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OFFICIAL TESTS MASK STRONTIUM PERILS

by our Science Correspandent, J. H. Bradley

Government experiments on the uptake of strontiom
99 by plants could hardly bave been A2signed to give a
more unreliable and misleading picture of the dangers
of H-bomb tests.

The results showed that ‘less than one per cent’ of
the strontiom present was taken up in o certain lest.
But the trials took place on chalk downiand at Comp-
ton (Berks). Chalk is 99 per cent calcium carbonate—
and it is precisely calcium which strontium can repiace
in a plant or an animal.

The resuit guoted may even indicate that some plants pre-
fer strontium 0 calcium—only there is very httle strontinm

200 RUSSIANS HAVE H-TEST DISEASE

As Britain explodes her first H-bomb over the Paci-
fic, comes pews that there are at leass 200 Ruossians
sullering from exposure (o radioaciivity. This figure
(writes our Bonn correspondent) is given in a letter
from Professar Bagduearov, of a Moscow rescasch
inviitute, to De. Siegmund Schmidi, of Virden, near
Osnabruck, a specialist in blood diseases. Dr. Schmidt
has been advising the Russiams on (reatment.

compared to caleium in most soils. Certain shellfish have a
definite preference for strontium in their shells. when they
can get it

Apart from (his caleculated unrehablity. there are manyv
uncertainties in the experiments. Not all wypes of plants be-
have alike: we are not told in what chemical combination or
as how fine a powder the strontium was applied.

(Continued on back puge)

INDUSTRY

WHITHER THE ETU?
by a correspondent
To say the Electrical Trades Union is broke is far
nearer to the truth than saying it is ‘just in the red’.

Al the end of 1956 the union had £497.000. of which
£39.000 was political fund. leaving -£408.000 in other (unds
and reserves.

In the recent engineéering strike the ETU spent £200.004,
and there is now less than £1 per member per head. If in the
coming vezr there should bz much unemplosvment in the
elecirical contracting industry—and this is guite possible—
unemplosyment bzaefit could not be paid.

The rules of the union say that when there is less than
s, per head in the kilty the Executive can authorize a fevy
of two shillings per member, To give the same puorchasing

swer teday that 30s. would have 1o be £4 10s. There has
neen less than that sum per head in-the funds since 1951 (ses
table overleal).

Was the crisis unexpected?

Was the present orisis completely unevpected? By no
means. [t was apparent at the 1934 rules revision conference
where the dues were incressed

It was still more apparent last year when the general secre-
tary had to send out a circular 10 branches on the matter

The ETU leadership is now proposing to hold another
miles revision conference in Scpiember 10 consider raising
dues, or a levy. or both.

The circular announcing this conference [ails to explain
how and why the union’s resources have been depleted—with

(Continned on page ten)

COMMENTARY

ABOUR has proved its strength this week, and tha

Tories have revealed their weakness and disunity.

'The net gain of 316 seats in the English and Welsh
local elections shows that the tide has turned once and
for all against Macmillan. The resignation of eight
Tory MPs and a Tory peer shows how shifting are the
sands on which his administration is built, The crisis
within the Tory Party goes vastly deeper than these few
defections indicate. There will be refusals to vote for
the Government. There will be more resignations. in-
cluding perhaps that of Lord Lambton as Parliamentary
Privaiz Secretary to Selwyn Lloyd. No one has much
doubt that the next General Election will see the tri-
umphant return of a new Labour Government. The
question is: how soon?

The answer lies very largely in the hands of the
active Labour Partv workers in the constituencies. They
s=e far clearer than some of their leaders in the Com-
mons the urgent need to oust this employers’ govern-
ment. They ure closer to those who suffer at its hands:

9

the lower-paid workers, the old-age pensioners, the
mothers of children who are absorbing strontivm 90 in
their milk—absorbing it ¢ven in the womb, as our
series of articles on the effects of H-bomb tests shows.
This is a government that makes war on the aged and
the unborn alike: as long as it stavs in office our eco-
nomic security and our health are menaced. Tt has got
o go. And this week it is clear that one decisive push
would do the job.

This is the time when local Labour Parties are dis-
cussing resolutions for submission to the party’s annual
conference. The agenda shonld be chock-full of resolu-
tions urging the most bitter fight by every means—
industrial as well as political -against the Tory Gov-
ernment. Brighton should be the climax of an un-
precedented mobilization of Labour's forces. Labour
must go over to the offensive all along the line.

But it is not enough merely to end the life of this
government this year. The government that replaces it
must be onc whose harizons are not limited by Right-
wing fear of mass activity and social change. It must
have a clear-cut and thorough-going socialist pre-
gramme—and the organized working class must make
sure that it carries that programme out,
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WHITHER THE ETU? (Continued from page nine)

something like one million pounds liquid assets in 1951, and
with an income since then of some £400.000 a vear.

