AUGUST 30, 1954

LABOR
ACTION

Ihdependenf Socialist Weekly

-

FIVE CENTS

-

Peurifoycation

After Greece and Guatemala, maybe a
third country is to be “Peurifoyed” now.
‘Washington columnist- Robert S. Allen
reports that U. S. Ambassador John E.
Peurifoy is being assigned to Thailand
next.

Peurifoy’s reputation, such as it is, has
come from his labors in riding herd on
two reactionary -governments—first in
Greece, and more lately in engineering
the Guatemalan counter-revolution of
Castillo Armas. On the latter, see the
article in this issue; and on the former
there is some late news too.

Like Peun'loyed Guul'emalﬂ. Peurifoyed
Greece is also engaged in: an_anti-labor
drive. The AFL New. jeppmr _moun'}s
that the -Greek lni ster: of . y
has decreed the oi If'f"ubho'“}fin"bﬁthe
checkoff dues system, a system re-estab-
lished on Greece's liberation in 1944 ‘and
in effect since that time..

“Gonis implied: that® the: government
was penalizing the unions for entering
into party politics; critics of the action
countered with the charge that the gov-
ernment was seeking to do away with
oppdsition within the unions and thus to
subjugate them,” said fthe AFL paper.

Then the minister revealed that he
planned to replace the old system.with
his own checkoff system, which provides
funds for a so-called labor welfare fund
which looks very like the Nazi “Strength

Through Joy” movement of the H1tler1be'

Labor Front.
{Tura to lesf page)’

That Agonizing Reappraisal” Is Here:

EDC Is Dead—Where To Now?

By GORDON HASKELL

It now appears that the death of the European Defense Community
awaits only the action of the French Assembly to make it completely
and formally official. This development will force an “agonizing re-

appraisal” not only in Washington
West German Republic.

but also in Bonn and throughout the

Chancellor Adenauef, who won a dec1swe victory at the polls just

about a year ago, has been the chief
advocate of EDC in West Ger-
many. He has stood as a staunch
American ally ‘against the claims
of both the extreme right and the
Social-Democrats that integration

of Western Germany into EDC and the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization

would sound the death knell for German °

unification. It appears that the basis of
his position has been the view that Ger-
man unification“is’ not possible. short-of
World War III, or at least of a shift in
the relation of forces drastically in favor
of the American bloc.

ADENAUER'S LINE

In the meantime, his reasohing seems
to be, the qulckest and surest way for
the economic recovery of Western Ger-
many is to accept integration into some
form of Western community both eco-
nomically and militarily. This would
bring the speediest end to the occupation
of his country, would provide'it with ac-
cess to the maximum markets in Western
Europe and the rest of the non-Stalinist
world, and would permit it rapidly to
achieve a position of power and influence
in the councils of the American bloe at
least equal to, and probably more weighty

_than, that of any other country on the
continent of Europe. .

Adenauer’s position has not been uni-
versally accepted in Germany, even in
capitalist and other conservative circles,
although the heavy weight of German
capital was thrown behind his party at
the last elections a§ a way of making
sure that the Social- Demomats would be
beaten.

.BALANGE OF POWER?

These circles are attracted by the idea
that if the unification of Germany can
be bought on any terms, in due course the
country can come to play a balance-of-
power role between the capitalist and
Stalinist worlds, or at least that of medi-
ator between them. A section of German
capital is thirsty for the markets of
Russia and Eastern Europe, and sees a
larger prospect of trade there than in
industriilized Western Europe. To this
political grouping the actual integration
of Germany into EDC appeared to sig-

S -

nify the final slamming of the door on-

" any hope of major trade with the East.
The right-wing objections to EDG

were given voice recently by former .

Reich Chancellor Bruening in a speech
before an assemblage of Ruhr industrial-

in Industry After lndustm Labor’s Back Is to the Wall:
'Take It or Leave It,” Say the Bosses

By BEN HALL

Wage cuts at Studebaker last week pomted up the dlfﬁculmes of

union struggles today.

Economically : production is being cut back. Political: union rights

"are sliced away by a steady succession of unfavorable NLRB decisions.

The Studebaker affair gained -nation-wide publicity because of ‘the
1mportance of the union invelved—the UAW—and because a wage-cut,

the first in an important sector of
the auto industry, was at stake.
But the dispute’ was only one inci-
dent among many.

In the textile industry, organized
shops have been. compelled to take
wage-cuts for some time: In the hosiery
industry, the union has just been forced
to0. abanden its pension plan upon demand
of the employers. In.all' these.cases, labor

‘ has retreated.

GOODYEAR ARROGAHT

In the rubber industry. the United Rub-
ber Workers (CIO) is striking for a wage
inérease; but the course of the sirike and
the negotiations that preceded it is the
best current example of the néw "hard”
empioyers' attitude .that unions hit up
against.

Unions have permitted wage-cuts in

. -mdustries where employers ‘have made

Dbitrary from the beginning of the n

losses. But no such excuse for company
resistance can be found in rubber.

On July 7, 23,000 rubber workers
struck against the Goodyear Company.
This strike continues 40 days later. The
union demands an increase of Tl cents
per hours plus 41¢ to level out area wage
inequities,

Negotiations had begun as early as
April but the company deliberately
stalled and made its first offer only on
Juiy 2; it then offered b cents per hour
inerease, rejected by the union.

I1ts profits are the greatest in Insfory
In 1953, its net profits had soared to an
all-time high of $49,300,000. And in the
first three months of 1954, its profits were
11 per cent higher than in the same period
last year.

L. S. Buckmaster, URW president,
sums up the company attitude:

“The company s attitude was very ar-

ations and it continued in the manner up
until the negotiations broke off, about
two hours before the strike deadline.
When the deadline was reached, the un-
ion suggested a meeting the next daype
but the company refused to meet, saying
that they had other things to do the fol-
lowing day. Something new has been in-
jected into our relationship with Good-
year. It looks like the pattern which
General Electric, Timken Roller Bearing
and certain other companies have been
practicing. It seems to be a take-it-or--
leave-it proposition without any room for
real collective bargaining. Our answer to
that attitude is the use of the only weap-
on which we have—our refusal to work
until the company changes its attitude
and its position.”

BOSSES HARDEN

-In negotiations with the other big rub-
ber companies, the union meets a firm
united front of resistance. Issues came to
a head next at the Firestone Rubber
Company.

"Evidently," said Buckmaster, "'Firestone
has joined that ever-increasing fraternity
of industrialists who seek to weaken our
union by refusing to bargain in goeod
faith with the elected union representa-
tives.,"

i .i.-[Continued on page 2 :
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CROWDED OUT OF THIS ISSUE is -
further comment on the police-state law
banning the Communist Party, now
signed by Eisenhower, to the accompani-
ment of raucous silence from Adlai Ste-
VENBOTN. 3

Y rd

ists. The speech found a considerable
echo in the most conservative and even
reactionary sections of German soclety.
And now, with EDC foundering, it is
quite likely that these will be the politi-
cal groups in Germany which will derive
the greatest benefit from the collapse of
the Adenauer policy.

SPD STERILE

But the Social-Democrats have also op-_
pqsod EDC. Why should not they be
ones to- benefit: from ity defeat by
French? Or, to put it otherwise, is there
some way in which they could benefit from
this defeat.

In the past, the policy of the German
Social-Democratie Party (SPD) has
been fairly consistent on the question of
EDC. That is, it must be said, it has been
consistently muddled and indecisive.

The SPD has been for the unification
of Germany. It has been against the re-
armament of the country until and un- -
less Germany is granted equality as.a -
sovereign nation with the other countries
with which it was to be joined m the
EDC venture.

All that was perfectly proper, correct,
and ,even commendable. But at the same -

sary to proclaim that they view Germany
“Western”
(that is, American) camp, and that their
sole hope for unification lies in negotia-
tions among the four occupying powers.

This demand for negotiafons, instead of
an active policy of their own, has steri=-
lized the SPD's opposition to the European
Defense Community. The right wing at
least proposes some kind of active role
for the Germany of the future which can:
give hope that that country will one day:
be able to strike a decisive blow on its
own behalf.

THE BEGGAR POLICY

The SPD’s position, on the other hand,
reduces the role of the party, as of the
West German state, to that of a beggar.-
who is to live permanently on the hope
of favors from more successful patrons.
Whether EDC lives or dies, such a future
can hardly inspire any but the most
inanely trustful of Germans to follow the
leadership of the party. They must- be
people who really believe that if the Ger-
mans are good but quiet boys, the Ameri--
cans, British and French and the Rus-
sians will agree to let them reunite their
country for no other reason than that
such a demand is backed by the dlctates
of justice.

Writing about the political effects on
Western Germany of a collapse of EDC,
M. S. Handler, New York Times corres
pondent, had this to say “The overt and
hidden Nazis, nationalists and political
adventurers of all sorts would emerge -
into the open, trimphant over the final
collapse of Dr. Adenauer’s foreign policy.
They would be confident that only a re
turn to the traditional diplomacy base

__t_"rurn to last pa o) -




By MADEIRA
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in“his company.

This attempt stirred the country,
especially the officers of the army,
navy and air force, and brought a
serious danger of a military coup
_d'état by sharpening the contradic-
tions between Vargas and the
‘heads of the armed forces.

Readers of LABOR ACTION are already
aware of the political development that
. pushed the generals to compel Vargas to
- dismiss his demagogic minister of labor,
- Joao Goulart, last February. The organ

which looks after the long-run interests

of the whole of the heterogeneous Bra-
. zilian ruling class—the army, which in

Brazil is something like a state-party—
- vetoed the Peronist trend in the Vargas
government and took an oppositionist
 stand against Vargas by staying on the
watch against him. Sinée it suits thé in-
terests of the ruling class to keep the
' constitutional framework as long ‘as
“there is no immediate social danger in
! the country, the February crisis was
closed by the fall of the labor minister
and the decline of Vargas’' demagogic
: dnve in the working class.

AFTERMATH OF MURDER

‘Nevertheless Vargas—who is a very

- smart politician—was still able to ap-

~ point a new war minister, General Zeno-

- bio da Costa, who is a friend of his and

. gomewhat counter-balances the opposi-

. tionist drive  of his army comrades. At
_the same time, Vargas decreed the new

minimum wage of 2400 eruzeiros per

month (less than $60 at the current free
a.‘te), which did not improve the work-

15’ standards of living at all but did

mbrease the unegsiness of the rullng

- class about Vargas and, as a matter of

- faet, accelerated still further the rise in

~ the cost of living.

“ Mhe majority of the Congress defeated
the proposal to impeach Vargas put for-
ward by the “liberals” of the UDN

' (Democratic National Union) party, and

““further denied the ministry of justice the

-

{Continued from page 1}

at Firestone plants in 8 cities on call of
‘the union. Right now, 48,000 rubber
‘workers are on strike with issues at the
other two of rubber’s Big Four unset-
tled: U. S. Rubber and Goodrich. *

N OTHER INDUSTRIES

“Blame for the prolongation of the
-present _labor dispute at Goodyear,”

writes the Summit County Labor News
of 'Akron, “can be placed on the shoulders
of‘those members of organized labor who
-refused to ... vote two years ago or .. .
voted for the Eisenhower crusade. As a
“result, the entire labor movement . . . is
‘reaping the fruits of their folly.” This is

. World History—Year by Year

The bound volumes of

LABOR ACTION

1=+ are an invaluable record of the so-
:eial and political issues of our day,
-and a socialist education in them-
-gelves. Completely indexed from
1949 om.

¢ 1950-52..............$3 per vol.

,Bound volumes of LA are also
“available back to, and mcluding,
1942, at.somewhat h:gher prices de-
pendmg on the year. Prices on re-
-'quest. A complete set of bound vol-
-umes for the 11 years from 1942 to
:1952 is -available for $40.

r Independent Socialist Press
114 West 14 Street, New York City
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On August 13, 25,000 left their jobs .

RIO DE JANEIRO, Aug 15—O0n the evemng of Aygust 5, the well-
Eknown Rio ‘newspaperman Carlos Lacerda, editor of Tribuna da
Imprensa and the foremost standard-bearer in the press of the liberal-
rightist opposition to President Vargas, was shot by three members of
 Vargas’ personal guard. The gangsters missed Lacerda, who was only
' s?llghtly wounded, but killed an air force major, a friend of his, who was

Ve _ i \
-As we go to press, the news is that

Vargas was ousted by the army and
committed suicide. This climaxes the de-

velopments desecribed by our Rio corres- -

pondent.—Ed. .
AN V4

right to try Deputy Lutero Vargas (Var-
gas’ son) for his part in the scandal in
which the Bank of Brazil (semi-national-
ized) supplied the pro-governiment Rio
newspaper Ullima Horae with funds. It
was this scandal whose denunciation by
Carlos Lacerda had prepared the atmos-
phere for the February events.

