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Correspondence

Editor:

Three officers of the Young So-
cialist Alliance chapter at Indiana
University were indicted on May Day
under a state sedition act of Mec-
Carthy vintage. The law declares its
aim is “to exterminate Communism
and Communists and any or all
teachings of the same.” Conviction
under this law could bring up to
three years imprisonment.

Ralph Levitt, 25, and James Bing-
ham, 25, both of Indianapolis, and
Tom Morgan, 22, of Terre Haute
(Ind.) were indicted on the basis of
remarks made at a public meeting
sponsored by the YSA at Indiana
University on March 25. Leroy Mc-
Rae, YSA National Organization
Secretary, spoke on the topic of the
increasingly militant Negro struggle
for equality.

McRae, himself a Negro, endorsed
the use of self-defense against racist
attack. His remarks on this issue
were twisted and torn out of context
by the Monroe County (Ind.) pro-
secutor, Thomas A. Hoadley, and
presented as ‘“evidence” that the
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three defendants advocated violent
overthrow of the government. That
they should be indicted for remarks
that support the right of Negroes to
defend themselves against racist at-
tack is only one indication that the
prosecution is not aimed at any
crime, but at the active and open
espousal of political ideas.

Another circumstance
shows the prosecution’s intent of
political victimization. Prosecutor
Hoadley’s campaign against the YSA
stems from a demonstration last Oc-
tober 24 against Kennedy’s blockade
of Cuba, in which Bingham, Levitt
and Morgan participated. That ac-
tion drew nationwide attention when
thousands of “patriotic” students
and townspeople broke up the small
demonstration and tore up the signs.

The first official act of newly-
elected prosecutor Hoadley was to
dismiss charges against two hooligans
arrested for acts of violence during
that demonstration. He then opened
up a campaign to pressure Indiana
University‘s administration  into
denying campus facilities to the
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Appear without lawyers;

YSA. When the University refused,
Hoadley took another step and in-
dicted the students.

Hoadley’s election was backed by
right-wing Republicans. They rep-
resent the wunsavory tradition of
Indiana, once a stronghold of the
Ku Klux Klan; a state where a
“right-to-work” law exists as a curb
on union activities; a state which en-
joys the dubious distinction of being
the birthplace of the John Birch
Society.

But in the past Indiana has also
been the scene of great labor strug-
gles. It was the home state of Eu-
gene V. Debs. In fact, one of the de-
fendants, Tom Morgan, is from Debs
home town, and last year became
national secretary of the E.V. Debs
Foundation, which restored Debs’
home as a museum.

These young people are battling
to uphold the progressive radical tra-
dition of America. They need help.
The fullest mobilization of American
socialists and radicals can bring vic-
tory and help advance the right to
advocate the socialist alternative in
this country.

The Emergency Civil Liberties
Committee is providing legal coun-
sel, but the defense costs are still
great. Capitalist “democracy” means
that unless you are rich, any indict-
ment is a heavy financial blow —
even if you are cleared of the
charges. Thousands of dollars are
needed just to fight this case.

Barry Sheppard
National Chairman,
Young Socialist Alliance

What You
Can Do

The Committee to Aid the Bloom-
ington Students urgently needs the
help of all who believe in democracy |
and free speech. Funds are needed
for legal expenses and to publicize
the case.

Join the CABS and help beat back
the witch hunt. For more informa-
tion, press releases, and the complete
background of the case write to the
CABS. Send all letters and donations
to the Committee to Aid the Bloom-
ington Students, P.0. Box 382,
Bloomington, Ind.
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New Judgment on the Sino-Soviet Rift
Monthly Review and the Great Debate

By William F. Warde

HE Sino-Soviet dispute is upsetting relations be-

tween the workers’ states and shaking up the
Communist parties. It is also forcing other currents of
opinion in the socialist movement to clarify their posi-
tions on the controversial issues and declare their
attitude toward the principal protagonists.

The perplexities provoked among radicals by the
unexpected widening of the schism between the two
major members of the Soviet bloc and by their devious
handling of the Great Debate are mirrored in Monthly
Review, the most widely circulated organ of academic
Marxism in the United States. Its editors used to believe
in the predestined harmony of all countries in the
“socialist camp’” as well as the absence of conflict
between Stalin and the Soviet people. The developments
of the past decade have shattered these illusions.

To be sure, the 1948 split between Moscow and Bel-
grade had occurred before then. But this could be
dismissed as an exceptional event, an aberration due
to Stalin’s intransigeance. After Khrushchev embarked
on deStalinization and effected a reconciliation with
Tito, this impediment was removed. However, Moscow’s
resumption of friendly relations with Belgrade coin-
cided with a rupture with Albania and deepening
differences with Communist China. How was this to be
explained and which party to the dispute was right?

HE first reaction of the Monthly Review editors was

to side with Moscow. After describing the views of
the disputants, they offered the following evaluation
in their December 1961 issue.

“... We have no doubt whatever that the Russians
are right and the Chinese wrong. The Chinese posi-
tion seems to us to be a typical example of a kind of
dogmatic leftism that has appeared again and again
in the history of the international socialist move-
ment. Two of the distinguishing hallmarks by which
it can be recognized are underestimation of national-
ism and the lumping together of all opposition in an
undifferentiated reactionary mass. It always exudes
super-militancy and preaches no compromise.”

As the dispute has unfolded, doubts about the cor-
rectness of their original conclusions mounted. Today
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the editors have reversed their stand. In a special issue
on “The Split in the Socialist World” (May, 1963) they
announce that their former analysis was wrong and
they now support the Chinese against the Russians.
They write:

“On the main issue in the controversy — whether
the struggle for peace or the struggle against im-
perialism should take priority — we are convinced
that the Chinese do indeed have the truth on their
side. Real peace will never be achieved much Iess
guaranteed, as long as imperialism exists. And we are
also convinced that the Chinese are right that im-
perialism can and will suffer decisive defeats at the
hands of revolutionary peoples of the underdeveloped
countries.”

The Monthly Review editors now assert that the
Chinese have the correct revolutionary positions on the
key questions: the character of the historical period
through which the world is passing, the nature of im-
perialism and how to fight it, the possibilities of peace-
ful transition from capitalism to socialism, and the
program of ‘“structural reform” versus proletarian rev-
olution for the advanced capitalist countries.

They protest against the misrepresentation of the
Chinese views by Khrushchev and his associates. “The
Chinese are accused of wanting to advance the cause
of socialism through world war, of advocating and
practicing adventurist foreign policies, of stirring up
premature revolts, of ignorance of conditions outside
their own country, and so on and so forth. All of these
charges are false, as anyone who knows the history of
the recent past and takes the trouble to read the relevant
Chinese literature can easily verify.” They applaud the
Chinese for publishing both sides of the debate while
the Soviet leadership suppresses the Chinese replies to
the accusations against them.

HIS shift from Khrushchev to Mao on the issues
of the international class struggle raised by the
Great Debate is a step forward by the Monthly Review
editors. Their rectification of a hasty judgment and
their openness to argument shines by comparison with
the lackey reflexes of the American CP leaders who
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have dutifully snapped to attention under Khrushchev’s
baton, incurring the scorn of Peking for “prettifying”
Kennedy as a prospective preserver of world peace.

Defects of the Argument

Do the revised opinions of Monthly Review provide
an adequate analysis of the Sino-Soviet dispute? The
editors at least now do justice to the Chinese where
their policies are right against the Russian. But their
current viewpoint still has serious defects.

One of the principal points discussed in their article
concerns the revision of Marxism. Who represents
authentic scientific socialism and who has abandoned
its methods in the Sino-Soviet conflict? In 1961 Huber-
man and Sweezy maintained that, despite their differ-
ences, both the “Soviet and Chinese positions are built
on common Marxist foundations.” This is as though
Lenin, in his fight against revisionism and opportunism,
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had emphasized that Bolsheviks and Social-Democrats
both apvoealed to the traditions of Marx in their
polemics. v
Now the editors say that only the Chinese are
orthodox Marxist-Leninists. “The Russians and their
followers, by comparison, are undoubtedly the modern
revisionists the Chinese describe them as.” They no
longer depict Khrushchev as the realistic statesman
restraining the super-militant Chinese Communists from
reckless acts. He, together with Togliatti and (we pre-
sume) Gus Hall, is a revisionist who has ‘“thrown
dialectical and historical materialism to the winds and
. put in its place the most commonplace kind of
pragmatism.”

S FOR themselves, Huberman and Sweezy claim to
be true-red Marxists but somewhat unorthodox
Leninists, particularly on the question of revisionism.
They state that, while most of Lenin’s ideas were valid,
his theory of Social-Democratic revisionism has not
stood up and should be discarded. And since the Chinese
attempt to extend Lenin’s conceptions about revisionism
from the Social Democracy to the “modern revisionism”
of Khrushchev, Togliatti and Tito, they too fall down.
. The gist of their reasoning is as follows: The Chinese
repeat after Lenin that revisionism is “bourgeois ideol-
ogy which infiltrated into the ranks of the workers.”
The vehicle of this infiltration is the labor aristocracy
which turns against the interests of the masses and
transmits the pressures of the bourgeoisie. This theory
of revisionism, they hold, is wrong on two counts.

In the first place, the Bolsheviks were proved wrong
and the Social Democracy was right ‘“for the simple
reason that the Social Democrats and not the Com-
munists expressed what the workers felt to be their real
interests. The workers, in other words, were not revolu-
tionaries at heart, and no amount of exhortation by the
Communists could turn them into revolutionaries.”

Huberman and Sweezy write as though the original
conflict between the revolutionary Marxist and re-
formist-revisionist trends in the European labor move-
ment began over questions of strategy in the years
following the First World War and the Russian Revolu-
tion. It actually broke out in full force in 1914 over
the issue of supporting the imperialist war and then
during 1917-1918 over the policies to be pursued in
promoting the Russian and European revolution to
victory. Lenin’s ideas on revisionism were most pos-
itively tested during the Russian Revolution in the
Bolshevik contest for leadership of the insurrectionary
masses against the Mensheviks and other reformist
tendencies. His theory of the causes of revisionism was
not simply an academic exercise; it served above all as
an instrument of orientation and a guide to action in
the struggle for workers’ power.

The Working Class is Blamed

The counter theory offered at this late date by
Monthly Review shifts the responsibility for the sub-
sequent defeats of the revolutionary movement from
the Social-Democratic leaders to the working class. Yet
it was these leaders, and not the workers, who were
not “revolutionaries at heart.” This does not mean that
the working class was ready for revolution or that the
struggle for power was on the agenda at all times. But
during the periods of recession in the struggle the So-
cial-Democratic reformists and centrists failed to prepare

INTERNATIONAL SOCIALIST REVIEW



for the next upsurge and, when that broke out despite
them, they refused to mobilize the workers for the
showdown with the capitalist rulers, and even sold out
their movement.

CCORDING to Huberman and Sweezy, however, the
Social-Democratic leaders — and the Stalinists who
later imitated their example — were adjusting to “what
the workers felt to be their real interests.” They do not
necessarily think that the reformists were right in doing
so but the latter were at least acting as realists in
opposition to the romanticism and “dogmatic leftism”
of Lenin’s followers.

Leaving aside all the other revolutionary opportunities
that were mishandled and missed from the defeated
Germany of 1918 to the crisis-torn France of 1934-36,
how does such an interpretation, based on the non-
revolutionary disposition of the workers and the com-
mon sense of their official leaders, fare in respect to
the Spanish Civil War of 1936-38? Were the Spanish
workers so averse to revolutionary action that ‘no
amount of exhortation by the Communists could turn
them into revolutionaries”? In truth, the Communist
and Socialist parties imposed upon the insurgent masses_
reformist, i.e., counter-revolutionary, policies that lost
both the civil war and the revolution. The revision-
ists of the 1930’s did not express or represent either the
real feelings or the basic interests of the working
masses, any more than did the German Social-Demo-
cratic leaders of the 1920’s or the Communist leaders
who helped Generals de Gaulle and Badoglio restore
capitalism in Western Europe at the close of the Second
World War.

The “Non-revolutionary” Workers

However, the main function of the editors’ rejection
of the Leninist theory of the causes of revisionism is
not to exculpate the misdeeds of the Social Democracy
from 1915 to today but to provide an ‘“objective” ra-
tionale for the Kremlin’s current line. According to
them, the source and support of Khrushchev’s revision-
ism is not to be found in the special interests of any
labor aristocracy but in the non-revolutionary attitude
and outlook of the Soviet people which he faithfully
reflects.

. The Soviet people are no more revolutionary
than the workers of the advanced capitalist countries,
though for different reasons. It is not that they have
shared as junior partners in the exploitation of a de-
pendent empire, but rather that they have already
made their revolution, have successfully defended it
in violent struggles, and have laid the foundations of
a rapid advance to higher standards of living. What
they want now is a long period of peace and quiet in
which to get on with the business in hand . . . .
Marxism-Leninsm is in its essence, as the Chinese
correctly insist, a revolutionary doctrine addressed
to the oppressed and exploited of the world. How can
it be expected to appeal to people who are not op-
pressed or exploited and who have no need of a
revolution?”

The Communist parties in the advanced capitalist
countries likewise go along with the anti-revolutionary
temper of their own working classes. The Chinese, on
the other hand, are so fervently militant because they
live in the colonial area, the hotbed of world revolution.
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/ HUS the Communist parties are not vanguard organ-
izations of struggle which strive to radicalize the
labor movement but purely passive registers and
accurate reflectors of the given state of consciousness
of the masses in their own countries. Although the
Monthly Review editors express disapproval of all this,
“they sympathetically understand its inevitability.

This simple image of the role of the Communist
parties will not stand much inspection. It assumes that
the policies of the Communist parties in the capitalist
countries are arrived at independently of Moscow and
under national influences alone. And it ignores the fact
that they can at times undertake adventuristic actions
which suit the diplomatic needs of the Kremlin, even
though these may run counter to the sentiments and
welfare of the workers. Nor does the notion of direct
correspondence between the CP line and the mood of
the masses hold good for many colonial countries. In
Iraq, as Tabitha Petran points out in the same issue,
the Communist leaders from 1959 on followed a purely
opportunistic course of support to the Kassim dictator-
ship under highly advantageous revolutionary condi-
tions.

Questions to Chinese Communists

Despite the flaws in their own theory, the Monthly
Review editors do pose questions to the Chinese Com-
munists which lead to the core of the problem of
“modern revisionism.” The Chinese, they say, correctly
characterize Khrushchev and his fellow CP leaders as
revisionists. But, according to the Lenlnsm they swear
by, revisionism has its social roots in the creation of a
labor bureaucracy and a labor aristocracy. Where, they
ask, is such a social basis to be found in the Soviet
Union to account for the prevalence of revisionism
among its leaders? “Does it make sense to speak of
bourgeois influence penetrating the ranks of the Soviet
workers through a labor aristocracy?”

The question is well put. Monthly Review answers it
by denying the existence of any privileged social strata
in the Soviet Union. The Leninist method therefore is
for them wholly irrelevant. The editors are able to do
this so easily, not only by ignoring the gross inequalities
within the Soviet social structure, but by avoiding all
reference to the well-known Trotskyist theory of the
bureaucratization of the Soviet regime under Stalinism.
They locate the causes of “modern revisionism,” not in
the material conditions and social differentiations of the
workers’ states, but in the conservatism of the masses.!

They point out that Khrushchev is “the fountainhead”
of this revisionism in world communism. But the present
Premier is only rendering more explicit and carrying
forward in practice the disfigurements of Marxist-
Leninist doctrine initiated under Stalin. Khrushchev
denies this. (He wishes to cover his own tracks and
obliterate the memory of his teacher and sponsor.) The
Chinese deny this, (They uphold Stalin as the con-
tinuator of Leninism and decry Khrushchev as an anti-
Leninist.) The Monthly Review editors do not care to
mention this. (Is that because they might have to review
their entire attitude toward Stalinism and Trotskyism?)
Yet it is the case.

There is no need to disqualify Lenin’s conception of
the nature of labor opportunism to explain Stalin’s or
Khrushchev’s course. It is only necessary to know how
to apply Lenin’s method and ideas to the development,
or more precisely, the political degeneration of the
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Soviet regime and the Communist parties from his death
in 1924, as Trotsky did.

TALINISM, he explained, was a reactionary and re-

visionist tendency which arose within the Bolshevik
party because of the isolation, economic and cultural
backwardness of the young Soviet Republic fighting
for survival. Its immediate social nucleus was the new-
born Soviet bureaucracy which had its main social
supports in the peasantry and labor aristocracy. This
privileged bureaucratic caste, in the government, army,
party and economy, straddled the two major social
forces within the Soviet Union, now leaning on one,
now turning to the other, as the necessities of self-
preservation dictated.

Bureaucracy’s Dual Role

The Soviet bureaucracy had an equally ambivalent
position on the world arena which was responsible for
the violent zigzags in its foreign policies. While it
sought to accommodate itself and conclude deals with
the imperialists at the expense of the international
working class, when it was threatened with attack by
this or that sector of the imperialist powers, it had to
summon the workers to its aid.

This dual nature and role of the Stalinist bureaucracy
is not unique. It can be seen in the conduct of other
union and socialist bureaucracies. For instance, such an
incorrigible conservative as David McDonald, head of
the United Steelworkers, was compelled to lead a 116-
day strike against the steel companies after collaborating
with them for years against the workers and visiting
the U.S. Steel plants on a goodwill mission arm in arm
with the corporation president.

HRUSHCHEYV does not represent the real interests
nor fulfill the demands of the Soviet workers; he is
the executive agent of the upper crust of Soviet society.
But he is subjected to the ever more insistent and
unsatisfied demands of the masses as well as the claims
of the more enlightened sections of the intelligentsia.
He has had to make significant concessions to these in
order to preserve and protect the dominance of his
ruling group.

The Communist parties who are under Moscow’s
tutelage are primarily subject to the crass opportunism
expressed in Khrushchev’s line of “peaceful coexist-
ence” and secondarily to the bourgeois and petty-
bourgeois influences emanating from their national
environments. This is as true of the weak and discredited
American CP as of the big and strong French CP.

A Dangerous Subject For Chinese

If the Monthly Review editors see no merit in Lenin’s
teachings on revisionism (which, parenthetically, ex-
tended and enriched Marx and Engels’ theory of the
opportunism of the British labor leaders of their own
day), the Chinese Communists dare not press their
application too far. In dealing with Khrushchev’s revi-
sionism, they have not passed beyond the spheres of
ideology and policy to probe into the sociological
foundations of the phenomenon, as materialists should.
If they did so, they would have to conclude that a
privileged caste of bureaucrats had grown up and
usurped power in the Soviet Union, embarking on an
opportunistic course which involved the renunciation
of the struggle to overthrow imperialism and the tram-
pling on the rights of other workers’ states in a spirit
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of “great-power chauvinism.” The only effort along
sociological lines so far issuing from Peking has been
a maladroit attempt to insinuate that Khrushchev is
leading the Soviet Union back toward capitalism where
Tito has presumably already taken Yugoslavia.

The Peking ideologists shrink from adopting a Marx-
ist explanation of the root causes of “modern revision-
ism” much as Khrushchev refrains from digging into
the real reasons for “the cult of the individual.” It
would inexorably force them — or others who are
more consistent — to go back and reexamine the his-
toric origins of this revisionism in the reaction to the
Russian Revolution which concentrated power in the
Stalin faction and embalmed Lenin’s program along
with his body. It would also oblige them to reopen the
whole question of Trotskyism and its role as the Marx-
ist antithesis of Stalinism.

Still further, it would show that Khrushchev’s pro-
jected aim of building “Communism” in one country,
which is one of the major sources of friction between
Russia and China, originated with Stalin. This is the
current version of the bureaucratic break with Lenin’s
socialist internationalism first formulated in Stalin’s
nationalist concept of building “socialism” in the USSR.
The perspective of building an isolated and independent
socialist paradise within the confines of the Soviet state
was the official charter of the Soviet bureaucracy, just
as the theory of the gradual, peaceful transformation
of capitalism into socialism was the characteristic ideo-
logy of European Social Democracy. Khrushchev has
now taken over both.

AO and his associates have also absorbed this
fundamentally anti-Marxist concept from Stal-
inism and are endeavoring to realize it in their own
domain. At the height of the euphoria during the “Great
Leap Forward” in 1958, some overzealous Chinese theo-
reticians even spoke of skipping the “socialist” stage
and going directly to communism through the peoples’
Communes.

Soviet Key to Revolution

At the Twenty-Second Congress of the Russian CP,
Khrushchev elevated this policy to new heights by
proclaiming that the Soviet Union, having completed
the creation of socialism, would be “the first country
to advance to communism.” This became the corner-
stone of the new 1961 pregram which said that ‘“the
successes of Communist construction spell abundance
and a happy life for all, and enhance the might, prestige
and glory of the Soviet Union.” The program also
promises that the vision of these blessings would “win
the hearts and minds of the masses” in the rest of
the world and become the most potent factor in the
elimination of capitalism.