As immediate sieps the leadership has closed the union's
college at Esher and its convalescent home. disaffiliated from
the National Council of Labour Colleges and suspended the
annual youth conference.

It is claimed that these so-called economv measures will
save £57.000. But there are many members who challenge
this. They want t0o know why they have not been consulted
earlier.

They want 1o know why the many resolutions from area
commilless and branches that have been sent in over the past
o yvears calling for an end to the drop in finances have not
becn acted on.

They want an end 1o the policy, adhered to since 1948, of
kecping the total reserves steady even though the membership
tises and the value of the pound drops.

Their view is that the leadership must be frank with the
members—and that only by linking the guestion of finance
with the union’s entire industrial and political policy can
bankruptey be avoided. This means a fighting programme
which inspires the membership. not one that is content with
wage rates that only just keep pace with the official cost of
living figures.

Members are not likely to be satisfied by a rules revision
conference at which only those guestions raised by the EC
can be considered—and at which scarcely more than fifty
delegates will represent over 220,000 members.

Reserves per member, 1945-56

(Note: the membership ross from 173.000 to 228000 between
1945 and 19356)

Reserves per head

Purchasing power cf. 1945

£ 5 d £ s d
1945 S T B aasowse 5 7 3
s e 51 8 e 51 8
1947 s 00 . 41014 0
1948 =00 . 4 6 0
1249 5 00" T uand 4 6 0
1550 S 08 s 4 30
1951 LI B R — I 90
i 7 1 TN - 213 6
1953 ... 3T e 2 36
1954 SRiEsEE T1 B s 1 29
5 =L T— FIgd 0 s 1 2 86
1956 ... 115 & 1 2 6
1957 under £1 ... 13 9

BRIGGS WORKERS MAY STRIKE AGAIN

by our Indusirial Correspondent

A FRESH stoppage at Briggs. Dagenhum. is likely
within the next few weeks.

‘The workers are dissatished with the outcome of the casec
of Johnnic McLoughlin. the victimized shop steward.

The Amalgamated Engineering Union National Committee
has decided Lo press for his reinstatement despite the refusal
of the management 10 have him back.

1t is hard to see how a showdown can be avoided unless one
side capitulates.

I the Briges workers do come cut again they would un-
doubtedly have the support of rank-and-file trade unionists.

TRADE UNION LEADERS SWING RIGHT

THE ENGINFERS' wages strike has had ar least one
important effect on the trade union movement. A scc-
tion of the leadership has swung right and is prepared
to accept a compromise which would amount to a
virtual wage freeze for a period.

This is ciear from the bechaviour of Mr. William Carron
at the Amalgamated Enginesring Union National Committee
when he urged acceptance of 17s. 6d. a week as a basis for
negotiation—knowing full well that this carries with it the
employers stipulation of a twelve months’ ban on [urther
wage demands.
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Now the strike is over Sir Thomas Williamson. TUC
chairman. publicly rebukes Ted Hill. the boilermakers’ secre-
tary. for denouncing the court of inquiry report as a travesty
of justice.

HOW THE USA EXPORTS SLUMP

by our Economic Correspondent

EvER since 1929, when the first sign of the slump was
overproduction of U S agricultural produce and the
collapse of the prices of these commodities, American
politicians have been sensitive to the level of agricul-
tural production and farm prices.

In January 1956 Eisenhower sent a Bill to Congress de-
manding the creation of a soil bank. He calls it 2 ‘bank .
presumably. because the soil will be ‘saved’ from use unril
required. Really this is just another bounty paid to farmers
for not producing crops. and so maintaining prices and thers-
fore income.

The crops not to be produced were wheat. maize. cotion
and rice. Congress finally voted 1,200 million dollars to oper-
zle the scheme. which became law on May 11, 19506,

Another. supplementary, method of preventing the fzll of
farm prices is Government purchase of surpluses: the amounts
of wheat, maize, cotton and rice held by the American Gov-
ernment have alreadv become embarrassingly large.

Existence of these surpluses. even though the commodities
have been withdrawn from thé market. has a depressing effect
on world prices. So the Eisenhower administration is doing
its besl to gel rid of them.

On August 29, 1936, an agreement was signed
Delhi for the purchase of 360 million dollars of US surpl
agricultural products. Payment is made by crediting the U S
Government account in India with rupees to the value of thar
number of dollars. This fund is to be used in Indiz in
number of ways,

Rs. 1114 million is lent on & long-term basis to the Indian
Government fer economic development. and Rs. 280 mmllios
of this must be usad far loan {o private enterprise, Es 157
million is a direct grant to the Indian Government. The bal-
ance. approximately Rs. 500 million. is to be used in Indiz by
the US Government for various purposes. cg. the develop-
ment of new markets for US agricullural commedities.

