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By ABE STEIN

! . 'With that inexhaustible fund of
daplicity and cynicism that has
always characterized. him, Stalin
has once more stepped forward as
the “partisan of peace.” This time
the Kremlin autocrat disclosed his
views to Dr. 8. Kitchlu, as Indian
Teeipient of a “Stalin - Peace
Prize.”

According to a New York Times
dispatch from its Moscow corres-
pondent - Harrison - Salisbury,
dated February 24, Kitchlu was
received at the Kremlin a week
ago and had an heur’s conversa-
tion with Stalin which he charac-
terized as “full, frank and free.”
Stalin has given such “frank” in-

terviews before, and, as the New .

York Times points out, Stalin’s
conversations with forexg'n visit-
ors-and correspondents are always
jintended for” world consumptioh.

" Some of the views expressed by
Stelin in this conversation do not

\
As we go to press, the news is

that Joseph Stalin has suffered a

stroke and is near death.

-

s
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Will They Whitewash the U.S.-N.Y.

By L. G. SMITH

. For the past few weeks the Po-
lice. Department of New York
City and the Department of Jus-
tice have been engaged in at-
tempting to cover up a shocking
and illegal agreement between
these two agencies.

It appears that last July 11 a
meeting was held in the office of
United States Attorney Myles J.
Lane, between the heads of the
Criminal Division of the Depart-
ment of Justice and the heads of
the local Police Department,
which provided that acts of police

' brutality and other violations of

the civil rights of New York's’

citizens would no longer be in-
vestigated by the FBI. The Police
Department was fo conduct its
own investigations and then send

“%its findings to the federal agency

which is charged by law with
looking into such matters.

.. The total effect was to free the
New York City police of any re-
straiat in using violence, up to and
including murder, against local
citizens.

The agreement between the fed-
eral and local authorities came to
light in connection with a grand-
jury investigation of the case of

Jacob Jackson, 32-year-old Negro

. truck driver, who was picked up
by policealast August and beaten
up so badly that he had to under-
go two brain operations for the
removal©f blood clots.

His case was taken up and
presséd vigrously by the National
Association for the Advancement
of Colored People, and thus was

. ot permitted to disappear from

| What Is the Significance
| Of Stalin’s New Interview?

differ in substance from those re-
layed to James Reston, the New
York Times political expert, at
the beginning of the year. Stalin
reiterated his claim that “the So-
viet Union does not want war with
the United States—it cannot af-
ford war because that would jeop-
ardize what has been built up in
the Soviet Union in the last
thirty-five years.” Furthermore,
he said, -Russia does not believe
that a third world war is inevit-
able, and is interested in ending
the Korean war.

However, Stalin’s remarks went
beyond these time-worn melodies.
For example, the unfavorable re-
percussions in the United States
produced by the Kremlin's violent
anti-American propaganda cam-
paign throughout the world have
apparently come home to Stalin.
-~¥For; according to Dr. Kitchlu,
Stalin had the following kind
words to -say: “The people of the
United States and the American
nation have made a great contri-
bution fo world development.
Though the American Revolution
occurred long ago, it stiil offers
inspiration to peoples striving for

(Turn to last page)

sight as most cases of police bru-
tality do. One of the aspects of the
case is that the majority of the
victims of the police tend to be
Negroes and Puerto Ricans who
inhabit the poorest parts of the
city.

When the agreement to keep the
FBl out of such cases in New York
first came to light, it was openly
admitted by James M. Mcinerney,
former assistant attorney general,
who is still an officer in the Depart-
ment of Justice. It was denied by
New York City's Police Commis-
sicner George P. Monaghan and
by Chief Inspector Conrad H.

.Rothengast, all of whom had been

present at the meeting in Lane's
offite.

POLICE BRUTALITY

It appears now that the case is
going to be deflected into a wran-
gle over whether Monaghan lied
when he said there was no “agree-
ment,” instead of sticking to the
real question of the extent of po-
lice attacks on the citizens and
measures to put them to an end.

In testifying before a House
judiciary subcommittee, McIner-
ney insisted that there was no
“agreement, arrangement, or un-
derstanding” for the.FBI to lay
low while the Police Department
was covering up the tracks of
their thugs.

“How would you characterize
it?"” he was asked by Congressman
Collier. :

“I would call it an experiment,”
replied MecInerney,

He went on to read a prepared
statement which said that the
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TO DEFEND THE 'AMERICAN WAY OF LIFE'—

Washington Establishes

The Stoolpigeon System

(But Don't Confu#e i with the Practice
Iin Moscow: Their Intentions Are Bad...)

By GORDON HASKELL
American newspapers have
often carried a cartoon
about the sad plight of the
citizen and the government
worker in foreign totalitari-
an countries. It is usually

captioned: “I am the man
who watehes ‘the man who

_watches the man who watch-

es me.” The cartoon por-
trays a series of people peer-
ing around pillars or over
desks, each one intent on the
activities of all the others.
This picture was brought
right home to the good old

Justice Department has always
tried to get local police depart-
ments to investigate their own
men in cases where police brutal-
ity was charged, and that the
“experiment” in no way bound
the hands of the federals in the
event “the sincerity of the police
investigative effort came into
auestion.”

This statement is in the nature
of a ghastly joke. There is ample
evidence, going back for years,
that in New York City, as in most
others, the policeman who clubs
a captwe in the police station or
even one who shoots a citizen “on
suspicion” is virtually g‘uaran-
teed immunity.

- The only exceptions are those
rare cases when such a public
scandal is kicked up that the de-
partment has to mete out some
form of punishment to save itself
from drastic outside measures.

An 18-month investigation by
Bruce Smith, acting director of the
Institute of Public Administration
of the New York Police Depart-
ment, showed 51 cases of assaults
or citizens with firearms by police-
men who were intoxicated. These
resulted only in' admonitions by
higher-ups or one to three days’
fines on charges of the gravest
character.

In a radio broadcast Smith said
that police brutality in New had
been going on virtually unchecked
by the departmenf for the past 15
years. The ecity has -paid out
$169,500 in damages to victims of
police brutality in four cases, and
there are many others pending.

While the current investigation
was going on, additional cases of

US.A. when Joseph M.
Dodge, director of the Bu-
reau of the Budget, issued
instructions to all the em-
ployees of that department
ordering them to report %o
their superiors any conduct
on the part of any fellow
worker that would be "inimi-
cal to the effective oper-

" afion, security and stand-

ing" of the bureau:. The in-
structions further stated
that any failure to make such
reports “will not be easily
excused."

This directive is not a product
of Dodge’s personal whims. It has

Cop Deal?

assaults on citizens were being
committed. Police beat up a truck
driver, Salvatore Pace, in their
car after picking him up on
charges of “disorderly conduct”
in front of a bar. Two citizens
who observed the assault followed
the cops and their victim to the
police station and registered a
complaint.

Although Pace denied that he
had been beaten while he was
still in the clutches of the thugs,
lie later went to the hospital for
X-rays of his head and ribs, and
stated that they had sought to
get him to deny the charges.

Another bit of gruesome comedy
was added to the desperate ef-
forts of the local cops and the de-
partment to cover up their mon-
strous agreement when John E.
Carton, president of the Patrol-
mé&n's Benevolent Association, stat-
ed that "the policemen in New
York City are the target of com-
munistic and other radical groups,
as can be easily demonstrated by
the present hue and cry over al-
leged viclations of human “rights,
which is in line with communistic
propaganda.”

A large number of labor, Negro
and liberal organizations -have
protested the agreement, and are
demanding that the men respon-
sible for it be brought to justice.
It is high time to see to it not
only that individual sadists,
drunks and trigger-happy killers
be removed from the police force
here, but that the whole gang who

permit their depredations against -

the citizenry to become the norm
of police procedure be cleaned out
too.

been issued in line with the presi-
dent’s declaration in his State of ..

the Union message that from now

on the executive departmnent of

the government will assume -full

responsibility for “pelicing” itself

with regard to “loyalty” and *se-
curity.”

It appears that, in their effort
to curb the wholesale snooping of

Senator McCarthy and some of his

colleagues, the government has-hit
on the ingenious if not original
scheme of turning every governs
ment worker info a snooper -and
informer on his fellows.

SNOOPS FOR ALL"

“This is not an invitation for
snooping or gossiping,” says the
order. “It is a reminder that an
important responsibility of esch
member of the organization-is to
protect and further the construe-
tive'interests of the whole group.”

Just to make sure that no one

would misunderstand the signifi- -

cance of the reference to “snoop-
ing and gossiping,” the order as-
sures the zealous employees that
“any information given in such
an interview will be held in con-
fidence and will not be used unless
and until it can be verified from
another source. In no case will the
individual giving the information
be embarrassed by disclosure of
the source. Whatever is reported
will be used as a basis of an in-
dependent check of the facts.”
The article in the New York

Times reporting this little inno--

vation in the praectices of govern-
ment in this country (of course,
it is an old story to Stalin and to
Hitler and Mussolini in their day)
states that it has caused “resent-
ment and uneasiness among many
employees of the Budget Bureau.”
It states, further, that “some who
are watching the unfolding of the
administration’s new . security
plan also are represented as feel-
ing that the assurance of protee-
tion against disclosure may lead
some employees to tell their
stories to their superiors rather.
than to Senator Joseph R Me-
Carthy. .

NEW PLAN

There are a good many hints:

floating areund about the nature
of the “administration’s new se-.
curity plan.” The chief change is
going to be that all review boards
are abolished. Some kind of com-
mittee will be set up to look over
whatever “derogatory” informa-
tion may be furnished them about
employees or prospective ones by
the FBI, their fellow workers, or

(Turn to last page)
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government, see page 2.
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fins on Issue of Reopenmy

5 Year Contract, but Battle Looms

By WALTER JASON
DETROIT, March 1— The
veil of secrecy surroun_ding
negotiations between Gener-
al Motors and the WUnited
Auto Workers (CIO) was
torn aside finally this week-
end with the announcement by
the union that it had rejected an
unsatisfactory offer from the cor-
poration.

~ Nevertheless, the fact that GM
- had admitted that the present five-
- year contract between the UAW
and itself was open for renegoti-

McCart

ation gave the union a powerful
wedge to press for a satisfactory
new contract. '

It also raised the same issue
regarding the five-year contracts
at Chrysler and Ford, thus open-
ing up the major UAW contracts
for bargaining.

REJECT GM OFFER

GM offered two concessions:
(1) to put 14 cents an hour of the
present 25-cent cost-of-living gain
into the basic wage structure, and
(2) to give a five-cent hourly hike
to the skilled trades. GM issued
a brief statement with its offer:

“The proposals by General Mo-
tors are considered to be a prac-
tical solution to our problem, in-
cluding the conversion from the
old series price index to the new
index.”

The UAW pointed out that the
GM offer showed that the corpora-
tion had accepted the principle
that the five-year contract, which
has two and a half years to run,
was not a “legalistlu. static docu-
ment.”

Negotiations between the union
and GM are now recessed, to be
renewed upon the request of
either party. It is significant that

ism and the State Dep't:

‘Whom the Gods Would Destroy . . .

Whom the gods would destroy,
they first saddle with McCarth&
ism. Instead: of shrinking in im-

- portance for lack of nourishment,
with an Eisenhower administra-
tion in, the Wisconsin witchhunt-
er has been extending his power
with the cowardly toleration. of
‘Eisenhower’s appointees, to the
degree that wide conservative sec-
tlon,,s of institutionalized publie
opinion. see in him a menace: to
the” most elementary operations
of the government.

Phe, capitulation to M(.Carthy-
ism by Budget Bureau Director
Dndge is discussed elsewhere in
this issue, together with its con-
sequences. Equally notable this
past week has been his continuing
effect- in straitjacketing govern-

“-ment arms concerned with pro-
American’ .propaganda: abroad,
_the Voice of America and. other
State Department operations.

AS LABOR ACTION has pointed
out:before, the specific 'menace of
McCarthyism” is, to a considerable.
extent,.an internal problem of the
government, unlike the govern-
ment's own aftack on fhe civil fib-
erties of ordinary citizens,

JOE'S KNIFE

Under the Truman- administra-
tion, MeCarthy’s knife was out
for the Fair Dealers as such, and
it was for this reasen that Tru-
man.and his co-thinkers were able
to get.very righteously indignant
and oratorical about civil liberties
in denouncing him, while at the
same time they carried through
government purges, “‘subversive”
trials and loyalty-oath persecu-
tions of left political dissidents
as well as the Stalinists.

Under the Eisenhower admin-
istration, something of the sort
still remains primary. It is the
government itself which feels the
burden of MecCarthy's activities
more than the man in the street.

Thus, as Jumpin’ Joe’s hearings
on the Voice of America begin,
it is plain that, unless his power
is broken, even this feeble mouth-
piece of Washington's feebie for-

~ eign propaganda would be “safe”
only if it sticks to broadcasting
mursery tales (outside of Little
Red Ridinghood).

In the first bateh of victims to

be put over the McCarthy grill, a

_right-wing Rumanian émigre, em-
ployed for broadcasts to Rumania,
accused his head of pro-Commu-
nist leanings in censoring his
seripts. It appears from details
reported in the press that this
type considers anythmg to the
left of stark reaction as “commu-
nistic.”

.Behind his immediate boss who

T ¥
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came under fire, the attack also hit
even at Bertram D. Wolfe, who
was hired as .an adviser because
he. actually knew something about
Russia, as an ex-CPer, ex-Love-
stonite and renegade Marxist. Such
turncoats, nowadays enthusiastic
supporters of American_imperial-
ism, should by rights be very use-
ful to their new masters, from a
reasonable pro-capitalist point of
view: but not as long as McCarthy-
ism hoids sway.

