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As Moscow Drives Toward a Cold-War Truce—

By HAL DRAPER

7 The Mdseow ‘Mystery understandably. grabbed all attention this
weeks as colummsts, .correbpondents and other miscellaneous “Russian
.experts” engaged. in the guessing-game over the new moves of the
Krenilini but meanwhile too. few:eyes are- ﬁxed ‘on the question marks

-that-hang over- Washmgton.

That capital, which likes to regard itself as the doer and shaker of

-the- world, seems to be frozen in
“attention on “What will They do
next?”

.If you take a step back from the
worfd scene and look it over with
fresh eye, there could be no clearer
-dramatic tubleau of the: emptiness

" and impofence of American foreign policy,
-which hos nothing to . do or say, fself, fo

_ maké.even o pretense of sgixing lni!iuhve

fﬂ‘iﬁe-&ﬂﬂﬂ'ﬁﬂﬂ

“§t-%as.the ‘new Russian.masters, after
the ‘death of Stalin, who warned against
s*disarray and panic” in their own ranks;
biit there is no ragsteiy about the’disar-
rayuyes «and even something like panic
—in Washington, as we shall see,
" Just look ot it! Here is a new and
‘shakier Russian regime, inevitably weak-
‘ened as it tries to find its legs without
‘Stalid's firon hand, beset with new inter-
nal -problems
‘theory), -forced into concesslons
‘own peopfe in ordér
-ance, in the process of changing lines

its

with .a certain ameount of unavoidable -

confugion: spreading throughout ali
wlasses. i 1ts whole domain—and the po-
E:zsml'stmtegwta of the U. S: stand by in
‘hypnotized - futility, while the Kremlin
-bids fair-fo ploy the role of “bringing"”
peace to. the world! .

1t1is. not we, socialist cr:ttcs of U 5.
:mpermhsm as-we are uncomprising.ene-

‘mies of Stalihism, who are surprised,

_Shocimd orconfused by this spectacle. We
‘have-had every right to expect it from a
‘Forelgm -policy which has distmguished
itsdif throughout the cold .war as power-
‘leas to".make .any. progressive appeal to
-the peoples- of. the ‘'world and powerless
to. take any-political initiative against
‘the rival: imperialism of  Rugsian bureau-
-eraticreolectivism,

But ours has been the opinion of a
smaﬁf gbcialist. minority, - What about
tbaaw others-—Erom rightist conservatives
“to - ex-raflieal. “repegades—who express
faithiin the ability ‘of the West” (mean-
Ang American-.capitalism) to offer a lead
to-thesworfd T

-We -wbmit: Hmf the main- reasons Hor
ths&mohnu are not orly plain buf have
bm spohn -qloud -and written down .in

{on_ almost anyvhody’s

woo. their toler- ..
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" EISENHOWER

the lait few doys. And they do not arise
primarily from the Incompetence and plain
nincompoopery of the Eisenhower crowd
-as they wriggle under Joe McCarthy's
presiure.

®

The New Kreinlin
Masters Need Peace

Only one of the reasons, and not 2 ma- |

jor one, is_the fact now exposed to the
blindest observer that Washington has
little undeystanding of its Stalinfst
enemy. What, for example, do they think
now of the initial reaction in the capital
that Stalin’s death removed the “moder-
ating influence” in Moscow?

Thosge “experts’—Ilike Hanson Bald-
win and the. editors of U. 5. News &
World Report, not to speak of Earl
Browder—wha saw the accession of Mal-

enkov . _under the sign of war have.vea-

son to be discombobolated now and start
alking  ~wildly about  fundamental .
'thanges in -8falinism. taking plaee. But
“there. is_io” regson ‘for such disorienta-
tion' for these who -understood frtm the
“beginning . that the death of Stalin faced
the new masters:with the No: 1stask of
torning-inward to internal conkalidation.
- this is wrltten, there iv cvery sign
~that Mescow ‘Is swinging. fhe - pemdulum
hard" toword -ll"-hmporcry trace Tin the
gt war—its so-tdlled "peace dfensive.”
Agreement has clready been reported
raached af Panmunjom en sick ond dis-
ahled prlwneu of war. Before thit issuwe
s read, it is not even Impossible that an
end o Hie Korean fighting may -already be
in sight,

i

-

© THME PENDULUM ‘SWINGS

_ It hasg all the symptoms of a thorough-
going turn in policy as, in addition to the
Korean negotiations, the-Russians call a
four-power conference on air safety over
- Germany ; «reseind their moye to transfer
the. U.. 8., British and Indian embassies

s o -Moscowi to new. loeations;. dress- up

Molotov for a friendly chat {“eourtesy

call”y with the U. 8. charge d’affaires’

in Moscow; make arrangenients to repa-
triate Brttlsh and French internees in
Korea; open the Ivon Curtain to- a.-gToup
of American journalisty to visit Russia;
agree with the Western states on 2 new
secretary-general for the UN; mingle so-
ciably with Americans at a U. S. embassy
affair in Moscow; suddenly return 177
Japanese fisherman captured by Stalinist
vessels in the past year; ease controls
on the highway between West Berlin and
West Germany; issue a statement via
General Chuikov (overlord of East Germ-
any} weleoming steps to negotiate a
peace treaty and recunification of Germ-
any; ete.
X these “peace™ moves. are really di-
- rected toward easing the cold-war tension
: while the new Moscow rulers ;mend fences
at, home, the piternal sighs of easement
are as re]evant to the picture- as the
foreign-policy moves. We commented on
the amnesty for non-political prisoners
last week; in addition there has been the
~Jatest price eut announced for the Rus-
sian people. In this context lies part of
the significance of the unusual reversal
by the Kremlin on the case of the Jewish
doctors,

IMPACT ON WEST

Butsif the trend is toward internal ap-
pezsement it is not only with the masses
in mind, though their appeasement is zlso
served by -such netification of an ease-
ment in the government terrer. The other
part of the new regime’s need for in-
ternal consolidation doubtless revolves
around rivalries -within the bureaucracy.

We need not here follow the various
.and speculative theories that have put
forward with repard to the nature of
the precise personal and cligue lmeups
(No ene knows, and more or less in-

formed guesses can take place in other -

"columns of LABOR AcTIoN.) What is most
certain now is that such jockeyings for
power are taking place, even if it is not
the kind of disruptive cutthroat struggle
for power which some expected the day
after Stalin’s death. The best evidence
for this is, te date, the dismissal'-of
Iznatiev, the seerei-police head fired for
pohtlca] blindness and gullibility” in the
case of the dociors, ‘and remeved .from
the Secretariat on which he was .placed
only therother week.

* 1t is not, hdwever, with the many remaln-
fng Kremiin mysteries ‘that we are con-
cerned with in this article, but rather with
the impact-on the West of the big FACT
that has emerged: Russis's swing. of the
pendolum foward a “peace” deal.

-

" 'Repudiation’ of
Stalinism?

: It is this that has apparently rocked
s0 many pundits of the press off their
base—if they had any base, There is now

“talk of a deal for *lasting peace.”” There
is even more talk, twice as ignorant, of
the new regime’s “repudiation’ of Stalin-
ism. :

‘Truly the president of the Cameg}e
‘Endowment for International . Peace,
~J. E. Johnson, returning from Asia in
the mldst of ‘the furor, said that there
are “ne-experts.on Rugsia, only. varying

- PR S

ERE DOES U.S. POI.ICY GO FROM HERE?

-degrees of ignorance”; -and speaking of

the same type of “Russian expert,” which-
includes himself, columnist- Max Lerner
wrote that “you are out in- the wild-Blue
yonder with only your huneh “and your
ignorance 1o sustein you.” For-exampie,
illustrating what he means by .the wild

-blae yonder, the saime Lerner threw out

the possibility that maybe “what we are
witnessing is the burial of -Stalin in &
decper sense’’—that is, the burial oi:
Stalinism. )

We ourselves look to neitiier hunches
nor specizl “inside dope” (strasght off the.
boat from that “recently amived Russian
refugee” who must be spreading some of
the wild stories which get izio.print),

* but to the more prosaic tool af -pdlitieal
analysis of the Stalinist system and its

dynamics.

In this Hght 4t is plain @nomne fop i

so many bourgeois, ]Jlll‘ldltb ta speak o
unqualifiedly of the Kremiin'’s revérsal.on
the Jewish doctors as “withons nrecedent i
(the Paris Le Monde} or as a repudla-
tion of Stalin’s work” (the N. ¥. Times). -
To be sure, it is without precedent in
specific respects but, to correct the prev-
alent-emphasis, it is important to remem- -

T

MOLOTOV

ber that the pattern which it-indicates
(along with the amnesty} is -the same
pattern that we sow when Berin first
came up to the top s head of the -gecret
police, in the backwash of the Great
Purges of the 30s. Then too'scapegoals
were- fired, arrested and denconced' for
too-zealous purging, in order io announce
to the peodle that a turn was being made
toward ending the immediate frenzy of
trials, denunciations and-fear,

'SECOND HONEYMCON?

Tz is not intended to negate the idea

‘that this dramatic reversal is -of -fiest-

class importanee in indicating the jockey-

-ing that must be taking . place at “the

tops; it is only intended to "sevtch the-
|gnorant notion that such a siep means .

“repudistion” of the system erected by =

Stalm Stalin’s years saw frenctic purges’
and also sharp letups, periods of intensi-
fied terror and also peviods ¢f ﬂlnswns
about “liberalization,”

The New York Post‘,_editfbriaiized”on'
April 8: “The amnesty . . . i3 nothing

g L

less thap a repudiation of the all-wise, -

all-knowing rule of Joseph Stalin. If e
this is repudiation, then Stalin repudiated . =

himself dozens of times.
Why do these notions crop wp now? Wa -
{Turn te.lost pagel -
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‘REUTHERISM’ AND THE UAW CONVENTIO

{Continued from last week)

‘By BEN HALL

The 2,600 UAW conventiun delegates were
elected from among the most active unionists
in the shops and provide an accurate cross-sec-
tion of the present local leadership, Like the
composition of the membership, which is chang-
ing as hundreds of thousands of new recruits
flocking mto 'the union, it too is cha}nging‘.

New leecals are ipevitably led by relatively inexpe-
rienced men, unaware of old rank-and-filism and un-
acquainted with the democratic traditions of the UAW
arising out of internal discussions and caucus fights
which they never witnessed. Unlike the veterans of
UAW struggles who molded and. created working-class

 pubtlic opinion in the-shops as active, alert representa-
tives of caucuses and groupings, the newcomers tend
to reflect the thinking of the new layers of uniénists—
not only their legitimate and progressive demands but
-also-their conservative moods,

Hiére is the sotrce of complaints by the top leader-
- '¥hip, ‘at the Cléveland’ Educuticnel Conference last yedr

'z Wall as ot ‘fthis donvention. that iti publiciy prodiaimed

- sogial aims and Hs inspiring ultimate goals somehow

never filter down info the shops. The union grows rapldly
“but lts conscioas cadres develop slowly. A gap develops
between what Reutherism pronounces on top and what

-actadlly exists kelow.

This is the new internal problem of the admlmstra-
-tion and the more it strives to tighten and unify the

dmion by administrative devices, the wider this gap -

‘Becores.

The old local leaders still act as a stimulus and &
‘Prod, as they did at the convention, on speedup, on
the five-year-contract question and on several organiza-
tional matters. .

ON SPEEDUP

Lioca) leaders from the Big Three {(Chrysler, Gen-
‘erat Motors and Ford) reminded the vnion of an ever-
present and increasingly intense speedup drive back
~hofile .“Managemeni, is moving in like it did in 1937,”
said a GM delegate, “Speedup is worse now than it
‘ever was and we need new language in our agreement

. to combat it.”

".Féom Chrysier Local 7: "We ore working harder now
Fan' fen yeors .ago. Slowdowns ure supposed to be
fllegal. Men have been fifed for fighting speedup aond our
‘g’ﬁéfu‘h_:e‘ machinery i1 inodegudte to handie if. The red-
Tope of strike veles canhot grapple with speediep be-
ddiise the men must foke immediote action or weaken
fheir case.”

And frem: Ford Local 200 =z delegate expressed
Whale-hearted endorsement of the sentiment from
Chrysler, pointing out that 25 men were fired in his
plant for resisting speedup.

The convention resolution reiterated the unicen posi-

tion: it will give full authorization and support to local
strikes against speedup. Reuther said: “The only basic
answer is eternal vigilance on every line in every de-
partment. Use your power but with a serise of disci-
pline.”
. Nevertheless, this is one of the “unsolve#”’ issues;
it remains a focus of discontent which cannet be
eliminated shop by shop and which will arise again and
again. Local leaders look for a new approach and none
is forthdoming.

LONG-TERM CONTRAGTS

Arn' ondercurrent of dissatisfaction has been mount-
inz among leaders of large locals against five-year con-
trd¥ts. Their local membership loses intereet in . the
union and grievances cannot -be cemed when conditions
are frozen for long periods.

The convention reselution notes the dermand apen -

- big companies for a recpening of negotiations despite
.eonitracts which do not expire for several years, and it
oneludes: “in the event current negotiations do not
Hring about a satisfactory adjusiment . . . the Imtéria-
tional Union and all local unions' ave dnected aet to
‘fiégotiate any future contracts for a period in excess
-of two years.’

it dis:onfen? was so sharp ﬂldf many de[egufes were
tiot setisfied; thelr suspicions were expressed by Stelloto.
who maintdined that the top leadership was preparing
.to sign new long-term agreements after obidining minor
“concessions from the Big Three,

In reply, however, Reuther indicated that the adiin-
-jytrfation was preparing to modify its policy in response
~to the sentiments of local leaders. He asked endoyse-
Thent of ‘the resolution as a means of putting pressure
on the companies during current negotiations. If they
Yefuge to grant our demands, he said, we announce
hiere and now that we will not sign any more long-term
‘agresments. But if they do concede, he added, that

* .dovs not mean that we will contirive our former poiicy.

“We will ‘decide that question when it arises with the
- expiration of our present agreéments, he concluded.