Brazil. too. on December 31, 1956, Here the USA is dump-
ing agricultural produce to the extent of 138.700.000 dollars.
85 per cent of the cost to be re-lent 10 cover long-term Bra-
rilian Government development projects. and the balance
reserved for American Government expenditure in Brazil.

The Argentine Republic, Brazils main supplier of wheat
protested. as did Canada—but to no efiect. for since then 2
similar agreement has becn made with Greece. and now onz
is being negotiated with Poland, by which the USA will sell
18-36 million bushels on up 10 20-30 vears™ credit.

Canada has protested again about the US-Polish wheat
deal. on the ground that long-term credit deals of this kind
can destroy the world wheat market. Exports of Canadian
wheat fell from 6.169.000 bushels in the first week of April
1956 to 1.954.000 bushels in the corresponding week this year.

SCR LEADERS UNDER FIRE

by a correspondent

As a result of the demands of members a spescial
general mecting of the Society for Cultural Relations is
10 be held on June 29 to discuss policy.

Members are very angry that an influential group in the
lcadership are using the Society for propagating the ideas of
Stalinism instead of developing cultural relations between the
USSR and this country. A number of well known actors,
writers, scientists and professors have left the Society because
of its political activities. Two members of the E.C., well
known for their non-political outlosk, H. Golombek and
Professor Wrenn. left the E.C. at the end of last yvear and have
not becn zeplaced. Theyv felt out of place with the Society's
growing political propaganda. News of these resignations has

(Continued on page eleven)
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{Continued from page ten)
been carefully concealed from the membership.

The chief policy-maker of the Society is Andrew Roth-
stein, editor of the Anglo-Soviet Journal. His many vears of
cxperience in the empley of the Soviet Government as a jour-
nalist have stood him in good stead as 2 painfer ol rosy
Soviet-hued pictures.

The Anglo-Soviel Journal consists mainly of fedious trans-
lations of the oflicial Soviet Governmenl point of view, There
is little news of de-Stalinization—the main hope for improved
cultural relations from the Soviet side. Non-Soviet contri-
butors arc carelully vetted, The rigid unity of viewpoint re-
sults in a journal so dull that many members of the E.C. do
not 2ven read i1, Book-reviewing policy is so distorted that
many publishers do not now send in books for review.

Many members feel that ke Society’s feaders should be
persons prominent in scieatific and cultural fields, not “Russia,
tight or wrong  politicians like D. N. Pritt. Rothsicin. Com-
mander Fdgar P. Young, RN. (retd) and the Hon. Ivor
Monlagu.

End hans and proscriptions

The critics consider that all who wish to promote cultural
relations should be welcome in the Society and that (hose who
formulate policy and contribute to the Anglo-Soviet lournal
should no langer be required lo approve uncritically all offi-
cial Sovict policy. The bans and proscriptions on the move-
ments of Soviet visitors should be lifted. The main work of
the Socisty should be to encourzge the maximum of contact
between the British and Soviet peoples so as to develop
mutval understanding.. A reputable Socicty free Ifrom poli-
tical propaganda would be able 1o put itsell on a sound
financial basis and broaden the scope of its activities.

There s little doubt that the special general meeting will
be one ol the liveliest and best attended general mestings in
the Society’s thirly-three years™ history.

The move to change the policy of the Society is being or-
ganized by a group of SCR members. whose scoretary s
Donald Veall of 25 Couchmore Avenue. Eslier (Sureev). He
wishes 10 _hear from all SCR_members _who  support the
proposed changes,

FORUMS

THE SOCIALIST FORUM MOVEMENT
by John $t. John

PoriTical. organizers of all colours have for luong been
moaning about the poor average attendances at
meetings.

TV, mid-weel soccer. skiflle and the moral anaemia of the
younger generation are among the reasons usually advanced
for the all-prevailing political apathy. The appearance. there-
fore. during the past few months of what is becoming known
as the ‘Torum meovement is causing a goed deal of puzzied
scratching of heads.

So far some (wenty-odd socialist discussion forums have
been formed and reports of new ones mushroaming come in
every week. Chief centres are Sheflield. Nottingham. Halifax,
Hull. Fife. Tyneside and London, where they are Mourishing
in al least six boroughs.