“ET CETERA"

A State Department imbroglio
publicized in the N. Y..Times il-
lustrates graphically the meaning
of MecCarthyism as a galloping

disease of the witchhunting men- -

tality. The story actually begins
with MeCarthy’s attack on the
use, by the Voice of America, of
Howard Fast's writings for pro-
American purposes. Fast is the
best-known Stalinist writer, and
the Voice officials, not being en-
tirely stupid, sought to use pas-
sages from his work which are in
contradiction with the fantastic-
ally exaggerated charges about
America spread by Stalinism. over
Europe and Asia.

This was put to a stop when
MeCarthy raised a row about it.
The State Department meekly
bowed.

One of the consequences -~was
that, to ensure their own safety
from the McCarthy dagger, direc-
tors of the State Department’s
information units sent out a di-
rective to their offices ordering
them to stop using material by
“Communists, fellow travelers,
et cetera.”

Materials sent out by these State
Department organs include pub-
lications of various kinds—big
daily newspapers, magazines, ete.
The publishers were asked to sign
certifications guaranteeing that
their periodicals contained no ma-
terial under the three classifica-

tions mentioned—the third being
“gt cetera.”

This third category, however,
had to be translated by the de-
partment_ officials, and so their
letter concretized it as “other con-
troversial persons.”

The result was a'flood of in-
quiries by those affected pointing
out that their products were full
of material by “controversial per-
sons™ (as was the Bible, one point-
ed out), and besides, what exactly
was the test for fellow travelers?
Exactly what authors, for example,
had to be removed from overseas
libraries?

DISMAY

Reed Harris, deputy adminis-
trator of the U. S. International
Information Administration,. ex-

plained that he had picked up the

taboo against “controversial per-
sons” from the testimony before
another congressional committee
by State Department official Brad

Connors. Connors had told the
committee that “controversial
persons” would not be used in

the department programs.

This directive was finally killed
kut Secretary of State Dulles and
Agsistant Secretary of State Me-
Cardle-are now wondering what' to
put out in its place.

The dismay of conservative or-
gans like the N. Y. Times itself
iz evident in the situation. The
time is long past when opposition
to MecCarthyism has either been
peculiar to liberals or any mark
of liberalism. The senator’s ram-
pages are utter madness in any
reasonable interpretation of
American imperialism’s interests

_abroad or at home.

This is no guarantee that they
will be stopped: "Whom the gods
destroy. . . ." But it will explain
why the Eisenhower administration
itself may be compelled to bat him
off his perch, out of sheer self-
preservation.

the union said that the entire
problem, including the whole ques-
tion of five-year contracts, would
be taken up at the UAW conven-
tion—scheduled to begin March 22
in ‘Atlantic’ City.

“Thus the convention assumes
special imporfance as a policy-
making: body. of the highest author-
ity at a crucjal time-in the union's
relations. with: the corporations.

It should make the debate on
five-year contracts, the escalator

clause and.the whole wage policy -

of the UAW far transcend the
confines of the UAW, for Walter
P. Reuther, UAW president, also
has the responsibility of leading
the national CIO.

WON'T  WIDEN GAP

The ramifications of these is-
sues may be illustrated easily by
1ecalling, for example, that ahput
4 year ago, a sub-panel of the
Wage Stabilization Board ap-
proved a wage increase amount-
ing to 281 cents an hour to
skilled workers in the Detroit
area, only to have this proposal
voted down by the full Wage Sta-
bilization Beard. Can the UAW
settle for less than that now?

And doesn’t the GM offer of
five cents for skilled workers ap-
pear almost as an insult in view
of the background: history of this
issue?

Should not:the prodm:ﬂon work-
ers also receive a ﬂﬂ* Increase, to
keep them on a comparative level
with the skilled workers? Certainly
any settlement that widens the
gap in the auto shop between the
assembly workers and skilled
trades is bound to leave divisive
effects and much dissatisfaction in
the ranks.

CONVENTION AHEAD

The UAW demand, which GM
rejected, for boosting the 4-cent
annual- 1mp10vement factor raise
to five cents seems a bit miserly,
when contrasted ‘with the fabu-
lous profits made by the auto
companies in the days of the five-
year contracts. Apparently the
matter of refusing the corpora-
tions any elbow room in the an-
rual-improvement factor clauses
to speed up the auto workers has
not drawn much attention in top
UAW circles. Yet it is precisely
this point that is focal in the bit-
ter disputes and wildcat strikes
that have intensified in .recent
months. N

The coincidence of the current
negotiations and the forthcoming
convention gives the convention
special weight since it affords the
first full . opportunity for dele-
gates from all sections of the
vnion to make basic policy, and
intervene in the negotiations,
which have been strictly a top-
level affair to date.

Furthermore, the contract ne-
gotiations are the first major ones
by the UAW under the current
Republican administration.

| Lo.ndo.n'-lé-eﬂef‘ i
Labor Says No
To Tory Plan

By DAVID ALEXANDER

LONDON, Feb. 25—Last year
Australia clamped conirols on im-
port of goods from the sterling
area. Textiles and cars were par-
ticularly affected, and this pre-
cipitated a minor slump in the
former indistry. .

Soon after this, the -“liberal”
Observer pointed out that, for the
exporters’ future, it would: be-bet=
ter to concentrate.on. the manu-
facture of goods which have 3z
higher proportion of skilled work
put into them than does textiles.
Japan, India and other countries
can produce the same textiles
more cheaply.

Ever since fhen there has been

a contraction in the British-textile

industry. Until last Christmas the
clothing business was. absolutely
dead. Many shops went out of busia
ness,
tinual “sales™ since then, in a man«
ner reminiscent of the market«
catching in New York.

The situation began to improve
a little when the government gave
a large contract for clothing fox
the armed forces, which was by ne
means urgent.,

This month when the Austral—:
ians announced their relaxation
of import restrictions, there was
short-lived optimism in the indus-
try. Of the $52 million extra
goods which they were allowing to
enter the country, only $5.2 mil-
lion were likely to be textiles.

In the meantime the industry
has been having internal troubles.
As produetivity is fairly low, a
joint consultation was suggested
hy the government with a view to
working double shifts. This would
have the machines working 16
hours per day.

This has been a common. prae-
tice in Russia and Eastern: Eu-
rope, where modern machinery is
short and labor comparatively
plentiful. It decreases the over-
head costs.

Labor has been'suspicious of 4he
scheme, because surveys have
shown that it has only increased
productivity by 4 per cent at con-
siderable inconvenience %o the
workers. Furthermore, it weould
probably mean that workers would
have less opportunity for doing
overtime and increasing theip
wages that way.

Plans for double shifts have
been envisaged not only in the

textile industry. They are part of+

the Torie’s “Industrial Charter”
cdesigned at increasing productiv-
ity. They propose, among other
things, to increase the-ineentive
to.work hard, but how this is to be
done they have not: yet divulged.

.The trade unions — while not
prepared to take industria! actien,
against the. Tories—are unwilling
to give their wholehearted support:
to any scheme for increasing pro-
ductivity which will allow greater
profits and expansion of monopo-
lies without commensurate advan-
tage to themselves.

Oil Cartel Sabo tages War Machine to Blackmail Gov't

The Eisenhower administration
is now juggling the hot potato
baked in oil by its Fair Deal pre-
decessor. The problem is what to
do with the case against the world
oil ecartel, the details and back-
ground of which we reported in
our January 19 issue.

The new development, reported
in his March 2 Washington colamn
by Robert S. Allen, is that the oil
monopolists have put an armlock

on the government. Faced with the

threat of prosecution for violating
the anti-trust laws, “‘they have
stopped providing the Pentagon
with reports on these stocks of
aviation gas available throughout
the world.”

“This is crucial military infor-
mation,” explains the columnist.
“It is essential for operatiéns and
planning. The Joint Chiefs are
vehemently insisting that the way

be cleared for the immediate re-
sumption of these key oil reports.
The Joint Chiefs want the anti-
monopoly case scrapped. They are
vigorously supported by the State
Department.” .

That lineup is not new. The
military and State have been,
from the very beginning, for giv-
ing the cartel its head. A report
by the Federal Trade Commission
exposed the exorbitant profit-
making and monopolistic practices
of the oil barons but the Truman

administration suppressed it—un-"

til it was finally released, in cen-
sored form, in the middle of last
vear’s election campaign, as a po-
litical maneuver. Then in January
the same Truman administration,
as one of its last acts, offered to
withdraw its criminal charges
against the cartel on the basis of
a deal. The issue has been hanging

fire ‘since then.

Allen's report means that the oil
monopolists are perfectly willing
to sabotage "national defense,”
the Korean war, the inferests of
""our- boys over -there,”” and all the
other patriotic shibboleths which
they invoke so fiercely to- break
strikes in- wartime or cheer on per-
secution of alleged "subversives”
—provided that doing so is in the
higher interests of their own
profits.

.

Such salintag‘e operations and

" “strikes of capital”"—to hold up

the government—are well known
from both the Second World War
and the First. They have usually
Leen successful since the govern-
ment has little alternative except
to yield, in order to get its war
needs without delay, since it is
unwilling to use any big stick

against big finance capital.

Not only that but it has usually.
cooperated with the

secret, since it would “hurt mor-
ale” if known by the canfon-
fodder who are drafted to fill ‘the
foxholes at something less than
the salary of a cartel executive.
It would be surprising if the
Eisenhower administration failed
to follow this pattern again,—in

this case, in spite of the excellent.

reasons from its own standpoint

for insisting that the oil barons.

do some sacrificing for the sake
of its own class’s war.
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and there have been con<

: S
capitalist
blackmailers to keep the holdup.




By GEORGE BENDA

When the Communist Party took over five years ago in
‘Czechoslovakia, the Czech workers™ movement was widely
written off as a net loss. It was not clear then how the work-

" ers would overcome the control of the state’s yellow “trade-
unionism” and how they would behave politically without
‘the leadership of a socialist party. The future séemed as
black as an Orwellian chamber of horrors.

During the years 1949-50, however, signs multiplied of
a divorce between the workers and the regime that had
come to power after using them as movie extras in its coup.
But for a long time nothing more than ‘“passive resistance”

or “sabotage”
as the only realistic possibil-
ity. “Organized resistance”

was thought of exclusively -

in- terms of secret, conspira-
torial circles or of Robin
Hood detachments in the
Slovak mountains.

H would have seemed illusory fo
hope for a transformation of the
official "unions” from a strait-
jacket into a tool of the workers'
‘movement. Elections were practi-
«cally of the 99 per cent kind and
the most favorable.. perspective’
Visuwalized was a long-lasting tor-
por of the trade-union organs.

CONCESSION

. »
Then, in the fall of 1951 came
the startling news of a new kind
of semi-free secret election of
plant trade-union officers, with a
sinzle list of candidates, it is true,
but with the possibility of cross-
ing out names and replacing them
by others. Was th¢ working class
80 cdomesticated that the regime
could afford, without fear for it-
self, the gift of democratic-seem-
ing elections? EN
“Well, it was possible to view
this surprising move as a volun-
tary gift only if one had not fol-
lowad closely the. previous stub-
born, day-by-day struggle of the
workers with their immediate su-
pervisors; if one was willing to
dismiss as insignificant, for ex-
ample, an impromptu visit of a
miners’ delegation in the presi-
dential office, voicing opposition
to a lengthening of the working
week, which occurred in Mareh
1651; if one was inclined to de-
preciate the triumph of the.Czech
workers over official Stakhano-
vizm, which was put into the attic
61 worn-out slogans and campaign
failures in the spring of 1951.
if one .takes into account -all
these. scattered signs of spontane-
ous-opposition it becomes evident
that the. quasi-free trade-union
skop and-.plant elections constitut-
ed a concession by the regime.
Further proof is Zapotocky's indig-
‘nart reproach, made to the trade.
wion secretaries. at that time:
"\Why did .you grant secret elec-
tions if you.were unable to guar-
antee them.politically?"

PRESSURE

Zapotocky was right to sense
trouble ahead. A .significant si-
kence reigned about the results of
the elections. Only a very short
and embarrassed notice on the last
page of Prace showed that the
official candidates lost out more
often in the large plants than in
the small ones. There followed a
curious remark that “the bank-
rupt reformist officers tried to,
sneak into positions of the plant
groups of the ROH [official un-
ions]. However, their attempts
were in vain.” (Prace, November
29, 1951.) -

In the course of 1952 the view
of the battlefield gradually clear-
ed. The new shop' stewards and
plant officers had plenty of -ocea-
sion to show what stuff they were
made of, They started the “inad-
missible pressure” of which Zapo-
tocky repeatedly complained dur-
ing and after the summer months.

' The "“inadmissible pressure” ‘in
qucstion consists simply of af--
tempts ot collective bargaining on
the plant level."The: plait directars
were presenhd with concerted

‘the

without any inner dynamics was admitted

wage demands for which the trade-
union officers, often seconded by
officers of the plant CP ceills, made
themselves spokesmen.

How broad this movement was
is hard ‘to assess with the meager
information available. But each
time particular cases reported by
the press are corroborated by
declarations of the highest offi-
cials of the regime, it is safe to
conclude that the phenomenon is
nore than loecal. i

One of the recent typical dec-
larations on the results of the
wage drive runs as follows: “It
is necessary to stop the practice
of different [wage] superstruec-
tures, and logsening of all norms
by means of different coefficients,
all this done in order to obtain
a false peace and reconciliation
in the shops.” (Prace, Deec. 2,
1952.)