Final getion is thus postpomed but the misgivings
'of wide sections of the union are already .vevealed,

Among <the counstitutional .changes that arose for
detion’ were three proposals that wotld increase the

’;fbwer‘ of the International Executive Board or mini-

.mmize the influence 'of loeal mambersmps

. “FheAL PROCEDURE

- "The -UAW- constitution bars Commumsts, -fascists,-

‘way &shonld not decide.”

and racketeers from hoIdmg office. Reports in the daily
press indicated that a new trial procedure adopted by
the conventien gave the International Execative Board
powers to review and alter decisions eof local unmion
trial committees in these cases. But this is misleading.

Actually, such a procedure was adopted four years
ago, then strengthened and amplified two years ago.
At Atlantic City, this year,-it rwas- extended further.

. The substance of the change is as follows: Pre-
viousty the clause referred to heolding office; now it
makes running for offiee an offense. Previously punish-
ment was simply réemoval from offiee; now it allows
disciplinary action including expulsion from the wnion.”

The administration was totally unable fo justify the
harshness of ¥hese provisions; In fact, no ome bkut the
legal minds who devised them understood just what was
proposed. A complicated document with cross-references
to unfamilor and unprinted sections of $he old constitu-
ton was thrown to the delegates, who hod to oct within
the hour on whaoi Plulcldelphla lawyers required weeks
to hatch.

Bat it was adopted by overwhelming vote; the dele-
gates only had to know that it was directed against
racketeers, who are never popular, and against Com-
munists, whose democratic rights they will not defend. -

COUNCIL MEETINGS AND
LOCAL UNION ELECTIONS

But the same unguestioning faith was conspicuously
absent on questions that aroused real feeling. The ad-
ministration proposed o restrict couneil meelings .to
once a yeur; and when opposition rose, to twice a vear.
But a caucus organized by the Agricultural Implement
Council campaigned against it and succeeded in defeat-
ing it on the floor,

1weo years gge on administration move fo lengthen
the term of office in locel unions was defeoted by the
convention. This year the constitutional commitiee re-
newed the suggestion; and once ugaj.n delegates expressed
their misglvings about the plling-up of power ot the top
and decrecse of power below.

"We need local democracy now more than ever,”
said a Chrysler delegate. *"The main problem is to get
the ranks to participate not as sharehoiders in a bank
but as a group deciding the destiny of their umion. This
proposal is another step in the direction of telling the
ranks: you pay your dues and let the union de}wer the
goods.”

A vepresentative of Local 113, with 10,000 members
in Mushegon, found a disecrepancy hetween the change
and “all the pretiy speeches about demoeracy we have

heard”; and from Local 287, with 5,000 members, came _

the request for local autonomy.

The balloting on this question was an example of
serupulous and rigid adherence to -all the forms ‘of
demoeracy by chairman Reuther. After a hand vote he
ruled that the committee report was adopted; buf a Toli-
call- was demanded. He ruled that the required number
of Hands, 775, was not raised. When he was challenged,
he ealled a teller from each side to the platform re-
quesing them to estimate the count. When one man
indicated that he thought the rolleall demand had car-

ried, the chairman organized an acfual hand-by-hand .

covnt. The roileall had won—812 votes.

The committee momentarily withdrew its propesal
and later anncunced that it was willing to face 2 roll-
call. (It would uwndoubtediy have won.) Reuther sug-
gested a compromise: “Let wus not divide the union on
this issuwe. . . . It is a mistake to make the change
when people feel so strongly. A small majority either
L An almost unanimous vote
went for lecal auvtonomy in deciding whether-or not to
increase local terms of offiee to two years.

"THE PAID STAFF

On these issues, as on othel's, representatives of big
logals, who have grown up with the union and remember
its earlier days, continue to inject vigor and life into
UAW conferences and conventions. Nevertheless, even
at the very heart of the union, in the key centers, local
leadership has baen weakened. _

Many of the most capable men have been drained
vut of the locals and raised inlo the paid, appointed
staff. These are the men who were once fighting rank-
and-file leaders, aggressive, articulate, never jintimi-
dated, who blought, caucus strugegles down to the grass
roots,

But they are no longer hesrd on the convenlion floor -

because they remain in the wings, voiceless paid op-

"pointees. Their tenure of office no longer depends upon

the will of the ronks who once elected them to local
positions but upon the whim of Internotional Board
members who hire and fire them. ) .
They are comparatively well-paid, above the average
indastry wage-levels. Where once they participated m
deciding union policies, they now simply execule policdies

enacted by others. Among the qualities which they must .

now eultivate are: silence when ‘they. disasyee; and.
compliance with orders from above dt all times. -

Local Tedders who remain feel the stirring of hitherlo
unknown ambitiony, Yesterday leadérs at afl' levels
were fngpired by-the great goals and idesls of unionism

andthis sufficed to spur them on, Now, however; they
‘1gain-from their former colleagues and from -their own-
top ieaders that thisenthusiasm may-be combined with -

-ray was getting,” shouted one delegate.

 for what, is in ‘'my heart,” he said.

u guest for perguisites, security, and higher living
standards, not only thvough the union but within it.

Many aspire to the appointed staff. Others, more
modest in their goals, are satisfied with “lost-time”
unionism, thé petty ndvanizges that come from paid

* union activity.

The poid staff of Internafiona! representatives has
grown In' size and ircreased In significance, The men
who make it up now have a material stake in thelr jobs
and feel secure, so long as they do not offend their
bosses, The power of this staff inside the unlon was
reveated in 1751 when i¥ waos mobilized %o pat over g
dues increase.

This year the International representatives cam-
paigned for a salary inerease of 26 per egnt and were
given 15 per cent. The pay seale now ranges between
$95 to $115 .per week plus expenses of approximately
$6:60 per day and $20 per week for automobile costs,

Yesterday paid appointees were derisively called “pork- .

choppers”; today they are entitled to more respect.

ON PAY INCREASES

Heavy sa]ary inereases were voted to the Interna-
tional officers. The president’s pay was raised from
$11,250 per year to $18,000; secretary-treasurer, from
510,750 to $14,000; v1ce-pres1dent from $9,250 to
$12,500; Int.ernahonal Board member, from $7.750 to
$10,000. -

Floor discussion revealed & mood, common enough
in other unions, but hew to the TAW. Oniy one dele-
gate opposed the increase: “We're giving only $5-57 per
week to strikers; if that’s all we can afford, then the
top officers should not have an’increase.”

But a flurry of deniands came for even more sub-
stantial raises: “Reuther shonld get at least -what Mur-
“Let's force
it down his throat.” And another: “What are we, d
bunch of chesp bums? ‘We¢ have the best officers in the
world.” And he demanded at least 356,000 for Reuther
with proportionate increases down the line, -

Another: “We've got the biggest union in the world
and one ¢f the lowest-paid presidents. Even the smullest
company pays its executives $48,000; do we appreciate
our feadership?’ Big ovations.

Two years age Reuther received a first modest salary
increase and cauvtioned the delegates against raising

“their leaders’ pay too high.. At -Attantie: ity hetem-

pered his obvipus pleasure in the accolades ofacclaimt
with an even more foreeful admonition:

“I am not in this for what iz in the payeheck but
1 feel strongly
about it but T agreed not to fight over it. Leaders of
unions must make sacrifices with the members. Not
because I want to be a hero but begause we can huild
the movement we want only by keeping salaries low.
The leadership we need cannot come from people who
are just interested in money but only from those who
are imspired by ideals. If you try to go any higher,
I will not be bound by uny commitments and I will
fight {t.”

THE UAW PICTURE

* This is the dilemma and contradiction of Reutherism
in its s:mpiesf form. I¥ is eosy to understand why he
accepts a rising scale of salaries despite the undoubtedly

sincere’ professians of opposition. His feliow officials want .

more money; they casnot toke ¥ without Reuther

Also, he is now president of the CID and must treat
his other presidents with propef respect, as dictated
by protocol. Low UAW salaries were an interesting
curiosity in the past; but when Reuther becomes CIO
presulent they remain a standmg publie reproach te
other union officials.

He calls for a jeadership which can “lead erusades”
and for men who “believe in the movement.” But he
has not been able to create it in his own union and
relies fronl day to day upon other attractions and other

inducements to weld together hundreds of men needed'

to man the union staff. o

A simplistic conception of the problem of union dem;c-
tacy sees the ronk and file in constont struggle for
progress ogoinst o Purecuccatic officialdem whick re-
presses if and which adopts o hypocritical mititancy only
when [t becomes necessary to head off rijing discontent
from befow. And,.still from #his oversimpid‘ied standpoint,
the officiatdem -maintains on iron, acthoritarian rule to
keep the situction from getting owt of hand. In some
unions, this stereotype is an aecurate picture of reality,
But nof In the UAW, .

The Socialist Workers Party, for example, is so0
busy trying to fit the YA'W fito the stereotype that it
loses all perspective on what is actually occurring and
sees a regime of repression where its own supporters
are speaking out freely and fearlessly In the UAW
where we meet a socially:conseious labor officiaidom—
the left wing éf the American labor movement—gues-
tions of démocracy and bureaueracy are posed in 2 far
more complex, more subtle, and move fovorable fashion.
We.find a leadership swhick is anxious to reinforce its
solid edritrol -over the union and at the seme bime seeks
m s oWii'Way to préserie: and pmbecl: democracy.

. -This:is-not to say. that- demoera_ey remains as deeply
.implanted-as ever before.. Yewterday demoeratic- nght.s

were the; éommon c¢oin” of-ewery-day life, asserted in.

practice. by the’ widest participation of every ;:un:ent ih
.Yt (Contivued onipage 3




By L. G. SMITH

Another major victory was won
last week hy Senator Joseph Mec-
Carthy. In the dispute over the
“Greek ship deal,” both the State
Department and the director of
Mitual Security were forced to back
down ignominiously before the senator
as the resuit of a cabinet decision.

President Eisenhower used the pres-
tige of his office to back MceCarthy
azaingt his own top officers in an almost
incredible press conference in which
evasion and doubletalk hit new lows, Fol-
lowing heot on the heels of the Bohlen
case, this action by the Eisenhower ad-
wministration has thrown consternation
into the ranks of some of the president’s
staunchest supporters both in and ouh
of Congress,

The pra-Eisenhower. "liberai Republi-
can” press ol over the country had taken
up MceCarthy's excurslon into foreign-
policy negotlations as a clear case in
which the senafor had overreachéd hinw
seif. They were confident that this time
Eisenhower had really cought the bum

off-bose and was geing fo cut him down,

Their hopes were reinforced by a
statement coming from a “high-placed”
though znonymous Siate Department of-

- figial to the effect that MeCarthy's ne-

gotiations were “a phoney,” and were
brought to a high pitch by BEarold
Stassen’s hostile and havd-hitting atti-
tude when he appeared 1o testify before
MecCarthy’s commiftee,

Stassen charged that McCarthy’s ne-
gotiations with. the Greek ship "owners
were “undermining” and ““harming” the
administration’s efforts to stop trade with

China, angd asked. whether MeCarthy had .

promised the Greeks immunity from in-
vestigation in return for their pledge.
Throughont this stage of develop-
ments MeCarthy remained not only se-
rene but on the offensive. He had started
his current assault on the State Depart-
ment by announcing his. international
coup int & press eonference, in the course
of which he said he had failed to inform
the <epariment of ‘his negotiations be-

tause they were “too delicate.” He added.

that _the Stat,e Department's cfforts to
stop trade with China had been a “dis-
mal” failure.

In his_exchange with Stassen he blzmd—
ly ‘told the director of Mutual Security
that whether or not he had granted the
Greek shipowners immmunity from inves-
tigation "is no concern of yours,” ‘Fur-
ther, he had told him that “I believe if
you can keep a gun out of Communist
hands, it is good, even if you and Dulles
don’t accomplish it.”

In short, @ more brash and insuiting at-
tack on the Secretary of Stafe and his
operations would be dificalt to imagine,
although it is clear that McCarthy will
find o way to imagine if. And then, In-
stead of the admizistration descending
with all its weight on McCarthy, the pres-
ident delivered a swift kick to , . . Stassen.
Even mére, he forced the man to stond
vp in public and soy that he had enjoyed
it thoro‘ighly. .

First, there was a private consultation
between Secretary of State Duiles and
MeCarthy. The vesulf of this was a state-
ment .in ‘which Dulles said that while
McCarthy had recognized the “dangers”

of having congressional commitiees enter
the field of-foreign affajrs, and.ihat ac-
tually he had made no “agreements” with

-the Greek shipowners, he, Dulles, “felt”

that the *result” of whatever Mc(;a'rthy
had done had bheen “in the national m-
terest.”

HIGH COST OF McCARTHY

On thé -following day came the presi-
dent’s. press conference in which Eisen-
hower answered pointed guestiofis about
the McCarthy affair, 1epeating that since
the executive branch of the govermmeni
has the scle authority f{o negotiate such
arrangements, MeCarthy could not have
conducted any negotiations.

When asked whether he agreed with
Stassen thai MeCarthy was “undermin-
ing” the government’s prestige, Eisen-
hower replied that it took more than an
error to undermine that prestige, and
therefore he thought Stassen had prob-
ably meant “infringing” rather than

“undermining.” Mext day, after a cabinet
meeting, Stassen told the press that he
agreed with the president’s interpreta-

1

UAW Convention — —

{Continued from page 2)

faction fights. No one had to be reminded
of its exisfénce for it was taken for
granted, Now it has¥ becoire less of a
right that is exercised from below with-
out restraint and appears more as a
privilege that 13 benevolently dispensed
from ahove.

Bat this shiff is only one side of what
is" hoppenieg. Reutherism glso wanis to
maintain democracy. not as a hypocritical
pretense, . but in octuality. 1t seeks twe
mutually con}radldory objecHves: (1} 14
strives for a strong, solid, central jeader-
ship bosed cpan un obediently rellable
peid staff; and (2) 1t hopes to hase i
sotial power upon an alert, progressive,
sogially conscious rank and, file.

In one discussion at Atlantic City,
Reuther pondered the vexmg guestions
of democracy:

“How do yeu keep a unicn free and
dewocratic with rank-and-file control and
vet prevent a smalil group of people who
will hide behind all the demoecratic slo-
gans, who will exploit all the demoeratic
privilepes from tearing the guts out of
the organization?

