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FIVE CENTS .

Enthuse!

The decision of the loyalty board in the
-Oppenheimer case broke as we weént to
press last week, and by now press com-
ment on it has left very little for us to
add.” The N. Y. Post. particularly came

through . with -a violéntly denunciatory -

editorial which made the main point so
sharp that it could: not be overlocked by
anyone, That-was: The Oppenheimer de-
cision breathed the very - rationale and
method of totahta“rlamsm and the totali-
tarian mind.’

= The real count against -Oppenheimer

“was his refusal to change his own mind on-

the advisabilify of the H-bomb program,
after the government had decided to go
ahead; and moreover (i @ pagsage which
»Indx fair
‘ demined beeause of his- fmhu'e 4o get “en-
* thusiastic™ about the program once it was
" decided on. This was capped by the fan-
" tastic conclusion: Oppenhelmer is "loyal”
and ‘even "discreet,” but he cannot bé
cléared. .. .

Summarizing the business was Her-
block’s cartoon, showing the AEC office
, with- the famous office sign “THINK” in
the waste basket. On the wall instead is
the sign “ENTHUSE.”

In their decision, the (AEC loyalty
board majority translated the witchhunt
“ideology into pure Stalinism. And the
eminent New York Times, which so de-
tests McCarthyism, could get off only a
miserable editorial which .discussed the
infamous document as if the editors had
hot. mush in their mouths.

f quculafed, Numbness

Val Lorwin - (whose case -was reported
in detail in last week’s LA) made a re-
"mark in the course of an interview which

{Continaed on page 4)
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Says Secretary Wilson—but Senator Talks of Using A Bombs

By GORDON HASKELL

As the negotiations at.Geneva drag on, the American people are
being treated to a bewildering mass of conflicting proposals and bits
of “inside information” on what the real danger is of U. S. entry into

the Indochina war.

Fer instance, Senator Styles Brldges Repubhcan of New Hamp-
shire, said on a radlo program that he favors use of the atom bomb in

'Alabama Farce

A while back the 1SL received a
- modestly fantastic letter from the
American Textbook Publishers In-
stitute politely requesting a list of
.the membership beecause . . . well,
it seems that the sovereign state of ]
Alabama had passed a lew to pro-
tect the innocent minds of school

Al textbooks used in the schools

of - that great - state were to be
labeled “cleariy and with particu-
larity” to show ihether the euthor
of any book cited in the textbook
as “paratlel or additional reading”
8 or was a Marwist, Communist,
subversive, etc.-

This law has now been declared
unconstitutional by a circuit court.
Actually the court did not so much
kill it on its anti-democratic de-
merits as decide that it was so
“unworkable” as to amount to the
abolition of textbooks. The Text-
book Institute had set out to prove
that it could not be enforced and
its straightface letter to wvarious
radical groups was part of its case.

A survey showed that it would
cost about a million dollars and
thousands of manhours of labor to
make a stab at complying with the
law. About 42 wmillion authors, it
was estimated, would have to be
checked.

.-chikdren from. mb.ve,rsifue‘_dqctﬁnes.v A

'WILSON'S DISCOVERY

Indochina rather than sending
American troops there.
"To save American lives1 would

‘use the atomic bomb ‘anywhere,"

Senator Bridges said,. adding he
would have done so:in Korea.
Bridges claimed -that there ap-
pears little prospect of United
States involvement in Indochina
right now, “but I think it could
come in a subsequent period.”

Newspaper reports dosnot indi-
cate whether Senator Bridges spe-
cified just what targets. A-bombs
would be directed against in Irdo-
china. As the vast majority of the
people in - the country oppose
French rule, and would presumab-
ly oppose American intervention
also, perhaps Bridges has in mind
wiping out the whole country in
order to “save American lives.”

The U. S. News & World Report
states that Defense Secretary
Charles E. Wilson has come back
from a trip to the Far East "con-
vinced that U. S. military com-
manders are right in their conclu-
sion that the Indochina war—at
this point—is more d political than
a military problem. One high officer

refers to the war as 90 per cent a'

Liberal Party at Crossroads, Leader Sa ys

Dubinsky Publicly Poses Dilemma: A More Independent Party—'or No Party

NEW YORK, June 6 — Unclearly but
unmistakably, the leaders of the Liberal
Party are letting it be Known that in
their view the party faces”a crossroads,

- and that some drastic decision must be

made soon.
This feeling on the part.of the leader-

ship- has manifested itself in two ways:

(1) Presidest: ;David Dubinsky of the
ILGWU, the Liberal Party’s chief back-
er, has m’ade it clear that in the future
. he expects the party to pay its own ex-
penses withoeut heavy subsidy from the
union; and (2) the same Dubinsky, in a
speech, raised the question of whether
the party should continue to exist.
© Why this kind of talk all of a sudden
: frosén Dubinsky? v

NQ "FREE RIDES" ‘

On May 26:the Liberal Party held its
10th- anniversary dinner at the Hotel
Commodore, ahd:it was at this affair that
'Dubmsky chose - to. speak publlc}y, if
’cIoudily, of what ‘was. cookmg in his

On the one hand, he made some points
which seemed to toke a militant direc-
tion. In fact, the N. Y. Post's report of the
speech played this side up exclusively.
"Dubinsky Bars 'Free Rides' for Candi-
dates™ was its headline. The Liberal Party

teader, it said, warned candidates that

they will have to take a peldge to support
the party after election.” Everyone knew
whom he was talking fo and about, but
just to make sure Dubinsky even singled
out the names of F. D. Roosevelt Jr.,
Javits, Halley and Wagner.

“They were elected; they kissed us on

. the forehead; they waved us farewell,

and we were left holding the bill. We
were in debt, -but they were not indebt-
ed,” said Dubinsky with unwonted pub-
lic bitterness. .

He likewise threw in digs at the Lib-
eral Party’ members and. voters them-
selves, who support the party but do not

“support it financially..*These voters and

these candidates like our quality mer-

- chandise but they don’t want to pay for
it. They want 1t free.” ; "

i, Tk
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Liberal vice-chairman Alex Rose later
told the press that “Dubinsky was tell-
ing a lot of Liberals they’d have to re-
main Liberals after election.”

Dubinsky’s speech was filled with bitter
jibes indeed against the fair-weather
friends he had supported in the Demo-
cratic and Republican parties. "Before
the election, they say 'Thank God for the
Liberal Party.' Affer they're elected, they
just say 'Thank God,'” was another biting
comment.

BIG QUESTION ‘
He posed the question in his mind:
“The big question for me is: Is there

enough financial and moral support in

-New York to support a party of quality

and not of quantity? The answer lies
with the liberal community. In this an-
swer lies the future of our party.”

The following weekend, the N. Y.
Post’s publisher, Dorothy Schlﬂ‘ in her
regular column, wrote openly that “last

week the L1bera1 Party celebrated 1t.s

l Turn h tast ngcl
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pollhcul problem; 10 per cent mili-. -

tary.™

Other reports claim that Wilson
is now adamantly opposed to mili-
tary intervention. The U. S. News
& World Report goes so far as to
claim that the “official line” in
Washington is now that the war
involves France and the native peo-
ples, and is considered more as an
insurrection or civil war than an
international one.

KEPT IN THE DARK ‘

The magazine goes on to say, "

however, that should China enter
the war, the United States would
jump in with “massive retaliation”

_against all:parts of China and take.

the risk of starting World War 111,

It should be clear that neither

C. E. Wilson’s views, even if ac-
curately

cate what the Eisenhower adminis-

tration will actually do about the
~ situation in Indochina. They simp-

ly point up the fact that the Ameri-

can people are being kept in ignor-- =
ance of what is being planned, and B

have no say in it.

Actually, the danger of war con=
tinues to increase daily. All indica-
tions ‘point to an early attack on
the French in the Red River delta
area. Every serious military ob-

server believes that if such an af-
tack comes, and if the Stalinist

Vietminh throws all of its power

into the attack, the French would

be swept out of the area by a com-
bination of military pressure and
popular disaffection in the rear.

In the lull since the fall of Dien-

bienphu, and since the open col- .

lapse of the American proposal for

~a Southeast Asian military alli-

ance, there has been a fairly con-

sistent effort by the Eisenhower .

government to discount the impor-

tance of such a defeat to France in  *
Indochina. But this was chiefly a .

fTurn to last pagel

Good for GM . ..

Things aren’t tough all over.

Business Week (May 22) reports
that the average increase for a
group of the country’s top execu-

- tives was “something like $11,000.”

That’s for the men whose salary -
averaged $144,000 a year. ’

(But weekly pay for workers in
manufacturing fell $1.20 as com-
pared with April a year ago.)

Of the eight executives with
yearly pay of over $400,000, six
work for the General Motors Cor- .
poration, ‘the magazine also re-
“vealed. . o

reported, nor those of
Senator Bridges necessarily indi- .
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UAW Beats
UE-FE Rival
At Harvester

CHICAGO, June 6 — The UAW-CIO .
has finally won a 51gmﬁcant election-

.against its UE- FE rival in Internatlonal
‘Harvester. )

The latter union (Farm Equipment di-
vision of the independent United Elec-
trical Workers, which is Stalinist-domi-
fmated) lost the Moline Works of IH by
& vote of 1326 to 311, The UAW beat
both the UE and the Independent Asso-

" ¢iation of Machinists even in the Tool

Room. This is the first time the UAW haz's
succeeded in winning a production unit
of IH, though in the past- it has man-

_ aged to win a few small tool-room units

and an office workers’ local. »
The Moline Works is the same plant

that in 1949 produced a rout of the UAW

organizers with many a cracked head
and broken bone,

What happened this time was that the

‘entire local leadership aond every past
president ‘worked for UAW. The last con-
tract which the UE-FE signed with the
_company was just too much for them to
stomach. The Stalinists lost the plant as a
result of their defeat in the 1952 strike
-aid their signing of a company contract
past
. gains.

It was a terrific campaign and both
sides threw everything they had into it. In
order to win the election the UAW paint-

- ed quite a rosy picture of UAW condi-
. tions at Harvester, and this will make it

~ rough on the organizer that has to go

into the plant to negotiate a contract.

While the UAW contract is far su-
perior, International Harvester .is still
-one of the worst employers in the country
and gives battle to any militant union.
The fact is that in this campaign the
‘company tried its darndest to prevent
the election and wrote a 26-page brief to
the NLRB calling upon them to deny an
ebection.

The Stalinists did a little red-baiting
themselves. One of the UAW organizers,
‘John T. Watkins, had been subpenaed
“before the Velde committee. Velde, who
-was interested in destroying the influence
‘of UAW-CIO in his congressional dis-
‘trict (Caterpillar Loecal has 15,000 mem-
‘bers), called Watkins before the commit-
‘tee. Watkins denied ehe had ewer been a
- CP member, but while an officer of UE
‘had followed the Communist Party line.
‘He refused to identify anyone in the
‘Qliad City (Rock Island, Moline, Daven-
‘port and E. Moline) area as members of
the CP, following the advice of UAW
counsel,

The UE used this in the campaign in a
most disgraceful way, but in a |ur|sd|c-

““tional scrap with the Sfulmlsis you can

expect anything.

‘'Thé next big election will probably
come. in the fall at the huge Farmall
plant in Rock Island. The UAW election

- 'vietory, followed closely after a victory

over thé UE at the John Deere Planters
-Works a month earlier.

Trade-Union Democracy:' Ilrée llnlldppy Cases

By BEN HALL

A draft constltutlon for the proposed Qil and Chemical Workers
Union, circulated for approval among unions contemplatlng aﬂ‘ihatlon
with it, contains the following unhappy clause:

“Any member guilty of slander, or circulating or causing to be

circulated false statements about any member, or any member circulat-
ing or causing to be circulated any statement wrongfully condemning
any decision rendered by any officer of the organization shall upon con-
viction be suspended from membership for a period of six months and

" shall not be eligible to hold any office in any branch of the organization

for two years thereafter.” (Our emphasis.)

s Notice that the offending statements against any ordmcwy member
must be “slanderous” or “false” to be punishable. But in criticizing any
officer it sufficés that the criticism be merely “wrongful.”

This whole clause is so obviously bad and so subject to bureau-
cratic restrictions upon democracy that we would like to hear it de-
fended simply out of curiosity: how does the mind of the lawyer who

concocted this proviso operate?

