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(rises in Middle East and Hungary Are
Rocking NATO and U.S. Foreign Policy

The United States’ foreign-policy structure based on the NATO
alliance is being shaken from two ends in the most thoroughgoing crisis
of the Western war camp that has been seen since the war. And this
crisig is still intensifying, with no solution in sight, as the UN votes
for and the U. 5. supports the demand that the troops of all the invaders
get out of Egypt before a settlement is taken up.

The other end from which the NATO policy is being shaken is the

impact of the Polish and Hunga-
rian struggle on the place of NATO
in Central Europe,
., The British-French-Israel attack
on Eqypt is shaping up, in its con-
sequences, as an historic disaster
_for-the Western. war comp’s pesition. Al-
thbagh the U. S was Neélf nef responsible
for this move of frenzied desparation, it
has no policy which can hdndle the ef-
fects.

“The bill for Egypt"” (to use a phraze
now popular in Britain) is becoming
exorbitant for the Western capital’s
bank account.

o Russia has become a first-class power
in the Middle East. The current exag-
geration is that Syria is wvirtually a
“satellite.” It is not only a guestion of
Moscow's eredit with Cairo or Damascus,
hut also of its stock of sympathy among
the Arab masses.

¢ Britain and France have not re-taken

In Djilas’ Defense

While the fate of Milovan Djilas, ar-
rested by the Tite regime in Yugeslavia
for publishing his article "The Storm in
East Ewrope.,” remains dark, Viadimir De-
dijer in Belgrade bas courageously de=
clared his solidarity with him,

Dedijer, Tito's biographer, en Thursday
sent a statement to the foreign press (the
Tito's totalitarian press will of course not
print it) in which he openly warned Tito
against trying fo crush dissent by brutal
force.

“If at this moment | had not listened to
my conscience, | would renocunce first of
all the book [the biographyl and | would
renounce you,"” said his Open Letter to
Tito.

He hailed the Hungarian revalution as a
“magnificent struggle” ogainst Stalinism,
thus lining up on the main point with Dji-
las, as against the official Titoist (and
Stalinist) line that the Hungarian revo-
lution has been taken over by '“faoscists"
and "'reactionaries.” But he said he had
not himse!f seen the Djilas article.

He challenged the regime fto let the
Yugosiav public® know what views Dijilas
was being punished for,

In New York the correspondent for
Borba (Tito's main organ) defected and
osked for asylum, because of Djilas’ ar-
rest. He said thot "the promised libera-
Hon and democratizofion of my country
have reached a dead-end street,” and ot-
tacked Tite's approval of Russian [nter-
vention in Hungary and his conception of
preserving "socialism” by denying democ-
racy. If Dfilas con be arrested, he said,
"who will dare woice his opinions’ in
Yugoslavia?

the Suez Canal, in spite of huffing, puf-
fing and parachute-jumping.

# Israel is now more isolated than ever
before in world pelitics and rezional re-
lations.

e Nasser’s prestie and position in
Egypt has been strengthened, not weak-
ened,

e The Western statesmen could not
either morally or politically do anything
about Russia’s suppression of the Hun-
garian Revolution.

® The United States is in open opposi-
tion to its closest NATO allies, Britain
and France,

# Britain and France, which once posed
as among the great powers of the world,
are revealed to be, like Jesser luminaries
in the UN, powerless as against the will
of the Big Two colossi.

® The Suez Canal is not only not in Brit-
ish-Frgnch hands, but it is closed to
traffic, cutting them off from their oil
supplies.

e The Baghdad Pact may not be dead, as
kas been proclaimed by some in an ex-
cess of pessimism, but it is certainly
wobbling and will never be the same.

e “Echoes of the Egyptihn fiasco are
bound to be heard in Cyprus, Hong
Kong, Malta, Singapore and throughout
Africa” (C. L. Sulzberger) and of
course, most of all, in encouragement to
the Algerian figchters for national free-
dom.

Of all of this, the basic shock is to the
NATO underpinning of the Western war
alliance. I* is in a state of "panic and
disarray"—+to use a phrose made famous
not in the West but over Stalin’s bier in
Moscow.

A N, Y, Times front-page story from
Washington (Nov. 26), quoting “foreign
diplomats here” on the UUN wote, spoke
of “a step toward something new in
American foreign poliey.” The U. 8. is
“oroping for a different approach” to

world affairs in cooperation with the
Asian neutrals and through the UN."

[On the 27th, Eisenmhower set himself
against this wishful thinking with a
statement disclaiming any “weakening
or disruption of the great bonds'- that
tie the U. 8. to its fellow imperialists in

‘NATO.]

No doubt Washington is groping. Also,
there i¢ a “different approach” which
beckons. But to grope all the way over
to it will require dumping the NATO
orientation and adopting a consistently

democratic and anti-imperialist policy
throughout the world.

The new thing Is not that this is any
more posiible tor ke State Deporiment’s
mentality than if was yesterday. The new
thing is that the old way is in shambles
and everyone, even the tops, are groping.

LOVELY VISION
Life magazine iz groping too. Here is
what it writes in an editorial on Novem-

ber 5:
(Continued on page 4]

Initiation to Fre

On Wednesday, Nov. 21, the first plane-load of Hungarian refugees to be re-—
ceived in this country landed at Fort Dix, N. J. A group of welcoming notables head-
ed by Army Secretary Brucker set Iorth to show them the American Way as soon

ay they set foot on our soil.

A platform had been erected for the VIPs, There were reports that the refugees
had been deliberately kept waiting for 6 hours in a Newfoundland lay-over so that

the reception could be done right.

For 10 minutes after the plane landed, prepmstmns were being made for the
refugees to disembark. “Let's get the show on the road,” said the major in charge.
“There’s a lot of high-priced talent waiting.”

He meant the politicians on the platform.

The Army Secretary mode a speech #o his caphive uummo

"I want to initiate

you,"” he soid. "'l want you to know what freedom is all ubmll'. First | want you to ap-

ploud the flag."
He meant the U, 8. ﬂag

»

The refugees were coming from a country where brave men were tearing a
foreign symbol from their own flag, They dutifully applauded a foreign flag as

ordered, Tt was the meaning of freedom.

(No one broke out a Hungarian flag, the red-white-green hanner of the greatest
fight for freedom in our day, in order to ask Army Secretary Brucker and his fellow

notables to applaud it.)

The Army Secretary then ossured the Huongarians: "Here, so long as we all con-
duct ourselves as goed relicble people, you are sofe and we will protect you."

Murray Kempton reporis:

“Here was no applause; it must have sounded, even

in translation, a little too mueh like the words they used to hear from Matyas Rakosi
in the compulsory assemblies in the country from which they had come driven.”
Then the Army Seeretary asked the Hungarians to applaud the men “fesponsi-
ble for the top-level handling of this great enterprise.”
He meant’the great enterprise of lefting the refugees into this wealthy country
which has such draconic laws on its hooks to bar the people of most countries of the

world.

To make all clear, he introduced freedom fighter Scott "cheﬂd who has worked
hard to bar even immigrants eligible for admission.

The refugees were ordered to applaud.

Then, aofter the speeches, to show them the further meaning »f freedom, the refu-
gees were put through security clearance, fingerprinting and photo mugging by the

military auwtherities.
So now they know.

For the
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IN "I'HE OLD GROOVE

'W. Z FOSTER vs.
HUNGARY’S REVOLUTION

By H. W. BENSON |

Nothing i8 awry in the world of William Z.
Foster. Where the normal socialist-minded resi-
dent of this planet sees the émpire of the Krem-
lin wracked by imternal struggles with the
masses of Bastern Europe fighting at different
levels to free themselves from dictatorship and
to establish socialist democracy, he noticed no
irregularities,

In the November 21 issue of the Daily Work-
er, for example, he discusses Hungary with this
“optimistic” conclusion:

“The Hungarian tragedy has caused consid-
erable uncertainty in the ranks of Communist
Parties in various countries, the U. S, included.
Temporarily, the prestige of the Soviet Union
has been hurt among the masses. But all this
does mot signify, as some charge, a crisis in
international Communism comparable to that
of the Second International in 1914. The latter
was the degeneration of Social Demociacy;
whereas this situation, for all its seriousness,
is a ‘crisis’ of growth for world Communism.”

This gem of analysis would be on a par with
the thought that the French difficulties in North

Africa and Eqypt are only part of a "crisis” of

growth for French imperialism, that indepen-
dence for India came as part of a “crisis” of
growth for the British Commonwealth. Anyone
can add his own absurdities.

Ordinarily it would be a waste of time to
examine Mr. Foster’s effusions. This. human
duplicating machine reprints upon demand the
Handouts, canned phrases, and prefabricated
facts that fit neatly into the latest line devised
by the still-Stalinist rulers of the USSR,

Die-Hards vs. Events

Russia, he insists, represents “socialist” de-
mocracy; consequently he defends without
qualification all its main moves. His art consists
in an unwavering presentation of every oscil-
lation. It would be more economical to follow
the line 'of the Krémlin directly'in the speeches
of its UN delegates, its resolutions and articles,
than to bother with English transmogrifica-
tions by Foster and his faction friends. But
times are not normal.

Events are moving the Communist Party of
the United States: there is now no doubt of it.
Revolution, mass struggles, and the resurgence
of socialist struggle in the Stalinist world are
not without impact upon it. Whole sections of
its membership and of its leadership are driven
to break out of the trap of Stalinism and are
groping for democratic socialism.

On the way, they come into head-on collision
with the die-hard Foster. His views command
attention now, not for their own sake, but be-
cause of the fight against them inside the CP.

In the November issue of Political Affairs,
Steve Nelson, Pittsburgh CP leader, writes,
“All friends of Socialism would do better if
they pitched into the discussion, suggested
changes in policy, program, and structure. This
would do more good than to stand on the side
and offer advice to us to dissolve.”

And he adds, "It is hoped that this discussion
will not bypass them and that there will be
Socialists who will enter this discussion cen-
structively.” ,

Nelson leaves us unclear on where this kind
of discussion is to take place; our view of the
discussion from week to week will be found in
the pages of LABOR ACTION.

The Smear Pattern
Foster’s reconstruction of the Hungarian
events, which needless to say is virtually point’

for point and date for date a repetition of what
he has heard from his Kremlin mentors, could
be summarized in these main points:

(1) Under the old Rakosi-Stalin regime, er-
rors and blunders were committed leading to a
rise of resentment among the Hungarian
people.

(2) Khrushchev and the 20th Congress
changed everything, The way was now opened
for reforms that would reverse the grievous
errors of the past.

(3) Regrettably, the regime in Hungary de-
layed. When it failed to make a turn, the masses
with their justified grievances demonstrated
for a change.

(4) But “fascists” took advantage of the
legitimate demands of the people and turned
their demonstrations into a counter-revolution-
ary, anti-socialist uprising, Nagy capitulated
to the “fascists."”

