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There'# a Difference,
But —

One of the new political phenomena of
1956 is the degree to which all kinds of
political commentators, Washington cor-
respondents and sociological deep-think-
ers have come out uninhibitedly with the
observation that the differences between
the two-old parties, Democrats and Re-
publicans, have become invisible to the
naked eye.

Of course, at all times there have
been some honest admissions even from
conservative sources that the periodical
contest” between the two capitalist par-
ties has been something less than a life-
and-death struggle between opposing
Ways of Life. But we do not recall any
previous time when the absence of mean-
ingiul choice -between the two parties
has been viewed so cynically in so wide-
spread a fashion and when the remark
has become such common coin in the
small-talk of presidential-year politieal
writing.

For example, a couple of weeks ago
the N. Y. Times' Washington man, Wil-
liam S. White, devoted an article in his
paper's Sunday magazine. section to this
subject of the difference between the

[Continued on page 21

By GORDON HASKELL

One of the major battles in the struggle for desegregation of educa-
tion in America was fought in the border states during the first two
weeks of September. The battle resulted in a clear-cut victory for the
Negro people and the anti-Jim-Crow forces in America, and once agaim
demonstrated the hopelessness of the white-supremacist cause in this

country.

Onceé again the leading antagon-
ists in this struggle, exposed to the
glaring light of national publicity,
showed up in marked contrast fo
each other. In Clinton, Sturgis,
Mansfield,, ‘and in other towns
where attempts wetre made to
bloek integration by mob violence, the
symbols of the struggle were, on the
one hand, the Negro children walking
courageously through the howling mab,
and on the other, a small minority of the
white population whipped up to a piteh
of mindless fury by a tiny ha_ndfu] of
bigoted agitators who had, in many
cases, bolstered their courage with lib-
eral doses of whiskey.

Once again, a central foct obout the
struggle for integrotion which is all toe
often Blurred over, even in the pro-inte-
graotionist press of the North, was em-
phasized: Segregation can enly be main-

tained as long as the power of the govern-
ment and the ruling class stands behind if.
Where such suppert is lacking, even the
most fervent ogitation cannot keep it in
force.

That iz the lesson of Clinton, Tenn.,
and-of*every other Tocation in which Ne-
groes songht to enroll in previously lily-
white schools and were met by mob ac-
tion. Wherever the government stood be-
hind those ecitizens who were seeking
their elementary rights, and defended
them against those who sought to violate
them, the issue was quickly resolved.
Where the government shirked its duty,
or openly supported the white-suprema-
¢ists, the Negroes either made no at-
tempt to join the izsue, or they were de-
feated in this round of the struggle.

The fight for integration is far from
won: that goes without saying. In the
deep South, not a single public school be-
low the university level has been inte-

“Leave That Kind of Talk in Detroit...

By JACK WILSON
Detroit, Sept. 10

The New York Times story that Adlai
Stevenson was advised not to appear in
Harlem rieht now, due to the hostility
of the Negre people over the weak civil-

. rights plank in the Democratic Party

platform and their anger over the mob
violence against Negro school children
down South, coincides with an incident
involving a minor Negro official of the
United Auto Workers, who just returned
from down Arkansas.

This union official was asked not to
come down and do it apgain, During his
vacation there, he attended a politieal
rally of about 150 Negroes and took up
their invitation to express his views.

As he puts it, since he knew most of the
people, for it wes his home town, he
decided to sell them the UAW line of
supperting the Democratic Party candi-
dates, Stevenson and Kefauver. When he
finished, the silence wes painful. Everyone
else who spoke was for supporting the
Republicans agoinst the Democrats, who
were identified as the source -of raciol
oppression in the South.

A good friend of the UAW official told
him: “You are invited back again, but
only if you leave thatZXind of talk back
home, Maybe it will go in Detroit. But
never.down here.”

The incident almost spoiled the vaca-
tion of the union official, who had a time

explaining himself privately. As a matter
of fact, if he had known how bitter the
people were about the Democratic Party
down there, he would have kept his
mouth shut, he said.

Now we do not pretend to elaim that
this incident is typical, or that even the
Stevenson rebuff in New York is por-
tentous. But we do know that the debate
among the Negro people over political
action is more intense and less partisan
than any we have experienced in the
last 25 years, and that the dissatisfac-
tion with status-quo politics is the most
obvious feature of this debate.

The feeling of frustration will in-
crease, of course, ag events in the South
deepen the anger of the Negroes, and
the actions of the politicians up North
emphasize a thousand times over-that
there is mo basic difference in the pro-
grams of the major political parties on
the vexing issue of civil rights and liber-
ties for America’s biggest minority, the
Negroes,

L]
DETROIT NOTES

With a candor that is almost refresh-
ing, L. L. (Tex) Colbert, president of
Chrysler, has sent out a personal letter
to all employees stating .that at the
start of the 1957 model Chrysler is go-
ing to put-into effect a set of new work
standards, to wit, like those Ford and
General Motors have.

What this signifies is that in many
large divisions Chrysler workers will be
expected to increase production by at
least 25 per cent per man per hour. Col-
bert uses quite an argument for this
move: We gave you the GM package in
terms of @ union contract; we expect in
return a GM package of work standards.

Since the UAW has not been>able +o
improve working conditions at GM and
Ford notably in the last negotiations
when ail pressure was on fo get the prin-
ciple of the Guoranteed Annual Wage,
the net result is that Chrysler workers,
who had achieved far superior working
conditions, ore in danger of losing them.

All of which foretells a story of in-
ternal stresses and problems in the UAW
as the secondary leaders are caught be-
tween the pressure of the ranks and the
drive of managzement for more produc-
tion, with the top UAW officials stand-
ing by a policy of “live up to the con-
tract"—which means: give up the better
working conditions,

L ]

Urilike his flop at the opening of the
1952 campaign in Detroit, Adlai Steven-
son was far superior in his appeal to the
huge crowd at the Labor Day rally here.
But the biggest applause and response
came whenever Walter P. Reuther talked
somewhat in the vein of old, with a few
cracks at General Motors, Interestingly
enough, there were more signs for a 30-
hour week than in other years.
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| Negro Children, Bayonets—
LIGHT | And Presidential Candidates

Miss Freda Zuerchen has been teach-
ing in the Leuisville schooils for forty
years. She now has obout thirty Ne-
groes In her five English classes.

"1 thought-i¢+ might bother me, but
it doesn't one bit,” she said. The chil-
dren act as though fhey have been go-
ing to school with colored pupils all
their lives. | think i¥'s marvelous. |
really can't understond it, But | like it.”

g New York Times, Sept. 12

grated, and the process has only barely:

begun in such border states-as-Arkansas -

and Tennessee. b

The responsibility for the fact thot
there has been no break in the defionce
of the Supreme Court's integration order
in the Deep South rests to no small degree
on the shoulders of the national leadership
of both mojor political parties. Their
shameless caopitulation to the Southern
racists has actually encouraged the lat-
ter's defiance of the court order: there
con be no doubt of that.

Clinton pointed up this aspect of cur-
rent American politiecs more clearly than
anything else could have done,

While the dramatic struggle was at its
hottest in this town, Adlai Stevenson and
Estes Kefauver, standard-bearers of the
Democratic Party, drove through it on
their way to a meeting with Southern
party leaders. They did not stop; they
did not say a word for publication. They
turned their faces away from the chil-
dren who were walking through the
school doors under the protection of Na-
tional Guard bayonets, and huorried on
to shake hands and plan joint political
strategy with the leaders of the anti-
integration forces of the South. ~

Further, Stevenson addressed a Labo
Day rally in Detroit and spoke to labor
gatherings in other Michigan cities, He
did not yet find it possible to say a word,
even a cheap campaign-year word, to en-
courage the people who were fighting for
equal educational opportunities for their
children in the South. His silence on this
subject hecame so thundercus that Dem-
ocratic Party leaders in New York City
decided that it would be better for him
not to try to address a meeting in Har-
lem at this stage of his campaign,

{Continved on page 3}
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LAND OF REFUGE

“U. 8. is guietly helping Korean Presi-
dent Syngman Rhee solidify his position.
Admiral Won Yil Sohn, who resigned as
defense minister under fire (over his
handling of defense monies) is in this
country as guest of our State Depart-
ment. With Sohn out of the country, he
can’'t be called by Korean National As-
sembly for questioning. He'll ‘study
American methods of government.’”—
“Washington Calling” column in Seripps-
Howard papers, Aug.

He hos to study yet?
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TWO BOOKS
 ON LABOR

— hY
WHEN LABOR VOTES: A STUDY OF AUTO
WORKERS, by Arthur Kornhauser, Hareld
L. Sheppard and Albert J. Mayer—Uni--
versity Books, 1956, 352 pages, $5.

b 7

By BEN HALL

On the eve of the 18952 elections, a
team’ of Wayne University sociologists
interviewed B28 United Auto Workers
members in the Detroit area and, when
the election was over, went back to speak
to 351 of them. This is a report of their
findings—facts and figures of great sig-
nificance to anyone-interested in the la-
bor movement or active in polities.

Some of the conclusions could have
been readily anticipated. We know, for
example, that workers vote Democratic
by a large majority. But how large? In
this sampling, UAW members indicated
a party preference for the Democrats by
more than 7-1; they voted for Stevenson
3-1. “Defections from straight Demo-
cratic voting were to- candidate Eisen-
hower rather than to the Republican

y_sr .

{ In sum, from this study of how UAW
members voted, how they thought about
the campaign issues, what they feel
about their union, we get a picture of
the dominant, pervasive union-conscious-
ness of the American working class rep-
vésented here by one of its most impor-
tant sectors. For other details, we. refer
our readers to the ecurrent issue.of the
New International and, of couise, to the
book :itself.

Union-consciousness in these auto work-
ers borders upon class-consciousnesss In
the second interview, the question was
pat: “If you were asked to use one of
these four names for your social class,
which would you say you belonged in: the
middle class, lower class, werking class
or upper class?"

“The answers must be startling to
those who are convineed that American

>

en Labor Votes”

workers are happily “middle class” in
outlook. Here is how 280 unionists re-
plied: )

TDPEL nremeiiiisimiiiiinie 1 .
Lower .... A I
Middle i ]

Working clasa ...... .201‘

The authors find too, that the evidence
suggests that a majority of those inter-
viewed ‘see the political woild in terms
of opposed goals and group interests as
between organized labor and business.”

Is union-consciousness a relic of the
past or is it deeply implanted in the
minds of a new generation of workers?
The answer to this question is of decisive
significange in an estimate of the state
of the American working class; it tells
volumes about tendencies within it.

Is the trend away from the union apir-
it that swept the militant vanguard of
the working clazs along in the thirties
and toward a middle-class outlook? Or
is the idea of unionism, class organiza-
tion of labor, inherited by one genera-
tion from the other? In one case, the
elass-consciousness of the workers would
prove to be in a state of continuing dis-
solution and disappearance. In the other,
class-consciousness must tend to be in
the process of formation and solidifica-
tion.

For these reasons, the book’s conclu-
sions about the younger unionists are
of enormous symptomatic significance.
Speaking of those members who are most
strongly for the union, it concludes:

"This type has the smallest proportion
of persons 55 years of age and over and
.. the largest proportion of persons
under 35. The fact thaot the two types
with a high laber political orientation...
are younger than the other types has an
important bearing upon the future trends
regarding wnion loyalty, and it calls into
question the notion that such sentiments
are strongest among the older workers,;
the ones who helped establish the union
in the early organizing peried."