THE CASE OF ZIDEK

In order to give an idea of the
extent of the gains' in nominal
wages let us quote anotheér state-
ment: In one plant “they have a
table of additional coefficients
which automatically raise the
time fixed [by the time-and-mo-
tion-study] by 60-70 per cent in
the steel mill, by 50-60 per cent
in the moulding department....”

In other plants “loosening co-
efficients are used which are still
higher” (Rude Pravo Dec. 23,
1952.) '

This shows how much less the
worker would get if the official
policy of “wages-according-to-per-
formance” were not blewn to
pieces by the “inadmissible pres-
sure.”

Thanks to the: official $rade-union
paper Prace 'we are ehabled o re-
construct how  the- "inadmissible
pressure' works-in practice. The
issue -of December 14, 1952 Hur-
nished a vivid close-up of one of
the new-style #radeiunion officers
elected in the fall of 1951, who un-
dertook the difficult part of work-
ing-class spokesmen against -a to-
talitarian regime.

The scene is an iron foundry of
the Ostrava mining and metal-
lurgy region, the hero the head. of
the plant trade-union organ, de-
moted for his activities by inter-
vention from above.

-

“Adolf Zidek . . . did not accept
any criticism, he did not acknowl-
edge the leading role of the CP in
our country; and therefore not in
‘Stalingrad’ iron foundry
either. If he was to explain in
the plant council [the plant trade-
union organ] some of the resolu-

tions of the enterprise’s party
committee he swept it aside, or he
excused himself: ‘Those are peo-
ple we did not vote for, we from
the plant council. How are we
then to submit to the party com-
mittee?’ And if he had to acquaint
workingmen with some resolution
of the party committee he did it
approximately in this way: ‘Well,
I’ll present it in the presidium of
the plant council ad being a reso-
lution of the party committee,
and that’s that. I myself am not
convinced the resolution is right,
and therefore I will not convince
other people of it.’

"~ “In his work, Adolf Zidek op-
posed himself to the ecriticism by
the party committee. Comrades
drew his attention, for instance,
to the fact that the plant council
cannot replace the plant manage-
ment. But the head [of the plant
council] refused to see it. On the
contrary he issued orders which
were in fundamental contradie-
tion to the orders of the plant
director so that more than once
some workingmen did not know
whom to obey. . .. .

"POPULAR POLICY"

“After one session of the com-
mittee of the plant CP organiza-
tion where once more he refused
to accept a resolution he started
a new method: He invited indi-
vidual members of the committee
to the plant council, tried to per-
suade them in advance, tried to
gain them ‘for his side....The
president’s way of acting had the
result of ‘creating a double-track
situation in the plant. . ..

"If the member of the party com-
mittee, Lubomir Bilek, came to visit
the plant- council, Adelf Zidek ‘re-
ceived him this way: 'Welcome,
comrade, among us workers!' Thus

The Tempo

By- ALBERT GATES

Fund Drive Director

A ‘total payment of practically
$600 this week raised the total
drive income to $2400 or 20.8 per
eent“of the national quota.

This week saw BUFFALO-en-
ter the lists with a contribution
of $200 to put it in fourth posi-
tion -in - the standings, ahead of
cities'that failed to keep up their
first week’s payments. As a mat-
ter of fact, only four ‘areas: re-
sponided -at ‘all in time:for this re-
port. This should mean a consid-
erable jump upward next week,
and ‘we are waiting to hear from
those areas which have as yet to
send in their first contributions.

The biggest drop came from
NEW YORK which sent in a to-
tal of $186.50, which is consider-
ably below their previous aver-
age. It is true ‘that New York
carries the big burden in the
campaign, but if it is to run a
successful drive, it will have to

CONTRIB!JTE to fhe ISL FUND DRIVE!
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New York 11, New York
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the former president of the plant
council wanted to show that he
was aspokesman for workers, that
he defended their interests. . . .
‘He tried to gain the workers' sym-
pathy by :a:popular peolicy. He
often .acted as if we did not-live
in a people’s democracy but in o
counfry governed by capitalists
because his relationship #o- the
plant administration and  to the
plant CP orgonization was as if
they were capitalist owners of-the
factory against which 'it is neces-
‘sary to defend the workers.’

WORKERS' DEFENDER

“An example of such a popular
policy of ‘defense of workers’ in-
terests’ was Zidek’s behavior dur-
ing discussions on whether over-
time earnings of rolling-mill
workers, who work less than 48
hours on the whole, were to be
subjeet to taxes. Normally, wages
for work up to 48 hours are sup-
posed to be taxed. [It is.a common
practice in Czechoslovak -industry
to combine absenteeism with over-
time work -on- other days. Since
overtime work is better paid -and
tax-free the workers are thus able
tc gain some leisure withcut los-
ing Mmoney.—G. B.]

“The party committee decided
that the matter should be dis-
cussed first by the officers.and by
the members of the CP so that all
of them realize the -measure is
correct and so that they could ex-
plain the principle to others and
persuade them. The meeting of
officers took place. Almost-all com-
rades agreed but suddenly the
president of the pant council stood
up and asked for negotiations
with higher organs of the ROH
[the official unions]}, so that -the
rolling-mill workers won’t ‘get
their overtime -taxed. Before the

_ talinlan
Represent the Thousands of Slaves . .."

'l

&

meetmg he expressed the opinion
that it was necessary to ‘straggle’
with the ministry of mills and ore
mines until the enterprise ‘wins
its cause.’

"NOT AI.ONE'-'

“When, due to poor organiza-
tion of delivery, the loeczl shops

. lacked potatoes the president
of the plant council came to the
‘National. Committee’ in Mistek -
[the district town] and started to
threaten: ‘If there aren’t any po-
tatoes in the shops I'll 'load a car
full of workers and will put some
order into the National Commit-
tee. . . .” [The so-called “national
eommittees” are organs of the
civil administration.—G. B.] '

“At other times he intervened
with the prosecutor of the distriet
court and threatened to provoke a
strike in the plant if he did not
obtain satisfaction of ‘his de-
mands.. [It seems probable that
the intervention concerned some

of the trials against absentee .

workers staged in factories
throughout the past year.—G.B.3

“As an opportunist he saw-all
the wage-workers on one side.and
the CP and the government on
the other, which were in his -eyes
in some kind of an imaginary con--
flict, and he himself, Zidek, was
born in order to ‘defend’ workers
against the party and against the
workers’ government. . . .

""He crowned his opportunism...
permitting himself to say: 'l repre-
sent the thousands of skaves in our
plant.’

“Zidek was not alone in com-
mitting errors of this kind. . ..”
®

We know of no other document
which gives a better insight-into
the conerete forms of the class
struggle in Czechoslovakia todag.

Is Too Slow—Speed Up!

average much larger weekly pay-
ments than the one recorded this
week. ]

The SYL, which is usually the
star of our Fund Dtive, is lagging
way “behind the -pace it set last
year. Our youth also have ac-
cepted a large quota, but they are
confident 'in achieving the goal
which they have themselves set.
Pon Harris, the SYL secretary,
tells us that there is no need to
worry about the Socialist Youth
League. He says he has facts and

figures to prove that the SYL will

most certainly complete its quota,
and wvery likely surpass it. Chal-
lenges are-quite in order, we are

. advised. Arethere bidders?

We don’t know what else we
can say this week after L. G.
Smith’s excellent appeal in LABOR
AcTioN of March 2. He hit it
right on the head. There is little
point in adding %o his remarks.
All we can do is urge you not to
procrastinate in sending in the
contributions you have already’
decided to make; or if you are
still wondering about the matter
and “debating it with vourself
don’t overdo it.

A friend of mine used to say,
when he wanted something done::
“Get off the dime!” All we can
s8ay now is to repeat his slogan:
‘Get off it—and we don’t mean Just
a dime, either!

Fum:l Drive Box Score
" Quota Per Cent
TOTAL $11,500 52403 20.8
Pittshurgh ..cccccovvccerernnnens 150 61 40
Streator wiamusimaiies 25 10 40
New York .ccvvvvevevinennns - 4,000 1261 315
BUfFAl0 wpmsssssnivisiicisisicosive. 600 200 307
© Cleveland ..eevceerivernenne 200 50 25
Detroit ........ 500 100 20
SYL: ..oonivns 1,250 214 17.1
Qakland ......... - 500 75 15
Los Angeles .....cccoicviiiianns . 600 80 13
Philadelphia ....ccoccevvnninsinne 250 32 12.8
Chicago ....ucriisnsenecnses 1,800 225 12.5
General s 1,075 95 8:8
KRIOR 4. iracsecisidivossivoreissinsonts « - B0 0 0
Indiana ............. P 75 0 0
Newark .....oeenes A — B 250° 0 0
Oregon ...cococreriecienssnrcsnaranns 50 0 0
Reading ...eoverveevervrrvernseesares 50 0 . 0
Seattle. ... iirsmsmsssssssissnns . 200 0 0
St. Louis .o 25 0 0
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By HAL DRAPER

bottom.
That was Arnold Toynbee,

; -author of six tomes on A
‘Study of History,

a work
‘which was justly described
as weighty if one takes the
.. -epithet literally. In essence
Toynbee’s method depended on the
-marshaling of superficial paral-
lels in various histori¢al epochs,
together with an attempt to sys-
‘tematize these parallels into re-
curring patterns. v

We must add to this, as is often
‘$rue of these paraliel-coliectors
who write history books, that the
- -paraliels, while superficial, were
nonetheless real ones, nonetheless
‘interesting quite frequently, none-
theless even instructive in a limited
framework; the work becomes su-
perficial, however, when the inter-
esting collection of parallels. is
used to try to EXPLAIN the course
“of history in connection with the

. ~solution of fundamental histerical

problems.

METHODOLOGY

While Toynbee parlayed this
‘method into an international repu-
‘tation, others have made wide
use of it. One of the most inter-
‘esting examples I know of was
an attempt to make a guide to

contemporary American politics.

out of the h1story of the Roman
‘Empire.

- This was Tke New Deal in Old
Rome by Henry J. Haskell;: its
thesis was that Roosevelt’s New
Deal had already been tried way
“back then; and that it had not
“‘ofily been found wanting but in-

“deed had been the cause of the
fall of Rome! This he “proved”
i 'in “detail- ¥anging from the phe-
i-nomena of  Roman bureaucratiza-
tion: to the OPA established by
. the Emperor Diocleian.

Now the thesis itself may sound
1wide of the mark, and it is, but
‘‘the author had his eye fixed on

the superficial collection of paral-
lelisms he amassed in such schol-
.‘arly fashion, and merely assumed
ithat where there was such com-
- mon phenomena there also had to
- be a common explanation and in-
evitably common consequences,
‘That is an error in methodology,
in this ecase an unexamined
‘methodology.

HISTORIANS' SPORT

But it is not true that history
ever simply repeats itself. Th

indubitable kernel of truth in the"

'saying can be easily wrung dry,
and after the contents are thor-
oughly exhausted, what remains
is this: when history seems to be

- ° trying to repeat itself, in a quite

idifferent social conjuncture, it

_nation’s history, thi

(/
‘The Fallacy of -'[Iisto(ical Parallelism

“The fallacy of historical paraliehsm is as rlfe today as
it ever was. In fact, only in our times has ‘there been an
*. historian who was greeted w1th awed pranse for his. con-
. tribution to historiography in spite.of -the fact-that he
- ‘traded on thls pr:mitlve method “almost - exclusively, at

ﬁnds itself 7really doing some-
thing qtite different.

Thus a columnist recently dis-
cussed the problems of NATO by
telling the story of the ancient
league .0of Greek city-states or-
ganized by Athens for defense
agamst the menace of the Per-
sians: a very suggestive parallel
which tells one absolutely nothing
about the most important ques-
tions still to be answered about
NATO.

It’s a popular historians’ ‘sport,
however, and not without value if
kept within its limits. In this re-
spect it is not unlike some modern
historians® penchant for psycho-
analyzing their subjects: here too
one can enrich history with insights
into certain aspects; it becomes
self-defeating only when substitut-
ed for a social-political analysis of
the . mainsprings of historical
events. '

.Each day has its indicated-vie-
tim for the game; in the '30s it
was the New Deal-Rome parallel
for many others besides Haskell.
In our day it is often Russia.

. The game consists in “proving”
that the Stalinist Russia of today
is still"“fundamentally” the same
as the Russia of the tsars, if not
indeed of the Russia of the ages.
For those writers who may con-
seiously hold the crude view that
“national” characters” are eternal
‘and determine the gg\eness of a

a legitimate extension of their
theory. For others, it may merely
be a trap into which they fall.

POLITICAL SIDE.

It is a thesis,  however, with

.political {not only . theoretical)

implications. In J uly 1951 & group
of Russian émigrés (right-wing
antl-Stallmsts) felt Justly called
on to write a letter to the N. Y.
Times denouncmg an editorial
which had appeared in that pa-
rer; the editorial had broadly im-
plied-',that Stalin was merely con-
tinuing the work of the tsars and
led to the conclusion that the en-
emy was. “Russia,” not the Stalin-
18t regime. While these right-wing
émigrés replied in part by white-
washing the tsarist regime, thew
had an important point in com-
bating any theories which tended
to fix an undifferentiated “Russia”

in the popular eye as. the national
enemy. )

It is ftoo bad, then, that a re-
cenHy published book of great in-
terest is weakened by this fallacy
of historical parallelism as applied
to Stalinist and tsarist Russia. It is
the book which we have given some
space in three: issues because of
its other contents: The Rassian
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is at least

Menace to Europe, a collection of
writings by Marx and Engels, edit-

ed by Paul W. Blackstock and Bert

F. Hoselitz. Here, and apart from
the Marx-Engels material, we want

to turn our attention to the intro-

duction by the editors.

