T

ACTION

Independent Socialist Weekly

FEBRUARY 1, 1954

- s

FIVE CENTS

State Dep't Acts
To Deny Passport

For Shachtman |

After almost a vear's silence, the
State Department has finally got-

, ten around to a decision in the ap-
plication for a passport made by

Max Shachtman, national chair-
man of the Independent Seocialist
League, in February of 1953.

The department came through
with an official communication stat-
ing that the passport had been de-
nied. While this had virtually been
certain, the lack of any official
statement had made impossible, up
to now, any further steps to press
~the case.

Readers of LABOR ACTION will
recall: that for -a 'period of: ten
months-the Passport: Office either

failed to acknowledge Shachtman’s

application, to grant a passport, or
to reject the request. Correspon-
dence from Shachtman failed to
elicit any response until, on the as-

 sumption that the application for a

passport had been rejected, he re-
quested a hearing where he might
appeal the action of the State De-
partment.

The informal hearing last No-

vember with Ashler Nicholas of

the Passport Divison failed to pro-
duce a decision from the State De-
partment. The hearing merely es-
tablished that the basis for the

~failure of the Passport Division to

act in the matter was the fact that
as chairman:of the ISL, Shacht-
{Continued on page 3}
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Will the UAW Speak Up?

...pﬁgoz

Palaver in Berlin: The Big Four
Are Going Through the Motlons

By GORDON HASKELL

.

The Big Four conference now meeting in Berlin has one distinc¢tion.
No one, literally no one, even claims that there is the slightest possibility
that it will achieve the purpose for which the governments pretend they
are meeting.- Almost no one believes that it will achieve even a small part
of this purpose, or that it will open a road along which further progress
might eventually lead to its accomplishment later on.

Even the most ardent advocates
of ‘“coexistence” between the Stal-
inist and capitalist worlds do not
pretend that if there is good faith
on both sides, real progress can be
made toward the settlement of a
long-term agreement. At least, this

time, there are no 1llusmns to be
‘dispelled. ' &% :

But then, why have the govern-
ments of the most powerful coun-
tries in the world agreed to go
through with this meeting? And
especially why have
the Russian and
American govern-
ments agreed to it,
when it is pretty
clear that, of all the
participants, these
want the conference
least?

The answer is that
neither of them
could afford to dodge
it any longer. The
peoples of the world want peace. The
weaker governments in the American
bloc want to trade with the Stalinist em-
pire, and they want a tapering off of the
cold war to a point where they can cut
down on their armaments.and get a little
more freedom of economic action. They
have puf the heaviest pressure on the

MOLOTOV

American government to agree to this
meeting.

And the Stalinists, for their part, must
keep alive the illusion that they are a
“peace-loving” government, for both in-
ternal and external purposes. They could
not afford, for too long a time, to evade
the urgings of the reluctant State De-,
partment-without rubbing the veneer of
that 1llusmn _dangerously thm
“'The” alleged pur-
pose of the confer.
ence is to seek a
settlement to the
partition and ' occu-
pation of Germany

generally agreed that
some deal on the lat-
ter may not be im-
possible. But the key
to Europe is Ger-
many, and neither the
United States nor
Russia are willing to
let go of its half of
it at the risk that the other may eventually
get the whole key in his hands.

Even though neither side sees the pos-
sibility of winning the unification of
Germany on its own terms,_ both are
looking for some way to come out of this
conference in-a better position, or at least
in a no worse- position than they occu-

EDEN

and Austria. 1t s

f

pied when they entered it. The Russians.

united Germany.

States and her allies; The Americans
hope to demonstrate to more of the
doubters that the Russians, and they
alone, are responsible for the continued
partition of Germany and thus for the
cold war which cannot end so long as
Germany remains divided.

DUBIOUS ALLIES

As the Russian objective is a more.ace-
tive and positive one, they have a better
chance of success. The French govern-.
ment is particularly open to the Russian
tacties. The promise of a face-saving deal’
in Indo-China, plus the neutralization of
Germany (whlch they are net at all
anxious to see rearmed and not too anx-
ious to see reunited), could have a strong
appeal. Important circles-in Bntam, too,
are doubtful about <A
the blessings. which
would flow from a J———=s)
They also want to
open up as much
trade with Russia
and China as pos-
sible.

Yet, dubmus ‘as
they may be about
the State Depart-
ment’s insistance on
a rearmed Western e
Germany at all costs, DULLES
and a“-rearmed
united Germany if possible, they are still
too dependent on the United States to
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make it likely that either of them could.
swing over to back the Stalinist position
at this conference. What Dulles has to:
fear, at the worst, is that they will show .
such a degree of softness in the negotia-
tions that it will be difficult to make it

appear that Russia alone is responsible
for their failure.

(Continued on page 3]
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while the most dramatic element,

hope to drive a wedge between the United

DJILAS AND THE CRISIS OF TITOISM:

The Program of the Democratic Opposition

By HAL DRAPER

. The crisis in Yugoslavia over the Djilas case
is the most important development in Titoism
since the break with Moscow in 1948,

. It is not simply a power fight of leaders or
cligues, not even in the sense thatthe Malenkov-
Beria®scrap was. In fact, the role of Djilas,
is not the
most basie.

. At bottom, the crisis is one which wé (and
of course not only we) pointed to in anticipa-
tion some years ago, which we expected and
looked forward to. It is here, and it has broken
out into the open around Milovan Djilas.

© After 1948, in its efforts to consolidate itself after
« reeling from the effects of the break with Moscow, the

- ‘Titoist- bureaucracy entered on -the road of placatmg
nd: ma]lmg concessions to the mass of people. One im- -

above,

hig:was a campaign iof tallc aboat -
of - - politi—=

cally, all of which was designed to convince people that
there had been a break not only with Moscow but also
with the Stalinist system of bureaucratic totalitarian-

ism.

In every essential respect, this remained a show, and
no basic concessions were made concerning the political
monopoly exercised by the ruling party. But the real
ioosening up which accompanied this effort was, from
the start, a danger for the regime. The pattern was one
that is familiar o history.

There was not going to be any *“democratization from
" as many believed;
promises and demagogv that came from the top was
bound to convince wide sectors that :,omethmg should
be done to 1mp1ement the talk.

The Titoist pegune remained what it was, a national-
Stalinist type of regime in social system and political
structure, though not one subordinated to Russian Stal-
inism. But, if democracy was not going to be handed
down from above by the bureaucracy, the pro-demo-
cratic elements were bound to be encouraged to win
democmcy against the bureauc:'acy ¥

S’nclr o movement turned up, as.its: Ieuding spohesmall'

3 +the

but the easy talk and loose

Committee. plenum: by Tito,- Djilas; .V Dedijer;- Kardé

Milovan Djiles. This indeed was unexpected in the devel- ~

opment, but the very stature which Djilas possesses in

the regime, taken in connection with his fa*e now, has . -
served to underline the fatuity of upectmg fundamental

democratic reform from above
Stalinist-type systems.

in such bureaucratic

As we shall see, as far as Djilas personally is con-

cerned, this has been a very recent and apparently sud-"

den development on his part. This has been testified to
by beth sides.-

There is now sufficient documentation* before us to
answer the most important questions about what has
Jjust been happening in Titoland.

What were thé views which Djilas put forward, whick
led to his disgrace?

[Continued on page 4)

*Specifically, our information is based on the texts

of seven of the articles-which DJllas published in Borba =
during Dec.-Jan., presenting his views, and on the text

of the reports and speeches at the Jan: 16-17 Central
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LABOR ACTION

‘ON THE MICHIGAN SCENE

- GM Stunt...The Un-Americaneers... Wayne Morse’s Bombshell,.. Reuther Shooting Case

By M. J.’HARDWICK

DETROIT, Jan. 24—Labor and political news continued to dominate
‘the Michigan scene last week, as major developments on all frents:pro-

vided big headlines:

(1) Further layoffs contradicted General Motor’s adroit publicity
stunt about an alleged' billion-dollar-expansion program.

. (2) The House Committee on Un-Ameriean Aectivities sought to
- stifle any criticism before its February return engagement in Detroit.
- 48). Senator Wayne Morse electrified a state-wide unemployment
and legislative conference of the Michigan CIO by his brilliant:plea for.

political independence.

(4) A painfully embarrassing disclosure of the United Auto Work-
ers’ independent maneuvers in the so-called Reuther shooting case added
to the tragie comedy of errors in this absolutely incredible fantasy.

GM PULLS-A STUNT,
FORD-PULLS A BONER
Nothing :could gu:te guarantee.Page 1
publicity for GM’s Motorama as much as
the kind of speech Harlow €urtice, GM

president, made in New York.last week.
His wvague “program” of a billion-dollar

_ expansion for GM in :1954-55 not only

assisted the Eisenhower administration
but also gave GM the spotlight for its
3954 -car demonstration.

4:in contrast, Henry ‘Ford Il made a.real
foux: pos in :ridicoling. unemployment. in
Petroit - as "'vot omounting to a-hill: of
beans,” a. statement: carefully expunged
from--all newspaper, magazine, and -radio

-~ publicity, after the Ford publicity depart-

ment got the terrific kickbacks in Detroit.
And in Detroit, 8,000 more auto work-

‘ers. were laid off indefinitely at Chrysler.
And a cutback took place in many feeder
plants,

« The contradiction between the glowing
publicity statements and the facts of life
are so sharp that even Michigan’s timid
professors of economics. are publicly dis-
‘agreeing with GM’s optimism—and that
is.an act of courage in this auto-industry-

© dominated state. Both Professor Gardner

Ackley of the University of Michigan
and  Professor Gilbert Goodman of
Wayne  University challenged Curtice’s
estimate of 6,300 ;000 vehicle production

~ for 1954.

As a matter of fact, the industry, in spite
of overtime at Ford and big schedules at
GM, will produce almost 100,000 fewer
-¢ars in January than were predicted one
month age. And 84,000 auto- workers in
the Detroit area alone are:jabless.

The, prod that Walter P. Reuther, CIO
president, gave to the Department of
‘Liabor this week helped expose the statis-
tical distortions that are prevalent in
.unemployment figures. He challenged the
department’s scheduled report for Mon-
day, January 25, on Detroit unemploy-
ment, pomtmg out it would be based on
‘As a result,
the government is making another survey
to bring its report up to date. It will
show Detroit as a ‘“distress area.”

. [

UN-AMERICANEERS

TRY INTIMIDATION

; “We definitely criticized the purpose
of the hearing and saidsthe subcommittee
might serve the public better if it looked

- dnto the Detroit unemployment situa-

tion,” said part of a resolution passed
unanimously by former Briggs Local 742,
in denouncing the return of the House
Committee on' Un-American Activities
here in February.

i Republican Congressman Clardy, of
Michigan, who will direct the prohe here
in an_ attempt to get headlines and aid

.the 1954 Republican congressional con-

tests, took the attitude that the criticism
meant openly defying the authority of
Congress (a neat way of twisting the
argument) and threatened to subpena
the president of the local, James

.Orwell's personal account
| of the Spanish Civil War

HOMAGE TO
CATALONIA
by
George Orwell

~$3.50 ‘Order ‘from:

}: .LABOR ACTION BOOX SERVICE
134 West 14 Street,-New York-City

Cichocki_, a long-time leader in the anti-
Reuther caucus.
. Of.wourse, the agction of Clardy:is cal-

“«culated to intimidate any other-YAW:lo-

ealsi«fram going.-on 'record against “the
committees activities.

Cichocki told the press, “We definitely
criticized the purpose of the -hearing, but
-we didn’t say anything about refusing to
appear-befere the committee or refusing
to answer legitimate questions.”

“I didn’t know I was to be subpenaed
at the time the resolution passed, but I
can say now that if I am subpenaed [
will appear and answer reasonable ques-
tions. I have nothing to .hide. I .am not a
Communist and have signed the affida-
vits required by the Taft-Hartley Act.”
The Local 742 resolution was based on
the civil liberties resolution adopted ‘at
the 1953 UAW convention, and called on
the international union to take the lead

in . devising. some ever-all program of
“effective:opposition to the House eommit-
tee, It remains to be seen what the UAW
does this: time.

C

WAYNE MORSE
AND THE DEMOCRATS

" The dangers of ‘MeCarthyism: sind ‘the -
zeed- for political:independence- were ‘the
Awinrthemes of :an exciting:taltk by Sena-

itor  Wayne Morse before 1,000 -delegates

to.the-:Michigan Unemployment. Gonfer-

< :ence-‘of . ‘the. G10.:He was given-a ten-

niimate ‘ovation ‘after finishing.