“It is not easy. That is how unions
get bureasucratie. The easiest way to pro-
tect a unjon iz te get bureaucratic so
you can chop down anybody who raises
a voice.

“We don't want that kind of a union.
We have got the most democratic union
in America. 'We are going to hkeep it
that way, but while we keep it that way
we ure going to proteet it against the
small minority which is unwilling to ac-

“eept the will of the majority in conven-

tion.”

From a faulty conception of how to
protect the union from “disruption,”
Reuther leans upon a machine of paid
officials, and for lack of confidence in the

ranks and.in the locals he tends to cen- |

tralize greater power at the top.

But Reutherism os.a teadency requires
more than a machine of officials. to carry
tipng, the raoks of the UAW. Reuther needs

whet he has’ mot cpeated and perhaps. -
capnat create: o unlon core of people’s -

leaders wlli;h can arouse fthe ranks on
the big issues of %he doy, explain social
questions, prepare .them For more than
simple unlon struggles. It would have to bg
constituted from aggressive fearless, self-
confident men not preoccupied with the
smaill ambitlons of petty personel goin
but imbued with #he great ldeals of an
inspiring laber program.

The Reutherite staff is composed of
rmen who once were of that type and who
might have remained so. Bul the gual-
ities which they absorb from the present
atmosphere in the union are those of
obedience to officials above them.

This staff and its following among the
local leadership has already failed in
dealing with a most elementary union
erisivs. Puring the recent nepgotiations

with GM, Reuther threatened to strilze

if the company vefused to yield. He was
soon bhesieged by protests from locals
whose members were alarmed by a strike
prospect. “The staff was unable either to
rouse the members to z readiness for
strike or to calm their alarm by ex-
plaining that the threat was merely a
maneuver. Can this staff prepare the
union for great sacrifices in the strug-
gle for great gaing?

Reuiher wants a membership that will
be ready to embark upon grand social
movements. The same mass of thousands

.of mien who are to be alert and ready

to struggle must be kept on tap await-
ing the signal from sabove on each occa-
sion and until then remain in reserve.
It is an intricate and almost impossible
taslk,

A democroﬂc UAW hecomes a powerful
social magnet copable of. atracking mil-
lions of workers and not only workers.
Within the UAW, Reutherism requires Yhat
kind of demaocratic atmasphere which will
allow militants from the ranks to speak
eut, to_anrswer conservatives, fo do. what
his own staff is Incapable of daing. Even
from this standpoint alone,.the UAW.is the.
adyance-quard of Amerjcan unicnism.

The UAW at its 14th Constitutional

Convent;on was markmg time, and it still
retains all is petentialities as the “van-
guard-in America.”

Dulles Get It ":-the Teetll—and Grm

Jke (racks the Wlup—on

tion of what he should have said, and
that he was “happy” over the ocutcome
of the whole controversy.

The developments have been recouated
here because they demonsirate that in
this case what was in operation was not
some “mistake’” or “"crossed signals™ with-
in the Eiseshower team, but o considered
policy of the administration not to clash
with McCarthy, at almost any cest.

That the cest has been high is indicated
by the dismay of Eisenhower's closest
“internationalist” supporters as reflecied
in the editorial as well as news eolumns
of the papers. Unanimously they bemeoan
the “weakness” of the president's leader-
ship in dealing with MeCarthy, and
search for the reasons behind it.

THEORY

One interpretation is that Eisenhower
is congenitally & man who seeks to keep
all factions together and to work out
difficulties without any serious clashes,
This theory, however, iz no longer given
much weight evenn by his most ardent
apologists. It might explain a refusal
t¢ launch an zall-gut offensive- against
MeCarthy. It cannot explain an abject
capitulation which must have been foreed
on Dulles, and even more on Stassen, by
the sternest exercise of authoritsy

Another explanation

-Kower and his elosest advisers feel that

McCarthy is reaily an ‘invaluabler asset
to the administration. Now that the
“threat of peace,” as the joke goes, hangs
over America, Mc¢Carthy’s value in keep-
ing the country on its toes against let-
downs becomes greater, as it iz going to
take some frenzied efforts to keep up the
pace of armament and prevent a gen-
eral slackening of the cold-war spirit in
the country.

In this view, Eisenhower may not be

altogether happy about everything the
senator from Wisconsin. iz doing, but.the
cireles which he represent, hoth in the
army and in the country at large, feel
that he is much more of .an asset than
a liability: they are attracted by his
vigor and vecognize that it appeals to
a large segment of the American popula-

tion. They view him as another “Blood :

and Guts" Patton, & swell guy with some
faults,

DELAYED EXPLOSION?
Another theory is that while the admin-

istration is appalled at McCarthy's ac-

tions, they dare not attack Kim for .fear
of splitting thelr suppert in the Congress
wide open. They know that in-the coming
perled they can rely on a small group of
"libera!" Republicans in the Senate to back
their foreign policy. and probgbly on ai-
most all the Democrats. But to operate
on the basis of such a grouping would
split their own party and give the Demo-
crats @ powerful weapon in the elections
next year,

Thus — says this e‘cp]anatlon — they
must seek some way of winning the big
majority of Republicans to their side.
But McCarthy and the men avound hin,
and those standing next io them, are too
powerful a group to meet head=on,” They
must be given their way until the ad-
ministration is ready to launeh a major
offensive on foreign policy. Then, they
hope, Eisenhower’s prestige and the sup-
port he will gain among the people will
be so powerful as to force the McCarthy-
ites into line. But if they are antagonize
and forced into a hard shell anti-admin-
istration position before this takes place,
it will be more difficult to catch them
up in the tide of a positive Elsenhowel
foreign policy.

Finally, there is the forlorn hope that
Eisenhower is really “laying” for Me-
Carthy, and is only giving him enough
rope to hang him high and drv, once
and for all. The diffieulty with this no-
tion is that it hardly explains why it
wag necessary to make Dulles and Stas-
sen crawl on their bellies as the prelim-
inary event.

A n'lll‘ll.lre of. fi:e two middle thesries in-

this discussion may come closest to what
s actually taking place.

It is quite likely that Eisenhower and
his closest advisers find much of “Me-
Carthyism™ wmore acceptable than do
their liberal apologists. As an attitude
toward Stalinism—and toward socialist
and even Fair Deal ideology in the coun-
try--McCarthy speaks their ladguage
more clearly than does the New York
Temes. Thus there is no vital clash be-
tween the McCarthyite  beresy-hunting
ideolegy and.their own attitudes,

SHOOTING -TOO HIGH.
But when_he extends his attacks to

is that KEisens

way.

c arthy’s (rltlc

open -contempt for Dulles and the ad-
ministration in general, that is going too
far. They know that something will have
to be done about it in the long run, oy
it will be impossible for the administra-
tion to maintain its prestige either at

home ar abroad. MeCarthy may be re-

garded as an valuable ally in certain
respects; hut it is obvious that he amd
his friends are aiming at far more than
an allisnee. They are shooting for undis-
puted [eadership in the Republican party,

and through that, of the country as a

whole.

The difficulty is: what fo do abopf
him? With all his crudity, his "fght]’
agginst Stalinism is not reqlly different
from H:eirs. His ideas gbout how fo pro-
mote “Americanism"” are sound Amertunf}
Legion, Chomber-of-Commerce. ‘iluﬂml-

Association-of-Manufacturers ond officers’--

club doctrine.

Eisenhower was elected on the basis of
promising a positive policy with which
to end the stalemate in the cold war, and
to put America on the offensive. His
efforts were -confined to “unleashing™
Chiang Kai-shek and putting pressure.on
the couniries of Europe to hasten their

- rearmament. After that they came to a.
standstill, only to be compietely engulfed.

by the new Sialinist “peuce offensive.”

There can be no doubt that the admin-
istration will have to attempt somre dra-
masatiec move to maintain its prestige. It
is difficult to imagine what such a move
could be, but it is impossible not to be-
lieve that it will be attempted. But nn-

_less such a move can couni on really wide:
support in the Congress, it is likely to .

suffer the same fate as the late “repudia--

tion” of the Yalta and Potsdam apgree-

ments,

offer, McCarthy has the chance to make

the headlmes, and it would be foolhardy

to endanger the “big push” by getting in-
volved in 2 series of side-skirmishes now.

LEARNING THE HARD WAY

This moy be the administratiod's reason-
ing, even though in the meantime the. for-
efgn service. is demoralized,” American
diplomatic prestige sinks to new iows, and

the State Deporiment has to continue $o -

eat crow, o diet to which it has become

habituoted. But what can pessibly occount
for the failore of the Democrats to launch-
a major offensive against McCarihy, and’

to get a few good licks In against the
administrotion on the slde?

Their explanation for playing dead

“during the past two months has been

that they want to play the role of a

“responsible” opposition. From the nar-

row point of view of partisan tactics,
such an approach may have had some
nmerit in the early days of the new ad-
ministration. At least it was arguable.

But is it not the funciion, even of a
“loyal” opposition, to atiempt to safe-
guard the government from an assault

on its prestige throughout the world? Do’
the Democrats, or at least the Fair Deal .

Demacrats, have no responsibility to the.
preservation of c¢ivil liberties  in the
countyy? .

Ave they, too, hiding their time till the
day shen t‘ney can “really” lower ihe™
boom on MeCarthy? Are they fearful

that if they go after him they will simply .
force the Republitans to close vanks and ,
thus delay the eventual division in the

party on foreign policy?
Such explanotions may satlsfy super-

clever politicai tacticions, but they have -

an empty and hollow ring. Every victory

for McCarthy strengthens him and afl that :
he stands for In the country. It strengthens

the reactionaries in the Democratic Pa
and weakens its labor-tiberal wing.

Is it possible that the real reason fowr
their silence is that they, too, have noth-
ing' basically different to offer in the
fight against Stalinism both at home and
abroad? -

While the Democrats in Congress, who
chosen political

have supported the
spokesmen of the labor meovement, re-
main cowed and silent,
stands forth as the “Amertcan” answer

to Stalinism. This is an unpalataple fact

for the ex-radieals, the liberals and the
sophisticated conservatives to swallow

It makes quite difficalt a rationalization °
atong the lines of “critical - support” of

the war, -

But. Senator McCarthy will

Dutles, or Stassen, They leapned the hard

As long as Eisenhower has. nothing to

MeCarthism

. teach ..
them. That's his job, and' Tre is domg.
qulte well at it. Ask Chlp Bohlen, or -

) »,l
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4 fees New Era in Russia of ‘Freedom for Bureaucracy”

3-'5-

& 3y 5. HOROSHCHENKO

*” E From -this. side of the ocean it is evi-
¥ dently difficult to follow closely all the

4 developments in the USSR when they

s take place with such giddy speed, even

EH :f ohe knows the life of that country

" fromr recen{ personal experience.

One really envies our Soviet comrades
in Western Europe [the author is refer-
ying here te the comrades of the anti-
Stalinist movement, especiaily the
Tkrainian --anti-Stalinist anderground
--Ed.} who are able to maintain first-
hand contact with the ‘situation. Recent

- information which we have received from
them indicate developments which are
very mtereshng and historically signifi-
¢ant,

Su&kaeraa Ukraing, which is pubhshed
. abroad in Munich, in the very first issue
_ which it published immediately after the
death of Stalin, informed its readers
that a new era in the development of the
USSR has begun. It said that all the

" information which it has on hand indi-
"_gates that a total counter-revolution is
4 belng accompllshed in the US8R. There
is now coming a period of weakening of
the terror, of “liberalization” of the re-
- gime (in the sense that the bureaucrals
will now not be afraid of each other, will
- tnore, freely discuss their differences, and
will'bemore careiesy in their duties, ete.)
and even- of a' truly. peaceful tread in

foreign . policy.
Lo ' During the two weeks which followed
L the publication of these reports, we ac-
ol Lually did witness a. complete reversal
40 . in Soviet policies- at home as well as
" abroad. Stalin’s successors moved away
H from Stalin’s line. They established a coi-
° lective dictatorship, removing Malenkov
i from the party seeretariat. They changed
d.’ the structuye of the government, remov-

the ministries from the hands of the party
apparatus. They changed the structure
& “of the party, radically dividing the Pre-
= sidium from the Secretariat and placing
: hoth of them in different hands, Finally
.they issued a mass amnesty to at least
* two million pedple who had prison terns
up to five years.

i« Ewery iove which they undertook after
g i Stahns death evidently zoes counter to
-

X

é ing the pr‘&cesws of production below

Stalin’s policies. The best evidence of this
iz the above-mentioned amnesty. Two
. wmillion” people freed from prisons and
coneentration.camps, and several millions
of their relatives, obvicusly are more
- ' than glad thut Stalin died. Not acci-
e dentally, the present rulers did not ciajin
in their amnesty that it (the amnesty)

_rﬁ-mﬂ"-_.f'ﬂ_":'.l
; ?ﬁ,l 1 IEE =

e “had been, planned even while Stalin was
= - alive” No, by this ampesty they simply
spat on Stalin’s corpse.
| - The true meaning of all these events,
=it gf course, must not be misunderstood. The
~= . - changes in the govermonent and in the
& party do not at sil mean any participa-
4 | tion by the workers or workers’ demaoc-
:_‘i" - racy. The ammesty was by ne means ex-
.. tended to the political prisoners. The

0 -people freed from prisons were “exelu-
= sively the so-called bylouiky, that is, those

" ¢rimes, But they are also not exclusively
. simple criminals. There are many crim-
thals among them: for instance, petty
%2 bureafferats who stole “socialist prop-

b erty:” But among them are also many
- prdinary workers and peasants, impris-
e otied, for instaunce, for- coming late to

Rk wqu, for unintentionally breaking a fac-

1 ,s 3 tory tool or for gathering ears of grain

en the collective farms® fields.

: There 48 no freedom of speech or as-

e seinbly granted in the USSR, But the
deatfi of Stalin means freedom for the

‘bureancraey. The ahsence of aumthority
nedessarily means absence of fear. The

- Dbyreaucrats have more.or less regained

g = freedom. of speveh, eriticism and asserns
v . Dbiy. This freedom will slowly pass down
= ' the ladder of the hierarchy.

