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Gates Group Ducks 
Issue of Hungary

By Harry Ring

One of the results of the Hungarian revolution has 
been a sharpening of the struggle within the Communist 
Party in this country. The faction in the CP leadership 
headed by Party Chairman Wil-® *
Ham Z. Foster defends the Soviet 
intervention in Hungary while 
the opposing faction, led by Daily 
Worker editor John Gates, is 
critical of Soviet policy in the 
situation, although it, too, op
poses the legitimate struggle of 
the Hungarian workers. National 
(Secretary Eugene Dennis who 
had been trying to function as a 
balance of power between the 
two conflicting tendencies has 
lined up on the Hungarian ques
tion with Foster.

Writing 6n the issue in the 
Nov. 21 Daily Worker, Foster 
concedes that it  is a “world 
tragedy” that it. has been “neces
sary to conduct an armed strug
gle against a mass movement 
which undoubtedly had the bark
ing of the bulk of the Hungarian 
people.’'

However, he asserts, "Fascist
like leaction . . . was able to 
seize upon the just grievances 
of the people, especially their 
wiliiant demonstrative demand 
for national independence, and to 
misdirect them into reactionary 
and fascist channels.”

•HOW DO YOU KNOW*
‘‘It  was in this situation,” 

Foster continues. “Upon the re
quest of the Hungarian Kadar 
government, th.it the Soviet 
Union . . . stepped in to restore 
order in Hungary and to prevent 
a p< tentially highly dangerous 
victory for ultra-reaction.”

Max Gordon takes issue with 
the Fosterites in the Nov. 23 
Daily Worker and defends its 
editorial line. He correctly char
acterizes the Fosterite stand as 
a “platfornv of the old, blind 
apologetics” for the Kremlin and 
disputes the thesis that the Hun 
garian revolution was fascist- 
inspired or fascist-led.

“Unquestionably counter-revo
lutionary elements were ex
tremely -active in the rebellion,” 
Gordon writes. “But how can 
anyone here be so certain that 
they had taken over the rebellion 
and could have imposed their 
own regime?”

“Even today,” he continues, 
“the reports from Hungary em
phasize that it is the organized 
workers who are in the lead of 
the struggle. And London Daily 
Worker correspondent P e t e r  
Fryer, who was on the spot, 
reported in a dispatch, which his 
paper did not print, that at all 
times the Hungarian workers 
could have checked the counter
revolutionary elements.”

Thus Gordon agrees that the 
working class has been'the deci
sive force in the situation, and 
he sees merit in Fryer’s report 
that the workers were fully  
capable of dealing with the 
counterrevolutionists. One would 
therefore assume that Gordon is 
opposed to the Kremlin inter
vention, the sole justification for 
which has been the claimed im
minent danger of capitalist 
restoration. But there is a limit 
to Gordon’s criticism of the 
Kremlin’s actions. His stand on 
the intervention boils down to a 
weaseling “yes, no, maybe.”

‘‘I believe,” says Gordon des
pite the very facts he has just 
cited, that, “the verdict of his
tory will be that this intervention 
was necessary,” But, he Hastily 
adds, “I do not think it impos
sible that history may record it 
as a great blunder.”

Since Gordon is quite willing 
to leave the crucial issue of
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Soviet intervention to the verdict 
of history, why then his aggres
sive 'attack on the Fosterites ? He 
explains, “I f  we succumb to this 
again [i.e., to blind apologetics 
for the Kremlin] we are finish
ed as an effective organization 
among the American people, for 
now and for the future.”

Flinching at the charge level
led at the Gates tendency that it 
is trying to cultivate “respecta
bility” with the American ruling 
class, Gordon declares, “This is 
false. But we do have a real 
problem fundamental to our ex
istence, in cultivating “respecta 
bility.’ or legitimacy among the 
American workers. Without this, 
we have no reason for existence.”

