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FIVE CENTS

N.Y. Garden Rally
Greets Southern
Negro Heroes

New York, May 2/

Seventeen thousand people gath-
ered at Madison Square Garden
here tonight to rally for Negro
rights and greet heroic Southern
Negro fighters against Jim Crow—
Autherine Lucy, Gus Courts, Mrs.

Rosa Parks, E. D. Nixon, and
others.
The rally, organized by the

Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Por-
ters and the national office of the
NAACP, and endorsed by many
trade unions, impressively demon-
strated—the determinition of the
Negro people to end segregation
and discrimination now.

The meeting rose to its highest points
of enthusiastic response not only in saluta-
tory ovations to the Southern Negro visit-
ors like Miss Lucy, but also at two or
three points in the speeches when:

(1) Dr. T. R. M. Howard, Mississippi
Negro leader, in what was perhaps the
best speech of the evening, eloguently
and bitingly contrasted the government’s
talk of helping democracy abroad while
not lifting a finger to help bring about
demoeracy at home.

(2) Gus Courts, the Belzoni store-
keeper who was shot by racists for try-
ing to vote, related how he had told the
terrorists who eame to frighten him into
removing his name from the voters' list’
the day after the Rev, Lee was killed:
“No, I guess I'll.just be like he was; I'll
die a hero too.”

(3) Rep. Adam Clayton Powell, after
tearing into Eisenhower and incidentally
remarking that.there was no significant
difference between the Repunblicans and
Demoecrats, wound up with a call on A.
Philip Randolph (who was ehairman of
the meeting) to lead a new March on
Washington if nothing was done.

But there was no other central focus
given to the rally.

iContinved on page 3)
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CLASSIC BY WHITE HOUSE AIDE PYLE ON CAPITALIST UNEMPLOYMENT:

'The Right to Suffer Is One
Of the Joys of a Free Economy’

Reuther's Economics
Failed to Reckon

With These' Joys’

By JACK WILSON
Detrait, May 27
On the American scene it is a common
occurrence for a salesman to oversell a
product in his enthusizsm to make a

sale;. so.that,. the customer is dissatisfied. .

when his second look does not correspond
with the original deseription. This is
the situation in which Walter Reuther,
UAW president, finds himself
current crisis in the auto industry; his
exciting comments about the 1955 wage
contract package, which included the
modified Guaranteed Annual Wage, have
bounced hack.

There is no denying the fact that the
letdown and disappointment among auto
workers -today at the limitations and
glaring inadeguacies of the 1855 con-
tract “vietories” are both widespread
and understandable. Nor is this situa-
tion helped by the faet that the daily
newspapers and radie commentaries are
pouring salt on the wounds of the TAW
ranks.

It was bad encugh that the bulk of the
auto workers laid off before May 2 are
not eligible for many of the benefits of
‘the so-called Supplemental Unemploy-
ment Plan. It turns ont that the funds
are so low there simply is not any pos-
sibility that subsequently laid-off auto
workers can take home 65 per cent of
their pay for four weeks, and then 60
per cent for the next 22 weeks, when
the late summer model shutdowns take
place. The trust funds are hopelessly
inadequate. They have less than 25 per
cent of the amount needed in them.

' [Turn to last pagel
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By GORDON HASKELL

A prominent spokesman of the Eisenhower administration has
made his bid to join “bird dog” Wilson in that special niche which he
shares with Herbert Hoover in the hearts of all American workers who
have suffered through a period of serious unemployment.

- Howard Pyle, a presidential aid, told a group of Detroit reporters
who asked him about the massive unemployment in the auto industry:

“The right to suffer is one of the
joys of a free economy, just as the
right to prosper is.”

This was a true expression of the
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THE "APPARATUS"
IS SACRED

The Russian press is re-emphasizing
its warnings to any misguided souls who
think that the new anti-Stalin talk in
Moscow gives them the right of genuine
criticism or oppoesition. In the party or-
gan Partiinaye Zhiza, a leading article
of May 28 threatened:

“The party cannot reconcile itseif with
those who hinder our ereative work, who
try to use democracy and the weapon of
eriticism in order to sow a lack of confi-
dence, discord and opposition ameng the
masses to the leaders.”

It endorsed the kind of “ecriticism™
that has been allowed so far, namely,
the kind that echoes the leaders, and
added: “But ecriticism has nothing to do
with attempts, ander the guise of strug-
gle with shortcomings, to weaken the
apparatus, to undermine confidence in
this apparatus and ¢onfidence in certain
workers of the apparatus,™

The “apparatus” means the bureauc-
racy which runs this new exploitive elass
society. Nothing could be eclearer than
this warning. The article is quoted in a
N. Y. Times dispatch filed from Moscow,
hence presumably an accurate report.

A r

|. F. Stone, Back from Russia, Rips Regime ’

By HAL DRAPER

The current issue of J. F. Stone's
Weekly (May 28) is devoted to a wither-
ing blast, by the well-known journalist
who  edits it, against the idea that the
new -Moscow leadership hds broken with
Stalinism.

At least up to now, Stone has been in
many respeets a Stalinoid politically,
though eritical of the Russian regime
and the Commaunist Party. He now goes
far beyond previous criticisms, and in
fact outdistances some anti-Stalinists in
the clarity of his attack on the nature
of the present Khrushchev regime.

Moreover, this turn on kis part is the
direct result of his recent visit to Russio.

His report on this visit has appeared
in four issues of his Weekly, beginning
May 7. The current article is his sum-
mary of his visit.

As we have noted before (see for ex-
-amplefThe Strange Caseof 1. F. Stone,”

LA, Nov 8;1954), Storie. has long been

an anomaly in Stalinoid circles. Mainly
this iz s¢ beeause he has put honest and
talented reporting first and Stalinoid
politics second, though both have coex-
isted for vears. Now he was faced with
the problem.of honestly reporting his re-
action to Russia.

“The way home from Moscow has been
agony for me,"” he begins.

“All sorts of advice has poured in on
me from my friends, and from what I
know my friends would say. All the in-
hibitions of expediency have been urged
upon me, the inhibitions of the most
worthy expediency—the fight for world
peace, But I hate the morass into which
one wanders when one begins to withhold
the truth because the consequences
might be bad—this is, indeed, the morass
on which the Russian Communist state is
built. I am not wise enough, and perhaps
no one else.is either, to know how much
truth . may wisely: be given the- publie
with our eyedroppers; I am only a re-

porter and one does not go to Mozcow
every day. This is what 1 think, not what
I believe may wisely be told the reader.
It may be wrong but it is not synthetic.

“I feel like a swimmer underwater
who must rise to the surface or his
lungs will burst. Whatever the conse-
quenges, [ have to say what I really feel
after seeing the Soviet Union and care-
fully studying the statements of its lead-
ing officials. This is not a good society
and it 18 not led by honest men.” (Italics
in original.) .

The touchstone, he emphasizes, is de-
mocracy—the right to think freely, to
speak freely, to oppose the regime, to
fight for justice regardless of who is in
the way, to organize pelitical minorities;
individual rights: "These questions are mnot
yet even being discussed in Russio,” he
writes.

It is this which, plainly, led him to his
decisive break. I don’t care how many
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callous disregard for the fate of

-the unemployed which is charac-

teristic of capitalist employers, and which,
in the noture of things, perméates o gov-
ernment which they dominote’ as“directiy
as they do this one. Such expressions just
flow noturally from their lips, and when
they are forced to make apologies, as
both Wilson and Pyle did, it is quite clear
that what speaks is not their convictions
but political expediency.

As soon as Pyle's statement hit the
press, Walter Reuther dispatched an
outraged telegram to the White House.
His protest was echoed by other labor
leaders and the incident was pounced on
gleefully by the Democrats as welcome
campaign ammunition.

It can be expected that the unemployed
workers and the unions in Detroit and
elsewhere will take the occasion to make
their feelings known in a number of
ways similar to the distribution of dog’
food following Secretary of Defense Wil-
son's famous comparison of the unem-
ployed to canines.

Reuther and the other labor leaders
are deeply concerned with the problem
of unmemployment. In addition to the
human tragedy involved for the workers,
to which they are sensitive, periodic
mass unemployment puts a heavy strain
on the labor movement in many ways.
Workers who are terrorized by the pros-
pect of lengthy layoffs are usually in no
mood to fight for striet enforcement of
contracts. And if the down-turn spreads
to many industries and shows any degree
of durability, a serious union-busting
drive on the part of the employers be-
comes a real possibility,

THEY DEFEND CAPITALISM

Both Pyle’s callousness and Reuther's
outrage are genuine reflections of the so-
cial roles of the capitalist political ad-
ministrator and the union leader.

But if one gets doewn te the different
question of logical consistency, it must be
said that Pyle's statement, however bru-
tally put, is a more logical comment on
unemployment from the point of view of
a supporter and defender of the capitalist
system than is Reuther's attack on it. And
after all, these days Reuther and the labor
movement as a whole have become as
staunch ideological defenders of copital-
ism as the Republicans they oppose.

True, the labor leaders defend a capi-
talism whose impact on the workers is
softened by the intervention of the gov-
ernment. They seek to inerease govern-
ment intervention in the area of unem-
ployment compensation, subsidy of weak
industries via tariffs and by other means,
and the allocation of military contracts,
They seek to blunt the effect of the oper-
ations of the system by such programs.
&3 the Guaranteed Annual Wage and the
shorter Work-Week: They are the ardent
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Page Two

Stalinists Gained from
Carnegie Hall Symposium

By GORDON HASKELL

i New York, May 28

! "he American Stalinist movement,
plunged into a first-rate crisis by the
exposure of the nature of the Moscow
regime at the 20th Congress of the Rus-
sian Communist Party, made a small but
no doubf apprediated gain in New York
'City last night. And the most regrettable
mspect of it was that they did not really
have to work for this small success, but
were handed it on a silver platter, not

by John Foster Dulles, their usual bene-
| factor, but by the well-meaning pacifist
and anti-Stalinist group, the Fellowship
| of Reconeiliation.
l.» The.-event which gave the Stalinist
feaders a breather from the headlong re-
treat in which they have been engaged
was a 'symposium on “America’s Road
to Democracy and World Peace” attend-
ed by close to 2000 people at Carnegie
Hall. Held under the suspices of the
¥.0.R., the speakers were Eugene Den-
nis, general secretary of the Communist
Party; W. E. B, DuBoeis, well-known
Staliniét fellow-traveler; Norman Thom-
as; and A. J. Muste. Moderator was
Roger N. Baldwin of American Civil
Liberties Union fame.

The Stalinist success of this meeting
was not at all the-product of the relative
brillionce of the Stalinist speakers; nor
was it due fo the foct thot the audience
was composed 75-80 per cent of their sup-
porters. 1# resulted rather from the fact

| #h&¥% the nature of this meeting gave them

o chance to do exactly what they have
begn ftrying to do for the past several
manths: turn the attention of their own
ranks and their sympathizing public away
from the demoralizing consequences of the,
20%% Congress' revelations, and toward

< LA Distribution

.Over a thousand copies of last
week’s LaABOR AcCTION, which concen-
trated material on the Communist
Party crisis, were distributed Sunday
night at the Carnegie Hall meeting
here reported. )

‘Az a result, the N.Y, Times’ news
account, mnoting the distribution,
singled out for mention our chal-
lenge to the CP to debate an Inde-
pendent Socialist, “ignored by the
Communists for three weeks."”

On May 4 the New York ISL had
seént a letter to the New York St_abe
ofganization of the CP, ch_aﬂengmg
them to “debate the respective views
of our organizations.” Nothing has
Been heard from the Stalinists.

the "positive” program of a new Popular
Froht with secialisfs and anyone else who
can’ be prevailed on to adopt the Stelinist
program for "peace.”

Thé wording of the topic, the fact that

| ~the” meeting was arranged as a discus-

sion’oF symposium rather than a debate,
all -played right into their hands. The
efforts of Muste and Thomas to draw
clegr lines of distinction between them-
selves and the Stalinists, and to use the
ocelision to demonstrate the fact that a
united front with them is not possible,
wete, in the circumstances, none too ef-
fective.

The line of both Stalinist speakers was
exactly what could have been expected.
While vaguely referring to umspecified
“mistakes” of the past, or even admitting
that they had been wrong in not support-
ing- the Kutcher case, they simply de':-
nounced capitalism and beat their
breasts for peace. Both of them referred
repeatedly to the “one third of the world
whith is socialist” and the necessity of
getting along with it whether one likes
“gobiatism” or not. Though their speech-
ez were larded with the vsual Stalinist
half-truths, lies and distortions, they
were presented in a tone of reasonable,
conciliatory, almost apelogetic homility.