As a result of Lacerda’s charges, Lutero
Yargas sued him for slander on the as-
sumption that Lacerda would be unable to
prove his accusations. However, Carlos
Lacerda was actually able to prove in
court the same charges he printed in his
newspaper. Carlos Lacerda is the most
typical of those right-wing “democrats"
[see Madeira's grticle in LA for May 31
who oppose Yargas from the standpoint of
the ruling class and he has many times in-
cited the generals fo get rid of Yargas.

Then the attempt on Lacerda’s life
ook place. After killing Air Force Major
Rubens Vaz the assassins escaped.

If Lacerda himself had been killed, the
political situation would not have become
so serious as it has. Many generals and
admirals immediately stated that the
armed forces demanded a full investiga-
tion of the crime and .the punishment of
those who ordered and committed it, who-

* ever they might be.
-LOST AUTHORITY

A meehng took place in the Air Force

- Club in which many officers openly ac-

cused the government in a revolut:onary

' tone. The government, relying on the in-

«capacity of the police, stated that it was
more interested than anybody else in
solving the case. Vargas himself said
that those responsible for the murder
were “his worst enemies.”.

'‘Take It or Leave It — —

just its own eccentric way of attributing
labor’s hard times to the Republican ad-
ministration. )

" The “take it or leave it” attitude is
reported, in just those words, in the ship-
building industry on the East Coast. The

* CIO Shipbuilders’ union has been nego-

tiating with the Bethlehem Steel Com-
pany since before June 23 when its con-
tract explred It is asking for a 2l-cent
hourly increase but the company offers
only- 3 cents.

“A spokesman for the union,” reports
the New York Times, “charged that
Bethlehem’s negotiators had walked out
of a meeting Thursday evening after a
‘take-it-or-leave-it’ offer by ‘the company
had been rejected.”

‘Across the country in Washington state
and Oregon, the lumber strike of AFL and
CiO workers continues after 9 weel:s for
union demands for a 12'2-cent wage in-
crease. And in Wisconsin, a UAW strike
against the Kohler Company, invglving
3,500 workers, remains unsettled after 20
weeks. Memories of old days rise before
the union as the company rushes scabs
through mass picket lines and ‘union rep-
resentatives are indicted on assault
charges.

Rubber union leader Buckmaster com-

pared the actions of Goodyear to those
of General Electric. GE finally settled
with the CIO International Union of
Electrical Workers after 4 months of bit-
ter negotiations. The company granted
wage increases of 2.68 per cent, averag-
ing about 5 cents an hour. But the union
demand for a guaranteed annual wage,
highlighted by the CIO, was rejected by
thef company and abandoned by the
union. S ) :

During the. negotiations, the union re-
vealed a company ten-year plan of de-
centralization which would mean the loss
of jobs in high paying union centers by

He did not expect that the ujr- force
would set up a committee of inquiry dnd
that they would discover that two of the
men who shot at Lacerda were members
of: Yargas' personal civil police guard.

Vargas’ position is very weak. He has-

lost his support in the working class. His
demagogic campaigns and the corruption
and inefficiency of his administration al-
so have incurred the hostility of the
working class. The only thing that pre-
vented his 1eg1me from being overthrown
in February is that the interests of the

+ Brazilian ruling class require them to

maintain the constitutional framework
intact if p0551ble, and he has been kept
under watch since then.

Now members of his personal guard
are found guilty of murder.- Nobody be-
lieves that Vargas himself ordered the
murder or even knew anything a.hm;t its
planning. He is smart enough to foresee
the consequences of such an act. But it is
evident that the murder was ordered by
somebody in Vargas’intimate circle, and
his son Lutero, who is as corrupt as he
is irresponsible, was strongly suspected
from the start; he had the most to benefit
from Lacerda’s death.

In spite of all, Yargas refuses #o resign
his office in favor of the: vice-president,
and as-long as he I:eeps a bit of power he
‘will maneuver to improve his position.

Vargas has lost even the moral and
political authority that becomes a presi-
dent of the republic. The officers of the
committee of inquiry searched the palace
for the three members .of the personal
guard involved. This guard was dissolved
and its members arrested and brought
one by.one before Lacerda so that he
could try to recognize the men involved.

ARMY STEPS IN

Yesterday events began to move at a .

faster pace. First, the air force appre-

hended Alcino Joao do Nascimento, who -

admitted under questioning at the air
force headquarters near Rio that he not
only was involved in the shooting but
that it was ordered by Lutero Vargas.
Yesterday afternoon the Military ' Club
(army officers’ club)’ met and first con-
sidered a motion to force Vargas to re-
sign. This motion, while approved, was
later withdrawn in favor of a milder one
in which the officers;-declared their soli--
darity with the other branches of the
armed forces and demanded that the re-
5p0n51ble criminals be brought to justice
and receive severe punishment for their

their transfer to new plants in unorgan-
ized low-wage areas, a threat to union
working conditions and perhaps to the

. very existence of the union.

“GE’s goal is to avoid the responmblhty
of collective bargammg, a.goal that has
caused a strike  in. 1950 and constant
frietion - in every vear’s negotiations
since, GE desires a situation where it can
issue a proclamation on the contract—
take it or leave it—and then pressure the

. unions into accepting it quickly.”
These were the union’s words as it sug-
gested a non-partisan study of 'GE labor
policies which lead, it charged, to “per-
sistent union - management friction
Such a study, the union said, might suc-
ceed-in “lifting our collective_-bargaip_in,g
relations to a level of mature, reasonable
and collaborative understanding.”

Apparently the company is not inter-
ested in'such high ideals: it rejected the
union proposal out of hand

ROUGH ROAD

None of this made the front-page
headlines in a daily press which does not
attribute special significance to such in-
cidents taken one by one. But together,
they make up a picture of the rough road
ahead for labor.

As the weeks pass and other unions are
thrust into negotiations in this period of
“take it or leave it,". the resentments and
grievances of millions of organized work-
ers begin to accumulate. Strikes are now,
hard to win. Even defense of old .condi-’

' tions becomes difficult.

Many unions will shrink from the
struggle today. We know, however, from
the experience of the war years that:
these pent-up irritations and these un-
satisfied demands will burst out with ex-
plosive force when the ﬁrst favorable
winds begm to blow.

razll Tlle Genemls Openl y Take Power

crimes. In particular they want any im-
munity,- constitutional or presidential,
abolished so that all can be brought to
justiee.-

At the moment the situation is quite
fluid.

The threat to democratic institutions
and civil liberties in Brazil is now greater
than. any time since 1945. The air force
inquiry has led, if not directly to Yargas,

at least to his immediate family and gov-_

ernment. His position would seem unten-
able especially in light of the motion with-
drawn by the officers’ club yestérday.

" On the other hand, only with a gun at

“his back will he resign (he said as much

last week at a public meeting at Belo
Horizonte in which he was loudly cheer-
ed), and the majority in Congress is very
unlikely to vote his legal impeachment.
Only the army can depose him.

If they do, and if the generals still
prefer—as it would seem they do—to
keep the constitutional framework, the
vice-president will take power, If, on the
contrary the generals think that the time
has come for a “Government of Public
Safety” that could face the critical eco-
nomie and socio-political situation of the
country at the cost of its demoeratic in-
stitutions and the working class, then: a
military junta will be set up.

COUP D’ETAT?

. There is no organized force to safe-
guard the demoecratic institutions as
against both Vargas’ corruption and the
threat of military dictatorship, The “lib-
erals” openly ask the army to compel

Vargas to resign. While this is on the -

surface consistent with -constitutional
government, nevertheless 1t is a call for
military coup d’état.

The unions are still controlled by the
ministry of labor bureaucracy and have
kept out of this entire matter.

Not a word has come from the Bra-
zilian Socialist Party; some of its leaders
condemned in an abstract way the at-
tempt on Lacerda but did not denounée
the threat to 'democratic institutions. The
SP revealed once more its complete lack

of political line and the fact that it is~

not even a social-democratic party on the
pattern of (say) the Uruguayan SP, but
only an electoral machine in a backward
country.

The only immediate possiblllfy for pre-
serving the democratic institutions lies in

- the fact that for the whole of the Bra-

zilian ruling class, (since an independent
labor movement does not exist and the CP
is outlawed) rule within the constitutional
framework is still better than a military
dictatorship. The' generals themselves—
even more than any other sector because
they embody the whole of the ruling class
—still probably prefer the forms of de-
mocracy.

The leaders and pelitical organs for a
m:htary dictatorship are at this moment
not in existence; the ruling class is very
heterogenecous;  and a military coup
which “would reverse the democratic
trends since 1945 (little as they seem)
would also reveal the political nature of
the army and at the same time force it
to face the growing unrest of the work-
ing class.

THE
BENDING
CROSS

A BIOGRAPHY OF
EUGENE V. DEBS

by
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Labor Action Book Service
114 West 14 Street, N. Y. C.
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A DISCUSSION

‘By PHILIP COBEN

If there is anything that could make us sympathize with the Attlee-
Bevan Labor Party junket to China, it is the nature of the attacks on
it that have come from the American press and from the few British
critics. The more we read the editorialists’ abuse, the more we feel
inclined to jump to poor Attlee’s defense.

If we can’t really do that, it’s because we have a few 1deas of our

own on the subject, of which more
later. ,

However, the nature of the at-
tack sufficiently explains why the
Laborites’ trip is popular with the
British. In the first place, a good
part of the denunciation is dye simply
to the fact that the Labor delegation is
acting contrary to U. S. wishes.

“It’s very bad for Anglo-American re-
lations,” explain absolutely shameless

commentaters on both sides of the At-~

lantie, “especially at this delicate junc-
ture.” By this they simply  mean that
since Dulles is determined to quarantine
Stalinist China, the British Labor Party
ought to be bound by his discipline.

Insofar as the China junket means
that the Laborites are thumbing their
nose at the State Department’s frenzied
whip-cracking, it is guaranteed to rouse
the enthusiasm of most of the people of
the world.

Insofar as the junket is attacked as
disrespectful to the cult of Chiang Kai-
shek, it is likewise assured acclaim. The
trip is certainly an affront to the occupa-
tion government on Formosa, and that in
itself is a good thing.

It is the American support to Chiang
Kai-shek which is behind the press and
government campaign of vilification of the
Attlee mission. Nothing can obscure that
very successfully. If we socialists decided
our own policy merely by putting a minus
sign wherever the Washington imperialists
put a plus, we could have little doubts
about the episode.

VILIFICATION

One gets a further push over in this
direction from such stupendous products
of the intellect as the N. Y. Herald Tri-
bune’s editorial on the subject. The T'rib
inveighed against the Attlee trip; then
it paused for breath and noted that the
Russian Supreme Soviet had invited its
counterpart, the British Parliament, to
send a similar delegation to Moscow, apd
the Parliament had accepted. But that’s
all right, said the Trib editorial genius
—not at all like those bad Attlees; be-
cause it wouldn’t be a partisan trip. ...

It seems it's bad when a Labor Party
group drinks toasts with totalitarians;
but when Tories and Laborites do it to-
gether, the curse is taken off.

Editorialists take a calculated risk
when they knowingly engage in such
idiocy; vide also the N. Y. Post’s invoca-
tion against the “immoral servility” dis-
played by the Attlee party on its Chinese
trip. Some journalistic hypocrites have

SMITH ACT TRIAL
ENDS IN PHILLY

By KARL CRAIG

PHILADELPHIA, Aug. 16—The Phila-
delphia edition of the Smith Act trails of
secondary- Communist Party leaders end-
ed on August 11 with the conviction of
the nine defendants for “conspiring to
teach and advocate the overthrow of the
U. S. by force and violence.”

The entire proceedings from selection
of the jury to the conviction took 71 days,
to make it the longest trial in the history
of this federal district.

The trial is noteworthy among other
things in that the defense staff consisted
of distinguished attorneys who were in
no way connected with the Stalinist
movement and who were members of the
American Civil Liberties Union. The
chief of defense, Thomas D. McBride, is
regarded widely as the outstanding erim-
inal trial lawyer of the area. The de-
fense fought hard and expertly under
the limitations set by the reactionary
Smith Act.

