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Hungarian Workers and Youth

Shake Bases of World Stalinist Power
In Stormy Mass Rallies and Open Revolt

By HAL DRAPER

The nationalist revolt of the Polish CP regime against Moscow,
plus the gathering forces of social diseontent with the Polish regime
itself, make two sides of the biggest blowup registered so far against

the system of Stalinist power.

The important thing is that there are evidently two fights going
on in Poland, intertwined, not just one. !

. It is big—bigger than the East
German.July days or than the Yu-.
* ‘gostav-break of 1948--bigger than

both of these combined; because
the Polish events, which have gone
in virtually a straight line from
Poznan to Gomulka's cold coup, include
both of these phengmena, wrapped into
one fused bomb and set ticking. It is
bigger in revolutionary potential, in a
totalitarian system which has been rock-
ing in eonvulsions since the death of its
boss Stalin. After him, the deluge.

The two fronts in Poland are the na-
tionalist (against Russia) and the social
{internal). It is the-combination that gives
the Polish blowup its special character
and dynamie, not yet seen in such mas-
give form in any of the East European
states, not excepting Yugoslavia or East
Germany.

In: addition, Poland is the heart of the

whére East Germany is on its Western
mareches and even Yugoslavia was rela-
tively in the Balkan hinterland. It is the
heart geographically; it is the heart in-
dustrially and economically; it is the
heart also of the most advanced sections
of the East European proletariat.

True, no prediction of imminent so-
cial-revolutionary explosion is involved
necessarily in saying all this; we need
set no time-coefficient for the unfolding
of the process of disintegration of the
Stalinist power, especially since, as this
is written, it is not even known whether
Russia will attempt to use force or other
forms of involuntary pressure to make
the Poles back down.

But then, after all, when the Titoist
break of 1948 took place and its disinte-

grative potentialities on the Stalinist
structure were evident, it would have
been equally rash to predict that the
galloping disease of Titoism would have
broken the Moscow empire apart in any
given number of years. In point of fact,
the national-Stalinist dissidents in the
other satellites were throttled back; the
ecrumbling barrel was hooped up again
with steel. But still it was the Belgrade-
Moscow split of 1948 that. pointed to the

“East Europeaii enipire“of the Stalinists; ~ end of Staltnlan,

gk

But as*we have sald, the Polish events

There are a half dozen vital aspects
of these great events that we have not
touched on In this Issue; they will be
dealt with next week. That includes:
the reaction of Washington circles and
of the Vatican: the double role being
ployed by Tito; the promises in Poland
of "economie Titelsm'™ and whet they
mean; the background of Gomulka end
Nagy—who are they?

And obove all: the Impoct of the
Polish and Hungarian fight on the dis-
integration of the whole Russion empire
in Europe.

are already bigger than the Yngoslaw
development. It is not just Titeism, but
Titoism PLUS, The “plus” is even more
important te ws, as socialists. Bat let us
first see something about the Titoism.

By Titoism, of course, we méan na-
tional-Stalinism—the drive behind the
subdictators and satellite Stalinist leads
ers to themselves assume- full power in
their native bailiwicks; not as branch
agents._ helping.a foreign. exploiter-milk

the country, but'as the leader of & native

ruling elass that wants -the full fruits of
exploitations for itself. 2

It is the analogue (only an analogue) '
of the forces within the world of capi-
talist imperialism which push a colonial
bourgeoisie to wish national indepen-
dence so that it can develop the revenue,
perquisites and power of any self-re-
specting capitalist class that feels prop-
erly resentful if some foreigner exploits
“its"” workers instead of letting it ex-
ploit its “own"” workers itself.

It is not a question merely of phrases
like “the Polish road to socialism,” which
can act as symbols of national strivings
or can cover up suppression of these
strivings, In the immediate post-war
period when the self-styled “Popular

[Continued on poge &)

Hungary's Titoist” Uses Russian Guns to Save Regime

Hungary has now added a new lesson to the pattern of the two
fronts of struggle which are going on both there and in Poland.

Imre Nagy—the “Titoist,” the “Gomulka” of Hungary—in whose
name the masses of Budapest have been demonstrating against Russian
rule and the Stalinist regime—took over the premiership Tuesday night
in the face of mass fighting, and the first thing he did was to call in
Russian troops to shoot down the people, The Russians obliged.

As we go to press, Hungary is secing
the biggest and most heroic pitched bat-
tle against the dictatorship that has bro-
ken out anywhere under the Stalinist
powet, Russian planes, tanks and cannon
had to be called in by Nagy evidently
because the Hungarian armed forces
could not be used:against the peaple.
According to one report from Washing-
ton; the Russisne-even had to bring in
reinforcements from their Rumanian
bases. Hundreds are teported killed, in
the fighting which has spread _frum
Budapest to the prov’mces.‘There is no
knowledge of where the resistance ﬁgh?—
ers have gotten their arms, though ll]_.dl‘
cations are it was from the Hungarian
army itself, nor of how organized these
forces - were in.anticipation of such a

- struggle. The Moscow radio ascribes it

to - well-prepared: 'underground move-
ments. - .

As the ending of heavy fighting was
announced, a N. Y. Times dispatch said:
“In Budapest the last fighting was con-
centrated in the workers' district of
Angyalfoeld, according to the Budapest
radio.” )

A London Times-N. Y. Times dispatch
said: "“In the suburbs the rebels attacked
factories dnd succeeded in capturing a
few. Two of the biggest, the Ganz ma-

chine workers and the Caspel iron works
were recaptured by government troops
after a three-hour fight, the government
said,”

This government version probably
means the workers tock over these fac-
tories and used them as bases, The Mos-
cow radio admitted: “In many industrial
enterprises Iworkers offered armed resist-
ance."”

PARALLEL

To see Hungary in perspective with
Poland, put the following in” parallel
columns:

For Poland's Bierut, put Hungary's
Rakosi. (Bierut died in Mosecow of a
disease which may or may mot be known
to medical science, at the time of the
20th Congress. Rakoesi, still alive, has

-

N.Y. Meeting on the Stalinist Crisis
- FRIDAY, Nov. 2—Hear MAX SHACHTMAN on

THE STALINIST CRISIS IN POLAND AND HUNGARY
8:30 p.m. at Adelphia Hall (Rm. 10-B), 74 Fifth Av. (ar. 14 St.), N.Y.C.

been deposed-from leadership of the CP.

For Poland’s Ochab, who succeeded
Bierut, put Hungary's Erno Gero. (Both
are true-blue Stalinist hatchetmen, col-
laborators of the men they- succeeded,
who were put in to quiet dissent but in
the hope of changing nothing.)

For Poland’s Gomulka, put Hungary’s
Imre Nagy. (Both are hard Stalinista
who symbolize the Titoist aspirations in
the CP plus stress on more relaxation.)

Just as in Poland the butt of the anti-
Moseow movement of the people is
Rokossovsky, so in Hungary the natural
butt is Rakosi. In Warsaw the cry is
“Rokossovsky back to Russia,” since he
1s a citizeh of the USSR and a Kremlin
stooge. In’ Budapest, the cry is tp put
Rakosi on trial for his erimes. ’

Up to Tuesday, while in Paland Gomulka
had already taken over the reins, in Hung-
ary Gero was fighting bock to the wall,
But the stormy action of the mass demon=
strations in the streets continued, and he
had to throw in the reserves in the shape
of Nagy, who became premier while Sore
#till remained at the head of the cr,

. During Tuesday riotous demonstra-
tions of hundreds of thousands had gone

iContinued on page 7}
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tevenson and the H-Bomb:

(SRR EE

- A Fast Grab at the Peace’ Issue

By SAM TAYLOR

For these final weeks of the campaign, Stevenson had to have an
issue: at any rate, he had to do something. He is running behind, aceord-

ing to indications.

At the same time, political observers have once more been docu-
menting the power of the “peace” issue as a prime element in Eisen-
hower’s popularity, especially in the Midwest. Stevenson proceeded to

discover the “peace issue” and to
concretize it in his H-bomb pro-
posal and draft suggestion.
Stevenson originally made his
proposal for banning H-bomb tests

last April and spoke of considering
an end to the. draft at the American Le-
gion-convention in the beginning of Sep-
tember. But it appeared unlikely then
that they would play any big role in the
tampaign.

Some of the “professionals” in the
Stevenson. braintrust = are. reported to
have great doubts about these issues
since they challenge Eisenhower's mili-
‘tary judgment, and they felt that it
would backfire. But they must have been
silenced  when asked “What alternative
‘do you have?”

Now that.the decision was made to go
ahead, the H-bomb and draft proposals

are being presented as matters of great
principle.

But if they are a question of principle, -

they are of recent vintage. Stevenson
never insisted on mor tried to incorporate
this “principle” into the Democratic Par-
ty’'s platform. In fact there is no hint of
this “principle” in that.document. In fact,
precisely the opposite “principle” is to be
found.

The heart of the Democratic plank on
“national defense” repeats the same old
bipartisan shibboleths on armed strength
to deter wars: “We stand for strong de-
fenses forces so. clearly superior in mod-
ern weapons to those of any possible
enemy that our armed strength will
make an attdck upon the free world un-
thinkable and thus be a major force for
peace.”

Thomas K. Finletter, secretary of the

Air Force under the Truman adminis-
tration and one of the leading Stevenson
backers in New York City, set forth his
views on atomic weapens before the
platform committee at the Democratic
convention, He ealled upon the commit-
tee. to adopt a plank stating that “our
air-atomic power at all times and at
whatever cost shall be clearly superior
by a substantial margin to that of -any
other country in the world.”

IS. HE‘'SERIQUS?.

There is no record, on the other hand,
that Stevenson put forth his proposals
for consideration. Instead he raises it
now, as the election seems to be slipping
away, just as in 1952 Eisenhower sprang
the one about going to Korea.

Stevenson has presented the banning
of large-scale nuclear weapons tests
from two angles: first, the danger of
radioactive fallout, and second, seizing
the initiative in making a disarmament

proposal.

The only real service which Sievenson
has performed in his entire campaign

-stems. from . the publicity which he thus

gives to the fallout problem. His H-bomb
preposal is couched primarily in terms. of
this danger.

Z But if Stevenson is serious in stating
these dangers, present and potential,
then he completely reverses. himself
when he-adds in. the next breath, as he
always does, that in the event the Rus- "
sians continue to test these large-scale
weapons the U. S, should do the same
and- thereby continue:to poison the at-
masphere. -

Either these bombs are threatening
present and future generations from a
medical, and not only a military, stand-
point and they should be stopped,or else
the proposal is doubletalk.

The Republicans, from Eisenhower on
down, have met this modest disarmament
proposal with a flood of vilification and
slander. They know why the proposal
was made and they are out to destroy
its effectiveness.

Eisenhower called it a “pie in the sky!
proposal, an “illusion,” and Nixon found

"it to-be “catastrophic nonsense” endan-

gering . the security of the:nation.

But it remained for David Lawrence,
the right-wing columnist writing in the
October 19 N, Y. Herald Tribune, to show
how the Republicans would really like
to handle it: “Moscow does not need any
Communist Party in the U. 8. to espouse
her cause on H-bomb tests . . . several
Democratic leaders now are doing all the
espousing necessary to mislead millions
of voters.” This is pure-and-simple Me-
Carthyism. y

However, aside from the Republican
counter-punches, there is still the gques-
tion of just what Stevenson is proposing.

Is he calling for an end-to the testing
of the super-H-bombs of the 10- to
20-megaton variety or all H-bombs? Or

[Turn fo last pagel

t's the Same Stale Phrases About '

By GORDON HASKELL

Last week LABOR ACTION pointed out that “Nobody’s Talking
Abont Foreign Policy.” The Reporter currently features an article justly

entitled *Peace—The

Forgotten Issue.” But a
made a speech at Cincinnati described by the hostile New York Times-

few days ago.Stevenson

as one-of the most effective of the campaign, and its subject was . . .

foreign policy.