STALINISTS DEMAGOGIC

All they wint, they pleaded, is to work
as humble toilers in the vineyard of the
struggle for racial equality, civil liber-
ties and peéace. And isn't it clear, friends,
that'we will be more effective if we work
together than if we waste our time on
mutual recriminations about regrettable

' misdnderstandings or even mistakes of

the past . . .2 ;

A, J. Muste, spedking for the Fc_eilow-
_shipof Reconciliation, eentered his. re-
‘marks on: ' gerieral anti-militarist, Ii_i)ez_’-__
tarian, “pacifist " positivn; Although™ he

amade it clear that neither' he mor the

F.0O.R. is ready “at this time” to consider
a united front with the Stalinists, his re-
marks were cast in a tone so mild and
conditional that the  Stalinists present
can be excused for making the mistake
of believing that it is only a matter of
time and more blandishments before they
have him and his co-thinkers in their
united-front bag.

Since he felt himseld constrained to
stick to the announced subject of the eve-
ning, his aftack was centered on the in-
justices and faults of American capital-
ism, while referring only in passing and
in generaolities to the equal or greater
crimes of Stalinism.

Norman Thomas, on the other hand,
brushed the direct topic of the evening
aside with a general reference to his
known positions on Jim Crow, disarma-
ment and the like, and launched into a
scatter-gun attack on Stalinism.

In addiiton to being diffuse, however,
his effectiveness was reduced to a mini-
mum by the fact that he dwelt not on the
character of Russian-‘‘socialist” society,
as “revealed” (to the Stalimists, at least)
by the 20th Congress, but primarily on
the perfidy of the Stalinists in various
united fronts in the '20s and "30s, and on
the standard social-democratic quota-
tions from the works of Lenin and old
Communist Party resolutions and manu-
als from the same period.

Such an approach might be calculated
to re-inforce the convictions of his own
adherents but they could not possibly of-
fect the Stolinist ranks where they are
kurting today. Quite the contrary.

Both Dennis and DuBois were able to
put on an act of pained innocence which,
in the circumstances, was quite effective.
Dennis deplored the past mistakes, and
the “wviolations of Soviet legality” in
Russia, and offered the hand of unity
and cooperation in the face of Thomas'
attack.

NOT DRIVEN HOME

Let us be clear on this: Thomas was
highly critical of the Communist Party,
especially its past. But he unwittingly
did more to restore and preserve the
shattered morale of CP members and
their attachment to their party than any
CP leader could have accomplished in
the same tirie. The CP is desperately
trying to give the illusion of authenticity
to its current inner discussion, which is
2 fake and a fraud. This Thomas gave
to them,

One speech is not enough, he repeated
in answer to Dennig’ protestations of de-
mocracy, vou must prove your good
faith. There is more rejoicing, he said,
cver one Communist sinner who returns
to the camp of eivil liberties than over
a hundred civil-libertarians who have
always remained true to democracy.

Foliowers of the CP who are beginning
to suspect that it is totally bankrupt
could only think: perhaps thiz time there
is a genuine turn; perhaps this time
there is a genuine diseussion and a gen-
uine attempt by our leaders to find the
democratic way. But it is not true.

When the CP defended the Moscow
Trials and Stalin’s personal terror, they
lied, they distorted, they framed up the
truth. And now that they repudiate Stal-
in and talk of demoeracy, they lie and
distort no less.

This lesson was not driven home ot this
“"debate.” Quite the contrary.

The whole program was arranged in
such a way as to make it easy on thesStal-
inists. Questions from the floor had to
be handed up in writing, Deunis did not
read a single one that was handed Him,
but simply informed the audience that a
number of them dealt with Russia and
the revelations of the 20th Congress.

Roger Baldwin, the moderator, called
on all participants to stick to the gues-
tion, and in general displayed a marked
warmth toward the Stalinist speakers
which was absent in his treatment of
their opponents.

Needless to say, Dennis made no ref-
erence to the gquestions asked him in the
issue of LaBor AcTron which had been
distributed to the audiente at the door,
despite a challenge from the floor to do
s0.
The intention of A. J. Muste and Nor-
man Thomas who arranged this sympo-
sium was to, hold a public discussion
with Stalinist leaders in the interest of
setting “a’ ‘¢ivil-libertarian example of
free public debate with Stalinists who
are being persecuted by the American
government. The publicity of the Fellow-
sHip~of--Reconcilistion -onthe meeting
“[Contiaued on page 3]
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LONDON LETTER

By OWEN ROBERTS
Laondon, May 18
Last night 55 Laborite Members of
Parliament, including Aneurin Bevan
and former Minister of Defense Emanuel
Shinwell, issued ‘a declaration which
stated that the time had come for
Britain to reduce its expenditure on
armaments and to call a halt to military

conscription. ==
"The peg upon which the 55 Laborites
hung this declaration was the recent
announcement by the Russian govern-
ment that it intends to reduce the size of
its armed forces during the next twelve-
months. The MPs welcomed this Russian
announcement and said that these steps
“taken in conjunction with the whole
development of post-Stalin Soviet policy,
have ereated a new situation of vital
importance to the future of mankind.”

“They make it clear,” continues the
statement; *that the challenge of Com-
munism is economie, social and political,
not military, and that the Soviet Union
wants peace as much as any country in
the world.

"We believe the time has now come for
this country to end conscription, to cut
the defense budget and release for pro-
ductive employment the men, materials
and machinery engaged in preparing for
war, an a scale sufficient to enable us to
pay our way in the world, preserve our
standard of living and play our part in
international economic cooperation.

“We sheuld alse revise our ‘cold war’
aims so as to make them consistent with
European ahd Asian settlements, based
on peaceful coexistence and the United
Nations.

“Such action would meet our urgent
economic needs and recognize that our
first line of defense is our standard of
living and our ability to help others.

“It would also emable Britain to give
a lead in the Disarmament Commission
of the United Nations and at a new
Four Power conference, and so rise to
the opportunity the-Soviet initiative has
given to all in every country who want
peace.”

HERALD SPEAKS UP

This statement, which is more or less
a reiteration of the original Bevanite
thesis developed during the 1951 period
of the Labor Party, leaves much room
for debate, particularly with regard to
its implied “peaceful ecoexistence” illu-
sions. But the important thing iz the
way in which it has been received by the

' Anti-Conscription Policy
Makes Headway in the BLP

Labor movement in Britain—particularly
by the leadership of the right.

The general feeling may be judged
from the editorial in today's Daily
Herald, the official daily of the Labor
movement which consistently voices the
views of the right wing.

Although not specifically mentioning
the statement by the 55 MPs the Herald
editorial devoted itself to demanding that
the government abolish conseription, And
in support of its argument it quoled
none other than Aneurin Bevan when he
said: “If you want to bring the cost of
living down you must take young men
away from the army and put them at
work in industry and on the land." Com-
mented the Herald: “This is one hund-
red per cent correct,” and then proceeded
to demand an immediate end to conscrip-
tion.

STALINISTS AT THE TAIL

In taking this attitude the Herald is
running way chead of the official Labor
Party line, which is still o support con-
scription but ot the same #ime demand
an_investigation into ways and means of
reducing it. The Herald, in company with
the best elements of the left wing of the
Labor Party, is also oufsiripping the
British Stalinists, who manage to oppose
almest every aspeet of the Tory govern-
ment's overseas policy and yet at the same
time support the military conscription
which mokes this policy possible.

At the congress of the British CP a
few months ago, as reported in a pre-
vious London Letter, there was a strong
demand from the floor that the CP
should oppose conscription. This was re-
grounds that conscription made for a
sisted by the Stalinist leadership on the
grounds that conseription made -for a
demoeratic army and that to demand the
abolition of conscription at the present
time would be getting out of step with
the very large number of Labor organi-
zations which were demanding a reduc-
tion in the period of service.

This argument was bitterly described
by one CP delegate as “opportunism.”
Just how correct he was is now shown
when the Stalinist party is stranded
further out on the right than the Daily
Herald, It is more than likely that dur-
ing the next few months the Labor Party
official line will switeh to one of outright
opposition to econseription—in which
case the Stalinists will onece again have
to do some pretty hard running before
they can catch up with even the Labor
rig!lt wing.

&

Egyptian Strike Wave Shows
Discontent with Nasser Regime

Epyptian labor has moved into class
action for the first time since 1952.

On May 20, 13,000 railroad workers,
employed in the zone of the Suez Canal,
struck for one hour to protest against
the worsening of their living conditions,

Three weeks earlier, 8,000 longshore-
men and a thousand city transport
workers struck in Alexandria for higher
wages.

In Alexandpia, the government inter-
vened to raise all wages by 7.5 piastres
(20 cents); when the railroad strike
broke out, however, it arrested 24 leaders
of whom only 14 have been released.

These are the first independent actions
by Egyptian labor since the military
junta came teo power in 1952,

At the time, there were 490 unions in
oxistence, representing about 150,000
workers (20 per cent of all industrial
and transport workers). Of these, just
over a hundred were controlled by several
rival Stalinist groups, and were affiliated
to the World Federation of Trade
Unions, The rest were controlled partly
by the Wafd, partly by the Labor Party
(both liberal bourgeois parties) and
others were independent.

When the officers’ junta took power,
all trade unions were declared incorpor-
ated into a national trade-union body
get up by the government. The strike
movement that followed the collapse of
the Farouk regime was ~brutally sup-
pressed; the leader of the textile work-
ers'. strike at Kafr-el-Dawar, Musta-
pha - Khamis, was, hanged, along with
another worker. L

- They were: the first and, for a long.
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time, the only opponents the regime
considered as dangerous enough to kill.
The leaders of the old trade-union move-
ment, such as Mohammed Shata, Ahmed
Taha, Mohammed Ali Amer, were in-
terned in the concentration camp of El
Kharga, where they still are now.

Strikes were declared illegal, and the
trade wnions became fransmission belis
of government control over the working
class. Their function became %o mobilize
the workers for demonstrations of support
to the junta. This control was tightened
even more affer Nasser's elimination of
General Naguib in April 1954,

The present strikes indicate that fhis
hold is now weakening, They are an act
of open defiance to the government and

- to its “trade-union” organization. They
may herald the return of the Egyptian
labor movement to the political scene
of the Middle Bast.

A NEW PAMPHLET, JUST
PUBLISHED IN ENGLAND

Russia from
Stalin to Khrushchev
by
TONY CLIFF
22 pages 15 cents
LABOR ACTION- BOOK :SERVICE
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~ Gov't Shovels

Quotes into

ISL’s Washington Hearing

By ALBERT GATES
Washington, May 23

Dr. G. T. Robinson, the government’s
eéxpert on Leninism, eoneluded his testi-
moriy on the morning of the third day.
He had denied that there were important
differences among scholars on interpre-
tation of Lenin and this was contradicted
by quotations from Bertram 1. Wolfe's
Three Who Made a Revolution, whom
Robinson had previously acknowledged
as an ontstanding authority and scholar
on Lenin and the Russian Revolution.

Dr. Robinson had further testified that
anyone who opposed the present Stalinist
state in Russia in all its manifestations,
or who opposed the Stalinist seizure of
power in Czechoslovakia, were *in those
respects not Leninist.” Since he is “their
expert witness, the government must re-
ly upon his testimony.

When the third day's session opened,
I1SL Counsel Joseph L. Rauh inquired if
the witness had talked to the government
since the close of the session on Tuesday.
He had, for 10-15 minutes.

Thereafter the professor continued to
read from the Selected Works of Lenin
and established, perhaps unwittingly,
that Lenin did “contradiet,” or change,
positions during the many years that he
wrote on revolutionary questions,

In a somewhat longer discussion of the
orms which the Bolsheviks had in the reve-
Iution, Rauh asked the wiiness what the
legal position had been in Russio with re-
spect to holding arms:

“You are-familiar with the legal situ-
" ation? Was it legal to bear and hold
arms for a civilian in Russia at that
time?"

“T don't 'knnw said the expert.

“You know what the legal position in
the United States is with respect to ci-
yilians holding arms?”

“I_believe,” Dr, Robmsc-n replied, “you
have to have permission.”

Then Rauh went on: “Do you know of
any organization in the United States
that has the position in the United
States that Lenin’s organization had in
Russia in that peried?”