- = “In short, the post-Stalin “liberaliza-
tion’ of the regime means a liberaliza-
tion for the upper classes, and not for the
-people. But in the longer run such a
“liberalization” will lead to the awaken-
‘ing of the people too. The trend is in this

_ direction. A slow process of the defreez-

. evident. At the end of this trend stands
an obvious dilemma: either the people

«dictatorship {perhaps of Zhukow) will
. come o power. The victory of the work-

the most lmportant of which. may be the

£0%; split and “disarray” within the

dng of the class struggle will ‘become

ers will depend on many circumstances, -

" restorationist intervention,

"

“who were not sentenced for political -

. will overthrow the bureaucracy, or a new -

io!]omng the orfanization of the -work--:
. movement. -Hence their secfarian, carping

. bufeaucriaey; peace if-the outside world .-attitude to:the. Euror:ean national Hber-
- gnd the. abseneee%the danger of-foreign-- - ‘*ﬁ“n momements._ “ el =

The coming
to power of Zhukov and his vietory will

also -depend on many circumstances, the

most important of which- may. be the
danger of foreign intervention or eivil
war within the country.

- At the present time the “liberalization”
of the bureaucratic regime in the USSR
is evidently reflected also in the changes
in its foreign policy. A slowdbwn in anti-
American propaganda, Molotov’s agree-
ment to free the British and French in-
ternees in Korea, the ovder to the
Chinese to undertake some siteps in the
direction of settling the prisoners-of-war
guestion in Korea, the agreement on the
UN’'s secretary-general, the granting of
permission to American’ jounrmalists fo
visit Russia, a slowdown in the pressure
on Berlin, ete.—all these are signs of a
change. It7is a slow process, but we have
no doubt that af the present time Moscow
reaily and sincerely wants some easement
i world tension. (By the way, the shoot-

ing down of those airplanes should not_'
be believed in precisely the way, in which-
Washington- presents the case, American.

planes in Kamchatka and Crzechoslovakia
might have been testing the nerves of the
new Russian rulers, to0.)

A “libéral” counter-revolution in the
USSH, was evidently ihevitdble, since, as.
we have written in a previous article in
LABOR® ACTION; “the umbilical cord with

Oct.ober has been c¢ut off forever.”

Further developments in the USSR must
be followed as closely as possible. We
urge ail those who ave-interested in this
development not to judge it by the old
schemes which were, or were net, good
for the Stalinist per]od of the hlstory of
the USSR

]

Comment ,‘

Comrade Horoshehenko’s main thesis
is thal the new era ahead in Russia is
one of a “liberal™ counter-revolution (as
ke putg it} in which there will be free-
detn of speech and criticism within the
ruling bureaucracy, this being a perm-
anent change in the character of the re-
rime and not merely a hit of loosening
up for a temporary period. We“see no
evidence for this ourselves, and the ar-
ticle dees not present any that’ points
specifically in this direction. If “informa-
tion”_ along, these lines has been pre-
sented by Suchasnuy Ukraine {(which is
the nationalist® non-Marxist right wing
of the Ukrainian reslstance}, then we
would like to know what. it is..

More important, thé eoncept, which is

. apparently that of 2 trend toward the
demoeratie”

acquisition of -Significant
rights within the ruling class, cannot be

limited to the bureancracy for any’
measurable period: as the article. itself

‘points ouf it mev;ta.bly means helzhtened,
clags strugele froan below and “liberaliza-
tion” demands for the people too. What
does Comrade H#roshchenko expeet the.
rulers to do as such. “freedom for the.
bureaucracy” arouses revolution from be-
low? It seems to be a perspective ‘whigh
expects the bureamucracy to commit sui-
cide for the sake of class freedoin of-
speech.- We know.no reason to expect
this. :

Comrade H. evndently also uses his
term “counter-revelution” in 2 peculiar
sense; he informs us that he “does not
mean that a shift in class power has
taken place or is taking place now as
dgainst the Stalinist regime {which was’
‘the resalt of a counter-vevolution against
the workers’ state of October). Yet we
think the ariicle seems to imply that in
some basic sense Stalinizm has been re-’
pudiated or at least is in the past. There
is some discussion of this in the front--

page article of this issue, with. reference-
to ideas being raised by bomgems com-:
mentators today.

Az for other points raised explicitly or
implicitly: Comrade Horoshchenko has®
alse subwmitted to LA an article by an’
editor of Vpered, A. Balienko, which will
appear in next week’s issue, and which’
raises- these points in more detail. We'
will discuss them a2 little- more after
publisking Babenko's views.—Ed.” '

Second Round on an Issue of War Policy

He ere in receipl of o reply by our
London correspondent Allan Veughan to
the discnssion in the March 2 isaue of
LaBOR ACTION, entitled “Some Questions
of War Policy.” The first part of Com-
rude Vaughan's veply deals with the
questions of war policy, and this part is
published below, together with our cowm-
ments on il

The second part of Comrade Vaughan's
reply deals with I“thb nature of Titeism”
itself ‘and with our Piews on it. This will
be published next wweek, as the second -
scallmem of this “"Pro mid Con Discus-
PN —-—Ed

| ]

By ALLAN YAUGHAN

The editor’s comments on that part of
my London Letter (in LaBor AcTion for
March 2, page 4) which deals with the
war question indicate not that I failed
te think through my poesition but rather
that T am in disagreement with the posi-
tion of the ISL.

The position T hold is “that the class
struggle must be pursued in peace and
war, independently of its military conse-
quences for the bourgeoisie.” This meany
that as 2 socialist I am indifferent to the
fate of the world bourgeoisie in the event
of a third world war. This goes for the
Sialinist bureaucracy equally. It is im-
possible for socialists te view the out-
come of a third world way except.from
the standpoint of the mtelests of the
werking class. .

1 do not believe there is any disagree-
ment on thig seore. I certainly agree that
“no eme's position on a general world
war can be determined by the Yugosiav
element in it,” but the rest of the sen-
tence—*which will be guite subordinated
te the over-all character of the global
conflict’—is, in nmy submission, incorrect.

The anaiog\r with the case of Serbia
aud Belgium in 1914 is also invalid. In
the event of a third world war it is
highly likely that, with either an Amer-
ican or Russian occupation of Ewrope,
powerful mass Resistance movements
will develop on gimilar, though not iden-
tical, lines with the Resistance wmove-
ments of the Second World War. Not
least in importance will be the Yugoslav
Resistance movement, whose leadership
is" least likely to have any Il!usmns in
the Stalinist armies.

It would be nothing less than disastrous
if socialists were to make the same
errérs that the Fourth International
made in relation to the Resistance move-
ments of the last war. The fact that the
Resistance movements were formally al-
lied to the United Nations blinded the
Fourth International to the deep social

and political stirrings that found their-

sharpest expression.in the Resistance

It this connection it is interesting to
vearl. the “Resolution en the Internatienal
Scene” adopted by the then ~Workers
Party convention in June 1846 where the
differences between the -“Serbian” posi-
tion in the First and Second World Wars
are brought out:

“In the First World War, the national
revolutionary e¢lements® played virtnally
no role [and that is why we were nol
Serbian defensists—A.V.] and, as exem-
plified by Serbia, ‘was of mno social or
_political importance, In $he Secorid World
"War the national revolutionary move-
ments in Europe, from Poland te France
and from Norway te Greece, played the
decisive role." (New International, Apr.
1947, p. 114.)

The third werld war will make these
“national revolutiomary movements in
Europe” more decisive still. And the
chargcter of these miovements will be
such that as revolutionary secialists we
will give them our most earnest suppor];
For where in the Second World War the
Resistance movements incorporated sec-
tions of the hourgzeoisie (the shadows in
most cases) in their leaderships, and thus
were held in rein as far as decisive
socialist action was concerned—the Re-
ststance movements under Stalinist dom-
ination wilt be working-cluss  in origin,
with peasant sapport. The bourgeeis ele-
ment will not exist, as it did during the
Second World War. The Resistance move-
ments will therefore be able to pose far
more radical questions and solve them in
a far.more radical fashion, than was the
case in the Second World War.

It is in this framework that the Yugo-
slav “element” has to be considered, It
iz absolutely correet to state that “no
one’s pesition on a general world war can
be delermined by the Yugoslav element
in it,”” or for that matter the “elements”
compounded out of the French, German,
[talian or Norwegian rational-revelu-
tionary struggles. It is. absolutely false,
however, to put this formulation on its
head and state that one’s gemeral posi-
tion om the war can determine one's
position on the Yugoslav element in it.
It would be just as mistaken as the view
that our attitude te the Resistance move-
ments of the Second World War should
be determined by our general position on
the imperialist hature of the war as a
whole.

I take it that the ISL considers that

the Yugoslav “element” (the struggle of .
the Titoist bureaucracy agzinst Russian
Stalinism) in & third world war witl be
wholly merged in the network of the
Ameriean 1mper1allst camp. I think this

attitude is°.as mistiken as the atiitude .

of the Workers Party to the struggle of
China- in ‘the Second World' Waz. The

Fourth . International was certainly eor- .
rect in establishing ¢ podition of sirpport -
for the Chinese againgt :Iapane,se iniper-

.ialism, -their correct charactenzatmn of -
_the war in general as an 1mper1ahst WAL . -

being unazffected - by their position on
Chinas.

L
Comnient

In his reply, above, Comrade Vaughan
goes over to the question of attitude to
mass Resistance movements .in a third
world war, Resistauce movements which -
Ywill develop on similar, though- not
identical lines with the Resistance move-
mentg, of the Second, World. War.”, He
adds: “Not least in :mpo:taace wﬂl be
the Yugoslav Resistance wmovement,

" wwhose leadership is least likely to have

any illusions in the Stalinist armies.,”-
He then warns us against the errors of
the Fourth International groups in Woxld
War I’ when they refused to support the
- anti- ’\Iazl Resistance movement in Eu-
rope.

. He does not mention, however, in con-
nection with this warning, that it s oot
we of Laeor Acrtion and the ISL.who
need il. Not-today in hindsight, but way
back in 1942, we tock an unequivocal and -
vigorous stand’ against this disastyous
line of the Fourth International groups,
a line which is not the least of the’
reasons for the impotence of the -official- :
Trotskyists in France and Italy today. :
(Our resolution on the “subject, which :
makes . up-to-date reading’ ho;day, Was |

adopted in 1543 and sppeared in the New -

International.} i

_ O line in support of tha Reslstanee '
was detailed back then. But.while reject- :
ing the sectarian position of the Trotsky- .
ists,. we did not fall into the t.rap of

, supporting imperialist polities in the -

guise of supporting the Resistance. The ,
crux of the matter for us was precisely
the elements of lack of control aver the.
Resistance movernent by Allied imperial-
ism, the possibilities in the Resistance of
an indepéndent struggle against the
Nazi occupation. .

We do not think that Comrade
Vaughan bears in mind this all-important -
part of a Marwizt position in support of
the then Resistance. The Yugesiav “Re-
sistance” he speaks of seems to be, if-
we are not misinterpreting him, nothing
more or less than the military struggle -
of Tito’s army against the Russians in a
general third world war. It does not ap-
pear that he is talking about an inde-
pendent Resistance movement in Yuge-
stavia in suck eventuality.-

Now in the latter case, off course we -
are for having at least the same pogition
toward a Yuogoslav Resistance as toward -
the French Resistance, and we would cer-
tainly expect that it would. raise the
social queshon even more sharply, as he- -
Says.

the term “Resistance” iz something else. -
It is suppor%
seems to have in mind.

And- that-is exactly what. wé dlseussed
in the ldst exchange Wwith hin.

It is-apparent, therefore;: r.hz,bh:s reply ‘ . ;

it o
o

{Contisued on.page 51 .

But behind Comrade erg:hans use of * :
to Tito’s. army. that he
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Academic Freedom at Columbia: Weltfish Case and Dean Aclferman

The-column this week is- devoted to re-
cent events of interest at Columbia Uni-
versity with regard to academic freedom.
Probably the incident which ecaused the
most-stir amsong those interested in main-
taining at least a semblance of academic
freedom in the universities was the an-
nouncement by Columbia that Dr. Gene
Weltfish, well-known . anthropologist,

-

would not be reappomted to her post as -

statutory lecturer for the next Year.

The university iovoked o recent culing.”

which limits #o five the aumber of annual
appointments a statutery lechurer may re-
ceive. It insisted that this foilure to renew

‘Dr. Welthish's contract was no? due in any

way fo her poflfical activities: and this-

seems Indeed true.

Dr. Weitfish has well-known strong
Stalinist tendencles, evidenced by her

membership im-the Stalinist Congress of

American Women (she is a past presi-

dent of the .orgamization) and. - her

- speechenin New. York and Vienna in June

1952 offering to prove the Staiinist
charges of germ warfare made against

the U. 8. military forces in Kerea. Bat

this presenf action doés not stem from
them nor her refusal to testify recently
before a congressional investigating com-
mittee {on Uetober 13 in New York City
and on April 1 in-Washingten, D, C.).