In short, Gordon’s difference 
with the Foster tendency is not 
concern for the fate -of the Hun
garian working class but solely 
whether the Kremlin interven
tion should be defended or 
“criticized” before the American 
workers.
This is Hie rankest opportunism. 
Gordon is not concerned with the 
truth. His only concern is with 
what is “respectable” in America.

I t  is true that servile apologists 
for the Kremlin bureaucracy 
cannot win a following for so
cialism among the American 
workers. But neither can op
portunists who seek "legitimacy” 
without concern for socialist prin
ciples. The highest obligation of 
genuine Marxists is to first 
ascertain and then to tell the 
truth. Failing this, they as
suredly “have no reason for ex
istence.”

For example, if  in fact, the 
Soviet Army had intervened 
against a fascist counter-revolu
tion that was overwhelming the 
Hungarian workers —  then it 
would be the duty of revolu
tionary «icialists in all lands to 
defend that action, no matter how- 
much the capitalist class lied 
about the action and how un
popular such 'a stand might be 
until the lies were dispelled.

But the crushing weight of 
evidence shows that the Hun
garian working class is leading 
a revolutionary movement for 
national independence against 
the Kremlin overlords. This, and 
not considerations of expediency, 
dictates to genuine Marxists that 
they support the Hungarian 
workers against their oppres
sors.

Gordon expresses concern over 
the efforts of the State Depart
ment to exploit the Hungarian 
revolution for Wall Street’s 
reactionary ends. This is a valid 
concern. iBut anybody who 
equivocates on the character of 
this revolution and refuses to 
defend it against the Kremlin 
is in no position to aid it  against 
W a l l  Street’s machinations, 
either.

The Amei-iean workers are 
sympathetic to the Hungarian 
revolution. There is only one ef
fective way to prevent that en
tirely legitimate sympathy from 
being exploited by the State De
partment and the labor fakers. 
That is to help the American 
workers to understand the 
decisive fact that the aims of 
the Hungarian workers are in 
direct conflict with those of the 
State Department.

The State Department works 
for the restoration of capitalist 
reaction in Hungary. The Hun
garian workers fight for a na
tional freedom based on socialist 
foundations. To rally support for 
Hungarian labor explicitly on the 
basis of their wholly progressive 
aspirations is the only way to 
mobilize opposition to the reae- 
tinary schemes of U.S. imperial
ism. For this task, the full truth 
is indispensable.

To dodge the facts and wind 
up with shamefaced “critical” 
endorsement of the Kremlin in
tervention, as Gordon does, con
tributes no more to the struggle 
against Wadi Street’s aims in 
Hungary then does the “blind 
apologetics” of the Fosters.

Editor
The Militant:

For the last several months I  
have been receiving your pub« 
lioaiion, and on certain points I  
find I  am in agreement with 
you. Since you state that you are 
for a third party of the working 
class in the U.S., I  can agree 
with that and would be willing 
to see it furthered, but—

I  would first like to have the 
kind of political party spelled 
out. Are we going to continue 
some of the old practices that 
have hindered the working-class 
political parties in the past? Is 
this new party to be a vehicle 
for condemnation of the existing 
socialist governments ?

1 raise this issue and feel that 
i t  is of importance in the founda
tion of such a workers party.
I  «also feel that the moving 
forces in establishing such a 
party should have the facts on 
issues before they endeavor to 
interpret events and advance 
policy. In an effort to be brief 
I  will confine myself to the pres 
ent Hungarian situation, to point 
up what I mean.

I  think your publication has 
been swayed by past differ
ences and has made a hasty 
decision In your support to the 
“revolt in Hungary” tand your 
denunciation of the USSR, 
know, from the past, you have 
no love for Stalinism and thus, 
no doubt, are overlooking the 
facts that a successful counter
revolution in Hungary would be 
a blow to socialism as & whole 
and not just to Stalinism.

I  fail to find in your paper 
a concrete analysis of the events 
in Hungary and of how the so- 
called “socialist workers” got 
the arms to stage their revolt. 
Nor is there mention of the role 
of the U.S. State Department in 
Eastern Europe and I would like 
to get my information from a 
workers paper instead of from 
V. P. Nixon, over TV. . . .