The professor said he didn’t under-
stand the question clearly—whether it
meant doctrine, political policy position,
gupport or sirength. When the matter of
time was settled, the following answer
was glVEﬂ r

“| don't recall. | certainly den'i know
from any direct cbservation. | dont recoll
having received the impression, even from
casually reading and in fields where |
don't pretend to be an expert, that any
orgonization exists in fhe United States
which has o program resembling the doc-
frine, program and type of organization
resembling that of Lenin in 1917."

Rauh then asked the witness to com-
pare the strength of the Kerensky gov-
ernment in Russia in 1917 with the gov-
ernment in the United States. After
some discussion of definition, the answer,
of course, had to establish the enormous
differences between the two countries in
favor of the strength and stability of
the government of the United States.

With the conclusion of Dr. Robinson’s
testimony, the government proceeded

Stalinists Gained —

[Continued from poge 2)
dwelt heavily on the theme of giving
the persecuted Stalinists a platform
from which to express their views,

LABOR ACTION, of course, is uncompro-
misingly for full democratic rights for
the Stalinists. But fighting for their
democratie rights should not be confused
with giving them a hand-up with their
propaganda.

There may be those whose passion for
civil liberties was strengthened by this
event. But its major political effect was to
give the Stalinist leaders a chance to bol-
ster their shaken following with the feel-
ing that even if they are going through
their own blackest ideological hour, #
it more which unites them with respected
and respectable currents of demecratic
opinion in this country than that which di-
vides them; and that those who insist on
criticizing the "negaotive’ aspects of Stal-
inism are dwelling in the past rather than
In the present er future,

Needless to say, the alleged eagerness
of the Stalinist leaders for a public con-
frontation of different opinions has not
yet led them to accept the Independent

Socuﬂlsx Leag‘ue’s challenge to a debnbe_

d' the mea;am; qj thg 2plth ‘gongress

with its case by the introduction of ex-
hibits, which lasted through Thursday
and the end of the session for the week.
During this time, about two dozen such
exhibits were presented, only a Ilittle
more than half of them being introduced
in evidence because of a conflict between
counsel for the organizations and the
government over the character of the
exhibits.

It happened that on one of the ex-
hibits presented by the government. a
piece of paper was stapled over a small
area of the document. Rauh demanded
to know what was under the piece of
paper so that he could see the whole of
the document before admitting its au-
thenticity.

The government refused on the ground

that whatever was written under the

stapled paper (either & number or a
name) had nothing to do with the docu-
ment but was government information
and that it would not agree to divulge
that information to Rauh or his clients.
Rauh, however, insisted on having the
whole document on the ground that since
he was unable to see the covered-up part,
he eould not tell whether it did or did
not have anything to do with the doeu-
ment and therefore would not assent to
its authenticity;-

it became quite clear that the govern-
ment would not disclose this information
ond Rauh's objection was sustained for the
time being by Hearing Examiner Morris-
sey. At this peint, the government intro-
duced another series of documents simi-
larly situoted for identification only. All
of them were objected to by Rauh until
oll the information on them would be
disclosed.

Unless the hearing examiner revises
his decision as a result of any legal point
cited by the government, the government
will have to identify the documerts by
witnesses before they can be accepted in-
to evidence.

In general, during this session, when-
ever the govermment introduced a docu-
ment or an issue of LABOR AcTionN for the
purpose of putting a single statement or
ad in the record, Rauh ecalled attention of
the examiner also to other items con-
tained in the exhibit, .

RAUH DEMANDS FILE

Two ther noteworthy developments
took place. One concerned the statement
“Stalinism Is Not Socialism” which was
issued in 1949 under the joint signa-
tures of " the Socialist Party, Harry
Fleischman, National Secretary; the In-
dependent Socialist League, Max Shacht-
man, national secretary; and August
Claessens, secretary of the Social Demo-
eratic FPederation,

It was later learned that in 1950 not
only was this statement translated in
Taipeh and Hong Kong newspapers but

leaflets bearing it in translation were

dropped over Shanghai and Canton—by
American planes, through the State De-
partment, so far as information goes

Rauh demanded that the government
produce the file on this leaflet-drop, in
order to shew that by the cctien the gov-
ernment “was trecting the organization
at that time as o democratic socialist or-
ganization.” Government nﬂurney Mad-
drix objected that "the burden is on him
[Rauh]l to make inquiry to the State De-
partment or the Defense Department.”

Rauh replied: “It is my ynderstanding
that the government, when it has infor-
mation favorable to the other side, is
obligated to produce it . . . [ am willing
to write up what I believe on the basis
of hearsay were the facts. If, however,
they refuse to stipulate?”

‘The guestion rested there for the mo-
ment.

A second heated dispute broke out over
an education: outline ABC of Marxism by
Paul Temple, which was later revised
and a number of its formulations cor-
rected.

Before introduecing this, the govern-
ment had introduced a Party Builder
(Workers Party publication) of “July
1946, containing news of a number of
assignments made by the Political Com-
mittee. One of these had been an assign-
ment to Hal Draper to revise and bring
up to date Temple’'s ABC of Marxism.
When therefore the government intro-
duced the ABC (original edition), Rauh

demanded that it now introduce the  re-
vised edition which had been put ot in
act:urd w1th the mﬁtruchons ?f Itl:t;é Pb-'

holding. The government said it did not
know of it.

“The government is holding back the
true copy of this document which they
hold in their possession,” said Rouh. Mad-
drix insisted that he didn't understond.
Howevere, Rauh reminded the hearing
that the government itself had previously
introduced an exhibit which showed the
instruction to revise the ABC.

Another government attorney, Moss,
who apparently had worked on the docu-
mentation, stated that he had never seen
any other edition. Although the exam-
iner overruled Rauh’s objection to receiv-
ing into evidence the unrevised ABC, he
said that “You may of course introduce
the revised edition at any time you see
fit, Mr. Rauh.” -~

Fifth Day:
More Exhibits

Washington, May 28

The fifth day of the hearing continued
with the government reading selections
from Leon Trotsky,

Sineg Dr. Geroid T. Hobinson, the
government’s “expert” witness on Lenin-
ism and “Soviet Communism,” did pot
qualify himself as such “expert” on
Trotskyism, government attorneys Moss
amd Stubbs read sections frem- Troteky's
History of the Russion Revolution, The
First Five Yeary of the Communist In-
ternuiional, Lessons of October, Whither
Fraince and In Defense of Tervorism.

The purpose of these readings, as in
the ecase of Dr. Robinson's voluminous
readings from the Selected Works of
Lenin, was to establish the Bolshevik
leaders’ position on the many problems
relating to the developing Russian Revo-
lution and the post-revolution period; in
order then, by association, to attribute
these positions to the organizations in-
volved in the hearing.

This has given the hearing o strange
aspect. Actually is oppeared as though
the Russion Revolution ond other evenis
were being tried over again, 20 #e 35
years afferward.,

To all of these readings, Attorney
Rauh objected on the ground that none
of them had anything directly to do with
the organizations or their political pro-
grams and activities, nor had the gov-
ernment yet, on the fifth day of hearing,
connected up the material to either the
Workers Party, Socialist Youth League
ur Independent Socialist League.

In the afternoon, the government con-
tinued to introduce exhibits, most of
thenmt LARBOR ACTIONS of various years.

Last  week,; when the pgovernment
sought to introduce exhibits that did not
disclose everything on them, the examin-
er sustained the objections made by
Rauh that he could not agree to the
aceeptance of such exhibits unless the
whole of them were shown to him. This
time, on two'such exhibits, the examiner
permitted their receipt into evidence,
with the explanation, when confronted
with his contradictory action, that the
government did not have the original
and that a year ago a stipulation had
been entered into by Rauh and govern-
ment attorneys for the use of photostat-
ic copies.

Rauh pointed out that the stipulation

had to do with original documents and -

the use of photostats of such originals.
But in the cases above referred to, we
were dealing with photostatz of origi-
nals which were not produced and on
which something was missing or not
fully disclosed. Yet, the Examiner, who
had previously ruled against admissibil-
ity, now reversed himself,

The examiner held to his ruling, how-
ever, and the session went on fo the em,i

{Continved on poge 4]

Garden 3
Rally — —

{Continued from page 1) :
Another outstanding charactéristic of
the rally was its constant link-up of thé
Negro fight with the cause of prog!‘es-
sive labor,

The fact that the labor movement wag
actively concerned with the rights of Ne-
groes and that it was participating te
the full in this meeting was dbundantly
evident. Slogans calling for the end of
Jim Crow under the signatures of variy
ous unions hung in many parts of the
Garden and special sections had been’
reserved for members © of parttcu!ar
unions.

Speaker aoffer speaker, purii:lldrif
Randolph, mdde it cledr that the fightiof
the Negro people was of vital importance-
to the union movement ond pointed éuf
that the Southern racists are the common
enemy of the Negroes and labor, Ay

ILGWU Vice-President. Zimmerman
brought the greetings of the Interna<
tional Ladies Garment Workers Union
to the rally and detailed the pro-civilt

. rights position of his union. He spoké'of

the organization of the Labor Committee
on Civil Rights and announced its bagk-
ing of the movements fighting for de-
mocracy and equality. ;

SWIPES AT DEMOS ;. S

Despite the Taet that most of the
speakers were pro-Demoeratic Party tib-
erals, and that Mrs. Roosevelt (who was:
also on the program) is “officially” ds-
sociated with that party, speaker- affer
speaker pointed out that both parties;
have failed to aid the Negroes in the:
strugele for civil rights, and.speaker,
after speaker insisted that it was the
duty of both parties to adopt strong mv‘d-v
rights planks at their conventions ahd.
demanded that they really show signs Df
implementing such programs, !

Said Randolph:

“Because of the long histery of utter
failure and refusal on the part of bothi
the Republican and Democratic Partiesi
to initiate and ficht for federal civil-:
rights legislation in Congress, we be-!|
lieve that Negroes should vemain politi-|
cally uncommitted before the comiﬁg.
presidential eleetion in order that ngb
ther the Democrats or Republicans may |
feel that they can take the Negro votes
for egranted.”

And Wilkins, NAACP secretary: -
“We believe that both the Republlcqn
and the Democratic Parties must adopt
strong civil-yights planks in their plat-
forms at the national conventions this
summer, including not merely a state-'
ment on the ‘Supreme Court ruling, but'a -
declaration of intention to, implemeént
.- |
“We say again that both parties must
act, for it is the Democratic officeholders |
in the Deep South states who have de-
fied the Supreme Court and it is the Re-
publicans in Washington who have sat by

and done Ilttle or nothing toward :mpl& :

mentation.”

Beginning with the statement in the open-
ing speech by Benjamin F. McLourin, "We
are struggling for freedom now, and |
sald now," speaker after speaker made it
clear that the Negroes are determined to
fight on until fuill equality is won and are

not ready fo be put off with half-way |

measures or be taken in by talk of moder-
ation. .

Each such expression from the plat-
form was followed by a resounding re-
sponse from the thousands present .in
the Garden, bearing witness to the aec-
curacy of those statements. It was re-
marks attacking “moderation” and
“gradualism” that kindled the enthusi-
asm of the audience.

A!mut 6,000 copies of LAROR Acwow
were distributed to the incoming crowd
at this Madison Square Garden wvally.
They were the issue of May 21, ‘head:
lined “Rally to Support Negro Fight.”
The papers were cagerly taken, and the
&ply was exhausted by 7:30 pom. '
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Page Four

Washington Hearing——

{Continued from page 3! g

“with & long reading from various issues

of LABOR ACTION,
It is diffieult to say at this writing how

+ | long the government will take with its
! case. Up to now they have produced one

witness who took two and a half days

" ot ‘the hearing, and another two and &

half days have been taken up with read-

“ing from books and documents.

6th Day:

Socialism and Violence

Washington, May 29

Although most of the 6th day of the
hearing was ‘consumed by the introduc-
tion of exhibits into evidence by the
government, taken from materials issued
by the organizations, three important
mattiers came up.

At the beginning of the session, ISL
Attorney Rauh proposed that the gov-
ernment enter into a stipulation with
the attorneys for the organizations on
the facts in the document referred to in
our earlier reports entitled “Stalinism
Is Not Socialism.” )

The government refused to enter into
any stipulation on this decument on the

. ‘ground that it had no knowledge of the

feaflet, either of its origin or what was
. dome with it, and insistedithat the job
" of obtaining an¥ information about the
‘feaflet from any government body should
fall upon counsel for the organizations.

A large number of exhibits which had
‘been previously marked for identification
were new offered into evidence by the
Government. These were the documents
which “had writings covered over, to
which Rauh had earlier objected.