Every CIO leader applauded Morse’s
penetrating analysis of the inquisition
which Senator MeCarthy is leading.
Again, it remains to be seen if the CIO
here follows up its enthusiasm for Morse
with a stand on :the Republican  witch-
hunt in Michigan.

Morse alse reminded the audience that
since 1938. a coalition of conservative
Republicans and Dempcrats ran this coun-
try:iHe :explained why he could:mever:join
a Democratic Party -headed by a minerity
leader fiké -Lyndon -Johnson of Texas.

“There has been only one political par-
ty in control of the Senate sinee 1938—
a coalition of reactionary Republicans
and Democrats. T am no longer a Repub-
lican, but there is a great difference be-
tween my position and joining the Demo-
erats iny the Senate.

“How could I follow the reactionary

leadership of Demoeratic Leader John- .

son of Texas?”
-Morse praised Governor Williams and

Un-Americaneers to Bring Another
Witchhunting Orgy to Detroit——

By H. W. BENSON

Representative Velde’'s House
Un-American Activities Cgmmit-
tee is scheduled to arrive in Detroit
for a return visit.

Wheré the sinister red trail leads
him now is not quite elear. Is he on
the prowl for teachers in Wayne
University, unionists in the UAW,
socialists and ex-socialists, former
presidents of the United States,
Protestant ministers, Harvard pro-
fessors, or newspaper headlines?

Regardless of where the focus
of his interest lies, the visit will
present the UAW leadership with
o choice: Either to: apply in-action
the - vigorous resolutions of the
UAW and CIO on civil liberties, or

to sidle ‘off into a shady corner and close
its eyes—hoping that he will go away
and no harm ‘done.

ABOUT THE SILENT

It is hardly necessary to inform po-
litically thinking militants of the UAW
that Velde and his committee symbolize
the growing spirit of enforced conform-
ity which is paralyzing free thought and
democracy in this country. The last
UAW convention, in_ its ecivil-liberties
resolution, said:

“Such men as MeCarthy, McCarran,
Jenner and Velde could not prevail in
their anti-democratic purposes if they
did not have help from others. But they
have help. They are helped by all who
remoin silent in the face of their attack.
They are helped by the political coward-
ice of these leaders in both parties who,
by -remaining silent, give their consent.”

And it called for a campaign “to fight
back,”+adding “We urge the members of
our unions to cooperate with . . . others
in their communities in order that to-
gether we may take positive action to
reassert and 1ecaptute our civil liberties
and the true meaning of our democratm
way of life.”

At the CIO convention in November
1953 Velde was denounced for subpenai-
ing' Truman,. and a resolution was adopt-
ed which stated in part: “We record our

- continued. opposition. to. any .laws. .OT_ac-

W

congressional

committees
which restrict freedom of thought, press,
assembly or association, or impose con-
formity of thought and deed,.and there-
by stifle the independent views and ex-
perimentation which have in the past
contributed .so substantially to the prog-

tivities of

ress and greatness of our nation.”

Now Yelde arrives conveniently enough
in Detroit, center of the UAW and-home
of €10 President Reuther.

Velde’s committee last appeared in De-
troit in early 1952. His reception by the
top leadership of the UAW had none of
the fiery hostility later incorporated into
resolutions. He called many UAW mem-
bers before him to testify, including at
least one on its appointed paid staff. He
manufactured a big red scare at Ford
Local 600, where the Stalinists had in
fact been reduced-to a shattered handful.

An atmosphere of hysteria was ecre-
ated in UAW plants. Union members
who were simply accused, or half-ac-
cused, at:these hearings of sympathy or
near-sympathy for the Stalinists were
driven out of the plants by hopped-up
workers or fired by the companies.

The leadership of the UAW said noth-
ing. Tt was frightened into yielding to
Velde's pressure. An administratorship
was abruptly placed over Local 600 and
extraordinary measures taken to remove
a half dezen minor local officials, accused
of membership in the Communist Party,
from office. Later, at a WAW convention,
it was revealed how they had plotted: on
Stalin’s birthday, a tiny group crouched
behind machines in the Rouge plant and
sang in muffled tones, “Happy birthday,
dear Joe, happy birthday to you.”

FORD LOCAL ACTS

UAW leaders did go to the aid of
workers who had been fired or run out
of the plants. The UAW membership
was informed that the union defended
the right of workers to their jobs even
if they were Communists and locals were
instructed to get the victimized men back
to work.

.. But ¥elde and the witchhunters-had won

-their. victory. No campaign of publicity
—.and. action was carried on against them.
‘On  the .contrary, the UAW leadership by

its silence. and. by iits..nervous move into

-Local- 600 gave. the .impression -of -men
ofraid to.meet their enemies.

= of ~the %

«former Senator Blair'Moody, and this
‘brought up  another point.in Michigan
politics that deserves mention.

During ‘the course of the ‘conference,
Gus' ‘Scholle, Michigan CIO: president,
asked the audience if they would support
Governor Williams for re-election. The
response was' terrific. But since Governer
Wiliams-would: like to:run for sepater,
and:he: was- present; Scholle then-.asked
the: .question; “Hew many. of -you-woukd
support him for -senator?” The response
was equally .enthusiastic, )

"k guess - we'll .support; you sfor: any of-
“fice,'> Scholle-déctared; and that's: o-sign
jcei the ~union amove-
ment has within the - ‘Democratic Party.

-

The CIO apparently wants dey\for E

seniator and they want’ Williams: to run
“for .governor -again.- The-decision-will-be
Wililams’ and the choice will be based on
“which can I win for sure.”

9
UAW:S FACE i1S:RED
'OVER SHOOTING CASE

The ‘three-ring circus on the .Reuther
shooting case found the UAW ecast in the
role of a fool by developments in the-past
two weeks; and an object--lesson in the
need of a eo-ordinated, cooperative- effort
by all coneerned in-this. case was spelled
out.

The latest part of this painful event
began when Donald Ritchie, the key wit-
ness; -escaped.

It turned out that after he escaped,
his - common-law wife collected $5;600

-IContinved on page 3)

labor movement has become more aware
of the danger to civil liberties. A Repub-
lican administration holds office; the
witchhunt that began under the: Demo-
eratic Party seemed tolerable in‘ ‘the
hands of “friends”; but now it looms as
a danger in the. hands of open enemies.
If & former president can be smeared as
a protector of spies, can labor leaders be
safe? These thoughts run thrcmgh the
minds of union men.

On. the .eve of Yelde's. visit,: the Gemgl
Council of Ford Local 400 called . for ac-
hon by the UAW. In a resclution adopted
on Januory 10, it -called the: committee
"ﬂle tool of these .reactionaries' who:seek

“'to deskoy liberal thought in these UYnited
States.” In its proposal to the. UAW- it
points in' the right direction: calling .upon
the" International ‘Executive Board "'to im-
plement the -resolution .on. civil: liberties
adopted at the 14th UAW-CIO convention
and . . . in cooperation with all other
labor organizations and representative
clergymen, educators, minority groups,
etc., to -hold meetings and use all other
means. of publicity -available to acquaint
the community with the ewls of these in-
vestigating committees. .
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FElectrical Strike Enters 3rd Round

By DAVID ALEXANDER -

' LONDON, Jan. 19—Round I-of the bat-

tle between the Electrical Trades Unions.
and employers over ‘wages finished last
week. Sporadic strikes took place all over
the country. The employers claimed that
they- had largely failed, and so they
would not retaliate. The ETU said that

they- had . gone . according to plan, and:

would . ‘continue. Nevertheless, Round I
was definitely indecisive.

This: week -began with Round 1. All elec--

fricians belonging to the ETU, numbering
cbout 20,000, were called out; they toock
part in niass meetings.. at which only 53
workers voted against the Executive.

The strike was practically completely
supported; exeept for workers in a few
small. plants, For instance, 8,000 elec-
tricians came out in London, 1,600 went
on strike in Merseyside, 1,500 at Leeds,
etes

The employers were on the spot. W. H.
Smith threatened to sack anyone who
teok part in Monday’s strike. Morgan,
area- organizer of the union, said that
the union -would bring out the 1000 men-
employed in the 60 different factories
thréughout the country belonging to this
company. So far, neither side has taken
the ‘action threatened.

On Tuesday, the employers reacted to
the strike by a one-day lockout of all
workers in the electrical industry who
had taken part in the strike the day. be-
fore. Some employers did not’ observe
the lockout, but they were alleged not to
be, members of the National Federated
Eleé¢trical Association, although Stevens
said that it was because they had broken.
solidarity.

. In Scotland, the lockout was only about
40 per cent, as the ETU has heM its hand
there so far, and so the employers have
not threatened reprisals.

SLAP: AT U.S.

Rotnd- Ill came today when the ETU
called out 8,000 electricians on contract-
ing work in Greater London; they are on
strike until January 25, when the sitwation
will-- be reviewed. sMeanwhile - alsé, the
sporadic strikes - confinue according - to
plan.

The strikers are in a particularly
strong position.. Much of the work they
are doing is for the government, which
would not dare to retaliate, even if it
could: As the public is not directly af-
fected by the strike because of its spor-
adie nature, and -beecause of the kind of
work on which these electricians are en-

_ gaged, the ‘union has plenty of time.

In  Parliament ' yesterddy, Sir Walter
Monckton, the ministér of laber, reported
fhat the NFEA” had irformed Him of the
strike under theé fndustrial Disputes Order:
Much to the consternation of the Tories,
He: did:-not fhink -i# was opportane for him

to intervene in the-dispute at present.

Sir Waldron -Smithers, an arch-reac-
tionary: Tory, asked Churchill if he
would make strikes illegal, except when
a secret ballot was held by the workers:

Court Decision -
On Steve Nelson
Case in Penna. .

- By a vote of 4 to 1, the Pennsylvania
Supreme Court has reversed the sedition
conviction of Steve Nelson, former west-
ern Pennsylvania Communist Party
€hairman, and-has quashed the indict-

. ment against him.

. The ecourt’s ruling nullified a 20-year
sentence passedon Nelson by a lower
Pennsylvania court on conviction for vio-
lating a state - sedition- law; originally
passed in 1919.

The State Supreme Court's action was
riet taken on any grounds which might
have a generally easing effect on the
witchhunt, at least beyond the borders of
Pennsylvania. The majority opinion up-
held Nelson’s contention that the federal
Smith Act of 1940 superseded the Penn-

‘sylvania law.

Nelson has been convicted under: the
Smith Act, and sentenced to a five-year
prison term. He' is ndw appealing his
conviction. The irony of the legal situa-

tion lies in the fact that previous appeals ™~
against Smiith Act convietions have main--

tained that this law is unconstitutional,-
yet it is by:a claim based:on it that Nel-
soy has escaped the most savage sentence
yet imposed for polltlcal “offense”- 'n

under governnient auspices. Churchill re:
plied that he “had no intention of de-
parting from the established tradition
in-this country under which the- trade-

union movement is leff  to manage ‘its-

own affairs . . . without government
interference.”

S
KOREA SCANDALS

Two very interesting. points arose out
of a television broadcast by Major Gen-
eral West, ex-commander of the Com-
monwealth Division in Korea.

The first one related to the trial of'a
private accused of “cowardice.”” In. the
course of the interview, the major-gen-
eral let slip the remark that there had
been other trials for cowardice in that
theater of operations. This remark was
carried by all the newspapers next day,

State Dep't

" [Continued from page 1)
man represented -an organization
on the attorney general’s list of
“subversive organizations.”

After this
Joseph- L. Rduly, of Washington,
counsel for Shachtiman, unsuccess-
fully endeavored for several
months to obtain .some decision

fromy the Passport Office. - Plans
were made for faking-the case to -

court to force somie acfion on the

State Department. As-a result of.
this - and: the pressure of another:
case; the’ State Department finally:
set up its Board of Passport Ap--

peals.

One week ago, Shachtman re-
quested a hearing from.the Ap-
peals Board. Under the date: of

* January 22, the: Appeals Board re-

jected the request for a hearing on
the grounds that it had no knowl-
edge whatever of any case involv-
ing his appleation for a passport
and, having nothing before it, it
could not act otherwise.

This would appear astonishing

indeed if we did not know standard
operations in Washington. Under
the -date' of - January 21,
Shachtman’s application for a
passport was denied by R. B..Ship-
ley, director of the Passport Office.

‘However, the Appeals Board had

no knowledge of this whatever,

Our readers; we know, will -be ..

interested in Mrs. Shipiey's letter,
which we: print-belows: -

“Reference is made to your in-

formal hearing at the Department
on’ November '3, 1953, in conneétion
with your pending application for
passport facilities.

