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Eisenhower Leads

For the past several weeks the nation
has been kept in varying degrees of sus-
pense over the administration’s tax pro-
gram. At one point, the strain created

" by contradictory reports on tax and
budget policy coming from cabinet offi-
cers became so great that Senator Taft
himself threw up his hands in disgust

®*  ‘and demanded that the administration
come clean on just what their poliecy was
going to be. )
With the “economy bloc™ in Congress
issuing almost daily communiques on how
they were going fo cut corporate taxes

- to the bone, and the Eisenhower wing of

the GOP uneasily voicing demands that the

president "exercize his leadership” the

fension on Eisenhower reached the break-

ing_ point,

| The result: a radio and TV -peech in
which he came out against any cut in
taxes this year, and for a vague promise
that the entire tax strueture will be re-
vamped next year to make it more
“equitable.”” Such a promise can be
counted on to arouse visions in the minds
of" each section of the population of a
sharp drop in their own taxes while the
other fellow gets the knife. After all,
what could be more “equitable.” “The
other fellow” will turn out to be the
great mass of the workers and other
low-income groups. The interests of Gen-
eral Motors demands it; and their inter-
ests are the interests of . . . all the other

e big businessmen.

) ®

- -
i Oagatis Enigma

One of the strangest occurrences of
recent times has been the freeing of
William Oatis by the Czechoslovak Stal-
inists, and his behavior since he has re-
turned to this country.

When Oatis was imprisoned and tried
for espionage, the newspapers of this
country went all-out in their eampaign
on his behalf. The Stalinists had hit the
newspapermen where they live. At that
time Oatis was described as a model
newspaperman: tough, independent, in-
4 quisitive, courageous.

Now he has been releaséd. He refuses
to say that his indictment and conviction
were a frameup. He refuses to say
whether or not he actually was spying
for the State Department. He refuses to
condemn the Stalinist broad definition of
“espionage,” or their treatment of him,
or their judicial procedure in general.

We would not pretend to know why.
Several theories have been advanced, and
they 4ll seem equally good, at'least until
such time as Qatis opens his mouth: He
is tired and confused by his experience
and needs time to re-orient himself; he
has been blackmailed by the Stalinists
‘either through personal information they
‘have on him, or by threats to the lives
of friends and colleagues if he talks;
in ‘the months of questioning in prison,
his: confidence in capitalism was shaken,
and he was at the least neutralized to-
ward Stalinism.

It is -all a great mystery, and very
frustrating to the American press. But
‘just have a thought for the old Bolshe-
viks who “confessed” at the Moscow
trial, and were widely condemned as
lacking moral fiber. The paragon of the
Ame¥ican press is, after all; free . . .
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GOP Right-Wing: “Let Us Go It Alone’

By GORDON HASKELL

' Stalinist "Peace Offensive”
Strains U.S.-British Relations

"l have not met anyone in the United States who does not want

peace.”

— President Eisenhower in press conference, May 14.

This was President Eisenhower’s contribution to the exchange of
pleasantries which passed back and forth across the Atlantic during

the past week.

That everyone wants peace, on his own terms, is one of those facts
which is neither disputable nor enlightening. Wars are fought because
the terms on which peace is desired are mutually incompatible for the
rulers of the warring countries. And the danger of war in the immediate
future lies in the presence of men with power in the world who believe
that only by such means can their own aims be achieved.

The -acrimonious” debate between: the
responsible leaders of the British Par-
liament and a powerful group of sena-
tors in this country is net an accident.
And it will not do to simply point out
that the men on this side of the water are
notorious irresponsibles; that they are
not in control of American foreign poliey.
The fact is that they are a recognized
and accepted part of the ruling party;
that they have’been able to impose their
will on the party on a number of issues;
that these views are known to be shared
by a powerful section of the top military
brass of the country, and that there is
no good reason to be confident that these
views are in fundamental conflict with

those of the top executives who run the
government.

The present delicate situation in Anglo-
American relations was precipitated by a
speech made by Clement Attlee, leader of
the Labor Party in the House of Com-
mons. Attlee said: "It is worth while say-
ing a few words about the United States.

. « | hope they will cause no offense. |
hope that no one will suggest that | am
in any way anti-American. . . . | merely
want to state some facts. . . . The Ameri-
can Constitution was framed for an isola-
tionist state . . . one_ sometimes wonders
who is more powerful, the president or
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after a truce is concluded in Korea.
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Senator McCarthy. . . . There are efe.
ments in the United States that do_ mot
want a settlement [in Koreal. There are
people .who want an ali-out war with
China and against communism in general,
and there is the strong influence of the -

Chiang Kai-shek lobby."

Attlee was simply pointing out a fact
which is obvious to the whole world. His
conclusion was that-it is difficult for the
British to be sure that even when a policy
is outlined to them by the administration,
it will be carried out. He was asking for
direct British participation in the Korean
truce talks in the interest of having Brit-
ish views exert some contrel or mﬁue'lce
over American-decisions. A
put forth the known policy of hoth maaar.
parties in Britain for the inclusion o
Stalinist China in the United Nations

EISENHOWER DODGES ISSUE

The direct representatives of the
“Eisenhower team” have had little to
say about Attlee’s speech. In the press
conference referred to above, the presi-
dent side-stepped the issue. Even when
asked directly whether the American gov-
ernment is forethe eventual entry of Stal-
inist China in the UN, Eisenhower par-
ried with a vague dissertation on the

(Turn to last pogel

By M. J. HARDWICK

DETROIT, May 16—The warning of
President Walter P. Reuther, of the CIO,
over the strong possibility of major auto
industry lay-offs later this year because
of the current high production rate fol-
lows along the lines of important trade
and business publications.

The auto industry is producing now at
a rate that would indicate an 8,000,000
production fizure for 1953, while most
estimates suggest a top market sale of
5,500,000, Fortune Magazine made this
point recently. Automotive News likewise
has had “view with alarm” stories.

Reuther pointed out in his statement
that "efforts on the pert of the industry
fo produce in excess of 60 per cent of
their annual production during the first
six months is both economically unsound
and morally wrong." He warned that,
"if Management persists in these efforts,
it must assume the full respensibility for
the unemployment and hardships that
thousands of workers and their families
will experience.” =

The basic reasons why the aufo indus-
try is going at such a terrific rate of pro-
duction are not_discussed by Reuther. A
major factor is the possibility of war.
If the Korean peace talks fail, and their
is a greater inténsification of war ef-
forts, with a cut-down of civilian pro-
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Reuther’s Statement Warns of Danger

Layoffs Loom in Detroit Auto Industry

duction, the auto industry will be that
much further ahead. The memory of
June 1950 when the Korean war began
haunts the profit-hungry auto industry.

WAR AND PROFITS

Secondly, from a profit point of view,
the high rate of production assures the
greatest profit per car, even though the
industry might be shut down for two or
three months. Auto industry profits de-
pend on output per man ‘and not on the
time or duration of auto  production’
“Economically,” the auto industry knows
its business, as its profit figures since
World War II clearly show.

Of course, the Reuther statement
serves to point up the basic responsibil-

ity of any impending lay-offs on the auto.-

industry. But the fact remains that the
United Auto .Workers Union (CIOQ) is
unable to intervene against excess work
schedules because of present clauses in
the five-year contracts relating to “man-
agement prerogatives,” such as sole and
exclusive rights to manage its affairs and
direct its working forces. Another fac-
tor is the unwillingness of any sector of
.the auto workers to give up their over-
time as a pressure move against the cor-
porations, since the inflationary trend
has made living far more costly than a
40-hour week pay can meet.
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_ number of auto workers who work outside
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This aspect of the problem will be
further illuminated by any steel union
wage increase settlement, for again the
auto workers will recognize that a four-
cent yearly “annual improvement fac-
tor” payment is primarily a token recoz-
nition of the need for a real annual wage
increase. The unrest in the auto indus-
try is bound to reach new high levels if
a steel union settlement is announced.

SQUEEZE IS ON

Since at least one major cuto corpora-
tion infends fo make model change-overs
late this summer, lay-offs cre bound to
come soon. Between the cost of living,
and the proverbial job insecurity which
has always marked the fluctwating auto .
industry production schedules, a new phe«
nomenon has arisen to further plague the
UAW.CIO. It is the two-job workers. The

the plant for exira income is amazing.

In the face of such complex problems,
and shifting moods and restlessness, not
to speak of bitterness among the auto-
workers, the statement of President Reu-
ther is at last a recognition that “labor
statesmanship” is not enough of an an-
swer to satisfy the ranks. Nor will a
long-range program for a guaranteed
annual wage serve as a substitute for a
solution to the pressmw problems of to
day. i Tk
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By LARRY O'CONNOR

In the- May 9 issue of the Saturdoy
Evening Post an article appeared by
David Dubinsky, president of the Inter-

 national Ladies Garment Workers Union,
entitled “How I Handled the Reds in My
. Union.”

David Dubinsky is not only the presi-
dent of his union. He is also considered
one of the most enlightened, liberal and
“internationalist’” minded of American
Jabor leaders. Next to Walter Renther,
he is thought of as the type of labor
leader who in this country most closely
approximates the Social Democratic po-
litical and labor leaders of Britain and
Europe. And in addition, if he is not the
power in the Liberal Party, it would be
- hard to say who or what the power is.

For the most part, his article consists
of a theory on how to fight Stalinism in
4his country, with a number of stories
thrown in for illustration. The "basic" idea
he presents is that what one must do is to

identify and single out the individual Stal-

inist, and then bring every kind of moral,

ideological and organizational pressure on
" him or her to break him from Stalinism.

That this is a very one-sided way of ~

approaching the problem goes without
saying. But that would not be too bad,
_if Dubinsky had confined himself to a
discussion of how one should operate
inside the labor movement in the strug-
gle against Stalinism. He goes beyond
that, however, and advocates this method
" ‘as the way in which to fight Stalinism
in society at large, and thereby falls
right into the lap of the witchhunters.

Here is whgt this leader of American
liberalism has to say about it:

“Right now the Kremlin’s outfit in this
country is groggy from the blows rained
on it, and ean be given a knock-out
punch. Every effort to expose the com-
munists should be continued. The Con-
gressional investigations of un-Ameri-
| ‘ean’ aetivities should not be. hampered,
- but, on the contrary, should be aided and

encouraged. Investigations and a search
for knowledge and information are a pri-
mary function of a democratic legislative
body. Those who berate informants on
the communists as ‘squealers’ are at best
indulging in a childish prejudice. In ei-
fect they give aid and comfort to the
mortal enemy of our nation.”

THE "SAWDUST TRAIL"

He goes on to say that he cannot con-
demn every ex-Stalinist who does not im-
mediately turn and inform on his former
associates because “it isn’t given to all
of us to have the strength of character
to ‘admit mistakes and hit the sawdust
irail to conversion in public.”

