to revolt. If that were true, it would in any case
be a confession that the Stalinist regime is
rotted through to an unheard-of extent!

Then too, the “explanation” that the workers
were encouraged “from the top,” that is, by
the Soviet leaders, to demonstrate and even to
get rid of the Communist leaders is also not
deserving of consideration: the events them-
selves constitute a very clear refutation.

. And we know that "over the whole Demo-
the people hunted down the
Communist leaders, liberated the political pris-
oners, organized a general strike.

What is amazing about this workers' revolt
is that the picture is extremely simple—one
is tempted to say, simplistic: it is the kind of
situation described by Lenin where "the gov-
ernments confess themselves incapable of going
on in the same way and the people nc longer
stand for being ruled in the same way.” When
the “people’s” regime announced on June 12
that "bolshevization" was ending, that foerced
collectivization had ceased, that the work
norms would be lowered, the working class im-
medjately and instinctively understood that
these steps, although they were dictated by
Soviet foreign-policy considerations, were a
confession of the bankruptcy of a regime which
rested solely on Russian tanks. It was after the
publication of these measures that the first
open demands were heard, that the first local-
ized strikes broke out.

The Movement Is Alive

The guestion has been raised, legitimately:
“Why didn’t these workers revolt against the
Hitler regime, since they have just proved that
they were capable of it?” The answer seems to
us very simple: the Hitlercregime had solid
bases in the population, even in a part of the
working cPass; its mass organizations were
something real; on the contrary, the Stalinist
regime in East Germany always was, and ig, a
bluff, and only that. Politically the workers of
the Eastern zone lived their own lives during

these eight years of the “people’s” regime; the

slogans touched them only very superficially}
the “mass organizations” of course had adher=
ents (forced adherents), but only some thous
sands of Stalinist functionaries sought to put
a breath of life into them.

As we said, the Stalinist rulers in Germany
could not establish that monopoly on informa~
tion and news that the Communists possess in .
the other satellite countries of Soviet Russia:
West Berlin is there, a Berlin that courageously
resisted the Soviet blockade which nourishes -
a strong socialist and free trade-union move-
ment, and which has shown itself capable, in
spite of the Iron Curtain, of sending a message.
of hope and fraternity to the workers of thé .
Eastern zone.

But this explanation, however important, i$"
still insufficient. The course of events in East
Berlin and in the Eastern zone proved that ne
illegal organization was at the head of the dems

onstrations and strikes. Those who took the =

‘initiative, in the outbreak of the strikes as well
as the demonstrations, were trade-unionists
and socialists, without any material support
other than the will of the workers to free them—
selves of the slavedrivers. -

The revolt in Berlin and East Germany is the
spontaneous uprising of hundreds of thousands
of workers. Take the example of the steel work-
ers of Henningsdorf: when two workers arrived
from Stalinallee to bring the news to their
steelworker comrades, it was sufficient for a -
single worker, a young socialist, fo cry: "We
are going there!" for 8000 workers to set oui
on the march!

- Everywhere, in all the cities of the Eastem.
zone, things happened in the.same way: in
Leipzig, in Halle, in Jena, among the “Leuna”
workers. Monatte and Rosmer [the editors of
the Révolution Prolétarienne] know that it wag
practically in these cities that the German
workers movement was forged And the June
days supplied proof that in Berlin, in Saxony
and Thuringia the workers’ movement remalns

alive, beyond all expectations.
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They Wait to Hear from Us

And that is the hope that remains, in spite of
the summary executions, in spite of the dra-
conic sentences imposed on those who feared
neither the ‘“people’s” police nor the Soviet
tanks. Another hope inspires us: isn’t it certain
that the bases of the “popular democracies” in -
all the satellite countries is hardly more solid
than in Germany ? The events in Czechoslovakia
prove this, from all the evidence. And doesn’t
this fact open up perspectives which could
hardly have been believed before the June
days? Has it not been proved that the “libera-
tion” of the satellite countries is possible other-
wise than by war? Has it not been proved that
a firm policy by the Western powers, joined
with moral and material solidarity with the
oppreqqed people, can hasten the process of dig-
solution in the Soviet camp?