Frank Edwards and the AFL

~

MY FIRST 10,000,000 SPONSORS, by
Frunk Edwards.—Ballantine Bocks, 195§,
10:5 pages, $2 hardbound, 35 cents poper-
bound.

b r 4

When Frank Edwards was a young
fellow, just in radio, he went to his boss,
manager of station WHAS in Louisville,
with a novel idea: how about a regular
series of news broadcasts? That was
1925. When the chief recovered from the
shock he said stiffly, “Young man, I shall
excuse you because of your age and in-
experience. ... Radio is not in the news
business."” )

Edwards: went on to gain a certain
modest fame as a radio news commenta-
tor. This autobiographical story is an
entertaining and lively account of how
radio has changed in thirty years.

He is best known to us as the man
sponsored by the AFL for four years
(1950-54) until it suddenly, without ex-
planation, caneelled his broadeasts. It
was the AFL that gave him his “first
10,000,000 sponsors.”

In passing he gives testimony from I]is
own experience on the sad state of lib-
eralism today:

"One of the mast significant changes in
Congress in recent years has been the
virtual disoppearance of real liberals.
The breed is not altogether extinct but
the specimens are extremely rare. You
can count on your fingers the liberals re-
maining on Capifol Hill....Yeu can still
hear much talk, both in and out of Con-
gress, that might conceivably be inter-
preted as indicating latent liberalism, but
when the chips are downm you will find

that it was just talk, little else. The favor-
.ite strategy of the pseude-liberals, both
individuals and erganizations, is o lie low
while the battle for liberal legislation is
going on. Then, after the battle hos been
lost, they come trumpeting to the fore,
issuing stotements of righteous indigna-
tion. You can spot them coming out like
mushrooms after the sform."

Why did the AFL fire him? His ac-
count is worth recording; after all, he
is the man that was fired.

He relates that he went for two years
without censorship of any kind., Some-
times he was invited to address union
conventions; but he became too popular.
When the delegates te one convention
gave him a big hand, a wise union offic-
ial tipped him off that the top brass were
not pleased to seé a mere hired hand go
over so well with the ranks, Not long
after, he was instructed to end all per-
sonal appearances before union gather-
ings,

Censorship began, first in a mild form.
He was given an “assistant” who was
actually a censor.

“One of the orders he passed on to me
was a mandate from Mr, Meany to the
effect that I must not mention the name
of Phil Murray, president of the CIO,
Walter Reuther, president of the CIO
United Auto Workers; John 1. Lewis,
president of the Mine Workers; or David
McDonald, president of the CIO Steel
Workers. I could mention them in case
they died; otherwise their names were
to be kept off the AFL program.”

Tough rule for a Iabor news commen-
tator!

Later he was discussing the merger
talks with Meany, asking for advice on
hov to handle it.

SPOTLIGHT

[Continued from page 1/

two parties. He cheerfully conceded that
it was a conundrum but he claimed that
he at least could tell the difference be-
tween a Demo or GOP headquarters just
by loeking around. If assorted charac-
ters were scurrying around with droopy
coffee containers in a somewhat disor-
ganized atmosphere, they were Demo-
crats.... That doesn’t purport to sum-
marize. Mr. White's secret key, but it
will give an adequate idea of the distance
from politics that he maintains. A

Now this idea that there were ne po-
litical, programmatic or-ideological diff-
erences between the twe old parties
worth talking about used to be a socialist

_accusation—in fact. o soapbox standby.

The old parties were Tweedledum ond
Tweedledee. No difference. You're voting
for the same old system oa either line of
the ballot, Ete.

So today we socialists ought to be say-
ing “We told you so0." We hereby do that,
But just in order to be contrary, we
have something else to say too:

{1) There is an important difference
between the Democratic and Republican
Parties.

(2) The bourgeois commentators are
as wrong today with their glib talk of
“no difference” as they were when they
were sure that a political gulf divided
the two parties.

{(3) Paradoxically, today only social-
ists can explain what thig difference is—
the same socialistzs who often, if some-
times simplistically, spoke of Tweedle-
dum and Tweedledee.

WHERE TO LOOK

To be sure, we arc obviously not talking
about any basic political distinction be-

tween the Democrats and Republicans. |

Only political hocks, or people working
hard af talking like political hacks, can
give out today with speeches about how
the Great Democratic Party is the pearty
of the People while its evil rival purrs
only in the clutches of the Vested Inter-
ests. We are not talking about any reason
to support or vote for one or the other.

We certainly are not talking, further-
more, of what is written in the political
program of one or the other. As we have
stressed, on civil rights and the Negro
fight the Democrats have the more re-
actionary plank by a shade. On the wvital
area of foreign pelicy, a case could be
made oul (though we wouldn't be inter-
ested in doing so ourselves) that here
too, the formal platform of the Demo-
erats is at least a shade more bellicose
than that of its rival. On civil liberties
there is little to choose.

Or are they simply rival power-com-
plexes? They are that in part, of course,
whatever elsé they are; but are they
simply that? The observation, to which
sociology professors are prone, does not
say anything. Every party must be a
power-repository if it is to exist at all,
and every real political situation must
be characterized by the rivalry of such
power-complexes whether the parties are
virtually indistinguishable or whether
they are at each other's throats in a so-
cial paroxysm.

In 1956, when the Democrats and Re-
publicans seem so indistinguishable in so

‘Meany: "Sure it's goin" to happen! I¥'s
gotta happen now. Just don't overplay it,
though,"

Edwards: "What obout Reuther's part in
the merger?”

Meany: "Reuther! He's dead and don't
know it.""

Meany left the room; and Edwards
asked William Schnitzler for an explan-
ation. ‘Schnitzler said, “George means
that all we gotta do mow iz to pick up
the pieces.”

In 1954 Edwards flatly rejected a long
list of censorship rules invented in
Meany's office and a few days afterward
his contract was cancelled.

His labor carger and opinions are in-
teresting, but there are other facets to
his character:

He tells proudly how with his radio he
sponsored a big Mother’s Day celebration
for a group of old ladies in an old folks
home. But then, there are many who
love mothers. He details, deadly serious
all the time, his ecivic services in publi-

many ways, and indeed when the Steven-
son-Democrats are striving to look as
much like Eisenhower-Republicans as
possible, certain things have not changed.

The main difference between the two
parties does not lie in the heads of the
generals but in the social character of
the armies behind them,

When the Demoerats feek to take on
the conservative (“moderate”) aura 'of
reasonable Republicans, their central
problem is how far they can go in this
direction without  overstretching the
leading-strings which they hold in their
hands and which are attached to the
lahorite politieians. When the Republi-
cans seek to make gestures in the direc-
tion of the workingman, their problem
is how far can they go without angering
their rockribbed tycoons.

The couple of hundred millionaires
who were. delegates to the Demoeratic
Convention were guite used to the idea
that they had to keep chucking the work-
ing class under the chin—with planks
like T-H repeal, for instance, in spite of
the fact that they do not mean it serious-
ly, in spite of the fact that they don't
even think that labor thivks they mean:it
seriously.

CLASS ANGLE

The difference between the two parties
ig, from this angle-in the type of lies
they have to -tell—that is, in the direc-
tion to which they look for their eal,

No matter how indistinguishable from
the GOP the Demos seek to become (and
with a great measure of success), the
core of their power-complex remains the
working-class vote, Of course, the fact
that organized labor provides this par-
ticular one of the two capitalist parties
with its voting cattle is a facl that itself
is to be explained historically. We are
coneerned here with the fact,

Whether the Demos woo this class
vote with conscious and cynical demag-
ogy, like Truman, or whether they pre-
tend to be above such things, like Steven-
gon, is secondary, The intentions even
of the party's standard-bearer do not
determine ‘the social role which the party
plays as an ersatz instrument of laborite
politieal action, in this period when
labor's politics are still tied to capitalism.

So behind the apparently twin fagades
of the two-party system lies the continu-
ing clash of class interests in the social
system. This clash has not yet worked it-
self out to toking the form of rival class
parties; the antageonistic forces are boh-
tled up within the bipartisan format, mil-
iing about blindly behind the old fagades,
in the old houses of politics owned by

capital.
So the pundits say Tweedledum and
Tweedledee, and Wwe enthusiastically

agree with the thought that there is no
reazon for throwing one’s vote to either.
The important difference between the
two parties, however, they cannot see—
because it invelves a cless analysis, and
they all know that this is subversive,
un-American, all but illegal and immoral
and very likely fattening too.

This class analysis tells us also that
labor cannot long remain bottled up in
the Democratic Party ménage, and that
its departure to build its own will be a
social explosion.

cizing flying saucers, suggesting strong-
lv that they may have been visit-
ing flying craft from outer space, prob-
ably Mars. But then our many science-
fietion fans will find nothing astonishing,
amazing, or astounding in that. He
claims that he began his fishing career
by landing a 10%-pound black bass in a
Florida lake. Only fellow freshwater
fisherman, a jury of his peers, can judge
him. He played Santa Claus to orphans
one snowy Christmas night, flying not
by reindeer but by specially chartered
helicopter. There are others who have
played the role, if in more commonplace
fashion.

But the achievement that must uni-
versally be hailed by all—sportsmen,
children of mothers, gift-givers, work-
ers and hosses—was his public solution
of a child-kidnapping and murder case.
He reveals how he did it in this beok. It
was nothing; he simply consulted an
omniscient talking horse, That's right, a
talking horse,
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Britain’s Biggest Union

Sparks New Militancy by Labor

By OWEN ROBERTS

London, Sept. 8

After a week of debates the 88th annual meeting of the Trades
Union Congress came to an end yesterday afternoon, and with it ended
the five-vear-long honeymoon between the TUC and the Tory govern-

ment.

The divorce came when the thousand delegates adopted with accla-

mation a resolution which tossed
blame for Britain’s current eco-
nomic difficulties onto the shoul-
ders of the Tory government, and
called for a return to a “planned
economy.”

The resolution was that outlined
in my last London Letter which had been
placed before the Congress by the Trans-
port and General Workers' Union, Brit-
ain's largest union. It was unopposed by
the right-wing leadership of the TUC
General Council; this, however, did not
signify agreement—it was merely an in-
dication that the right-wing is very much
aware of the mood of the rank-and-file.
If the right wing had offered verbal op-
position the resolution would still have
been passed and the right-wing leaders
would have heen placed in a more diffi-
cult position than they are at present.

As anticipated, Frank Cousins [secre-

overboard wage restraint, put the

tary of the TGWU) moved the resolution
with some force. He acknowledged that
the resclution had a large political con-
tent but soid that this was justified by
the circumstances; the workers, he said,
could only expect a straight deal from a
Lobor government.

This was, for the TUC, a statement
slightly tinged with heresy and was gen-
erally taken to be an answer to those
union leaders who advocate that the un-
ions should pay no attention to the po-
litical color of the government but
should work amicably with any govern-
ment for the benefit of “the ¢ountry.”

This, however, was not the only hereti-
cal statement made by Cousins. He
promised .that his union did not intend
to content itself with the mere passing
of resolutions, but would take action to
back up its words.

Negro Children — —

[Continued from page 1)

President Eisenhower, the Republican
standard-bearer, was no better at this
point. He spoke up against mob rule and
force and violence, but federal authori-
ties were prominent by their absenee in
every case in which quite likely federal
laws ‘were being wviolated. Imagine the
political impact if Eisenhower had gone
down to Clinton, taken a Negro child by
the hand, “and led him or her into the
school!