(5) To prevent Hungary from falling into
the hands of reactionaries, Russian troops were
compelled to intervene and save ‘‘socialism.”
Russia was not merely justified; it fulfilled a

- duty to “proletarian internationalism.”

We might ask: what kind of regiine was the
CP in its decade of rule, a regime so barbaric
and oppressive that the masses were ready to
permit what you call “fascism" to take over,
so long as they could get rid of it?

Biit we need not ask that question, for Fos-
ter’s apologetics hang upon one gigantic fraud
and lie. It is nothing new; the whole history of
Stalinism as defended and explained by Foster
in years past was filled with just such lies and
frame-ups. When an opponent could not be re-
futed, he was called a “fascist”; if possible,
executed; or, second best, murdered. Foster
merely continues in old-fashioned style; it is
another piece of evidence that for him nothing
has changed,

In ‘an article on page 3, we call attention
to the flimsy factual basis for this newest
frame-up of a whole revolution. There we learn
that “60,000 fascists” crossed-not the Hun-
garian border but the editor’s desk at the Lon-
don Daily Worker.

The prosecutors will doubtless busy them-
selves as the months go by with fabricating
“evidence.” Thus far they have dredged up
nothing but vociferous slanders and outright
falsificatian.

No License from Foster?

Let us look at the CP-Rakosi regime as Fos-
ter himself describes it:

It (1) “lowered living and working stand-
ards for the masses”; (2) was guilty of “bu-
reaucratic blunders and tyranny”; (3) “ex-
cesses and brutalities”; (4) “great-Russian
chauvinism”; indeed “the mational indepen-
dence of the Hungarian people was virtually
liquidated™”; (5) “they were stripped of their
civil liberties and subordinated to the vicious
domination of the secret police”; (6) brought
“needlessly severe economic strains”; (7) “the
several political parties . . . were either emas-
culated or liquidated”; (8) “these harsh and
unjust measures alien to the principles of So-
cialism could not be justified....”

It was against this that the peoples revoited,
against this and for socialist democracy. And
such a revolution against such an oppression we
hail as a vindication of the great role of the
_working class in the fight for democracy.

The workers did not wait to be generously
“liberated” from above by new CP dictators
or by bourgeois imperialists; they took their
fate into their own hands and-for a time were

¢
s

victorious. Even in defeat they have given an
enormous impulse to the world struggle for de-
mocracy and socialism. -~

But they had to do this without Mr. Foster’s
kind permission. In his view, they should have
awaited reforms from above through the ruling
CP. Meanwhile, he gives them a permit to have
“justified grievances” and he is even willing to
put an official stamp of approval upon their
first peaceful demonstrations for reform. The
party in Hungary, he tells us, regrettably was
dilatory and the “explosion” derived from its

failure to act soon enough. PreSumably, the

people should have waited patiently.
« In Poland, Foster feels, things worked out
far more felicitously : ) )
“Fortunately, however, the shift from the old
to the new situation was finally accomplished
[in Poland] without a serious rupture, and
Comrade Gomulka emerged as the leader of a
new regime with a policy of rapidly developing

~ Polish Demotracy and of establishing friendly

relations with the Soviet Union,...”

Definition of "Fascism"

One cannot help but wonder what Foster’s
reaction would have been had Russian troops
deposed Gomulka, Doubtless, he would have
discovered that Gomulka too had been a tool of
fascism. -

Mr. Foster's office, you see, issues permits
which are carefully circumscribed; the people

are permitted to press for and demand what'
is tolerable o the Russion bureaucracy. They'

must stolidly await dispensations from above;
they must be satisfied to remain under the rule
of the Communist Party, reworked and refash-
ioned as it sees fit in its good time.

They may, in sum, go as far as Poland but no
farther; for so it is written by Khrushchev and
80 it must be. Anything more is “fascism.”

For the sake of argument, let this be, just for
a moment. In Poland there now exists a govern-
ment which is “socialist” by permission of Mr.

Foster. So far, its actions have the' officidl’

stamp. But Russian troops are still stationed
there, Have the Polish masses the right to de-
mand their removal? Should the government
insist upon their leaving Polish so0il? At any
rate, if the people do not want Russian armies
on their territory, have they the right to dem-
onstrate and to fight for their departure?

Foster doesn’t say directly but it is clear that
such actions are beyond what his “socialist”
patent allows.

They Fought for Freedom

But let us leave Russian troops in Poland.
Mr. Foster frowns upon the Rakosi regime
which outlawed other political parties, So far,
there is no indication that the Gomulka govern-
ment will permit really free elections. It has
not permitted the reconstruction of free politi-
cal parties; and we refer not fo parties which
are manufactured to support the government
but genuinely free parties, free to oppose it.

Have the Polish people the right to demon-
strate for free elections and for free political
parties? And if the government refuses to
grant such demands, ‘have they the right to
overthrow it?

Mr. Foster doesn’t bother with such matters
because his license doesn't cover such grants.
That, in his view, is nothing short of “faseism.”

The world-shaking significance of the Hun-

.garian events lies in this: the socialist workihg

class did not wait for permission from Mr. Fos-
ter and his ilk in Hungary or in Russia. They
wanted freedom and they fought for it. Their
surge for freedom could not be contained with-
in the framework of bureaucratic dictatorship
and it therefore had to be smashed by anti-
socialist dietators.

That is what happened in the Hungarian
Revolution. Socialist-minded workers rejected
the promises of -their oppressive rulers; they
did not trust the promises of dictators and they
sought to take power into their own hands. This
socialist revolution was crushed only by the
power of Russian arms.

All the lies and frame-ups are caleulated to
hide this basic truth, but they will not succeed.

LABOR ACTION

———
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FRAME-UP OF A REVOLUTION

T — p——————

What About Those Fascists” in Hungary?

" The Daily Worker Is Puzzled

By H. W. BENSON

On November 1% the National Com-
mittee of the Communist Party dodged
a critical aspeet of the Hungarian Rev-
colution and left itself floating above the
struggle.

“We do not seek to justify the use of
‘Soviet troops in Hungary's internal cris-
s on November 4,” reads the NC *Open
Letter to CP Members.” “Neither do we
_join the condemmation of these actions.
Was there no alternative? Was it a
grim necessity? There are no ready an-
Swers and we are in no position to give
final judgment on the Soviet actions.”

.The Daily Worker and the Communist
Party are now in the pitiful position of
those who presumably welcome a strug-
gle for democracy in Hungary but are
mot ready to condemn those who shoot
down reveoiutionary democrats. It is a
fine thing to fight for democracy! But it
cppears tolerable, too, to murder demo-
crats. )

The NC is well advised to address this
“analysis” to members of the CP and
not to the public opinion of the working
.class where it would be received with
the mockery and seorn it deserves.

.. How does.the NC get into such a con-
‘torted position?

On November 4, just before Russian
.troops set up the puppet Kaday govern-
ment, . .the NC adopted a statement on
Poland and Hungary which said among
‘other things:

“Their [the CP government] calling
upon the Soviet troops stationed in Humn-
gary to put down the popular demon-
strations was a tragic error.,” (Let us
averlook the peculiar terminology which
calls such an anti-socialist crime an “er-
ror.") And it added: “The response of
the Soviet authorities to the request for
@rmed;.intervention also.cannot be justi-
fied by the argument that they had the
legal right to do so under the Warsaw
Pact. This was not a matter of formal
rights. It violated the essence of  the
Leninist concept of national self-determ-
ination ‘because the call for the troops
was not in aceord with the wishes of the
Hungarian people.”

Here too the authors place an undue
strain upon the English languageA‘It
was wrong to massacre the Hungarian
people because that was “not in accord
avith what the people wanted.” The
tone better befits a discussion of a Ro-
per. public-opinion poll than a brutally
suppressed fight for democraey.

IMPRESSED BY WHAT?

But even that is a big step forward
for the Daily Worker; it is frankly ecrit-
jeal of the Russian action, eritical in a
gingerly sort of way, but still eritical.

Two weeks later, the TP National Com-
mittee retreats into a pumzled neutrality.
And why? It has been impressed by Krem-
-lin-created “facts" that manufacture, in
4ypical Stalinist fashion, o fascist and im-
perialist plot in Hungary.

This is from the Open Letter:

“The role and influence of the reac-
tionary elements within Hungary were
bolstered by an influx of exiled fascists,
interventionists, and agents of Project
X actross the Austrian border. The Nagy
government, retreating before reaction-
ary pressures, lost its capacity to govern
and was unable to halt the lynchings,
anti-Semitic outbreaks and reign of ter-
ror against Communists and progres-

sives. From these facts it appears that
the Soviet Union decided on the large-
scale use of troops on November 4 io
head off the White terror and what is
considered to be the danger of the forma-
tion of an anti-Soviet, Horthy-like re-
gime on its borders which would threat-
en not only the security of the USSR

and other socialist countries but world

pence az well.”

We don’t intend to wade too deeply
into this mueck of apologia. But we ask:
where did you learn of the mass influx
of faseists, ete? And when?

The Kremlin has not yet had time to
manufacture forped documents or to
create real corpses with mythical poli-
tical histories. So far, there has not been
one reference anywhere to any “fasecist”
or-group of fascists by name and ad-
dress, dead or alive, found fighting in
Hungary. They are the pure invention of
the Kremlin.

What devious inner-party motives
guide the authors of the Open Letter, we
ecannot know in detail. We do know, how-
ever, that they are aware of the fraudu-
lent nature of the charges of "fascist
counter-revolution” directed against the
Hungarian people.

ELUSIVE 60,000

Here is where they got their “facts,”
as explained in the Daily Worker on
November 23 when the editors answer
indignant Fosterites who claim that the
D.W. had suppressed the “facts” -of
“fageist” intervention:

"On Nov. B, the Daily Weorker ran a
story culled from the London Daily Work-
er by foreign editor Joe Clark, which re-
ported that since last April when the
Austrian-Hungarian border was.opened to
tourist trafic on estimoted 60,000 coun-
ter-revolutionaries had entered Hungary.
As far as we've been able to discover, no
other English-language daily paper pub-
lished this news item. Yeh several people
have demanded to know why we've 'sup-
pressed’ it."

Is that clear enough? The CF National
Committee's sole unverified source of the
fable is none other than the London
Daily Worker. But that is not all to be
noted:

(I) The traffic in fascists was sup-
posed to have started in April. Yet no
one thought it fitting to mention it until
the Hungarian events of November. A
suspicious person would conclude that
the whole story is a Stalinist invention.

(2) The Worker doesn’'t explain how
counter-revolutionaries were identified
nor does it mention,a single name.” Did
they c¢ross the border with swastika
flags flying? 7

(3) Where did the fipure *60,000"
come from? Was there a speeial turn-
stile, complete with counting device,
through which border-crossing “fascists”
passed?

