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FIVE CENTS

By GORDON HASKELL

KEFAUVER AND THE LIBERALS

Success of His Appeal Shows People Down Below Are Restive

Senator Kefauver, without any state organization to speak of, has
whipped the pants off Adlai Stevenson and the highly organized Demo-
cratic Party of Minnesota in the primaries. Further, the people of Min-
nesota turned out in unprecedented numbers to vote in the primary, and
swung heavily into the Democratic column.

Some of Stevenson's supporters have been claiming that his defeat

by Kefauver is to be accounted for
by a heavy infiltration of Republi-
cans into the Democratic primary
for the purpose of defeating the
Democrat’s most dangerous poten-
tial candidate. But this claim grows
ever fainter as the really crushing im-
pact of the primary results sink in.

Whatever may happen in the coming
primaries in Florida and Callfornia, it is
clear that in Minnesota, at least, there is
a mats revuliion against the Elsenhower
adminittration, and that this revulsion haos
swung not #o the "moderate' Stevensen,
but right past him to the type that is
closer o a New-Dealer Kefauver.

Most analyses which have come to our
attention stress the swing of the farm
vote and discuss the danger this repre-
sents for Republican ambitions in the
fall. But in discussing why these voters
swung to Kefauver rather than to Ste-
venson, they tend to get wound up in
discussions of whether Stevenson spoke
sahave” his audiences, whether Kefau-
ver's “warmer” and ‘“more direct” ap-
proach didn't appeal to the homespun
folks of Minnesota more than Steven-

son's more “distant” and “intellectual”
manner, and the like.”

It would be foolhardy to deny that
this question of the "style' of the two
candidates had something to do with the
outcome. But the people of Minnesota
ure not overwhelmingly ignorant yokels
who apply the same standards to presi-
dential candidates as to town clerks.
They have shown at least as much so-
phistication in the selection of their rep-
resentatives and in-their votes in presi-
dential elections as the rest of the Amer-
ican electorate, and often a good deal
more than can be said for many another
state.

The point is that however unmoved
they may have been left by Stevenson’s
sallies, it appears they were left even
colder by his politics, his program.

However much many of them may sym-
pathize with Stevenson's much-touted
deep respect for the office of the presi-
dency (it is because of his respect for this
office, he says, thot he is unwilling to
promise anything in the election which he
isn't sure he could deliver as president],
i appears that what they really want of

a presidential condidate is to have some
respect for THEM, that is for, their needs.

On this score, the tendency of most
newspapers and commentators has been
not to discuss much of what Stevenson
and Kefauver have been “promising” the
voters, but to content themselves, rather,
with general discussions of Stevenson's
evasion of political issues, while stating
or implying that Kefauver was promis-
ing the voters the moon, or as many
varieties of moons as their heart might
desirve. (It might be noted that, as usual,
most newspapers are for the Republi-
cans, and those which are for the Demo-
crats lean strongly to Stevenson.)

BENEATH THE STREAM

But whether Kefauver is simply a
demagogue or not—or any more of a
demagogue than was Harry Truman in

bis‘demagogic 1948 campaign—is a.quess-:-

tion for Kefauverites, What we are in-
terested in are the political forces and
currents which gather strength mole-
cularly beneath the stream of bourgeois
politics and then show themselves in
such test-events as elections.

And if Kefauver appealed to the Min-
nesota people, it was not because he is
a demagogite promising liberal measures,
but because he iz a demagogue promising
liberal measures.

As sociolists, we are not for Kefauver
or any other Democrot. One of the rea-
sons we are not for them is precisely thot
we know that, the Democratic Party being
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Gov't Launches
Police-State
Raids on (P

On Tuesday afterncon, federal Treas-
ury agents swooped down on Communist
Party national headquarters and Daily
Worker offices in New York City and
other cities, and seized them with the
melodramatic trappings of a Grade B
movie,

The ernde and transparent pretext
was non-payment of taxes. However, no
previous move had been made by the gov-
ernment to present the matter to court
or otherwise give the Stalinists an op-
portunity to defend their case.” The
trumped-up tax case, which is ridiculous
in itself, was simply used as a thin sub-
terfuge for police-state action.

As the American Civil Likgrties Unien
said: “The issues raised by Communist
tyranny are real ond pervasive. but. this
munist totalitarianism than American de-
mocracy."

This step was taken by the govern-
ment while the “subversiven#ss” of the
CP, as decided by the Subversive Activi-
ties Control Board, is still waiting for a
Supreme Court decision. The government
cops acted to outlaw the organization on
their own say-so.

This step iz.not only a despicable and
authoritarian flouting of civil liberties. It
is also the typical stupid product of the
cop mentality of the post-McCarthyites
who run the government,

Just as this moment, when the ranks of

{Turn to last page!l

STALINISM WITHOUT STALIN:

Part II-The Test for Democratization, and the Needle on the Meter

fact that he was a loyal Stalinist. As Khrushchev reported, the staunchest sycophant

By HAL DRAPER

Last week in Part I of this discussion we stressed that what the

trembled for his head, with reason.

But is it 1mpossible for the Khrushchev vevision fo go beyond these types, in

Khrushchev leadership is presently engaged in doing is sloughing off
excesses of the Stalinist system, within the framework of the system
itself—excesses that inevitably arise in a totalitarianism where !;hf.:re
is no control from below. This is essentially what determines Ll?e 11:1]11.3
of the Khrushchev reforms—for example, the limits of who is going

to be rehabilitated.

But this is only the beginning of an analysis.

Unfortunately, anyone who is busy speculqting- airilv about a ‘*brea}lclwith
Stalinism' cannot possibly even make this beginning, cannot st.udy_ fealzsucally
what the current upsets mean when viewed within the context of Stalinism.

And by Stalinism we always mean a social system, the social orde_r which should
be called bureaucratic collectivism in order to detach its connotations from th.e
proper name of the individual under whose leadership it was created. Bureaucratic
collectivism—under which the state owns and controls the entire economy, while a
totalitarian bureaucracy “owns” and controls the state as the new ruling class—
is the social system of the Stalinist world in the same way as capitalism is the domi-
nant social system of the Western world. )

This realization by itself should make us expect to find this system capable_ of
ing in its forms, just as capitalism does. (One need only think, for example; of

varyl £ ! ; °
then enormous differences in forms between American eapitalism and Japanese

italism. L
= This ai:proach provides the necessary social framework for.remmng in the free-

wheeling imagination of thos;i u(rllin];:bited s;':tehc‘ulators :'ho think"that Russia is some
i1 itical never-neverland where anything-can-nappen. -
mnd]iftﬁilt;::se. we emphasized last week: Fhe limits of the Khrushchev reforms
are the limits of the Stalinist system as a system.
Now we add: But these limits are not rigid. any meore than under copitalism.
We pointed out, in Part I, that every one of the men so far n.a.m?d fu!- rehabili-
tation, without exception, is a man who was murdered by Stalin in spite of the

0

spite of the fact that there is no sign that anything like this is being done now? Is it
veally execluded that genuine critics or even opponents of Stalinism (who are dead
and harmless), or dissident Stalinists, should be rehabilitated to any extent?

Of course not. On the contrary, when ond if this happens, it is o borometer of
the pressures building up with the system.

Analogous developments have taken place wander capitalizin in every country.
Undey revolutionary pressure, prodded from below by a radicalized working class,
capitalist parties have come out for socialization of industry and everything else
in the book; capitalist governments similarly. The Weimar constitution incorporated
soviets into its articles, as long as the ground was still burning with the post-
war proletarian upsurge. In 1918-19 leading bourgeois parties all over Europe put
forward socialization planks more radical than those now held by most social-
democratic parties, In China, at one point, in order to curry favor with the workers
in revolt, Chiang Kai-shek affiliated with the Comintern. The examples of thig
frequent pattern could be cited endlessly.

Formally these maneuvers extended outside the limits of the social system they
were designed to protect—or rather they stretched these limits under the impulsion
[rom within, The greater the internal pressure, the greater the stretch.

We have here o jury-rigged meter to register and measure the elusive sociol
categery called internal revelutionary strain.

In the next period, use this meter on the Russian regime, where (unlike the
capitalist cases cited above) we cannot look into the “works” but can mainly
keep our eye, from the outside, on the “needle” as it registers.

ANALYSIS OF A SPECULATION

Take the thick-lying speculations about a rehabilitation of Trotsky’s name by
the Kremlin, which have turned out to bg so unfounded. The rise of these rumors
is quite understandable, They did not originate from, thongh they were helped along
by, the misunderstood telegram of Natalia Sedova Trotsky to the 20th Congress,

As soon as one starts playing with the idea that maybe Khrushchev & Co. are

{Continued on page 4)
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JUE Whips Westinghouse After Epic Fight

Emerges as a Major Militant Labor Force

By JOHN WILLIAMS

The final settlement of the West-
ing house strike revealed an unpre-
cedented show of militancy on the
part of the Westinghouse workers.

Strike leaders were kept up to the wee
hours of the morning by James Carey,
president of the striking electrical work-
ers' union IUE, before he could get the
majority of the union’s Westinghouse
Conference Board to accept a mew peace
plan. In this new plan the company had
made further concessions on the time-
study issue and on the issue of the strike
leaders who had been fired during the
strike.

It was the strike-firings issue that was
the heart of the dispute at this peint

' befween Carey and the union militants.
The latter wanted everybody reinstated
as a condition for settlement. Carey was
for accepting a plan which placed every-
body fired (about 36 key militants) in
“indefinite suspension” and left -each
case to local negotiations and arbitra-
tion. This was a little more than the fed-
eral mediators’ plan which the union had
rejected.

The Pittsburgh and Sharon locals
were among those that put up a stiff
fight on this score. As this is writen,
the Sharon, Pa. plant is still on strike,
demandmg reinstatement for all st‘n'kers
fired at this point. Westinghouse at
Pittsburgh has threatened to fire over
1500 militants earrving on a similar
last-ditch struggle.

What is predigious, in the confext of
recent years, is the fighting spirit dis-
played by Westinghouse workers after
almost six months of the struggle. They
felt they had the company over the barrel
After five months the company had start-
ed to move in their direction, and, follow-
ing their class instincts, they were out to
give a definitive whipping to this arrogant
and vicious strikebreaking corporation, If
Carey had not applied the pressure, it is
entirely possible that the workers would
have insisted on going on fo win a com-
plete victory on the firings issue.

" They had already forced the company
a big distance away from its “zole right
to manage” posture on the time-study
fssue, Any disputed time-study “as“tn go
to arbitration. The number of jobs'to be
time-studied was considerably narrowed

ISL FUND DRIVE

down, and these were essentially produc-
tion jobs. This type of production job
which was to come under time-study was
not the type that the workers were main-
Iy concerned with.

~ Although reports of the agreement are
still vague at this point, nevertheless it
is now evident that the company's at-
tempt to time-study day-workers and
service men was essentially defeated.

Also defeated was the company’s at-
tempt to convert incentive workers to
day-workers, to give these workers day-
workers' pay with incentive quotas. This,.
of course, amounted to speedup and
wage-cut.

The workers also won the right to re-
open the five-year contract every year
on local supplements, and in 1958 on the
Guaranteed Annual Wage.

The eompany has also agreed to some-
thing of a raise in wages, pensions and
welfare plan as compared with its pre-
strike- offer.

NICHE IN HISTORY

Qutiide of the firings issue—which, in-
cldentally, Is not at all over—the gains
olready registered are of first-class im-
portance for the wnion. The IUE hos estob-
lished once and for all that it is here to
stay,

This was the union’s first massive
strugele, and it wrote a truly glorious
page in the history of organized labor.

The ITE met and threw back one of

. the most determined and best organized
eompany attacks on labor of this post-
war decade.

It is safe to say that Westinghouse
and other corporations will think many
times Dbefore they attempt strikebreak-
ing on a mass scale again.

Westinghouse workers have won a spe-
cial niche for themselves by initiating
on a mass scale the first struggle against
speedup under conditions of automation.

Ahbove all, they have given an answer
to cynies and backsliders who have lost
faith in the capacity of the working class
to fight in its.own intevest. . .

The Westinghouse strikeé has cleared
the way for the growth of the TUE .as
one of the major progressive and mili-
tant forces. In this country and era of
business-unionism, the emergence of such
& force can have a powerful and bene-
ficial effect on the Amevican labor move-
ment.

Now: A Thousand a Week!

By ALBERT GATES
Fund Drive Director

We had a nice little spurt this past
week with contributions reaching the
highest weekly total thus far in the cam-
paign. With New York and Los Angeles
thowmg the way, we received $903, lift-
ing our national receipts to $4541.20 or
45.4 per cent of our quota.

With a contribution of $514.45, Los
Angeles jumped into third place in the
standings. Its percentage is now B0.9,
ahd if there were any doubts about LA
making its rather large quota, that can
now be dispelled. It will be hard stopping
Los Angeles from finishing at the top of
the larger quotas or near it. Right now,
it is way out in front.