This idea that the main motive power of the anti-
capitalist revolution is henceforth to be, not the class
struggle, but the economic successes of the Soviet Union
is, as Monthly Review points out, a relapse into pure
idealism. It reincarnates for our generation the Utopian
socialism based on the belief that the force of good
example would attract enough popular support to make
the exploiters abandon their fleshpots and sources of
power. In fact the economic advances cannot in them-
selves even induce the Soviet bureaucrats to renounce
their privileges, although they can prepare the pre-
conditions for their overthrow by the people.
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The Kremlin policy proceeding from this premise
not only cuts out the central role of international class
struggle; it strikes at the prospects of economic develop-
ment of the less favored workers’ states. The Soviet
program itself asserts that, because of their dissimilar
economic and cultural levels, different countries will
complete social construction and enter ‘“‘the full-scale
construction of communism” at different times. Ac-
cording to Moscow’s timetable, the Soviet Union goes
first and China last.

Viewed in purely demographic terms, this order gives
the material interests of 200 million people prolonged
priority over those of 700 million. This minority is to
enjoy the plenty of communism while the majority lags
far behind.

HROUGH Comecon (Council for Mutual Economic

Aid) the Soviet Union is engaged in the begin-
nings of trans-national economic planning with the
East European countries exclusive of Yugoslavia and
Albania. China, however, has no place in the Soviet
plans of economic integration and development. Mean-
while, Moscow has been giving more economic aid to
capitalist countries like India, Indonesia and Egypt,
than to Communist China. To rub salt into a deep
wound, it has withdrawn its technicians and torn up
hundreds of economic agreements, reducing exchanges
to a minimum.

The enormous difficulties arising at this stage from
the uneven economic development of the workers’ states
and their inadequate productive capacities cannot be
easily or quickly overcome. It is one of the most critical
problems of the transitional period from capitalism to
socialism.

The immediate requirements of the two countries is
one aspect of the problem; its long-term solution is
quite another. Specific decisions regarding trade agree-
ments, mutual aid, the rate and modes of economic
integration, etc., would have to be worked out by
representatives of the workers’ states judiciously and
fairly in the light of the onerous existing conditions.
Khrushchev has remained silent on this aspect of their
differences. Peking has not fully discussed the prob-
lem in its polemics, although it has begun to divulge
such consequences of the Kremlin’s policies as the use
and abuse of economic aid as an instrument of diplo-
matic and political pressure.

Roots of the Bitterness

The bitterness of the clash between Moscow and
Peking flows from the operation of the policy and
perspective of building “communism” in one country,
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regardless of its harmful effects upon the progress of
the other workers’ states and the international strug-
gle for socialism. The political backsliding of the So-
viet regime under Stalin, and the great power chauvin-
ism and bureaucratic opportunism under Khrushchev,
which the Chinese inveigh against, have the same
fundamental base. Both issue from the practical denial
of the primordial role of the international proletarian
struggle for power and the substitution of purely na-
tionalist objectives in the movement for socialism.

Peking recognizes some of the consequences of this
course but fails to uncover its ideological or sociological
roots. So long as the Chinese Communists refuse to
regard Khrushchev’s “revisionism” as the prolonga-
tion of Stalin’s anti-Leninist bureaucratic nationalism
under changed circumstances and in new forms, they
will be unable to give an adequate Marxist explana-
tion for the division or develop a correct policy for
coping with it.

Two Kindred World Views

The Monthly Review editors have not swung over to
the Chinese side entirely because of the power of
their arguments and the correctness of their positions.
They have kindred views on the world situation and
the strategy of the anti-imperialist struggle. For some
time Monthly Review has staked everything on the
progress of the colonial revolution alone. They agree
with the Chinese that the underdeveloped countries of
Asia, Africa and Latin America are “the weakest links
in the imperialist chain” and therefore “the key to a
successful fight against imperialism is to be found in
the revolutionary struggles of the people in those areas.”

Since the masses of Asia, Africa and Latin America
are impelled toward revolution by intolerable condi-
tions while the workers in the advanced capitalisms
are conservative and so is the Soviet people, the sole
chance of revolutionary advances and victories now
lies in the colonial world. That is why the revolution-
ary movements in the underdeveloped countries ‘“con-
stitute the crucial factor in the all-important struggle
against imperialism.”

The premise underlying this outlook is most clearly
formulated in a companion article by the pro-Peking
Uruguayan writer, Eduardo Galeano, in the same MR
issue. He says that the Chinese recognize that “the
fundamental contradiction of our time resides in the
struggle between the rich countries and the poor coun-
tries. The anger of the Chinese shows that this contra-
diction cuts across social regimes and appears as much
in the communist as in the capitalist world.”

HIS notion of an irreconcilable opposition between

the prosperous bourgeosified and the poor prole-
tarianized peoples, regardless of their socio-economic
structures and internal class divisions, is prevalent
throughout the colonial lands. It reflects both the real-
ities of uneven economic development and the uneven
progress of the world revolution. But it is a break with
Marxism, which sees the fundamental contradiction and
motive force of social development in our epoch in the
conflict of classes and categorically separates countries
where capitalist relations have been abolished from
countries dominated by imperialism.

The existence of oppressed peoples and their just
struggles for national and social liberation and the ef-
forts of poor and backward nations to raise their pro-
ductive powers and increase their wealth does not nuli-
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fy the basic division of contemporary society into ex-
ploiters and exploited wherever capitalism holds sway
and imperialism operates.

The theory of basic conflict between the hungry and
the satisfied bloc, whether capitalist or Soviet, is sup-
plemented by the concept of the all-saving mission of
the colonial revolution. This also reflects realities of
the present period. There is a disastrous cleavage be-
tween the colonial revolution and the mass moods and
movements in the advanced capitalisms. This has been
sharply evidenced in the inertia of the French work-
ers’ movement under Communist and Socialist direc-
tion toward the Algerian fight for independence and
the even greater indifference and lack of understand-
ing displayed by the American workers toward the
Cuban revolution at their doorstep.

UT IT would be wrong to use this lag in the deve-
lopment of the different areas of the class struggle
as the groundwork for a global theory of revolutionary
strategy which counterposes the colonial world to the
West or to the Soviet sphere as a whole. The imperial-
ist states, the Soviet bloc and the colonial and semi-
colonial countries constitute three major sectors in the
world struggle for socialism today. The problem is to
link all three together in an over-all strategic con-
ception of the world revolution which assigns to each
the real part it plays in the entire process and keeps
their interelations and interactions clearly in mind.
The Chinese Communists are correct in saying that
Africa, Asia and Latin America are presently “the
focus of all the contradictions of the capitalist world,
the weakest link in the imperialist chain and the storm
center of world revolution.” But that does not ex-
haust the question. In so far as the colonial countries
break out of the world capitalist system and take the
road to socialism, as China, North Vietnam and Cuba
have done, they weaken the power and positions of the
imperialist centers. But by themselves the forces of the
colonial revolution cannot bring about the downfall of
imperialism.

U.S. Still the Key

It will require the supremacy of the workers over
the capitalists in the most highly developed impe-
rialist countries before mankind can be definitively
freed from the threat of nuclear annihilation and the
way to socialism be cleared. The Chinese do not see,
or at least they do not clearly state, that the key to
world peace and a socialist society of abundance lies,
not in the colonial areas, but in the centers of capital-
ism, above all in the United States. So long as the
militarists and monopolists in Washington have their
fingers on the nuclear button, they can wipe out in a
few hours all the achievements of civilization.

The crucial and decisive role of the workers’ struggle
for power in the advanced capitalist countries is the
revolutionary Marxist answer to Khrushchev’s illusions
about ‘“‘peaceful coexistence” as a panacea and the false
expectations that either the economic successes of the
Soviet bloc or the cumulative victories of the colonial
revolution can suffice, by themselves and without the
victory of the Western workers, to overcome imperial-
ism and its evils.

Struggle Against Bureaucracy Omitted

In addition to the struggle against imperialism and
neo-colonialism in Asia, Africa, the Middle East and
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Latin America, and the struggle of the workers against
the capitalist rulers in the imperialist strongholds,
there is the struggle of the masses against the bureau-
crats that has been pervading the Soviet bloc since
Stalin’s death. The Monthly Review editors do not
mention or include this in their reappraisal, as though
it was not an issue in the Sino-Soviet dispute.

ET IT is no accident that the present conflict

emerged after the Twentieth Congress where the
cult of Stalin was denounced. Since then, the struggle
for democratization of the workers’ states and their
relations with one another revolving around deStal-
inization has been one of the capital issues in the
Communist world. Unfortunately, the Chinese take the
wrong side in this burning question. They regard the
demolition of the Stalin cult and other liberalization
measures wrested from his successors, not as gains
won by the masses, but as unwarranted concessions to
non-proletarian forces and bourgeois influences. They
back up the Albanian regime whose Premier distin-
guished himself at the Fourth Party Congress in Feb-
ruary 1961 with the following prescription: ‘“For those
who stand in the way of party unity: a spit in the
face, a sock in the jaw, and, if necessary, a bullet in
the head.” They are in a de facto bloc with the dis-
credited Stalinist diehards of the Molotov type who
would like to stage a comeback and halt further steps
toward liberalization. They continue the cult of Stalin
and supplement it with the cult of Mao-Tse-tung.
They maintain a monolithic domestic regime with no
room for the expression of dissent against the official
line either within the ranks of the ruling party or in
the country.

Peking’s Unreconstructed Stalinism

The issue of workers democracy versus bureaucratic
domination is not a minor or incidental matter. It now
agitates the entire Communist movement to one degree
or another. The further development of the anti-bu-
reaucratic struggles in the Soviet bloc will have mo-
mentous effects for good or ill upon the future of the
entire socialist cause. The unreconstructed Stalinism
exhibited by Peking, Albania and their co-thinkers on
this point is far less praiseworthy or palatable than
the inadequate reforms granted by the Khrushchev
tendency.

The failure of Monthly Review to deal with this as-
pect of the dispute is not only a serious gap in their
presentation. It indicates that, although their new posi-
tion is an improvement upon the old, it is no less one-
sided and uncritical. This is all the more regrettable
because, in the preceding issue of the magazine (April
1963), Professor Paul Baran and Paul Sweezy put
forward excellent views on the relations between pro-
letarian revolution and democracy in a rejoinder to
the arguments of Anatoly Butenko, a Lecturer in
Philosophy at Moscow University, who objected to their
criticisms of Stalin and of current Soviet policies. They
wrote:

“We believe that revolutions, especially when com-
bined with forced economic marches, create condi-
tions conducive to excessive political repression, to
abuses of power, to unnecessary curtailment of in-
dividual freedoms. The remedy, however, is not to be
found in selection of good leaders, important though
that certainly is, but in the preservation of popular
control over leaders, in maintaining and extending
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the democratic institutions and civil liberties of the
working people, in confining repression to active
counter-revolutionaries. This was the policy advocat-
ed by Marx and Engels; it was the policy practiced
under the most trying and difficult circumstances by
the Russian Bolsheviks during Lenin’s lifetime; it is
the policy being practiced in Cuba today. It seems to
us that it has never been more necessary than it is
now for socialists to insist on this policy of revolu-
tionary democracy, and to combine this insistence
with a careful analysis of all the obstacles that stand
in the path of its realization.”

ORKERS’ democracy and control is no less an
economic than a moral and political issue. Under
nationalization accurate and harmonious planning be-
comes the key to optimum economic growth. The work-
ers, who constitute the vital productive force, must
be able to assert not only their preferences as consum-
ers, but their proposals as producers. If the planners
are guided by the collective experience of the producers,
workers’ democracy stimulates the fastest rate of growth.
The Chinese people could be among the beneficiaries
of a more rapid and well-proportioned economic growth
of a democratically administered Soviet Union. Furth-
ermore, the establishment of institutions of workers and
peasants control in China would not only inspire the
entire colonial revolution but could have saved the
Chinese people from the disastrous recklessness which
attended the “Great Leap Forward” since 1958 and the
organization of the Communes. The Peking leaders
themselves now admit that the growth rate suffered
and grave mistakes were made because of lack of com-
munication between the people and the planners.

The question of revolutionary democracy in the
workers’ states posed by the de-Stalinization process
is no less important in the Great Debate than the
problems of strategy in the anti-imperialist struggle.
It would be unwarranted to ignore either one or the
other. The outstanding merit of the Fidelistas, as Baran
and Sweezy stress, is that they combine correct at-
titudes on both of the cardinal issues in. the dispute:
international class struggle policy and workers’ demo-
cracy. If Moscow and Belgrade most gravely default
on the first, Peking and Tirana go wrong on the second.

MR’s Political Orientation

The Monthly Review advertises itself as ‘“an inde-
pendent socialist magazine.” It certainly has no con-
nections with any organized radical groups or party. It
appeals primarily to disaffiliated and detached indi-
viduals interested in Marxist ideas which do not lead
to any mass action or socialist organization.

Yet the publication is not so ideologically indepen-
dent of the main tendencies of socialist or communist
thought as its editors claim or hope to be. For a long

time Monthly Review travelled in the orbit of inter- -

national Stalinism, keeping a proper distance from the
American CP which servilely followed the Kremlin line.
Since the Khrushchev revelations and the Polish-
Hungarian events of 1956, they have shaken loose from
their old path and are seeking another anchorage.
Like C. Wright Mills and many others, they have
been inspired and uplifted by the colonial revolution.
In the face of the weakness and cowardice of the Social-
Democrat and Communist parties in the metropolitan
centers, they have deposited all their hopes for the
regeneration of socialism and the reconstruction of so-
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ciety in the colonial revolution, just as the fellow-
travelling radicals of the 1930°s focussed upon the
Soviet Union. They have been firm supporters and
influential expositors of the ideas and aims of the
Cuban and Latin American revolutions.

From a Marxist standpoint, there are two funda-
mental defects in their orientation and outlook. One is
their prejudice against any efforts for the formation
of a revolutionary workers’ party in the United States
and even against participation in socialist electoral
action. They manage to convert Marxism into a means
for learned commentary on world events rather than a
guide to political action and organization, as Lenin
taught it should be.

The other weakness comes out in their reactions to
the Sino-Soviet dispute. In switching from Khrushchev
to Mao, they have not suceeded in acquiring genuine
ideological independence of the principal contending
power centers in the Soviet world. They are as un-
critical and categoric in their attitude toward Peking
as they were previously to Moscow.

EITHER the Russian nor the Chinese Communists
hold completely correct Marxist-Leninist positions
in the Great Debate. This is not a clear-cut conflict
between a reformist and a revolutionary leadership on
the model of the Bolshevik struggle against the Social
Democracy. It is a far more complex and contradictory
situation in which two bureaucratic formations, both
of Stalinist origin and schooling are reacting to very
different pressures from imperialism, the worker-
peasant masses, the colonial and world revolution.
The Chinese CP undobutedly advocates far more
militant policies in the international arena than the
utterly opportunistic Soviet leadership and its follow-
ers from New Delhi to New York. Although the Chi-
nese have moved close to Leninist positions on a num-
ber of key issues of the international class struggle,
they have by no means arrived at a comprehensive
Marxist world outlook: their positions are marked by
grave inconsistencies. A genuinely independent Marxist
judgment of the issues in the Sino-Soviet dispute would
first separate what is true and progressive from what
is false and reactionary in the positions of both pro-
tagonists and then make an overall evaluation of the
main direction of their development, without fear of
criticism.?

1. For an analysis of the social base upon which the Soviet bureau-
cracy rests, see the chapter in Trotsky’s “Revolution Betrayed,” on the
Social Physiognomy of the Ruling Stratum. Also the chapter: Inequal-
ities and Social Antagonism in the Soviet Union, in Bulletin of Marx-
ist Studies, No. 2, January 1958, entitled: The Soviet Union: What it
is -— Where it is going, by Theodore Edwards. Both available from
Pioneer Publishers, 116 University Place, N.Y. 3.

2. For an appraisal of the contending positions, including the in-
consistencies of Peking’s foreign policy line, see: ‘Peking vs Moscow:
The Meaning of the Great Debate” by William F. Warde, recently pub-

lished by Pioneer Publishers, 116 University Place, N.Y. 3,,1 N.Y. 50 cents.
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The Role of Cadres in the Cuban Revolution

This article by Che Guevara was
translated from the September, 1962,
issue of Cuba Socialista where it ap-
peared wunder the title: “The Cadre,
Backbone of the Revolution.” The prob-
lem of cadre construction is essentially
that of building the proletarian revolu-
tionary party to act as the wvanguard
of the Cuban revolution. It is this con-
tinuing process of building the vanguard
party that Che Guevara describes; a
problem with which the Cuban leaders
have been preoccupied for some time
and which assumed an acute form fol-
lowing the attack by Fidel Castro on
Communist Party leader, Anibal Esca-
lante, for attempting to bureaucratize,
in its initial stage, the projected Inte-
grated Revolutionary Organization
(ORI), which was subsequently dis-
solved into the United Party of the So-
cialist Revolution (PURS). (See Phases
of the Cuban Revolution by Luis Vitale
in the Spring 1963 issue of International
Socialist Review.)

T IS not necessary to dwell upon
the characteristics of our revolu-
tion; upon its original form, with its
dashes of spontaneity which marked
the transition from a revolution of
national liberation to a socialist rev-
olution; one full of rapidly passing
stages, led by the same people who
participated in the initial epic of the
Moncada;! a revolution which pro-
ceeded through the landing from the
Granma,? and which culminated in

1. Moncada, the army barracks in Santiago,
Cuba was unsuccessfully stormed by Fidel Cas-
tro and a few dozen adherents on July 26, 1953,
in an attempt to spark a revolt against Batista.
Captured and sentenced to 15 years imprison-
ment on the Isle of Pines, Castro made his fam-
ous ‘“History Will Absolve Me” speech during
the “trial.” Most of his companions were Killed
during the raid or were murdered in jail. The
name of the July 26th Movement was taken
from that date.

2. Exiled to Mexico after release from prison,
Fidel Castro purchased the Granma, an 8-man
yacht in poor condition, and with 82 men sailed
to Cuba. An uprising in Santiago was planned
to coincide with the landing but the trip was
delayed two days. Nevertheless, eight survivors
of the journey became the nucleus for the vic-
torious July 26th guerrilla movement, head-
quartered in the Sierra Maestra.
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By Che Guevara

the declaration of the socialist char-
acter of the Cuban revolution. New
sympathizers, cadres, organizations
joined the feeble structure to such
an extent that they imparted to our
revolution its present mass character,
which has now placed its stamp upon
our revolution.

When it became clear that a new
social class had definitely taken
power in Cuba, the great limitations
which the exercise of state power
would encounter because of the ex-
isting conditions in the state became
evident: the lack of cadres to cope
with the enormous tasks which had
to be carried out in the state ap-
paratus, in political organization, and
on the entire economic front.

Immediately after the taking of
power, administrative assignments
were made “by rule of thumb”;
there were no major problems —
there were none because as yet the
old structure had not been shattered.
The apparatus functioned in its old,
slow, lifeless, broken-down way, but
it had an organization and with it
sufficient coordination to maintain
itself through inertia, disdaining the
political changes which came about
as a prelude to the change in the
economic structure.

The 26th of July Movement, deep-
ly impaired by the internal struggles
between its right and left wings, was
unable to dedicate itself to construc-
tive tasks; and the Partido Socialista
Popular (Popular Socialist Party)
because it had undergone fierce at-
tacks, and because for years it was
an illegal party, had not been able
to develop intermediate cadres to
cope with the newly arising respon-
sibilities.

When the first state interventions
took place in the economy, the task
of finding cadres was not very com-
plicated, and it was possible to select
them from among many people who
had the minimum basis for assum-
ing positions of leadership. But with
the acceleration of the process which
took place after the nationalization
of the North American enterprises
and later of the large Cuban enter-
prises, a veritable hunger for admin-
istrative technicians manifested it-
self. At the same time, an urgent
need was felt for production tech-
nicians because of the exodus of
many who were attracted by better
positions offered by the imperialist
companies in other parts of the
Americas or in the United States it-
self. The political apparatus had to
make an intense effort, while en-
gaged in the tasks of building, to pay
ideological attention to the masses
who joined the revolution eager to
learn. !

The Errors

We all performed our role as well
as we could, but it was not without
pain and anxieties. Many errors were
committed by the administrative sec-
tion of the Executive; enormous mis~
takes were made by the new admin-
istrators of enterprises who had
overwhelming responsibilities on
their hands, and we committed great
and costly errors in the political ap-
paratus also, an apparatus which lit-
tle by little began to fall into the
hands of a contented and merry bu-
reaucracy, totally separated from the
masses, which became recognized as
a springboard for promotions and
for bureaucratic posts of major or
minor importance.
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HE main cause of our errors was

our lack of a feeling for reality
at a given moment; but the tool that
we lacked, that which blunted our
ability to perceive and which was
converting the party into a bureau-
cratic entity and was endangering ad-
ministration and production, was the
lack of developed cadres at the inter-
mediate level. It became evident that
the policy of finding cadres was syn-
onymous with the policy of going to
the masses; to establish anew con-
tact with the masses, a contact which
had been closely maintained by the
revolution in the first stages of its
existence. But it had to be estab-
lished through some type of appa-
ratus which would allow the great-
_est_benefit to be deyived, as much
for sensing the pulsebeat of the
masses as for the transmission of po-
litical orientation, which in many
cases was only given through the
personal intervention of Prime Min-
ister Fidel Castro, or other leaders
of the revolution.