The 0il Workers Union (CIO), principal i 1nsp1rer of the new unified

organization, is not one of the
hardened, conservative unions in
this country ; it belongs among the
more progressive groups. When it
defended the right of one of its for-
mer staff members, Harvey O’Con-
nor, to refuse to-give testimony on
his political beliefs before_a con-
gressional investigation committee,
it became one of the first, if not the
first, anti-Stalinist unions to take
such a public stand.

SAD EVIDENCE

If such a union slips such a
clause into its constitution it pro-
vides sad evidence of the feeble
character of the democratic spirit
inside the American labor move—
ment. ,

Union policies are decided upon
by the majority through the group
which holds power; it inferprets
what is "right" and what is
"wrong"” through its control over
union machinery. Democracy is
hardly - tested by ''rightful” criti-
cism of officials. No one needs dem-
ocratic rights to express what is
"right”" when ruling officials decree

. what is right.

Every administratien considers
its actions “right” and rejects the
criticism of oppositions as “wrong-
ful.” Democracy can. protect freedom of
discussion only when it protects the critic
whose views are denounced by the ma-
jority as “false’ and “wrongful.” When
“false” and “wrongful” views are out-
lawed, policy disputes-and election con-

Is McDonald's Talk of

Secession a Cover-Up?

-By- PAT HARMON
"GARY, June 6—The deadline contract
.date between the Big Steel companies
and the United Steelworkeys of America
‘is June 30. Contract negotiation began
‘and ended in record fashion.

The steel workers’ union adopted a

1954 policy whose high points included:

~higher wages, improved insurance and
pension plans, a guaranteed annual wage,
seniority .improvements, shift bonus, hol-
iday pay, supplemental workmen’s com-
pensation, full union shop, reporting al-
lowances, contracting-out work, elimina-
tion of geographical differentials, master
contracts, ete. )

© With steel functioning at around 72

_ per cent of capacity, with the steel work- -

ers being hit very hard with layoffs es-
pecially in the Pittshurgh, Canton and
Youngstown areas, the demands of the
‘union take on real significance.
However, after the momentary flourish
of beginning negotiations, the demands

and the Union's fight for them seem to be

recedmg into the background. What seems
{0’ be Ioommg is a fight within the steel

union -on _whether 'I'hey “should
ﬁc@ﬂe from fhe CIO or nof. . . ,

Right at this critical time it seems
criminal for Dave MeDonald to talk
about whether to retain affiliation with
CIO or not. But faced with the job of
winning demands for the workers, Mc-
Donald is finding that it is one thmg to
make a trip with Ben Fairless anﬂ an-
other thing to get him to concede points
to the union.

Is McDonald's continuous talk about se-
cession a cover-up for his inability to win
one major point for the workers in steel?

Current persistent rumors throughout
CIO circles even set a date for leading
the steel workers out of CIO. It coincides
with the termination date of the con-
tract with U. S. Steel, June 30.

The fact that President Dave MecDon-
ald of the steel workers made such a firm
statement to the press about not using
CIO as part of the name of the United
Steelworkers of - America, last week,

brings the matter up again. The fact that .

the steel workers have a televisign pro-
gram and the CIO is not even mentioned
highlights the matter.

This week Stephen K. Galpin, special

‘correspondent for the Wall Street Jour- -

H;onﬁmud on page 4} -
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flicts éu;e settled by bureaucratic sup-
pression and not by free and open debate.

We can imagine what might be said to
justify the constitutional clause. The un-
ion must be protected, it will be argued,
against wild, irresponsible eriticism. But
the danger in the labor movement comes
not- from the eruption of uncontrolled,
extreme opposition but from the settling

dead calm which stifles the voice of dis-u

sent.

DOES REUTHER NEED A CLUB?

One example of how a super-insistence
upon “‘responsibility” by minorities in dis-
cussion and the demand that they observe
all the punchhos of polite debate affects
democracy is the case of Chevrolet UAW
Local 659, in Flint, Michigan.

The International Executive Board of
the UAW has clamped an administrator-
ship over the local and put 14 members
and officers on trial. For years, this local
has remained one of the few lonely hold-
outs against Reuther, opposing his poli-
cies and his administration; and not al-
ways in polite language.

Among the charges against it, as re-
ported by the Michigan CIO News, are
the following: (1) that the Local 659
publication, Searchlight, refused “to con-
form the matter published in the Seasrch-
light to the policies.of the International
union,” and (2) the Searchlight pub-
lished matter of an “anti-union” charac-
ter in defiance of the decision of the
1951 UAW convention.

The first charge speaks against itself.
‘The Reuther administration is solidly en-
trenched; it has a thousand local unions
and hundreds of local publications; hun-
dreds of paid International representa-
tives are all repeating the same slogans,
the same demands, and the same policies
every day, every week, every month. Here
and there, local union papers criticize offi-
cial policy. Does the welfare of the power-
ful UAW demand that they be suppressed?

MATTER .OF LANGUAGE

The second charge is more serious.
” Anti-union material? This is how the
Michigan CIO News reports the case:

“UAW Vice-President John W. Living-
ston, who heads the General Motors De-
partment, said that for a period follow-
ing the 1951 convention the situation
improved in Local 659 but in the last
two issues the Searchlight has carried
articles attacking the UAW-CIO board
of review in the GM grievance procedure
as ‘anti-union, wunethical, unjust, in-
efficient, incapable, and the direct infer-
ence, if not the direct charge that the
board is in collusion with management.’
The board of review is an agency of the
executive board which screens grievances
to. be submitted to the GM impartial
umpire.”

In other words, Searchlight is now
condemned because of its extreme criti-
cism of the official leadership. It is ac-
cused of “anti-unionism” because it, in
turn, denounces a certain grievance pro-
cedure as “anti-union.” What the argu-
ments are on either sideé,-we do not know.
The fact is that the debate is settled by
repression. It seems that a local has no
right to use harsh language

But sueh language is not'a Local 659
monopoly.

At the same 1951 convention which
first warned Local 659, Reuther opened
a campaign against Carl Stellato, pres-
ident of Local 600, who was opposing a

‘dues inerease, ‘At that time, Stellato.was.

in the Reuther caucus. But Reuther ex-
coriated him as a union wrecker, a sabo-
teur, and a dlsruptlonlst ‘because he cam-
paigned against a raise in dues.

Perhaps Secrchhghf has leveled uncom-
promising, even irresponsible charges
against the. top ‘officialdom. But so did
Reiuther' in the fight against Stellato. He,
however, can dfford ‘to ‘be carried away
-by the passions -of debate for he holds un-
challenged power.

CAUCUS RIGHTS

Returning to the oil workers’ constitu-
tion, we note that it contains no provi-
sions relating to the formation of inner-
union caucuges. That is as good as can
be found.

In most umons, the highest crime of
all, punished by instant expulsion, is the
formatlon of orgamzed groups to press
inside for changes in leadership or pol-
icy. Union constitutions never expressly
establish the elementary democratic rlght

to set up formal oppositions. But in a
few ‘unions, notably the UAW and the
International Typographical Union, cau-
cuses have been informally recognized as
a regular aspect of union life. A decisive
test of the democratic character of any
union is its attitude on this question.

Unions like the UAW and ITU stand
out as welcome, but too rare, exceptions.
The proposed oil union constitution says
nothing; we will have to see.

One of the frankest, if pitiable, argu-
ments against allowing inner-union groups
appears in. the April 1954 issue of the
Black Worker, official publication of the
Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Porters
(AFL), edited by A. Philip Randolph. A
front-page editorial somewhat abruptly
‘launches into a bitter stricture against
the resort to petitions by members to gain
their aims inside the wnion.

'HORRIBLE EXAMPLE

" Just what prompted-the harsh'words
we did not know and after reading the
editorial we know as little as before,
Suffice it to say that the petition, inne-
cent and mild as it may seem to ordinary
people, must be rooted out. But the edi-
tors are really after something else. Tt
is worth recording in detail as a sorry
example of bureaucratic logic whipping
itself into a froth.

“The petition is not only in conflict
with the sound trade-union principles,
but it is disruptive and destructive of
the purposes-and aims of the union: Pe-
titions are disruptive because they create
a caucus-organization situation amount-
ing to an organization within an organi-

zation, which is an artificial, unreal, and’

contradictory condition, This situation
is bound to make for chaos, confusion,
and conflict. It is utterly impossible for
a petition to be planned and executed ex-
cept by some of the members of the union
getting together in some organized form
such as a committee, to discuss and
agree upon a petition and ways and
means for getting it before the desired
official of the union. Naturally, the mem-
bers planning for such g petition would
not do so within the offices or halls of
the union, and hence they inevitably are
compelled to resort to the use of the
caucus, which is the best possible method
a group of workers can use to weaken a
union or any other organization, It is a
matter of common trade-union history
and knowledge that no caucus practice of
the membership can be tolerated simply
because it is_the kiss of death for the

union. As a matter of fact, any meeting

for the good and welfare of the members
of the Brotherhood, rightfully, is expect-
ed and required to be held under the
supervision of the Brotherhood and with-
in its offices or halls. Rump -caucus meet~
ings of any union are. lar; unconsti-
tutional, and against? best interests
of the union and its- members ”

This twisted reasomng turns every-
thing inside out. If union members can-
not decide what exactly they want and
how best to get it without meeting in
groups, then obviously the right to form
caucuses is an indispensable democratie
right. Without this right, union mem-
bers are ordmanly powerless to defend
a point of view in opposition to the or-
ganized machine of the leadership. And
such is the normal state of affairs in the
.American trade-union movement. -

Next month, perhaps, the Black Worker
will gush edltorlally about the virtues of
our democratic Wway of life and castlgate
the cnmes of Russxa’s one] ]
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Dispute Rises over
thorites” China Junket

/

By DAVID ALEXANDER

LONDON, June 2—The Executive of the
Labor Party has decided to send an 8-
member delegation to China in response
to an invitation from the “Chinese Peo-
ple’s Institute ;of -Foreign Affairs.” The
delegation will include Attlee, Bevan,
party chairman. Burke and generil-sec-
retary Morgan. Phillips.

The Consemtwe government was not
consulted, as A,xts undoubted approval
would imply a desire for relations with
China which would find no favor in the
eyes of the American'government.

Needless to say, there has been consid-
erable controversy in Labor circles over
the wisdom of this delegation to China at
this time. The arguments on both sides go

- somewhat as follows.

In favor of the decision, it is argued:
(1) None of the members of the delega-
tion is a Stalinist fellow traveler, and
therefore none is likely to have the wool
pulled over his eyes. Every opportumty
should be taken to see what is happen-
ing in China.

" (2) It is just conceivable that the
Tabor Party could exert some slight
democratic influence on Mao’s regime.

(3) Tt is very desirable for the Chi-
nese people to see members of the Labor

Party

THE DIM VIEW

Perhaps the more cogent arguments
are those made on the other side:
"~ (1) The Stalinist regime in China is to-
talitarian and undemocratic. The visit
gives the impression that the Labor Party
approves of it. This impression is even
more likely when one realizes that, since
the Chinese people have no experience in
parliamentary democracy, it will not be
difficult for their regime to make the peo-
ple think that the quor)cr?y tour is a
good-will mission sent by the British gov:
ernment to Mao.

(2) None of the members of the dele-
gation can speak Chinese, and so it is

‘of the

very unlikely that they will be able to

learn very much by speakmg to' the peo-
le.

P (3) The act of sendmg the delegation
indicates a good-will on the part of the
Labor Party to the Mao regime which
his regime hardly merits.

(4) All that is likely to come out of
the visit is a laudatory statement by the
Labor Party delegation about the eco-
nomic efforts of the “People’s Govern-
ment” coupled w1th some strictures on
its regime.

® v

NOTE ON TOURISTS

It is interesting to recall two visits of
a sithilar nature. Not long ago Adttlee
visited Yugoslavia. In his dlscussmns
with Tito, he came to the latter conclu-
sion. “How is it that you can call your-

'self a democracy when you have only one

party?’ he asked Tito. The soi-disant
“President” was not in a very talkative

~mood that afternoon.

A couple of weeks ago, the President
National Union of Students—a
democratic non-political union represent-
ing all British students—returned from
a similar visit to Moscow. He found the
people very friendly, inquisitive and

naive. The officials he spoke to were very.

wary, however.