In order to effect the introduction of
these documents, the government at-
torneys, apparently after consultation
with the Department, removed the cov-
erings:. They thereby revealed that many
of the documents were received in Wash-
ington by the Justice Department
through persons in its employ or acting
in its behalf in New York. One such docu-
ment had marked on it, “Received from
confidential mailbox N. Y. FBL"

Rauh then raised the question of the
gurveillance of the organization as indi-
¢ated by the dates of documents going
back ten years or more, Such collection
of materials preceded and postdated the
istablishment of the Attorney General's

ist.

One interesting reading during the
hearing was from the document “Under
the Banner of Marxism” by Max
Shachtman, The government read sever-
al unsubstantial gquotations from the
document, which was a reply to the
resignation statement of Ernest Erber.
The section guoted dealt with Erber's
rejection of Lenin's theory of the state
because it was “simplistic, crude and
static.”

But here is the part, important to the
case, in view of the government's
charges, which Rauh read into the rec-
ord::

“Or maybe it is directed against us
here? Maybe he wants us to give a sol-
emn pledge not to resort to armed insur-
rection against ‘a state that rests on
political demoeracy? Very well, we do
not hesitate to give our pledge to Citizen
Pompons Muddlehead, and therewith to
state once more our credo:

*We do not and will net call for armed
insurrection to overthrow a 'democratic
state,’ a ‘state that rests eon pelitical
democrocy.” It is an oath. The pelitical
infants who led the early communist
movement in this country and whe had
little in. common with
fhey issued such. calls ond advocated
such a course. We —never! Net yester-
day, not today, not ftomorrow. We are
not for viclence in principle any more
than we are for parliamentarism in princi-
ple. If anything, our principles call for an
abherrence of violence, open or conceal-
ed, with which the ruling classes impese
their exploitation upon the masses. We
are not putschists because we are not
bureoucrats—and in every putschist, who
has no confidence in the people: is con-
tealed a bureaucrat, who has contempt for
the people. Overthrow the bourgeois
state by armed insurrection! Who, we?

‘_‘Not today and net tomorrow, and not if

b

we had a hundred times as many members
as we have now!"
Rauh then read two concluding para-
graphs of this section as follows:

*We, followers of Marx and Lenin,
want to make sure that on the day the
thermometer boils: over—not today, not

“tomorrow, but on that day—‘the labor-

ers . . . as well as the eapitalists will

& ::-_ know what to .do.! We want" to.-make.

sure : the

B B,

Marx and Lenin— _

but enough power to enforce their will.
Is that the.folly of viewing ‘the workers’
road to power as culminating in an
armed insurreetion against a state that
rests on political demoeracy?” Not
at all! Erber is just repeating the
dribble of the social-democrats. What we
Marxists eall for is the good common
sense of the warkers' road to power
culminating in the armed dispersal— if
the stubborn bowrgeoisie insists om it—
of the state which no longer enjoys au-
thority among the workers, which no
longer has the confidence or support of
the people, which, therefore, no longer
‘rests”on political democracy’ in the real
sense of the term. It is with this view
that we want to imbue every socialist
militant, every vanguard fighter, every
worker whom we can reach with our
voice and pen,

“That, stated for the hundredth time,
is our crede. Take note of it, O Pompous
Muddlehead! Take note of it, all work-
ers! Take mote of it, too, Mr. Public
Prosecutor!”

Upon the completion of this reading,
government attorney Maddrix then in-
sisted on reading the several paragraphs
which appeared between these quotations
which referred to Engels’ remark that
“universal suffrage is the best lever for
a proletarian movement at the present
time” and “universal suffrage is the
gauge of the maturity of the working
class,” and then went on to read:

“The bourgeois state, bourgeois de-
mocracy, still has the confidence and sup-
port of the overwhelming majority of
the people including the working-class
people. They think bourgeois democracy
‘can solve all their basic problems. We
Marxists do not. We believe that such
a solution reguires a working-class de-
mocracy, the rule of the proletariat,
which develops into a more extensive
and even more genuine democracy, the
rule of all the people, which in turn
develops into the end of all rule (de-
moecracy is a form of rulership) by dis-
solving into the classless society of
socialism and communism. The workers
do mot share our heliefs. Can we even
dream of imposing our views, the views
of a tiny minerity, by merely wishing or
by decree, let alone by armed insurrec-
tion? . ..

*. . . If the bourgeoisis and the bour-
geois state bows to the democratic will
of the people so muoch the better! As we
wrote before, nobody would be more de-
lighted than we and with ug the whole
working elass, Up to now, however,
history has been very. frugal with ex-
amples of such bowing to the democratie
will of the revolutionary people. But il
there is nevertheless one chance in a
thousand of that happening, then it is
possible only if the working class con-
fronts the bourgeoizie not with wvotes
alone (the boiling thermometer') but
with serried class strength, with organ-
ized power. Such power iz nothing else
but potential violence, that is, violence
that can be summoned the minute the
democratically rejected bourgeoisie tries
to perpetuate its domination over the
people by the use of armed force.”

The government alse introduced a
mimeographed pamphlet called “The
Labor Party Question,” containing reso-
lutions of 1938 and 1944. The guotations
read into the record established the fact
that for us socialists the establishment
of an independent labor party would be
“a great historical advance by the U, S,
working class” and we would champion
it “with the aim of raising labor to the
position of ruler of the country in a
workers government,”

In the introduction of Socialism—ihe
Hope of Humanity, a speech delivered
by Max Shachtman, as Workers Party
candidate for mayor of New York City
in 1948, the government read a zection
affirming the “revolutionary socialist”
character of the Workers Party.

It then took special pains to point oub
to the hearing examiner the reprint of a
famous cartoon by Carle which was re-
printed in the pamphlet from LABOR ACT-
ION and drawn after the dropping of the
first atom bomb. The carfoon depicted
man's evolution from the cave through
modern society back to the cave, and was
captioned, "We Must Destroy Capitalism
Before It Destroys Us."

Attorney Ravh exploded at this point
to the effect that such a commentary
upon atomic warfare had little relevance
to the hearing, but the“exhibit was ad-
mitted.
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large . populor demonstration which has

Peruvian SP Leader Tells
Of Fight Against Dictator

The following article was written for
LaBOR ACTION by the president of the
Socialist Porty of Peru, Dr. Lucione
Castillo. It iz of speeial interest since
the Peruvian general election which it
discusses iz scheduled for thig coming
week after we go to pressi—ED.

By Dr. LUCIANO CASTILLO
Lima, Peru

On Qctober 27, 1948, as & result of a
coup d’état by the military forces, Gen-
eral Manuel A, Odria came to power and
has governed since with the backing of
the extreme right in Peru.

This regime has established a dictator-
ship on the basis of an “Internal Secur-
ity of the Republic” law, which legalized
the present dictatorship and put the con-
stitution in limbo. Two political parties
have been outlawed, the APRA [nation-
alist party founded by Haya de la Torre]
and the Communists. During the entire
period of this government, all manifesta-
tions of the democratic forces of Peru
have also been suppressed.

The Socialist Party has been the only
political force that has confronted the
government with organized and deter-
mined opposition. Their members of Par-
liament—Dr. Luciano Castillo- (presi-
dent of the party) in the Senate, and
Ricardo Caceres Cherres and Victor Za-
vala in the House of Deputies have se-
verely and with considerable documenta-
tion ecriticized the. political officials of
the government in the economic, social
and international field.

The goverament has anmounced general
elections for June 3. With this in ‘mind
there has also begun o small omeunt of
political agitotion. The wvarious political
forces have begun to appeal with more

enargy.

APRA'S ROLE .

There has appeared on the political
scene at this time the National Coalition,
an organization of a group of landown-
ere and industrialists, the Christian-
Democratic Party, organized by the
small and middle bourgeoisie with em-
phasis on Catholicism, and of course the
Socialist Party.

Under these circumstances APRA has
emerged with two newspapers; these
newspapers are being circulated and dis-
tributed without any political resistance
by the government. The public position
of APRA is called to attention because
in this critical moment, while the demo-
_cratic forees are struggling against the
existing dictatorship, the APRA news-
papers are asking for “the pacification
of the national spirit” and the “elevation
of politics,”

Their words and language do not ex-
press any real censure or actusl opposi-
tion to the existing government. They
indicate, on the contrary, that APRA
hopes that the present regime will re-
store its legality and will permit the re-
turn of all its exited members; this in
fact has occurred already.

In addition I¥ can be demonstrated by
other facts, that APRA Is actually fighting
against the popular democratic forces
battling the dictatorship. Concrete exam-
ples can be seen In Callao, Piura, and Tru-
jillo, where there were previously popular
demonstrations against the government.
Here APRA hos emerged with a nucleus
of on organization which is frankly
against these popular manifestations,

The popular story is that the APRA
leaders who have just returned from
abroad have made a pact with the pres-
ent dictatorship in return for which they
will allow their organization to be used
in the fight against the government’s
opponents,

'RALLYING SUPPORT

The Socialist Party has carried on a
campaign utilizing all the résources at
its disposal against the dictatorship.
This campaign has brought about a new
level of political eonsciousness in the life
of the country, an orientation typically
social and democratic.

The leaders of the party, with their
youth ‘and labor sections, organized a
mass meeting of students and workers
last December 26. From the university,
the crowd went into the sireets and
marched along the main avenues into the
Plaza de Armas, on one side of which is
located the Government Palace. There
they heard vigorous speeches criticizing
the regime. ®

This demonstration represented the first

The Socialist Party has already initi-
ated a popular mobilization in different
regions- of the republic- throughout the
country. One of the more recent ones was
that of last January 29 in Huara, capital
of the Department of Ancash. ,

A preat demonstration was also sched-
uled in the city of Trujillo for February
19 and it was planned to hold a congress
of the party in the capital from the 23rd
to the 27th of February. But all these
activities had to be postponed because,
since February 16, the whole country has
been under state of siege.

REPRESSION

It was under these circumstances that
a farcical insurrection by one military di-
vision took place in an area farthest
away from Lima and isolated from it by
lack of commumications. This insurree-
tion was used by the government to pro-
ceed against the political opposition, by
jailing the leaders who were directing
the popular movements.

Among those arrested were such lead-
ing members of the party as Dr, Lucione
Castillo, Ricarde Caceres Cherres, Victor
Zavola, Dr. Melqulades Castille, Dr. Teo-
domire Sanchez Novoa and Dr. Hildebrans
do Castro Poro, These imprisonments were
carried out with viclent means, by assauld-
ing their homes In Limo and Pluro, which
are the strategic centers of Peruvign
socialism.

In face.of the pressure of the-workers
and of continental opinion, the dictator
fimally -decided to liberate the imprisoned
socialists, one ‘after the other,

The Socialist Party will put up a can-
didate for the presidency of the republic
and -is  running candidates for Parlia-
ment, They count on a big turnout of
militant workers and peasants as well as
numerous sympathizers. They ask for
the sympathy and moral support of the®
progressive. forcea of all Ameriea, in
particular of the 'democratic-socialist
movements of our continent. i

o«

FREE SPEECH NOTE

A Southerner spoke up for segregation
at a meeting in New Jersey. It was
Thomas R, Waring, editor of the Charles-
ton (8. C.) News and Courier, aunthor
of a recent article entitled “The South-
ern Casze Against Desegregation.” He
had been invited to participate in a sym-

- posium sponsored by Princeton Univer-

sity.

Another speaker was Roy Wilkins, ex-
ecutive secretary of the NAACP, Wil-
kins raised a touchy point,

"Although our South Carolina panel
member speaks freely here today,” said
Wilkins, "and elsewhere cbove the Poto-
marc, it is not yet possible for o spokesman
for desegregotion to appear af any uni-
versity or before any other gensral forum
in the Sowth.”

Obviously, the Negro who fights
against digerimination finds he must
fight for démoeracy in general.
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Plus and Minus for Academic Freedom:

AAUP Takes Firm Stand, SDA Retreats

‘Compromise’ at ADA Convention

The report of the special committee of
the American Associatien of University
Professors, “Academic Freedom and
Tenure in the Quest for National Secur-
ity” (AAUP Bulletin, Spring 1956),
was substantially adopted by the annual
AAUP Conventien in St. Louis last
month. Its passage has provoked inter-
esting comment.

As previously reported in Challenge,
the docoment of the special committee
was far superior to almost any state-
ment on the question made by a respon-
sible academic group in years, It con-
tained a few ambiguities, but in general
it proposed the criterion of competence
for hiring and firing, critieized many
administrations which have capitulated
to the witchhunt,—and ingzisted that in-
voking the ‘Fifth Amendment was not,
in itself, grounds for dismissal. :

Of particular importance was the fack
that the AAUP Report was in direct oppo-

sition to those who have argued that the

problem of academic freedom has been”

magnified out of all proportion by a few
fanatical liberals and radicals.