A cloud of suspicion is thrown 
over the Hungarian disturbances, 
in the, light of the welcome af
forded the Hungarian “refu
gees.” When, in history, has a 
capitalist government, equipped 
with such a law as the McCar- 
ran-Walter Act, ever let down its 
immigration bars to welcome in 
the very workers the law was 
designed to exclude? Immigra
tion laws and quotas have been 
suddenly waived, moneys raised 
'by popular subscription ($11,000 
locally), etc. This would never 
have been done for bona-fide so
cialist workers. Nor would Rep
resentative Walter, co-author of
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. . .  Hungary Defiance
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tour of Hungary almost to its 
eastern and southern borders: “ In 
the dozens of towns and villages 
we passed through . . . nobody 
was working . . .  in each town 
a revolutionary council, main
taining contacts with the council 
in Budapest, was in operatioh.” 
He also reported guerrilla activ
ity around Tokay. Unconfirmed 
reports say guerrilla warfare 19 
also going on in the mountains 
around Miskolc.

(John MacCormack, writing 
from Vienna in the Nov. 30 N.Y. 
Times, reports:

“The only authority in Hun
gary accepted by the people is 
the Workers Council of Buda
pest. This will meet tomorrow 
with delegates from other work
ers councils from all over Hun
gary to discuss the results of a 
meeting it had today with Mr. 
Kadar.

“A t today’s meeting the Work
ers Council demanded from Mr. 
Kadar a final answer to its three 
principal demands. These are
(1) the creation of workers coun
cils to lead factories and offices;
(2) an explanation of what has 
happened to former Premier 
Imre Nagy and (3) permission 
to publish its own newspaper.”)

The leaders of the Budapest 
Workers’ Council had issued a 
back-to-work «fall on Nov. 17. 
This was protested by other sec
tions of the council who demand
ed that a “Workers Parliament” 
elect representatives to negotiate 
with the government. Delegates 
to this parliament were prevented 
from meeting on Nov. 21 in the 
Budapest Sports Palace by Rus
sian troops. They hurriedly as
sembled in another building and 
before they could be dispersed 
by the troops voted a three-day 
protest general strike and pro
claimed that a “democratically 
elected workers’ council” alone 
was entitled to negotiate for the 
Hungarian working class.

M INERS’ RESISTANCE
The only production in the 

provinces appears to be in the 
coal mines. But here the workers’ 
councils are restricting produc
tion. An example comes from  
the mining center of Dorog. 
There workers have limited them
selves to 80 tons a day. Of this 
40 tons are used for maintenance

the MeCarran-Walter Act, be in 
Europe to help socialist workers. 
The whole mess has an odor 
of counter-revolutionarism, sup
ported by U.S. capitalism, espe
cially in the light of today’s 
news, which tells of Cardinal 
Mindszcnty’s Secretary coming 
to see Cardinal Spellman in New 
York instead of going to see the 
Pope in Rome, which one might 
feasonably expect would be his 
proper destination.

I ’m sorry to say that I  can’t 
shed a tear for a bunch of coun
ter-revolutionaries, even if  they 
include misguided workers, who 
would tear laway the foundations 
of socialism in Hungary, to al
low a bureaucratic clique, in 
conjunction w i t h  reactionary 
Catholic elements, to again place 
them in bondage.

Please understand I  am only 
trying to. express an opinion, 
aak some questions with hope of 
getting answers for them — not 
sharpshoot your paper or opin- 
ion.

Yours, Truly,
G. F.
Seattle, Wash. 

EDITOR'S REPLY  

Dear G. F.
We welcome , your letter of 

Nov. 22 and do not at all con
sider the questions raised as 
“sharpshooting.” The main pur
pose of our letter column is to 
hfford an open forum for criti
cisms and the expression of other 
points of view.

