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FIVE CENTS

Labor and Socialist

Pickets at Russian

consulate Support E. German Workers

By SAM ADAMS

NEW YORK, June 3¢—Several hundred
workers of this city, representing the
CIO, AFL, labor, fraternal ond socialist
poiiﬁcal organizations, picketed the Rus-
sian UN Delegation headquarters Mon-
day, June 29, in a demonstration of
solidarity with the workers of East Ger-
many now engaged in a bitter struggle
against their Stalinist rulers.

The picket-line demonstration, spon-
sored by the Workers Defense league,
was eadorsed by the New York City CIO
Council as well as a number of {mportant
AFL unicas, and many of these unions were
represented om the picket line, Apprexi-
mately 300 workers made up o changing
fine thot cevered both sides of the Russion
UM Deiegation headquarters oa Park Ave-
nue ond &8 Streed.

The picket-line demonstration was the
outgrowth of 2 united-front conference
talled by the WDL on Tuezday, June 23.
The response to the WINL: conference was
& good one, with the following organiza-
tions participating: Seccialist Party, In-
dependent Socialist League, Workmen’s
Circle, Social Demoreratic Federation,
Jewish Labor Committee, Young Social-
ists {YPSL), Socialist Youth League,
the Catholic Worker group, and the sec-
retary of the Labor Committee of the
Libera} Party. Norman Thomas and
Christopher Emmett were present in an
individual eapacity and gave strong sup-
port to the conference which decided that
the demonstration be called in the name
of the Workers Defense League.

LABOR BACKING .

The demonstration received fine sup-
port from the labor movement. A large
number of unionists came as representa-
tivez of their locals, cuistanding among
which were UAW Local 365, Bellhops
Local 144, Knitgoods Workers, and
Transport Workers. Actually participat-
ing, too, were the Brotherhood of Sleep-
ing Car Porters, UAW Local 425, IUE
Local 475, Retail Employeés, Pulp Work-
ers., ACW, ILGWU, Waiters & Hotel
Workers, Community & Sacial Agency
Employees Union, United Hebrew
Trades, Women’s Trade Union League,
ag well as the CIO City Council and the
Regional Office of the UAW. The or-
ganizations present st the WDL confer-
ence were strongly represented.

Thiz fine representation from the or-
ganized labor movement of New York
gave the demonstration a fine spirit and
color and showed what a8 wonderfu! dia-
play of solidarity is possible in behalf
of the workers of other countries fighting
for their freedom and working-class
rights.

The sfagans of the demcnsh-uhon called
for the right of the Past German Workers
to.organize freely. condemned the Stal-
inist tyranny and executions, dectared sup-
port Yo the struggle of the German work-
ers now under the Stallnist heel, and de-
monded the rel of German warkers
imprisoned by the regime. Singing *Soli-
dority” and shouting slegans throughout
the macch, the picket line went off very
effectively.

Two trade-unionists, Joe Shane, edu-
cational director of the Knitgoods Work-
cers (ILGWU}, and Ray Sinclair, Inter-

" national field representative of the IUE-
CI0, sttempted. to see the Russian dele-
“gation heads, When they were refused
admittance, they pushed a picket-line
jeaflet under the door.

ﬂﬂw].amd Watts snid, of the picket-line:

“The WDL is prond fo have been the
instrument of bringing together the
AFL, the CIO and.independent unions in
order to proclaim the solidarity of Amer-
iean labor with the workers of East Ger-
many, Once more the American workers
have gone on record against Stalinisy
tyranny. Once more the American work-
ers have proclaimed their solidarity with
all those throughout the world who
struggle for freedom from oppression.”
The printed leafiet issued by the Work-
ers Defense League made the pickeiers’
aims quite clear. Entitled “Why Are We
Picketing?” the leaflet said in part:
“Because . . . The workers of East
Germany have risen against the tyranny
of their Stalinist oppressors, some of
them paying for their part in the strug-
gle for freedom with their lives.or their
liberty.
“Because . . .
bor movement are united by our soli-
darity with the German workers, regard-

less of our trade union, poht)cal 7 R

ligious affilistions.

“Because . . . We demand free labor
unicns throughout the world—in East
Germany, behind the Iron Curtain, every-
where.

“We come here spontaneously, in the
name of American Labor, C10, AFL and
Independent Unions. We make our pro-
test here, before the Russian UN Delega-
tion to let Malenkov and the Soviet
rulers know that American workers are
one with the German workers jm their

‘brave rebellion against Stalinist tyr-

anny "

The Workers Defense League, 1ts sec-
retary, Rowland Watts, and organization
secretary, Michael Harrington, who
headed the Picket Committee, are to ke
congratulated for the initiative they tock

in calling this demonstration~in behailf

of the East German working class.

We of the Arerican la-.
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. Liberal Party

T 0 Run Independent

Condidate for Mayor

For the First Time

By PETER WHITNEY

b

For the first time in its political life, the New York Liberal Party
has decided to run its own independent candidate for mayor of New
York City, against both the Democrats and Republicans.

It will be Rudolph Halley, present City Council President, who two -

years ago gave the Liberal Party its ﬁrst big independent victory when

he swept into that office,

The decision, which marks o real milestone in the deveiopment of
Mew York's labor-based, “third party,” was hkehnndnunonsly of.a city
tqnference on Tuesday, June 30,a¢ the Hotel Statler. The 580 represenia.
tives of the club, county and irade-union organizations of the pariy

enthusiastically and wholeheartedly

supporfed Halley's nomlua'l'ton ond

pledged themselves o a vigorous campaign.

The naming of-Halley is a clear
victory for the overwhelming sen-
timent of the rank-and-file of the
Liberai Party, which has unequiv-
ocally demonstrated that it wants
an independent candidate this year.
and has turned thumbs down on any
coalition with the Republicans. [See
story last week—Ed.]

Although Halley calls himself an “in-
dependent Democrat” and is not formally
2 member of the Libera! Party, he has
carried on a slam-bang campaign against
the entrenched and corruption-smeared
Democratic machine, Perhaps more im-
portant, since his election to the City

*

Talk Is Out in the Open in West Germany That—

West Is Afraid’ of East German Revolt

Mass resistance to the Stalinist re-
gime in numercus areas of East Germany
went into its third week. Unconfirmed
reports in a West German newspaper
also described the outbreak of riots and
open fights in Stalinist Poland, especially
nesr the .German border. !

At the same time, there has been a po-
litical development of gréat interest,
tending to verify the analysis presented
int theze columns last week on the jittery
attitude of the Western powers toward
the outburst of workers’ struggle-from-
helow against the Russian power.

Thig came out in a charge made by a
leader of West Germany’s second-strong-
est bourgeois party, the Free Democratic
Party. Dr. Reinhold Maier publicly as-
serted that the Western occupation pow-
ers, and the Adenauer government as
well, were reluctant 10 press home the
opportunities afforded by the East Ger-
man workers’ revolf.

"He said openiy,” states a N. Y. Times
dispatch, “what hos been whispered in
West Berlin ond in West Germany since
the Eas? Berlin and East German uprising:

that the Western allies and the federal.

government [of Adenouer] were primarily

concerned with taking evasive action In

face of fthe crisis becouse they were
E

afrald to deal with "

The dispatch continues:

“Germans in Bonn and Berlin asserted
in private that, after preaching resist-
ance for years to the peoples of Eastern
‘Europe, ‘nobedy was at home’ among the
Western Allies and in Western Europe
when the blowup oceurred.

"The Sermans soid "the Western Allies
had had the moral duty fo seize the initia-
tive when the uprising occourred, buf In-
stead produced only o series of averly
caufious stotements and oppecls to the
Eost Germans to be prudent, and haif.
hearted - demarches by the Western com.
mndum of Berlim. . . .

ECHO BY DULLES

“The Germans pointed also to the sec-
tion of the Western commandants re-
straining West Berliners from demon-
strating near the border, and the six-
hour delay in bringing Mayor Ernst
Reuter [Social-Demoeratic mayor of
West Berlin] back from Munich to help
organize & countermove to Soviet at-
tempts fo suppress the uprising. The
Germans were also aware of the fact
that during the night of June 16-17 the
American-controlled RIAS radio station

did not receive any directives on how to

Council presidency, he has moved closer
and closer to working in collaboration
with the Liberal Party as such, as we
have already reported in more detail,
The party senéiment for Halley is onfy
portiy a result of the feeling that "Halley
can win" for the organization. To a very
significant extent, the cose is thet party
members' general discontent with coolls
tionlsm, and desire for independent po-
litieel action, crystaflized around him,
Despite this widespread feeling within
the Liberal clubs, the leadership has per-
sistently and patiently conferred with
the Repubhcans and the Citizens Nop-

{Turn to last pagel

play the news.”

Further indications were cited in our
lzst week’s article, There we also cited
the open and clearcut expression in a
Times editorial, of Western uneasiness
and disquiet before the spectacle of revo-
lutionary working-class -self-movement,
even though it was directed at the mo-
ment -against the Stalinist pewer. The
Times pundits stated virtually outright
that the East German workers should
quiet down now and wait for the U, 8.
to Jiberate them “by conquest from the
outside,” that is, by the third world war.

A weaker acho of this forthright ex-
pression of the copitalist mind came this
week from Secretory of State Dulles, who
cautioned against "an armed revolt which
would precipitote a massacre.” QOne con
guess that wha? he is really afrold of Is o
sweeping upsurge of revol? which the
West could not cantrol.

The Stalinist propaganda machine ig

vitally interested in painting the people’s.

revolt as inspired by “agents of Western
1mpenahsm,” obvigusly feeling that this
t1e~up is ealculated to make the people
suspicicus of anti-regime movements; but
Western imperialism itself is clearly not

as happy zbout its alleged handiwork

as many people would like to believe.

" i
R

%

o
i
1

k‘.'.-|-. . 1&1."" r - : : o
e G e o




L L 5 =
|- i H = e

f . Page Two

i g

A

- Waterfront Cleanup

Becomes Pretext To

amstring

™y BEN HALL

The New York Legislature has just
passed a bill supposedly to clean up the
Port of New York. We have every rea-
son to leok with suspicion upon those
who pass the bill and those who will en-
Force it.

b " The woterfront is infested with rockets
dealing in simple but grand larceny, bri-
bery, and murder, preying upon the mea-
ger wages of workers. Shipping companies
pay off thousands of doflars to thugs and
gangsters who worm thelr way into union
posts. Year cfter year, these evils pro.
fiferate, Simple Jows to handle theft and
murder are overlooked while gunmen ter-
rorize working longshoremen. Now, the

. same type of polltician, who tolerated
waterfront erime in the past, needs o spe.
elol faw to hondle it in the futore. Work-
ers who ore dogged by criminal element
are now to be harried by government
bureaucrats. ’

For many years, New York longshore-
men, working under a hiring system car-
ried down from the 18th century and
wiped out in all advanced nations, did
their best to defend their rights while
their nnion was infected by the corrup-
tion of the New York waterfront. Their
union was in the hands of thugs allied
with the president of their union, Joseph

_ Ryan of the International Longzhore-

| men’s Association (AFL).

THE DOCKERS FOUGHT

For two and a half weeks in 1945+
the war was still on—New York long-

“gifs! ]

] ghoremen struck and closed all piers
| in compléte defiance of Ryan, who lost

3 all control of the situation to a rank-
\| and-file strike commitiee, The strike com-.

pelled a reluctant wnion officialdom to
negotiate ‘a ‘25-%ent wage increase after
# had aiready signed an egreement with
. thé shipping association for a few cents.

In 1948 once again, spreading unoffi-
cial strikes quickly shut down all ship-
“ping on the East Coast with the demand
for a wage increase of 50 cents per hour,
This time, the Ryan leadership rushed
to make the strike—which it did not call
and did not want—very, very official.
Ryan feared a repetition of the strike
of three years before.

And at the end of 1951 longshoremen
closed down New ¥ork piers for three
and one half weeks, defying all the de-
wrands and threats of Ryan and the thugs
mssociated with him. The sirike began
with demands for a wage increase but
rank-and-file longshoremen quickly took
up the demand for an end of gangster
control over the ILA, 1t was this stub-
bora strike, coming during the Kefauver
investigations, which turned the publie
apotlight on the situation on the New
York piers. And slthough the strikers
failed to win their demands they suc-
ceeded in bringing the plight of the New
York longshoreman to the light of day.

- AFL PROTESTS

it is not easy to defend union decency
In an organization which Is taker over by
murderers but the New York longshoremen
<amot be accused of passivity and de-
featism. They who were vicHmized by a
thugdem thot passed as a union leader-
ship are mow very close to being hit by
state laws. After lengthy Investigations

NOW-—IN ENGLISH
o THE FAMED "VOLUME 4"
OF “CAPITAL"”

Karl Marx’s

HISTORY OF
ECONOMIC
THEORIES

1 PART ONE

| Lang!anc-l Press—337 pages—36.00

Order from
Labor Action Book Service
{~ 114 West 14 Street, N. Y.C.

the Union

and. hearings, the first draft aof 1I|e pro-
posed state law and the early prepasals
heard along with it owtiined o future of
gevernment-confrolled surveillance for the
iongshoremen and ‘thele union.