He asked one bureaucrat why Trot-
sky’s works were no longer published.
He was told that Trotsky’s role as a
counter-revolutionary was well-known
and no one wanted to read his works.

Mr. Jarvis also asked another usually
difficult question. Did they believe Beria
was a traitor? Yes, of course. Was he a
traitor since 19387 Yes, the charge has
stated so. How did they know some of
the present leaders were not traitors?
History had shown that they weren’t..

The N.U.S. delegation was one of the
few that has been to Russia with its eyes
open. We hope and trust that the Labor
Party’s delegation will have its eyes wide
open when it visits China.

British Colonialism Hits Uganda Again, -
Prepares Forces for Violent Suppression

By DAVID ALEXANDER

LONDON, June 2.—It was announced in
London yesterday that, for the second
time within six months, Sir Andrew
Cohen, Governor of Uganda, has pro-
claimed a State of Emergency in Bu-
ganda, one of the most advanced terri-
tories in the colony.

The announcement contained the usual
verbiage about ‘“law and order” lapped
up so uncritically by the right wing
press. The specific charges were that
around Kampala, Ugandans had intimi-
dated with threats of violence those who
had not cooperated in the ¢Boycott Brit-
ish Goods” campaign. run by the Uganda
National Congress.

Trouble started last November when the

Kabaka of Buganda was forcibly deported
1o Britain for saying that Buganda did not
wish to be associated with an East African
Federgtion. He asked that Buganda be
transferred from the Colonial Office to the
Foreign Office, as he did not believe a
proposed East African Federation would
feave even as much power in the hands of
Africans, as there is in Buganda today.
- The deposition of Mutesa II was met
with considerable popular hostility, so
much so that the queen’s tour through
the region was cancelled. -A State of
Emergency, declared on the Kabaka’s
deposition was lifted, however, on March
10th.

I.AUNCH BOYCOTT

Popular agitation against the governor

and his Legislative Council had in-
creased continually, and so Cohen
brought in a deportation ordinance

whereby so-called “trouble makers” could

. be deported to other parts of the terri-

tory without due process of law.

This “highly undemoecratic ordinance
was considered by the Uganda National™
Congress, They realized that, were they
to be provoked into a first class clash
with the Legislative Council, they would
lose heavily so they decided on a highly
effective alternative. They announced a
boycott of the purchase of all British
manuvfa'ctuxfed nonessential goods for a
period of 3 months-to- begm with. The

_ effectiveness of this move is seen when -
_gne reahzes that-the f:otal nrterest of the

white settlers in Uganda is as a market,
and most of their wealth derives from
trading with Africans.

Naturally, in attempting to enforce the
boycott there had been a few incidents of
the kind which the governor found as an
excuse for declaring a State of Emergency.
The colonial secretary, Mr. Lyttelton, ad-
mitted that there had been no cases of
physical violence in the campaign. He
slaimed that ‘there had been forcible pre-
vention of buying and selling, forcible re-
turn of goods bought, purchases seized
and thrown away, etc. All these charges,
even if they were widespread and true,
hardly add up to the reason for proclaim-
ing a State of Emergency.

At the same time the governor has
banned three African newspapers, the
Uganda Post, Uganda Ewxpress and
Uganda Eyogera, under simultaneous
emergency powers. He allegées that they
have stirred up racial ténsion. Further-
more, he is making it clear that “he
counts on the other vernacular papers
to adopt a responsible attitude.” He has
got the African chief midister Mr. Paulo
Kavuma, and Resident of Buganda J. P.
Birch to agree to his repressive meas-

Various Labor MPs wanted the gov-
ernthent to debate the situation in Bu-
ganda, but the speaker would not allow
it. However, one member of Parliament
wanted to know if the colonial secretary
considered - the boycott of British goods
itself as being the real cause of the emer-
gency and not the alleged intimidation
designed to enforce it. If Mr. Lyttleton
hedged a little on the answer Socialists
know that it was really only a rhetorlcal
question.

As the political situation there gets
more and more tense, the imperialist an-
swer is clear, The commissioner of police
has called for volunteers "of all races” to
undertake police patrols in and around
Kampala, the - capital. Troops of the
Uganda Bottalion of the King's African
Rifles "are available should they be re-
qulred "

It is the deepest misfortune that impe-
rialists have provoked trouble in Bu-
ganda, a state in Uganda where Africans
have more contral of their political des-
tiny than any other colonial country ex-
cept Go,ld Coast,. m the whole of Afnca.

By EDWARD HILL

French Catholic Left -
Set Back by Vatican

)

z

Within the last six months, there has been considerable ev1dence
of changes in the attitude of the Catholic Church toward its most ambi-
tious social experiment: the working-class apostelate in France. There

“has been the initial action of the Vatican toward the worker-priests,

the visit of the French Cardinals to Rome to plea for a partial continu-
ation of the program, the changes within the Dominican order and, most
recently, the episcopal letter of the bishops and archbishops of France.

Al of these incidents portend
between its “progressive" and "i

a fierce siruggle within the church

integrist" wings. Yet none of them

appear decisive, signaling the victory of one side or the other. But at
the very least these actions mdlca'le a frend toward the rlgh'l' more

marked than any since World War

‘Within the politics of the Catho-
lic Church, ‘it was the French who
have represented the most vigorous
and militant front of social experi-
mentation during the last decade or
so. As a result, there has been a
suspicion on the part of more re-
actionary elements in the Church,
the Spaniards for instance, that
there was a resurgence of Galli-
cisme, of national religious separa-
tism.

FERMENT IN FRANCE

The French movement was prob-
ably strongest in its intellectual
efforts. Indeed, its theoretical ra-
tionalization was based precisely
on the knowledge that the church
had lost a real mass base among
the people, and especially. among
the working class. - . =

In one of the seminal documents
of the move_ment, the Abbé Miche-
neau characterized France as a
“pagan” country. He called for an

apostolate similar to that of the

early Christians, with a special emphasis
on living with the people rather than
preaching. The worker-priest, movement
was the most advanced group ammated
by this point of view.

Intellectually, thls development at-
tracted some of the very best mmds in
Catholic France. Tt sutceeded in recruit-
ing the late Cardinal Seuhard, who, in a
series of pastoral letters like Growth or
Decline, advocated -an_dintellectual and
social position which obviously bore the
marks of - priests like Jeah Danleloux
and Henri de Lubae, both-Fesuits.-

This fermant penetrated—qdeeply into
the Dominican order in. France. Among
the laity (and this movement placed spe-
cial emphasis on lay participation in
church affairs), the social-Christians de-
veloped the journal Esprit, founded by
the late Emmanuel Mounier, a “personal-
ist- socialist” who eventually joined the
short-lived RDR.

RIGHT SHIFT

However, attacks were made through-
out the years of growth by other ele-
ments within the church. Lubac ran into
trouble—specifically for theological no-
tions presented in his book Sur-Naturel,
but by implication for his over-all posi-
tion. (Lubac wrote an entire book on
Proudhon, The Un-Marxian Socialist,
without once mentioning that the entire
work of the subject of his essay was on
the Index.) And in 1951 the encyclical
Humani Generis was widely interpreted
as a theological attack on the Catholic
leftists, possibly emanating from con-
servative French Jesuits.

. However, within the last half a year,

" hostility toward the left Catholics has

come out in the open. The ‘Dominican lead-
ership has been shuffied, the worker-priest
movement crippled, and a pastoral letter
issued which contained rebukes toward
the specific position of the intellectuals
and workers in the movement.

Three points were emphasized by the
French bishops. First was the question
of the Catholic school. The hierarchy “re-
jected and condemned all ideas which
would imply a change, or replacement, in
the traditional doctrine of the Church,”
j.e., an insistence on the necessity for-
Catholic schools, and a certain hostility
toward government policy on pubhc edu-
cation.

The.second criticism was almed more

“directly at the heart of the Catholic-left

position: against the hotion of class

struggle. The ‘bishops scored “the fact :
that Catholics are unaware of the dan-.

ger presented by the Marxist concept | of
class struggle For a Marxist, class

struggle is not simply a fight for the

liberation of the workers, nor merely a
‘desire to advance the good of the work-
ers . . . but rather a school, the means
by which to teach those who are in thé
process of accepting the entire Marx1st
dialeetic.” i

JOCKEYING OVER VATICAN '

The third point was related to the
second. It condemned those Catholics who
thought they could - separate athe}sm
from the politics of Stalinism. These,
said the bishops, “ignore the fact th
the triumph of Communism would mean
the certain annihilation of the Catholie
religion in France.” However, this criti-
cism also struck at Stalinoid tendencies
which have always been present in the
thinking of the French Catholic left. -

However, on the positive side, the
French bishops did not take a right-wing,
integrist stand, but rather that of mod-
erate criticism. They entitled their docu-
ment, “The Church in the Heart of the
Modern World Faced with New Civiliza-
tions,” an indication that a good part of
the general point of view remsined. ;

Moreover, in the case of the Domlm-
cans, the changes in persommel seem_to

be more in the nature of face-saving .

than of a purge. Those deposed were not
replaced by right-wingers but rather by
those substantially in sympathy with the
social-Christian attitude.

Yet, there is larger significance in all

of this which cannot be overlooked. It cen-
ters around the Vatican itself. The ill
health of the pope has stirred up a great
‘deal of controversy on who will be his suc-
cessor. And this may also account for the
political jockeying visible in the action in
France. It is also probably .a factor im
charges within the Ifalion ¢hruch.

IN ITALY TOO

In Italy, more or less simultaneous
with the developments in France, the

right scored another victory. A liberal .

youth chairman in Catholic Action was
tossed out, and more power gravitated
toward Luigi Gedda, the acknowledged
leader of the right-wing social-Chris-
tians. At the same time, discussion on
the relative merits of wvarious Ialian
cardinals mentioned for the papacy in-
creased on obviously political lines.

The Church, as Stalin is" said to have
commented, has no batallions. Yet it does
have a great power, certainly not so me-
chanical and rigid as is dreamed of in
the philosophy of Paul Blanshard, but
nevertheless- quite real. It is essentlal to
point out that the French case of the

worker-priests does not present a clear- -

cut victory of the integrist right; though
it obviously represents a substantial tri-
-umph in a skirmish.

To socialists, who have learned that
it is possible to -fight together against
capitalism along with certain elements

within the church, particularly those un- -

der attack in France, these incidents are
profoundly disturbing. And

in world "~ -

politics, they raise the possibility of a

political shift within the Vatican, espe-
cially if the present pope dies and the
right is able to consolidate its. .power
through ‘winning the Chair of Peter.”
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- YOU'RE INVITED

to speak your mind in the letter

column of Labor Action. Our pol-

tcy is to publish letters of gemeral

political interest,
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Dubious Item

The Chicago Tribune for May 24 car-
ried a special interview by one Marion
Wilhelm with Trotsky’s assassin, “Jae-
ques Mornard,” in his Mexican jail cell.
The article headline was a bit mislead-
ing: .

“ARDENT RED, LEON TROTSKY’S
KILLER ADMITS.” )

Miss Wilhelm leads off with the claim
that the murderer has finally admitted
that he is a Stalinist, a “passionate
Communist,” although he originally pre-
tended to be a “disillusioned Trotskyist.”

Actually, what the article quotes from
Mornard is hardly that definite. If it ecan
be believed,*however, Mornard did sound
off on foreign politics in an unusual
manner: ’

“I am passionate for one side! You, of
course, are .probably passionate for your
‘Christian God. I am passionate for my
side. I am not going to say whether it’s
for the east or west, but perhaps you find
my observations somewhat tinged in one
direction. . ..

“Is Russia threatening the U. 8.7 The
people of the U. S. don’t believe so. The
truth is-the U. S. needs a huge military
economy to-support itself. . . . The U. S.
has. imposed- military bases all over the
world. . . . If State Secretary Dulles spits
out of _,the right side .of his mouth and
you spit out of the left side, then you're
a Communist. . . .”

" And so on with some anti-U. S. jibes‘v

on Guatemala, Indochina, etc. There is
no explanation given on why Mornard
suddenly decided to air his politics to a
Chicago Tribune correspondent.