“It appears ,that you. are the
head of the Independent Socialist
League (formerly Workers’' Par-
ty) ; that you desire to go abroad
on behalf of the aferementioned
organization; and that the organi-

zation has been listed by the attor-:

ney general as both Communistic
and subversive. Despite the fact

that the Independent Socialist

League has no connection with the
Communist International, and is
hostile thereto, the department
feels that it would be eontrary to
the best interests of  the United
States to grant passport facilities
to the actual head of an organiza-
tion which has been classified by
the attorney general :as subversive,
especially when the applicant de-
sires to travel abroad on behalf of
such organization.

“When. and if there should be a
change “in the clasgification of the
organization by the attorney- gen~

eral, the department will give fur-

thérﬁ'eomderatmn to the questlon

s A b

informal - hearing; -

1954

and they all wanted to knsw why the
press had not been informed of them.

Hutchison  answered that the press had
been informed of #he ‘frinls, but had not
turned up. In Korea, he said, there had
been" 25- serious . cases of deseértion, and
11 convictions: for mutiny. Shinwell said
that the people. of this country Wad heard-
little: of thé mafter. Hé 'was not sabisfied
with the- government :reply;
bring it up again in Parliament.

Major General West made  another
slip. When he was asked a question about
the necessity for conseription-if we with-
draw from the Suez Canal, he revealed
the views of the army brass hats. Nat-
urally, he said, the army did not want
to leave the Suez Canal, so ‘that he
thought that a question -on the contrae-

tion of our commitments as a result of -

such a withdrawal was premature.

Acts — —
of granting you passport facili-
ties.”

Needless to- say, this decision
will be appealed to the Bodrd of
Passport . Appeals, and failing
there, to-the courts; just as the
case of the-ISL against the aftor-
ney general will be pressed-in con--
nection with the "subversive list.”

One significance of the Passport
Division’s letter of grounds for de~-
nying Shachtman’s passport is the
fact that it makes explicit some-
thing that the government likes to

+ deny. Legally the attorney gener-

al’'s “subversive list” is supposed
to be only a device to regulate gov-
ernment employment. It was not
gotten up (theoretically) as a
guide, say, for the issuance of pass-
ports; and, from the other side, the:
passport regulations say mothing -
abeut the ‘“‘subversive list.”

The ‘ case - therefore shows con-
cretely that the government has.
generalized the use of the list be-
yond even its formal purpose. Nat-
urally, everybody knows this, but
the State Department has put it
inteo writing.

Michigan —

{Continued from page 2) .

fromr the UAW under the terms of a
secret agreement betweenr the union and
him, which the police and prosecutor’s
office did not know about! .

Certainly,if the UAW had known that
Ritehie had fled, they would have held up
payment of the $5,000.:Furthermore, he
could have been caught easily, simply. by
trailing his wife even after she recewed
the money.

Of course, the prosecufor’s office blew- -
their collective tops when the role of the—
UAW came ouf.. How could the testimony -

of .a paid witness stand up in court, the
assitsant prosecuter asked.

Then a manhunt started for Ritchie
in Canada: it failed to uncover him.
Finally, a drunk at a bar convinced a cub
reporter that he was Ritchie, and the
witntss was recaptured. The very nature

of this phase of the story cast doubt on

his reliability as a witness.

Next, Ritchie denounced his confession,
agreed to it again, and in the Tast minute,
just before crossing the border, repudiat-
ed it and decided to fight extradition!:

Meanwhile, another part of the seeret

contract between Ritchie and the UAW -

came to light, while the UAW maintain-
ed an embarrassed silence: he had been
promised an additional $25,000 and: also.
been given a $10,000 life insuranee guar-
antee for the next two years.

Under these circumstances, only a mir-
acle can save the UAW's case against the
men charged with the attempted murder
of Walter Reuther in April 1948,

Meanwhile, Sam Perrone remains in

hiding, although Detroit papers print the -

faet that he was tipped off in advance of

the warrant- against him, and he was:

seen:twice at his home in recent weeks:
by: competent :witnesses. In each case, by

the time the: pohce amved he was not

there.
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and- would - -

Palaver — —
[Continued from page 1) ‘

Actually, either side could put the other
one-on-the spot by a simple demand: with-
drawal of all foreign troops from Ger-
many at once. Then let the two German
governments negotiate the terins nf ﬂaeu‘
unification. ET

If the American government made this
proposal, nothing could be-lost- from the
standpoint of democracy. Sinee the Juhe
rebellion in East Germany, it is perfectly
clear that without Russian troops in Edst
Germany the Stalinists would have the
utmost difficulty in hanging on to polifi-
cal power. In any event, they would have
no possibility of extendmg their rule over
Western Germany. They would be forced
to come to terms very quickly with the
West Germans in the hope of salvaging
some shreds of power out of the situa-
tion..

Further, a united Germany would be
as safe from Russian attack as Western
Germany is now, if not safer. Of course,
the United States would lose her control
over Germany and it. is quite possible
that the Social-Demoecrats would come
to power. But from the point of view of
democracy, no objection can be made to
that!

But the Americans are not going to
make this proposal. And the only: reason
one can even 1magme that the Russians
might make it is that they would be so
confident that it would be rejected by the
Eisenhower government if they did.

BEST PROSPECT # k|

The fact is that despite the: prdpcgcnh
line of both sides, neither of them.is: con=
cerned with democracy, the right of the
German people to live in their own united
country, justice, or any of the other: ‘terms
with which they hope to catch the unwary.
'I'Iley are both interested in power, keep-
ing their held on as much.of - Europe as
they can for the struggle which they ‘see
reaching into the indefinite future,

Reports from Berlin indicate that both
sides have taken massive precautions for
the “security” of the conference., The
Americans have brought an additional
200 military police into the city to mal-ze
a total of 500, plus their regular garr mon

of 7,000 troops. The Russians have ore.
dered in some 3,000 additional police. for

East Berlln, and have strengthened thelr
troops in the area.

It is doubtful that this many men are
needed by either side to protect the con-
ference from some would-be assassin.
What they are worried about are major
demonstrations for an end to foreign
occupation, for a free and united Ge'r-
many.

It is not at all likely that the Snelclr
Democrats in the Western zone of the city
would mobilize the workers for such a
demonstration. They-are far toe timid, and
far to depel‘ldelﬂ‘ on the alleged 'good will
of the occupying: powers. But ftheé workers
of East Bérlin and Eastern Germany -have
shown themselves té beless restrdined it
striking out for their political objectives,
The best thing that could heppn tor this
onstrations of the workers in both: parfs
conference would be a series of mass deme
of the city for unity and freedom.

That is the only way in which - the
voice of democracy could be raised-at the
conference of the Big Four,
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LAEOR ACTION

[Continued from page 1)
Does he have any broader program than the one he
publicly presented?
- Does he lead a faction, or a tendency, or what?
.. What was the reaction to his articles in Yugeslavia?
. How could he have gotten his heretical articles pub-
#shed in Borba? i o
Why did he publish the article about the snubbing of
Rl e * the “young and beautiful actress” by the wives of the
B + “inner circle” and what had this to do with his political

T L T e A s

- ideas? - . .

Is it true that Djilas has been converted to Western
" social-democratic ideas?

How far does he go in calling the Tito regime “Stalin-
ist"'?

Did he recant at the Central Committee meeting?

Is there going to be a purge?—And some others.

°

. Central Demand

& Let us start by explaining just exactly what were
- the ideas which Djilas presented to his .somewhat
‘ startled comrades in a sudden spate of articles Wh“l(.:h
began pouring from his pen, beginning especially in
. Pecember and lasting until January when Tito hurried
home from his Slovenian retreat to hit him over the
<head with an Executive Committee decree.’

He poured out “three articles a week” (as the jibes
= *at the CC plenum later kept repeating, as if this sudden
- flood of literary activity was itself the prime suspicious
 :circumstance, as it was). By the time the CC plenum
was gotten together, he had put 19 articles on the books
—or rather, into Borba.

The central idea of all of these articles was: We need
-FREEDOM FOR DISCUSSION, FREEDOM FOR NEW IDEAS.

It would be false to give the impression that Djilas’s
articles were either very clear or very systematic in
. their exposition of his viewpoint. The Djilas article
which is reprinted in LABOR ACTION (see-paggs 6-7) is
by far his clearest effort; it was also his last in Borba.
‘Most of his other articles are far more turgid, wordy,
fuzzy and, especially, filled with a very muddy kind of
philosophizing which sounds like an effort to be very
““profound” without any eéquipment to be so. _
There may be two or three reasons for this: (1) Dijilas
¢ ' always had a tendency in this direction, anyway, as his
at ~previous writings show. (2) Djilas was undoubtedly, at
' least to some extent, influenced by the desire to pretend
that his ""deviations” were not on political questions but
. ‘on theoretical-philosophical ones and therefore more
e ‘permis_si'blef.'l-ﬂs defense at the later CC plenum takes
"'\ "fhis line in. part, at least in hindsight; perhaps it was also
“planned. ‘
(3) Without being really too mysterious about it, in
s many places Djilas uses a kind of “Aesopian language”
‘. -of his own to soften some of his sharpest jabs; thus,
for example, in some places where the bureaucratic
party cadres are most trenchantly denounced, I_-le uses
.+ -the term “subjective forces” to stand for the objects of
A the attack. However, and on the other hand, since he
e eéxplains what he means by “subjective forces” no in-
.terested redder could fail to understand what he was

saying.

Oppositionist Tone

But while our summary and selected quotes will inev-
itably make his ideas out to be more sharply defined
than they were in print, there can be no doubt that the
central ideas were clear enough.

“There is no other way out but more democracy, more
‘free discussions, more free elections of social, state and
‘economic organs, more strict sticking to the law. . . .
" [What we need is] the creation of an atmosphere for
Areely stating ideas. . . . The first task of a socialist
and true democrat is to make possible the presentation
of ideas, to make sure that nobody will be persecuted
for his ideas. New ideas, hitherto the property of indi-
viduals, of a minority, will come out into the open only
~ in such an atmosphere. . . . What is important at this
moment are not new ideas and new thinking, but the
liberty of ideas and thought. . .. This means in prac-
fice: to fight for freedom of discussion everywhere and
every place. . . . In short, legality and the struggle of
opinion, and, again and again, democracy.” (Borba,
Dec. 22.) )

The particularly new thing about Djilas’s articles was
not the praise for democratic forms which they contain
—such lip-service is standard for Titoists as for the other
- Stalinists in their own way—but the fact that all this is
- . put in the framework and with the tone of a criticism of
. a regime, of a demand for a fundamental change, etc.
" The tone is that of an OPPOSITIONIST.

In more than one place, Djilas tries to explain to his
readers, in an ABC elementary fashion, just why free-
dom for discussion and .ideas is a good thing. (It re-
“ minds me of the debate which I had in 1951 with a
~ Yugoslav government office representative at Brooklyn
i College, when I tried to do the same thing, in the face
. of the sharp realization that the mind before me seemed
_almost: incapable of grasping the very thought.)

“Liberty for New Ideas”

- He explains that a single man cannot solve all prob-
“lems, “ete. He explains (Borbw, Jan. 1-2-3) why hospi- -
" tality to new ideas is so important. “Everything would
- be fine and simple if new-ideas, in their first stage,
“were also the ideas of the majority.” But that can’t be;
“new ideas are always the:ideas of a minority”—other--

e they’re not new-idess. ~. . “So new-ideas must be -

|

e st

What | want to emphasize is the exceedingly elemen-
fary level at which Djilas (no doubt with reason) pitches
his discussion of democratic farms. He also. of course,
knows just what the majorityites will say. He cogently
refutes in advance the main arquments which are later
going to be made against him at the CC plenum.

" At the CC plenum, Tito is going to argue: Demo-
cratic freedom for new ideas? Certainly, but only for
progressive ideas, naturally! (That is, ideas which we
consider “progressive.”) :
-.Djilas explains in advance: “Nobody can know-in ad-
vance whether an idea is new and progressive, and to
what extent it is. Only experience can prove that. Ex-
perience can be gained only if the idea gets around, if
people gather around itsif they fight in its name, That
is' why the old forces of resistance always try to have
new ideas ‘banned,’ in order to put a stop to the spread-
ing of them. . .. Only in a free struggle of ideas is.it
possible for us to discover, without a major social upset,

not only whether some ideas and concepts are old and

others are new” but also, he says, which are in con-
formity with life and which are not. Only through a
free struggle of contending ideas can we discover
whether the truth, perhaps, does not lie in the middle,
or where it is to be found.