However, we do disagree 
Strongly with your estimate of 
the events in Hungary and your 
suggestion that our opposition 
to Stalinism has led us to over
look the danger of the restora
tion of capitalism there. Indeed, 
the origin of our long opposition 
to Stalinism was that its poli
cies not only hindered and be
trayed the socialist revolutions 
in the capitalist sector of the 
world but that it endangered the 
existence of nationalized ecort 
omy and planning in the Soviet 
sector as well. Accordingly, we, 
too, would oppose any move 
ment for capitalist restoration 
in Eastern Europe.

What happened in Hungary? 
As we see it a national revolu
tion broke out. The whole pop
ulation rose up in the hope of 
winning the right of self-deter
mination. This desire of a people 
to rule themselves is a historic
ally legitimate one and one that 
Marxists have always supported«

The support of the Bolsheviks 
for the national aspirations of 
the many oppressed people of 
Cz’arist Russia was one of the 
keys to the victory of the Oc
tober revolution. This alliance 
was a bulwark against white 
counter-revolution and foreign 
intervention in the days of 
Lenin and Trotsky. A measure 
of the degeneration of the Soviet 
Union under Stalinism was the

In Hungary, other factors be
sides the overriding national one 
played a part in the revolt. No
tably mass hatred for the brutal 
bureaucratic-police regime and 
grievances of the workers against 
the abysmally low standard of 
living.

'In the revolution reactionary 
elements, of course, tried to take 
advantage of the situation. In 
cluded among thorn were the 
Catholic clergy, former proper
tied classes and Horthyite fas
cists. But' it should be noted that 
these last two categories play a 
much larger role in exile circles 
outside of Hungary than within 
the country. The capitalist press 
of the U.S. tried to draw as much 
comfort and hope as possible 
from the presence of such ele
ments in Hungary. But their 
lopsided news dispatches do not 
affect the real relationship of 
forces. Cardinal Mindszenty, for 
example, played a great role in 
the TJjS. newspaper accounts of 
the Hungarian uprising but he 
played a very minor role in Hun
gary itself.

We realize correct information 
is very hard to come by in the 
Big Business press. But a careful 
reading of the capitalist press 
of New York and of Western 
Europe plus those working-class 
papers that can afford foreign 
correspondents (including the in
dependent socialist France-Ob 
servateur of Paris and the dis
patches from Budapest of Peter 
Fryer, the British Daily Worker 
correspondent, which were sup 
pressed by his newspaper) shows 
that the main power and leader
ship in the Hungarian revolt was 
the working class. It  aimed for 
complete national independence 
and workers’ democracy on the 
basis of the nationalized econ
omy.

WE LOOK TO WORKERS
In the early days of the upris

ing the primary demand of with
drawal of all Russian troops 
overrode all others and served to 
give a temporary appearance of 
all-class unity to the revolution. 
I f  that aim had been achieved 
however, the class aims of the 
workers would quickly have come 
to loggerheads with those of the 
Catholic clergy and whatever 
restorationist elements exist in 
Hungary. But in leading the up
rising the working class was also 
placing itself at the head of the 
nation and forging an alliance 
with the peasantry and those 
lower middle-class sections of 
the population which likewise do 
not want the factory owners and 
the great landed proprietors 
brought back —  but who do want 
national independence.

Dad the pro-capitalist ele
ments proved strong enough in 
an independent Hungary to 
threaten the socialized property 
relations we feel sure that the 
working class would have been 
alert to the danger and strong

Great Russian chauvinist op- 1  enough to defeat them in a civil 
pression of these nationalities, war.

How did the Hungarians get 
guns? They got them from the 
Hungarian soldiers who refused 
to fire on the masses and passed 
guns to them and then came over 
to the insurgents’ side. Moreover, 
there is now considerable evi
dence in many cases that Red 
Army soldiers also gave guns 
and even Came over to the Hun
garian revolutionists. A fter the 
initial gaining of weapons they 
got guns the way all revolution
ists have got them— raiding po
lice stations, arsenals, etc. Sure
ly you do not mean to imply that 
the tremendous uprising of a 
whole nation is the result of im
perialism sending secret agents 
and weapons into the country.