Gulliver

“All crimes against the state are pun-
ished here with the utmost severity; but
if the person accused maketh his inno-
cence plainly to appear upon his trial,
the accuser is immediately put to an
ignominioud death; and out of his goods

or .lands, the innocent person is quad--

ruply recompensed . . . and proclamation
is made of his innocence through the
whole city. "

The above dispatch from Lilliput by
- Jonathan 'Swift described how one form
of McCarthyism used to be handled.

S e e -
Suspicious Type

James P. Cannon, discussing an oppo-
sition faction in his Socialist Workers
Party:

“What is the next thing we hear? That
they are full of ‘grievances’ agamst the
party ‘regime.” I always get suspicious
when I hear of grievances, .. .”

—In the Fourth Internatwnal Spring
1954, p. 51.

4 - Th'e:sfc}idard biography
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Warriors for "West"'

What kind of Germans want to fight
in Adenauer’s army? So far, in eighteen
months 140,000 volunteers have come
forward; but 40,000 of these will only
accept non—mllrtary duties.

Another 40,000 — according to the
Marchester Guardian—will probably not
be accepted for service. “There is, in
fact, no superfluity of volunteers”—in
fact, most Germans don’t want to fight.

But some do. Of these volunteers about
50,000 are ex-officers and N.C.O.s of Hit-
ler’s army. .

7/ \

While ordinarily we don’t run a Poetry
Corner, we’re making an exception to
quote the following from Peace News
(London). Reginald Reynolds doesn’t do
a bad job with a difficult metrical form in
his—

BALLADE FOR
- ANCESTRAL VOICES

Sir George Thompson, nuclear phy-
sicist and Master of Corpus Christi,
is reported in the Manchester Guar-
dian as saying . .. that “What our
age needs is not so much permament
peace, which is unattainable and per-
haps not even wholly desirable, but
sanity in its wars.”

As Hitler sald (who wants a better
guide?) .,

Perpetual peace 1s ot a healthy state;

There. is, a. goldén mean for homicide

In bombs that kill but not obliterate.

Our modest duty is td re-create

The world of Genghis Khan and
Tamurlaine,

Or Alexanger, who was called the Great

Because his wars were gentle and
humane ) .

War for War s sake—all sane on either
51de, )

Slaughter s the aim, not to discriminate.

Toss for the choice of weapons: have you
tried

Napalm, Sir George? It’'s a heroic fatel

Or, with a club, could you not emulate

The cannibal (so eminently sane)

Who served his prisoner upon a plate,

Because his. wars were gentle and
humane?

If fhe United Na’.'t'ia.ns Would provide

Some place: for bashmg‘ people on the
pate. . -

Then Natures Prunmg Hook could be
applied

With more precmon One might

speculate..

ey =

- In pools and 'private bets, then calmly

wait . ...

The close of play (readmg the number

_ slain)

And good Sir Georges name commemo-
rate

Because his ‘wars were géntle and
humane

Envor

Master of Corpus Christi, on the date

When something hxts you—harder than
your:brain—

I hope that there will be a record “gate”

Because your wars were gentle and
humane. .

\ - /
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{Continued from page 1)
one has to remember as one reads things
like the Oppenheimer decision.

Lorwin was discussing his personal,
psychological reaction to the unbeliev-
able witchhunt case which he found him-
self up against. How did he keep himself
going, fighting for vindication in a world
which had become half-fantastic?

"And then again,"” he remarked, “maybe
it was a matter of just dulling your own
imagination, a kind of calculated numb-
ness.”

Even on most decent readers who scan
it and indeed condemn it, we imagine
that the Oppenheimer fantasia induces a
sort of “calculated numbness.” What
would happen to the mind which really
tried to face the truth that peers out of
it—the hideous truth, if you’ll pardon
the expression: the truth that this prod-
uct of sober, respectable, non-McCarthy-
ite, middle-of-the-road, pretty average

specimens of the prominent-public-citizen .

type was basically cut out of the same
cloth as the wildest moments of the Stal-
inist Moscow Trials. . .,
And all in the name of defending the
nation against the horrors of Stalinism. -
It is a spectacular and frightening

token of how a reactionary system, seek-

ing in a frenzy to defend itself against
Stalinism, inevitably starts turning into
an image of what it tries to fight with
reactionary methods.

[

Idiot of the Month

It has long been our private hypothesis
—not to be confused with a principle of
Marxism—that in short-run analyses we
soclalist journalists tend to make a char-
acteristic mistake in trying to discern
the meaning of some events. W& try to
read a logical meaning into. governmen-
tal actions, weighing political motiva-
tions, forces, etc. The frequent mistake
(so goes this private theory) is that.we
do not make sufficient allowance for the
sheer power of Stupldlty 1n day-to day
affairs.

We offer the Idiot of ihe Monfh Sencior
Knowland.

The press now reports that last April
14 GOP leader Knowland inserted into
the Congressional Record a document
which he claimed to be a “blueprint for
the conquest of the world by 1973,”
drawn up for Moscow by Mao Tse-tung
or somebody. Who wrote the document,
how, why, or what, really does not mat-
ter, however, because even assuming its
authenticity, there is only one thing
“sensational” about it.

In brief, this purported "blueprint of
conquest” sketches a perspechve wherein

the capitalist world is doomed to collapse
of its own contradictions WITHOUT war
or conquest. If it proves anything, it
proves that the Stolinists do not want to
start a war, that it is in their interests to
avoid war, that they wish to depend on
capitalism's inevitable economic break-
down, ’ o

In other words, Knowland’s sensation-
al document proves precisely the reverse
of what he says—assuming it wasn’t
sold to Knowland by some enterprising
forger. -

B

Fulton Lewis Case

The American Civil Liberties Union
has been taking a vigorous free-speech
stand in the case of the criminal libel
indictment brought against Fulton Lew1s
Jr. by the state of Maryland
- Lewis, of course, is. the extreme-reac-
tionary radio commentator, who is next
door to being classifiable as a - fascist
propagandist. » '

-The imbroglio started when Lewis was
involved in a controversy with state effi-

cials over enforcement of the liquor laws, -

The indictment against him.charged that
the libel occurred in a letter from Lewis
to Maryland Governor McKeldin ‘“unlaw-

fully and maliciously devising and in-

tending to traduce, defame, and vilify”
the trial magistrate of St. Mary’s-Coun-
ty. Lewis’ letter said that this judge “is
completely incompetent, physically as
well as mentally, and has rarely been
able to sit on the bench since he took
office.” Lewis also denounced.the court as
lax in enforcing traffic laws, and for
some other reasons.

For these expressions of his unflattering
opinion about the court, the state moved
to punish him for criminatl libel. The ACLU
denounces this as a shocking abridgment
of free speech.

As fdar as we can see from the ACLU’s
statement of the case—without being exs
perts on criminal libel law or on Lewis’s
beef against the county authorities—the
union is richly justified in mtervemng
on Fulton Lewis’s behalf.

Certainly the fact that the victim is a
near-fascist himself cannot be considered
any reason for overlooking a manifest
abuse of the right to free speech.

But what about our fresh-baked “lib-
eral” school of thought which has dis-
covered the new gospel that we must not
accord democratic” rights to people who
wish to use democratic rights against
the interests of demoeracy? Do they
think a Fulton Lewis Jr. should have
any democratic rights — or does their
principle apply only to Stalinists, as in-
deed they would like? ’

McDonaId s Talk——

{Continued from page 2}
nal, had an article on the subject of the

~ Lewis-Beck-McDonald meeting. Because

of his ability to get inside dope we quote
at length from his artiele of June 3.
"Here in Washington three weeks ago
Messrs. Lewis, McDonald and Beck con-
vened for lunch and a televised press con-
ference to further fheir cold war against
the ClO and AFL legdership. Mr. Lewis, .as
spokesman for the group, said ‘they dis-
cussed the need for joint pelitical and eco-
nomic action by their coal, steel and
trucking unions and decided to meet again
from time to time. He suggested the group
is dissatisfied with the leadership Mr.
Meany is giving the AFL and Mr. Réuther
is giving the ClO. He evaded a question

" aimed at discovering whether the. group

is consideting forming a third federa-
tion. . . .

“Mr. Lewxs consuiers Mr. Reuther a
‘pseudo-intellectual nitwit.” Mr. McDon-
ald shares this view. In addition, he re-
sents bitterly Mr. Reuther’s victory over
his candidate, the late Alan Haywood,
for the presidency of the CIO after the
death of Philip Murray. ‘

“All three react politically in more
‘conservative’ fashion than ex-socialist
Reuther, that is, they are inclined to put
more stock in gains at the bargaining
table than in political action. . . .”

The Wall Street Journal correspondent
throws in another motivation also whlch
is worth mentioning:

“Mr. McDonald doubtless has hopes-of

. succeeding the aged Mr. Lewis as -cap-.
tain of the miners’ union. Mr. Lewis be-:

lxeves that Jomt coal-steel umon bargam-

-
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ing with the nation’s steel producers-

would strengthen his hand in negotia-
tions with the ailing coal industry.”

Galpin continues, “Perhaps the three

are in fact contemplating setting up a-

third federation. But, if so, this is no

reason for their current harassment of ,

the AFL and CIO leadership. And until
Mr. Beck achieves substantially more

autocratic control over his Teamsters -

and Mr. McDonald over his Steelworkers
than either has now it is extremely
doubtful whether they could pull their
unions out of the'AFL and CIO anyway.”

HOMER MARTIN TYPE

The continual discussion of the subject
in the press of Big Business can only

.mean that the matter is- far -from dead.

The history of the United Automobile
Workers had a character similar to Dave
McDonald. His name was Homer Martin.

He thought of himself as the God-chosen.

leader of the auto workers o do with the

workers as he saw fit. He caused a split.
in the UAW that might have completely:

destroyed the wunion but its rank and file

. and the democracy of that union saved it
at the famous Cleveland convention of .

1939. Homer Martin finally ended up work-
ing for the Ford Motor Company.

The steel workers have the same prob- -
lem today with Dave McDonald. We for -

our part hope that the steel workers can

rise to the o¢casion, save their union, and -

reinstitute real democratic control If

this happens, McDonald could get a Job»

with U. 8. Steel, but he is more likely to

end. up in, Hollywood which- 1s ‘his! real.
‘ﬁrst loves ;
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YOUNG SOCIALIST LEAGUE

FIVE CENTS

YSL Fund Drive
Needs Your Help

Now—or Else

By SCOTT ARDEN

By the time this article goes to press
there will only be three weeks left of the
first national Fund Drive of the Young
Socialist League. The three-month drive
is scheduled to-end.on June 30.

To date, only $937.50, or slightly less
than 63 per cent; has been received
against the total quota of $1500. The se-
riousness of this situation cannot be ac-
curately gauged unless it is clecrly under-
stood what is at stake.

A thorough re-examination of the
YSL’s plans and -perspectives, with a
view toward cutting them ‘down, will be
required if the drive falls short of its
goal to any considerable extent.

And that’s putting it in its mildest
possible form. Actually, Cheallenge, the
Young Socialist Review, newsletters,
tours, camps, conferences, pamphlets,
and the ordinary (but vital) -day-to-day
functioning of the National Office will
be dangerously affected, to say the least.

Chicago., New York and Newark have
definitely said that they expect to com-
plefely fullfill ‘their quotas, though even
in these cases it will be difficult. Los An-
geles and New Haven have both indicated
that they foo wiil be able to make full
100 per cents, though they may require a
time extension fo do so. Berkeley has
pulled. itself out .of the. ""0" class with a
fairly substantial jump—but reports that
outstanding pledges do not cover the full
$100.

The real danger areas are Boston and
“At Large”’—with Berkeley  still stand-

ing much too close. Boston shows, as yet,

no hope of giving up its- low-man spot,
and the “At Large” contrlbutlons have
fallen off badly.

WE MUST REACH GOAL

The “At Large” quota is perhaps the
most important at this point. Depending,
as it does, not on organized units of the
YSL but on our scattered members-at-
large and our friends—and especially on
the latter—we have no accurate way of
estimating the extent of success we may
reasonably expect.

It is therefore necessary to call on
every reader of Challenge to make a
contribution now. Members who have
already given must seriously consider
giving again, even if this means borrow-
ing money. Friends of the YSL cannot
be exempted from this appeal. If you
‘have delayed contributing, now is the
time for the delay to end. Send yom'
contribution now!