We do not need, at this moment, to once

-again go into the whole question of the
methods of the current Congressional in-

~vestigations, their purpose, and their over-
‘all effect on democracy in this country.
Suffice it to say that these investigations
‘have been condemned by a whole series
of respectable demic organizations

- when applied to the schools (see p. 5);
by the National Council of the Churches
of Christ in the U.S.A. as applied to the
‘churches; by any number of anti-Stalinist

- labor organizations as applied to the labor
movement.

For some time it has been clear that
the actual effect of these Congressional
investigations has been to intimidate
large numbers of people whose connec-
tion with Stalinism is in the distant past,
or who never had any such connechion.
We have insisted that what is invelved
is not simply an attack on the Stalinists,

_but that in the long run_if this kind of
‘attack is permitted to continue and is
‘condoned, it will spread out into an as-

sault on socialists, liberals and the labor

movement.

A LIGHTNING ROD?

Since Dubinsky wrote the above, a
couple of things have happened which
have brought home just what is involved.
The most telling punch at the compla-
cency of the Dubinksy’s has been Me-
Carthy’s attack on James Wechsler, edi-
tor of the New York Post. This strikes
close.to home. After all, Wechsler is not
the-only ex-Stalinist of note who is “vul-

nerable” to this kind of attack. It is even
rumored that in Dubinsky’s own organi-

To Witch-Hunt Committees

zation, not too far removed from the
organizational summit, there are people
whose relationship to the Communist
Party was at one time far more intimate
and powerful than that of Wechsler. Is
it possible that one purpose of this article
was to act as a sort of lightning-rod to
-deflect any possible bolts from striking
in the inner sanctum? It may be thought
unkind to point-out that it is McCarthy’s
view that the only genuine proof of anti-
Stalinism is collaboration with the un-
American committees and turning names
of former associates over to them.

_ Since_the Wechsler episode, David Du-
binsky seems to have sensed the danger.
In a speech at the convention of the
ILGWU he said that: “the tactic of
dragging genuine anti-Communists be-
fore Congressional committees solely for
sensational purposes and personal re-
venge makes a mockery of American
ideals, defeats the very purposes of the
investigation and renders invaluable aid
to the enemy.” At least that seems to be
an attack on McCarthy. Until Dubinsky
is in a position to decide what the “pur-
poses of the investigations” should be,
however, to support them in general,
‘while criticizing their “abuses,” is nei-

ther the course of wisdom nor of wvalor. '

STEEL i.INION PREPARES FOR POSSIBLE STRIKE

Last year, steel workers lost an aver-
age of $364.88 each during their 8-week
strike. But, by March 31 of this year,
35 weeks after the strike had ended, they
had averaged $380.80 in increased pay
won by their strike.. In other words; the
financial loss of the strike had been com-
pletely cancelled out. Such is the front
page report in Steel Labor, official news-
paper of the United Steel Workers Un-
ion (CIO]
tains, “paid dividends.”,

The report is of more than academic
statistical interest. On May first, the
union reopened negotiations with the big
steel comyfanies under the terms of its
contracts which run until June 1954 but
which allow the union to open up the
question of wage rates and to strike.
The union is obviously not eager for a
strike now; last year’s experience is too
recent; the political elimate is uncertain

and raises annoving problems that the

CIO has hardly begun to consider. The
steel workers demand a “wage increase”

- without specifying an actual figure and

mquest general and notrbmdmg diseus-
sions on the guarantéed annual wage
and pension-insurance provisions. These
are modest proposals; they are mildly
put; and should be settled amicably by
reasonable men.

“The 1952 strike,” it main- |

_ however,

But one never knows . . . will the steel
bosses be reasonable and mild? Or will
they decide unexpectedly to force a show-
down? These are the questions obviously
in the minds of union leaders as they
prepared their report on last year's
strike. They are cautious men , . . so
cautious that they realize the nead for
being prepared for what they do not
want or expect.

/"Nobody really likes to strike.” writes
Steel Labor. "A responsible union always
exhausts every avenue to reach a peace-
ful settlement before resorting #o that
drastic action. . . . Down through history,
circumstances have forced
strikes and pecople have suffered losses,
which prove fo be temporary in most
cases. . . . Buf sfrong unions, collective
bargaining and. yes, even strikes, have
moved the Steelworkers and the rest of
the nation oleng the road %o higher
wages. . . ."

Newspaper reports have been sparse
on the little publicized steel negotiations.
But the union is aware of the tense pos-
sibilities that lie even in the most hum-

drum dealings with representatives of-

millionaire corvorations.

&
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week's LABOR ACTION,
James Fenwick referred to the
Pentagon announcement that .a
number of Awmerican prisoners of
war returned from Korea had “suc-
cumbed to Communist indoctrina-
tion,” and that they were being
sent to a Valley Forge hospital for
“medical and psychical treatment.”
He then discussed the political im-
plications of the theory on which
such a procedure must be based:
that Stalinism 18 a neurosis.

In the current article Fenwick
derives an appropriate “military”
strategy from this- Pentagon the-
ory, and goes on to discuss the re-
lationship of some of the most in-
fluential American schools of psy-
choanalytic theory to the politics of
our time—Ed. :

In last
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By JAMES M. FENWICK .

Not wishing to enlarge the war budget,
a matter on which we see eye to eye with
our old comrade (in arms) Eisenhower,
we propose the diversion of, say, a half
billion dellars or so from-the tank pro-
gram, which has proved a bust in any
case, for the construction of psychologi-
cal training centers throughout the
country. :

As young men come of draft age, in-
stead of sending them to army camps for
training in close order drill, care and
cleaning of the rifle, personal prophylaxis
and similar obviously outmoded subjects,
we would send them to these institutes,
where they would, after a preliminary
analysis of each student, which would
serve as a sort of psychic inoculation, be
given accelerated courses in fwo subjects:
the Chinese language, and fechniques of
psychoanalytical therapy.

While this was in progress we would
cut down production of heavy and me-
dium bombers and step up production of
flying boxecars for the transportation of
air borne troops.

Then at the proper logistical _E-and.
needless to say, psychological) mement
we would march our new soldiers up the
ramps into the planes, take off, and para-
chute. them allsover China to attack the
problem of Stalinism for the first tlme in
a root sense.

THE JUMP MASTERS

For the assault waves, as a demon-

stration of the seriousness with: which

the program is to be viewed, we would.

propose as one of the jump masters Har-
old Lasswell, the author several years
ago of The Psychopathology of Politics,
a crude book which sustains the current
Pentagon thesis. We would gladly reserve

The Neurotic Theory of Stalinism — I

The Couch as a Secret Weapon

places for any members of the William
Alanson White Psychiatric Foundation
who would care to maintain the thesis of
their programmatic founder, Harry
Stack Sullivan, of whoze ideas on a basic
social change Gardner Murphy pointedly
says, ‘“The attitude toward radical
change as something fearful, with the
emotional tone of “*far side of chaos,’ is
curious in a psychiatrist who dealt with
getting patients to face cliaos in tearing
down their existing modes of operating
in order to establish better homes. . . .
Sullivan presents the radical as moti-
vated principally by destructiveness, as
someone who ‘shows no durable grasp of
his own reality or that of others, and his
actions are controlled by ‘t-he most imme-
diate opportunism.’ Yet Sullivan’s de:
seription of a group life that distorts the
majority into inferior ecaricatures of
what they might have been seems at
least to leave room for the possibility
that radicalism may have some other
basis besides personal maladjustment.
Perhaps in some cases at least the cour-
age to challenge a frustrating society is
an expression of strength rather than
weakness.”

We will be glad also fo reserve a place
for Talcott Parsons (the well known Har-
vard sociologist. and contributor to Psy-
chiatry], of whom the late Irving Howe
once had some kinds words to say. We are
even willing that when Parsons jumps,
with his couch, therapeutic, folding, M-1,
strapped to his back, he carry with him
any one of his books on sociological theory
for the purpose of hondling any small,
residual Chinese societal problems. His
books have, so far as we are concerned,
the advantage of already being written in
Chinese.

A FALSE APPLICATION

Modern psychoanalytical theory, is one
of the great conguests of the human
mind. It is unfortunate that in the situ-
ation under review the resources of mod-
ern psychiatry are being applied in an
impermissible way. It-is to be hoped that
the current approach to the Stalinist
indoctrinated PWs fevealed by the Pen-
tagon will provoke at-least a modeérate

amount of discussion in psvchoanalyt:cal .

circles.

This applies in particular to the Wash-
ington School, whose general orientation
is easily assimilable into Marxist theoty.
Marx and Engels long ago, without ‘ex-
pansion into the realm of psychology
since their. basic orientation was politi-
cal, weré the first to lay down the broad
principles upon which qocially oriented
psychoanalysis bases’ 1tself

The chief criticism which can be levelled
against it is that,- hawever radical its
criticism ‘of :uplhilsf society may be, it

does ui— iraauend it. To the discredit of

its practitioners there does not seem to
exist even o liberel movement for sacial-
ized psychoanciytical therapy comparable
to the one for sccialized medicine. That
does not argue well for a field the scope
of whose social diagnostiz and prescrip-
tive pretensions is so large.

In fact, in common with almost alI
bourgeois thought in the United States,
no matter how radical, psychoanalytical
theory bears the impress of the increas-
ingly conservative times.

COLD WAR TAKES TOLL

. Erich Fromm, for example, whose
Escape from Freedom, an exceptionally
stimulating book, which for all of its
contradictions, gquestionable formula-
tions, and false emphases, ended by stat-
ing that a relatively non-neurotic world
could begin to be built only on the basis
of a democratic socialist society, now
maunders that “we must make democ-
racy work.” He suggests that a non-
theistic humanistic religion (whatever
such a beast is) is worth investigating,
that we must begin with ourselves, and
that in any case he has no answers, that

he seeks only to pose problems—all of °

which is crashingly platitudinous and
promises badly for one of the most fruit-
ful thinkers of a mew science which, for
all of its pretenticusness, offers enormous
promise for the full development of
humanity. z
»  But the basic fact of our times, as is
shown well enough by this minor but
fully illuminating episode in the cold
war and the decline of world society, is
that the primary problem confronting
mankind is a politico-econemie one upon
which all others depend, with one degree
or another of eloseness and interaction.

.
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SOU AFR'CA

8y GABRIEL GERSH

~ When Malan’s Nationalist Party won the 1948 election, the leaders
of the United Party shrugged it off by claiming that the Apartheid
electoral ery of the Nationalists had caught them off guard. Expecting.
to win, the United Party did not exert itself in the 1948 campaign. But
after five years of Malanism, the United Party leaders expected the
South African white population to restore them to power. It has turned
out differently. Although the United Party conducted an energetic cam-
paign and its leaders were careful not to say or do anything which
should antagonize the white population, the Nationalist Party was
elected by a landslide. Its majority in Parliament is now bigger than

before.