 And, says the Times, the re-
sponse: to this speech was so sen-
sational that ‘“Stevenson Maps
Sweeping Attack on Foreign Pol-
iey™ as the big issue for the closing
weeks of the campaign.

Stevenson needs a big issue for the
closing weeks, as he has had none during
the opening months of the campaign. It
may be that he bhas decided the closest
he can come to it is in the very impor-
tant issue of H-Bomb tests, on which LA
comments elsewhere in this issue.

His Cincinnati speech was vigorous and
aggressive and full of all kinds of exeel-
lent preachments, warnings, adjurations
and resolutions. Surely neither Stevenson
nor his supporters in the liberal-labor
wing of the Democratic Party will - have
any objection if we look at it closely for
the purpose of finding out what policies
Stevenson is proposing for adoption in
place of those of the Republicans.

To begin with, Stevenson painted a
pretty dark picture of the present state
of affairs as far as Ameriga's position
in the world is concerned. In fact, one
would not exaggerate things much if one
were to say that Stevenson claims
America, in its foreign affairs at least,
is going to hell in a basket and fast:

Korea and Indochina remain divided,
and America is paying the bill. Commu-
nism and neutralism are gaining in Cey-
lon, Burma and Indonesia. In India, there
have been too many ambassadors during
the past tew years. NATO is declining
in-influence, and “France has withdrawn
most of her NATO forces to North Af-
rica,” for reasons Stevenson did not
bother to mention. As far as he “can dis-
cover, we have been of no help whatso-
aver in settling” the “dispute” in Cyprus.
leeland wants American troops to go
home, and to eap it all “America’s rela-
tions with its oldest and strongest allies,
Britain and France, are more fragile
than they have been in a gencration or
‘more.”

‘Well, that covers quite a bit of the
field. Things are bad, ome must admit,
and get worse as We read on afid find

-

that instead of a wictory at Suez, what
hzs been poing on is that Russia has
“gained welcome to the Near and Middle
East.”

Now, before we discuss the “positive”
part of candidate Stevenson’s speech, it
should be noted that he does not even
blame the Republicans particularly for
all the things that have gone wrong with
American foreign policy. He just lists
some of the most glaring weaknesses of
the American position in the world, and
lets it go at that.

The only point at which he gets close
to being specific is his charge with re-
gard to the shuttling of ambassadors to
New Delhi, and another passage in
which he says that “I cannot remember
any other series of diplomatic strokes so
erratic, naive and clumsy as the events
of the past few years through which
Russia gained welcome to the Near and
Middle East.”

Actually, in this portion of the speech,
Stevenson is not protesting any specific
aspect of Republican foreign policy so
much as the attempt of Eisenhower to
claim that things are going well in this
field as part of his campaign for re-
election.

SAMPLE OF PROSE -

Stevenson is quite right to denounce
Republican attempts to cover up the dis-
integration- of capitalist imperialism and
of America’s position of overlord in it
The only guestion is: with what policies
are the past ones to be replaced?

That is where we get down to the
kernel of the speech: “We need to be
called to labor, not lulled with rosy and
misleading assurances that all is well”
We need “Fresh ideas and creative
thinking,” not old methods, old think-
ing, and old slogaps.” There must be
“honest criticism” of the mistakes of the
past, but with it goes “a clear respomsi-
hility to state a constructive alternative.”
Stevenson in all modesty continues to
say that he has “no slick formula, no
patent medicine, to cure our problems.”

Well, all that sounds fine. I for one
will always go with the man with fresh

ideas and creative thinking, and I also
favor responsibility for eritics. Further,
there is no doubt that the world presents
many knotty praoblems, mest of wWhich
are impervious fo slick formulas or pat+
ent medicines.

From statesmen and leaders worth
their salt one can expect, however, if
not a slick formula, then a rough out-
line or a hint of what should be done in
eritical areas of foreign affairs.

What one might expect is not a finished
program, in the sense of its being worked
out to the last billion dollars and the last
bureau in the table of organization, but
just a series of concrete proposals as to
the general method by which America
should start moving in new directions in
her foreign policy. 1

Iz that what Stevenson offered at Cin-
cinnati? Well, not quite. As & matter of
fact, he was rather far from it.

To tell the truth, he sounded a bit
more like the Eisenhower of 1852 than
the man with fresh ideas and creative
thinking.

PETERING OUT

He proposed what one might, for lack
of a better term, eall a six-point pro-
gram, and in all honesty we reproduce it
condensed but not stripped of a single
fresh or creative idea, or even & con-
crete propesal along the lines of an old
one.

“Pirst, our enfire military establish-
ment must be re-examined. . . . There is
much evidence that we don’t have the
military establishment we need now . . .
a restudy of the Selective Service system
to find, if posszible, some better way of

meeting our manpower requirements...".

Sounds a bit like the good old Eisen-
hower idea of “studying” every problem
instead of proposing a program to solve
it, does it not? .

Second came a restatement of his H-
bomb proposal which is discussed else-
where.

Third eame a proposal that “we act,
and act fast, to meet the challenge of the
underdeveloped eountries.” Here, at last,
it would seem, iz a proposal for action,
even for fast action, rather than for re-
examination and study. What action?

“We must do better than we have been
doing.” I'll buy that any day. “And the
way to begin is to umderstand the hopes
and fears of these peoples and to werk
out with them new relationships based
on cooperation and trust and mutual
respect....” *

resh ldeas’

That one sort of petered out, didn't it?
The fast action, it appears, lies in quick-

-1y beginning to understand the fears and

hopes of other nations,:

“Point Tour ‘dosan’t! start quite 8 Tasty — -

but it ends just as vaguely: “We must
breathe mew life into the Atlantic com-
munity . . . let us recognize elearly that
cooperation in defense implies and de-
mands cooperation in political and eco-
nomie affairs as well. And in the neglect
of these matters lies the explanation of
the declining .vigor of the alliance.”

That one should be put side by side
with the high tariff plank in the Demo-
cratic Party program.

FRESH AS METHUSELAH

Point five: “l propose a fresh approach
to the problems of the world economies.”
(Here we go again.)

“This new approach must take account
of the almost universal desire for eco-
nomic development and must rest solidly
on the prineiple of mutual advantage. I,
am more interested in practical meas-
tres than in global plans for solving all
the world’s problems by some master
stroke. I am impressed, for example, by
the possibilities of a world food bank
as a means of aiding economic develep=
ment and putting our agricultural sur-
pluses to work."”

The “principle of mutual advantage'
is about as “fresh” and “new” in world
economies as it is in the domestic vari-
ety. And, however much you or [ may
be “impressed” by one or another scheme
for working off the agricultural sur-
pluses, as voters we might like to know
whether a man who seeks the presidency
iz for it or against it, especially after
we have found out that he is for bold-
ness and leadership as against timidity
and abdication of leadership.

Point six is a bit more positive. It pro-
poses “that the American government
deal openly, frankly, henestly with the
American people.” To that we can only
say “amen,” and, perhaps add “and con-
mwly-“

Well, that is Stevenson’s big opening
contribution on foreign policy. From all
reports, it had the assembled Democrats
in Cineinnati standing on {their chairs
with enthusiasm.

Surely it is enough to convince one
that, however much Stevenson may talk
about foreign policy, it is quite true that
the central questions of Ameriea’s for-
eign poliey are the “forgotten issue” and
are not being discussed in this campaign
by anyone.

=



By OWEN ROBERTS

London, .Oct. 18

When the delegates to the Labor Party amnual conference ended
their week of debate, discussion and verbalfisticuffs earlier this month,
thev had covered a very wide range of subjeects. Domestic policy, foreign
and colonial affairs and party organization all received consideration

in some form or another.

In order to present a concise and objective report the most conve-

nient method is to group the con-
ference proceedings under main
headings.

FOREIGN AFFAIRS:

The Suez situation figured prom-

inently in debates on foreign af-
fairs and, with only one delegate regis-
tering a vote in opposition, a resolution
was adopted which condemned the Brit-
jsh government's policy and expressed
the view that British policy must keep
in line with the United Nations Charter
and have as its object a peaceful settle-
thent by pegotiation.

Delegate John Hoymes won applause
when, seconding the resolution, he said:
“Even if the United Nations sanction the
use of force as well os economic sanc-
#ions the Labor Porty must do everything
in its power to oppose such actions. Qur
slogan must be peace, and not war.”

A resolution calling for fresh efforts
by the “four powers" to settle-the _Ger-
man problem on the basis of reunifica-
tion, free elections and the withdrawal
of both NATO and Russian forces was
passed by the delegates; as was another
resolution ealling for Feductions in arms
dxpenditure and the size of the armed
forces. An amendment which stated that
the “spread of the social revolution is
wrongly identified with Russian aggres-
sion and that the danger of war comes
from the forces of capitalism which are
fighting it’" was defeated.

Another resolution, moved by the La-
bor member of Parliament Konni Zillia-
eug, who was recently readmitted to the

arty after being expelled for his pro-
liriist policies, was also defeated. This
resolution stated that the challenge of
Communism was soefal and not military
and it urged the Labor Party to discuss
questions “relating to peace and inte}'n_a-
tional cooperation” with the ) Stalinist
parties of Russia and its satellites.

Replying to Zilliacus the spokesman
for the Party Executive, Sam Watson,
asked the conference delegates to reject
the resolution because the recent changes
in Russia were not fundamental but
stemmed from the weaknesses in Rus-
sia’s political constitution.

#One need only consider the Poznan
pising to realize that no deep or solid
changes in the social system have oc-
turred in Eastern® Burope,” smd.‘ the
Executive speaker.

Suegestions that the Labor Party hold

by the Marxeid Mummers
“The Three Dollar Farce"

an ‘amazxingly unanalyticel view
of the election cdmpaign

The New York Independent
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witches af our
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official diseussions with the Communist
parties of Eastern Europe were “woolly
thinking” and would mean a united front
with the British Communist Party by a
baekdoor method, he said.

The conference also passed a resolufion
calling for the abolition of all nucleor
bomb tests ‘and pledging the Labor Party
to work for the abolition of all atomic
weapoens. - -

It rejected, by 5,217,000 votes to 1,680,-
000 a resolution demanding the immedi-
ate abolition of compulsory military
service but supported a demand for a
reduction in the period of national armed
service and gave peneral support to the
Parliamentary Labor Party’s demand
that conscription should end in-1958.

ON NATIONAL FREEDOM

CoLoNIAL POLICY :

The conference adopted a policy decu-
ment which pledged the next Labor gov-
.ernment to direct all colonial govern-
ments to remove all administrative and
statutory racial diseriminations except
those expressly designed to protect un-

yderprivileged racial groups. Colonial ed-
ucation authorities, it said, must accept
the principle that education at all levels
should be multi-racial. Politically there
must be parity of franchise and repre-
sentation, with the ultimate aim of com-
mon electoral rolls, universal adult fran-
chise on the principle of One Person,
One Vote.

“Europeans and Asians,” it said,
“must be prepared to ultimately accept
unqualified African equality as the only
permanent basizs for democracy.”

On the situation in Cyprus the confer-
ence aoccephted a resolution condemning
the Tory government's octions ond calling
upon the Parliamentary Laber Party to
press for a solution to the Cyprus problem
founded wpeon "self-determination for the
Cypriots.”

A resolution demanding equality of
justice in Kenya, and demanding the im-

mediate appointment of a commission to
inguire into the severe and brutal pun-
ishments inflicted upon non-Europeans,
was also passed. Moving the resolution,
delegate J. Papworth delcared that *if
we want to keep Russian influence out of
Africa, we must stop practising tyr-
ann}'." i

A resolution proposed by the Stalinist-
controlled Electrical Trades Union, eall-
ing for the immediate withdrawal of all
armed forces from colonial territories,
was defeated.