Readers -of LABOR ACTION are already
acquainted with the exposé of “Colonel”
Paul Cyouch as' a “downright liar” by
Joseph S. Lord 3rd of the defense staff.
Crouch identified David Davis, one of the
nine defendants, as-a man he had dealt
with over a period of 20 years. He re-
luctantly admitted under cross-examina-
tion that four years ago when he testi-

ﬁed at one of Harry: Bndges deportatmn
& hi: :

even devoted editorials to asking whether
the British Labor Party really approves
of Mao's totalitarianism.

This is @ mild campaign of journalistic
terror designed to help beat the British
cousins into line—into the American Party
Line.

We ourselves, in the name of 1776 and -

all that, are entirely in favor of a British
declaration of independence.

But while everything we read pushes
us inexorably to defend Attlee, one diffi-
culty keeps obtruding: We cannot think
of a single good reason for being posi-
tively in favor of the junket, and we can
think of good reasons for vigerously op-
posing it as an offense to socialist aims.

POLITICAL PRICE

We think that from a genuine socialist
point of view, the China junket is inde-
fensible. And we have to say so, however
reluctant we may be fo come to the same

conclusion as the stomach-turning Peck-.

sniffs and imperialist-minded time-servers
who are attacking the Laborites for their
own reasons. !

There is little doubt in anybedy’s mind
about the most concrete motivation for
the Laborite junket: British trade with
China. It is quite openly expressed in
BLP articles favéring the trip, and in
any case is an objective which the Labor
Party shares with the Toriés.

We have nothing against that or any
projects for stimulating normal trade
relations between politically antagonistic
states, What is involved at the heart of
the motivation for the China junket is
something a little: different:

The meaning of the Laborites’ mission
is that they are implicitly offering a po-
litical price for a trade deal.

Labor apologists for the junket admit
that "of course™ the Stalinists will make
"propaganda advantage” of the visit.
What does this mean in actuality? It
means that it will be "proved" to the Chi-
nese people that the regime is approved
by just those Westerners to whom they
might look for a third alternative: not the
American imperialists, not the henchman
of Chiang Kai-shek, but socialists, includ-
ing the "good" British Laborites.

Its political impaet in China will in-
evitably be to discourage and dishearten
precisely that kind of opposition to Mao
which yearns to see its cause taken up
by someone else than the butcher of For-
mosa or the State Department.

A delegation even of British Tories
would probably not be as welcome to the
Stalinists. The uncritical toasts and
backslapping of Laborites in Peiping is
more valuable for the reglme at the mo-
ment.

And this goes for mere than merely
the Chinese people, who are the victims
not only of the past ¢rimes of Chiang
Kai-shek but also of the present erimes
of the Mao-Stalinist police regime. Chi-
nese Stalinism is a magnet for all
Asians, drawing them into the Stalinist
orbit, insofar as Peiping’s prestige grows
and insofar as America’s credit declines,
as it is doing. ;
ILLUSIONS

This is. the sort of thing it means to
admit that the Laborite junket means
“propaganda’” for the Chinese Stalinists.

“To slough this consideration off, for the
sake of putative gains in British-Chinese
trade, is perfectly in order for the bour-
geoisie, and it is quite understandable for
types like Attlee who are primarily social-
istic bourgeois-reformists; but it is a sad
and narrow oversight for British left-
wingers.

There is undoubt,ediy a great deal that
British Labor could do to further Brit-
ish-Chinese trade without sellings its
polities. In any case no mess of export-

import pottage is worth that sale.

Now the situation, however, is not at
all fully explained by the trade consider-
ation. That whole motivation operates on
the basis of a prior political view. After
all, even a gold mine in British-Spanish
trade would not induce Attlee to go on a
good-will-and-backslapping tour of Fran-
co Spam These Laborites, Attlee and
Bevan in their own ways, have a certam
attitude on Maoism.
.. Part.of the:

: eommbn round I|‘cl_r they

The Attlee- Bevan Busmess Trip to China -

is the simplistic view that the Chinese
Stalinists would turn ocut to be good fel-
lows, and maybe even sterling democrats,
if only they could be convinced that the
West doesn’t want to “encircle” and
crush them. ) '

We would agree that every political
effort should be made to woo Peiping
away from dependence on Moscow, or to
fan every ember of latent “Titoism”

" (natienal-Stalinism) in Mao’s China. We
certainly agree that the U. S. policy is
" absolutely guaranteed to throw every
Chinese element into Moscow’s arms.
"LABOR ACTION has explained its reasons
for favoring the admission of Peiping
into the UN.

But none of this, and nothing along
these lines, could possibly justify any
step which tells Asia, or seems to tell the
people of Asia, that socialists have any-
thing but political antagonism for “the
political and social system of Stalinism.

NO BOUQUETS

. It would be a victory to tear Mao-
China away from Moscow, but such an
independent Stalinist China would be no
less a totalitarfanmism than before, if
nothing else changes. Socialists can no
more proclaim approval of such a Stal-
_inist regime which is independent of
Moscow than they can throw political
bouquets to the Yugoslav national-Stal-
inist regime in Belgrade.

The new-found Jlove and affection
which blossomed between the Titoists and
.50 many European social-democrats was
founded on simple social-patriotic consid-
erations. When Tito became an ally of
the, West, he became kosher and respect-
able in the eyes of so-called socialists who
then found it possible to overlook, gloss
over, or whitewash the continuing polu.e-
regime of the anti-Moscow-type totali-
tarians.

The Attleeites hope that Chinese Stalin-
ism can also be detached from Moscow.
They are saying in effect that the "bad"
thing about Maocism is the fact that it is
- allied with the wrong war camp, and not

.50 much_its social and political regime. In

fact, they whitewash fhe latter feature in

‘practice, for the sake of possible cunces-

sions on the former feature. ...

In addition, Bevan (unlike Attlee) has
a set of Stalineid-neutra]ist illusions
about Stalinism in general, and Chinese
Stalinism in particular, which intensifies
all of these tendencies.

No doubt, the Chinese trip appeals to
the British people because its aims are
to help bring some kind of greater “un:
derstanding” between “East and West”
and therefore take a step toward peace.
The intentions are wonderful. It is equal-
ly laudable when the Laborites talk about
going to China in order to “see for them-
s€lves” and “find out” the truth, ete.

But socialist grownups should not take
this sort of talk too seriously. The La-
borites will “see” and “find eut” nothing
important whatsoever on their tour; and
if any of them expect to do so, the more’s
the pity. They will not find out whether
Stalinism means a pelice-state by being
escorted through a jail; nor will they
ﬁnd out whether the Chinese people sup-
‘port Mao as they whirl through banquets.

_SOCIALISTS CAN'T APPROVE

For Third Camp socialists, there is no
‘question of coming to an "understanding”
with Stalinism any mere than of coming fo
an "understanding" with copitalism and
its imperialism. z

That sort of talk is all right for the
fuzay “neutralists” who represent the
‘immaturity of anti- imperialism in the
world. These latter do not set the task of
fighting Stalinism to the death, just as
‘capitalism has.to be fought to the death.
They want to make a "deal with this
enemy, they want to placate Stalinism,
some of them frankly want to appease its
appetite; they think hopefiilly in terms
of the Stalinists reforming from the top
down.

There is a great deal of this in Bevan-

“ism, and a great deal of this lies behind
the BLP China junket.
_ A government’s relations with a reac-
tionary state are one thing, whether po-
litical or economie, A party’s relations
with a totalitarian movement are another
thing.

If Attlee, as prime minister of Eng-
land, shakes hands with a Stalinist (or
fascist) leader in the course of “correct”
diplomatic relations, who would neces-
sarily dream of ecavilihg? But if Attlee
or Bevan, representing their party, pub-
licly embrace butchers of the working
class-—~whethér in Moscow or Madrid, or
An Pe'pm

- Tribune campaign;

“in the late government, to Attlee and the

‘Beaverbrook-controlled Daily FEaxpress.

‘armament, uneasy about the return of

-about a trend to World War I, instead

‘War II lay not with the German people
‘the major powers who appeased and built

"has not, been emphasized at all by any of
“the opponents of -German rearmament. - -

'resolutely oppose the whole anti-chauvin-:

‘armament, while putting forward- the
‘own groundv, for opposing the Gerniant
‘rearmament plan around EDC. Unfortti
-nately, the task is by no means easy given

‘brace. This argument is very commoh

—how can’ a sociali t appl‘ove

LONDON LETTER

No Off-Season. on*
Debates within BlP

By ALLAN YAUGHAN

LONDON, Aug. 18—The three most im- ;
portant issues that have caught the at- -
tention of the Labor Party over the last
two weeks are: (1) the Beaverbrook
campaign against German rearmament
—parallel in many vrespects to the
(2) the rebuke by
Hector MceNeil, Labor’s minister of state

Labor Party delegation, for their “inop-
portune” visit to China; and (3) the
NEC ban on the Socialist Qutlook. { =3

As has been pointed out previously -in
these letters, the Tribune opposition to -
German rearmament has all the hall-
marks of an anti-German chauvinism.
The Daily Worker has joined in this
poisonous campaign “along with the

The lord chancellor’s attempted suppres-
‘sion of Lord Russell’s factual history of -
Nazi war crimes, The Scourge of the
Swastika, has only added fuel .to the
flames of anti-German hatred that is be-
ing whipped up by this strange alliance -
of Empire-Tories, Bevanites and Stalm—
ists.

Understandably, the broad mass of llﬁ
population are uneasy about German re-

prominent Nazi generals and SS officialy
to public life in West Germany. This is e_li-
tirely a healthy sign; but this uneasinest

of being directed along infer'naﬂ'onuli{f
channels, is directed against the German
people.

Of course, the responsibility for Wor]d

coilectwely, but with the statesmen of afl:

up the Hitlerite war machine. This fact’

In this situation, socialists cannot but:

ist undercurrent within the framewor
of the general oppositionr to Gérman re

the -presént realignment of pohtlca‘ﬂ
forces.

ATTLEE'S TRIP

When Hector McNeil bluntly criticized
the Labor Party NEC’s decision to send
a delegation to visit China at this deli-
cate point”in Anglo-American relations,
his view received wide publicity, but no
support (at least no 'public support)
from any major figure in- the Labor
movement.

One takes it for granted that the Ch
nese Stalinists will utilize the visit for
propaganda purposes. However, it is dif-
‘fieult to see what real “harm” can be :
done by the visit, in and of itself. o

The Labor Parfy has no use for Chiang
Kai-shek, and the quicker his pirate's nesf
is smoked out in Formosa, the better it will
‘be for all concerned: that is the Juniversal.
opinion not only within the Labor Party
buf among all classes of the population.

Surely the establishment of trade con=
tacts, the ‘affording of diplomatic recqgg
‘nition, ete., will make it easier for Mao
China to establish itself independent
of Moscow? A policy of encirclement an
‘endless provocation can only push Mao’s
China more and more into Moscow’s em-

throughout the’ Labor Party, and theré
is more than an element of truth in it. ;-
America’s policy of ‘“non-recognition
of Mao’s China is determined not by thé
existence of totalitarianism but by th
fact that China has eliminated the basis
of a capitalist order. It is the revolution:
ary and anti-capitalist aspect of thé
events in China, and not its ruthless po-
lice regime, that America refuses to rec:
ognize. This policy is costing her .th
friendship of even the realpolitiker
statesmen of Europe And this loss coul&
be fatal to her, in the long run. i

FACTION GAG

The third issue that has caught th
attentions of the Labor Party is the ban.
on the Socialist Outlook.

In a circular sent out to all trad
union, constituency and local Labor Pa
ty branches, women’s sections, an
leagues of youth, party secretary Morga;
Phillips has written the following letter

“I am directed to inform you that th
National Executive Committee at its las
meeting deécided that persons associate
Wlth or supportmg Samh&t Outlook 3




By BERNARD CRAMER L] B

Since Guatemala is now out of the
. Sereaming headlines, it is the inside
pages that inform newspaper readers
that the U. S.-sponsored counter-revolu-
tion is aeting itself out as predicted.

true to form.

Arbenz regime has been victoriously ban-
ished, and the country is being turned
back to the very real embraces of the
feudals.

A wide-open admission of counter-revo-
lutionary policies came on August 22 when
the Castillo government issued a decree
taking back national lands that had been

: paﬂ:eled out to peasants. The final lie was
thus given to the protesh‘hont of the
.presenf rulers.

" During their rebellion, they claimed
that the land-reform law made the peas-
ants into tenants, did not really give
them the land at all; as carried out by
the Arbenz regime it really enserfed
them to the state; they, the gunmen for

. United Fruit and the State Deparfment,
would really give the land to the Iudian
“peasants.