This is one side, an important side of the
pgoblem. Byt what is more important, mean-
while, for the free workers’ movement as a
whole is the fact that Stalinism, modern totali-
tarianism, has not succeeded in destroying the
workers’ movement and its traditions. The cry
of “Freedom” was accompanied during ‘the
memorable days of June 17-18 by the ery of
“Solidarity !’ The workers were in solidarity.:
that was what was fundamental, while the, to-
talitarian regime had striven for eight years
to destroy their class-consciousness, to eyase
every feeling of solidarity, to atomize the will
of the working class,

All of us hang over the radio, anxiously
awaiting news. We are likewise anxious' to
know the reaction of the workers' movement of
France [AND OF AMERICA!—Ed.]l. Don't say
""nothing can be done for them," that the' re-
pression will in any case follow its own course.
While we write these lines, on June 23, there
are still strikers in various cities of the Eushm

ATurn to last pcgel




Negotiati

The other view is:

The historic and courageous fight of
. #he German and Czech workers show the
road by which the Russian power can be
‘overthrown without war, without support-
‘ing either camp of imperialist diplomacy
and arms. It is not a pawn in the game
of strengthening one governmental camp
against the other; it itself IS the third
<amp, however it regards itself, which
bears its own solution to the war crisis.

If the British Laborites, including the

ist point of view, it would be impossible
to explain why they insist that only

American diplomacy can free the German

workers—American diplomacy, for in

the Western camp the best that they
hope for from the British partner is to
“prod Washington to do its duty. It
would be impossible to explain why the
. powerful British Labor movement did
" not respond to the German events with a
mighty -movement of solidarity rallies,
relief for the victims of Stalinism, spec-
tacular steps to convince the German
people that free labor knows what they
" are doing and is behind them with its
millions.

That was not really done even by the
West German Social-Democrats. And
the reason was not that the Social Demo-
crats-did not want to mobilize the people
to the aid of their brothers in the east,
btit because they subordinated their laud-
" able impulses to what' the occupation
powers demand. And the latter never
want the boat rocked by action from
below. ) :

The German workers showed courage
and mifitancy which must put us to shame,
and they have gotten—approving editor-
fals. Here in the United States the labor
movement has not risen to the occasion
any more; but that is scarcely surprising
‘about this backward, under-developed
country of ours (politically speaking).
° The demonstration in New York City af

-¢he Russian offices got an approving nod

7 N
- ‘Marxology
' Marxism is older than you think, ac-
cording to Rep. Gwinn (R., N. Y.) ‘in
.an article for an anti-public-housing out-
fit. In it he writes, in different para-
‘graphs:

(1) “ .. public housing is a commu-
nistic. arrangement that was taught us
by the Marxians in the first place. . . .”

(2) And: “500 years before Christ, in
‘ancient Greece, Pericles in his give-away
‘programs promised public housing. In
return, the people re-elected him 15
times.”

Gwinn found out all about this in the
ancient Greek manuscript called the
-Communist Manifesto, which quotes a
Pharaonic papyrus to the effect that
Pericles got the “idea straight from
Marx’s famous work Das Odyssey.
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Bevanites, looked at it from this social- -

ons with Russia

from the CIO, but it remained small:scale
because it did not get real support in the
form that could count.

Here the socialist movement is weak,
and we cannot wag the dog. But in Eur-
ope, all up and down the continent- from
Britain to ‘Italy, it is strong; and the
shameful fact is that the great June
days of Berlin and East Germany evoked
less of solidarity than did the Sacco-
Vanzetti case in its gday.

Instead the German workers are told
to look to “negotiations” to free them and
unite them; that “only” this can do it:

By all means let us have “talks” and
“negotiations,” and conference around a
table with the Russians. But what is to
be negotiated? What is on the counter?
What is offered? What is it that makes

“negotiations” the central solution of the .

“neutralists’? -

-HORSE TRADE

When we get right down to it, it is the
idea of a deal with Moscow. But a deal
reguires tit-for-tat, or as the literati
would say, quid pro quo. Just how are
"negotiations” supposed to be able to
convince the Kremlin to give up its hold
on its half of Germany? Not by wheed-
ling talk, surely; not by brilliant logic;
nor by appeals o their morals, sentiment-
ality or honor. The enthusiastic propon-
ents of "negotiations” know that. Some-
thing will have to be shoved across the
counter.