(4) Where and how did the 60,000
spend their time in Hungary awaiting
the Budapest events of November? Did
they ride the subways? Did they infil-
trate government buildings, dozing with
feet on desks pretending to be Commu-
nist Party bureaucrats?

But away' with annoying details! In
days of old, thousands were shot as “fa-
seists” jn Russia on even flimsier evi-
dence. The Kremlin demands that the
Hungarian revolution be defamed. So be
it.

I. F. Stone's Weekly
Monthly Review
Militant :
1. F. Stone (moderator). ..
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By HAL DRAPER

As H. W. Benson points out to the left, the New York Daily Worker
found out about the “fascists” who infiltrated Hungary from its col-
leagues of the Londan Daily Worker. But where did the latter get this

scoop?

It is possible to trace the manufacturing process of this Stalinist
slander against the Hungarian Revolution, from the now-available com-

pilation of Monitored Broadecast
‘Reports for East Europe.

The Daily Worker today, con-
cedes that the first stage of the
Hungarian Revolution was led by

honest socialist-minded workers
and students who were revolting against
the “mistakes” of the Stalinist regime.
But Foster claims, while the CP's Na-
tional Committee is dubious, that in the
second stage (namely, to justify the
Russians’ second intervention in force)
the “fascists” took over.

But the claim comes from the same kind
of people who, from the very beginning
of the uprising in Budapest, threw ocut the
smear "fascists" in order to defame the
revolution,

Erno Gero himself made a tentative
stab in this direction on that fateful
October 23 in Budapesi, in the speech
of his. which. further inflamed the people
when they heard it. He ranted against
“enemies of the people” who want to
bring the bourgeoisie back [from where,
by the way? from their graves¥] and he
denounced them thus:

“They heap slanders on the Soviet
Union; they assert that we are trading
with the Soviet Unien on an unequal
footing, that our relations with the
Soviet Union allegedly are not of equal-
ity and that our independence must be
defended allegedly not against the im-
perialists but against the Soviet Union.
All this is impudent untruth, -hostile
propaganda. ..” etc.

But it is now virtually official Stalin-
ist doctrine that these “slanders” are all
true, due to “excesses” and “mistakes”
committed by Gero and Rakosi. So Gero
was lying. Why should any Daily Worker
reader believe the other ravings ahout
“enemies of the peopla?” .

THE FIRST DAY

With the deposition of Gero, for the
most part the Budapest radio did not
dare to call the freedom fighters “fas-
cists.” The standard term used in all
broadeasts wus “the counter-revolution-
aries,” and this was used in blanket fa-
shion for anyone fighting against the
government, whether they were “misled
elements” or “provocateurs.” It was not
used to distinguish between "zood"” and
“bad” elements among the fighters.

There were a couple of exceptions. On
October 23 at 11:37 am., a short flash
addressed to women referred in passing
to “faseist looters”” At the same time,
all along, the government broadeasts
called the fighters “hooligans,” “irre-
sponsible,” sometimes “anti-democratic,”
usually “counter-revolutionary,” but it
was not until nearly 5 p.m. that there
was another incidental use of the term
“fascist provocation,” not- from the
authorities but in the text of ome. of
those “factory resolution” that were
read off to quell the struggle.

On the 24th, Kadar’s speech made no
mention of ‘faseists,” and only vaguely
referred to “those who intend to restore
capitalism—even if they ecarry out the
attack under different pleasing slogans.”

But if. as we are now told, the govern-
ment knew thot hordes of organized fas-
cists hod crossed the barder in advance,
how come that.even Kador did not use
this information fo bring the "misled ele-
ments" to their senses? Obviously, be-
cause this story was invented loter.

TASS DISCOVERY

In fact, from this point on and until
the start of the Russian massacre at the
end of November 3, the Budapest radio
never tied the revolution up with any
“faseists,” On the contravy, the Nagy-
Kadar regime later began to deseribe
the fighters as good patriots and social-
ists who had won out and ought to stop
fighting.

The epithet “fascist” came mainly not
from Budapest, where presumably Kadar

might know, but from—Moscow. i

‘On the evening of the 24th Radio Mos-
cow broadcast a TASS dispateh in:which
“fascist thugs” were described as loot-
ing shops in Budapest.

The same evening, over the East Ber-
lin radio Gerhart Eisler told his listen-
ers that the Hungarian fight was exploi-
ted by people who wanted “the establish-
ment of a faseist reactionary dictator-
.ghip."

Neither TASS nor Eisler, of course,
bothered to reveal how they had.discov-
ered all this, According to the line now,
they were lying then, Why should they.he
believed ever?

HOW TO EXPLAIN

Now look at what was said that same
evening of the 24th over the broadecasts
which are beamed at Italy from Prague,
by the Italian CP commentator Alberto
Clerici. He also had discovered. there
were “faseists” in Budapest. But he was
talking to a country on this side of, the
Iren Curtain. Here’s how he put it:

“The Budapest fascists anly wanted to
destroy and kill. I have used. the term
‘fascists’ and I would like to explain it.”
But what followed was merely a wand-
ering reference to the fact that in the
last 10 years “land was taken from big
landowners, factories from their owners,
and trade from speculators.” Presumab-
Iy the listeners were left to infer that
these were the people doing the fighting.
This iz how he “explained” it, At least
he knew there was something to .explain
away. X

Later on, there were many. confessions
that any references to “faspists” were
lies. F'or example, the Warsaw Radio on
the 28th broadecast a report from Buda-
pest by its correspondent Marian Bielie-
ki. The experiences he related made it
very clear who was leading the fighting,
but in addition he made it expleit:

“The uprising, despite the fact that
here and there hostile elements had
joined in, was not directed against the
socialist system; it was not a struggle
for the return of the capitalist system
«..the truth must not be camouflaged
about these events."

Of course, the official Stalinist line
now is that, while this may have been
true at first, later the “fascists” took
over. But why should the Stalinists be
believed, when it is clear that their first
effort was in any case to smear the pe-
volt as “fascist” without any jnstifica-
tion, that this iz their pattern, their
system?

A SMEAR IS BORN

But how about the story of the "Horthy-
.ite fascists" who were streoming agross
the Austrian frontier into Hungary?
Where did this come fram?

It was first published on November .
in the Austrian, CP organ Volkstimme,
nowhere -else. The evidence. given was the
testimony of "observers,” in other words
it was concocted in the staff roam.

It was retailed over the Moscow radio
on a Noyember 3 evening broadeast, as
follows : N

“The newspaper Oesterreichische Volk-
stintme reports the appearance in Vien-
na of leaflets calling for volunteers to
g0 to Hungary. Dispatches from the
Austrian-Hungarian frontier, the news-
paper reports, state that a restaurant in
the town of Nickelsdorf resembles a
transshipping point where people from
West_ Germany, speaking Hungarian and
wearing U.S. military uniforms, are
arriving. Their passports were issued in
West Germany, Each of them iy equip-
ped with a field kit.”

To understand the full fantasy of this
report, one must remember that Austria
ia neqtra!izbd by treaty with Russia, and
that its government is anxious to pive
Moscow no oceasion to denounce this

{Turn to last pagel
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Victory Out of Defeat

By A. RUDZIENSKI

If defeat can sometimes be politically
more froitful than vietory, then the de-
feat of the Hungarian Revolution by
Russian tanks and heavy artillery will
have incaleulable consequences and after-
maths for the Stalinist empire.

For the Hungarian uprising was not
a nationalist or reactionary movement
against the “mistakes of socialist pow-
er”’ but an aothentic workers’, peasant
and middle-class revolution;, a social
revolution against the Stalinist totali-
tarian tyranny.

Of course, a reactionary wing of the
Hungarian nation, represented by Card-
inal Mindszenty, also intervened. But, in
the first place, in the course of every
Teal revolution all social classes rise
apgainst the old oppressing power. And
in the second place, it is the Stalinist
power that is responsible for the fact
that reactionary elements like Mindszen-
ty could acquire so much glory as mar-
tyrs for the nationalist cause, thereby
getting identified with the democratic
and social rights of the Hungarian
people. )

To be sure, the Hungarian Revolution
was nationalist, for it fought for the
national freedom and national indepen-
dence which had been trampled on by
the Stalinist regime and the Russian
invaders. '

It was also a demperatic revolution, de-
manding rights for all the persecuted and
oppressed, including the “onti-Soviet"
parties of the peasants and middle class,
demonding a multi-party system, demo-
cratic elections, end the abolition of the
Stalinist dictatorship. But 1 think every
socialist revelution will-demand democ-
racy for all working people and greater
democratic rights than exist under the
capitalist regime.

The peculiarity of the Bolshevik dic-
tatorship in Russia is only proof of its
“Jacobin” petty-boutrgeois character, as
Rosa Luxemburg rightly said, end of
the fact that it did not entirely over-

come the bourgeois character of the Rus-.

gian revelution. The strongly /marked
democratic character of the Hungarian
uprising is also a justified result of the
Stalinist dictatorship, .

But after all, the main tendency  of
the Hungarian upsurge was the work-
ing-class rebellion against the Stalinist
tyranny, the working-class fight under
the socialist banner in the “spirit of
Bela Kun,” with workers' councils as
the political organs of. the revolution,
with an armed popular rising against
the old power, and finally with a general
gtrike which in its long duration has ne
precedent in the history of the working-
class movement.

ZHUKOV'S "GLORY"

This working-class and socialist char-
acter of the revolution explains the vio-
lence and cannibalistic eruelty of the
Russian intervention against the entire
Hungarian people and especially against
the Hungarian workers, who are in the
vanguard of the revolt against the in-
vaders.

After the victory of the popular up-
surge and the constitution of the Nagy
government, it seems that panic seized
the Kremlin, Nagy’'s categorical demand
for neutrality—liberation from Russian
“protection” and the Russian war poli-
ey—and his repudiation of the Warsaw
Pact enraged the Kremlin lords and
strengthened the position of the “hard"
Stalinist wing in Moscow (which is
backed by Marshal Zhukov) against the
“thaw" policy. And so they decided on a
war of extermination against the entire
Hungarian people, in -accordance with
the classic Hitlerite principle: “If you
don't want to be my friend, then TI'll
break your head.”

The rest is well known to the whole
world: the “victorious offensive” of
5000 tanks and 20 divisions against the
Hungarian people, after cautious prepa-
ration under‘cover of evacuation of Rus-
sian troops, and the destruction of Bud-
apest and other industrial cities.