RACISTS ENCOURAGED

As a matter of fact, the capitulation
of offieial Northern liberalism on the in-
tegration jssue in both parties at their
recent conveniions has actually encour-
aged the rvacists in the South. Their
yielding on the platform in both parties
made it possible for every raecist agitator,
and every racist governor and legislator
and public leader in the South, to tell his
followers:

You have nothing to worry about. We
have shown that if the South takes an
adamant stand, the leaders of the North
will give in to them on thig issue. The
only thing to worry about is to keep our
own ranks solid and determined. They
may talk big in the North, but it is only
ta win the Negro vote in the big cities.
They don't really mean it, and they hove
shown that by giving in to us at their
conventions,

The leadership of the labor movement,
who went along with the capitulation at
Chicago and are now whooping it up for
Stevenson, have to bear their share of
the responsibiilty too. Men like Reuther
are as opposed to racial diserimination
and szegregation today as they were yes-
terday. They will speak against it and
act against it. But they remain tied to
the Demoeratic Party, and are now cam-
paigning for Stevensen,

However serious they may be about
firhting Jim Crow, it is clear that they
are much nore serious about trying to
win this election, let the issues fall
where may.

The importance of the failure of the la-
bor-liberal movement in the North to make
an all-out fight against the South in the
Democratic Party con hardly be over-
estimoted. The fact that the isswe of in-
fegration will not be one of the campaign
issues this year is taken by the Southern
leaders to mean that they can pretty well
count on a continued hands-off attitude
by the federal government on this ques-
tion for the next four years, regardless of
which party wins.

Events may well prove them wrong.
But in the meantime, they are reinforced

in their conviction that they ean sueceess-
fully duck and biick the issue for some
time to come.

ROLE OF FORCE

And the importance of the attitude of
the federal government in this fight has
been underlined once more by what hap-
pened at Clinton, Mansfield and the oth-
er towns in which attempts were made
to prevent school integration by mob vio-
lence. Where there is sufficient determi-
nation on the part of the Negroes to
press their fight, and where the govern-
ment is willing to protect them in the
exercise of their rights, it has been dem-
onstrated that integration can be
“forced" against the desire of a majority
of the white population.

This has been demonstrated #ime and
again before, especially in the MNorth.
Initial opposition to mixed housing, ad-
mission of MNegroes to jobs from which
they hod been previously barred, and the
like—in a thousand instances—have crum-
bled ond evoporated when the tiny hard
core of racist fanatics found themselves
confranted by amy kind of resistance to
their agitation and action.

Reluetant as many, even a vast ma-
jority, of the misguided and miseducated
Southern whites may be to see the Ne-
groes achieve a status of legal equality,
there are few indeéd who will risk a
lump on the head, let alone a jail sen-
tence or a loss of income, for their racist
convictions.

In Clinton, by all reports the men on
both sides of the National Guard bayo-
nets were opposed to integration in the
schools. But this led to no indiseipline,
let alone mutiny ameng the guardsmen.

Some were no doubt convinced that,
whatever they might think about the
rights and wrongs of the issue, their
higher duty was to keep law and order.
Others may have simply been more wor-
ried about what might happen to them if
they refused to obey the orders of their
superiors than they were about school
integration or the threats of the boozed-
up scum who opposed them.

But the fact remains that given a firm
stand by the governor of Tennessee,
Southern soldiers protected the right of
Southern Negroes to attend a Southern
school. That is something for those to
ponder who claim that there are no cir-
cumstances under which force can be
used to guarantee equal rights!

But it is obvious that what is required
of the federal government is nmot a call
to arms at this time, but the same kind
of firmness in enforeing the law by the

{Turn to losf pagel

He also said that his 134 million mem-
bers would use their strength to help
smaller and weaker_unions, and also peo-
ple like petired workers living on old-
age pensions, to fight their battles for
better living standards, These state-
ments were also a direct reply to a right-
wing spokesmag of the General Council
who had earlier given a hint that it
would be folly for the big unions to ex-
ert their full bargaining power because
it would worsen the position of the
smaller unions and people living on fixed
mnconme.

Just how far Cousins was prepared to
go in tounting the right-wing old gquard
was -shown when he said: "The govern-
ment have told us that if they could save
750 million pounds sterling ($2115 million)
on the Defense Bill they would be eco-
nomically sound, Let them save it there
and not on wages."

This statement was greeted with
stormy applause by the delegates on the
floor and pained silence by the right-
wing leaders decorating the platform.

TORIES SQUEAL

Cousing is himsell a member of the
General Council, and by way of revenge
the General Council two days later put
him up to oppose a resolution calling for
immediate action for a forty-hour week.
It is said that behind the scenes Cousins
let, it be known that he had no desire to
be used as a chopping-block by the right-
wing, and he warned that the resolution
would be passed in spite of the ppposi-
tion of the General Council. In the event
he was proved right; when the wvotes
were counted the majority line-up was
for the forty-hour week and the General
Council went down to defeat.

The decision of the trade unions to ig-
nore the Tory government’s -plea —for
wage restraint has been met with alarm
by the government and its supporters,
Already there is wild talk by some sec-
tions of the press that the trade-unions
have set themselves up against the gov-
ernment and are therefore acting uncon-

stitutionally. From now on it can bé ex-

‘pected that every demand for a wage

increase by the unions will be immedi-
ately seen by the Tory press barons as
part of a nation-wide plot to overthrow
the government.

This line of thought is not arrived at
by any aecidental process, for the Tories
can well remember that the 1926 strike
was largely broken because of the allega-
tions that the unions were out to usurp
the functions of the government and the
state.

The union right-wing leadership also
find some comfort in this line of thought:
for they hope that it may act as a brake
upon the militant feelings of those mem-
bers of the rank and file who are pre-
pared to go all-out for higher wages but
at the same time are not prepared to

-get involved in any action which seems

te run counter to the “democratic proc-
ess of parliamentary democracy.”

The leftword turn of the #rade.union
movement is bound to have interesting
repercussions on the Labor Party, parficu-
larly os the TGWU holds the lorgest vote
at the Lobor annual conference ond has
frequently set the pace for the party as
a whole. In four weeks' time the annual
conference will meet, and the right wing
will be waiting with great anxiety to hear
what contribution Cousins has to make
on beholf of his great union.

"COUSINITES"

The role played by Cousins has led to
a number of newspapers coining a new
word for the Labor dictionary—*“Cousin-
ites.” This is supposed to describe those
like Cousins whao represent a leftward
tendency in the trade-union movement in
opposition to the right-wing old guard
which has dominated the scene for so
long.

The coining of this word, however,
does not signify that a revolution has
taken place in the British trade-union
movement—although to judge from some
press reports one would think that the
TUC and its affiliated unions were stand-
ing ready to burn down the Houses of
Parliament at the earliest opportunity.

What has happened is that Cousins
has appeared on the scene at the precise
moment when the patience of many
slightly left-of-center trade-union lead-
ers has been stretched to breaking-point.
He has become the point around which
this feelimg has erystallized. Whether
Cousins is now prepared to use his pow-
er and influence for a big leftward push
remains to be seen. And the Labor Party
conference will provide a pointer. '

Even Candidates Have to Say Something

As we go to press, Adlai Stevenson
and President Eisenhower have both
made gestures of support, if not so much
to the Negroes who are fichting for their
rights, at least for those officials in the
border states who have complied with
the Supreme Court ‘decision and have
protected Negro children from the racist
mobs.

Stevenson, who could find his tongue
on this question neither in Clinton nor
in Detroit, finally found it at a rally of
the Liberal Party in New York City
which endorsed his candidacy for the
presidency. He said that he is for the
Supreme Court decision, praised the offi-
cials in the South who are seeking to
comply with it, and attacked Eisenhower
for his failure to use the office of the
presidency to “create a elinlate of com-
pliance"” with the law.

In his prepared speech Stevenson had
apparently included a sentence which he
dropped when he was speaking: “All whe
voted for my nomination knew where 1
stood.” This omission, one may guess,
was made 5o as not to embarrass the
Southern democrats who have been tell-
ing their followers that the retreat of the
Stevenson forces at the Democratic con-
vention demonstrates that whatever he
may say on the ecivil-rights fight for
Northern consumption should not be
taken too seriously.

At a press conference, Eisenhower de-
nounced the mohb viclence in the South,
and said that in the event a district
judge finds someone in contempt of a
court order, the Justice Department
would assist in every way in prosecuting
the offender, Even this “bold” statement
seemed to exclude any real initiative on
the party of the executive department of
the federal government in enforecing the
desegregation order.

It would have been almost unthinkablg
for Stevenson %o fail te say something
about the civil-rights issue in a speech to
the Liberal Party. What he said was an
attempt to shift ottention from the re-
sponsibility of the Democratic Party which
rules the South to the shoulders of the
Republican president.

This was made amply eclear when he
introduced his remarks on - the ‘desegri-
gation fight by saying that “It i= the na-
tire and tradition of the Democratic
Party and of the Liberal Party to carp’
about people—and care about them nof,
if you please, as statistics in a market’
survey, but as individual men and wom:
en and children. . . . Now it’s this dedi-'
cation to the ideals of human welfars”
and of individual liberty which makes
us all so sensitive to what is happening
today in the desegregation of our public
schools.”

If that is not cynicism, we would like
to see a real example of it!

The foct that, in however mealy-
mouthed and cynical fashion, both Stevens
sen and Eisenhower have been compelled
at last to deal with the desegregation
issue illustrates @ point. made elsewhere
in these pages in reverse. )

Just as the capitulation of liberals to
the South on ecivil rights encouraged the
racists and thus contributed to the mob
violence in the South, so the.successful
integration fight in the border states and
the continued struggle elsewhere makes
it impossible for the Democrats and Re-
pubiictms to completely ignore the.issue
in the election campaign. The more the
struggle succeeds, and the hotter it oots,
the greater the pressure on the Demo-
cratic Party with a tendeney to exploda.
it into its different parts.

-
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UAW Joins Protest Against

Michigan Atom Plant Peril

By PHILIP COBEN

Opposition has been mounting to the construction of the poten-
tially dangerous atomic power plant in the Detroit-Toledo area, as writ-

ten up in LA for August 13.

The issue is not a local one, in spite of the fact that the immediate
issue concerns one plant at Lagoona Beach, in Monree County, Michigan.
A national precedent and a national pattern is being laid dewn.

The case is such as to convince
many—scientists and congressmen
included—that the Atomic Energy
Commission is seeking to develop
profitable atomic power under pri-
vate enterprise without even some
elementary precautions for the safety of
the population in the neighborheod of
such plants.

The issue is whether the industrial
development of atomic power will be al-
lowed to take place with the public-be-
damned spirit of earlier industrial capi-
talist expansion.

Walter Reuther, for the United Auto
Workers, a union with a concentrated
membership in the affected area, entered

“the controversy with a press statement
August 29, backing up previous protests
that had been made by Reps. Anderson
and Holifield of the congressional com-
mittee that is supposed to act as watch-
dog on the atomic-energy program.

On August 31 Marquis Childs’ Wash-
ington column allowed a peek at the re-
port, suppressed by the AEC, of the
AEC's own Safeguards Committee,
which had maintained that the plant
proposed for Lagoona Beach could pos-
sibly blow up, scattering radioactive
products over the surrounding area. An
AEC permit to construct the plant was
issued at the beginning of August to a
-private corporation, the Power Reactor
Development Corporation, =z financial
.combine set up by a number of public-
utility companies and others.

Childs wrote that he had obtained and
read a copy of this warning report,
which was being kept from the press as
“gdministratively confidential.”

“"While it is phrased in highly technical
longuage,” he said, ""the doubts expressed
by the scientists and industrialists com-
prising the [Safequards] Commitiee are
seen to be even more serious thon were
indicated by isclated paragrophs pre-
viously quoted." .