The current law is ostensibly aimed at
waterfront practices like the shape-up
and public loading system, which encour-
age and facilitate racketeering. But be-
hind these provisions are marshaled
measures of regimeniation including in!
creasing government control over hiring.

The MNew York State Federation of
Labor {AFL)} said that this law, passed
by unanimous vote of the state legisla-
ture, “infringes upon the persenal lib-
erty of every longshoreman in the Port
of New York by its creation of a system
of registration or licensing which is in
reality regimentation of workers.” And
it said that provisions for registration
and inveshgation of workers open the
door to abuse giving officials the right to
penalize men “under such vague and gen-
eral standards as endangering the public
peace, safety and welfare.”

WHITEWASH

The New Yorl( longshore situation was .

permitted by the labor movement fo de-
teriorate wntil the very existence of a
gengine dock workers' unlon was {mper-
illed and the rights of oll Wwaterfrond un«

- jons endangered by proposed laws osten-

sibly designed to deal with the VLA, Des-
pite clear signs of rank-and-file dissatis-
faction with gangster confrol, the AFL
feadership waited until public protest be-
came too vociferous to ignore.

In August 1851, a special committee
appointed by the mayor heard a report
on “Labor Conditions Affecting Water-
front Commerce” It -discovered the

source of all trouble without difficulty:

“we believe that it is inspired commu-
nist propaganda that is the cause of
mest of the trouble on the waterfront.
We have found that the labor situation
on the waterfront . . . is generally satis-
factory from the standpoint of the work-

er, the employer, the industry, and the’

governmént.”

The four labor men who signed this
report were: Rayon, Joseph Curran
{NMTU), Joseph C. Papa, and Martin
Lacey of the International Brotherhood
of Teamsters.

But both Ryan and Papa have since
discovered other sources of trouble. They
are now under indictment for graft and
corruption in charges arising out of the
ctime hearings.

Last Year, the AFL appointed a spe-
cial local committee upon appeal from
the despairing Ryan, to review the long-
shore situation. Its report was, then, a
whitewashWoef Ryan.

DUTY FOR AFL

But in May Ryan was hit by a blow
that heralded his ultimate ousting. The
Executive Council of the AFL, now ap-
parently aware of what was going on
and extremely sensitive to public pres-
sure, ordered Ryan to oust all gangsters
from union posts, to end the shape-up
system of hiring, and to initiate internal
upion reforms. (Membership meetings
are-almost as infrequent in the ILA as
financial reports. Ryan was made “life-
time' president of the union at its 1943
convention at a salary of $400 per week.)

Ryan finzlly realized that he would
have to retreat and tried to reach 2
comproniise with the AFL Council that
wouid still leave the strength of his gang-
ster machine unimpaired. But the Coun-
cil turned him down and the IL.A faces
expulsion by the September convention
of the AFL.

As the months go by and Ryan’s ma-
chine remains in power, it becomes ob-
vious that Jongshoremen who want to
preserve a genuine union face a eritical
period. What to do?

The simple duty of the AFL, whase fosk
it s to help restore o democrotic wnion
{0 dock workers, is fo prepare the ranks
ta take over their-owa unlon: fo explain
the issues, to call mass meetings, fo en-
courage every sign of rank.and-file revelf
against Ryan,

Thus far, however, all AFL plans
seem to.revolve around placing the fate
of the longshoremen and their union into
the hands of officials of other AFL
waterfront unions.-

DAl

B Auto Workers

Local Elections in Auto Union
Show Some llpsets for the ‘Ins

By M. J. HARDWICK

DETROIT, June 28— While any generalizations regarding the trends
in local union elections in the United Auto Workers (CIQ) would be
highly suspect, for Jack of genuine and complete facts in each specific
situation, nevertheless some worthwhlle evenis have occurred that

merit reporting.

After a long pro-Reuther series
of administrations, Dodge Loca] 3
clection last week waw the defeat
of every well-known Reutherite
for local union offices. This in-
cludes such stalwarts as Art Grud-
zen, president, and Ed Zymanski,
vice-president. The new administration

inclndes such heterogeneous elements as

Pat Quinn, one-time official of the Wayne
County CIQ Council, when it was domi-
nated, by the old “left-wing” caucus of
the UAW-CIO,

In o rother amazing but very under-
standabie turn of events, Tracy Doll, who
was kicked out of the UAW at the Mil-
waukee convention, was elected unop-
posed as president of the largé Hudson
local. What is worth comment is the fact
that he is the only official elected at Hud-

san local who is pro-Reuther! His appon. .

ent, George Lucas, withdrew from the
race ofter nominations were closed when
the Internotional union presented some in-
teresting focts about his financial record,
which caused Lucas to resign as president
and to withdraw from the election.

A FEW RESULTS

1t was another cause of a heterogene-
ous cawpecus rinning on an anti-Reuther
basis winning all offices, especially after
the charge was hurled in the Hudson
plant that “Downtown was trying to take
over by forcing Lucas to resign.” It was
Lucas’s slate that defeated Doll’s slate

LONDON LETTER

-
for everything -buf the top post, which
was unopposed.

The Ken Morris-Pat Caruso adminis-
tration at Briggs 2i2 won its greatest
victory in five years, sweeping all offices
by as muer -as a three-to-one majority,
and also winning by a close vote the ref-
erenddm on holding officers’ elections
every two years.

Unitke other local union administrations
which sought to ram the two-year deoi
down the rank-and-file throots, the Briggs
212 leadership carried on @ real educe-
tiona! program, including preseating beth
sides in the local unfen paper.

DeSoto Local saw the incumbents lose
out. Likewise in Ford Local 900, the five-
yvear regime of Art Valente went down tc
defeat.

Insofar as there were races or contests
in many loeal unions it appears that.
rank-and-file dissatisfaction usually ex-
pressed itself by defeats or close calls for
the “ins.” The big exception is the weli~
organized, and really the only “Reuther-
ite” leadership in any local union, the
Briggs 212 ecaucus, which is ably led by
the Morris-Caruso leadership and works
clogely with Emil Mazey, UAW-CIO sec-
retary-treasurer.

Attempts of the largely unopposed ad-
ministration of Chrysler Local 7 to purge
a numbher of indepeniient candidates for
shop-commitieemen and chief stewards
failed, and the administration saw its
only candidste who was opposed, Ted
Morgan, recording secretary, defeated by
a woman, (. Smith, 25 a race-baiting
campsaign against opposition backfired,
and defeated Morgan, who is a Negro.

Britain’s Stake in a Truce

By DAVID ALEXANDER

LONDGN, June 28—President Syngman
Rhee’s unilateral action in Korea was re-
ceived -with extreme apprehension in
Britain. Although, as Chkurchill put it,
the United States is paying for nineteen-
twentieths of the *blood and treasures”
in the Korean war, Britain is far more
seriously concerned about ifs outcome
and early termination.

For Britain, the whaole Far Eost is abso-
lutely crucial in this contemporary epoch.
As | hove pomfed out elsewhere, continu-
atien of the war in the Far East will lead
to the following imperial moladies:

(1) Economiec strangulation of Hong
Eong followed by its strategic nentrali-
zation.

(2) Loss of British trade with China,
amounting to a considerable sum. This
trade, incidentally, is not concerned with
any strategic goods whatsoever,

(3} Mouniing aid by the Chinese for
their sympathizers in Malaya, Indo-
China and Burma. As regards thiz last
country, it must be remembered that one-
fifth of its total area is still controlled
by non-governmental regimes, A full-
scale war In Malaya would be extremely
serious for Britain’s economy, as destroc-
tion of rubber plantations and tin mines
would deprive her of about one-fifth of
her total dollar earnings.

{4) A continued war would in time
render Singapore strategically useless, In
the long run this means that the com-
munications of the empire to Australasia
would be seriously threatened.

LOOKING AHEAD

These are the more obvious and his-
torically short-term comsequences of a
drawn-out struggle between Britain and
China in the Far East. Let us look ahead
further.

If the Stalinists were to pverrun Ma-
laya, Hong Kong, Indo-China and
Burma, the other countries of the Far

“

. East would be very sensitive to their ap-

peal. India, Indonesia and Thailand could
not be deaf to their overtures. China
would become the léading power in Asia,
and would encourage a sense of national-

_ism, and *“Maoism™ which would in the

B R

future lead to a complete loss of trade
by Britain with Asia.

.1 have suggested in Vpered that unless
Britain ig by then socialist, such Chinese
advances in Asia would precipitate in
Britain changes similar to those occur-

“ring’ in Rome following the fall of the

Roman Empire.

Britain, as is well known, produces
coal, steel, fish, manpower and the Royal
Family. Within about 20 years, the last
two will have been exhausted. In recent
investigations I diseovered to my discon~
certment that the United Kingdom owes
the world about $20 billion,

The only way it can hope to pay back
even part of this is by trade, If the enor-
mous traditicnal markets iike China, the
Middle East and Afriea wake up to their
economic capabilities, Britain as a capi-
talist country is doomed to coliapse.

IN THE BOOK

Ali-l;eugll. therefore, these economic
facts may sound a far ery from Rhee's un~
happy axploits In -Korea, they have the
closest cause-and-effect relationship. Brit--
ain as a capltalist trading country cannot
suffer chronic woars of atirition. Ta un
overproduchive cupitalism like fhe United
States an oceasional bloodletting ¢can have
the "beneficial™ effecis which we see in
econamic high bieod pressure; but for
8ritain a chronie war can only produce
wasting.

The incontrovertible facts of capitalist .

economics stare Labor and Tory straight
in the face. Up till now their reactions.
have been somewhat different. Sooner or
later they must realize that only the
greater efficiency implied by nationally
run industry can hope to make Britaim
capable of running its economy without
exploiting the empire. All other meas-
ures are stop-gap and short-térm. They
depend upon colonial peoples’ being back-
ward industrially and being kept back-
ward.

‘We see that all over the world nation-
alism is on the order of the day. Political:
nationalism marches in front of economie
nationalism. Together they will overzun

London’s City and also Wall Stru-lt. ltnu-;_-_-_
1

written in the book
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As the Man Smd to tlte I-'lreman (m the Ilerbloclr Cartoon)

“We Were Just Burning a Few Books and—"

By GORDON HAstLL

Books havk now become a menace fo
American foreign policy. And the danger
stems not only from books which are
considered pro-Stalinist or anti-Ameri-
can. Among the dangerous ones are mys-
tery thriliers, books on antkropology,

‘ books on almost angthing yeu might™
think of. The State Department admits
that “about three hundred” titles have.
been removed from its libraries overseas,
and American newspapermen claim that
the number is really muoch greater.

First it was passports. The govern-
ment stopped issuing passports not enly
to Stalinists but alse te known anti-
Stalinists whose activities abroad might
be “imimical to the best interests of the
United States.” Among these have been
pacifistic clergymen, scientists who have
dabbled a bit in Stalinist politics, or who
are not sure that the atom is being ex-
ploited for the very best interests of hu-
manity.

But what good does it do to keep such
“controversial”  figures from going
abroad and telling people their opinions
of America and American policies if they
can write these opinions in books which
are then made available to foreigners
thkrough the public-information libraries?

Mo - ane had noticed how dangerous
$hese boaoks are to American world objee-
Hves Hll Senator McCarthy put a couple
of his gumshoes on the hot frai! of literary
subversion. They stepped into the Ameris
<an library in Vienna, glonced through the
card catalogue. and rushed home $o an-
nowmce that the shelves of Americon lib-
raries ore proctically teeming with the
works of suspect outhors (such an auther,
of course, being anyone suspected of any-
tiing by MeCarthy).

QUAKING SHOES

_They returned to this country to begin
<alling authors before MeCarthy's com-
mittee on the pretext of wanting fo know
why their books are on the overseas lib-
rary shelves. (When they get through
with their authers, we can expect that
they will call others before the committee
10" question them on why their books are
20t on the overseas library shelves.) In
gthe meantime the State Department
{&hich has been respousible for the lib-
raries till now) jumped to take evasive
action.

Divectives were rushed out demanding
that all books and pericdicals containing
articles by known eommunists, subver-
sives, “ete.”” be banred from the libraries.
Such was the cutery from American pub-
lishers at the “vagueness” of this and
subsequent directives, that to date at
Teast six “‘clarifying’’ orders have heen
sent out from the State Department. The
Iater ones have been labeled “top secret”
or something of the sort, so we do not
kitow what they contain.

But it appears that no matter how
carefully they are worded, their “real
intent” remaing something of a mystery
1o the librarians in the field.

These days, it seems, when things mys-
tify government officlals they have a
standard operating procedure, Those who
<cannot pass the buck guide themselvas by
their own noflon of what Senaotor Me-
Caorthy would do 1 he were In their shoes.
That seems to be the sarest way of pre-
wvenfing those shoes, fully equipped with
quaking cccupants, from eventuolly stand-
ing before the senator’s inquisiterial
hench.