This_ig, demonstrated by the fact that
Dr, Corligs®Lamont and Dr. Bernard J.
Stern, both lecturers at Colombja, have
been reappointed. If Stalinist sympathies
were in fact the grounds for dismissal,
then Lamont, whe ran on the Stalinist—
controlled American Labor Party ticket
Iast Novemher for senator, would alse
have been dropped; he is at least as
“eontroversial” a subjeet as Dr. Weltfish.
Dr. Stern refused to testify before the
Senate Permanent Investigatling Subcom-
mittee on March 27 on his membership in
the: CP before 1947 (he tfestified that he
is not now a member) and ke has. also
been retained for next year,

Dr, Walthsh's reappointment wauld have

beeﬁ auteiatié kad she gyoined a tenure

position lassistant professor, etc.). Thu;
the recl question involving accademic free-
dom here is why a promotion was refused
her. This f1 indeed intereséing Im light of
the comments by Dr. W. Duncan Strony,
head of ¥the Anthropclogy Department,
who said: "I've done my darndest to get
Gene o promotion for a long time, bul if
you con't get if what ean you dol?"
{Usually promotions are autema¥e if ap-
proved by the department head, provided
there -is @ vaconcy.) |

"He stated further that several prome-
tions have been made in the past twe
vears ein that department te Rli vacan-
cies. One might support the university’s
honor by pointing out that this admitted-
iy .popuiar teacher. didn’t receive her
Ph.D. until 1950; but this is just a
formality; for sbe has a great deal of
experience and f& best known for her
books ~The - Races of Mankind-and M

Dr, Welthish o. promtion? Does she lock.
the fermal geademie qualifications {pub-
Jished research, stec.) or Is if becouse of
her unpopular politicat activities? In these
days the latter is strongly indicated.
Another matter of interest involves re-
cent statements by Carl W. Ackerman,
déan of the Columbia University School
of Journalism. Dean Ackerman stated in
the current bulletin of the American So-.
ciety of Newspaper Editors that memberd

“of the E‘BI and the Central Intelligence

Ageney “interview professors, public
school teachers and references and follow
up leads like prosecuting attorneys,” that
“sfudents are ‘tried’” secretly without
their knowledge and withowt an oppor-
tunity of explaining or defending their

records before employment: by, any gov-
ernmient agencies.” Therefore, he said,
“I am now discontinuing my practice of
cooperafing with federal, state and police
mvestlgatmg agencies, except on wr:tten

“request and on advice of counsel.”

It would be profitable to students and
teachers alike if we gooted without com-
ment some of the dean’s words:

“Today the vast majority of teachers
in all fields of imstruction have learned -
that promotion and sécurity.depend upon
conformity to the prevailing community
or national concept of devotion to the .
public welfare.’

“Bilence or controversial. subjects in

- private conversations as well as in class-

TOCMS 18 becdming 30 preva]ent that it

- [

"is- dangerous to our liberty. If we haw .1

reached the stage in cur democracy ‘wheu
fear of investigation becomes universal
and the loyalty of college students must’
be investigated weé will! be erecting’ an AB
iren curtain all our own.” : N
“The practicui problem which conﬂ-on&s-: s
professors, school feachers and students i
today is political freedom to discuss-pubs’
Hig affoirs tn classrooms or ot lunch or =~ .
during a 'bull’ session withbat fear - Hhads
someone may moke a record which muy be -
. Investigated secretly, upen which he may,
* be-iried secretly, qud alio be convicked 1
secretly, either by a. governmenhﬂ oﬁ‘l:ial
or a praspective employer.” :
The dean, we should note, dées have .

~ The FBI and Your R"

Following is the informative article on
the practices used by the FBI for gelting
“Interviews” which eppeered” it the
American Civil Liberties. Union News,
wublished by, the ACLU of Northern
California. The article iz initialed by
Einest Besig; the editor -of the publica-
tion. While Mr. Besig-makes some spe-

~eific references to the San Francizeo ared,

the same remarks would am}ly through-
‘out the countiy.—Ed.

‘ ..
What are a person’s rights when

“a couple of FBY agents call upon

Henry's Beekyard. Both of these dealt

with the question of race relations and
are written on s popular level. The lat-
ter is specifically a grammar school book.
They have been used by the United States
Aty and the State Department in their
infotmational services,

Thus $heé questioh Is: On- what grounds
has the university administration refused
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him for information? Must he an-
swer their questions? Or, can he
tell- them to go about their busi-
ness? These questions are prompt-
ed by the fact that in recent weeks
seven or eight persons have complained
to the Unjon about harassment by FBL
agents and have soughf{ information ag
to their rights.

The Union unfailingly remmds such
complainants that they are free agents.
Whether or not they wish to talk to rep-
resentatives of the I'BI is up to them. An
FBI agent is no hetter position than
the Fuller brush man or some other sales-
man who comes to your door. You can

o busginess with him if you wish; that's

for you to decide. But the ACLU is con-
cerned in coercion and harassmert of
péople by police officers, whether they be
uniformed members of the local constab-
ulary or young, handsome, arrow-collared
agents of the FBI. They are all pollce
officers:

These days FBI agents are particularly
ubiquitous because they are collecting
lovaity and security data about public
employees and others, and are also try-
ing to interview ex-radicals. “Al we want
is some information to complete our
files,” the persen is teld. This type of
data falls in the field of opinion and as-
sociation, and; whether the FBT likes it
or not, Congress has turned it largely
into a political police.

PERSISTENT

No FBl agent may compel a person o be
interviewed without himself being quilty

" of visluting the law. OF caurse, if agents

riny. your- bell, show their credentials and
ore- invited into. your home, you eannot
complain unless they then misbehave them-
selves in some manner or refuse te leave
when asked to do-so. Nuf, even 7% you in-
vite agents into your home, there is no
legal. duty on your purt to answer their
questions.

FBI agents will resort to varipus means
to secure information. One of the com-
monest devices is the friendly, father-
confessor approach. If that doesn't work
a -little lawful coercion may. Of course,
if a person allows infermation te- be
wheedled from him, whick he later re-
grets giving, he has no basis for com-
plaint, But it seems to us he may justly

complain about such things as implied |

threats or telephone calls for interviews

. to. his- place of <employment.” Naturally,

he does not want the boss to know that he
s not “cdoperatrng” witli the’ FBI; thé

- bosg ‘might got Hke it. In order to get

rid of the agent without .the boss know--

‘- ing what.is in the wind, a pérson will’
- semetimes: make a-date. for an interview
at the FEI officg or his home.

Some people- ‘wouldn't mind: such in-.

W mmeWS if they- eould have the protection

of an attorney or representatwe But the
FBI won't agree. Interviews must.be con- -
ducted on thetr terms. They claim the
intexview is “cenfidential:” It:would gesm..
to be-ardipary. goed sense and.caation. for
a person. who is willing to-talk to FBI
agents to have counsel present and to-in-
sist upon receiving a - transcﬂpb of his
statements,. . -

FBF agents are noh €asily, discouraged.
If a person refuses to. give information,

- they try again, 5S¢ wauld-you. if that were

your job. Bat if the target of the inferview
says he refuses fo be.interyiawed:-and the
agents won't take "Moo for an answer,
fhen there's a civil liberties Issue,

Many of the people who consult the.

ACLU about. their rights in connection

with FBI apgents are former members of
the Communist Party, These people are
generally not averse to talking about
their own past activities, but they do not
want to involve other people.. Of course,

‘that is precisely the information the FBI

is after.

Recently, the Union was consulted by
a man the FBI apparently believes is or
was a Trotskyite, although the man de-
nies it. No doubt other minerity political
moveinents are also under constant sur-
veillance by, the FBI.

ACLU RECOMMENDS .

Finally, there is the person who is in-
terviewed by the FBI about a federal
employee. or an employee of the martime
or defense indusiries. Maybe he was only
a neighbor or fellow employee of the per-
son being inquired about. In any case, the
agents want to discover the man’s polit-
ical opinions and associations as far as
they are known to the informant.

In any of these sitzations, o person does-
not have $o answar the questions of the
FBl. In +he post, where o person has com--
piained 1o the Union about harassment by
FBI agents, the Union has conveyed fo fhe .
puarticular agents or to the Agent In
Charge the wishes of the person.

Recently, the FBI questioned the
Union's authority to act on behalf of two
persons, a husband and his wife. D, K.

- Brown; San Francisco Agent in Charge,

stated that while no person- was under
compulsion to talk to FBI agents; they
would noty respect reguesis to- be left
alone that come from either representa-
tives or aftorneys, and that such requests
wauld have to come directly from the per-
zoNns they wish to interrogate.

Accordingly, the ACLU has suggested
to persons in this ares who do not wish
to be interviewed that they should ad-
dress.a letter to Mr. D. K, Brown, Agent
in Charge, FBI, Federal Office Bailding,
San Franciseo, advising him that they do
not wish FBI agents to attempt to com-
municate with them in any way. (Of
course, there’s no choice where an agent
is making an arrest or is serving a sub-
‘poena.} The letter might well be regis-
tered -and a copy should be retained by
the sender.

In any case, if a person is being ha-

rassed by FBI agents of his peace is

bejng disturhed by them, he shonld eon-

sult the ACLU., :
In an article in the Winter, 1952 igsue

of the Towa Law Review, J.” Edgax

Hoover declared that “The FPBI operates ]

on-the highest code of ethics;, attempting -

to. Tulfitt its respondibilities’ yot, in evéry -
- .. iota, .respecting. the. civil..rights of the -
- individuals
-Special Agents not only ebserve the .

involved. This-.means :that

-meet the point.: In World War I there

- Austrizn enmpire) was subordinated- te:

-hts

not enly the basic ng-hts u'uaranteed t..-'
the individuat By law, hut” also the rights
implied in the Aanemeanv tradition of: °
demecracy. . . .7 We hoperthap the. Spe- l:-ﬁ -
cial Agents in this area. wonlt.let. Ma.’ i
Hoover down, In their investigations in: "8
the politieal feld they will:be suppoprting’
Mr. Hoover's brave words-if they -re-':
miember in word as well as in dped that:
the erd does not justify the means.—E: B.

i
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{Contimued from page 4}
on the “Serbian analogy” just doesn’t’

e T TR

was certainly a “Serbian Resistance™ in.
his sense, that is, Serbian troops fought: .

o ek

against Austria. Socialists did mot sups 5!
port this “Resistance” by the: Sérbiam =~ = 1
government, because the national element. . | 4
in the war {Serbian naticnalism vs. .the oy
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the over-azll imperialist character of ‘the
war, as we discussed last time. i )
As a matter of fact, in-Weyld- War II
there was a French “Resigtaiice” 10 -the
Nuazi invasion b&efore the collapsé of
France: this was naturally the war of
the French government! If that term
“Resgistance” is not to be mixed up, Com-
rade Yaughan would have to reserve the
term for a Yugosiav Resistance which :
springs up after a collapse of the Tito e
government—and this indeed would “be
a quite different question from the one
he originally presented. -
Comrade Vaughan must aliow us the
right to hold the opinion that he-has nof
thought through the guestion. That is not
the.same as his agreement or dtsagree--,.
ment on this point with us, which is
ahother matter. If he wishes to use - -the
word “Resistance’ for a war by.the Tio:
government against Russia which is part-
and parcel of a general werld war, then
we suppose that is his terminologicai !
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right, but we would suggest that he not: - =

identify the politieal problem of suekra. 0 &

war with the problem of a more-or-less ® o
|

indeperdent Resistance movement in-a.
couniry where the old state pewer has o 7

S

co!}.apsed ‘IE +

On the.guestion of Chinain World Waz. . | -|
11, since he confines himself to asserting ?
his viewpoint, we would: be'interested - 1

oniy¥ to bring to his attention our own i
rather extensive discusgions on this ques- . = = |
ticn during the war.—Ed. 3 i
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rzECHSLoviuA ﬁn ﬁ:terpretnfmn uf tﬁe Imtocky—ﬁ;’;tt

~ Who Rules in Czechoslovakia?

Th;ts- article by Gevrge Benda presents
his interpretation of the factionel and
ligue tines of struggle in Czechoslovakin
wihick . crystallized wround the death of
I’feszderaf Gottwald and the gccession of
Zapotocky. Comrade Benda’s view of the

zce}a. scene 15 based on mtinate dand
cloge, dosumentary study of the country.
While any such interpretotion is neces-
sprsfy at least pavtly. speculdtive, Benda's
-Ehpl_wnatwﬂ dessrves the most tnterested

3 atwntzrm —Fd.

z

nﬁimes BENDA

| An ¢ld:fashioned adherent of fair play
WOu}d certainly resent it if death jntex-
i‘ered 1o strike his opponent down ifi-the

L mldﬁle of the game. But in the light of

Stahmm movals, it is’ certain that no

: auch feelings fili the breast of the new

€zechoslovak president, Antonin Zapo-
tocky; though death did indeed enter
tp rule in his favor and against his old-
time opponent and predecessor, the -late
KIEment Gottwald.

; Leaving the office of the premier for
t’ne presidential castle, Zapotocky. will

- much more probably have other. thoughts

in.mind, similar-to these which Gottwald
'!umself entertained. when he was in ex-
;’u-::tly .the same position five years ago,
uurce{gﬂmg President Benes”

- Goftwald's. homigation was conaldnred,

‘at- thot Hme a3 o kick upstalrs, and se it
Wwas wnderstood by Gottwald himself. He
worriadh for example, whether he would
contimue. to have access to the informa-
Hon n‘_d,,dugmgnh he used-to see when
ke was "merely’” the _premisr. Tedcw
Tapeiacky has even more reason to feel

‘4hat he Is In quarantine, since he left’
‘the premiership aipeady reduced o o

title-bearer, .iselated from the.reel levers
of power: These ‘levers remain . hghlly in
‘the hords of what we con oppropriately
call “Gotiwald's aorphans,’ nramely. peo-
.ple who constituted the Goitwold ctligue
“inside;the bureaucracy.

TUG-OF-WAR

fIn a- pertain sense, it is a pify that
{Joitwald’s death put an end to what
seemegi 1o be a promising new round

im 'his. year-long behind-the-scene strife

with ;Zapetocky. The first meonths of this
year—the last months of Gottwald’s lite
—were filled with moves and counter-
moves. which indicated a flare-up of the
inner crisis of the regime.

At stake was, as usua], the complete
contrel .of the regime’s poaver machine.
The elimination of Slansky's fraction
1eft only two contegtants. The Lriangle—
party Jmachine (Slinsky), state bureau-
cracy (Gottwald}, trade-union machine
(Zapjob()cky)—hwas simplified, after the
purges and shifts of the last two years,
fo a twg-of-war.

. The state bureancracy fused with the
party machine, both solidly under the
contrel of Gotlwald’s friends and reja-
tives, and only the trade-union appavra-
tusgy under the patrenage of Premier
‘Zapotocky, claimed the right to an inde-
bendent role in'the state and its economy.