It is true, as we also wrote, that
Marx and Engels were among the
most acute political commentators
of their day; but Blackstock and
Hoselitz make out too good a case
for them; they would have been
the first to reject it.

THEIR CLAIM

For the editors let down all in-
hibitions in playing the pure-
and-simple parallel game; and
here is what they finally come out
claiming:

“The coneclusion therefore is
warranted that the analysis made
by Marx and Engels of the exter-
nal as well as the internal policies
and socio-political trends of Czar-
ist Russia are fully applicable to
similar aspects of Stalinist Rus-
sia. The main provisional and
final objectives of Russian foreign
policy have not.-been altered and

only relatively small and inciden-.

tal tactical™features have changed.
This is, of course, to be expected,
-as a consequence of -technological
and economic advancement inside
and outside of Russia and of the
altered power-constellations which
have evolved in the last hundred
years. What is truly significant,
and perhaps surprising to some,
is the very direct applicability of
Marx’s and Engels’ analyses of
Russian foreign policy during the
19th century to present-day con-
ditions.”

And more of this. It is “due to
.+ o the intrinsically: unchanging
nature of Russian foreign policy,”
they say, for example,

"“PARALLELS"

Now one need not at all quarrel
with the specific ‘examples they
have cited of “parallels” between
the policy and methods of the
tsars and of Stalin. I have myself
checked a longer list, from the
same book, than the examples they
give in their introduction.

Nevertheless ~ these
even if doubled in number, would
not and do not add up to the claim
they make, which does Marx and
Engels too much honor and too
little honor at the same time.

So the tsars also used foreign
mercenaries for their purposes.
So the tsars excelled at playing
their enemies against each other.
So the tsars’ methods included
“bribery, deceit, the exploiting of
disunity (often artificially incited
or maintained).” So the tsars
also made “superficial -tactical al-
terations’” according to shifts in
the power-complexes among their
allies and foes. So the tsars also
aimed at Constantinople and the
Straits, and at world domination.
So the tsars used falsehood, pre-
tense, shows of sham strength,
naked force, intrigue, corruption,
infiltration tacties, Trojan Horse
techniques, ete., ete.

MARX'S VIEW

The editors, neglect to- remind
the reader (though of course they
know) that about 80 per cent of
the parallels they point to could
be duplicated in the case of many
other imperialist world powers.
That leaves 20 per cent for an-
other factor which Marx himself
pointed out—in a passage includ-
ed in the very book of Blackstock
and Hoselitz.

"The unity, then, in the objects
of Russian policy, is given by her
historical past, by her geographi-
cal conditions, and by her neces-
sity of gaining open seaports in
the Archipelago as in the Baltic, if
she wants to maintain her suprem-
acy in Europe." (Page 168.)

During the period that Marx is
discussing there was also an in-
finitely greater degree of social
continuity in the Russian system
than there is when one compares

2 géographlcal

. drives of Stalinist

examples,

the: wamsb reglme with the: md-

» ern’ Stalinist seciety 'of “bureau-

cratic collecttmam ‘Yet Russia’s
‘sitbation and - its
consequences. is 4
source of continuity about much
of Russian imperialist policy,
whether under Stalin or the tsars.
And the factor of national tradi-
tion is-not to be neglected even

-when. a social system has changed.

But unlike his editors, Marx
knew where to draw the line. In
another place he is _discussing the
parallel between the Roman pro-
letariat and the modern prole-

.tariat under capitalism. This pas-

sage winds up:

"'Thus “events wlnch were strik-
-ingly - analogous, but which tock-
place in different historical cir-

- cumstances, led to entirely dis-

similar. results.

“By studying each one of these
evolutions separately, and by com-
paring them. afterwards, the key
to these phenomena can easily be
found, but one will never succeed
with the open sesame of an his-
torico-philosophical theory, of
which the supreme w.rtup consists
in its being supra-historical.”
(Page 218.)

THE BIG DIFFERENCE

This is why the editors’ paral-
lelisms do not add up to their
elaims. It is rather amazing that
they can write that “only rela-
tively small and incidental tactical
features have changed.”

The big modern fact about Stal-
inist foreign policy is its ability
to use a weapon entirely alien to
tsarism: mass dynamic anti-capi-
talist movements in the lands of
its imperialist rivals, movements
which are under it& domination.
It is simply playing with histori-
cal euriosa to compare this with
the tsarist attempt to use the
Pan-Slavic appeal.

And this differéence—a differ-
ence as big as a chasm—is due to
the new social natore of the Stal-
inist tyranny, which is anti-capi-
talist as welL as anti-working
class. .

Fut‘thermore, the social motive-
imperialism
are not those of feudal or semi-
feudal tsarism. The consequences
of Russian victory'in any imperi-
alist ventures _are not the same
under totalitarian Stalinism as
under tsarism. Vital
contradictions and weaknesses of
Stalinist imperialism (cf. Titoism,
for example) are not the same as
for tsarist imperialism. In brief,
this is not the 19th century.

FALL IN THE TRAP

Blackstock and Hoselitz keep
reiterating and insisting on this
identification of Stalinist impe-
rialism with tsarist policy. Speak-
ing of Pan-Slavism, they write:
“Let no one pretend, that the case
which Engels had in mind [in at-
tacking the Pan-Slav weapon of
tsarism{] and the actual polieies
of Stalinism are fundamentally
different.” (My emphasis.) "Of
course, Stalinism has made a Pan-
Slav appeal also—it is one of the
continuing gambits of Russian im-
perialism.

But the policies. are different

. precisely in their "fundamentals,”

their bases, roots, drives, conse-
quences, contradictions, and main
weapon,

© To take a last example of the
editors’ insistence on this point:
They .quote a Stalinist Russian
historian who attacks Toynbee
bhecause. “to his [Toynbee’s] way
of thinking the present contradic-
tions. between .the.U. 8. and the
USSR are a recrudescence in a
new form of the struggle waged
between Rome and. Byzantium.”

_And the editors remark that this

‘Toynbee thesis was ‘““developed at

_an earlier date by Marx himself.”

" he’ edftins’ “fall“into the trap of
- ®supra-historieism,”

contlnum_g ;

inherent

Tl'us jsﬂ;hahast examph-of how i

and’ also, as
a matter of fact; into the: trap set
by the Stalinist professor. Marx,
to be sure, discussed the struggle
between tsarist Russia and the
West in connection with the
Rome-Byzantium struggle — but,
without giving the matter another
thought, the editors apply this to
“the present contradictions be-
tween the U. 8. and the USSR.”
A whole social system has ‘been
transformed, but what of that?
Russia is Russia is Russia.". ..

POSSIBLE EXPLANATION *~

We hasten to add that we are
quite aware of two possible rea-
sons why the editors” write_this
way. They think, in the first place,
that they are saying thée needful
to polemize against the Stalinist
apologists who draw a fundamen-
tal line of distinction between
Stalinist and Tsarist Russia, Nat-
urally the Stalinists do this to
whitewash themselves.

But the fundamental line exists.
It is, however, not between an
imperialism and an anti-imperial-

‘ism, as the-Moscow limne goes, but

between tweo quite different types
of imperialism, based on two quite
different social systems. This is
what the editors tend to forget,
or at least they write as if they
do. -

The second reason, we imagine,
is that the editors were desirous
of pointing out that a study of
Marx' and Engels’ analysis of
Russia is relevant to our times,
that their book is not simply a
collection of musty historical doc-
uments. They pushed this effort
too hard.

AN AX TO GRIND Y

But a different suspicion, may
enter our minds when, in the
course of their introduction, the
‘editors make another use of“their
supra-historical approach. It is
their own attempt (pioneered by
the Second Inbernatwnal in 1914
when it collapsed in social:chauv-
inism) to use Marx’s position on
war agamst Russia a cent.ury‘ago
to justify a pre-war: position to-’
day. Or so they seem to imply:
speaking of Marx's call for. revo-
iutionary war against the-tsarist

reaction, they write that: his
views— =¥
“ .. are proof that he clearly

preferred the capitalist-democra-
cies of Western Europe to the
Larbarian tyranny of Russian
Czarism. This was not a policy of
choosing the lesser of two evils,
but a clear recognition that the
chief aim which he favored, the
ultimate abolition of human :ex-
ploitation, was possible in the one
but not possible in the other sﬁs—
tem.”

Now the editors. are no, dﬂtM
entitled to have their own position
on the present-day world strug-
gle, including one of support fo
the Western imperialist camp;- buf
it is not good scholarship to foist
the responsibility for this onto the
defenseless body of Marx. Not a_
word in- the paragraph we have
just quoted has anything to do with
Marx's motives for his positicn on*
war with Russia a century ago.
And the proof of it is that there
is not a line in the collected writ-
ings which the editors themselves
present, in their own book, which
resembles their assertion.

At this point we cannot conceal
our opinion that the editors’-intro-
duction to the weork is something
less than a reliable guide to-a
reader’s appreciation of the con-,
tents. On the other hand, it take$
up only 17 pages. The .Marxist
student will find the most-interest-
ing material presented by the edi-
tors in the back of the book under
the head' “Bibliographical. Notes
and Editors’ Comments.”

S YL Book Bazaar -

- POLITICS, FICTION, SCIENCE, etc.
at give-away prices! '

‘Friday, March 20 .
from 8:30 p.m. on

LABOR ACTION HALL -
''114 West 14 Street, New York City'

L#




ociali
Sm:l.ali.ut Youth league Sccialist Youth League Sccialist Youth League Socialist Youth League Socialist Youth League Secizlist Youth-Leacue Soeiaust Touth Laa,pe Sndaﬁat Iouth

g Socialist Youth Ia.ngnn Secialist Youth kgﬂ Socialist Youth League S;.gglist Youth Leapgue Socialiat Youth Learue Socizlist Yeuth I«a e Socialist Youth Leas

ge Soclalist

Pres:dent Gallagher of CCNY Speaks Out Agamst the W'tchlmnters

__iav HENRY GALE

NEW YORK, March 1—The in-
vestigation last fall by the Me-

-Carran. Committee into the New

York minicipal colleges somehow

" .. passed over.City College. The cur-

* against
: "patriotic’ organizations or self-

rent- investigation by the same
‘committee, now headed by Senatqr
i .Ienner, was quick to repair this

“oversight.”.
.On February 10 it called two

-assmtants in the CCNY regis-
‘trar’s office, Richard Austin and

Hyman Gold, to Washington, and
asked them in public hearings

“whether they were members of

the Comn:mnist Party. Both re-
fused to answer on grounds of

'possible self-inerimination (under

‘the 5th Amendment). Both men
‘were thereupon automatically sus-
-pended from their jobs on the
ground 6f Section 903 of the €ity
rCharter, with formal firing only
& matter of future procedure.
Thus the witchhunt in educa-
tion has now arrived full-fledged

‘at City College, hunting “subver-

.sion,” typically enough, among

_the.clerks in the registrar’s office.

Unfortunately this omincus be-

-ginning has called forth only a

feeble response on campus, consist-
ing, at the moment of writing, of
a vigorous denunciation of the
committees by the newly inaugu-
rated president of the college, Dr.
Buell Gallagher, forthright editori-
agls in the student newspapers
Observation Post and Main Events,
«and- a tentative, still embryonic,
uiiempt at student protest.

The faculty has remained

:'-quzescent, at- least publicly so,
~while the average student seems

still securely mired in apolitical

. .‘.pathy.

‘The -most- mt-erestmg: aspect of

¥ the situation is probably the po-

sition taken by-the president, Dr.

- Gallagher, both by reason of his

refreshingly sincere determina-
tion to defend academic freedom

- from the witchhunters and his

truly lamentable -confusion on a
number of basic points. Dr. Gal-
lagher developed this position be-
fore the students in his inaugural
address, on February 19, and in
a question-and-answer session be-
fore the student council on Febru-
ary 25.

LATTACKS INQUISITION

The positive aspects of his posi-

/. tien. are shown by these state-

ments -from hIS inaugural ad-
'dress

*I for one lonk with dismay and
mounting ‘reseniment on the grow-
ing tendenty in our day for per-
sons, _ organizations, and groups
‘cutside the academic halls #o in-

" irude fhemselves and their ideas
- mpon the college and university. |
~shall oppose, with all the vigor |

possess, any effort of the Commu-

mist Party to tell the president,

foculty, and students of the City
College what fo-think and how-to
act. With equal determination |
reject the suggestion that the Nazi-
Fuscist mind ‘has a place among us,
or that persons committed to ras-

: ¢ist dogmas should be free o poi-
~son the mends of yodth. And with

‘tqual ‘resolution | set my. face
certain politicians or

styled' educational experts who

-bring their forms of pressure upon

educators for purposes best known

-to themselves. 'The .peoples right

to know is the key to all our liber-
fies,” and this right to know car-
ries with it the right to inquire
ond to teach freely—without in-
ferference from outside pressures.