Cadre Qualifications

From this vantage point, we can
ask ourselves what a cadre type is.
We should say that a cadre person
is an individual who has achieved
sufficient political development so as
to be able to interpret the extensive
directives emanating from the cen-
tral power, make them his, and con-
vey them as orientation to the
masses, who at the same time also
percieve the signs manifested by the
masses of their own desires and their
innermost motivations. He is an in-
dividual of ideological and adminis-
trative discipline, who knows and
practices democratic centralism and
who knows how to evaluate the ex-
istent contradictions in this method
and to take maximum advantage of
its many facets; who knows how to
practice the principle of collective
discussion and to make decisions on
his own and take responsibility in
production; whose loyalty is tested
and whose physical and moral cour-
age has developed along with his
ideological development, in such a
way that he is always willing to con-
front any conflict and to give his life
for the good of the revolution. Also,
he is an individual capable of self-
analysis, which enables him to make
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the necessary decisions and to prac-
tice creative initiative in such a man-
ner that it won’t conflict with dis-
cipline.

Therefore, the cadre person is
creative, a leader of high standing,
a technician with a good political
level, who can, by reasoning dialec-
tically, advance his sector of produc-
tion or develop the masses from his
position of political leadership.

This exemplary human being, ap-
parently cloaked in difficult-to-
achieve virtues, is nevertheless pre-
sent among the people of Cuba, and
we find him daily. The essential

thing is to take advantage of all the
opportunities that there are for de-
veloping him to the maximum, for
educating him, for drawing out of
each personality the greatest benefit
and converting it into the greatest
advantage for the nation.

The development of a cadre in-
dividual is achieved in performing
everyday tasks; but the tasks must
be undertaken in a systematic man-
ner, in special schools where com-
petent professors, examples in their
turn to the student body, will en-
courage the most rapid ideological
advancement.

N A regime that begins to build
socialism, you could not imagine

a cadre that does not have a high
political development, but when we
consider political development we
must not only take into account ap-
prenticeship to Marxist theory; we
must also demand responsibility of
the individual for his acts, a disci-
pline which restrains any passing
weaknesses, and which will not con-
flict with a big dose of initiative, and

constant preoccupation with all the
problems of the revolution. In order
to develop him, we must begin by
establishing the principles of sel-
ectivity among the masses; it is there
that we must find the budding per-
sonalities, tested by sacrifice or who
are first beginning to demonstrate
their stirrings, and assign them to
special schools or, when these are not
available, give them greater respon-
sibility so that they are tested in
practical work,

In this way, we have been find-
ing a multitude of new cadres that
have developed during these years;
but their development has not been
an even one, since the young com-
pafieros have had to face the reality
of revolutionary creation without the
adequate orientation of a party.
Some have succeeded fully, but there
were others who could not complete-
ly make it and were left midway or
were simply lost in the bureaucratic
labrynth or in the temptations that
power brings. -

To assure the triumph and the to-
tal consolidation of the revolution,
we have to develop different types
of cadres; the political cadre which
will be the base of our mass organ-
izations, and which will orient them
through the action of the Partido
Unido de la Rewolucién Socialista
(United Party of the Socialist Rev-
olution; PURS). We are already be-
ginning to establish these bases with
the national and provincial Schools of
Revolutionary Instruction and with
studies and study groups at all levels.
We also need military cadres; to
achieve that, we can utilize the se-
lection the war made among our
young combatants, since there are
still many now living who are with-
out great theoretical knowledge but
were tested under fire — tested
under the most difficult conditions
of the struggle with a fully proven
loyalty toward the revolutionary re-
gime with whose birth and develop-
ment they have been so intimately
connected since the first guerrilla
fights of the Sierra. We should also
develop economic cadres who will
dedicate themselves specifically to
the difficult tasks of planning and
the tasks of the organization of the
Socialist state in these moments of
creation.
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T IS necessary to work with the
professionals, urging the youth to
follow one of the more important
technical careers in an effort to give
science that tone of ideological en-
thusiasm which will guarantee ac-
celerated development. And, it is im-
perative to create an administrative
team, which will know how to take
advantage of the specific technical
knowledge of others and to coordin-
ate and guide the enterprises and
other organizations of the state to
bring them into step with the power-
ful rhythm of the revolution. The
common denominator for all is po-
litical clarity. This does not consist
of unthinking support to the postu-
lates of the revolution, but a rea-
soned support; it requires a great
capacity for sacrifice and a capacity
for dialectical analysis which will
enhance the making of continuous
contributions on all levels to the
rich theory and practice of the rev-
olution. These compatieros should be
selected from the masses by the sole
application of the principle that the
best will come to the fore and that
the best should be given the great-
est opportunities for development.

In all these situations, the function
of the cadre, in spite of its being on
different fronts, is the same. The
cadre is the major part of the ideolo-
gical motor which is the United Par-
ty of the Revolution. It is something
that we could call the dynamic screw
of this motor; a screw that in regards
to the functional part will assure its
correct functioning; dynamic to the
extent that the cadre is not simply
an upward or downward transmitter
of slogans or demands, but a creator
which will aid in the development
of the masses and in the information
of the leaders, serving as a point of
contact with them. The cadre has
the important mission of seeing to it
that the great spirit of the revolu-
tion is not dissipated, that it will not
become dormant nor let up its
rhythm. It is a sensitive position; it
transmits what comes from the
masses and infuses in the masses the
orientation of the party.

An Immediate Task

Therefore, the development of
cadres is now a task which cannot
be postponed. The development of
the cadres has been undertaken with
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great eagerness by the revolutionary
government; with its programs of
scholarships based on selective prin-
ciples; with its programs of study for
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workers, offering wvarious opportu-
nities for technological development;
with the development of the special
technical schools; with the develop-
ment of the secondary schools and
the universities, opening new careers;
with the development finally of our
slogans of study, work and revolu-
tionary vigilance for our entire coun-
try, fundamentally based on the
Union of Young Communists from
which all types of cadres should
emerge, even the leading cadres in
the future of the revolution.

NTIMATELY tied to the concept of
“cadre” is the capacity for sa-
crifice, for demonstrating through
personal example, the truths and
watchwords of the revolution. The
cadre, as political leader, should gain
the respect of the workers with their
actions. It is absolutely imperative
that they count on the consideration
and affection of their compafieros,
whom they should guide along the
vanguard paths.

Over-all, there is no better cadre
than those elected by the masses in
the assemblies that select the ex-
emplary workers, those that will be
brought into the PURS along with
the old members of the ORI (Organ-
izacién Revoluciéon Integrada — In-
tegrated Revolutionary Organiza-
tion) who pass the required selective
tests. At the beginning they will
constitute a small party, but with
enormous influence among the work-
ers; later it will grow when the ad-
vance of socialist consciousness be-
gins converting the work and total
devotion to the cause of the people
into a necessity. With the inter-
mediate leaders of this category, the
difficult tasks that we have before
us will be accomplished with less er-
rors. After a period of confusion and
poor methods, we have arrived at
a fair policy which will never be
abandoned. With the ever-renewing
drive of the working class, nourish-
ing from its inexhaustible fountain
the ranks of the future United Par-
ty of the Socialist Revolution, and
with the leadership of our Party, we
fully undertake the task of the form-
ation of cadres which will guarantee
the swift development of our revolu-
tion. We must be successful in the
effort.
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INTERVIEW ARTICGLE

Chinese Revolutionists in Exile

HERE is the Sino-Soviet dis-

pute leading? Upon what
forces at work in China, impinging
on the most vital issues of our time,
does this conflict reflect? And what
are its repercussions on the thinking
of the Chinese masses — on the
working class youth, on the students
and intellectuals who fervently
grasped the promises of Mao’s Hun-
dred Flowers speech only to be driven
back into silence, who see in the
pages of Renmin Ribao and Hongqi
the charge of Trotskyism being
bandied about, comments about ‘“the
emergence of new bourgeois elements
after the victory of a proletarian rev-
olution” in reference to Yugoslavia,
and ‘“the revisionist and new social-
democratic trends which have now
appeared in the international com-
munist movement”?

Khrushchev’s revelations at the
Twentieth Congress of the Commu-
nist Party of the Soviet Union were
a belated recognition of the new
Soviet realities — that it was no
longer possible to rule an advanced
and powerful working class in a
period of continued expansion of the
forces of world revolution, with po-
lice state methods. At the same time
that the Soviet bureaucracy promised
a new deal, it spurred deep-rooted
desires that the historic record be
straightened, that those who fought
the Stalinist degeneration be reha-
bilitated and honoured, that the cause
of the disasters be understood so that
there would be no return to that aw-
ful time.

Trotsky Excluded

The unrolling of the record has
rehabilitated two old Bolsheviks,
Radek and Bukharin. Its posing of
the rehabilitation of Lenin’s martyred
collaborator, Leon Trotsky, has re-
sulted in a fierce repetition of lies,
only proving that the process is not
to be halted.
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by Ross Dowson

In the Soviet Union there can be
little physical meting-out of justice.
The blood of the chief oppositionists
has long since drained into the soil
— their bones have been scattered.
Only their thoughts and their heroic
example could be recalled.

UT with China this is not so.
Some of those who opposed
Stalin’s cynical intervention in China,
which led to the tragic defeat of the
1927 revolution, still survive in Mao’s
prisons. Two of the leaders live in
exile. I met them in Europe last fall
where they had been since 1948 when
they fled from Mao’s police.

Two Exiles

Peng Shu-tse and Chen Pi-lan
live in quite different circumstances
than their former co-workers, party
chairman, Mao Tse-tung, and chair-
man of the People’s Republic of
China, Liu Shao Chi. They live in
two small, damp rooms, sustained by
friends, in a foreign country sur-
rounded by a foreign culture, far
from the China to whose socialist
development they devoted their lives.
Probably Peng, as he pores over the
Chinese press, likens this period of
his life to when he was in Chiang
Kai-shek’s jail — considering it a
plateau from which release will soon
come, so that once again the upward
climb can be resumed. That is the
life that they lead — one of antic-
ipation. The hours of the day are
carefully allocated. Both Peng and
Chen are writing their memoirs.

Now 67 years of age, Peng Shu-tse
comes from a well-to-do peasant
family. In the fall of 1920 he, along
with Mao Tse-tung and several
others, set up the first communist
group in Changsha, capital of Hu-
nan province. Like other communist
groups in Peking, Wuhan and Can-
ton, it was established right after

" cadre. Elsewhere,

the founding of the first Chinese
communist group in Shanghai. At
that time there were many persons
across the country who had been
stimulated by the magazine New
Youth, by the May 4th movement a
little later, and particularly by the
October Revolution in Russia.

It was Chen Tu-hsiu who launched
New Youth in 1915. Chen had partic-
ipated in the first 1911 revolution.
With its failure and the rise of reac-
tion represented by war-lord Yuan
Shih-kai, Chen had decided to pub-
lish New Youth as an organ of rev-
olutionary democracy. It waged a
vigorous struggle on two fronts —
democracy and science — against
Confucianism, which represented tra-
ditional feudal ideas and supersti-
tions. Intellectuals, students, and ad-
vanced workers gathered to its side
to form the nucleus of the May 4th
movement, which took its name from
the stormy May 4, 1919 demonstra-
tions against Japanese imperialism.

HE Chinese Communist Party was

organized on the initiative of Li
Ta-chao and Chen Tu-hsiu with the
aid of a representative of the Third
International founded by Lenin and
Trotsky. One of the first tasks con-
fronting the small and inexperienced
forces was the development of a
in Europe and
America, the Communist Party re-
sulted from a fusion of forces com-
ing from the social democracy and
other workers’ organizations. But
China had no Marxist tradition or
experience with working class strug-
gles.

In order to expedite the develop-
ment of a cadre, the Comintern rep-
resentative urged that young revolu-
tionists be sent to Moscow to study
Marxism and gain experience. Peng
was one of the first group of 20 who
went to Moscow to later become the
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basic cadre of the Chinese CP. The
present chairman of the Chinese Peo-
ples Republic, Liyl Shao-chi, was also
one of the EO/

Visits Moscow

Arriving in Moscow in the spring
of 1921, Peng was soon elected sec-
retary of the Moscow Chinese stu-
dent branch of the Communist Party
of China. On the advice of Chen Tu-
hsiu, who attended the Fourth Con-
gress of the Communist International
in Moscow in 1922, it was decided to
organize the Chinese student groups
in France, Germany and Moscow in-
to one group, with the Moscow group
in charge of liaison. Chen also advised
the leading cadre in France and Ger-
many to go to Moscow to study. This
brought Chu Teh, now chairman of
the standing committee of the Na-
tional People’s Congress; Li Fu-chun,
now Minister of State Planning; and
Tsai Tsan, now chairman of the All
China Women’s Union, with others,
to Moscow.

ENG, from a pupil soon became

an instructor. At the same time
he joined the Communist Party of
the Soviet Union and became ac-
quainted with the epochal dispute
raging through the CPSU, with Trot-
sky and Stalin heading up the respec-
tive sides. Peng told me that while
the Chinese students had a tremen-
dous respect for Trotsky and were
not at all impressed by Stalin, they
did not express an opinion at the
time.

Together with Li Ta-chao, who
was co-founder with Chen Tu-hsiu
of the CPC, Peng was an official
Chinese delegate to the 1924 Fifth
World Congress of the Communist
International. Following the Con-
gress, Peng returned to Shanghai to
work on The Guide, weekly organ of
the Central Committee, and shortly
became editor-in-chief of New Youth

—

when it became the theoretical organ
of the CPC. As a delegate of the
Moscow branch, he participated in
the 1925 National Convention of the
CPC and was elected to its central
committee. As a member of the polit-
ical bureau he was placed in charge
of the party organ and propaganda
work. This political bureau, chaired
by Chen Tu-hsiu, was the leading
body of the Second Chinese Revolu-
tion of 1925-27.

Chen’s Background

It was in the fall of 1925 that
Peng’s path crossed Chen Pi-lans,
then 23 years old, who was to become
his wife. Chen, who came from the
intelligentsia (her father was a pro-
fessor), became a leader in the stu-
dent struggles under the influence of
the May 4th movement while she was
at school in Hupeh. She joined the
CP in 1922 and the following year
went to Peking to participate in party
activities under the guidance of Li
Ta-chao. In the autumn of 1923 she
entered the University of Shanghai,
which had been established by the
CP and the left wing of the Kuomin-
tang, and the following year went
to Moscow to study. Under party di-
rection, she returned to the center
in Shanghai when the revolution
broke out. While on the Shanghai
CP city committee, she became sec-
retary of the women’s section and
editor-in-chief of the magazine China
Woman. She concentrated her activi-
ties among student and working
women.

HE policy that led to the defeat

of the Second Chinese Revolu-
tion has been described and analyzed
by Harold Isaacs in his book The
Tragedy of the Chinese Revolution.
The central committee under Chen
Tu-hsiu’s leadership was profoundly
disturbed by the party’s subservience
to the Kuomintang and Chiang Kai-
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shek and was convinced that it was
necessary to oppose him and defeat
him. When Chiang staged his anti-
Communist coup in March 1926, the
central committee sent Peng to Can-
ton to discuss with Comintern repre-
sentative Borodin how to deal with
Chiang’s policy. In the name of the
central committee, Peng suggested
that all CP members withdraw from
the Kuomintang and lead the work-
ers’ and peasants’ revolutionary
movement independently.

Comintern Veto

But Borodin stuck to Moscow’s
orders, resolutely opposing the anti-
Chiang policy of the central commit-
tee and Peng’s suggestions of with-
drawal from the Kuomintang. In-
stead, he reaffirmed the policy of
complete subordination to Chiang
which resulted in the defeat of the
Second Chinese Revolution. To the
enlarged meeting of the central com-
mittee held in July 1927, Chen and
Peng again proposed that CP mem-
bers withdraw from the Kuomintang.
The resolution was passed but was
vetoed by the Comintern.

From May to July 1927, Chen and
Peng clearly sensed the falseness of
the Comintern policy, and as the sit-
uation deteriorated, they could see
no way out. Had Trotsky’s views
reached the Chinese party at that
time, the situation would have been
different; the impasse would have
been broken. However, all of Trot-
sky’s documents were blocked by
Stalin.

FTER the Wuhan Kuomintang

government carried out its anti-
communist policy in July 1927, spell-
ing the defeat of the Second Rev-
olution, the Comintern changed its
policy from extreme right opportun-
ism to extreme left adventurism.
Chen and Peng both resolutely op-
posed this adventurous policy. In
August, Chen Tu-hsiu wrote two let-
ters to the central committee de-
manding an end to this policy.

Peng Dismissed

The same month, Peng was as-
signed to the party secretary of the
northern region which encompassed
several provinces north of the Yellow
River. His instructions from the cen-
tral committee were to stage upris-
ings in the Peking and Tientsin area.
In order to avoid futile sacrifices,
Peng postponed the uprisings with
the excuse that time was not right.
Consequently he was dismissed by
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the political bureau headed by Chu
Chiu-pai. Tsai Ho-sen, who was then
assigned the task by the political
bureau, carried out the uprising in
Peking which ended in failure and
the sacrifice of all 60 of the leading
cadre there.

Following the collapse in Peking,
Peng went to Shanghai to join Chen
Tu-hsiu. While both remained mem-
bers of the central committee, neither
was given any tasks. It was then
that Chen wrote his famous two let-
ters scoring the false policies of the
party and placing the responsibility
for the disaster on the Comintern
headed by Stalin and Bukharin.

The Chinese CP, although com-
posed of brave and devoted cadres,
was young and had no experienced
leaders other than Chen Tu-hsiu.
Only in its seventh year of existence,
it had been faced with titanic prob-
lems. Chen was convinced of the in-
correctness of the Comintern’s pol-
icy although it was backed up with
all the prestige of the October rev-
olution. But he proved unable to
delineate an alternative one.

OSCOW learned that Chen and
Peng were opposed to the pol-
icies imposed by the Comintern. In
the summer of 1928 Stalin and
Bukharin sent a joint wire inviting
them to attend the Sixth World Con-
gress of the CI in Moscow. At first
Chen could not decide whether to
accept or decline the invitation. Peng
told Chen that if they went, there
would only be two courses open to
them. One was to admit that the
Comintern’s policies had been correct
all along, but in implementing them
the Chinese leadership committed
serious errors which led to the de-
feat of the revolution. By making
such a statement they might both
be returned to the leading bodies of
the party. But this would be contrary
to the facts and in violation of their
conscience. The other course would
be to insist that the defeat of the
Second Chinese Revolution was
chiefly due to the false policies of
the Comintern. Even if they were
not arrested for such a declaration,
they would at the least be held in
Moscow and prevented from return-
ing. Chen agreed with Peng’s opinion
and so declined Stalin’s invitation.
Although they decided not to go
to Moscow, nonetheless the clarifica-
tion they sought came the following
spring when some returning students
brought back from Moscow two docu-
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ments of the Left Opposition, writ-
ten by Leon Trotsky.

Left Opposition Forms

Peng studied these two documents,
Summary and Perspective of the
Chinese Revolution and The Chinese
Question after the Sixth World Con-
gress. The meaning of his experiences
were clarified by the theoretical
arguments of Trotsky, and he decided
to support Trotsky’s struggle in the
CI and make known his views to
his Chinese comrades. He gave the
two documents to Chen Tu-hsiu who
returned them shortly, declaring that
he agreed with Trotsky’s position and
proposing that together they should
organize a Left Opposition in the
Chinese party.

Chen Tu-hsiu and Peng Shu-tse
each wrote to the central committee
demanding that the party review the
lessons of the defeat of the revolu-
tion, change its adventurous policy,
and make all of Trotsky’s documents
on the Chinese revolution available
to the party. Then they gathered 80
members together to formulate a
manifesto which systematically anal-
yzed the Comintern’s opportunist and
adventurous policies during and after
the defeat of the Second Revolution.
The manifesto further stated that
Stalin had substituted bureaucratic
dictatorship for Lenin’s democratic
centralism, and employed opportunist
and adventurous policies in the So-
viet Union. With the publication of
the manifesto in December 1929,
Chen Tu-hsiu, Peng Shu-tse and the
other 80 signers were expelled.
Among the 80 was Chen Pi-lan.

HE fledgling forces of the Left

Opposition were immediately
caught between two fires — vicious
attacks from the Stalinists, such as
were experienced by Left Opposi-
tionists across the globe, and Chiang
Kai-shek’s white terror. Despite dif-
ficulties they managed to publish a
clandestine periodical The Proletariat
and Trotsky’s writings on China.
Largely due to the reputation of
Chen Tu-Hsiu, the Left Opposition
exerted considerable influence inside
and outside the CP. Many of the old
party cadre, called reconciliationists
by the center, were shaken. Valuable
opportunities were lost due to the
fact that there were three other Left
Opposition groupings in Shanghai,
formed by students returned from
Moscow, that were attacking one an-
other. With Trotsky’s aid, in May

1931 the forces of the opposition were
united in The Communist League o

China. ‘

Left Harassed

The constant harassment by Kuom-~
intang police made work extremely
difficult. One team after another, de-
spite all security precautions, was
arrested. Chen Tu-hsiu was forced
into hiding. Peng, after missing ar-
rest by a hair’s breadth, was forced
to move some 20 times in a period
of four years. He eked out a meagre
living by translating.