Jenny Lee, wife of Aneurin Bevan,
proposed a resolution whieh demanded a
considerable increase in the amount of
money allocated by the British govern-
ment to the colonies and to the United
Nations for helping the “underdeveloped
countries.”

“It is an appalling stain on Britain’s
reputation,” she said, *“that we are
spending 600 times more on armaments
and defense than we are on the special-
ized agencies of the United Nations.”
Britain was spending eight times as
much on =ending troops to Cyprus, she
said, than it was giving to these special-
ized agencies of the United Nations.

Delegates agreed with her and passed
the resolution.

South Africa, while not a colonial ter-
ritory, was debated during the discus-
sions on the colonies. A resolution asking
the next Labor government to expel
South Africa from the Commonwealth
was defeated in favor of a resolution
which, while condemning the racial poli-
cies of the South African government,
favored its continuation within the Com-
monwealth framework in the hopes that
its policies could be influenced and
altered.

DOMESTIC PROGRAM

HoME AFFAIRS:

Prominent place in the debates on do-
mestic policies was oceupied by the pol-
iey document “Homes of the Future,” a
statement on the Thousing program
drawn up by the National Executive
Committee, Thizs document, which was
accepted by the conference, proposes that
the next Labor government should take
into public ownership some six million
houses now owned by private landlords
and let out to tenants.

The take-over from the private land-
lords would be made by the local councils,
which would then operate them in the

Declaration on Colonialism

Following is the “Declavation on Ca-
lonialism”  propesed for Dependent
Peoples Freedom Day by the Socialist
International ond the TUSY. For com-
ment, see article in the Challenge on page
5.

DECLARATION ON COLONIALISM

{1) The Universal Declaration of Hu-
man Rights to be respected by all peoples
in the world, recognizes the dignity of
man and his inalienable right to choose
his own way of life provided that he does
not infringe this right for his fellowmen.

{2) The right of peoples to self-de-
termination, again provided that it does
not infringe the same right for other
peoples, and that it does not prejudice
their freedom or the peace of the world,
is a basic principle of the democratic
system of society. The Charter of the
United Nations recognizes this right.

(3) Self-determination, hitherto re-
garded by imperialist nations as a priv-
ilege, must be exercised as a right by
colenial and dependent peoples and satel-
lite countries,

(4) Colonial and dependent peoples
aim towards the realization of this right
to self-determination and of their own
dignity.

(5) The colonial rulers and imperial-
ist powers still eling to their “sacred
mission,” whether in its old or new in-
terpretations, only to justify their self-
interest and for safeguarding their dom-
ination as long as possible.

(6) As long as there are colonial pow-
ers and dependent peoples there will al-
ways be a econtinuous and persistent

struggle for freedom and against eco-
nomie enslavement.

(7) The struggle against colonial rule
is in essence the human protest against
poverty, misery, degradation and indig-
nity, which any form of imperialism
necessarily entails for the peoples under
it.

(8) But national freedom is only a
means to human freedom. The struggle
against colonialism should aim at the
emancipation from any form of exploita-
tion of man my man and at social_and
economic equality of the suffering mas-
ses and the establishment of a democrat-
ic Socialist society.

(2) The continuation of ecolonialism
and imperialism, besides economic dis-
equilibrivm and the polities of spheres
of influence, is one of the main sources
of international unrest and serves as a
constant threat to the peace of the world,

(10) All genuine demoerats fully
share with these fighters their passion-
ate desire for human rights and freedom,
and theyefore associate themselyes with
the struggle against colonial and any
other form of oppression and for a
world order free from slavery, hunger,
political terror and war.

(11) We solemnly resolve that all na-
tions and peoples of the world shall be
free and dedicate ourselves to that en-
deavor with all the strength that we com-
mand.

{12) The Asian Socialist Conference
and the Socialist International appeal
to the socialist parties all over the world
to observe Dependent Peoples Freedom
Day in the spirit of this declaration.

same way as they do the houses which
they at present build and let -out to ten-
ants. i

The policy document also promises
loans of 100 per cent through the local
couneils to people who wish to build their
own houses, providing that their housing
needs are justified. Moving this document
on behalf of the National Executive
Committee, Tony Greenwood desecribed it
az “the biggest socialization project ever
attempted in the demoeratic world.”

Leader of the building workers’ unions,
Sir Richard Coppock, agreed but remind-
ed the conference that “If you sogialize
housing you must socialize the building
of housing.” His organization, the Na-
tional Federation of Building Trade Op-
eratives, has recently published a plan
for the public ownership of building con-
struction, building materials and the
land, and is campaigning for its inclu-
sion in the Labor Party’s program.

On the question of automation in Brit-
ain's factories, a resolution was adopted
by the delegates—after initial opposition
from the National Executive Committee
—which demanded that a policy state-
ment on the subject should be produced
within the next six months. This state-

< ment, said the resolution, should provide

for “soecialist planning” and control of
automation; for consultation with the
unions before automatic machinery was
installed; for adequate compensation for
redundancy (lay offs); and for an ade-
quate prograni of technical education to
enable workers to man the new plants.

A second resolution, proposing that
automated industries should be national-
ized, was defeated on the grounds that
public ewnership of industry must rest
upon other considerations too and not
purely whether the industry is auto-
mated or not.

A policy document entitled “Towards

Equality” was adopted by the confer-
ence. This document proposes that a fu-
ture Labor government would levy a
capital-gains tax; tighten up on tax
dodging by businessmen at present car-
ried out under the guise of “business
expenses and pension schemes"; state
acquisition of property shares in lieu of
estate duty; the financing of new capital
expenditure in nationalized industries
out of their own surpluses or the govern-
ment’s budget surplus in order to avoid
“a mounting wvolume of interest pay-
ments to private lenders”; and the clos-
ing up of loopholes whereby the pay-
ment of death duties is being avoided at
present.

Another policy document, “Personal
Freedom,” was also adopted. This deals
with the rights of the individual in rela-
tion to the state, and promises that an
advisory board be set up to consider
“security” charges against workers om
arms contracts in private industry; a
review of the home secretary's power to
deport aliens; and an extension of the
free legal-aid service brought into oper-
ation by the last Labor government.

PARTY ORGANIZATION :

Most of the resolutions under this
heading were crowded out due to lack of
time. One resolution passed increases
the contributions of local Labor Parties
and national trade unions to the central
Labor Party Funds by 50 per cent,

A number of proposals to inerease the
power of local Labor Parties at the an-
nual conference, and whittle down the
power of the trade unions, were defeat-
ed; as were proposals that the loeal par-
ty organizations should hold an addi-
tional conference each year apart from
the one attended by the trade unions,

This is but a very brief review of some
of the more important aspects of the
1956 conference of the Labor Party and
is by no means exhaustive,

______NEW YORK
LABOR ACTION FORUM
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PRO and CON: DISCUSSION

Dissent—1

To the Editor:

Regarding the election statement by
the ISL (LA, Oct. 8): the concluding
paragtaphs, recommending a vote for
the Socialist Party and not for the So-
cialist Workers Party, is a tissue of ra-
tionalizations and half-truths.

To begin with, the statement is glar-

ingly deficient in detailing its criticisms -

of the SP (an essential part of eritical
support). “The Socialist Party,” says th_e
ISL éver so delicately, “maintains posi-
tions on a number of vital questions ol
the day, including its attitude toward the
war guestion, which in our opinion are
incorrect policies for the socialist move-
ment.” What are these “incorrect poli-
cies”? The plain fact, only indirectly
guggested in the statement, is that tl_le
SP supports American imperialism in
the cold war. It also supported the hot
war in Korea, as well as the counter-
Tevolution in Guatemala. I fail to see how
a support which omits these important
eriticisms of the SP carries out the ISgL‘s
expressed wish “to encourage revolution-
ary socialist positions on the vital issues
of the day.” _

Compare the polite treatment of the
SP with the forthright eriticism of the
SWP. The SWP, says the statement, is
in “rapid movement in the direction of
political eapitulation to Stalinism and
political solidarity with Stalinism in the
looming world war.” This is one reason
-why the ISL refuses to recommend a vote
for the SWP. With whom, then, will the
Sucialist Party be ¥in political solidarity
in the looming world war”? I can only
*assume that in the opinion of the ISL
it is less eriminal to support American
imperialism than to “move in the diree-
tion of political solidarity with Stalin-
ism."

The truth is that the SWP maintains
an attitude ‘mueh more independent of
and antagonistic to Stalinism than does
the SP toward American imperialism.
Compare, for example, the complete soli-
darity expressed by the SWP with the
Poznan strikers on the one hand with
the support given by the SP to the U. S.-
instigated counter-revolution in Guate-
mala. These are unpalatable truths
which are omitted in the ISL statement.

An SWP vote, says the statement, will
be interpreted as a pro-Stalinist protest
vote, because “this year sees the SWP
putting itself forward before the vofers
as, in effect, the ersatz electoral instru-
ment of pro-Stalinism in the absence of
any candidates put forward by an out-
right Stalinist or Stalinist-run party.”
There iz 2 measure of truth in this state-
ment; but a similar interpretation would
be given the vote of any ﬁe_ndgm_:y op-
posed to American imperialism, in the
gbsence of an outright Stalinist or Stal-
4nist-run party. This year the SWP has
gotten the support of such Stalinist col-
laboraters as Vincent Hallinan, Progres-
-sive Party candidate for president in
1062, Indubitably, the more successful
the SWP is in getting such support the
more its vote will be interpreted as a
pro-Stalinist vote. But this would be
completely ineorrect.

The SWP campaign is a double blow
against Stalinism, such as the 8P cam-
paign cannot be. First of all, a vote by
a Stalinist for the SWP is a vote against
popular-frontism, which has been the
official line of Stalinism since 1934, and
the unofficial consequence of its material
and theoretical base, before that., See-
ondly, a Stalinist vote for the SWP is a
sharp break with Stalinism precisély on
the Russian question. To vote for the
SWP, or even to consider the gquestion,
is a recognition that Trotskyism, the
most intransigent enemy of Stalinism, is
not only not counter-revolutionary but a
legitimate part of the revolutionary
movement. It is an admission in practice
that it is legitimate to work for the over-
throw of the ruling bureaucraey in the
Saviet Unoin. Such an admission, need-
less to say, is 2 thousand times more sig-
nificant than the, purely formal and unim-
plemented recognition of the right to
eriticize made by the Communist Party.
1 do not see how the conclusion can be
escaped that the SWP campaign is a sig-
mificant blow against Stalinism.

The same cannot be said of the So-

cialist Party campaign. A Stalinist vot-
ing for the SP does not make nearly the
same decisive break with Stalinism as
one voting for the SWP. Such a vote
(for the SP) could easily be a reflection
of the CP popular-frout line. Further-
more Stalinist prejudices against the
Socialist Party are not nearly so strong
as against the SWP; the 8P is regarded
quite rightly as a much less serious en-
emy of -Stalinism than the SWP. Con-
sider, for example, the anxiety of the CP
to “debate” with the SP and its refusal
to have anything to do with the SWP.
Moreover; a Stalinist vote for the SP is
more likely to mean a step in the direc-
tion of reformism than toward revolu-
tionary socialism.

I think a revolutionary socialist must
recommend a vote for the SWP.

There is one other less important but
significant omission in the election state-

ment of the ISL. “In this election,” it

says, “unlike previous years, the Social-
ist Party will appear on the ballot in few
states.”” With its previously noted dec-
orousness, the statement does not at-
tempt to say why the SP is on the ballot
in so few states. As the ISL well knows,
the explanation does not lie simply in
the weakness of the SP; it was the pol-
icy of the SP mot to try to get on the
ballot, but to run only a token campaign.
The 8P wants to do as little damage as
it can to the Stevenson campaign and to
its ties with the imperialistic liberals,

I helieve that the ISL statement, by
its omissions, superficiality, and ratien-
alizations, constitutes a capitulation to
the capitulators to imperialism.