It was the personal glory of General
Zhukov, the hope of the Kremlin—this
war against the kids and women and the
“pogrom” against the heroic city of
Budapest. He can now deservedly add
to his titles, “Great Marshall and Con-
aueror of Budapest,” Of course, the in-

L4 N

This article was submilted by Com-
rade Rudzienski es a discussion piece.
But obviously its estimate of the Hun-
garian Revolution iz entively in waccord
with our own. The “discussion” rubric
would apply only te Comrade REudzien-
ski’s interpolated wvemarvks about the
“netiy-bourgeois” character of the Bol-
shevile regime (we do not know any more
about his views on this theory) and, of
course, to his personal speculations
about the line-up inside the Kromlin—
What is important, however, is the anal-
ysis of the Hungarian Revolution, On

“this we are purticularly glud to note

Coinrade Rudzienski's counterposition of
the “Polish way” (Gomulka's regime),
which would satisfy the Kremlin's needs
in the satellites, as against the “Hun-
garian way,” which shakes the whole
Rusgian empire—ED,

b Y r

ternational conspiracy against the Hun-
garian Revolution, and especially the at-
tack by British and French troops on
the Suez Canal, gave the Russian can-
nibals liberty to slaughter the defense-
less Hungarian peoples:

After 21 days of heroic and unequal
fighting, the Great Marshall and Conquer-
or of Berlin defeated the Hungorion resis-
tance against the invaders, but he did not
win the victory. The working class an-
swered with its last weapon, the general
strike against the invaders, paralyzing
completely the life of the conquered coun-
try. The puppet regime of Janos Kadar
is absolutely isclated and ne one except
the Stalinists is willing to collaborate with
him. .

The defeated revolution rises political-
ly and morally victorious over its con-
queror,

POLISH OR HUNGARIAN WAY?

The powerful Kremlin despotism,
which menaces the whole world with war
and presents ultimatums to Britain and
France, stands forth as politically and
morally” weak and inferior before the
defenseless Hungarian people, before the
defeated Hungarian Revolution. It is a
question of the political and historical
superiority of the proletarian socialist
revolution over Stalinism.

The consequences of this political de-
feat for the Kremlin will be really incal-
culable, The whole structure of Russgian
domination over the satellite states is
obsolete now, after the Hungarian Rev-
olution, and must be changed.

The Kremlin would be satisfied if the
"Polish solution" would be sufficient to
take care of the satellite problem. The
jsolated Kodar regime now holds out the
offer of the multi-party system and new
elections to the workers and peasants,
but it invites the “traitor" Nagy into the
new government. In Gomulka's coming
visit to Moscow he will discuss the re-
buliding of Russion-satellite relations and
the Warsaw Pact. The “"Hungorian Way"
could find imitators in East Germany,
Czechoslovakia and Rumania.

The defeated Hungarian Revolution
is indeed a powerful factor in the polit-
ical revolution of all of East Europe.

Its influence will be very decisive for
Russia itself. It seems to me that after
the initial war enthusiasm, a process of
political demoralization began in the
Kremlin. It should weaken the “hard
wing” and shake the position of the
“future Napoleon,” the Great Marshal
Zhukov, not to speak of beingra political
defeat for Molotov, Kaganovich and
Susloy.

The demoralization of the hard Stal-
inist wing will accelerate the growth of
the revolutionary process in the USSR.
Without an upsurge of the Russian
workers against the Stalinist lords, there
can be no dorable progress of the social-
ist revolution in the satellite countries.
The position of Khrushchev will also be
shaken, because he endorsed the Hun-
garian massacre. We can expect impor-
tant changes in the upper strata of the
Russian dictatorship.

In Western Europe and America, the
Russian suppression of the Hungarian

.Revolution must provoke political splits

in the Stalinist parties, as has been
shown by the strong reactions of Pietro
Nenni, Jean-Paul Sarire, and of Stalin-
ists in Austria, Britain, and, I hope, the

{Turn to last pagel
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IContinued from page -7}

“ ..the military necesgsity for NATO
may be thought to decline with the de-
cline of the Red Army's presfige [be-
cause of the Hungarian events]; but its
potential political and econoinic impor-
tance becomes all the greater. Its Euro-
pean members are now challenged on
this score, Why should not NATO be a
peaceful magnet in which ex-satellites
are eligible for membership? But first
NATO must become something more
coherent and dynamie, something to
join.” .

The idea has been floating around for
some time now, of course: from NATO
to a beginning of supra-national feder-
lism on the political and economic side.
“NATO must become something...."”
What and how? Life has no more idea
than NATO. It is a lovely vision, and it
is hauled out again because something
is needed to fill a vacuum.

In this case we see, however, that the
immediate response is being made to the
Hungarion Revelution. For this is the
other side from which NATQ is being
rocked. Its impact is less obvious in this
country than the impact of the Middle
East crisis. .

We explained why in our Nov. b issue
(4The Hungarian Revolution Versus
NATO and War”). Subsequent events
have been peinting it up.

Thus a month ago it was Gemulka who
was pointing to NATO and American
troops in Germany as the rteason why
Russia’s troops had to stay in Poland—
and therefore why the Polish people had
to softpedal their own fight against the
Stalinist power.

This was not merely a futile propa-
ganda effort on his part. It strikes home.
Po Prostu, the vanguard student orgaon
which played a big role in the events lead-
ing up to the October upsurge, has been
won over to it

“We are opposed both to the Anglo-
French aggression against Egypt and to
the intervention, for the second time, of
Russian troops in Hungary,” it says, but
adds:

“However, America is allied to West-
ern Germany, American divisions are
stationed there, the Western Powers
have refused to guarantee our Oder-Neis-
se frontiers, and therefore there are Po-
lish reasons of state which make us ac-
eept Russian divisions in Poland.” (Quo-
ted by Claude Bourdet in the Nation,
Nov. 24.) )

The Adenauer regime in West Germany
is doing Moscow’s work for it when it
makes not the slichtest gesture toward
the Polish people to indicate that a dem-
ocratic united Germany would be willing
to mnegotiate outstanding antagonisms
with a free Poland,

MOSCOW USES NATO

Instead, in Bonn the leadership of
Adenauer’s party, the Christian-Demo-
crats, have just released a stubborn
glorification of the policy of “military
preparedness and close alliance with
the West"—i.e,, the policy which is the
only weapon the Polish national-Stalin-
ists have for consolidating their regime
and keeping the Russians in the coun-
try.

“It [the C-D statement] asserted that
the tragic story of Hungary had con-
firmed the rightness of Dr. Adenauer’s
poliey of ‘strength.’...” (Times, Nowv.
25.)

Confirmed? because Russia will hurl
an attack on West Germany through the
burning ground of Poland and East
Germany? No, Moscow needs every
American GI that there is in Germany
in order simply to hold on to Poland.

It is in a nice calenlation on Washing-
ton's political inertness that Khrush-
chev from the Kremlin has been able to
launch the taunting proposition: We will
withdraiw owr treops from East Europe
if you withdraw yours from Germang
and West Europe.

It is a challenge, a grandstand play
before the Polish people and. all of East
Europe. It is a bluff. It can be said al-
most with scientific precision that the
Russian heel will not be withdrawn from
the necks of the East European people if
the bluff is called. )

But it is an effective chollenge, Moscow
is counting on the inability of Western
policy to expose it, It is its means of us-
ing NATQ #o hold Poland. NATQO can do
that for Russio, even though NATO can-

not hoid Algeria or Suez for its own im-
perialists. . -

The groping goes on. In an editorial
Nov. 5 on the East European revolution,
oven the New Leader came out fdr steps
toward a withdrawal of *“all foreign
troops from the Continent,” in ordzr to

bring about “entirely new political pos-

sibilities [which] would emerge if Soviet
troops went home."

Maybe there was something to the
London Observer report that Eisenhower
himself has been toying with the with-
drawal-of-treops idea. Not only the New
Leader but the N. Y. Herald Tribune's
Washington correspondent Marguerite
Higpins has come out for a version of
the proposition. Her Nov. 26 column
starts off like a manifesto: “There 12 a
way of helping Hungary....This in-
volves a dynamic move by the U.5...to
offer boldly to withdraw American forces
west of the Rhine in Europe on condi-
tion that Russia withdraw forthwith
from Eastern Europe and give Germany
its freedom.,.."”

This would help the anti-Stalinist rev-
olution in East Germany and Peland
even more. Higgins is even willing to
consider accepting a neuntralized united
Germany.

"CHANCE WAS MISSED"

In the eurrent New Republie, Richard
Lowenthal discusses “Hungary—Were
We Helpless?” He too comes over to the
idea, “in a situation where Soviet Com-
munist control of Eastern Europe was
actually erumbling.” Such an American
offer “would have transformed the situ-
ation.” (Neither he nor Higgins let out
that in point of faet, as mentioned, the
fussians were already making the of-

er,)

“It was the only chance of influencing”
the Russians' actions, and “this chance
was missed,” says Lowenthal.

Yesterday when socialists proposed
withdrawal of troops we were told that
U.S. soldiers were the only defense
against the Stalinist hordes. We replied
that the real defense was the awakening
of the revolution against Moscow. It was
worth a smirk, a blank stare, or yemarks
about dogmatists who haven't learned
anything since Marx. Now Republican
Jjournalists and State Department hang-
ers-on are talking nostalgically about
what should have been done and the
chances that were missed. ...

But who expects that, even with life
educating them, our Washington leaders
can become practitioners of revolution-
ary political warfare?

Now that we have seen how the Hun-
garian peaple have fought, try o imagine
aaWestern world which has given up its
milifary-base encirclement of Russia in
order fo permit the revolution to encircle
Russia; which has oligned itself with the
colonial peoples of Asia and Africa in
order to spotlight the colonialism of Mos-
cow; in other words, a Western world
which is following a ‘consistently demo-
cratic and anti-imperialist foreign policy:
What o tremendous impulsion would be
given to the revolutionary velcanic forces
which are baltering the inner vitals of
the Russian empire! e

This capitalist-imperialist West can-
not do that; but its leaders grope. Its
people can also speed the revolution in
the east by fighting for socialism not in
Budapest or Warsaw but in our own
countries.
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Interview with Hungarian Student Leader

The following report was made available to Challenge by people
who had the opportunity to talk several hours with Istvan Laszlo, a

student leader of the Hungarian revolution now in this country.
Laszlo is 21 years old. His family background was intelligentsia. Al the out-
break of the revolution he was studying forestry at the University of Sopron in

western Hungary near the Austrian border,

Obviously quite intelligent, poised, and a good speaker, he was elected mayor of
Sopron by the Revolutionary Council in that city and was also made military com-
mander of rebel troops in the area, numbering 5000. He led other students in ar-
resting’ first the seeret police and then local Communist Party functionaries. As
military commander, he negotiated a cease-fire with the local Russian garrison, a
rease-fire which was broken by the Russians after Laszlo had left the avea.

Although slight of stature and boyish-looking, his carriage and bearing are
those of a leader and of a young man intensely proud of speaking for the Hungarian

people and the Hungarian Revolution.