New York, too, did a nice job this past
week with a payment of $480. It certain-
Iy has made quite a change in its stand-
ing to a more respectable place. Of
course, New York has the larrest quofa
in the drive. But it is doing a zood job

nonetheless, despite the wugh road
ahead.

Other showings this week were from
Newark, Detroit, Philadelphia and

Cleveland, Detroit is beginning to show
some life, this being the second straight
week that a contribution was received.

Even though we did a fair job, only
gix areas made any showing, leaving

- Support Your h
. LABOR ACTION—

We need every dollar that LABOR:
ACTION readers can send .
Checks for the ISL Fund Drive
should be made out to Albert Gates.
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twelve to be heavd from. There's the rub.
If we could gear the drive so that every
quota responded weekly, there would be
an even rhythm to the drive and we
would be mueh further ahead than we
are now.

From the time of this writing, five weeks
remain in the campaign. That means, of
course, that half of the drive is now over
and we are five percentoge points or just
about $500 behind schedule. Arithmetic-
ally speaking, that means we have to raise
51000 o week to finish the drive success-
fully.

It sounds pretty formidable if we bear
in mind that we haven't yet been able
to hit $1000 in any one week. But it can
be done. If the areas with large quotas
make a weekly payment, and those from
whom we hear little or nothing cooper-
ate, there is no doubt about a successiul
finish. This holds particularly for thoss
quotas that remain under 50 per cent.

FUND DRIVE BOX SCORE

City Quaota Paid To
$10,000 §4,541.20 454
8t. Louis ........ 25 60 240
Oregon ........... 1] 50 100
Los Angeles .... 650 5Z6.45 809
Streator ....... e 25 15 G0
Chicago 1135 56.7
Newark 223 b5.7
New York ... 3,800 1631 42.9
Natl. Office .... 1,250 525 42
Detroit ........... 350 100.75 33.5
Cleveland ... 150 50 333
Philadelphia .. 200 57 285
Bay Area ... 400 100 25
Pittsburgh ... 200 48 24
Seattle ........... 150 20 13.3
Buffalo ........ 160 0 0
Indiana ...... 100 0 0
" Beading ......... 50 0 0

By BEN HALL

Picket &igns are dumped into trash barrels, their paint faded after
five months on the strike lines; and 55,000 Westinghouse workers return
to assigned operations on their old jobs in the old plants.

A few hours after their strike is set-
tled, their stories disappear from the
news headlines and they are forgotten.
Their union meetings become routine;
their grievances go through procedure;
the dramatic struggles which thrust
them into public attention are ended;
their union activity goes on—the hum-
drum day-to-day routine conecals the
growth and maturing of their union con-
scigusness which erupts only occasion-
ally into spectdcular struggles.

But for those who have forg‘otten, the
Westinghouse settlement comes to re-
mind them of the class struggle and of
the basic charactey of the modern labor
movement.

The Westinghsute monagemenf, which
provoked this strike, intended to shew
their felow employers how to tame the
union or crush it; it rested its-case on the
basic “preroyatives” of empleyers and
refused to compromise,” untll the end, its
right te determine production stondards
without permitting union resort to arbi-
tration. Above aoll, it was d!hrﬂrill!d to
shake off union control.

It failed; and it failed completely.
But Westinghouse tried hard.

The company tried to reopen its plants
in the face of mass picketing, the first
such attempt on a national scale aganst
a major union since the founding Ford
strike of 1941. It organized back-to-work
movements; it got police protcct:on to
ram scabs through picket lines in cars
and trucks; it got injunctions and jailed
the leaders of one UE local; 1t organized
a company union in-one plant; and spent
hundreds of thousands of dollars for
back-to-work propaganda. Yet produc-
tion could not effectively be resumed.

And it failed because it could not wipe
out the basic union consciousness of
Westinghouse workers, a consciousness
which they share with the majority of
the American working class,

For 158 days, for 22 weeks, for 5
months, Westinghouse workers manned
the picket lines. And toward the‘end, af-
ter more than 140 days, the union felt
strong enough to reject a mediation of-
fer (accepted by the company) because
it insisted on spelling out terms more
definitely.

BEHIND THE SACRIFICE

This was not an army of tired sirikers
rushing back in panic; they were victors
choosing their own time. The IUE electri-
cal workers wnion had succeeded in sub-
duing the second lorgest manufacturer of
electrical equipment in the United States.

In admonishing Westinghouse work-
ers, the New York Times points out that
they lost $74 million in wages during the
strike. And, adds the Times, they would
have to work more than 10 vears at their
increased rate of pay to.make up for
what they lost. Arguments like this re-
veal the total inability of the editorialist,
shared with personnel directors and
management labor experts, to under-
stand the union consciousness of Ameri-
can workers.

Simple arvithmetical calculations are
deceptive; no one knows whether they
will work for ten years at the same rate
of pay; this strike may loom in the mind
of management when it “voluntarily" de-
cides to grant increases in future years
without a strike. If there were no strike
or if this strike were lost, wages would
not simply remain where they were;
they would decline. But most decisively,
without their union and without strike
resistance, the loss to the workers in
freedom on the job, in human dignity, in

sedurity would be incalculable in cash’

figures,

But taking the Times at face value:
55,000 workers were ready to sacrifice
wages, visk the loss of homes, and even
go hungry to defend their union. They
were not alone, Behind them ‘was the
strength of 18 million organized union-
ists. Millions of dollars was voted for
strike aid; hundreds of other unionists
joined Westinghouse picket lines, a token
of the patential outpouring of class pow-
er on tap for emergencies,

An awareness that they were a small
part of a mighty army of organized
workers undoubtedly sustained the mo-
rale of these men and women so long.
But there was something to sustain.
Here were 55,000 people who knew that
they needed union organization; who
wanted it and whoe were ready to ﬁght
for it. In this, they resemble the major-
ity of American workers.

And this, one of the basic facts of na-

o
tional life today, had passed Westing.
house by,

LEARNING THE HARD WAY

Its decision to force a strike and extend
it interminably, came as o surprise. Was
this not an era of harmeony between labor
and management, an epoch of "iabor
peace”? The solidarity of the strikers and
the settlement which they won demon=
strate again that this "peace” and this
"harmony" are based essentially upon the
fighting power of unionism and the reoli-
zation by employers thet fthey cannof
break it without ‘risking the disruption of
their profit-making apparatus.

But employers have to learn over and
over again. One or another company
probes for weak spots in uniomism: a
Kohler, Perfect Circle, Southern Bell,
and finally 'ﬂrestmghouse If unionism
proved to be wedk in each case the
highly touted *'peace” would =oon evap-
orate ‘as employers rushed to”get rid of
“their” unions.

Westmghuu.e miscalculated, but it
was not alone in its utter failure to per-
ceive the deep-rooted union loyalty of
American workers. During recent’ awlo
negotiations, Ford brain-trusters, too,
were captivated by self-deluding wisps
of their own imagination,

In- the best of private schools, they
had learned that Americans worship
“free enterprize” and “fair” profits.
Why not undermine unionism by turnin
their workers into capitalists, tokeﬁ
capitalists anyway? They proposéd that
Ford workers repudiate their union and
withdraw their demands in return for
which they would be pemitted to buy
gilt-edged Ford stock at reduced rates.

This bombshell went off with a verite
able “puff.” The proposal lasted for one
evening; union leaders read it and sim-
ply rveplied: Let the werkers wote on
vour plan or ours. With that, the Ford
plan to circumvent unions and clasa
str uggle evaporated. .

Waﬁnghoule had to learm the hard
way. The IUE was in a relatively weak po-
sition; it had never proved its power in o
mejor strike; it had been unoble to anify
all workers into one union; the rival UE
still claimed 10,000 Westinghouse work-
ers. But in the strike there was no divisien
and no feltering.

ARMED PEACE

And now peace returns to Westing-
house, a peace which is pessible only be-
cause the organized working class can
fizht.

Charles E. Wilson tells us how peace
came to General Motors. Testifying be-
fore the Senate Foreign Belations sub-
committee on disarmament, he comnpared
relations between the union and the com-
pany to those between Russia and the
1Inited States. Recalling the sit-in
strikes, he remarked, *We didn't make
much progress until we were willing to
sit down and talk to them [the UAWT]
and to recogmize the strength on their
side.” The New York Times then reports,
“This analogy applies alse to disarma-
ment talks between the East and the
West, Mr. Wilson said. Each side must
realize that the other has enough mili-
tary power to fight a devastating nucleay
war, he added.”

Westinghouse has only now discovered
the power of unionism in its own plants,

The strike is over and no other na-
tional strike impends. Conversation
which was interrupted can now revert tg
talkk about “class harmony"” and the
“common interests” of labor and man-
agement, Then it can drift into a melan-
choly contemplation of the sad collusion
between '‘two power blocs, labor and
capital, against the public.” So it ean
continue,

Until the next struggle.
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William Faulkner's Blood and Kin:

Where Are the Zolas to Cry Out Against This Evil?

‘By MAX MARTIN

That outstanding creative artists and intellectuals can be political
:idiots is no violation of the laws of nature, any more than the con-
trary proposition that political virtuosi can be literary cretins.

For this reason ene is not exactly taken unawares by the reaction-
ary political idiocy embodied in William Faulkner’s response to the
_heroic struggle being waged by the Negro people for equality and

democracy.

But what is so utterly sl'apofy-
‘ing about Faulkner's attitude is the
‘complete moral and spiritual bank-
_ruptcy it reveals.

Just consider: The Negroes in
ithe South, emancipated from chattel
“slavery over ninety years ago, still have
to ficht for the basic rights which all
_citizens theoretically enjoy, the right ta
‘vote, the right to use on a basis of
equ.ahty all public facilities such as
schools and the means of transportation,
‘the right to live where they choose so
‘Tong as they can pay the rent or meet the
‘mortgage, the tight to work at all jobs
theu gkills can fill, and so forth.

If' there was ever a struggle in this
country- which should personify for all
‘democrats the elements of political jus-
‘tice and morality, this is c¢learly it. If
there was ever a blight in the land which
whould eall forth unequivocal passionate
-protest and condemnation, then the’ sta-
‘tus of the Negroes is it. L

[f there was ever a fight against in-
justice which should receive the unam-
Liguous and uncompromising support of
all .those who have any moral sense
whalscever, the struggle of the Negroes
‘againsi the oppression which afflicts
‘them—and corrupts the nation—is it.

Where are the ringing declarations
from American intellectuals, the writers.
the artisis? There have been none.

One intellectual has spoken out, one
who is perhaps the outstanding novelist
in the country today, and what he has
said ought to fill all those who work in
the cultural field with shame—shame
that his attitude is what it is and shame
that no equally authoritative intellectual
voice on the other side has yet been
‘heard.

SOUTHERN LIBERAL

We refer to two recently published
pieces of Faulkner: his “A Letter to the
North" which appearad in Life of Mareh
5, and his interview with Russell Warren
Howe, New York correspondent of the

London Sunday Times, which the Re-,

porter printed in its March 22 issue.

Fauliner has a reputation for beiny
a Southern liberal, particularly on the
question of civil rights for Negroes, This
reputation derives in part from various
statements he has issued during the
course of the last few years and in part
from the view of the Negro which
emerges from his literary work.

One sees in his novels the theme that
slavery and the subsequent oppression
of the Negroes have been the curse of
the South, One senses in them a certain
admiration for the human dignity he
finds in his Negro characters.

And while this admiration is to a
large extent chauvinistic in that it is
based on the calm and patient demeanor
of the Negroes in the face of oppression,
still one senses that it is not merely that.
Of the Negro characters in his The
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Sound and the Fury, who carry their de-
cayed white masters on their babks,
Faulkner says with genuine respect,
“They endured.”

One might therefore have expected
from Faulkner something better than what
he hos produced even if it would have
been too much to think that he could cre-
ate that nnlfr)r which the situation de-
mands from Inhlluhlals

IN THE MIDDLE, HE SAYS

What did Fanikner say" It is not easy
to summarize his attitudes, for he has
written these statements in the same
knd of language as in his novels, in a
prose which clearly belongs in his imagi-
native work but sticks out like a sore
thumb in expository writings. In addi-
tion he contradicts himself several times.
The followmg, however, clearly emerges;
e He is a.gamst compulsory segregatwn,
which - is “simple incontrovertible im-
morality” and “wrong and untr.-nab]e”
which “stinks,” which has to!po, smd
whose disappearance i3 inevitable. The
Negroes, he says, are right, and the
white Southerners wrong. The basie
cause of race prejudice is economiec. "To
produce cotton we have to have a system
of peonage,” if high profits ave to be
maintained.

e He opposes compulsory integration
both because it won’t work and “from
principle.” Things. are going too fast.
And if things keep on going so fast the
Southerners will fight; there will be an-
other civil war. The Negroes have to let
up their struggle and let the white-
chauvinists become accustomed to the
gains already registered.

e “The Supreme Court decree came
ninety years too late, In 1863 it was a
vietory, In 1954 it was a tragedy. . .. It
will mean twenty years of trouble.” The
Supreme Court decision itself was “force
and wviolence” and following “as inevit-
ably as night and day” came other vio-
lence. .

e He has been “Southern,” yet not part
of the “general majority Southern point
of view” and “attained neithér by Citi-
zens' Council for NAACP. He has been
in the middle but that middle is bedom-
ing untenable and then where will he'go?

o If there's no middle ground. he's on the
side of "Mississippl,” his "native country,”
on the side of his "blood and kin and
home." He'll fight for "Mississippi” against

“the United States even if it means "gn]nq

out into the street and shooting Negroes."