We are not asking the impossible: and
certainly have no intention of doing so.
The goal of $1500 is a reasonable one and
can be uclueved Most school semesters

. are over ond many of our members and

friends who last week could describe
themselves as "non-werking-students™ will
be working full-time through the summer
period—with a resulting increase in in-
come.

You can, in all probability, contribute.
The conditions of organizational exist-
ence of a socialist group today force us
to urge you to do so.

The YSL has no “Angel.” You, as a
member or friend, are our only source
of financial support. G1ve us that sup-
port.

AN
Wlmt 5 the Score?
Paid<in %
937.50 63
164 82
501 74
_ 100 - 59
Newark ..o 50 - 30 60
New Haven ...... 35 -20 57
Los Angeles ..... 200 82.50 41
Berkeley ..o 40 40
- Boston  wiseeeses 0, :

Why Is

merican Zoot-Suitism

Spreading to European Youth?

By MAX MARTIN

Articles in newspapers and magazines
of recent months indicate that a phe-
nomenon heretofore associated only with
American youth has developed and
spread among young people in at least
two European.countries. The phenome-
non we refer teo is “zoot-suitism”—the
inclination to dress in fantastieally out-
landish and gaudy clothes and to accom-
pany such costumes with unusual halr
styles.

The “zoot-suiter” affects personahty
airs, frequently. of the swaggering kind.
More important than the ontward mani-
festations, however, are-the inner atti-
tudes which they reflect or accompany;
these range from juvenile ' delinquency
and eriminal activity on the most harm-
ful end of the scale, to be found among
a small proportlon of “zoot-suit” youth,

YS[ Rally at U. of C.
Attacks U, S. Policy
In Indochina War

By JACK WALI(ER

BERKELEY, June 4—Speaking ‘at noon
today before the University of Califor-
nia’s Sather Gate, Berkeley’s new YSL
chairman Charles Shain urged that U. S.
troops be kept out of Indochina. In his
talk he criticized both the political and
military consequences of such a move in
supporting a dying French colonialism
and threatening to start World War III,
once China entered the war and “massive
retaliation” against China followed.

Neither of the present contenders are
concerned with Vietnamese independence,
Bao Dai being a French puppet and the
Vietminh being subordinate to Russian
and Stalinist imperialism. He detailed
the numerous twists of the Indochinese
Communist Party following Russian pol-
icy, through the Popular Front days, and
early post-war “co-existence” * period.
When called upon, Vietminh has unhesi-
tatingly—if regretfully—saerificed the
struggle for independence to meet its in-
ternational Stalinist obligations.

The audience, rising from 50 to 150 from
noon to 1:30, aHentively followed the pre-
sentation and questions and answers in
the following exchange. Sevéral months
ago both the SWP and SLP had sponsored
unsuccessful street meetings here, where
their speakers’ arguments failed to hold
the report of the crowd. The YSL, while
not demonsirciivgly moving the audience
to its side, held good control of the meet-
ing and recenved friendly comments after
the meeting was over.

For a éhange there was no police pho--
tographer in provocative evidence, per-
haps through accident or perhaps by de-
cision as a. result of recent profests
against polmcal police observers was
groups. Among the police observers was
one cop who had had his explanation for
attending liberal and radical’ meetings,
ostensibly to listen to U. C. teachers,
shattered by the Berkeley chief of police

_who said that police attended political

meetings to find out what subjects were
on the mind of persons in the community.

The local “co-ordinator” of Students
for America demonstrated his concern
with democracy by calling to the atten-
tion of one pohceman that the speaker’s
trailer was in front of a fireplug. Thus
the speaker deseended to the sidewalk
five minutes befare the meeting was
scheduled to end, carrying on the dis-
cussion for a while there with the crowd

before retiving. When he left, the SFAer

was being hostilely raked over the coals
as our more direct:.anti-SFA- arguments
were bemg foIlowed up ,

i i i

to attitudes of cynicism, apathy and es-
cape from reality on the other end.

Press reports of the rise of this ten-
dency among British youth have appeared

lately and it is discussed somewhat more

fully in Peter D. Whifney's "Britain’s Zoot
Suifers—The Edwardians,” an article in
the magazine section of the N. Y. Times
for June 6. The sartorial aspects of the
British version of “zoot-switism™ are cari-
catured affer -the dress of the dandy of
the Edwardian era (1901-1910, after King
Edward Vii).

The May issue of the Progressive car-
ries a piece by G. E. R. Gedye, entitled
“Socialism’s Skeleton,” which deals with
similar trends amony Auystrian social-
democratic youth. Gedye’s teport is based
on a book, Der Junge Arbeiter wvon
Heute-——E’m Neuer Typ (The Young
Worker of Today—a New Type) by the
Austrian writer Karl Beﬂnarlk ’

"AMERICANIZATION"

The more exaggerated £eatures of
dress to be -found among the British
“Edwardians” do not seem to be present
among Austrian youth. Instead, we find
the manifestations of the “new type”
attitudes toward life and toward the
S. J. (Sozialistische Jugend), the youth
section of the Austrian social-democratic
party, to which a huge proportion ‘of
working-class youth belong.

Bednarik places the blame for thls sit-
uation on the thesis- that socialism ecan
no longer appeal to youth; for this he
has won the applause of Austrian capi-
talists. This need not concern us here,
except to note that there is a point to
Bednarik’s argument——whicl will be dis-
cussed below—Dbut not his poinmt.~

What does the “new type” of Austrian
working-¢lass youth -look like? -Gedye,
undoubtedly paraphrasmg Bednarik,
summarlzes it this way: >

. . . the youth of today is-devoid of
ideals, disinterested in life ifself, ‘flees
from reality to gangster films, swing, and
boogie-wogie, apes the most exaggerated
demonstrations of the 'Amenccn way of
dressing,’ and lives its life in a menhl
ond moral vacuum. . ..

. . this flight to the sereen [that is,
to seeing American movies—M. M.] has
ousted the socialist ideology and the so-
cialist ethos of the young Austrian work-
er of teday, replacing class: solidarity
and endeavor by a mean and selﬁsh in-
d1v1dualrsm ”

He continues to pay his dues to the
organization, but resentfully, and keeps
away from meetings and activities. He
has little or no interest in politics and
indeed is rather scornful of it. Bednarik
contrasts these S. J. members with the

pre-Dolifuss socialist youth. For the most

part Austrian socialist youth of the '20s
and ’30s were intensely serious and de-
voted to the movement; they were idealis-
tic and had an avid thlrst for learning

to steel themselves for the. struggle for -

socialism. The current Austrian young
socialist certainly compares unfavorably.

DISTORTED MOOD

What can we say about these phe-
nomena? We can begin by postulating
that neither a political analysis nor a
general social analysis can account for
its development exhaustively; part of its
causation lies in the realm of -individual
and’ §oc131 psychology. But some general

conclusions and a few political angles -

relating to it are obviously clear.
Such moods and frends arise out of gen-
eral feelings of frustration and of the fail-

.ure to find meaning in life as well as spe-

cific discontents with economic conditions.
It involves therefore a way of revolt, a

. revolt against these conditions and an a-

tempt to put an end against them., Ac-

cording to Whitney, one English psychia-

trist regards it as an attempt by these
boys to liven their drab lives by dressing

up.

.The frgg'ic‘:"a'spegt- of. fhis,r'révolt lies in

its meaninglessness and utter futility;
!:he sad thing is that the spirit of revolt
is not organized meaningfully, primarily.

in meaningful political channels, that it

takes the form of an escape from reality

instead. Yet we can easily understand

why it dges take on these aspects.
The feelings of frustration and im-

potence which youth feel flow from the
nature of political life today, from the

feeling that the most important decisions
affecting their lives, primarily the deci-
sions relating to- hydrogen-bomb war,
are being made behind their. baeks. ‘This-
-feeling must necessarily.-be mere pro-
nounced in .Eurepe than in America.-
Even if European youth believes that.it,
together with other sections of the popu-
lation, controls its governments, it-also
has a feeling that the decisions of its-

governments do not matter, that omnly

what Washington and Moscow do mat--
ters.

This situation is particularly evident
in Austria which lacks real sovereignty.
and is divided among four other powers.
Hence tendencies to flee from reality
seem to make sense: “There’s-nothing
we can do anyway.”

This may also partially account for fhe ‘
aping of American dress which is to be
found in these tendencies in Austria and
Britain. For. if the United States is the
great power, if it is dominan¥ in such a
large portion of the world, if it seems to
be all-potent, maybe some of its "magic"
will rub off. This may be a fanciful specu-
lation but it can possibly be operating un-
consciously or semi-consciously to produce
the "American" aspects to be found in
European "zoot-suitism."

WHAT APPEAL?

The problem of why the revolt hag
taken these forms has to be faced. Why
these, and not the socialist youth move-
ments in both England and Austria?
Bednarik suggests that it is because so-
cialism has lost its appeal, because most
of the demands of socialists have been
fulfilled. Echoing his fantastic assertion,
the Oesterreichische Bildungsfunktionar
opines that the trends of:mnon-coopera--
tion among wouth are the result of it
being “no longer necessary to secure:bet-*
ter conditions of life and work:™ Here -
we have an important elue. -

For what has failed is not the appeal .
of socialism but the appeal of this:secial- "
ism which has forgotten that tke-saim :
of the mevement consists of the assump- -
tion of power by the workers and the -
creation of a socialist society.

To operate as if social securify and bet- -
ter housing constitute the raison d'étre of
the socialist movement, that its demands”
have been achieved, that all that needs to
be done is to defend these gains from a
possible resurgent reaction, this fruly can-
not appeal.

If present-day Austrla presents a pic- X

ture of “socialism,” who can blame Aus-
trian working class youth for not being -
interested, for wanting to flee reality?
Were the Austrian socialist - move- -
ment genumely struggling for an inde- |
pendent and free Austria, then its youth -
could feel that they need not be forever .
impotent and incapable of affecting their
conditions of life. Were Austrian social- -
ists struggling for the creation of a S0~
cialist society, then Austrian S. J. mem- .
bers could root their visions in reality. -
‘'Of course there is no automatic corres-
pondence between the political ideologies °
of the. British and Austrian soecialist -
movements and “zoot-suitism.” But it is
certain that a revelutionary soeialist ..

“program and only such a pregram, could .

offer an appeal which would begm to
counter the moods now current. .
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" DISCUSSION:

 BRAZILIAN

POLITICS

' {—The Fight in the Socialist Party

By.BRASILEIRO

RIO DE JANEIRO, May 21—Corresponding to the chaos that exists in
the pelitical camp of the bourgeoisie is the disorganization of the work-
ing-class movement. The only organized political force in the workers’

movement is the Communist Party under the banner of Stalinism and
the leadership of Luiz Carlos Prestes, the most prominent Stalinist ﬁ_g—,

b ure in Latin America.
ger to the Brazilian bourgeoisie because,
‘under the present conditions of chaos
" and crisis, it would be relatively easy for
Moseow to orgarize Stalinist “guerrillas”
aind launch a China-type experiment in
_the country. Of course, it is problemati-
cal whether the CP here has as much
prestige and influence as'it had in China
and whether the Vargas regime can be
considered to be as rotten and carrupt as
| . - ‘that of Chiang Kai-shek. I think that
both questions should be answered in the’
! ' ‘megative’as far as Brazil is concerned.

+ But nevertheless the fact remains that
$hie Stalinist party is the sole organized
and militant force opposed to the bour-
geoisie; dnd. this fact carries with it great
danger. not only for the bourgeois owning
class but also for the working-class move-
ment.

"“..The other political organization of the

Brazilian. working-class movement is the
Brazilian Socialist Party, formed out of
s heterogeneous alliance of reformists,
e yadical democrats, Tevolutionary ele-
' ments and ex-Trotskyists. This party has:
'\ a relative importance only in the state of
! " 7" Sao Paulo and, of course, is much weaker
than the CP, in its ideological level as
well as in the organizational sense.

. “The relative growth jand importance
of this party can be as/cribed to its alli-
gnce with the group of Christian-Demo-
crats of Janio Quadros, the mayor of

Sao0 Paulo, which is the most important
jfidustrial center of Brazil. The united
forces of the Socialists and -of Quad-ros’
| . . Christian-Democrats gained the people’s
{ . support and won a victory over the right-
* ist conservatives of the UDN and t:he
" ° government party (Vargas’ “Laborite
Party,” Partido Trabalhista). The united
Front took over the city government of
Sao Paulo; of the five municipal direc-
- tofs, two are members of the SP.