* # _, nene from outside the col-
lege or university can be per-
riitted teelevel false aecusations of
subversien against the process of
free imquiry. The essense of sub-
yersion is the destruction of free-
dom; and therefore dogma, from
whatever quarter, is truly subver-
sive. Only when academic freedom
js- carefully safeguarded against
jntrusions from without and

. against. perversions from within

—only then is freedom of inquiry

safe, and only then is the future_

secure.
At the Student Council, a Stal-
inist student tried to make-out
that Dr. Gallagher was being am-
biguous concerning the ‘current
congressional investigations, While
the reference to *“certain politi-
cians” was extremely unlikely to
be misunderstood (in the absence,
of course, of a positive effort to
misunderstand), Dr. Gallagher,
in his answer to the Stalinist
questioner, made it absolutely
clear that his. reference was in
fact directed against the commit-
tees, and that he did not condone
their activities “in any way.”

AMBIGUITY

A serious question of ambiguity
could be raised, however, about
another passage in Dr. Gallagh-
(»r’s address:

. the man who lacks integ-
nty, he said, “disqualifies him-
self as a candidate for the frater-
nity of the free. He is committed
in advance to the betrayal of aea-
demic freedom to whatever dogma
he  espouses. He has the same
standing.in the citadel of democ-
racy as any other traitor; and his
treasonable presence within the
college doesnot give him the right
to claim the prbtection of the aea-

demic freedom which he has vio-
lated and which he,with his closed
-mind seeks to destroy.”

When questioned by the students
on this point, Gallagher maintained
that his quarrel was not with any
set of ideas but with those who are
"held by ideas,” who adhere to a
point of view "dogmatically."

Now opposition to “dogma” and
“dogmatic ideas” 1is something
like opposition to “sin,” in aca-
demic circles. Everyone is rightly
agin’ it, but the question is always
the extent of its application. The
same thing is true of the denunci-
ation of “men who lack integrity.”

ON MARXISM

It is, then, not a question of any
objection to D= Galiagher’s
words, taken by themselves—in-
deed, they are almost platitudi-
nous, if we may say this without
bemg' derogatory: -Their context,
however, understandably raised
in the minds of the students the
auestion whether he was implying
that certain ideas (say, Marxist
or even Stalinist) were ipso facto
“dogmas,” no matter how undog-
matically they might be “held.”
As we mentioned, Dr. Gallagher
denied this, but another passage
reinforces the impression that his

This came out as he went out of
his way to make an attack on
Marxism: ;

"The Marxist mierprehilall of
natural science is not guided by
the evidence; as the Lysenko con-
troversy sadly demonstratés. The
Marxist interpretation of history
is mot history: instead it is an in-
-terpretation springing from a fixed
theory of human nature and human
behavior which contorts facts to
conform to dogma."

ABUSING A RIGHT

It is quite obvious that, like
better men too, Dr. Gallagher’s-
ignorance of Marxism does not
deter him from having dogmatic
views on that subject; his first
sentence” demonstrates that, for
him, there is no difference be-
tween ‘the Marxist interpretation
of natural science” and the de-
crees-of_Stalin’s totalitarian Pol-
itburo. Tt is Stalinism that he is
really talking about, of course.

As for the rest of his eriticism,

- one must point out the following

in all charity:

(1) If Marxism is noted. for
anything, even among those who
know very little about it, it is-its
view that the social context in
which men live decisively deter-

views on the subject are far from '&mines their ideas, their culture,

being ‘clear in his own mind.

their patterns of behavior. For

this reason Marxism was first in
the field against: any theories
about a “fixed human nature,”
long before modern anthropology
made this common coin. Dr. Gal-
lagher’s complete lack of knowl-"-
edge about Marxism goes a bit -
beyond the ordinary right to be
ignorant, considering his position.
(2) His remark that #the
Marxist interpretation of history:
is; not history” is a special curios-
ity. Naturally, anyone’s interpre= .

tation of history is not itself his- "

tory, necessarily . . . but of course,
Dr. Gallagher here was simply all .
‘tangled up in words. What he
really wanted to say, no'doubt,

was that the Marxist interpreta- |

tion was nof in accordance with
scientific method, in his opiniomn.-
He is entirely unaware of Marx-
ism’s emphasis that the test-of all
theory lies in praetise.

It is a pitiful example of dog;-
matic anti-Marxism that Dr. Gal-
lagher tossed off; but aside from
such confusion, CCNY’s new
president does appear to present
the picture of a man entirely hon-
est and unswervingly devoted to
academic freedom. His job will

face him with many thorny prob- .

lems in this regard and his-sta-
ture depends on his courage and
persistence in meeting them.

USC's Fraternity Row Defends
Its Racial Discrimination System

By HAROLD WEST

LOS ANGELES, Feb. 22—The
issue of racism on the campus,
and the related question of frater-
nity diserimination against mi-
norities, have been the subjects
of heated student debate periodi-
cally at the University of South-
ern California ever since the post-
war influx of veterans breught a
greater number of minority stu-
dents and, consequently, more in-
dependents.

SC is one of the largest private
universities in the nation and the
second largest collége in Califor-
nia. The powerful fraternity sys-
tem which plagues its campus,
like so many of our higher insti-
tutions, lost some of its tradi-
tional power and influence in the
immediate years following World
War IL
- For several years veterans con-
stituted a majority of the enroll-
ment and the more democratic and

politically “conscious of these be- .

came the “vanguard” of all inde-
rendents who resented the preju-
dice, conservatism and dictatorial
student policies of the fossilized
fraternity system and its domi-
nating political machine.

A new party called "Unity" chal-
lenged the ""Row' party supremacy
and elected a student president,
although the 'Senate was still offi-
cially dominated by Row stalwarts.

NEW DEBATE

Racial diserimination on cam-
pus was one of the chief issues
raised by the Unity party in its
campaigns. 'In' additior, to de-
manding the removal of all racial
and religious barriers on ¢ampus,
Unity campaigned for a student-
controlled cooperative bookstore,
more student power over campus
affairs, and other progressive de-
mands. This party, chiefly inde-
pendents and veterans, 'included
scme demoeratic Row affiliates
and was, in reality, a very loose
political coalition, with no com-
prehensive philosophy or broad
principles.-

It covered the political speec-
irum from moderate Republieans
through Fair Dealers to Indepen-

dent Progressive Party. paltlsans,
independents and social-demo-
crats.ZBut it succeeded, neverthe-
less, in presenting an arena for
independent and democratic stu-
dents against a reactlonary Row
machine which had the taint of
the outlawed, underground, fas-
cist-like TNE fraternity in its
guiding policies, allegedly even
controlling the machine itself.
This week saw the racist issue
brought to the fore again, dis-
cussed all over the campus and in
the Daily Trojan for several days.
In contrast with the years when
veterans were more numerous, the
independents searcely put up a
struggle. The schdol has largely

reverted back to pre-war condi--

tions, i.e, the -atmosphere of a
“rich man’s school,” with the tone

set by the “aristocratic” fraterni—_

ties and sororities.

REJECT INQUIRY

The battle this time took place
in a three-man forum over the
“merits of the fraternity-sorority
system” and in a mild fight in the
Senate for the creation of a com-
mittee to investigate racial dis-
crimination. This proposal was
defeated 15-12 after “an hour's
discussion marked by both emo-
tional and thoughtful debate [in
whicl] the Senate voted to smooth
over and forget the discrimina-
tion issue,” according to an edi-
torial in the Daily Trojan of Feb-
ruary 20 (my italiecs—H. W.). ’

The motion to “appoint a five-
man committee to investigate dis-
crimination brought anxious “ex-
pressions to many faces. Then the
faces recovered and responded
with replies akin to bullets. . . .”

An amendmeént to exclude social
fraternities and sororities from the
probe, offered by Larry Couriney,
to ruin the motion, was defeated
¥5-12. Later, the motion itself
went down by the same vote,

Courtney claimed the “Greeks”
had the right to choose and reject
their associates and proposed that
any investigation be limited to
professional and honorary groups’
These latter groups.are precisely
those which are restricted to com-

munities of interest and have
some validity in the doctrine of
exclusiveness, providing race and
ethnie background are not criteria
for membership.

“Independent-by-Choice” Jan-
seny retaliated by saying ‘it would
be the height of bigotry not to in-
vestigate discrimination along the
Kow"” (a reference to 28th Street
where the fraternity and sorority
kouses are chiefly- located).

A more liberal Row man, James
Smith, suggested: “If there is dis-
crimination on 28th Street, let’s
find out about it. If we find no
evidence of diserimination it will
be good public relations for the
fraternity system cmtth:e univer-

ty” - :

Appﬂrln‘llv. ‘l'lle w Sena-
fors were not an o risk an
nvestigation ‘for the sake of a
“dubious betterment of their * *public
relations."

Ron Bartholomew, a fraternity
man whose own ‘“national office
recently expelled an Eastern
chapter for pledging a Jewish
student, said the investigation
would only create bad bloed. Only
time would settle the diserimina-
tion problem, he said.” (D. T.s
quote.) Two Senators from the
Fow claimed there was no problem
in their neighborhood.

FEAR PUBLICITY

Dick DuPar, proxy for IFC
President Géorge, Gottesman,
stated, “We're having a great
time,” and inquired if anyone
“had been hurt by diserimina-
tion.” Senator Jerry Carr agreed
with DuPar and. noted. that the

-Senate could do nothing with- any

findings, anyway.. ..

But_-it . was : obvieus the Row
feared the pubhc1ty bound up-with
any investigation.

Jansen; challenged to give evi-
dence of discrimination,
case of an absent senator: who wes
denied fraternity membership be-
cause his mother is a Jew."” Said
Jansen succinctly, "The fundamen-
fal purpose of a fraternity [we
might add: "professed purpose”—
H. W.] is to share in social activi-
ties, not_ to organize groups of

|

“cited the -

Christians [he could .have scld
"Anglo-Saxons," even more perti-
nentlyl. That is why we have cluha
for religious groups.” . .

A letter in the Daily Trojan of
Feb. 19 stated indignantly that
Phi Delta Theta’s alleged dis-
criminating ¢lause was the frater-
nity’s business alone. Arguing
that American ‘“democracy,” for
which We are said to “have fought
two world wars " allowed one the
right of t.hmce ” the writer,
John Grace, said, “If a Phi Delta
Theta doesn’t want-a Jewish fel-
low in his club that’s his busi-
ness.”

FRAT "CULTURE"

Many students who fouzht to
remove the university’s- own
“race-and-descent” clause from
the entrance applications will not
agree with this right of bigots

to set up discriminatory social.
organizations which speak official- .

ly and politically as social groups. _

Those who want religious clubs
or honorary societies may organ-
ize them and many already exist,
such as Newman Club, Hillel,
YMCA, Wesley Club, literary, art,
and soclal studies fratumtws.
These clubs are mot diserimina-:
tory and provide social as well
as religious and cultural outlets.

The traditional Greek-letter so- -

cieties are a different matter.-
Somesschools have barred them
from the campus. Everywhere
they exist, they tend to. uphold
and extend both racial pre_;udlce
and class snobbery.

Their political influence is 'oﬂcn
predommanf and their sc-called
“cultural" atmosphere is usually an
cdious . one, representing - “actually
a dearth of culture with their ad-
diction to vandalism, nihilistic mor- .
uls and what can truly be called
“sacial Darwinism,™ the philosophy
of reaction and even fascism. -

It is to be hoped the liberal and -
democratic students at USC can
effectively combat racism inithe
fraternities, in administration =
policies, and fight - the crowd -
which follows fuekrer Robert
Munger since he set up shop* on
the SC campus.




”I Sidney Hook Meets Louis Ilacker in Debate on Commumst Teachers_

By PHILIP COBEN

On February 12 Professor  Sidney Hook met Dean
‘Louis Hacker in combat on the question “Should Com-
“munists be allowed to teach?” and the sparks flew.

:Hook and Hacker each had. a second along. The ocea-

_sion was a panel .discussion 'on academic freedom spon-
.sored: by the American Civil Liberties Union, as part of
a conference on the purge system spreading over the
country. Lined up on the affirmative with Hacker was
Professor H. H. Wilson of Princeton, and ranged with
‘Hook was James Marshall, long a member of the New
“York Board of Education.
o Since we are willing to assume that most of our
_readers are already well acquainted with the mair issues
_in-this problem, which has often.been discussed in LABOR
AcTION, we will not rehash the whole discussion but- put
“‘the spotlight on two aspects of it especially.

The . first of ‘theie is Haok's ‘reputation .as a logical
‘#hinker ond anmalyst, a reputdtion he enjoys camong.many
:who distgree with his views. Hook himself  was not at -all
sbackward ~about putting -himself forward in this role. As

~ _the tast speaker in the panel presentatiohs, he began by
_ informing the audience that others (meaning the previous

'.f.’periphem'-lly in the discussion:

ipanelists) substifuted "‘thetoric-for aalysis™ on ‘this ques-
tion. He was going to-confine himself to amalysis, eschewing
rhetoric aond .demagogy. If was very considerate of him:
thus to.prepare the audience to hedr wu brilliant display
“of tight reasoning, even if the outcome was somewhat less
Ahan Brilliant.

‘. The secomd is a question which Hook raised only
the difference .between
*Sidney Hook and Joe MeCarthy.

* [

‘Louis.-Hacker's Stand
Professor Wilgon was not mueh of a help as the initial

.speaker Though he is a leading light of the Emergéncy
Civil Liberties Committee and a writer for the Nation,

- -and though he had made v:gorous speeches at the recent

conference of the ECLC, in this panel ‘on académic free-
dom he just missed saying absolwtely nothing.on' the sub-
ject which was the almost exclusive concentration of all
the others, Communist teachers.