* Why? Because of “blood and kin," and
for one other reason: Heretofore he lias
favored the Negro because the latter was
the underdog but as a result of the Su-
preme Court decision and other recent
developments the Negroes are no longer
in that position. . . . the underdog will
be that white embattled minority who
are our blood and kin.” So Faulkner will
side with the new *“‘underdog.”

What is one to say about this? From
the romantic-reactionary references to

These Are

By H. W. BENSON

As the struggle for democracy begins
in the South, this erucial question arises:
What is the attitude of organized lahor
in the South toward the fight of Negroes
for egual rights?

Thus far, the press has highlighted
the fact that a group of steel workers

‘protested against AFI=CIO support of

civil rights for Negroes and circulated
stories of an impending split in the
Southern labor movement. We are lefi
with the definite impression of a South-
ern labor movement whose leaders at
best are afraid to face up to the issue
and who momentarily expect their mem-
bership to run away into the camp of
reaction.

But are these reports accurate? At the
very least, we believe that they are total-
Iy one-sided.

And now comes a report of the merger
in Arkansas of the state councils of the
AFL and CIO into one united body: the
Arkansas State Federated Labor Coun-
cil,

Unity in itself is a blow at racism.
Tragically, the division of the old feder-
ations often pitted one wnion against
another in the poerly erganized South,
and encouraged backward sections of the
labor movement to play upon race preju-
dice inorder to stall the advance of the
CI10. Prejudices undoubtedly remain; but
the. inter-union rivalry which stimulated
and encouraged it is gone,

OVER-ALL MOOD

474 delegates from 210 locals made
up the Arkadsas unity convention while
300 others sat in as guests: the largest
delegated assembly of labor in the state's
history. (Speaking of “history” in the
South: in the Miami hotel strike, over
10,000 unionists rallied to hear Reuther
and Meany, the largest labor demonstra-
tion in Florida history.) While the Ne-
groes begin their fight, labor consolidates
against the enemy common to Negro and
white.

Sitting in assembly 1oom at Hotel
Marion in Little Rock were representa-
tives of thousands of organized union-
ists. These delepates; like mémbers back
home, were. of many minds—just like
delegates at any union convention. Doubt-

ARKANSAS LABOR ATTACKS RACISM

2 Faulkner’s
Blood and Kin Too...

less many had learned from their own
experience as active unionists that unity
between white and Negro was essential.
And doubtless others were lukewarm;
and still others were undoubtedly vic-
tims of white-supremscy propaganda: it
would be a miracle if it were otherwise,

But what was the over-all mood of the
gathering on this matter? Listen to some
of the speeches reported by the AFL-
CI0.

A key speaker ‘was John megst.one,
AFL-CIO organizing director, but better
known as former UAW vice-president,
who in the UAW was a conservative.
But consider his speech in Arkansas:

"He was roundly applauded when he
warned that employers will use every pos-
sible methed to #ry to destroy and divide
the new unity of labor and added: 'They
will use phoney issues to try fo divide us
such as pitting race against race if-we
permit them, | want fe point out that many
in the South who are leading the fight
against integration are the same people
who promoted the right-to-work bills in
1B states." (AFL-CIO News, March 24.)

Another speaker was former Governor
Sidney S. McMath. We are not acquaint-
ed with his record in general or in detail.
What interests us here is what he felt
called upon te say to this meeting of
labor.

He “warned against letting employers
establish a ‘Trojan Horse' within the
ranks of labor because of race. He point-
ed out that the oil lobby had backed the
States Rights party against ex-President
Truman and [supported] the Dixiecrats
in the last election for selfish reasons. . .
‘They are going to save the white man
from the Negro—again. They are going
to sow discord and strife. They hope to
insure another wvictory for the old guard
Republicans with whom they are ideolog-
ically allied.! Charging that the leaders
of the White Citizens Councils were the

leaders of the Dixiecrats in 1948 and of

the FEisenhower DPemocrats in 1952,
MeMath said that a drive is now under
way to sign up union members in Citizens
Councils as a2 means of destroying labor.”

When Ttepresentatives of Southern
labor applaud attacks on the enemies of
integration, they herald the dogm. of
Southern reaction.

“blood,” reminiscent of Nazi ideology, to

the mnonsensical stateinent that the
Southern Negro is in the process of be-
coming “topdog” while the white-chau-
vinists who rule the South become “un-
derdog,” we are provided eloquent testi-
mony on the emptiness of Fau]kuers
social understanding. But mo{;e
that, however: to the vacnity' of h:s
soul, as well, to his failure of moral
sense,

AS THE NEGRO FIGHTS

- The Southern Negro lives under a Jim
Crow system which blankets all areas of
his life with restriction and discrimina-
tion, with segregation and economic ex-
ploitation—and with violence if he pro-
tests. As Faulkner himself testifies, po-
litical rights, the enjoyment of ‘democ-
racy (that democracy which is so severe-
ly limited under capitalism but which is
still precious), equality and simple jus-
tice—all of these are denied to the
Negroes.

As a result of a number of heiars the
Negroes hove succeeded in moking o “few
gains, most of them on paper. Now they
demand thot the poper advances be frqut-
lated into reality.

Autherine Lucy attempts to enter the
University of Alabama. Some Negrbes
try to vote. Court suits ave brought to
effect that integration of the schools dé-
creed -by the Supreme Court. The Ne-
groes of Montgomery, Alabama refuse
to ride the busses on which they are seg-
regated, humiliated and brutally treated,

The white-chauvinists and racists whe
rule the South answer with violence, in=
timidation and defiance. They openly an-
nounce that they will not permit the
court’s decision to be carreid out in the:r
states, not speedily, not gradually, nqt
at all. Negroes who register to vote ara
murdered. Others have their homes
blown up. A mob tries to driye Autherine
Lucy from the Alabama campus and
what it fails to do the university's Boar
of Trustees decomplishes. The Whif
Citizens’ Councils exert a brutal -eco-
nomic pressure on the hegroes and ol
anti-Jim Crow whites, I

And Faulkner? 'r’

He issues o proclamation. To the race
ists, demanding that they end their inhwe
manity?

Mo, to the Negroes, urging them to go
slow, to pause a while, fo let the racisfs
get wsed to things.

What can one say to Faulkner? There
is only one answer which would serve
political justice and morality. And that
is for the Negroes to contemptuously
ignore his adviee and to reduoble their
efforts. Fortunately, they are doing just
that.

@

ALL PASSION SPENT

In 1898 Emile Zola wrote his electri-
fying Jaccuse, in which he thundered,
almost alone, against the injustice of the
Dreyfus case. Where is the Emile Zola
of today who will take up the cudgels of
struggle, without regard for expediency
and compromise, against the injustice
perpetrated not against one man, but
against millions of people whose skins
are dark? Where is the Emile Zola who
will write a flaming manifesto on the
outrageous conviction of the Rev. King
in Montgomery, whose “crime” is his
leadership of a movement to refuse to
patronize the bus line?

If Faulkner lacks the lead and the
heart to be the Zola of today, where are
the others? Are there no intellectuals to
answer Faulkner's “letter” with one of
their own, one vigorously and militantly
denouncing the raecists and standing side
by side with the Negve people?

We are afraid that too many of them,
inclading even the best (including even
Murray Kempton who has used his pen
valiantly in behalf of the Negroes), are
too busy feeling sorry for Faulkner sinee
he must be so lonely in his “middle
ground.”

To be sure, the infellectuals are in their
overwhelming number against Jim Crow.
But quiedly, passively, with accents of
moderation. The passion of Zola's J'accuse
just doesn't exist, the passion with which
he indicted the government, the army,
the church for its role in the' 'Drevfn
affair.

Zola said:
nocent
Staf!”

“To proclaim Dreyfus in-

is to indict the FFench General

What intellectual of today will say:-

“To fight for the end of Jim Crow s to

fight against the Stevensons and the
Demnocratic Party™?
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sincere about a return to Lenin or workers’ democracy, then the natural test sug-
gests itself. It is the name of Trotsky, and none other, which is indissolubly linked
to the fight for the revolutionary democracy of October against the Stalinist coun-
ter-revolution. Any regime in the Kremlin which made even a half-turn in that
direction would find that name before it. By the same token, any regime which
wanted to convey the impression that it is turning in that direction must likewise
conjure with that name, however demagogically.

If at any time—in five years or fen years or tomorrow—the full truth about
Trotsky Is rehabilitated in Russia then it will be time to come out with the sensationcl
headline which adorns the frent page of the optimistic U.S. News & World Report
this wvery week: "Revolt 'in Soviet Russia Starting."

But there are many stages possible before such a happy event.

What rational purpose did it serve Stalin not only to defeat and suppress Tr?t-
sky’s palitical views and install his theory of “socialismi in one country"” and its
political conseguences, but also to decree that Trotsky's name must be wiped out of
the History of the Russian Revelution? not only to exile Trotsky so that he was
not a present organizational danger, but also to label him “fascist mad-dog,” ete.?
not only to blacken his name, but also to murder his unpolitical kin?

Now these draconic intellectual and other measures did serve their purpose of
a sort in the totalitarian rationale though they are not themselves rational, just as
the terrible excesses of the blood-purges also served a purpose that could not h_ave
been accomplished by more measured and less frenetic blood-letting; for one thing,
one cannot always hope to exactly measure out the amount of blood one needs—
better too much. . . . But this constantly risked going over from method to mad-
ness and had to be reined in even under Stalin.

“THE VITAL TERM IN THE EQUATION

What s widely forgotten is that Stalin himself periodically hod to call a halt and
retrench; switch ever to a period of relative relaxation, as when Beria took over the
GFU reins from the wild butcher Yerhov—who, by-the way, was alse denounced as
“unhalanced” and "Insane™ to occount for his “'excesses” and "mistakes” ofter his use-
fulnets wos over, and he may or moy aot hove been so.

Even in rehabilitating Stalinists like Voznesensky, Khrushchev & Co, had to
try to consider the dangers—weigh them against the advantages. Even rehabilitat-
ing a Bela Kun has its dangers, not because this h#ck Wwas anything himself but
a tool who unfortunately got in the way of the juggernaut, but simply because of
what the very need for rehabilitation confesses about the system and its present
leaders as well as the past ones,

So the rehabilitation of men like Bela Kun and the others denotes a certain
degree of registration of the needle on the meter. .

Likewise with the wrecking job on the image of Stalin. The need to denounce
Stalin and appease the hatred of the regime registers a level of pressure through
the needle on the meter. _

They ‘may think on the Presidium: What do we gain and what do we lose if
(say) we let it out that Trotsky really was physicilly present is_: Petrogn?d in
November 1917 and that he was not at' thiat moment engaged in shining the kaiser's
boots? or that Trotsky was falsely accused of being a faseist spy, whereas he was
“merely” a homegrown countér-revolutionist of his own' kind who was only “objec-
tively” a wrecker? or suppose we make an international grandstand play with the
“humanitdtan” act of giving Mrs. Trotsky the information about her son Sergei
which she requested? . . . = st F

Anyone who wants to ean try to draw up the pluses and minusges that would
accrue from the point of view of ‘the bureaucrats, but obviously not anyone can
anéwer it here; for the decisive factor in the equation is not some intellectual con-
sideration ‘3:11; the internal strain to be appeasd—i.e., the regisfration of the needle
on the meter.

TEST OF “"GOOD FAITH"

Yes, indeed, revision of the various Trotsky myths is o test for the Moscow regime
but not exocHy the sort of test that is commonly supposed. It is o fest of how for the
desperation of the despots extends, of how dangerous are the moods of discontent
that they feel. It is not o test of their “good faith.”

Well but why not? we may be asked. How do you know such steps do not reflect
demaeratic intentions? Isn’t such a statement simply doetrinaive, a priori?

Not in the least, and the reason is =o simple and elementary that the absence of
this thought from the ratiocination of the various speculators is itself a first-class
commentary on the polities of these bourgeeis would-be analysts.

Because there is another decisive test For democratic “good faith."”