In October 1932 Chen, Peng and
eight others were arrested. Following
pleas for their life by such prominent
persons as Sun Yat-sen’s widow,
Soong Ching-ling, at present vice-
chairman of the Peoples’ Republic of
China, they were granted a trial.
The trial lasted two years. Chen and
Peng conducted their own defense
and received tremendous coverage in
the press. They were sentenced to 13
years in prison which, following an
appeal, was reduced to eight years.
The other eight oppositionists were
sentenced to five years.

ITH the imprisonment of Peng,

Chen Pi-lan attempted to sup-
port herself and their two children
by teaching. In order to supplement
her income she wrote a number of
articles on the woman question from
the Marxist viewpoint. They appeared
in the well known Eastern Magazine
and other left periodicals under the
pen name of Chen Pi-yum. These
articles, which established her as an
authority on the woman question in
China, were later gathered and pub-
lished in two volumes.

With the outbreak of the Sino-
Japanese war in August 1937, Chen,
Peng and their comrades were re-
leased and took refuge in the inter-
national settlement. The infamy of
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the Moscow Trials caused Chen Tu-
hsiu to challenge Trotsky’s position
of defense of the Soviet Union as a
workers’ state. He also had differ-
ences on the war and left the move-
ment. His defection was a heavy blow
to the Chinese Trotskyist movement.
He died in Szechuan province in
1942.

Peng commenced to gather to-
gether the forces of the movement.
Besides publishing a clandestine
organ called Struggle, the Chinese
Trotskyists published a legal period-
ical called Moving Forward. In a
short time scattered isolated groups
were regrouped, and the movement
commenced to make considerable
progress.

Two of Trotsky’s most important
works, The History of the Russian
Revolution and The Revolution Be-
trayed, were published and exerted
a deep influence among revolutionary
youth.

IKE their co-thinkers elsewhere,

the Chinese Trotskyists were
slandered and vilfified by the Stalin-
ists. The Chinese CP press repeatedly
slandered them as recipients of
money from Japanese imperialism,
as Japano-Trotskyite fascist agents.
In the summer of 1938, four news-
papers under the influence of the
Chinese CP calumniated Pen, Shu-
tse as an intimate friend of the in-
famous traitor Li Kuo-che, who had
just been assassinated by a Kuomin-
tang agent and suggested that he
should meet a similar fate. Under
the threat of legal action the pub-
lishers of these papers were com-
pelled to make a public retraction.

The War Period

The development of the Chinese
revolutionary socialist movement was
again dealt a grievous blow with the
outbreak of the Japanese-American
war in December 1941. Many leaders
were arrested by the Japanese when
they occupied the international set-
tlement. All connections between
Shanghai and other points were
shattered. Peng narrowly escaped on
several occasions. Under an assumed
name, from 1941-45 he worked as a
professor at Shanghai University lec-
turing on Chinese history, western
literature and philosophy. In this
way he was able to win many rev-
olutionary youth to the Trotskyist
viewpoint.

With the end of the war, the Com-.

munist League, with Peng as editor,
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published a magazine called Search-
ing for Truth. This became one of
the better known magazines in post—~
war China, having a monthly cir-
culation of 3,000 to 5,000 copies. Chen
Pi-lan edited a monthly periodical
called Youth and Women, later
changed to New Voice, which had a
circulation of from 2,000 to 3,000
copies. With the publication of these
magazines Trotskyism became widely
known and highly respected among
intellectuals, students and young
workers. Connections across the coun-
try were again established.

HEN the third national conven-

tion of the Communist League

of China was held in August 1948,

over 350 members and hundreds of

sympathizers attended. This conven-

tion adopted a program and changed

the name of the League to the Rev-

olutionary Communist Party of China
(Trotskyist).

By the end of 1948 the Liberation
Army, under the leadership of the
Chinese Communist Party, had taken
everything north of the Yang-tze
River and was preparing to attack
Nanking and Shanghai. The political
bureau of the RCP met to adopt a
policy to meet the new situation. On
the basis of their own experiences
and the experiences of their co-
thinkers in the Soviet Union it was
generally agreed that the Communist
Party of China after taking state
power would in all likelihood sup-
press the RCP.

It was decided that all members
should join the Communist Party,
its youth groups, its workers’ and
peasants’ organizations, and support
every revolutionary measure it
would take, such as the fight against

the Chiang Kai-shek regime, against
imperialism and for land reform. It
other branches would transfer to-

was also decided that active and

known members in Shanghai would |
transfer elsewhere and members of /

Shanghai, in order to avoid detection
and suppression by the CP. The same
meeting decided to move the political
bureau to Hongkong and to set up a
provisional bureau responsible for
the guidance of all branches in
China.

Plans Derailed

As soon as the CP occupied
Shanghai they arrested the entire
Trotskyist leadership. Subsequently
rank and file activists were arrested
— three of them were shot. From
September 1952 to January 1953 all
Trotskyists, even sympathizers and
wives, in all the major cities of China,
were arrested and, without any trials,
sent to concentration camps. To this
day, aside from a report that the
wives of a few members have been
released, there has been no word of
them.

OWARDS the close of 1948, Peng

Shu-tse, Chen Pi-lan and Liu
Chia-Lien arrived in Hongkong to
work with about 100 of their com-
rades there. They published a clan-
destine organ, the Chinese edition of
the Fourth International. In 1949
there were several arrests. The big-
gest came when the Hongkong au-
thorities, in collusion with the post
office, traced several addresses to
which copies of the Militant and the
Fourth International, published by
the U.S. Socialist Workers Party,
were coming. This resulted in the
arrest of ten members and their de-
portation to Macao.

With the police searching for them,
Peng, Chen and Liu Chia-lien fled
to Vietnam. Two months after their
arrival in Vietnam, Liu Chia-lien
was arrested along with two leaders
of the Vietnamese Trotskyists. He
died shortly after in Ho Chi-min’s
prison. A—

Already in difficulty in Vietnam
and warned that the Chinese police
knew of their presence there, Peng,
Chen, and their family left for
Europe, arriving there in the summer
of 1951. Cast up on the shore, they
continue to devote their lives to ad-
vancing the internationalist revolu-
tionary struggle for the socialist
emancipation of mankind.
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ARWIN and his contemporaries

demonstrated that the human
species emerged out of a branch of
the anthropoids. But they did not
adequately explain in what way and
by what means this transformation
was effected. In their day very few
fossil specimens were available.

Since then a far greater amount
of fossil evidence has been accumu-
lated which has filled many blank
spaces in the record of mankind’s
evolution. Until lately, the biggest
question mark has hung over the
most crucial juncture — that border-
line where our primate ancestors
passed over into humankind.

Each new discovery of the fossil
bones of ancient creatures has
aroused the hope that the main
“missing link” in the chain of transi-
tional forms from ape to man had
been found and the secret of how
this occurred would at last be dis-
closed.

Recently, the most remarkable
findings in this field have been made
by the British anthropologists, Dr.
L.S.B. Leakey and his wife Mary,
who have been working for over 30
years in East Africa. Since 1948 they
have discovered and dated three
anatomical specimens which span a
period of perhaps 40 million years.
These have been named Proconsul,
Kenyapithecus and Zinjanthropus.
Each represents a link in the chain
of evolution toward mankind.

Proconsul, the oldest of the three
fossils, found in Kenya in 1948, was
a primitive ape that lived from 25
to 40 million years ago. The Leakeys
regard this as the root stock of all
the higher primates, including the
primate branch that led to man.
Kenyapithecus, the second oldest fos~
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By Evelyn Reed

sil, is also an ape which existed 14
million years ago. While both of these
creatures have physical characteris-
tics “leading straight in man’s direc-
tion,” they are strictly animal.

HE THIRD fossil, Zinjanthropus,

was unearthed at the eroded site
of a prehistoric lake at Olduvai
Gorge in Tanganyika in 1959. The
youngest of the three, this fossil has
created the greatest stir because it
was found to be not an ape, but a
hominid. (The term “hominid” is the
scientific designation for man in the
sub-human stage of development, be-
fore reaching full-fledged stature as
Homo sapiens.)

At first the Leakeys estimated that
Zinjanthropus lived some 600,000
years ago. Now, through a new and
more precise method of radioactive
dating, this hominid is ascertained to
be 1,750,000 years old. Since man had
previously been considered to be no
more than one million years old, this
new finding pushes back the age of
man by an additional three-quarters
of a million years.

Zinjanthropus is not the only fos-
sil hominid discovery. Quite a num-
ber of such specimens have been as-
sembled in museums, marking the
milestones of hominid development
toward full man. The most ancient
specimens of the Australopithecus or
Paranthropus genus were dug up
earlier in this century by Professors
Dart and Broom in South Africa.

But Zinjanthropus (‘‘East Africa
Man”) is distinguished from all
others by the fact that he is the
oldest “true” man to be discovered.
Unlike other “Dawn Men,” his ho-
minid status is not in doubt; he un-

New Light on the Origins of Man

ambiguously belongs to the human
side of the Great Divide.

The Decisive Evidence

By what scientific test has this
fossil been certified as human and
not ape? Although, as Leakey points
out, Zinjanthropus shows more than
20 points of physical difference from
the Australopithecines, these biolo-
gical changes do not suffice to quali-
fy him unquestionably as a human.
The decisive evidence has been pro-
vided not by any feature of his body,
but by something cutside the body.
Fossil tools were dug up along with
his fossil bones. These tools, which
Zinjanthropus himself fashioned and
used, fixes his place as the first ho-
minid.

Earlier attempts to draw the divid-
ing line between human and ape by
means of purely physical criteria,
such as the size of the brain, the
peculiarities of the teeth, etc., have
not worked out in practice, says
Leakey. The only satisfactory funda-
mental criterion for distinguishing
man from ape is toolmaking. He and
other authorities have today adopted
the definition first formulated by
Benjamin Franklin that “man is a
toolmaking animal.”

OOLS, rather than skulls and

bones, provide the most reliable
evidence for the birth of mankind
because in that distant period when
the hominid was just emerging from
the shell of animality, his anatomy
still remained more ape-like than
human. The first hominids acted in
a human way long before they ac-
quired the full human build and
physical features. Thus the presence
of tools is the only sure sign that



the transition from apehood to man-
hood has taken place.

Even in the absence of hominid
bones, the existence of the earliest
men can be ascertained from the
presence of tools. This is an advant-
age for anthropology, since ancient
tools or artifacts are found in much
greater abundance than fossil bones
or skulls. As Dr. William Howells of
the American Museum of Natural
History puts it:

“These artifacts serve as the
footprints of early man, so that his
presence anywhere can be detected
even though his fossil bones are
extremely rare.”

(Mankind So Far: p. 118)

It would be better to say that early
man has left his ‘“handprints’” on the
sands of time, for he made the tools
with his hands and wielded them
with his hands. These extracorporeal
instruments (cutting edge of a
chipped stone, pointed end of dig-
ging stick, etc.) replaced the func-
tions and extended the powers of the
anatomical organs: arm, hand, fin-
gernails.

The crucial importance of tool
evidence in the study of human
origins has focussed increasing at-
tention upon the part played by the
hand in the making of man. Obvi-
ously, the hand, the eye, and the
brain cooperate in the making and
using of tools. But which of these
indispensable  anatomical organs
blazed the trail toward humanity?

Until now, there has been an un-
resolved controversy on this matter
between two schools of thought, one
of which regards the hand as the
key organ while the other gives
precedence to the brain. Both agree
that the primate out of which man
directly ascended had a better de-
veloped brain and a more perfectly
formed hand than all other primates.
While existing ape species exhibit a
lack of development or atrophy of
the thumb, our primate progenitor
must have possessed a near-human
hand with opposable thumb. Both
schools also recognize that all the
anatomical improvements required
for the making of man, such as up-
right posture, emancipated hand, en-
larged brain, stereoscopic vision and
vocal organs, were intimately inter-
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connected and depended one upon
the other for their functioning and
growth. But they have disagreed on
which was the key factor leading all
the rest toward man.

Hand or Brain?

Since Darwin’s day the majority
of scientists have selected the brain,
and along with it man’s capacities
for speech, thought and culture, as
marking the fundamental distinction
between man and ape. In the 19th
century the British biologist Thomas
H. Huxley said, “the possession of
articulate speech is the grand dis-
tinctive character of man.” (Man’s
Place in Nature: p. 124) His grand-
son of the 20th century, Julian Hux-
ley, expounds the same proposition:

“The first and most obviously
unique characteristic of man is his
capacity for conceptual thought; if
you prefer objective terms you will
say his employment of true speech,
but that is only another way of
saying the same thing.”

(Man in the Modern World: p. 8)

It is obvious that brain expansion
has helped endow mankind with ex-
ceptional powers not shared by the
animals, such as speech, generalized
thought, culture. But how and why
did the brain of man develop so far
beyond that of all the other species?

HE LATE Harvard professor, Dr.

Ernest Hooten, sought to answer
this question by asserting that some
ape “blundered” into intellectuality.
Since there must have been specific
causes for the creation and promo-
tion of intelligence in our ape ances-
tor, this method of explanation by
sheer accident is not valid.

The opposing school, by pinpoint-
ing the part played by the hand, goes
to the heart of this problem. The
emancipated hand with its flexible
fingers and opposable thumb enabled
our primate progenitors to carry out
operations impossible to other spe-
cies. Thereby the brain itself grew
in size and capacities. Edward B.
Tylor, one of the founders of an-
thropology, pointed this out in the
last century:

“It is plain that man’s hand,
enabling him to shape and wield
weapons and tools to subdue nature
to his own ends, is one cause of his

standing first among animals. It is
not so obvious, but it is true, that
his intellectual development must
have been in no small degree
gained by the use of his hands.”
(Anthropology: p. 43-44)

In his book Arboreal Man the Brit-
ish anatomist F. Wood Jones writes:

“It is the freed and sensitive
hand which now, so to speak, goes
in advance of the animal and feels
its way as it climbs through life

. Tactile impressions gained
through the hand are therefore
perpetually streaming inte the
brain . . . and new avenues of
learning about its surroundings are
being opened up . . . With the de-
velopment of the power of grasp,
new and great possibilities come
in . . . Much may be learned of an
object that may be grasped, lifted
and examined in the hands . . . Its
whole outline, the texture of its
surface, its hardness or softness, its
size, temperature and weight can
all be ascertained.” (p. 160)

Dr. Howells likewise connects the
expansion of the intellect with the
variegated activities of the hand:

“A true hand can open and shut,
turn and twist, push and pull, all
with greater facility than a pair
of jaws, and all in greater coor-
dination with the eyes. This jack-
of-all-trades gives the brain a
larger field of activity and more
complicated functions to perform.”

(Op. Cit.: p. 92)

Dr. Frederick Tilney was a world-
renowned authority on the brain and
its history. Yet he, too, agreed that
the hand is the key to human brain
development:

“From first to last it has been
the achievements of his hands
which have carried man onward
from the time when he began to
work with the simplest of stone
implements . . . The hand became
the master key opening all the
ways leading through that new and
vast domain of human behavior.”

(The Brain from Ape to Man: p. 54)

The opinion of these diverse schol-
ars that the hand had priority over
the brain in leading the way toward
humanity is today borne out through
closer study of the fossil hominids
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themselves. The various organs of the
human body have developed at
unequal rates. In the earlier stages,
the skull and mental capacities lagged
behind the development of hands and
limbs. W.E. Le Gros Clark, anatomy
professor of the University of Ox-
ford, writes:

“It is clear that . . . the evolution
of the Hominoidea had led to the
development of limbs approximat-
ing to the human type, even though
the brain was comparatively small.
In other words, the evolutionary
development of the limbs appears
to have outstripped the brain.”

(History of the Primates: p. 72)

On the same point Dr. Howells
states:

“Tooth reduction, brain increase
and the straightening of posture
did not all proceed at the same
pace. The plainest example is to be
seen in the difference between
limbs and skull forms . . . Our fore-
bears were more human below the
neck than above it.”

(Op. Cit.: p. 129)

LTHOUGH in the beginning it

was the activities of the hand
that awakened the brain and accel-
erated its mental powers, at a later
stage in evolution the brain took
commanding place over the hand.
Men today make machines which
take over not only many functions
of hand labor but even of brain work.
In the future society, computers and
automatic devices will perform more
and more of the gross forms of phy-

sical and mental labor. But in prob-
ing for human origins, the higher
stages in the evolutionary process
should not be confused with their
starting points.

The hand led the way to the tool
and with the first artifacts the hu-
man species was born. Regardless of
the size of his brain, Zinjanthropus,
as “the oldest well-established tool-
maker ever found anywhere” (Lea-
key), is incontestably human. The
accumulating data derived from the
fossil record has induced more and
more scholars to conclude that the
human brain is not the cause but
the consequence of the making and
use of tools.

The chief American spokesmen for
this view are Sherwood L. Wash-
burn and F. Clark Howell of Chi-
cago. They write:

“, . . man was often defined on
the basis of the brain size. It was
also often implied that such forms
had discovered culture as we know
it bit by bit. It would now appear,
however, that the large size of the
brain of certain hominids was a
relatively late development . . .
after bipedalism and consequent
upon the use of tools. The tool-
using, ground-living, hunting way
of life created the large human
brain rather than a large-brained
man discovering new ways of life.
The authors believe this conclusion
is the most important result of the
recent fossil hominid discoveries,
and is the one which carries far-
reaching implications for the inter-
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pretation of human behavior and
its origins . . . The important point
is that size of brain . . . has in-
creased threefold subsequent to
the use and manufacture of tools.”

(Evolution After Darwin: p. 49-51)

Dr. Leakey assigns the same pre-
cedence to toolmaking:

“Once scientists used the size of
the brain case or the ability to
walk upright with the hands free,
or even the power of speech, as
characteristics that distinguish
Homo sapiens from anthropoid
apes. Recently, however, we have
tended to define man by means of
the tool-making ability.”

(National Geographic Magazine,
Sept. 1960)

From Tools to Labor

Those anthropologists who regard
toolmaking as the authentic badge of
humankind have taken a long step
toward the position of the historical
materialists. They fall short, how-
ever, by failing to make explicit the
vital connection between tools and
laboring activity.

Tools are the products of labor as
well as the instruments of labor.
Since Zinjanthropus made tools ac-
cording to a set pattern, this signifies
he was engaged in systematic labor
activities. He was no longer merely
collecting what nature yielded for
his subsistence — he was producing
the necessities of life for himself
and his kind. Together, they reg-
ularly worked for a living.

To depend upon production for the

_necessities of life, and to fabricate

implements for that purpose, is the
mode of survival and development
peculiar to the human species alone.
Man, the Toolmaker, can more pre-
cisely be defined as Man, the Labor-
er. Indeed, many archaeologists re-
cognize that Homo faber (working
man) is the predecessor of Homo
sapiens (intelligent man).

Zinjanthropus does more than sup-
ply fossil evidence of that crucial
turning point in evolution where the
ape left off and the human began.
When the petrified remains of his
bones and tools are reanimated and
viewed as elements in the dynamics
of the living labor process, Zinjan-
thropus also discloses that the factor
of labor is the definitive “missing
link” in the birth of mankind.
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Kennedy's War in Vietnam

IKE its predecessors, the Kenne-

dy administration continues to
support every reactionary or coun-
ter-revolutionary ruling clique in the
under-developed countries of the
world under the guise of fighting
“communism.” Economic and mili-
tary subsidies to these native oppres-
sors continue to be misrepresented
to the American taxpayer as “aid” to
the colonial masses. Whenever such
assistance to kings, sheiks, assorted
tyrants and puppet rulers fails to
keep the colonial peoples in check,
the Kennedy administration has
shown no hesitancy in resorting to
clandestine CIA maneuvers, military
shows-of-force, or outright armed
intervention.

Its most flagrant intrusion in Asia
is the current military operation in
South Vietnam. (Twelve thousand
U.S. “advisors” are busily engaged
in what the N.Y. Times calls “the
secret war.”) The Times editorial of
October 17, 1962 observes that ‘“a
pall of unnecessary secrecy, which
far transcends military requirements,
has obscured from the public too
much of the progress of a war to
which we are now fully committeed.”

“Deliberate policy restrictions by
Washington and by the South Viet-
namese government in Saigon” are
blamed for this lack of information.

The Soviet Policy

The Western imperialists are not
the only international force inter-
vening in Southeast Asia. Since World
War II, the Soviet bureaucracy has
been applying its interpretation of
“peaceful co-existence” to the Indo-
chinese revolution.

In World War II, the Japanese oc-
cupied Indochina, a colony of the
French for 80 years. The collapse of
Japan in 1945 swept the Communist
Party dominated Viet Minh move-
ment under Ho Chi Minh into control
of virtually the entire country. Under
pressure of the Kremlin and of the
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French CP, however, the Ho Chi
Minh government agreed to the in-
corporation of Vietnam into the
“French Union.” As soon as the
French had landed enough troops,
they abrogated all accords with Ho
and initiated full scale warfare
against the Viet Minh.