Add 1o these the various groups cennected with Tribupe.

with G. ). H. Cole’s International Society for Socialist Stu-
dies. the weekly London meetings run by the Universities and
Left Review Club, and it amounts, for these days. 1o a sidable
total of speech-making and arguing.
Left Review Club. and it amounts, for these days. 1o a sizable
thousand copics of its fiest jssue and can draw 730 to hear
Tsaac Deutscher. that ever SO0 came to the first joint public
meeting organized mm March by the London Forums to hear
John Saville and Edward Thompson and that these two are
Tiunching The New Reasoner as a quarterly—all these de-
velopments. Tet alone the militancy shown in recent strikes
and the campaign against the Rent Bill, are making people
ask themselves if the long awailed renaissance of the Left is
not already under way. ]

Most of us have been had too often to accept such a view

without considerable caution. though the reasons—qguite apart

from the fission bomb and other unsolved global problems—

why the Left should feel the need just mow for a boul of re-

assessment and - rethinking are not really very difficult o

discover: = - )

Firstly, the disillusion and frustration lelt in se many local
Labour parties, the uncertainties of Labour’s *“New Think-
ing’. the failure of Antlce’s’ Government, are causing thous-
ands to ash themselves what precisely Socialism is all abour.
They are tending to seek a way forward which has hittle lo
do with either Welfare Stateism or Stalinism.

Secondly, there has been the exodus of a flth or the Com-
munist Partyv’s membership as a result of the Twentieth
Congress and Hongary, This does not mean they will auio-
matically want 10 embracé the Labsur Parly. The classical
chjections to relormism sull scem valid. The ev-Communia
Party is reckoned by some to be 200.000 sirong. but in the
rast the large majority of these have probubly dropped out
of politics altogether or at best found satisfaction in some
form of Lucky Jimism,

Thirdly, there are signs that the student population are om the
move. that plenty of our young men and women are bégin-
ning to get angry 1o some purpose and 1o think in political
lerms.

The topics being discussed by some of the Forums give a
clue to what is afoot. [he three main sessions of the week-end
school organized juinily by all the Forums at Wortley Hali.
near Shetlield. a1 the end of April were devoled to discussions
on "Whether or not Marxism iz unimpaired’. "Some Lessons
of the Stalin Era’, and “Winning Socialists’,

Though es-Commumsts. some of mature vintage, were pre-
ponderant. many were members of the Labour Party and thecs
were also representatives of several lrotskyist and  other
Marxist groups and—whispzr it in the purlicus of Covent
Garden—quite a few “in-fighting’ CP meambers

Tt was heartening to soe the extent to which past smears and
antagonisms were forgotien in the attempt both 1o analyze the
mistakes of the past and to apply the lessons to Britains
Labour movement today. A striking feature was the way in
which many speakers showed that it was possible o erincize
the Soviet Union and Communist policies withoul pame-
calling. withour having to descend o personal abose or clam-
ber on the Familiar anti-Soviet band-wagon.

Though with such an incohesive mosement it is dangerous
to generalize. the hope is that 1he Forums can provide a place
where truth and & genuinely ‘scientific’ approach may operate
free from the limitations imposed by parly necessity.

Most of those who join probably consider themselves 1o be
zt least strongly influenced by Marxism. and there is a deter-
mination to avoid the inadsquate and lalsihed analyses which
have often passed [or Marxism in the past two decades.

Here are a few of the subjects which T hope the forums will
set oul 1o study:

The changing nature of British capiwlism as a result of
the break-up of the Empire. the shilling balance of world
forces, and the cffect of technical and industrial changes (in
particular nuclear energy) on its own laws of development.

The likelihood of another world slump and the relation-
ship between war and economic needs and stresses.

What do we mean by Socialism? How to curb exploita-
tion while at the same time maintaining and expanding
Britain's present popular libertics. Parliamentary reform
and changes needed in the character of Stule power.

Evebrows are seen to lift

The different roads 10 Socialism. How do Yugeslavia and
Poland really differ from other Communist counlries in
Europe”! The true relationship between the economic base
and the superstructure in Socialist countries; also between
{eaders and the mass. Analysis of social forces and conflicts
within Communist countries—an attempt 1o define the laws
of Socialist development and their relation to historical
conditions. )

How far will the Forums go? Eycbrows have bezn seen 10
litt in several quarters and there 1S no doubt that some are
heginning 1 ask if the Foriims are the beginning of a new
Lefi-wing parly.

(Continued on page iwelve)
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UNITED MAY DAY IN NEW YORK

by our New York Correspondent

A THOusasp workers altended the united May Day
rally in New York—the first of its kind for three de-
cades—and another 500 had to be turned away for lack
of space.

The Communist Party. the Socialist Workers® Party (Trot-
skyists) and other radical groups joined forcss. and the rally
was marked by a genuine spirit of solidarity.

But the dichard Stalinists—the Foster group within the
Communist Party—organized their own mesting. scemingly
in competition with the united rally. Tess than 200 attended.

New York's May Day was the peak ol a new and encourag-
ing devclopment among American communists—a readiness
to discuss with other Left-wing trends and to take part in
joint practical activities with them.