With racial prepaganda qomg full blast, the Nationalists carrled

the rurcl districts, where there is
a heavy concentration of Malan
followers. Such is the weighting in
favor of the rural areas that five
urban votes are needed to equal
the effective parliamentary value

of four rural votes. The Nationalists cal-

culated before the election that they
needed only 38 per cent of the votes in
order to receive 55 per cent of the seats.
Even with their majority of 29, the Na-
tionalists cannot match the strength of
their oppenents in popular votes. How-
ever, their parliamentary majority gives
them a strong hold on the mution.

Complete master in the political field,
the Nationalist Party may now be ex-
pected to introduce legislation which will
supersede the eonstitution. Ignoring his-
tory, the Nationalists hold that the con-
stitution had been imposed on the Afri-
kaners by the British. New legislation
will therefore end this ‘“state of consti-
tutional enslayement” and enable the
Union Parliament to have “complete con-
trol over its own acts”-—phrases which
mean, in reality, that the Nationalist
Party will most likely establish an Afri-
kaner dictatorship.

TIMIDNESS AND VACILLATION

In many ways, Malan’s strength is due
to the timidness and vacillation of the
opposition. The United Party, led by Gen-
eral Smuts until his death, has little co-
Hesion and sense of direction. Its aim is
to restore the status quo ante Malan; to

carry onsin the old familiar ways, with

the whites on top and the Blacks down
below, but tempernig this with a certain
degree of spirit and mercy. During the
last Parliamentary session, for instance,
the United Party leaders agreed with
some of the worst of Malan’s racial meas-
ures; and in the last election, the United
Party leaders said that if their party re-
turns to office, it would amend, -and not
repeal, the present segregation laws..

At present, the only remaining restraint
on Naticnalist extremism is in the eco-
nomic fieid, where Malan cannot match the
mastery of his opponents. Unfortunately,
this reséraint is not very strong. It is a
measure of the hopelessness of South
Africa’s future that the diamond and goild
mining irdustries control much of the gen-
eral weaith of the country. These mining
industries depend for their profit on the
use of cheap labor and, therefore, favor
the enforcement of Apartheid policies.
Although there are a handful of manufac-
turers who realize that South Africa must
say good-bye to the purely extractive
capitalism of mining and develop a skilled
African labor force, it remains true that
the mining interests set the pattern of the
South African economy.

The mining interests, therefore, are
unlikely to regard with any misgivings
the ftailure of their party—the United
Party—to win the election. Indeed, they
may even feel happy about the National-
ist victory, since they can continue to en-
jov the benefits of cheap labor. Since
they cannot hope for a coalition between

Have you read . . .
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the United Party and the Nationalists—
some of the leading advocates of coalition
were defeated in the election—the min-
ing interests may now feel that they
should shift their support to the Nation-
alists.

GRIM FUTURE

What is the outlook for the natives and
non-Europeans in South Africa? For
these 11 million people, the future is in-
deed grim. The white population of South
Africa have endorsed a ruthless poliey
of white supremacy, a savage resolve to
keep the natives for ever as a subject

- race. Violent repression of the passive

resistance mevement will be enforced
with greater severity; the Group Area
Act will be implemented, with the best.
areas reserved for the whites; the un-
limited powers of the government will be
used to outlaw any -incipient movements
which threaten to destroy Nationalist
supremacy; and the Malan government
will try to disfranchise thousands of
colored voters.

There is a prospect of growing extrem-
ism among the whites and non-whites. The
African, Indian and Colored leaders have
based their passive resistance on the prin-
ciple of multi-racial democracy. Those
leaders of the passive resistance move-
ment who are not in prison can still pro-
test against the outrages of the Malan re-
gime. With violent repression of passive
resistance, iF may be that they will be un-
able to continue to command the support
of the non-whites. It is impossible to pre-
dict. how much longer these leaders can
-restrain their followers from using vio-
lence. Angry voices shouting for a "Black
Africa” can already be heard; and the
activities of the Mau Mau in Kenya will
not go unnoticed.

Fortunately, there is a minority of
whites who believe that something effec-
tive must be done to stem the tide of
events. This minority realizes that so

A fter 'tlle _:ctory of the Malan- Ratlsts

ing a higher standard of living for the
whites and Blacks. Until this system of
racial crucifixion is abandoned, this mi-
nority argues, the white man must suf-
fer the imminent danger of extermina-
tion by a race war.

A DIFFICULT COURSE

It is doubtful if this small liberal mi-
nority can influence the immediate course
of events. What it can do;, however, is
strengthen its position so that it can ex-
ert influence over the ultimate course of
events. Whatever evils may befall South
Africa in the coming days, it is unlikely
that the whites will be driven.out of the
country. Sooner or later they will have to
vield to the demands of the non-whites.

LONDON LETTER

A beginning will have to be made in
welding a common alliance against all
forms of racialism; and the appalling’
tragedy now is that there is no such be-
ginning.

Yet a few whites have been taking a
leading part in the passive resistance, -
movement; and another handful of white
trade unionists have tried with much:
seli-sacrifice to uproot racial bigotry. It
is time for these whites to unite with
each other and find a means of coopera--

- tion with the Indian and African passive

resistance movementt. This is a very dif-:
ficult course. But it is the only course of’
salvation and hope for the white and
Black communities in South Africa.

Labor Makes Sweeping Gains
In Local British Elections

By DAVID ALEXANDER

LONDON, May 13—This week an aston-
ishing thing happened. In the local coun-

cil elections, Labor gained 688 seats and

lost 136. Their gain was uniform in the
county boroughs, in London, in urban
distriets and the Scottish boroughs. This
would suggest that there had been a
swing of opinion in all areas, as most of
the gains were from Conservatives mas-
querading as “Independents.”

The Labor Party captured control of
the town councils of the following (most-
ly industrial) districts: Manchester, Ply-
mouth, Leeds, Nottingham, Oldham,
Swindon, Dewsbury and Stoke Newing-
ton (in London). They have, of course,
had a majority on London County Coun-
cil for many years.

The gains of Labor were very surpris-

~ing. in view of the highpowered propa-

long as the white men hold to a system -

of racialism and economic exploitation
they show themselves incapable of realiz-

ganda about the country’s improving eco-
nomic position, about a surplus with the
European Payments Union, and about
the definitely improving food supplies. It
seems that Mr. Gaitskell’s analysis of the
budget and the economic good fortune of
this country had found a receptive audi-
ence. [This refers to Labor’s eriticism
of the Tory budget in the House of Com-
mons.—Ed.]

THE GALLUP POLL AGAIN

What clouds the issue, however, is the
following fact. A Gallup Poll printed and
copyrighted by the London News Chron-
icle, which is the most reliable indication

ACLU Denounces Government ‘Harassment’
Of Harry Bridges on Repeated Charges

The American Civil Liberties Union -

said this week that it hoped the U. S.
Supreme Court would reverse the per-
jury eonviction of labor leader Harry
Bridges because the prosecution was an
harassment amounting to an abuse of
due process of law. Argument on the
case is scheduled for May 4th.

The Union's statement, made public by
its executive director, Patrick Murphy
Malin, emphasized that the Union was ex-
pressing no opinion as to the truth of the
government's charge that Bridges, presi-
dent of the International Longshoremen’s
and Warehousemen's Union, perjured him-
self in naturalization proceedings in deny-
ing past membership in the Communist
Party. It also stressed that support of the
civil liberties principle of due process in
the Bridges case did not alfer its vigorous
opposition to Communist totalitarianism.
The Union said that the question of
Bridges' alleged membership in the Com-
munjst Party had been raoised in two pre-
vious legal’ proceedings without being
finally answered affirmatively, and that a
third prosecution on the same point was
harassment. "It seems to us that this con-
tinual harassment on the same issue, over
a peried of ten years, amounts to_a viola-
tion of that due process of law required
by the Fifth Amendment to the U. S. Con-
stitution. ’

“Three legal  proceedings = brought
against a man, always involving the
question of past-membership in the Com-

munist Party, reflects an attitude of per-
secution which is not consonant with
American democratic concepts. Regard-
less of the nature of the proceeding, po-
litical or otherwise, if the idea of due
process is to be preserved, individuals
must be free of the need constantly to de-
fend themselves against the same aceu-
sation.

“The ACLU does not, of course; take
any position with respect to whether
Bridges was or was not a member of the
Communist Party, and it affirms its un-

_alterable oppesition to Communist totali-

s

o

tarianism. But it repeats once again its
firm eonvietion that, in opposing Com-
munist tyranny, American democracy
cannot employ the methods and tactics
of that tyranny.
“It hopes the Supreme Court will re-
verse the conviction.”
From the ACLU Feature Press
Service, May 4.

To the above LABOR ACTION would only
like to add that the government’s perse-
cution has not weakened Stalinism in the
West Coast longshoré union, but rather
has given the Stalinists a legitimate is-
sue on which to draw support from mili-
tant unionists. This simply re-inforces
our conviction that the only progressive
way in which to fight Stalinism in the
labor movement is by offering the work-
ers a better program and leadership, and
defeating the Stalinists with them.

SR e e,
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of public opinion I have seen, shows that
nevertheless the opinion of the people of -
this country has been increasingly favor- |
able over the past few monhts to the
Conservatives.

What conclusions can we draw from
this * signal’ coritradiction; the majority
feeling in the country is pro-Conserva-
tive, but Labor wins the local elections?
I would suggest the following possibili-
ties:

('Il The Gallup Poll did not take a rep-
resentative sample. | do not rule this out,
although it has always been fairly accur-
ate before.

(2) The Conservatives did not manage -
to bring out all their voters, or these
voters did not happen to live in districts
which had local elections this year.

(3) The people have seen Conservative
policy locally, as in libraries, washhouses; *
housing estates,» etc., and do not think -
they are socially conscious enough. In na-
tional and international politics they have
not yet apparently come to this realiza-
tion.

With a shamefacedness which only
Stalinists could show, the London Daily
Worker came out with the mews about
“Sweeping Labor Gains,” omitting, how-
ever, to mention that they themselves had -
gained no seats and lost seven.

Churchill's Speech

Other news this week is of Churchill’s
speech on foreign affairs to the House of
Commons. He added little to what was
known of his previous views. :

Of interest, however, was his personal
attempt to capture the cold war initia- -
tive. Churchill is a wiley enough bird to.
realize that so far there has been little .
reql change in the Stalinist attitude to
the West.

He realized that if a "settlement” were
to come, it would be by nature of a meet-
ing between Malenkov, Eisenhower and
presumably himself. From a practical ad-
ministrative standpoint the less people
involved initially, the greater the chance
of success for the negotiations assuming
that Malenkov really desires a settlement.