Combating Totalitarian Concept

We need democratic rights for all and not only for
“the socialist forces.” He writes: “The socialist forces
cannot claim democracy for themselves [only], for it is
not easy to determine what is socialistically conscious
and what is not. . . . To find such a dividing line is diffi-
cult, for the bureaucratic forces justify their arbitrari-
ness and their sway over the people very often by the
danger of counter-revolution in spite of the discontent
by which broad masses respond to oppression.”

So he is perfectly aware of the argument that democ-
racy is not feasible "“just yet" because of the danger of
counter-revolution. This is the idea which we too used to
have to polemize against at length in opposition to the
once-widespread illusions of socialist pro-Titoists. What
he is combating is the implicit idea, typically totalitarian,
that democratic freedom is a source of weakness and not
of strength for genuine socialism.

Such is the level of his approach, once he gets away
from the philosophical-sounding obscurities that infest
his articles. 1

Another frequent emphasis is: We must govern in
accordance with the law! Stick to the law! No actions
owtside the law! If you want to do something, adopt a
law to that effect and then obey your own law! So he
insists.

A Glance at Secret Police

There are several examples of this stress in the Djilas
article translated in this issue; but in his Borba article
of Dec. 31 he became vividly concrete on the point:

“A struggle against the bourgeoisie (reactionaries)
exclusively on the basis of theory and ‘line’ instead of
on the basis of law must today deviate into bureau-
cratism, into conflict with ordinary pegple because of
some particular opinions they have or because they
sometimes justifiably mutter against or defend them-
selves against artificial and imposed forms of labor.”

And he cites an example:

"Not long ago all papers reported on the trial of the
worker who listened to the London radio and did not
want to participate in the work-brigades [which are sup-
posed to be voluntary—H. D.]. The court acquitted him,
but with an explanation that made no sense, namely, that
mere political work was necessary with him. Is it up to
the court to weigh the people's consciousness? How long
are we going to keep reading about ideclogical sentences
instead of lawful senfences? How long will sentences be
given on the basis of dialectical and historical material-
ism and not of the faw?..."

(For years now, there have been poor misguided
apologists for Titoism in the West whe would point to
incidents like the acquittal of this worker as “proof”
of the new democracy in Titoland. It is no small thing
that Djilas is able to go to the heart of such an inei-
dent. He puts his finger on the system which the inei-
dent represents, quite apart from the fact that the indi-
vidual vietim was aequitted in this case. And then he
does something more—he points behind the case to the
forces responsible, not even refraining from mention-
ing the UDBA itself, the Titoist secret police:)

“The duty of the state organs (courts, UDBA and
police) is not to sharpen the class struggle but to pre-
serve and execute the law. In my opinion, these organs

—especially in the districts where this happens—must_

get rid of the interference of the party in their work;
for otherwise, in spite of the best intentions to the con-
trary, they cannot help being undemocratic and working
on the basis of invented ideological and political pat-
terns. . . . They must become organs of the state and
of the law, that is, of the whole people, and not of one
party’s political interest and opinion. Such is the un-
avoidable consequences of legality and democracy, and
it is a step forward. If these organs go on sharpening
the class struggle on the basis of by-passing the law,
they will inevitably treat in a different and more privi-
leged way those who are of the same opinion as they
or those whom they consider more trustworthy and
sympathetic.” .
[ ]

Transform the Party!

How does: Djilas propose to implement this demand ..

for freedom of.ideas and discussion? - .
- ‘His- key- propesal -is for a fundamentel frans

formation .. .. . -

DJILAS AND THE CRISIS OF TITOISM:

Some background: at the 6th Congress of the party
in November 1952, the Communist Party of Yugzoslavia
(CPY) changed its name to Communist League (CLY).

At the same time, the Peoples Front, the “broad” pe- -

litical organization, had its name changed to *“Socialist

Alliance of the Working People.” The setup continued -

to be essentially that the Titoist party (now called a

League) still controlled political life by controlling the. .

only official channel for all political life, which was now
called the Socialist Alliance. But although the name had
been ‘changed, the term “party” continued to be freely
used to refer to the CLY even in the general press.
Djilas uses “party” and “league” in his articles often
interchangeably, and so did the speakers at the CC
plenum. '

But the change of name at the 6th Conzress from

'_“party” to. “league” was accompanied by language

which purported to loosen up the party’s monopoly of
polities, In hindsight, it is clear that this langnage was
even then a concession to pressure from below; and
indeed a hint in one of Djilas’s articles claims it as
such, But the language remained on paper. Meanwhile
confusion mounted in the ranks of the party-league
with regard to just where they stood. This mounting
confusion was openly spoken of in the official press.

In 1953 .the second plenum of the Central Committee
met at Brioni and latunched a line to reassurs the ranks
that there was no intention of “giving up the political
monopoly of the party, that any more of this sort of
thing Was going to be combated. ‘The top bureattricy
had decided that all the democratie talk had zone-as far
as it should; it was time to put a halt to “misunder=
standings.”

Break the Monopoly! '

According to the facts that fronspire now, it was in
reaction against the line of this Brioni plenum that Djilas's
critical attitude began to flower. (There is also reference
fo a critical article which he published at the time, the
contents of which we do not know anything more about.)
Then, in December (as we have already reloted) he
started going to town in Berbae.

In fact, the title of the article of Jan. 4-8 which is °

reprinted in this issue is “League or Party?”’ What
Djilas wants to say by that is that the decisions of the
6th Congress, which changed the party to a “league,”
should not merely be formal but should be implemented
to bring about a deep-going and fundamenta! change in

~

,From Our Resolution

Summnarizing an extensive discussion ond analy-
sis of Titoism from 1948 on, the ISL’s resolution on the
subject in 1951 took up various phases of the question.
Following 1is the section which bears partieularly on
the Djilas erisis that has broken out in the country:

"[It is al fact, of great importance in understanding
the forms of the Yugoslav Titoist phenomena, that the
break with the Cominform naturally gave rise o (though
it was not decisively motivated by) an upsurge of feel-
ings, hopes, aspirations and illusions on the part of the
people, of elements of the Communist Party of Yugoesiavia
and even perhaps of the lower reaches of the new bureau-
cracy itself.

“These were hopes and illusions that the regime’s,
pr_eak with Moscow meant also a break with the Stal-
inist system at home, and with totalitarianism.

“At the same time, the regime’s break with the Rus-
sian power deprived it of that support which shores
up the satellite regimes—the weight of the armed force,
or the threat of the armed force, of the Kremlin; the
break put the regime on its own, vis-a-vis its own pec-
ple, dependent on its own repressive apparatus and in-
stitutions alone, and therefore weakened; while, at the
same time again, the Cominform blockade, in the con-
text of Yugoslavia’s adventurist economic plans, caused
and stimulated increased economic pressure and want
among the people, especially among the peasantry who
constitute the overwhelming proportion of the people.

“The immediate internal task of the Titcist bureau-
cracy, on the heels of the break, therefore was double:
to mobilize the support of the people behind it, as
against the Cominform, by refraining from exacerbat-
ing and indeed by placating them (the peasantry in
particular) ; and at the same time to 'make clear that
while a very important change had taken place, ne
fundamental social change was due in the internal re-
gime, to swing the helm as quickly and skillfully as
circumstances permitted toward the quelling of -all
maverick tendencies to make or demand fundamental
changes in the political system (particularly in the
CPY’s monopoly of politics and in the monolithism of
the one-party state) whatever other concessions might
be made in forms or in words.

®

“While, therefore, before the break Tito’s power in
the country had already been thoroughly consolidated,
under Russia ds big brother, the break itself—its cir-
cumstances and its consequences—unsettled that power
and poised it on a knife-edge. 4

“In terms of stability, the regime was hurled back
to a stage having much in common with the earlier
years, of Stalin’s rise to power, a stage then too marked
by tactical shifts and.changes, zigzags, experimenta-

tion and improyisation. ...” . s
‘(From LABOR: ACTION; June 11,-195F)"
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Page Five : A

The Program of the Democratic Opposition

the character of the onganization. It should in truth ne
longer be a party at all.
*  Above all, what he proposes and spells out is the
' aholition of its role as the monopolistic guardian of
" politics and controller of the “line,” It is no longer to
* adopt the line in advance. It is to be merely a propa-
* ganda-education-discussion group for the ideological ad-
* yvancement of the vanguard. The practical-politics or-
4 ' ganization, the effective party, is to be the broad So-
N cialist Alliance (ex-Peoples Front), where there will
«  *reign a wide-open conflict of views and opinion wherever
* necessary, a free-for-all for discussion before deciding
- a line.
Much of this propesel can be read in Djilas's arh:!e
on page 6-7 and need not be extensively quoted. Djiles
- there says that "the Communists need no longer discuss
current problems outside the Socialist Alliance, that is,
. meed no longer first discuss [policies] in the Communist
- League and ‘pass them on’ only after they had been de-
. bated there.” The reqular meetings of the CLY's basic
wnits (local branches) are ne longer to take up "daily
- political ‘activity." Their "internal life" is no longer to
be organized on an “obligatory” or compulsory basis.
'In this way the League would become simply a group of
. people with the same ideas, not @ power group. The
. careerists would drop away, and only the "pure” Com-
munists would remain in a smaller organixation.
The key to the totalitarian structure is the political
. nonopoly of the ruling party. Djilas attacks the concept
" of political monopoly exphcltly, vigorously and repeat-
ediy

"Strong Words

Djilas, of course, officially denies that he is for the
liquidation of the party. Formally he is not. What he is
for is the liquidation of the party as the keystone of a
totalitarian structure and its transformation into the
kind of political organization which can fit into a demo-
eratic structure. But when Tito and the Titoists accuse
him of proposing liquidation, they are essentially both
sincere and, correct—from their own point of view.
Djilas’s setup would liquidate their party.

In this connection, we should point also to Djilas’s

- fairly open attacks on the careerist composition of the
- party bureaucracy (also to be found in the article re-
printed here). He is talking about a well-known state
of affairs. The further down one goes in the Titoist
bureaucracy the more its character becomes predomi-

SN nantly that of the opportunists and bandwagon-jump-

i1

ers (not rarely even ex-fascists and ex-collaborators of
the Nazis and Ustashi or Croatian fascists) who went
along with Tito when his seemed to be becoming the
winning side.

Here then we have the difference in views which Diilas
continually refers to as the difference between the "old
forms™ or "old concepts and methods” and the "new
forms (concepts, methods, etc.).” And quite p!uinly—
considering everything—Dijilas lets it be seen that in his
consideration the difference is this: between really break-
ing with Stalinism (Cominfoermism) and its "methods” or
failing te do so.

His favorite words about the party’regime and its
“methods” or “concepts’” are: outmoded, outlived, obso-
lete; he even calls it reActionary and an obstacle to
further development. In his December 22 article, after
attacking “every restriction on thought, even on behalf
of the most beautiful ideals,” he refers directly and
meaningfully to the burning of Giordano Bruno in the
name of fighting “heresy,” to the decimation of mil-
lions in the Hitler death camps in the name of fighting
“Communism”; and to the millions “decaying in
Siberia” because they do not believe in the “orthodoxy
of Stalin’s doctrines.” His comparison of these horrible
examples with the concepts of the Titoist bureaticracy
is not even subtle.

In“his December 27 article, he inveighed against the
notion that the Communists- must be “separated from
society . . . [and are] predestined in advance to lead
others, because only they are ‘eonscious of the final
aims’...” Such a theory conceals “the tendency toward

‘a special privileged position in society, toward such

positions on the basis of political and ‘ideological’ ad-
herence and not on the basis of experience and capa-
bility."”

He goes on to say: “This theory and practice must
separate Communists from the masses and #ransform
them into priests and policemen of socialism (as is true
in Sowviet Russia; such tendencies have existed and stiil
exist with us)."

"Burocracy More Dangerous™

The bureaucracy, he implies, has only pretended to
change its concepts from the good old Cominform days.
“Achieving the position from which they have central-
ized and regulated everything—from ethics to philately
—many Communists did not succeed, when the demo-
cratic spirit came so quickly [after 1948] in changing
their opinions and even less in changing their practices,

I

" ""What Underlies the Djilas Crisis?

Back in 1950 we discussed, in LABOR ACTION in terms
which are worth giving today as a basic explanation of
- the Djilas crisis, “the effect of the Tilo break on the
Yugoslav workers, including vank-and-file Communists.”
" The discussion which we reprint below will do today as
“an ea.pianatwn of the underlying motive forces of the
present gplit in the Titoist party.—H. D.