These transparent lies were given cre-
dence not only by paid liars for the State
Department, who at least were doing
their job, but by most of the U. S. press,
ineluding N. Y., Post liberals like Max
" Lerner and a New Leader Guatemalan
expert named Daniel James. All of these
also piously quoted the sermens abeut

“preserving social gains” that were
handed out by U. S. Ambassador Peuri-
foy.

Right after their:victory the new gov-
efnment suspended the land law, but still
gave the excuse that it had to be rewrit-
ten to make it more “just” to the peas-
ants,

The new decree takes back from the
_peasants 120 plantations that had been
government land before the land law. This

'during the Second World War, by the re-
.gime then headed by the dictator Ubico.
This land, moreover, is among the richest
coffee-growing lands in the country.

BACK TO PEONAGE

_The peasants who are now expropri-
ated will be turned into hired laborers.
The government decree’s arguments are
transparent.

The text of the decree pretends that a
“large majority”’o f the peasants have
declared that they prefer to be hired
laborers rather than own their own land.
At’the same time, in a rather incredible
contradiction, it also states that the land
" militants”!

The decree also argues that produc-
tion on the land has been disrupted. and
. that conditions are chaotic. There may
well be a kernel of truth here; the new
peasant landholders may well have been
“disrupted” by the counter-revolutionary
threat and victory; farm work may well
have been held up. Also, the division of
‘the land could have been made efficient
only insofar as the government proceeded
to aid the peasants to get equipment, ete.
This was part of the program of the
Arbenz government., A temporary fall in
-production was possible. But none .of’
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dohn Peurifoy's protégés are behaving: the farms as hired laborers, which tradi-

The -non-existent “Communism” of the

land: had been taken from German owners

_‘expropriation benefited only “Communist -

Tlle Peunloyed Réjifne Smaslt;3 at labor aml the Peas&nts -

Guatemalan Reaction Turns the Clock Bac

these considerations has anything to do
with the Castillo Armas decree.

The new decree abolishes all the agra-
rian cooperafives that have been formed
on the land and cancels their legal status.
Magnanimously the decree provides that
co-op mermbers may continue working on

fionally means as peons.

On ‘August 23 a new government de-
cree hit the urban workers. It abohshed
the law regulating land sales on the in®
stallment plan and housing projects, in
accordance with demands of the real-
estate owners.

Here is the great v1ct0ry that the U. S.
won over “Communism” in Latin Amer-

. iea, under the “brilliant” engineering of

two-gun Peurifoy.
L

(10 Accuses Regime
Of Union-Smashing

The first authoritative report on the
union-smashing activities of the Castillo
Armas. government reveals also the hy-
poecrisy of the claims that this U. S.-
sponsored government could ‘“clean out”
the labor movement. As LABOR - ACTION
has reported, it was pretty well estab-
lished that the Guatemalan labor move-
“ment under Arbenz was indeed dominat-
ed by the Stalinists. A “clean-up” by the
‘counter-revolution and United Fruit,
however, meant that the unions would be
“decontaminated” by beheading not only
the Stalinists but also all militants.

A CIO representative now discloses
what has been happening, behind the
vague news items about a labor reorgani-
zation -that have been appearing in the
press. In. July an American trade-union
delegation had gone down to Guatemala,
accompanying a group of Guatemailan
unionists. Serafino Romualdl represented
the AFL, Daniel Benedict the CIO, and
Paul Valdivia the Cuban CTC.

In the CIO News Service for-August
16, Benedict’ reported as follows:

“We heard the president’s repeated as-
surances that there would be no attempt

. to hinder the development of free trade

unionism and no attempt to destroy the
land -reform gains of the peasants.

“U. 8. Ambassador John Peurifoy, who
makes no.secret of his important role in
the events which led Castillo Armas from
exile in Honduras to the armed taking
over of power in Guatemala, has also
been quite vocal about no ‘turning back
.the clock’ of social progress.

"Yet non-Communist workers known for,
or suspected of, strong trade union feel-
ings have been, and are being, fired by the
‘'score, . .

“About half the Communist Party
members in Guatemala (reported to
number about 2,000) have either taken
refuge in foreign embassies—hundreds
of them are sleeping on and under the
desks of the bulging little Mexican Em-
bassy—or fled the country. Yet, it is esti-
mated that between 5,000 and 8,000 peo-
ple have been thrown in jail.

“The long lines of obviously poor In-
dian peasant.women seen by this writer

waiting outside the jails with little bas-

kets of food to send in to their arrested
menfolk were certainly no indication that
the thousands in jail are foreign Com-
munist agitators or local party big shots.

“In shops with five or six Communists;
bosses hdve decided that the fall of the
Communist-dominated Arbenz regime was
a good opportunity to fire dozens of work-
ers whose 'crime’ was merely union activ-
ity or protesting against wage cuts. Many
of these workers have been thrown in jail.

“The United Fruit-controlled IRCA
(International Railways of Central
America), which runs the railways of
Guatemala, has taken the lead in the re-
actlonary wave of drawing up blacklists
of ‘union men to be fired.

“Even members of the Natmnal Com-
mittee set up provisionally to start a free
trade union movement (the CNRS), have

"been menaced by the employers, although

astillo “Armas has now given assurances
that at least National Committee mem-
bers would not be fired.”

SINISTER TACTICS

“Also this month, the CIO officially
voiced its concern over the dismissal and
jailings of trade-unionists in Peurifoy’s
Guatemal

gained our sympathy We con31der land

the chairman of the ClO's Latin American
Affairs Committee, 0. A. Knight, said the
United Fruit Company, through its railroad
subsidiary, is "among the leading employ-
ers in this drive to prevent a growth of a
stable democratic labor movement.” The
ClO message ended merely by urging the
government "to impress upon all its offi-
cials and upon U. S.-owned Ialmness firms
the danger of this course,” a weak and
meaningless conclusion.

At about the same time, Serafino Ro-
mualdi was reporting on Guatemala to
the AFL Executive Council. The account
of this report in the AFL News-Reporter
(August 13) headlined the fact that the
dictator *“lauded” the “anti-red stand of
the AFL,” and quoted Castillo Armas’
repeated assurances that he is for “the
establishment of legitimate trade un-
ions.” It is infleed to be wondered wheth-
er this accurately reflects what Romualdi
actually told the council about what he
had found out in Guatemala. . . .

The AFL report does, however, put
some light emphasis on another disturb-
ing development which undoubtedly is

part of the Guatemala’s regime’s plan-

for straightjacketing labor.

A split-up trade-union movement is be-
ing sponsored. There are to be two federa-
tions, one being organized by Reuben Vil-
latoro, to whom the government has turn-
ed over buildings used by the former or-
ganization, and one organized under Cath-
olic auspices, by the Federation of Inde-
pendent Unions.

It looks as if Catholic’ influence is be-
ing used to keep labor divided.

Canada CCF Hits U.S,

In Canada, the strong labor party, the
Cooperative Commonwealth Federation,
strongly attacked the U. 8. on the “ag-
gressive armed attack against the legiti-
mate government of Guatemala by reac-
tionary military elements backed by the
United Fruit Company and the U. S.
State Department.”

The resolution, adopted at the party’s
national convention, proposed that the
UN Security Council investigate whether
the UN charter was violated. The pre-
mier of the CCP government in Saskat-
chewan, Douglas, said that in the Guate-
malan affair “a government that repre-
sented the people’s interests had been
ousted by a putsch of military adventur-
ers who fought a war to make the world
safe for the United Fruit Company.”

ORIT Condemns

The Intervention

The free-labor federation of the West-
ern Hemisphere has not gone along with
the U. 8. line on Guatemala. Although
ORIT is the labor federation which in--
cludes both the AFL and CIO, its state-
ment all but specifically condemned the
U. S.-sponsored overthrow of the Arbenz

. government,

ORIT (Inter-American Regional Or-
ganization of Workers) is the regional
organization which is a part of world
labor’s ICFTU (International Confeder-
ation of Free Trade Unions). It is en-
tirely anti-CP, of coursge.

ORIT's declaration, which was printed
in the July 15 bulletin of the ICFTU, vig- '
orously affirmed its continued support for
the Arbenz government's economic and seo-
cial-reform program, including its land
law. It repeatedly attacked the "imperial-
ism* of the United Fruit Company, accused
the U. S. of "listening” to the company
rather than to the American trade-union-
ists. It condemned "all interventionist
policies, whether carried out by the U. §S.,
Russia or any other country."

The statement by ORIT, signed by
General Secretary Luis A. Monge, de-
serves to be recorded in full, as follows.

®

“ORIT has repeatedly and publicly de-
clared its determined support for the eco-
nomic and social reforms which have
been carried out in Guatemala since the
popular movement put an end to de-facto
dictatorships. The Labor Code, the es-
tablishment of the Guatemalan Institute
of Social Security and, more recently,
land reform are all measures which have

direction, to be a step forward for the
Guatemalan people against the feudalism
which has always been closely linked
with the imperialist interests o:E the
United Fruit Company.

“This has been and will be our posi-

tion, dictated by the principles which '

guide our trade union movement and *by
our duty toward the Latin American

peoples. We have maintained this posi-

tion despite the unfortunate fact that

the trade union movement in Guatemala’

is controlled by Communist elements hos-

“tile to our organization and wé have ig-
nored the hostility of the Guatemalan
government itself. We refuse to abandon
our defense of the social achievements
of the Guatemalan people, -and to ap-
prove the disastrous policy -followed by
the United-Fruit Company there and in
other Central American countries.

"We repudiate the aim of the United
Fruit Company to control the destinies of
the Guatemalan people, in the same way
that we deny the moral right of the Com-
munists to atiribute to themselves the re-
sponsibility for the introduction of social
and economic reforms in Guatemala. We
condemn all interventionist policies,
whether carried out by the United States,
Russia or any other country, and deny #he
moral authority of the Latin American dic-
tators to set themselves up as champions-
in the fight against Communist infiltration..
We want to see these dictators elimi-
nated.

- “The United States government, in-
stead of listening solely to the United
Fruit Company, should aecept the coun-
sels of the North American trade union
movement, which is in touch with the
needs of the Latin American peoples. In-
stead of believing in the hollow. anti-
Communism of the dictators, they should
realize that the only movements which
can save democracy in the world are:
those with genuinely democratic ideas. -
“Whatever the outcome of the events
in Guatemala, ORIT maﬂirms that lt wﬂl
continue to: '

“(a) Defend the economic and social"

achievements of the Guatemalan people;

“(b) Oppose the groups which want to
establish dictatorships, either of the
Right or Left, in Guatemala,

"{c) Repudiate  the imperialist policy of
the United Fruit Company and all inter-
ventionist policies:

“(d) Strive to ensure that economlc
and social reform is carried out without
Communist interference and, that the

trade union movement is established on .

a demoecratic basis;.-
“(e) Support the Guatemalan people’s

efforts to ensure that their freedom, ™

sovereignty, and economic and- social
progress are not curtailed in any way.”
; [ ]

WATCH HONDURAS! -

In addition, both ORIT and its world
organization, the ICFTU, see -the. situa-.
tion building up in Honduras to the
point where reaction exploded in Guate-
mala. They are taking steps to act in the
case of Honduras before that point is
reached.

The United Fruit Company has been
besieged in Honduras by a strike of
25,000 workers. Says the ICFTU bulle-
tin:

“Discussions have been held with rep-
resentatives of American trade-union
movements about the necessity for work-
ing rapidly in Honduras before a situa-
tion arises similar to that which already
exists in Guatemala. The presidents of
the U. S. organizations have sent tele-
grams to the headquarters of the United
Fruit Company in Boston, but the com-
pany has shown itself completely unwﬂl-
ing to compromise.

"At present, Honduras presents very
*similar characteristics to those of Guate-
mala before the 1944 revolution, when the
dictatorships were brought o an end.
There are no workers’ -organizations.
There is no labor legisiation protecting
the workers, and the Communists are #ry-
ing to take advantage of the general sifu-
ation to achieve their own ends.

“To ensure that no interventionism
shall be able to deprive the Honduran
workers of any benefits which they are
striving for at the moment the ICFTU
regards it as a matter of prime. impor-

tance that a fully demoecratic trade- _'
- union movement be establish

country, and it will give e
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STALINISM’S ECONOMIC CRISIS

Czech CP Congress Mirrors the Bureaucratic Jungle of the Regime

By MICHAEL HARRINGTON

One of the most persistent fallacies with re-
gard to Stalinism centers around its “economi-
cally” progressive nature. It is true, this point
of view maintains, that the Stalinists are politi-

" eal totalitarians, but then one must admit that
"their economic accomplishment is great. This
was Henry Wallace's attitude when he was the leader of
the Progressive Party (although he managed to slide
over a discussion of political democracy in Russia rap-
idly enough).