" Details could be worked out at a later

date by all nations concerned.

From a socialist point of view, such a
meeting could only spell a sell-out, as at
Yalta and Potsdam. What they would
want to agree on would be the division
of the world into spheres, in which each
could carry on his own dirty work in
peace.

Presumably the West would turn a
blind eye to the oppression in Eastern
Europe, as it was not their business;
and similarly the Stalinists would i ignore
Western imperialism,

If such an agreement to end the “cold”
military war is reached, we have a duty
to history and the opplessed peoples to
continue the ideological war with a view
to modifying the “Eastern  European”
system more in accordance with the
views that .we share with the Russian
people of what constitutes a just society.
If the British government had in fact
done this, they would not only help to
render the Stalinist system unstable, but
would have exposed the moral . contradie-
tions of imperialism. Needless to say, the
two imperialisms would rather shale t.he.
spoils. : I




Pope and Kremlin as S(ieﬂt_iﬁc Omdes

By CARL DARTON

- . The Pope's recent “approval” of psychoanalysis again raises the
quesﬁon of the relation of the Roman Catholic Church as well as other

‘extra-scientific authority,

to seience.

‘Speaking before the Fifth International Congress of Psychotherapv
and Clinical Psychology, the Pope, according to a dispatch in the New
York Times {date line Rome, April 15), encouraged the use of psycho-
analysis as an aid to modern healers provided : “the truths established

by reason and faith and the obligatory precepts of ethics are observed.”

This pronouncement should be consid-
ered not as evidence of the continual ad-
justment of secience and religion but in
the broad aspects of the relation of ex-
tra-gcientific authority to science.

Wheét do we mean by extra-scientific

- autherity? We can explain this by pointing
out that science as it has developed over
the pest few centuries has increasingly

had @ d ting infl on our lives.
In so deing it has more and more en-
croached upon the entrenched privileges
of established ihstitutions, Though we are
far from a scientific age, science has de-

‘veloped into a coherent social force di-

- recting our activities more than dominant
autherities like to admit. Science itseif
has become an authority which all other
institutions have to contend with, Other
sociai authorities have endeavored to
draw upon science's prestige without re-
linguishing their own priviledged positions.
This we have the Pope's statements today
‘on psychoanalysis; last year, among oth-

~ ers, on cosmogony and technology. We
have Stalin in his day laying down the
“line en semantics, and the Communist Par-

1y -on genetits. These pronouncements of
Cathelicism and Stalinism are of extra-
scientific authority as distinet from the
accepted "authoritative" findings of sei-
ence itself.

Our discussien on this, question is
based in part on arficles in recent issues
of “the Bulletin of Atomic Secientists.
(June, 1952, “Science and the Catholic
Church—Two Documents”;

- in the Soyiet Union,” 8. A. Rice; “Does
the Meutrino Really Exist,” S. M. Dan-
coff; and in the .March, 1952 issue,

 “Catholicism, Communism, and Science.”

« L. Moran.)

'SCIENCE AND AUTHORITY

This question of authority within ver-
sus that over science must be increasing-
ly understood and resolved as society de-
velops toward greater complexity and
resulting centralized zdeolog‘.cal control.
It will be with us both in a reactionary
or a socialist society. The difference is
~that under reaction there is fundamen-
tally no hope for a permanently healthy
science, while in a progressive society it

~will be the task of socialists to see that
science flourishes and blooms both for its
-own and society’s benefit. On the other
“hand science and reaction either under
capitalism, Catholicism or Stalinism are
basieally incompatible..

i# is in L. Moran's article listed above in
whick the authority of Catholicism and
Communism (read Stalinism) is counter-
poised to the "authoritativeness" of sci-
ence, Moran begins his analysis by charac-
ferizing Catholicism, Stalinism and science

- us three: powerful coherent forces con-

#ending for ideological leadership in so--

ciety. We cannot blame him too much if
e overlooks the now quiescent woice of
democratic -socialism and the working

class -in general. Nor do we toke the op-
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“Statisties

poﬂnml’y now of castigating him for mis-
takenly identifying Stalinism with commu-
nism. We will, however, substitute "Stal-
inism where he uses the term “commu-
nism.’

Such is the soclal prestige of modern
science that both Stalinism and Catholi-
cism seek to convert its findings to their
own ideological purposes. In the words
of the .Stalinist Maximov “Natural sci-
ence increasingly confirms the correct-
ness of the principles of dialectical ma-
terialism.” The Pope states: “According

‘to the measure of its progress, and con-

trary to affirmations advanced in -the
past, true science discovers God in' an
ever-increasing degree.”

Moran makes the point that a success-
ful science, as physical power, is indis-
pensable for the success of Communism
while Catholicism does not inherently de-
pend on science. Also while science does
not attempt to define True Catholicism
or Communism, both the latter try to de-
fine True Science.

SCIENCE AND PROPAGANDA

To quote from Moran’s article:_

“We are inclined to look with some
skepticism upon these attempts to con-
vert the social prestige of science into an
instrument of propaganda. We find a
strong moralistic element in the attitude
of both the Pope and Maximov. They
clearly mean that True Science is what
science ought to be, according to presup-
positions not found in science itself. Dan-
coff (in ‘Does the Neutrino Really Ex-
ist?’) on the contrary is concerned with

“science as it actually operates, and he

obviously knows .more about -operating
science than does the Pope or Maximov.
It turns out that the Pope and Maximov
are dedicated to diverse but equally ideal-
istic mnotions of ‘orthodoxy’ in science,
while Dancoff accepts science as it oper-
ates in concrete historieal fact. And so
it is that the scientific orthodoxy of Dan-
coff conforms to the actual work of the
scientists. ‘True’ sc:ence for him consists
in careful and ingenious collection of
data combined with good ‘suitable or ap-
propriate non absolute theory.”

We have discussed scientific orthodoxy
earlier in the year on Extra Sensory Per-
ception and we do not wish to revive that
discussion here. However, we-~do believe
that Moran's thoughts on the subject are
of value. He writes that while scientists
may agree that there is no "voice" of
scientific orthodoxy as such, the epitaph
“unscientific” and its rightful use would
imply the existence of such a 'voice."”
Thus the collective experience of science
has the authority to "condemn dish ty.
carelessness and incompleteness in the col-
lection of data; [it also]l proscribes those

. barren and parasitical theories, sometimes

called metaphysical. which may not go
contrary to the data known at the time,
but which have no fruitful consequences
for the future of scientific development.”

We do not wish to express approval of
all that Moran writes, but we believe
that it is in the scientific tradition to
stress more of that with which we agree
than the areas of disagreement. As to
Moran himself he ‘admits to have been
raised in the Catholic faith but goes on
record as follows:

“As to the authority of the Pope with
respect to defining True Science, he has
no power whatsoever to convert actual
operating seience into something differ-
ent. If remains what it is, in spite of his
opinion, and he can certainly express in
a speech mistaken notions as to what it
is. At least one Catholic declines to fol-
low the Pope in his ‘endorsements of the
teachings of modern cosmogony,’ sat-
urated with temporary theoretical con-
structions as'they are.”

Don't miss a single week of
LABOR ACTION
A sub is only $2.00 a year!
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NEW MARXIST WORKS OF HISTORICAL ANALYSIS

By PHILIP COBEN

Picking up from our April 27 column, where this column started
what was going to be a series of notices of recent Marxist publications:
for this week we want to bring to the reader’s attention a couple of
booklets which are likely to be ov erlooked but which definitely should

not be missed.

Both have recently been published as part of a line of “College
Paperbacks” (paper-bound booklets) by Henry Schuman, Inc.

THE DECLINE OF THE ROMAN EMPIRE IN
THE WEST, by Frank W. Walbank.—Henry
Schuman, N. Y., 1953, 98 pages, $1.00.

Under this title, the author, who is pro-
fessor of ancient history and classical
archaeology at the University of Liver-
pool (Britain), has written a brilliant
Marxist analysis of the social and eco-
nomic bases of the decline of the Roman
empire and of the ancient slave society.

And it is not only good; it is in our
opinion far and away the best discussion
of the subject to be found. Please consider
this a “rave notice.” ]

For soclalists the subject is of far more
interest than may appear. What Professor
Walbank is dealing with is a period in his-
tory in which a social system collapsed,
in fact, the outstanding case of a previous
historical period in which a social system
went down to its doom without being suc-
ceeded by a progressive society or being
overthrown by a new progressive class.

The attention of Marxist historians
has usually been fixed, quite understand-
ably, on the period of transition between
feudalism and ecapitalism; the transition
period between classical civilization and
feudalism has been much neglected. In
Marxist literature, perhaps the only at-
tempt comparable to Walbank’s was
made by Karl Kautsky, in the middle
section of the latter’s Foumndations of
Christianity (which, by a coincidence,
has just been republished). But Walbank
has the advantage, of course, of having
available the results of modern scholar-
ship, and in any case Ris work puts
hautsky s in the shade, as far as analy-

. sis of this subject goes.

Walbank’s does not ]JLll_‘[JOtt to be an
historical survey of the period, as its
size would indeed indicate; it is 'devoted
to asking and answering the question
“Why?” Nor is it written explicitly in
Marxist terms; on the contrary.

For those who are more closely inter-
ested in the period, it provides the key
to understanding the voluminous mate-
rial on the social development of Roman
society which is contained in such studies
as Rostovtzev’s great work on the Social
and Econonvic History of the Roman
Empire, Obviously, because of its brevity
if nothing else, it is far from being the
last word, but it is an addition of first-
class importance to the arsenal of Marx-
ist historiography.

WHAT IS HISTORY? by V. Gordon Childe.
—Henry Schuman, N. Y., 1953, 84 pages,
$1.00. E

Here is a fifth in a series of invalu-
able works by the eminent British ar-
chaeologist wheo writes explicitly as a
Marxist historian. In this one Childe dis-
cusses theories of history, beginning
with a consideration of the problem of
historiography as a secience.

‘editions,

In Chapter II, under “Example of an
Historical Order,” he sketches the devel-
opment of technology as motive foree of
social development. In Chapters IV-VII,
he analyzes “Theological and Magical
Conceptions of Historical Order,” “Nat-
uralistic Theories of Historical* Order,”
“History as a Comparative Science,” and
“History as a Creative Process.” The
Marxist view is presented under the
last-named head.

Throughout, Childe gives to his analyses
the special emphasis of his approach
through the subject of archaeoclogy—an
approach which lends a high degree of
freshness and new insight to his discussion.

As we once mentioned in LABOR Ac-
TION in- reviewing a previous work of
his, Childe is a Stalinist fellow-traveler
but very much a British-type fellow-
traveler—that is, he is one of those Brit-
ish pro-Stalinist scholars who does not
let his Stalinist leanings (such as they
may be) get in the wayof his independent
thinking-through of Marxist problems.
For some other remarks on Childe, see
the above-mentioned review in LABOR
ActioN for March 24 of last year, deal-
ing with his book Secial Evolution.