Within Yugoslavia, the break with Moscow meant one
thing to the Titoist bureaucracy and -another to the
rmasses,

The bureaucracy saw only the necessity of adapting
the country to a nafional-Stalinism. Theé masses saw a
road open to an end to the dictatorship and to real
“people’s democracy” (which means only socialist de-
“mocracy). Precisely because there was no revolution
‘fin 1948], because the break occurred only on top with
the masses as passive if applauding spectators, there
‘was no immediate question of a surge-through from

~below on the strength of the impulsion. The people
waited. They are still waiting. Their leaders’ speeches
provide them with democratic demagogy aplenty, but

" not with workers’ democracy.
Meanwhile, as we have explained, the urgent crisis of
“the regime, political and economic, impels Tito to the
dangerous expedient of seeking to fashion a “whip
against the bureaucracy” by limited appeals for action
from below. Stalin in Russia went through such a stage
also. Time and again, in such situations in past periods,
the Russian bureaucracy appealed to the people to be
vigilant against the bureaucrats and to write letters to
- the newspapers to “expose” flagrant acts, went on 2
spree of purging ‘“bad” ones, set up controlled “control
committees” to control the bureaucratic controllers,
made heart-rending speeches about the evil effects of
bureaucr:msm and called on the people to report “bad

examples.”

THEY GET "IDEAS"

- “WWell, no matter how the leaders intend it, don’t such
speeches give the people “ideas”—that is, stimulate the
people to act themselves, and set them in motion against
the real bureaucracy? g
Of course! The Stalinist dictatorship cannot control,
- the ‘gangrene of bureaucratism from above.. It must
either suffer the gangrene to spread and devour it, or
appeal below for help. Either way it digs its own grave
—and most of all when it shuttles between the alterna-
tives.

¥n a discussion article in LABOR “ACTION, Comrade

" Paul Roberts asked: “Do you really believe those [Yu-
‘goslav}.-leaders are stupld enough to think they can
gafely continue to tell such things to the workers while

planning to-do 'the opposite? And if by a miracle they
‘are that'stu‘md‘ do you thmk they could ever get away X

.

with it? . . . the effect of such words would be a tre-
mendous blow at the stability of any Stalinist regime.”

Comrade Roberts has hold of an important idea—by
the wrong end . .. Stalin, in his time in Russia, told
“such things to the workers” and much more; and
under cover of precisely such demagogy consolidated
his power. In the early stages, he could not have con-
solidated himself without doing just what Comrade
Roberts thinks is out of the question!

And he got away with it. Other rulers have trodden
on the edge of precipices and gotten away with it, right
up to the very last time they tried it. It was not guar-

“anteed, and it is not guaranteed for Tito. The important -

idea in Comrade Roberts’ naive question is that Tito is
pleying with fire, like so many others before him.

ILLUSIONS CAN BE A FORCE

The latest occasion when Stalin played with the same
fire was 1936 when the new “democratic constitution”
was introduced, with “universal secret suffrage” "n’
everything. One way of describing what happened is
to say that the step created illusions among the Russian
people. It would have been better, certainly, if the Rus-
sian workers had had no illusions, had been able clearly
to see through the maneuver, and had fought the re-
‘gime. But in many a situation, even active illusions can
be a danger to the regime that creates them.

This is exactly what Trotsky pointed out about fhe
new Russian constitution.- It was a maneuver to exor-
cize the danger of an open political crisis, he wrote:

“In introducing the new constitution, the bureaucracy
shows that it feels this danger and is taking preventive
measures. However, it has happened more than once
that a bureaucratic dictatorship, seeking salvation in
‘liberal’ reforms, has only weakened itself.- While ex-
posing Bonapartism, the new constitution creates at
the same time a semi-legal cover for the struggle
against it. The rivalry of bureaucratic cliques at the
elections [which never materialized in Russia—H. D.]
may become the beginning of a broader politieal strug-
gle. The whip against ‘badly working organs of power’
may be turned into a whip against Bonapartism. . . .
There is no peaceful outcome for this crisis. No devil
ever yet voluntarily cut off its own claws. The Soviet
bureaucracy will not give up its positions without a
fight. The development leads obviously to the road of
revolution.” (Revolution Betrayed, p. 287.)

I would repeat this word for word, for Yugoslavia—
with Tito’s workers’ councils specifically in mind, among
other things—with the obvious qualification that no
progressive outcome of any ensuing ferment is possible
without the creation of a socialist vanguard.

(From Article 20, “The Positive Quteome of
Titoism,” in series on The: Pro-Titoism of the
Socmhst Left LABOR Acnor: Dec. 11, 1950.)
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their habits and their manners. Democracy has revealed i
‘and still is revealing not only who the true enemies of _
socialism are but also that bureaucratism is more dan-
gerous than the old capitalism.”

. That last statement is @ first-class heresy. The concepf
behind it is exacHy the reverse of the official rationale of =
the Titoists. According to the latter, the bureaueratic =

_practices {which must of course be done away with, te

be sure, eventually) can be eliminated only in proportion
as the "capitalist reaction” ceases to be any threat; as .
we shall see, this happy time is now officially interpreted
to be due to arrive about the same time as the last stages
of complete communism, that is, in the dim future. e

Djilas says “bureaucratism is more dangerous than
the old capitalism.” Whether he realizes all-the impli-
cations of this statement is hlghly doubtful, but that’s
another matter.

In Djilas’s formulations about the preservation of
Stalinist methods in the Tito regime, there is sometimes
a formal contradiction, but only a formal one. Thas,
sometimes he seems to be saying that we have brokem .
with Stalinism and the bureaucracy is pulling us back;
and sometimes he seems to say that no real break with
Stalinism ever took place but that it must take place
now. The fact is that the two statements do not seem -
to be too distincet in his own mind.

Thus (in the section of his article which he published :
last week) he says that “formerly” the party apparatus -
“kept everything in its own hands,” etc., whereas, he
says, "“this is not so, or at least this must not be go.””

There is quite a difference between those twe
tenses; and in faect, in a preceding paragraph Djilas
had directly stated: “The present forms of work in the
Communist League . . . have not developed but have -
mostly remained the same as before the 6th Congress:
the apparatus plans and fixes everything in ad- -
vance,...” =

"Yugoslav-Stalinism" v

But these contradictions are merely formal. It is affer
all the No. 3 man of the regime who is writing, and in"
Yugoslavia itself, and it is not an article by o LABOR
ACTION observer from abroad that we are discussing.
Djilas's constant references to "Stalinism" in connection
with the Titoist regime ought to be enough to convince -
anyone of what went on in his mind. We are absolutely
sure that the Titoists understood it in exactly the same -
way that we do. ;

. In his December 24 article there is an amazing pas-
sage in which he shows that he not only tends to 1dent1fy
the concepts of his Titoist colleagues with that of Stal- -
inism, but that he also understands that this Stalinism .
of theirs is (what we have called) a national-Stalinism,

a Yugoslav adaptation of Stalinism as distinet from =

Russian Stalinism. Considering the number of presum--
ably advanced socialist thinkers in the West who have:
not even been :able to grasp the idea of a Stalinism
which is not the same as Russian Stalinism, it must be
said that the insight displayed by Djilas is outstand--
ing. (But then, of course, he is right on the scene....),

The whole of this passage goes as follows. He is re-
plying in advance to the argument that ‘“reaction”
would exploit his articles—an argument which, sure
enough, was the mainstay of the attack on him at the -
later CC plenum:

“I did not think that reaction would exploit my ar-
ticles. But the real socialist forces could also do so. It
is not my fault that reaction has been using them, but
it is the fault of the way-things-are; or better, it is the -
fault of those who, with their bureaucratic illegal ae-
tions and despotism, give the reaction the halo of mar- =
‘tyrdom, give them the opportunity to compare, before !
the masses, their words with their deeds, gnd thus re-
veal the discrepancies; in a word, the guilty ones are
above all those who mock at democracy and its laws m
practice, by their own decisions.

“And if the greatest emphasis is put on the fact fllol' S
the. reaction has been exploiting my articles, that a'lself
reveals the unprincipled, if not Stalinist, bureaucratic =
character of such ‘criticism' [of my articles], even though =
it moy sound democratic in words. The following should
not be forgotten: Stalin in the beginning falsely accused:
the socialist opposition in the USSR of helping reaction; ;
later, of acting subjectively; and finally, of betraying the
country and socialism: he established an official 'truth® = =
and 'unity'—the weorst dictatorship in history. It is true
that he won temporarily, but he thus destroyed socialist
relations in embryo. Our bureacucratism also, because it is-
'socialist,’” cannot aveid being a little Stalinist, {6 a cer- .
tain exfent Yugosiav-Stalinism. Therefore it stinks with.
the same ideological smell, and it uses the same ‘civilized”
and 'peace-loving’ methods cleurly and aloud, but no#
directed af us who are 'up' but these who are 'émﬂl'
Im the hierarchy, | suppose—H. D.1."

"Old Ideas Live On"

This “Yuogslav-Stalinism,” this national-Stalinism
of the Titoists (Djilas rightly says), stinks with the
same idéologieal smell as Moscow’s brand; but of course
he is not equating the two any more than we must do.

S B R A
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In his January 1-3 article, Djilas wrote again, though
a little more circumspectly: “There are old ideas among
us that are still dominant, more thah one would sup-
pose. . . . Our experiences and the struggle of ideas had'
broken Sta.llmst ideologyg as a whole but had not de=
stroyed it. It still lives in she heads of people, not as
Stalinism, of course, since Stalinism among us has bes
come synonymous with Cominformism (that is, \ﬂtﬂ
Jbétrayal ‘of .the couhtry and soeialism); but as *Marx-
1sm,’ ‘Lemmsm, etc., as a sum of inherited and

(Cnﬂucd on- me j Y
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LABOR ACTION

: Hére is the rest of the main article which Milovan
. - . Djilas published in the Yugoslav Botba, before the lead-
ership cracked down on him. The first part appearéd
last week. It was entitled “League or Party?" and ap-
.. .peared-in Borba i1 a series over January 4 to 6. In sone
. irespects ‘this was a summing up of the previous articles

which Djilas had printed in Borba since December.—
H:D.: 2

By MILOYAN DJILAS
- i

"DISSOLUTION" OF THE
COMMUNIST LEAGUE

Of all the absurd suggestions I have heard these last
- few days, this one is the most ridiculons. Who could
“#dissolve” the Communists? Who could do this in the
very country whose youth and beauty was returned to
_ it by the Communists? As:long as the Communists ‘wish
to -have their organization, they will have it. That's the
way: it has been in the past and so it will be in'the
. future.
The - question, therefore, is not whether the Communist
League should continie.or not; but what its organization
shoild be like: and how. it should- work. :In- this .respect,
however;: the: old: Communist Party did not always re-
main stagnant eithier. 1# changed. the forims:of its ‘strug-
gle aiid of its-techinical setup, The -question. now, | think,
" ' is.not one of carrying. out a ''conjunctural;” miner, tac-
#ical- and.. organizational change, but rather, again, .of
chdnging something more déep and essential. )

“The probleni is this: whether the Communist League

i+ is to remain the party in the old, pre-war, pre-Comin-

- ferm and pre-Sixth Congress:sense, or not. This; how-
‘. ever, would mean an incomparably greater and much
more fateful change than the changes in the style of
activity of the old Yugoslay Communist Party. Such
a change, therefore, requires a much more cautiops
-approach, imposes much more careful thinking and dis-
cernment, and demands much more courage than all
the changes we carried out under-the party in its time.
.+ Faets-and experience tell us this: First, the Com-
thunist. League is no longer.the old Communist 'Party,
1ot only because everything is no longer centralized in
its own hands:-and it no longer rules -everythi{lg- and
everybody, but. also because-its membership is different

in that it is much wider with respect to its social origin
and inheritéd principles.

Secondly, the burden in the battle against the Comin-
form was carried by the old Communist -guard; ideologi-
cally and-morally steeled. and faithful to- principles, and
by. the masses of people, while one.part—by. no- means:a
small part—of the party membership remained silent, on
the one hand outwardly agreeing with: and: slewly. and
mechanically accepting the new docirines. and the new
criticism of the Soviet Union and of bureaucratism,. while
on the other hand remaining stuck in its conservative
Cominformist ideology; this section put thé brakes .on the
arrangements for the supply of Western arms, which is a
vitdl question for our counfry. (Mention should alse be
made-at this point of the fact that among the arrested
Coiminformists ‘there were no. ordinary cititens but only
party members-and, though rarely, some so-cdlléd sympa-
thizers.)

Thirdly, the Trieste crisis has demonstrated beyond-

our expectation the unity [of our people] in the defense
of the country. This means nothing more or less. than
the fact that this Yugoslavia—that is, socialist Yugo-
slavia—has been internally and externally consolidated
and that her further progress and external strength
depend on whether she remains true to herself, on the
degree to-which she remains socialist and democratie.
(From this it follows that we no longer can apply the
epithets  “enemies,” “traitors;” ete. to those citizens
who veluntarily and- conscientiously defend and stand
up for their country, nor treat them against and out-
side the-law.)