NDER instructions from Mos-

cow, the French Communist
deputies voted credits to finance the
war in Indochina that was carried on
by the various coalition governments
in which they participated until they
were thrown out of office in May
1947. For nine long years of bloody
civil war, the Viet Minh peasant
fighters continued to Dbattle the

French expeditionary forces, inflict-
ing 172,000 casualties and suffering
untold casualties themselves.

Stalin recognized the Ho govern-
ment — not in 1945 when it had un-
disputed control — but in 1950 when
it was fighting desperately to regain
power from the French. The Krem-
lin’s hand, moreover, had been forced
by the arrival of the Chinese Com-

munist armies at the borders of In-
dochina in 1949, at which time Mao
Tse-tung recognized the Ho govern-
ment.

The Viet Minh fighters defeated
the French at Dienbienphu in 1954,
despite the $5 billion that the French
imperialists had spent to get back
their Asian empire (plus another $2
billion contributed by the U.S.). At
the Geneva negotiations in 1954, the
Kremlin once more succeeded in bar-
gaining away much of the gains won
in the civil war by the Viet Minh
partisans. The Soviets (and the Chi-
nese) agreed to carve up Indochina
into Laos, Cambodia, and North and
South Vietnam, all to remain “neu-
tral” in the East-West struggle.

The 1954 Geneva agreements pro-
vided also for nation-wide elections
in Vietnam in 1956 under the super-
vision of an International Control
Commission (composed of India,
Canada, and Poland) to set up a unit-
ed government for Vietnam. The
signatories, including France and
Britain, agreed that there should be
no foreign bases or foreign troops in
any part of Vietnam, limiting the
number of foreign advisors to 685
and banning any further shipments
of military supplies.

HE U.S. government agreed to

abide by these agreements. How-
ever, Washington broke its word im-
mediately and attempted to replace
the French colonialists in trying to
contain the Southeast Asian revolu-
tion. Laos became a cold-war bat-
tleground. The CIA and the State
Department spent over half a billion
dollars there in the course of seven
years, seeking to destroy the Pathet
Lao movement by setting up, not a
neutral, but a pro-imperialist land-
lord regime.

In South Vietnam, the U.S. gov-
ernment helped Ngo Dinh Diem to
establish his dictatorial rule. Diem
refused to carry through the 1956
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plebiscite that he would have lost
hands down. In spite of constant har-
rassment and expulsions by the Diem
government and pressure from
Washington, Western correspondents
in Saigon have provided an accurate
enough picture of the kind of gov-
ernment that Diem represents.

In an article in Newsweek of April
30, 1962, probably written by Fran-
cois Scully, who was later expelled
by the Diem government, the follow-
ing is observed:

“All real power in Vietnam still is
concentrated in the hands of Diem and
his numerous family. One brother,
Ngo Dinh Nhu, is official Advisor to
the President; another brother, Can,
is governor of Central Vietnam. A
third brother, Thuc, is a Roman Cath-
olic Archbishop and Vietnam’s rank-
ing prelate; a fourth, Luyen, is the
Vietnamese Ambassador to Britain.
Nhu’s wife, Madame Nhu, a member
of parliament, not only controls the
palace but wields enormous economic
power, Her father is Vietnamese Am-
bassador to Washington; her mother
is the Vietnamese observer at the
U.N.”

The Newsweek correspondent con-
tinues:

“¢ am putting loyalty above com-
petence,’ says Diem when Americans
ask why he does not pick the best
men to serve Vietnam, And when
anyone suggests economic and social
reforms — higher taxes, more land
for the peasants, monetary reform —
Diem literally looks at the ceiling.”

The writer then asks:

“Can the U.S. really win the fight
against the Viet Cong with Diem as
its standard-bearer? Many U.S. offi-
cials, especially military men, are
convinced that it can — and will
Unable to see any realistic alternative
to Diem, they take the public position
‘don’t knock our man . ., he can win’
— a politer version of Franklin D.
Roosevelt’s legendary verdict on the
Nicaraguan dictator Anastasio Somoza:
‘He’s a bastard, but he’s our bastard.’”

In another dispatch, written after
his expulsion on September 24, 1962,
Scully points out that even the most
trusted palace officials are searched
twice for concealed weapons. The
power behind the secret police is a
man named Tran Kim Tuyen, whose
official title is “Director of Social
Studies.” The power behind Tuyen
in turn is Diem’s brother Nhu. Scully
continues:

“Perhaps the most extraordinary
personality in the Ngo dynasty is Ngo
Dinh Nhu’s wife. Mme. Nhu is a beau-
tiful, gifted and charming woman; she
is also grasping, conceited, and ob-
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sessed with a drive for power that far
surpasses that of even her husband.
Like Diem and his brother, Mme,
Ngo Dinh Nhu sees the family as a
dynasty rather than as an evanescent
political force, It is no exaggeration
to say that Madame Nhu is the mest
detested personality in South Vietnam.,
This is because though Diem is no-
minally president, Madam Nhu and
her husband have the power, and the
Vietnamese know and resent it.”

Scully observes that:

“Ngo Dinh Nhu’s personal brand of
nationalism has one aim: to identify
the country exclusively with the Ngo
family and with the mandarin class
into which they were born, Lately,

Ngo Dinh Diem

Ngo Dinh Nhu has been making in-

creasing public appearances through-

out the country. He travels like a

viceroy, and often confuses the south-

ern peasants with his aristocratic, low-

keyed Annamese royal-court accent.”

‘Scully, who lived most of his adult
life in Vietnam, reports that one vil-
lage notable told him after one of
these visits:

“If the effect of all this were not
so disastrous, it would be hilariously
funny.”

THER longtime French residents
in Saigon note that the regime
of President Diem has much of the
same paternalistic, authoritarian and
adulatory features as the preceding
rule of the French puppet emperors.
Like Bao Dai, Diem suggests that he
rules by a mandate from heaven.
In reality, the Diem government
exists by the grace of the U.S. Diem
does not control much more of Viet-
nam than did the French expedi-
tionary force.

Warren Rogers Jr. in May 1962 re-
ports the following for the Herald
Tribune News Service:

“At present, the fact is that the
Diem regime controls only the major
cities and, in general, the China Sea
coastline from the 17th Parallel to the

northern reaches of the Meking River 3

delta‘s swampy rice bowl. All else is
either under effective, well-disciplined,
government-like control by the Viet
Cong, or it is no man’s land.”

Peasant Revolution

The precise extent of guerrilla con-
trol is a matter of dispute, but all
reports agree that the peasant rev-
olution dominates the countryside.
The guerrillas of South Vietnam
(dubbed Viet Cong, i.e. Viet Com-
munists, by the U.S. military) are
the authentic armed force of the Viet
peasantry. Igor Oganesoff, in the Wall
Street Journal of March 20, 1962, es-
timates that the guerrillas collect
money, provisions, recruits and labor
from more than half the rural pop-
ulation, instituting land reform in
their areas. Denis Warner, in the Sep-
tember 13, 1962, Reporter, judges
that the “Viet Cong is a bigger and
better armed force than it was a year
ago, dominating three-fifths of the
land area and slightly less than a
third of the population of fourteen
million, with access to an estimated
two million potential recruits of
military age.”

HE economic effects of the peas-

ant insurrection are striking. In
the Wall Street Journal of December
27, 1962, Norman Sklarewitz writes
that:

“ . . by dominating the country-
side for almost six years, the Viet
Cong . . . has been able to break the
flow of food products to the govern-
ment-held cities and cut off consumer
markets for manufactured goods, The
Communist strategy of attacking lines
of transportation and ambushing truck
convoys and supply trains between
the rice paddy fields of the Mekong
Delta and Saigon has reduced the
movement of rice by one-fourth in
just two years. Overall rice produc-
tion has sunk by 500,000 tons in one
year.”

Sklarewitz points out that in 1960
Vietnam exported $27 million of rice.
The 1962 export total will be down
to $2 million and Diem will have to
receive U.S.-donated rice to feed the
city population. The U.S. spent an es-
timated $200 million in 1962 in di-
rect food and aid grants.
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Seeking to crush the revolt in the
countryside, the Vietnamese govern-
ment is pursuing a course of action
called (variously) rural reconstruc-
tion, province pacification, or the
strategic hamlet program. While
Diem’s brother, Nhu, is overall di-
rector, the U.S. government is the
prime inspirer and supporter of this
project.

The plan for crushing the peasant
insurgency is the brain-child of a
45-year-old Scot named Robert G.K.
Thompson, former Defense Minister
of Malaya. Thompson’s system of
floodlighted, wire-fenced “new vil-
lages,” into which 450,000 Malayan
peasants were “resettled” is credited
with helping the British imperialists
crush the guerrilla uprising there in
a bloody 12-year war that required
half a million troops.

Working directly with Diem and
his U.S. advisors, Thompson pro-
duced a similar but bigger plan for
the pacification of South Vietnam. It
calls for control of the peasant popu-
lation by “resettling” them into a
nation-wide network of ‘strategic
hamlets” — a polite term for concen-
tration or slave-labor camps!

ERE is what these settlements

are like. Farm families are up-
rooted, their houses and stores put
to the torch, while the people are
moved by force into the new fenced
in villages. On the doorframes of
each hut in the strategic hamlet are
nailed census boards giving the
names of all occupants. Only those
whose names are listed are allowed
to work their fields in the morning.
Even these are first checked to see
that they carry no extra food for the
guerrillas. Anyone caught outside the
fence after curfew is fair game.

In January 1963, the program was
reputed to total 4,077 villages, encom-
passing 39 percent of the population.
It calls for 11,182 “strategic ham-
lets” by 1964, completing the ag-
glomeration of the South Vietnam
beasantry into a series of concentra-
tion camps.

In a letter to the N.Y. Times on
October 22, 1962, Tran Van Tung, a
pro-American Vietnamese exile,
asks:

“When will America learn that it
is always fatal to the cause of free-
dom and democracy to support a cyn-
ical tyrant as the ‘only alternative’ to
Communism?”’

Tran concludes that:

“. . . hated and feared by 80 percent
of his people, continuing domestic pol-
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icies that would shame Hitler, Diem
stays in power only because of U.S.
support.”

Other leaders of the Vietnamese
Democratic Party, an anti-Diem
bourgeois grouping, appeal to the
Kennedy administration in a similar
vein. A letter by Nguyen Thau Binh,
appearing in the Los Angeles Times
of December 22, 1962, states that ‘“the
Vietnamese regard the U.S. simply
as the latest of their colonial op-
pressors, since it is the U.S. which
keeps Diem in power — all in the

b 2

name of ‘anti-Communism’.

UT feudal landlordism, propped

up by concentration camps, mass
arrests, murders, rigged elections, a
censored press, and an autocratic
regime, do not deter the Kennedy
administration from supporting their
man in Saigon. Newsweek of Sep-
tember 24, 1962 quotes an unnamed
U.S. official in Saigon: “We’re going
to win this war, with this govern-
ment, and as it is.” Newsweek adds:
“This is a considered statement of
U.S. policy in South Vietnam.”

Kennedy Support

The Kennedy administration has
dropped any pretense of ‘“reforming”
Diem’s regime. With a sure class
instinct, the U.S. monopolists show
only contempt for the advice of
liberal dreamers on how best to or-
ganize ‘“democratic” counter-revolu-
tions. Recognizing that any “demo-
cratic” middle-ground between rev-
olution and counter-revolution has
long since vanished in Southeast
Asia, the Kennedy administration has
thrown its full weight behind Diem’s
reign of terror.

The U.S. government spent $2 bil-
lion from 1954 to 1961 to prop up
Diem. In the past year, the expendi-
tures rose to $400 million a year, or
over $1 million a day. In flagrant
violation of the 1954 Geneva accord,
12,000 U.S. military personnel now
help Diem pursue his war against his
own people.

“Kill-Ratio” Experiments

The U.S. military have taken en-
thusiastically to the Vietnam opera-
tion. An article in the Wall Street
Journal of November 9, 1962 ex-
plains how ‘Pentagon Experts Use
Vietnam War to Test New Tactics,
Weapons.” The Pentagon is using
Vietnam as a convenient proving
ground for assault boats, amphibious
personnel carriers, night-vision in-
struments, wire-lasso guns, squirt-

message radios, defoliation sprays,
flashlight-operated land mines, pock-
et flamethrowers, new rapid-fire
rifles, napalm-bombing techniques,
troop-carrying helicopters, armed
helicopters, and other sky cavalry
concepts, as well as war dogs to hunt
down guerrillas.

HE fight against the peasant

guerrillas waged with this latest
technology is incredibly cruel. Men,
women and children are hunted down
like wild beasts. Prisoners are habit-
ually tortured and summarily exe-
cuted, while U.S. advisors watch.
Entire villages are incinerated by
napalm bombs dropped by U.S.
pilots. So are guerrilla hospitals.

The ghouls in the Pentagon who
feed the gruesome statistics into their
war-games computers report glee-
fully that the “kill-ratio’ ’is favor-
able to the Diem regime. For 1962,
the official estimates are 13,000
Diem casualties against 30,000 peas-
ants killed, wounded or -captured.
U.S. casualties are reported as 30
killed in action.

Despite these New Frontier experi-
ments in military technology, the
South Vietnamese guerrillas refuse
to be crushed. Guerrilla units, esti-
mated to number 20,000 in April
1962, are now said by the U.S. mili-
tary to number 23,000 full-time
guerrillas (even after 30,000 presum-
ably were killed), plus another 100-
200,000 part-time guerrillas.

The Diem government and the
Kennedy administration would like
to blame the South Vietnamese re-
volt on Ho Chi Minh. They charge
that the guerrillas are being aug-
mented and supplied by North Viet-
namese slipping into South Vietnam
over the Cambodian and Laotian
borders. The role of their own savage
repressions in driving the peasantry
into armed struggle is glossed over
in silence by the stalwart New
Frontiersmen and their puppet-auto-
crat.

Jerry A. Rose, in the May 10, 1962
Reporter, points out that “numerous
munitions factories, set up in straw
huts, produce a steady flow of crude
rifles and pistols, mortars and mines,
grenades and bullets for the guer-
rilla fighters. The materials are pur-
chased on the local market by peasant
women; the work is done by the
peasant men.”

“Expropriate” U.S. Arms

In addition, the guerrillas capture
and use the latest American arms,
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including non-recoiling artillery. A
UPI dispatch from Saigon, dated
January 8, 1963, reports: “U.S. mili-
tary advisors Tuesday said Commu-
nist guerrillas, who have boasted
they will win the war with captured
American weapons, seized enough
new arms in the past week to equip
at least two companies.” Other re-
ports say that the guerrillas are cap-
turing ‘‘sampan-loads” of modern
American equipment.

On January 2, 1963, at the village
of Ap Bac, only 30 miles from
Saigon, 200 determined guerrilla
fighters with automatic weapons
mauled 2,000 Diem troops, killing 100,
including three Americans, and
downed five U.S. helicopters. The
Diem forces outnumbered the guer-
rillas by 10 to 1 and were supported
by planes, artillery and armor. A
UPI dispatch from Saigon, dated
January 7, 1963, reported that “angry
U.S. advisors charged Sunday that
Vietnamese infantrymen refused di-
rect orders to advance during Wed-
nesday’s battle at Ap Bac and that
an American Army captain was
killed while out front pleading with
them to attack.”

HIS moved Hanson W. Baldwin,

military expert of the N.Y. Times,
to observe that ‘‘some helicopter en-
thusiasts” tended to forget ‘“‘that it is
men, not machines, that win wars.”
He observed further that Diem’s
troops “displayed some of the same
basic faults they had demonstrated
in other operations; they showed lit-
tle inclination to use their legs and
little desire to attack.”

On January 7, 1963, Arthur Krock,
his fellow commentator of the N.Y.
Times, called for “fundamental ad-
ministration review of its current
policy of military aid in South Viet-
nam.” He concludes, however, that
“it will be very difficult for the Pres-
ident to find an alternative to the
U.S. policy that has proved inef-
fectual, and tends to deeper and
deeper involment in Southeast Asia.”

No End In Sight

The Kennedy administration shows
no disposition to veer from its fatal
course. Admiral Harry P. Felt, com-
mander of U.S. forces in the Pacific,
said this January that “the war in
South Vietnam is going fine.” He
added that the “South Vietnamese
are killing more Viet Cong than the
government of South Vietnam is los-
ing in battle” and that “the kill-ratio
is running from three to six in favor
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of the forces of Premier Ngo Dinh
Diem.”

However, Diem’s froops are un-
trustworthy. On November 11, 1961,
five paratroop battalions tried unsuc-
cessfully to depose Diem. On Febru-
ary 27, 1962, two Diem pilots, sent
on a mission against guerrilla
fighters, bombed and strafed the
palace of President Diem instead.
Afterwards, only U.S. pilots were
sent on air strikes.

The Kennedy administration is fol-
lowing a plan of operations decided
upon a year or so ago when the deci-
sion was made to crush the peasants
of South Vietnam at all costs. At that
time, the Wall Street Journal pub-
lished a revealing article by Henry
Gemmill with the dateline of March
26, 1962. It is headed: “U.S. Leaders
Are Determined on Victory, Even If
It Means Invading Red Territory.”
Gemmill writes:

“Determined on victory in South
Vietnam, the makers of U.S. policy
must be willing to elevate the plane
of warfare if low-level fighting isn’t
producing results . . . Suppose, for
instance, that Ngo Dinh Diem’s gov-
ernment, already lacking in solid sup-
port through the countryside, suffers
further grave erosion, while the Red
guerrillas gain. Suppose, too, that the
American public becomes disturbed by
slowly mounting casualty lists , , .”

According to Gemmill, “doctrine
now circulating would call for turn-
ing to more vigorous war.”

As outlined by the reporter, ‘“the
first move would likely be an ulti-
matum to Ho Chi Minh that unless
hostilities ceased in South Vietnam
the war would be carried directly to
its source, North Vietnam. If this
went unheeded, U.S. bombers would
go to work on the airfields, ports,
and rail lines of North Vietnam. If
army divisions poured in, they’d be
thrown into North Vietnam, not
South Vietnam.”

The North Vietnamese aid that is
successfully smuggled in could ac-

count for only a small fraction of
the strength of the guerrilla forces.
But facts are unimportant when the
Cold War blazes up into a hot war
against a colonial revolution.

There seems little doubt that the
“National Liberation Front” set up
in Hanoi in January 1961 tends to
control the political aims and leader-
ship of the South Vietnam guerrilla
fighters. There are indications that
the North Vietnamese are split in the
Moscow-Peking dispute, with Ho Chi
Minh inclining towards the Russian
and others towards the Chinese views
on the tactics and strategy of colonial
revolutions.

CAPTURED guerrilla document

dated September 25, 1962, pub-
lished in the N.Y. Times (Western
Edition), January 20, 1963, would
indicate that the Ho government
favors a settlement along the lines
of the Laotian formula. The docu-
ment talks of forcing the Americans
and Diem to the conference table,
where they will be compelled to
compromise. It emphasizes that the
guerrillas must understand “transi-
tional steps” on the way to victory.

An end to the blood-bath now
drenching the South Vietnam coun-
tryside would certainly be a relief
to the long-suffering Vietnam peas-
antry. However, the Indochinese peo-
ples have borne immense sacrifices
in their 20-year-long struggle for
liberation. Their revolution should
not be short-changed again, as it was
in 1945 and 1954.

As of now, U.S, imperialism seems
little disposed to any kind of com-
promise. Moreover, its flagrant viola-
tions of the 1954 Geneva deal are
on record for all to see and learn
from. The real face that the Ken-
nedy administration presents to the
masses of Asia can be seen in the
brutal war it is conducting in South
Vietnam without any authorization
from the American people.

The Young Socialist

Please begin my susbscription with the special May-June issue which carries
full report on the Bloomington “subversion” case.

The Young Socialist, P.O. Box 471, Cooper Station, N.Y. 3, N.Y.

Enclosed find $1.00 for a one year subscription.
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SOCIALIZED MEDICINE: BRITAIN & USA

OR YEARS the American public

has been barraged by propa-
ganda from the American Medical
Association in its fight against any
form of “socialized medicine” — their
estimation of the various Medicare
plans to help alleviate the problems
of falling real income and accelerat-
ing chronic ailments facing more
than 18 million Americans living
on social security, state pension, or
welfare. The AMA has told us, over
and over again, that Medicare rep-
resents direct government interven-
tion into the free enterprise rights
of the medical profession; that the
doctors will lose all their clinical
freedom, their intitative; that re-
search will come to an abrupt end.
They say that the doctor-patient re-
lationship will be destroyed.

We have been told that most old
people are in good health, that those
sick already receive adequate care,
that most of them have hospitaliza-
tion insurance. We have been told
these things so repititiously that
some people are beginning to believe
the big lie. Personally, I think ‘“they
protesteth too much,” especially when
they use as a horrible example, what
has happened to the quality of med-
icine, the doctor-patient relation-
ships, the research capabilities and
the success of the British Medical
profession during the last fourteen
years under the National Health
Service.