Beeause the only real test of the “good. faith” in Stalinist protestalions about
veturn to democracy or Leninism is something else—not rehabilitations—and as
long as that something else is missing, everything eise is a blind.

That “something else” is: some steps. however graducl or tentative to begin with,
to idtroduce the right of genuinely free political opposition. |

(I do not wish to take the space here to explain what “free political opposition”
means, as distinet from the various standard counterfeits invented by the Stalinists
under the generic title of *“self-criticism” and “eriticism from below.”)

There is no substitute, not even a partial one.

This is not ultimatistic. We do rot demand full-blown workers' democracy and
socialist freedom overnight. As we said: let them introduce any genuine steps toward
permitting real political opposition, any whaotsoever, but real ones.

The proof of the true nature of the current turn represented by the 20th Con-
gress is that there has not ‘been, and no one even claims that. there has been, the
slizhtest move in this direction.

SAME SYSTEM, SAME CHEERS

On the contrary, the turn itself has been carried out with the same full-blown
totalitarisn machinery, style, method and consequences as under Stalin-Stalinism.
The same unanimity and cheers. The same groveling before the new leaders and
the new line. The same follow-up of purges directed against any elpments that do
not make the turn fast enough—as is now reported taking place in the party admin-
istration in Tiflis. These latter arve accused in the same old way of failure to indoe-
trinate the students in the new line which is to be shoved down their throats. New
texthooks on party history will be substituted for the old, it is announced—in exactly
the came totalitarian way; indeed, as of old, all teaching of certain-subjects has
been suspended till the new orthodoxy can be printed up. There were the same obli-
gatory hosannas at the 20th Congress for that wonderful agrarian program of
Khrushehev's—the virgin-land program—which, as everybody and Ivan knows, was
a bust, The monoelith is dead; long live monalithism! ,

There is not a hint—not a shadow of a suggestion—not a half reason for any
well-practised dupe to fool himself into believing—not a claim that the slightest
gradualistic move is to be taken toward the veal right of political opposition,

Ko, there was one exception as we discussed last week: the fairy tale invented
by Isaac Deutscher for the Reporter, which so soon revealed itself as a pure fabri-
eaticr. In this invention Deutscher did exert himself to depict a situation of politi-
cal opposition developing. This is very sigmficant. This is what had to be shown,
he realized.

- If I am right about the trend to democracy, Deutscher reasoned to himself,
then this iz what must be happening: and since it must be happening, why then it
# heppening; and if it is happening, why not write it up and tell the world? (See
‘the elimax of Gilbert and Sullivan’s Mikade for a full exposition of the Deutscherian
methodology as a Russian expert: Pooh-Bah explains why Nanki-Poo iz really as
gooﬂas dead.) : W L3 4

All this is why It is so basic to point out that the Khrushchev revisions are being

.~bration of the Russian Revolution anni-

_ person had never been any kind of sec-

‘we checked in Mexico City said the same
‘thing and added, “I don’t think Alva-

mode in the same Yotalitarien woy os before. We are not alone in poinfing this out, of
course. It is even done, os o kind of snide jibe, by the some people who, in other para-
graphs, dandle the notion of o “break with Stalinism."” But it is not o [ibe. I+ goes to
the heart of the matter.

Even the curvent totalitarian-type assault on the "“eult of the individual” is
being carried on with the ideology of—the cult of the individual, Yesterday Stalin
was glorified—and that was the “cuit of the individual.”" Today the erimes and fail
ings of the past are ascribed to this individual, not to the system—and this is the

cult of the individual. Tomorrow the glorification will be back too—but for another

individual Vozhd.
WHAT IS STOPPING THEM?

If, as so many professional and amateur gulls of the Kremlin tell us. these
well-intentioned libertarians ‘in Moscow are just getting ready in their own- good
time to roll back the film of theé counter-revolution and democratize all over the
plice—exactly what is stopping them from taking just one small but solid step, any
step, in that direction in the three years since Stalin died? er even in the weeks
since the 20th Congress? one little token? one little installment?

Let us get real modest in our demand: just one little microscopic souvenir—
but in the direction of nothing less than real political opposition?

“Be not so lengthy in preparing the banquet lest you die of hunger,” remarked
Walter Pater,

What is standing In the way of their good intentions? Why didn't they even want
to dress up one singls fake delogate at the 204h Congress who would stand up for the
gollery and vote no, if only as o demagegic though meaningless token?—Sas indeed was
permitted ot points, on secondary maters, even in the Yugoslavia of the Tito-Stelnists.

It the deflating of Stalin is their way of approaching a new demoeratization,
then why is it necessary for them to use the same police-state methods against any
misguided and unreconstructed - Stalin-Stalinist who -declines to admit in the space
of 24 hours that Stalin was not & demi-god, as he had thought a-few minutes ago,
but rather a “criminal,” as he has just been informed? Is this natural lag, which
was to be expected by democrats, so very dangerous to the state—or to whom,-or to
what? Wﬁ_at could be s0 harmless, even for tetalitarians, than to allow that micro-
gram of dissent represented by the innocuous opinion that the Father of Soeialism
was not really guite so fiendish as he is suddenly painted?

But of course such a .guestion is naive—from ‘our standpoint. It is not a
guestion of the relative harmiessness.of this or that dissenting opinion. It is u. ques-

tion of the right to any.dissenting opinion on: a matter that has just been decided -

On High. This is totalitarianism,. unreconstructed, unrepentant, unvarnished.

WHEN THE NEEDLE IS IN THE RED ZONE

. Let us put it as sharply as possible: let them rehabilitate Trotsky, let them
raise a monument to the victims of the Moscow Trials, let them promise or write
or pass any number of new.laws or constitutions or scraps of paper about' demo-
cratic rights, let them even repeal some of the more horrible and hair-raising pro-
visions of the Russian penal code and factory legislation, ete.—and it will ‘mean
only that they are shaking before the specter of the coming Russian Revelution, i.e.,
that the needle on the meter ia in the red zone, unless and until such maneuvers tb
appease discontent are accompanied by revolutionary steps to democratize the whole
socio-political structure: which means, to begin with, steps to permit open and
organized political opposition.

But permitting opposition, in this system, means buriting the very infegument of
the totalitarian structure. That is why it is a process which cannct even be begun, let
alone completed, by the same ruling class which will be everthrown as soon o it begins.

This was proved, as scientifically as such things can be, by the experience with
the Yugoslav National-Stalinists (Titoists}) when they tried maneuver affer maneu-
ver to counterfeit democracy and when they finally confessed the true state of
affairs by purging Djilas for even suggesting the possible propriety of permitting
real political opposition.

Socialist democracy will be introduced in Russia by the revolution that destroys
this bureaucracy, and by nothing else,

But there is still an organic connection between the maneuvers of this bureau-
cracy and the oncoming of that revolution—a connection which exists quite against
the will of the bureaucracy and which it cannot avoid. This connection is the lesson
of the Tiflis demonstration, and it is so classically simple and basic to the pattern
of revolution that it can be adequately explained without any pretense at deciding
?-he still largely unknown political character of thal demonstration, not even whether
it was pro-Stalin or anti-Stalinist.

The Alvahuante Fake

In reply to inquiry by LABoR AcCTION,
Natalia Sedova Trotsky has definitely
exposed Felipe Alvahuante as a publi-
city-seeking imposter.

On March 21 last week, the N. Y.
Titees and other papers printed an AP
dispateh from Mexico City quoting one
Felipe Alvahuante, who claimed to have
been Leon Trotsky's “private secretary”
for the three years of his stay in Mexico,
with a fanfastic tale about how he and
other “Trotsky admirers’” had been in-
vited by Moscow to “pav homage” to
Trotsky’s memory at the November cele-

By the way, speaking
of Stalin myths. ..
Do you remember

" Harry Truman's

lowdown that
“good old Joe"
was just a "prisoner
of the Politburo”...?

Versary.

This tale, which would nermally have
passed into editors’ wastebaskets, was
picked up by the press in the atmosphere
created around the ,20th Congress by
commentators who were already busily
speculating about a “rehabilitation of
Trotsky.,” This, no doubt, was also what
suggested the stunt teo Alvahuante..

Natalia Trotsky confirmed the fact,
which we reported last week, that this
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retary to Trotsky ner any member of
the Trotsky household in any capacity.
His only connection, and the reason in-
deed why his name was known at all,
was thal he had at one time béen a sym-
pathizer of the Mexican Trotskyist
‘eroup, “At present he is a lawyer who
is looking for publicity; I consider him
unbalanced and unworthy of being taken
seriously,” she writes, !

A reply by a second source with whom
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‘the United States.

- K has created the kind of tur-
bulénce and confusion. in Stalinist
ranks. that the Hitler-Stalin Pact
produced in its day. The CP in the
United: States, for example,- has
been forced to admit that it does
Tiot know what to say about these devel-
opments and has had- to initiate some
kind of discussion in its ranks and i its
public press on them.

There ore of course many in the CP whe
reoct to the dethronement of Stalin by
wishing.enly for the line to be spelled owt
se thet they con quickly reorient their
thinking in accordance with the dictates
of 4he Stalinist leaderhsip. In the columns
of. Chullenge we are, however, primarily
concerned with the effects of the anti-
Stalin development on the CP youth in this
country, with those students and young
workers who are organized in and around
the Lebor Youth League.

For news and analysis of the events
oceurring in the Communist Party, as
well as for the more important analysis
ofs the ‘meaning of the - Russian -events
themselves, we refer our- readers to the
articles in this issue of LABROR ACTION,
and to thoge in previous and forthcoming
issues.

While we have no specific information
on discussions among LYLers, we are
certain that there must be many in whom
the repudiation of Stalin has raised
doubts—doubts not merely about their
former views of Stalin but about the
nature of Russian society and of the
Communist Parties as well. Such doubts
are a healthy and progressive develop-
ment.,

MYTH IN REVERSE

We ean only urge CP youth in this

gountry not to let the Stalinist hacks in
Lioth the LYL and CP bludgeon them
inte giving their questioning up.
. For years these young people have
been told that Russia is a “socialist
paradise,” that in it the “final and irre-
vocalile trinmph of socialism” was con-
summated as early as 1936, and that this
same Stalin who now is denounced as the
institutor of the “cult of personality”
and as a madman was the architect of it
all. Btalin, they were taught, almost
singlehandedly developed Russian indus-
trv, protected it from spies, saboteurs
and wreckers, organized its military vic-
tory over Germany, and so on.

Today the whole myth is reversed.

Khrushchev, the present leader, informs
world Stalinism that Stalin falsely per-
secuted many Russian Communist Party
{eaders, that he rewrote history and fal-
sified it, that he nearly led Russia to
military disaster during World War II,
ete. He is charged with having developed
the “eult of personality” and with hav-
ing been in his final years “insane.”
. These charges are made, not by the
“snemies of the Soviet Union,” not by
the “ecounter-revolutionary wreckers”
and “mud dogs”—as the Stalinists la-
beled revolutionary socialist opponents
of Stalinist despotism and oppression—
but by the leaders of Russia, by those
who were Stalin’s trusted and loyal aids
in carrying out all of the perfidy they
now aceuse him of. His accomplices inm
assassination, in the purges, in the ter-
ror, in wiping out democracy root and
branch, in destroying all of the rains of
the Octeber Revolution—these now point
the finger of accusation.

These same Stalinist leaders—Khrush-
chey, Bulganin, Mikoyan, Malenkov, the
whille perfidious bunch—did not raise
their voices in protest when Stalin com-
mitted -the crimes with which he is now

To the Stalinist Youth in the LYL

Did a Lunatic Despot Build Your System?

The impact of the 20th Congress of the Russian Communist Party
has reverberated throughout the world and indeed its effects are far
from spent even now. The posthumous repudiation of Stalin by those
who rule Russia today, that is to say, by his heirs, by his former co-
workers and co-assassing, has burst like a bombshell upon the Commu-
nist Parties throughout the world, not excluding the Stalinists here in

charged. Not-a peep was heard from
them. On the contrary, they led the
Byzantine flattery .and adulation, they
sang the songs of praise to Stalin and
demanded . that-all sing with them.

The lecdership of the American Commu-
nist Party and of the Labor Youth League
—where wore fhey during Stolin's reign?
Dencuncing every criticism of the leader
as “foscist -cownter-reveletion,” It goes
witheut saying.

_Questions on the pole of the present
Btalinist leaders of Russia during Stal-
in's reign and of the role of the leader-
ship of the American CP have already
been raised in the ranks of American
Stalinists. Such guestions are a good be-
ginning for thosze who are troubled by
much in that Stalinism to which they
owe allegiance, but they are only a be-
ginningr,

HOW COULD IT BE?