Following is the gist of .questions addressed to him, and his replies.

Q.—What was the program of the
revolution?

A.—Free elections and political de-
mocracy.

Q.—What social system did you be-
lieve the rebels desired?

A.—That is hard to say—we had lit-
tle opportunity for political diseussion.

Q.—Do you believe that state owner-
ship of industry should continue?

A.—Even before the Communists took
over, much industry was state-owned.
Large enterprises should be kept that
way. Small enterprises should be re-
turned to their rightful owners.

Q.—Do you think most of the people
beljeved that way? )

A.—The guestion is very dark. It is

e rd to say.
'?‘gﬁ“uf Huy'l'le attitude of the Rus-
sian froops?

A.—When they found we were not fas-
cists, they would not fire. [This refers to
the early days of the revelt]

Q.—Was there any socialist under-
ground in Sopron before the re.woit.'!

A.—No, but there were social-demo-
cratie leaders in prison, and any Hun-
garian who had been imprisoned by the
Russians was popular with the peopl2
when they were released by the revolu-

ion.
: Q.—Do you believe that the Russians
will some day turn against their rulers?

A.—That is very hard to say, because
I had very little contact with the Rus-
sians, but there were some signs o indi-
cate this.

Q.—What was the attitude of the
Hungaﬁan workers toward the Hunga-
rian Communist Party?

A—TIt was completely hated by the
entire working class. In 1948 there were
workers who believed the promises of
the Communists, but this is no longer
true.

WHOLE PEOPLE ROSE

Q.—What attitude did the Communists
in your city take toward the revolution?

A.—The rank-and-file members joined;
the leaders did not. . .

Q.—Do you believe that Nagy Is still
popular with the Hungarian peaple?

A.—Yes, He was not popular at first,
but as ‘he moved toward independence
for Hungary, he became very popular.

Q.—What social groups led the revelu-
tion? - )
A.—Students, workers, soldiers, peas-
ants and city dwellers. )

Q.—But that is the entire population.

A.—Exactly. .

Q.—Who were the leaders?

A —The revolution was so popular
that all were leaders, .

Q.—Did the faculty of your univer-
sity join in?

A . —Naturally. ]

Q.—Before the revolution, did your
teachers speak out against the regime?

A.—Na, it was not permitted.

©.—Before the revolution, did you have
ony contact with the Russians in Hunga-
y?

A:—No, the Russioen scldiers were care-

fully prevented from fraternizing with the
people. They were stationed in isclated
camps outside of the main cities. The only
Russians we saw in Sopron were the
wives of Russian officers, who came to
shop. .

. —When you negotiated for a cease-
fire with the Russians, did the Russian
soldiers speak any Hungarian?

A —Only one, and he was from a part
of the Soviet Union which once belonged
to Hungary and was taken from her and
incorporated in the Soviet Union after
the war.

LIES

Q. —What were you told about the
United States before the revolution?

A, —That the United States was try-
ing to stir up revolution, that it com-
mitted espionage and sabotage, and that
all Americans chew gum. We were told
about the bad treatment of the Negroes
and how they are segregated in the
schools. The newspapers published many
pictures of riots against Negroes in
America,

Q.—What were you told about West
Germany?

A.—That it is the most reactionary
country in the world, and was, complete-
ly under American control. That all
were Nazis.

Q.—Didn't you know that there was
a large Social-Democratic Party in West
Germany? [

A~—We were told that they were real-
ly Nazis.

Q.—If an election were held in Hun-
gary, a free election, what party would
win?

A~—The Peasant Party, the Small-
holders Party, and the Social Democrats.
Everyone but the Communists.

Q—Did you ever listen to American
broadeasts?

A.—No, they were always jammed.
We sometimes listened to British broad-
casts.

@.—Did you expect American armed
aid?

. A.—No, Most Hungarions did not expect
any.

@.—What do you feel about the Suex
situation?

A.~—It was a terrible mistake and was
done at the worst possible time.

Q@.—Do you feel that the Suez situation
made it easier for the Russians #o crush
you? o

A-—-'.s.

Q.—Do the Hungarian people feel this
way, also? ,

A —Definitely,

Q.—Did many Hungarian students go
to Russia to study?

A —No. Students resisted going to
Russia, although there were many schol-
arships offered, and there was much of-
fiecial pressure to go. When I was in

high school, I was pressured to go very
heavily, but T did not,

Q.—Why?

A.—There were three reasons. (1) I
would not accept anything from a coun-
try which was oppressing Hungary. (2}
I did not believe 1 would get a good edu-
cation in a completely Communist coun-
try. (3) Those who went were invariahle
persuaded to become informers when
they returned.

Q.—Were you familiar with the pro-
gram of the Budapest students?

A.—0Of eourse. The twelve-point pro—
gram was famous throughout Hungary
and was the program of the revolution.
[For this program, see LA Nov. §.]

Q—What are. your plans?

A—When I have finished my speak-
ing tour, I will return to Hungary and
re-enter the country as a guerrilla.

THE MOTIF

Here is one report on the over-all im-
pression given by Laszlo:

“There were many questions that he
had not thought through; in many ways,
he was not a ‘political’ person, although
it was clear that he had learned a lot
in a very short time and was still learn-
ing fast. Talking to him, you got a
clearer idea of what it was like to grow
up in a totalitarian country. On many
questions, he knew what he himself
thought but not what others thought.

“But this was not a major problem
to him. He was dominated by -one idea—
get rid of the foreign occupiers. He
now knew that all the rest of the people
felt that way too. That was the motif
of the revolution, and Laszlo was un-
shakably optimistic that it would eventu-
ally triumph. Having seen him and talk-
ed to him, so am 1.”

Oslo Students Picket for Hungary

Last week's LABOR ACTION carried an
account from Norway of the sgpeech
given by Isaac Deutscher on the eveants
in Poland and Hungary ot a meeting of
the Oslo University Student Sociely on
October 27. Before an overflow. gudience
of some 900 students, Deutseher expound-
ed his usual apologies for the Kremlin
leadership. Following is a summary of
the rest of that Oslo dispatch by corres-
pondent Leif Eiriksson.

After his speech, the Oslo student
group, which is a non-partisan student
organization embracing all political
tendencies, considered various resolu-
tions on the Hungarian events and
adopted two of them. These were:

(1) A resolution expressing sympathy
with the Polish and Hungarian people
“in the struggle for national indepen-
denece and political freedom” and expres-
sing admiration for the struggle of the
Hungarian students.

{2) A resolution condemning the Rus-
sian military actions and declaring that
only the Hungarian people have the
right to decide who shall govern their
country.

A student then proposed that all those
present at the meeting gather in front
of the Russian Embassy to demonstrate
and to give their resolutions to Russian
Embassy officials. A socialist student
leader then declared that if there was
to be a demonstration before the Rusaia‘n
embassy, there should also be one in
front of the embassies of England and
France to protest their actions in their
colonies. (This was before the invasion
of Egypt.)

At thiz point, Izsaac Deutscher remark-
ed that he did not want his lecture to
lead to any demonstration, and that
furthermore, he had not been connected
with any political movement for over
twenty vears.

After a short period of chaos, the
overwhelming majority of those present
adjourned “to the Russian Embassy,
where they arrayed themselves in two
groups: a large group of 700-800 stu-
dents, intent on demonstrating against
Stalinist oppression in Hungary, and a
smaller group of some 60 students under
socialist leadership who planned to also
demonstrate against British and French
imperialism later that night. g

However, a contingent of police sta-
tioned themselves in front of the demon-
strators and informed the students that
it was illegal to present notes to an em-
bassy at this late hour, (It was a little
after midnight at this point.) The police
suggested that the students dishand,
which they did peacefully. As a result of
the break-up of this gathering, the plan-
ned demonstration before the British
and French embassies also did” not come
off.
At the next meeting of the Oslo Uni-
versity Student Society, on Nov. 3, a
panel of speakers discussed the Anglo-
French-Israeli attack on Egypt, after
which the Society adopted a resolution
criticizing England and Franee’s “mili-
tary intervention, without United Na-
tions sanction, in the conflict between
Egypt and Tsrael” A stronger resolu-
tion, offered by socialist students, was
defeated by a slender margin.

Meanwhile, in regard to the Hungarian

events, the students hove organized o
"Give A Day's Pay for Hungory"” cam-
paign. About 1200 students took a job for
a day, contributing their pay, which am-
mounted te 56,000 to the Red Cross for
help to Hungary.

The executive committee of the Nor-
wegian Social Demoeratic Youth on
November 2 sent the International Union
of Socialist Youth a telegram on the re-
volt of the Hungarian people, expressing
its solidarity with the uprising. The
Norwegian youth organization’s exeen-
tive committee also adopted a position
expressing its shock at the Anglo-Freneh
action and calling upon Norway to leave
the Buez Canal User's Association &f
Britain and France try to utilize it for
their aggressive policies.

L .y

MONTGOMERY ANNIVERSARY
CONCERT

Sponsored by “In Friendship” to give
financial help to the Montgomery bus
boycotters and to victims of economie
boycotts in the ecivil-rights struggle in
the South, there will be a benefit concert
on Wednesday, December 5, at Manhat-
tan Center in New York,

Featured performers will be Harry
Belafonte; Soprano Mrs. Martin Luther ~
King, who has sung with the Boston
Symphony; Tallulah Bankhead, and oth~
ers. Tickets run from $1 to 85.

h o




- AND THE REAL

By MICHAEL HARRINGTON

In a series of four articles recently published in the New Leader
(October 1, 8, 15, 22) Sidney Hook ‘has considered the Fifth Amend-
ment at great length. In doing so, he has delivered himself of judgments

-upon-the inferences that may be drawn from the exercise of the Privi-
Jege, the rights of teachers, the new immunity statute, and a host of

other issues.

.., Hook has a widespread influence
in the intellectual world—it is no
exaggeration to say that his book
“Heresy, Yes—Conspiracy, No won
a. considerable portion of the aca-
.demic community to his views on

she rights of teachers, the Smith Act and .

4he witchhunt in general; and so his new
=analysis deserves careful attention.

‘ <Perhaps the most striking thing about
#he Hook series is Ifs obstract character.
The argument takes place, for the most
spart. in a world untroubled by ‘the reali-
4ies of the witchhunt.

7 The argument is directed toward the
judicizal ealm of a courtroom with all of
its procedural safeguards; it is largely
predicated upon examples drawn from
“permal” eriminal law—kidnapping, em-
hezzlement, and so on. The failure to
_take the real situation into account re-
sults in a serious methodological flaw,
and it keeps Hook, in most cases, from
facing up to the real problem.

" This is quite surprising, since one
would expect from a man as talented
dnd brilliant as Hook a sophisticated
conception of the relationship of law to
political and social veality. But it just
isn’t there in his New Leader series, and
the result is that he once more comes up
on the side of the repression of civil
tiberties.