IM PE R IA LIS T  AGENTS?
Of course, U.S. imperialism is 

trying to fish in the turbulent 
Hungarian waters. Of course, it 
is making as much hypocritical 
propaganda 'and diplomatic hay 
in the cold war as it can from 
the Kremlin’s (briital action. The 
best aid radical workers in this 
country can render the Hung
arians is to expose W all Street's 
game. But U.S. imperialism has 
been unable to intervene mili
tarily in Hungary or in any other 
way affect the course of the 
revolution there. We know that in 
1917 secret agents of German 
imperialism were active in Mos
cow and Petrograd. But before 
the mighty tidal wave of revolu
tion their efforts were piddling, 
even' though the enemies of the 
October Revolution tried to pic
ture the whole thing as a Ger
man-inspired coup and the Bol
sheviks as paid agents of the 
Kaiser.

So it is in Hungary. Granted 
that imperialism has its designs 
against the USSR and all the 
Eastern European countries, 
granted that it  has secret agents 
there. Nonetheless these count for 
practically nothing in a mass 
uprising. The locomotive of the 
Hungarian development has been 
the entire working class with its 
militia, councils (soviets), and 
general strike. This has been 
revealed very clearly in the past 
two weeks. Mindszenty fled into 
the American legation. The 
Catholic “parties” vanished into 
thin air, if  they had actually 
taken on flesh after the an
nouncement of their formation. 
But the workers’ councils re
mained active, so did the general 
strike, and the mass meetings 
and picket lines. They would 
have to be crushed before U.S. 
imperialism and capitalist res
toration could get the upper 
hand. And that, as the experience 
of the last two weeks has shown, 
is no easy task.

The workers are the backbone 
of the Hungarian revolution, and 
this should show all class-con
scious workers throughout the 
world W'here their support should 
go.

In  the U.S. we defend corrupt 
unions, such as the East Coast

longshoremen’s, f o r  example, 
from the attempts of the em
ployers to smash them. But at 
the same time we carry on an 
unremitting fight inside such 
Unions to throw out the corrupt, 
reactionary bureaucracy, whose 
policies really undermine the 
union itself. Nor do we believe 
that the battle to make such 
unions militant and democratic 
should he halted because the bu
reaucrats cry that internal fight
ing weakens the union and that 
the bosses are making propa 
gamia out of the revelations, etc.

So with Hungary and the 
whole Soviet sector. We see there 
degenerated and deformed work
ers’ states. We defend these 
against imperialism but we are 
for a political revolution to make 
them democratic, progressive 
workers’ states— for therein lies

not only the true hope of their 
survival as workers’ states but 
of the world triumph of social
ism.

In the labor party that we hope 
to see built in this country we 
would be for the right of mem
bers to struggle for differing 
programs nnd views. We for our 
part would urge that its pro
gram include unconditional op
position to U.S. imperialism’s war 
plans and diplomatic intrigues 
against the USSR, China and the 
countries of Eastern Europe. A t 
the same time we would urge 
LABOR support and solidarity 
with the struggle of the workers 
of those countries against the 
bureaucratic-police regimes that 
oppress them and hinder their so
cialist development.

Comradely Yours,
The Editor

In t 'l Socialist Review  
Discusses Left Regroupment
'  By Fred Halstead

The fall issue of the International Socialist review is 
just o ff the press. I t  contains a contribution to the discus
sion of the regroupment of revolutionary socialist forces 
in the United States in the form®*

Youth of All Lands Join 
Fight for Better World

By Joyce Cowley
Teen-agers have ben making 

headlines for several years, usual
ly, when they engaged in gang 
wars, muggings, car theft and 
other kinds of delinquency. Au
thorities on teen-age problems 
have described this behavior as 
“senseless violence,” avoiding the 
obvious conclusion that in a neg
ative way, it does make sense.