One final word. I hold the “Orthodox
Trotskyist” view that the Russian state
is a degenerated workers state; at the
same time [ have been a supporter of
the ISL. It might be said that my sop-
port for the SWP candidate follows from
my position. This is probably true. But
I do not think that support for the SP
candidate necessarily follows from the
ISL “Third Camp" position. T think a
case could easily be made that the con-
trary is true. I believe the election line
of the ISL iz symptomatic of the polit-
ical direction it is taking.

S.R.
Loz Angeles, Oct, 14

To The Editor:

I was interested in your reply to Com-
rade Howard's letter on the elections.
The basic question he raised—how one
can call for writing in Hoopes and Fried-
man in states where either the SLP or
the SWP is on the ballot—remains, in
my opinion, unanswered.

No matter how important the SP’s
“name snd tradition” are, and I think
you greatly exaggerate it, ta ask somwe-
‘one to actually bother to write in Hoopes
and Friedman (assuming they could re-
‘member to spell them correctly) is an-
other gquestion.

Hoopes and Friedman dré virtually
unknown to the American public and
-stand as much for socialism in the
people’s minds as Marlen and Weisbord.
A write-in vote for Hoopes and Fried-
man in a state where another socialist
party is on the ballot is equivalent to
abstentionism and will decrease the size
of,the socialist protest vote.

Such a position can only be justified
in two ways. The first was mentioned by
Comrade Howard and properly called
“opportunistic.” The ISL should justify
its support for the SP not on the intern-
&l desires -of the ISL for unity but on
the objective needs of the working-class
movement; in the country. To do other-
wise is opportunism: .

The Second justification is based on
the proposition that independent social-
ists are -politically closer to the SP than,
say, the SWP. This point of view must
be argued either om the basis that sup-
port of American imperialism is a lesser
evil than support of Stalinist imperial-
‘ism or on the basis that the SP does not
really and consistantly suppert Ameri-
can imperialism. Anyone who makes the
first argument is no longer a third-camp
socialist. The second argument can only
be made on the basis of ignorance, or
worse, a deliberate attempt to whitewash
the SP,

The SP's stand in support of every

important imperialist policy of America
from the Marshall Plan through NATO
and the Korean War mike it absolutely
clear that there is no political bazis for
support of the SP alone in this election.

Hand in hand with the ISL's support
pf the SP goes its Stalinophobic denun-
ciation of the SWP. As everybody in the

third-camp movement knows, the SWP's-

position on the defense of Russia pre-
vents it from elearcut apposition to Stal-
inism. But to jump frem recognition. of
this To.the accusation of “continued ea-
pitulation to Stalinism’ and “ersatz pro-
Stalinism’ Is to lose one’s sense of per-
spective.

The SWP has carried out a consis-
tent campaign in support of the Poznan
workers, correctly pointing to the revolu-
tionary impact of their uprising; it has
consistantly fought the Stalinist’s peace-
ful coexistence line; the continued capit-
ulation of the American CP to the Krem-
lin’s foreign policy needs; and has sup-
ported the working class and the colonial
peoples in every one of their struggles,
Would that the SP had as good a record
towards its own ruling class as does the
SWP towards the Russian bureaucracy.

In my opinion it would make better
sense for revolutionary socialists to sup-
port the SWP in this campaign than the
SP. But sinee the real meaning of a so-
cialist vote in this election will be its
protest. nature, the most sensible advice
we third-camp socialists can give the
radieal public is to vote for any of the

socialist candidates on the ballot and in

that way express your opposition to
capitalism and the blind alley of capi-
talist polities.

Tivm WoOHLFORTH

In Reply

(1) Our two critics, whose letters are
printed above, are wrong in linking elec-
toral support with pregrammatic sup-
port of any one of the socialist sects
which'is running candiddtes in this elec-
tion.

Programmatically we Independent So-
cialists have essential disagreements
with all three (SP, SLP, SWP) and
could not support any of them if the se-
lection is to be made on & programmatic
basis. This is the point of the program-
‘matic eriticism of all three which is
made in the ISL statement. This is also
what is wrong with our two critics’' ap-
proach.

QOur recommendation to vote for the
SP candidates was specifically motivated
in the first instance as follows: “We se-
lect the SP . . . because we believe that
a vote for the SP candidates will be
most easily and widely interpreted as a
socialist protest vote in its general sense
and not because we wish to indicate any
endorsement of the SP's program or
polieies as a whale™, .. and so on.

This refers to our apiniom that work-
ers who don't wamt to vote for either
Stevenson or Eisenhpwer can he ex-
‘plained — propagandistically, if you
please—the positive alternative of & so-
cialist protest vote most easily if it -is
concretized in terms of the SP, (That's
where the SP’s “name and tradition” are
relevant. Not its program.) -::. . -

We note that- 8.R.-does: -not--refer- to
this, our motivation, at all; he is. selely
concerned with arguing whether-: he
agrees programmatically, with the, SWP
more than the SP, We note.that Comrade
Wohlforth does not mention it either,
though he includes the otherwise inex-
plicable reference to,the SP's “‘name and
tradition,”" only in connection with.the
‘question of “bother.” A= L

This motivation, which they decline.to
discuss, seems to us a valid basis for
concretizing an electoral recommenda-
tion without programmatic agreement.

(2) Comrade S.R. is not really dis-
cussing electoral policy at all, as he
seems to realize at the end of his letter,
when he more or less concedes that he
wants to support the SWP candidates
because he too holds the “Orthodox
Trotskyist” view on Russia. One can
therefore understand his leaning, if not
agree with it, but it is not a posgible
mode of approach for socialists who have
nothing in common with the SWP-type
of pro-Stalinism. )

To balance his coneession, S.R. merely

argues that he doesn’t think “support for

the SP candidate  necessarily follows
from the ISL *Third Camp® pesition,” He
is right; it doesn’t. It follows only from
the motivations stated in the ISL state-,
ment on the question.

We think S.R. is making a political-
mistake when he tries to derive an elec-#
toral recommendation from either his
own ‘“‘orthodox Trotskyist" wview, from
our Third Camp views, or any other
programmatic aflinity. '

As for his last sentence, we must re-
mind Comrade S.R.: Over two years
before S.R. quit the SWP and moved to-
ward us, we of the ISL had already en-
dorsed the SP vandidates as our elec-
toral recommendation in 1952. If we re-
peat that general recommendation in
1956, it is hardly in order for him to
speak ominously of some new “political
direction.” Our “political direction” in
opposition to all forms of pro-Stalinism,
including the “Orthodox Trotskyist" va-
riety, was accomplished gquite a while
ago.

(3) .Comrade Wohlforth alse zeems to
link electoral recommendation to pro-
grammatic agreement: “The second jus-
tification [for supporting SP] is based
on the proposition that independent so-
cialists are politically closer to the SP
than, say, the SWP.”

Since this has no resemblance to any--
thing in our statement of views, we take
it that our eritic means that he thinks
this would be a justification if it were
true. If this is the meaning intended, we
beg to disagree. That is, we disagree
with the type of approach which tries
to determine electoral recommendation
by asking: “To whom are we politically
cloger?”

In fact, this approach might well be
considered “opportunistic” by those who
like to use the epithet, since in one way
or another it involves subordinating our
programmatic differences to the exigen-
cies of an electoral recommendation,
whether for the SWP or SP or any
other.

The ISL statement touched on a mat-
ter of political “closeness” not with ref-
erence to the SP as such but with refer-
ence to those revolutionary socialist sen-
timents in the - socialist movement which’
we wish to encourage. If Comrade S.R.
(or Wohlforth) can dig-up "any Third
Camp elements in the SWP, any at all,
we would be-glad to say the same. If they
cannot, then this fact is not without in-
terest for our problem.

As for the proposal for socialist unity
which was made in the SP by Third
Camp comrades there, and which is men-
tioned in the ISL statement, we did not
present that as the ruling motivation
for our electoral recommendation. Com-
rade Wohlorth should please remind
himself that we made the same general
recommendation in 1952 when no unity
proposal had been made by anybody.

If S.R. thinks our ¢riticisms of the SP
were “polite,” that’s fine. He complains
that, we didn't dissect the SP line om
Guatemala or Korea; but then, we didn'$
say anything about the SWP's embrace-
ment of the Titoist dictatorship, its ho-
saimas for -Mao's. totalitarianism in
China, or even its position in defense of
Russia’s invasions and imperialisio:- in
fact, we didn'f even mniention its views
that Stalinism iz a legitimate working-
class: movement, ete. In other words, we
did not write essays on these parties, but
it is the SWP which relatively got off
scot-free in our statement, evidentlv:

" We mainly pointed out.that the SWP
; {Tarn to {ust pagel -
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FIVE CENTS

Youth in the Van in Anti-Stalinist Revolt

By MAX MARTIN

Students and young people in general have been playing an impor-
tant and active role in the sensational and turbulent events which have
been sweeping Poland during the past few days, as they have been
doing in every momentous upsurge that has taken place in Eastern
Europe in the last few years. And developments in Hungary show that
students and youth are a key factor in that country also.

In Poland student organizations
and circles of voung intellectuals
have been the focal point of
strength for independent tenden-
cies in and around the Communist
Party in the months between the
Twentieth Congress of the Russian CP
and the current meeting of the Central
Committee of the Polish Stalinist party.
Student organizations and student news-
papers played an important part in the
agitation for “liberalization” of Polish
Stdlinist society and the breakaway from
domination by the Kremlin.

And during the hectic twenty-four
hours which followed the rejection by
the Polish CP of Khrushchev’s ultima-
tum, the Polish students rallied to the
defense of Poland as against Moscow and
demonstrated their intentions of fighting
against both Russian military aggres-
sion and any coup by pro-Russian Polish
Stalinist forces. (See other stories in this
izssue of LABOR ACTION for more on
the rolgof the Polish-youth.)

Méanwhile the Hungarian students
were being heard from. The student body
of the Budapest Technical College sub-
mitted a list of demands to the govern-
ment whose fulfillment they called for in

“a two-week period. They informed the
authorities that they would begin hold-
ing street demonstrations if their de-
mands are not granted.

Their program included the following:
Freedom of the press, abolition of the

death penalty, freedom of travel, access
to Western literature, abolition of com-
pulsory indoctrination courses, better liv-
ing standards, restoration of the ihde-
pendence of the universities,

Moreover, they demanded that these
changes be accorded not merely for
themselves but for the entire country,
demonstrating that their aim was free-
dom for the Hungarian people, not mere-
Iy better conditions for themselves alone.

In addition they called for a publie
trial of Mihaly Farkas, former minister
of Defense who had played a key role
in the execution of Laszlo Rajk for Tito-
ism, As a result of the “de-Stalinization™
taking place in Hungary since the Rus-
zian CP’s Twentieth Congress, Farkas
has been under arrest, but faces a seeret
trial by a military tribunal. Demands for
a public trial for him have been wide-
spread in Hungary.

STUDENT OPPOSITION

On the day before these developments,
the student body of Bzeged University
resigned as a group from the Stalinist
youth organization DISZ, and issued a
statement explaining that it was inade-
quate to represent the interesis of univer-
sity youth. They then proceeded to organ-
ize an independent stndent organization
under their own control. Some three
thousand students took part in this event.

As in Poland, the dissident Hungarian
Stalinists have enjoved wide popularity
in Hungarian student groups. For Imre

Nagy, Hungary's counterpart to Poland’s
Wiladyslaw Gomulka, who like the latter
was purged from the CP, and who like
the latter escaped the fate of Rajk or
Bulgaria’s Kostov or Czechoslovakia’s
Slansky, the groups of students and
young people have been a strong sup-
porting base. A Budapest student mass
meeting demanded that Nagy be made
premier.