He quotes this from the report: “The
committee as a whole was not satisfied
with the evidence presented that no
eredible supercriticality accident result-
ing from melt-down could breach the
container.”

Non-technieally this means that the
committee rejected the contention which
ruled out an explosion of the reactor.

The Reuther statement for the UAW
announced that the union was filing a
request for an AEC public. hearing on
the reactor permit. It called the proposed
plant “an unproved and exceptionally
hazardous type of reactor.”

It quoted the Safeguards Committee
as finding that “there is insufficient in-
formation available at this time to give
assuranee that the PRDC reactor can be
operated at this site without public haz-
ard,” and then pointed out that the AEC
has “suppressed” this report.

"MOST HAZARDOUS"

The rest of the UAW statement fol-
lows:

"The fast breeder is "the most hazordous
of aoll the reactors,” AEC Chairmaon Lewis
L. Strouss fold a congressional committee
on June 28, only one month before he voted
to issue this construction permit.

“A similar but smaller reactor oper-
ated by AEC at Arco, Idaho, went wild
in November 1955, and for six months
was so radioactive it could not he taken
down for repair. The AEC Reactor Safe-
guards Committee, whose report AEC
disregarded, said the reasons for this
instability of fast breeder reactors are
not understood but must be determined
before the Monroe reactor can be ap-
proved for safety.

“The Arco fast breeder developed 1000
kilowatts and wag located in a sparsely
setlled Government Reserve of 400,000
geres. The Monroe reactor would develop
300,000 kilowatts of thermal power and

&

would be located 30 miles from Detroit
and 20 miles from Toledo.

“The permit issued by AEC for the
Monroe reactor admits there is uncer-
tainty as to ‘whether there is a credible
condition of melt-down and reassembly
of the fuel of the PRDC reactor which
eould result in an explosion that would
breach the gas-tight bwmlding surround-
ing the reactor.”

“In every-day longuage this means that
the reactor might convert itseif into o
small-scale atomic bomb. This Is one of the
hazards which the Reactor Sofeguards
Committee wants to be assured against
before it gives approval to the Monroe
reactor.

“Issuance of this permit in disregard
of the Reactor Safeguards Committee’s
adverse report violates the regulations
established by the commission to govern
such permits. Two prior permits for re-
actor construction by private industry
complied with the regulations. This is
the first instance in which AEC failed
to make a.finding that the public health
and safety would not be endangered.

“The PRDC permit also fails to meet

.the requirement that the applicant be

financially qualified to carry out the pro-
jeet, It states that the evidence to date
does not justify a finding with respect
to the financial qualification of PRDC.

FACE THE ISSUE

“AEC asserts that a license to oper-
ate the Monroe reactor will not be is-
sued until it is proved to be safe. Such
final approval, however, will be based on
safety standards established by AEC
which can be changed or ignored by AEC
as was done in issuance of the construe-
tion permit.

"When the date for issuing an operat-
ing license arrives, some 540 million will
have been spent on the Monroe reactor.
Wil o government commission which

“scraps its sofety standards when only

minor investment is involved adhere rigidly
to those standards when refusal of an
operating license would wipe out $40 mil-
lion of private investment?

“The public has placed its confidence
in AEC to protect the public health and
safety in the development of atomic
energy. This confidence has been hetray-
ed by its action in issuing a construction
permit for an unproved and hazardous
reactor, In the interest of public safety,
and to restore public confidence so that
our progress as a nation taward the bene-
fits of the atomic age shall not be im-
peded, this issue must be faced now._

“If the irresponsible action of AEC in
this instance iz allowed to stand, prece-
dent is established that will open all
future reactor projects to doubt and
suspicion. This must not happen. Noth-
ing could do more to slow down the ap-
plication of atomic’ energy to peaceful
uses that mean s0 much to our country
and to the people of the world.”

The Anti-Scientific

By GENE LISTER

In a recent issue of Chemical and
Engineering News, Isaac Asimov dis-
cusses a problem indicative of one of the
contradictions of American capitalism.
Dr. Asimov, besides being a well-known
science-fietion writer, is a° professor of
biochemistry at the Boston University
of Medicine.

Under the title “The Byproduct of
Science Fiction" he describes a typical
television play involving a librarian who
gives up her intellectual life to become a
good all-around American drinking girl.
Dr. Asimov admits he enjoyed the play,
like most of his fellow viewers, but
laments that it portrays an American
stereotype; That it fosters the notion
that only in ignorance can happiness be
found; that eduecation is stuffy and
leads to missing much of the fun of
life.

The iromic part of the program, ae-
cording to Dr. Asimov, was that the
sponsor used his commercizl time to
appeal to scientists and engineers to
come and work for his. company, thus
emphasizing the great scarcity of highly
educated and trained men today.

The conflict between the need for edu-
cation in our highly complex society and
the cult of ignorance was all too appar-
ent. Industry, government and educa-
tional institutions are embarked on a
campaign to lore young students into
the geientific professions but must run
counter to the general distrust and
avoidance of the intellectual life which
is so much a part of the American liter-
ary and entertainmerit tradition.

SOCIETY'S PROBLEM

Dr. Asimov feels that the way to re-
place the literary sterotype of the bad
boy, the Tom Sawyers and the Henry
Aldriches, who have good times but are
not very bright, is by good science-fic-
tion. By this means will the thirst for
entertainment be combined with an ap-
preciation of the scientific approach,
and the reeruitment for the scientific
professions will thereby bhe facilitated.

What is needed, according to Dr.
Asimoy, is not the science-fiction of Hol-
lyood with its Bug-Eyed Monsters; but
stories in which the rational approach
to problem-solving is properly presented.
Then will the scientific and intellectual
professions be placed in a more favor-
able light. Such scientific science-fiction
will then be a potent force for recruit-
ment of future scientists.

Not being a particular admirer of
science-fiction of any type, we feel that
his brief for this form of literature is
weak. It does however highlight the
problem in a complex technological
society of providing skilled professional
people for its.operation.

How con a basically irrotional society

develop sufficient sane and intelligent
people for ifs own guidance? Can “'know-
how" be developed when those "in the
know" realize that the best way to suc-
cess in o competitive repressive economy
is to "know who7" To put it bluntly, it is
the impossible problem of how to build a
healthy society on a dung heap.
Increasing technological complexities
demand an enlightened free scientifie at-

ATTACKS AEC'S SOOTHING-SYRUP

Storrs, Conn., Auvg. 28—An Atomie
Energy Commission scientist declared
today that the AEC has underestimated
the danger of fallout from atomic bomb
tests.

Dr. John Wolfe objected to a recent
AEC statement the present level of test-
ing would not be harmful to the human
race.

The guestion iz whether the amount of
radioactive strontium released in the
tests could be harmiul, The atomic by-
product may eause eancer if it enters
the body.

. Four of the five-member AEC said
they forsee no damaging effects.

But Wolfe, who iz a scientist studying
the relationship between animals and

plants and their environments, said the
AEC's conclusion was based only on the
average strontium fallout throughout the
world.

“Perhaps the present hazard ‘appears’
insignificant but the potential hazard in
local areas can neither be ecaleulated,
estimated nor guessed on the basis of av-
erage fallout records”

Wolfe said strontium-90 can be con-
centrated in certain areas and is long-
lived, thus leading to difficulties. that
“only time, diligence and intelligent ef-
fort can solve.”

The AEC statement on the strontium
problem was “an unjustifiably optimistie
view of the potential hazard,"” he said.

—N., Y. Post, Aug. 28

Climate in the U.S.

titude and understanding of soeial fune-
tions, indnstrial processes and life itself.
Yet the social, political and psychological
bonds restricting such an approach are
becoming ever greater under capitalism.
Within the corporate structure of indus-
trial life workers of brawn and brain are
driven (the polite word is “motivated")
to distraction in the competitive fight
for profits. This particularly when dur-
ing their leisure time they are continual-
Iy bombarded and miseducated by the-
mass entertainment and communication
media.

Capitalism to survive must continue
its complex technological developments,
and in the interest of the few, endeavor
to stave off as long as possible the day
of economie liberation for all. It is one
of the axioms of capitalism that it must
be expansive. Up to the 20th century the
geographic frontier made this possible,
but now the only frontier remaining is
the scientific one.

RATIONAL?

The misuse of science by a class ruling
from the top down raises the specter of
an Orwellian 1984 society—that is, pro-
viding it can avoid self-destruction from
the poisons of its own activities or a
retrogression following widespread atom-
ic warfare. But if science Is to expand
under capitalism, that can come only by
raising, even if to a limited degree, the
general scientific and educational level
of the people, That is, even a repressive
society must “loosen the bonds” some-
what, if it is to have available the man-
power to eontinue and to expand.

Thus recently there have been moves
toward easing the “security" straitjacket
on scientists, But there are still numerous
glaring contradictions between the needs
ef science and the climate of éapitalism.

Scientists who need an atmosphere of
openness to flourish are continually
harassed by secrecy and loyalty restric-
tions. The restraints on public knowledge
of atomic-energy matters run counter to
the need for an enlightened citizenry if
protection from radiation hazards are
to be provided.

Another contradiction is that while
good sound psychological knowledge
about individual health has inereased,
the general irrationality of the social
climate has permitted the revival of
pseudo-scientific and superstitious move-
ments such as cultist hypnotism, rein-
carnation, and other psychological ma-
nipulations,

Speaking of the latter we cannot resist
repeating a current publicity blurb on
the ultimate in self-help gibberish. Ad-
vertising a new book, Auto-Conditioning,

A New Way to a Successful Life, the
copy eeads: “By use of a Moodmeter,
Auto-conditioning is the revolutionary
new techmique for eongquering emotional
and personality problems, It comstitutes
a basic hreakthrough in psychology com-
parable to the discovery of antibiotics
in medicine and jet propulsion in avia-
tion.”

A society that rewards such appeals
can hardly be considered as having at-
tained the level of scientific rationality.
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FIVE CENTS

YSL Camp and School Was a Big Success

By RUTH KAREL

P

The third annual summer camp of the Young Socialist League was
a huge success. The facilities of Mountain Spring Camp in Washington,
New Jersey, including delicious food, delightful surroundings, and an
extremely generous and cooperative staff, helped make the week, which

began with Labor Day and ran through Sunday, September 9, éxtremely.

enjoyable to the nearly seventy members and frieands of the YSL who

attended some time during the
week.

The number of campers present

varied from day to day, with the
high point—some fifty-five—com-
ing on the final weekend.
" The warm and sunny weather which
prevailed during most of the camp pe-
riod made possible a varied recreational
and athletic program of swimming, hik-
ing, mountain climbing, volley-ball and
badminton, with ping-peng and billiards
as less strenuous fillers, The delightful
and more than ample cuisine prepared
by the camp cook contributed mightily
to the enjoyment of all.

Folk dancing and social dancing, group
singing, excellent guitaring, elbow-bend-
ing at the camp bar and the gala party
on Saturday night made the evening so-
cial hours extremely pleasant ones.

And above all, the educational aspects
ef the camp provided Important socialist
education for the campers. :

The rich and varied educational pro-
gram- whieh highlighted the camp began
with Hal Draper, editor of Labor Action,
gpeaking on “Marxism as Method.” Dis-
cussing dialeetics as an extension of sci-
entific method, Draper aimed to dispel
the myth that dialectics was some sort
of mystical key to an understanding of
the universe. Instead he analyzed it as a
guide to dealing scientifically with the
relationships and interrelationships be-
tween various phenomena in the world.