Al numerous well-attended svmposiums in New York. Los
Angcles and other cities Communist Party spokesmen have
joined in public discussion with spokesmen ol other groups.

Membership of the American C.P. estimated at 73000
ten years age, is now under 20,000, Its recenl convention has
intensified rather than healed the divisions in the leadershiz.
There are three warring camps.

One is headed by party chairman William Z. Foster. who
demands continued blind subservience to the Kremlin.

Another is led by Daily Worker editor John Gates. who
demands the right to criticize the Soviet bureaucracy.’ The
Gates group has, however, withdrawn its propesal to replacs
the parly by a more amorphous ‘political association’, ;

Midway between the Foster and Gates factions stands party
secrelary Eugene Dennis,

The party convention revealed thal the members viewed the
enlire leadership with distrust and were unwilling to hand
contral to any section of it

For the rival factions all agree on @ programme of support
for the Democratic Parly—the party which the Right-wing
Tabour leaders support—and a pelicy of no struggle agains:
the AFL-CIO bureaucracy.

Since the convention there has been a steady caodus from
the party. whose present state is illustrated by a recent fund-
raising drive for the Daily Waorker,

Last October a drive was started to raise $0.000 dollars by
January 1. In the middle of March the drive was finally
called off still several thousand dollars short of the goal.

On April 1 a new three-month drive was launched. this
time for 100,000 dollars. By the end of the first month a bare
5.000 dollars had been collected.

THE FORUM MOVEMENT

(Continued from page cleven)

The answer given by those responsible for organizing them
is a categoric ‘No’. The Forums are not envisaged as in any
way rivalling the eaisting political parties. The weakness of
being a mere talking-shop is realized but experience has al-
ways shown that hard-hitting Socialist discussion leads 1o
increasad political activity—though under what label it is
carried out is each Forum member’s individual concern.

A loosely knit national liaison commitiee is being set up.
but discussion. research, education. and propaganda for the
essential socialist principles are the Forums™ chief reasons for
cxistence.

Nothing resembling a political platform is therefore likely
to emerge. At the most it will be a collection of ideas amount-
ing to a recognizable point of view.

But ideas are as important as organization and. if they are
good ones and well timed. they can sometimes shape the
course of history. The Fabians influenced the Labour move-
ment for several gencrations, the Left Book Club helped 1o
set the tone of the late thirlics and of the 1945 Labour
Government. Perhaps the Socialist Forums can follow in this
tradition? It is far, far too early even to guess. but the Forums
are worth watching—and worth joining.

USSR

TALKS WITH SOVIET LEADERS ON
THE JEWISH QUESTION

by J. B. Salsherg

(This series of articles first appeared in Yiddish in the

Canadian weekly Vochenblatt, The author has been a

communist for thirty years and was for long a member of

the National Commitiee of the Canadian Labour-Progres-

sive Party. From 1942 to 1954 he was a member of the
Ontario Provincial Parliament.)

1 BEGINNING OF THE PROBLEM—THE TIHIRTIES

IT 15 a good many years since | have spoken publicly
about the painful problem of Jewish life in the Soviet
Union. This silence on my pare about sucn a greai and
nagging question was a most painful experience.

It was a thousand times harder than speaking up because
both friends and foes failed to understand and misinterpreted
it. 1 therefore feel an obligation, before getting into the heart
of my subject. 1o explain certain details about the past.

As long ago as the late thirties T became worried about
several developments in Jewish social and cultural life in the
USSR. At that time a number of cultural. educational and
social institutions that were really flourishing. with fearfui
suddenness began to wither and disappear. The normal ¢han-
nels of contact between Jewish associations in the Soviet
Union and their counterparts in the vest of the world became
more and more clogged.

It was clear that some kind of evil blight had descended
and was devastating Jewish cultural achievemenis.

Why such a bitter frost in midsummer? This question tor-
mented a great many Jewish communists. Lefr activists and a
greal many others who had rejoiced in the development of
Yiddish culture in a country building socalism, These persons.
all loval friends of the Seviet Union. became very unsasy
about Birobidjan, which had already begun to wane.

We asked questions. demanded answers, but no clear reply
was received by anyone.

I discussed it with Dimitrov

In 1939—and T am saving this for the first time in public—
I took upon myselt to utilize my position as 2 member of the
highest body of a Communist Party to pose this guestion in
Moscow. I did this in July ol that vear at a meeting of the
Communist International.

It is not essential to go into all of the details. all of the
conversations, discussions. ctc. Sullice it to say that Georgi
Dimitrov, head of the International. exhibited the greatest
sympathy. understanding and interest in the question.