His presentation consisted of excellent but thoroughly
abstract generalities about academic freedom, even wheén
he wound up with-some “remarks about “radicals’ and
“conformists” in society. Only in ‘his summary minutes,

. after all the heated: controversy, did he make a rélevant

(and. quite apt) remark about the real subject of the
afternoon. To put it bluntly, he played dead—why, we do
ot kfiow, uhless his strategy was simply tq let Hacker
earry the ball.

" .,' LoulsHéeker was the bombshell of the dfternoon. An

ex-Marxist like Hook, but with quite conservative political
und social ‘views nowadays, Hacker at any rate was vig-

forous ;and: mili¥ant on the issuwe of académic freedom and

-of ‘the:thredt +o academic-'freedoin posed by the congres-

. .siomal: witchhénters os wellias by men like—Sidney Hook.

TR e e e e e g

The heat mounted between these two up to the:minute
‘the chaitman banged the, gavel to a.d;ourn the session.
Haolker was “appalled” by Hook’s ar gumentation, he said,
‘and in’ his last word warned against “the Sav.marolas
+who light the fagots but Who will ‘be burned themselves.”
WWith this the gavel fell, and as the audience milled-out,
Professor Hook ‘could be heard, in an unphi.losophu: but
Yowering rage (with Hacker’s buttonhole all but in his

- ~~fist), demanding to know “Who the hell do you mean by
“ the Savanarolas?!”—Or perhaps: it was “Whom the hell |
‘:do you mean. . . .

However, since Hook had previously plaindy. and pubt

oo Aiely 1mpited that Hacker was demagogic' and: a fuzzy

Thetorician (neither of these being ebscure historical
‘references to Italian heresy-huntels), he ecan scarcely
‘complain of injured dignity, ‘we imagine.

Hacker had introduced his talk by saying that he was
preseptmg “the Tory position” of ‘“the extreme nright,”
a position “for all times and all places,” “equally ger-
‘mane. to Socrates and today”’—thereby referring to the
‘eonservative philosophic approach through . which he
‘eame: to ‘his position on the current problem. For him,
‘the universities should be considered as. cofporate bodies
‘(in something like the medieval sense) with corporate
Tesponsibilities, including self-policing; this view Hacker
also applies to the capitalist structures of today. But
‘after this brief exposition of his socially conservative
‘approach, he proceeded to attack the contemporary threat
tc -education.

We .are seeing todey, be said, a revival of the trial-

of.Socrates: The charge is NOT only Communjsm. There-are
#he doyalby ‘oaths.and the straitjocket on the 5th -Amend-
ment.: Universities-will be-in-peril if they have to discharge

instructors solely because they are or have been Commu-
nists . . . or Deweyons, or. Freudians, he-added.: He:pre-'

sented a clear pasitive view: Teachers :who ‘abuse the
interests of the classroom.to indoctrinake; or who are
wol¥ree intellectual agents, can'be dealt with as incompe-
tent. 'Our criterion must. be- compel'enu. #ie stressed,-while
making clear. that -there can be,.in:.givem cases, areal ¢on-

' hégtion between a }encher s Stalinist (or other) views and .

Kis: competence.

Hacker’s line,.in our view, presented to Hook the cen-
tral question which he has never yet taken up in his
fiamerous articles on the subject,. Here he had an oppor-
tunity to practice his penchant-for analysis-rather’ than
Thétotic,

‘For Hook’s main ery is this: a teacher whe-is-a Gom-

_"haumat Party member cannot be an intellectual free

eht-and therefore can be-automatically considered un-.
+4o teach without an. inguiry into any other aspect of

his work. If his teachmg is bound by the decrees of a
Central Committee, which he is compelled to parrot, he
cannot “seek the truth without any other ‘control except
the control and-authority of those rational methods by
which truth is established” (his definition for the basis
of academic freedom).

Hacker’s position (and incidentally, our own too)
grants that-a teacher who is such a parrot of intellectual
decrees-from-above is unfit. But the core of Hook’s view
iz that this triterion is automatically fulfilled by the fact
of CP membership. And this is what he has never ana-
lyzed. Unless you ‘call the following an “analysis”:

He is talking about “members of the CP under intel-
lectual discipline,” he explained; but “how about ‘blun-
derers’ in the CP?” How about teachers who join the CP
for one reason or another but who are not willing to,
and in fact do. not, parrot the intellectual decrees on any
subjett handed down to them? He raised this question in
this way himself; he did not deny that there were such
CP teachers.

Inference by a Philosopher.

And his answer? It was simply and solely to qnoie Ecrl
Browder's testimony at some hearing {at the time when
Browder was still American CP.leader) to the effect that

the CP has a Central Control Commission fo supervise all |

members and that "a member must carry out all decisions
and orders.” _

Then with-a eoruseating display- of-that brilliant logie
for which he-is-noted, he merely added in:so many words:
“From this 1 infer that any member of the CP is prima-
facie unfit to' tea

Some 'fres-hmnn in an NYU philosophy class-ought to.
submit this -as -an exercise in logic for his professor.
W hat:Hook thas proved,of :course, if proof was necessary,
is that it is the'aim of the CP to have members conform to
21l “detisions and -orders.” ‘Assuming that: this applies
equally—in aim, if not in practiée—to intellectual dis-
cipline, Hook has not yet taken up the real problem about
the “blunderer” who joimed the CP.

Is: he contending - perhaps thiat CP dideipline is so
rigidly, infallibly, invariably and immediately’ enforced
upon all its teachers as- to:make the-existence of sucha
“blunderer” impossible? Is he contending tha® such a
“blunderer” would be promptly or even soon expelted, or
that he will quit. equally: promptly?

Hook ‘did:-not carry his:--analysis this far: for: the
excellent reason.that: he knows this ‘doesn’t actuallyhap-
pen. His paltry quotation from Browder, flung before
the audience with the air of a prosecutor seeking to im-
press a Smith Act jury with 'a “document,” is a piece of

, deception.

What actually happens is that a teather usually joins
the CP (in this country, not in Russia) because, a¢s @
free intellectual agent, he agrees with or thinks he-agrees
with the ideas of the CP—or even, as happens often
efiough, convinces himself that he agrees with a -suffi-
cient number of the CP’s political ideas to warran{ mem-
bership in spite of any other reservations.

This- writer, like others, has. known ‘many a CP
teacher 'who obviously ‘has his reservations about the
cfficial Stalinist line on intellectual questions, often pre-
cisely the questions in his own field. This is a not-in-
frequent type.

Mos#: typically, . CP. teachers in this country age not
(necesserily) mere - rabots of. the.party. line-but have come
to-accept Stalinist.views: {to whatever.extent) because of

-their-own unfortumate intellectual-development. Some may:

” bredk- with the.party..eventually;. some may. be rexpelled
é¢ventually; others may , increasingly. subordinate their
doubts .and deviations:.to party orthodoxy -and -become
intellectual robots;. etc. It.is-this.real situation, with i¥s
plurolity. of possibilities, which thad.brilliant analyst Sidney
Hook. selves with a quotation from Browder about. the
party Control Commission . . . ané meets: with the threat
of the government-policeman's club..

Any reader is entitled to believe, if he ‘w:shes that
Hook nevertheless has -valid grounds for his pesition;
as we mentioned, we are not reviewing the-whole. ques-
tion here. We are-putting the spotlight-on:his statement:
“From. this I infer . . ."—an-attempt at an inference
which is involved in the underpinnings of his whole
pesition.

"Indoctrination”

But this is not all, by any means. Skilled professors
of philosophy, especially those widely admired for lucid
thinking and brilliant analysis, are not supposed to shift
from one position to another, in the course of argumen-
tation, while allowing their philosophically untrained
auditors to believe that they are arguing for the same
position all the while. But this is what Chairman Hook
of the NYU Philosophy Department does.

We have explained that he bases his position on the
unfitness of a teacher who allows his intellectual views
tc be determined by outside control; that he equates this
automatically -with CP membership; and. that he thus
comes out with the second eguation: CP membership=
unfitness to .teach.

And..then ‘holf the time we find him talking obowl' IN-
DOCTRINATION, as-if -he--were still - discussing the ‘same

point. But a-confusion. of this. sort-would nmot merit an. A -

in one of Professor; Hook's classes.

There is mo :doubt:that “indoctrination” is an evil to

be-combated-in teaching. It is the effort of a teacher to
imbuae: students. with:~a :partienlar - set -of - conclusions.
(usually ‘his -owny.naturally) instead of-using the 'class-
roem tolead. them to: think for themseélves-and grow-in in-

dependent power of analysis. It implies partisan and one-
sided presentation of material.

Now this is indubitably an evil and a count against
a teacher’s fitness, but (first of all) it is a différent evil
from-the one we discussed above.

A, teacher who himself has a firmly held point of . ~

view.on anything (and this is no evil at all, except in the
eyes of mushheads) may or may not indoctrinate. If he
understands his job as a teacher and is loyal to the ideals
of ‘the profession, he will not. On the other hand, a
teacher who is immune to the temptation because he has
no convictions of his own does not thereby become any
model for others.

CP teachers have convictions; no doubt. So do social«
ist teachers. So do Deweyan philosophers. So do reaction-
ary teachers. And liberal teachers. (Personally we have
more often seen cases of crass indoctrination in the class-
room from university liberals and reactionaries than from
any to their left or from Stalinists.) :

Does CP membership automatically mean .-a teacher
who indoctrinates, in the objectionable ‘and derogatory
sense? Here again Hook quotes the CP as officially urging
what ‘amounts to indoctrination. But did Professer X, a
Stalinist, DO this? Did Instructor Y?

The fact is that many typical CP teachers (and we
are not even speaking of the “blunderers” at this peint)
do not do so—and do mnot even feel the- need to do so,
insofar as they are honestly convinced of the stremgth
of their own views when stacked up against others; that
is, they 'do not do so any more than Sidney Hook" hlmseif.
That is not an ummportant quahﬁcatlon for the state-
ment,

We mention Hook because he provided the occasion
for the comparison himself. He told the ACLU audiencé
that he likes to spend some time presenting his students
with the case for Marxism, and then (he-said) when the
students are getting to feel perhaps that there's some-
thing to it, he swoops down to systematically pick the
case for Marxism apart item by item.

Slanting the Issue

Is this indoetrination or no, as Hook describes it}
That is no easy question.

Does Hook really try to present the case for Marxism
as eﬂ'ectlvely and convincingly as when he starts work-

_ing in rebuttal? Does he present also the replies to-his
own rebuttals? Judging by his later works on Marxism,
no- Marxist would have any illusiens a.bout his ol}}ec-
tivity.

Would Hook consider it “indectrination” if a Mamﬂst
teacher were to reverse his procedure: present the case
against Marxism and then work away at clearing away
every objection to it in the minds of his students . . .7
Would he consider it indoctrination if a Stalinist teacher
followed his procedure (no worse, no better) in favor of
a sympathetic view of Russia?

Obviously these are difficult questions. It is not:we whe
propose a pat answer. It is Sidney Hook who-propeo:esito
selve- this question with the .prosecutor's formula -oni tire
policeman's club: CP member=—indoctrinator, antomatically,
inevitably, without exception. And he.dees not even inform
his - auditors, whom he has promised analysis rathei than
rhetoric, that he is thereby .also proposing to .sci ve. n
different question from the ohe he began with! A

Professor of Philosophy Hook net ofily per-forms
sleight-of-hand with differént questions, he also uses dife
ferent térms as if they were thoroughly mtf,oar‘t:hangﬂa;b‘l%i
Such is the case with the terms “]I‘IdO{.tl inate,” shmii"’
and “angle.”

‘We have never seen a professor, who does have firm
convictions on a question he was discussing, who faited’
to “slant” his discussion along the lines of his own views,
to a greater or lesser extent. Perhaps some reader has
met such a paragon; that is quite possible. Not infre-
guently such slanting is done quite consciously and open=
1y; perhaps more often than not it takes place uncon=
seiously—as it will in any case.

Is this “indoctrination”? Not by a long shot! or at
any rate, not necessarily. As Louis Hacker and others
have argued in part, one reason a university desires to
have teachers of different schools of thought on its fae-
ulty (other things being ‘equal) is to expose the student
to varying opinions. That is, the university expects slant=
ing. In a sense which we hope will be understood in this
context, it is even of positive value in the educational
process,

‘These should be 1mportant distinctions for a hmhantf
analyst. Yet time and agam, in the course of the dlbcus-
sion, Professor Hook used “slant” as equlvalent to “in
doctrinate.”

What is the polemical effect of ﬂlis.presﬂdigih‘lﬁiﬂll-? The
auditor naturally agrees that CP feachers can be expetted
to “slant" their teaching. I+ may be the exceptionul hedrer
who. stops to think, as ‘Hook's -falk flows on, that mos¥
other teachers can be expected fo "slant” also. From this
agreement on "slanting' he ‘is led to keep- on nodding-his
head ﬂlenhily when Hook shifts the: gear over to "indociris
nating,” using the latter word in the context of its obiuc-
tionable meaning. He has been deceived.

Now we are by no means of the oplmcm that this de-
ception by Hook is deliberate or planned. In fact, it-may -
be argued that what we have just seen is a process by
which Hook has himself “slanted” his argument witheut
necessarily: being aware of it! But ‘much-as this may be
true,:jt is hardly entirely forgivable in the case of the
chairman of- the NYU Philosophy Department who
sneered at his: fellow panelists as rhetoricians rather than .
analysts. . ..