All of those young people who support
Stalinism out of the mistaken concep-
tions that it is a socialist or working-
class movement and that Russia is a

“socialist society, but who are disturbed

about much in that society and move-
ment, must ask themselves a basic ques-
tion: How could all of this happen in a
“socialist state of workers and peas-
ants,” as the Russian constitution de-

ceitfully defines Russian society?

If Russia is a socialist society then
classes have disappeared or are on the
verge of disappearing; then the state
has withered away or is on the verge of
withering away; then to speak of rulers
and ruled makes no sense; them society
has already taken or is on the verge of
taking that “leap into freedom” -which
Marx spoke of. And under these condi-
tions an
ceivably terrorize: & whole -society, keep-
ing his closest lieutenants in:fear, con-
ducting false purges and rewriting his—
tory? 1

It makes no sense.

IT'S NOT SOCIALISM

The answer is that while thiz “mad-
man” did rule ‘Russia-#ad commit out-
rageous crimes, there is not the slightest
trace of socialism in Russia.

Long ago, the social and politicel pow-
er hoid by the working class in the days of
Lénin and Trotiky was wrested from the
workers by the reactionary amnd toteli-
tarian bureaucracy which rgles Russia to-
day and ruled [+ under Stalin. And if the
decision of the bureauracy to deo away.
with the excesses of Stalin’s rule needs

explaining—and there is an explanation— .

it is not because this decision is in con-
flict with Russia's “socialism." ©f social-
ism, there is none In Russia.

It is along these lines that honest
voung people who have given their sup-
port to such CP organizations as the
LYL, because they honestly believe them
to be socialist, have to start to think,
There are, to be sure, many Stalinists
who support this reactionary social sys-

By J. WEINBERG
Loz Angeles, March 19

The Young Socialist League made its
first public appearance at the University
of California at Los Angeles, with Ted
Enright, of the Los Angeles branch of
the Independent Socialist League, speak-
ing on “A Socialist Analysis of the 1956
Elections” at the University YWCA.

“Never before,” Enright stated, open-
ing his discussion, “have there been
fewer issues in a presidential campaign.
In fact, the only issue involved seems to
be one which no voters, with the excep-
tion of Eisenhower’s doctors (presuming
they vote) are qualified to pass judgment
an.”

The state of Eisenhower’s heart seems
to be the only issué¢ in the 1956 elections,
Enright pointed out, at a time when one
of the most important historical events
which this country has ever witnessed,
the struggle of the united Negro people
in the South, is on the front pages daily
and on evervone's lips.

The speaker cited Stevemson's record
of evasion on the Negro problem, observ-
inz thatthe difference between Stevenson
and Eisenhower on this question is that
Stevenson is deceptive through his usual
eloquence and attempts at erudition,
while Eisenhower is characteristically
muddleheaded and incoherent.

CP AND KEFAUVER

Enright concluded his talk by peinting
to the American labor movement, now
united in one powerful organization, as
the only force capable of injecting po-
litical issues into the campaign. Ulti-
mately, he said, the American working
class will most likely have to form its
own political “party which will be able
to go before the electorate and raise gen-
uine political issues.

There was .o complete .and conspicuous
absence of Stevensonian sentiment during

YSL Meeting at UCLA Campus
Dissects Adlai Cult and Demos

the lengthy question-and-answer period
that followed. Not one of the students
rallied to the defense ef the “Great Lib-
eral.” Some of the Stalineid students,
however (and this may be significant for
the coming compaign), ook up the cudg-
els for Estes Kefauver. At the convention
of the California Democrotic Party, held
recently in Fresno, the Stalinists, who are
wading up to their thighs in the Demo-
eratic Party in this state, played a big
role and won the machine for Kefauver,

The Stalinist line is ‘at present as anti-
Stevenson as it is pro-Kefauver out
here. Enright, and the YSLers present
at the meeting, pointed out that the
same Stalinists who are on the Kefauver
bandwagon now, when and if it becomes
apparent that Kefauver hasn't a chance,
will transfer to the Stevenson trolley
without a bat of the eyelash.

The general feeling of the YSLers at
the mecting, which was attended by
thirty-five people, was that it was a solid
success, particularly in view of the fact
that the University of California’s no-
torious Rule 17 not only prohibits politi-
cal meetings on campus (the YWCA is
technically “off-campus’) but specifi-
cally makes it illegal to publicize on cam-
pus a political meeting occurring off the
campus.

The Los Angeles YSL is now wery
active on the UCLA campus and looks
forward to many other meetings, both
formal and informal, at which it can pre-

sent its ideas to the students of the

university.
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“insame” -dictator could’ com="

tem not despite but because they recog-
nize it for what it actually is, With theze
we have no concern. It is in the former
that we are interested,

We know that in the ranks of the LY.
there are some who have had doubts
about democracy im Russia. Some of
these young people may be led to believe
that the repudiation of Stalin and the
end of the “cult of personality” is a step
toward demoeratization being taken by
the Russian rulers. Such a view is mis-

~.taken. 3

. THE SAME PATTERN

Indeed, in a certain sense the “cult of
personality” is not being eliimnated ag
all but just being given a new twist.
Whereas heretofore Stalin was credited
with all “achievements” he is now to ba
posthumously blamed for all evils:

This may succeed in duping some. In-
deed, one of the motivations of Khrush-
chev and Company may be to try te
achieve that end among the Russian
people.

Of the resurrection of democracy for
the workers in Russia there is not the
slightest sign, nor will there nor ean
there be any given by the présent dicta-
tors. Free speech, free press, free as-
sembly, the right to form political organ-
izations and parties: the workers did
not have them yesterday under Stalin
and de not have them today under
Khrushebev, The right to ‘strike, to or-
ganize trade wunions, to bargain collec-
tively: not under Stalin nor under
Khrushchev. To win these rights the
workers will have to overthrow Khrush-
chev and the entire bureaueratic ruling
Ic_lass which robs and oppresses it.

Just look at the reaction of the Russian
rulers to the manifestations of "pro-Stal-
in" sentiment in Georgia. (Whether this
was actually pro-Stalin sentiment and
what its significance was we need not dis-
cuss now.) How did they react when the
students of Tiflis University attempted to
use the "new freedom" and demonstate?
Suppression, closing the university, purge.

The reactions of a Stalin in other
words, that is, of the Stalinists bureau-
crats which they are.

EXPLORE! 1

In the Communist Party and also in
the LYL three lines have developed on
the meaning of the 20th Congress: a pro-
Stalin line, Foster’s “let’'s wait and see”
line, and the line of admitting embar-
rassment and raising questions about the
American CP’s role. ¥he bureaucrats
who run the CP had to allow such a dis-
cussion because they do not know with
what line they should unitedly speak and
because not to permit discussion might
have resulted in a real explosion in CP
ranks.

At the same time they will make sure
that the discussion does not spill ower
outside of this framework, that no ques-
tions about what the anti-Stalin devel-
opment reveals about the true nature of
Stalinist totalitavianism and about the
regime and policies of the Communist
Parties are raised.

BMareover, when the line from Moscow
becomes clear, the CP bosses will put an
end to the diseunssion,

It is the duty of honest LYLers, of
honest supporters of Stalinism, of those
who actually believe that Russia is “so-
cialist” and the CP and LYL “progres-
give working-class movements,” not to
let this happen. They should explore the
real “significance of the latest develop-
ments jn Russia to see if they are com-

, patible with their views. They should
speak out, freely and frankly; they
should demand that the dizcussion not
be. ended when this suits Foster. Only in.
this way can the recent: developments’
lead to the beginning of the end of the
monstrous perversions which Stalin and’
Stalinism introduced into the. working-
class movenient, the beginning of the end,
of its ability to negate the struggle for,

»

socialist emancipation.
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3ilane3' Reply to Our Open Letter:

My Political Faith: 2nd Round

By IGNAZIO SILONE
In reply to my article which it

published January 31 entitled “My

Political Faith” (and reprinted in Italy by Giustizia among others, under
the-title “A Soeialist Writer,”) LABOR- ACTION has renewed the discus-
sion with an Open Letter on, February 6, in which it posed to_me a
score of questions of an ideological, political and ethical nature, all among the few:old internationalists of
more or less pertaining to the actions of socialists during the last world
war-and their current attitude toward the military blocs.

, The tone of the Open Letter is inevit-
ably -the one that is characteristic of
dissident communists, those little .exas-._
perated epigones of Trotsky.and Lenin:
that is to say, it varies between insolence
-and pseudo-doctrine, and what is more—
‘gince we are dealing with American ex-
tremists—with a distinetive inguisitorial
aceent that horribly re-echoes the infer-
dogations of their now famous Committee
won' -Un-American Activities. There is
mothing strange about this, since the
mrge to imitate, in discussions with their
driends, the odicus manners of their own
persecutors, has always been one of the
satizfactions of the persecuted. To which
-ohe must add-the fact that these Ameri-
can extremists, in contrast with their
European comnades,-have never partici-
pated in a broad workers’ movement, and
. ‘as a result of the environment in which
they have developed, they are scarcely
£ndowed with a econception of liberty
‘and intellectual fairness, and even from
@earxism-they have assimilated only the
crudest and by now outmoded aspects,

- ‘Despite this and the limited ' time
-available to me, I wish to reply to their
iOpen Letter since we are dealing here
awith a non-conformist journal which
has—or so it would seem—a hard
life. Christian and socialist education
wreates these obligations also: one must
be kind to one’s persecutors even if they
talk nonsense. I mnst add that it will
mever be polemics, no matter how bitter,
that will drive me further away from

i e
TRANSLATOR'S CORRECTION

.. Two words should be corrected in my
4ranzlation of (Lucio Libertini's article
as published in.the Feh. 27 issue.

.. At the bottom of the first column, next
to last line: take out “only.” (The point
15 that Silone was a candidate, not that
he was the only candidate.)

Middle of last column: I inadvertently
jeft out Libertini's word “objectively” in
ihe sentence which ends: *. . . a worthy
zrepresentative of this Company of Jesus
awhich the 'Committes for Cultural Free-
dom’ objectively represents on behalf of
American imperialism." A, G
- —t

these extremists than I already am, since
I have learned to ‘establish my line of
econduct on the basis of reasoning and
not bad hwmor. It goes without saying
that T eonsider myself excused from the
need to reply to purely rhetorical or
pseudo-witty questions such as: If Silone
considers the various ideologies handed
down to us from the last centuries to he
in crisis, why not also bourgeois democ-
racy?

TWO ARGUMENTS -

. LI will reply instead to a serious gues-
tion to which I have already replied on
.previous occasions, but repetita juvant.
Thinking to ,embarrass me gravely,
LABOR AcTION asks: “In 1939, before the
outbreak of the great.war, in, an inter-
view with an American writer in Pavt-
isan Feview, to the question:.In case of
conflict -hetween France and Italy for
control of Tunisia, which side would you
support?—you replied: The side of
Tunisia; but on the contrary a year
later youw. came out in support, albeit
critical, of the democratic powers in the
war against the Axis. How do you ex-
plain this betrayal of the international
proletariat?”

I reply with two arguments—one with
regard to the different character of the
Second World War as compared with
the hypothetical conflict between Fascist
Italy and France over the possession of
Tunisia; the other concerning the change
in my personal responsibility from an
independent writer, which I already was
in 1939, to the socialist leader which I
became as a result of the regquests of
Italian socialist émigrés in France, who
were placed in the position of not being
able to act any longer because of the
German occupation. _

It seems to me that my first argument
ig irrefutable and well-founded. Even
today, if I shounld be asked: “If & war
should break out between . two states
over the possession of Morocco, which
side would you support?” I would reply
without hesitation: “The side of the Mor-
oceans.” But Hitler's war was another
matter. The victory of Hitler would
have meant the destruction for a long

time of the premise for any political
activity whatever and hence also for the
struggle for socialism. Anti-war sabo-
tage actions on the part of Western
-workers' organizations would havesled
to this. It would have been a .collective
suicide. On this there was agreement also

the Zimmerwald period who were still
alive in 1940: Modigliani, Balabanoff,
Rosmer, Monatte, and the head of the
international. religious socialists Leon-
.Hard Ragaz. For .me the.problem was a
‘different one: one must not identify the
cause of socialism and liberty with the
‘belligerent. states, one must safeguard
socialist independence. In my eopinion,
during those years this was the most
radical position within European’ social-
ism, since, starting from the necessity of
defeating Nazism, the majority of social-
ists were collaborating with™ the military
apparatus of the democratic states ani
in no way differentiated themselves in
their propaganda. I know only 6f a single
case of absolute intransigence: that of
the Neapolitan, Amadeo Bordiga, who
was of the opinion that the twe belliger-
ent blocs were “objectively” identical,
and ‘that, rather, Hitler’s wvictory, de-
stroying Anglo-Saxon imperialism, would
have smoothed the road to proletarian
‘tevolution. . . . This was madnesk:

A TENSION

To suppose that my point of view was
inspired by expediency is a gratuitous
insult. I remained in Switzerland, for the
unti-faseist struggle, despite repeated
offers of an American visa, even when a
Nazi occupation appeared imminent, But
I was also aware that my platform of a
“Third Front” was a compromise be-
ween the spirit of Zimmerwald and the
new reality of Nazism. Precisely in those
years (1940-41) I wrote The Sead Be-
neath the Snow. This novel was a poet's
revenge against contingent reality; for
me, almost a biological need. That book
 appeared during the war and everywhere
aroused the impression (typical, for ex-
ample, was the criticism in Partisan Ee-
piew) that I had definitely withdrawn
from politics. Instead, as I say, I had
begun to write that book precisely at the
time when I had just recently accepted a
political post, albeit a clandestine one,
The distance in ideas during those years
between my pamphlets, my articles, my

. practical political work, and that serene
and stoieal atmosphere of The Seed Be-
neath the Snow, reveals precisely the ex-
treme tension in which I found myself.
Certainly, revolutionary consciousness,
when it includes both the duty of politi-
cal struggle and the transcendence of the

Economists See Declines Ahead in 1956

By JACK WILSON

While the daily press is filled with
optimistic economic prognoses for the
remainder of the year 1956, largely due
to political estimgtes issued from Wash-
ington and caleulated to assist the Eisen-
hower administration in its eampaign
for re-election, far more scber judg-
ments are emanating from responsible
professional economic sources.