He cncouraged me to pursue the matter persistently. For
hours at a stretch he and I privately discussed the question
and it was decided that he would set up a small commission
in Moscow. I for my part undertook to form a similar com-
mission of Canadian and American politicalcultural activists.
The latter would prepare a basic document on the question
which would serve as a basis for discussion and for a broader
conference in a short time.

Shortly after my return 1 had @ meeting in New York.
Within a matter of weeks a document was prepared. Bul then
1Ii:c war broke out and the whole project was left hanging in
the ar.

The problem of Jewish cultural activity in the Soviet Union

(Continued on page thirteen)

THEY MARCH FOR EQUAL RIGHTS

Thousands of Negroes and whites uare staging a Prayer
Pilgrimage for Freedom—a gigantic march on Washington—
on May 17.

This will be America’s greatest-ever demonsiration against
racial discrimination. Fiftcen thousand are expected from the
South alone. where the Rev. Ralph . Abernathy. one of the
leaders of the successful Montgomery bus boycoll. is organiz-
ing the Pilgrimage.
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Jid not start in 1948 when the Jewish Anti-Fascist Commitice
was dissolved. the publishing house and newspaper Ainikeit
closed and when the shocking arrests of Yiddish writers and
leaders began. It started way back in 1934-35.

Szcond, | want to make it clear that it is false to think that
people like myself in several Communist Parties were not con-
cerned with or ignored the fact that Jewish culwural activity
in the USSR scemed 1o be shrivelling even before the war.,

Certainly there were many at that time who were infected
with the cult disease (although unconsciousiv every one of
us was somewhat infected) and belicved that in the Soviet
Lnion no deliberate wrong could be committed by that party
or gevernment,

Bul those of us who were already disturbed by the bitter
doubt that developments in Jewish social-cultural life were
not only unexpected but inexplicable in the framework of our
concepts about the socialist approach to the cultures of nation-
alities and national groups, did do something about this
DIrOCess.

But lastly 1 recall the 1939 episode in order lo provide a
backsround eaplanation for the fact that I kept these sus-
picions and my activity out of the public eye. Perhaps. in
refrospect. it would have been better if I had spoken out in
1939, But there were plenty of critics of the USSR then,

T am not referring to the imperialists and the fascists, [
have in mind those Jewish writers and cultural workers who
criticized and attacked the condition of Jewish cultural-social
life in the USSR before the war. Some did it sincerely. Others
did it insincerely. But erilics were there and the chorus was
loud.

1 therefore decided for this reason. and because of many
serious international problems of that period, 10 pursue rmy
investigations quietly through available channels. the party
and the Cominfern.

Whether these investigations would have led to results is
debatable. T certainly was confident. My hopes were shared by
Paul Novick, editor of the Morning Freiheit: Rubin Salizman.
tormer head of the progressive Jewish fraternal movement in
the USA: J. Gershman, editor of the Canadian Vochenblait:
Slovess and George Koenig of Pams, and a hoest of other
Jewish writers and political figures.

(Nexl week: The Storm Breaks—1948)

WHAT IS BEHIND THE KHRUSHCHEV PLAN?

GREAT INTEREST—and a lot of speculation—has been
aroused by Khrushchev's plan to reorganize the man-
agement of industry and construction in the USSR.

The capitalist Press alleges a crisis of planning. Khrush-
chev vigorously denies this. What is the real reason behind
the plan? And will it work?

The development of productive forces under the Soviet
Union's planned economy has been phenomenal. The yolume
of industrial production alone has increased thirty times over
the pre-1917 figure.

In agriculture progress has not been half as spectaculr—
yel great changes have taken place. with the large-scale
mechanization of agricultural economy.

But though gross production has multiplied, productivity of
labour has nol increased to anywhere the same extent. This
is due in the main le bureaucratic methods of management
and the persistence of cnormous disparities In income.

There have bsen a tremendous waste of national resources.
batlenecks in production, non-fulfilment of plans (or the
fulfilment of financial plans at the expense of production
plans) and & far from complete wtilization of industrial
capacily.

In fact only 35 per cenl of Soviet manpower is produc-
sively employed—in one of the most indusirially advanced
countries in the world!

The Khrushchev plan, however, does not go to the root of
the problem. What is proposed is notl a vertical decentraliza-
tion giving power to the- producers—but a horizontal decen-
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tralization on a gengraphical and deparimental basis. This is
not the lignidation of bureaucracy, but its redistribution.

Almest every speaker at the Supreme Soviet who supported
the wheme demanded greater powers for the managers and
directors, [here was very little mention of the role of the
trade unions—and nothing was said about workers™ councils.

Khrushchev specifically assailed the idea that the cconomic
councils should be responsible 1o their respective soviets. and
the Sovict Press denounced as “anarcho-syndicalist” the sug-
gestion that ‘producers” unions’ should be set up.