A Favorable Report

In 1952, a professor of history from
the University of Virginia, Almont
Lindsey, went to England to find out
what National Health Service was all

about. He spent six months traveling
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around England and Wales, inter-
viewing doctors, patients, govern-
ment officials, hospital managements
and personnel. He came back so im-
pressed that he spent the next eight
years reading everything he could
lay his hands on — Ministry of
Health reports, many commission re-
ports (the Parliament sets up com-
missions on everything), papers from
the British Medical Journal, reports
from the multitudinous boards and
commissions at local government
levels. Last year he published his
findings in a 562 page book, Social-
ized Medicine in England and Wales.
Dr. Lindsey’s book is a gold mine
of information, with every one of its
562 outsized pages crammed with
facts and figures, interestingly put
together. Unfortunately, it is not a
book which will appeal to the gen-
eral public, although anyone inter-
ested in this particular phase of so-
cial welfare should read and study
the book. Those who should give it
the most attention however, the lead-
ership of the AMA, will either ignore
it entirely or find it leaves a very
bad taste in their collective mouths.
I venture to guess that the AMA is
still smarting under the impact of
the March 31, National Broadcasting
Co. White Paper telecast, British So-
cialized Medicine, wherein one prom-
inent British physician, Dr. Hugh
Clegg, editor of the British Medical
Association Journal, called his Amer-
ican collegagues to task for “misrep-
resentations” thus: “. .. we are tired
of being misrepresented. And un-
doubtedly the National Health Serv-
ice of Britain has been misrepresent-
ed in the U.S. ... We think it is about
time they (the AMA) stopped.”

Dr. Clegg’s statement is all the
more impressive since he and his
parent organization fought against
the National Health Service with the
same methods, the same words, the
same arguments that the AMA is
using today against Medicare!

HE history of that fight, the issues,

the compromises which finally
settled it, are far too complicated to
cover in this article. Suffice it to
say the main issue was financial —
the method of compensation for doc-
tors registering under NHS, and the
size of their capitalization fees.

A Feeble Start

The National Health Service in-
herited all of the ills inherent in the
old private medical practice system.
The general health of the vast ma-
jority of the population was bad. Em-
ployed workers had been covered by
National Insurance since 1912, but
not their wives, children and other
dependents. A sick insured worker
had the care of a doctor and free
medicine, but none of the ancillary
necessities were provided — X-ray,
hospitalization, surgery, etc. Low
wages and recurring unemployment
made even care by a doctor and free
medicine a doubtful blessing for the
average worker. One former In-
surance Panel doctor told Dr. Lind-
sey, “If my treatment recommenda-
tions included such necessities as
eggs, milk, meat, how was the patient
to carry out my orders?”

Tuberculosis was rampant. In 1948
the death rate was 48,000. In 1960
it had dropped to 4,500.

The mortality rate for infants
under five, and for mothers in child-
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birth was one of the highest in the
world. Today it is among the low-
est, second only to Holland.

Doctors, dentists and nurses were in
very short supply, poorly distributed.
Medical and nursing school enrol-
ment was dropping year by year.
Badly needed potential replacements
in the profession were discouraged
by the low income levels of most
general practitioners, and the costly
method of either buying an estab-
lished practice or facing the hard-
ships of starting from scratch to es-
tablish one’s own. Today, with an
assured income right from the start,
with an adequate pension guaranteed
on retirement, and the chance to
really practice medicine without eco-
nomic chaos, young people are crowd-
ing the medical and nursing schools.

HE hospital situation was critical.

Many areas had no hospital at
all. Old Poor Law hospitals which
did exist were ancient -castle-like
monstrosities, few under 100 years
old. The high-ceilinged, narrow-
windowed rooms were impossible to
heat. The drafty halls and tunnels
through which the sick had to be
moved were a danger in themselves.
Operating rooms were ill lighted, ill
equipped. Private and voluntary
hospitals which were nationalized
were operating under such low med-
ical and sanitary standards that
many of them had to be closed and
completely renovated. During the
war, Hitler’'s Luftwaffe destroyed
many hospitals, along with homes,
factories, mills and cathedrals.

It was not until 1958 that the Min-
istry of Health finally began a hos-
pital building program.

In 1948, on the Appointed Day,
July 5, when the National Health
Service began its operation, these
were but a few of the ills inherited
from the old private medical practice.

A Rush For Care

Another problem the new Service
faced was the sudden rush of the
English working people to their doc-
tors. Women and children who had
always gone without medical care
because it could not be fitted into
their low income budgets almost
swamped the Service in its first days.
People who had been buying their
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reading glasses in the dime stores
stood in long lines outside the op-
thalmic clinics. A sick population
went to the doctor.

URING the past fourteen years

in which it has been possible

for the people to get the care they

need to cure and prevent illness, what

has happened to the general health
in the “Tight Little Island”?

Health standards have risen great-
ly, with contageous and nutritional
deficiency diseases on the road to be-
ing conquered. Tuberculosis is no
longer the main killer, and a vaccine
to prevent it has been perfected. In-
fant mortality and childbed deaths
of mothers is low. Radiology teams
tour the provinces in mobile units
and have dug out thousands of cases
of incipient TB and cancer. People
who never dreamed of going to the
doctor with minor ailments — which
so often prove to be major — now
see the doctor in time. If they need
more than a prescription or a rest
in bed, they are referred to a con-
sultant in an outpatient clinic or a
hospital.

Conservation Program

Britain is beginning to conquer the
horrible dental condition of most of
its people. Conservation work, not
just yanking out teeth, is the prac-
tice much more frequently than in
the past. A vast educational program,
pointing out the relationship between
good dietary habits and dental health,
is being carried on by the Ministry
of Health, the various local govern-
ment boards and the trade unions.

Two factors keep the dental pro-
gress slow — the still acute short-
age of dentists and the fee which
must be paid by the patient. This
charge for a full course of treat-
ment seems almost ridiculous to
Americans, but $2.80 to a British
worker is exactly 10 percent of his
weekly wage, so it is an important
reason why even today you see many
British workers with few if any teeth
or badly fitted dentures.

NE of the greatest accomplish-
ments of the Service is the
lifting of the fear of overpowering
medical bills. A member of Parlia-
ment commented on this on the 10th

anniversary of the Service. He had
just returned from Canada and the
United States where he found
“. .. that fear a very real thing . . .
And that is something, thank heav-
ens, which we have eliminated here,
once and for all.”

Another “profit” resulting from
the improved health of the nation
can be counted in money — for the
bosses. Statistics prepared by the In-
formation Division of the British
Treasury in 1959 revealed that dur-
ing the first decade of NHS, produc-
tion had risen by one-third and ex-
ports had increased two-fold over
the pre-war period.

The Mentally Ill

The care and treatment of mental-
ly ill persons has undergone a rev-
olution. All laws governing “lunacy”
and forceful commitment of mentally
ill or deficient people have been re-
pealed. They are now treated as
sick persons whose malady can re-
spond to treatment or realistic re-
habilitation. Only the criminally in-
sane and persens so deranged that
they are dangerous to themselves
and the public are restrained. A
deranged patient who becomes non-
belligerent after treatment is re-
turned to the general hospital pop-
ulation for further care.

Mentally ill patients now sign
themselves in and out of mental,
general, day hospitals (where the
patient undergoes treatment during
the day but lives at home), and out-
patient clinics. They receive psy-
chiatric, electro-convulsant, and
modified insulin shock treatments
and tranquilizing drugs. When the
patient is sufficiently recovered to
return to the world from which he
retreated, he does it by easy stages.
Special hostels, managed by trained
psychiatric personnel, help him make
the big step. During his medical
treatment he is also given occupa-
tional therapy — not weaving pot
holders or baskets, but actual work
in a small factory under controlled
conditions, to fit him for a trade com-
mensurate with his mental and phy-
sical health. When he does go home,
he generally faces a sympathetic
neighborhood. An educational pro-
gram to teach everyone that mental
illness is not a disgrace but a treat-
able malady has done much to re-
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move the ‘disgrace” of this very
real illness.

The changes in care and treat-
ment of the aged is a subject large

enough for a separate article.

The Doctors Lot

In February 1948, just a few short
months before the “appointed day,”
the BMA conducted a postal poll
among its members. Ninety percent
of those responding voted against en-
tering the Service. In 1958, another
poll showed that two-thirds of those
voting in the previous referendum
now supported the Service.

General practitioners are allowed
a maximum of 3,500 patients — pa-
tients who are chosen by mutual
consent. For each person on his list,
the doctor receives an annual fee,
special payment for maternity cases,
and travel expenses for house calls.
Doctors with large lists, in areas
where there is a scarcity of physic-
ians, get “loading fees.” Young doc-
tors who are just starting get cash
allotments to help them get estab-
lished and to take up the slack until
their lists are large enough to sup-
port them. They also get ‘“loading
fees” on lists of from 500 to 1,500
patients.

ENERAL practitioners who hold

their “surgery” (office) hours
in industrial areas away from their
homes get what amounts to portal
to portal pay.

Consultants (specialists) work in
the hospitals and outpatient clinics
on a yearly salary, generally only
part-time. They are also available
for house calls when requested by a
general practitioner, and get extra
payments for this. In addition they
can earn cash “merit awards” to
bolster their income.

Hospital personnel from interns
through several grades are salaried.

Through the years the compensa-
tion to doctors has been increased
three times. Today the medical pro-
fession is in the top tenth income
group for all professions.

Doctor and Patient

The lifting of the financial bar-
riers between the doctor and his pa-
tient has greatly improved the rela-
tionship between them. The doctor
no longer has to hesitate to prescribe
expensive drugs, make as many
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house calls as he thinks necessary,
or refer his patient to an outpatient
clinic or hospital for consultant serv-
ice. Today he can treat the patient,
not his pocketbook!

On the NBC White Paper telecast,
one prominent consultant put it this
way:

“It was an awful worry . .. At
least I always felt it when I was in
consultant service (private) to
know how much to charge people
and to be worrying whether they
could afford things. If I go the
rounds in American hospitals and
we’re terribly interested in a pa-
tient and we discuss this patient
afterwards and somebody says
‘well, can she afford it?’ you know
this doesn’t occur to us in England
any longer and I think it is a good
thing.”

Good or Bad Care

The fact that the general health
standards in Britain have risen so
greatly, that intensive research into
new drugs and vaccines is a con-
tinuing part of the service, that 90
percent of the population are satis-
fied with their care speaks for it-
self. There is still much to do but
the fact is the National Health Serv-
ice is pointing the way for the rest
of what Kennedy euphemistically
calls the “Free World.” Real social-
ized — not just nationalized — med-
icine is already an accomplished fact
in the Soviet bloc, and is beginning
right now in Cuba.

The cost of the service is high but
it is actually less of the gross na-
tional product than in this country —
4 percent in Britain, 4.5 percent in
the U.S. The main part of the bill (75
percent) is picked up by the General
Exchequer from general tax funds.
About 12 percent of the total is cov-
ered by regular weekly payments
into the National Insurance fund
from NHS deductions of approxima-
tely 38 cents from each employed
male worker, and 9 cents from his
employer. Women workers and ap-
prentices pay a lower rate. Self-
employed persons pay their insurance
by buying NHS stamps at the post-
office. Another 13 percent is collect-
ed from the two shilling (28 cents)
charge for each prescription item, the
$2.80 for initial dental fees, and the
payments for eyeglasses.

Drugs are the largest expense item
in the budget. The drug industry
profits greatly from NHS, despite the
fact that it provides drugs to reg-
istered pharmacies at “wholesale
plus.” The “plus” is sufficient to earn
a tidy profit for one of the richest
industries in the country. The drug
industry has not been nationalized.

HERE are still many ‘“bugs” in

the Service. More hospitals are
needed to alleviate the unnecessary
suffering caused by long waits for
beds. More preventive medicine
should be practiced. Doctors’ lists
should be equalized downward to al-
low more time per patient, and the
drug industry should be nationalized
to cut drastically the total cost of
the Service to the whole people. But
a capitalist, or a capitalist-oriented
Labor government, seldom national-
izes a profitable industry — just
those who have to be rescued from
bankruptcy, like coal and transporta-
tion in Britain and the New York
subway system and the Chicago Ra-
pid Transit (sic!) systems here!

In evaluating what has already
taken place under a nationalized
health service in a capitalist nation,
it is important to keep in mind that
a great majority of the population,
except for the very young, carry
with them all the scars of under-
nourishment, lack of medical care,
and all the other impediments which
are the heritage of a working class
which has been the main commodity
used up by British colonialism in
building an empire upon which the
sun never used to set!

It is almost an irony that the Tory
Conservative Party, in power now
since 1952, has not dared to touch the
National Health Service. Several at-
tempts have been made by this gov-
ernment to abolish the Service, to
add new fees for patients and cut
out various services, but they have
been quickly beaten back by an
aroused public — including the med-
ical profession.

Don't Miss
the Next Issue
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UNION PROBLEMS IN CALIFORNIA

N JANUARY 1, Governor Brown

announced that California had
become the largest state in the Union.
At the same time, the AFL-CIO an-
nounced it was organizing a wide-
spread campaign to bring three-
quarters of a million new members
into its various unions in the South-
ern California area.

Although New York’s Governor
Rockefeller put off until next sum-
mer the time that California would
pass his domain, it seems sure that
the Golden State is, or is soon to be-
come the largest in the United States.
Whether the union movement will
follow in step and surpass in num-
bers the membership in the Empire
State remains to be seen.

The burgeoning population growth
of the western states has been most
marked in the Southern California
region, in and around Los Angeles.
It is hard to believe that 200 years
ago the only inhabitants of this area
were a few Stone Age Indians. Today
6% million people live in Los Angeles
and adjoining Orange counties and
some 30,000 people migrate here
from other parts of the United States
every month.

Jobs Attract

Other factors than the favorable
climate and more spacious living con-
ditions draw people from the crowded
cities of the east. Since World War
II, Southern California has experi-
enced a huge industrial growth
which has opened up numerous job
opportunities. This has attracted
many people and will continue to do
so. The boom has stimulated a sub-
stantial expansion of cultural activ-
ities and the construction of sizeable
new facilities for higher education,
as well as a surplus of homes and
apartments.

N THE industrial side, Los An-
geles passed Detroit and Phil-
adelphia as a manufacturing center
several years ago and is now chal-
lenging Chicago for second place in
America. In the past 14 years alone,
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Los Angeles added more industrial
workers than Detroit at present has.
In the past 22 years, that is, since the
early World War II days, Los Angeles
has outstripped the following indus-
trial centers: St. Louis, Cleveland,
Boston, Pittsburgh, Detroit, Philadel-
phia. This astonishing record of
growth is very likely unmatched in
American history.

The most sensational rise in em-
ployment has been in two relatively
new industries, aircraft and electrical
machinery, the latter including elec-
tronics. The aerospace industry,
which includes manufacturing of air-
craft and missiles, employs about
140,000 people. This is less than the
high of around 175,000 in 1954 but
still double the figure for 1947. The
electrical machinery industry is now
at the top in employment, utilizing
some 150,000 workers, about five
times as many as in 1954.

Need U.S. Contracts

The source of this vast increase in
employment is government contracts.
In 1961 more than 41 percent of
the Defense Department’s prime re-
search and development contracts
came to Southern California, as well
as about 20 percent of the prime de-
fense contracts. These prime con-
tracts, in turn, swell the ranks of sec-
ondary suppliers and subcontractors.
The central core of industry in this
area is completely and directly de-
pendent upon the Federal govern-
ment, the only customer for its prod-
ucts. ‘

At the same time, other industries,
building construction, food supply,
clothing, services and everything else
which grows to keep pace are bene-
ficiaries of the Defense Department
and its orders.

OME observers see Southern Cali-

fornia as an emerging pattern
for all the United States. For exam-
ple, Harrison E. Salisbury, writing
in a special supplement to the West-
ern edition of the New York Times
of January 3, 1963, says, “. . . today

with the emergence of California as
the nation’s most populous state —
and vortex of the most dynamic so-
cial changes on the continent — the
conviction is growing that on the
Pacific slopes and adjacent western
deserts the pattern of America’s to-
morrow has begun to reveal itself.”

Unfortunately, Salisbury does not
specify just what the “most dynamic
social changes” are and where they
are to be found. But he does note
such obvious features as the in-
creased mobility of the residents of
the area, their tract homes, Capri
pants, sunglasses, sandals and halter-
and-shorts street wear. Although
these may represent differences from
the east, they hardly add up to any-
thing dynamic in the way of social
changes.

Nevertheless, the growth of in-
dustry, population and employment
does reveal the dynamism of mono-
poly capitalism, especially in its pro-
duction of death-dealing instruments.
On the other hand, the union move-
ment has been lacking in energy and
instead has shown signs of stagna-
tion for years.

Union Growth Lags

The unions have failed to keep up
with the growth of employment in
the Southern California area. The
AFL-CIO estimates that there are no
less than 750,000 “organizable” work-
ers in the region. Many of these are
employed at low wage scales; some,
in paternalistic defense plants, are
paid as well as workers who are in
unions. At any rate, the AFL-CIO
has mounted an extensive campaign
to try to organize these workers. This
will be the first such effort here since
the early years of the CIO.

A considerable amount of planning
is reported to have gone into the
projected drive. The field has been
divided into four main branches:
hard goods industries, soft goods,
hotels and services, and government
employees. The various international
unions involved in the campaign have
worked out in advance certain juris-
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dictional claims and have promised a
high degree of cooperation with one
another.

HE internal maneuvering be-

tween the rival factions headed
by Meany and Reuther has delayed
the launching of the drive which was
scheduled to begin months ago. At
that time Reuther’s Industrial Union
Department planned to begin the
campaign around three or four large
industrial unions. However, Meany
intervened to make the IUD just part
of a broader effort involving the
AFL-CIO as a whole and under the
control of his organizing depart-
ment. This has resulted in a consid-
erable amount of jockeying for posi-
tion by the different factions, sev-
eral delays and a slow start.

Open Shop Paradise

The Southern California area has
long been known as an open shop
paradise. The union movement is
considerably weaker here than it is
in the San Francisco-Oakland Bay
area. The northern segment is more
strongly and extensively organized
and enjoys, as a rule, better wages
and working conditions.

It will not be easy to change the
relationship of forces in favor of the
workers in Southern California. This
area is fortified with conservative
elements directed by reactionary em-
ployers’ organizations, right-wing
politicians and powerful anti-union
newspapers, not to speak of expert
union-busting ‘“consultants” who
know all the tricks of their trade.

Their methods of blocking the
advance of unionism can be seen in
a local plant of about 1,000 workers.
This plant voted for the union by a
small majority about three years ago,
but never succeeded in getting a
contract. The company ‘negotiated”
with the union month after month,
saying no to every demand. The ex-
isting laws only require employers
to negotiate; they need not settle.
The union filed charges against the
company for not negotiating in good
faith. By the time these charges were
aired and a decision reached, the
whole situation had changed to such
an extent that the union itself thinks
it has lost the majority. The com-
pany has the right to have a de-
certification election every year, in
addition to the actual right never to
reach an agreement with the union.
Only a strike could have won a con-
tract in this case, but the union
thought it was not strong enough to
mount a successful strike.
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NION organization should follow
large-scale growth of industry
as day follows night. But there is
often a considerable delay between
these two economic developments.
The existing capital-labor relations
in Southern California are compar-
able in this respect to those which
prevailed in the Ohio-Michigan area
thirty years ago. The automobile,
steel and rubber plants located there
first grew apace after World War I
while successfully beating off at-
tempts to invade their open shops
from 1919 to 1935. The need for
union organization became extreme-
ly urgent and irrepressible only after
a 10-15 year period of extensive in-
dustrial growth and employment.
Then the CIO forces broke through
all barriers and organized substan-
tially everyone in the heavy indus-
tries between 1935 and 1940.

A new burst of organization has
equally long been overdue in South-
ern California and makes it a logical
field of operation for the AFL-CIO.
But the presently planned campaign
will run up against heavy obstacles
if it makes a serious effort to enroll
large numbers of new workers int
the unions. '

Different From 30’s

There are extremely important dif-
ferences between the eastern indus-
trial areas of the 1930’s and the west-
ern areas of the 1960’s. The CIO
movement that began around 1935
was preceded by the worst years of
the depression and then the economic
revival of 1933, following the gov-
ernment pump-priming measures of
the early New Deal. In contrast,
Southern California has seen a better
than average employment picture,
without sharp ups and downs, in the
past 15 years. Therefore, the impetus
to organize furnished by sharp swings
in the economic cycle is absent here.
Not all the non-unionized workers
are super-exploited and driven to the
breaking point, as the workers in the
mass production industries of the
midwest were in the 1930’s.

Secondly, new restrictive legisla-
tion such as Taft-Hartley and the
Landrum-Griffin Act now hamper
union organization efforts and pre-
sent more problems and more dif-
ficult conditions than the absence of
such legislation regulating unions 25
or 30 years ago. :

Third, the conservative weight of
the present top leadership of the
AFL-CIO, with its obsequiousness
before big business and the govern-

ment, is a distinct disadvantage,
standing in sharp contrast to the
fresh, vigorous workers’ leaders that
came up out of the ranks to lead the
great organizing struggles of the
1930’s.

Finally, the industry of this area
and the economic structure depen-
dent upon it is the creature of the
Cold War program of production of
war material. Any serious organizing
drive, accompanied by strikes, will
be met with loud braying by all the
anti-union elements appealing to
“patriotism” and the need to keep
stoking the ‘“defense” furnace.