Only._today, the publication of a left-wing section of

the British Labor Party League of Youth arrived at
the Challenge office condemning Stalinist totalitarian-
ism, but citing the superiority of Stalinist planning over
free-enterprise in the field of production.
° What such an attitude misses is the relation between
political democracy and economic progress. It sees a
bureaucratic apparatus which ‘is separated from the
needs of the people and the problems of prodution- as
“efficient.” -

Just how fallacious this approach is can be seen by a
reading of the documents of the 10th Congress of the
Czechoslovakian Communist Party (published in Masses-
Information]. For here is the reality: economic catastro-
phe hidden by phrasemongering, an atmosphere of fear
among the various factions, the intrigue of the interna-
tional Stalinist mevemeni—fu:fors which are the antithe-
sis of "efficiency.”

At this congress, the stage-managing had changed.
At previous meetings, there were always interruptions
to allow the workers of such-and-such a plant to greet
the delegates and announce a production victory. But
at the 10th Congress, there was only the official opti-
mism and the hardly concealed unofficial fear.

After all, since the 9th Congress, the leadership has
suffered the following losses: Frank and Slansky exe-
cuted, Gottwald and Kliment dead (under suspicious
conditions), Smrkovosky and Svermova in prison, Bares

and Bastovansky vanished, Erban and John eliminated -

from political life, and Kopriva and Nosek not re-
elected to the Central Committee.

Within this purge-ridden atmosphere, the delegahs
were faced with the failure of Czechoslovakian Stalinism
in both industry and agriculture. There was a forced, al-
most frantic, repetition of references to "success™ but
the word had a hollow ring, for it was a cover;up for
catastrophe.

Signs of Crisis

In the field of industrial production, there was an
unofficial admission that there is a widespread unem-
ployment. In October 1953, proposals had been made to
have industrial workers “return to. the land,” particu-
larly all those who had come to industry since 1945, This
plan was denounced as “an erroneous and illegal prac-
tice.” Yet at the 10th Party Congress, it had become
the policy of Czechoslovakian' Stalinism. Siroky called
for a movement of 320,000 workers to agricultural pro-
duction ‘between 1954 and 1957. Moreover, he obliguely
admitted that this was a form of “relief” for the pro-
letariat.

Coupled with this admission of unemployment there

was the faet that the goals set by the congress in many .

fields of industry were not equal to the basic needs of
production and the population. Since this is a case of

-

The YSL's Aim |

The Young Socmlisf Leaque is a democratic socialist
nrgum:uhon striving o aid in the basic transformation
of this society inte one where the means of production
and distribution shall be collectively owned and demo-
cratically managed. The YSL attempts to make the young
workers and students, who form its arena of activity,
conscious of the need for organization directed against
capitalism and Stalinism.

The YSL rejects the concept that state ownership with-
out democratic controls represents socialism; or that
socialism can be achieved without political democracy,
or through undemocratic means, or in short in any way
other than the conscious active participation of the peo-
ple themselves. in the building of the new sacial order.
The YSL orients toward the working class, as the class

. of socialism,

" was, as noted before, to call for a

wlucll is :upuble of leading suleiy fo l'hg es‘hblrshmenf.

the announced goals being inadequate, there is no tell-
ing what the reality will be. But over-all, the reports of
the congress give the impression of an economic break-
down of considerable proportions.

In agriculture, signs of a crisis were even more marked.
Siroky reported on an exodus of peasants from the co-
operatives and of a breakdown in the whole policy of
collectivization. Faced with a problem of such proper-
tions, the congress came out for a "substantial augmen-
tation of agricultural production.” This, despite the fact
that in one region (Presov) there had been a fall in the
number of cooperatives of nearly five hundred in one six-
month period,

An impression of just how deep this crisis is came
from a Presov delegate, Nigolas Karmanik. Karmanik
reported on the effect of terrorism and enforced collec-
tivization in his district. As a result of this policy, the
peasants began to leave the kolkhozes in great numbers.

It became necessary fo assemble the CP militants of the

region in the presence of a special delegation of the
Central Committee for a solemn pondemnation of ter-
rorism. After this meeting, party functionaries were in-
structed to assemble the people of the distriet so that
they could publicly almit the mistakes they had made
in attempting to “socialize” the villages.

The result of this incident? “Following this severe
criticism, a certain group of militants lost all initiative
and firmness in obtaining the execution of the tasks
assigned to agriculture. . .. The left deviation became a
right deviation which encouraged the kulaks to openly
sabotage the execution of their obligatory deliveries.”

Bureal_lci-aﬁc Planning

The answer which the congress gave to this problem
“substantial aug-
mentation of agricultural production.” But there is evi-
dence that the proponents of the plan did not take it
seriously themselves and that they recognized that there
was no real solution to the agricultural erisis. Thus,
they worked out the production to the tenths of a per
cent—and then declared that these goals should be met

‘in two or three years. The contrast between the exacti-

tude of the plan and the vagueness of the expectation is
symptomatic of the “efficiency” of the Czech Stalinist
bureaucrats.

" Even more revealing was the fact that this agricul-
tural plan was considered to be the most noteworthy ac-
complishment of the congress, and that it was a substi-
tute for the new Five Year Plan. The official reason
given for the absence of a Five Year Plan for 1956-60
was that all of the satellite five-year plans were te be
integrated.! More to the point, the Bulgarians have gone
ahead with their plan. It is the Czechs and the Hun-
garians—the two ehief areas of economic disaster—who
use this excuse, and only they.

This economiec breakdown in both industry and agricul-
ture, and the inability of the Stalinists to meet if, is easy

enough to document. More important is an analysis of

why this happens. The most pertinent single reason is the
fact that a Stalinist bureaucracy is out of touch with real
problems, or that various factions within it must sup-
press the intrusion of reality for political reasons. A sub-
division of this cause is the function of terror within the
bureaucracy. It was visible, in interesting form, at the
Czech party congress.

Purge Atmosphere

This was the first congress after the purge and the
anti-Semitic trials, The memory of these events is
hardly an inducemest for candor. On the contrary, as

. Masses-Information points out, those men who had come

into the top levels of the bureaucracy through the liqui-
dation of the veterans tried to equivocate on all essen-
tial questions. It was not for them to make a deviation
by committing themselves one way or the other. This
was especially true since the Minister of the Interior,
Barak, reminded them that deviation was still every-
where. Someone is going to have to be sacrificed as an

expiation for the current breakdown of the economy-

and the delegates walked softly. =

The main faction dispute was between the Zapotocky
group and the followers of the late President Gottwald.
The result of the congress was a defeat for Zapotocky,
but not a vietory for the Gottwald group. In his last
address, for example, Zapotocky was forced to dwell on
all the failures of the regime. But more importantly,
the factional dispute which he lost had obvious relation
to the recent organizational crisis within the French
Commumst Party.

‘-13{951% wnth, proto,ekyﬁwas ‘netsauthedized to
Tepo ‘the -and_his: protégé

ik

pre-"

Jindrich Uher, Minister of Agriculture, found them-
selves subject to violent criticism. The trade unions, .
which have always been closely associated with Zapo-
tocky, were charged with all kinds of deviations, and,
especially; anarcho-syndiealism. The new Central Com-
mittee only has three trade-union directors, whereas the
9th Congress elected eleven.

The criticism of "anarcho-syndicalism™ echoes #the
events in the French Communist Party which led to the
fall of Benoit Frachon. The same accusation had been
made against him and his followers in the CGT. And there
is other evidence that there had been some kind of alli=
ance between Frachon and the Czechs, an alliance which
had been solidified by the Kliment visit to Paris in 1953.
There is also a possible tie-up with the Polish Stalinist
union leader Yictor Kiosiewicz who had a line similar fo
that of Zapotocky and Frachen.

What this means in terms of “efficiency” is that in
addition to the purge atmosphere within the Czech par-
ty, there is also the problem of the purge atmosphere of
international Stalinism. Both cases involve a subordi-
nation of reality to the political needs of a murderous
factionalism, a process which makes calm and reasoned
decision quite difficult, to say the least.

Overtones of Factionalism

. This international character of the purge was under-

lined by the appearance of Nikita S. Khrushchev; sees:
retary of the Russian Communist Party, 4t the Czech'
congress, His words seemed to indicate a broad fae-
tmr_lal struggle within the world Stalinist movement in
which he was trying to provide a base for himself
among the Czechs. Two elements especially character--
ized the part he played in the congress. First, he came
out against the current line of “coexistence.” And sec-
ond]y, he flattered the Czechs excessively, thus repeat-
ing his conduct with the Polish party at their congress,

What does all this mean in terms of “efficiency” and

“economic progress”? First of all, it is apparent that

“progress” in Czechoslovakia is consonant with unem-

ployment in industry and a complete agricultural break-

down. He_re, at least, the Stalinists have not solved the

most.basm of economic problems. But in addition to~
defining the reality of Stalinist progress, the Czech,

congress also suggests at least one of the reasons for
its failure.

This 10th Congress met in ari atmosphere of purge and
intimidation. Speakers could only hint at what was really
.going on. There was a conscious effort fo hide mistakes.
Problems were defined, and decisions taken, not in rela«
tion to any concept of need, but according ¥o the strug-
gle within the bureaucracy itself, and with one eye on
the factionalism of infernational Stalinism. In short, the
bureaucracy demonstrated that it is incapable of "plan-
ning” in any rational sense precisely because the nature
of its existence precludes the assignment of responsibility -
until ofter a catastrophe, i.e., wﬁen the purge begins.

In these proceedings lies the :proof of one of the
major fallacies of the Stalinist “pregress” attitude. The
10th Party Congress of the Czechoslovakian CP reveals
this progress to be illusory, even an impossibility, . be-

e;mlsfe of the very nature of the Stalinist bureaueracy
itse
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LABOR ACTION

By A. STEIN

“To govern is to choose”: it is
with this precept that Pierre
Mendés-France took office as pre-
mier two months ago. And in the
brief period that has elapsed, this
sober and rational bourgeois poli-
tician has demonstrated "what he
means by this. At Geneva last
month and in Brussels last week,
Mendés-France took vital decisions

crisis to a head in France’s domes-
tic politics, in her relations with
the United States and her relations

with Western Germany.
At Geneva Mendés-France risked the
.displeasure and "threats of Washingfon
when he signed an Indochinese truce
wwith the Russian-Chinese delegation,
yielding the northern half of the coun-
try to the Vietminh. The French masses
were grateful for the fact that the sense-
‘less blood-letting was ended, and that the
‘possible threat of a third world'war had
ibeen averted. Decisive sections of the
‘bourgeoise accepted the inevitable loss of
part of an empire rather than run the
‘1isk of losing the whole of Indochina,
“with its grave implications of further
‘convulsions in North Afriea.
The realistic decisions taken by Mendés-
France in Southeast Asia and North Af-
rica, to preserve what could be saved of
the empire, were the necessary prelude to
-&1 radical furn in France’s European policy.
.Just as he refused to follow American
.rloliey'-in Asia which demanded a continua-
on of the Indochinese War, he repudi-
ated America’s political and military stra-
teqy for Wes!ern Europe in Brussels last
week.,

EDC IS KILLED

The American strategy pursied two
aims: to arm Western Germany, and to
_integrate: the six Western European
countries into one solid economie, politi-
cal and . military bloc subordinate to
America’s command. At Brussels, Men-
-dés-France demanded a drastic revision
in the West Luropean army projected in
the EDC treaty.

. In the first place, he demanded that the
supra -national character of the army be
abandoned, leaving France complete
master of its armed forces. In the second
iplace, he demanded greater powers of
veto for France in the Council of Minis-
“ters as a means of checking and controll-
“ing the growth of the West German
armed forces.

" The refusal of the other five foreign
ministers signatory to the EDC to ac-
‘¢ept the French revisions spelled the
death sentence of the European army.
For as everyone in Brussels knows, the
French National Assembly will wvotfe
down the EDC treaty in its present form.
'There is a beautiful piece of historic
‘irony in the French repudiation of the
"European army, for it was France that
_#first proposed the formation of such a
:supra-national military force. When in the
summer of 1950 on the outbreak of war
in Korea Washington demanded that its
-allies in NATO approve the arming of
"Western Germany, the French came up
with a plan for a Europeun army known
~as the Pleven Plan.

1I’,II.EVEN PLAN -

.As always, the French were obsessed
.with the specter of a reborn German
militarism and the Pleven Plan was de-
signed to prevent its rebirth. In a speech
on October 24, 1950 before the French'
"National Assemb‘iy, Foreign Minister
Pleven outlined his proposals:

(a) Each country would retain its na-
tional army except for Germany. A Eu-
ropean Ministry of Defense would be
created to coordinate the national armies.