GERMANS POINT A FINGER -

The Catholic Church has had centuries
during which to work up its index of pro-
hibited anthors, The State Department is
still a novice at the chore. And what with
4a few other minor matters in the world
commanding the attention of its officers,
it-is undexrstandabie that they have so far
heen unable to prepare a precise list of
authers whese works endanger the repu-
tation and policy of this government
when read by peoples in this and other
lands. In time, this will no doubt be cor-
rected.

The reactions sbroad to the Stato De-
partment’s book-banning have been very-
alarming to well-wishers of American
foreign po11cy Tt iz quite understandable
that forelgners coniclude that MeCarthy
zalls the tune in American literary and
cultural affairs when they see bocks even
by authors with unquestionable anti-
Stalinist records whisked off the shelves
and packed up in the warehouses or con-
signed to the flames.

In Germany, it is reported, there has
beemy & certain cynicism about the coun-
TEF which m hamﬁed at the Nazi book-
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burnmg orgies. And even the staunchest ™
supporters of the pro-American policy
are finding it increasingly difficult to ex-
plain to their audience of doubters that
Ameriea is truly interested in defending
freedom rather than something else.

A couple of weeks ago their hearts
were lifted up when President Fisen-
hower, enveloped in a mellow mood in-
duced by the cloistered halls of Dart-
mouth College, rebuked “the book burn-
ers.” They were cast down again when,
having been briefed by his public-rela-

- tions experts, he told a press conference’

that of course he was not for the dis-
semination of outright communpist propa-
ganda, and that he had no intention of
criticizing anyone in particular or in gen-
eral when he referred to “book burners.”

They were still further depressed when
it became clear that nothing the president
had said had any connection with what fhe .
State Department was centinuing to do
with its "controversiol" books abroad, and
that Dr. Robert Johnson, the man directly
in charge of this culfural surgery, @s of

[ ance.

the opinien thot onyone whoe has refused -

to answer questions before @ congression-
ol committee Is not fit ¥o have his writings
read abroud, .

People Who are genuinely concerned
with the state of cultural freedom in
America need not despair. Their are still
a 16t of people in this country who have
not been intimidated, and who will con-
tinue to defend the best traditions of
freedom. At the moment they do not hold
the positions of power which would en-
able them to stop MecCarthy and his
bulty-boys or their craven acecomplices in
the government. In fact, they are hardly
organized at all for the only really effec-
tive method of stopping McCarthyism—
independent and militant political action,

But they exist, they raise their voices
in protest, and in the long run they will
be joined by the heavy political battalions
of the American working class to smash
this vile excrescence on the American
body politic. .

One of the clearest and most vigorcus
statements on book-banning was issued

Plus ¢a change ...

Paris Politics-as-Usual Goes On

By SAUL BERG

. France has finally gotten a pre-
mier, but up to the naming of
Laniel, the previous.record number
of days without a government was
exceeded by far. It was over a
month since the previous cabinet
fell because of an adverse vote in the
Chamber of Deputies on financial poli-
cies.

This last government crisis—if one
can use the term ecrisis for something
which oceurs with such monotonous rega-
larity—took place against the back-
ground of the municipal elections early
in May, the first opportunity for a’ popu-
lar consuliation since the present Na-
tional Assembly was elected.

The cutstanding features of those elee-
tions were the disintegration of De
Gaulle’s RPF and the ability of the Com-
munist Party, despite the DMarty-Tillon
crisis and the shrinkage in the party
membership, to retain undiminished its
electoral following. With the shattering
of the Gaullist RPF, the Communist Par~
ty, by retaining the allegiance of 25 per
cent of the voters, became the largest
party in France.

The RPF was reduced fo 10 per cent of
the total vote. Most of its losses were bal-
anced by gains for the conservative Inde-
pendent Party of Antoine Pinay and Paul
Reynaud, but minor guins were alse regis-
tered by the Radicals, the Catholic MRP
and, the Socialists. Thus within six short
years the RPF has run its course and tha-
aufhorHorian Right has hod its place taken
by the fraditional laissex-faire Right, the
Right which believes in the clossical game
of parilamentary horse-trading. .,

At first glance, these elections, it would
have seemed, constituted a cause for re-
joieing by the working class, and in
truth this is correct insofar as the threaf -
of a massive totalitarian political ma-
chine on the right has been removed.
Unfortunately, the election results must
also be taken as the definitive proof of
the complete impotence of the French
Iabor movement at the present moment.

WHY CP HOLDS ON

The RPF disappeared not becausé of
blows dealt it by labor, but because the
workers’ organizations have been so
feeble in their resistance to capital that
the RPF had no social funetion to fulfill.
The refusal of the RPF to play the par-
liamentary game was, under these cir-
cumstances, disruptive to the efforts of
the bourgeois to secure some kind of
harmless but stable government which
would leave them free to pursue further
their profitable activities of the last few
Vears.

This only underlines the hollowness of
+he Stalinist electoral strength. More than
ever, the entirely negotive character of
the French workers’ "support' of Stalin-
ism has become apparent, While porty
membership falls, while the party-con-
trelled trade-union federation (the CGT)
remains wnable to get the workers in the
plants. to follow directives for action. o
passive hopeless vole is cast for the CP

With Its Game of Musical Chairs

in the absence of any other pole of atfrac-
tion that seems to offer real hopa.
Meanwhile, all” attempts to compose a

. goverrmeat majority out of the present

“six-sided” Assembly foundered, ali dur-
ing the record cabinet erigis. Allan
Vaughan has already deseribed in Lapor
ACTION the effort of the left-wing “neu-
tralist” Radical, Mendés-France, to form
a cabinet based on a negotiated pesace in
Indo-China, a reduced arms budget, and
social reforms to improve the workers'
living conditions. The Stalinists voted
against Mendés-France, but -seme. B0
MRP deputfes broke party discipline to
vote for him. These were deputl% -assoei-
ated with the Catholic trade unions, whe
have been chafing at the MRP's willing-
ness to participaie in combinations om
the right, and who demand a governmen-
tal social program that will brmg the
Bocialists back into participation in the
cabinet,

[f the MRP continues to divide in par-
liamentary votes, any cabinet on the
right that is patched together must con-
tinne to have a very insecure life. How-
ever, given the paralyzing effect of the
Stalinist movement on French working-
class polities, the result may well be,
before long, the dissolution of the As-
sembly and & new generzl election that
may produce a stable right-wing major-
ity.

Meanwhile, whatever happens in the
Assemb}y, the workers' only real defense
lies in the reconstruction of their free-
trade union to the point where effective
action can be undertaken, and in the
even slower process of re-forging an ef-
fective socialist movement for pohtlcal
action,

.

by the American Library AsSoclatlon at
its meeting in Los Angeles on June 25.
The statement is so excellent that only;
considerations of space prevent ns from

reproducing it here in fuil. Here are some .

of its best paragraphs:

“The freedom to read is essent:al tor
our democracy. It is under attack. Pri-

vate groups and public authorifies im -

various parts of the country are weorking,
te remove books from sale, to censor
textbooks, to label ‘comtroversial’ books;
to distribute lists of ‘objectionable’ books:
or -authors, and to purge libraries.

_“These actions apparently rise from a-
view that cur national tradition of free

expression is no longer valid; that cen-®

sorship and suppression are needed to:
avoid the subversion of politics and the.
corruption of morals. We, ag citizens de-
voted to the us€ of books and as librari-
ans and publishers responsible for dis-
seminating them, wish to assert the pub-.
lic interest in the preservation of the-
freedom to read.

"We are deeply concerned about these
aHempts at suppression. Most such af-
tempts rest on a deniatl of the fundomen-:
tal premise of democracy: that the ordi--
nary eitizen, by exercising his criticelr
ivdgment, will accept the good and rejech
the bad. The cemsors, public and private,:
assume that they should determine whot is;
good and what is bad for their feltow:
citizens.”

LIBRARIANS' STAND

After much more along similar lines,
the Library Association statement con--
cludes with the following peints specifi-
cally dealing. with the attack on the over-.
seas libraries:

-

“I. The libraries must express in them- -

selves and in their services the ideas of -
freedom for whick they speak.

"2, They must provide a service of un-
compromising integrity. Their usefuiness
Eo the United States rests on the assur-
ance of their users that they are. piam
in which to-learn the truth, - §

“3. The information admm:stratmn

must be free to use in its iibraries what -
books soever ity responsible professional -

judgment defermines are necessary or-
useful to the provision of such a2 service.,
To deny itself the tools it needs to serve
the United States for irrelevant reasons
of the past associations of authors and
in fear of domestic criticism is indefen-
sible.

“4, Thourh no one could justify or

would seek to justify the use of the over-
seas libraries to disseminate material
harmful to the United States, it is un-
workable to abandon the simple criterion
of whether g book is useful to the pur
pose of the libraries and to .substitute
elaborate, irrelevant and offensive
schemes of ‘clearance’ of authors.

"The American overseas libraries do no¥
belong to a congressional commitfee or fo

the Stote Department. They belong to the

whole American people, who are entitfed
to have them expraess their finest ideals of
responsible freedom. In no other way can
the libraries effectively serve fheir pur.
pose. and in no other pattern can this as-
sociotion gid their progress.”

Even Senators Can Be Startled”

Even zfter we have seen zll the mil-
lionaires in Eisenhower’s cabinet, and
after we have seen the sort of appoint-
ments the president has made, from
Charles Wilson down, one frankly stands
in amazement before the diselosure on
June 23 of the kind of man he picked to
head the Bureau of Mines and its safety
enforcement work, on which the lives of
thousands of coal miners depend.

The amazement is due to the sheer
effrontery of it.

Eigenhower’s -appointee is Tom Lyon.
The man he is to replace is John Forbes,
a career man who has made an enviable
non-partisan record. As Lyon testified
before a Senate committee, the following
facts “startied” the chamber room:
® Lyon has grown gray in the service of
the Anaconda Copper Mining Company,
for which he has worked as an executive
from 1916 to only three years apgo.
¢ The copper mine owners are paying
him a $5000-a-year pension, which they
can ¢nt off at any time.
¢ This proposed enforcer of the mine
safety law is against the law, thioks it
should never have been passed. He con-
siders it another part of federal control

over industiry.

® This proposed profector of miners' lives,
asked whother “human iife doesn't come
before materiaf +things,” replied that
"human life is becoming very cheap these
days on the globe" but protested hot the
mine owners really do want, fo avolid acei-
dents because “every time we have on
accident it costs money.”

¢ This proposed representatlve of Uncle -

Sam’s tender care for workers’ lives as-
serted that 99 per cent of all mining ac-
cldents | were the fault of “individual
miners.’

It is John L. Lewis, president of the
United Mine Workers, who -hags been
raising a ruckus over the naming of
Lyons,

Defending his right to take a pension
from the mine owners while responsibil-
ity for the safety laws, Lyons com-
mented: *You can't take these govern-
ment jobs if you don’t have outside in-
come.” As head of the mine.bureau,.he
would get only $14,800 a year.

Thls isn't Lyons' first governinent [ob.
In 1951 Truman made-him depufy chief of
the Defense- Materials Procuremest
Agency, '
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‘LABOR ACTH‘J

| Rebécca West and Other Dmosaurs

Reviewing a Bit of Surreall_-st_ Fiction on McCarthyism and the CP

By JAMES M. FENWICK

In his appearance before congressional committees CHarles E.
_Wilson, the secretary for defense, evokes the same sort of fascination
produced by the prehistoric monsters in a museum of natural history.

Indeed, across the millenia, dinosaur-calls unto dinosaur.

Fer the conclusion becomes more ond more inescapable that if

Wilson™is a_representative sample
mdlmeuiary cranial capacity and
_hulking structure of that class ob-
viously precludes its making any
serious change to meet the chang-
ing world environment. # is lum-
bering. along a ‘tortuous path

marked with o sign reading: This Woay %o
Extinction.

Basking happily up to his eyes in the
primal political ooze of the recemt air
force budget hearings in Washington,
Wilson gave out with one of his homely
observations on existential matters.

According to the Nelv York Timas,
HMr. Wilson commented that ‘the scien-
tists talk a lot about pure research’ and

.recalled that Charles F. Kettering, for-

mer official of General Motors, had his
own definition for pure scienee: if suc-
cessful, it could not be of any possible
use to the people who put up the money
for it—that made it pure.

"'l am not interested, as o militery
project, in why potatoes turn browns when
taey are fried,” Mr. Wilson added.”

In view of such total crassness in high
office it is easy to understand why it
would not necessarily take much more
for an KEinstein to recommend that
Trnited States intellectuals not testify at
all before congréssional loyaity commit-
tees,

The crndlt:es of Wilson serve to em-
phasize once more the intellectnal bar-
renness of American bourgeois leaders—
theoretical and practical alike—before
the Stalinist phenomenon, To read aven
George F. Kennan, one of the most highly
outed of thém, is to realize how ignorant
&nti how sbenle they are.

"In attacking Marxism or Stalinism on
any gort of literate level the United
States bourgeoisie depends exceptionslly
heavily, if not exclusively, on imported
talent. In economiecs it can be a John
Maynard Keynes, in sociology a Max
_ Weber, in religion a Paul Tillich.