U Its penl%lg sentence was forthright:
[ ike civil liberties in general, academic
freedom and tenure in the United States
have been more greatly imperiled since
World War II than for many years be-
fore.”

And a little later, dealing with the
quantitative theory of freedom (“How
many have actually lost their jobs?")
the report pointed to the terrible anti-
libertarian potentizl involved in the
cases that have already taken place: “An
appreciable number of recogmized teach-
ers and scholars or promising academic
recruits have been wrongfully eliminated
from their pmfession. Although the
number excluded is relat:we]y small eom-
pared to the total engaged in college and
university teaching, many of the dismis-
sals have followed a pattern which sug-
gests that teachers elsewhere would have
suﬂ'ered the same fate had occasion
arisen.”

Thus,

The Young Soclolist League Iz & demo-
eratic socialist orgonization striving fo
aid in the basic transformation of this so-
ciety into one where the means of produc-
tion and distribution shall be collectively
ewned and democratically manoged. The
¥YSL attempts #o make the young workers
and students, who form its orena of octiv-
ity, conscious of the need for organization
directed against capitalism and Stalinism,

The YSL rejects the concept that state
ownership without democratic controls
represents socialism; or thaf socialism can
be achieved without political democracy,
or through undemocratic means, or In
short In any way other than the conscious
wctive participation of the peaple them-
selves in the buliding of the new soclal
order. The YSL orients toward the work-
ing class, as the class which is capable of
leading society to the estcblishment of
soclallsm.

—From the Constitution of the ¥SE

the ‘report cited actual cases,
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but more important, it recorded the toll
that the times have taken on the prinei-
ples of academic freedom.

‘LIFE" YELLS FOR HOOK

At St. Lowis, this analysis was confirmed
by o convention mejority of the AAUP.
The delegotes voted: no firing for refusal
ta take a loeyolty oath; no firing for in-
voking the Fifth Amendment in refusing to
discuss’ politics; the right to trial by a
jury of acodemic peers when dismissal is
in gquestion; and a general statement of
the competence criterion for hiring and
firing,

In -addition, eight universities were
censured,-the New: York Board of Higher
Education was. brought under fire, re-
peal of the New York Feinberg Law was
urged, and the government was asked to
adopt a policy of granting -passports to
scholars freely.

All of this was, of course, too mueh
for Life magazine. The Luce editorialists
bridled at the thought that Communists
and proponents of “other [sic] forms of
revolutionary thought” should have a
right to present their views.

Life’s authority for its rejection of
this proposition was “New York Univer-
sity’s doughty logician Sidney Hook”
who has pointed out that this is tanta-
mount to “holding it necessary to employ
bankrupts to study the laws of bank-
ruptey.” )

Hook's analogy is, of course, hardly
compelling—what relation is there be-
tween the presentation of ideas and the
activity of bankrupts? On second
thought, however, one might well advo-
cate that bankrupts study the laws of
bankruptcy and write on them just as
this same Life magazine found Willie
Sutton's memoirs on jail-breaking a good
story to print.

Life then moves on to attack the
AAUP for its position on the Fifth
Amendment, and to demand that the aca-
demic community write a code for itself.
Its arguments here are familiar and rou-
tine, and don't bear repetition.

APTHEKER'S  EYEWASH

But a comment from the “other” side
is worth consideration. It appeared in an
article by Herbert Aptheker in the May
1956 issue of the Stalinist Political Af-
fairs. Most of the article is a routine
account of the developments within the
AAUP. But towatd the conclusion,
Aptheker moves on fo a point” that has
to be dealt with.

“It is further declared,” he writes,
“that Communists cherish academic free-
dom only for themselves and would de-
stroy it if they had the power fo do so.
We Communists deny this and insist
that we seek the fullest Aowering of all
human [reedoms, and not least academic
freedom.”

The Twenticth Party Congress, how-
ever, made it clear that up until February
14, 1956, Stalin's personal views, or those
of the regime, were the only accepted
version of reality in Russio, i.e., hardly o
full flowering of human freedom. And the
same congress also showed thot what we
now have is @ new #truth imposed from
above, and that teachers are free to sport
the Khrushchevian image of reality, ond
only that.

The point that has to be made is that
while defending the rights of Stalinists,
and others who are not themselves for
academic freedom (fascists, for in-
stance), we don’t blind ourselves to the
nature of the positions of those whom
we defend. Competence should be the
eriterion for Aptheker and anybody else,
but that doesn't mean that anyone should
swallow Aptheker’s generalities on hu-
man freedom while mtellgctual tyranny
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By CARL JACKSON
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For the last few years, Students for Democratic Action (SDA) has
led in a vigorous debate inside of America's leading liberal organiza-
tion, Americans for Democratic Action. The SDAers were fighting to
stem the capitulation of liberalism in the important area of civil liberties

and academic freedom.

4

Last year at the ADA Convention, the students, together with many

civil-libertarian ADAers, waged an
impressive floor fight for a position
in favor of the right of members
of the Communist Party to teach.
This promising coalition lost by
only a few votes, but gave every
verbal indication that it would continue
to try to convince the ADA rank and file
and win this year.

At the ADA Convention this year, May
11-13, the SDA marched bravely in—on its
knees,

The SDA recognized a few years ago
that it was necessary to end the liberal
capitulation to the witchhunt on the cam-
pus. For a time, it fought the efforts of
ADA to speed up the retreat. Rhetorical-
ly at least, SDA continued to recognize
that the neeeszity for a strong program
on academic freedom (and eivil liberties
in general) had not been diminished by
the partial silencing of Joe MeCarthy.
The witchhunt, they know, still remained
deep in our social fabric, and the losses

in the area of academic freedom had
been jgreat,

YESTERDAY'S LINE

Some time ago, ADA adopted the fol-
lowing position:

“We have confidencé in the will and
the ability of those who are charged with
the conduct of our educational institu-
tions to exclude from teaching positions
all persons who have surrendered their
own freedom of thought to Commanist:
or fascist control,”

The ADA National Board announced
that this meant that CP teachers should
be fired automatically.

SDA began the struggle against this
pogition from strength, but soon split
down the middle. Under the aegis of its
right wing, the student organization
“voluntarily” gave ADA complete sov-
ereignty in the area of academic freedom
and agreed not to publicize its own posi-
tion in defense of the rights of CPers.

The SDA internal stand, passed al-
most unanimously, was “The sole test for
employment, dismissal and tenure of a
teacher should be the test of academie
competence. All determinations of the
fitness of a teacher should be made by
hig faculty colleagues in aceordance with
academic due process, two cardinal prin-
ciples of which are that the individual
must be considered on an individual
bhasis and that the burden of proving
incompetence must always rest upon the
accusers, Neither the social, economic,
political, or religious opinions, nor the®
organizational affiliations, of a teacher
should be in themselves considered suf-
ficient evidence of disqualification for
work in the academic profession”

WATERING DOWN

One woold think thot the SDA delegates
at this year's ADA Convention would have
fought for this position, and "weuld have
compromised only when i# was absolutely
necessary and when the compromise did
nods vitiate the whole stond. Instead, the
SDA caucus was urged by several mem-
bers of the SDA leadership to support a

eempmmln from the very start.

This pra;)osal was to substitute the
fallqwmg for the ADA 1955 statement:

We. belleve, tha
; ce of a-

hat. the educat.mnal au{,hs[r-. 5
v mpeten

teria of disqualification, but fairly judge-
eath case on its individual merits. We
do, however, recognize the: eritically im-
portant bearirig of Communist Party
membership upon such judgment.”
Since the whole ¢rux of the SDA posi-
tion had been to fight against the weasel-
wordage of the ADA position, adeeptance
of the “ecompromise” was in complete
contradiction to the SDA stand. The
SDAers had sought a clear civil-liber-
tarian program, and the wording of the
motion gives sufficient indication of the

fact that it does not commit ADA to any-"

thing  like that.

Moreover, by bringing in party mem-
bership as an element, this position
places the police-job of ascertaining
membership upon a faculty, a group
hardly qualified for the task.

Yet SDAers voted overwhelmingly to
back this “compromise” in preference to
all other proposals. This in spite of the
fact that the 1955 SDA position came
within 17 votes of passing in a total
ADA Convention vote of 250!

This, alzo, in spite of the fact that
the Association of American University
Professors had moved toward the SDA
position, and also despite the presence
of many ADAers (more it seemed than
last year) who were ready to take a
stand. A

TODAY'S COLLAPSE

When the question reached the fioor,
the AATUP position was endorsed in one
motion, and- another would have based
retention or dismissal on “teacher’s ten-
ure.” When the new substitute for last
yvear's position was brought to the floor,
it was proposed as an amendmeni, thus
weakening its already lukewarm effort
at being principled,

The SDAers were only momentarily
disconcerted—they soon threw their
weight behind the amendment over the
objections of the SDA Academie Free-
dom vice-chairman,

The AAUP and “teacher’s tenure' mo-
tions received a substantiol number of
votes, but a coalition of the ADA richt
wing and the SDA put the amendment
through! In effect, SDA had broken the
back of the civil-libertarian coalition.

Particularly disturbing in all of this
was the fact that many SDA left-wing-
ers, including some of these who had
been _ pushing for disaffiliation from
ADA, thought that the compromise was
a real step forward and that next year
we'll get the whole thing. Behind this
was an-attitude of harmony, adjustment
“and capitulation.

This convention has made it clear that
the SDA “left wing” has some zerious
thinking to do. It has to decide whether
it is satisfied with rhetorical purity and
practical capitulation. TUnless the left
wing realizes that ‘its democratic theory

"has to be fought for, it will not move

forward in SDA or ADA.
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j'i'he Politics of a Stalinoid

By MICHAEL HARRINGTON

G. D. H. Cole is probably one of the best-known 1nte]lectuals pro-
duced by the British social-democracy. His reputation is second only to
that of Harold Laski. It rests upon a half century of writing and speak-
ing, from the Guild Socialist theories of his early period, through the
Meaning of Ma.rmsm. to his histories of socialist thought, and it gon-
tinues today in the pages of the New Statesman and Nation,

It was in this weekly that Cole
recently established a new claim to
fame: as theoretician of the popu-
lar front, as the embodiment of the
new  Stalinoidism. Small wonder
that Cole’s article was g!eefully
picked up by the Daily Worker in
America.

It begins:

w ‘Spcia!ism and Communizsm have
nothmg in common.,' These are the open-
ing woirds of a statement issued last

month by the Bureau of the Socialist
International. What nonsense they arel”

The analysis which follows is in keep.
ing with this straightforward start; it
is a repetiion of almost every last
cliché in the library (and a large library
it is) of the Stalinoid.

Before taking up Cole's specific state-
ments, however, they must be placed in

- a context.

-

' ism_ has always been a phénomencn to

British Stalinism, i.e., the Communist
Party, never succeeded in becoming a
mass force. Tt could not do this because
the Labor Party had the allegiance of
the overwhelming majority of the. Brit-
jsh working class.

But of the same time British Stalineid-

reckon with. 1¥ won many intellectuais to
ifs ideas, and it permeated even sections
of the Labor Party. It makes a sharp
distinction between organizational hos-
tility to the British Communist Party and
attitude toward Russia.

Thus it is that in England one finds a
whole grouping of scholars—V. Gordon
Childe, Christopher Hill, Rodney Hiiton,
and others—who write brilliant books,
usually on the politics of the past and
not of the present, and who always
make their ceremonial bok to Moscow.
* Here, for example, is Childe, a man of
considerable brilliance, He concludes his
discussion of Marxist theory in History
with “One great statesman of today has
successfully foreseen the course of world
history . . .” [my emphasis]. “The ref-
€rence is, of course, to Stalin, a thinker
whose reputation was somewhat ques-
tioned by the Twentieth Party Congress.
Incredible as it may seem, a writer as
competent as Childe was capable of
making remarks about Stalin like the
one just gquoted.

This i part of the British Stalinoid .

movement’s curious structure: that it
has attracted firstrate minds to a crude
‘€épigonism.

Indeed, Cole's ewn position is not a
new thing. Immediately affer World War
il, he called Russia “socialist" in his Intel-
ligent Man's Guide to World Politics. His
attitude there was quite like that of
Sweezy's Monthly Review in Americo: it
is unfortunote that Russia is a totalitari-
an police state, socialism In the West
.will not develop with these unfortunate
‘features, but it has a nationalized industry
ond fherefore, os a consequence, is
socialist.