The next talk in this series on Marx-
ism, by George Rawlings, picked up the
topic of social scienee and dealt with con-
temporary bourgeois social science, pri-
marily the field of history, from the
point of view of Marxism. He examined
the various schools of historical analysis
which are to be found in_ American uni-
versities ranging from those close to
Marxism such as Beard and his succes-
sors, to the mest reactionary right-wing
historians, measuring the strengths and
weaknesses of pach.

LIVELY DISCUSSION

Michael Harrington, national chairman
of the YSL, speaking on “Marxism and
Culture,” attacked the use of *social”
criticism as the sole means of evaluating
.literature. Contending that suech analysis
can play a role along with the biographi-
cal, technical and other .approaches to
the work of art in helping us to fully
understand it, he nevertheless empha-
sized that soeial criticism, particularly
but not exclusively as erudely used by
the Stalinists, does not determine the
evaluatiorl one makes of art as good or
bad, an evaluation which must flow from
the work of art itself.

Provoking a good deal of discussion,
the talk vaised questions such as the
varying relevance of social content de-
pending on the particular art form,
whether it be painting or literature, or
even within the field of literature, be-
tween poetry and the novel, for example.

After this series of three talks on vari-
ous aspects of Marxism, Hal Draper gave
two talks on imperialism: American and
Stalinist. In the first he discussed the
role of America as the mediator and
super-arbiter among imperialist powers,
in the imperialist rivalry that exists in
the world today, Using the Suez crisis
as example, Comrade Draper traced the
pattern of interlacing interests among

the imperialist powers which the U.S.
must try to steer through,

On the guestion of Stalinist imperial-
ism Draper dealt with the econtention
that the lack of strictly economic analo-
gues to the export of capital in the capi-
talist system denies the validity of ap-
plying the term imperialism to Stalinism.
In good part he took as the butt of his
discussion the sections on Stalinist im-
perialism in Fritz Sternberg’s book
Capitalism and Socialism on Trial,

The next and very interesting class
was on automation, by Abe Kimbay,
dealing with both the meaning and ef-
fects of automation in capitalist society,
as well as the increased possibilities and
necessity for organizing the white collar
and professional workers who are and
will be the most hart-hit by automation
in the coming period.

Another talk, on “Socialists in the
Unions” given by Archie Winters,
stressed the need for rooting the soeial-
jst movement in the working class and
the trade unions in order to achieve that

union of the workers and socialism which
alone can result in the emanecipation of
mankind from capitalism. A lengthy dis-
cussion of the role and function of a
youth organization in this period, as re-
lated to this fundamental requirement
for the fight for socialism, followed the
talk.

WEEKEND PROGRAM

The highlight of the camp educational
pregram came on Saturday when Max
Shachiman, national chairman of the In-
dependent Socialist League, spoke on
“Aspects of Américan Socialism,” Dealing
with the origins and development of so-
cialism throughout the history of the
United States, Shachtman emphasized the
agrarian nature of the movement prior
to Werld War | os one of its outstonding
and unique characteristics.

Pointing to the lack of feudal back-

‘ground and the wide expanse of virgin

territory available to the new and grow-
ing nation, he stressed the effects these
and other factors had on the growth of
industrial capitalism as well as on the
weakness of the socialist movement.

In discussing current American poli-
tics, Shachtman stated that in his opin-
ion a break between labor and the Demo-
cratic Party was unavoidable and not-
far-off. In examining the recent Demo-
cratic Party convention, he saw the ca-
pitulation of labor on civil rights as the

manifestation of the more or less con-
geious recognition that the choice was
capitulation or split. The further unfold-
ing of the class struggle, the strength
and unity of the uniots, the fight of the
Negro people for demoeracy; all of these
must lead to a break between the workers
and the Democtifs and to fthe establish-

~ment of an independent labor party.

As a result of the length of Comrade
Shachtman’s talk—nearly three hours—
the discussion and guestion period which
was to follow it was postponed until the
following day. The discussion held on
Sunday focused around various aspects
of the socialist movement in the United
States, as well as on future perspectives,

Comrade Shachtman expressed his
view that the elimination of “sect-exist-
ence” and the reassembling of socialists
into a unified organization was a highly
desirable goal for American socialism in
the coming period, so that such a move=
ment could play a role in bringing a labor

“party into existence and in constituting

a socialist wing of such a labor party
when it was formed.

The 1956 YSL summer camp has served
4o solidify our organization personally and
politically and to heighten interest in and
commitment %o the ideas of independent
socialism on the port of members as well
as ‘friends of the YSL. From this as well
as from many other points of view the
camp proved to be an outstanding suc-
cess,

Notes on the First Day

. The doors of the nation's elementary
and secondary schools opened on Septem-
ber 10, with the universities and colleges
of the country scheduled to follow suit
in a week or two. An ordinary event, one
might think. Just millions of children
and young people resuming their educa-
tional work as the 1956-1957 school year
gets under way.

Nothing very special or comment-
worthy. Just a clam, peaceful, harmo-
nious return to sechool. It happens every
fall.

And yet ds capitalist society reflects
itself in the United Stdtes in the year
1956, this ordinary event is fraught with
the most far-reaching political implica-
tions;- around it vast social struggles
take place; it presents a turbulent and
crisis-ridden picture which refracts the
erisis of capitalist society as a whole.

The stronggle over integration and the
ereeping paralysis which is afflicting the
educational system are the two most
glaring aspects of the picture, although
they do not exhaust it.

The headlines of the nation's news-
papers during the past week have dra-
matically presented the stories of the
heroic efforts of Negro children—and
their parents—to breach the school color
line in such places as Clinton and Oliver
Springs (Tenn.), Sturgis and Clay
(Ky.), and Mansfield (Texas). The in-
spiring struggles in these communities,

-and the suceesses and failures register-

ed to date therein, deserve great atten-
tion,

They must not, however, obscure the
total picture on integration, one which
presents few gains to cheer about so
far.

The Supreme Court decision declaring
segregation unconstitutional was issued
two years ago. Following are the results
so far:

Full ecompliance: The District of Co-
lumbia,

Major compliance: Missouri B8 per
cent integrated, and Maryland &5 per
cent integrated.

Partial complianee: Arkansas, Dela-
ware, Kentueky, Oklahoma, Tennessee,
Texas and West Virginia, In these states,
desegregation varies from a few isolated
school distriets up to about a third.

No  eompliance: Alabama, Florida,
Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, North
Carolina, South Garolina and Virginia.

What must be kept in mind, of course,
is the fact that the last group of states,
the ones in the Deep South, contain
1,900,000 of the South's 2,700,000
Negroes of scheol age. Moreover, of the
800,000 who live in the states in which
some desegregation has taken place, few-
er than half, some 300,000, will be at-
tending desegregated schools this year,

®

The over-crowding of the schools, and
their under-staffing, grows from year to
year. School enrollment has again reach-
ed an all-time high, being just double
the figure of ten years ago.

1956's school population will reach
41.5 million this year, breaking down as
follows: elementary 20.6,” secondary 2.1,
college and university 3.2, School con-
struction and renovation and teacher re-
cruitment have fallen far behind the in-
crease of school enrollment, with the gap
growing each year.

There is a shortage of 120,000 quali-
fied teachers throughout the country this
year, The rise in school population re-
quires 51,000 more classrooms, in a2d-
dition to the repair and re-equipment of
thousands of others.

The states and communities cannot
meet the problem. Federal aid to educa-
tion has been a must for years now, But
just try to get it from the Republicans
and Democrats.

The result: overerowded classrooms,
part-time students and sub-standard
teaching. As Benjamin Fine puts it in
the N. Y. Times of September 9, “The

of School

schools need more teachers, more build-
ings, more supplies and more money.”
L

The chief reason for®the difficulty in
recruiting teachers is no secret. It con-
sists of the inadequacy of teacher sala-
ries.

In various cities the teachers have
been condueting struggles for pay in-
creases for many years now. New York's
secondary-school teachers have been con-
ducting a partial boycott of the super-
vision of extra-curricular activities for
a number of years. On September 5, the
New York High School Teachers Associ-
ation announced that its action would
continue this year as well, Officials from
the Board of Education pleaded with the
association to end the boycott, but to no
avail. The New York City Teacher's
Guild, affiliated with the American Fed-
eration of Teachers, AFL-CIO, has also
endorsed and sponsored this teacher ac-
tion.

As was reported in a recent issue of
Challenge, a most hopeful sign for gains
by teachers took place at the last con-
vention of the AFT. This teachers' union
has decided to begin to act more like a
union than it has in the past, by seeking
nation-wide collective bargaining for its
members.
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" RUSSIA 1953-56

FROM STALIN
TO KHRUSHCHEV

booklet in its entirety.

| —A Marxist Analysis.

Tony Cliff’s booklet “Russia from Stalin to Khrushchev™ was pub-
"lished in England earlier this year. Here we publish a good portion
of it. All of our readers, of course, will want to own this informative

: We have taken the liberty of Americanizing some British usages,
and condensing to fit our space.
Tony Cliff is also the author of the excellent book Stalinist Russia

' Stalin has been buried with indecent
haste. Has Stalinism and Stalinist to-
talitarianism gone with him? To listen
to the new leaders—yes. But facts tell a
different tale.

Even at the famous 20th Congress held
recently there was no departure from the
rigging and ritualism of Stalin’s days:
every one of the resolutions passed was
passed unamiously. Not one of the more
than 1300 delegates dared opose or even
abstain from the smallest amendment. If
the line was to convene plenary meetings
of city committees of the party once
every three months, that was the holy
writ. Once in four months or once in two

" months would be unthinkable—now, as

before under Stalin.

“Election” practices are also unchang-
ed under the new “collective leadership.”
In the March 1954 elections to the Su-
preme Soviet of the USSR, the tradition-
al poll of 99.89 per cent of the electoral

register turned.out to - signify a.l_most.-
. unanimously their approval of the single

list of candidates (Soviet News, March
22, 1954). In other words, 9,989 out of
every 10,000 eligible voters actually
voted — illness, death, childbirth can
hardly be known in Russia!

In the elections for all the government
organs of the RSFSR in February last
year there were 833,376 candidates. Each
one of them—every single one—was duly
elected {Soviet News, March 8, 1955).

THE NEW
CONSUMERS' PARADISE

The speechmakers at the 20th Congress
of the CPSU promised the Russion work-
ers o haven of consumer goods on this
hitherto barren earth. These promises eche
the ones already given immediately. after
Stalin's death.

Unfortunately for the Russian people,
the record shows that delivery does not
follow . the order form,

| Look at the figures: In 1954 the budget
allocated 133 billion roubles to heavy in-
dustry and 36,6 billion fto light (con-
sumer goods) industry. In the following
year (1955) the budget raised heavy in-
dustry’s share by 33.6 billion to 163.6 bil-
lion roubles, and cut the allocation to
light industry by nearly a quarter, to
97.9 billion roubles. For 1956 heavy in-
dustry is promised 158.7 billion roubles,
while light industry’s share will be 26.0
billion, or less than it was two years ago.

Military expenditure has not changed
significantly either, since Stalin’s death
and the inauguration of the “New Era.”

Stalin spent 93.9 billion roubles on de-
fense in 1951, and 113.8 billion in 1952
{more than twice the wartime total of
56.1 billion in 1940). His successors show
a similar record: 1954, 100.3 billion;
1955, 112.1 billion; and 1956 (plan), 102.5
billion.

Complaints about the daily -hardships
coused by the lack of consumer goods
frequently reach the press.

A director of one of the biggest de-
partment stores in the USSR wrote to
Izvestia: “Customers have been com-
plaining for some months that they can-
not obtain an ordinary broomstick in our
department store. They are right to be
dissatisfied, but we cannot help them."
{lzvestia, Sept. 8§, 1954.)