SPOILS-SYSTEM THEORY

This is #rue of one of the most racent
parsons to be so employed -~ Roberea
West, the English novelist and, in recent
years, the intultive specialtist on the sub-
iect of #reason.

It was she who recently undertock to-
explain and defend the phenomenen of
McCarthyism before an English audience
in a series of articles published in the
London Times.

The U7, 5. News and meid Report,
which normally not unmrealistically ana-
lyzes the news from 2 businessman’s
point of view, evidently found tkiz ap-
proach so stimulating in view of the bad
press which MceCarthy has received in
the United States—and even worse ones
which he has received in Europe—that it
reprinted the articles in their fatuous
and exclusive entirety in its May 22
issue.

Wesi's explanation of the drive against
e Stalinists in the United Stotes is ta<
fally unigee. "But we can see cleqrly what
was ja the minds of the committees. What
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of our native capitalist class the

they feared was a reintroduction of the
spoils system Into the federal Civll Service
in a sew form. -Before the passage of the
Pendleton Act the pagty in the majority,
whether Republican or Democrat, distrib-
uted public offices as rewards to its sup-
porters. . . . There hos . . ., sprung up &
new spoils system orgonized by the Com-
munist Party,”

Only a person with a vague remem-
brance of Bryce's The American Com-
monwealth, and oriented by English up-
per-middle-class prejudice, a keen eye for
the dollar area, complete ignorance of
world political reality, and an overblown

prose style could arrive at that conelu- _

sion.

It iz a conclusion which is not at all
convincing even in terms of her own de-
seriptions of government personnel in-
volved in espionage for the Russians.

It is obyvious, for example, that a
Harry Dexter White, the former govern-
ment ecomomisi, who represented the
United States at Bretton Woods and en-
joyed *a “special tie of friendship with
Lord Keynes,” and enjoyed "“not less a
close tie with Léon Blum,” would easily
have gone places in his own right with-
out the special facilities offered by a Stal-
inist clique in the ‘government.

DEFENDING McCARTHY

Her complete Inability to see any of
these men as actuated in aay significant
manner by a revuisien against the his-
toric - anachronism of capitolism—even H

it Is a misguided reyulsion—tells us a

great deal gbout her lack of sympuﬂw for
the human condition of the ‘masses bub
titHe obent Alger Miss and his co-workers
whose motivations she is trylng to explain.

It would be interesting 1o see the ex-
planation given by West for the espion-
age engaged in.by the Rosenbergs, whe
were not in government service and who
lived in modest circumstances.

Nor would it he without interest to see
West apply her theory to countries like
France and Italy, where Stalinism is a
mass phenomenon.

Or to see her apply it to the Korean
war which began in 1950 when North
Korean tanks crossed the 38th parallel

under the slogan, “Down with the Pendle- .

ton Act!”

A weorld struggle between a dying capi.
talist order and o sprowling bureaucratic

collecHvist society, of which the witch-
hunting im the United Stotes is an integral
part, does not seem to oxist for her.

Since according to West it is clean
government which is at stake, it is not
too difficult for her o defend Senator Joe
MeCarthy. It is a somewhat equivocal de-
fense, but & defense nevertheless.

McCarthy is a demagogue? Probably.
But looK at the trouble the government
went to (six days of committee hearings)
in investigating American aspects of the
assassination of Trotsky! “Surely,” she
conciudes with air-tight logie, “it is not
rash to take these facts as indicating
that the United States has other troubles
to worry about than the demagogic qual-
ities of Senator MeCarthy,”

True, he is o boor, but "i¥ would seem
tndeed as if not all the vices In the United
States were on the side of Senator Mec-
Carthy.” McCarthy. for example, did not
attempt to kill Wolter Reuther ‘in $he
kitchen of his home as did the Stalinists—
o fact heretofere appurently the private
property of Rebecca West, since to owr
knowledge nothing of this sert wos ever
established. :

ACADEMIC FREEDOM

Of course, West has a great deal of
more relizble information than the Reu-
ther story, most of it gained from re-
ports of government investigating tom-
mittees. The $tory of the workmanlike
job of penetration into government agen-
cies by the Stalinists is a familiar one.

Needless to say, she shows no under-
standing that the job of infiltration was
facilitated not: only by the political
naiveté of the capifalist politicians bat

“by the political education of the Stalin-

ists as well.

Not so recognizable is the tredtment
she gives of other aspects of current con-
ditions in the United States. As in a
surrealist pamtmg, specific features are
identifiable but in no real world context
that we‘ate aware of,

‘For West, coantentedly ruminating in the

" raral pedca of her dairy farm in England,

there is no denger to academic freedom

- in-the United States,

Of the belief that such a danger is real
and present she says, “This account of
the United States hias the slick coherence
of a Goebbels lie, the stereotyped charac-
ter of Musecovite invective.”

Actually, she states, the real danger
comes from the Stalinists. This latter
point is based on the sole testimony of a
Harry Albaum, a professor of biology at
Brooklyn College who testified that he
was too terrorized to quit the Communist
Party when he wanted to.

Of the score’ upon score of conerele
statements by educators decrying the ef-
fect of the current atmosphere upon the
freedom to teach, Rebecca West has not

Trotskyist POR’s New Line——

a word %o say. And anyone with the
slightest contaet with the professoriat
knows just how much worse the actual
situation is in comparison with the priat-
ed statements.

Nor, on a broader field, does Rebecea
West have a word to say about the attor-
ney general’s list of alleged subversive
organizations. Organigations were arbi-

trarily placed on this list by administra- -

tive order -for reasons unavailable to

" members of those organizations. There is,

to date, no known method of getting off
the list.

THE BOURGEQIS MIND

In the contortions she goes throwgh in
exculpating Senator McCarthy she does
make one point whick is worth recaoliing
again and again to those liberals who see
the whole dificulty as being one of
“McCarthyism.”

The whole'

witchhunt atmosphere,

which has now reached the-point fRat -

Whittaker Chambers’ Witness Is being
jerked from governmental overseas lib-
rarvies and Mark Twain’s works are
cleared for inclusion, began long before

the advent of MeCarthy upon the scene -

with his bundle of political faggots.

Tt began specifically during the Roose-
velt administration with the Smith Act
under which eighteen Trotskyists were
sent to jail early in World War IL,

It is .the product of a United States
capitalism in a world environment of
capitalist decline menaced by the spread
of Stalinism.

it is systemic, net accidental.

West concludes by stating, “The Com-
munist Party offers its members secret
advantages over their neighbors on con-
dition that they serve.the interests of
the Soviet Union.

“The reportz of the committees show'"

that these advantages take many forms,
but the most common .is the jobbery of
posts in the eivil servicé and office in the

trade unions. And the brxbet.akmg i3 reps .
‘déred morally painlegs, dnd Becomés in-

dead the source of a beatiffcation, since
there is . a pretense that the bribetakers
are involved in these proceedings only

because they are noble souls anxions to '

free the downtrodden workers.”

- It is a depressing devolution for a
one-time Fabian, feminist, admirer of
Ibsen, and a not unstimulating book re-
viewer for the Neow Stateamen ond
Nation.

It is fhe simple-minded conclusion of &
persen so steeped in the mores of bour-
geols society that she can expliain phe-
nomena only In ferms of the “cuash nexns"
which Marx In the Manifezto noted os the
dominant moral #e in capitatist society.

It is a simplemindedness exceeded only
by its guaranteed ineffectiveness in com-
bating the growth of -Stalinism.

Boli vidn Left’ Goes Along with Regime

"By JUAN REY

SANTIAGO June 22—The last attempt to upset the Nationalist-MNR
government in Bolivia was participated in by officers of the police
and military forces, under the leadership of the “Falange Socialista,”
a totalitarian and pro-Franco organization. It revealed the internal
contradietions of the country and the g'rovnng polmcal opposition to

the regime.

After more than a year of politi-
cal power,-the government of Paz
Estenssoro faces a very serious
economic situation. The country ig
on the edge of economic chaos. The
nationalization of mines, as car-
ried through by the government, did not
solve the problems of “economic emanci-
pation” as promised by the Nationalists.

On the confrary, it increased difficulties.
The state bureaucracy Is incapable of
eficlently administering the mines, and
therefore the sitnation of the workers be-
come worse than i¥ wes under privote
enterprise, both In respect to wages and
conditions. The state has not been able ¥o
sell its ¢in to the United Stctes, yet it must
continve to pay waoges ond maintain pro-
duction.

The government, consequent.ly, had re-
course to.inflation in order to pay the
miine workers’ wages. The doljar scarcity
that ‘resulted from the inability to sell

the tin to the U, S. threatened -the pro-
vigioning of the country with food and
aother necessities.

In this situation the government adopt-
ed “heroic means”: it devalued the cur-
rency from 68-100 to the dollar to 225,
ete, With this, the price of bread, meat,
sugar- and other foods rose more than
100 per cent. The wage ralses which were
decreed were absolutely inadequate to
make up for the devaluation of the cur-
rency; the inflation took place at the-ex-
pense of the workers and middle class.

This new ecomomic policy of the Na-
tionalist government was pro-capitalist
and represented 2 turn to the right and

.the end of the pericd of romantic ‘“reve-

lutionary” phraseology.

COB TRANSFORMED

Of course, in addition, a good part of
the economic difficulties stem from typi-
cal South. American .corruption: advan-
tages for fhe personal affairs of govein-

ment and MNE party teaders, ete. In the
midst of the general crisis and chaos,
new fortunes and newly Tich men -are
arising,

But in spite of this situation the Na-
tionalist regime has not lost -the sapport
of the majority of the workers and peas-
ants. Among the workers the decisive
sector is that held.by the workers’ un-
iens, which are controlled by the Nation-
alist machine. First place here is held by
the workers’ bureaurcracy led by Leehin.

The Centraof Obrera Boliviana, the trode-
union federaton, has been transformed
frem a revolutionory organ into a bureau-
cratic commiftee. It controls the working-
class movement, subordinotes it to govera.
ment policy and blocks any strike or inde.
pendent political action on the part of the
workerY. The labor bureaucracy have good
positions in the mine administration of the
ministrles, and so they cre very zealously
i favor of maintainice the Nationalist
regime: in this way they maintain thelr
awn privileges, Thus there has beem cre-
afed a very strong political and secial
machine which stands over the working-
¢lass and peasont movement and subordi-
nates it to the government.

A big role in this process was played
by the “leftist” parties, not only the Stal-

inists, but alse the POR [ﬂ:u 'I‘mtsh‘m

party} which is very ' "
] “:.m h Ieid R L
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llmy. of (Iucago. Tlle 5 tudents Rally A yamst the Jenner In vasion

By SCOTT AARON

CHICAGO, June 28—Witchhunting investiga-
tions are commonly given such wide cowerage
in the nation’s press that when one is virtually
ignored it attracts our attention. One such oc-
" currence took place last -month when Senator
Jenner “probed” the University of Chicago.

The phenomenon most charitably described as an
Hinvestigating committee” is nothing new at the U. of
C. As early as 1939 the campus was singled out as a
prime tavrget for the publicity-conscious little men of
varying state and federal bodies.

The first attack resulted from charges by Charles R.
Walgreen, the chain-drugstore magnate, who withdrew
his nieee from U. of C. for fear that she was being
subjected to “communist influences.”” The minor fact
that the subsequent investigation erased his objections
to the extent that he donated $550,000 to the university
did not stop State Senator Broyies from having his day
ten years later.

Broyles found no subversion but he did fm.d 2 mili-
tantly united caiapus that blew his innuendos and aceu-
sations into such tiny pieees that it hag taken him
pver three years to colleet the parts.

Soree men are capable of profiting from the experi-
ence of others; Senstor Jenner is not.

The Jocal press announcement that Jeaner's Senote sub-
committee was coming to the U. of C. was received with
mixed reactions on fthe campus—ond for geod reason.
The university threatened by Jenmer was not that which
hod repelled Broyles four years age. Ex-Chancelier Robert
Maynord Hutching, who led the anti-Broyles struggle, has
since been succeeded by L. A. Ximplon, a man far more
sabject te conservative pressures. The faculty has moved
aoticeably $o the right. The lndependent Studsnis Leugue,
+he studenf poiitical party which in previons years was
on octively liberal foree, now plays the role of sabatag-
ing any attempt by the Shdeaf Governmenf fo nobIH:e
direct student ection.

"That these conditions are a reflection of the wide-
gpread intimidation prevalent today in liberal and intel-
lectual circles did not alter the fact that the committee
was coming and had to be faced. In spite of all handi-
caps ‘they were faced. | .

Sfudenfs Turn OuiL

Jenner afinounced that he would call 26 present and
former members of the IJ. of C.. faculty., University
gources—and the public press—were informed that
those subpenaed would ngt be simply front-group mem-
bers but instead would be only those strongly suspected
of being actual “communists.”

The university adminisiration countered with the
announcement that free legal counsel would be provided
for any witnesa who so desired, and assurance was
given that the use of the Fifth Amendment would not
be considered grounds for dismissal in and of itself.