* Four top economists, speaking before
more than 76 vepresentatives of labor,
manggement and education at, a program
sponsored by the Wayne University In-
“stitute of Industrial Relations, agreed
generally on this perspective: 1956 will
find the mation's economy continuing a
feveling-off process from last year’s rec-
ord peak. They said that any declines
will e gradual and not particularly se-
Tious,

" The economists were George Hitch-
ings, manager of the economic-analysis

epartment of the Ford Motor Com-
pany; Edwin B. George, director of eco-
nomics, Dun and Bradstreet; Dr. Edwin

Nourse, former chairman of the Presi-
%gn!.’s Economic Advisers; and Stanley

uttenberg, director of research of the

AFL-CIO.

_ For the bellwether auto industry, as
gome economists call it, Hitchings proj-
‘eeted a car production of 6,500,000 for

95é—close to an 18 per cent decline over

955, A spring pick-up will work mainly

_reduce fantastic inventories which
still hover-around the 900,000 mark.

"* ¥ihat this_means to labor is a continua«

on of, 100,000 pnemployed auto workers,

For Defroit. it sigaifies, remaining on the
distressed ‘area list, with umemployment:

-

totaling slightly over & per cent of the
total werk foree.

The outlook is further complicated by
the fact that the small auto companies
face the possibility of collapsing this
vear. Last week Studebaker-Packard,
fourth largest maker' of ears, reported
another bad year, losing over $29,006;000
in what was the greatest sales year in
auto history. For those auto workers
that means not only less work but a fate
such as Hudson, Midland Steel, Kaiser-
Frazer, and other small companies here
have had. All the UAW benefits evap-
orate when the jobs disappear.

For the aute workers now unemployed
with no prospect of re-employment on
this model, the irony of the situation is
emphasized by the fact that the modified
Guaranteed Annual Wage does not go
into effect until June, and thus they are
not eligible for benefits,

Reports of fabulous business spending

for 1956 were discounted by these econo-
mists on the basis by which these esti-
mates were made. Common agreement
that, market saturation in residential
building in some areas would contribute
to the leveling-off was also voiced by
these spokésmen,
; Although the ward recession is a dirty
word in American economic life, hints that
the third quarter would be "murky” sug-
gested something close to a 1954 situation
developing, in spite of the foct thot gov-
ernment spending for both war and other
expenditures would incregse soon.

As for 1955 high points, these came
from, a:disturbing. increase in two impor-
tant fields. Consumer credit rose 16 bil-

lion, and business piled up an additional
6 billion inventory. These were two ma-
jor facgors in bringing the 1953-54 re-
cession. A halt in these two sectors of
aetivity would disrupt the economy
quickly.

" Hedging against steel price increases
and the possibiilty of a steel strike were
given as important reasons for the con-
tinuation of the high rate of steel pro-
duetion, with much duplication of orders
pow giving a deceptive picture of exces-
sive steel demand.

Further eloudiness in the economic
picture comes from the amazing blind-
ness of even these sober economists on
the impact of declining farm income on
the total economy, and the negative ef-
fect of the continuing erisis in England,
which threatens to have an adverse in-
fluence on world economy,

Nar should anyone be deceivkd by the
current flood of optimistic news reports
from auto circles on the March pick-up.
Sales may reach 570,000 cars but this
would be a far cry from the 698,000 of
last year. Meanwhile, in Michigan mlone
155,000 manufacturing workers are un-
employved currently, while .one vear ago
the plants -were roaring with full pro-
duetion.

For labor, the over-all picture is one
of increasing unemployment in the vital
gector of manufacturing as the leveling-
off cdntinues, and a dismal prospect of
permanent dislocation as automation
processes are accelerated precisely be-
cause of the leveling-off and the press-
ing urgency of the companies to remain
in business by lowering costs via auto-
l}ilﬂﬂon.

Note

As we reported last week, this veply
by Silone to our Open Letter was sent
to ug in the form of corvected galley-
proofs by the Italion social-demo-
cratic paper Unith Socialista, which
iz publishing 4t in Italy wunder the
ttile “Socialist Independence in War
and Peunce.”

Silone's social-democratic  friends
on this papey are publishing this re-
ply by Sione without publishing the
Cpen Letier ta which it is a reply, or
any explanation of the discussion of
which it is a part—like one side of a
telephone conversation caught in the
middle. ~

They thus demonstrate to us the
kigh wmoral, intellectual and_political
standards of socialist discussion
which these sanctimonious Social-
democrats like to elaim.

Hoivever, as our readers know, the
independent soelalist Risorgimento_
Socialista ig publishing in full the en-:
tire series of articles pio and con in_
this debate with Silone—an enterprise.
which has already excited wide po-.
litieal interest in that country.

The floor is now again open to!
Silone.—ED. !

p_resent‘. in one's thinking, embraces a
dimension which is almost inhuman and
ultimately even unbearable,

PRINCIPLES

With this, I feel T have implicitly re-
plied even to the other objections on mili-
tary paets. On this point the difference
with LaBOR AcTioN is substantial. But
it is not a personal difference of mine,
beeause both the aversion to the Atlantic
Pact as well as the critical and condi-
tional acceptance after it had become a
law of the state, I shared with the unan-
mous leadership of the PSU [United
Socialist Party] of which I was a part.
But I do not at all intend to give the im-
pression that I want to escape from my
past responsibilities, while I must still
make clear that for me today every dis-
cussion of political tactics has only a
retrospective value. When one iz a social-
ist but does not actively participate in
an organized movement, the only inter-
esting problems are problems of prin-
ciple and not taetics. -My m;incipig.d po-
gition is pacifist and libertarian. So long
as I was a militant of the PSU, 1 saw
the political problem in these terms
(forgive me the horrible Stalinist jar-
gon) : how to link tactics with strategy.
Tactics' demand that one not lose contact
with existing reality, witlout being ab-
sothed by it. For the great danger in
defending the liberties which we may
lose is that of becoming ecomservative,
The defence must be carried out there-
fore with the maxium of independence
fore with the maximum of independence
the most desperate situation the demands
that go beyond the.existing order.

IMAGES

The duty of the writer is a good deal
simpler. It may even. be that my instine-
tive inability to endure active political
life is simply the inability to endure the
necessary tactical compromises. The
writer, and even the socialist writer, has
the duty of keeping clear of the claims
of the apparatus, and of refusing to
become a propagandist.

The socialist writer betrays his mis-
_sion if he does not depict human suffer-
ing and does not embody in his writings
the sense of the true and the just that
springs to birth in the humble and the
oppressed. 1 certainly do not consider
myself free of weaknesses and contradic-
tions, and T confess moreover that I am
not made of steel or aluminum; but who-
ever wishes to criticize me should take
my books. Only in them do I wholly rec-
ognize myself. The others are only par-
ti?} images, already superseded by my-
sell.

I hold to nothing as tenacigusly as to
my independence as a socialist. writer.
To believe that I can give up my liberty
in this or that association of intellectuals
—what foolishness. But I must add that
I reject once again the slanderous ap-
praisal that LABor AcTiOoN wants. to give
to the International Congress for Cul-
tural Freedom, and particularty to Sid-
ney Hook.

From all accounts, it is a united front
of - intellectuals in which each has his
ewn-individuality, and it is not a herd of
sheep.

But, perhaps, to talk about freedom to
LaBor AcTioN is like talking ahout color
to the blind. As a socialist and as a
writer, I consider freedom the supreme
good. The day on which I cannot freely
write what 1 thinl, you ean be sure-that
1 will turn to writing illegally.and,.in. the
absence of newspapers, I will write on
the walls. ] R
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Page Seven

A Rejoinder for Labor Action:

Yes, we suppose he has forgotten this
along with much else. -
(2) As the alternative to his own

[ ] Y 4 e_ 0 ' ‘switchover, he poses the “absolute in-
X transipence” of . . . 4 notorious ultra-
s o ’ ’cs- e” a” ow super-sectarian named Bordiga! But nob

p x only that. -

By HAL DRAPER

Despite the difficulties, let us try again to keep the spotlight on the
political problem to which our Open Letter was devoted—the question
of socialist policy on the war camps into which the world is divided.

Our Open Letter tried to put aside all other matters which Silone
had raised in his article “My Political ﬁaith,” in order to concentrate on
this only. We would still like to do that.

But for raising such questions in our
Open Letter, we now find ourselves
scolded by Silone with a series of epi-
thets which he apparently finds neces-
sary for a rvounded exposition of his
thinking: it was “insolence™ . . . “little
exasperated epigones” . . . we are “in-
quisitorial” like MeCarthyites and, be-
ing “American extremists,” we are imi-
tating our *‘persecutors’’ . . . no “eoncep-
tion of liberty and intellectual fairpess”
« . . “slanderous” . . . “gratuitous insult"
+ - . and there are more such amiable ex-
pressions designed to underline Silone's
contrasting intellectual tolerance and
dispassionate objectivity, so different
from our own insolence in raising grave-
Iy embarrassing questions. )

It is a pood thing, as he says, that he
was not moved by “bad humor' when he
wrote all this.

But as we did in our Open Letter in the
case of Silone’s previous invective against
“imbeciles'" and “liHe would-be politi-
cians” and "communist deviationists” and
other hapless objects of scorn, Jet us put
it all to cne side In order to keep political
gquestions on the floor.

Let us put sside also a more valuable
aspect of Silone’s second round: those
passages, in the latter part of his article,
where he speaks in a personal vein of
the tension between his life’ as a creative
artist and ag a political leader. We put
it aside not because it is uninteresting—
on the comtrary!—nor because it is ir-
relevant, for surely Silone’s peculiar po-
litical eourse is illuminated somewhat,
at least from the subjective side, by his
personal explanations. )

. There iz another thing in this connec-
tion: T take full responsibility only for
my literary works, says Silone in effect;
“whoever wishes to criticize me should
take my books.” In the long rum, this
may well be. true, for in the long rum
whoever wishes to criticize Silone will
take his books and not the polemical and
programmatic writings left along his
political path. . )

But more immediately, a man who is
alse an artist must still expect to he
taken at his word when he chooses to
write in the different capacity of politi-
cal leader and ideologist. Artists who,
wigely or unwisely, also choose to be poli-
ticians should reply to political eriticism
as political persons.

So it was exe¢lusively with the politi-
cal questions that our Open Letter dealt
and that we deal now,

WHAT WE ASKED

Our Open Letter asked Silone: “Why
have you abandoned the ideas of Third
Camp inteérnationalism” which you held
when the war broke out? And then we
iried to examine this conception of Third
Camp anti-war socialism in terms.of the
very document to which Silone himself
had referred us: his excellent statement
of his anti-war pogition in a Partisan
Review interview of 1939, which we re-
printed separately.

In the looming war between the bour:
geois democracies and the fascist states—
Silone indicated In his interview, os we
read it—he was in faver of supporting
neither wor camp. "Real peace depends
today on the rapidity with which a third
front is created. . . . This third front did
once actually exist in the form of revola-
tionary Russio and of militont workers'
parties elsewhere. . . ."

The thought seems quite clear: the
“Third Front” (er “Third Camp’)
means building a revolutionary socialist
opposition to both war blocs, both the
bourgeois-democratic bloe and the fas-
eist bloe.

But at this time, just as a little later,
the concepts of “collective security” to
“stop faseism' were already long ascend-
ant among social-democrats and liberals,
together with the stock arguments which
they used against the Third Camp ap-
proach, These arguments did not spring
up only after the start of “Hitler's
war."