We once saw a high-minded and well-
intentioned film produced by the Quakers
(American Friends Service Committee)
bearing a plea for. peace, and when it
came to the point of making a proposal
it did so in frank terms. We need “ne-
gotiations” with the:Russians. -

I proceeded to explain in ABC lang-
uage what that means. It means a
“horse trade.” We Americans under-
stand horse trades, it went on, illus-
trating the thought with cartoons show-
ing the nags being actually swapped.

The popular ‘slogan of “negotiations”
could not have been more adequately de-
fined. Only— ~

What horse are “we” going to swap?
Inde-China? - Burma? Agsurance to
the Russians that if only they take their
talons out af Germany, “we” will guar-
antee their control of the rest of the satel-
lite empire?

I+ does not do any goed fo accompany
demands for "negotiations” with soul-
salving warnings against another Tekeran,
Yalta and Potsdam. What else can it
mean, if it is to mean a real deal?

AROUND THE TABLE

The heart of “neutralism” and its
multifarious forms, though it wishes to
be independent of the two war bloes, is
that it conceives its role of “independ-
ence” as that of an independent referee
between two’dogs scrambling for all the
hones. Don’t be greedy and unreasonable
(“imperialistic”), it says—share the
bones! From the days of Henry Wal-
lace’s fellow-traveler period, when this
naive bubblehead openly talked in terms
of a new division of the spoils to satisfy
“averybody” (everybody except the
spoils), the idea has had no other real
gontent.

p - ]

So—by all means, let us have four-
power talks, let us sit around a table
with the Russians.. But a government
which truly represented the interests of
the world’s people, a government which
had a right to talk in terms of progress
and freedon and the rejection of imperi-
alism, above all a socialist government—
such a government could approach such
negotiations with the Russians only from
a quite different objective. But to pur-
sue this objective, its own hands would
have to be clean first.

IF Washington withdrew its own occu-
pation troops and leading strings from its
own part of Germany, it could come to a
“negotiation” table with the Russians and
demand: "Take your troops ouf of East
Germany!"—before the eyes of the people
of the world, before the eyes of the people
of Germany, using the meeting as a tfre-
mendous sounding board for all the
peoples’ yearning for freedom. “Negoti-
ations” would then be subordinated tor a
political offensive against the Kremlin’s
power, and that is what it would be good
for. -

THE PRACTICAL THING

We may bhe told: Come, let us be
practical! ~ You know it’s utopian to
expect Washington to do that!..... We
do not have to be convinced. We insist
that it is utopian to dream of it from
this capitalist government. But it is not
utopian to expect that from the British
socialists. It is not utopian to expect
that the demand be raised by the German
socialists. It is not utopian to hope for
stuch a glimmering of reason from those
who wish to be left-wingers in these
movements, like the Bevanites. And
these movements are contenders for
power in their countries.

Let them demand “negotiations,” by-

all means. But this slogan, which merely
echoes the “neutralists” of every stripe,
is a hollow thing at the best, and a de-
ception at the worst, unlessuit. is. coupled
with a program for the much desired
round table. And it is the anti-imperi-
alist program which is of the essence,
not the tactic of negotiations.

Not the least thing which the German
uprising has proved is that a truly inde-
pendent socialist policy is the most practi-
cal course in the world. For eight years
the cold war has revolved around the
maneuvers of the contending governments.
with peace-laving liberals, pacifists,
neutralists and reformists of all sort urg-
ing their expedients on the diplomats.
Then in one stroke, a people rise up, but-
tressed- by the socialist traditions and
experience of the German proletariat,
and in that stroke all foreign policy has
been transformed.
but the Western maneuvers are on the
spot. '

The task of “every socialist all over
the world” is to bring the power of the
socialist movement to bear on the breach
which the oppressed workers behind the
Iron-Curtain have opened up. It can do
so only by standing up politically to its
own capitalistic government, instead of
being the tail to their kite, and that does
not require half the courage that it took
to stand up to Russian tanks. ’

Berlin's June Days — —

[Continued from page 7]

zone. The workers are also listening to the
broadcasts from the West. They want to hear
that the West, the workers' movement, has not
forgotten them. They have had to learn that
up to now the weighty apparatus of the Inter-
‘national Confederation of Free Trade Unions
has scarcely gotten irfio motion, that up fo now
-~ ¢here has not even been any results in taking
care of the families of those who are dead, of ~

STALINIST
SLAVERY

‘$he hundreds and thousands who were wound- ¥.3 388

‘ed, of the others who were executed without a’
rial, of those who were given heavy jail sen-

tences. .