©UT OF CONTEXT

\ At the wvery beginning of the first
article, Hook does state the reality in
terms of “two sets of facts":

w4 Phe first iz that the-overwhelming
majority of those who have invoked the
self-ineriminatory provision of the Fifth
Amendment have done so in answer tn
guest':ons concerning their involvement
in the Commurist movement. The second
is that these questions have been put by
congressional committees whose purpo-
Ses or personnel are extremely contro-
versial.”

* Right. Except that one would under-
line Hook’s second fact about congres-
sional epmmittees: the shift of the focus
of eivil liberties from the courtroom to
thé committee and the quasi-judicial ad-
ministrative board iz of erucial impor-
tance within the last decade.

But then Hook immediately goes on to

separate his argument from the actual
véality:
i Whoever permits himself to consider
the relevant clause of the Fifth Amend-
fment only in relation to the phenomena
of Communist conspiracy and/or culfur-
af vigilantism is not likely to reach sound
gonclusions on the subject. The privilege
against self-incrimination was invoked
Jong: before the Communists appeared
on the seene; it will be invoked by others
when and if the Communist challenge to
the free society recedes.”

An other words, Hook is consciously egn-
sidering.his problem out of context: he is
.mot talking about the -Fifth Amendment
teday, but of the Fifth Amendment, a gen-
erolized rule of law which must be taken
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in. terms of all possible situations past
and present.

LAW AND REALITY

Now the relationship of judicial pro-
cess. to .social reality is not a case of a
simple one-to-one ecorrespondence, Ab-
stract formulations, rules of law in and
of themselves, take on a certein autono-
mous existence, especially in the thought
and practice of the courts. Yet basical-
ly, these rules are a response (often de-
layed because of the built-in lag of an
unrepresentative, lifetime institution like
the federal judiciary) to political and
social conditions. It is no exaggeration
to say that the Supreme Court sits in
constant Constitutional Convention; that
we have had, not one, but many Constitu-
tions. And in approaching any legal
formula, it is of the utmost importance
that we see it in its over-all context.

Suppose, for example, that a writer
at the bheginning of this century had
considered the law of contract. He ac-
knowledges at the outset that there are
facts to be considered—say, the influence
of Herbert Spencer on the Supreme
Court and the relation between the ab-
stract law of contract and the develop-
ment of unions in the society. But.then
he-goes-on to announce that anyone who
considers the question primarily from
the point of view of the yellow-dog con-
tract (the reality) “is not likely to reach
sound conclusions on the subject. The
law of contract was invoked before the
rise of unions; #t will be invoked by
others when and if the question of work-
ers' organization is settled.”

We would say to such an argument’
that it is mystified by verbal formula-
tions, that it is unconscious of the play
of social forees involved in every debate
over legal formulas.

Yet this ahstract approach is at the
very center of Hook’s series. One need
only look at the obvious assumptions
which he invokes.

WHAT RULES?

In arguing with-Dean Griswold en,tor-

ture and the Fifth Amendment, “even if
he [the invoker] is safeguarded not only
from torture but by wafchful ceunsel
and judge from bullying and intimida-
tion”; in another place “should we aban-
don all the rules of evidence.” (Empha-
sis added?) In most of Hook's examples,
these are the controlling notions—that
we are dealing with court, counsel, rules
“of evidence, cases like kidnapping, fraud,
muxder, ete.
_ -But that, of course, is not the real prob-
lem. The real tangle of the Fifth Amend-
ment arises out of the sociol phenomeon
of congressional committees, often .encugh
engaged inifishing expeditions, commitiaes
which do not have procedural rules;, com-
mittees before which a man's counsel may
not speak, ete.

But Hook, in certain places, does take
this into account. The result is the gen-
tlest conception of these committees ut-
tered by a liberal in a long time:

“Indeed, anyone who takes the unusu-
al course of actually reading extensi,v_ely
the give-and-take hetween congressional
committees and witnesses will make the
startling discovery that members of
those committees arve more often ahus_ed
by unfriendly witnesses who do not in-
voke the TFifth Amendment espgma]ly
witnesses concerning whom evidence
exists that they are or were members
of the Communist Party, than vice ver-
sa'?}

There is, obviously, a certain trath
here. In some cases, people of the type

described by Hook shouged, kicked,
screamed and abused their inquisitors
{read, for example; the “Hollywood Ten"
hearings). But my concern for the com-
mittee members is somewhat mitigated
swhen I also read thiat they engage in
systematic attempts to .trap witnesses
into waiving the privilege, assume that
opposition to -the Smith Act is per se
evidence of Stalinist convictions, issue
summary statements to the press about
what has been “proved” by the invoca-
tion of the Fifth Amendment, and so on.

It is incredible that Heok singles out
the bad manners of various Stalinists as
a central point to cite on the question of
the Fifth Amendment.

Herep. elearly, is a case or rather a
whiole series of cases, in which under-
standing is- predicated upon a realiza-
tion of the actual situation when the
Fifth Amendment is-invoked.

THE. WAIVER -PROBLEM

- ‘But ‘Hook's obstract methodology leads
to-an even more obvicus error, one in
which he-ignores & type of situation which,
because: of clireumstances ond not legal
formulas, escapes almost every logical
point.which he madkes.

..In. his- first article, Hook makes the
following reference:

“The Supreme Court has extended the
doctrine of waiver to witnesses before
congressional committees (Rogers v.
United States, 340 U. 8. 867). If a wit-
ness answers a question without fear of
incriminating himself in a certain field—
say, as to whether he ever joined the
Communist Party many years ago—he
cannot therefore invoke the privilege
with respect to whether he joined re-
cently - because ‘his answer to the frst
question openied up the field of inguiry.”

Now suppose that a witness had been,
for six months, a member of the party.
He is willing to testify about that, but
he does not want to name the names of
those who were with him. Assume fur-
ther that this witness had no connection
with espionage and has no knowledge of
espionage. If he answers any one ques-

tion on the subject, he is presumed to

have-waived his right of refusing to an-
swer on any other question with regard
to that subject.

Thus he must say, “"Fifth Amendment" fo
the question. "Did you steal plans for the
atomic bomb?" in order fo keep his privi-
lege for the question, "Did you recruit
your geood friend Johm Doe inte the
Raorty?"

" The Rogers rule is no abstraction.
Reading the testimony of actual hear-
ings, one will make the startling discov-
ery that there are a number of witnesses
who, pretty obviously, are ex-members
who would like to say so,.but who cannot

‘because of the waiver rule; (On one com-

miftee there is a congressman whose
favorite sport, it would seem, is trying
to trick witnesses into . waiving.)

But what does this reality do to Hook’s
basic contention? His thesis is that *“‘its
[the -Fifth Amendment's] invocation
establishes a presumption of guilt or
unfitness with respect to the issue in
gquestion. which ‘is relevant to inferences
made in a .non-legal or. moral context.”
{Hook's .emphasis.) But the Rogers rule
excludes even such a presumption in a
whole series of cases,

For we know—through experience,
through common serise—that the waiver
situation may force a witness to invoke
the amendment in answer to guestionz

‘concerning which he is willing to speak.

And there is nothing in the process itgelf
which tells us whether we are confronted
with an invocation out of fear of waiver
and in anficipation of some other gites-
tion, or with a “genuine” invoecation.

HOOK V5. DOUGLAS

But let us follow Professor Hook one
more step in his dealings with the real
world. Most of the time, as T mentioned
before, he is indulging in abstract argu-
mentation. But at some points he takes

the actualities into account, as when he
demonstrates his sympathy for the abuse
which committees must take from un-
friendly witnesses. A further example is
revealing,

Justice Douglas had written: “The
disclosure that a person is a Communist
practically excommunicates him from so-
ciety. ... e will be able to find no em-
ployment in our society except at the
lowest level, if at all.” '

This is, rather clearly, an exaggera-

tion. But Hook counters it with an inter- "

esting emphasis of his own:

“Despite what Justice Douglas says,
Communists. can be and are lawyers,
physicians, dentists, nurses, lay ana-
Iysts, small  businessmen, to mention
just a few vocations which known Com-
munists are currently and prosperously
pursuing. ... Injudicious and unbridled
exaggeration of fact is characteristic of
Justice Douglas’s opinions wherever the
issue of Communism is involved....”

Am | unfair in finding an implication in
Hook's statement that parcticelly no bad
consequences follow from exposure, that
the truth is really the opposite of what
Douglas says it is. If Douglas goes a
little over-board (seme expeosed Stalinists
have kept up their employment at a high
levell, Hook fis, in turm, guilty of “inju-

dicious and unbridled exaggeration” by

giving his pari-truth the air of a descrip-
tion of the total situotion.

It is clear that exposure as a Stalin-
ist will have grave consegquences for
people in almost every walk of American
life. Workers have been hounded out of
shops by their fellow workers, by unions,
by management; writers have lost jobs;
teachers have heen fired, ete.

ROBUST EVASION

Here is another Hook formulation on
the same subject: “What prevents wit-
nesses today from taking greater advan-
tage of the unjustifiable latitude extend-
ed to them by recent judicial decisions
«..is not fear of judicial punishment but
fear of condemnation by the robust coni-
monsense of public epinion.” One would
think that New York University is lo-
cated on the far side of the moon, not
at Washington Square.

In my book, “robust common senge of
public opinion” is a non-derogatory, in-
deed a complimentary  characterization.
And in the last five yvears it must include
in its range of reference the whole hys~
terical, witchhunting, McCarthyite at-
titude toward the invocation of the
Fifth Amendment, i.e., phrases such as
“Fifth Amendment Communists” and
the like. ]

The witnesses, faced by the complexi-
ties of the waiver rule, have not been
afraid of the chairman of the NYU phi-
losophy department, but of a mass, anfi-

libertarion sentiment which developed in-

this country in recent times. And it is an
interesting phenomenon that Hook can
refer to this os demonstrating some 're-
bust common sense of public epinion.”

In. basic methodology, then, Hook's ap-
proach is to abstract the gquestion of the
Fifth Amendment, and the judicial in-
terpretation of it, from the actual social
and political context.

There is much citation of Wigmore
and Bentham and old cases concerning
the privilege. But when the actual living-
breathing reality of the witchhunt en-
ters, it is usually mentioned only to be
played down: committees are abused;
exposed Stalinists have no hard row to
hoe as far as jobs are concerned; there
is a “robust.common sense” which is the
real thing which the witness fears.

The explanation for this extraordi-
nary procedure lies, I think, in the fact
that Hook is reacting to “ritualistic lib-
erals,” as he calls them. (And this, as
Hevesy. Yes makes elear, is not unrela-
ted to his advocacy of the side of Amer-
jcan imperialism in the cold war.)