The “partisans of collective security"
to whom Silone himself referred in this
1939. document had, for years already,
been arguing that the Third Camp pol-
icy was “foolishness”; first defeat Hitler

—to preserve democracy—then zo ahead
and fight for your socialism if you in-
sist; but first settle with the fascists;
bourgeois democracy has its imperfec-
tions, to be sure, but it is far better than
fascism; let us first defeat the common
menace and then think about going for-
ward from thers. . . .

ANTI-WAR LINE"

It was precisely against this domimant
conception that Silone polemized in his
1939 interview, even though he realized,
he said, that "the reveolutionary writer
must risk iselation” in advoceting such o
Third Front. -

“The dilemma: status guo or regres-
sion” iz a false presentation of alterna-
tives, he argued, “The reactionary trend
of our epoch” is shown by the fact that
“Most of the progressive forces . ., are
content. to struggle to preserve the ex-
isting -order, lest they fall undetr the fas-
cist yoke,” and so the Third Front is not
built.

But support of capitalism will not stop
fascism, he went on to argue. (All along
here we asked our readers to apply
Silone's train-of thought to the present
cuse of the Stalinist totalitarian men-
‘ace.} “Fascism's power, its mass appeal,
its contagions influence, all are due to
the fact that fascism mesns false solu-
tions, easy solutions, ersatz solutions—
but, all the same, solutions of the real
problems of our time But capitalism
(*“conservative democracy”) has no solu-
tion of these problems.

Socialism has. “When the socialists,
with the best possible anti-fascist [read:
anti-Stalinist] intentions, renounce their
own . program, put their own theories in
mothballs, and accept the negative posi-
tions  of conservative democracy, they
think they are doing their hit in the
struggle to ecrush fascism [Stalinism].
Actually, they leave to faseism [Stalin-
ism] the distinction of alone daring to
bring forward in public certain prob-
fems, ~thus driving into the fasecists’
[Stalinists”] arms thousands of workers
who will not accept the status quo.”

Our Open Letter inquired: "Is this net
a hundred times truer today?" lsn't this
what accounts for Stalinism's "power, its
mass appeal, its contagious influence”
from Rome to Bandung?

Very carefhlly Silone-1939 made clear
that he did not equate bourgeois democ-
racy with fascismn, nor was he deroga-
tory of ;the value of bourgeois freedoms.
He wasvobviously aware of the existence
of gentlemen who like to reduce all poli-
tics to that incontrovertible distinetion.
It was a question of how to fieht fascism
—by supporting ene imperialist war bloc
against another, or by fighting for a so-
cialist transformation of society against
both?—just as it is now & question of
how to fight totalitarian Stalinism,
which is able to win victories today only
insofar ag it can convincee its victims that
the only realistic alternative to its own
rule is the continued rule of the old dis-
evedited system of capitalism.

L ]
HE HAS LEARNED . . .

Now, when we direct Silone’s atten-
tion to his brilliant argument, and ask
“Why did you change?’ he replies—
mevely by summarizing in three senten-
ces precisely the politieal position which
he had torn apart and stomped on in his
1939 document: “The victory of Hitler
would have meant the destruction for a
long time of the premise for any politi-
cal activity whatever . . .”" and so on. He
introduces this by hailing it in advance
as “irrefutable,” as if he had never even
heard of it before his conversion to its
ineluctable logic.

Maybe so, but in that case one of the
many Mothball Socialists whoein he had
scorned in 1939 has a right to ask: “Dear
Comrade Silone, but this iz exactly, word
for word, what we were telling you in
the 1930s when you were hemused by
the sectarian mddness and extremist
nonsense that you called the Third
Front. It is late but it is nice to see that
you have learned.”

This would be quite in.order, thoug
mén have a right to changeé their min

We do not begrudge Silone: the exercise
of this right. We insist only that politi-
cal accounts not be juggled. Silone insists
that he has not changed his viewpoint.
It is cbjective conditidns that have
changed, you see. He was right then, and
he is right now. And in-between he was
right oll through the various intermediate
shadings he, went through as he switched
over from a critical partisan of the Third
Camp to a-critical partisan’ of the At-
lantic war blec. . . , -

CONCOCTED QUOTE

To make this account balance is, un-
der the circumstances, a feat that talies
some doing, of course, and mot all of his
methods would be approved by all of the
characters in Bread and Wine. He
launches his exposition, for example,
with what purports to be a guotation
from our Open Letter, or at least so the
innocent reader would assume, "“LABOR
ACTION usks" writes Silone in his fourth
paragraph—and he follows these words
with a colon awd a passage enclosed in
quotation marks.

This quoted passage was concocted by
Silone alone and appears nowhere in out
Open Letter or anywhere else. This ac-
counts also for its language about “be-
trayal of the international proletariat.”

That might not be so bad. But it is not
even a paraplirase of anything in our
Open Letter. .

This “embarrassing question” which
Silone has invented (in order to show
how easily he can escape from the odious
traps set for him by American inquisi-
tors) is adapted by him from the begin-
ning of his own 1939 interview, which
began as follows:

“Q.—In the event of a war between
Italy and France, which country
would you favor?

“A . —Tunisia.

“Q.—What do you mean?”
Whereupon. Silone proceeded to ex-

pound what we have already summa-
rvized, without any further reference to
the little witticism about Tunisia but as
a political position on the war bloes.

Now see how Silone has tailored his
fabricated “guotation” from LABor Ac-
TION, undeterred by the fact that our
Open Letter had not bothered to mention
this initial by-play about Tunisia, let
alone pose guestions to Silone about it.

EVASION

it enables him #to maintain that his
views have not changed. “Even today,”
he insists, in a war "between two states
over the possession of Morocco,” | would
still answer similarly. . . .

The fabrication is convenient. For one
thing, having “quoted” LABOR AcTion's
non-existent embarrassing question, he
is relieved of the embarrassment of tak-
ing up what we did pose questions ahout.

But even so, the dodge is not quite
satisfactory.

The Second World War did not break
out over possession of Tunisia—not Ty-
nisia alone. No one expected il would, in
spite of the little whimsy. The colonial
and impervialist stakes were much more
extensive, extending even into European
territory itself. It hroke out over many
Tunisias. What exactly does this
change for a principled policy on the
war?

The third world wayr is not likely to
break out as a result of a confliet of
two states over Moroceo, so that Silone
can show us his good faith by supporting
“Moroceo.” This threatened war is, as
everybody knows, likely to break out as
a conflict of two bloes for control of—
all the peoples of the world. Should we
not then support the latter against both
contending war bloes, Mr. Silone, if you
have indeed been right all along, before,
after and during all your changes?

But this is only playing with phrases,
that is, Silone's phrases. There is no po-

ditical content to them. Silone, unfortu-

nately, is only interested autobiographi-
eally in squaring his past with his pres-
ent, not with facing the meaning of his
political switch,

AMNESIA

Inevitably political amnesio sefs in, an
eccupational disease of political figures
whe try to prove that they hove always
been right even when they were on oppo-
site sides of a gquestion: . '

(1) As the alternative to his switch-
over, he denounces “anti-war sabotage
actions” (our italics), Has he really and
truly forgotten that anti-war socialist
fighters have always rejected “sabotage”
as a course of action, as Lenin did spe-
cifically during the First” World War?

Agcording to Silone (1 do not know.
niyself) this Bordiga, the genuine dved-
in-the-wool guaranteed “‘infransigent’”
article in anti-war goods, thought that
Hitler'’s victory would smooth the road
to proletarian revolution! The unwary

Teader might get the impression, which

of course Silone cannot possibly want to
convey, that he is saying: If you're
against this imperialist war, you must be
“pro-German,” at least “objectively™.. ..
To people with a better memory than
Silone’s, this again has a familiar ring.

WRITER OR LEADER?

_ So much for the first of the “two are
guments"” which Silone says he will ads
duce. The second we do not quite unders
stand insofar as it bears on the switeh®
over, This second argument, says Silone,
is the fact that in 1939 he was a “social-
ist writer” but later he became a “so-
cialist leader.” . a ]

Clearly this can net mean that it is
correct to be for the Third Camp when
you are merely a socialist writer, it
that when you reach the exalted station
of Secialist Leader more “practical” pok
icies are called for. Therefore we do not
understand it,

One other thing we do not claim to
-understand exactly. In a parenthetical
clause, Silone says that he does not like,
the Atlantic Pact, as we:already know,
but refers to his “critical and conditional
‘acceptance [of the Pact] after it had be-
come a law of the state* |

What if any is this relation between
“accepting™ the Pact, ie., becoming a
“eritical and conditional” supporter of
the Pact, and the “law of the state”? We
do not understand .it.

THE PRINCIPLED MAN i

Silone sums up his "principled position'”
today as: "pacifist and libertarian.” That
is very nice. But there is o certain irenly
Ebﬂ" “'o

Once Ignazio Silone was a revolution-
ary socialist, and he was an antiwar
fighter then. Now he is in “principle?
for pacifism—and he becomes a supports
er of the Atlantic war bloes . - -«

Once ‘Ignazio Silone put the fight fo
socialist democracy as the task of thk
day., Now he has graduated to the prin-
cipled rank of “libertarian”—and so he
defends Sidney Hook against our “sland-
er,” as well as the Cultural Freedom
ontfit—*particularly Sidney Hook,” he
says,

Does that mean that he defends the
“libertarian™ Mook position on witehs
hunting Stalinists — ousting Stalinist
teachers from their jobs, for examplé—
for which the man is noted in this couns
try? Is he a defender of the Sidney Hoolt
position on cracking down on Stalinists
as members of a “conspiracy”?

If so, does he ‘advocate this position
in_ftaly? Or are “objective conditions?”
—those handy things—such that Sidn
Hook is right for the United States but
wrong for Italy? .

Would Silone keep Sidney Hook's dis=
creet silence obout police-actions to put
the whole leadership of the Italian Coms
munist Party in oil on the charge simply
that they are leaders of a Commpnist
Party—as has been true in this country?

Would Silone Lkeep his mouth shut—
like Sidney Hook, the leader of his “Culx
tural Freedom” libertarians — whilk
teachers who are knowi to have broken
with the CP but who vefuse to turn stooll
pigeon and informer in order to point
the finger at other ex-CPers are fired
from their jobs after refusing to testify
on .constitutional (Fifth Amendment}
grounds?

Would Silone go along with the re-
fusal by the American Committee foir
Cultural Freedom to condemn the infa-
mous and racist McCarran anti-alien and
immigration act?

THE WORM WITHIN

Silone retorts “Slander!"—it seems to

Le becoming a habit of his—perhaps be~

cause he thinks we are referring to some
private information of our own about
these American friends of his “pacifist
and libertarian™ principles. Na, we have
none. We are yeferring to their publie
and well-known positions. -

In Italy, socialists and democrats have

a duty to bring before public opinion—
and in the first place, before socialist
opinion—the nature of these American
political friends of Italian socialist Sig-
ures who pose as libertarians, or who
want to be libertarians. Silone: shonld
be forced to make a public statement ag

(Tura to lest page) . .
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The (P Faithful Get a Rundown-and-out on the Line —

Uncle Milty at the Jeff School

By GECRGE POST

Every Wednesday evening for the past
month, the Stalinist faithful and cloase
sympathizers in New York have been
meeting at the Jefferson School to listen
to a number of leading party hacks ex-
plain the Russian 20th Party Congress
to them. A LABOR ACTION correspondent
infiltrated the third of these meetings
on Mavech 21 by the clever ruse of paying
the $1 admission fee,

The speaker for the evening was Mil-
ton Howard, one of the literati entrust-
ed with putting out the Daily Worker,
‘and his subject was “Paths to Social-
ism.” The hall was crowded with about
'300. truth-seekers, part of the audience
‘having to be accommodated in the base-
‘ment where they listened-to Howard’s
‘woice piped to them appropriately from
‘abova,

In addition to a few independent Stal-

inistz and a few anti-Stalinist radicals
present, those attending seemed to be
from that petty-bourgeoisie which has
been the backbone of the CP in New
“York City, sprinkled with types who
-were the backbone of the International
Workers Order, cultural isolates who are
mnot really fully aware that the CP in
1956 is not exactly the same organiza-
tion which the Socialist Party's langzuage
federations were instrumental in found-
ing in 1919,

Those expecting much in the way of
edification were disappointed by the for-
mal part of Howard's talk. I¥ was filled
with dull "basic lessons,” half-developed
ideas, and parrotings of the line of the
:20th Parfy Congress.

After engaging in a 25-minute lecture
on the contradiction between the social

Raid CP ——

(Contigued from page 1)

+he CP have been blown sky-high in con-
-fusion over the Russian revelations on
Stalin and have been shaken loose from
.their moorings of party loyalty by the im-
pact of these gonfessions, when dispute
‘arid debafe arg extending even into the
“Dally Worker's public columns—just ot
this time the U. 5. government comes_to
the rescue with a move which is guaran-
teed to solidarize their ranks, give them
something to rally round, toke their at-
tention off their inner troubles, and make
it twice as hard for any of them to make
the hard break.