Last July witnessed a stormy meeting
in Budapest of the Petofi Youth Club,
a meeting attended by over 1000 young
people and intellectuals and listened to
by an additional 5000 over loudspeakers
from outside the cafe in which the meet-
ing was held. At this gathering, speak-
ere attacked Matyas Rakosi and other
Hungarian Stalinist leaders, demanded
their removal, and called for the read-
mission of Nagy to the CP.

This wag the meeting of the youth
club, subsequently condemned by the
Central Committee of the Hungarian
Communist Party as a gathering place
of “feactionary elements,” which heard
Tibor Deri, a well-known Hungarian
writer and a member of the Communist
Party, declare: "It is high time that an
end be made to this present regime of
gendarmes and bureaucrats."”

Before the meeting of the Petofi Youth
Club there had oceurred another meeting
in Budapest at which 2000 “old-time
Communists, and former partisan and
underground workers” had criticized the
Hungarian Stalinist regime. At this
gathering, where Rajk's widow spoke,
many student leadérs were in attendshce.

Nor have tliese been the only manifes-
tations of revolt by young people in Iron
Curtain countries. Young workers played
a prominent part in the Pornan uprising.
Students in Czechoslovakia held demon-
strations last May in which they éxpressed
their bostility to Stalinism. And in the

Socialist Youth Int'l Declares Anti-Colonialism Day

In a circular dated October 9, the In-
ternational Unmion of Sgeialist Youth
(IUSY) has urged socialists throughout
the world to join in observing and cele-
‘brating Dependent Peoples Freedom Day
on October 30.

The- Asian Soeialist Conference selec-

ted this ‘date three years ago as a day -

for internatiomal socialist dedication an-
nually to the -support of ail.subj_e‘ga‘ted
peoples struggling against imperialism
andcolonialism. Tt has been marked by
anti-imperialist  meetings, rallies and
demonstrations throughout ti;e world,
including the United States, since then.

This year, the Doy has been preceded
by the agreement.of the Asian Socialist
Conference and the Socialist internation-
al, In consultation with the 1USY, on @&
joint Declaration -on Colonialism, as. well
as by on agreement on the purposes of the
Day and a program for is observation,

Awmong the purposes of Dep_endent
Peoples Freedom Day the IUSY circular
lists the following:

“To inspire dependent peoples all over
the world not to lose heart in the strug-
gle against exploitation of man by man
and by colonial powers, economi¢ dis-
equilibrium and polities of spheres of
influence;

“Py cement bonds of comradeship be-
tween fighters for freedom in all parts
of the world, in the countries behit}d the
Iron Curtain as well as in the territories
.still under the heel of imperialism.”

The TUSY ecalls upon socialist organ-
izations in all countries to organize ac-
‘tivities for Dependent Peoples Freedom
Day, including meetings, rallies, demon-

stmiions and parades.
It urges that socialist publications

should, immediately prier to the Day,
“be devoted to the struggle for full free-
dom in colonial countries.” In «"spirit of
“socialist solidarity with il peoples
Sghting for Sreedam,” it ssks IUSY af.
filiates to send greetings to socialist or-
ganizations and freedom movemepts in
colonial countries and to collect funds
for “the purposes of colonial liberation.”

The Young Socialist -League -welcomes
these sentiments.and is pleased to join In

- the -observance - of Dependent Pooples

Fréedom Day. > e

For the purpose of helping to mark
this Day, and. in -order to help circulate
the josition ant activities of the IUSY,
we- print below a- resolution on *The
Struggle For Independence” adopted by
the TUSY Executive Committee at its
meeting in Tampere, Finland, this past
July. Published also in this issue of
LABOR-ACTION is the Declaration on Co-
lonialism of the Asian Socialist Confer-
ence and the Socialist International,
which the TUSY endorses. We are cer-
tain thut Challenge readers will find
them of interest,

The TUSY resolution, a strong state-
ment on the whole, suffers, in our opin-
ion, from the absence of the specification
of Algeria among the colonial countries
listed in the final sentence, precisely be-
cause that country is among those, and
perhaps the most important of those, in
which a conerete struggle for freedom is
now taking place.

The joint Declaration on Colonialism,
while condemning imperialism strongly

in the abstract, deplorably fails'to ad-
dress itself to comcrete struggles at all,
and moreovex, in its second section con-
tains formulations which can be used by
the imperislists to justify their imperial-
ist policies in specific cases. Nevertheless
orie car bé certainr that it represents the
views of the Asian Socialist Conference
on the whole, rather than those of the
seetions of the Soveialist’ International
which' gre- pursning -imperialist policies,
the Fremch Socizlist Party in the. first
place, -
L

STRUGGLE FOR INDEPENDENCE

The Executive Committee of IUSY
supports fully the struggle for independ-
ence of all peoples. fighting  against. eo-
lonial oppression and imperialistic ex-
ploitation. . re o

It calls upon the youth of the world to
give all possible help in the struggle ac-
cording to the best principle of interna-
tional solidarity. It demands that an end
be put to any further action.against the
interests of nations which are fighting
and working for their full liberation,

It calls upon every man and woman
of good will to raise their voice against
the rule of terror and bloodshed where
it exists and against the denial of civil
and economic rights in the territories
which still do not enjoy full political in-
dependence, It especially draws the at-
tention of youth and asks for support in
the condemnation of oppression and
makes known before the whole world its
grave disapproval of events in Cyprus,
Malaya, Nigeria, and many other lands
under colonial rule.

hereie 1953 German uprising, young work-
ers also took part on a large scale,

The activities of these students and
youth are not difficult to understand.

Tens and tens of thousands of young
people in Eastern Europe joined the
Communist Parties out of mistaken
idealistic conviction, out of belief that
Stalinism would build a better life for
their countries. They rejected completely.
the society of the past; capitalism and
fendal remnants could have and did have
no appeal for them. They embraced Stal-
inism because they mistakenly believed-
that it would create socialist freedom in
Eastern Europe.

FOR SOCIALIST DEMOCRACY

During the last few years disillusion-
ment and disgust have been rife among
them, as they have been among the
workers. Since the Twentieth Congress
it has become more possible to express
their feelings, and expressed they have
been all over Eastern Europe, especially
in Poland and Hungary.

These young people have rallied to the
support of these sections of the Stalinist
leaderships which were jailed and purg-
ed for “Titoism."” They have done so for
several reasons.

In the first place, their sympathy has
been drawn to the Gomulkas and Nagys
as victims of the hated regime. But more
important, they enthusiastically welcome
developments away from Russia in their
country; they regard the Kremlin's im-
perialist domination of their lands with

" hate, and support those who wish, or are

supposed to wish, to fight for indepen-
dence like Yugoslavia's, '

Thus it was that demonstrations de-
curred in Polish universities rallying the
students behind Gomulka’s regime and
urging him not to back down; thus it
wag that student - delegations wvisited
Gomulka to inform him of their readi-
ness to fight, if it came to that. *

But the students of Hungary and Poland
have left no doubt that they want much
more than independent nationsl-Stalimist
states.  They wani gemiine demwocracy,
genuine socialist freedom.

The demands of the students of Buda-
pest Technical College show this clearly.
The emphasis of these students on
“democratization” shew this clearly. &
banner hung over Warsew University
read: “The army is with the people; the

.people are  with the army in defense of

democratization.” wt
' The Polish and- Hungarian students
today may.possibly entertain many illa-
sions about the democracy they can ex-
pect from Gomulka and Nagy: but if
they support these men it is precisely |
because they do think that the “Titoist”
national-Stalinists stand for :a course
which leads toward freedom. ‘
In so doing, they demonstrate their de-
votion to liberty, and their desire for
socialist demoeracy. They demonstrate
the irrepressibility of the struggle for
human ' emancipation, even under the
despotism of Stalinist totalitarianism.
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{Continued from page 1)

Democracies” were new and cautious,
exactly such phrases gere the regular
stock of the Stalinists as they moved to-
¢ard full power. These phrases were in
tﬂ'}'gue until the Tito upheaval. The re-
ality behind such phrases is far more
Important.

ECONOMIC DRIVE

. In Poland the reality behind the na-
tionalist striving, from the point of view
of the tops, can be spelled in dollars and
cents, or rather zlotys. Russian demands
have been draining Poland -of its coal, of
jts manufacfured products, at artificially
low prices imposed by fiat, while the
stindard of living of the people has been
sinking. and the conditions of labor
worsened.

_ This economic pressure on Poland 1s
one reason why one of the first steps of
4he new Gomulka regime has been to put
out feelers for economic aid from the
Tnited States, as the existing alterna-
tive to increasing economic dependence
on Russia,

“No doubt, the economic drive is not
the only ome, though the main one. It
would be useless to play down the sig-
iificance of the historical bases of
hatred of Russian domination in this
country most of whose existence has
been. under the heel of Russian tyrants
and their allies. No other nation has such
reserves of anti-Russian antagonism,
E‘_ith the possible exception or close com-
petition of the Ukrainians.

_ Therefore: “Even among non-Commu-
nists of whatever age . . . there secemed
teo be a feeling of solidarity with the gov-
ernment and of national pride at the
way the Polish leaders had thus far stood
up to the 10!15-11&‘39{1 next-door neigh-
Hor.” (N. Y, Times, Oct. 21.)

. No doubt; and this solidarity is a good
thing to keep in mind, too, when we dis-
cuss the interplay of national-Stalinist
sentiments and social-revolutionary as-
pirations. Tito had the advantage, in his
break, of a purely national armed force
which had fought independently to lib-
erate their country and which owed little
to the Russians; but the Poles have a
different advantage: voots of anti-Rus-
sianism that go down to national bedrock
and unite every section of -the Polish
people with no visible exceptions worth
mentioning.

“But Polish nationalism, which has tra-
ditionally been one of the most stiff-
tiecked and intransigent in all Europe,
for excellent reasons of history, only
provides a background for the national-

talinist drives; it is a constant, What
11‘;15 been mounting in intensity has been
the economic pressure.

THE LINK WITH POZNAN

“There is another reason for spotlighting
the economic drive’ as the dynamically
@perative one. It is by its very nature
the transmission belt between the two
&ides of the present struggle, the national-
§5¢ and the social, It is what provides the
fontinuity between Poznan and the Go-
mualka coup.

. The immediate impulsion behind the
Poznan mass action was economic—
wages, working conditions, demands of
tabor. But it is characteristic precisely of
the bureaucratic-collectivist structure
that such demands tend to go right over
into political demands, for it is also the
‘all-powerful state which is both eco-
fiomie and political master. S¢ it was in
East Germany. So it was in Poznan.
{This fact is one of the “secret” weap-
ons of the socialist revolution against
Stalinism.) ’

In a twinkling, a peaceful demonstra-
tion for workers' economic demands be-
cnme an assault on the secret police’s
Aortress in Poznan—and it does not mat-
ter who fired the first shot there.

So the political power is menaced un-
less economic concessions ean be made.
‘But the Polish subfuehrers were ham-
strung in this direction. They could not
‘poth appease the masses and safisfy their
‘Russian masters. They were squeezed.

Only vesterday, perhaps, the Cyran-
"kiewicz regime would not have stopped
with using armed force against the
workers only in Poznan. But view it, for
+he sake of oversimplification, as a prob-
Jem in physics: there is pressure from
Moscow, there is pressure from helow—
what gives?

“purely on top,

Here enters another big difference
from the 1948-Tito .case. The pressure
from Moscow was not the same any
more, The Russian heartland of- Stalin-
ism was in a convulsion too—racked by
factional conflict over the problems of
“relaxation” in a tetalitarian frame-
work, with mno all-mighty Vozhd like
Stalin who concentrated the reins of
power in ome hand, rent with its own
uncertainties. The pressure from DMos-
CcoOW was weaker, and the pressure from
below expanded. ]

From a simple demand in a factory for
a few zlotys, to an international crisis of
Stalinism—all in one practically confinus
ous sweep of three months—this is the
sort of phenomenon that is possible only
in a totalitarian collectivism where eco-
nomics and politics are FUSED in one
rigid strueture, so that a shock at one end
travels right through. This is Stalinism,
the system which has scared so many ex-
radicals into believing that it is so invul-
nerable to revelt from below that omly
capitalist-imperialist armies can be relied
on to get rid of it for “us.". ..