Both the administration and the Independent Stu-
dents League argued against mobilizing students to at-
tend the hearings, on the grounds that any sort of
gdemonstration {or even the presence of a large number
of students) would be harmful in that it would “call
attention to the hearings” and in some unstated way
“antagonize the eommunity.” Ignoring the predictions

the Student Representative Party (SRP), did force
through a cail for student attendance at the hearings.

Considering the lost-minute nature of the call the re-
sults were reasonably successful. On the morning of June
8, the firs? day of the hearings, approximately 75 studenis
{mainly SRP members or independents) gathered in the
V. 5. Courthouse to wait for the opes hearings.

The pattern of the hearings, as announced by Jenner,
was the one described by Whittaker Chambers in his
most recent literary excrescence {published in Life
under the title *Is Academic Freedom in Danger?’):

“The eommittees . . . follow a simple procedure. They
first subpena & mtn%s in executive (secret) session
and ask questions based om their researches. If a wit-
pess refuses to answer questions on the ground that his
angwers may incriminate him, he is given a public hear-
ing where he can make his position a matter of public
record. Witnesses who deny all allegations in executive
session are seldom, if ever, taken into public hearings.
Their appearance in executive session receives no pub-
licity whatever.”

Though the committee had scheduled its open hear-
ings for the morming, the secretl sessions dragged on
inte the afternoon. If part of the reason for the delay
was the committee’s hope that the waiting students
would either leave or start some sort of disturbance
they were disappointed.- Throughout the three-hour
wait the students were completely orderly.

Gum-Shoers Shooed

The press was present in full force with a score or 5o
of ordinary rveporters and photographers, plus several
television and newsreel cemeras. Studends were inter.
viewed ond gave reasened, intelligent statoments—some
of which actoally appeared in the local press in their
nriginal form. Several members of the administration

wara present ond of least one falrly-high-placed Indi-

"“rmﬂ seficiably
[T P R T e

ard the shedeat lodders pmui.

antagonistic. and errogami in his’

Also in evidence was a group of brutal-looking types
from the. Chicago Police Department’s notorious “labor
detail” (i.e., red squad). The extent of their authority
in a federal courthouse is guestionable but they lounged
around looking threatening.

The woy the students reacted to the pressure of their
presence was excellent. An example of their mititont
aftitude occurred when o person identified as o red-
squad photographer bedan taking shots of their faces.
He was standing behind a post dolng his work very
quietiy when spotted. When o student photographer from
the U. of C. Marcon approached to take his picture he
pocketed his litHe comera and retreated.

The student photographer then experimented with the
idea of photographing the red-squad goons and found
that they seemed very unhappy about allowing them-
selves to fall into camera range. .

Meanwhile rumors {(many later proved to have solid
foundation) were cirewlating as to the identity of the
witnesses being interrogated behind the locked doors
of the “executive’” hearing rooms. Precise information
was unavailable due to the administration’s coopera-
tion with Jemnér’'s policy of keeping the names secret.
It was known that ten witnesses had been called for the
day’s hearings,

The first positive extenswn of this.knowledge came
whan three professors emerged from the committee
room and made public stateraents to the press. These
three were Ernest W. Burgess, professor emeritus of
sociology; Anton J. Carlson, world-famed professor
emeritus of physiology; and Kermit Eby, professor of
social sciences and former educational director of the
CIO.

Each of these mean hed, ofter denying Communist Party
membership, ettacked the committee vigorously asd de-
manded public. open hearings, They were refused pablic -
hearings and were rapidly dismiyied by the commitiee.
Al three Isswed scathing denuncliotions of the inquiry ond
‘declared thot committee pcnmol refused to tell them
wﬁy they had been colled.

Bold Challenge

Professer, Burgesd told the press that he dsked an’
open-hearing “in-order to do what T cdn to counteract .

the rising tide of public hysteria in the United States.”
(Jenner later publicly rebuked the three for “violating
the spirit of the hearings' by making public statements
after having been “cleared.”)

A committee spokesman then announced that the open
hearings would begin with four witnesses out of the
total of ten being held over. The remaining three wit-
nesses, having “cooperated fully” (i.e., turned informa-
ors), were dismigsed without their names being made
public.

Fortunately the informers did become known to stu-
dent leaders and this information has since been ¢ircu-
iated throughout the campus commurity. If resulting
social pressures have had no effect on these cowards,
perhaps the contrast with their colleagues’ behavior
gave them cause for a few sleepless nights.

The committee began its open hearing in a courtreom
packed with a student and community audience, the
majority of whom_were openly opposed to the investi-
gation. The four called were Hyman G. Landau, re-
search associate in mathematical biology; Ira Kipnis,
law student and former part-iime instructor in social

4 ey i : 1 i truck driver for the
of these Cassandras, the rival S policl group, § SIS Symoel Fiedman, 8 ik Srver (o e

and Donaid Horton, assistant professor of sociology.

The first three refused 4o answer Questions concerning
their political bstiefs and associetions, grounding their
refusals wsually on the Fifth_Amendmen?. All ¥hree were
effective In discrediting the commitiee and its intentions.

Landau did answer one political question. When asked
if he had ever “given classified information to non-
authorized persons” he heatedly answered “Nol!”, and
added “I resent your inference.”

Klpms challenged the very legality of such a com-
gressional investigation, on the grounds that the Con-
stitution prohibits legislation abridging freedom of
speech, assembly and”petition, and “since Congress can-
not legislate these matters, it cannot investigate them.”

The audience langhed out loud when the committee
asked Friedman to outline his duties as a truck driver
and he proceeded to do so—in detail. The very calling -
of Friedman belied the alleged purpeses of the investl-
gation, Aecording to Jemner himself, “We have asserted
time and time agzin that our inquiry is directed only
toward educators’ {our emphasis) participation in the
Communist Party organization.”

Calculated Risk

Horton, the other witness, dealt the committee its
hardest rebuff of the day. He admitted past membership
in the CP, told when and where he had been a member,
and when and why he resigned from the party. His an-
swer to the next gquestion revealed why he had-been
held for the public hearings. He was asked to name his
fellow unit members from the days when he had been
in the CP. -

He answered that he would nof answer this question on
three qreunds: first, because to answer might incriminate
“him {Le.-Fifth Amendment); second, it was “deeply .re-
pungnant to me to act as an informer,” and third, “be-

cause’] challenge fhe authority of this eommim- fo con.

dul- fhls Ingolry."

R o

The committee Mformed him that this use of the
Fifth Amendment was not valid (presumably because.
he had already answered all questions about- himself}
and instructed him to answer the question. Ik iz quite’
certain that Horton was aware that he was risking.
{if not emsuring) a contempt citation if he again re-
fused to answer. In the secret hearings he had sub-

mitted the same testimony and had been told that he
would be held for the public hearings and asked -the :
- same questions, If he again refused to turn stoolpigeon: -

he was informed, according to our information, that
he would definitely be cited. He again refused.

Two weeks (June 28) LABOR ACTION repmz,te'd ‘&
statement by Dr. Albert Einstein which read, in part,
“Every intetlectual who is called before one of the com-

mittees ought to refuse to testify, i.e., he must be pre- °

« pared for jail and economic ruin, in short, for the sacv ;. .

rifice of his personal welfare in the interest of the
cultural-welfare of his country.” Professor Horton hag
proved by his courage that he is so prepared.

Non-Teachers Gn‘"ed‘

The attorneys for the witnesses (reporiedly chosen by '

them but paid by the university administration} were
Alber? E. Jeaner Jr. (no relatien to the senator), o pasf

president of the 1llineis Siate Bar Assoclation, and khtg %

Elson. Throughout the beorings——one must constomty res

sist the impulse to say “h'iols"—they conducted them- .

selvas admirobly.

At one point in the question of Landau, Senator
Jenner asked whether Landau “henestly considers that

it is- an honest answer %o say that an answer might -

incriminate you.” The attorneys demanded the floor

and informed the seriator that the very asking of that

guestion was a violation of the Constitution.

The second (and final) day of the hearings was an

eche of the first. Again the courtroom was friendly to

the witnesses, and again Senator Jemner was given -
cause for wnhappiness.-Eight were called altogether, -
and of these two were released “because of full eo- ©
- operation”-—in this case the mformers names nemam '

unknown. Co

Of the six chegen for ctudifixion only four had ever.
had any connection with the 1. of C. These were Mrs,
"Mary R. Siporin, recently resigned from. the nniversity
. radio office {where she was teportedly a secretaryd
" Sidney J. Socolar, science instructor; Irvin Isenberg,
a research associate for the Commitice on Mathe.
matical Biclogy (not a feaching pesition}, and Benjar
min Solomon, 'a research associate in the Industrial
Relations Center (not a teaching or faculty pesition).

The two non-U. of . witnesses were Horace B.
Davis, associate professor of economics at the Univer-
sity of Kansas City, and Ralph Spitzer, associate pro-
fessor of physical chemistry at the same university.
"The latter two were called to Chieago presumabdly-to
save the government the expense of transporting them
all the way to Washington.

All six witnesses claimed the Fifth Amendment in
refusing to answer certain guestions. They refused to
allow themselves to be televised (as had the witnesses
on the preceding day) and many of them attacked the
committee intelligently and strongly.

Sccolar, for example, when asked if he had attended
a meeting of the Civil nghts Congress, told the com-
mittee, “It seems to me that in asking this you have no~
more right than you would to come with me into &
polliing place to see how I vole.”

Rallies Held on Campus -

-When the final withess was heard, Jenner folded his
circus tent and started back to Washington. When
.asked. a Chicago newsman whether he thought the
inquiry had revealed “communist ties” at the U, of €.
he-reéplied, “F go by the record.” In answer to the goes-
tion, “Will' contempt citations be voted agginst-any
witness?” Jemner said, “That’s a matter for the full
eommittee .to ondertake.” N

Unfortunately Jenner was not reminded that he had
premised to produce 286 “communist tedchers™ at the
Inl-verslfy and had foiled to deliver. I he lobh.,lﬂ his

"record,” even he will see that ke caMed only T4 wit-
mosses from the university, and of these at least four
have at no time held teaching posts. Mo evidence-was:
"intreduced to indicote that any of the witnesses Is ‘con-
nected In any woy with the CP ot this date, .

Jenner may have been done with the eampus; but the
campus was not done with him. On the evening of the
second day of hearings Davis and Spitzer addressed a
meeting of the Student Government and did a thorough
Job of dlscredltlng Jenner and his brother witch-
hunters.,

The next mght a mass meet.lng was called at the.

university and, although the campus was almost de- .~

serted because of the summer vacation period, over 300
people attended. The meeting was addressed by Bur-
gess, Carlson, Friedman, Kipnis, Socolar, and Horton,
and was a resounding success in spite of -attempts by
the administration to sabotage it by exerting presaurs
on some of the scheduled speakers to refuse to atbend
To the best of our knowledge the administration’
taken no action to date against any of tYose mvoh"red

in the heanngs The continued “benevolence” of the

_administration is perhaps best assured by its knowiedp

‘that the willingness to fight for eivil Ilh-urtm is I:I-ﬂ't"lI- 4
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ly HAL DRAPER

~ " The Great Relaxation in Russia, which fol-

;.— I‘-;:._w:ed hard on the death of Stalin, is an event

~ of mdjor importance from the point of view

of: its effect on gl international politics, but it
~also challenges.interpretation as a major event

~from another angle: What does it indicate

_dbout the internal dynamies of the Stalinist system?—
iis laws of -zuotion, if a more grandiose term is desired.
"It bas indubitably pointed to conflicts inside the
Fissian bureaucratic ruling class; but this idea has
| Iiden interpreted in an extremely — and peculiarly
““American”—narrew sense by commentators, analysts
" #fd assorted “Russian experts.” That is, the idea of
| Borifticts inside the wruling class iz too often equated
$#ith the idea of conflicts ingide the Kremlin, that is,
#mong the top dictators of the ruling class. But these
t%o are plainly not the same thing.

"_A discussion of a battie for power among the Malen-

. kovs, Berias, Molotovs, Khrushchevs and other top-
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Jovel masters, whether or not accompanied b§ schemas
off bureaucratic factional alliances, is suyely a possible
contribution to the general question; and it would ke
4 very good thing. if any of our experts could manage

% work out 2 hypothetical construction on this in-

= 'i;rrgumg problem whick would hold water for more than

& couple of weelts, But more often than not, the focus

" of, attention is not resily on the top-level struggle as

part of a confliet within a ruling eluss, but on this
atpuggle as one merely between individual dspirants
dor personal power, in a context which is not differenti-
ated too sharply from similar power contests in the
kind of bureaveratic political machines with which we
sire familiar vnder capitalism.

On this approach we had a2 number of things to say
in. the very first article in LaBOR ACTION after the
glaath of Stalin (March 16); it would be useful to re-
peat it here, in tato, though we shall not.