(b) National armies would become
contingents in the unified and integrated
European army. In the case of countries
‘Having overseas possessions (France),
.tHéy would have the right to withdraw
units of their national forces in the Eu-
ropean armies for service abroad.

*(e) Germany would be entitled to
small regimental units, of three to four
thousand men each, to be recruited and
trained under international officers.

by Britain and the United States, and
-the present EDC Plan was born. Never-
theless, the French, fearful of Russian
mvasion and. the rebirth.of an mdepen-
_estern German. rm went:

which have brought a three-fold

‘The Pléven Plan was coldly rejected

mcompatlble with American strategy for
a unified army and a large German con-
tingent.

In 1950 it was still possible for the
French to dream that they could simulta-
neously maintain their vast empire and at
the same time maintain their position in
Europe. In 1954, the French bourgeoisie
has wakened from this dream, to be con-
fronted by the two-fold danger of losing
both its empire and seeing Western Ger-

many. assume the position of first power’

in Western Europe.

The French bourgeoisie no longer be-
lieve they ecan contain Western Ger-
many’s military power within a purely
Western European framework, and they
have the Schuman Plan, now a reality
under the name of the Coal and Steel
Community, as a lesson and warning for
the future. Within the framework of the
Schuman Plan, the French hoped to con-

tinue their access to Germany’s coke and

coal and to exercise control over West
Germany’s heavy industry, thus main-
taining their own industrial predomi-
nance. Subsidized by Marshall Plan
funds, the French were engaged in an
ambitious scheme to modernize French
heavy industry and insure its superiority
over the Ruhr.

HOPES SHATTERED

On their part, the West German indus-
trialists were ready to enter the Schu-
man Plan. It would lift restrictions on
West Germany’s steel production, and,
by placing the Ruhr under the super-
vision of the Plan’s authority, avert the
danger of nationalization of steel and
coal should the Social-Democrats come to
power.

French hopes have been completely
shattered. Within the framework of the
Coal and Steel Community, Germany's
heavy industry has far outraced France’s
stagnating industries. Today, West Ger-
many is producing 15 million tons of
steel to France’s 13 million, and France
counts as her own the Saar’s output. Ger-
many today produces 123 million tons of
coal to France's 70 mlllion tons, again
including the Saar. And in general, the
West German economy has expanded its
output at a terrific pace while France
stagnates and stumbles from one crisis
to another. Again, the West German in-
dustrialists are growing restive under
the restrictions imposed by the Coal and
Steel Community now that they no long-
er have to fear a Social-Democratic vic-
tory at the polls. And they are demand-
ing the return of the Saar industries to
West Germany.

The French bourgeoisie reason that
what has happened on the economic plane
will happen with regard to the struggle
for domination inside the European De-
fense Community. If Western Germany is
rearmed, what is to prevent her from pull-
ing :out of EDC and the Coal and Steel
Community, dnd demanding the return
first of all of the Saar? In that case, West
Germany's- industrial and military power
would destroy France's precarious posi-
tion as the first power in Western Europe.

America’s insistence first on the res-
toration of Western Germany’s e¢onomic
power, and now -on the rebirth of "her
military power, guarantees this result
from the French point of view. The re-
sult has been the present rebellion
against American policies.

NEUTRALISM ‘ON TOP

The French bourgeoisie is today grop-
ing for a new road, a new program both
in domestic and foreign policy—and it is
no accident that the first painful steps
have been taken in the sphere of foreign
policy, since a domestic turn is impos-
sible until France_stabilizes her empire
and reconsiders her foreign commit-
ments. ’ :

The road that the French bourgeoisie is
taking in the person of the resclute Men-
dés-France has a name—it is known as
"neutralism.” And this is true, even though
Mendés-France has on more than one oc-
casion denied his adherence to such a
political program, and insisted on his sup-
port of the Atlantic Alliance.

But while Mendés-France wishes to
maintain France’s membership in the
Atlantic Alliance, he has also made clear
that the time has come to revise France's
approach ‘to Malenkov’s Russia. The
present premier has explicitly stated
that Washington is mistaken in believing
that Moscow plans military aggression

in the immediate -and-foreseeable future

intermediate role” in Europe, to combine
NATO with a Franco-Soviet Alliance. Un-
spoken is the thought' that such a role
wouid permit France fo come to an agree-
ment on Germany with Stalinist Russia, ot
the expense, of course, of Germany.

At the best, the French bourgeoisie
hopes to continue the division of Ger-
many along the present lines; at the
worst, a unified and “neutralized” Ger-
many, deprived of the right to determine
jts own destinies,

'FRANCE FIRST'

What distinguishes Mendés - France
from the ordinary French neutralist is
the sober understanding that a mere
agreement with Malenkov’s Russia can-
not insure French-domination in West-
ern Europe- just as the alliance with
Britain and the United States did not
enable France to hold down Western Ger-
many within a common West European
economic framework, the Coal and Steel
Community.’ The unique element in Men-
dés-France’s program can be summed up
in his own words: “France First—Eu-
rope Afterwards!” meaning America’s
satellite Western Europe.

Mistaken or not, Mendés-France be-
lieves he will weather the crisis over
EDC and continue in power with the re-
luctant support of both the supporters
and opponents of the treaty. Mendés-
France has insisted he “stands above”
this question and wants to realize his
program of ‘“national renovation.” To
emphasize this position he has made it
clear he will not stake the fate of his
government on the success or failure of
the treaty when the great and bitter de-
bate on the EDC treaty opens in the
Frefich National Assembly on August 27.

He believes all the opponents of the
EDC will support him because of the
death sentence he read over the treaty at
Brussels last week. These political forces
range from the extreme right to the
moderate left, from the Gaullists and
Right-Wing Independent-Peasants
through the divided Radical-Socialists

. and Socialists, and the Stalinist Party as

well,

He believes that he will win the sup-
port of sufficient pro-EDC treaty ele-
ments, who will vote for him on the
question of domestic reforms. This in-
cludes the left-wing of the MRP (Popu-
lar Republicans), a wing of his .own

Radical-Socialist Party, and the Mollet’

wing of the Socialist Party.
ABOVE THE PARTIES

In what sense does Mendés-France
stand above and outside all of these po-
litical forces and their programs?

He has vigorously attacked the pro-
American policies of the MRP, which
strove to maintain the status quo in the
empire, in Western Europe and inside
France with the aid of American finan-
cial support. Bidault and Schuman used
funds to consolidate the position of the
big industrialists.

Mendés-France has time and time
again pointed out that American aid has
not saved France from a ruinous infla-
tionary debacle and a crushing military
burden. Between 1950 and 1952 the per-
centage of the French budget going for
military expenditures rose from 19 to 36
per cent, with most of the increase.being
achieved by a decrease in state invest-
ments. With a stagnant economy and the
terrible drain of the war in Indochina,
the share of the French national income
going for the military became the largest
in Western Europe, reaching almost 15
per cent.

By reducing France’s military commit-
ments in NATO and Western Europe,
Mendés-France has claimed he will be
able to improve the lot of the workers
and salaried employees, averting the so-
cial chaos that has threatened France
continuously for the last few years. It is
this aspect of his program which has
won him the support of the .Socialist
Party and the discontented left wing of
the MRP.

Mendés-France does not share the im-
perial delusions of grandeur which ob-
sess De Gaulle and his dissident follow-
ers. He sacrificed one part of the empire
to save the rest, and has proposed a pol-
icy of concessions in North Africa’ in
order to prevent the inevitable explosion
and revolt. But at the same time, he has
won the support of the rabidly national-
istic and imperialist elements by insist-
ing on preserving the integrity of the

French army as an 1nstrument of im-
© perial pacification. . :
Apain 1

~ CAN MENDES-FRANCE DO IT? .

France is to win a dominant industrial
and economic position in Western Eu-
rope, she must throw off the shackles of
restricted production and modernize her
entire economy. Only in this way can she
meet West Germany in an open competi-
tive struggle and establish her predomi-
nance.

One of the decisive reasons for Mendés-
France's rebellion against American hege-
mony is his complaint that Washingten's
drive to arm Western Europe had militar-
ized the French economy. The American
and French government war orders have
guaranteed the French industrialists with
a market for war goods and deprived
them of the compulsion to modernize and
produce efficiently. Here is one of the ex-
planations for the disastrous decline in
the over-all quantity of consumption
goods produced by French indusiry.

The first stage envisaged by Mendés-
France in the renovation of the economy
must’ be its reconversion to civilian pro-
duction. But this means a repudiation of
American policies to maintain and in-
crease the militarization of the West Eu-
ropean economy. French dependence on
American financial subsidies must come
to an end.

FATAL LIMITATIONS

The rise to power of Mendés-France
signifies the first definitive victory 6f
neutralism in Western Europe. At Ge-
neva the first fruits of French neutral-
ism were harvested and revealed the
tragic limitations of the program the
French bourgeoisie is taking as its own.

Mendés-France broke with the intran-
sigent, aggressive policy of Washington
and negotiated with the Russian-Chinese
bloc. He thereby proved the correctness
of the idea that at the present time Mos-
cow , and Peklng seek a period of “c
existence.”

He also created the condition for fu-
ture political and military vietories for
Stalinism in Asia by agreeing to a di-
vision of Indochina, and maintaining
French domination in Southern Indo-
china. The ten French divisions remain
in the French-held territories.

In Western Europe, Mendés-France read
a death-sentence over the “Little Europe™
planned and sponsored by the United
States as a military and political shield
for the present against Russian Stalinism,
and a staging- -ground for future military
operations. Is this repudiation of Ameri-
can strategy a progressive act? Not when
it is accompanied by a chauvinistic ap-
peal to France for "national solidarity"
in an effort to reclaim and assert national
greatness. What the German answer to
this will be is not hard to guess.

In a few months it is clear that France
and Britain will force the Unitéd States
to participate in another conference with
the Russians on “European questions,”
and this means first and foremost the
German question. What will France have
gained by freeing itself fo some extent
from American dommatlon if it pins its
hopes on arriving at some agreement on
Germany with Russia?

Had Mendés-France counterpozed to
the American-dominated Western Euro-
pean federation, the notion of a genuine
.federation, independent of both Wash-
ington and Moscow, his break with the
United States on this issue would have
been cause enough for rejoicing. How-
ever, thid most intelligent of French
bourgeois politicians pursues narrow
class and imperialist interests. The fatal
result must be the flaring up of the
vicious fires of natxonal antagonism in
Western Europe.

Only the two power blocs can benefit
from the existence of a divided Western
Europe. The most realistic and sober of
French politicians has already revealed
the fatal limitations of his class and the
illusions which infeet his “neutralist”
realism.
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ééﬁhludi'ng' A REPLY TO CLOVIS MAKSOUD

. ) ’ ; ) ling in on Arab territory, aren’t they still mere interlopers
f and invaders?
+ This is on pretty thin ice, when you start applying it
j ; to a whole people, settled in a land, and not merely a i

By HAL DRAPER

As we see it, then, Comrade Maksoud is reluctant to
take a square look at one whole side of the post-war
impasse in Palestine. He can see clearly the reaction-
ary contribution which. Zionism made to this impasse.
But he does not give weight to the force which we
emphasized in the first part of this reply: the flicht of
the Jewish people from Europe,-and the channelization
of this struggle for sheer survival to Palestine.

An exhausted victim of shipwreck is swimming in
burning waters, He tries to climb into a lifeboat. The
lifeboat already has its quota. To take on another will
not swamp it but it will make the fate of all in it so
much the more precarious. “Why pick on our little
boat?” say the possessors of the lifeboat indignantly,
as they crack the newcomer over the head with an oar
and throw him back into the water. . ..

Maybe that picture is not entirely fair, but it will
serve to underline a point. The point is that the post-
war plight of a desperate mass of Jews brought about
a situation around Palestine which could not be met
stmply with denunciation of Zionism and in which the
rights of the Arab peoples were not the only considera-
tions for internationalist socialists.

We have already sketched the revolutionary solution
which we proposed, revolutionary in the literal sense that
it depended on revolutionary action from below among
the Arab and Jewish masses. It was only, in the context
of such an approach that we had a right to advocate the
free immigration of Jews not only to the U. S. and any
other "country of their choice™ but also to Palestine,

Immigration and Rights

Here Comrade Maksoud does us a grave injustice. He
quotes our statement that the Jews (like all other peo-
ples, remember) have a “right” to immigrate (“to
found a new life”) in “the country of their choice.” He
then proceeds to transpose this to mean that according
to us there is a “Jewish right to Palestine,” and this
naturally is exactly the Zionist claim. Therefore, the
ISL holds “the concept of 'a ‘Jewish right to Palestine’ ”
and really accepts Zionism. ...