It is seldom that the personal and
"social fronts ave traced so clearly. If
Gottwald strongly disliked Zapotocky, his
antipathy was matched by the efernal

confiicts of competence between the “ad-

minjstration” and the trade- union organs,
espeelallv in the. most sensitive area——in
“the country’s industrial plants.

NEW TWIST

‘The sifuation was therefore rather para-
doxice); ZLapotocky, the man who derived
kis power from his commond over friends
and oilies inside the trade-union .bureau-
eracy, headed the goverament, i.e., the
top body of the hierarchy of bureagucrats
who sew in the trode unions only a nuis-
ance, The paradox went further: If Zapo-

“ tocky derived his power from a machine

outside the government, the ministers sow
their real head outsfie the office of the
premier, thelr allegionce going en}irely
“to President Gottwald.

A new twist was added to this pecuhal
ﬂqtuat;on when Gottwald succeeded in
isplating Zapotocky completely from the
individual ministerial offices, All this
-happened: during the first two months
of tﬁls vear.

g. February, on the initiative
of Presnﬁent Gottwald, six new vice-
premiets were added to’the existing four.
" Bach .vice-premier was entrusted with
sypervigion of a greup of mlmstenal of-
‘ﬁraes—and almost all of the mew’ vice-
premiers, belonged. to the Gottwald clique,
Qualifipd observers rlghtly asked, at that.

time, whether the new vice~premiers were
not suppoesed to supervise their Premier
Minister rather than the activities of
individual ministers.

Wherecas Gottwald’s offensive was
purely administrative and bureaveratic
in nature, Zapotocky attempted in re-
spense nothing less than fo” regain his
faded popularity among the bhroad
masses. To begin with, he indirectly at-
tacked Gottwald’s minister of interier
(civil administration} for the forceful
expuision of people from their apart-
ments,

Zapotocky cancentroted .on this indi-
vidual, criticizing .other unpopulor mea-

“sures for which his department was re-

sponsible, and weat so far as to hint at
a. possible involuntary. colluslon of the
man’s dzpurfmen} with .the sabsteur ac-
tivities . of ‘Siumsky. At the some time,
Zapotocky started to address workers con”
sordino; while he did not hesitote, two
years ago, to recommend thot "lary work-

ers' bg put-inte forced-labor camps. he:

now spoke about . his ''foith. in the gaod
will of our. mipers. . . .**

ZAPOTOCKY WOOS

However, the most surprising. move to
vegain pdpular support was made, under
Zapotocky's - patronage, in the trade
unions. He gave his unreserved blessing
to the enlargement and 'consolidation of
quasi-democratic elections of the trade-
union officers; The right of secret ballot
and the possibility of crossing cut can-
didates from the official voting lists ex-
isted' since the fall of 1951, but then it
concerned only elections of the lowest
echelons of officers. Now it was slightly
extended and modified. But the main
point is=that a year and a half ago,
Zapotocky angrily attacked the trade-
union, top for having introduced secret
¢lections, whereas now he surpassed him-

self in elaborating on the theme of trade-’?

union democragy.

On balance, however, the attempis
made by Zapotocky to appease or to woo
the masses was less of a challenge 1o

anybedy than ap implied admission that -

his own social support, thé tradé-union

bureaueracy, completely failed in its
functions, i.e. in the subduing of the
workers,

This is where matters stood When Stalin

ond Gottwald diedt in_quick_succession. We
will therefore never know whether Zapo-
tocky would hove snceeeded In counter-
acting the power of Gotiwold.
* Onece in the presidential castle, Zapo-
tocky lost one powerful motive for fur-
ther sirengthening his position; namely
the instinet for survivdl.. He can be
pretty sure now that he will end his days
in bed and not on the galiows. No
Stalinist head-hunier will be after a man
who wields only symbolic power.

ENTER MALENXKOY .

The preceding synopsis of the last
months of an era still leaves the picture
ifcomplete. The political constellation in
post-Gottwald Czechoslovakia iz com-
plicated by the fights for succession in
post-Stalin Russia,

President Zapotocky, deprived as he
is of ali direct conirol of the state power-
machine and of the state administration,
seemed to ehter Prapuve Castle with at
leagt one tremendous trump-ecard, namely,
presumed backing by Malenkov, In one
of his most important speeches made
last summer he ostentatiously quoted
long passiages from Malenkev's writings,
a thing without precedent and obviously
intended to proclaim Zapotocky’'s alle-
giance to the man who at-that time still
was Stalin’s heir-presumptive. A series
of other facts corrobmated this interpre-
tation.’

Thus, the nomination of Zapotoeky for
successor to Gottwald appeared to be a
triumph for Malenkov's clique in.Czech-
aslovakia. The wvery moment Malenkov
stepped into the shoes of Stalin, his man
in Czechoslovakia got rid, by a happy
coincidence, of his most formidable op-
ponent. Indeed, the timing of Gottwald’s
death was s0 amazing, 2 nunaber of cir-
cemstances 3¢ suspicious, that we are
farced to reserve our final judgment as
to the real causes of his “pneumonia.”

However, what at first sight seemed
to.be a peint scored in favor of Malenkov

- ‘tamns out to be a poor consolation prizg’
For Malenkov, the game was speoiled by .

the timing.of Stalin's deatk, in the first
ploce. While GoHwald's death might have

come in handy for the Molenkov-Zapofocky
axis, Stalin's death came altogether too
early for them. [t cought Malenkov in"the
middie of Intriques, before everything was
pat in place for a smooth and uedisputable
succession, |t caught Zapotocky af a
mament when he was at a loss how to
solve the situation created by the coliopse
of his trade-union bureaucracy, which
made him helpless vis-a-vis the combina-
tions of Gotiwald's “orphans.”

NEW TIES IN MAKING

Under these circumstances, instead of
reinforeing each other, the Russian and
Czechoslovuk poles of the Malenkev cligue -
reflect their respective wealinesses on
each other, With the Pelitbureauecrats en-
gaged in an obscure battle, with- Malen-
kov's position unclarvifiged and perhaps
shaky, Zapotocky’s avowed vassalage
may turz out fo be a liability for him
and an asset for his opponents.

On the other hand, Zapotocky’s present.
domestic weakness is of no. advantage to
Malenkov either. It is too late for Malen-
kov to deplore his wrong bet. He cannot
cancel it.

Had Malenkov's position in Russia
emerged undisputed from the beginning,
he might perhaps-have counted, in addi
tion to Zapetocky, upen the allegiance of
Gottwald’s “orphans,” inherit them, so
to speak, from Stalin who -was always
Gottavald’s patron. In this way, Malen-
kov's rivals will certainly try to fish for
allies among the people who constituted
Gottwald's clique.

Thus the new turn provides a new

opportunity for them. The new ties be- .

tiveen them and the Moscow cligues are
still in the making., No personal engage-
ments toward the Moscow contenders

limit their maneuvering. Bids for allies .

in the satellite countries run high. The
Prague government, which is by now
practically identical with the Gottwald
clique, still has enough real power to
profit by the situation.

Its latent leanings foward more au-
tonoemy will be enhanced since the logie
of Czechoslovakia’s current . economic’
erigis pulls'in the samé divection. Unless
it is this crisis itself that will. convince
the Russians to ease their grip velun-
tarily before they are forced into it .,

. Labor MP Calls for a General——
BLP Right-Wingers Step Out of Line

By ALLAN VAUGHAN

LONDON, Apr. T—The new cold-war de-
velopments seems to indicate, at the least,
an easing of world temsion. The undis-
guised expressions of relief—perhaps a
little premature—in the Eurcpean cap-
itals only underline the esséntial differ-
ences in the Western bioe of nations.

1t cannot be doubted that the Kuropean
bourgeoisie has infinitely more to lose in a
third world war than, say, the capitalist
class in the U. S. Not only is the Euroc-
pean bourgeoisie more than g little scared
by the thonght of a Euraope devastated
and atomized on the Korean model, but
it is also a little nervous about thé fate
of its last imperial domains in Asia and
Africa.

This goes to explain.differefices. that
have been discerned between whe reac-
tions of the Foreign Office spokesmen in
Europe and the State Department in the
. 8.

Even more sensitive to the cold war
than the bourgecisie eitber in the U. 8.
or Europe is the Labor movement. Al-
ready Desmond Donneily, 2 Bevanite LaZ
bor MP, has received.a -favorable reply
from Winston Churchill on the subject
of the active inferest of the British gov-
ernment in the latest overtures from the
other side of the Iron Curtain. Herbext
Morrison, the acting leader of the Labor
oppoesition (Attles being indisposed), has
associated the Labor Party with the Brit-
ish government's cantious and restrained
optimism in respect to the apparent
change.of line by the USSR and China.

KENYA DEBATE

Eut if-the calduwar between the Wastern
ond Eustern wer blocs oppears to be en-
tering .a new. phase, a less violend phase,
at. least .for a period, it is . also irue, on.
the pther hgpgl..__-lhu-r‘a- moyre-vieleat phase

is appearing in the war between the
colonial Pawers and the cojonies.

Kenya is an example, The recent mas-
sacre of “loyal” members of the Kikuyu
tribe by Mau Maw gangs {(with 71 mur-

dered, 51 missing, and b0 wounded) has

shaken public opinion here.

Yesterday Reginald ‘Paget, Labor MP
for Northampton, opened an Emergency
Debate in the House of Commens to dis-
cuss the Mau Mau massacre. For the
government, Qliver Lyttelton violently ag-
tacked Paget's speech as “malicious, mis-
chievous and intemperate.” He was, how-
ever, forced 1o admit that the situation
was now “ of a semi-military character—
more.like a war than an emergency.”

PAGET .PAGES THE BRASS

Paget described the massacre as “per-
haps the most shocking event that has
occurred in the history of cur Common-
wealth and Empire.” He blamed the
white settfers for failing to secure Afri-
can loyalty, (This is suvely something of
a euphemism in view of the oppressive,
imperialist attitude of the c¢olonial Brit-
ish with respeet 'to the natives they
exploit.) He blamed the Kenya govern-
ment for intelligence failure, and the
Colental Seeretary for creating an im-
pression of indifference to African inter-
ests and African liberties.

-Aad this is .what Paget. proposed: "Re-
call General Templer from Malaya and
bring -him .40 :Kenya. Give him complete
pawer and political officers. Tell him not
merely . to.pacify the country but to buitd
“R a.proper. foundation for nniiVe gavern-
ment,"

Yes, this i3 a Labor MP speaking!.

It is difficult, if not well- mghampossmble
to- distinguish: between Paget's
sive” solutibn to Mau Mau ferrorism, and
Lyttelon's. .How General Templer will
be able, with his “complete power,™ “his

.

B

“progres- |

police forees and his armed battalions, to
build up a proper foundation for native
government, Paget does not venture-to
explain.

BROKE ‘RANKS

The fact is that the only proper founda-
tion for native-government can be iaid
when the. generals, together with their
troops, arve withdrawn from Kenya—and
from Malaya too—in favor of an honest
settlement of self-determination upon the
native peoples.

Only last week we were faced with an
equally disgraceful situotion in our Labor
Party when a right-wing minority led by
Patrick Gordon Walker and Richard Stokes
broke the ranks of the parliomentary group
of the tabor Party by voting with the Torie
in favor of Centrol. Africa Federaotion.
There can be IHHe room for doubt that
had the 16 rebeis helonged to the left
wing, they would have been carpeted and
hauled over the cogls.

Perhaps we do need a little discipline
in the Parliamentary Lahor Party. The
right wing must be told: either carry out
the line of the Labor Party as elaborated
at the Morecambe conference, or get ouf.

s ~
A Labor Action sub is $2 o year
Get it EVERY week!
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YOU'RE INVITED

to speak youwr mind in the letter column
of Labor Action. Qur policy is to publish
letfers of general political interest, re-
pardless of views. }Kcep them fo BOD
words. -
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- AFL Charges ‘Union-Busting’ | |
Un-Americaneers Feature By Edison; C10 Strike Called. |

Foxy Grandma’ Stoolpigeon

By YICTOR SAVAGE ~

LOS ANGELES, March 31-—For the last
two weeks the citizens of Los Angeles
have had the dubious pleasure of watch-
ing the House Un-American Activities
Committee in action, The Velde subebm-
mitiee had come to our fair city te
“ferret out dirty Commie rats” from the
motion-picture industry and the loeal
school systems, it said.

As usual. Yelde and Jackson made wild
aoccusations, promised stortling exposures
and eye-opening revelations. And aos usual
the whole session mainly turned out to be
o big fat dud. They told us that John
Howard Lawson was a Communist. .

" géedlly! “'We even hod a further rehdsh of
thiose familar storles of Stalinist activity
inf Hottywood 10 years agoe. And instead of
harting the Communist cause it only made
i¥ uppeor stronger than i was.

Watching over television-the long pre-
cession of witnesses, the obsequious
friendly and the haughty unfriendly, one
had the feeling of observing an unreai
and Trightening situation: one that could
conceivably bélong in a fascist or Stalin-
ist pelice-state. Yet this was America,
which 'we are told is the bastion of democ-

ey,

The feeling was heightened hy the
gight-of the pompous and smug eongress-
men sitting 1n judgment over the fate of
their victims. This is especially true in
regard to the chairman of the commiitee,
gum-chewing ex-FBI cop Velde. What-a
porirait of self-rightecusness he makes!

It would he useless and urinforming

- to go into great detail concerning all the

wachinations and ramifications of the
sessions, But there are some things that
are of general interest.

'CAUGHT IN THE PREDGE

{1} The great majority of the re-
pentant ex-CPers were recruited into the

‘party . during the Spanish Civil War

. period.. This was the epoch of Popular-
Frontism, and, as most of the “exes”
will tell wou, they Were only good anti-
fascists. The period of their disillusion-
ment c¢ame either- with the Hitler-Stalin

“Pxet or the Browder expulsiom. As a

group they were anything but “revolu-
tionists,” even in the Stalinist meamng
of the term. ~

{2} The Stalinists in the radio and
-picture business were none too success-
ful- in their ability to inject the party
fine” in their work.” As Sylvia Richards,

rudio and movie script writer, stated: ”

“Not one word could go over the ah™
unless it was accebled by the advertising
agency that produced the show, The same
wipuld go for the pieture business, And
the peopie who run these business enter-
prises are not likely to let any of the
Stalinist line get by—unless it happens

to coincide with the prevgiling official.