" Here we wish to put the spotlight on the Ini-ernul
dynamics of the CLASS of which the Kremiin dictators
dre the feaders. The intermal conflict fo be discusted
here 1s not within the Kremlin but typically between the
emiia group and the ranks of thot class.
L J"ust. as this js not set in opposition to any analysis
of - personal battles for power within the Kremlin,
which no doubt exist, 30 it is also not set in opposition

gte- and antagonisms between the bureaucralic cluss
the mass of exploited workers and peasants,

' % the other exiremely important question of the con-

Crisis of the System

There are, then, three levels of conflict that demand
jngide the Kremlin top circles of the ruling
clags; inside the ruling class as a whole; and between
the ruling bureaucracy and the masses of people. We
afe concerned here with the second.

Merely 1o define this second area of interest is, al-
most antomatically, to raise zll the basgie problems of
thé laws of motion of Stalinist bureaucratic coliectiv-
~ism as a social system. It can hardly be discussed with-
out doing so; this is the very first way in which it
differs from the more usual speculation over the first
and third areas of conflict.

f? raises the problem of loaking at the post-Stalin
&risis a5 o crigls of the socisl system, und not merely as
& erisls of personal power or as o monlfestation of the

€luss stroggle.

~We shzll begin by briefly poiating to the contradic-
~$ion which lies at the basis of the ghronic erisis of this
. social system, We shall arogue that this crisis, while
i was not created by Stalin's death, was rendered
. deste and opened up wide as a result of Stalin’s death.
We shall point out that, especiaily in the year that
Preceded Stalin’s death, the regime had embarked on
a high-voltage campaign directed toward solving this
crisis with certain methods and in a certain direction,
-after there had been long debates, disputes and eross-
pulls. This was the theme and focus of the 19th Party
Congress last October, the congress at which Mglenkov
:-itepped forward as the heir-apparent of the boss, It
was the ceniral theme of much of the discussion mate-
rial in the Russian press which preceded the 19th con-
gress; it was the point hammered away at in the press
after the congress,
+The regime was in full swing along the lines of this
campaign to solve its besetting chronic crisis; when
No. 1 died—and all the cards in the deck flew up in
the alr

v ®

3 Fundamental Starting Point

. The ehronic erisis of the Stolinist soclal system of
Immucm'}l’c coliectivism is, fundomentally, due to its
basic inherent contradiction: the contradiction boetween_
fotutitarionicm and econemic plcnmng

This. idea has lately been given special attention in
the columns of LABOR Action. It is also our starting
point here; This much is necessary as a reminder:

€1y Thiz Stelinist society, in our view, is a new
iype of exploitive social system, which has nothing in
<corimon ‘with socialism and which is antagomsnc to
the old system of capitalism. Its basis is a completely

ified economy. The state owns. all the means of pro-
duotion, but who “owns” the state? Not the people, as
In a socialist democracy. This state-which-owns-every-

i thing is itself “owned” and controlled by a totalitarian

J:Eaucra'cy, the new ruling class.
.This. society. is organizad as a bureaucratic pyramid,
- apkerating from the top down; it is a society in which

_Jﬁutotahtanan purge system melemented by the GPU .

V4 L
The aecompanying article is substanticlly based on

- @ lecture given at various meetings in the month of

May. T had hoped to get the time to develop the theme
further and withk more detailed references to the dis-
cussions that surrounded the 19th party congress of
the Russign Communist Party; but since thiz has
proved - impossible so far, it iz perhaps well to set it
down in itz present form, which i3 that of a swggestive
hypothesis on the very complex guestion it raises, Un-
ke a number of “Russian experts”, who have been
giving us the final low-down on the Kremlin erisis, I

~am not of the opinfon that it is The Explanation, but

I shink it suggests an appyoach to the social rovis of
the Russian crisis which merits wurther investigation.
—H. D,

7

jg not a conjunctural method but an inherent charac-
teristic of the system.

In this society where the state (the political insti-
tution of society) iz the direct masier of the economie
institutions of the society, pelitics and economics ore
fused, The totalitarian system which is the political
regime is also the economic regime. Totalitarianism
characterizes nof only the relations between the ruling
class and the oppressed classes; it also characterizes
the relationships inside the ruling class, among the
hierarchical layers of its composition from top to
bottom, .

(2) Under capitalism, that which regulates and or-
ders the economic system is the capitalist market and
its laws, not conscious planning. In the unplanned and
basically anarchic system of capitalism, it is this
“blind” behind-the-scenes rvegulator - of the economy
which acts as its impersonal “planner,” which is sup-
posed to overcome disproportions in the economy, which
governs the relationships inside the capitalist ¢lass also.

The capitalist market as the regwlator ond governar
of fhe economy does not exist under the Stalinish system.
There is. something. else which performs this fuiction as
the reqgulator of the sysiem. In any complefely statified
sysl‘em there is only one thing which can do so. That
is consclous plaaning.

The Stalinist society must be planned, or else it muost
be chaos. But like everything else under its totalitarian
structure, theé ecoromic planning of the system is de-
vised from above, bureaucratically; it is bureauecrati-
cally imposed from above; it is bureaucraticaily en-
forced from above; it is bureaveratically checked from

. above; it is bureaucratically modiﬁed and adapted from

above.

But no bureaucratic commission can itself really plan
the labyrinth of economie and social proeesses which
#o0 on in the modern complex industrial society. The
framework of a plan must be constantly checked from
below, corrected from below. For its live adaptation, it
must depend on imitiative and responsibility from be-
low. It must be self-correcting through the give-and-

take of democratic planning between the upper and

lower echelons on every level,
This is exactly what Is impossible under Stalinist
planning.

The 'Planned Muddle’

It is this which gives rise to the “planned muddle”
of Stalinist economy, and to the unhending, continual
series of fantastic snarls, snafus, breakdowns, botches
and disproportions which characterize it. What must
be realized about the Stalinist economy is the scale on
which this takes place. Our feaders lately got an idea
of this from the excelient article by Robert Loukota
on the Stalinist economy in Czechoslovakia; for a de-
seriptive presentation of the situation we receutly Teg-
ommended the book by Zavalani, How Stronyg is Russia?
Kravehenko's I Chose Freedom had a good seciion, de-
seribing his experiences as a factory manager. For a
concentrated summary of this chronic crisis from the
point of view of the factory manager (i.e., the lower
echelons of the bureaucracy), we have recommended
an article in the February 1953 issue of Fortune
magazing,

The factory manager must meet his monthly produc-
tion quota—but how, if he does not have the manpower
that has been “planned” on paper, if he does not have
the raw materials that have been “planned” for his
receipt, or if they are unusable on receipt? ete. The
regime, cracking the whip on top, -demands perform-
ance. Mistakes are sabotage. Failure is distoyalty. Fear
and suspicion are the rule. Every decision to be made
is a trap, aspecially if it involves judgment or initia-
tive. What is the reality behind the fact, which the

Russian press’s [aments show to be the rule, that fac—_

tory quotas are most often met by *storming tactics”

in the last week or so of the month? If the quota is a
million screws, they have to be produced, even if eventu-
ally they will not fit the machine for which they are in-
tended—but that is another plant’s lookout. Hence the
constant drive from above for “guality” in production.
We have not even seratehed the surface with these
hints.

Escape-Yalve

In-fact, the question that inavitably orises in the mind
of anyone who gets a full view of this picture especially
from the Russian sources is; How does this economy
manage to work at ali?

It is true that Russia’s preduction is dependent to a
large extent on. enormous expenditures of human labor
power and resources, including masses of slave labor,
and on the most inilense rate of labor exploxt,atlon in
the world. It is, also true.that, with the victory in the
wayr, Russia’s looting and robbing of the satellites.un-

doubtediy gave its economy a substantial lift. But these
are auxiliary in the sense that they help fo account for
the high level of productiom but neot for the way in
which the prodoctive - system meanages to muddle

through at all.
work?

For this, one has to look down into the hierarchy of
the ruling bureaucracy, to those strata of it which are

What makes the “pland®d muddle”

in direct contact with the problem, typified by the fac-

tory managers.

To keep production going, these lower echelons of -

the bureaucracy have to constontly seek o ESCAPE
from the straitjocket of the bureauwcratic Plam.

From this arises the notorious system of blaf, the

Russian term which sums uwp all the wavs to which

the factory managers have recourse in order to get

their production quotas out in spite of everything.
Labor is piratically snagged from other plants—in this
economy which has 1o be planned. Inficence with the

local party seeretary can get g shipment of raw mate- -

rizls sidetracked from another factory—in this econ-
omy which has to be planned. Winter clothes will he
prodieced for summer wear, if that is possible when the

proper materials cannot be gotten—and Pravda then -

writes ineredible articles about the spectacle showing
in Moseow szhop windows., “Pushers” are employed by
the factory managers to do what the “plan”

together, but on an anarchic individual basis. Again,

the full picture can hardly be gathered from these -

examples, but they are illustrative.

No Escape on Top

This escape from the Plan, gefting around the Planm,
is an individual escape for the lower-echelon bureaucrat.
But from the point of view of the system as a whole,
it obviously and inevitably only smarls things wp further.

The factory manager does not engage in these prac-
tices because he is antagonistic to planning; he does
it because he has to, to save his own neck. The top
buresucrat, denouncing ‘“indiscipline in the Plan” as
the greatest evil, knows full well that it goes on and
must go on but he hopes it can be kept under control,
“wheress on the contrary it must snowball.

On the level of the economy as a whole, this mode of
escape for the factory manager appears in the eyes of
the top bureaueracy as a prime danger, a consuming
ereeping evil, whick bears within itself the menace of
mounting disproportions in the economy,
breakdown of the only thing which regulates and gov-
erns the economy, theJPlan.

Within this mode of predection peolar tendencies ore
set up: the tendency of the lower echelons of the bureas-
cracy to make their individual “‘plans'' conform with
reality, af the expense of the social Plan as a whole;
and the need of the top bureaucracy o whip the lower
echelons into line with the Plan.

Hence the problem of confrols within the ruling bu-
reacracy, leaving quite outside of our purview the whole
guestion of the controls over the masses who lie out-
gide all sections of the ruling class.

What is set up is a tug-of-war between the tops and
the lower echelons inside the bureaucracy, a tug-of-war
in which one side pulls to evade the controls from above,
and the other side puills back to. keep the administra-
tive bureaucracy on the ground of the Plan.

What are the solutions for the top bureaueracy?
There has been more than one pushed at different times.
Let us take a quick look at three, and then at the one
around which the 19th Party Congress focussed.

(1) The problem is evasion of controls dewn below?
Then, more cuntrols for them?! That is, more bureau-
cratic conffois from on top.—But it is as plain as day
that this only intensifies the basic evil of bureau-
cratized planning—gasoline on the fire,

(2) Splitting up of bureaucratic econtrols, as for ex-

ample in the new Czech szystem deseribed by Robert

Loukota, where, to counter one evil, factory manage- ..

ment was in effect split between the manager and the
chi;i accountant, to avoid rigging by either. It camnmot
work.

{3) Long before now, the Stalinist regime understood
that the remedy must be sought in some form of control
from below, as stands to reason. Only—it is just this
which is impossible for them. Thus, it has long been
the practice for the regime to eall on all good and loval
workers to report all cases of “plan indiscipline,” cor-
ruption, botches, mistakes that have been covered over,
ete. in letters te the press and authorities—economic
stoolplgeonry We need not examine how this in prac-
tice’ functions in guite another manner—as a mech-
anism for purging selected vietims, for example—but
;ot as any real lwe check from helow on behalf of the

iam.

Malenkov Complains

The solution to this crisis which was raised to a
campaign at the 19tk Party Congress was another vari-
ant: not more bureaucratic controls from the top (at
least in form) ; not more calis for check from below by
workers; but, so to speak, check from the side: the
supervision and check over the economic organizations
by the paraliel party organizations in the area or field.
Bring the party units to bear on the lower echelons of
the bureaucracyl—this was the battleery of the 19th
congress, not entirely new in itself of course, but
raised to a new desperate pitch.

The most important thing apout the 19th cengress
theme was not the particular form it took, os described
ahove; the important $hing wos the fact that the con-

gress sought fo bring the whole strength of the party fo.

bear to crack the whip over the lower remks of 'Fh-
bureaucracy, fo_pull it into Jive in Hhe ht-ﬂm_.,

is sup- °
posed to do, namely, bring the faectors of production -

complete
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For the chronic crisis of the .economic regime had
‘been steadily mounting since the end of the world war.
It is true that the situation Is a continuing one, in-
herent in the system at all times. But during the war
there had been a change in the relationship of forces

iin the tug-of-war. The eyes, strength, attention and
" resources of the regime were strained to fight an ex-

ternal foe in a desperate fight for life. It is possible

-to show that, with respect to the question of intre-

bareaucratic control that we have been discussing, there

-had to be and was a substantial loosening up. With the

end of the war, the regime started to try to swing the
helm hack the other way.

The report by Malenkov to the 19th Party Congress,
in its sections which obviously deal with this problem,
is general, gingerly worded, carefully vague in its for-

,mulation, but not too Aesopian to be understood. He

leaves abselutely no dowubt that he is discussing how to
counter a trend that raigsed its head fearsomely in the
post-war period. Thus, for example (our emphasis}):
“Strengthening of the party bodies, improving their
activity and intengifying the work of the party organi-
zatjions acquired a special gignificance in the posi-war
period.. . . . The fact of the matter is that wartime
conditions hadgnecessitated ceriain specific methods of

.party leadership and had given rise te serious short-
-comings in the work of the party bodies and party

organizations. . . . There was a certain danger of the
party bodies losing contact with the masses, and that

. they would turn inte something in the nature of
administrative-management offices incapable of counter-
ing the sundry local, narrow-departmental and other
anti-state tendencies, and failing to notice outright dis-
tortions of the pariy’s pdélicy in economic upbuilding
and violations of state interests.”