All of Childe’s works are, as it hap:
pens, now available in very inexpensive
and students of Marxism
should have all of them. For convemence
we list them below:

What Happened in History.—Mentor

pocket book (New American Library),
35 cents, Out of print in this edition but

probably still around second-hand , book

stores. Childe’s most valuable work for,
general reader. .
Man Makes Htmself —A \Ientol pock-
et book (New American Library), 35
cents.
Social Evolution.—Originally publish-

“ed by Henry Schuman in hard covers for

$3.00, but now available in the above-
mentioned “College Paperback” edition
for $1.0D.
ngress and Archaeology. —Pubhsh-
ed in England by Watts & Co. as No.
102 of thé Thinkers Library, 2 shillings.
What Is History?—reviewed above.

\
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are obtainable from

Labor Action Book Service
114 West 14th St., New York
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Chicago Anti-Franco Rally

By PAT GREGORY

CHICAGO, May 15—*“Stop Franco Ter-
ror” was the theme of a rally held here
today on the campus of the University
of Chicago. The purpose of this mdeting,
held under the auspices of the Chicago
Committee to Defend Labor Victims of
Franco, was to raise funds for the de-
fense of prisoners now awaiting trial in
Spain.

The first speaker, Carl Shiex of the
Shop Committee, Local 6, UAW-CIO,
attacked the policy of American aid to
Franco Spain. He pointed out that the
American labor movement officially sup-
ports the struggle of its Spanish brothers
against Franco’s tyranny. Shier charged
that there is little logic in considering
Franco’s gevernment an ally of freedom
on the basis of his anti-communism, and
that, in aiding him, the United States is
fostering and augmenting the suppres-
sion of the Spanish people.

"Why aid France?" was- the qunflon- )
asked by Dick Christopher, -secretary of -

the Foreign: Policy Commitiee of -the In-

- which has-acted as whporhnl’ prop of
< -the- Caudillo’s shcly regime.

dependent Voters of lllinois, the ADA

. affiliate in the state. He argued that it

was not only an oufrage to the demo-
eratic peoples of the weorld, ‘but also a
policy of dubious military necessity.

‘Franco, whose army is weak and whose
. government is unstable and unpopular,

would be, at best, an. unreliable ally.
After Christopher’s speech, a message
of greetings from Prof. James Luther
Adams of the Meadville Theological
School was read. Adams had been sched-

. uled to speak at the meeting, but was

unable to attend. A letter of thanks from
one of the organizations aided by the
committee, the POUM, was also read.
The final speaker was Hal Draper; edi-
tor of LABOR- ACTION. Tracing the de-
velopment of the pro-Franco policy of the
U. 5. government, from the 1946 resolu-
tion of the UN for diplomatic boycott to
the 1950 switchover by the Truman-Ache-

_son administration, Draper discussed the

nature of the foreign-policy thinking . in
Washington which led to the present line,
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Columbia Association of University Professors Blasts M/i'tcll:ﬂunt

By PHILIF HEIFITZ

With the closing of the current semes-
ter several matters relating to academic
freedom have occurred at Columbia Uni-
versity. A meeting of the Columbia Chap-
ter of the American Association of Uni-
versity Professors passed a resolution
which expressed strong dissatisfaction
with the recent statement by the Asso-
ciation of American Universities (com-
posed essentially of university adminis-
trators). The AAU essentially endorsed,
at its recent national convention, the
current witchhunt in the universities and
supported the principle of the discharge
of Stalinists as being unfit to teach per
se. .

The meeting of the Columbia chapter
of the AAUP went on to adopt by a
unanimous vote a statement covering
what was felt to be the four salient points
brought to the fore by the current “in-
vestigations.” After the usual preamble
the statement by the Columbia group
states in part:

_THE RESOLUTION

"1. The current investigations of Ameri-
can educational institutions are unneces-
sary and wnwise. We do not questlon the
legal right of legislative bodies to inves-
tigate educational institutions . . . [but]
we believe that the colleges and univer-
sities of eur country are vigorously and
in the mein successfully pursuing the great
ideals which are their proper and his-
torically recognized goals. Accordingly,
we depiore the current investigafions as
both unrecessary and unwise: unnecessary,
because there is no substantial cause for
concern over the devotion of our teach-
ers to the scholarly objectives of their
professicn; and unwise, because these in-
vestigations are creating, both within and
outside scademic communities, an atmos-
phere of capprehension and distrust that
is doing cniold harm to the cause of free
inquiry ' far eutweighing their possible
benefits ond is threatening the right to
dissent which is the foundation of civil
liberties in a free soclety.

"2, The refusal of a witness to testify
before ¢ legisiative investigation is not
in itself ¢ proper cause for dismissal from
an academic post. The surrender of rights
which are guaranteed by the law of the
land is me# a condition for membership in
the teaching prefession [emphasis mine—
P. H.]

"3, Fitness to teach must be tested sole-
ly by a= individual's actual conduct. The
basic fest of the fitness of a teacher
should be his professional competence and
personal integrity as demonstrated in his
teaching and research. No one is fit to
continue in the teaching profession whe
employs kis classroom, or any other rela-
tions he may establish with his students,
as an opportunity for biased propagande
or for the advocacy of any legally de-
fined svbversive activity. However, failure
to satisfy standards of professional com-
petence cnd propriety must be proved by
evidence based on a man's actual conduct.
Membership in any lawful organization
does nef, in and of itself, constitute suf-

ficient ground for disqualifying a person
from continued membership in an academic
community.

.4. Decisions concerning an individual's
academic fitness should be made by the
faculty . ; . every decision to dismiss as
well as to appoint, whether in respect of
persons with permanent tenure or of per-
sons without such tenure, should be
adopted only upon the recommendation of
competent representatives of the teaching
and research staffs.”

In addition to this very strong state-
ment several members. of the law school
have indicated their willingness to dis-
cuss with members of the Columbia fac-
ulty any legal matters regarding the

rights, duties and responsibilities of any .

person called to testify before an investi-
gating committee. The meaningfulness of

this action on the part of the Columbia-

University academic staff will depend up-
on how vigorously they defend their or-
ganization and each other in the event
of a pointed Congressional attack upon
them.

®
POLL OF STUDENT OPINION

The student point-of-view.with -regard
to the question of sueh investigations has

been determined by a poll conducted by
the student government body known as
the Columbia University Student Coun-
cil. The CUSC polled 565 students in 50
classes picked at random from 15 of the
University’s schools. The poll asked eight
questions connected with -the general

. problem of Congressional investigations,

some of the more interesting are listed
below with their tabulated answers:

"In principle, do you believe that Con-
gressional committees should investigate
the political views and affiliations of fac-
ulty members? Yes, 22 per cent, No 73 per
cent, no opinion, 5 per cent.

"Do you approve of the present Con-
gressional investigations into the political
views and affiliations of faculty members?
Yes, 16 per cent, No 7& per cent, no
opinion 8 per cent.

“"When o teacher under Congressional
investigation for his political views and
affiliations refuses to testify on the
grounds of self-incrimination, do you think
such refusal should lead to reconsidera-
tion of his employment at Columbia? Yes
39 per cent, No 51 per cent, no opinion
10 per cent.

"Do you feel that any Cemmunist:-Party
member of Columbia faculty should be

discharged, or do you feel that only those
who aftempt to indoctrinate students
should be discharged? Any member of the
CP 31 per cent, only indogirinators 56 per
cent, neither 10 per cent, no opinion 3 per
cent.

While there are certain inconsistencies
in the above answers,

their teachers on the questzon of the
witeh hunt. :
L ]

DiISCRIMINATION ;
Finally a note on racial discrimination.

Last month the Columbia chapter of the

Students for Democratic Action cireu-

lated a petition requesting the president -

of the university to set December 31,
19568 as a deadline for the elimination of
bias clauses in the constitutions of all: -
student organizations (this was aimed -
mainly at the fraternities). Since they @

obtained the necessary signatures the . .

measure was referred to a college refer- |
endum which was held during the first

-week of May. Of the 1509 votes cast 1011._.

were in -favor of a deadline which -was
taken to be in 1960.

Yale Students Support Strike

By BOB BONE

An Thursday, May 7, after sev-
eral months of fruitless negotia-
tions, 450 maintenance workers at
Yale University went out on strike.
To some 26 demands presented at
various times by the union, Presi-
dent A. Whitney Griswold has re-
plied with 26 regrettable, but
nonetheless firm refusals. A
staunch Jeffersonian liberal, Pres-
ident Griswold has tempered jus-
tice with merey by issuing the fol-
lowing statement to the press: “I
understand the position of our em-
ployees now on strike, and am sym-

_ pathetic with their desires for im-

provement.”

The union president responded
to these heartfelt condolences by
pointing out that Mr. Griswold's
sympathy was the only thing the
workers had received from the uni-
versity in the last two months.

The union is unaffiliated and in-
cludes maids, janitors, campus po-
lice, gardeners, landscapers, pow-
er-house employees, etc. Starting
wages ‘for unskilled workers were
95¢ an hour under the old contract,
while the top wage for skilled

We are a group of Yale stu-
dents like yourselves who have
carefully weighed the issues in
the current digspute between the
University and-the Union, and
in our opinion the Union has
legitimate cause to strike.

We are not concerned here
with persuading you to our
point of view, but rather with
appealing to you to refrain from
acting as a strike-breaker for
the University.
~ Cooperation with your Mas-
‘ter’s Office in cleaning entries,

- mowing lawns, ete., is strike-
breaking! The Council of Mas-
ters, in requesting the Master
of . your . College to organize
clean-up crews on a “volunteer”

- basis;~is clearly demonstrating

AN APPEAL FOR FAIR PLAY

the University's intention of
breaking the strike with student
“yvolunteers,” if the student body
is-willing to cooperate.

To the striking workers, this
dispute with the University,
which is largely over wages, is a
‘deadly serious affair. To them it
is not a matter of a little exer-
cise with a lawnmower, followed
by free beer from the Master’s
Office. They are literally fighting
for their bread.

“One who takes the place of a
striker,” according to Webster's
Collegiate . Dictionary, is a
SCAB.. ..

DON'T SCAB ON THESE
STRIKERS FOR: A CAN OF BEER!

Student Committee _
For Yale. Strikers:

workers was $1.70. The union is
currently pressing only four de-
mands: a 10c increase across the
board,-a union shop, premium pay
for work on Sundays, and a guar-
antee that no union member will
be bumped from his present job as
a result.of the university’s pro-.
posed student employment pro-
gram.