THE BIG DIFFERENCE

This leads us right to anothey differ-
ence with the Yugoslav Titoist break of
1948, and this is the biggest difference
of all. Z

The Yugoslav break was a “cold” split
( bureaucratically man-
aged from A to Z. The Yugoslav people,
who naturally hailed -the resistance
shown by Tito to Russian imperialism,
played only the role of cheering squads,
choruses of admiration, and sounding-
boards for speeches from on high. There
was no movement from below acecom-
panying it, There was no mass partici-
pation.

Not so now in Peland. It is not only
a question of Poznan. That was three
months ago, Right now, as we write, to
the ‘dismay of the Gomulka and Cyran-
kiewiczes and Ochabs who are supposed
to be leading this movement, the Polish
people are in the streets,

True, they are in the streets in ae-
clamation of the anti-Russian moves;
what' they are doing is under cover of
this “legality.” But they are in the
stregts yelling for more. Moreover, the
Gomulkas do not want them in the
streets under their own pdwer (in “‘un-
authorized meetings”) even if they only
vell “Hail Gomulka!" They are not under
control. '

“PERMANENT REVOLUTION"

One of the first problems of the new
national-Stalinist eombine will be to get
the people under control. At this point,
all we want to point out is that there was
no such problem, not even for a day, in
Tito's Yugoslavia when he broke with
the Cominform.

This fact Is the transition to the “sec-
ond front” which is opening up in Po-
jand, simultaneously with (and under the
umbrella of) the all-Polish welling-up of
revolt against the Russian masters—side
by side with the latter, intermingled with
the latter. This is the front of social and
political struggle against the Polish
masters, the Polish "“Titoists” themselves.

We see the open beginnings of this.
Open beginnings—for, after all, it is not
actually only beginning now; from a cold
class strugple of slowdown and sabotage
to outbreaks of strikes and demonstra-
tions, the Polish workers and peasants
have been simmering. And it is only the
open beginnings, for we are not promis-
ing any social revolution for a delivery
date,

Buf, that said, it is still the open be-

ginmings of that struggle for socialist
freedom which must go from ousting the
Russian Stalinists to ousting the Polish
Stalinists themselves, which must end up
with (though it does not begin with) an
open fight against the same leaders who
are mow being hailed as the heroes who
told off Khrushchev.
*(In Yugoslavia, this “second front”
was opened—very late and very gingerly
—only in the fashion of Djilas and Dedi-
jer; and it was slammed shut by Tito
with no visible social convulsion result-
ing. But this is Poland.)

SIMULACRUM -

There will of course be the illusions
among the Polish people that the same
people who stand up for them (and for
themselves) against the Russians will

also give them the social demands which

.they want, and which presumably only

the Russians are holding back. This illu-
sion is inevitable. De-Russianization and
de-Stalinization are identified; national-
ism and “liberslization” are identified;
“democratization” becomes a demagogic
slogan behind which hides only se much
relaxation of the totalitarian rigor as is
needed to get the new leaders through
their first period. ’

But as long as the people are in mo-
tion they will soon find ont different, and
this motion is the great danger now to
the Gomulka regime.

“Democratization” will be shown up
az a counter-word whose distinctive vis-
age has been worn off with use, or rather
abuse. For example, the N. Y. Times re-
perts: “The military historical depart-
ment of the General Staff and the
Army's Technical School both passed
resolutions demanding the democratiza-
tion [sic] of the army, a phrase unmis-
takably aimed at the preseni army lead-
ership.” (Oet. 23.)

Exactly; it is not aimed at-democracy
for the ranks, “Demoeratization” is a
phrase which in Titoist doublespeak
means, “Let us ‘democratize’ our enemies
out Bf power and ourselves in.” Do they
really mean demoeratize the army? Not
for a_ moment. It is only dupes who par-
rot their vocabulary.

To be sure, and this is important, there
is a simulacrum of “democratization” set
up-in any situation where the controlling

‘power is no longer stable and assured, but

rather in convulsion$ and uncertain of
itself, or rocked by factional conflict, This
indeed has been one of the bases for the
illusion of “democratization” in Russia
itself. Things are allowed because they
cannot yet be punished. This is going on
all over Poland and Hungary.

WHAT THEY WANT

In this connection a precious remark
from Hungary was cited in the press,
The Hungarian writer Hay is presently
a leading voice calling for expansion of
liberties: '

“He told an inguirer who wondered
why Hungarian newspapers were ex-
pressing different opinions about the
culpability of Mr. Rakosi that this was
because the Hungarian press, although
still directed. was ineptly directed.”
(N. Y. Times, Oct. 23.)

Of course, simple ineptness or incom-
petence or confusion is only one form in
which this *ghost” of democratization
appears in times of convulsion, but it is
an hypothesis which should not be for-
gotten in the midst of our usual preoccu-
pation with finding “deep” reasons for
political phenomena (just as in America
the ditherings of Dulles are not always
to be ascribed to the “needs of American
imperialism” but ' sometimes merely to
lamentably subjective factors like stu-
pidity). .

In its own way and with its own vo-
cabulary, Trybuna Ludu, the Polish CP
organ, teek occasion of a reply to Eisen-
hower to make clear that “democratiza-
tion"™ has its own special semantics: “If
anyone thinks* democratization of our
internal life and reforms mean abandon-
ing of socialism [which is the code word
for Stalinism] and the weakening of so-
lidarity with other socialist [ie., Stalin-
ist] countries he is equally mistaken.” It
went on to stress its *‘ideological unity”
with the Russians.

What the Gomulkas and Cyrankiewie-
zes want is one thing, but Poland is not
Yugoslavia. Poland is 'a politically and
socially advanced and industrialized
country with a mature working class
that has had centliries of revolutionary
experience and a great background of so-
cialist experience and edueation. This
fact has something to do with what is
happening now, as with what happened
in Poznan.

"NOT LIKE POZNAN"

On October 21 the N. Y. Times corres-
pondent in Warsaw found a CP organi-
zer holding vigil in the Zeran auto plant;
he was Secretary Zuzankiewicz of the
party cell in the plant. He explains why
he has been up for two nights running:

"““We were anxious that the workers
should not act like the Poznan workers,
he said, ‘because that was nol the way to
fight for democratization.'”

The anxiety was understandable. No
doubt the Warsaw industrial workers

Youth

number among the cream of the revolu-
tionary proletariat of the country; so
did the East German steel workers who
marched .down Stalinallee. On the very
day when hiz party leaders were over-
joying the Polish people by defying the
Russians, why should cell sécretary Zu-
zankiewicz fear that his sterling prole-
taria'ns might “act like the Poznan work-
ers?

The Gomulkas are not only afraid of
mass action sgainst themselvez; they
are almost equally afraid of mass action
behind themselves,

THE OPEN DOOR

They did not fight very hard when,
following the Poznan action, the Rus-
giang*transferred three new divisions in-
to Poland. We now discover that one of
the Soviet divisions which started toward
Warsaw Thursday morning was station-
ed at Poznan. On his visit to Warsaw in
July, Bulganin had publicly blamed the
Poznan episode on “imperialist agents”
and, it was reported, called for a stern
crack-down.

But insofar as the Cyrankiewicz regime
turned its police power against Pozman,
i.e., against the people, to that same ex-
tent it could be only a servile creature of
the Russians, doomed to squeeze the peo-
ple ever harder for the foreign masiers
and to club them ever harder in order to
keep them in line, till they themselves
were cast aside as squeezed lemons by the
masters when they swere no longer able
to keep up with this ratrace.

To go easy on Poznan, however, ie., to
ease up on the people, was to run athwart
the Eussians on the one hand, and on the
other, to run the risk of unleashing forces
that could not be controlled.

Which should it be? Which way? The
classic result is the split-up of the lead-
ership into the “hards” and “softs,” and
it seems that terms like these have been
used (as reported by the Le Monde cor-
respondent in Warsaw, Philippe. Ben) to
deseribe the factional line-up in the Pol-
ish politburo,

The *“Natolin group,” the so-called
pro-Russians, were therefore not pro-
Russian simply because they liked Rus-
sians better than Poles, or even simply
because they are characterless rat-souled
éreatures, but also because there is an
unsolved problem here which the nation-
al-Stalinists do not get rid of by getting _
rid of Russian controls.

The relatively light sentences confer-
red upon the Poznan prisoners in the
dock wag the Cyranciewicz line; =o also
was the latitude allowed the defendants
for blowing off steam. But every conces-
sion opens the door a little more, and
every - millimeter that the door opens,
more dissent pours through; the door
has to be opened a little morve,..or
slammed shut..

LOST CONTROL

In the end, the alternative is a crack-
down .or a crack-up. We have had the
crack-up. But now the problem still re:
mains; it is even worse. How te shut that
door against the newly invigorated and

- encouraged forces that are trying to fling

it wide open to the light....

So one of the first results of the new
upheaval is the reversal of even the licht
sentences imposed on the Poznan defend-
ants, which will be “reviewed,” dizsmis-
sal of cases against those not yet brought
to trial, ete. It is another concession, this
time to open force.

The Times correspondent reports an
unpublished resclution of the Polish Cen-
tral Committee; in it they “made a start-
lingly frank admissien ... that the party
had ‘lost its leading role in the country’
during the last three months of economie
chaos and unrest.” (N. Y. Times, Oct.
23.) -

Exactly the trouble: the regime has
lost control of the masses, it fears. It
must either run on and head them back,
or shoot now. It is trying te do the form-
2er.

LESSON IN WROCLAW

This was acted out in the city of Wroe-
law which on Monday saw a “tremendous
demonstration” in the streets, as “the
eity's inhabitants acclaimed the march-
ers,” who appavently were the student
population of the town. It was a tempes-
tuous mass outpouring, unovganized by
party shepherds. To underline the point,
the Stalinist press the next day actually
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denounced it, and warned against such
actions,
" The Wryoclaw mass action, however,
was only the stormiest example of what
was happening all over the country, ac-
cording to observers. )
Yet these people were not “acting like
the Pozman workers,” they were not riot-
ing against the regime, they were not
shaking fists against the Warsaw Titoists.
Why should the latier warn against them?
They - were supporting the Gomulka
coup, it is.true, but they were demand-
ing. To begin with, it doesn’t even matter
what they were demanding. This is a
totalitarian regime. You do not allow an
uncontrolled rally of mfssed thousands
to demand anything. You cannot shoot
them down, but you know what direction
vou must start turning the helm...,
(As for what the demands were, we
will come back to that.)

SUPPRESSED PROGRAM

The Polish studenis and youth have
been in the open vanguard in formulat-
ing the demands that go beyond the Go-
mulka program, just as the Polish work-
ers have been in the vanguard in open
combat, L

Student rallies have been assuring
-Gomulka of their support against the

. -Russians and, to this support, have been

adding their own program for real free-
dom.

For example, on Friday the Polytech-
-nic students in Warsaw at a mass meet-
ing adopted a resolution and elected their
own committee to present it to the CP,
The resclution indicated they were re-
straining themselves at the moment:
they were aware, they wrote, that “prov-
ocation might play into the hands of the
Stalinists”; they pledged their support
“in defense of socialist democracy.” And
they called for “the principle of open-
ness in political life, workers’ self-gov-
ernment and other steps leading to the
removal of Stalinism from the economic

_and political life of our country.”

But . the regolution was nof éimply one
of those things that get handed to the
Leader. The student committee set about
printing it on leaflets for mass distribu-
tion Saturday morning.

‘The leaflets were seized by the regime
—these same leaflets “supporting them.