The right of desperate Jews to find haven in Pales-
tine or anywhere else is not their right to take that
country away from its inhabitants. Contrariwise, if
Maksoud rightly insists that there is no “Jewish right
to Palestine,” that does not mean that he ‘must oppose
Jewish immigration. ]

We know well enough why the Arabs link the two
questions. It is no mystery. It is because Zionism linked
them. The Zionists looked on unrestricted immigration
as the means of gaining a formal Jewish majority in
the country and thus_getting into position to take it
away from the Arabs. ~ : .

The Arab opposition to immigration, and the Zionist
calculations on immigration, were the two sides of the

same coin. Both sides read: Internecine war and hatred

between the peoples—No Exit. .

The internationalist socialist attitude on free immigra-
tion had to be linked with the revolutionary solution of
a bi-national Palestine. -

" The Arab solution was much simpler: Let the Jews
get out and stay out, and go inflict their plight on some
other people, who no doubt would feel the same way
about it. The Zionist solution was also simple: Take
their country away from the Arabs. The Zionist posi-
tion was not, and never has been, founded on the spe-
cific post-war problem of uprooted Jewish masses. They
merely demagogically utilized this appeal in order to
further their own objective of taking Palestine away
from. its people. Thus, neither from the Arab side nor
from the side,of the Zionist'leaders of the Jews could a
solution be found. i ;

Partition was the UN’s attempted compromise be-
tween conflicting aims which could lead only to bitter-
end war. Sections of Palestine were already inhabited
mainly by Jews. Let these Jews have their own terri-
tories under their own state, separate from Arab Pales-
tine, and maybe there will be peace.

‘The calculation was mistaken, and partition” could
not bring any real peace or any real solution. As al-
ready discussed, we were against partition as a “solu-
tion.” But being against partition still didn’t answer a
different question: -

Did the Palestinian Jews have a right to _self—deter-
mination in their tferritories? We believed that the
Palestinian Jews did have a right to decide that they
wanted partition, even though in owr opinion this was
a wrong and bad choice. ’

Seif-Defermination—for Whom?

Let us try to clear up the following questions about
this “right to self-determination.”

(1) Simple though it is, it is often important to drive
home an easy distinction: there is a big difference be-
tween the RIGHT to self-determination and the wisdom
of EXERCISING that right in any given case.

Sometimes people who have no difficulty in -agreeing
with this in the abstract have great difficulty in grasp-
ing it in a specific case where they are vigorously
against the ewercise of the right.

. Take an American case in point: For”a long time
the Stalinists raised the demand in the-U. S. for “self-
determination for the American Negroes” in a certain
“black . belt” which they drew in. maps through the

Southern states. The CP made clear that it advocated
this breakaway from the union.

Our movement has always ridiculed this demand.
Only a handful of Stalinist Negroes have ever been for
it. It never struck any response among the Negro peo-
ple. We could explain why. We opposed the idea. !

But that did not stop ys from taking up a different
question. We said clearly that ¢f the Negro people ever
came to favor this move, even against our advice to
them, then we recognized their right to self-determina-
tion, even though we viewed it as a mistake. )

(Is it theoretically possible that the American Ne-
groes might come to such a pass? If the Negroes ever
faced in the U. 8. the gas-chamber horrors and concen-
tration camps which the Jews passed through in Eu-
rope, who can deny the possibility?)

But all we want to do at this point is illustrate the
idea of how we recognized the right to a self-determina-
tion against which we advised.

(2) “"Which Jews have this right? Is it every Jew?"
asks Maksoud, and he writes that our resolution did not
answer this. This is strange, since our resolution has a
specific passage on this very question. .

Our resolution said that with regard to this problgm
of the right to self-determination—

“(a) the problem concerns not Jews or people of
Jewish descent in the world as a whole, but spe-
cifically the Jewish community in given territorial
areas of Palestine, and (b) whatever the scientific-
theoretical verdict might be for the Jews as a
whole, it is obvious that the Palestinian Jewish
community has acted and is acting exactly as if it
were a national people, and this is enough for the
purpose of determining a political program.”

Isn’t that perfectly clear? We (not the Zionists) are
talking about a certain peculiar people in a certain
territory, the Palestinian Jewish community.

Jewish Nationalism

(3) Maksoud asks further: Do the Jews constitute a
“national self"? Are they a "nafional entity"? Also
"what Jews belong to this national self?"

Now we are more or less acquainted with many dec-
ades of socialist and non-socialist argumentation over
the question “Are the Jews a nation (or a race, ete.) ?”
What our resolution limits itself to -pointing out is
that this time-honored conondrum does not have.to be
settled in order to grapple with the question we raised.

For the-question always referred to “the Jews” as a
whole bver the world. Maksoud still does so in his

article. I am not at all sure what can be said about “the -

Jews” of the world collectively; I am not even sure
that anything at all can be said that applies to this
heterogeneous collectivity called “the Jews.” The Zion-
ist line of talk along these lines, in my opinion, boils
down to a mystical tribalism, and is of no theoretical
value whatsoever.

We were interested in the much more conerete ques-
tion. of the specific Jewish community situated on a cer-
tain territory in Palestine, and its right of self-deter-
mination not as “Jews” in general but as a certain com-
munity in the land.

This community, we pointed out, whatever its origins,
had in fact developed to the point where it was demon-
strably ACTING as a national people.

A question of Marxist method is in order here. One
can dispute everlastingly whether a certain people con-
stitute a “nation.” One can usefully go over various
criteria for nationhood, among the varying ecriteria
which have been weighed by Marxists among others.

‘Such theoretical discussion can be very good., But for

Marxists above all others, the test of theory comes in
life. If “theory” has told us that X is not a nation, but
if this people acts historically and collectively in every
way that a national people acts, then something is
wrong with the theory, or else somé important change
has taken place which theory has not yet caught up
with. ’

In the case of the Jews, I believe it was especially
the latter that was true. On the other hand, a certain
Jewish community (however transplanted) had in fact
taken root in Palestine and developed a national physi-
ognomy, one which was even different from that of the
immigrant Jews. And on the other hand, tens and tens
of thousands of European Jews were foreibly turned
mentally into the channel of Jewish-national feeling by
the simple fact that they were 'u.pyéoted from every
other national soil. Hitler had his victory.

Jewish-national feeling swarmed into the vacuum cre-
ated in the minds of concentration-campsful of Jews. Hit-
lerism created Jewish nationalism in a way that Zionism
by itself could never do.

Invaders and Refugees

In any case, all that our resolution points out (and
it limits itself wisely) is that we as Marxists do not
impose our schema about “who constitutes a nation”
upon facts. It is sheer doctrinairism to counterpose
some theory about nationhood, against the fact that the
Palestinian Jewish community has acted exactly as if
it were a national people. o

This is not to derogate theory. I could discuss with
Maksoud the theoretical criteria for Israeli nationhood.
But I 8hould like to peint out that the development of
Israeli nationalism;(today an indisputable:fact, reac-

.’:, t

tionary as it often tends to be) is an historical event
which a Marxist has reason to keep in mind in renovat-.
ing his theory. .

(4) Lastly, granted that this specific Jewish community
in Palestine may be regarded like other ethnic communi-
ties situated in given territories and given the same
rights, isnt their case different after all because of fthe
way they gotf there? That is, since this Palestinian com-
munity was established and nourished by Zionism musc-

military garrison. What might we find out if we dug
into the mode of arrival of various minority peoples in
many countries?

The whites in South Africa, for example, are invaders
and interlopers (in origin); but this undoubted fact
hardly points to a solution of the racial problem there,
We would not be in favor of throwing the racist whites
back into the sea. We are in favor of ending the dicta-
torship of the white niinority over the black and col-
ored majority, and building a thoroughly democratic
state where both races could live in harmony. (In South
Africa too this objective can be won only through a. .
revolutionary solution.) But if put up against it, we
would have to recognize the right of the minority
whites to “self-determination” in a sadly partitioned
South Africa. . .. ;

In Palestine the invasion and affront is more recent, .
The wound is rawer. That is true. It is also one reason
for the hellishly difficult dilemma of the region. But we
can see,no other socialist stand possible.

In summary for this section: this right to self-deter-
mination was a-right (the exercise of which we dis-
agreed with) of -a Palestinian community territorially
established and acting as a nation. vk

Israel has as much “right” to existence as Pakistan.:
The problem that we see is not whether Israel has a |
“right” to exist, but how all of the people of the region
can live together. \ X

Toward Socialist 'Fedefafion

Israel may have a "right" to exist, but its existence
will be a hell for the Jews and a-thorn in the flesh of the
Arabs as long as it insists on being a Jewish ghetto in c,ﬁ
Arab world,

Before Israel can find a modus vivendi with its
neighbors, it must overcome its Zionist illusions and
policies. The Jewish people of Israel must come to the
realization that the country must be built as a bi-
national state, with cultural autonomy and full equal. -
political and social rights for both peoples. Zionist ex-
pansionism must be repudiated. Its anti-Arab measures.
must be reversed. 5

All of this®requires an internal revolutionary rejee~
tion of Zionism’s specific politics, whether it consciously
takes the form of a repudiation of Zionism or ('fperhaps g
more likely) takes the form of a gradual abandonment
of all of Zionism’s coneclusions. i

A movement toward this objective, we believe, can be
built in Israel, even if only small elements of it are..

-present now. But what' will never be built in Israel is -
any movement or even grouplet which will advocate
giving up the country’s independence. The “emascula-
tion” of Israel’s independence and sovereignty can be .
accomplighed only by war, and then only perpetuated by
armed force and terror.

A bi-national Israel is only a first step. We look to a
larger aim: an independent federation of the Near East
states which constitute an economic and geographical
entity. We cannot venture to say whether such a federa-
tion can or will include all the Arab states, in line ‘with -
the aims of Arab nationalism. We are very interested in
what our Arab comrades wrife about this question. But
we see the final solution to the Palestine question in
federation.

We have written time and again that the genuine
socialists in Israel—and we do not mean the hard-bitten
Zionist chauvinists, some of whom ecall themselves so-
cialists, who are betraying socialist principles—can -
make their great contribution to this end by fighting
with such a. program for an understanding with the
Arab people and for Arab rights, in the first place for
the rights of the Arabs in Israel itself. The relative
monolithism of Israeli Zionist chauvinism hardens Arab
chauvinism. -

A Plea to Ara;b Socialists

But now we are addressing ourselves to Arab social-
ists. We tell them the same thing: "

Only insofar as you show fight against the reaction-
ary and chauvinist aims of the Arab governments, can
you expect to awake and enflame courage and heart
among Jewish socialists who want to break out of the
Zionist trap! The responsibility is yours too. It belongs *
to the genuine socialists on both sides of the line. -

You say that the destruction of Israel is necessary $o -
bring peace. Can you really believe that? Do you believe
that even if the Israeli armies dre crushed in a war by
the Arab power, the Jewish population will setife down
as Arab citizens? No, as always, the worst will ba *

-brought out on both sides, in a permament state of revolf:

and war and terrorism. What exactly will be solved, since
you insist so strongly on having a “solution” and not
only a "settlement”?
Comrade Maksoud wrote on June 7: “The presence
of Israel as a state constitutes such a threat to the
Arabs that all their attention is diverted away from °
foreign poliecy. The true interest of the Arabs in inter-,
national affairs lies in pursuing a vigorous and positive:
neutralism, but the local area tensions prevent the.
effective expression of this interest and block the mate-
rialization of a unified Third Force movement in Asia.
This movement is the only possible path toward pesce. _ .
By obstructing it, Israel acts as an agent of war and
imperialism.” el
We beg to submit that this is not socialist think:
v {Turn to last pagel g
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‘Agonizing Reappraisal’ — —

[Continued from poge 1)

on usmg Germany’s strength as a bar- .

gaining counter would serve the interests’
of the German people.”

Actually, there is absolutely nothing
wrong about a country using its strength
"as a bargaining counter” in the interest
of its people. If the Social-Democrats per-
mit the German reaction to exploit that
idea for their own purposes, while the
" SPD continues its posture of kneeling sup-
plication before the occupying powers.
they will have only themselves to blame
. for the political disasters which will inev-
itably follow.