_This fact could have had very important

. consequenices, because Sao Paulo is the
. most important industrial center not only
of Brazil but of South America and the
number of industrial workers here reaches

- $he 900,000 figure. 1 could have had im-
portant consequences if the Socialist Par-
4y had had a real workers' and socialist

p:'dlicy. 3
SP FATE AT STAKE

2 But this young organization is being
g transformed into an electoral machine
& N without :any real influence among the
E trade unions and in the workers’ sections
E of Sao Paulo. At present the political
fate -of the SP is ihvolved with the po-
litical ‘career of Quadros, who wants to
win the governorship of the state of Sao
L .-~ Paulo.
e * In this pre-electoral period there are-
two major political camps: the UDN
(National Democratic Union) as the
' © democratic rightist opposition to the
3 Vargas regime, and Adhemar Barrios’
~ Pwogressive Party, which, as a new bour-
geois force, claims to represent the heri-

iaint

r ‘to the leadership of the bourgeois camp. .
. But in industrial Sao Pauloe the position
. of the government seems to be weak, and
the Socialist Party dreams of the estab-
3 - lishment of ‘an
E‘ - “eamp under the leadership of the city’s
| ' mayor, Quadros.
I To a certain degree the situation of
{  the SP now can be compared to that
| ©  which obtained in New York City after

of:Sao Paulo are tired of the pro-business
and corrupt policy of the administration
as well as of the old conservatism of the
UDN, and & victory by this radical popu-
1ar sentiment over the traditional politi-
cdl forces could be quite possible in the
state, just as the victory of Quadros in
‘the, city was possible.

{¥nis problem of socialist policy was
‘discussed ot the state conference of the
Sgo Paulo “SP. “The state” executive of the -
parfy—which.really can be considered to

- .Bbe its national ‘executive because of its
weight - in . the movemeént—proposed sup-
port of -Quadros. as sofficial .candidate of .

The " CP can represent a political dan-

tage of the Vargas regime and aspires -

independent political

Mayor Impellitteri’s victory. The people .

T P e L e e

I'4 S~

LABOR ACTION has recently carried dis-

cussion articles on the Brazilian political
situation and the policy of the Socialists
by two correspondents, Comrades Mua~
deira and Joao Machado. The two ar-
ticles on this page are by a third corres-
pondent who discusses particularly the
political line of the Socialist Party of
Brazil in the most important industrial
area of Sao Paulo.—Ed.

. V4

the SP for the state governorship. The op-
ponents of this policy. fought against the
Quadros’ candidacy on the ground that as
a typical petty-bourgeois. politician he
would only profit from the support of the
Socialists:and then make a rotten compro-
mise with the goverfiment camp.

LEFT -WING. VIEW

" But the opposition lost the struggle,
because it was divided among three ten-

dencies: (1) one section demanded that

the party put up its own Socialist candi-
date; (2) another advocated electoral
abstention; and (3) -a third favored sup-

port to. Prestes Maya, who is backed by.

the rightist. UDN.

Of these, the strongest and best crys-
tallized tendency was for an independent
socialist candidacy and for an electoral
campaign under the SP banner. '

The state committee, under the leader-
ship of Gikovate and Abramo, supported
the alliance with Quadros, arguing that

this is the only possible alternative and-

the only way. to set up a new political
camp opposed both to the government
party and to .the rightist opposition,
which could win the government of the
state and in this' way organize the popu-

lar forces under the leadership of the
Socialist Party.

Some _opponents. argue . pessimistically
that this policy will end up in bankruptcy
because the Quadros-SP combine is cer-
tain to be defeated in the election. But
even if Quadros is elected, the SP will lose
its own independent role and will tend to
be transformed into an electoral machine
of bourgeois politicians. .

The establishment of an independent
Socialist eamp can be achieved by organ-
izing the .independent workers’ move-
ment, by educating the workers in inde-
péndent union policy, by defeating the
bourgeoisie in strikes, and not by a rotten
electoral alliance with a petty-bourgeois
politician who is going around begging
the support of every bourgeois political
group.

DEFEAT FOR SOCIALISM

© It seems to this writer that the defeat
of the opposition at the SP conference
was also a defeat for socialism and a vic-
tory for petty-bourgeois electoral oppor-
tunism. With this policy our comrades
are reduced to the tools of Janio Quad-
ros’ electoral combination and the Social-
ist Party is reduced to a job-agency in
the city and state government adminis-
trations. It is the old story of reformist
opportunism and of discredited alliances
between “socialists” and petty-bourgeois
politicians. :

It is not very likely that the workers
will support the Socialist Party even. if
they ‘'would support a new candidate
against the traditional bourgeois and gov-
ernment forces. The most conscious and
revolutionary workers will not come over
to the SP after this rotten compromise
with the radical-democrats. More likely
they will yield to the attraction of the
Stafinist party as against “socialist” op-
portunism. The new electoral policy of the

Brazilian SP. will end up not only with the

bankruptcy of the party but will also make
impossible the growth and consolidation
of the "third force™ idea. .

- This defeat for socialist policy in the
SP reflects not only the backwardness of
the working class movement in Brazil
but also the crisis of revolutionary so-
cialism and its weakness in South Amer-
ica and the world.

ll—Danger of a Vargas Coup dFtat:
Quadros Party Splits Over SP Alliance

RIO DE JANEIRO, May 28—The

political and social demagogy of e-

dictator Vargas, who has decreed a minimum” wage for the workers, is

_having profound repercussions among the bourgeois parties of Brazil.

Of course, the minimum wage represents no danger to industry.
The bourgeoisie can raise prices, and has raised them, thus anulling the
economic effects of the president’s bill. The bourgeoisie is angry not be-
cause of the wage increases, but because it fears an incrase in the popu-
larity of the ex-dictator and his.reelection to the presidency.

. The most important organs of
the rightist opposition, Correio da
Manha of Rio, and Esfado do Sao
Paulo accuse the president of a
"coup d'etat tendency" .and of dic-
tatorial methods - of government
over the official parliamentary sys-
tem.

. Is a Vargas coup d’etat possible?
This is very dubious not only be-

cause the military opposition to the:

ex-dictator is very strong, but be-
cause the working class movement
has lost, it seems to me, in a great de-
gree, confidence in the government and is
searching for new ways of economic and
political action.

CDP SPLITS

‘That this is really so is demonstrated
by the decision of the Socialist Party of
Sao Paulo to back the candidacy of the
mayor of that city, Janio Quadros, for
state governor. This decision, which was
fought by the.left opposition in the par-
ty, has had greater repercussions in the
bourgeois circles - of Sao Paulo than
among . the workers. The bourgeoisie is
frightened not so much by the growing
influence of the Socialists as by the pos-
sibility- that it might lose the reins of
the state government in Sao Paulo where
the .government party is very weak, as

isi’the rightist’ UDN. :

»

The present state governor, Lucas Gar- -

g ;__ﬁ_"_‘__. 2

e

cez, leans toward the rightist opposition,
so that the UDN had considered the elec-
tion to the state government won if they
could only eliminate the progressive party
of Adhemar de Barros. :

But now appears the new contestant
for power, Janio Quadros, mayor of the
largest city of Brazil, backed by the So-

cialist Party and, regrettably, by a so-

cjalist legend. This is the same man who
had won the election to the city council

againstk both the government machine:

and that of the UDN. The secret of this
Janio’s victory was the diseontent of the
people with the corrupt policy of the
government and rightist parties which is
called “the spirit of the 22nd of March”
(the date of the city council elections).
To hinder the strengthening of Quad-
r6s’ position in his own Christian Demo-
cratic Party, the state court has rejected
the registration of the new state execu-
tive committee of the CDP, because it
backed Quadros’ policy. In addition, the
right wing opposition in- the Christian
Democratic Party. has adopted a resolu-
tion against the minimum socialist pro-
gram, denouncing it as “communism”
and expelling the leader of the party be-
cause of his acceptance of the nomina-
tion by the Socialist Party. B
To a certain extent, this division in the
Christian Democrats strengthens the posi-
tion of the PSB (Brazilian Socialist Party)
majority. which want sto create a new
political force in Brazil, a new current of
"radical democracy’ directed against the
rightist UDN as well as against the gov-
ernment machine and Adhemar de Barros’
new party. Undoubtedly the position of
Joanio Quadros is now weaker in relation
to the Socialist Party, because the division
in the Christian Democratic Party is only.
an expression of the growing tendency of
the bourgeoisie to surround and isolate a
possible rival for power. '

THE SOCIALIST WAY

The blow against the candidate of the
PSB is'a powerful one, and the tendency
to isolate him will grow. It is quite pos-
sible that under the growing pressure of
the bourgeoisie Quadros and the Social-
ist Party will lose the elections, and in
this case the new political ‘camp will die
before its birth.

The only correct road for socialist pol-
icy appears to.be the organization of the
workers under their own socialist banner -
and political action for their own social-
ist program under their‘ own party’s
leadership. The majority argues that the
Socialist Party is too weak to undertake
any action and therefore, even if it
could. initiate such action, it would re-
main without any political significance.

But the division in the Christian Demo-
cratic Party, the candidacy of Quadros
and the growing importance of the PSB is
a consequence of the growing pressure
and disappoiniment of the working masses.
The only way to give expression to this
growing political ' discontent is political
action under their own socialist banner,
with their own socialist candidate. It is
not excluded that the Socialist Party could
win the election for Quadros and hence
bureaucratic positions in the government
as a result of its growing importance in
the bourgeois political camp. But this will
not win the conscious workers for social-
ism, as these workers are backing the
Communist Party, are following its "so-
cialist'' program and "'socialist” slogans,
and they will not leave their "socialist"
fight for the electoral policy of the PSB.

The PSB could win, in the best case as
a result of this policy, only the middle
class elements who seek bureaucratic po-
sitions and parliamentary careers. Even
if it wins the election for Janio Quadros,
the Socialist Party will transform itself
into a “Janist” political machine and not
into a socialjst workers’ party. In this
situation the loss of the electoral cam-
paign in Sao Paulo could be more
healthy than its victory. For a sound
defeat in policy and in life is often bet-
ter than a rotten, putrid “victory.”

'READ ABOUT INDEPENDENT SOCIALISM

in the series of special pam,phléf-issues of Labor Action

10 cents each

- No. 1—The Prin;ciplés and Program of Independent -
Socialism )

“No. 2—Independent Sccia}ismva’nd War
No. 3—The Fair Deal: A Socialist Analysis
No. 4—Socialism and Democracy

~ No. 5—<What Is Stalinism?
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Steinberg: In the Worlrs'llmp, of the Revolution

Partner of the Bolsheviks:
A Left-SR Account of 1917-18

- IN THE WORKSHOP OF THE REVOLU-

TION, by I. N. Steinberg.—Rinehart and
Co.. N. Y., 306 pages, $4. )
| ' ‘ Ved

By HAL DRAPER

Steinberg is the only surviving mem-
ber of the first Soviet coalition govern-
ment of 1917-18, a leader of the Left
Social-Revolutionary Party which was
the partner of the Bolshevik party in

—carrying through the October Revolution.

And this book is his account of those
great days, whose very events are now
so clouded by dispute and dubious inter-
pretation.

In view of this, it would seem, here is
a book which should have been widely re-
‘ceived as a very important contribution
‘to the history of the revolution. But it
has made no great stir, and that 1s not
too hard to understand.

For one thing, in the first three chap-
ters Steinberg eloquently defends the
legitimacy of the October Revolution
against the Kerensky regime, up to and
including the dispersal of the Constitu-
ent Assembly. This fails to pass the rig-

" orous .contemporary tests for bona-fide

“anti-Bolshevism,” as demanded by the
current American Party Line.

It is true that in his next 18 chapters
Steinberg is as “anti-Bolshevik” as even
perhaps the New Leader might wish, but
it is already clear that Steinberg eannot
expect to be hailed as a Great Thinker
even by his fellow anti-Bolsheviks.

Whatever may be considered the weight
of Steinberg's own strictures agalnsf the
Bolsheviks, it is a fact, certainly, "$hat the
" fundamental bases of anti-Bolshevism in
its Standard American Version are badly
shaken. .