“The fact of the mmtter is,” he says that since the
-conclusion of the war, “Facts show that the successes
have engendered in the ranks of the party sentiments
of complacency, ostentation, end philisiine smugness,
a degire to vest on one’s luwrels and live on post services.
No small number of functivnuries hove appeared who
belicve that ‘everything is easy, ‘e walkover, that ‘all
i3 well’ and that there is no need to indulge in so up-
pleasant & task as disclosing shorteomings and mis-
takes in the work, or combating negative and uahealthy
practices in our organizations.”

He denounces the bureaucrats “who place their per-
sonel tranguillity” ahove the state’s injunctions. He
denounces others who iry to turn their enterprises “into
their own private domains” where they can do whatever
they wish.

It i3 the top bureauecracy railymg its forces in the
tug-of-war with the ranks of the funcfionaries.

-‘What The Bureaucracy Wants

1t is the lotter poor devils whe cre in the middle of the
“planned muddle,” They see themselves hemmed in on all
sides, In the exercise of thelr job, by the straltjacket
controls imposed by a regime which sees sabotoge and
distoyalty afi about it,

They feel themselves buffeted between reality and the
Plan, tied down by the impossible controls from the top
by the top. They bhave no ‘“freedom” to do their job.
It is not political freedom that is involved for them;
they accept the lack of it, and understand as well as the
tops what peliticel freedom would mean for their sys-
tem.

But to the economic controllers on top, they cry,
“feave us alone and we'll get a job done. . . . Don't
press us so hard! . . . Stop pushing, you only get in
the way!” To the tops, this appears, and witk some
justice, as a “local, narrow departmental” viewpoint,
a “desire to rest,” “smugness,” false cries that “all is
well” and we don’t need any more controls, a Dase yearn-
ing for “personal tranquility. ’y This is what Malenkov
is virtually quoting.

And indeed they have a “desire to rest.,” We are
vsed 1o thinking quite truly in terms of the hard lot of
the Russian working class, but the fact is that there
is not a rulmg class in the world “which is as bard-
driven as that in this Stalinist bureaneratic-cotlectivist
society. They have arrived at posts of relative privilege
ahd standing? Yes, and they have to maintain it at a

- eost which, in its own way, is a driving strain greater

even than that of the workers in their factories.

They have risen in the world., these new bureaucrafs,
ond they hove an understondable desire to enfoy some
frutts of their success, If they assure the regime thof
“everything Is eosy,” as Malenkov nofes, they mean “"We
waont to take H eosy,’” that Is, easier, They want to re-
fox, to enfoy life, in this reglme which exists by straining,
girding, whipping, driving gnd pushing to their uimost

- not only the muasses bub, os the intermediary transmis-

sion belt #o the masses, its own raasks of burecucrafs
and funcliomaries.

The controls and whips against which they tug are
the controls of the Plan #nd of the machinery geared
from the top to enforce “discipline of the plan.” And
the tops know that this relaxation which the ranks of
the class yearn for means economic anarchy, literally.

The 19th Party Congress, and as usual even more
specifically the press “discussion” which preceded it,
wag the getting for the regime’s post-war effort to rally
against these digintegrative tendencies. This first party
congress since the end of the war was not convened
until the regime was ready to marshal its sirength in
this contest.

.

‘T'he New Generation

There .is-another -angle from which to approach this
Aupme situniion, taking: oﬁ from 2 phenomenon w}nch has
- boen much remurked, :

| SINRE I

‘Relaxation’ Crisis in the

This bureaucracy of which we speak, in its many-
millioned ranks, is a new generation of bureaucrats, It
is one that has been shaped under Stalinism, and has
developed to conscious participation only under this
system.

Stalin and the Stalinist counter-revelution came to
power against the Bolsheviks with a different genera-
tion, different cadres. They were going to “build social-
ism! in their own way—in one country—on a national-
istic hasis, by force and terror; but what we wish to
stress is that they were going to build socialism.

This generation, in its own way, counter-revolutions
ary as it was, had a_cerpain “idealism.” This Stalinism
was transitional: it did not consider itself an end in
itself and it could not remain where it was. For it, the
Stalinist society which it was building was not the end
‘of a road but a means. They saw this “socialism® of
theirs in deadly conflict with the capitalist world, only
one of which could survive, precisely because they
thought of it as “socialism.” They had an historical
view of themselves, a mission. For this mission the
whele society had to be girded and driven even as they
drove themselves; dedicated; ves, sacrificing; for the
alternative was ruin and defeat,

Such is not this generation of the bureaucracy.

Now we have the “Soviet men,” as they have been
vaguely distinguished. For them, this society is IT. It
ig not a road to “something else,” it is theirs and it
could be good, and above all it is what they know,

They c¢ould enjoy it like any other ruling class, if
just allowed to do so. They want to be a ruling class
like any other ruling class—not like any other capitalist
ruling class, to be sure, but like any other ruling class
which enjoys the fruits of its exploitation. They want a
state like any other state, in the same sense; and to
hell with this driving mission for the future, which has
approximately the same meaning for them as Thomas
Jefferson’s remarks abouf watering the tree of liberty
with blood every so often has for the average Ameri-
can.®

Rest, relax, let wp, stop pushing, fet us enjoy our
bureaucratic life—this is what the guns of the 19th con-
gress thundered away of. In this picture which we are
suggesting, -the confiict Inside the Russion ruling class is
a conflict between the men on lop and the hierarchy -of
functionaries below them. This is the tug-of-war which
we have been picturing.

Peace, in Two Senses

In this kind of eonflict are involved all the questions
of policy of the regime. But of all the problems of ‘policy.
which are raised, one of the most 1mmed1ate is that of
foreign policy, war and peace.-

We would suggest at this poeint that it is out of this
pull toward relaxation in the ranks of the bureauecracy

that there arises the “mass” basis, within the ruling

class, for a most powerful cry for an easing of the cold
war. They want an easement of the internal relations;
but an international easement is a prereguisite. They
want to regularize their status internally; but for this
they have to regularize foreign relations. They want o
relax internally; but for this a relaxation of the ex-
ternal strain is a necessity.

For the older Stalinist generation, “peaceful coexist-
ence” may be a matter of demagogy. For this new
bureauecratic mass, “peaceful coexistence” iz a yearning
that arigses out of their class relationships.

Perhaps, if some of our Russian experts who draw
up schemes of factional Hneups are right, Zhdanov had
wanted a militant anti-capitalist pelicy in world poli-
tics, These, however, say: “So what if capitalisro is
shaky and this is the time te push it, 2s you claim? Let
it shake, let it fall, as we are told is inevitable anyway,
hut that’s not our mission—away with missions! Let up
all around, so that you can let up on us/”

Transmission Belt

There is another angle of approach. We have been
concentrating on the intra-class relationships between
the lower bureaucracy and the tops of the party hier-
archy. But precisely because the former is “lower,” it
is in the middie between the party hierarchy and the

masses. It is they who have to drive the workers as .

they themselves are driven; but the whip is ne auto-
matic solution, contrary to the opinion of so many who
are awed by totalitarianism as much as they hate it,
as in a form of devil-worship.

In spite of the whip, a “cold” class struggle goes on,
in the elementary form of absenteeism, malingering, in-
difference to the job (“sabotage”), indifference to qual-
ity, low produktiveness, ete. The factory manager is
deviled by the fact that the workers have the least of
inducements to give their all for him. I{ is known that
these lower bureauvcrails even go so far as to offer
bribes and inducements to smatch .labor from other

*The discussion at this point doeg not necessarily
imply that this new-generation bureaucracy is homo-
geoneous. It should be taken as deseribing the dominant
trend in it. From one section of Stalin’s last work,
Eeonomic Problema of Socialism, a polemic against one
Yaroshenko, it has been argued that Stalin is attacking
an equalitarian tendency among the new generation.
Nothing above is intended to gairsay that. Starting
from the zame situztion, rising voung stars of the bu-
reauncracy can go off ip diametrically opposite diree-
tions: They read The Books and find in them the oppo-
site of Russian reality; they raise questions; they want
to call in, ag due, the promissory notes issued in the
past, by Stalin’s generation. But this takes us outside

the scope of intra-class bureaucratic relationships as-
stich, to which this article is limited.

Kremlin?

O )
plants when hard-pressed. In a different sense fro'rg
the working masses, the factory manager also wishes
that it were pogsible to offer them greater inducemenis
to produee at their peak-—more consumption goeds,
more ¢rumbs from the table, concessions. i
in this way, side by side with their funcfion as H)&
tyrannical whips and oppressors of the regime, and no¥
at all In contradiction with it, the jnevitable tendenty
must also arise, out of thelr own immediote inferests, for
the fower bureaucrats to ect os transmitting belts for
the needs of the people. "'If they got a crust more, Mv
would work harder, ond.some of our problems would -
ec;;e:l. If prices were lowered, they would bé less diﬁ-;
culd.” f
The pressure from below is transmitted a‘.hrougk(
these lower sections of the bureaucratic class. This
factor, contributed by the pressure of the class antapes
nisms, enters into the matrix of the relationships
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inside the ruling class, The lower bureaucracy wants -

concessions {o itself; but concessions to the Workers
becomes a part of its (mplicit “program” also,

The Role of Stalin's Death

We have repeatedly cilled this intra-class conflict® a
“tug-of-war.” The metaphor makes ciear why it
that the death of Staelin could and did intervene in
situation with explosive effect.

In & different kind of society, the death of one mau,
even the most powerful mar in the land,-would not»
have had as fundamental and far-reaching an impas
In the conflict we have tried to describe, its 1mpac1;
cannot be overestimated. .

" Pictura this tug-of-war: on one side of the rope, the
Kremlin gang around Stalin; on the other.side, the.
lower echelons of the bureaucracy {It does not matter
if this picture is oversimplified, 2s it certainly is; it

is the over-all pattern we want to stress.) For seven.

years since the end of the war, the former have been,
girding for a major effort on the rope, represented hy
the 19th congress. The big pull begins; the country.

resounds with its cries and slogans for months. The;

whole force of the party hierarchy is grouped arous

. the Mighty Right Hand, which has concentrated all the

power of the hierarchy in itseldf.

In thé midst of this ali-out pull, the strong arm ot

the boss falls.
We know the situation in general that followed: g
big weakening of power in the Kremlin, “disarray,” ‘3&»

VACUUMm. b

in our tug-of-wor, the rope con go eonly one way, !

in peoliticol terms, the regime is pulled foward e
“program’ whick arises cut of fhe class position of ilez
fower ranks of the new-.genmeration bureaucrocy.

These feel thelr oats, They can be more demanding,
more self-confident, if only temporarily, They must be
more tenderiy regarded by all contenders for the top
power. Facing them, and in no position for a crackdowhn,’
is the new directerate in the Kremlin, bereft of Stalin,
besieged by strains, uanconsolidated, shaky, perbaps
wanting to travel Stalin’s path but unable to do so
without detours at least.

Classic Pattern

We have been discussing up to now as if the
circles in the Kremlin were or are & homogeneous group
as against the rest of the bureaucraey, in the face éf
the class problem. But it would be unprecedented if,
this were entirely so, even before the death of Stalm,,
even granting that the tops have to be unitedly aware
of the danger from below, For there are different ways
of meeting a danger concessions, the club, or any com—
bination thereof, in any admixture of a *“hard” o
“soft” line. i

Even more true is this of the new directorate withouf
Stalin.

A classic pattern asseris itself. Cracks have ap-
peared on top, the tops are visibly weskened, Dangerous-
forces down below are encouraged, stimulated to widen
the crack. There is always the threat that through the
cracks, the striggle from below will pour through. How
shall it be met?

The classic difemma of hard-or-soft confronted the ne\v '
moasters oo, We connct crack down, not yef, but hew -

much thall we give way? If we glve too much, that may
be very effective in appeasing the animais-—or will if:
just encourage them to grab for our arm foo? How for;
cah we go in relaxation, and get away with it? How fer.

-can we go in relaxotien on this and that, while sﬂﬁ_
- = unmistakahly warning, "So far ond no furtheri®™ R

Ar},yorle who wishes may proceed to fie up the names
of given Presidium bosses with the “hards” or “stftg™
That iz a different game, and very popular. What ls
more important is that & strong social pull from belaw_
will tend to find its “representatives” on top, odven §¥°
only in the form of & “seft” opponent rather than - a

“hard” one. In the last analysis, even personal-powe?'
batiles in the Kremlin cannot be divorced from t.he so-”
cial issues that arise from below.