STALINOID FORMULA 2

However, the recent piece in the New
Statesman goes beyond even this.

Socialists and Communists,
argues, share “the belief that the essen-
tial instruments of production ought to
he collectively owned and used in the
service of the whole society. . . . They
are all against capitalism, I;hat. is,
against private exploitation of the
warld’s resources. . .

This eqguation of nationalization of
industry and socialism is, of course, the
thegretical bed-rock of almost all of the
.Stalinoid analyses. If Sweezy, Deutsch-
er, Cole and the rest knbw nothing else,
they know this: that there is national-
ized property in Russia.

But then Cole takes his argument a
step further. Socialists and Communists,
he nofes; ag:mmthat there must-be “some
?B!h n{.fnw].farag. swta:,oz Jsoclety,-in

o "mwm‘lﬁ 'us-mtq o A N e i

Cole =

which great attention is paid to provid-
ing the widest possible soeial and edu-
cational opportunities, . . .”

One finds this an amazing formula for
that Stalinist society which has, from
the bureaucratic top down, forced its
peaple to forgo almost all of the benefits
of their increasing productivity in the
name of the policy of industrialization.

Yet Cole doesn’t stop here. Commu-
nists. and Socialists, he continues, are
against the expropriation of unearned
income; they both beliave that “the main
responsibility for the building of the
new society rests on the working class,
and that the organized working-class
movement must supply the main driving
force for its mchievement.”

Here we approach the center of Caole's
thesis. The fact that there is not a single
free organmization of the working class in
Stalinist society is not, for him, a contra-
diction of the assertion that the working
class is building thot seciety for welfare
and against the éxpropriation of surplus
value. For Cole, the unanimity of Stalinist
society (which has not been destroyed by
the Twentieth Party Congress, for oll the
workers, we are fo assume, agree with
the new line . . . or else why didn't they
speak up?) is o function of Its classless-
ness. Indeed, it is possible that the wel-
fare of the Russian working class has been
secured behind its back, since Cole sees
no confiict between fotalitarianism and
socialism, only a temporary disequilibri-
um.

WHO'S MASTER?

The erucial question is, of course:
who controls? Under capitalism, politi-
cal democracy, bourgeois demoeracy, is
not an essential. All that is required is
that capital have its freedom, and this
can be accomplished under semi-feudal
forms (Japan), under fascism (Ger-
many), or under a parliamentary rule
of the bourgevisie. But precisely since
socialism is an expression of the control
of the overwhelming majority over the
means of production, it reguires demoe-
racy in its very essence; there is liter-
ally no other way for the working class
to rule.

Franco, after all, has nationalized
niore of the Spanish economy than the
Labor Party nationalized in the British
economy, and he has Bismarckian “so-
c¢ialism' as a forerunner. Chiang, for
that matter, has a tremendous concéntra-
tion of nationalized property on Formo-
sa, which is hardly a bastion of social-
ism.

In other words, Cole has completely
missed the class nature of Stalinist
soeciety. He is able to do this by his
equation of planning, nationalization,
and anti-capitalism as socialism. And
given this contt'ollmg abstraction, he
can blithely ignore the actual reality of
the life of the working class in Stalinist
society; he can assert that the socialist
and the Communist “agree” that the
task of huilding socialism rests upon the
working class,

But Cole goes on, this time into the
deep waters which have already been
fathomed by Isaac Deutscher. He asks:
“what are Socialists expected to do where
such instruments [the tradition of de-
maocracy] either do not exist at all, or
fall a long way shoert of being usable to
bring about fundamental social change?”

Two elements are involved here. The
first s, an assumption shared by the
Stalinoid, the new Stalinist (who has
moaved on to a Stalinoid explanation in
order to deal with the Twentieth Party
Congress), and all of the bourgeois im-
perialists who have eder been: thaf it
is sometimes necessary to have an un-
democratic education of the stupid
people while they are being prepared for
democracy, that the people are ineapable
of leaping to that advanced conscious-
ness re;iresanted by .the Frenc
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D. H. Cole’'s New
Popular-Frontism

British imperialist of the Thirties on
India (Churchill’s rage as that “fakir"
Gandhi entered the wvice-regal palace);
thus the Stalinoid socialist.

But the second element in Cole's ques-
tion goes even deeper. What he is asking
is, can socialism be created when the
conditions for socialism don't exist?

The young Marx gave a fairly
straightforward answer to this problem
in the German Ideology: “And, on the
other hand, this development of produc-
tive forces . . . is absolutely necessary
as a practical premise; firstly, for the
reason that without it only want is
made general, and with want the strug-
gle for necessities and all the old filthy
busmsss would necessarily be mproduc-
ed . .." (my emphasis).

A[l the “old filthy business" is class
society, and that is exactly what hap-
pened in-Russia—the old filthy business.

Cole comes perilously close to realiz-
ing this, Wh¥, he asks himself, didn't
the Stalinists restore democracy once
the objective conditions (capitalist en-
circlement, poverty, ete.) which led to
totalitarianism were no longer present?
(Another version of the same question:
why, having been hard at the smission
civiliatrice for so many years didn't the
French colonialists give the Indochinese
their freedom?)

The answer, of course, resides in the
peint that Cole misses—that what had
happened in those years was not simply
the nationalization of property, but the
growth of a new ruling class basing it-
zelf upon its contrel of those national-
ized means of producticm And they are
about as likely to give up as the French
colonialists.

A LUMPING

Still, there is hope. The Twentieth
Party Congress, Cole feels opens up the
possibility that these mistakes will be
corrected.

Met, mind you, necessorily in the direc-
tion of parliomentary democrocy: "l deo
not think that parliaments are necessarily
superior to Soviets. . . ." We verge here
on the brink of the incredible, for Cole
is apparently under the impression that
there are still soviets in Russia! That he
leoks te the Twentieth Party Congress as
the possible beginning of a revival, not
of parliamentary democracy. but of . . .
soviet democracy! Even lsaac Deutscher

would iremble before such & perspective,

Cole’s conclusion? “friendly diseus-
gion between the . . . Socialist Interna-
tional and such bhodies as Yugoslav Com-
munists, the Nenni Socialists, and the
Asian and African anti-imperialists. ., "
Not, mind you, discussion between the
Communist Parties and the Socialists,
but rather rapport between the social-
ists and the national-Stalinists, the
Party-Stalinoids, the almost-Stalinists,
and (lumped into this grouping for no
agpparent reason) the Asian African
anti-imperialists.

Cole’s second point is nnexceptionable:
that socialists and Stalinists should dis-
cuss on an individual level. That, of
course, is the hope of every socialist,
not so that “differences” can be some-
how forgotten, but so that anti-Stalinism
can be brought to the Stalinist, -

This is not quite the Popular Front,
Only almost. And Cole’s article points,
I think, to the one real basis for Popular-
Frontism which the Stalinists may be
able to exploit: the exhaustion of so
many secialists, the growing tendency
to repeat slogans ahout the working
class without actually believing in the
self-emancipatory power of the working
class; the desire to have something to
show, something concrete—like Russia.

POLITICS OF DESPAIR

In Cole's case this element of disen-
chantment is on the surface. About two
years ago, he wrote an article in the
New Statesman describing himself as
an “old man, near despair.” The socialist
idealism of his youth, its international-
ism, its courage, was not apparent in the:
welfare state set up by the British
Labor Party—and what was there to
believe in now?

For these two years, this has been
Cole's search, a seeking for a belief. But
if Stalinism is socialism, then all has Aot
been,in vain; then the ideals of ‘fulj‘h.
deformed to be sure yet nevertheless
there, are triumphing in one-third of the
waorld,

In this situation, it is impossible not
to feel sympathy for Cole, the man—but
this must coexist with hostility for his
ideas. Yet more than that, his own des-
pair, most visible sinee it is the mood of
an old man who has fought long and
henorably, is a symbol of many other
despairs..

These are the soeialists who are thae
victims of the terrible defeats of the
working c¢lasz since the First World
War: these are the socialists who may
follow Cole’s lead, who may give up
their actual belief in the capacity of the
workers for socialism and yet commit
themselves to the world's most anti-se-
cialist state in the name of . . . the work-
ing class! It is incredible that perhaps
the “old filthy business" is now once
again to attract its followers from among
the ranks of the socialists, even at the
moment when it is so decisively revealed
for what it is.

LETTER FROM A KIBBUTZ

Following is part of a letter which
way be of interest fo LABOR ACTION
readers; it was received by o [friend
from o relative in Israel who is a mem-
bey of Mapam living in a kibbutz.

The writer of the letter, it seems to
me, places too wuch hope in the possi-
bility that Mapam's leadership will re-
orient its generally pro-Russion atti-
tude; also it is not true that Mapam has
“oonsistently” fought for the rights of
the Arab minority; but the letter has
interesting points to make.

AL FINDLEY

Dear

. . Despite the imminence of war be-
tween [srael and the Egyptian bloe, it
is not inevitable. Granted that the bona-
partist regime in Egypt will still hold
sway over the population due to rein-
forced prestige as a result of the Czech
arms pact, it falls to the government of
Israel to initiate such an Arab policy,
domestic and foreign, as can arouse a
strong echo in favor of Israel in the
neighboring Arab countries.

I entertain no illusions as to the prob-
ahle policy and tactics of Ben-Gurion,
However, from Mapam one must demand
a program of struggle, despite its par-
ticipation in the government coalition,
to prevent war, to put a stop to mass
reprisals, to end military rule in Arab
districts, ete. '

Ben-Gurion’s latest piece of retaliating
[against] the Egyptian mortar attacks
on kibbutzim in the Negev with cannon
fire on open cities like Gaza, Kﬁan Yuma,
Dir-el-Balah, ete. puts Israel in a pre-
canoﬂs sition - ‘from,” nll .85 pects,’ It
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directly interested in vengeancs against
Israel. Our moral position before world
opinion deteriorates indeed, despite the
alibi of self-defense.

At Kibbutz Kisufim an Egyptian mor-
tar shel razed a children's house barely
three minutes after the children had
lseen evacuated to a nearby shelter. In
Gaza the authorities do not worry about
air-raid shelters. This accounts for the
difference in casualties.

Unfortunately Mapam stresses the
need for “arms for Israel” as a primary
factor in maintaining peace. True, it has
consistently fought against military rule
and suppression of the Arab minority.
This explains the tremendous rise in the
Arab vote for Mapam which gave an
Arab candidate a seat in the Knesset.
Biut on the question of the Arab refugees
it is wirtually silent. Yaari [’\‘Iapam
leader], at the end of the war in 1948,
conditioned the return of the refugees
upon the conclusion of peace pacts
among the belligerents for “otherwise it
vrould be inviting the Fifth Column to
undermine the State of Israel.”

As a result of the 20th Stalinist Con-
gress, Mapam has begun to emancipate
itself from Stalinism not only on Jewish
matters but also on “‘secular” socialist
issues. At a recent plenum of Kibbutz
Artzi, Yaari pledged “to maintain inde-
pendence of organization and [reedom of
eriticism.”

It remains to be seen whether Mapam
will not ride its tall in the peace move-
ment. It still .calls for security guaran-
tees from the four greab powers. Indf:e
r-gapam meuds ae\*eralq more. :
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A STAR RISES
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e Origins of Today's

By A. GIACOMETTI

Paris

The war in Algeria is the last and most decisive battle for the North
African nationalists, and it is the last stand of French colonialism in
North Africa. On both sides, all available forces are mobilized, the last
resources are tapped, as the struggle becomes more and more intense.

Far from suppressing social antagonisms, the military and political

sttuggle has only sharpened them.
pregnant with reaction: fascist
bands are getting organized in Al-
geria and in France with the back-
ing of the most reactionary sec-
tions of the French bourgeoisie,
the Algerian colonialists and lead-
ing circles in the army.

Under the pressure of reaction, a
coalition government of liberals and so-
cidl-democrats has once more proven in-
capable of applying its own program,
and has instead carried out the policy of
its worst enemies, Popular resistance and
protest, which had been disarmed by the
helief that the “Left” government should
be given the benefit of doubt, has again
taken a sharp edge: soldiers refuse to
legve, civilians are stopping military

“trains, workers call strikes against the

Algerian war.

In the nationalist eamp, a parallel
process has taken place. In spite of the
numerical and technical superiority of
the repression forces, the mnationalist
movement has grown; it has grown to a
point where it dominates the situation
in Algeria not only politically but also
militarily. !

It has grown, however, under tremen-
dous political pressures, which have in-
tensified the process of differentiation in
its midst..