Often enough, as in the case of Justice
Douglas, Hook does have an exaggera-
tion to point out. But he deals with this
by the technique of counter-exaggera-
tion; he is, to use the patois of the ac-
tual reality, soft on the witchhunt. And
this also buttresses his position on aca-
demic freedom, an area in which his
views have been particularly pervasive
and particularly harmful.

The Fifth Amendment is, to be sure,
no easy question. Neither iz the relation-
ship of the universal formulas of the
law to the particularities of actual situ-
ations of conflict. But Sidney Hook, in
his New Leader articles, has dodged the
real issue, the issue in context. The re-
sult is freedom’s loss, N
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THREE TYPES

OF DEUTSCHERISM’

By PHILIP COBEN

Last week we had a note on Isaac Deutscher’s
emergence imto print (in the Reporter, Nov.
i5) to slander the Hungarian Revolution in
accordance with his theory that the Krémlin is
engaged in “demoeratization” from above. We
also pointed out that Deutscher has degener-
ated from a man with a theory to a man who

is engaged in outright falsification in order to~

prop up his now incredible theory.

< Here is an especially ironic example of the
latter, from different pages of his article in the
Reporter, both dealing with what happened
when Khrushchev & Co. arrived in Warsaw to
put the arm on Gomulka,

On page 15 Deutscher asserts:

“When Khrushchev arrived in Warsaw on
Oct. 19, he was not in fact motivated by any
special hostility toward Gomulka—it was in-
deed far easier for him to come to terms with
Gomulka than it had been to make apologies
to Tito. What brought Khrushchev and his col-
leagues to Warsaw was, it stems, the fear that
anti-Communist forces might gain the upper
hand in the upheaval and that Gomulka, play-
ing unwittingly the part of a ‘Kerensky in re-
verse,’ might pave the way for a counters
revolution.”

That is a right neighborly view of Khrush-
chey’s flying trip; and though it has not the
slightest resemblance to anything reported by
anyone else from Warsaw, still it came straight
from Deutscher's ouija board.

However, on the next page and a few hun-
dred words later, we get another version of
what haoppened "in fact” when Khrushchey
came to Warsaw together with the leaders of
the other Kremlin factions:

“Khrushchev’s first inclination was to side
with the die-hards [Molotov and Kaganovich]
and to use force or at least to threaten it. Only
when- the -threat-failed and- it turned out that
the Polish upheaval did not after all imperil
the Communist regime did Khrushchev récon-
cile himself to the new situation.”

It is a good example of Deutscher’s authori-
tative reports via ESP on what any given per-
son in the Kremlin felt like on any given day.

The Reporter article from which we quote
was also published in Claude Bourdet’s Paris
weekly France-Observateur for Nov. 8, but in
4 curtailed form. This leads to a very interest-
ing observation.

The section that is left out entirely is the
whole-long first section which (in the longer
Reporter version) purports to give a detailed
picture of how the Hungarian Revolution was
taken over by reaction, as we noted last week.
There is not a word of this despicable thesis
left in the France-Observateur version. (Bour-
det's weekly has been treating the Hungarian
ficht very well, indeed.)

The centrast is ironic:

A leading American liberal magazine gives
Deutscher free rein and apparently unrestrict-
ed space to hold forth with his clearly falsified
and Moscow-whitewashing version of the Hun-
garian Revolution; but a Paris weekly which
has long been heavily influenced by Stalinoid
ideas (together with independent socialist
ideas) has evidently drawn the line.

The Neufralist Appeal

This leads to a question which we touched
upon glancingly once before. It is the question
of the relation between the Deutscherite thesis
and certain currents of opinion among Western
anti-Communists who are very far from wish-
ing to whitewash the Kremlin.

That is a more general way of putting a
question which' more than-one person is asking
about Max Ascoli's Reporter: How come this

magazine has made. itself the U.S. organ for
Deutscher's theory and views? For example, the
above-discussed Deutscher atrocity on Hungary
is the Reporter's main article on the Hungarian
events so far. This comes close to being incred-
ible at first blush. What is the attraction of
Deutscherism for these circles?

It can hardly be understood if one thinks of
Deutscherism solely in its capacity as today’s
most highly sophisticated mode of justifying
Stalinism and its historical role. To be sure, it
is in this capacity that it has been taken up by
Sweezy's Monthly Review and by otlier Stalin-
oids, but it also has an appeal for certain antis
Stalinists. S

It is easiest to see its appeal to the neufralist
sympathies of such tendencies as the Bevanites
in England. LA has explained this before. It is
virtually made explicit by some Bevanites, in
the first place Bevan himself, whose theoretics
on the Russian question seem entirely derived
from Deutscher’s writings.
~ The neutralist perspective depends upon, and
becomes nonsensical unless one believes in, the
interpretation of the Russian power as essen-
tially peaceful and progressive if only left
alone. If a “coexistence’ deal is to be negotiated
with Moscow to ensure peacé to the world, then
on no account can one have such a pessimistic
view of Moscow's politics as to make this deal
merely a matter of appeasing a totalitarian
despot. )

The Don't-Scare-'Em Thesis

In short, neutralism enforces all kinds of
illusions about the nature of the Stalinist pow-
er, as it also does about the nature of capitalist
imperialism. If the two war camps are to be
reconciled in understanding. and amity, then
one can hardly hold a Third Camp view that it
is unavoidably necessary te-fight both imperial-
isms to the end.

Deutscherism provides such neutralists with

a handy theory which makes it possible to en-
vision "peaceful coexistence."

If the Kremlin leaders are anxious-to hand
down democracy from' above te a people: who
ought to be grateful for any tendencies in this
direction, then it is obviously wrong to scare
them out of it in any way.

One way to scare the would-be benevolent
masters is to act bellicosely in foreign affairs—
Dulles’ brinkmanship, for example; and so on.
Hence : neutralism.

Another way to scare them is to make revo-
lutions under their iron heels, as in Hungary,
or to threaten to do s0, as in Poland for a while.
Hence the Hungarian Revolution must be dep-
recated (if not condemned or slandered, a la
Deutscher himself), and the Poles must be
warned against doing anything to make the
Russians mad at them (& la Bevan in the
Tribune).

This is one important connection between
various forms of neutralism and some of the
infamous reactions we have seen toward the
great Polish and Hungarian events—ineluding
Nehru's.

State Department Version

New it is important to understand that, in a
diluted form, this ideology also has ifs influence
on the State Department and the foreign offices
of the West.

No, it is not a question of “subversive” infil-
tration here, or any other conspiratorial non-
sense. State Department cireles must think in
the direction of how to make a “peace” deal
with the Russian rival, in terms of their own
ideology of ‘“containment,” which is still the
ruling notion in spite of all GOP demagogy
about “liberation.”

. For some documentation on this, as it per-
tains to the Hungarian Revolution’s reception

=Kremlin,

in the West, we refer to LA-for Now. 12,
“Western Leaders, Too; Fear Revolution ird
Russian Empire.” But it has been a fairly ob-
vious fact for a long time. cr

Hence the nursing of illusions ‘about th
Kremlin’s course in Washington too: illusion=
and hopes. Or rather: hopes, therefore illu=
sions:

In terms of bourgeois foreign policy, there
is not really any genuine alternative to some
form of the “peaceful coexistence” illusion, ng
matter how the suspect term is reviled by U. S.
troglodytes. In the last analysis, the Stalinoids
are absolutely correct (within the frameworle
of bourgeois policy) in arguing that the only
alternative to “peaceful coexistence” is—waﬂ'
or no existence.

Alternative to Deutscherism

Hence, the attractiveness of Deutscher's
analyses for all kinds of people. What they look
for to him is (what seems to be) an informeds
and' politically sophisticated explanation by &
man who is clearly no crude apologist, of thi
forces at work inside the Kremlin which migh#
give life and color to the desired end of "con«
tainment"—namely; a peace settlement with
reformed Russians. What else can they hope:
for, after all?

This is, 1 would venture to say, the reasor
for Deutscher’s apparently strange hold on the
pages of the Reporter, for, as everyone knowsjs
publisher Aseoli views his magazine most forrd-
ly as a brain-trust organ for the “thinking’™
circles who make policy, not least of all in the
various bureaus of the State Department,

Thus one gets the phenomena not only of:
Stalinoid Deutscherism but also of neutralist
Deutscherism and even bourgeois Deutscher-
ism, in-the above-mentioned diluted. (and bour=
geoisified) forms.

For after all the only consistent alternative to
any kind of “Deutscherism” is a revolutionary
perspective for the world, the Russian empire-
included. It is not easy to maintain such a pers
spective firmly, as everyone knows. But-whent
the: phrase “revolutionary perspective” takes
flesh-and-blood, as it does in Hungary, then a
Deutscher-takes his place as its enemy and de~
famer. And the diluted-Deutscherites take their
place as cool friends of the revolution while;
say, they warn the Poles not to make any trou-
ble for Gomulka, i.e., not, to come to the aid of,
the-Hungarian Revolution.. d

It Is Not Dead

Let no one think—as we have heard it said—
that the Hungarian Revolution and the Poélish’
events have given a death-blow to the Deutsch~
erite thesis that the Kremlin masters are seek-
ing to democratize their regime in Russia and
elsewhere, and would like fo or intend o hand
some kind of real political democracy down to

the lower echelons of their society.

To be sure, it now takes very strong-willed’
people to believe this stuff. One must have an
iron determination to believe that the same
butchers who are ready to drown a whole na-
tion in one of history's most brutal bloodbaths
are yet somehow on the road to importing-
from-above some of the same rights which the
Hungarian people are demanding.

So at the present moment it’s a little difficulf,
under the burning heat of the Hungarian Revo-
lution, but tomorrow some-of the same people
will pluck up the heart to restart the same tune.-
Far fewer people, we believe, but still some ofis
the same,

Once again we may hear and read specula-
tions about démocratizing intentions in thes
every time Mikoyan sneezes, or
Khrushchev chucks a diplomat under the chin’
alcoholically or non-aleoholically, or indeed
when some veal concession is made to discon-
tented slaves or sub-bureaucrats or to the fear
of revolt. -

There will be such people, for the political’
drive behind the impulse to Deutscherism wilF’
still be there, But they will be people who will’
have to forget the lesson of Hungary, of Poz-
nan, of the East German revolt, who will have:
to turn their backs on it. :
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By EMIL MODIC \

. The Dues Protest Committee, opposi-

group within the United Steelwork-

has announced a slate of rank-and-
filers for the three top offices in the or-
ganization and are now working to get
this slate on the ballot.
~Named for president was Donald C.
Rarick, a grievance-committeeman from
Local 2227 of the Irvin Works of U.S.
Steel in the Pittsburgh area, Rarick has
heen the leader of the rebels from the
start, ,

Nominated for vice-president was Ed-
ward Revak, Local 1266, Duquesne works
of ¥.8S. Steel in the Pittsburgh area.