Fourth, the last elections proved that the Soecialist
Alliance, with the Communists as its core (and not as
a political fraction!) can successfully fight the current
political battles. The elections showed further that the
classical bourgeois reaction in the towns remained pas-
sive and impotent, while, on the contrary, the conscious-
ness-and self-reliance of the political apparatus (among
which I count especially the party apparatus) very
much asserted itself, =

PARTY IN CIRSIS -

Fifth<and this is most impertant—socialist conscious-
ness: is no:-longer. the  exclusive domain of the Commu-
hists and--their speeches and: writings and it is no longer
représented . exclusivély by these. Together with them it
is held and voiced alse by thé broad masses of society

' Djilas and- the Crisis of- Titoism — —

(Contihued-from page 2]

vented coneepts, rules, as well as of corresponding or-

_ganizational; political and other forms.”

In. this connection the fifth paragraph _of Djil:as’s
article on our page 6 in this issue, is Very interesting.
Kardelj  (who did the “theareticgl" haj:chet-Joh on
‘Djilas at the CC plerum) complained, -indeed. that
Djilas “simply transferred the schema of the Stalinist

. §tate to our -case.”

. “Not from the Top"

Djilas understood perfectly that the Titoist bureau-
cracy has done- (and had to do) a great deal of l;alkmg
about democratization, but that the time had come to
'ask: When is something really going to be done that
" chahges the “old methods” essentially?
.- On Deze. 27 he wrote that too few are-conceyned abm{t
_questions like “the role. of authority and social organi-
- _gations) freedom of eulture, real freedom. of c1‘1‘r.1c1:‘;m,
o aereal-and not only a theoretical and oral j‘_igh& against

bureaueracy, ete. I cannot.see any zeal to find answers

o these questions. But if the.answers do not exist in

the heads of leaders and authorities, that does not
" mean that these questions do not exist and that there

dtre not othér people who are looking for answers and
filiding them. But with us everything is too 1_1m1ted; we

Have too ‘much prescribed truth, truth which has to

come from the top.” _

" One of the Titoists’ prize. exhibits to prove their
" #democratization” was their decrees establishing “wrork-
ers’ councils”.in the plants. [For analysis, see LA for
~ Nov. 27, 1950.] This was supposed to make possible

“seononiic democracy”. in spite of the fact that fio “po-

Titical” democracy existed—as if the one could be sepa-

rated from the other. In any case, Djilas apparently

failed to be impressed by the paraphernalia of *eco-
. nomic democracy” which was set up. So we gather from

. the. criticism by Kardelj (at. the CC plenum) that

“Comrade Djilas never really understood” the whole
business .of workers’ councils, people’s commit‘tges, ete,
that was supposed to be a substitute for political de-
mocracy—and which, of course, could not be.

; Furthermore Djilas states (in the article printed in
this issue) that the party did not. take-its c‘leartcut
anti-bureaucratic stand wuntil its transformation into
the Communist League—that is, not until the 6th Cpn-
gress-in 1952, This is quite a eommentary on the (‘:laEms
that. were made from 1948.on, by socialist pro-Titoists
of various sorts in Europe, that the Tito regime was
glready on the road to secialist demeeracy. And- of
eourse, Djilas has now discovered, if he did not know
before, that the 6th Congress and-the subslequent Brioni
plenum inaugurated Snmethir;g quite different from

»

£ ~what he thought.

“Bevanite"?

One last comment is necessary before we:leave the
subjeet of: Djilas’s views.: .

hose views ate important-only:insofar as they re-

Sty R et e e i L i o e i

flect the thinking-that is going: on in Yugoslav circles.

about the-necessity of opposing: the regime in the name
of socialist democracy. It would be quite beside the
p_oint to look upon them as any theoretical’ contribu-
tions.

On the contrary; from the ideological standpoint they
are chock-full of weaknesses and mistakes, which are
worth noting: mainly because the bureaucracy has used
them- to -make hay for its own side.’

Djilas says quite clearly that it is necessary to re-
vise.‘all our ideas,” on practically everything except
the -elethents -of Marxism; and it is hard to say.just
what is percolating in his oWn thinking as a replace-
ment: There are quite'a number of indicatioris that his
rethinking is taking place under the main inflience
of Western social-democratic ideas—and we mean re-
formist ideas. - )

At:theCC plenum it was sdid by one speaker -that
Djilas was getting known by eveiyobdy-as a "Bevanite,”
and a great deal was-made- of his #rips to the -West, . in-
fluence on him from Western socialists, etc. All that may
well: be true

Theoretical Weadkness.

Thus, in the article reprinted in this issue, as well

~as in others, the reader will note that, more or less

clearly, Djilas is advoeating the rejection not only of
Stalinism, or. “the Stalinist version of Leninism,” but
also Leninism itself. Sometimes he-seems to make a
distinction, sometimes not. To'be sure, his understand-
ing of what a presumably non-Stalinist Leninism is,
does not -seem sharply differentiated in his mind: from
“the Stalinist version of Leninism.”

More important, because -more: concrete, is his ten-
dency toward a completely non-class -approach toward
demoecracy. -This was the main theoretieal point of at-
tack-on-him at the CC plenum, and here they had him
by the short hair, even though it was only a means
of evading the important issues he had raised. Tito and
Kardelj kept emphasizing at the:plenum: In none of his
19 articles has Djilas even mentioned- the working class
once. . ., And-this is true.:

Nor does it seem 1o be an oversight on Djilas’s part.
Without- taking the time to detail the evidence, our own
impression is that Djilas does.in fact keep his discus-
sion of democraey on a completely :abstract plane.

This theoreticdl inadequacy  weakens-him: badly .for a
struggle .inside .his movement., -

Naturally, there is a vast difference between an
abstract-democratic approach in a capitalist state,
where the problem is precisely to stress the social con-
tent of democracy, and such. an approach in a state
where the economy is statified and the eentral problem

is the democratization of soeiety. In the first case, .an -

abstract-democrat becomes quite futile. In Yugoslavia,
even an abstract-democratic approach automatically
has a social meaning and a social and political impact.

But it is a weakness that has not helped Djilas’s
fight.: : -
g . |Continued-next weekl:. ... ..

: On Demora

one.must.agree.thates:

and find its expression in many different ways and degree¥
of intensity—beginning with the struggle for the country,
a determination whi¢h is shared by the imimenss; 1 say
immense, majority of the citizens; to the education of the
children of this, and for this, country; ending up. with the
writérs, painters, scholars and Marxist ideologists. The
time is post ‘'when we wereé alone, when only we:Conte
nmunis?s weére convinced socialists.

In_short, one can say that before and during the wa¥p
the Yugoslav Communist Party was.the revolutionary
party of the workers and revolutionary intellectuals,
But during the war and after the war the party more
and mote took on “peasants’ and office c¢lerks’ garb,”
so to speéak. In the same measure, also, its internal life
has changed.

By this I do not mean to say that.the Communist
League is “better” or “worse” than the Yugeslav.Com~
munist Party, but only that they. no longer are or can
be the same organization,

Regardless - of these things, one-féct stands-out beyond
any: doubt; namely, that the Communist Party, up to-the
time .it took.its clear-cut anti-bureaucratic stond {which
approximately .coincides with-its transformation inte the
Communist-League); was attractive to: many people be.
cause it wis the ruling party:and-therefore membership
in it,. though it did not.secure special.privileges, wds a.
certificate of trustworthiness and.a recommendation-with.
which it was easier to find better jobs. The same thing
could not have beén said about the Communist Party,
either before or during the war. In these days few aspired
to membership in the party. During the so-called "bureaus
cratic era,” however, membership’ incredsed overnights

What is the:situation today?. Today we see:that the
membership is not only not increasing but that it is dé-
creasing. Of courseys it is not -impertant whether' this
phenomenen is “goed” or “bad.” What ig clear to me-ig.
that in view of the present trends-our methods of work
cannot remain the same; and that, alas, many of our
inherited and newly acquired ideological and: political
doctrines must share -the same fate.

AGAINST OLD FORMS 1

The old pre-revolutionary and revolutionary Yugo-
slav Communist Party no longer exists. What has sur-
vived is its positive revelutionary heritage; and its old
cadres, its Communists, and the. people,- No matter.how
nostalgic we may be about the old Yugoslav Communist
Party, we must reckon with faets, that is, the people,
and we must think about what to do in the changed
conditions, and how to do- it.

The battle for democracy and against the outmoded
social forms and antiquated ways of thinking:-must bhe
fought by .the Communists, by those trained- and ex-
perienced- eadres whe, through sleepless nights- and by
efforts beyond human endurance (physical and mental
collapse and even death), - shouldered -and ecarried
through the heaviest burdens. during the period of re-
construetion (I include. here such projects as ecompul-

sory collection of food from the peasants, the building’

of .industry; struggle  with the Cominformists). Only
such people; disinterested, imbued with the spirit of sae-
rifice, modest and discreet, as we know them from the
days of the revolution, are fit to carry on this battle.
Only people who do not look at democracy and socialism
through the prism of their own. personal interests, but
who see in the achievement of socialism the fulfillment
of their own personal happiness, are capable of being
and remaining the pillars of and the motive foree in the
process of our.democratic re-education and transforma-
tion.

There can be no democracy in our country without
Communists and without their active.and leading col-
laboration. This, their leading role, must .somehow be
manifésted also in the organizational .setup. of the
country. Without Communists there would be no Yuge~
slavia. This, however, does not mean that the Commu-
nists should be organized and work according: to the old
pattern, For neither organizational forms nor methods
were, for the Communists, anything. but means to
achieve their final aims: to destroy the power of the
bourgeoisie, to.expropriate all exploiters, ete. Socialism.
and democracy can be built only from the building ma-
terial which we have acquired in our revolution. This
material is not bad. It has withstood terriblé pressures

and devastating fires. Well, these pressures and fire§

are no longer worrying us; they are past.

i
NEW FORM OF WORK: -

The - conditions under -which- we have.#o ' work have
changed. The ' socialist:. economy.. i¢ moére- or -fgss-- free,
Socialist consciousness is on the fncrease in the fowné.
Against the enemies of socialism.we-can.now use the jaw
as a sufficient physical means of enforcement, while on
the peolitical field :propaganda and: .campajgning seemy ta
be: powerful enough: to .achieve -their-ends. On thei cther
hand, .Stalinist ideology. and- practices.::including  the
menopoly of the party apparatus over -men's- idedlogical,
political and other activity. are breeking up. everywhere,

Under these changed conditions the basic [party]
organizations of the Communist League in the towns
have nothing more to do along the old party.pattern,

. 1VRA

since no longer. do they directly control either the po-

]jﬁtica] or economic life. There is hardly anythihg to déo
for the old professional party members, not to speak of

the younger officials of the League. It would be untrue °

and inhuman to deny today the enormous value of the
old party officials in the past, or to say that weé could
have athieved all our demoeratic aims without them.
No, without them all our-:democratie songs would be
empty’ dreaming and: threshing of jempty straw. But
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of the past. By this I do not mean to.say that sgeiety become a socialist factor and would not be a self-elected

the first and most important one, also our party, eur

has. no:moral obligationsi-to .take -care of them. They
have. sacrificed- much—their youth; their health, their
training for a living—in order-to enable us to achieve
the form of society we have now. ;

Yes, Communists—real Communists at that,-who are
revolutionaries and democrats—will be more and more
meeded imthe future. But what I think is no longer
necessary are certain precisely circumscribed forms and

.. functions; or the-limitatiens of these forms and fune-
- tions-within the Communist League and outside it. The
xoots of the evil are in-the present organizational forms

- aAd-in“the style and methods of work; jn the fact that
the old-concepts and methods continued to be used under

- phe .mew- condittons - wherr themasses of Cemmunists,

- and--of the-people: for ‘that -matter, can more directly
- influence: the-deeisions. :

+_“That is-why the present methods of activity in.the
basic_fparty] organizations-of our towns are pot only
anfruitfal but-we have also become a direct obstacle to
a--mozre productive and creative activity of ‘the Com-
munists themselves, an obstaele to shaping and perfect-
ing their-ewn personalities, an obstacle in the Commu-

- pists'struggle for democracy, an obstacle to their use-
ful-collaboration -in the political and national life of
the -country;” The present methods are a handicap for
the Communists; for they waste their precious time, kill
their-will to work; and- are a source of confusion for
their ‘conseience,

‘The. final aim for a true Communist is not some kind
of abstract -party, -catering exclusively. to Communists.
The aim should be the people and the lifting up its so-
eialist consciousness, the education of the pegple.for de-
mocracy, and the establishment of concrete means of
fizhting: for democracy and preserving it ‘within the
framework of respect for law, of the rights of citizens,
ete.