The main beneficiary of the plan will be—as Khrushchev
made clear—the party burcaucracy of the republies. regions
and territorics,

So long s the working class does not have the power to
make and revise the live-year and annoal plans, and the power
to distribute the national surplus product, Khrushchev's ad-
ministrative changes will in the long run be nullified.

M.B.

PROBLEMS OF SOVIET HISTORIANS

*Aralov carefully unfolds documents grown vellow
with age. Among them is a copy of a telegram from
V. I Lenin, the text of which has pever been
published . .

Thus opens a story which appesred recently in the Moscow
Press. It concerns the publication for the first time of a tele-
gram from Lenin. in April 1919, 10 the Red Army com-
mander-in-chief Vacctis and the member of the Revolulionary
Military Council attached to his headquarters, S. 1. Aralov,
ordering them to send some treops into Galicia and Bukovina
in order 1o make contact with the young Hungarian Soviet
Republic,

The old Bolshevik Aralov had kept this telegram all through
these vears. and 1t had remained unknown to historians.

The reason was simple: under Stalin -one of the official
miyths about the Civil War was that only “Trotshyite wreckers
and spies’ ever advecared diverting any forces 1o the aid of
the- revolution in Ceniral Europe.

A somewhat far-felched efTorl has been made in recenl
months 10 sguate the solidarity between the Soviet Govern-
ment of today and its -puppet Kadar with the solidarity be-
tween Soviel Russia and Soviet Hungary in 1919,

The periodical Voprosy Tstorii [Problems of History] has
ublished during the fast 1wo vears a number of articles bold-
v de-Stalinizing the history of the Bolshevik Party: [or this
it was severcly reprimanded by the Party organ Kommunist
[The Commumst] m ils issue No. 4 of 1957,

The reprimand also referred to the periadical’s “failure to
eapose the historical and politeal links existing between the
fascist putschists of 1956 and the bloedy suppressors ef the
Hungarian Revolution in 19197

LH.

CANADA

NO CHANGE AT LPP CONVENTION
by oor Toronto Correspondent

THe RECENT national convention of the Canadian
Labour-Progressive Party was a victory for the Stalinist
faction in the leadership, headed by Tim Buck.

~ Well over 400 had quit the party in Quebee alone even be-
fore the convention took place. Hundreds more are now
leaving.

J. B. Salsberg’s reselution calling for a mesting between
Kadar. Imre Nagy and other Hungarian communists 1o dis-
cuss common problems and establish what really happened in
Hungary was not soted on. but referred to the new national
commiitiee, 7

So was a tesolulion submitted: by the party’s Jewish Com-
mittee. pointing out that the Seviet leaders had not yet taken
visible steps towards the [l restoration of the rights of Soviet
Jews to their culturzl activities in the Yiddish language.

The only member of the opposition to be elected 10 the
new national committee was Norman Penner.
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WHERE DO EX-COMMUNISTS GO?

WHERE INDEED? Inevitably they will argue among them-
selves on this point and split up even further. But 1
don’t think this matters at all at the moment, as all will
blend into one stream sooner or later.

To me the very first question has o be. do we join the
labour Party? [ say ves. emphatically we do. Whether we like
it or not it is thccrart_\ that commands the respect of the mass
of the people and gets their votes.

Having been through the wringer marked de-Stalinization
one can bzgin to sel to work. 1 have formed an anti-H-bomb-
test committec. with representatives from local Labour and
Liberal Parties. Quakers and vouth organizations, and we are
kicking oil with a showing of 'The Children of Hiroshima'.

Next a Socialist Forum. which will be afliliated to the
London Forum. I find more to do and more people o Tisten
than 1 ever did in those frustrating vears fighting bureaucracy.
idealizing Stalin, handing my mind to the leadership to the
exlent of not even rteading Trotsky. making excuses for
shootings. and using my cnergy (o keep Pollitt and Dutt in
their jobs.

Jane Swinnerton,
Herne Bay (Kents

JOURNAL

Who made that speech?

So Khrushchev didn't make that ‘Khrushchey speech’ alter
all! The guestion is: who did make it? Or was it all con-
cocted in some secret rocess in the US State Department,
as Khrushchey now tries fo himt?

Rhrushchev's denial thal he made the speech gives rise 1o
some interesting speculations. Why did all the Communist
Parties outside the Soviet Union accept the speech  as
authentic?

Harry Pollitt was at the Twenticth Congress. We know that
he has often been silent about what was going on in the Sovizt
Union; but would he have kept silent on this occasion and
allowed the British Communist Parly and the Daily Worker
10 conduct a discussion which took it lor granted that
Khrushchev was correctiy reported?

Is Harry a ‘revisionist™?