FAVORABLE RESPONSE

Student and faculty response to
the strike has been, on the whole,
favorable to the union, and for the
period just before final exams,
somewhat remarkable. Yale Divin-
ity students have volunteered to
assume picket duty for a full week,
in one fairly large campus area.
Some 285 man-hours of picketing
are involved. Focal Point, campus
anti-war organization, is cooperat-
ing in this picketing, and has spon-
sored a union speaker at its month-
ly film series, which attracts a sub-
stantial student audience, Students
for Democratic Action have been
collecting funds for the strikers,

and have initiated a campaign of
distributing small lapel tags an-
nouncing the wearer’s support of
the strike. Some faculty members
at the Yale Law School have re-
fused to held classes on the struck .
premises, meeting

center.

At present writing it looks llke

hard sledding ahead for the ump_n,

A permit to hold a mass meeting

on the New Haven Green has been

denied by the Republican Mayor.

The company (pardon, the Univer-
sity) has shown no signs of yield-
ing. On the contrary, it is using
supervisory employees as strike-
breakers, and smearing the union -
through the local press. It remains
to be seen, however, whether the
university will dare to face Com-
mencement with uncut lawns,

in general, the @
Columbia students seem to feel about as .

instead out- -
doors, or-at a nearby communitj"'

classrooms which look like pigsties,

and the threat of a mass picket-

line which the graduating class

must cross in order to receive ltS
diplomas.

Negro Wins in A tlanta Election

For the first time since Reconstruction.
days a Negro won nomination to At-
lanta’s Board of Eduecation in a city-
wide primary on May 13.

Dr. Rufus E. Clement, p1e51dent of
Atlanta University, got 22,259 vetes to
13,936 for J. H. Landers, a white candi-
date who has served on the board since
1927. Nomination for this- post is equiva-
lent to election.

Two Negroes were also elected to the
City Executive Committee,; but they came
from Atlanta’s
Third Ward. Dr. Clement said that less
than half the votes for him came from
Negroes, and added:; “The people of At-
lanta were ready to put a qualified per-

predominantly Negro -

son on the board no matter what his race
or color. It's a good day for Atlamta. It
isn’t a personal victory. It's a vu.tovy
for the people.”

Racial prejudice was not the only. oh«
stacle which Dr. Clement had to over-
come in winning his office. Two days."be-
fore the election, his right to be a can- |

%

didate was challenged on the ground-that .

he had shown “feft-wing sympathies.” |

Tl_le City Executive- Committee, however, |
by a vote of 5 to 4, voted him the right '

to run. The charge against Dr. Clement

was that the House Un-American activi-

i

ties committee had listed him as a for-
mer member of the Southern Conference g

for Human Welfare,
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he New £r|5|s in the SWP—1l

Is the Stalinist Revolution Progressive”?

By ALBERT GATES

The current factional struggle in the Social-
ist Workers Party emphasizes the necessity for
‘ clarity on the Russian question. Socialism will
~mever make any genuine progress unless and
until socialists understand the nature of the
Russian state and the phenomenon of Stalin-
ism. Yet confusion in the socialist movement
on these questions is still greater than on any
other.

- "Norman Thomas, for example, believes that
Russian society is-a form of state capltahqm
and that because socialists are opposed to capi-
talism, they must be opposed to .communism!

b a—

cOthers, less socialistic than Thomas, see Rus-
sia and Stalinism as purely political phenomena,
ihe representatives of tofalitarianism in strug-
gle against democracy, and they proclaim the
_central struggle of our times to be largely be-
4ween these two political forms. They overlook
_entirely the social nature of both Stalinism and
houmgeois democracy and are largely ineffec-
4ive since the great majority of the people of

« the world, particularly those who inhabit the

celonial world, are concerned primarily with a
solution of their pressing social problems into
‘which they incorporate the struggle for de-
mocracy.

The bourgeois world accepting the Kremlin’s
holiday declarations that Russia is a socialist
state, carries on an ignorant and stupid cam-
paign against Stalinism as “socialism.”

The SWP Position

lose on the heels of this view is the concep-
tion of the Fourth International and its co-
thinkers of the Socialist Workers Party that
Biussia is a “degenerated workers’ state,” with

 a’totalitarian -political regime resting on the

progressive foundations of a-nationalized and
anti-capitalist economy.

‘They conclude, therefore, that in any strug-
-gle against Western imperialism that might be
waged by this regime, either defensively or of-
fensively, the “unconditional defense” of this
state is mandatory for all socialists. It ig for-
tunate for socialists that this view does not
have greater support than it now enjoys.

"The Independent Socialist League describes
Russian society as a vast totalitarian, slave
~state, in which the working class has long ago
been socially, politically and econemically dis-
franchised. The evolution of the internal strug-
gles in post-revolutionary Russia brought to
power the bureaucracy as a new exploitive
class, a development quite different from any
prognosticated by either defenders or oppon-
ents of the Russian Revolution. This new pow-
er ig revolutionary and counter-revolutionary
at one and the same time. In its expansion it is
revolutionary insofar as it destroys capitalist
property relations; it is counter-revolutionary
because it destroys the socialist movement and
the organized working class, substituting for
them the new exploitive society of bureaucratic

collectivism. This dual nature of Stalinism is-

precisely what the SWP and its co-thinkers in
Eurepe do not begin to understand.

_On the basis of the ISL view no socialist can
have any doubts whatever about his attitude
+oward Stalinism. His attitude has to be one of
irreconcilable opposition to Stalinism in all its

“forms. To confuse Stalinism with socialism and

+he Stalinist counter-revolution with the so-
cialist revolution is fatal for the future of
~socialism.

The SWP and the Fourth Internationalist
movement have done exactly that. They see in
the expansion of Stalinism, in the establish-

ment of the Eastern European satellite states, .
in Yugoslavia and China, the rise of the social-

ist revolution. The methods by which these
states were established were, in the eyes of the
Fourth International and the SWP, of secon-
dary importance.-If these methods were not to
- the liking of these two movements, if they vio-
Jated their pre-war conceptions, so much the

worse for the conceptions. The movement, they
say, has-to bring itself up to date, discard old
and outworn conceptions and recognize the
reality of our times. And the reality of our
times is that Stalinism, whether riding the
wave of mass rebellion, or substituting its own
military power for the action of the masses,
has advanced the socialist revolution.

Secondary Questions

In our previous article we said that the strug-
gle in the SWP is the reflection of a serious
political crisis and that all the differences, no
matter how they are manifested, emerge from
the main difference on the question of Stalin-
ism though it may appear that there are no

-veal differences on this question. If the strug-

gle appears to take on a “bizarre form” in

which secondary issues appear to be the most

important in the struggle, it is only because
the embarrassed majority finds it more con-
venient to concentrate its fight on the secon-
dary questions.

The differences which have developedson the

nature of the SWP and its tasks is a _case in
point. The Cannonite majority has tried to
make the issue one solely of "loss of faith in the
independence of the party.” The Cochranite
minority, however, raised the question of the
role of the party, proposing that it transform
itself into a propaganda group because of its
views#of Stalinism today. These views emanate
from their belief that Stalinist expansionism is,
despite their own severe criticism of it, syn-
onymous with the expansion of socialism, if not
in its purest form, then in the only form that
has yet appeared in our time.

Differences Muddled

The organizational ideas of the minority fol-
low logically from this premise. If after all,
the Stalinist parties all over the world, backed
by the “degenerated workers’ state” are lead-
ing the revolution, what historic role is left for
the Trotskyist movement ? Obviously only that
of seeking to rectify the theories and correct
the mistakes of those who are doing the job.
In countries where the Stalinists already are
leading decisive masses, this can be done by
entering the ‘revolutionary movement” and
attempting to contest for leadership of the
masses with the present misleaders. Where the
Stalinists have a large following, but do not
control the masses, the job can best be done
by a propaganda group which seeks to influ-
ence the “most politically conscious” (read
Stalinist) workers and intellectuals in its own
direction.
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The differenees between the two factions on
Stalinism are really quite muddled. The minor-:
ity makes its views very clear. It says, in sum-
mary, that the post-war period has seen an
expansion of Stalinism. New states were estab-
lished in this expansion. In Eastern Europe
there has been a consolidation of “deformed
workers states.” Why deformed? Because they
were not the product of a revolution of the
masses. They were set up directly by the Krem-
lin in the image of Russian society. That is, the
bourgeoisie as a class has been abolished, prop-
erty has beem nationalized and the land has
been collectivized. Thus they could not be ‘“de-
generated workers' states,” the product of the
degeneration of a proletarian revolution. Since
they could not degenerate from such an event, -
but as yet in the image of a genuine, blown-
in-the-bottle, ‘“degenerated workers’ state,”
they can only be described as “deformed work- -
ers’ states.” In this the minority re-echoes the '
view of the 4th International.

The cases of Yugoslavia and China, however, °
are different. In Yugoslavia, there was a revo-
lution; in China likewise. These states are dif-
ferent; they are still in the process of develop- .
ment, unfinished states, so to speak. In China,
for example, there is a workers' and peasants’
state developing toward a ‘“dictatorship of the
proletariat.” '

We must, says the minority, revise our atti-
tude toward Stalinism. If Stalinism has not
ceased to be counter-revolutionary, it has
shown us another side, namely, a revolutionary
side, which if it is not due to anything inherent
in the nature of the phenomenon, is due, at
least, to the pressures-of the mass revolution-
ary movement in the world. Staliinsm assumes
the leadership of this movement not only be-
cause it fears the revolution but alse because
it rests on a progressive social foundation in
Russia, nationalized property.

Reconciliation with Stalinism

In Europe, the 4th International concluded
from a &imilar analysis that the place of the
so-called official and orthodox Trotskyists is in
the mass movements of Stalinism. In criticiz-
ing the past failings of the Trotskyists on this
score, it comes pretty close to a reconciliation
with and apology for Stalinism as we shall
shortly demonstrate. The 4th International says
quite frankly that its perspectives were wrong;
that it was mistaken above all in the failure
to see the expansion of Stalinism as the rise of
the socialist revolution in a distorted form. It
calls upon its co-thinkers, therefore, to alter
their views and reorient themselves vis-a-vis
Stalinism.

That is preeisely what the minority in the
SWP is seeking to do, and it meets the stiffest
resistance of the majority who object to the
orientation but on rather flimsy grounds, be-
cause of its own agreement with the views
briefly outlined above.

In proposing a reorientation of the SWP in
the United States toward the Stalinist and
Stalinoid movements, the minority insists that
these are the most “politically conscious™ sec-
tions. of the American working class, and that
the  Stalinist movement is "rife with concilia-
tion to Trotskyism!" It attacks Joseph Hansen
of the majority because he wrote understand-
ingly of the feelings of the American workers
about the totalitarian regime in Russia, the
slave camps, and police rule. This attitude, on
the part of American workers is reactionary,
says the minority, because they are merely ex-
pressing the propaganda of the ruling class.