Right now, all the cities of the Soviet zone

are surrounded by Soviet troops. Soon “peace”
.will reign in all these cities. For how long?
That will depend to a great extent on the West

.- and its workers’ movement. The “June days”
.are a message sent to us not only by the work-
_ers of Berlin and Magdeburg, but likewise by
. -the workers of Prague, Warsaw, Budapest and
Bucharest. The Stalinallee workers, trade-un-
_jonists, socialists and free men, have perhaps

changed the destiny of the world.

Not only the Russians”

US. Can't
Capitalize—

{Continued from page 1)

blingly cautious approach to the central
issue of German unity.”

This is what is known as “measured
language.” We will see how uncautious
(though trembling) the American ap-
proach is.

EYES ON BASES : I

"Dulles’ reluctance [to agree to a foar-

power talkl is easily explained. Not long .

before he met with the British and French
foreign ministers, according to reliable
reports here, the National Security Coun-
cil [the top strategy board in Washing-
ton] had firmly ruled that American bases
in Western Germany must under no cir-
cumstances bé given up. This decision
merely serves to underline what has been
obvious for a long time—that American
policy in Europe is squarely based on the
permanent division of Germany into twe
parts. It is fatuous nonsense to imagine
that the Russians, short of a war, are go-
ing to agree to withdraw their forces
from Germany while American forces re-
main on German seil.”

It is a dilemma, to be sure, but Wash-
ington eéannot be accused of having failed
to “resolve” it. They have a choice:
Shall we ally ourselves with the revelu-
tionary forces which are shaking the
Russian power from below; or shall we
trust in the might of our armed force,
which stands over these people as a
foreign occupation? Shall we look to the
victory of the revolution behind the Iron
Curtain, or shall we look to victory in a
third world slaughter?

Their decision means that they have
chosen to rely on war. )

Alsop writes: “the June uprising has
transformed the situation for ther West
as well as for the East. It has drama-
tized the issue of German unity for all
Germans. Since June 17 the Germans
have therefore been visibly losing what-

- eyer enthusiasm they once had for the
policy of ‘integration before unifica-
tion.””

This is so because June 17 showed them
that there is a third alternative to both
Russian domination and.''integration” into
the West's war plans, and that fhis alfer-
native is more powerful than anything
the West has been able to do up to now.
In #his semse, it was a victory for the
Third Camp. -

FALLING APART >

Alsop reports: “‘Only ten people in
Europe still really believe in the Eure-
pean Army, they say in Berlin, ‘and
they are all Americans.” Thus a side ef-
fect of the East German revolt has been
to weaken further the moribund Euro-
pean Army project, and to compromise
the position of pro-American West Ger-
man Chancellor Konrad Adenauer, chief
German sponsor of the European
Army.”

Suppose the Russians—not because of
Western militarization, not because of
NATO or the non-existent European
Army, not because of Western diplomacy
or deals, but because the German work-
ers themselves are making it too hot for
them, what with other troubles at home
in the Kremlin—decide that they would
do better to retreat from Germany be-
fore all the satellites explode? For the
first time, it can be argued that a sliver
of a possibility exists that the Russians
might be willing to withdraw, raising
the demand that the U. S. withdraw its
troops likewise. The U. S. would be isc-
lated in the world, Alsop points out; the
French, Germans and “influential quar-
ters even in Britain” would be for it.

The American troops in Germany are
holding back the real struggle against the
Kremlin, the struggle that is going on now,
while they are presumably preparing for
the atomic war of the future, which no
people of the world wants.

“Tn these circumstances there are wise
Americans here who would gladly ex-
change a paper German neutrality for
the evacuation of Soviet troops from
Eastern Europe. Whether they are right
or wrong, surely it is time to cease to
approach the overridinz issue of German
unity in fear and trembling. . . . This
rigidity [of American policy] is one
reason why American policy in Europe
shows every sign of falling apart at the
seams.”
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