Another letter, to Pravda, complained
that “woolen stockings tear the second
or third day.” “We pay from 22 to 25
roubles for a pair and use them only be-
cause there are no better stockings to
hand." (Pravda, July 2, 1954.) (The aver-
age worker’'s monthly wage is some 600
roubles, equal to some 40-45 pairs of
stockings!)

Another paper wtote: “Razor blades
are very scarce.” “Trade organizations
in Sverdlovsk asked for 20,000,000 blades
for 1955 but only 3,300,000 were allotted
to them. The city of Kuibyshev received
2,400,000 instead of 8,000,000 and Chelya-
binsk received 1,400,000 instead of
5,000,000,"

The planned target for blades for the
whole country in 19565 was 515 million,
although the number required was 1%-2
thousand million (Trud, Aug. 3, 1955).
The number planned is enough to give
less than & Blades a year to each man
above the age of 18! As for the quality:
#,..a good blade can be used four or five
times while a2 poor one can be used only
once or twice. Often shaving even with a
new blade is a torture.” (Ibid.)

Again the paper wrote: “‘Where can
I buy work clothes?' Working people
constantly ask this question at various
central establishments.” “As early as the
beginning of 1954, officials of the Chief
Clothing Trade Administration of the
Ministry of Trade rtported that exten-
sive trade in workers' clothes would be-
gin in the very near future. Then the in-
dicated time was postponed to the end
of the year. And in March of this year a
new date was fixed: July.,” But still
nothing happened (Trud, Aug. 20, 1955.)

BUREAUCRATIC MANAGERS
IN CONTROL
One of the main features of the regime

in Stalln’s time was the absence of any
vestige of workers' control in the factory,

. all power being concentrated in the hands

of the managers.

As one Soviet paper put it: “It is nec-
essary above everything to strengthen
oneé-man management. It is necessary to
proceed from the basic assumption that
the director is the supreme chief in the
factory. All the employees in the factory
must be completely subordinated to him."”
(Za Industrializatsiu, Moscow, Apr. 16,
1934.)

Nothing has changed in the official at-
titude since Stalin’s death.

Only seven weeks after he died, Prav-
da (of Apr. 26, 1953) called for “a fur-
ther strengthening of one-man manage-
ment and an increase in the role of the
leader.”

B. P. Beshchev, Minister of Transport,
stated: “The managers must be granted
greater power. . ., We must increase the
role and importance of the middle and
lower commanding levels, particularly
the chiefs of stations, depots, road sec-
tions and econstruction sections and fore-
men at shops and depots” (Pravda, May
19, 1954).

Premier Bulganin said in a speech to
the Central Committee of the Party:
“We must strengthen one-man manage-
ment. . . . The extension of the direetor’s
powers and the enhancement of the fore-
man’s and section manager’s role are ur-

' yiolation—are

gent problems in industry and building."”

. (N. A, Bulganin, Tasks of the Further

Development of Industry, Technical
Progress and Better Organization of
Production, Moscow, 1955, pp. 57, 80.)

The Central Committee accordingly re-
solved: “The powers of directors, shop
managers and foremen must be extend-
ed.” (Decision of the Plenum of the CC,
CPSU, held in July, 1955, Moscow, 1955,
p- 25.)

Though Stalin has left the scene, the
power of the factory managers has not
diminished. On the contrary, it has gone
from strength to strength.

SOME STILL MORE
EQUAL THAN OTHERS

Factory managers and top party and
stote bureaucrats get fat solories; they
own a docha (summer residence) or two,
have a chaufler to drive their cars, and
many other privileges which seem ouf-
rageous luxuries omidst the prevailing
poverty. )

Their incomes are some 50-100 times
greater than that of the average worker,

To take one example only. If a private
in national service dies his family gets a
pension of between 40 and 240 roubles a
month (L. I. Ectikhiev and V. A, Vlassov,
Administrative Law of the USSR (Rus-
sian), Moscow, 1946, p. 164), but the
family of a deceased colonel gets 1,920
roubles a month (Ibid., p. 418).

And when Colonel-General V. A, Yus-
kevich died, his widow was granted a
lump sum of 50,000 roubles and a pen-
sion of 2,000 roubles a month for life
{Pravda, March 17, 1949).

It is impossible in this short pamphlet to
show under what conditions of poverty
and oppression the mass of workers and
kolkhoz (collective farm) members live.
But some idea con be gained from the
law's extreme harshness towards any vie-
lation of property.

Just as men were condemned to har-
barous punishments for the theft of a
few shillings in the Elizabethan England
of 400 years ago, so in Russia today pun-
ishment for stealing is extremely severe.
The Soviet press—after Stalin’s death
as much as during his lifetime—is full of
particulars of thefts and the punishment
meted out to the thieves, punishment so
harsh that theré can be only one reason *
for risking it—extreme poverty.

Thus on June 28, 1953, the Komsomol-
skaya Pravda reported that two youths
who demanded money fromtwo students,
threatening them with a knife and a ra-
zor, were condemned to 20 years' con-*
finement in a corrective labor camp.

Four days later the paper reported a
cage in which four thieves were arrested,
one.of whom was condemned to 25 years’
imprisonment in a corrective labor eamp,
two others to 10 yvears each, and “the girl
Nina Nedilko, a minor,” to eight years
(Komsomelskaya Pravda, July 2, 1953).

Two other thieves who assaulted a ¢iti-
zen and tried to take his watch from him
were condemned to 15 years’ imprison-
ment (Leningradskaya Pravda, July 18,
1953).

Another three who tried to rob a citi-
zen of 285 roubles (less than $56) were
condemned to 10 years (Ibid.). In an-
other case three youths who stole and
robbed were condemned to 25 years' im-
prisonment and & fourth to 20 vears
(Komsomelskaya Pravda, Nov. 18, 1953).

Another four thieves were condemned
to 25 years, three more (two women and
a man) to 20 years (Pravda, Deec. 4,
1953), and so on in daily succession.

The law’s harshness—and its frequent
inevitable where great
privileges exist in the midst of general
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poverty. Stalin’s departure has left the
subordination of man to property, the
oppression and exploitation, untouched.

GREAT-RUSSIAN
IMPERIALISM PERSISTS

Stalin kept a tight hold over his empire
under the guise of “"Socialist Federafion."
Today Moscow continues to exercise firm
cantrel over the non-Russian peoples,

The clearest indreation of this is the
fact that the ministers of the Interior
(those who contro]l the security police)
in the “National Republies” are not ap-
pointed from the local nationalities but
are Russians, After Beria’s downfall,
practically all the ministers of the In-
terior of the National Republies were
removed. '

On Aug. 22, 1953, a new minister of
the Interior was appointed in the Azer-
baidzhan Republic — Anatoly Mikhailo-
vich Guskov, whose name alone betrays
that he is not an Azerbaidzhani,

On August 23, 1953, Kirgizia got a
new minister of the [nterior—Aleksander
Vladimirovich Tereshchenko,

On Sept. 11, 1953, Turkmenistan was®
presented with a new one—Vasily Timo-
feyevieh Vaskin. )

In Tadzhikistan, Dimitry Konstantino-
vich Vishnevsky was appointed in Sept.
23, 1953.

The Kazakhstan Republic got its new
minister on Sept. 29, 1855—Vladimir
Viadimirovich Gubin.

No trouble was taken to cloak the
clearly Russian names of each’ of these.
Imagine British ministers of the Interior
in India, South Africa or Canada!

Paft and parcel of Russia's imperialism
under Stalin was the glorification of the
tsars who built the empire, and their gen-
erals: fvan the Terrible, Peter the Great,
Suvorov, Kutuzov, etc. Stalin's heirs con-
tinue in the same tradition.

On May 18, 1954, Pravda announced
that a special memorial plague was to be
put up for Admiral 8. 0. Makarov who
commanded the tsarist navy in the 1904-
5 war against Japan.

Voroshilov, president of the USSR,
sang the praises of “the great Russian
general, Aleksander Vasilyevich Suvorov
and the glorious Admiral Fyodor Fyo-
dorovich Ushakov." (Pravda, Oct. 15,
1955).

The following slant was given to the
occupation of the Ukraine by Tsarist
Russia: “The reunion of the Ukraine
with Russia (in 1654) . . . was of tre-
mendous progressive significance for the
future political, economic and cultural
development of the Ukrainian and Rus-
sian peoples.” “Reunion with the strong
centralized Russian state assisted the
economic and cultural development of the
Ukraine.” “The admission of the Ukraine
into Russia was also of great interna-
tional significance. It struck a blow at
the Poland of the gentry” (Soviet News,
January 21, 1954).

Imagine a British Communist writing:
“The union of India with Britain was
progressive. It had great international
significanee as it struck a blow at the
aggressive aspirations of imperialist
France!"” Again, imagine a British Com-
munist praising Clive, Rhodes or Kitch-
ener!

Finally, today as under Stalin, the only
people in the USSR referred to as
“great” are the Russian people.

Though Stalin exists no more, the
Russian empire continues!

THE PARTY—STILL
A BUREAUCRATS' CLUB

Khrushchev's party, like Stalin's, is @
political weapen of the bureaucracy. This
is' elear frem its policies. Its social com=
position shows this even more clearly.

It is true that the practice of publish«
ing information on the social composi-
tion of the party was stopped in 1930
and never resumed (in itself a highly
significant omission), but it is still pos-
sible to gain some indication from data
published on the educational qualifica-
tions of its members.

While not one in ten of the adult popu-
lation in Russia gets more than elemen-
tary education, the percentage of party
members who did was 33.7 per cent on
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Jan. 1, 1939, and had risen to 63.6 per
cent by Jan. 1, 1954 (Partiinaya Zhizn,
No. 9, Aug. 1954)., The percentage of
First Secretaries of Party Distriet Com-
mittees who received only primary edu-
cation or incomplete secondary educa-
tion fell from 47.5 per cent in 1946 to 5.3
per cent in 1954; the percentage fell from
49.6 to 62 per cent for Secretaries of
District Committees in general, and from
61.3 to 15.8 for Chairmen of Party Dis-
trict Executive Committees (ibid.). ,
There are thus almost no ordinary
workers on the District Committees of
the party, not to speak of the Central

Committees of the republics, or the Cen-

tral Committee of the CPSU. The Cen-
tral Committee, CPSU, elected by the
20th Congress, contains some 40 generals
and admirals, tens of factory managers
and high state officials (ineluding a num-
ber of secret police officers, like the in-
famous General Serov), but not one
rank-and-file worker from the bench.

That the party is still made up of the
bureaucracy and the aristocracy of labor
is clear. It is quite ridiculous to expect
anything but the defence of privilege
from it.

THE NEW o)
“COLLECTIVE LEADERSHIP"

But what of the newly established
principle of collective leadership? Is it
not a fundamental .change in the nature
of the regime?

Real collective leadership implies de-
mocracy: As such it is incompatible with
the hierarchical structure of Russion so-
ciety, .with the division between  state
capital and the mass of toilers, and with
one-man managemeni—the guiding prin-
ciple in the economy. The fact that the
present leaders proclaim that a collective
leadership has mow been established sug-
gests one of two possibilities:

Either a faction fight is being waged
at the summit and each group of bureau-
crats is struggling to remain alive by up-
holding the collective prineciple;

Or Khrushchev has actually emerged
as the supreme leader—3Stalin’s real heir
—and finds it expedient to use the man-
tle of “collective leadership” to cover his
personal rule.