In Tunisia and Morocco, the nationalist
movement is not homogeneous either.
But the class antagonisms which under-
lie the struggle of the Istiglal Party
{Morocco) against the Democratic Inde-
pendence Party, as well as within the
Istiglal - itself, or the struggle of the
Nep-Destour against the coalition of
Salah Ben Youssef (Tunisia), fully re-
vealed themselves only after formal in-
dependence had been conguered.

LEFT VANGUARD -

In Algeria, different social causes have
produced different political effects. The
nationalist struggle has always been
more clearly identified with the struggle
for a social revolution, In Moroceo and in
Tunisia, a native bourgeoisie and land-
gwning class existed, which had founded
and led the natlc-nallst organizations.
The content of the demand for indepen-
dence was more formal, more of a com-
promise from the class point of view,
than it could ever be in Algeria.

In Algeria, no native bourgeoisie ex-
ists to speak of; nor does there exist a
significant e¢lass of peasant small-
holders, as in Tunisia. Simplifying but
little, one could say that the Algerian
people consizts of a class of common
laborers, mostly employed in agriculture
or unemploved, and of very poor peas-
ants, who are expleoited in their own
country by a foreign ruling class which
has steadfastly refused to acknowledge
their existence in any other role than
that of hired “hands."

While reformist solutions (autonomy
and federation, ete.) had always been ad-
vocated by thin strata of intellectuals, pro-
fessional people, Moslem priests, etc., they
were never able to rally the support of
the nationalist movement as a whole, even
in its beginnings. Unlike Tunisia and
Moi-ncco there existed in Algeria, since
the 1920s, an eorganized proletarian cmr-
rent with an independent program and
revolutionary aims,

The present conflict between the
“Frontists” of the National Liberation
Front (FLN) and the “Messalists” of the
Algerian National Movement (MNA) re-
flect the conflict of contradictory social
forces within the nationalist movement.
The reason for the present split in the
Algerian nationalist movement lies in its
more advanced character.

To understand more clearly what is in-
volved in the struggle between MNA and
FLN a brief return to the origins of Al-
gerian nationalism is called for,

The ﬂrst' aﬁ,org;amzahgn q'i
; geumwna 'founded i

rker 'the Etoile"

For France, the Algerian war is

Nord-Africaine (North African Star).
Its leader Messali Hadj was an auto
worker at Renault and a member of the
French Communist Party since 1925.

The ENA started out as a defense or-
ganization of the Algerian workers in
France, but rapidly spread to Algeria and
-Xa Jy) Papnpaur 1 YsyErdes pue Aivmon
became a party. Its program was revolu-
propriation of the land held by the large
landowners and companies, and the na-
tionalization of banking, transport and in-
dustry.

In 1929 it was suppressed by a con-
servative government, and immediately
reorganized under another name; in
1934-35 it was dissolved again, and its
leaders were s@ntenced to long pr:son
terms:

In 1934, when fascism thmatened to
take power in France, the main activity
of the ENA was to fight fascist propa-
ganda among the Algerian workers in
France, alongside the Socialist Party.
Daniel Guérin recalled in 1937:

“In September 1936, in the Lilas dis-
trict, the workers had called a sit-down
strike in a factory. Among them were
North Africans whom agents of the spe-
cial police services of the Rue Lecomte
were ineiting to break solidarity with
their fellow workers and break the
strike. I only had to send a message and
a comrade from the ‘Etoile’ came to
make a speech, in Arabie, to the North
Afriean strikers, convincing them to re-
main in the struggle at the side of their
class hrothers."”

In 1933, the ENA raised for the first
time the demand for an election of an
Algerian Constituent Assembly, by uni-
versal suffrage, without distinction of
race or religion. By 1936, Messali Hadj,
in a- speech before a meeting of 10,000
people in Algiers, demanded indepen-
dence for Algeria

The coming to power of the Popular
Front temporarily stopped the persecu-
tion against the ENA, which had joined
the Popular Front coalition. But soon the
government, under the pressure of Iiis
bourgeois allies in the Radical Party,
dropped its liberal course in the colonies.

In January 1937, the ENA was again
disselved. To replace it, Messali Hadj
founded the “Parti du Peuple Algérien™
in March 1937. Within weeks, Messali
and several other leaders of the PPA
were condemned to two years in prison.

FORM MTLD

At the outbreak of World War II, after
a8 few months of freedom, the govern-
ment imprisoned them again, and dis-
solved the PPA. When France collapsed,
Messali refused to support the Vichy
government and remained in prison. In
1942 he was pardoned.

In 1945, a year after the Liberation,
the demands of the Algerian people were
met with a bloody repression by the “Na-
tional Front” government: 45,000 people
werg killed by the army under the orders
of M. E. Naegelen, the social-democratic
governor of Algeria.

Messali Hadj was sentenced to hard
laber and deported to Tropical Africa;
he was released only late in 1946.

The PPA -re-emerged as the “Mouve-
ment pour le Triomphe des Libertés
Démocratiques” (MTLD) and sent five
representatives to the National Assem-
bly in Paris, in spite of Naegelen's falsi-
fication of the election returns, which
has become a symbol of administrative
dishonesty.

In 1946, after a meeting in Paris and a
propaganda tour in Algeria on behalf of
the MTLID. Messali was first expelled
from France, then assigned a forced resi-
dence in various small towns in France.
On March 29 this year, he was moved to
Belle-Ile-en-Mer, an island in the Atlantic
off the- coast of Brittany, where he is held
mcommun]caﬂn
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- Algerian Liberation Movement

1930s, there developed warious kinds of
national-reformist currents,

While the ENA had alwavs linked the
social struggles of the Algerian workers
to the struggle for national independ-

. ence, these latter subordinated the social

struggle to other, more formal and far
less radical demands. For Messali and
his followers, social revolution and the
conquest of national indepéndence weére
inseparable, linked in a continuous proc-
ess of interaction and interdependence.
The national-reformist groups at first
did not even consider national independ-
ence as a necessary goal: when they did,
they viewed it under a narrowly juridical
angle, leaving the social question un-
touched.

THE RIGHT WING

The Moslem priests, or ulemas, had
discovered in Islamie religion a dactrine
and a justification for independence.
Their leader, the sheikh Ben Badis, wrote
in 1936:

“We have found in past history and in
the present the fact that an Algerian
Moslem nation arese and existed....We
say that this Algerian nation is not
France, cannot be France and will not be
France . .. Algeria will be independent
to a large extent, and then France will
be able to count on her as one free nation
can count on another free nation.”

On a cultoral and psychological level,
the activity of the ulemas often converged
with the political activity of the national-
ist parties, and frequently prepared the
penefration of the Aatter, especially in
rural areas. .

After the proletarian and the religious
nationalists, a reformist-nationalist cur-
rent arose_ during the war, under the
leadership of Ferhat Abbas, a pharma-
cist from Setif.

As a student, he entered political life
with a pro-French orientation and a pro-
gram of assimilation. In 1936 he wrote
against the nationalist idea of an Al-
gerian nation: “Such a fatherland does
not exist. . . . We are the children of a
new world, ereated by Frenech spirit and
French effort.”

In April 1938 he founded the “Union
Populaire Algérienne,” a pro-French and
assimilationist organization. At the out-
break of the Second World War, he vol-
unteered for the French army.

During the war, however, his political
ideas underwent a change: in 1943 he pub-
lished a “"Manifesto to the Algerian Peo-
ple” in which he put forward the idea of
an autonomeus Algerian republic, onited
to France by federation. In 1944 he found-
ed a new party, the “Amis du Manifeste et
de la Liberté” (AML), which was dis-
solved along with the PPA in the repres-
sion of 1945. Ferhat Abbas was arrested,
but an amnesty enabled him to re-enter
public life in 1946 In April 1946 he organ-
ized the “Union Démocratigue da Mani-
feste Algérien” (UDMA), still on a pro-
gram of autonomy and federation.

In many ways, his program and his
ideas could have been compared at this
point with these of Bourguiba, leader of
the Tunisian Neo-Destour, who once
wrote that “in Tunisia, nobody can he
more moderate than we are and still re-
main a patriot.” For this reason, the re-
formist-nationalists in North Africa
have often been lumped together by their
opponents in the nationalist camp under
the name of “Bourguibism.”

Yet there are essential differences, In
Tunisia, Bourguiba's gradualist program
rallied absolutely everybody, except a
handful of traditionalists from the Old
Destour; the party which he led ineluded
all classes, The existence of a strong pro-
letarian current within the Neo-Destour,
represented by the UGTT, eventually
drove the party much further in a social-
ist direction than its narrow, petty-bour-
geois program would have indicated.

QUISLINGS AND OPPRESSORS

In Algeria, the reformist current never
was and could not be the mouthpiece for
a whele nation, not even temporarily, but
only represented a small group of as-
similated intellectuals, functionaries,
professional people; the masses had
joined first the ENA, then the PPA, than
the MTLD.

Thus. ln Algeﬂa. natlnnal—rel’orm]sm

ment was strong enough té impose such a
policy on the lords of Algerian capitalism.

The political picture of Algeria should
also include the small minority’ of as-
similationist wes-men who remained
faithful to their French masters until the
insurrection had made their position un-
tenable. They include the handful of na-
tive landowners who owe everything to
the French occupation and therefore can-
illo_t refuse anything to the administa-
ion.

Finally, there is the case of the Al-
gerian branches of the French Commu- -
nist Party and Socialist Party. As in
Morocco and Tunisia neither were able fo
gain any sort of following among - the
native workers, and remained the parties
of a small working-class aristocracy -
composed of Eurupesns -

During the last few Vears, the SP. gen-
erally stood for an assimilationist posi=
tioft; and the CP for a federalist solution
comparable to the UDMA's. In their or-
ganizational practice, both parties had
set up their Algerian departmental fed-
erations as if they had been an integral
part of metropolitan France, The sama
is true for the local federations of Force
Ouvriere (reformist trade-unions) and of,
the CGT (Stalinist-led), as well as of
the Catholic trade-union federatlm
CFTC.

What liberals or radicals may be
found among Europeans in Algeria, who
have shown active solidarity with the
Algerian people, generally come from the
French labor movement. The official par-
ties, however, and most trade-unions
have remained strengholds of European
chauvinism, of assimilationism and
strong supports of the administration.

As in France, the SP and F@ found
the greatest part of their supporters
among civil servants, while the CP and
CGT. were strong among the sktlled
workers, railwaymen, ete.

Toward the proletarian nationalist
movement, both parties showed nothing
but hostility, While SP governments
were consistently vepressing it, the CP
just az consistently sabotaged it in other
ways.

CP BETRAYAL ,

In 1935 already, Stalinist goon squads
broke up meetings organized jointly by
the ENA, the Trotskyists and the SP
(actually the “Gauche Révolutionnaire™
wing of the SP). In 1937 the CP support-
ed the dissolution of the PPA, compound-
ing the crime by equating it to Doriot’s
fascist “Parti Populaire Francais." In
1944 and 1945, while the Algerian na-
tionalist movement was fighting for its
existence, the CP was distributing leaf-
lets accusing Messali of being a “Hitler-
ite-ll

During the repression of 1945, Charles
Tillen, then member of the CP Central
Committee and Air Minister in the “Na-
tional Front” government, ordered the air
force to bomb the “aréas of unrest,” while
the leaders of the Algerian CP {Kouci,
Palomba) were demanding, in public.
meetings, the execution of the PPA lead-
ers and even of Ferhat Abbas. The CP dis-
tributed more leaflets: “One detects in
these manifestations the policy of Més-
sali's men, with their slogan ‘independence
for Algeria.’ This is the faithful expres-
sion of, the watchwords from Berlin,

It is easy to see how the CP came to’
be completely isolated from the Algerian
people. After the outbreak of the insur-
rection, the Stalinist policy became com-
pletély untenable and' threatened to lead’
to the complete disappearance of the
Algerian section of the CP. Conséquent-
Iy, the datter took a few measures to en-
sure its survival: in April 1955, it be-
came organizationally independent, and’
began to follow a policy of eautious sup-
port to the FLN.

In Septembér 1955 it was lucky
enough to get itself suppressed by_the’
administration, Its paper Liberté has ap-
peared illegally since.

After several largely unsuccessful at-
tempts to infiltrate the partisan units
under FLN control, it decided to set up
its own underground, to ensure a voice
for itself in future negotiations. This
organization, called the “Combatants de”
la Libertd,” came into existence last
April. The truckload of Sten guns which
the Stalinist junior officer Maillot drove

. off with on April 4 was the nest egg, so

to speak, of this new Stalinist under-
groumd.