‘For this must be borne in mind: there
is little likelihood that the Russians will
be willing to accept any deal which would
involve their leaving Eastern Germany.
But even if they should be willing to give
up that part of the country in exchange
for an agreement on the neutralization
of Germany, they would much rather
deal with a conservative German govern-
ment than with the Social-Democrats.
‘Thus, just as Adenauer was in a better
position than were the Social Democrats
to get concessions for Western Germany
from the United States, so:the Russian-
oriented conservatives would be in a bet-
ter position than the SPD in the event of
neutralization and .unification of the
country as a result of a cold-war deal.
The SPD might as well learn that no one
- loves a beggar, no matter how well-be-

haved he may be.
; ®

: 'GOLDEN OPPOR’I’UNITY

EDC was the grand capitallst design
for the unification of Western Europe
in a reactionary bloc dominated by the
United States. It has collapsed from the
- weight of the debris of history which en-
. gulfs European capitalism.

For the German Social-Democracy, this.
in reality could represent a golden oppor-
tunity. Adenauer and the conservative,
capitalist and Catholic forces of Europe
he. represents have demonstrated their in-
ability to unify either Germany. or Europe
in“their way, as an American satellite con-
tinent. Now the.SPD could step forward to

take the initiative for the wunification of
Western Europe as a major political step
in. the creation of a labor and socialist
Western Union, independent of bofh war
blocs.

What would the chances be for the sue:
cess of such a policy? Only the effort
could demonstrate that, but in advance it
is possible to point to a number of fac-
tors which would give good reason to ex-
pect success as the alternative to certain
failure for the present “policy” of the
SPD.

If the SPD were to become the most
active proponent of Western Union, the

workers and the population in general.

of the other Western European countries
could be expected to rally to the idea far
more, warmly and massively than they
have to the idea of EDC. For everyone in
Europe knows that German militarism
and imperialism have never been spear-
headed by the German working class,
even if its organizations have at times
permitted themselves to be dragged be-
hind the war-chariots of the Junkers and
industrialists.

Secondly, such a Western Union would
not be an American ereature, but would
be defending and advancing the interests
of the peoples of Europe free of dicta-
tion from the United States. This does
not mean that a Western Union would
be hostile to the people of America, nor
even that it would be cut off from ‘eco-
nomic aid from this country. After all,
unless sheer insanity were to prevail in
the American government, it would be
clear that the best interests of the U. S.
could only be served by preserving as
close ties as possible with such a Western
Union. These would have to be the ties
which bind equals who have certain in-
terests in common, rather than the bonds
of vassaldom.

TO FIGHT STALINISM

Thirdly, the formation of a Western
Union would be the greatest blow for

eace which could be struck by the peo-
ples of Europe.

The Russians have denounced EDC
and NATO as tools of aggressive Ameri-

Arab Socialists — —

. {Coptinaed -from page 7]

_ ing, though we can readily believe
that it has its appeal to the people. Does
it mean, for example, that the existence
- of Israel leads the Arab regimes to
truckle to the West in the hope of win-
-ming support against Israel? that this
-keeps: the Arabs from joining some

“Third Force movement”? that if Israel -

were only removed, the Arabs would be-
‘come Third-Force and peace on earth
would be attained?

That is self-delusion at best. In every
other country, people have their own rea-
sons for choosing between the war camps
- .and lining up, hoping to gain some ad-
. vantage, some “lesser evil,” some profit.
If Israel were to disappear, the Arab
rulers would be no more for a real Third
Camp than they are now. They would
_ still have much to hope to gain from one
side or the other; and in any case, the
alternative is not some kind of illusory
“neutrality” (even a4 la Nehru) but.a
positive dedication to international so-
_cialism. A strong Arab socialist move-
ment can do this. But Comrade Maksoud
continually keeps identifying the policy
of the Arab socialists with that of the
- Arab regimes as a whole.

A BI-NATIONAL PROGRAM

We would like to ask Comrade Maksoud
“and his_colleagues: Granted that other
Arabs, who are not socialists, are seduced
by imperialism because of their hatred of
Israel; but fou socialists, you the . van-

‘ ‘guard, is it possible for you to. fight for a.

line . which is-against every. outside im-
perialism and at the same time extend
the. hand of friendship to anti-Zionist Is-
raelis on a common program (not war)?
*Why do YOU not swim against the
stream and propose an anti-imperialist
program for the Arab people, which will

stlmulate tendencies away from Zionist
expansmmsm within Israel, which will

/:-. Don't miss a sin_glé week of =
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promote revelutionization within Israel
—and which will not tell the Israelis that
their country has to be erushed in war?

Comrade Maksoud mentions that in

the war against Israel it was the reac-
tionary, anti-democratie, sometimes anti-
Semitic, non-progressive elements who
became vocal, while the *“rational demo-
cratic forces . . . were maneuvered - . .
to abstention.” We did not quite grasp
the explanation he gave for this. But it
is a development that has been seen be-

fore. It often means that the socialists

found themselves, in practice, traveling
in the train of reaction, because of their
lack of an independent revolutionary pol-
icy.

revolutionary in and of itself because the

Arab’s hatred of it 'diverts them from se#- -

tling with their own rulers, diverts their
revolutionary energies. But this is exacHy
the kind of situation in which socialists
must act like a vanguard, not as echoes of
mass prejudices and fears.

Here in the U..S. hatred and fears of
Russia qverlay and stifle class-conscious-
ness and socialist aspirations. If the
threat of Stalinism could be removed, an
enormous weight would be lifted that
now weighs down on the socialist move-
ment. In this situation, there are not a
few renegades who have concluded that
it is wise for socialists to suppurt the
drive to World War III in orcler tqsettle
with Russia. ...

-Arab war_against Israel would nn
more- solve:-the. Palestine problem- than
World-War III can solve the world crisis.
It is the special task of the socialist van-
guard not tp go along with majority
fears and prejudices but to boldly pro-
pose their revolutionary solutions and
fight for them against the field. A move-
ment “which is seduced by imperialism
because of Israel will be seduced in some

“other way if Israel is removed, for it has

lost its socialist moorings.

We propose that the Arab socialists
consider the program of a bi-national
Palestine in a Near East federation, as
the revolutionary alternative to endless
war, and to this "end organize genuine

soczahst forces on _both' sides: of :the:

Comrade Maksoud’s argument seems fo :
say that the existence of Israel is counter-

»

can imperialism in Europe. They have
been at least half-way right. Hence, they
have been able to convince not only large

numbers of the people behind the Iron

Curtain that their only défense lies in
massive military preparations, but they
have been able to gather millions in Eu-
rope either to outright support of Stal-
inist aims or to a posture of paralyzed
neutrality.

True, a labor-socialist Western Umon

would represent a terrible political threat -
to Stalinism. It would exercise a pull.on

the satellite countries which is beyond
the reach of a capitalist Europe. It might
make continued division of Germany a
political impossibility. for the Russians.

One of the reasons it would represent
such a political menace to Stalinism is pre-
cisely because it would no longer be in the
American camp politically, economically
or militarily. At the same time, it would
not be in the Russian camp either. 1¥ would
be the real, concrete, hopeful beginning
of that Third Camp which alone can dis-
integrate the futile, dangerous and deadly
power of the two war camps, and thereby
offer hope of a solution to the world's
crisis without the devastation of World
War il

The German Social-Democrats have a
golden opportunity to launch a campaign
for Western Union at the dramatic mo-
ment when the Adenauer-American pol-
icy has collapsed in ruins in Europe. This
is the moment when the RusSian Stalin-
ists as well as the most reactionary so-
cial and political forces in Germany will
seek to seize the initiative. Will the Ger-
man Social-Democrats sit idly by and
watch their opportunity turned into their
doom?

Within BLP——

[Continued from page 3]

declared to be ineligible for membership
of the Labor Party. The National Exeeu-
tive Committee reported to Annual Con-
ferences in 1951 that it had prosecribed
an organization known as ‘Socialist Fel-
lowship’ and that Socialist Outlook,
though not the official organ of ‘Socialist
Fellowship,’ published the propaganda of
that body.

“The National Executive- Committee felt

that its: duty. was. fo- protect the: party-

from: the disruptive influence: of "Socialist
Fellowship," since the fractional activities
it organized had a disturbing effect on
many parties and led to a diversion of
effort and attention from the task of build-
ing up an efficient electoral machine in the
conistituencies. Earlier in the same year
the National Executive Committee decided
to ask constituency Labor Parties not to
encourage the sale of Socialist Outlook. ..

“While prominent members of the La-
bor Party have contributed to this jour-
nal, a number of its regular contributors
are known for-their previous association
with the Trotskyist Revolutionary Com-
munist Party. THe Revolutionary Com-
munist Party dissolved in 1949, and ad-
vised its members. to join the Labor Par-
ty and to fight for their policy within its
ranks, .. ."”

BAN AND BOOST -

From the extracts from this circular,
it can be seen that a deliberate attempt
has been made to smear the Socialist
Outlook. The whole left-wing press has
come out in defense of the Outlook’s
right to continue publication.

The most noteworthy leading articie
came from the pen of Michae! Foot' in
Tribune. "I"Call It an Quirage!" was the
Tribune headline. In the front-page iead
article he asks the NEC whether they are
trying to “appease the NKVD and the Un-
American Activities Committee by the
same single act?”

Actually, of course, the Socialist Out-

look has nothing like. the influence the
NEC seems to imagine. On the contrary,

-the-Outlook would have remained. a rela-

tively inconspicuous left=wing publica-

tion but for the artificial boostthat it hag

gotten from the ban.

The Stalinists have treated the whole
matter with an air of lofty and eloquent
silence. Usually so sensitive to the
“rights” of left-wingers, the Stalinists

- appear to be looking the other way!

If the Scarborough Labor Party Con-
ference were to overturn the NEC deeci-
sion, it would represent a great victory
in defense of the rights of publication
within the framework of the Labor Par-
ty. It remains to be seen how far the
rank and file have matured since the
Margate Conference, in their apprecia-
tion of the. issues.

SPOTLIGHT

Continued from page 1 —__|

The labor leaders are charging that the
minister wants to go back to the times
of the pre-war dictatorship when the
minister of labor also held the post of
general-secretary of the labor federation.

Not only that but Greek trade-union-
ists say that the government is even now
drawing up new legislation which will

give the labor ministry a virtual dictator- .

ship over all labor questions. The AFL’s
European pro-consul, Irving Brown, is
quoted as expressing- “grave concern”
over the trend in Greece:

So as everybody can see, Peurifoy has
saved democracy in Greece as well as in
Guatemala, A new assignment to Thailand
ought to*suit him down to the ground.

Thailand has the most reactionary govern- '

ment in Southeast Asia.

Of course, that means its own govern-
fent doesn’t have to be Peurifoyed, but
it will be a convenient base for saving'
democracy in the rest of Asia. Being so
close, kind of a neighbor, maybe he can
even organize a strictly native revolution
in India to return the country to the rule
of the British, thus getting rid of that
well-known Communist Nehru, while the
U. S. patrols the Indian Ocean to stop all
arms shipments to New Delhi. . . .

Portuguese, Go Home

Colonialism still flourishes only in Af-
rica and here and there in plague spots

through the world, and virtually every- .

where that it exists the people are fight-
ing. The big colonies (like Indochina,
Tunisia, etc.) have hogged attention, but
recently some small pestholes of impe-
rialism have been heard from.

In the tiny Portuguese colonies: that
ulcerate India—Goa, Damao_and Diu—
the Lisbon police-state is on the defen-
sive. Their very existence is an anachro-
nism. In Cypress the British are hang-
ing on amid growing, rumbles. In West
New Guinea, Indonesia is' determined: to
force the Dutch out.

Tihe: European imperialists are clawing
desperately for a firmer stance. Right af-
ter the war, in the flush of Britain's:.aban-
donment of India, some liberals announced
fo us unregenerate Marxists that capitai-
ist imperialism hod disapepared. forever;
but’ one would never know- it from their
efforts to-hang: on- wherever possible. Buf
they cannot hang on.

In Cyprus the movement for fusion
with Greece (enosis, according to the
Greek seholars) is countered with the
British argument that Greece has no

ethnological claim to the island. And the

British—what are they doing there?
Greece, no doubt confident of the result,
settled any possibility of a quibble by de-
manding a vote of the: Cyprmts “their
right to self-determination.

Similarly, we are unfortunately ignor-
ant-of how good a claim that Indonesians
have to-West New Guinea, but we know
one thing for sure: the Dutch have no
claim at all, and ditto for Australia; and
that leaves only Indonesia, or else a
dubious autonomy.

If the UN meant énything but a talk-.

shop, these colonial plague-spots would

- be cleaned up in a jiffy. Nor have we

heard the U. 8. coming out against co-

lonialism here. Those sentiments seem to’

be reserved for after the start of a
Stalinist guerrilla war, . . .
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