HE Kennedy administration has

warned that more big strikes will
bring new anti-union legislation.
Secretary of Labor Wirtz recently
threatened the eastern longshoremen
with laws that would establish some
form of compulsory arbitration. The
rulers in Washington issued similar
threats in connection with the long
strike that shut down the newspa-
pers in New York City.

Before the present organizing drive
comes to a successful conclusion the
workers concerned will surely have
to face a hostile reception from
Washington, along with die-hard re-
sistance from their own employers.
It is necessary to understand this in
advance.

These far less favorable features
of the opportunities in Southern
California today compared to the
CIO centers of the 1930’s do not nec-
essarily add up to insuperable ob-
stacles. But they do indicate that a
successful campaign to bring three-
quarters of a million new members
into the unions will require new
methods and policies and not a mere
repetition of what was done in the
1930’s.

Conditions For Success

There is at least one favorable
feature of great importance. The ex-
isting union movement far exceeds in
numerical strength and financial
ability anything available prior to the
building of the CIO. With this power
as a base, organization efforts could
succeed, if properly conducted.

The organizing movement would
have to make its strongest appeal
around the question of improving
the economic position of the work-
ers. This is where the greatest need
is to be found and where the un-
organized workers most feel the
weight of the open shop. In addition,
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the majority of the working force
that the AFL-CIO wants to bring
into the unions is low paid by pre-
sent-day standards.

The drive must mobilize existing
unionists and not depend just upon
the professional organizing staffs.
This would strengthen the campaign
considerably by infusing into it the
vigor and enthusiasm that it needs,
which is unfortunately lacking to a
large extent among the professionals.

Minorities Primary

The first place in which the pro-
posed drive should concentrate is
among the lowest paid workers in
the area, that is, the Negro, Mexican-
American and Asian-American work-
ers. There are over one million peo-
ple of these categories residing in
this area.

Efforts to organize among these
minority groups would have to be
accompanied by a social program for
equal rights in all fields. The union
movement here, as elsewhere, has
not distinguished itself in recent
years by fighting for the rights of op-
pressed minorities. As a result it has
lost a considerable amount of its ap-
peal to these sectors. Although there
has been a sharp increase in the
number of minority peoples who
have settled in California in the past
ten years, bigger and better living
space is the major difference between
the scope of discrimination here and
the segregated large metropolitan
cities of the east. In other respects
the patterns of discrimination and
segregation are similar to those of
New York, Chicago and Detroit.

An entirely new attitude will have
to be developed towards anti-labor
legislation in the organizing staff
and among the workers, both organ-
ized and unorganized. The present
attitude of the top union leaders of
subordinating all their actions to the
Taft-Hartley and Landrum-Griffin
Acts, if persisted in, will most likely
prove to be the strongest weapon
in the hands of the anti-union em-
ployers.

HESE employers and their gov-
ernment agents will use every
law on the books to hamper and de-
feat attempts to organize. The whole
labor movement has to look upon the
laws that are designed to discrimin-
ate in the employers’ favor as subor-
dinate to the need to bring unionism
to all the workers. That is how the
sit-down strikers treated the injunc-
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tions issue by the government forces
arrayed against them in the 1930’s.

Cold War Industries

Another field in which new at-
titudes will have to be developed is
in the Cold War industries, where a
good deal of the organizing is sched-
uled to take place. The idea that a
strike for union recognition or higher
wages is an act of high treason be-
cause it ‘‘interferes” with govern-
ment orders must be firmly rejected.
The unions must use every available
means to educate the public on the
real issues: the open shop character
of large parts of the aerospace in-
dustry; the fact that the employers
are in business manufacturing war
equipment, not because they are
great patriots, but strictly because of
the huge profits involved; and the
need for union organization by the
workers,

The success or failure of the at-
tempt in Southern California hinges
basically on the capacity of the un-
ions to provide more adequate solu-
tions to the problems of the work-
ers here, as elsewhere. Obviously the
old methods and policies which made
no headway for many years do not
now hold out any better hope of
progress.

If the unions are to revitalize them-
selves internally and go forward to
real growth, as they can and should,
they will have to become crusading
movements of a broad social char-
acter that take up the fight for all
the people who live under substand-
ard conditions. This includes the
underpaid, the discriminated against,
the poorly housed, the elderly and
the new generation of youth that
cannot find work.

HIS requires a change of such

proportions in the present-day
unions that it hardly seems realistic
to propose it. But the alternative is
to keep plodding along, as the unions
have for 15 years now, becoming an
increasingly weaker factor in Amer-
ican life.

Above all, if Southern California is
to be converted from a sanctuary of
the open shop into a fortress of un-
ionism, organized labor will not only
have to change its organizing meth-
ods but its political course. The state
AFL-CIO, not very enthusiastically,
trails behind the Democratic ma-
chine and its governor, “Pat” Brown.

No Help From Brown

As a reward, its officials get a
small percentage of well-paying

posts in the state administration. But
Governor Brown has carefully re-
frained from lending the slightest en-
couragement to the recent AFL-CIO
organizing drive among the agricul-
tural workers which the growers and
banks succeeded in thwarting. He
will do nothing to aid the projected
campaign in industry.

If the unions of California are to
provide a true pattern for America’s
tomorrow, they should make prepara-
tions to run their own candidates
in the state elections who can in-
troduce legislation to strengthen la-
bor’s rights and organizations and
benefit all sections of the working
people. Until it takes the road of
political independence from the big
business parties, this will not be the
“Golden State” for labor.
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Trotskyists at Vorkuta

— An Eyewitness Report —

As the 45th anniversary of the Octo-
ber Revolution draws near, the Soviet
government has proceeded to ‘“reha-
bilitate” Bukharin, Radek, Piatakov,
etc. To be sure, this is a juridical re-
habilitation — but it is certainly not a
political rehabilitation. However, jurid-
ical rehabilitation is already a danger-
ous step for the representatives of the
Soviet bureaucracy, to which they re-
sign themselves in view of the exigen-
cies of Soviet society today, which sees
in the condemnation of Stalin’s methods
a guarantee that they will never re-
turn:

Double, triple the guard in front of
this tomb,
So that Stalin does mot arise
and with Stalin, the past.
* £ &

We have removed him from the
mausoleum
But how shall we remove Stalin
From his heirs?
* * *
While there are so many on this earth
Who are heirs of Stalin,
It will seem to me that Stalin
Is still in the mausoleum.

These lines from Yevtushenko’s poem
were published in Pravda on October
21, 1962 with, it would seem, Krush-
chev’s authorization; the latter resorts
to an attack against his former boss
every time he find himself in difficul-
ties and wants to arouse the sympathy
of the masses.

The recent rehabilitations are all the
more dangerous for the bureaucracy,
since, unlike the preceding ones — which
involved the military men and former
Stalinists liquidated after the Seven-
teenth Congress — they concern, for
the first time, the political oppositions
in the Bolshevik party: the Right, in
the person of Bukharin; and the Left
with Piatakov and Radek. And, espe-
cially, by dealing a blow to the second
and third Moscow trials in which these
men were the principal defendants
present, it raises the question of
the first trial, that of Zinoviev and
Kamenev, and still further the ques-
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tion of Number 1 defendant in all three
trials — Leon Trotsky.

The Soviet government has proceeded
with these rehabilitations in an ex-
tremely discreet fashion. The families
were notified; foreign correspondents
were allowed to cable the news; but
in the USSR the news was spread only
by word of mouth. This is still far from
the monument to the communist vic-
tims of Stalin that Krushchev promised
to erect after the Twenty-Second Con-
gress. The honor of the October Rev-
olution, the regeneration of communism
in the USSR and in the world cannot
be achieved through today’s hypocritical
proceedings. The whole truth has to be
made known and proclaimed aloud.

The fate of the Oppositionists from
1927 on constitutes one of the saddest
chapters in the history of the revolu-
tionary movement in the USSR. Before
the Second World War, Ciliga’s reports
told us something about this. News be-
gan to arrive from the time of the
liquidation of the forced labor camps
in 1956, We publish below an article,
signed by M.B., entitled, “The Trotsky-
ists at Vorkuta,” which appeared in
the October-November 1961 issue of
the paper of the Russian Mensheviks,
The Socialist Messenger.

This report corresponds with informa-
tion which has reached us from other
sources and there can be no doubt about
the authenticity of the facts that he
brings to light. This report, at the same
time both heroic and horrible, is not
from a distant period, but a stage in
the life of the communist movement
and the Soviet Union which has not as
yet been left behind and which can
not be surmounted until communists all
over the world enter upon an examina-
tion of this past with courage, without
taboos, not only to condemn the crimes
of Stalin, but also to root out the social
causes which gave rise to these crimes.
(Introduction and article translated
from the December 1962 issue of Qua-
trieme Internationale.)

& * *

During the middle and at the end of

the 1930’s, the Trotskyists formed a
quite disparate group at Vorkuta; one

part of them Kkept its old name
of “Bolshevik-Leninists.” There were
almost 500 at the mine, close to 1,000
at the camp of Oukhto-Petchora, and
certainly several thousands altogether
around the Petchora district.

The orthodox Trotskyists were de-
termined to remain faithful to the end
to their platform and their leaders. In
1927, following the resolutions of the
Fifteenth Congress of the party, they
were excluded from the Communist
Party and, at the same time, arrested.
From then on, even though they were
in prison, they continued to consider
themselves communists; as for Stalin
and his supporters, “the apparatus men,”
they were characterized as renegades
from communism,

Among these “Trotskyists” were also
found people who had never formally
belonged to the CP and did not join the
Left Opposition, but who tied their own
fate with it to the very end — even
when the struggle of the opposition was
most acute.

In addition to these genuine Trot-
skyists, there were in the camps of
Vorkuta and elsewhere more than 100,-
000 prisoners who, members of the
party and the youth, had adhered to the
Trotskyist opposition and then at dif-
ferent times and for diverse reasons (of
which the principal were, evidently, the
repressions, unemployment, persecu-
tions, exclusion from schools and uni-
versity faculties, etc.) were forced to
“recant their errors” and withdraw
from the opposition

The orthodfox Trotskyists arrived at -

the mine during the summer of 1936
and lived in a compact mass in two
large barracks. They categorically re-
fused to work in the pits; they worked
only on the surface, and for only eight
hours, not the 10 or 12 required by the
regulations as the other prisoners were
forced to do. They did so on their own
authority, in an organized manner,
openly flouting the camp regulations.
In the main they had already served
nearly ten years in deportation.

In the beginning, they were sent into
political isolators and then afterwards
exiled to Solovka; finally, they arrived
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at Vorkuta. The Trotskyists formed the
only group of political prisoners who
openly criticized the Stalinist “general
line” and offered organized resistance
to the jailers.

THE DIFFERENT GROUPS

Nevertheless, there were significant
divergences within this group. Some
considered themselves disciples of
Timothy Sapronov (ex-secretary of the
Supreme Soviet) and insisted on being
called “Sapronovists” or “democratic-
centralists.” They claimed to be more
to the left than the Trotskyists and
thought that the Stalinist dictatorship
had already reached the stage of
bourgeoise degeneration by the end of
the 1920’s, and that the rapprochement
of Hitler and Stalin was very probable.
Nevertheless, in the event of war, the
“Sapronovists” declared themselves for
the defense of the USSR.

Among the “Trotskyists” were also
found partisans of the “Right Wing,”
that is to say of Rykov and of Bukharin,
as well as followers of Shliapnikov and
of his “Workers’ Opposition” platform.

But the great majority of the group
was made up of authentic Trotskyists,
supporters of L. D. Trotsky. They openly
defended the so-called Clemenceau
thesis: “the enemy is in our country.
It is first necessary to get rid of the
reactionary government of Stalin and
only after that to organize the defense
of the country against the external
enemies.”

Note: The author of the article distorts
Trotskyist thought on this question.
The “Clemenceau thesis” enunciated in
1926-27, when the opposition was still
in the Bolshevik Party, meant that they
did not renounce the struggle to change
the line of the Party and of the State
in time of war. In an article dated Sep-
tember 25, 1939, anticipating the war
between the USSR against Nazism,
Trotsky wrote: “While arms in hand
they deal blows to Hitler, the Bolshevik-
Leninists will at the same time conduct
revolutionary propaganda against Stalin
preparing his overthrow at the next and
perhaps very near stage.”

In spite of their differences, all of
these groups at the mine lived in a
friendly enough fashion under one com-
mon denominator, “the Trotskyists.”
Their leaders were Socrate Guevorkian,
Vladimir Ivanov, Melnais, V. V. Kos-
sior and Trotsky’s ex-secretary, Posnan-
sky.

PORTRAIT OF LEADERS

Guevorkian was a calm man, very
balanced, reasonable, full of good sense.
He spoke without hurry, weighing his
words, without any affectation or the-
atrical gestures. Up to the time of his
arrest, he had worked as an expert for
the Russian Association of the Centers
of Scientific Research of the Institute
of Human Sciences. He was an Ar-
menian, and, at this time, was at least
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40. His younger brother was imprisoned
with him,

Melnais, a Lett, was a little younger
than Guevorkian. After having been a
member of the Central Committee of
the Young Communists, he studied at
the Faculty of Physics and Mathematics
of the University of Moscow, where, in
1925-27, he headed a very important
group (several hundred people) of Op-
position students. At University meet-
ings, when Melnais intervened, the
Stalinists stirred up a storm of hues
and cries, preventing him from speak-
ing. But obstinately, doggedly, Melnais
waited; when the howlers were out of
breath, exhausted and silent, the chair-
man of the meeting rang the bell and
told him, “Your time is up!”

Melnais replied, “Excuse me, that was
your time. You have conducted your-
selves like devils and you have
screamed; I have been silent. Now, it
is my turn to speak.” He then spoke to
the audience.

At the end of 1927, Melnais was one
of the first members of the Opposition
at the University to be arrested. His
arrest provoked an explosion of indig-
nation among the students. The revolt-
ing details of the arrest were repeated
in the corridors and classrooms of the
University. Melnais was married and
lived in a private apartment. His wife,
also a student, was pregnant. During
the night, her labor pains started. Hav-
ing phoned for an ambulance, Melnais
nervously paced to and fro in the apart-
ment, waiting for the doctor. Hearing
the doorbell ring, he eagerly opened
the door and let in three people dressed
in civilian clothes. “This way please, my
wife is really in pain,” he said, showing
the way.

“Just one minute!” one of the men
stopped him. “For a moment we are not
interested in your wife, but in you,”
and he showed him a warrant for his
arrest. The doctor and ambulance men
arrived very soon; Melnais’ wife was
taken to the hospital . . . and he to the
Lubianka prison.

Melnais had been imprisoned ever
since. In political isolators and in exile,
he spent a lot of time working on
economic problems and soon turned out
to be an eminent and talented economist.

Vladimir Ivanov was a hearty man,
with the round and full face of a suc-
cessful merchant, with a big black
mustache and intelligent grey eyes. In
spite of his 50 years, one sensed in him
a strong will and the strength of a bear.
An old Bolshevik and member of the
Central Committee, Ivanov, until his
arrest, directed the Eastern Chinese
railroad. He, as well as his wife, had
belonged to the “Democratic Centralist”
group and were among the supporters
of Sopranov. When the Fifteenth Con-
gress decided that belonging to the Op-
position and to the Party was incom-
patible, Ivanov quit the ranks of the
Opposition, but this did not save him;

he was arrested after the assassination
of Kirov.

CAMP “TRIAL”

At the camp, he was in charge of the
narrow railroad that linked the mine
of Vorkuta to the Oussa River. In 1936,
following directives from headquarters,
the NKVD of the camp concocted a
charge accusing Ivanov of sabotage of
this laughingstock of a railroad, 60
kilometers long. A special jury of the
high tribunal of the Autonomous Soviet
Republic of Komis came to the camp.
In secret session, after having read the
indictment, they said to Ivanov: “What
can you say to justify yourself?”

“You have your orders,” he replied.
“You are assigned to carry out all the
necessary formalities and to cowardly
enforce them with the death penalty.
You are forced to do this. You know
as well as I that these accusations are
manufactured from whole cloth, and
have been prepared by compliant Stalin-
ist police functionaries. So, don’t com-
plicate your job; do your business. As
for me, I refuse to participate in your
juridicial comedy.” Then he said, point-
ing a finger at three false witnesses
taken from among the common crim-
inals: “Why don’t you ask them? In re-
turn for a package of makhorka they
will not only tell you that I am a sabo-
teur, but also a parent of the Mikado.”

The tribunal could get no more out
of him; they could only interrogate the
hand-picked “witnesses.” The examina-
tion at the hearing was cut short. On
the other hand, the deliberation of the
jury lasted a very long time. First a
telephone call, then a long wait for
the answer, and finally, the sentence
was pronounced: “Deserves the highest
penalty; but taking into account this

. . and that . . . sentence is commuted
to ten years imprisonment at hard
labor.” And with shifting eyes, not dar-
ing to look at Ivanov, the members of
the jury quickly collected their papers
and departed trembling. The false wit-
nesses, approached Ivanov, seeking to
justify themselves. “Get out of my way,
you dirty swine!” he roared, and re-
turned to his barracks.

Kossior was a middle aged man, very
short (almost a dwarf), with a large
head. Before his arrest, he occupied a
leading post in the management of the
Petroleum  industry. His  brother,
Stanislas Kossior, then sat on the Polit-
buro, and, at the same time, was secre-
tary of the Central Committee of the
Ukranian Communist Party.. (He was
later liquidated by Stalin. His case was
mentioned by Khrushchev in his report
to the Twentieth Congress.) In the
camp, V. V. Kossior worked in the
boiler room, carrying coal in a wheel-
barrow to keep the boiler going. Also
at the camp were both his wives, the
first, a Ukranian from whom he was
divorced, and the second, a Russian
whom he had married in exile,

Posnansky, a handsome well-built
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man about 35 to 38 years old, was
deeply interested in music and chess.
Trotsky’s second secretary, Grigoriev,
was also at Petchora.

TROTSKYISTS CONFER

In the autumn of 1936, soon after the
frame-up trials against the leaders of
the Opposition, Zinoviev, Kamenev and
the others, the entire group of “or-
thodox” Trotskyists at the mine, got
together to confer with one another.

Opening the meeting, Guevorkian ad-
dressed those present: “Comrades! Be-
fore beginning our meeting, I ask you
to honor the memory of our comrades,
guides and leaders who have died as
martyrs at the hands of the Stalinist
traitors of the revolution.”

The entire assembly stood up. Then,
in a brief and very trenchant speech,
Guevorkian explained that it was nec-
essary to examine and resolve the key
problem: what should be done and how
should they conduct themselves from
now on?

“It is now evident that the group
of Stalinist adventurers have com-
pleted their counter-revolutionary
coup d’etat in our country. All the
progressive conquests of our revolu-
tion are in mortal danger, Not twi-
light shadows, but those of deep black
night envelop our country. No
Cavaignac spilled as much working
class blood as has Stalin. Physically
annihilating all the opposition groups
within the party, he aims at total per-
sonal dictatorship, The party and the
whole people are subjected to sur-
veillance and to summary justice by
the police apparatus. The predictions
and the direst fears of our opposition
are fully confirmed. The nation slides
irresistibly into the thermidorian
swamp. This is the triumph of the
centrist petty-bourgeoise forces, of
which Stalin is the interpreter, the
spokesman, and the apostle. No com-
promise is possible with the Stalinist
traitors and hangmen of the revolu-
tion. Remaining proletarian revolu-
tionaries to the very end, we should
not entertain any illusion about the
fate awaiting us, But before destroy-
ing us, Stalin will try to humiliate us
as much as he can, By throwing
political prisoners in with common
criminals, he strives to scatter us
among the criminals and to incite
them against us. We are left with only
oné means of struggle in this unequal
battle: the hunger strike, With a group
of comrades, we have already drawn
up a list of our demands of which
many of you are already informed.
Therefore, I now propose to you that
we discuss them tfogether and make
a decision.”

THE DEMANDS

The meeting lasted only a short time;
the question of the hunger strike and
of concrete demands had already been
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debated for some months by the Trot-
skyists. Some Trotskyist groups in other
camps (Oussa station, Tchibiou, Kotch-
mess, etc.) had also been discussing the
matter and had sent their agreement
to support the demands and to partic-
ipate in the hunger strike. These de-
mands were ratified unanimously by
those present. They stipulated:

1. Abrogation of the illegal decision
of the NKVD, concerning the transfer
of all Trotskyists from administrative
camps to concentration camps. Affairs
relating to political opposition to the
regime must not be judged by special
NKVD tribunals, but in public juridical
assemblies,

2. The work day in the camp must
not exceed eight hours.

3. The food quota of the prisoners
should not depend on their norm of
output. A cash bonus, not the food ra-
tion, should be used as a production
incentive.

4, Separation, at work as well as in
the barracks, of political prisoners and
common criminals.

5. The old, the ill and women political
prisoners should be moved from the
polar camps to camps where the cli-
matic conditions were more favorable.

It was recommended, at the time of
the meeting, that the sick, the invalids,
the old should not participate in the
hunger strike; however, all those in
question energetically rejected this pro-
posal.