The minority concludes that the majority is
merely “hopped up” "about trade union pros-
pects, the existence of which it denies. The ma-
jority, it says, substitutes “faith and hope” for
realities” and is “making a mystique of the
party.” The majority succumbs to the pressures
of anti-communism, is guilty of Stalinophobia,
of sectarianism, of resistance.to work in the

[Continued on page 7)
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MALENKOY, by Robert Frazier.—Lion
Books, N. Y., 159 pp., 25¢c.
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By JACK WILSON

This first of an inevitable flurry of
hooks about Malenkov stands up sur-
prisingly well, considering the country,
- America, and the social atmosphere, Mc-
Carthyism on the rampage, in which it
appeared. ?r the author, Rokert Fra-
zier, certainly does not share many of
the eurrent myths about Stalinism, nor
does he suffer from  an extreme case of
Stalinist phobia, an occupational disease
quite prevalent among most writers on
Russia, China, or the war today.

As a primer on the “Russian question”
this brief pocket books has some merit.
Its history of the triumph of Stalinism
in Russia is generally accurate. This by
way of showing the climate in which
Malenkov and the other present Stalinoid
types developed into men of power,

Neither Stalin as the "logical" successor
to Lenin, nor Stalinism as the "inevitable"
outcome of the October Revolution are
‘given much weight. Nor are the infamous
Moscow trials taken very seriously. Quite
the contrary.

How Malenkov moved through this
fantastic epoch, maneunvering from a'po-

sition of a suspected Trotskyite to the_

confidential secretary of Stalin, helping
to prepare the purges, and then to his
present position makes quite interesting
reading. What frightful totalitarians
this new leader and his co-horts must be
is emphasized over and over again.

PEACE OFFENSIVE

However, Frazier also points out the

‘many- difficulties of the “new regime,”

and gives cogent reasons why a “peace”
offensive i3 a necessity for Malenkov and
associates. Likewise he raises some in-
teresting questions about the relation-
ship between China and Russia. He sees
the possibilities of conflict between China
and Russia, or in terms of leaders, be-
tween Mao Tse-tung and Malenkov,
without falling for_the superficial anal-
ogy of Mao and Tito.

“Malenkov,” by Robert Frazier
Malenkov as the Type of the New Stalinist Bureaucrat

Of course, no biographical sketch these™

days is considered worth a pinch of salt
unless at least one chapter is devoted to
a psychoanalysis of the individual and his

sex life. Naturally, a pocketbook couldn't

miss this analysis. However, even here,
Frazier maokes some shrewd observations
on “What Makes Malenkov Run." "Unlike
the old Bolsheviks who were motivated by
rebelliousness and a certain passion
against poverty, injustice, suffering, and
idealism, Malenkov, as with the other
young men now in control of the Presidium,
joined the revolutionary army first and
was instructed in Communism later."” The

author adds: "Can the principles of psy-
chology as conceived and practiced in
western nations during periods of relative
freedom be applied to those reared in the
patriarchal authoritarian police state,
which for many years had more people
than it could comfortably supply with ma-
terial goods, where death, dislocation,
civil insecurity, repression of all liberties,
mistrust on all levels of existence, and the
persecution of the innocent was a rule—
where freedom of movement is an unheard
of thing and living conditions so utterly
af variance with that of the Western
world as to stagger the imagination? A
man js a paranciac only if his feelings of
persecution are based on a delusion, but
where they are founded in fact, he is o
realist and entitled to become suspicious,
morose, anti-social, withdrawn and secre-
tive." Worth thinking about.

In all his discussions of Russia today,
and possibilities for tomorrow, Frazier
seems to have gathered together the best

informed opinion in the Western world -

and used it as the basis for his book. His
chapters on Beria and Molotov seem quite
accurate, especially Molotov, whose ca-
reer many of us have followed for many
years.

His sober conclusions are along these
lines: It is erroneous to expect Malenkov

‘to resort to foreign adventures and ag-

gressive actions in order to consolidate

The reason for this is that the Soviet
empire will undergo its greatest strain
in war, both in the satellites, and within
its old orbit, the Ukraine, ete. As for -
China he expects a tug of war between
Mao and Malenkov within the family.
He sees more trends toward “national
Stalinists,” in the satellites. hia

“The inactive but live voleano under: -
the Kremlin is the biggest force for peace:

.in the world,” Frazier emphasizes. This

is the beginning of wisdom and knowl-,
edge in the struggle against Stalinism.
This kind of approach gives Frazier's
book a note of sanity and reason in a
country where hystegja and fear ara far
too flequently the only reaction to the
subject of Stalinism.

‘MALEhN KOV |

Robert Frazier
A Lion Books Original
160 pages
’ Ovrder from
Laber Action Book Service
~ 114 West 14th St., New York ;

all opposition against the external foe.

Is Stalinism 'Progressive’? — —

(Continued from page 6)

-eonscious areas of the working class, engages
in useless election activity, and reflects a ster-
ility of leadership.

U. S. Stalinism Is Different

Some of these charges are perhaps true, and
are possible to make because of the ambiguity
of the position of the majority on the major
issue in dispute. Formally it would appear that
the majority views on the Eastern European
states, on Yugoslavia and China coincide with
the minority, and, in turn, with those of the
4th International. But in its reply to the minor-
ity proposal to concentrate all efforts on thé
“politically conscious” Stalinist movement, the
majority contends that Stalinism in the U. S.
is a miserable and discredited movement with
no following among the masses and no stand-
ing in the labor movement. Therefore the de-
cisions of the 4th International in relation to
such countries as France and Italy with their
mass Stalinist parties, can have no bearing
whatever on the SWP. On this ground the ma-
jority makes out a limited legal and political
case for itself.

The minority, however, counters with the
position that the pelicy of the “independence
of the party” is a bankrupt one. It has proved
to be a failure. The party has declined, and has
little influence. The party is isolated and can-
not hope to make progress with its present per-
spectives. The only arena which offers any pos-
sibility of existence, let alone growth, is the one
which they propose and which emanates from
their position on Stalinism.

Since the disputes center on the question of
the meaning of the decisions of the 3rd Con-
gress, let us briefly refer o these decisions and
-assess their real significance.

In explaining that Stalinism has not changed,
that the Russian state has not become capitalist
(this refers to the basic 4th Internationalist
thesis that Russia has only two alternative
roads of development: either to socialism, or
back to capitalism), Michel Pablo, the spokes-
man of the 4th International wrote:

'y

The Third Congress

“On the USSR, we reaffirm its character as
a degenerated workers’ state; with basic argu-
ments we refute the characterization of ‘state
capitalism’ and we refine our programmatic at-
tltude on the que\;tlon of defense.

“We take a position for the defense of the
‘People’s Democracies’ and of China against
the war of imperialism as we do for the USSR.

"On the Communist Parties, we make clear
wherein they are different from the reformist
parties which are tied o the bourgeoisie; their
contradictory nature; their relationship with
revolutionary movements of the masses.

“Finally, so far as these movements are con-
cerned we make clear our attitude of uncondi-
tional support, irrespective of whether their
eventual leadership at a given stage is Stalinist
or Stalinist-influenced. . . .

“Far from the importance of the defense of
the USSR against imperialism having dimin-
ished in any way whatever, it remains in our
opinion more vital than ever, especially when a
united imperialism approaches the moment of
the final reckoning of accounts. . . .

". .. Our attachment to the USSR permits us
to be in the same camp as the world revolution-
ary force opposed to imperialism, permits us
to find the road to the teeming revolutionary
masses in Asia and in Europe in particular;
permits us to be with them today in their strug-
gle against the preparations of imperialism for
war, tomorrow in their inevitable assaults
against its direct power. . . .

“We have made clear that the CPs are not
exactly reformist parties and that under cer-
tain exceptional conditions they possess the
possibility of projecting a revolutionary ori-
entation, i.e.,
undertake a struggle for power.”
in the original.—A. G.]

[Emphasis

"The Revolutionary Tide . .."

An editorial in the November-December,
1951 issue of the Fourth International, under
the editorship of George Clarke, one of the
leaders of the minority, enthusiastically en-.
dorsed the views expressed by Pablo. The edi-
torial apparently represented the common
view of the whole leadership of the SWP. At
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of seeing themselves obliged to .

: senseless.

least, no criticism of its contents has yet a.p-
peared. Its eestatic, flamboyant and turgid
comment went in part as follows:

. the supreme test of revolutionary }O&d—
ershlp, which the 4th International alone of
all tendencies of the working class has met , .\’
was able to skillfully diagnose existing reahty‘,
to speak clearly of the march of events. ...

"What is this reality? It is not merely the
approaching encounter between states mi?h
different social systems. It is the merging of
the two big phenomena of our time—war and
revolution—into one. Trotsky wrote prior te
the last war that either the revolution would
stop the war or the war would produce the
revolution. Many, even in the Trotskyist move-
ment, in artificially transferring this correct
statement to a greatly altered situation, were
led into error. They visualized the outbreak of
war as a sign of the defeat of the workcrs
movement. . . . [Emphasis in the original—
A. G.]

““Not the least of the achievements of the 4th
International Congress was its correction of
this error. There have been no shattering de-
feats for the workers’ movement anywhere i
the world since the last war. . . . On the con-
trary, the revolutionary tide has been moving
from continent to continent, Temporarily sub- -
siding in Europe, it swept like a flood over
China. . . .” [Emphasis mine—A. G.]

Example of Self-Delusion

Here you have a classic example of self de_—
lusion, of seeing the counter-revolution as a
workers’ revolution amd of confusing the ele-
mental revolt of the colonial masses with the
Stalinist counter-revolution. No wonder this
self-hypnotized editor can say “there have been
no shattering defeats for the workers’ move-
ment anywhere in the world.” The victory of
Stalinism and the workers revolution are obvi-
ously “symmetrical phenomena” and the ex-.
pansion of Stalinism. only brings bot:lahsm
. nearer! i

These, then, are the great contributions of
the 4th International, and these are the views
the SWP has officially upheld. Because it has
upheld such pernicious, anti-socialist views, be-
cause it identifies the counter-revolution with
socialism, the - SWP is mired down today in a'
factional struggle which may seem senseless$ to
the average observer. But it is anything- but

(To be continued)
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_different interpretations which different
“countries give to the significance of the
- recognition of a foreign government. (It
‘may be remarked that his views on this
question are regularly repudiated by the
‘government when the recognition ‘of
Franco Spain is raised as an issue.)

‘ But if Eisenhower tried to smooth
~ over the turbulent waters of inter-allied
- disagreement, not so the right wing Re-
publicans_in the Senate. First and fore-
most, of course, was McCarthy who re-
- ferred to “Comrade Attlee,” and accused
~him of having joined Dean Acheson, the
former secretary of state, in past com-
- promises with “treason.”