Ironically, the Daily Worker's manag-

ing editor Alan Max, caught in the
midst of the “soft” line promulgated by
the 20th Congress, complained to report-
ers that the seizure was only a “rever-
sion” to MecCarthyism, whereas “this
country ended the violations of Me-
Carthyism, except for such reversions as
this.”
* The picture of America that this seiz-
ure creates in the eyes of the world (and
of Amevicans) is Indicrous. The govern-
ment in its majesty finds it necessary to
invent such flimsy excuses in order to
close down a CP so weak and discredited
that they could find only four headquar-
ters (if that many) worth closing in the
whole country. Agents sent to Newark to
do the job there couldn’t find anything
to seize,

All that'will be accomplished in the
rest of the world is to strengthen the
Stalinists by giving them a companion-
piece to exhibit alongside the embarrass-
ing disclosures of Stalin’s “monstrous”
eXCesses,

The enormity of it all is compounded
“when, as we write this, It Is announced
lor claimed) that this action was taken
on his own by one Donald Moysey, who is
“merely director for Lower Manhattan
“{where the CP national headquorters are
‘located) of the internal-revenue division
of the Treasury Department,

Aceording to these reports, Washing-
ton officials claim “they did not even
know whether the [Communist] party
and the newspaper actually owed any
taxes” and that the amount of taxes
levied “were arbitrary figures arrived
to force disclosure of the Communists’
finances,”

Asked about the neo-Palmer Raids, the
“Hederal Internal Revenue Commissioner
thesitated and then said: “Well, I guess
T'1l have to take responsibility for them.”

Will they? Has this country gone so
far that they can get away even with
this, without exeiting a storm from ene-
mies of Stalinism who are also enemies
of a home-grown police state?

production of the socially necessary
product and the private ownership of
the means of production, in order to
demonstrate how socialism arises in the
first place, Howard threw out some va-
garies about the relationship between
socialism and democraey.

Then he turned his gaze upon The
Two Errors of Marx and The Two Ma-
Jor Contributions of Lenin. The two
errors were Marx's belief thal the so-
cialist revolution would oceur first in one
of the Western advanced capitalist coum-
tries (so said this ignoramus) and his
notion that the socialist revolution would
have to be an international one spread-
ing from country to country. And Lenin
{not the Lenin of real life, of course, but
the Lenin of “Lenin’s Struggle for the
No-Strike pledge,” a common figure for
readers of the Staliinst press) corrected
these two errors by his understanding
that socdialism would come first where
capitalism was weakest and that of
coyrse “socialism in one- country” was
possible, especially when that country
was backward Russia. \

At this last point Howard, gogging a
bit on what was even for him too ridicu-
lous, commented that in waging the
“struggle" for these fwo theories, espe-
cially that of "“secialism in one country,”
Lenin was aided by Stalin—and that one
must acknowledge this "'contribution” of
Stalin, But he carefully qualified this bit
of information by declaring that atter all
“it weas only my opinion.”” (He meant: “my
opinion at the moment.")

Having now spent about 85 per cent
of his time saying almost nething, How-
ard proceeded to repeat the 20th Party
Congress formula on “the peaceful and
parliamentary transition to socialism.”
And then he added a postseript to all this
concerning the CP's curvent position on
civil liberties. b

ON THE RUNWAY

He let his listeners into a secret
which had previously not been leaked
to the public — the Stalinists were
absolute civil-libertarians. Furthermore,
they are about to tell the entire world
this in the fortheomihg April issue of
the independent Stalinist magazine
Monthly Review. (The Monthly Review
posed a series of questions on ‘socialism
and civil liberties almost a year ago—
and the CP had studiously avoided an-
swering them up until the present.)
Howard said that in this article, the CP,
of course, comes out “in favor of the
Bill of Rights"” which would continue in
force wunder “socialism” and declares
that under “socialism" one would not
only be free to pose alternative ideas on
“how much socialism,” ete., but would
be free to advocate the return to capi-
talism.

He was jn that expansive, madcap,
generous mood where he was rarin' to
concede anybody's right to advocate the

return of anything—of ecapitalism . , ,

of democracy ... . of Peter Ibbetson . . .
or almost anything, with the possible ex-
ception of the return of Stalin's medal-
lions to the Museum in Moscow. Nobody
asked him about that.

But the real fun of the evening began in
the question period. Released from his
prepared hack address, Howard allowed
himself o become a cigar-store Romeo
playing up #o the middleaged Juliets in
the audience.

After having gone through the pre--

tense of gathering questions from the
multitude, Howard “answered” precise-
ly two questions: “What do the Russian

Silone’s Politics = —

{Continued fram page 7)

to whether he agrees or disagrees with
Hookism on civil liberties, now that he
has gone out of his way to solidarize
himself with “particularly Sidney Hook.”
Sidney Hook."

Pacifist and libertarian! “In no cen-
tury have words heen perverted from
their natural purpose of putting man in
touch with man as they are today,"” says
Don Paolo in Bread and Wine. “To speak
and to deceive (often to deccive oneself)
have become almost synonymous.”

And an old man says later: “Each one
of us has within himself his own thief,
or his own worm, or his own hail. . . .
One must frankly admit that in the post-
war years the circumstances were ideal
for the thieves, worms, and hail that
each one of us carries about within him.
But that does not absolve any of us of

-responsibility.”

events mean?” and “How did the Yugo-
slavian ervor happen?' As for all other
questions, he shrugged them aside by
courageously telling the audience: “They
are very good; some I can't answer be«
cause of time considerations, some be-
cause [ don't know the answer. Come
back in a year or two and I may be able
to deal with them then." (Laughter.)

The gist of Howard’s answer to the
first question was that he didn't know
more than the audience. Coming out (as
it were) onto the runway, Howard bared
his breast to the audience and told them
that he did not know what was going on
in Russia. Then he proceeded to explain
these events he did not understand—for,
of course, loyal Stalinist hack that he is,
he had to accept the official story and
make sense out of it. His version went
something like this: Stalin committed
many mistakes, in particular that of one-
man leatlership. This arose partially due
to capitalist encirclement, ete., but par-
tially also because of Stalin’s ego. Re-
pressive measures had been utilized—
but they were mow a thing of the past.

IN THE CONFESSIONAL

Then warming to his task, he asked a
question which brought down the house,
with the ticket-holders below stomping
their feet and langhing out loud. Howard
insinuatingly inquired: “Where were the
present collective leadership when all
these mistakes were going on? Were they
afraid of being killed? Probably, Were
they cowards? I don't know. Where were
they, for that matter, since their bar-
mitzvahs?" (Why watch Uncle Milty
Berle when you can have Milty How-
ard?)

After the rousing success of this foray,
Howard decided to use ‘Self-Efface-
ment” as the next gambit. Having de-
terminedly practiced self-eriticism for
years, of eourse, he was equal to the
task. He decided to show all how even
the lower-level leaders of the American
CP had been like Stalin and had utilized
repressive measures. And he told the fol-
lowing story whose moral is plain:

"Once upon a Hime, not foo long ago, |
utifized repressive measures ogoinit a
writer for the Daily Worker who had sub-
mitted @ movie review of a Russian film,
The review not only was highly critical
of the movie, it criticized the political

line of the film, which had glerified some
Russian naval hero who everyome: knew
was @ skunk—a Russion skunk.” (Laughter
for a full minwte. Woman next o me
whispers: "Now he is free to say it.")

"l suppressed the movie review after
Alan Max ond myself hod gone fo the
movie ourselves. By the way, we got in
free, because the monager saw who we
were and knew we would give the film a
favorable review. We slept through it and
then came back ond wrote a letter fo the
reviewer telling him that we could nof
print the review."

After more of the same, a woman oot
up from the audience and requested a
moment to ask a question. It was grant-
ed, Obviously quite upset by the entire
affair, she suggested that if eriticism
was the word of the hour, then wasn't it
obvious that one had to be eritical of the
criticism leveled by the Russian leaders
against Stalin? And of course Howard,
keeping everyone happy, said: “A very
interesting point which we all should
consider,”

LET'S ALL CONSIDER IT

In answer to the guestion about Yugo-
slavia’s fall-from-grace and rise into the

holy eircle once again, Howard attribut= .

ed the fall to Stalin’s ego. Not a mention
of Beria, who up to yesterday, had been
the devil who had committed the das-
tardly crime of saying that Tito was a
nogoodnik. On this note the meeting ad-
journed,

But all was not over. A loud, powerful
voice was heard demanding three min-
utes to speak, which was granted. The

doice identified itself as belonging to

William Mandell, a former teacher at
the Jefferson School, and an occasional
contributor to Sweezy's Monthly Review.
He told the story of how he had been ex-
pelled from his teacher’s post at the
Jefferson Schoal because he had made
slightly critical remarks about the Soviet
Union, and he demanded reinstatement
at the school. For that matter, he said,
the students of the Jefferson School
should work for academic freedom at the
school itself. i

When he had completed his statement,
Howard replied: “A very interesting
point which we all should consider,” and
on his way out called to Mandell, *Good
point, Mandell.” At that point one ex-
pected the Stalinists and the independent
‘Stalinists to link arms and sing a chorls
of “Solidarity Forever.”

There was no question that the evening
had been memcrable for ai. Outside, in
the slusk en Sixth Avenue, one woman was
overheard saying to her companion: "The
man’s right, We've been too dogmatic.
We'll have to learn how think!™

Good point, lady.

Kefauver and the Liberals — —

{Continved from page 11

what it is, even the most liberalistic pro-
gram is bound to get ground to bits and
be thrown out in unrecognizable condition
if this party is put back inte power, even
i¥ we ossume the undemagegic sincerity
of o candidate,

If Stevenson were to suddenly eome up
with a rip-snorting program to save the
poor farmers, tear up the Taft-Hartley
Act and go back to Wagner, for a capi-
tal levy, vast school program, and strict
enforcement of the law against the
Southern racists as well as a democratic
foreign policy instead of the Acheson-
Dulles lunacy—if he came out for all
that he could rightly be charged with
having compounded his political pusil-
lanimity with demagoguery. From all
the evidence it appears that he is an
“enlightened” conservative who has been
terribly misunderstood only on one re-
spect. His liberal-labor supporters have
insisted on believing that he is at least
something like them, when he really isn’t
at all. What befits Kefauver would be for
Stevenson transparent pelitical trickery.

But Kefauver can point to his record,
and it is indeed, it must be admitted, the
record of one of the least conservative
of the Demoecrats in Congress. (This is
as clese as one can get td talking about
liberals there.) We remember that Ke-
fauver, at least, was one of those who
held out against the Humphrey “Com-
munist Control Act.” We recall that he
spoke out on the Kutcher pension case.

As we pointed out several weeks ago,
Kefauver has been there right along as
the most logical candidate for liberals
mnd liblabs who within their own narrow
limitations want to support a capitalist-
party candidate in the field. It is only
now when, without their aid, Kefauver
has shown strength that some of them
are now turning to take a second look at
him.

It is a noteworthy example of what
radical sociologists have often pointed
out about the liberals and which consid-
erably infuriates them when it is said:

These “powerless people”. love to pride
themselves on their objectivity and
powers of intellectual diserimination, as
against the Ignorant Masses who are
swayed by “emotion” and other non-
scientific motivations; but in real life,
like all middle-class elements, there are
none more than liberals so easily taken
into camp by power, raw power. Nothing
succeeds with them like success. They
were born to be camp-followers, for they
have no program of their own that can
hang together.

But the Minnesota result is of more
immediate importance for another rea-
SOn.

If Stevenson demonstrates increasingly
that he cannot win the nemination, or that
if he does he will really be a weak candi-
date for the Democrats this year, the re-
percussions may go far beyond a simple
reshufie among the party leadership with
another generally acceptable candidate
getting the ned.

After all, the more Stevenson cleaves
to his line in the face of Kefauver’s evi-
dent successes, the more it becomes clear
that he is the candidate above all of the
conservative wing of the Democratic
Party. Liberal-labor forees who were
willing to have him woo the Southern
leadership 2s long as they felt reason-
ably sure that it was their man making
a deal with the enemy for their mutual
advantage cannot help but feel different~
ly if he turns out to be as much the
“enemy’s” man as theirs. If the Minne-
sota experience should be repeated in
California it woild become fairly clear
that, at this moment, the American pub-
lic is ready to listen to something quite
different from the subtle nnances of lib-
eral conservatism versus conservative
liberalism.

This could mean real trouble for Dem-
ocratic Party unity. For mething could
be so explosive as a running together of
the two streams of the Negro stroggle
for equality and a struggle for political,
economic and social gains by the workers
and poor farmers,
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