“However, typewritten copies found
their way to school bulletin boards.
Large groups of students in the court-
yard of Warsaw University r.:rnw_ded
around their board to copy the text into
notebooks.” (N. Y. Times, Oct. 21.)
~ What were they copying? Rah-rah ;}ll-
hails to Gomulka? No, they were copyimg
a political PROGRAM that had been sup-
pressed—by the regime that it “support-
ed.” The point of this suppressed program
was not directed against the Russians; it
was directed against Gomulka-Cyrankie-
wicz-Ochab, our Polish “patriots” them-
selves.

A STORY

It is not necessary to conjure up an
organized underground movement di-
recting and achieving all this, but on the
other hand, there is even evidence that
something like this exists, at least on
the student field.

One evidence for this is the rather
sensational statement (Oct. 21) by a
Times correspondent, Jack Raymond
{now in the U. 8,) that 10 months ago
when he was in Warsaw he was contac-
ted by such a group: “And now it can
and should be told that within two hours
of the reporter’s arrival in the Polish
capital he was approached by a repre-
sentative of an underground group in
the University of Warsaw and smuggled
into a vouth hostel for a oné-hour inter-
view with its leaders.”

According to Raymond’s remarkably
scant account of this interview, “the
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youths said they hated Russia more than
communism, but held no brief -for that
philosophy.” Were they for a socialist
phildsophy? Nothing is told; but on the
other hand one fairly unanimous judg-
ment of observers is that there is no ap-
preciable sentiment, among all the Polish
people who hate what their leaders call
Yeommunism,” to go back to the old re-
wime, to capitalism, or to de-nationalize
the economy.

"PO PROSTU"

However, the picture does not depegd
on Raymond’s story, interesting as it is.
It happens that there is absolutely pub-
lic knowledge (that is, in Poland, not in
the 1. 8.) of a group of student leaders
who ‘have recently been functioning in
the open on the basis of a program for
socialist democracy.

This is the group around the remark-
able and entirely unofficial periodical Po
Prostu, which has been far and away the
clearest democratic voice in the country,
By “group” in this case, however, we do
not mean an organization but a publish-
ing group and staff.

“Po Prostu” used to be only oné among
many campus periodicals. As late as a
year ago, it was published in only 30,000
copies, Today it sells 100,000 and every
copy is snapped up. It is by no means
only a “student organ’” It is the main
organ of the Polish youth.

According to a report in France-Ob-
servateur, the score of students who put
it out include members of the CP as well
as “youth of warious opinions.” It has
been sharpest and most hard-hitting in
its attacks on individual bureaucrats, on
methods of work, on scandals, and in de-
mands for new freedom. It has criticized
Stalinist phenomena not simply as “mis-
takes” but as consequences of “the gap
between the social character of produe=
tion and the excessively centralized and
bureaueratic system of leadership in the
Soviet economy.”

It has poured fire on the anti-Semitic
frends in the bureaucracy. For example,
it revealed that the manager of one state
factory told the party secretary in the
plant, wheo is Jewish: “With a face like
vours, comrade, you must not be in any
prominent post now." Opposition to these
anti-Setnitic trends hit not only the “Na-
tolin group” of pro-Russians but also
men like Ochab, who have heen going
along with anti-Semitism.

Ochab had even said in a speech that
the Jewish problem must be “settled,” a
cuphemism that was adequately under-
stood. Ochab, of course, has now gone
along with Gomulka, and this hard-bit-
ten Stalinist hack and experienced as-
sassin is now a “Titoist” along with the
rest. r

"GOING TOO FAR"

The Po Prostu group recently began to
take on the air of a semi-organization

_when, in addition to getting out the

journal, they also organized exhibitions
of modern painting, showings of movies
including previously banned Western
movies, and even the production of a
play, Jean Anouilh's Alouette, in which
discreet allusions were seen.

It is to be expecifed that, as in the case
of the Wroclaw demonstration, “Po
Prostu™ will have to be curbed. In fact,
already one month ago, when the above-
mentioned report in “France-Observateur”
appeared in a dispatch from Warsaw, the
correspondent wrote:

“However, certain Communists are
beginning to find that Pe Prostu iz going
too far. This organ’s action, its cam-
paigns, have certainly been useful dur-
ing these last months, but it is neceszary
to finizh with the phase of criticism. It
is no longer enough to demolish certain
idols; it is necessary to propose to the
masses new constructive ideas in the per-
spective of Leninism.”

Instead of this Stalinoid’s advice be-
ing in order, it turned out that *“the
phase of eriticism” was just getting
started.

"MORE"

But we do not want to give the impres-
sion that we know the stirrings in
Poland are primarily or largely the re-
flection of conscious organization. It is
safer to aessume, in the absence of
knowledge, that the mass activity that
has been unleashed is the natural reac-
tion of an oppressed population which
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sees a door opening and hurls itself for-
ward. This, indeed, highlights the hasic

‘political problem of the Polish national-

Stalinists, not the police problem of un-
‘covering an underground general staff.

Most immediately, the demands raised
spontaneously from among the mass
demostrators center around more drastie
-action against the Russians, in the first
place against Rokossovsky, Moscow’s
general at the head of the Polish army.
Slogans are raised to oust the Russian
army forces in the country. A factory
bulletin beard blossoms with. a workers’
resolution to refuse passage to Russian
troops on their way to East Germany;
let them go by sea. ;

This is the first point in the "more”
that the demonstrators are demanding.
But the Gomulka regime does not want
this. The new combine wanis a compro-
mise with the Russian power.

GOMULKA AND RUSSIA

Its motives are simple and easy to
understand. In fact, it is perhaps enough
to remember that in 1948, after the kick
in- the teeth from Moscow, Tito continued
to “hail Stalin™ and plead for under-
standing from the Kremlin until if be-
came more than clear that every sob of
anguish coming from Belgrade was only
grist to Stalin’s mill. It took menths be-
fore the Titoists were even willing to
admit publiely that Stalin was the man
vesponsible for it all.

The  Gomulka - Cyrankiewicz - Ochab
leadership has even better reasons for
preferring to convince Moscow that a
friendly arrangement should be made on
the new and altered basis, and certainly
not to exacerbate Moscow by themselves
pushing the split harder. Besides the
politieal and economic reasons which ob-
tained for Tito, there is also the factor
of the former German territories on the
west which Poland now holds by the
grace of the Kremlin and no one else,

Besides, the very existence of this mass-
in-motion from below is itself one of the
best reasons for an accommodation with
Maoscow, in the eyes of & regime which
has no intenlion of driving through to the
goals demanded by the vanguard demao-
cratic elements. A complete break with
the Russian power leaves Gomunlka so
much the more under the pressure from
the revolutionary ranks in the country.

" They must balance oul for a while, and

then curb this internal danger as soon as
“things quiet down.”

TOWARD A NEW STAGE

But, as this is written on Wednesday,
the mass action from below against the
Russian alliance is still mounting in Po-
land (and reaching rebellious heights in
Hungary).

“Communist officials in Warsaw con-
ceded that a ‘nasty’ situation had devel-
oped in the countryside....

“Soviet war memorials in several
parts of the country were damaged dur-
ing the night and anti-Soviet leaflets run
off on clandestine printing machines ap-
peared in Warsaw. ...

“, .. The workers in Lodz...offered to
strike till the Russian tanks near the
eity were withdrawn.”

The Gomulka regime may be forced
to withdraw all Russian officers now
sown through the Polish army or make
other minor concessions, But, also as this
is written, the report iz that Khrush-
chev has given in fo the, Gomulka pro-
gram -and has made up. This reinforces
the expectation that, if the people’s anti-
Moscow push continues to surge forward,
Gomulka will be impelled to take open

_action against it, impelled by Moscow

and impelled by selfpreservation. Then
new levels in the “second front” in Po-
land can be reached.

* W

It Seems the Main
. Enemy Is at Home

“Tonight leading officials [of the Go-
mulka regime] considered the anti-Soviet
mood of the people theiy greatest prob-
lem, not the presence of Soviet tanks,
troops and warships. All party efforts
were being divected to damping the anti-
Soviet feeling that has flured openly in
all parts of the country during the last

few days.”— Dispatch from Warsaw,
N. ¥. Times, Oct. 24.
LY F
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[As we go to press, Gomulka has told
the country that the Russian troops will -

-stay in Poland, though they will enfl

their “maneuvers”; he pointed to NATO

‘troops in Germany to justify this.]

Thus Poland heads for its next sta;

‘in this stormy development. Anyone wh

expects the Polish Stalinist leaders to
introduce that “democracy” from above
which Isaae Deutscher writes of dream-
ily will be disappointed, just as they
should, by this time, be quite disillusion>
ed with the bureaucratically imposed

“democratic” transformation which Stal-

in's heirs in Moscow were supposed to
be planning in all their benevolence. So-
cialist democracy has to be won in a rev-
olutionary struggle against these despots.

Hungary's

ICéntinued from page 1)
on in the Hungarian capital. “Commue
nist youths and even soldiers had beem
marching through the streets throughout
the afterncon.” The slogans were: vust
the Russians; trial for Rakosi, and even
“Down with Gero!”

REVOLUTIONARY DEMANDS

The firing eame from the political po=
lice. But the soldiers solidarized them-
selves with the people. Officers and sold-
iers were prominent in the wild demon=
strations.

To demolish a monumental statue of
Stalin, ‘“Young workers, who had march=
ed in the afternoon demonstration in eil--
stained overalls, brought' trucks with
mounted winches,"

But sparking the movement, as in Po-
land, were the Hungarion students and
youth. The whele demonstration seems ig.
have bequn with student meetings whlcE
turned first inte peaceful demonstration
and then into the massing before #h
radio building, where a student de'legul'imi
kad gone to demand the broadcasting of
a program of demands. It was when the
delegation failed te return that things
flared up, i

At the Budapest rallies, resolutions
were distributed with the suppressed
program for socialist democracy. (Who
printed them? Press reports do not say, -
outside of the indication that it was done
by student groups.)

OQuistanding in the list of democratic
demands is “A secret peneral election
with more than one party.”” This is 4
fundamental demand, which goes beyond
the mere demand for free “criticism” to
the demand for the right to political op-
position and organization.

The vest of the program. lists: oust
Russian troops; put Nagy in and try
Rakosi; lower morms; right to strike;
concessions to farmers on forced gollec-

« tions and on eollectivization; Hungarian~

ize the army. :

Placards read; “Do not stop half-way:
Away with Stalinism”; “Independence
and freedom.”

In this connection, one of the moest im-
portant developments in Hungary, no
yet heard from in Poland, was the organ-
ization of an independent student organ=
ization in a breakaway from the official
controlled youth league DISZ. This is an
anaologue of the demand for opposition
parties, but in action. The Budapest radio
said that the new student movement was
sending ‘delegations to the factories #o
work out o common progrom of demands
with the “young waorkers.” y

Press reports are referring to “rebe
leaders” who negotiated a surrender with
Nagy in the face of Russian and Hunga-
rian troops mobilized by the man whose
name they had been chanting. Nagy is
promising draconic revenge against the
“eounter-revolutionary elements” who do
not surrender. He is using the language
of Stalinist terror.

Nagy is doing the job for which he
was put in by the all-night session of
thie CP Central Committee. No doubt he
will then try to follow up by a policy of
concessions to quiet-things down, & la
Gomulka, in particular to quiet the deé-
mands against Moscow.
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~ Stevenson and the H-Bomb——

(Centinved from page 2)
does he go along with the proposal of
the leading congressional Democrat on
atomic affairs, Senator Clinton Ander-
son, that testing be limited to bombs of
1 megaton or less?
That is, is he a “moderate” on the
amount of strontium-3%0 with which he is
" willing to continue poisening the human
race?

BOTH SIDES OF THE MOUTH

Stevenson’s statements on the H-bomb
and military defense show that he is
talking on all sides of the question.