There is good ground for accepting the
second hypothesis, if only by analogy with
Stalin's rise to power. Stalin repeatediy
pledged his adherence to "internal party
democracy and collective leadership.”

Thus, for instance, he said: *The Rus-
sian Bolsheviks would have wrecked the
catise of the Russian revolution if they
had not been able to subordinate the will
of individual comrades to the will of the
majority, if they had not been able to act
collectively. The ability to act collective-
lv, readiness to subordinate the will of
individual comrades to the will of the
collective—it is this which we eall genu-
ine Bolshevik courage. Because without
such courage, without the capacity to
overcome one’s own pride, let us say, and
to subordinate one's will to that of the
collective—without these qualities there
is no collective, there iz no collective
leadership and no Communism.” (Stalin,
quoted in Pravda, July 4, 1953.)

The foct that Khrushchev is not wor-
shipped as Stalin was during the last
eighteen years of his life does not ceon-
tradict the possibility of his supremacy.

On Stalin's fiftieth birthday (Dee.
1929), when he was already established
as the supreme ruler of party and state,
modest enough praise was bestowed on
him: “The best disciple of Lenin,” “one
of the leaders of the Revolution,” wrote
M. I. Kalinin (not the leader); “it must
be said that the party can be completely
gatisfied with Stalin’s leadership in his
struggle (against the Opposition),” ete.,
ete.

Such praise
Khrushchev,

Again, the fact that Khrushchev does
rot carry out mass exccutions (if we ex-
clude Beria ond his protégés) does not
contradict the existence of ome-man rule.

In 1934, seven years after the Trotsky-
izt Left Opposition was smashed, and six
years after the elimination of the Buk-
harinite Right Opposition, the *“Lefts,”
Pyatakov and Ossinsky, and t,he
“Rights,” Bukharin, Rykov and Tomsky,
were re-elected to the Central Commit-
tee of the party. Bukharin, until his ar-
rest and execution, was editor-in-chief of
Pravda, while Radek, the former Trot-
gkyist leader, was a major contributor,

is daily bestowed on

Indeed, it was only eight years after
the conzolidation of his power that Stalin
found it necessary to resort to mass pur-
ges and executions (and then only after
the success of the two first Five-Year
Plans had resulted in no tangible advan-
tage to the Russian masses and had thus
increased the opposition te the regime
and the necessity for finding scape-
goats).

KHRUSHCHEY
ON THE LADDER

Nothing is frozen under the present
Yeollective leadership.” Khrushehev is,
not idle. Like Stalin (until 1941) Khrush-
chev prefers to remain outside the gov-
ernment while consolidating his position.
Like Stalin he uses his First Secretary-
ship of the Central Committee of the
CPSU as the greatest lever of power.

EBesides he has created a special organ
of his own 'in the Bureau of the CC,
CPSU, for the RSFRS, whose Secretary
he is. He has also managed to strengthen
hiz hold over the security police by re-
placing Kruglov as minister of the In-
terior of the USSR with his protégé
Dudorov, who was head of Moscow City
Party Committee’s Building Department
during  Khrushchev’s  Secretaryship
(1949-53).

There are.a few other signs pointing to
Khrushchev's possible supremacy; one was
the sacking of Malenkov-from the premier-
ship for his self-confessed “‘responsibility
for .the unsotistactery state of -affairs in
agriculture.” {Prevdo, Feb. 9. 1955).

In fact, it was Khrushchev, and not
Malenkov, who was the author of all the
resolutions on agriculture in the period
between Stalin’s death and Malenkov's
resignation. During this time the whole
press . left no doubt that Khrushchev was
the manager of Soviet agriculture; Mal-
enkov did not deliver a single report on
the subject in the Central Committee or
the Supreme Soviet during this period.

Suddenly, the blame for all the trou-
bles in agriculture was laid at Malen-
kov's door without anyone daring to men-
tion Khrushehev's responsibility. By then
Khrushchev must already have gained
tremendous power, The fact that imme-
diately after Malenkov's “resignation”
Khrushchev proposed Bulganin, a man
who had had no experience at all in agri-
cultural matters, as premier, .showed
even more clearly the strength of
Khrushehev's position.

Soviet press reports are even more ex-
plicit, Reports of the speeches of the So-
viet leaders follow a single monotonous
‘pattern: while speeches of simple depu-
ties to the Supreme Soviet are never fol-
lowed by “applause,” those of ministers
are, members of the Politbureau gain
“prolonged applause,” while Khrushchev
and Bulganin—and only Khrushchey and
Bulganin—are met with “prolonged ap-
plause turning into ovation; all rise” at
the end of every speech.

The consistency with which this pro-
cedure is followed makes a mockery of
the *“collectivism’” of leadership, and
shows the strength of Khrushchev's posi-
tion.

WHY WAS
STALIN PURGED?

The present leadership is after Stalin's
blood. The more they denigrate their
former chief the more do they expect to
gain popularity both at home and abroad.

For many years Khrushchev, Bulgan-
in, . Malenkov, Mikoyan and the rest of
the present leadership did Stalin’s dirty
work without a murmur. Malenkov was
Stalin's private secretary for a number
of years, Then, during the great purges
of the thirties, he was appointed deputy
to Yezhov, head of the NKVD.

Khrushchev rose to head the party and
government of Ukraine (in 1938) on the
bodies of all thirteen former members of
the Ukrainian Politburean, and practi-
cally the whole of the Ukrainian govern-
ment.

Bulganin was an official of the security
police for four years and headed the
Moscow administration duoring the great
purges.

They must have all served Stalin well
during this period if they managed to
keep alive and even rise in the hierarchy
—for of the 139 members of the Central
Committee of the party elected in 1934,
only 24 remained members five years

. later. (A few, perhaps, died naturally,

but the overwhelming majority were ex-
ecuted or imprisoned.)

But the present leaders want to start
with a clean slate, Even if they bene-
fited from and were active in the mass
murders, even if they helped create the
slave eamps and implement the foreed
collectivization and the other monstroal-
ties of the state-capitalist regime, it
serves their purpose to put the responsi-
bility at the door of the dead master,
Even the most sordid gangsters aim to
achieve respectability.

-After.nearly thirty yedrs of quitk indus-
trialization the peeople of Russic are still
poverty-stricken. Fact upon fact shows
'mt
* For instance, in 1953. there were less
cows than in 1816, as Khrushchev him-
self admitted. (N. S, Khrushchevy, Meas-
ures for the Further Development of
Agricwlture in the [USSE, Moscow,
1953) ; butter production in Siberia (a
famous. butter. exporter before the First
World War), was smaller in 1952 than
in 1813; the output of vegetables was
extremely low (ibid.); housing condi-
tions ‘are terrible, whole families live in
one room, sharing a kitchen with other
families; queues form in shops to buy
bad-quality expensive consumer goods—
a sure testimony to their scareity.

On the other hand, production of steel,
coal, electricty, machines and so on in-
creases continuously. This dispropertion
between production and the satisfaction
of their daily needs must certainly make
the Russian people very disgruntled, to
say the least.

When Stalin was alive he claimed all
Industrial achievements us his own, puiting
the responmsibility for all .scorcities, de-
fects and poverty ‘on subordinate officiuls
who were duly liquidated. With Stalin
dead, the leaders have a choice.

They can either raise living standards
by greatly increasing capital invest-
ments in light industry, by encouraging
livestock production, building houses for
the people on a large scale, cutting arm-
aments and investments in heavy indus-
try, curtailing the privileges of the bu-
reaucracy, and so en—all of which goes
very much against the grain of bureau-
¢ratic state-capitalism; or, alternatively,
they can choogse a much cheaper and
easier way. They can put the responsi-
bility for the suffering of the people on
the dead dictator and his execufioner
Beria, and ask the people to wait. *After
all, it is only three years since the devil
died. You can't expect us to unde his
works in such a short time”

GETTING RID
OF THE EXCESSES

But even if the main reason for purg-
ing Stalin is to buy time for Stalinism,
there is no doubt that the present leaders
would like to get rid of 4 number of the,
excesses—excesses in terms of the needs
and intervests of the totalitarian bureau-
eratic regime itself—of the last few
years of Stalin's rule.

For instance, the campaigns against
“cosmopaolitanism,” the notion that Rus-
sia invented everything and needs to
learn nothing from abroad, the prohibi-
tion on marriages with foreigners, etc,,
led to a chauvinism (far beyond that
accepted even by such ultra-nationalists
as Mussolini or Franco) that had de-
trimental effects on economic effort (see
Bulganin's Report, op. cit.), that were
a standing insult to the great Chinese
people and state and that put the coun-
try to ridicule abroad. What damage
could be done by a handful of Russian
women marrying foreigners?

Again, slave labor, once welcomed and
encouraged by the bureaucracy as a
methed of breaking bottlenecks in the
econemy and of using the abundant un-
shilled labor force as "shock troops™ for
capital accumulation, is becoming too ex-
pensive,

Slave labor is not very productive, and
when labor becomes short, as in Russia
today (because of the expanding indus-
trial economy and the stagnation of ag-
riculture which still keeps two-thirds of
the population in the countryside) it
beecomes uneconomical.

Thus it is most unlikely that in future
there ‘will be mass arrests for filling the
camps; repeated amnesties will continue
depleting many of the existing ones. The
camps in Russia would then fulfil the

e function as Hitler's or Mussolini’s,
which served as weapons of - political ter-
ror and not as a means of economic ac-

A

tivity (except during the war vears),

In thig connection it is significant that
when Moscow declared a partial amnesty
for inmates of slave camps on March 27,
1853 and Sept. 17, 1955, so-called politi-
cal erimes were specifically omitted.

Section 58.1 (c) of the Criminal Code,
for example, was excluded. This is the
section which stipulates thai in the event
of flight abroad by a person in military
service all adult members of his family
who abetted him or even knew about thé
contemplated fight are subject to im-
prisonment of from five to ten years; all
dependants who did mnot know of the
planned flight are subject to exile in
Siberia for five years.

White terror is -part of the bureaucratic
state<copitalist regime, und therefore is
retoined by the mew rulers of-Russio, some
of its most blatant excesses—the irra-
tienal ond dnnecessary ones -imposed by
the one-tirle- omnipotent Stalin—will

doubtless be removed.

After all, even Stalin found that the
mass purges of the thirties sometimes
had the opposite effect of what was in-
tended. They were supposed to tighten
discipline, to get the Russian pecple to
toe the line, But they achieved such pro-
portions that very often the lower bu-
reaucrat was afraid to obey his boss,

* lest the boss ‘be purged as a counter-

revolutionary. On the other hand, not to
obey would leave him open to charges
of counter-revolutionary activity himself,

To keep the state goirg, Stalin had to
stop the purges. Beria was brought from
Georgia to purge the arch-purger Yezhov
in 1938, and therefore no wmgss purge
took place, although the terror continued
-and took its toll of individual victims
from even the highest places (soch as
Voznessensky, head of the State Plann-
ing Commission, who disappeared in
1949).

Small reforms after the death of an
autocrat are not new in Russia, When
Tsar Nikolai T died and Aleksander IT
succeeded to the throne (1855), serfdom
was abolished, new organs of local gov-
ernment were established, the censor-
ship was relaxed (the Russian edition of
Marx's Capite! was published shortly
after), and many similar measures were
taken.

So far Khrushchev has done nothing
as far-reaching as this in the the way of
reform,

STALIN IS DEAD,
STALINISM LIVES

Khrushchev is distributing a largesse of
“liberolism™ in his first steps of power.
But he is not the first. Stalin showed the
way.