Steinberg’s main offense against the
Rules and Regulations Governing Stand-
ard American Version Anti-Bolshevism
is that he presents the 1917 upheaval not
as a conspiracy but as a real people’s
revolution. And he is also very inconsid-
erate of the myths about the “demeo-

-eratic” Kerensky regime which the bad

bad Bolsheviks overthrew, as well as of
the Menshevik and Right S-R allies of
Kerensky.

DAMNING PICTURE ,

- Actually Steinberg’s language about the
"moderate socialist parties” (Menshevik
and Right S-R) is very mild, but the out-
line of the picture he paints is damning
enough. That picture is of an -elemental
revolutionary upsurge of the masses from
below, determined to throw off all oppres-
sion and equally determined to end the
war, which the rights and moderates tried
to oppose, and which the Bolsheviks (and
Left S-Rs) supported. This was the simple
difference between the historic reality and
the S.A.V. anti-Bolshevik myth of a "con-
spiracy.”

Of the right-wing socialists, Steinberg
writes that they believed “‘that the neces-
sary conditions were not yet in evidence
to realize the program of the people.
They conceived it impossible to end the
war without the cooperation of the Allieq
powers. They thought it utopian to trans-
fer political power to the working cladses
since, in their view, the capitalist order
in Russia was inevitable. Their interpre-
tation of the revolution as only a demo-
cratic bourgeois succession to czarism
demanded, of course, a corresponding
strategy—the strategy of class compro-
mise and political compliance. This strat-
egy put the moderate two parties (Men-
sheviks and Right ‘Social-Revolution-
aries) halfway between the bourgeois
and the working-class programs, gave
their activities an air of vacillation and,
in fact, fortiﬁed the position of the bour-
geois camp.”

Now, to be sure, the S.A.V. anh-Bol-
sheviks argue strenuously that anything
beyond a bourgeois revolution was indeed
lmposslble. but what Steinberg points up

"~ sharply is fhat this line meant that the

righf-wmgers had to set. themselves

and get: rem to swppress. me.

revolutiondry dynamism of the people. i
is because the S.A.Y. has to get around -

ﬂus mconvemenf fact that the myth of a
consplrcey was born.

By the time of the new Kerensky gov-

- ernment of July 10, Steinberg relates,

“Kerensky had lost hold of the ties of
confidence which once had bound him to
the people.” Discreditment redounded not
only against Kerensky but also against
the Menshevik and Right S-R ministers
who joined his cabinet.

“The main speaker for and exponent
of this rootless coalition,” writes Stein-
berg, “was the Social-Democrat (Men-

- shevik) Tseretelli. As minister of the

interior, he dispatched a circular to the
whole country designed to redouble the

- power of the government commissars
. against the active local soviets. He or-

dered these commissars to block the ‘ille-
gal distribution of landed properties,” the
‘appropriation, ploughing. and sowing of
other people’s lands.” He thus sustained
the policy of his predecessor, Prince
Lvov. Every circular of this kind was like
a match thrown into the powder keg of
the revolution.”

ON KERENSKY

Being highly concerned with the demeo-
cratic forms of the revolution, Steinberg
especially emphasizes the transformation

" of the Kerensky regime into a "quasi-dic-

tatorship”—with the consent and support
of the véry-democratic Mensheviks and
5-Rs who were later to issue howling
blasts of anguish at every step the Soviet
goverinment took evén fo defend itself
against armed insurrection.

Steinberg’s general sketch of the whole
development of course, contributes noth-
ing new to historical knowledge, its main
interest lying in tHe character of the
narrator. There are vignette touches
here and there:

® In August, at the State Conference "

organized by Kerensky, we see the scene
where Bublikov, a leading industrial
capitalist, steps up to shake Tseretelli’s
hand before the assemblage, an impres-
sive piece of symbolism while at the same
moment a general strike of workers in
Moscow was going on. . . .

® While we all know that Kerensky and
a few die-hard slanderers still preserve
the chestnut about the Bolsheviks béing
“German agents,” we can read in Stein-
berg that the Kerensky government itself
was thus accused. In the manifest of the
Kornilov revolt, the reaction declared:
“The Provisional Government, standing
as it does under the pressure of the Bol-
sheviks in the soviets, works in full
agreement with - the German General
Staff.”. ..

A "NEW WORLD"

With regard to the seizure of power
itself, Steinberg is typically ambivalent.

““The Left Social-Revolutionaries,” he

relates, “«did not think it advisable to
precipltate such a rebellion. In their
opinion ‘it would be sufficient for the
[Soviet] Congress to maintain the posi-

. tions of the people and lead the revolu-

tion to the Constituent Assembly. But
they felt that, if the masses were to
rebel, they would not stand against
them.” » )

No initiative toward revolution—and
no opposition to it: you just go along
with the surge of the people. The Left

*S-Rs could never have been leaders of the

revolution, the role that had to he played
by the Bolsheviks, and on the other hand
they could never have been enemies of
the revolution. They combined the fuzzi-
est of ideologies with real revolutionary
seéntiments, a combination which doomed
them to be simple fellow travelers of the
revolution.

They had no political compass of their
own, but, as sincere revolutionists, they
could feel which way the revolutionary
aspirations of the people were blowing.
When that wind stopped blowing in one
clear direction, they were Iosf

Stemberg does- not link up his above-

_guoted reference to the Lieft S-Rs” -coolish’
‘_oplmon on the seizure of power. with

what he describes later as the great re-
sult’ of the “inadvisable” rebellion. Left

S-Rs like Steinberg never could orient
- themselves in the crisscross- of events

and policies, but they could respond like

sensitive barometers to revolutionary'

élan:

“The October Revolutlon brought tre-
mendous exaltation to vast sections of
the Russian. people. After eight months

of frustrated expectations, there was .

now a profound sense of relief. It is true
that there was also great bitterness
about the past, great anxiety for the fu-

ture; but the deepest sensation which -

October aroused in the people was joy.
In city, village and army, people rejoiced
in the fullness of their liberation, in the
limitless freedom that now summoned

their creative efforts. It was as if the -

walls of Jericho had crumbled before
their eyes. A new life called to them with

" a thousand voices: from now on ‘every-
~ thing is possible to man.” ‘Everything is

possible’ did not mean license and will-
ful destruction, but full freedom. to satis-

_fy the constructive urges and the noblest

ideals of man.

“All aspects of existence—social, eco-
nomic, political, spiritual, moral, familial

. —were opened to purposeful fashioning

by human hands. Ideas for social better-

ment and progress that had been gather- .

ing for generations in Russia and -else-

. where seemed te wait on the threshold

of the revolution ready to pour ferth
and -permeate the life of the Russian peo-

~ ple. The issues were not only social and
. economic reforms and thoroughgoing po-

litical changes; with - equal zeal the

. awakened people turned to the fields of

justice and education, to art and liter-
ature. Everywhere the driving passion
was to create something new, to effect
a total difference with ‘the.old world’ and
its civilization. It was one of those un-
common moments of self-perception and

_self-assertion. The storm passed nobody

by: neither those who' hailéed it as a
blessmg nor those who spurned it as a
curse.’

COALITION ISSUE

It was this climate of a world reborn
which in the first place deomed the Con=
stitutent Assembly as a vestigial rem-

-nant of the “old world.” When the Con-

stituent Assembly was swept away in the
tide, it scarecly created even a ripple. It
had ceased to have any significance.

What played a greater role at the time
was a different question: coalition cabinet
or one-party cabinet. And here, in Stein-
berg's account, we come to another rea-

-son why determined anti-Bolsheviks will
not like this book. The reason is. this: even.

when Steinberg is doing his best o be as
"anti-Bolshevik” as they come, he just
can’t seem to squeeze out any facts to

_give color to his strictures. The trouble,

it would seem, is that he has old-fashioned
prejudices against simply inventing suit-
able “facts™ to fit S.A.V. specifications.

Steinberg and the Left S-Rs were en-
thusiastically in favor of constituting the
first Soviet government as a coalition of
all the socialist parties, including the
Mensheviks and Right S-Rs. But the lat-
ter made it impossible, for a simple and
straightforward reason: they ~were
against the revolution and would enter
its government only to behead it. Stein-
berg uses some language blaming “ex-
tremists’” on both sides (Bolsheviks as
well as the rightists, presumably) but
every fact in his account speaks one way
only:

“Protesting violently, the Menshev1ks
and Right Social-Revolutionaries quit
the Second Soviet Congress when it pro-
claimed the Soviet Republic. Thus, the
moderates caused the final split in the
camp of the working classes and facili-
tated the establishment eventually of a
purely Bolshevik government. . . .”

HONEST BROKERS
So the Left S-Rs set out to he the

. honest brokers who would bring the
2 nght-wmg Socialists back into the coali-

tion.: After all, these rxght‘wmg social-

P ) &E.,.‘njd»g._ Er i Lok e e

' breathtaking:
- Lenin and Trotsky (by name) should be
kicked out of the government! Fanfasﬂc'
as it seemed, they were not even - ‘clever -
‘enough to try to undermine the revolution

ists had lived more or less happily in &
coalition government dominated by im-
perialists and capitalists; why should

“they be so-intransigent about entering a

coalitian with revolutionary . socialists?

It disconcerted the honest brokers no end.

On the day the first cabinet was estab-

- lished, the Bolsheviks formally invited

the Left S-Rs to name three representa-
tives. At this point the Left S-Rs re-

. fused, on the ground that they wanted-

an all around coalition. So the Bolshe-
viks had to set up the cabinet themselves.

Negotiations for the inclusion of #the
rightists continued, but uselessly; for the

condition which the Mensheviks and Right

S-Rs set for their participation was

nothing more than thud

by stealth; they openly demanded, just as
if they had not been defeated and dis-
credited, that the revolution behead itself
in order to obtain, as reward, their own

worthy personages, now a little shopworm _

from being kicked around by Kerensky bu#t
still willing to "sawve" the revolution for
capitalism and the war.

"AMAZING"

“It was amazing,” writes Steinberg.

" “During the February period, the Men-

sheviks and the Right Social-Revolution-

aries had countenanced all possible coali-

tions. with bourgeois parties, even ,when

" they were openly reactionary. But the ’

same leaders now rejected indignantly
the idea of a socialist coalition, that is,
cooperation with the Bolshevik Party,
which at that time was still -weak and
still sought.support in other related ele-
ments. Lenin’s face for them seemed to

.'eclipse all of the revolution. And again -

they unwittingly helped prepare the
ground for his future dictatorship.”

So Steinberg complains’ that “Lenin’s
secret political purpose” was a “dictator-
ship” all the while; but whereas Stein-
berg was clever enough to mind-read
Lenin’s secret thoughts, ne one else in
the country had to be half so clever in
order to see that it was in fact the right-
wing socialists who were torpedoing any

- unity.

The Left S-Rs finally joined the coali«
tion themselves, and their course after-

© wards is another story.
Steinberg’s account of the- ConstltuentL

Assembly adds nothing new to the quess

. tion. What he chooses to emphasrze, hows

ever, is that it was the right-wing so-
cialists' (again) who excluded any pos-
sible compromaise.

- "INCREDIBLE PRETENSE"

When . the Constituent - Assembly met,
Chernov (Right S-R leader) was elected
pre51dent and—

“Of all possible attitudes toward the
Soviets, Chernov (and the Right Social-
Revolutionary Party that stood behind
him) chose the most dangerous,.if not
the most foolish, tactic: he simply.

ignored the Soviets, as if they did not

exist at all. His major ‘speech, which

‘naturally encompassed all cardinal issues

of the revolution, was delivered with the
incredible pretense that the Constituent

_Assembly had convened in a social vacu-

um. He announced that negotiations. for

peace would be started with the Allied.

powers; that the socialization of land

-would be carried through; that the fed-
erative rights of all nationalities wou]d - °
" be proclaimed. Not with a single word

did he mention that all these vital tasks.
were already being realized in the coun-

"try and followed with intense 1nterest

in the whole world.

"What did all this mean? By implication
it was a challenge to the Soviets and the
masses that stood by them. For the Con-

. stituent. Assembly. the only chance.of sur--

vival lay in some compromise with the
revolutionary forces that had already
struck roots. 1t would have been easy fo
find some legal, constitutional and polifi-

. cal form for such understanding. But this

one way of averting civil war within fhe

camp of the working people was ignored-

by the majority [of the assemblyl. Did i+
then hope that the Soviets would sumply
capitulate?"