(Continued -next week)
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By ROBERT MAGNUS

Under the influence of the post-war expan-
sion of Stalinist power, the self-styled “official
Trotskyists” of the Fourth International went
over from ‘“defense of the Soviet Union” to a
position of support to the whole Stalinist camp
in its struggle for domination of the world.
~ Another and notable demonstration of its
présent line is given in the February 23 issue of
the Militant, organ of Cannon’s Socialist Work-
ers Party in this country, which reprints an ap-
peal by the “International Exeeutive Committee
of the Fourth International” to the “Central
Committee and members of ‘the Chinese Communist

Party.” ‘

Although many things about the present Chinese re-.

gime and its future evolution may be obscure, one fact
is absolutely clear: the Chinese Stalinists will act to-
ward any and all oppenents of their regime exactly as
totalitarian Stalinism has acted all over the world for the
last thirty years. They will round up every last opposi-
tionist, no matter how loyal, mild, courteous, he is, no
matter if- he bends his spine in eighteen different direc-
tions, takes off his hat, curtsies, places his nose in the
unobliging earth, eats mud or worse; they will arrest
him and probably execute him and at the very least place
Bim to work in the “progressive” army of slave laborers
which ‘daily grows under the Stalinist barbarism.

The evidence of the political-police character of Stal-

- inism, it would seem, has piled up to such mountainous
proportions by this time that even the blockheads who run
the Fourth International would be able to get the point:
the victory of Stalinism in any country means the com-
plete ligwidation of any. free labor movement in any and
oll of its forms.

But ‘the appeal, which the deep thinkers in the top leader-
ship address to the jailers, wardens and associated slave-
drivers who run the Chinese regime, complains that "Once
more alarming news comes to us from our Chinese com-
rades telling of searches, arrests and even executions."

We note parenthetically that the Fourth Interna-
tional does not seem to be at all “alarmed” by the fan-
tastic growth of Stalinist slave armies and the open in-
stitution of slave-labor camps all over China. ]

Addressing itself to the servitors and co-diseiples of
the Russian bureaucracy and Stalin, the appeal manages
to “protect with utmost vigor against these actions.- which
copy the methods used elsewhere against Trotskyists by
the servitors and co-disciples of the Soviet bureaucracy
and Stalin.”

The Paris international committee of the F.I. oper-
ates in the grand manner. Instead of declaring its own
war on Stalinist barbarism, this organization has trans-
formed itself into a committee for addressing shameless
“appeals,” ridiculous proposals for “united fronts,” and
various and assorted bombastic “open lettegs” to the top
leadership of that pitiless enemy of socialist progress—
Stalinism! This nincompoopery passes itself off as the
“only authentic revolutionary current.”

Tearful Whimper

What gives these so-official Trotskyists the. colossal
impudence fo address appeals to the police barbarism of
Mao-Tse-tung? The answer is that they are seeking to col-
“lect on the unasked-for services they have rendered Stal-
inism in the post-war years. The appeal mentions these
services rendered, proudly and passionately: “The Trotsky-
ists are for the unconditional defense of China against
imperialism, as well as for the defense of all the conquests
of the Third Chinese Revolution against the actions of the
native feudal-capitalists and their agents.”

Furthermore: “In all capitalist countries, especially
the United States and England, the Trotskyists are con-
ducting a struggle against the imperialist intervention
in Korea and China, for recognition of the Mao Tse-tung
government, for freedom of trade with China, for help gf
every kind to the Chinese Revoution.” And what is more:
“In Ceylon it is the group of Trotskyist deputies who
have headed the struggle for trade with China.” These
pitiful moans are addressed to the "Chinese Stalinist
regime! )

Descending to the depths, the appeal continues: “We
leave to history to judge whether this struggle we have
conducted; despite the calumnies and persecutions, has
been confirmed or not by events. In any case, do you be-
lieve that precisely this struggle merits new the extermi-

. nation of the Trotskyists? Or perhaps that their presence,

“ as living witnesses of your past errors, is now more em-

barrassing than ever?”

With one stroke of the pen these stalwart “Trotsky-

- ists” reduce the long struggle of the Left Opposition, the

theoretical contributions of Trotsky, his close and careful
study of the evolution of the Stalinist system in an ever
more reactionary direction, to an historical difference.
Is it possible to conceive of this political whimper coming
from the pen of Leon Trotsky? They are tearfully argu-
ing with their assassins. :

If the “revolution” (this is their jovial term for the-
transformation of China into a Stalinist slave state),
has conquered in China without the active intervention
of these Trotskyists, what now? The appeal is very ex-
plicit .on this point: “Today the Chinese Trotskyists,
after the victory in fact over the feudal-capitalists and
the establishment in fact of a power which claims to be
of the working class are ready to work loyally and openly
in the framework of proletarian democracy for the com-
pletion of the revolution.” .

Today, almost twenty years after Trotsky declared
that it was impossible to reform the Comintern or the

Russian regime, that the Stalin gang had to be.over-
Gipy . =

omrade-,

The Fourth- Interljatiqnal Ttots.kyis;té A

thrown by revolution, that Stalinism throttled every kind
of democracy, much less established “proletarian demoe-
racy”’—today, these people send such a letter to the top
committee of the Chinese Stalinist party.

This is not all, however: "The Chinese Trotskyists wiil
not range themselves. against this leadership. They will
continue ‘to defend it, while at-the. same time working to-
ward the following ends. . . ."

These ends include the following abselutely capitula-
tory statements: “That the party of the proletariat [these
idiots mean- the anti-socialsit, -anti-working class party
of  Stalinism] funetion democratically and allow free
manifestations of tendeneies. which may on ocecasion
[sic] be in disagreement with the line of,the leadership’;
“that. the trade unmions relmain primarily. organizations
for the defense of: the rights of the workers, that they
may on occasion [!] be in opposition to the state that
claims 'to be. the proletarian state. . ..”

The logic of politics is much stronger than all of

ppeal to the Chinese Stalinists

the noise, bombast, and officialness which can be piled up
by any number of capitulators and apologists calling
themselves Trotskyists. In actual fact, the political friends
of Cannonism have the idea that they are somehow going
to continue to exist by moving closer and closer to the
Stalinist regime. This has been their general line ever
since their Third Congress. As Stalinism becomes more
powerful, they must attach themselves more firmly to-it,
work for its success, defend or gloss over its crimes, and
finally split to pieces and ‘become swallowed up in: its
claws. That is the prospect. :

There it is in black and white for all the world to see:
“The Chinese Trotskyists will mot ramge themsebves
against this leadership. They will continuwe to defend
it. ...” From defense of the “nationalized and planned
economy” despite and against Stalin, to the present course
of defense of the Stalinist leadership 4n privciple (for
the. time. being- only. in-China), is but a short step for
them. This step has been taken.

FI's New Line: China’s Unproletarian Revolution

By BERNARD CRAMER

The accompanying article on this page deals with
the latest appeal of the official-Trotskyist Fourth Imter-
national for the embraces of the Chinese Stalinists. This
appeal is a continuation of a line-switch adopted by
that "group’s last International Executive. Committee
plenum. Some details on the latter” will round. out the
picture of increasing _Stalinization which the line  of
these people represents. .

At this plenum (held last May) the assembled deep
thinkers decided that the Chinese .Stalinists had really
adopted the basic ideas of . . . Trotskyism.

E. Germain, the eminent confusionist who delivered
the main report, stressed. this several times: the: Chinese
Stalinists’ struggle “has been transformed into.the Per-
manent Revolution unfurling before our eyes.” And:
“the Chinese CP has begun, in ‘an opportumist and
empirical manner, it is true, but it has begun in reality
to apply the theory of Permanent Revolution in its own
manner. , . .”

True, Germain’s colleagues would have done it better,
they thought, being the official custodians of their de-
trotskyized Trotskyism, but they are not sectarians and
they do not cavil.

Caviling was unpopular, if not downright.counter-
revolutionary, at this plenum. Neither in the report nor
in the discussion did anyone mention the detail (if only
cn comradely reproof) that there is not a speck of de-
mocracy for the workers and peasants (or anyone else)
vnder the Mao regime.

Germain did, however, voice one complaint with re-
gard to a detestable habit of the Chinese Stalinists, espe-
cially disconcerting for comrades who in reality have
adopted the heart of Trotskyism. This was the Stalinists’
penchant for assassinating Trotskyists.

Naturally this merited only passing #hotice, lest any-
one think the official types were getting to feel personal
about the matter. )

Germain merely mentioned it as a kind of curiosity
of history: “The theory of Permanent Revolution,” he

" said, “has begun to be put into® practice by those who

fought it savagely for 25 years, and in part egains{ those
who have during this same period ‘been its fiercest de-
fenders, EVEN PASSING IN PART OVER THEIR
DEAD BODIES.” (Our capitals for emphasis.)

Germain does not specify the cause of decease in
order to show that he was not getting morbidly subjec-
tive.

He does, however, try to account for “the blows that
our Chinese organization suffered” from the comrade-
assassins. The trouble is the latter’s “Stalinist past,” their
“brutal bureaucratic. sectarianism,” and their “mean
spirit of revenge.” In this last connection he deplores
the fact that the comrade-assassins’ government “dyna-
mited the tomb of Chen Du-siu” (the CP leader who
became a Trotskyist) and “sent his widow, who is now
very old, to-a concentration camp.”

NEW THEORETICS .

But these few words already verged on petty-bourgeois
lamentations over the stern march of history, and so he
hastens to add:

"But as Marxists we know that we have no special in-
terests to defend outside those of our class,” and the
Chinese Revolution is really "a triumph for us, despite the
blows which . we may temporarily suffer.”

And he adjures the Chinese Trotskyists to “overcome
pessimism and skepticism which are in danger of devel-
oping in their ranks,” and to refrain from “obstinately
continuing to condemn CP policy for past crimes which
it is no longer committing today.”

This, it seems, was a bit of overoptimistie, and the new

appeal of the F. I. to the comrade-assassins is forced to

register another demurrer.

But. at the plenum no one else mentioned this nasty
habit of Mao’s. Unless it was in the mind of another
speaker, Burns, when he remarked that “their [the Chi-

nesge ‘Trotskyists'] fears and hesitations arise from per-.

sonal resistance before a revolutionary movement which
has taken unexpected forms. .. .”

All this does not come from reading too. much: of
Darkness at Noon but from the F. I. theoreticians’ new
znalysis of the CP and its totalitarian state. -

Germain, who specializes in historical peculiarities,
raised the question why the F. I. never foresaw that the
Chinese proletarian revolution (or any other proletarian
revolution, for that matter) would take place without
the participation of the proletariat—without workers’
uprisings, without the activity of the workers as a class,

without, the organization of the workers. In othex words: _
who is playing the title role in this “Hamlet without the
Dane”? : ) =
He solves it, handily as usual. The truly:and basically
"proletariang character of this unproletarian revolition
was determined by the leading role of the CP. ,
That’s one down, but leaves two.to go. For the next
question arises thusly: The preceding “solutien” makes
sense, only if' the: CP is comsidered: a ‘prolétarian party.
But these thinkers had: not-quite brought themselves to
do sg, for one thing: because Trotsky (in 1932) had’indi
cated he thought it should' be regarded as a kind of
Ppeasant party. :
The plenum fixed this up. It decided that the: Chinese
CP was a true-blue proletarian party. Bus why? beeause
of its composition or program or what?
No traditienal criterion would quite work out, but

. Germain solved. this too: “the Chinese CP has officially

adopted statutes” which ¢ome out for socialism, and he
asks, “Have we ever known a peasant party whieh 'pos«
sessed such a program?’ No. one answered in a hurry,
so he went on to: “Have we ever known a -peasant party
which affirmed its unshakable loyalty to the USSEK . ..7”?
and so on, 5 5

_ This proved that the CP was not a peasant party, and
no one piped up with the question: “Have we ever known
a workers’ party like the Chinese CP?”

STRAIGHT POISON

So Germain unraveled the mystery by the process of
elimination—not a peasant party, must be a workers’
party, Q.E.D.—but these aerobatics were not congenial
to the real inspirer of the F. I’s Stalinization, its secre-:
tary Pablo, who has been dragging Germain along with
him as reluctantly as the Chinese Stalinists made their:
“Trotskyist” revolution.

Pablo poured it out straight:

"Insofar as the Stalinist parties are concerned, what
is decisive fpr characterizing them as working-class pasties;.
is their allegiance to the Kremlin-bureaucracy, that is. to.
say. o the bureaucracy of a degenerated workers' stote.™

_All of which made two down: (1) The Chinese Revo-

l_utlon is a proletarian revolution by definition because
it was made by the CP. (2) The CP, in turn, is-a work-
ing-class party because (a) it is not a peasant party
[Germain], or (b) because it owes allegiance to the
Kremlin bureaucracy, which runs a “workers’ state”
[Pablo]. '
s "I‘his leaves one to go to make these theoretics really:
._aart:ght, watertight, gastight and vermin-proof. N amely,
in its turn the Kremlin’s state is a workers’ state be-
cause . ; . well, that much is well-known to official-
Trotskyists. Stalin’s Russia is a workers’ state (degen-.
erated) because it is based on nationalized property.

But, miraculously, at this point we report that oun
the_oreticia_ns refused to apply precisely this formula to;
Ch:pa! True, Mao hasn’t expropriated the whole bour-
geoisie yet, they-admitted, but they insisted that this-did:
not stand in the way of considering Mao’s China a work-
ers’ state, g )

What did stop them from this characterization was:
something else; as nearly as we can make out” fromy
Germain’s doubletalk on this question, it is either ‘the
fact that fighting is still going on against elements of the
cld regime in some parts of China, or else the fact that
old elements still remain in some parts of the adminis-.
trative apparatus.