I t  is one form of protest 
against a society that has no real 
place for youth, which offers 
them no hope for a future of se
curity and peace. This essentially 
destructive protest of today’s 
youth has become a world-wide 
phenomenon —  from the United 
States, Europe, the Soviet Union, 
Asia and Australia, there have 
been similar reports of teen-age 
crime and violence.

A YOUNG HERO
In  recent weeks, young people 

have been in the headlines again, 
in a very different Tole. Every 
correspondent in Hungary has 
told hoW “the kids of Budapest” 
were the most courageous fight
ers in the revolutionary straggle 
against the Soviet troops.

“Young boys and girls,” the 
New York Post wrote on Oct. 28, 
“university students and work-

and heating of the mine works, 
20 tons are bartered for food, 
and 20 tons donated to relief 
committees. “Miners say they are 
prepared to continue indefinitely 
on this basis and to blow up 
the mines if  the Russians try  to 
take them over.” (N . Y. Times, 
Nov. 24).

The Workers Council of Csepel, 
the heavy industry area near 
Budapest, warned Kadar that 
he immediately prevent further 
deportations of workers’ council 
members in Western Hungary or 
they would cease maintaining 
the ir machines.

ers, mostly unarmed . . . refused 
to budge from their makeshift 
barricades.”

Another article on Oct. 30 by 
Endre Marton tells about Michael 
Misi—'“A Hero of the Revolution 
— at 13.” Marton interviewed him 
in the children’s ward of a Buda
pest hospital.

“You see, we were going to 
play with the others when a car 
with a flag on it came by. The 
young gentlemen in it  were 
shouting that a n y b o d y  who 
wanted to fight for a free Hunga
ry should join. So we did— who 
wouldn’t? I  got a submachine 
gun at first but Lajas, who al
ready is 16, took it away and I  
was very angry. Then I  got only 
a rifle which I  did not like so 
much.”

Marton asked how Michael had 
learned to use a rifle.

“A ll us kids were trained in 
the Communist Party.”

“Fighting among the small, 
shabby buildings and tenement 
houses.” Marton continues, “the 
youths were aible to withstand 
the tank unit assaults because 
they were in action on their home 
ground. Familiar with every inch 
of the slum district, they could 
vanish into the maze of streets 
too narrow for tanks when things 
got hot. Armed only with out
dated rifles, submachine guns 
and improvised gasoline bombs, 
they battle at least 100 tanks and 
armored vehicles.”

An AP dispatch on Oct. 31 tells 
'how Budapest street fighters 
“proudly brought forward a 15 
year old girl, a tommy gun cra
dled in her arms. ‘She is only • of a future free from capitalist 
one of many of our girls and I anarchy and violence, they are 
women who fought with us and ready to fight for it. I  am con-

Hugh Stockwell on the house-to- 
house fighting in Port Said, 
Egypt: “Oh, we have a bloody 
awful time in these street per
formances. They a r m  these 
wretched children from 12 to 14 
with rifles and they join in the 
vvhangings.”

In this country we have seen 
an unexampled demonstration of 
courage on the part of Negro 
youth in the South. Day after 
day as they went to school, in 
Kentucky and Tennessee, these 
teen-agers faced the racist mobh 
unflinchingly. They, too, had 
something to fight for that made 
sense.

In  the r e c e n t  election cam
paign. The Socialist Workers 
Party found abundant evidence 
of a new spirit in young people, 
and an awakening interest in so
cialist ideas. Scores of young
sters of high-school age wrote 
letters in response to the TV and 
radio broadcasts of our candi
dates. Many of these letters 
came from the Deep South.

EAGER ANSWERS
In  most cases they did not 

simply ask for our campaign 
platform, but wrote at consid
erable length, raising pertinent 
questions on all the political is
sues of the campaign. They 
showed eagerness to find a solu
tion to these problems.