At the congress that sealad the fate
of the Trotskyist Opposition and showed
that Stalin was the unrivaled boss of
the party and the state (Fifteenth Con-
gress, 1927) the work-week was cut from
48 hours to 40.8 (until the 4B-hour week"
was restored in 1940). Im his speech to
the 20th Congress Khrushchec detlared
that the working week in Russia would
be cut during the coming Five-Year.
Plan to 41 hours!

During 1928-9, only a short time after
the 156th Congress and the banning of
the Trotskyist Opposition, Stalin let a
couple of thopsand former Trotskyists
come out of prisom or return from exile
in Siberia on condition that they -ceased
all organized Opposition work.

Unfortunately for Khrushchev, he will
find it very difficult to do the same. He
cannot release thousands of old Bolshe-
viks simply because only & handful can
be alive after twenty years of persecu-
tion, However, the few that he might.
release would serve him in the same way
as they served his former master—a bait
of leniency and demoeracy for the un-
wary.

L '

Whoever believes that one person's
death can change fundomentally an eco-
nomic, soclal and pelitical order is himseif
a victim of the cult of the individual.

Even the megalomaniac Stalin did not
believe that the history of Russia, and of

the world, would be affected greatly by

his death.

The dictator's death will not break the
bureaucratic state-capitalist regime. [ti
overthrow, whether under Stalin or un-
der Khrushchev, is a historical task to be
accomplished not by bureaucrats, but by
the working people of Russia.
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British Guiana Leader
Dissects London’s Phony Plan

This article is by the leader of the nationalist Progressive People's
Party of British Guiana, L. F. Burnham. The PPP split last year into
two wings—one led by the Stalinist Cheddie Jagan and his wife Janet,
and one led by Burnham, who has all along been the leading non-Stalinist
in that movement. (See LA for Aug. 1, 1955 for more information on

this:)

Early this year the British colonial administration proposed a new
phony constitution for the land whose democratically elected governmen
they had suppressed with armed force and violence in 1953. Both wings

of the PPP rejected it as a fake.

This is the analysis of the British proposal which was published
by Burnham in the PPP organ Thunder, as reprinted in The African &

Colonial World (London),
Two things will be seen:

- (1) Britain has no intention of returning Guiana to the autonomous

control of the Guianese people.

(2) The rumors, no doubt spread by the Stalinists after the split,
that Burnham was capitulating to the British are once again shown to
be quite false. As far as we can make out, L. F. Burnham is the authentic
leader of the militant and principled nationalist movement of British
Guiana which rejects Stalinist domination without compromising its
own fight against imperialism.—H, D,

By L. F. BURNHAM

On Wednesday, April 25, two days before the third anniversary of
the 1953 General Elections, the governor undertook to give Guianese a
lecture while announcing what he would have us believe was a substan-
tial advance towards democracy in British Guiana. As if to persuade
Guianese of his good intentions and solicitude for their national aspira-
tions, on the same date he “graciously” revoked the Restriction Orders

restricting the movements of two
leaders of our party,

His gift of constitutional pro-
gress was disclosed in the form of
proposals for the amendment of
the Constitution. “The time has
come—'"-he said reading a state-
ment by Mr. Lennox-Boyd, Seccretary of
State for the Colonies, “to take steps to
introduce an elected element into the
Legislature and Executive.”

Qbviously the basis of amy Constitu-
tion for Guiana for a long time will be
nominated and official members under the
absolute control of the governor; but a
few powerless elected members will be
included as window-dressing in an at-
tempt to delude the unthinking.

The twenty-four constituences of 1953
are to be reduced to twelve—itwo less
than there were in 1928-1953. There will
be eight nominated members and four
officials in the single ehambered Legis-
lative Council. There will also be a
speaker, no doubt chosen by the governor
and probably with a casting vote.

This is the twentieth-century wversion
of British democracy in Guiana—reduced

represefitation of the electorate and the -

ensuring that its representatives are out-
numbered by the governor's creatures.

The Executive Council, the policy-mak-
ing Dbody, will consist of four officials.
one nominated and five elected members
of the moek Legislature and will be
presided over by the governor. Thé lat-
ter will undoubtedly have a casting vote
go that if on any issue the five elected
miembers were to vote together against
the officials and nominee, the result can
still be as the omnipotent governor de-
sires.

Incidently all the non-official members
of the Executive will be chosen by the
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governor in his absolute and unfettered
discretion.

JAILERS' LANGUAGE -

It was stated by the governor that the
new Constitution will be like the British
one—flexible. Of course there will be this
difference, that whereas an elected As-
sembly, the House of Commons, changes
and moulds the flexible British Consti-
tution, in British Guiana it will be the
governor, an appointee of the British
government, who will mould and change
the Constitution backwards and for-
wards.

As a concession, no doubt, universal
adult suffrage will be retained and we
were assured that plans were on foot
for the revision of the electoral roll. But
once again it will be the governor who,
in his absolute discretion, will decide
when elections will be held in 1957, or
later. Anyone listening to or reading the
Governor’s speech eould not help noting
the unlimited powers with which he will
be invested.

“Whoever is elected,” said the governor,
“I shan't be shy in taking risks nor in
correcting things if they go foo far
wrong.” How have Guianese been reduced
to the status of juvenile delinguemis at a
political Reform School!

Thiz is the substantial step forward
which Her Majesty's Government hopes
“will encourage healthy political devel-
opment and enable experience to be

-gained upon which further progress can

be based.” But then Her Majesty's Gov-
ernment is correct so far as the antici-
pated result is coneerned; for all sections
of Guianese will now realize what colon-
jalism means and be more united and
determined in their desire to cast off
the chains that bind them.

BOGY OF COMMUNISM

These reforms or proposals were de-
seribed as a means of ending the fru-
strating period of marking time—a de-
seription with which we find it difficult,
indeed impossible to agree. Marking
time indicates not merely an absence of
elections but also and alternatively the
ahsence of any semblance of control or
voice in the government of the country

" by the people through their elected repre-

seritatives. The end of marking time
promises freedom to meet, move and
speak which cannot be enjoyed so long
as the Emergency Order remains in
force. Yet His Excellency was unequiv-
ocal in announcing a continuation of
the Order ard the use of additional pow-
ers if necessary.

The excuse given for this contradie-
tion was the threat of Communism, He
himself admitted with what he thought
the adroitness of a debater *“that the
mass of voters is not concerned with
communism; they don’t even know or
care what communism is; they are con-
cerned with fair play and better stand-
ards of living.”

This analysis is not without accuracy
but what he should also know and should
have said is that the mass of wvoters
from experience are convinced that- fair
play and better standards of living can
only be assured them when their own
representatives freely elected are in con-
trol of the government.

Listeners to the speech were repaled
with the evils of Communism. They
were told that Communism as a system
of government brings not happiness but
misery, Assuming this to be true, and
Guianese do not know for they have
never lived under & Communist dictator-
ship, why should the governor believe
that Guianese who show such restless-
ness and determination to be rid of one
foreign rule will be prepared to acecept
another in exchange? Furthermore our
geographical remoteness from the Soviet
Union makes it impossible for Guiana to
be used as an hostile military base,

It is difficult to escape the conclusion
that all this lambasting of Communism
and Sgalinism is irrelevant to our situation
and intreduced with the intention of ob-
scuring the dictatorship which we have
enjoyved since Oectober 1953 and which ls
planned for us for some time to come.

If I were a Guianese, said Sir Patrick
[Rennison, the governor], “I expect 1
should be an ardent Nationalist, I am
sure we need ardent Nationalists.," But
has he stopped to ponder that no ardent
Nationalist will accept with equanimity
this latest Constitution that Her
Majesty’s Government has planned for
us withouit consulting us? Indeed, the
governor admitted that he had not con-
sulted even hiz mominated legislature
and Executive.

No ardent Nationalist will be grate-
ful for an "“advance” which takes the
country back into the nineteenth century,
for it must be noted that the 1928 Cons-
titution was a step backward from one
it superseded and was opposed by M.
{as he then was) Eustace G. Woolford.
No excuse or lurid pictures of things to
come can swerve an ardent Nationalist
from his aim of freedom for his country.
This is the story of India and of many a
country that has achieved independence.

GET OFF OUR BACKS

All Guianese are certainly interested
in hearing of the British Common-
wealth's devotion to freedom which
means “respect for the individual and
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equality before the law’ but it was not
a Guianese or a Communist But an
Englishman who wrote the booklet “Qur -
Freedom Is Not For Them” reviewed in
the PPP Thunder two weeks ago. Guian-
ese will not question this devetion to
freecdom by noting what happens to
Africans, Coloureds, and Indians in
South Africa, but will be satisfied with
wondering what form this devotion takes
in their own country, Guiana.

Guianese are grateful for the concern
our rulers show for uws by seeking to
p!mtect us from the evils of a Communist
dictatorship, but we will show more and
deeper gratitude if they were to remove
from off our backs the Oppressive sys-
tem which we know from personal ex-
perience,

It is easy to sneer haughtily at the
colonial’s opposition to imperialism, bug
one has to be a colonial to understand
what it feels like to be a colonial. Colon-
ials can try to understand the governor's
hatred of Communism, which is a threat-
to everything which his religion. eduoca-
tion and upbringing taught him of the
dignity of man. On the other hand he
cannot or would not understand that for
a colonial the colonial system is a denial
of the dignity of man.

This is a darker hour in our history
than that of October 9, 1953. Thers is
no doubt of what our masters have in
store for us.

Their representative backed by armed
might says he is not afraid. So spoke
the Roman procurators and governors
on the eve of the collapse of the Roman
Empire. Guianese must not be afraid
either even though they are pitted

*against the armed might of the British

Empire,

Our cause is just and only unity and
determination are necessary. Of course
we “appreciate” the Governor's desire
for us to be on the Queen’s Highway, but |
we are entitled and will fight for the
right, to move on the Highway and in
an automobile of our choice. At the
moment, the would-be ardent Nationalist
and those whom he serves would have
us bogged down in the quagmire of
colonial reaction. Will they succeed?

Negro Children — —

(Continued from page 3)

many means at its disposal which are
appropriate to.the many aspects of the
problem, as was shown by the governors
of Kentucky and Tennessee in calling
out the National Guard when that was
the only means by which to solve the
particular aspect of the problem with
which they were confronted at Sturgis
and Clinton.

GUERRILLA STRUGGLE

But the Republican administration has
shown that it has no intention of doing
this, and Stevenson, in his pursuit of vie-
tory via unity in the Democratic Party,
has demonstrated in advance that no
more can be expected of any administra-
tion that he might head.

_The struggle apainst school segreca-
tion, for the right of Negroes to vote,
and against all other aspects of Jim
Crow will go on. The Negro people have
shown a sustained determination to
achieve equality in Ameriea which will
not be denied. The attempt of hoth par-
ties to banish this fight from the fore-
front of American politics may suecceed
in this electoral campaign, but it will
break through in the years ahead.

Walter Reuther, and all that he symbao-
lizes, may still think it necessary to live
in the same party with Senator Eastland
today, but they will find it impossible
tomorrow.

One thing iz fairly clear. Until the
labor-liberal forces in the North are will-
ing to break with the Southern racists,
the struggle for equality in the deep
South will remain a semi-guerrilla semi-
underground struggle. The great moral
and actual vietory against Jim Crow
which is being won in the border states
will encourage the fighters for equality
in the deep South, and will make the
vacillating and capitulatory attitude of
the liberal wing of the Democratic Party
in the North less tenable. A final and
complete vietory in the South can come
only as part of a vietory for a new politi-
cal alignment in the Nerth, led by labor.
The. continuation of the struggle for
equality will be one of the chief factors
in bringing about such an alignment.
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