The meeting did not decide the day
on which the hunger strike should be-
gin; a five member directorate, headed
by Guevorkian, was delegated to inform
the other Trotskyist groups spread over
the immense territory containing the
camps of Oukhto-Petchora.

Three weeks later. October 27, 1936,
the massive hunger strike of the polit-
ical prisoners began, a strike without
precedent and a model under Soviet
camp conditions. In the morning, at
reveille, in almost every barrack, pris-
oners announced themselves on strike.
The barracks occupied by the Trot-
skyists participated 100 percent in the
movement. Even the orderlies struck.
Close to 1,000 prisoners, of whom half
worked in the mine, participated in
this tragedy, which lasted more than
four months.

The first two days, the strikers stayed
in their usual places. Then the camp
administration busied itself in isolating
them from the rest of the prisoners,
concerned lest the latter followed their
example. In the tundra, 40 kilometers
from the mine, on the banks of the Syr-
Taga River, there were primitive half-
demolished barracks, which previously
had been used during the preliminary
boring of the mines. In great haste,
these barracks were put into makeshift
condition; a call was sent out to the
inhabitants of the region, who, with
their teams of reindeer, transported
the hunger strikers there, where they

soon numbered about six hundred. The
others were brought together not far
from Tchibiou.

After having isolated the strikers, the
GPU took measures to prevent the
movement from spreading in the coun-
try and from becoming known outside
the frontiers. The prisoners were de-
prived of the right of corresponding
with their families; the salaried em-
ployees of the camp lost their holidays
and their right to leave. Attempts were
made to incite the other prisoners
against the strikers. At the mine there
were food reserves beyond what was
required to sustain those who worked
in the pits; the camp administration
contended that it had to use up its
large reserves of fat and sugar, intended
for the underground workers, for artifi-
cial feeding of the Trotskyists.

At the end of the first month of the
strike, one of the participants died of
exhaustion; two others died during the
third month. The same month, two
strikers, non-orthodox Trotskyists, vol-
untarily gave up striking. Finally, just
a few days before the end of the strike,
still another striker died.

THE STRIKE IS WON

Having begun the end of October 1936,
the hunger strike lasted 132 days, end-
ing in March 1937. It culminated with
the complete victory of the strikers who
received a radiogram from the head-
quarters of the NKVD, drawn up in
these words: “Inform the hunger strik-
ers held in the Vorkuta mines that all
their demands will be satisfied.”

The Trotskyists were then taken back
to the mine, received food reserved for
the sick and, after a period of time,
they went back to work, but only above
ground; certain of them worked in the
office of the director of the mine, in
the capacity of paid workers, book-
keepers, economists, etc. Their work day
did not exceed eight hours; their food
ration was not based on their produc-
tion norm.

NEW ARRIVALS

But little by little the other prisoners’
interest in the strikers began to dim-
inish. Everyone’s interest was now
focused on the new trial at Moscow,
which was being broadcast by radio;
besides, new prisoners began arriving
at the end of June. Their stories de-
scribed mass arrests, outrages, execu-
tions without trial behind the walls of
the NKVD, and this all over the coun-
try. At the beginning, no one wanted
to believe this, particularly since the
new arrivals spoke unwillingly and
rather enigmatically. But little by little,
the bonds between them became tighter
and the conversations franker. Without
letup, new prisoners arrived from Rus-
sia; old friends and acquaintances dis-
covered each other: it no longer was
possible not to believe the stories.

In spite of these obvious facts, a cer-
tain number of prisoners waited with
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impatience for the autumn of 1937 and
the 20th anniversary of the October
Revolution; they hoped, on this occa-
sion as in 1927, that the government
would declare a large-scale amnesty,
particularly since a little while earlier
the very promising “Stalinist Constitu-
tion” had been adopted. But the autumn
brought bitter disillusions.

BRUTAL REPRESSIONS

The harsh regime of the camps grew
abruptly worse. The sergeants and their
assistants in maintaining order — com-
mon criminals — having received new
orders from the camp director, armed
themselves with clubs and pitilessly
beat the prisoners. The guards, the
watchmen close to the barracks, tor-
mented the prisoners. To amuse them-
selves during the night they fired on
those who went to the toilets. Or else,
giving the order, on your bellies, they
forced the prisoners to stretch out,
naked, for hours on the snow. Soon
there were massive arrests. Almost
every night, GPU agents appeared in
the barracks, called out certain names
and led away those called.

Certain Trotskyists, including Vla-
dimir Ivanov, Kossior and Trotsky’s
son, Serge Sedov, a modest and like-
able youth, who had imprudently re-
fused to follow his parents into exile
in 1928, were taken in a special convoy
to Moscow. We can only believe that
Stalin was not satisfied simply to hurl
them into the tundra; his sadistic na-
ture thirsted not only for blood; he
wished first to immeasurably humiliate
them and torture them, coercing them
into false self-accusations. Ivanov and
Kossior disappeared without trace be-
hind the walls of the Lubianka prison.
As for Serge Sedov, after a “treatment”
at the Lubianka, he was “tried” at
Sverdlovsk, where he had worked as
an engineer at the electric station; ac-
cording to the newspaper stories, “he
recalled having devoted himself to acts
of sabotage” and other “crimes,” for
which he was condemned to be shot.
Note: The author of the article commits
an error, because Serge Sedov was never
tried publicly, nor did he make such
confessions. Our collaborator and friend,
Richards (see Quatrieme Internationale
No. 10, July 1960) told about his meet-
ing with Serge Sedov in February 1937
at the Lubianka prison in Moscow,
where they tried to force him to testify
against his father. His refusal brought
his liquidation.)

Toward the end of the autumn, about
1,200 prisoners found themselves in the
old brick field; at least half of these
were Trotskyists. They were all lodged
in four large barracks; their food ration
was 400 grams of bread a day and not
every day. The barracks were sur-
rounded by a barbed wire fence. Nearly
100 freshly recruited guards, supplied
with automatic arms, watched the pris-
oners day and night.

The prisoners arrested at the mine, at
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Oussa and in other nearby camps were
taken to an old brickyard. Those ar-
rested in more distant camps — at
Petchora, Ijme, Kojve, Tchibiou, etc —
were kept near Tchibiou.

The whole winter of 1937-38 some
prisoners, encamped in barracks at the
brickyard, starved and waited for a de-
cision regarding their fate. Finally, in
March, three NKVD officers, with
Kachketine at their head, arrived by
plane at Vorkuta, coming from Moscow.
They came to the brickyard to inter-
rogate the prisoners. Thirty to forty
were called each day, superficially ques-
tioned five to ten minutes each, rudely
insulted, forced to listen to vile name-
calling and obscenities. Some were
greeted with punches in the face; Lt.
Kachketine himself several times beat
up one of them, the old Bolshevik,
Virab Virabov, a former member of the
Central Committee of Armenia.

THE “CONVOYS”

At the end of March, a list of 25 was
announced, among them Guevorkian,
Virabov, Slavine, etc. . . . To each was
delivered a kilo of bread and orders to
prepare himself for a new convoy. After
fond farewells to their friends, they left
the barracks, and the convoy departed.
Fifteen or twenty minutes later, not
far away, about half a kilometer, on
the steep bank of the little river
Verkhniaia Vorkuta (Upper Vorkuta),
an abrupt volley resounded, followed by
isolated and disorderly shots; then all
grew quiet again. Soon, the convoy’s
escort passed back near the barracks.
And it was clear to all in what sort
of convoy the prisoners had been sent.

Two days later, there was a new call,
this time of 40 names. Once more there
was a ration of bread. Some, out of
exhaustion, could no longer move; they
were promised a ride in a cart. Holding
their breath, the prisoners remaining
in the barracks heard the grating of
the snow under the feet of the depart-
ing convoy. For a long time there was
no sound; but all, on the watch, still
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listened. Nearly an hour passed in this
way. Then, again, shots resounded in
the tundra; this time, they came from
much further away, in the direction of
the narrow railway which passed three
kilometers from the brickyard. The sec-
ond “convoy” definitely convinced those
remaining behind that they had been
irremediably condemned.

The executions in the tundra lasted
the whole month of April and part of
May. Usually one day out of two, or
one day out of three, 30 to 40 prisoners
were called. It is characteristic to note
that each time, some common criminals,
repeaters, were included. In order to
terrorize the prisoners, the GPU, from
time to time, made publicly known by
means of the local radio, the list of
those shot. Usually these broadcasts be-
gan as follows: “For counter-revolution-
ary agitation, sabotage, brigandage in
the camps, refusal to work, attempts
to escape, the following have been shot

. .” followed by a list of names of
some political prisoners mixed with a
group of common criminals.

One time, a group of nearly a hun-
dred, composed mainly of Trotskyists,
was led away to be shot. As they
marched away, the condemned sang the
“Internationale,” joined by the voices
of hundreds of prisoners remaining in
camp.

WOMEN NOT SPARED

At the beginning of May, a group of
women were shot. Among them were
the Ukranian communist, Choumskaia,
the wife of I. N. Smirnov, a Bolshevik
since 1898 and ex-Peoples’ Commissar;
(Olga, the daughter of Smirnov, a
young girl, apolitical, passionately fond
of music, had been shot a year before
in Moscow); the wives of Kossior, of
Melnais, etc. . . . one of these women
had to walk on crutches. At the time
of execution of a male prisoner, his
imprisoned wife was automatically
liable to capital punishment; and when
it was a question of well-known mem-
bers of the Opposition, this applied
equally to any of his children over the
age of 12.

In May, when hardly a hundred
prisoners remained, the executions were
interrupted. Two weeks passed quietly;
then all the prisoners were led in a
convoy to the mine. There it was learned
that Yezhov had been dismissed, and
that his place had been taken by
Beria . . .

Among the survivors of the old brick-
yard, several orthodox Trotskyists
found that they had escaped execution.
One of these, the engineer R., was very
close to Guevorkian and was one of
the five leaders who had organized the
great hunger strike. At the mine, it was
said that R. had saved his life at the
cost of treason to his comrades; these
suspicions were probably well founded
since after the executions, R. enjoyed the
confidence of the camp administration
and rose to the rank of a director.
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IN REVIEW

"NO MORE WATER"

THE FIRe NExT TIME by James Baldwin.
New York: The Dial Press, Inc., 1963.
120 pp. $3.50.

The two essays that comprise this
book appeared originally in the New
Yorker and The Progressive under the
respective titles of “Down at the Cross”
and “My Dungeon Shook.”

To indicate the apocalytic character
of the “Negro problem” in this coun-
try, which imparts such an explosive
quality to the forces which it has set
in motion, the author derives the book’s
title from a “song by a slave” which
carries the prophetic warning: God
gave Noah the rainbow sign, No more
water, the fire next time.

What is significant in Baldwin’s writ-
ing — at least to this reviewer — is
not so much the consummate artistry
with which he plumbs the emotional
depths of Negroes’ hatred for the Jim
Crow system and all that it implies in
terms of humiliation and oppression, but
his recognition that a fundamental
solution can be thought of only in
terms of power.

The thought occurs again and again
in the major essay in this volume en-
titled, “Down at the Cross—Letter from
a Region in My Mind.” Yet, nowhere
is the concept fully and adequately de-
veloped. Baldwin speaks of power in
terms of the individual, group, com-
munity and state, without clearly
delineating one from the other. For ex-
ample, he tells of his admiration for
the Black Muslims when first he wit-
nessed a demonstration of their “power.”
It was at a street-corner meeting in
Harlem. He writes:

“I have long had a very definite
tendency to tune out the moment I
come anywhere near either a pulpit
or a soapbox. What these men were
saying about white people I had
often heard before. And I dismissed
the Nation of Islam’s demand for a
separate black economy in America,
which I had also heard before, as will-
ful, and even mischievous, nonsense.
Then two things caused me to begin
to listen to the speeches, and one was
the behaviour of the police.
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“After all, I had seen men dragged
from their platforms on this very
corner for saying less virulent things,
and I had seen many crowds dis-
persed by policemen, with clubs or on
horseback, But the policemen were
doing nothing now. Obviously, this
was not because they had become
more human but because they were
under orders and because they were
afraid. And indeed they were, and I
was delighted to see it , , . I might
have pitied them if I had not found
myself in their hands so often and
discovered, through ugly experience,
what they were like when they held
the power and what they were like
when you held the power.”

This was the “power” displayed by a
militant group determined to defend
their right to speak against interference
by the cops. It is this quality that
Baldwin finds so admirable in the fol-
lowers of Elijah Muhammad.

But of all the varieties of power
exercised in the Negro struggle for
emancipation, Baldwin seems to recog-
nize that the apex of the power struc-
ture is political power — control of the
state apparatus at all levels. For, as he
emphasizes, “there is simply no possi-
bility of a real change in the Negro’s
situation without the most radical and
far-reaching changes in the American
political and social structure.”

It is precisely on this decisive point
that Baldwin’s thinking becomes the
fuzziest. Viewing the struggle in terms
of black versus white and recognizing
that the Negro people constitute a mi-
nority of the population, Baldwin is led
into a blind alley.

White Americans, he avers, “are not
simply unwilling to effect these changes;
they are in the main, so slothful have
they become, unable even to envision
them.” Ergo, he falls back on a mystical
faith in human nature. He says he
knows, ‘“that people can be better than
they are. We are capable of bearing a
great burden, once we discover that
the burden is reality and arrive where
reality is.”

And what is the reality? “. . . we
are living in an age of revolution,
whether we will or no, and that Amer-
ica is the only Western nation with
both the power and, as I hope to sug-
gest, the experience that may help to
make these revolutions real and min-
imize the human damage. Any attempt
we make to oppose these outbursts of
energy is tantamount to signing our
death warrant.”

Wishful thought and the apocalytic
warning are here combined. It is not
only wishful thinking but a dangerous
delusion to entertain the idea that the
rapacious American ruling capitalist
class can act in any way other than
they have been doing — as the spear-
head of counter-revolutionary reaction
on a world scale.

“White” America is divided into so-
cial classes. The ruling capitalist class
derives its profits and privileges from
the exploitation of labor, both black
and white. Its monopoly of state power
converts government into an instru-
ment of the ruling class whose material
interests are served by perpetuating the
system of racial discrimination at home
and counter-revolutionary tyranny
abroad.

The white worker, inoculated at a
tender age with the virus of race prej-
udice and brainwashed throughout his
life by the rulers of white society, must
learn through the very material condi-
tions of his existence that “labor with
a white skin cannot be emancipated
where labor with a black skin is
branded.” It is this common interest in
the struggle against labor exploitation
and the evils it brings that must and
will unite black and white in the strug-
gle for political power.

The struggle for political power, if it
is to be effective, presupposes political
organization; that is, an independent
labor party based on the trade unions
in alliance with the Negro and other
minority people. To clear a path to this
alliance, the white worker must break
with the reformist labor bureaucracy
which is determined to retain its coali-
tion with the Democratic party, just as
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the “new’” Negro has broken with the
Uncle Tom leadership of the Negro
struggle. It is along this road that the
conquest of political power can become
a reality.

The Cuban revolution has demon-
strated that the conquest of power in
revolutionary struggle against all forms
of exploitation led inexorably and
quickly to the overthrow of racial dis-
crimination in all of its hideous forms.

This is the “reality” of our day. It is
this reality that will inevitably hew a
path into the consciousness of the Amer-
ican working class — especially if the
process is speeded by the application of
the considerable talents of such rebels
as Baldwin and his co-fighters in the
struggle for Negro emancipation when
they have thought through to the end
the fundamental essence of the power
struggle in America.

Leadership in the Negro Struggle

THE NEGRO LEADERSHIP Crass by Daniel
C. Thompson, with a foreword by
Martin Luther King, Jr. A Spectrum
Book. Prentice-Hall, Inc., Englewood
Cliffs, N. J., 1963. 174 pp. $1.95.

This is a study of the functional role
— or roles — played by Negro “race
relations” leaders in New Orleans since
1940.

The book is the product of a four-
year (1958-62) research project con-
ducted by the author at Dillard Univer-
sity where he was then a socioclogy
professor. Dr. Thompson has culled a
basic sample of 100 ‘“top race relations
leaders” (75 Negroes, 25 whites) from
the 318 individuals initially interviewed
by his research team. The responses of
this basic sample to a series of “open-
ended” questions, together with obser-
vations recorded by researchers (who
were also active participants in Negro
and interracial organizations) at meet-
ings they attended, constitute the core
material on which the study is based.

Dr. Thompson’s main concern is how
Negroes ‘“get things done” in a biracial
community in which there are no
Negroes in the decision-making “power
structure.” He finds that to get things
done, Negro leaders must seek to in-
fluence white “men of power,” and that,
in the pattern of race relations on the
leadership level, the role played by
Negro leaders is largely determined by
the types of whites they seek to in-
fluence. He describes three such white-
Negro dichotomous relationships: “seg-

regationist-Uncle Tom,” ‘“moderate-
racial diplomat,”” and “liberal-race
man.”

At the outset (1940) of the period
under review, the traditional segrega-
tionist-Uncle Tom relationship was
clearly dominant. Whatever the Uncle
Toms could get done had to be within
strictly Jim Crow limits. Then, perhaps
as Dr. King’s foreword suggests, in re-
sponse to changing “mass demands,” the
Uncle Toms began to be replaced by the
other, not entirely new, types of Negro
leaders — the race men and the racial
diplomats. White liberals appeared to
agree with the race men that Jim Crow
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had to go. White moderates seemed
ready to work out compromises with
the racial diplomats, even where some
segregation might be abandoned in the
process.

The difficulty was that all along the
real white “men of power” remained
segregationists. Moderates and liberals,
it turned out, were not inside the
“power structure.” Or, to put it another
way, seeming moderates and liberals
who were in the “power structure,”
showed themselves in the pinch to be
segregationists. In the school desegre-
gation crisis of 1960-61 moderates acted
at best as, in Dr. Thompson’s words,
“segregationists unwilling to go so far
as to defy the federal court orders,”
while liberals, with some praiseworthy
exceptions, reduced themselves to mod-
erates or went into limbo altogether.

Returning to the question of how
Negroes get things done, it seems that
whatever has been done for New Or-
leans Negroes — not very much — it
was done with the grudging acquiescense
of segregationist “men of power.” This
is apparent in Dr. Thompson’s chapter
by chapter review of the negligible or
very limited gains of Negroes since 1940
in the areas of “citizenship,” ‘“earning
a living,” and “education.” Perhaps
cajolery and appeals to conscience
coaxed a few contemptuous ecrumbs
from the table. The rest was yielded
under pressure — or the threat (overt
or latent) of pressure: either direct
mass action of some kind (boycotts,
sit-ins) or the litigation-induced inter-
vention of the Federal Government,

The Federal Government is, of course,
a national “power structure” that far
overshadows those of the city of New
Orleans and the state of Louisiana. Dr.
Thompson seems confident that New
Orleans Negroes — through northern
Negro and white liberal allies — can
exert more leverage upon it than can
the local segregationist “men of power.”
A test of strength may be the public
schools where New Orleans Negro lead-
ership seems to rely almost exclusively
upon the Federal Government. To date,
segregation is the reality in New Or-

leans public schools,
“token” will-o’-the-wisp.

Dr. Thompson estimates that a large
majority of the present Negro leader-
ship of New Orleans are thorough ‘“race
men” determined to achieve complete
civic, economic, and social equality. He
shows how they have grown in militancy
and resourcefulness. The question, per-
haps inadequately considered by him,
is where do they go from here? Repre-
senting a minority, they still must find
allies who will not desert or run for
cover in the coming struggle. They con-
tinue to confront the segregationist “men
of power” who still — by and large —
call the shots in New Orleans. Won’t the
last battle have to be one for the “power
structure” itself?

integration a

Documentary
Studies on the
Sino-Soviet Rift

ALBANIA AND THE SINO-SOVIET RIFT by
William E. Griffith. The M.L.T. Press,
Cambridge, 1963. 421 pp. Cloth $7.50.
Paper $2.95.

KuRUSHCHEV Speaks. Edited, with Com-
mentary by Thomas P, Whitney. The
University of Michigan Press, Ann
Arbor, 1963. $7.50.

Not much information is available in
English about the role of Albania in the
Sino-Soviet dispute. This book is the
first detailed examination of the back-
ground, causes and development of the
differences between Tirana and Mos-
cow which resulted in an open break
in late 1961 and has continued with
mounting vehemence since.

In addition to tracing the complicated
course of relations between the Soviet
Union, Communist China and Albania
from 1960 to 1963, the author analyzes
the conflict between Yugoslavia and
Albania which is one of the main rea-
sons for Tirana’s antagonism toward
Moscow and alliance with Peking. The
book contains translations of 34 Al-
banian and Soviet documents pertain-
ing to the key issues in their dissen-
sion. This first publication by the Cen-
ter for International Studies is a useful
scholarly study of the politics of the
small European country which has so
big a part in the Great Debate.

Khifishchev_Speaks is a_compilation—'"
of speeches by the Soviet leader, and is
a useful book for students of the Soviet
Union.

A reading of both these documents
will provide a much better understand-
ing of some of the basic causes that
underlie the current Moscow-Peking
dispute.

WFW.
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