But there is one big difference between a conﬁxct i

the' Kremlin which is simply a personal-power battle,’
and a conflict which is rooted in the chronic crigis &f
the system. The former can find a solutwm the‘ lattu--
cannot, 3
In the former case the Kussian crisis’ean be reso]vm:l‘
if Malenkov crunches his boot over Beria, or weez-vem,
or the same with any suitable change of names réquired”
by a given spex,ulatlon The Kremlin erisis is then overs
But for the erisis which we-have described, %hereﬁ
no final solution. It wili go on, in & hundred :Eormr-'
until the regime is -overthrown.
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{Continued from poge 1}

Partisan Committee with the hope of
“agreeing on a “good government candi-

. . date
. -JAVITS DIDN'T MAKE IT ¢
el State Chairman Adoif A. Berle Jr.

_“opeuned the meeting with a report on the
“negotiations and maneuvers to get a
““pon-partisan’ candidate who would
srise ahove all parties” and any “narrow
*  epecial interest” and bring crder inte the
. New York chaos. Despite some disagree-
‘ment, the leadership at first tended to-

ward Congressman Jacob Javits, Repub-
" hean-Liberal from upper Manhattan,

~ . who threw his hat into the mayoralty .

Ting some months ago.

Javits’ eagermess for the post was
‘viewed dimly by his feillow Republicans,
’in particular, Master Republican Thomas
¥. Dewey, governor of New York. Javits,
o while not exactly rearing like a lion in

. epposition to Dewey’s rent-increage and
° fare-increase program for New York, did

‘mumble a few disapproving words and

_thus ivcurred Republican displeasure.

'I‘he Liberals, whe have denounced the

Dewey package, demanded a forthright

_.answer from Javits.
= Ay ferle delicately put H to Javids:
; luppose there is a confiict of interest be-
““  ¥tween the Republicon Party and yourself

" ‘os the non-partisan candidate dedicoted
‘30 serve the best interest of the people,
‘what would you do? Would ‘your party
- Ynterests be primary to you?
To Javits’' credit, it must be said that
‘he made his position erystal clear: he is
a Republican first and would in no way
break with his party. Certainly he would
‘not denounce Dewey and commit political
suicide—from his Republican point of
‘view. He is not a Wayne Morse. (All of
which raises the interesting question why
‘' thia is upaceeptable in Javits as a mayor-
“alty candidate, but hag been acceptable in
7 “:Javits as a congressional candidate en-
dorsed by the Liberals.)

" PDECISION HAILED

‘Hatters President Alex Rose reported
that in the course of the discussions with
the Republican leaders, it was apparent
sithat they were decidedly cool toward

" Javits. Not one of their organization
leaders came out for his candidacy. The
Liberals kept pressing them for a defi-
nite commitment on whether they’d sup-
- port Javits, and not wuntil literally the
22rd hour did they whip up a list of 12
posslble candidates for fusion with Javits

reluctantly included. As he summarized

i ft, Javits was too liberal for the Repub-

licans, and too Repubilcan for the Lib-
erals. His call for Halley’s election
aroused a storm of applause at the con-

‘ference.

“Practical” politicians as they are, the
Liberal leaders could see little advantagze
jn a fusion with the Republicans anjess
‘7% they got very solid guarantees that the
LAl eandidate would not- be knifed by the

Republicans at voting time, as Newbold

2 Morris and other candidates were. Javits
could ebviously not get the united sup-

-port of the Republicans, and he was the

. -only one of the 12 suggested fusion pos-

. : sibilities: that the Liberals would even

talk about.

Moreover, the voting in the Liberal
clubs and the various polls was a Jondslide
-for Halley, ard the leadership felt the
heavy pressure from the ranks. A Javits'
nemination weuld have had $o be rammed
‘down ﬂ\e throcts of the membership.

EMBARRASSED?

i David Dubinsky, president of the
e Ladies Garment Workers Union, indicat-
- ed that he bad not apgreed with Berle and
- Rose and had been an early Halley sup-
- porter, but had gone along with their
_policy. He took up the prospect that
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. Javits might still run for mayor but de-*

- pied that it would embarrass the Liberal
.Part-y. The truth is, he asserted, that
~4ye're embarrassed everytime we endorse

. & Republican, The applause which greet-
~ed this statement ought to stop further

o
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embarrassments—but unfortunately that
cannot be.too confidently expected.

- The safari inte the Republican jungles
found no Livingstone. And so, reluctant-
ly, hesitantly, against their first hopes,
the leadership concluded that they would
have to “go it alone” with Halley. Berle
and Dubinsky attacked the Republicans
for throwing in'a final monkey wrench—
the proviso that coalition on the top
three offices would necessitate agreement
on the. lesser . offices, such ‘as borough
presidencies. Here they would suffer real
embarrassment—how could they not en-
dorse *'good” independent Demgpcrats?

A BIT OF ALICE

While the leadership was Iorced to the*
final conclusion of Halley, he was the
very first ¢hoice of the Liberal members,
with little debate or soul-searching. Af-
ter the reports, 2 parade ef the county
and union leaders of the party seconded
the nomination and reflected the prevail-
ing sentiment among the members.

Murray Baron, New York County chair-
man, drew loughter when he described the
Aljice-in-Wonderland situation in which the
Liberal leaders had found themielves.
There they were, urging the Republicans to
support net o Liberal for office but a Re-
publican—Javits. Mot to be outdene, the
Republicans couatered by wrging the Lib-
erals to support a Democrat—Hegan (who
Incidentolly has also been sndorsed by the
Liberals in the past and whose name has
bean proposed as a joint Democrat-Repub-
lican nominee}.

The speakers gave a colliective sigh of
relief st the choice of Halley. Some of
them pointed out the impossibility of sup-
porting a Republican at the same time
that the Liberals are denouncing the
gangsterism and corruption in city poh-
tics. Where the Republicans can get their

Bolivia
[Continued from poge 4)

In spite of the crisis, the Stalinists are
supportmg the government, “critically”
but in reality without conditions. They
are collaborating in all ministries and
political offices, especially in the ministry
of administration and the intelligence
service of the presidency.

The position of the “Left” makes im-
possible any political opposition by ‘the
workers against the Nationalists; and at
the same time it will not coliaborate with
the Right opposition of the traditional
capitalist parties or with the totalitarian
Falange Socialista. The result is a very
paradoxical situation: The government
cannot solve the political and economic
problems of the country and it is on the
brink of bankruptey and economic chaos,
but there is no opposition sufficiently
strong to overthrow the regime because
there iz no opposition which has the sup-
port of the workers and peasants.

The conservative poliey of the “Left”
has produced political stagnation, in the
course of which the Nationalist regime
is playing the role of a rightist, restora-
tionist povernment and adopting reac-
tiomary, pro-capitalist methods.

BUREAUCRATIZED

We had written in support of the posi-
tion taken by the Trotskyist POR, but
now the POR’s political organ has been
adopting a position which is reactionary
and disastrous. The POR has always col-
laborated with the Nationalists, and it
helped to raise the Nationalist workers’
bureaucracy—the group led by Juan

Lechin—to its present power. While the

offensive action of the masses was still
going om, the POR assumed the role of a
“Toyal 0pposxtlon" seeking to push the

Nationalist regime into a more radical -

policy. At this eritical point the gpvern-
ment started to fight the POR’s inflhenee.

But all that now belongs to the “glorious
past.” Now the action of the masses has
dwindled to a lower level, and with it
fies gone the opposition of #he POR. In-
stead of mdking a turn to the leftt end
engoging in stronger oppesition, the POR
has adopted the tactic of going along with

and collaborating with the government,

under the pretense of “saving the revolu-
ton."

On the other hend, the government
ushered the Trotskyist “leaders” into
very profitable positions in the official
machinery, such as the Agrarian Com-
misgion, the Stabilization Office, the
Workers' Security administration, ete.
The PORist theoretician Alaya Mercado,
is a member of the Agrarian Commission
with a galary of 70,000 pesos, which is
100 per cent higher than a minister’s
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-share, they are in it as deep az they can
go. Now they are lusting for the flesh-
pots in New York City—-they” already
control state and national patronage.
Speakers emphasized that only the Lib-
eral Party has the welfare of the peaple
truly at heart, and it’s the only party
with a program of social vision that can
ciean up New York, and take the heavy
burdens off the backs of the workers of
New York.

PUSHED

Some of the speakers indicated that
they feit that o great historic step was
being taken, but mostly théy expressed
their satisfaction thot the party was run-
ning its own cardidate and did not have
to compromise Hs principles and pregram.
ILG Vice President Luigi Antonini de-
nounced the fusion policy as basically a
"confosion policy” and declared ke
woaldn't have aery truck with Republican:
en ony level-——national, state, or city. in.
terestingly enough, he was the only ome
to state that he didn't care for Halley per-
sondlfy. but what was important %o him
was the Liberal Perty. He said he viewed
Halley as the instrument of the Liberal
Party. and not vice versa, and thot the
porty could become bigger and stronger
from such o campaign. -

In 2 sense, the Liberal Party leader-
ship has been backed into its present
course, and apparently at least a part of
that leadership is taking it with some
reluctance, It represents not so much &
conscious change in their attitude on the
question of independence, as it refleets
the realities of the political situation
which pusk the Liberal Party in the
direction it is taking-realities which are
furthermore effectively buitressed and
concretized by the pressure of the party
Tembership.

n Left — —

salary. Another ‘“theoretician” of the

POR, Lora, a collaborator of Lechin’s, is-

now z member of the president’s Stabili-
zation Office. The secretary of the POR,
Moller, is director of the Workers' Sav-
ings Bank (Caja de Segure y Ahorro
Obrero}.

Many other POR militants have also’

gotten good posts in the official govern-
ment machine. In this way the National-
ist government has liquidated the “Com-
munist and Trotskyist” danger in Bo-
Hivia, and now the whole Bolivian *Left”
is collaborating with the regime, with
the claim that it is thus “saving the revo-
lution” from capitalist restoration.

RETREAT

The focal points of working-class re-
bellion in the mines were liquidated
through this coliaboration policy of the
“Left” and under the pressure of the
well-paid lsbor bureaucracy. Now the
workers, who were demanding indemnity
pay and social benefits, are giving up
their gains, somewhat as in Russia in
the name of nationalist “revelotion.”

The nationalizotion of the mines in the
capitalist way by the capifalist stade
meant the defeat of the workers' and
peasants’ movement and the defeat of
thefe uprising, which was taken over by
the petHy-bosrgeols Nationalists, who have
become the bureacrats themselves as
state owners of the mines and meant of
production. They are enguged in bailding
o state-capitaiis? economy and a reaction-
ery political system.

The role of the “Left,” Trotskyist as
well as Stalinist, is one of support to this
reactionary ypolicy and betrayzl of the
historieal and present interests of the
working class and of secialism. Thus the
general world iendency toward state-
controlled capitalism finds expression al-
so in & most backward country like
Bolivia.

But there are counter-forces. The
weakness of the Bolivian economy, the
 economic chaos, and the policy of the
U. 8., which is directed against Bolivian
nationalization because of American im-
perialism’s own interests, plus the oppo-
sition of the Bolivian semi-feudal bour-
geoisie and former mine owners and
landownaers——these will probably be able
to halt this process leading to 2 form of
state-capitalism and open the way to a
return to the old “liberal economy,” with
its low wages, stable currency and capi-
talist “democracy.” .

The principal responsibility for this
political stagnation and advancing retro-
gressive movement falls on the Bolivian
and Latin American “Left)” in the first
place on the Bolivian POR.

The ISL Program

in Brief

The Independent Socialist League staads
for socialist democracy and agoinst the
fwo systems of explolation which now
divide the world: capitailsm and Stalinism,

Cuapitalism caanot be reformed or libers
alized, ‘by any Falr Peal or other deaol, so
os to give the people freedom, sbundance,
security or peace. It must be abolished -
and replaced by a new soclal system, In
which the people own and control the
hasic seclors of the economy, democreti-
cally controlling their owa economic and
political destinies,

Stoliniam, in Russia and wherever i
holds power, is o brutal fotatitarianism—
a new form of exploitation. Hs agenfs in
every touniry, the Communis¢ Parties, are
uhretenting enemies of sociolism and heve -
nothing in common with socialism—whick
cannot exist without effective democretis
control by the people,

These two camps of capltolism and Sigl
inism are today ot each ether’s throats in-
o worldwide Imperialist rivalry for domi-
nation. This struggie can only lead to the
most frightfel war (e history so long as the
people leave the copialist and Stalinis?
ralers tn power. independent Sccialism
stands for buillding ond strengthening the
Third Camp of the people against both war
bloes.

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

A} the same time, Independent Socialists
participate actlvely in every siruggle #o
betiar the people’s Jot now—such as the
fight for higher living stendards, agoinst
Jim Crow and anti-Semitism, in defense of
civil Hberties and the trade-anion move-
ment. We seek to join together with ai
other mititants in the lahor movement o1
a lett force working for the formation of
an independent labor party and ether pro-
gressive policies.

The fight for democracy ond the fight
for soclalism are inseporable. There con
be no lasting and genuine democracy with-
out socialism, and there can he no social
ism without democracy. To enroll under
this banner, {cin the Independent Soclalist
League!
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