Its perspectives, however, are wvery
limited. The Algerian CP is congenitally
weak, discredited and isolated, whether-
legal or illegal, and no Stalinist under-
ground will be able to live down the de-
served contempt in which the Algerian
people hold the CP since 1944 —especial=
ly not with the present policy of the CP.

Next weok—André Gidc metti falrs i
story of thé political develc
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‘Joys of a Free Economy’ —

ICentinuved from page 1)
adherents of all kinds of unemployment-
offsetting programs of public works and
the like.

But the fact remains that as long as
we have capitalism we have to have not
only the standard “frictional” unemploy-
ment which is with us even at the height
‘of every boom, but the periodic dips,
either of a few industries at a time or
‘of the ceonomy in general, which in this
era of the Permanent War Economy are
known under the fancy title of “inven-

Reuther’'s
l. .r_ . - . '
Economics — —
B . [Continved from page 1)

As we have said on other occasions,
the fundamental fault is that the plan
wa sprojected with the optimistic out-
Jook that the. “dynamic qualities” of
American capitalism would sustain a
high  level’ of employment. The advent
of the current recession destroved these

pes “among UAW leaders and ranks,
, In addition, the auto corporations
iu.ve been taking full advantage of con-
tract clauses pgiving them exclusive
rights. to_ manage their plants and di-
rect their working forces to institute
short work-weeks in spite of all protest
of local unions and shop committees,

One of the major demands of the
General Motors nation-wide couneil
meeting held in Detroit this past week
was to ask GM to guarantee 40-hour
pay for those called in to work on any
Monday. It remains to be seen how much
this arrogant corporation concedes on
this point.

But before getting into the pwlitical
— implications of the current auto erisis it
should be said that the overselling of
the GAW idea, or more exactly, of the
actual gain.in principle that the TAW
achieved, has placed in jeopardy the
entire future of the GAW; for a second
important action of the GM Council was
fo place in the forefront of the 1958
negotiations a guaranteed 40-hour pay
for a shorter work-week.

In ‘the face of these difficulties it Is
pnderstandable that local union regimes
one ofter the eother are being toppled
from office in the current elections,
‘gspecially in the Flint and Detroit woreas.

SQUEEZE-PLAY
. The Reuther leadership unquestion-
ably can survive thiz kind of setback,
‘but what is bothering the UAW is the
political capital that the Republican
Party is making out of the auto workers'
problems. To be sure, Howard Pyle,
assistant to President Eisenhower, put
his foot in his mouth in his classic “The
right to suffer is one of the joys of a
free economy.” But this statement has
been largely hushed up in the press.

- In negotiations last week at GM-—and

tory recessions” or “rolling readjust-
ments,"”

Not ‘even the most hard-hitten, dog-
matic defender of Ameriea’s “unigue”
capitalism can dream up a theoretical
construction, let alone a practical’ pro-
gram, which would rule out these reces-
sions with their aceompaniment of un-
employment for hundreds of thousands
or millions of workers from a disastrous
period of a few weeks to the catastrophe
of a few months, The most the unions
and their political allies of the Fair Deal
wing of the Democratic Party can hope
to do is to ameliorate the condition of
the unemployed during such periods, not
to banish onemployment. ¥

THE PRICE WE PAY

it is not-necessary for socialists to
demonstrate the theoretical necessity of
unemployment for capitalism. Every
serious , pro-capitalist economic theoreti-
cian or analyst can demonstrate it, and
does s0 when he does not simply take it
for granted. Periodic mass unemploy-
ment, like extremes of wealth and pov-
erty, can be softened and prevented from
becoming politically explosive in a coun-
try like this which enjoys an aristo-
eratic position with respect to the rest
of the world, and supports a vast arma-
ment economy for the purpose of main-
taining it; they cannot be eliminated.

Only a man who hos never really suf-
fered the anguish of enforced unemploy-
ment could refer to that kind of suffering
as “one of the joys of a free economy.”
But if he had said that the suffering of
the unemployed is the tragic price o so-
ciety must pay in order to make possible
the private accumulation of wealth which
we see In capitalism, he would have ex-
pressed aon incontrovertible fruism about
the system,

Expressions of preference for and
lovalty to the “free economy” of Ameri-
cann capitalism have Dbecome essential
parts of the ritual of virtually every
American trade-union convention, De-
epite Reuther's early socialist training,
and that of “so many of his colleagues
and administrative officers, the United
Auto  Workers' leadership has been
swept along in the adulation of the sys-
tem which has become so general during
this decade and a half of the Permanent
War Economy. When it comes to accept-
ing the unemployment which is an in-
evitable characteristic of this system,
however, they balk, regardless of what
violence this does to economic logic,

It is all te their eredit that they seek

'to resist the practical consequence of

their ideological commitment to capital-
ism, and are perfectly willing to demand
non- or even anti-capitalist measures
when mass suffering iz involved. Social-
ists to do the same kind of thing when
they too demand all kinds of measures
to alleviate the plight of the unemploved,
even though their analysis tells them
that such -measures do not even begin to
solve the problem.

The difference is that socialists are in @
position to caoll @ spade o spade, and to
lay the blame for unemployment on the
basic workings of the system. They ean
seek to really educate the workers to an
understanding of why periodic unemploy-
ment is inevitable under capitalism, and
hence to the idea that the cnly real and
lasting cure is to abolish the system and
run industry en the basis of social owner-
ship and planning,

The labor defenders of capitalism have
to lay the blame on the Republicans or
some other palitical scapegoat. As long
as they continue to do this they may ac-
complish much to help the unemployed.

* They will never abolish unemployment.

Stone on Russia — —

{Continued from page 11

tons of steel the Russians prodice,” he
throws out, with an eye on his friends,

*This society is good only for very lim-
ited types of bureaucrats, yesmen, cyn-
ies, but not for creative and honest men,
he says. For the latter, “the USSR has
been a hermetically sealad prison, stif-
ling in its atmosphere of complete, rigid
and low-level thought control.” And he
found that it still is.

He concludes with the view that, as
regards helping the cause of peace and
the interests of the Russian people them-
selves, “this process will-not be helped by
indulging in delusions, or by quickly for-
giving and forgetting Stalinism in the
belief that Russia has now fundanien-
tally changed.”

Certainly there have been changes,
“"But we will not help the Russian people
by letting this crowd of leaders soft-seap
us; in any free country, after similar reve-

believe the foreign-agent charge against
him. “This is how Stalin operated; he
never met an opponent on the ground of
honest discussion; first slander and then
the firing sgquad were his answers. . . .
Was not the treatment of Beria in the
true Stalinist tradition?

“I cite as another major example, the
attack on Stalin himself. . . .

"What one does see is that somehow
the attack on Stalin has the same crass,
crude air as Stalin's own attacks on his
own victims. , . . But to blame the evils of
Stalinism on Stalin is obviously inade-
quate. . . . To change it ene, must do more
than hang Stalin in effigy, or to defame
kim in self-serving panic as Khrushchev is
doing."

(Incidentally, Stone quotes “a Com-
munist” ag telling him: “Multiply all
you have read abroad by ten and you will
get the dimensions of Khrushchev's reve-
lations about Stalin.”)

The Independent Socialist League stands
for socialist democrocy and against the
two systems of exploitation which now
divide the world: capitalism and Stalinism,

Capitalism cannot be reformed or liber-
alized, by any Fair Deal or other deal, so
as to give the people freedom, gbundance,
security or peace. It must be abolished
and replaced by a new social system, in
which the people own and control the
basic sectors of the economy, democrati.
cally controlling their own economic amd
political destinies.

Stalinism, in Russia and wherever it
holds power, is a brutal totalitarianism—
a new form of exploitation. Its agents in
every country, the Communist Parties, are
unreleuting enemies of socialism and have
nothing in common with socialism—which
cannot exist without effective democratic
control by the people.

These twa camps of capitalism ond Stal
inism are today ot ecch other's throats in
a worldwide imperialist rivalry for domi-
naotion, This struggle con only lead to the
most frightful war in history so long as the
pecple leave the capitalist and Stalinist
rulers in power, Independent Socialism
stands for building and strengthening the
Third Camp of the people against both
war bloes.

The ISL, as a Marxist movement, locks
to the working class and its ever-present
struggle as the basic progressive force in
society. The ISL is erganized to spread the
ideas of soclalism in the lobor movement
and among all other sections of the people,

At the same time, Independent Socialists
participate actively in every struggle to
better the peeple's lot now—such as tha
fight for higher living standards, against
Jim Crow and anti-Semitism, in defense of
civil liberties and the #rade-union move-
ment. We seek to join together with all
other militants in the labor movement as
a left force working for the formation of
an independent labor party and other pro-
gressive policies.

The fight for democracy and the fight
for socialism are inseparable. Thefe can
be no lasting and genuine democracy with-
out socialism, and there can be no secial-
ism without democracy. To enroll under

this banner, join the Independent Soclalist
League!

Get Acquainted!

Independent Socialist League
114 West 14 Street

New York 11, N. Y.

O I want more information ahout

the ideas of Independent Social-
ism and the ISL.

3 I want to join the ISL.
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contracts “living documents” and im-
prove them at least in minor respects
are coldly rejected by the corporations
who are determined to use the occasion
to destroy or weaken the confidence of
the auto workers in their union.

"You signed the controct. You said it
was a good one. Live wp to it. We are
living up %o I+."—This is the attitude of
lobor-relations directors to UAW negoti-
ators, and [+ mokes things very difficult
#or the union.

In response to these pressures UAW
Ieaders are making their usual militant
speeches at  UAW gatherings like the
GM. Council, Walter Reuther, Leonard
Woodeoek and other spokesmen are su-
perb in their sharp analyses of the Re-
publican Party as the tool of big busi-
nesg and in describing how eapitalism
works, without of course denouncing it.
But, the faltering and the stumbling and
the grave inadequacies of their entire
program come when they end up with
the solutien that labor must support the
Democratic Party, since in reality they
don’t have much faith in it either.

In the ten years that Walter Reuther.

hias achieved his domination of the
UAW, there never was an occasion
where he has protested more over condi-
tions and has been less effective in doing
- gpomething about them than at the pres-
_ent time. For all the dilemmas and con-
‘tradictions: of the UAW policy have
with. . the

81 a yoar for Studeat

munis} Parties of the West. They remain
Russian puppets; they will [ump back
through the hoops as soon as they get new
orders. Their members cannot be freed
from intellectual bondage until the parties
themseives have disintegrated. Nothing
has yet happened in Russia to justify co-
operation abread between the independ-
ent Left and the Communists." (End of
articie.) |

INDICTMENT

In a sulistantial section of the article,
Stone indicts the Russian press from the
standpoint of its role in the “stifling at-

* mosphere”: it is “matchless for turgidity

and obseurity . . . written by uninspired
hacks . . . repellent gibberish.”". . . “It
i# indicative that s Communist intel-
lectual . . . in Eastern Europe admitted
to me that he ‘couldn’t live’ without the
N. Y. Times.”

“If they want to make a clean break
with the Stalinist past, they can best
demonstrate it by telling their people
what they are doing and why.” But he
shows that not the slightest step has
been taken in this direction.

The Beria case is another major ex-
ample for him. “Only persons rendered
permanently idiotic by complete sub-
mergence in party-line literature” will

Fd Y

Subscribe to LABOR ACTION —

against “rotten elements” (who really
want democracy).
“I came away from Russia with the

Sstrong conviction that Khrushchev is

more crude and vulgar than Stalin, and
will if given the chance take over com-
pletely.,” But the leaders “have intensi-
fied the ferment which began with Stal-
in's death and set in motion events whose
momentum they may not be able to con-
trol.”

So much for Stone’s report. There is
another section in which he records some
thoughts on why all this happened. “It
Started With Leninism” is the subhead
and it is a short summary of some fairly
standard thoughts along those lines.

However, Stone is modest in his claims
here; he says: “I have been reading
furiously in Russian history and a little
in Russian law and in past Communist
controversy in an effort to evaluate what
I have seen. . . . My knowledge is inade-
quate, my ignorance is vast, my only
credentials are that these conclusions
represent what one man has seen and
felt.,”

The question arises, where Stone goes
from there. As mentioned, he presents a
short essay in anti-Leninism, but at the
same time still refers to Russia as “so-
cialist,” and indicates that in his next
report, on Warsaw, he may have guite
different things to say. The ferment of
Stone's personal politics. is undoubted,
it the important thing

i the,value:of /.|
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