This is absurd bashfulness on their part, but they: -
make plentifully clear that their attitude toward the:.
Chinese not-yet-workers’ state (whose central govern-:

- ment, however, is controlled solely by. a workers’ porty, *

which Iag,s alf'eady made o proletarian revolution!—the:
head swz?ns} is a lot more enthusiastic than it is toward: .
the genuine-guaranteed workers’ states of Stalin’s. This:

) difference in degree of enthusiasm is on no small matiter, '

These people, we remember, are -for "revolutionary
overthrow" of the Stalin government. Trotsky was;. they;re- —
peat it. But when one solitary speaker at the blennmiex-
pressed: the opinion that in China toe they should "work
for the overthrow of the Mao government,” Germain came
down on him like a ton of bricks. -

"Such words are absolutely irresponsible,” cried ;ﬂ:e
reporter. These are "counter-revolutionary ideas,
claimed! :

The deviationist got a word in edgewise: © in,
USSR?” he asked. e

Germain told him the difference right off: The Rus<-
sian “workers’ state” is “in the period of its worst. de-

(Turn to last page) . ;

" he  ex-




{Continued from page 1}
anyone else who may want to get
~ ia lick in. But the decision will be

made by the head of each depart-
- ment ,and there will be no appeal
from this decision, except possibly
to the courts. As it was with the
_pld Jady Guillotine, “justice” will
be administered . with one swift,
sure, and irrevocable stroke.
Of course, there will be no non-
sense about the accused having the
right to- question his accusers, or
' even to know the exact charges on
which ke is being accused. That
would invade the privacy of the
. gffairs of the accuser, and might

make him hesitate to bring his ac-
. cusations in the first place unless
. he-was sure they could be proved.
It is rumored that in compen-

sation for his utter helplessness in
the face of this procedure, the dis-
charged employee’s name and the
cause of his dismissal will not be
made public. The rumor does not
say that when and if he has the
courage to try to get a job else-
where, and lists his former gov-
ernment employment on his appli-
cation, the reasons for discharge
will not be communicated pri-
vately to the person who other-
wise might -have been his prospec-
tive employer.

THIN "RIGHT"

Of course, there is also an addi-
tional rumor to the effect that the
employee who feels that he has
been unjustly dealt with will have
the right to appeal to the courts.

toolpigeon SyStem‘_;_ -

In a certain sense, he has always
had that right (exercised, for in-
stance, by James Kutcher, the
courageous legless- veteran who
was fired from a clerk’s job in the
Veteraris Administration in New
Jersey for membership in the Seo-
‘tialist Workers Party).

But to exercise it takes.both a
lot of courage and more money
than the average person dares
think of. This "right" affords about
the same degree of protection to
the average cifizen as does his
well-known "right" to arrest a cop
wheo is violating the law while on
duty.

"™1f this new government pro-
gram would actually stop Joe Mc-
Carthy’s rampagings, one could at
least say that it had accomplished

soniething — even though that
something might be very akin to
the “success” of the famous psy-
choanalyst who ¢ured his patient
of hysterical deafness only to have
him go blind.

But there is nothing on the rec-
ord so far to lead us to believe
that this gevernment is going to
cramp Joe McCarthy’s style even
as much as the last one did. The
abject surrender of the State De-
partment on two occasions in one
week seems to show that however
tough they may get with the poor
federal worker, they will never
turn their back on good old Joe.
For one thing, that is not alto-
gether safe, and for another, they
are too busy salaaming as they
back out-the door,

ew Stalin Interview — —

{Continued from page 1)
freedom. No one has any quarrel

with the American people, and .

~that is true both in Asia and in
" the Soviet. .

' . “But,” said Stalin, and it is a

very big and significant but, “the:

United States Government is an-
~other matter. For a long time the
" United States followed a policy of
i SO-caﬂed isolation and its influence

in world affairs, generally speak-

mg, was good. But partmpatmn
in two world wars has given the

United States capitalists a taste

of the profits that can bg made in
" wars, It is this desire for profits

that lies at the root of the present
threats, to world peace.”

.. That Stalin's “theory" of the
U. S. drive to war is crude and
provincial, having nothing in com-
mon with Marxist or Leninist ideas
on the matter, is beside the point.
Stalin uses theories like other peo-
ple use shoes: it depends on where
he intends fto walk, in the swamp
or in the mountains. With Stalin,
“theory" is o very practical mat-
fer and .always subordinate to the
immediate needs of the moment. In
*his pcrl'lcllnr instance what Stalin
is aiming at is lmlfed in his very

i ngxl In:euth

: “FAIR PLAY"

. While. President Eisenhower;
Dr..Kitehlu reports Stalin as say-
_ing, is a good military man of
proved ability, and for that rea-
son quite realistic in his appreci-
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ation of the world situation, he
has surrounded himself “with a
group of capitalists — precisely
those. persons who are particular-
ly inter®sted in more war profits.
The people around the American
president are likely to canse diffi-
culty in getting questions settled.”

In the same expansive mood,
Stalin further confided to his In-
dian visitor that Britain and

‘France would not continue to sup-

pert the present policies of the
United States and that this would
lead to “an eventual break be-
tween Britain and France on. the
one h#hd and the United States on
the other.” Stalin expressed pre-
tended surprise at Britain's pest-
war. policy of hostility to Russia
and lack of gratitude to the Rus-
sians who “saved” Britain in the
last war. Where—S8talin, who is
1enowned for his sense of honor,
wanted to know—where was the
British sense of fair play? .

Stalin’s explanation for British
policy was as “profound” as his
explanation of America’s present
drive toward war—it was a result
of Winston Churchill’s bad influ-
ence, who incidentally “got Mr.
TFruman, not. a bad man basically,
off on the wrong track” with his
Fulton, Missouri, speech.

JUST PROPAGANDA"

- For the special benefit of Nehru
and the Indian bourgeoisie, who
do-not view. the activities of the
Indian . Stalinists or: Chinese and
Russian imperialist strivings with
equanimity, the Kremlin dictator
repeated his-views that “The Rus-
sians do.not believe that there is
only one path of political and eco-
nomic development open to a coun-
try, but recognize that each coun-
try has. its indivigizal peculiari-
ties and that these are marked in
the case of India.” .

Are Stalin's views to be dis-
missed as the usual propaganda
designed to further the discords
betwean Washington and its un-
wiilling captive European "allies”
and to strengthen India's neutral-
ism, or do they herald a twist in
the line?
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On the surface, there is as yet
no important indication that Stal-
in is relaxing his present “hard”
line. He may praise the American
people in one isolated interview
mtended only for foreign con-
sumption, but the anti-American
propaganda ‘war continues on all
fronts. For example, Pekin has
again renewed its charges of
“germ warfare” against Ameri-
can forces in Korea..

_SOME SPECULATION

Again, Stalin may prate of a
general settlement, but the activi-
ties of the Russian High Com-
mand in Berlin aimed at com-
pletely blockading West “Berlin,
and the bellicose pronouncements
of the East German Stalinists
calling for the overthrow of the
Bonn government, do not support
the idea that Stalin is preparing
for a new turn.

Similarily, in the Far East, the
Korean war continues, and re-
ports indicate that Stalin is pre-
paring to increase his material
assistance to the pro-Stalinist
guerrilla forces in Indo-China.

In general, it would seem that,
like the Reston exchange, the inter-
view with Dr. Kifchlu is merely one
of Stalin's propaganda devices de-
signel to counteract the much-
heralded new Eisenhower program
of psychological and not-so-psy-
chological warfare. While Wash-
ington denounces treaties, pushes
the European army project, takes
the wraps of Chiang Kai-shek and
prepares o give more aid to the
French in Indo-China, Stalin steps
forward as . . . "the partisan of
peace.”

Nevertheless,

The Fl and

(Continued from page 7}
generation’ and the hatred of the
people is concentrated against
the bureaueraecy. In China, how-
ever, “we find ourselves in the
rising epoch df the revolution....”

“How is it possible not to see
the fundamental difference be-
tween these two situations?” he
wound up; no doubt looking
around trimphantly amidst ap-

the possibility

" plause.

One’s head no longer swims;
it sinks like a stone. The Russian
“degenerated workers’ state” has

. thoroughly consolidated itself, and

therefore we are in favor of over-.
throwing it. The Chinese not-yet-
workers’-state (or degenerated-
workers-state-to-be) has not yet
consolidated itself, and therefore
. the conclusion is inevitable
. we cannot be for-overthrow-
ing it. As soon as Mao has thor-
oughly consolidated his regime,
we may be in favor of overthrow-
ing him too, but not a minute
before then. Ne consolidated re-
gime—no overthrow.

This theory ranks with the dis-
covery made by the eminent theo-
retician Pogo, who found the an-
swer to the bafling question: What
ingredient does every housewife

..

_need before she can start clean-

ing?

that Stalin is seeking a breathing-

spell eannot be -excluded. Tremen--

dous social and economic convul-
sions are wracking the satellite
countries and the intractability
of the populations in these. coun-
tries is a force Stalin must reckon
with. Nor can the signs of serious
internal difficulties of a political
order inside- Russia itself be
waved. aside. The +tremendous
strains of building both & war and
peace economy at the same time,
as well as supplying the Stalinist
forces in Korea, may have reach-
ed a critical point.

If this turns out to be true, then
it may supply the-onswer to one
puxzling question: Why were the
new purges and. anti-Jewish drives
started now? Before proceeding
to a new furn in policy, Stalin may
have decided to eliminate and ter-
rorize those elements who would
interpret such a turn .as the signal
for less repressive policies and
who would gravitate toward a pro-
Western orlenfation. It is of inter-
est to note that the -present series
of purges began in Czechoslovakia
and i# was precisely the Czecho-
slovakian Communist Party that
greeted the Marshal Plan enthusi-
astically and hastened to Join it.
Only Stalin's personal and brutal
intervention. reversed this pro-
Western orientation.

These questions must remain
for the present speculative only,
but Stalin must respond in one
form or another to the new tacties
of the Eisenhower regime. The
period .of diplomatic stalemate
which characterized the last phase
of the- Truman .administration
may be at an end.

e e
China—-—
The solution, at long last re-

vealed to Pogo's faithful followers
was: DIRT. No dirt—no cleaning.

There is a brighter side to be
recorded about this Pogoite ple-
num of the official-Trotskyists.

Besides the lone deviationist
mentioned, the ‘opposition to the
majority line on the Chinege ques-
tion came from—the Chinese rep-
resentatives present. Their oppo-
sition, it is true, was only to the
new.steps taken in capitulation to
Stalinism, but they also reported
that a “minority” in the Chinese
section made the “error” of even
“denying the revolutionary char-
acter of what has taken place.” A
remark by Germain would tend
to indicate that a majority of the
Chinese Trotskyists opposed the
international line; “In our Chi-
nese movement,” he said, “there
is at present a struggle of ideas.
Soine forces have emerged there
which are orienting themselves on
the same road as the Internation-
al.” (Our italics.)

It is to be hoped that the Chi-
nese Marxists refuse to accept the
advice, handed down by the theo-
reticians of degenerated-“Trot-
skyism,” that they commit suicide
in order to assure the rule of the
comrade-assassins.
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The ISL Progrﬁm"
In Brief

The Independent Socialist League
stands for socialist democracy and
agaiast the two systems of exs
ploitation which now divide the
world: capitalism and Stalinism.

Capitalism cannot be reformed
or liberalized, by any Foir Deal or
other deal, se as to give the peo-
ple freedom, abundance, security
or peace, I¥ must be abolished and
rephced by a new social system,’
in which the people own and con-
trol the basic sectors of the econ-
omy, democratically conirelliing
their own economic and poli'ﬁcul
destinies.

Stalinism, in Russia and wherever
it holds power, is a brutal totali-
tarienism—a new form of exploita-
tion. s agents in every cmh'\r.
the Communist Parties, are unre-
lenting enemies of socialism and
have nothing in common with so-
cialism—which cannot exist with-
out effective demecratic control
by the people.

These two comps of cqpihlin_n
and Stolinism are today af ecoch
other’s throots in- o worldwide
imperiallst rivairy for domination.
This struggle con only lead to the
most frightful war in histery se
long as.the people leave the capi-
talist and Stalinist rulers in power.
Independent Soclalism stands for -
building end strengthening the
Third Camp of the people nguinf
both war blocs.

The ISL, as o Marxist lnovemul'.
looks fo the working class and s
ever-present struggle as the basic
progressive force im society. The
ISL is organized to spread the
ideas of socialism in the labor
movement and among all other
sections of the people.

At the same time, Independent
Sociafists participate actively in
every struggle to better the peo-
ple’s lot now—such as the fight for
higher living standards, aqainst Jim
Crow ond anti-Semitism, in defense
of civil liberties and the trade-
union movement. We seek to lnln
together with alf other militants in
the labor movement as a left force

" working for the formation of an

independent labor party and other
progressive policies. »

The fight for democracy and the
fight for socialism are inseparable.
There can be no lasting and genu-
ise democracy without socialism,
and ¥here can be no socialism with-
out democracy..To eorol! under

this bawner, join Independent
Soclalist League! :
7 -
5
For information about *.77
The ISL, vl o
write fo e

Independent Socialist League '
114 West 14 Street

New York 11, N. Y.
N
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