Americon line af the time.
(3) Of greatest interest, perhaps the
(3) Of greatest interest, perhaps was
the testimony of two ex-Stalinist college
professors. Professor Lewis stated that
the activities of the teacher’s “red cell” to

which he was assigned werg primarily

directed towards the problems of tenure,
salaries ahd retirement, and general wel-
fare. “As a small group, we were not a
group of revolutionary individuals heod-
ing for a vevolution,” Lewis sutd, “but
& group of teachers working khard for
solution of e¢itr probléms end frustra-

_ tiomg.” These poor professors were plain-

ly-“blanderers’ in the CP .(in the terms
discussed by Coben's recent, LABOR AC-
T1ON-articles on Sidney Hook).

(4) The chief agent-provocateur for
the committee was a demure 70-year-old
grandmother. She had volunteered Tlgr
servites to the FBI over % years ago and
had spent over 5 years in the CP, During
this period she managed to collect the
names of 132 men and women who-she
had known as Comumunisdts. It was' she
who became the hit of the show and the
pet of the locdl press. She was refered
to as “Foxy Grandma” Macia. What a
show—with a stool-pigeon grandma as
heroine!

(6) As is customary in witchhunt af-
fairg like this, these who refused to tes-
tify had to take the chance that reprisals
would be taken against them. At least

: two people (4 teacher and an actress),

as of this writing, have lost their johs.

8y ALBERT GATES
Fund Drive Director

A pood week has sent the figures climb-
ing-in the Fund Drive. Contributions this
eek surpassed the week hefore by sev-
eral hundred dollars and lifted the total
income to date to $6868.00 or 59.7 per

New Issue of NI Is Out on the Stands

The new issue of The New Interna-

lional has just come out with important -

avticles on issues of the day. Lead article
i the issye iz “The Russian Empire
After Stalin,” by Julins Falk, discussing
.the variety of questions which have arisen
.with the accession to power of the new
taam in the Kremlin.

Gordon Haskell's “Shifts in American
Pohcy" analyzes the Eiserthower admin-
istration’s new moves in the cold war,
taking. up the ¢rends within the Repub-
ligan Party and the “containment versis
liberation” debate.

Abe Stein views the history and force%
behind Stalinist bigetry in “The Basis
of Russian . Anti-Semitism,” beginning
with .the guestion: -“What if:tomdrrow

the Stalinist regime were to turn off the
spate of anti-S8emitic propaganda and
call 2 halt to' the shootings, arrests and
deportation of Jews?” (This was written
before Moscow’s reversal on the case of
the Jewish doctors, of course.)

The third installment of Gregmy Zino-
viev’s “Two Eras of War” is also in-
cluded, continuing Zinoviev's historical
study- of the wars that. broke out hefore
1914,

Rounding ocut the issue iz “An Qpen
Letter to Zapotocky” by Alols Neurath.
Neursath is a former member of the Com-
intern’s Executive Committee and a

- founder of the Czech Communist Party,

now residing in Sweden; he discusses-the
Prague trial, as one who knew many of
the accused.

Out to the Anti-Franco Rallies!

“The anniversary of the Spanish Republic will'be celebrated in New York on April 15
ot 8 P M. at Freedom House, The meeting is called jointly by the Inierl'iaﬂollcl League
'fer the Rights of Man and the Committee to Defend -‘Frunco's Laber Vuﬂms.

Rudolph Halley, president _of the New York City Council, has acecepted an invita-
tion-to address the meeting, James B. Carey, secretary of the CIQ, has also accepted
an invitation to speak, as d;d Norman Thorhas, chairman of the CDFLY.

The Committee to defend France’s Labor Vrchms has called for p:cketm«r of
the Spanish .Government Tourist Office at 52nd-Street and Madison Ave,, New York
City, on Monday, April 13, between 12 noon and 1 p.m., and on Tuesday, April 14,

from5 p.ox. to 6 p.m. Ali-readers-of 1.ABOR ACTION ire asked to come'out Lo'the pieket N B

“links and-the anniversary meeting as a demonstration against the Franco regime and
* '

Spanith fascism. .

By ¥. S. RIYSON

LOS ANGELES, Apr. 3 —_ While the
strik¢ at Consolidated Edison, by the
AFL Electrical Workers here, goes on
with increasing bitterness, a second pub-
lic-utility strike has hit this area. The
2700. members of the CIO Utility Workers
Unpion-struck the Southern California Gas

- Company {which serves some 1,300,000

tustomérs) at midhight of April 2.

‘The CIO union has zlready thrown a
picket line at all major operating bases
of the company. It iz asking for a ten
per-'fent wage increase and a pnion shop.
The company offers five per cent and re-
jeets. the union shop.

Thus,. within three weeks we have seen
the two largest pablic-utility strikes in-this
secHorn since the Korean war; and the ma-
fer paint at isswe in both' cases is the
union's demand for the-union’ shop, -

Meanwhile the Consolidated Edisén
Company. is continuing its vicious drive
against Local 47 of the AFL Eleetrical
Wodrkers (see initizl story in' LABOR Ac-
TioN for March 80}, which is fightimg-for

a Z5-cent-an-hour raise-for linemen and

the union ghop.
"HOLY - CAUSE' 3

The AFL Central Laber Couneil,
through Secretray-Treasurer W. J. Bas-
sett, has assured the sirikers that the

- eouncil will stand resclutely behing them.

“The unien will need this'support for this

-is likely to-be a fong-drawn-out battle”

he said. He charped Edison's President
Mullendore with having “embarked on a
union-busting drive in the hope of slash-
ing wages.”

Mullendore’s new public manifesto laid
bare the company’s bitter labor-hating
orientation. He deciared that “the strike
is a conspiracy [against the public] . . .
its consequences [will bring] fatal acci-
dents, enormous loss of "property and
eventual paralysis of the community life
.1 . like war . . . the winning of ihe

- Three Weeks to Go!
It's That Last Push That We

cent of the total goal.

Thirteen " of "the assigned aquotas are
now over 60 per cent and while most of
these have not yet hit 75 per cent, they
are all within easy striking distance of
this goal. A little -effort will bring them
wp to a point “in the drive whick can
place us in & position to end the drive
with our total goal reached,

New York City, the Socialist Youth

League .and’ Buffalo - [ed the branches ‘in

payménts made this week. New York
upped its standings to over &2 per ceni;
with total payments reaching the figore
of $2500,00, The SYL contribated $170 and
Buffajo $145,

‘In round figures, there remains $4800
to be raised before the geal in the Fund
Drive is reached. This is gbing to be a
hard job we know, since by May 1 we
will need to average over $1500 weekly,
The remson is that the average weekly
payment required to meet the goal easily
was not maintained over the past month.

Even though payments have been
climbing, they have riet yet reached the

Jdevel demanded by the campaign. Now is

the time when the extra effort is needed. .

All Fund Drive directors, the I1SL and
its friends and sympathizers are asked
to 'help us make the big push suceessful!

I3

strike becomes -
reason  is

a ‘holy cause’ . . .
dethroned . . . they Tihe

R

strikers] join in- » common endeavor ‘tar'

destroy the company.”

It’s been some time since soch wiltd
strikebreaking ruiling has been heabd
from responsibie leaders of capitalist in-
terests, Mullendore is laying it on thickly. -
He gets to the real substance of hid slan-
derous attack with these woids:

"The strike is now the only isswe. Undil
it is abandoned, and’ picket lines withs
drawn, there can be- no negotiations Gy
the cotpany with Local 47 . . . the ¢om.

pory cannot negotlate during the sirike

free from some coercive influence of the
sirike; and hence without at least upp.cr

ing to accept the strike- s a iegrﬂmcﬁé-.j

device in collective bargaining.” |
The union membership has been in-

e

=t

vensed over this-refusal by Edison to

recoghize a strike as a ‘“legitimite de-
vice.” They realize what this means.
Mullendore wants to have strikes ont-
lawed in public utilities. This they wlll
never aceept.

The local, hopping mad, has mcreased
its activity and aid to its hard-pressad
membership. But on March 27-it was
struck a blow: the Superior Court issued
an injunction limiting the picketibg ab-
tivities of the union, Thus the. company
has succeeded in its objectives of zetting
at least one government agency mvotved
on its side.

" Edison has alao daved to put in a Iaw-
suit against the union for $1,256,000 in
damages, plus $50,000 a day for ‘each day
that the strike continues! The firgt hear=
ing on this is to be held April 6. =

The union is foced, with o strang ufld
ruthiess corporation, plus . courd au;unc-
tion and the threat of farther: govsrhmenf
imtervention, backed by the infamoas Teaft-
Hartley Act. As Bassett stated, if will nead
every cunce of support from every other
section of labor,

Need Nowl
Box Score

Quotae Puaid L
TOTAL . $11,500_ 5#869,00 &%.7
Streator .. 25 30 120
St. Louis .. 25 25 100
Detroit ... 500 400 80
Pittshurgh 150 112 4.8
Cleveland . 144 72
SYL e 896 71.6
Reading ... 35 7%
New York 2506. 624
Qakland ... 295 59
General ... 682 Ra
Chicago ... 997 BE3
Buffalo .......... 345 5%
Philagelphia .. 250 129 Bl
Los Angeles ... 600 252 42
Newark ....... 250 48 24’
Seattle 200 A ¥
Akron ... 50 0 9
Indiana .o 75 o 8
Oregon ... 50 LIRS

Independent Socialist League
114 West 14 Street '
New York 11, New York

ISL 1953 Fund Prive.
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{Contined from poge 1}
| doubt that ignorance, however real, is the
. whole éxplamation. Nor zan it be because
[ : there has been any real sign of “liberaliza-
#ion™ 6r “democratiration” on the part of
"the KremSin gang. The very cose which is
cited os giviag hope for "liberalliotion”"—
" the reversal on the doclors’ accusation—
wous played out. in Moicow-in the occus-
~tomed style: the accused were taken out
- ‘of prison, and their places were promptly
$lled with the new purgees, the bureau-
crafs who hod mode the "mistake” . . .
Why then do these notions crop up,
" amiong ~péople ‘who -dre not noted for
. gofthess on ‘Stalinism but who rather
.h’aye been yelling that it is unrelieved
evil? We may get an idea if we remem-
““ber the temmper in the U. S.—how long
~ago it seems!—when the late good old
*Joe was our noble ally and nothing was
* £00 good to say aboul the Russians; when
¢ Binlin {who had been a devil during the
“Hitler pact) was featured in Life kiss-

1 = uing -babies, when Harper's suppressed
== "Trotsky's biography of Stalin out of
! h “'kindness to “our ally.”

If peace does break out for the whole
"+ next period, will we witness a return
..+ of this “eva of good feeling” among our
~ ﬁérce anti-Communists who up te now

Cmatker how dirty and” foul, not only.
ag"'zii'nst ‘Stelinism but against civil lber-
- ties and democracy in order to “get” the
Sta}lmst.s"

NEW ATMOSPHERE

© April 5 about that bevy of Journahsts in.
- Moscow
ready beginning to.emérge with Soviet-
* officials there was much t® same kind
" of atmosphere. as .used to be so COMMOT
in wartime days.” And, to be sure, fromn
~ what we have seen of z couple.of dis-
. patches from these F. 8. editors about
their happy junkét in Moscow, the af-
“meosphere is.there, as thick as life.
The next day the Times reported on the
" hot news ghowt the seven Russians who
_wome for cocktails to the U, S. embussy”
“in:Moscow: “Listening to Hhe conversdtions
in $he ballroom, 1t seemed o correspond-
enfs as if the ctock had been turned back
to' the days— of World War I . . Tonight
. “gme American newspaperman jokingly com-
plained $o one of the Soviet guests that
the rush of news in the lost fortnight had
~kepf him very busy. The Soviet gquest
| . “leuyhed and said in good American-sleng,
*Brother, you ain'f 'seen nothing yet!™
If -AP correspondent Qatis is released
# inv Czechoslovakia, if the Kremlin offers
an olive branch to the Vatican {the lat-
ter’s Osservatore Romane, has already
made a bid for a bit of the new “atmos-

..'I-\,

ol

L g et A b
]

i - phere™), if an Austrian treaty is con-
i cocted, if the Russians send their am-
i _bassador back .to Israel, if ‘the Korean

0" war ends, ete, we may fovnd a great

b many people singing a new tume about

TR Stilinism, or rather humming some

e snatches of the old tune -of the wartime

" i héneymoon days, -when. anti-Stalinism

i & wiis unpatriotic.

{araes “his . talk about a "repudiahon of

| .%c . “Stalinism,” on such fantastic grounds,

=

~ Ein will b a preparation for this even-
1-igility, whether so censeiously intended
., orzhot.

“Fhese anti-Communists of this country,
ior'whom nothing was téo dirty before!
YLet ‘only the Stalinists show willingness
" otmake a deal with U. 8. imperialism—

t:smll be a temporary deal, of course,.

*amd not “lasting peace” but it may be
-“%hﬂ'h——-«and many respectable American ..
<¢f¥izens may lose their careers {Louis
Eljidenz, for example).

#Ear the foskionable an¥- comnumism of*
Pgomivrica today Is not ond has_sever heen
SHIH-Stalitlsm In ot “souse, byt “only. fhe
gl ‘of Ak 5. imperidlism’s Trteresty. We
“gecthalisls will réwaia whére we-are. We-
S ause we do ndt-tuke our Hwe on Russic

.- fifFem the needs of U. S. foreign -policy.
*"-’lle “were "out Ff Hne s consishent, prin-_

i-eiphed antl-Stalinists duving :the wartime

iorgy of friendship “tor good old Joe and
'we ‘moy ke agoln. .
L

’Whaf Huppens to
U S. Foreign Policy?