McCarthy accused Attlee of attempting
‘#o "blackmail” the United States “into ac-
: cepting @ communisf peace™ by threaten-
‘ing otherwise to withdraw their support
‘#o the United States. If that was Britain's:
infention, McCarthy shouted, “then | say
¥o them, 'withdraw and be damned.' And
fet's sink every accursed British shig car-
rying material to our enemy.” The United
States, he cried, can "go it alone,” for
this nation has "the guts, the strength, fo
_win its battles."” The galleries, it is re-
ported, applauded heavily.

- Semator Dirksen ©f Illinois followed
" hot dh Ris heels with very definite “black-
mail” threats of cuiding off all financial
aid to Britain. “Foreign aid will be of
this floor one day soon. I, for one, know
what I am going to do about it. We will
have an ocecasion to act.”

GO IT ALONE? ~
Senator Jenner of Indiana attacked
- Churchill as violently as he blasted at
" Attlee. “Churchill did not oppose the sell-
" out to Red China. He said only that we
should wait until we have an armistice
first.. . . This is the thanks we get for
the billions we have given to Britain.
Twice we saved her from defeat. Again
and again we have saved her from bank-
. ruptey. Now we are told to come to terms
. with Britain’s friend and our deadly en-
emy, even if we must bypass the Consti-
tiition to sell out our country.”

And finally Senator Knowland of Cali-
fornia: *Our chief ally has joined . . .

other UN members in urging a Far East-
ern Munich. . . . We must be prepared
to go it alone.”

Those are ominous words, not for the
Kremlin, but above all for the American
people. “Let’'s go it alone,” "we have the
guts,” these are hardly the words of men
who "want peace"” now. They are also not
the ravings of a drunk agitating his fel-
lows in some local bar, or even of an ora-
for cheered on by bellicose businessmen
gathered at an American Legion conven-
tion. These are men of power within their
own party and in the country at large.

The difference of approach between the
British and most other allied govern-
ments on the one hand, and the United
States on the other was brought into
further focus in the truce negotiations at
Panmunjom. The last move of the Ameri-
cans, as we go to press, was to introduce
a new plan which departs markedly from
the resolution passed in the United Na-
tions last year, and reluctantly endorsed
by the American delegation. It appears
that behind the scenes diplomatic resist-
ance to this plan by the allies has been
so powerful as to compel the State De-
partment to call a recess in the truce

talks while it tries to straighten out the -

differences.

ECONOMIC CONFLICTS

Side by side with these political sources
of frietion march the economic conflicts
which are heading toward a crisis. With
drastic cuts in financial aid for Europe
in prospect, the British and other gov-
ernments have been demanding that the
United States lower its tariff barriers so
that they can sell goods on a competitive
basis in this country. Under the slogan
“Trade, not Aid,” this demand expresses
the desperate feeling of European capi-
talism that the narrow economic road
which it has been treading for the past
few years with such difficulty is closing
up before it.

But the American capitalists, fully en-
trenched in both the legislative and ex-
ecutive sections of the government, and
themselves confronted by the deffationary

‘impact of a reduction in the arms pro-

ffensive’ — —

.gram, are in no mood to grant tariff con- -

cessions now. Rather, the tendency is to
scrap even the inadequate reciprocal
trade treaties, and go out on a protec-
tionist spree.

If nothing happens to change the direc-
tion of movement in the economic field,
it can be expected that the present fric-
tions and recriminations between the
United States and her allies will appear,
in retrospect, to have been an area of
blissful harmony. This prospect was out-
lined by Alastair Forbes in the conserva-
tive London Sunday Dispatch (before
the recent mud-slinging match) as fol-
lows: !

MALENKOV'S BEST HOPE

“There are grounds for believing that
a2 man who is in Eisénhower’s position
and has been no match for McCarthy will
scarcely fare better at the hands of Mal-
enkov and Molotov, especially as the aims
of these three powerful men are the
same, to reduce the effective strength of
the U. 8. and her Allies militarily and
economically.

“MecCarthy’s economics which we can
already see nipping in the bud the con-
cept of ‘Trade, not Aid’ are Malenkov’s
best hope of securing an early crisis in
the capitalist world. McCarthy’s econo-
mies in American and NATO strength
should make it possible for Russia to
impose her will on the U. 8. and her
allies within less than five years. .. ."”

Mr. Forbes gives McCarthy far too much
credit. On economic matters, his mental-

ity is but a reflection of the thinking. of -

a large and powerful group of capitalists
and politicians in this country. And over
and above them stands the nature of the
world capitalist system itself which quite
independently of their will is moving slow-
ly toward crisis and disintegration. The
whole history of the Marshall Plan and its
successors, and their long-run ineffective-
ness shows that this disintegration can be
damned up and delayed. But it cannot be
stopped or reversed.

This is the faect which liberals and
conservatives alike cannot understand.
But events will teach them. We can bank
on that. 0

. By JASPER RIDLEY

Since 1948 the Communist par-
ties in every country of the world
have been waging a vociferous
‘campaign for the prohibition of
the atomic bomb. It is therefore
interesting to note that their ab-
horrence of the atomic weapon is
of comparatively recent origin.

The ,atomic bomb was dropped
on Hiroshima on August 6, 1945,
and reported in the press in Brit-
ain on the 7th. The editorial in the
' [London] Daily Worker on the
7th of August stated “The employ-
‘ment of the new weapon on a sub-
stantial scale should expedite the
-surrender of Japan. Valuable lives
“in the allied nations will have been
saved by the new discovery.”

Next day on the 8th of August, the
Daily Worker stressed that the invention
of the atomic bomb was a strong addi-
_tional argument in favor of the need for
cooperation between the three great pow-
ers: "It wilf enormously increase the
. - strength of the three great pewers in rela-
#ion to all other countries.”

On the 11th of August the Daily
- Worker in an editorial criticizing the
_~Japanese -government for delaying their
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unconditional surrender, stated “One
week ago ahy suggestion of such a rapid
victory would have been dismissed as a
fantastic example of wish-fulfilment....
All this has been changed almost over
night by the use of the atomic bomb and
by the entry of the Soviet Union into the
war. For the peoples of the world this’is
marvelous and inspiring news which will
be greeted with intense joy in all demo-
eratic lands”; and later in the same edi-
torial article it stated: “The use of the
atomic bomb has mercifully shortened
the war with a consequent saving of hu-
man life.”

On the 13th of August the Daily
Worker showed for the first time that it
considered that all was perhaps not well
where the atom bomb was concerned. In
its editorial entitled Russia and the Bomb
it eriticized those conservative newspa-
pers which were saying that the atomic
bomb had caused a swing in the balance
of military power away from the USSR
in favor of Britain and the United
States. “It is indeed a shock,” wrote the
Daily Worker, “to find that the first use
of the atomic bomb against a Fascist
enemy and ‘in the interests of world
peace, should be immediately followed by
Tory press speculation on its advantages
as a threat against a great ally who is
at this moment fighting by our side.” In
the same issue it published an interesting
article by J. B. S. Haldane suggesting
that atomic bombs should only be manu-
factured under internafional supervision
and that, for example, each factory in
the United Kingdom manufacturing
atordic energy should be in charge of an
American, a Brazilian, a Chinese, an
Egyptian, a Russian and a Briton. Nei-
ther Prof. Haldane nor Prof. Bernal ex-
pressed any condenmation of the use of
the atomic bomb against Japan, or sug-
gested that there was any moral objec-
tion to using the bomb in future wars.

On the 14th of August the Daily Work-
er's front page carried the headline Japs
S#ill Trying fo Haggle. Under this head-
line there was an article denouncing the

-Japanese for their delay in accepting the

Allied - armistice terms and the article

' __criticized the dilatoriness of the Allied

powers in allowing this Japanese procras-
tination, The following passage was prini-

" struction., American

The CP and the Atom Bomb |

ed in outstanding print: "There was no
official hint of the length of delay that
the Japanese are to be allowed before
the full force of allied power—including
the atom bomb—is loosed against them in
a blow intended to be final."

The French Communist paper L'Hu-
manité hardly menitoned the atomic
bomb at all. On the 8th of August it con-
tained the following passage: “The
atomic bomb dropped on Hiroshima
seems to have caused considerable de-
reports suggest
nothing Tess than the disappearance from
the face of the earth ef a town of 300,-
000 inhabitants. . . . The effect of the
discovery is considerable. Nevertheless
the Vatican has been pleased to dis-
approve of it! May we be permitted to
express our surprise, because when the
Nazis had the privilege of waging total
war with a total cruelty the Holy See
was not equally indignant.”

Finally it-is interesting to note the
article published in the Italian Commu-
nist paper L'Unita on the 10th of Au-
gust 1945, The article was written by
Mario Spinella and was entitled “At the

Service of Civilizatfon.” It stated “The ..

news that an atomic bomb was dropped
by the American Air Force has made an
enormous impression throughout the
whole world and has been received on all
sides with a sense of panic and words of
condemnation. This shows, it seems to us,
a curious psychological perversion and
a doctrinaire obedience to a form of ab-
stract humanitarianism. Those who to-
day- feel pity for the fate of Japan do
not refiect that the dropping of the new
terrible weapon-of destruction has put
an immediate end to the bitter war being
waged in the Far East. The atomic bomb
—like the Soviet intervention—should be
seen as a positive contribution to the
sudden elimination of the last great Fas-
cist power in the world and to the rapid
institution of that peace for which all
decent persons and all peoples feel such
urgent need. So we do not share the sense
of terror which has been expressed in
certain press comments because we bear
in mind the conerete use which was made
of the fearful engine of destruction.”

- From East Eurepe (London)

April 30.
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in Brief

The Independent Socialist League stands
for socialist democracy and against the
two systems of exploitation which now
divide the world: capitalism and Stafinism.

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

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

These two camps of capitalism and Stal-
inism are today at each other’s throats in
a worldwide imperialist rivairy for demi-
nation. This struggle can only lead to the
most frightful war in history so long as the
people leave the capitalist and Stalinist
rulers in power. Independent Socialism
stands for building and strengthening the
Third Camp of the people against both war
bloes.

The ISL, as @ Marxist movement, looks
to the working class and its ever-present
struggle as the basic progressive force in
society.-The ISL is organized fo spread the
ideas of socialism in the labor movement
and among all other.sections of the people.

At the same #Hime, Independent Socialists

_participate actively in\ every struggle to

better the people’s lot now—such as the
fight for higher living standards, against
Jim Crow and onti-Semitism, in defense of
civil liberties ond the trade-union move-
ment. We seek to join together with all
other militants in the labor movement as
a left force working for.the formation of
an independent labor party and other pre-
gressive pelicies.

The fight for democracy and the fight
for socialism are inseparable. There can
be no lasting and genuine democracy with-
out socialism, and there can be no social-
ism without democracy. To enroil under
this banner, join the Independent Socialist
League!
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