First he states that he is for stopping
‘H-bomb tests because of the danger of
radioactive fall-out; then he states that
under certain circumstances he is for
continuing the tests.

He attacks the Republicans for cutting
down on military expenditures because
they are concerned about budgetary con:
siderations; then he points to the $100
billion the world is spending on war as
an indieation that the Republicans have
not brought peace.

He speaks out against the doctrine of
massive retaliation and reliance on
atomic and nuclear weapons, and then
makes @ proposal for ending the draft
which has as its justification the wview
‘that today’s armies need only a profes-
sional caste to handle the atomic weap-
ons.

" This same Kind of foot- in-both-camps
appreach was climaxed on Stevenson's
October 15 nationwide TV broadcast. Ac-
companying him on the program were
two senators, the two leading Democrats
-on matters of military and atomic policy

-

Chicago ACLU Hears
Shachtman on ISL Case

- Chicago, Oct. 18

Max S'hachtmﬂ.n. chairman of the ISL,
on a lecture visit here, was invited to
speak before the Chicago Executive
Board of the ACLU at its regular busi-
ness meefing Thursday noon. Following
reports from several committees concern-
ing various cases the ACLU has under
investigation at this time, Shachtman
gave a 20-minute report on the history

and development of the ISL's eight-year -

struggle with the Attorney General in
an attempt to secure a hearing on its
listing in the “Subversive List.”

" With the exception of one or two of
the lawyers who have defended individ-
uals in various administrative cases in
army and government jobs, the board
members were hearing for the first time
the extent of the “abominations” heaped
upon the ISL by the attorney general,
his prosecuting attorneys and his hear-
ing officer.

Shachtman introduced his remarks
with the statement that in his 40 years
in the radical movement in America he
knew of no other time where organiza-
tions and individuals “have been so per-
secuted and hounded without being ac-
cused of any illegal activity and without
any recourse to law to prevent such har-
assments.”

Shachtman ended with an appeal to
the Chicago board to take an active in-
terest in these cases here where the FBI
has been harrassing individual members
and friends of the ISL; particularly
those cases where FBI men have been
taking surprise pictures by jumping out
from behind trees, or knocking on doors
and snapping & picture of the occupant
as soon as he opens the door. (The Chica-
go ACLU has already directed an in-
guiry to the FBI concerning this, and
received an extremely vague and elusive
veply neither admitting nor denying the
oceurrences, )

In spite of the fact that court convenes
at 2 pam, in Chicago, the entire board
stayed until Shachtman concluded at 1.55,
at which point shout half of the mem-
bers had to make hurried exits. Most of
-thése who remaimed came and thanked
Shachtman personally for his remarks
antd asked further questions concerning
the case,

Following the meeting Mr. Douty, the
executive secretary, requested that he be
sent affidavits from those individuals
who were being harrassed by the FBI
and promised- the fullest support of the
Chicage ACLU in these eases.
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—Senator Clinton Anderson of Arizona
and Senator Stuart Symington of DMis-
souri. Their job was to assure the TV
audience that Stevenson's proposal in no
way curtailed the military pésture of the
United States.

Thése two senatars were not chosen
at random. Senator Anderson is chair-
man of the Joirt Congressienal Commit-
tee on Atomic Energy. But Senator An-
derson does not support Stevenson's pro-
posal if it is taken to mean the ending
of all H-bomb tests, since he is on record
for favoring the continuance of 1-mega-
ton-bomb tests. In addition, last spring
when Stevenson first made his propesal,
Anderson opposed the ending of any
tests.

Senator Symington, the other expert
witness, is the most voeal military jingo-
ist in the Senate. He has taken the lead
in calling for more expenditures for the
Air Force; he is the leading exponent of
a large fleet of long-range bombers and
for the development of the Interconti-
nental Ballistic Missile.

The time he spent on TV was devoted
entirely to an attack on the Ei;enhawer
administration for not expanding the
strategic air force as fast as he would
like,

Just where does Stevenson stand in the
midst of such ecompany? We can imagine
the caustic remarks he would have di-
rected and has directed (“Who's in
charge here?”) against the multiplicity
of views expressed by the Eisenhower
administration at the same time and on
the same subject.

It's as if Stevenson were to broadeast

_a speech all in favor of civil rights and

human dignity, while flanked by Eastland
and Herman Talmadge, who -wogld pro-
ceed to explain that only a victory for the
Democratic Party can preserve Southern
institutions from the Supreme Court,

The appearance of Symington-on a
program to push a proposal for reducing
the dangers of nuclear warfare was a
cynical deception in view of his position
on the ICBM. Its “value” i related to
its use in conjunction with a nuclea.r-
bomb warhead.

How much sense or méahin‘g is there
in a preposal to end H:bomb tests when
this monstrous weapon is already near-
ing the final stages of development? A
few nuclear-ICBMs, against which there
is no known defense, could destroy a eity
the size of New York in a matter of min-
utes. [t is, therefore, easy to see why
Symington could come out in support of
Stevenson's proposal and not in any way
contradict his military-jingoist position.

"PEACE" GIMMICK

According to Marquis Childs' column,
Stevenson at the beginning of the cam-
paign received information thai the ICBM
is to be ready for testing in a short time,
months ahead of schedule. This fact,
Childs claims is the background for the
other “peace” proposal BStevenson has
made—about the draff.

Now Stevenson has not quite called
for ending of the draft, All he proposes
is that “consideration” be given to it, or

‘as Eisenhower likes to say, “Let us study

the question.,” But aside from all the
escape-clauses he hag inserted into his

A;'-L LONGSHOREMEN BUCKED INSUPERABLE ODDS

When the independent International
Longshoremen’s Association won the
October 19 NLRB- elections by 11,827 to
7428 votes, the drive to free the New
York waterfront of racket- dummated
unionism was stalemated.

The outcome was not surprising. The
AFL union, the International Brother-
hood of Longshoremen, was on its own.
Two years ago it was reduced to.s mere
skeleton when the AFL withdrew finan-
cial support. Top AFL-CIO officials op-
posed its decision to demand another
election. Up to the last minute, the IBL
itself was undecided,

Meanwhile, it was undermined by
strong AFL groups in New York that
want it to disintegrate. Powerful Team-
ster officials are allied with the ILA. The
day before the vote, Joe Curran, for the
National Maritime Union, came out
publicly against the AFL union and eall-
ed for readmission of the ILA to the
federaticn.

With #his combination of indifference
and hestility it is a minor miracle that
40 per cent of New York's longsheremen
stood fast for clean unionism.

It is easy to understand, too, why so
many still hold on to the ILA. The ILA
officialdom convinced the majority that
their jobs and security were in danger
if the new union won, warning that they
would be replaced by unemployed sea-
men from Paul Hall's Seafarers Interna-
tional Union.

Hall was a prominent figure in the
AFL drive; a man less likely to guiet
the uneasiness of dock workers and fo
convinee them that the AFL stands for
clean democratic unionism would be
hard to find.

Meagntime, the AFL-CIO puts everything
aside to help elect Stevenson and Kefau-
ver. Perhaps it fears to stir-up "scandals"
until the elections ore over,

Yet it still has to show workers wic-
timized by crooked union officials that
it means business in the fight against
racketeering, and above all it has yet to
encourage that mood of revolt from be-
Jow that can rouse unionists to rid their
own unions of dictators, not only the
dock workers but everywhere.

World Histery—Year by Year
The bound volumes of

LABOR ACTION

are an invaluable record of the so-
cial and political iesues of our day,
and a gocialist education in them-
gelves, Completely indexed [from
15849 on.

1950-54................83 per vol.
Bound wvolumes of LA sare alse
available back to, and ineluding,
1942, at somewhat higher prices de-
pengding on the year. Prices on re-
quest. A complete set of bound vol-
umes for the 11 years from 1942 to
1962 is available for $40.

Independant Soslelist Prews
174 West 14 Stroud;, New York Chy

VOTE SOCIALIST! Write in Darlington Hoopes
and Samuel H. Friedman for Pres. and Vice-Pres.

In Hliinois, for governor and lieatenant-governor, wrife in the
names of Kellam Foster and Donald R. Anderson.

In New York State, write in Joseph G, Glass for Senator.

To cast a socialist profest vote, Labor Action recommends a vofe
for these candidates of the Socialist Party.

proposals, it is a proposal for the build-
ing a professional army based on long-
term enlistment with sufficient induce-
ments to encourage military careers.

His reasoning, aside from all the re-
actionary implications of building an-
army of pure professionals, proceeds
from the ICBM and atomic-weapons po-
sition: .

“Many military thinkers believe that
the armies of-the future now upon us,
will employ mobile, technically trained
and highly professional units equipped
with tactical atomic weapons.” There-
fore he proposes a “highly skilled force
capable of using our new weapons with
maximum effectiveness.”

At Stevenson's mnews conference on
October 1, he was asked how his state-
ment on the draft ties in with the widely
known position held by the chairman of
the Joint Chiefs of Staff, Admiral Rad-
ford. Radford holds that because of mod-
ern weapons, the size of the army can
be cut down. It is a position which places
the major military reliance en nuclear
weapons, and it aroused the opposition
of congressional Democrats who are. ad-

vocates of large armies as well as large -

air forces equipped with nuclear weap-
ans. L

Stevenson with the candidness which
typifies most of his other positions on
important questions, ducked the question

*by stating that he knew nothing of the

Radford proposal other than rumors.

Although Stevenson has stated opposi-
tion to the Dulles doctrine of “massive re-
taliation,” it is clear that his two “peace”
proposals move him ¢los¢ to this position
with all ifs reactionary censeguences,

It once again demonstratées how nar-
row iz the gap between Stevenson and
Eisenhower in matters other than tem-
perament and wit. It is also a demon-
stration of the futility of “peace” gim-
micks, most particularly within the
framework of the present foreign policy,

Pro & Con—e

{Confinued from page 4]

presents itself in this election as tha
electoral vehicle to vote pro-Stalinist..

S.R. concedes there is “a measure of
truth” in this, but goes on to show he
doesn’t get the point. It is not a guestion
of some interpretation someone is giving
to the SWP campaign:. This is how the
SWP presents itself to the voters, in its
paper, in programs on the air, ete. It is
currently directing the main brunt of
its appeal on an explicitly Stalinoid basis-
in order to capitalize on its Stalinoid
support.

And when we say this, Comrade Wohl-
forth (without discussing the point with
one word), calls it “Stalinophobic”! Now
we're quite used to this sort of epithet
from those who think any criticism of
Stalinism is “red-baiting,” but this kind
of appellation is usually a reflection of
political ideas in the head of the appel-
lor, ideas which are not made explieit.
When they are made explicit, we will

" not be discussing electoral policy, but

rather the issue of Stalinism. The elec-
toral question is here a surrogate issue,
a stand-in.

This is particularly clear in the case
of B.R.’s fantastic description of - the
SWPF’s Trotskyism as “the most intransi-

-gent enemy of Stalinism,” in view of the

record, and the rest of his semi-defense
of the SWP's pro-Stalinism. Wohlforth
does something like that too, even object-
ing to referring to this group’s “contin-
ued capitulation to Stalinism,” which
we have documented in many articles in
LA: and it is the documentation which
Comrade Wohlforth ought to discuss
sometime if he wishes to pursue his
thoughs.

In view of all this, we doubt whether
the amount of “bother” in writing in
candidates- is any controlling considera-
tion; we ean hardly discongs it in that
technical light in an election where bath
the SLP and SWP will be on ‘the ballat
in unprecedentedly few states.

The point about the SP which Com-
rade S.R. tries to make in this connec-
tion is simply untrue: at its Chicago
convention, that group in the SP which
did not want to buck the Democrats was

the group which voted against runming -

any candidates at all, as LA reported:
The convention majority which voted for
the write-in did so because of the weak-
ness of the SP's forces.

HAL DrarER.

s
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