But, a5 a matter of fact, whatever the,
.symptoms even now, oné.cannot really -
eixpec’c a2 full .return to the atmosphere

. obithe Werld War I .days, or at least
.. #géh a return will be much more limited
i and éircimsciibed, That history will ot
qu‘“t,e repeat 1tselj.' too much has ‘hap~
| perred.m

-t i, -Bome iiberal. mushheads {in addition -
L1 to. the...Stslinoid- types . of - the: -Nation - -

A

g 7, .--\l.- i T ot e

. hevé - been willing te use.any stick, no

“The . New. "York Times-reported on_

ufn the contacts that are ‘gl- |

. earetakers

and theorize it, and even mamy others
(not so liberal and not so mushheaded)
may find it more discreet to softpedal
anti-Stalinism in the era of good feeling,
but the more serious representatives of
American imperialism are likely to be
much more aware of the transitory na-
ture of the period.

Their moain problem is of -quite another
nature. *

In this new pericd which looms, what

- happens to the 1. 5. foreign pelicy which

has been so 'puinfully erected under the
Truman administrotion and essentolly con-
‘tinwed under. Eisenhower? What hoppens
to containment”? Whot happens Sfor that

matter fe Ahe supposed alfernative of’

"liberation”?

As long as U. 8. policy could represent
the Stalinist-threat-as primarily g mili-
tary threat, it could make a show of

Jhaving a pelicy, however stumbling a

policy, but some policy or other. This
policy was at bottom the policy wf over-
awing -the .enemy with miltary might,
atoem-bomb diplomacy. But what happens
to it with the new ‘“‘peaceful” Russia?
The administration is tongue-tied.” it
has nothing to say nmew, while the furor
is going on, for the same reason that it
faces blankness for the nex{ period.
We.are promised {by a couple of Wash-
ingtén gossip columnists) fhat Eisen-
however will. make a statement on future
relations with Rugsia some time. No
doubt. If by that time the Rassian moves
have “brought peace,” no-doubt he will

. weleome it,-and come out in faver of

peace h:mself But is the “crasade™ over?
Iy the.“defense of- the free. world” over? °
Is the “Russian. menaee” dver?

“Fh¢ men in Washington swill not. thmk ’

- 50, of course, not beihg eoniplete: idiots
or Natign editors. but rather responsible
‘of Admerican’ imperialism, -
which cannot live.irr peaceful coexistence
with the rival imperialist social system
of Russia no matter how many bows
are made by both sides to that sacved
phrase. But what can they do?

UP A TREE

Last Thuisday, -at o Stote -Depurtment
press conference, o .reporter asked why
"the peace initidHve seemed to come from
Communist Russia.” The depariment’s press
officer indignantly.  denied ‘that +his waos
so, and ‘may even have believed that him-
self; the reperter later opologized for his
too-blont phrasing as "unfortunate,' -hav-
‘ing been educoted -on its unfordunate re-
percussians -‘for“foreign ‘expert.

‘But if ‘it ‘popped out there, one need
not read the papers to find out what
the people of Europe or Asia think.

On Friday the Washington Post edi-
torialized: “It is high time for the ad-
ministration to develop in respect of the
Soviet peace offensive the positive for-
eign policy that General Eisenhower
talked about during the campaign.” High
time, -indeed, but out of what will they
manufacture such a positive policy?

Eisenhower and Foreign Minister
Arithony' Eden of Britain have gone so
far as to admit willingness to meet the
Russians” peace dove “halfway ¥ A "bold

" aititude_indeed!

Anfl at his new conference, Secretary
of State Dulles, in' the midst of silence
from the presidént, maniged to get the
following words out: “The president
said, I think-—I haven't actually seen the
traitseript of his statement—that we are
prepared to- take up concrete matters,

such as peace in Asia, whera it is to our

advantage to do s6 [1], and test out the
Communist words, in practical opera-
tlon. .

- U. 8. statesmen seem to be werking
hard to give the world "the impression
that the Russian drive finds them with
their breeches low, ahd that their reac-
‘tien is” gne -of unwilling, ¥eluctant, be-

_wildeved -apreemtnit o :go - dlong “with
" “peace” be‘cause they earmot’ do -other-
.w_lse

bs *¥be - impmsm justified? -And if -it is,
~whdt-explains - W2 Lﬁr-*un wdveation in the

‘blind -afleys of«kmcrim foreign policy, we
#trongly- resominead e April 'S Isswe: df‘

the-N. Y. Times, -which brings o -bottery of
the . .papeir’s tup “Wotkingfon experts to

" beor on the -préfilem. They ‘ogros. en ove

thing ¥or sure: the U. S.'is"up & tree. -
. ’,

“SHEER PERPLEXITY"

“Take the most immediate difficulty:
“The U. 8. hag had & hard encugh tine
up to now getting its European allies,
with . bleeding économies, to make the
necessm'y sacrifices for militaty strength

- and militarization. What now? What sill.

happen when -the April meeting of the

* "NATO courcil takes place?

“

. it is ¢lear that Premier Malen-
kov ehose #n opportune -time; from his

| eldss who come by such things naturally) - .. pdint of: view, to émbarrass the West by
m&y see Ay chanpge: of .apoty im: Mescow -playing: upon--its. .very pgenuine hopes-.

here Does uU. S Pohcy Goﬂ from Here?—

of peace, writes C. L. Sulzberger, chief
- European correspondent.

He does not really believe that Stalin
purposely died at this “opportune” time.
What time in the last couple of years,
~01 in the next couple of .years, would
be less opportune, given the continuing
problems of the U. 8. ‘war bloe? Sulz-
berger econtinues: “This spring the
American budget must be drawn uvp. . . .
This menth the NATGO Council meets to
fix 19563 rearmament goals. Will the ma-
turing peace offensive knock the stuf-
fings from the program?”’

So "A suspicious Western world . . . hos
grected-Molotev's moanting 'peace offen-
sive” with a curions mixture of sahsfac-
tion, anxiety and shear perplexity.’”

Among other things, he points out that
the French have reason to fear a Korean
peace; it may explode their hope of get-
ting more dollars for their own little war
in Indo-China, and it will make meore

difficult the already: difficult probiem of ~

getting the Europe Army Treaty ap-
proved in Paris.

Hanson Baldwin bewails the situation
from the military point of view: “This
time there was genuine fear {in Wash-
ingtoni] of what a truce in Koreg, under,
these conditions and at a moment of -
Conmunist ¢hoosing, nright nrean, in the

: long-term view, to the world struggle. As
viewed from here, the Commaunists have
timed their offer with considerable astute-
ness, and the timing is caleulated to do
. most damage to.the United- Stategs and’
Peast to the. Sovw;_ Union, . . . The Com- -

. munists-would, in the long run, hewsver; -

benefit from a truce without a settlement, -

. stalemate war. .. .)”

TRAGIC JEST . -

And what would the Stalinists not
benefit from? From a decisive Ameriean
military victory in Korea, no douht; only

- . ho one really thmks that posmble
not evenr Hanson Baldwin. He is not
lamenting some mythical “clever” timing
by Moscow; he is lamentmg a .blind
zlley.

Arthur Kroek, head of the Times
Waghington bureau, lays it down on the
line, after some lamenting of his own
zbout Eisenhower’s lack of firm, foree-

~ ful leadership:

"Though fragic is the jest that what offi-
-cials fear more thon dateless war in Korea
is peace; the jest has-a real fosndation.
The vision of peace which could lure the
free world into letting dowm lis guard,
and demolishing the slow and costly proe-
ess of bullding colective seturity in West-
ern Europe, while the Soviets maintained
ond increased their military power, s
“enough fo moke men in office Lindecisive.
And the stock morket zelling thot followed

the sudden conciliatory overtures from the -

Kremlin sopports the thesis that imme-
diate prosperity in this country is (inked
te u war economy and iyggests desperate
econemic problems that thay arise on: the
home front.

“That could go for +o explain what is
rated. in some quarters as a lack of strong
presidentlal leadership up #o now_. . ."

Read that over again: it is not a guota-

tion from LABOR ACTION,

VIEW WITH ALARM

U. 8. policy is geared oaly to a military
answer fo Stalinism, Deprived of the mili-
tary threat, or unable to wse it to main-
tain its policy, it squirms in perplexity,
-wallows ia ‘uncertainty, does nol knmow
where to furn, has nothing te. say, dis-
cusses ifs own baskruptey.

It is not that a mere end of the

‘Korean war -alone will ‘kick the wap-
-economy- props from under the war-born
.U. S.. prosperity.. The problem will 'be
how to -muintain £he -sanction for. eon-

tinued large-geale war ’expezi‘ditures with- -

. out the-Korean-war -and in-the face-of
an eagement of the cold war .generally.
‘Baid Senztor Taft: :

“An end to. the Korean’ hostxl:t.;es will”

make -the ‘budget job -even harder, “Peéo--
sple will expecet a big eut in spendiig’
.when sctusHy Korda'and the.war there

- représents a very small pért of the rmh—
" tary spending picture.”

Senator - Styles Bridges, chairman of
the Senate Appropriations Commiftee:
“We can’t be fooled by an end %o the
“fighting in Korea, We all want that, but

__-no matter what happens.our over-ail pro-

gram should not be altered. Th&s
time we should do the rearmmg'” TA-
tor Russell (Dem., Ga.}- chimed in.along .
the same Tines. .

_NEITHER WAR NOR PEACE
These fears and perp}exttxes are i'ouncL

ed on this much sound: nnderstanding:. :

that, “peace offensive!’ or ne, Russtar-in-.

s S e T e e s e ey e o i Wi Bt

just as .they have heneﬁted fmm ﬂ}e-

perialism’s orlentatlon in the cold wax
remains “*Neither .war nor peace!”
neither invitation to/the big shoeting
*war, nor any possibility of makmg such
a settlement of the ineradicable imper- -
jalist rivalry a= to ensure lasting peace.
This state of affairs is.not too perplex-
ing, for the Stalinists. In a world situa-
tion of “neither war nor peace,” they
have a weapon of theirown: the political
weapon which has aiready helped them
to undermine Western eapitalist power
in ene major country and which helps
them to make inroads in Asia and even
Western Europe. Their social appeal to
the ‘peoples of the~world is an anti-cap-
italist force. (It is.only after their vie-
tory that the victimized peoples find out
that their anti-capitalism, while genuine, 1
merely means that they impose submis- -
sion to a xew ruling class, which destroys
the eapitalist and feudal exploiters only
to subjeet the people to the Stalinist
bhureaneracy.)
But the old secieties of the capitatists
cannot wage ‘“nelther peace nor wor)” R
They can think only of crashing ¥hrough
by military means or hoping fontasmically
for some permanent borgoin-counter deal
with the Stolinists to divide the world up
for explaitaton in some perma!’f&ul:ion.

ElEA'FH!%SPELL

In the world of “neither war nor peace”
in the old sense, the only meaningful
anti-Stalinist foreign poticy is one that
" is based on the political weapon that only
‘sooialism can. wield, the appes! to the -
peo;:!es in “the -name of a ‘Third Cafp, -
which opposes. .both . ca.pitahsm« ~and . N
St.ahmsm: - - i
. The conclusien’ i'rom t’he N Y. ’I‘Lmes

:ma]ysts is almost inescapable? I will

" be embarrassing for the U. 8. to stop the

Korean war of come to any &eti‘lement

with Russia, If they do not themselves

come to thig conelusion, indeed indig-
nantly reject it, it is not for cold]y ob-

Jjective reasons at all.

If the signs are right and the now-ex-
pected “pedace” breaks.out, and with it
o hreuathing-spell -from-the wor threoat for
the_ peoples of the .world, ¥here will be
vajuable time gained for the people to
crystalifze their worid-wide susplcion - of
the two war cemps.into Third Camp move- ~ .
ments, into aenti-wor socinlist movements. ’
But it was no¥ the atom-bomb diplomacy i
- that will have gained. this breathing-spell |
for us. At the bottom of it will be the
"d!scrruy and panic’ which the Molenkov-
Beria regime so fears, $he threat to Stalin- |
Ism which arises nol in the first place
from Western war preparations but from !
. the disintegrative forces within the Stalin-- 1
Ist empire itself. Here again only move-
ments divorced from the Interests of
capitalism can appeal o and hearfen these
forces to strengthen theiv fight, in all is
forms, ajainst the Stolinist tyranny.

LOOK OUT FOR A DEAL

There is & lesson to be learned from
thiz, especially for the small army of
shamefaced - “socialist” .apologists for
American foreign policy. These -are the ;
people who say that -they Lkaow that 'y
America is “far from: -perfect," but -, - 7
sist-that American policy, and particnlar-
ly American.arms, mua?be\supported bé-
‘cause the Stalinist empire is-so -foek-
_like in its -solidity and .strength t.hat;

" nothing- but overwheim:ngly supenor ’
_military force can hope-to-resist it.

These. people- claim- to have - -gone. to

. the “only alternative” {support of U. 8.
-rearmament -and eventual political sup-
port of the U, 8, in war) because there
is mo possibility of any other force, Either
“intdrnal or externsl; weakening and dis-
‘integrating the' structure of Stalinism.
“Plier thegry “is ‘delivered- a-bodi~ blow
by “thé - present ~developmerits, even i
“these do ot lead -diretly-to 8 dzsmte- ’
<gritioh-of ‘Stalinism, They demonstrate
- that the system is vulnérable, and ‘eyen
more “clearly, -that “American  polfcy is
imcapablé -of exploiting its. valierability.

"W -socialist " reject - both - mee‘rrahst
war and imperialist.jpeace—and the lat-
“fer may, “in’ a- véry - $hort ‘time, take the °
form -of mteprmpérm‘hst -deals -t sell .
whole peoples over the counter like
goods, as the diplomats have done Be-
fore. The Krémlim, in exchange for a
dealy will want assurances of undisturbed
control over its peoples; it will want
horsetrades on the fate of whele couh- .
tries. We cannot predict ‘that Washing- :
- ton, éven in its own presumed- intérest,

“will be willing t6 go in: for another ¥alta.

—

_ But we do know - thaf, even morg in fhe

next period than-in  the :Tast, the “only- : -l
realistic liné. of ‘struggle - against’ war™ i
and Staliniem and thérdec&}nng capital-- |
ist-imperialist sgsbem w:[l t’ha 5211*'
- for-zogialism..
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