CHANGING THE PARTY

Thot-is-why 1 think that the Communists need no. longer
discuss current problems outside the. Socialist Alliance,
that is,  need no ‘olnger discuss first in the Communist
League ©nd "pass them on” only after they have. been
debated there, This need does not exist for the majority
of the urban centers. In rural areas the transformation
can follow a slower pace. | emphasize that we are now
#alking ebout a “course of events,” about “orientations,”
and no longer about something that has to be done over-
night. We have reached a:stage where we:have no longer
need to be precipitate:in our decisions.

The purpose of my discussion is not to propose forms
of aetivity. But since we are dealing with that problem,
let e give my opinion on that also. Meetings of the
basic [party] organizations of ‘the Communist League
are neither necessary nor useful if the only problems on
the agenda are those of daily political activity, except
for-some speeial problems (important political changes
or political dangers). However, it is necessary and use-
ful that Cemmunists: join the Socialist Alliance as sim-
ple members and work.

. After that, what then remains for.the basic organi-
zations of the Communist League? The election of- a
leadership and delegates and the above-mentioned-—ex-
ceptional—political activity. And something very im-
_portant, more important than anything else: the inter-
nal political life. This is the most sensitive aspect of
the question, becatse people.will not stand for'it and
cannot be imbued with enthusiasm when they are or-
dered around and treated as immature beings. This po-
litical life can be organized only on the basis of per-
_sonal inclinations and complete free will. It eannot be
obligatory for anyone. There is only one form possible,
that of lecture plus discussion, because it is voluntary
and fitted to the inclination and intellectual level of the
audience. But it should not be restricted only to Com-
maunists; it 'sheuld -be public and open to all those who
are interested. The leetures may be various, from the
most abstract theories and dnalyses of current political
events up to cultural, scientific and educational sub-
jeets. In this way we would overcome the ideological
differences between the Communists and the ‘other citi-
zens, granting no privileges to the former or to the
others. However, it is most important that the Commu-
nist personality remains respected.

THE NEW LEAGUE

In this way the Communist League would change from
$he old party into a real living League-of ideclogically
closely linked men. The careerisfs and opportunists would
. lose their-interést in party membership overnight. Like-
wise the struggle for its purity, for the image of a pure
Communist, would cease overnight. The one .who is not
vpure” will quif’ by himself and become “inactive," be-

cause there would be no personal advantages for him— -

except ideas; except Communist idealism; but that could
be so only -for real- Communists. The Communists would
be active wherever they live and act as citizens. The
aumber of Communists in the roganizations will be small-
‘or, but the Communists' and their ‘ideas will be spread
all over. No one will "control" their activity and “line,”
and ne-one will-give-them “directives.”’ Moreover, on the
basis of already discussed theses and lectures they will
adopt their standpeints on local problems, on social life,

and: on-unsoived problems of their life and' activity.
The present *Communist League would “weaken,”
¢wither away” as a classical party, and on the other
hand ‘the conscious role, ties and real discipline of the
pure Cemmunists would be strengthened. The Commu-
. nist League would gradually take en the character of an
ideologically strong and far-flung core but lose.its- party
character. Tt would merge with the Socialist Alliance,

and-the Communists-withthe ordinary citizens.

- Why’ should this b
sm? On the con

e bad for the Communists or-for:
rary, the Socialist Alliance would

elite of Communists. The role of personality would
grow-—on the basis of an individual’s quality- and vele

- among the masses and net only on the basis of his posi-
.tien in the party committee or administration. The'di-
-rect pelitical rele of the masses would also grow, and

likewise that of ithe people, who would decide most po-
litical - problems by themselves and-without -imposed,

- patented and -enforced ‘leaders-and formulas. Thus the
. good 'Communists who have talent-would become the
.ideological 'and-political leaders, although not so quickly
--and .easily. Very guickly—without -regular attendance
- at dull and-meaningless meetings and without ideologi-
. cal edueation—it-would be clearly knewn just who are
:the Communists de- faeto and who prefer.the people,
. democracy. and socialism-more than their own-personal

advantage.

-THIS: ISN'T-RUSSIA!

- By ‘the way; I add ‘that book-grinding, and the repe-

tition of this orthat statement that some functionary

wisely made, or “book knewledge”. abeut some theses,
are widely considered to be ideological -activities. In the
same-way .the Church looks upon its faithful and en-
deavors -to infuse ‘them  with faith and. to save their

-:souls-with- apostolic sephistry.

‘Tdeology-is more or less everything. that has its roots
in-soeiety and-enters the mind through man’s activity
in society.” Eduecation, musie, literature, radio, movies,
theater, social and family ethical norms—all come un-
der ‘this head. It would. seem that the real struggle for
ideology would be only the struggle that raises the cul-
tural and scientific level in all spheres of .intellectual
life in the:society, or-which does-the same thing for the
individual in an ever-greater and unimposed-degree. As
for theories and practices which teach outmoded rules
and change' living socialist ideas into a non-existent
soeialist-religion, neither of these is ideological. Social-
ism and the struggle for socialism is all of life here, in
the cities, in all regions and in all forms, and not just
one of its political branches.

The present imposed, dull, outmoded and burean-
eratic forms of ideological activity here remind us of
those existing in Soviet Russia. However, we are not the
Soviet Union, and our Communists are not servile offi-
cials of Stalin. There they teach and are taught what
Stalin said, what Marx and Lenin preached—but there
the shedding of innocent human blood, despotism, fam-
ine and backwardness still exist. This ideological activ-
ity in the Soviet Union has no connection with science
and life. Its goals are not science and life. Such forms
of activity are very good tools for keeeping the people
in their bockwardness. These forms of activity are like
anesthetics for consciousness, by means of which the
consciousness is operated on for the henefit of sinister
bosses and despotic masters.

In this case it would be.useful o check history and take
a look around. Except for the Stalinist.movements there

- are no other - workers' movements in the world -which

have forms of activity like those we have in our Com-
munist Leggue. In.spite of that, these anti-Stalinist move-
ments.-live and develop, although they have ne police, no
courts .and no press behind-fheir backs. Lenin's party had
no such forms of activity (obligatory education, led by
committees aand the professional apparatus, cbligatory
attendance at meetings of the basic party organizations).
These forms of activity and these organizational prin-
ciples became the forms of the outhoritarian apparatus
affer Lenin.

Although we are able to explain why this exists here
and to justify it, it is not clear why.it sheuld still be so.

N v
THE ESSENCE OF THE PROBLEM

Yugolsavia ‘is the only country in the- world possess-
ing men and movements that claim to be Leninist (the

- Stalinists .and Trotskyists are evidently net)}. We have

no reason to-be ashamed of that; on Ehe.contrary‘ But
there is no-reason for it. We must be consistent to the
end—if we really want to be socialists.

No one would be more astonished than Vladimir
Ilyich [Lenin] if he could see what has-become of his
ideas and works in his country. Viadimir Ilyich did not
propose to create a new ideology (a higher phase of
Marxism), as Stalin said he did, -at least not one that
established everlasting and unchangeable forms. As he
said, the principal element of his teachings was his
teaching on the state (on the struggle for power and
revolution), and, in this eonnection, his teachings on
the party. However, his teachings and his forms (a
party of a certain kind) were fitted to a certain period,
that is, to the period of preparing for the struggle for
power, the destruction and expropriation of the bour-
geoisie. )

‘We built our Leninist party and later our state with
our own forces, buf under the influence of Lenin's ideas
and Stalin's interpretation of Leninjsm. Many theses in
our theory and many forms of our practice, which we
consider to be genuine products of Marxism, are a heri-

tage from Stalin. If they fitied into our open revolution-

ary struggle, they do not fit today. This is true not only
for our Leninist-Stalinist forms and ideas, but also for
pure Leninist forms and ideas {except in the most gen-
eral form). _

No one can diminish the great world-historical impor-
tance of the October Revolution and of Lenin, for so-

cialism in general and for us in partieular. But in the .

best case; it was only a step in theoretical and practical
develppment, and ecannot be of exclusive value today.

Realjty has changed; the Soviet Union  has become -
- state-capitalist, and menepoly capitalism has’ turned
.into statercapitalism. Bt P
Among ‘these;outmoded forms and ‘ideas belongs,cas o}

Communist' League. The Yugoslav Communist ‘Party

: was good—such- as- it was—~Ffor the preparation of the

armed struggle and for the armed struggle itself. But
if it-remains as it is, it will stand in the way of devel-
epment. Its present forms, which formerly were -revglu-
tionary, are changing into undemocratic forms and des-

‘potism,-beeause they do not fit into -the socialist trends

of a soecialist society. Hl
No one is thinking of being against the Comimunist -
League. We are only against .the- Stalinist remunants

“within the party, or-to-put'it better, against Stalin’s

version of Lenin’s:party, beeause this delays: develop-
ment, especially -the development of demoeracy. :

That isn’t all; The basic qurestion is the work: of -the

basic party organizations and their ideological activity. .

‘This involves mainly the question of ‘the old trends and
‘the struggle for new ones. The ‘old Communist ‘Party

had-many of these trends. If-we do not renounce theold -

forms, we eanmnot -speak about changes in the main role
of ‘the EPY and stress that the Communist League is’
something different from' the CPY, or frem Stalin’s
wversion'of Lenin’s party. Because-centralized and:obli-
gatory ideologieal activity was the basis of ‘the old CPY
(and of every revelutienary.party), some comrades; ae-
customed to the old principles,-consider that the gradual

-weakening of these principles ‘means a liquidation:of

the Communist League and a renunciation of Conmmu-
nism and-Secialism. 2

Lenin's form of party and state {the dictatorship based

o ‘the: purty) has- become obsolete, and must -become
 obselete olways ond-everywhere-ns soon- asthe revoly- =
* tiomary situation js. post: ond: democracy begins -to:come
.alive. It is understood that-we are referring o the Lemin-*
+ist form in a most: general--way, because' this form:is
- varioble: and- could: be- different from that of Lenin. ‘©ur:

form of party and state was also different—sometimes it
was more Leninistically centrglized and ideological]y. unis-
form—and expressed :the - pructical needs of revolution
or the influence of Stalinism.

‘NO..DEAD DOGMAS

Our progress can develop in two directions: toward

*a Leninist form of state and party, which today ‘cannet

be democratic, or toward a renunciation of that ferm, -
in favor of others that are more democratic, free and
decentralized forms of political life and political 'strug-
gle. The more flexible and free the forms of political
and ideological activity that appear, the less dogmatism

and ‘the more democratic and human relations among . = =

the: comrades’ and citizens of our.ceuntry. -At:present:
these forms are just trends. We can delay that .choice,
but we cannot aveid it. iy
The democratic changes that we are diseussing will
have enormous- results in the further development of .
our social—intellectual and political—progress. - The
reason for and the basis of these changes lie in eco-
nomic development and economic relations. However,
obsolete political and intellectual forms are able to de-
lay economic development. Social- development and
movement in society mean the unity of conscious ele-
ments and unorganized masses—unity of contradietory
elements.which constantly reinforce each other or push

each other forward in order to be more linked together " '

and bound to each other.

f!‘-k}ese changes, of democracy and a free struggle of
opinions, cannot provoke deep sacial repercussions and « -
troubles. Development and reform are ecreative and
revolutionary. This has beecome'possible in our country
tm_iay., after the revolution, on the basis of social owner-
ship in industry and commerce, and at a time of devel-
oping demoeracy and growing independence. <4

All of our present theories—esthetic, philosophical,
ethical, as well as political, economic and social, .the
last three especially—will be shaken or already have .
been shaken in everything except fundamentals by the -
social changes that have taken place with us. The-basie
materialist theses and discoveries (Marx’s and. the
Marxists’) will remain. But it is also true that they.-will

remain only if they develop; otherwise they will remain

as dead truths, dogmas, truths that used to be truths
but are no longer, because a truth can survive as truth
only if it develops.

"WHAT IS
INDEPENDENT  SOCIALISM?

In four special -pa‘mpktet-issnes of Labor .
Action, the basic idea sof Independent. So- -
cialism are vividly and simply explained. |

‘No. 1-~The Principles and Program
of Independent Socialism

No. 2—Independent Socialism and ;
War

*No. 3=—=The Fair Deal: A Socialist
Analysis

“No. 4—Socialism and Democracy

10 cemts e_abh
C'apies are: $till. available.
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By BOGDAN DENITCH

.~ All observers note that racism in
. ' America is on the decline—that is, o}ﬁmat
© ' racism. As evidence of this trend it is
~ only necessary to cite the policy of inter-
" racial integration in the armed services,
 as distinet -from the racist policy still
" followed under President Roosevelt dur-
ing World War II, and the increasing
success of the court cases agamat dis-
. - crimination and segregation itself in the
. school system.