This proves that a growing 
number of American young peo
ple are not “silent” or “beat” 
as the experts so frequently 
claim. When they see the possi
bility of a life that has meaning,

qf an editorial statement entitled 
The “Russian” Question and the 
“American” Question. This issue 
also reprints an article from the 
current intense discussion within 
the British Communist Party, 
and contains an editorial on the 
events in Poland and Hungary.

The lead statement takes up 
the* argument, advanced by the 
editors of Monthly Review’ that 
the American radical movement 
has been too heavily influenced 
by the Russian Revolution, and 
that in addition to re-evaluating 
Stalinism, American radicals 
must also re-evaluate Leninism.

“What is decisive,” say the 
ISR editors, “is how the work
ing-class movement was in
fluenced by the Soviet develop
ments.” The article deals with 
each of the tendencies in the 
radical movement from that 
point of view, pointing out that 
the distortions of Stalinism have 
so obscured Lenin’s methods, that 
American radicals are in large 
part not fam iliar with them. 
The article explains Lenin’s own 
ideas on the application, of Bol
shevism outside Russia.

It  shows that American radicals 
cannot build a successful move
ment without making use of the 
accumulated stox-ehouse of in
ternational revolutionary ex
perience, and that the part which 
deals with Trotsky’s fight against 
Stalin should “prove of extra
ordinary interest to members df 
the Communist Party now that 
they are faced with the task of 
explaining to American workers 
how a figure like Stalin could 
come to power, and why it can’t 
happen in America.”

“We believe,” the statement 
says, “that all theories of party 
organization should now be put 
on the table for full and free 
consideration. . . We for our part 
will defend the concept of 
Leninism.”

The crisis in the British CP 
that resulted from the i-evela- 
tions of the 20th Congress of 
the Soviet Communist Party has 
produced The Reasoner, a dis
cussion publication launched re-

centiy by a group of prominent 
members of the British CP. The 
ISR reprints “The Case for So
cialism” —  a statement of the 
Reasoner’s editois, who show a 
determination to think through 
all basic questions arising from 
the 20th Congress.

1 he fall issue also contains the 
last article written by the late 
John G. Wright, a beautifUlly- 
written presentation of the work 
of Ludwig Feuerbach —  Phi
losopher of Materialism. James 
P. Gannon’s series on the Early  
yeaxc of the American Com- 
rnun;st Movement is continued 
with an installment of Notes and 
Sidelights of the Year 1927. From 
the Arsenal of Marxism contains 
an article by Leon Trotsky, 
“Stalin as a Theoi'etician,” in 
which Stalin’s colossal blunders 
in the field of agriculture were 
explained and exposed fully 26 
years prior to the Khrushchev 
“revelations.”

Books reviewed in this issue 
are: Behind the Bamboo Curtain, 
by A. M. Dunlap, and The Civi
lian and the Military, by Arthur 
A. Ekirch. The issue contains the 
combined index for the ISR  $$$  
its predecessor, the Fourth In* 
ternational, for the editions of 
Winter 1954 through Spring 
1956. I t  sells for 35 cents.

Sentenced to Death
British imperialism gave a 

fresh example this week of 
its campaign to bring “demo
cracy and freedom” to what
ever parts of the world it is 
st5H capable of penetrating. 
According to a Nov. 27 N. Y. 
Times dispatch,’ British au
thorities in Kenya have sen
tenced to death the leader of 
the Mau Mau, Dedan Kimathi. 
He was found guilty of 
possessing a revolver which 
under British decree is a 
capital offense for the peo
ple of Kenya. Kimathi said 
that he had been arrested 
while attempting to surrender 
to British “'security” forces.

died with us.’ ”
I t  is not only from Hungary 

that we get reports of teen
agers in arms, fighting for a 
future in which they will have 
a better kind of life. The World- 
Telegram quotes General Sir

fident they will be in the front 
lines of the struggle for a so
cialist society in America, and 
all of us will be inspired— as the 
Hungarian workers are today—  
by t h e i r  determination and 
bravery.
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