Like all the others in the mamstream
of the revolution, the Left S-Rs now
looked on the Constituent Assembly as
an obsolete reminder of pre- October
Russia.

"So end Steinberg’s “pro- Bolshevﬂk”
chapters. As already mentioned the rest
of the book succeeds in being “pro-Bol-
shevik” in an entirely different way: so
transparently ﬂlmsy and even, in places,

downright foolish is the case it attempts.
to erect against the Bolshevik govern-',

ment that every S.A.V.- mdoctrmated
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i result of the fact that the collapse

of Dulles’ policy left the govern-

- ment with no alternative policy to

- offer at the time. Unless American
" military forces are already on their
- . way to Indochina behind the backs

. of Congress and the American peo-

- ple, there is little likelihood that

the U. S. could intervene effectively

. in g baftle which might well start
. during. the last two weeks in June.

Yet it is one thing for the United

~ States government to accept the .

fall of Hanoi as something it can

" do nothing about, and quite &n-
- other for it to accept the loss of the

whole of Indochma to the Stahn-
ists.

* GOP'S DILEMMA~

- It is quite true that the struggle
in Indochina has been and con-

. tinues to be “90 per cent political.”

ut that is also true of the eold war

- a8 a whole. Yet it has not prevent-
““ed the American government (and

" this goes. for the Truman adminis-

- tration as much as for that of
. Eisenhower) from seeking to re-

~-dress its political weakness in the

* struggle with military power. The

. United- States has proved itself just

- ds incapable of developing a politi-

* cal program for Indochina as it

was for Korea and for China itself

~ before that. .

For the Repubhccns to give up

- Indochina mow because fo #ry to
- fight for if is hopeless would deal
_ a death-blow to their potent prop-
: dgandc claim that the Democrats

“surrendered” or even “befrayed"

- China to the Stdlinists.

Thus, there are powerful rea-

- sons-which press this government
. toward -military intervention. This
- does not mean that such interven- -
" tiofr is-inevitable. But it means that
" it'is most tkely unless the voice of

the American people is raised in
strong protest: No U. S. military

intervention in Indochina!

i,

{Confinued from page 1)

fenth and possibly last birthday. . . .”
- Mrs. Schiff: herself kindly recommended
: 40 the Liberals that they follow her own
‘.example of entering the local Democratic
* Party and reforming it from within,

NOT IN THE OLD WAY

It is fairly clear that this outburst
does ot arise from any specific event but
from uneasy pondering at the top of the
party over the party s whole future.

On the one Iland Dubinsky (and per-

" haps other leaders) seem to be recogniz-
.ing that the party CANNOT GO ON IN

THE OLD WAY—i.e., mainly endorsing
“"¢ood" Democrats or Republicans and

World Hi;'l'ory—Ye'ar by Year

The bound volumes of

LABOR ACTION

V. are an tavaluable record of the se-
cial and political issues of ouwr day,
~and a socialist education in them-

selves. Completely indexed from
- 1949 on.
1950-52................ $3 per vol.

. Bound volumes of LA are also
- available back to, and mcludmg, .
©1942, at somewhat hlgher prices de-

. quest. A complete set of bound vol-
- umes for the 11 years from 1942 to
1952 is available for $40.

Independent Soclqllsf Press
114 West 14 Street, New York. City
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Indochmése War — —

- Some Comments from the left

The New Leader, May 31

This spokesman of State-Départment-
liberalism does little more these days
than to wrmg its editorial hands in des-
pair. “It is very difficult to write about
the Indochina ecrisis,” its editorial of
May 13 begins, “because only one fact
seems indisputable: the- Communist
armies are on the offensive.”

The editors then go on to blame France
for “her seven-year denial that there was
an Indochinese crisis, her seven-year op- |
position to internationalizing the strug-

gle, and her continuing resistance to .

Indochinese independence under repre-

sentative government.” Britain is blamed

for too great optimism about megotia-
tions. Only Dulles gets faint praise for
his (unspecified) “efforts . .. to meet the
Indochina crisis.” The editorial closes on
the plaintive mote: “At this point, a

“dynamic policy of containment would be

preferable to this stagnant version of
‘liberation,” but ‘even that new seems
very, very difficult to achieve.”

The Progressive, May 1954

The Progressive states the case for
Indochinese independence now, and lays
the lash onm French colonialism as the
chief criminal in the drama, while not
sparing the Stalinists for “playing their
corrupt trade .of explmtmg other peo-
ples’ mxsery na hunger.”

Chzef ‘gtresgiis laid om the meed foa
serious megotiations with the Stalinists
to establish a basis for co-existence:

“The tragic weakness of American
foreign policy today is the fact that we
are 1mprlsoned by our own propaganda,

that we “do_ hébble ‘ourselves to our ad--

versary’ s advantage We could begin now
to live up to our po,tentialltles for world
leadership by taking the initiative for a
negotiated settlement of the conflict in
Indochma, undér United Nations aus-
pices, and by formulting thoke ‘minimum

- conditions’ on which we are willing to .

live and let live with the Chinese Com-
Anything Tess can only lower
our statite further in the decisive areas
of Asia, and weaken our alliance in Eu-
rope—results whlch are topmost among
Soviet aiis.” The basis of a creative
American fore olicy in Asia must
hot be_ to bug: it Father to back the
revolutlonary asplratwns of the pe0p1e

\ B ',.‘f S

Thé Mlhfunf June 7

The mouthpiece of “orthodox: Trotsky-
ism” continues to write about the war in
Indochina as if the only Stalinists con-
cerned are in the Kremlin, and not at all
running the Vietminh. The Vietminh?
That is “the heroic Indochinese people

fighting against tremendous odds for na--

tional independence and social change”
and “the Indochinese revolution.”
According to the Militant, the twin
dangers are (a) that the United States
will enter the war and reimpose imperi-
alism, or (b) that the Kremlin will sell
out the Indochinese revqlution for a deal
with the capitalist imperialists in other
parts of the world. In thé May 31 issue
the Militant denounces the Pabloite lead-
ership of the “Fourth International”’ for
adopting the Stalinist slogan for a truce
in Indochina. Only a complete and im-
mediate victory for Stalinism in Indo-
china, it appears, will satisfy the de-
mands of these “orthodox Trotskyists.”

The Amerfcan Socialisf; June

As for the American supporters of
Pablo, they manage to discuss the Indo-
chinese crisis without once referring to
Stalinism in the whole article as a factor
in the situation. (Correction: the only
reference to “Communism”’ appears in a
long quote from Senator Ed Johnson of
. Colorado.) There is one reference to “Ho
Chi Minh and his resistance movement,”

-~ and after- that, to the Vietminh without

any political descripiton, or descrzptwe
adjectives whatever.

The lead article on Indochina is hardly

to be distinguished from that which ap-

peared in the Progressive, except for its
 failure to mention the Stalinists, or to
advocate ANY policy except opposition
to American intervention in the struggle.

Thus the editors #f The American So-
cialist, who recently broke from the So-
cialist Workers Party on the ground that
this organization fails to recognize the
revolutionary character of Stalinism,
continues its polwy of mever stating its
basic point of view o4 the world struy-
gle, of letting its-readers guess at the

ideological founddtion of the magazine. -

In short, it reads exactly like the or-
~gan of some Stalinist-front group which
has been created to oatch the innocents
who cannot stomach the strong medicine
of the straight Stalinist press. -

V4

-

seekmg o act as & "balance of power"
and pressure force. Its own. course of de-
velopment, . even  its partial successes
along these lines, have driven it to- the
point where an indefinite prelongation of

this course is impracticable.

There is now undoubtedly more senti-
ment than ever before, in Liberal Party
ranks, for independent candidates under
its own banner. Even the leadership can
no longer fail to see the direction it must
go, even though this is not always true
for reasons of general principle.

For example, in the looming New York
gubernatorial contest, shall the Liberal
Party support FDR Jr.? That is a harder
question than may seem to the naked eye.
Having raised the ladder whereby this
young man climbed into Congress, the
Liberal Party has felt ever since "then
that Junior climbed into the window and
then not only kicked the ladder away but
added some gratuitous cuss words. For
years new, FDR Jr.s name has been
something of a symbol in the party for

. the careerist who wished only to use the
_party as long as he could climb higher.

Even Dubinsky’s back is feeling sore
from the heels of all the people who
mounted up on it and then took off with
a vicious kick.

TORN IN TWO

In other words, on one side this whole
development is precisely the one which we
have foreseen and looked forward to:
the point where the party sees that the
next logical step is toward clearer inde-
pendent political action.

But—and this is the other side—this:

development has been in a party, isolated
in New York, which is surrounded by a
national ocean of politics in- no way re-

|- sembling. the New: York situation. The,

T T o T

St

iberal Party Crisis — —

politics of the city and state can never
really be successfully isolated from na-
tional polities, and at every turn, the
forees pushing the Liberal Party -toward

“independent action are negated by the

national forces pulling the party toward
support of the Democrats, in the absence
of any national third party of its own.

The cloudiness of Dubinsky’s speech
on May 26 was the ambiguity of one
who feels torn in two directions.

VANGUARD ROLE

It may well-be that the ILGWTU leader-
ship, which has hitherto been the main
financial prop of the Liberal Party,
wishes to pull out from under; and this
withdrawal could well undermine the
party, because, of its moral cansequences
as well as financial reasons. That would
be a scandalous end to a2 movement which
has been a yanguard force for labor poli-
tics in America, relatively speaking.

The Liberal Party membership and
militants can show that it is entirely
false to speak of a “party of quality”
or a ‘“party of quantity” ds alternative
pieces of “niérchandise.” The huckster-
ing psychology .in terms of which Du-
binsky formulated his dilemma is reveal-
ing, but no help in solvmg the party’s
problem.

-“No third party movement has arisen,”
complained Dubinsky in his speech, and
no doubt this plays an important part in
his thinking. How much has he and the
Liberal Party leadership done to foster
a national third-party movement? The

" Liberal Party, in the last analysis, must

look upon itself as the vanguard detach-
ment of such a national third party of
labor and liberalism, and go forward in

- this splmt to grea:cer mdependence not
lesfs

The ISL Program
in Brief |

The Independent Socialist League stands
for socialist democracy and against the
two systems of exploitation which now
divide the world: capitalism and Stalinism,

Capitalism cannot be reformed or liber-
alized, by any Fair Dea! or other deal, so
as to give the people freedom, abundance,
security or peace. It must be abolished
and replaced by a new social system, in
which the people own and conirol the
basic sectors of the economy, democrati-
cally contrelling #heir own economic dnd:
political destinies.

Stalinism, in Russia and wherever it
holds power, is & briutdl fotalitarionism—

. a new form of exploitation. s agenfs in

every country, the Communist: Parties, are
unrelenhng enemies of socialism and have
nothing in common with socialism—which
cannot exist without effective democratic
control by the people.

These two camps of capitalism and Stal.
inism are today at each other's throats it
a worldwide imperialist rivailry for domi-

. nation. This struggle can only lead to tle
most frightful war in history so long as the

people leave the capitalist and Stalinist
rulers in power. Independent Socialism
stands for building and strengthening the
Third Camp of the people against both wor
blocs. _

The ISL, as a Marxist movement, Jooks
to the working class and its ever-present

struggle as the basic progressive force in:

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 Socialists

participate actively in every sfruggle to.

better the people’s lot now—such as. the
" fight for higher living standards, against

Jim Crow and anti-Semitism, in defense of

civil liberties and the trade-union move-
ment. We seek to join together with ali-
other militants in the labor movement as =

a left force working for the formation of
an independent labor party and other pro-
gressive policies.

The fight for democracy and the fight
for secialism are inseparable. There can
be no lasting and genuine demecrdcy with=
out sociailsm, and there can be no social-

- ism without demoerccy. To- enrott under
- this banner, join the lndependenl' Sociolisi

l.ecgue.

Get Acquainted?!
. Independent Socialist League
114 West 14 Street
"New York 11, N. Y. _
O I want morev information about -

the ideas of Independent Soclal-
ism and the ISL.

3 I want to join the ISL.
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