There are many Treasons ‘for the ad-
wances in this field: for one thing, there
is the American need to fully utilize its
manpower now that it is the world lead-
er of one of the two camps; and the
effect of the trade-union movement, par-
o ticularly the CIO, and the effects of
©°  <years of education. As a result, cases of

- _outrages and lynchings (which many

Europeans seem to think are daily oe-

currences in thé U. S.) are becoming

rare.
As a latter of fact, only the Stalinists

“Some Fallacies of

By CARL DARTON

Parapsychology and “psi” continues to

. be with us. In fact its vogue appears to
‘be on the upsurge again. Rhine’s latest
“book New World of the Mind has just
been pubhshed Now we have a favorable
article in Life magazine (January 11)
by Aldous (Brave New World) Huxley.
.. At the risk of starting a literary feud,
f ot _whxclr we do not feel is warranted by the
subject, we will comment on the Life
_article. You will recall that “psi” gener-

5 ally refers to a paranormal human fac-
= ulty which can foresee events (precogni-
'+ tion), be-aware of the contents of other
people’s minds (telepathy) and manifest
other phenomena which indicate the abll-
ity of “mind” to influence “matter.”

: We believe that for each paranormal
 ‘experience outlined in the Life article a
. naturalistic explanation can be given and

: for each personal account of an unusual
experience can be given a comparative
- personal incident which cancels out the
.- paranormal e:plunahon of “psi." Paranor-
_ ‘mal means "besides” and “beyond” the
- mormal faculty. Weé realize that parapsy-

“cholegy is more than an accounting of per-
_ sonal experiences, but such experiments as
~ Rhine carries out are an attempt to prove

“*‘scientically” that they are evidence of
the existence of “psi.”

Let us take incident in Huxley's ar-
ticle. The first is the classic one of pre-
‘cagnition: a woman dreams of her sol-
“dier-son’s death overseas. It develops
Jater that her son did die, within a few
hours of the time of her dream. This is
-a personal incident; let us be equally
personal. We believe that most of us can
recall many incidents of “precognition”
which never worked out, that is, where
we thought something was going to hap-
- ‘pen but it never did. The_writer, for in-
- stance, as many of us do, travels to and
~from his daily work in a state of reverie,
or thoughtfulness if you wish, to coun-
“teract the boredom of the passing scene
whlch seems to change little from day

' THE PATTERN

#  During this period many thoughts pass
through his mind and it is difficult to
““econtrol the range of this introspection.
.Repeatedly, over the years, the writer
‘has approached his home with the
thought flashing through his mind that
_some .accident (most precognitions are
about: ‘aecidents) has happened to a mem-
ber of his family. Mostly this is a mere
- fleeting fear but occasionally, particu-
larly after a “bad” day, within the five
minutes before he approaches his front
door, the fear of an accident becomes an
. obsession. By the time he rushes into his
“house he is convinced that something has
happened this time. Fortunately, over the
years' nothing has -happened seriously,
and really -very:little or nothing which
matehes his fears. =
We ‘do-not. beheve that these personal .

SR

Raast Frats on the Campuses

claim that there is an increase of racism
in America. They do this in order to tie
in the “increase of racism” with the
American war drive, as a matter of
propaganda—whereas it is precisely the
war drive (and the resultant manpower
shortages) which has been one of the
forces militating against racism in-the
U. S. .

1t is not odd, therefore, lﬂhu‘l the cam-
puses, reflecting this trend, are cracking
down on the last hold-outs of racism in
the Northern colleges—the fraternities.

The question of fraternities and their
diseriminatory practices has been debat-
ed on many campuses and even in the
National Student Association. This latter
organization, which represents pretty
mueh every college in the U. 8., has taken
avery weak stand-on the questmn ‘rec-
ommending” that discrimination be abol-
ished.

Some campuses Have taken more con-
crete steps. The best known is the so-
called - “Michigan Plan.” The Mchigan

‘Parapsychology’

dents occur throughout the world’s popu-
lation. Practically all of these *match
up” with nothing and are forgotten. Is it
strange that of the millions of such fore-
thoughts, a few “match up” with real-
life incidents such as are described in
the Life article? When they do, what is
to be gained by looking for “psi” in such
“unexplainable premonitions”?

Take a second account in Huxley's
article. This is the well-known “fire-
walking” practiced by Indian mystics.
How can this be accounted for other
than by the “triumph of mind over mat-
ter”? At the risk of writing too person-
ally in this column, we will give an ac-
count of the writer's faculty for “fire-
walking,” not with our feet but-*on our
hands” yet.

SIMPLE MAGIC

In pursuit of livelihood, we often have
oceasion to inspect hot objeets, which
will be nameless, as they came off a pro-
duction line. They are so hot that the
workers who normally handle them wear
heavy leather gloves. It gives this writer
considerable amusement to walk up ‘to
the line, pick up the hot product and hold
it in his bare hands. The onlooker’s facial
expression changes from expectation
that the-hot object will be dropped to one
of amazement as it continues to be- held
in the bare hand.

The explanation is very simple, The hot
object is held with the very tips of the
fingers and in such a manner that the area
of the hand on- the hot surface is. kept at
the very minimum. In addition, the article
is shifted from finger to finger, almost un-
perceivably, so that the tips are air-

-cooled as fast os the heat is transferred

This "art" has been learnt over the years
and the point is that what appears to be
an impossible faculty has a perfectly nat-
uralistic explanation.

This we believe to be true, ultimately,
of all “psychic” phenomena. Not that
this can be proved to “believers.” Nor do
the writer's personal accounts have much
scientific standing. However, it is prob-
able that “psi” ean never be disproved
scientifically for it poses questions which
‘by their very nature are unanswerable.
On the other hand humanity, and science,
have made their progress by framing
questions” which are meaningful enough
to have answers.

Further, we believe that parapsychoi-
ogy can find’ eredence only in an age
which iz half-scientific. In times of frus-
tration like ours it is nice to believe in
‘the impossible, not the “impossible”
which can be brought into being by work
and effort but that of the mystical and
the irrational. It is true that science has
made many “miracles” possible, but they
only look like miracles from the outside.
To the workers who have produced them
they- are merely the artful combination

‘have

:magmatxon am{ .aspirations-
stic-foundatisn
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Plan, putinto practice at the University
of Michigan, is very simple: all fraterni-
ties are given a specific amount of time
(usually one year) in which to remove
all restrictive sections of their charters
or be denied campus recognition. Faced
with this choice many local fraternities
comply with the student government's

demand, only to find themseives expelled .

by their national fraternisy.
Right new the University of Ch:cago

is involved in a hassle with one of its®

fraternities which refuse “either to re-
* move the restrictive provisions or to

leave the national fraternity. The Uni- .

versity of Chicago, which long used to be
a pioneer in questions of this type,
seems reluctant to take any specific steps
against the fraternity in question. This
seems to be an unfortunate side result of
the university’s recent drive toward re-
spectability.

Of course, from the pom! of view of o
socialist student, fraternities as such are
a reactionary and undesirable influence on
the campus. The healthiest policy with re-
spect to fraternities is the policy Antioch
College follows: not to permit any %o be
formed. However, as long as the fraterni-
ties do exist, the trend toward democrat-
izing these citadels of snobbery and class
prejudice - should be welcomed uad sup-
ported.’

The fraternities base themselves on
exclusive membership—that is, they ex-
clude or take in whomever they wish. On
the contrary, it is a good policy for stu-
dent governments to insist that all school
organizations be open to all students
without diserimination on any ground.

The question of diserimination by cam-
pus organizations has long been a very
touchy one in most of the Northern col-
leges. Many of the more liberal ones will

not charter a campus organization if it.

has clauses in its constitution which
make it racially exclusive. Many, while
forbidding fraternities, allow religious
and social organizations to be inclusive
of only one group—for example, the
Hillel Foundation clubs which on most
campuses are exclusively Jewish, formal-
ly or in practice. This often raises diffi-
cult questions.

In the opinion of this writer; such or-
ganizations (while often formed primar-
ily for Catholic students or Negro stu-
dents or Jewish students, etc.) should be
required to make their membership open
to all interested students, if they are to
be lezally recognized, given school funds
and facilities, and so on.

Needless to say, the question is very
clear in the case of the racist fraternities,
which refuse to admit Negro studenis or

Jewish students or other categories. Such

racist fraternities often wuse civil-liber-
tarian arguments to prove that they
should not be banned. They say: "You lib-
eral students disapprove of discrimina-
tion. We on the other hand disapprove of
Communists. If you allow groups on cam-
pus which spread fofuhiar:un un-Amunua
ideas, why ban us?"

Liberal student Ieaders_ avoid this dil-
emma by answering: “Yes, we are for
banning Communist organizations too!
We are consistent.”

But I do not believe that a student po-
litical erganization should be banned for
any reason that is based simply on its
views (including racism), but only for
overt aections which are properly to be
banned. Thus, let a fraternity “advocate”
racism all it wants; but if it practices
dizerimination, it should be denied school
recognition.
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'Reynqlds at Forum
'On Puerto Rico

*The joint forum of the SYL-YPSL in: -
New York heard the noted pacifist fizht-- €35
er for Puerto Rican independence, Ruth S
Reynolds, speak on February 22. Miss '
Reynolds, although a pacifist, had been-
arrest by the island authorities.
charged with “conspiracy” to overthrow-
the U. S. government in Puerto Rico. In-
her talk Miss Reynolds outlimed the long:
struggle for Puerto Rican independence
and the terrible conditions on the island.

She pointed out that the famous “ref--
erendum” (a) did not include the choice:
of independence and (b) was deliber-
ately boycotted for that very reason by
a large proportion of the population in
response to the urgings of the National- |

ist Party. Under the present status

Puerto Rico still is liable to all U. 8.

tariffs, its young men- are drafted into: i

the U. S. armed forces and its Court of: l|

Appeals sits in Boston—otherwise Puerte:-

Rico is “almost” free. - |
An interesting sidelizht on-the 1ndus- i

trialization of Puerto Rico is the method: : /

the island government uses to attract. '

American capital. The corporations re-

ceive tax exemptions for twelve vears

and a free plant (built by the govern-

ment) ! With these inducements it is no

wonder that capital is flocking to Puerto

Rico—although it must be noted that for .

a decade Puerto Rico had been built up

with state-financed planned development

which took place under a New-Dealish

governor who had been in touch with the

American socialist movement. Today this

friend of Norman Thomas, Clarence

Senior, ete. is not for independence,

New Bulletin

The third issue of the joint-SYL-
YPSL Discussion Bulletin is now -
available. This issue includes the
draft program and draft constitu-
tion for the projected Young So-
cialist League, in view of the pro-:
posed merger of the two youth or-
ganizations. A copy is 10 cents,-
and may be ordered from either
the SYL or YPSL national offices. i

THE LAST WORD -

Comrade Richard DeHaan writes in, it
apropos of the letter by Victor Howard
in our Jan. 18 issue:

“Contrary to Comrade Howard, -the
proposal to hold the Third Camp  Confer-
ence in Des Moines or some other- Mid-
western city was ‘a part of the instrue-:
tions given to its delegate to the planning :
conference’ by the Libertartan Socialtst :
Gommxttee and was mnot ‘his personal:
idea.’

REMEMBER

The Young Socialist Unity con~
vention takes place February 12-14°
in New York, as scheduled. i 2

YPSL and SWP to Debate on Policies

On the evening of Friday, February 5, a debate will be held on the ;i =

subject of "The Road for American Socialists" between speakers for the
Young People's Socialist League and the Socialist Workers Party.

The debate will be heid at Adelphi Hall, 74 Fifth Avenue, New York
City. The YPSL speaker will be Bogdan Denitch and the speaker for the

SWP will be Janice Martin.

_This will be the first debate fo take place in New York between the
Cannon group of "orthodox-Trotskyists” of the SWP, and a Third Camp
socialist. I+ should be of considerable interest fo all young socialists

and their friends. The joint SYL-YPSL forum usually held on Fridays will, '1.'

of course, not be held on February 5 in order to permit all interested

youth to attend the debate.

o~

YOU'RE INVITED
fo speak your mind in the letter column, of Labor Action. Ourpolicy 1‘3

them:to-500. wards

to publish letters of geneml polmcal mterest regardless of views: Keep,
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