And if he did kecp silent. what was his motive? Is Harry
at heart a ‘revisionist” and a ‘liguidationist’™? Has the party
leadership been nursing a. Trotskyist viper to its bosom all
these vears?

But Khrushchev's {or somebody clse’s) speech was not the
only criticism of Stalin which came out of the USSR ar and
alter the Twentieth Congress. )

There was Mikoyan's reference to Stalin’s role in the Civil
War and aflter. There were the numerous Stalin factories
which had their names changed. The Stalin Peace Prize 1s
now the Lenin Peace Prize. Even il the Khrushchev fire was
ng;cr lit there certainly scems to have been a lot of smoke
ahout. '

Standing on their heads

Khrushchev has been very busy lately re-zoning Sovict In-
dustry. Onc of the biggest industnies of the Stalin era was the
lic factory. This still seems to be going full blast. and has
been working overtime turning out material for the world
communist Press,

There must be some gueasy stomachs in the editorial rooms
at the Daily Worker. Humanité and Unita as they contemplate
the writing of yet another editorial to prove that black afrer
all is white, that Khrushchey is ‘Trotsky's ghost in disguise,
that ‘war is peace’ .. .and bureaucracy is democracy,

THE LAST TWO YEARS IN POLAND

The first article in this series by our Warsaw correspondent.
Stanislaw Kowalski. will be printed nest week,
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STRONTIUM PERIIL. (Continued from front page)

Strontium is liable te be less soluble than calcium in
alkaline soils. and the amounts of manure and water present
could gravely affect the results. Most obviously. how deeply
was the strontium dug in?

The bones of Welsh sheep, living on soils very poor in
calcium, show that the ‘tolerance” concentration has been
reached in a small proportion of cases.

Children under five show very much higher concenira-
tions than uadults at post-mortems, and, it is admitted by
every scientist except Lord Cherwell, will reach ‘tolerance’
by 1970 if H-tests go on at the present rate.

Unfortunately this high concentralion in voung children is
unlikely to be due solely to their rapid growth at that age. for
cven in adults bonc is being continually dissolved and re-
ormed.

Fvery child should therefore have a first class supply of
calcium. but of the chief sonrces. hread has been handed back
to private lack-ol-enterprise. with consequent sharp reduction
in 1ts calcium content. and milk 15 contaminated by fall-ous.

Why all this fuss. anvhow? Radioactivity in the bones has
nothing 1o do with the genetic dangers which are also much
discussed: 1t causes bonpe cancer and leukaemiz. Because the
red blood cells are formed in the bone marrow, and last only
a few wecks, radhoactivity in the bones casily interferes wirth
their production.

Cells in the process ol division are in any case much more
radiation-sensitive than normal cells. Hence arises the chronic
lack of red cells. called leuhaemia. which is now killing mans
of the pioneers of radioactivity of 25 yvears ago. such as
Marie Curie’s famous communmist daughter, Professor Iréne
Jeliot-Curie.

Another grave bone danger could be plutonium 239, tens of
kilograms of which are formed in any ‘dirty” (fission-fusion-
fission) bomb. Less than ten kilograms of Pu-239. taken up in
bone. would kill the entire human race. Fortunately this does
nol seem to be happening. though a much stricter watch
should be kept.

Tt s a sad reflection on the ignorance ol science created
by our cducational system that the Gosernment can deferu!
H-tests on the grounds that they have no idea what they are
doing. The Australian Governmenl is under strong pressure
not 1o be so foolish. following the rise in the frequency of
leukaemia in that couniry.

*

In next week's Newsletter a medical correspondent writes
on the effects ol H-homb tests on human health.

STAN RUSHTON RESIGNS

A member of the Merseyside Area Committee since 1948,
Stan Rushton. has resigned [rom the Communist Party. In a
statement to The Newsietter he lists his main disagreements
as:

1) The leaders™ uncritical altitude to such aspects of Sovier
policy as restriction of democracy in the Soviet Linion and the
‘Big Brother” attitude to Poland. Hungary and Yugosluvia:

2) I'he leaders’ sectarian approach to electoral tactics: and

3) Effective control of the party is in the hands of full-time
officials. particularly al national level.

‘CHINESE WORKERS HAVE RIGHT TO STRIKE'

Chou Yang. vice-director of the Chinese Communist Party’s
propaganda department. told foreign journalists that the Chi-
nese people had the right to sirike. and no leaders of strikes
should be penalized.

Strikes “could be regarded as the manner whereby people
depose bureaucracy”. The main question was to salisfy the
people’s reasonable demands correctly and overcome bureau-
cracy.

500,000 IN MAY DAY STRIKE

Five hundred thousand workers on Ceylon’s rubber and
tea estales struck work on May Day at the call of their
unions. The Ceylon Estate Employers’ Federation has docked
them @ day’s pay. which may lead to a further strike.
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