_ William A. Klug of Milwaukee will run
for secretary-treasurer. Candidates are
also being named for district director in
some of the districts.

In a sense, this slate represents a set-
tiack for the Dues Protest Commitiee.
“Fhey had hoped to persuade some of the
district directors to make the fight,
‘specifically some of the district directors
who unsuceessfully backed Joseph Molo-
néy in a special election for vice presi-
dent last year.

So far, the district directors involved
—Bill Hart and Moloney—have resisted
efforts to' draft them. Undoubtedly one
of the reasons for their reluctance to
‘enter the fizht is that they were in fa-
‘yor of the dues increase which gave them
and their staff people a raise.

This is one indication of the weakness
of the opposition faction. They have made
opposition fo the dues increase almost
#heir only plank, although union democra-
cy is an issue in o secondary sense, since
the rebels claim that the dues increase

er Opposition Names lts Slate .

was put through in an undemocratic man-
ner.

Basically, the strength of the Dues
Protest Committee to date has been mot
its own program, but the unpopularity
of McDonald.

The Dues Protest Committee has con-
tinued to -gain strength, although to
date the indication is that it will not be
strong enough to win. At any rate, it
has become strong enough to scare Me-
Donald into launching a counter-attack.

This will probably consist in part of
bureaueratic attempts to keep the rebels
off the ballot on technicalities. (To gef
on-the ballot, & candidate must be nom-
inated by 40 locals before December 14
of this yedr.) There are also indications
that the administration forces will
charge the opposition with being Com-
munist-influenced.

Finally, McDonald plans to run on
his record of not inconsiderable conces-
sions from the company, and on what
will probably be a fairly sound trade-
union program: organize the unorgan-
ized, combat diserimination, handle
automation, and so on.

The rebels had better come up with
such a program in a hurry if they are
serious. If they do, and the issues are
debated, it will be a good thing for the
steel workers, no matter who wins.

Another note on the steel workers has
to do with the recently eoncluded nation-
al election. There were wide reports be-
fore the' election that many steel work-
ers would vote for Ike simply to spite
MeDonald. The extent to which this hap-
pened is hard to say, but it is noteworthy
that the Democrats failed to carry Al-
legheny County for the first time since
1932,

‘Fascists’ in Hungary — —

[Gontinued from page 3)

neutrality. 'If the Volkstimme report
were one-guarter true, then it would be
incomprehensible if Russia failed to
take formal steps to protest and stop
Austria’s breach. It has not done so.

The Velkstimme report, therefore, in
addition to being a smear of the Hun-
garian Revolution is a provoecation
against the Austrian government, On
November 3 the state prosecutor was
instrueted to bring charges of high trea-
son against the CP organ. If it comes
to trial (i.e. if it is not quashed out of
deference to Russian relations), then
the Hungarian Revolution’s Stalinist
slanderers will be on trial too.

That is all quite aside from the fact
ghat somehow only the Volkstimme's “ob-
servers” saw this mass activity going on
in Mickelsdorf, though it was obvisusly
on such a scale that any tourist would
know about it.

This is the origin of the slander
against the Hungarian people. Later
wersions simply embroidered on it

Prince Eszterhazy, the reactionary
ex-landowner, was “seen” in Budapest.
Ferenc Nagy, the right-wing ex-premier
in exile, was listed as passing over into
Hungary, though it is a matter of record
that he was expelled from Austria by
the government. The Rumanian Radio
tied up things neatly with the scoop that
“At the Austrian-Hungarian border the

Out of Defeat — —

[Continued from page 4]

U.8. The Hungarian suppression will
also add to the isolation of the Stalinist
parties from the Social-democracy and
the trade-union movement, and thus
weaken the Russian position in the
West,

Also, the Asian bloc under Nehru's
leadership is very displeased with Rus-
sian policy in Hungary, in spite of the
isolated declaration by China. In this
way Russian successes in the East can
be limited.

But the most important conseguence
will be the growth of the socialist revo-
lution in the entire Russian empire, not
.only in East Europe but also in Russia
and China. In this, sense it can be said
that with their death the massacred Hun-
garian revolutionists have dug the grave
of the Stalinist counter-revolution,

real general headguarters of the Hunga-
rian fascists has been set up under the
direct leadership of the Free Kurope
American broadeasting station.”

"MORE OR LESS OPENLY"

The Moscow Radie (Nov. b) actually
said that “Every Hungarian worker,
peasant and office worker saw with- his
own eyes” that the “counter-revolution”
was trying to return the factories to the
capitalists. It was “revealed” that the
planes flying in from Austria with med-
ical supplies “really” carried “bands of
fascists” (or band-aids of fascists? were
they made up to resemble Horthyite big
sulfa shots?).

On November 4, right after the Rus-
sian tanks fell in full fury on Budapest,
the - Prague Radio informed its listeners
that “Cardinal Mindszenty more or less
openly demanded the restoration of fas-
cism. .. Such well-known persons as
Cardinal Mindszenty, Count Esztethazy,
or the agrarian Bela Kovaes [who join-
ed the Nagy cabinet] did not conceal
their anti-people pro-fascist aims.” If
Kovaes was open about it, and “did not
conceal” this, then why the need to con-
coct frame-ups about restaurants in
Nickelsdorf? why not just quote his
“more or less open” pro-fascist declara-
tions as a member of the Nagy govern-
ment?

Of course, no one can deny that with
the outbreak of the Hungarian Revolu-
tion many émigrés may have returned
clandestinely from Austria. The question
is' only whether they are all “fascists"
and who says so, whether they went back
as American agents, and, even if the
foregoing is assumed, whether they then
“took over” a revolution that was being
fought by a united nation.

But somehow not a single live fascist
or Horthyite has been produced in Bud-
apest as a leader of the revolution, nor
as one of thpse who were flown in dis-
guised- ag band-aids. This frame-up has
not been produced with the leisure that
was possible for the Moscow Trials, It
was invented extemporaneously, and on-
ly those will give it the slightest cre-
dence who =till believe that every mem-
ber of Lenin's Central Committee except
Stalin was an agent of Hitler,

~
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\ Lahor and Students
Hold Hungary Rally

By GERRY MCDERMOTT
Pittsburgh, Nov, 24

One thousand Pittsburghers turned
out on a cold and rainy might November
20 to protest the actiorrs of the Kremlin
in surpressing the Hungarian revolu-
tion.

The protest meeting was-called by the
Pittsburgh Citizens Committee for Hun-
garian Freedom, an organization formed
specifically to hold the zally.

The committee was made up of repre-
sentatives of local student orgonizations,
of faculty members from the five colleges
and universities in town, of trade-union
officials, and of representatives of Hunm-
garion-American organizations, The ideo
behind the composition of the committee
was that it should be composed of the
American equivolants of the groups that
led the, Hungarian revolution—students,
intellectuals, and workers.

The movement was endorsed by the
student governments of the five local
colleges and was publicized by them and
by student newspapers. Public relations
in the community at large was handled
by the United Steelworkers. Other detail
work was handled by faculty people and
the leaders of Hungarian fraternal or-
ganizations.

Principal speaker at the rally was
Istvan Laszlo, a leader of the Hungarian
Revolution who escaped to Austria and
is now in this country. Laszlo declared
that he believed the Hungarian revolu-
tion would vet triumph, and said that
Russian troops showed great reluctance
to fire on the Hungarians,

Short speeches were also given by
spokesmen delegated by the student gov-
ernmentz of the five Pittsburgh colleges,
in honor of Hungarian students, and by
Maurice Schulte, an assistant to Steel-
worker president David J. McDonald, in
honor of Hungarian workers. Professor
Robert Neuman read a memorial to
Hungarian intellectuals.

Co-chairman of the Citizens Committee
were Dr. Geza Grosschmid of the eco-
nomies department of Duquesne Univer-
gity, and Hugh Cleland of the history
department of the University of Pitts-
burgh, Chairman of the actnal protest
meeting was Judge Lois McBride.

The meeting. adopted a resolution
which was released to the press. It said
in part, after denouncing the Russian
imtervention as “naked imperialism”:

“With hearts filled with anguish, but
also with admiration, we salute the hero-
ic students, workervs, soldiers and eiti-
zens of Hungary who have written a
magnificent and imperishable chapter in
the long struggle for human freedom.
We vow finally to vindicate their courage

by striving to insure that Hungary yet

may be free.

“This meeting calla on all friends of
human dignity and freedom to rally to
the support of the Hungarian people and
to demand, with us, the immediate with-
drawal of Soviet troops from Hungary,
the immediate end of deportations, and
the immediate return to Hungarian soil
of those already deported.’”

Readers Take the Floor

To the Editor:

A sentence in my report on the recent
“left" forum in Chicago [Oct.22] was
rephrased m such a way as to be inac-
curate. The sentence reads: “what it
[the Cochran line] proposes ‘is rebuild-
ing the Stalinist movement in Ameriea,
not a socialist movement.” This is not
correct. Oragnizationally and politically
the Cochranites have moved far away
from their Cannonite origin, They are
for an all-inclusive socialist educational
society, within which they would advo-
cate their Stalinoid ideas. Their own role
would be no better, but no worse either,
than that of the large numbers of Stal-
inoids within the Bevanite tendency in
Britain. INlusions about the future evolu-
tion of Russia and definitions of its pres-
ent class character are not enough to
define a movement as Stalinist.

~SAuL BERG

Chicago, Oct. 23

r

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

Capitalism cannot be reformed or liber- .
alixed, by any Fair Deal or other deal, so
as to give the people freedom, abundance,
security or peace. It must be abolished
and replaced by a new sBeial system, in
which the people owa and control the
basic sectors of the economy, democrati-
cally controlling. their own economic and
political destinjes,

Stalinism, in Russio and wherever It
bolds power, is a brutal totalitarianism—
a new form of exploitation. Its agents in
every counfry, the Communist Parties, ore
unrelenting enemies of socialism and have
nothing in common with seciallsm—whieh
cannot exist without effective democratic
control by the people.

These two camps of capitalism and Stal-
inism are today aof each other's throats in
a worldwide imperialist rivalry for domi-
nation. This struggle can only lead fo the
most frightful war in history so long as the
people leave the capialist and Stalinist
rulers in power. Independent Socialism
stands for building and strengthening the
Third Camp of the people against both
war blecs.

The ISL, es & Marxist movement, locks
to the working class and its ever-present
struggle os the basic progressive force in
society. The ISL is organized to spread the
ideas of socialism in the lobor movement
and among all other sections of the people,

At the same time, Independent Sociallsts
participate actively in every struggle to
better the people’s let now—such as the
fight for higher living standards, against
Jim Crow and anti-Semitism, In defense of
civil liberties and the trade-union move.
ment. We seck to join together with all
other militants in the labor movement as
a leH force working for the formation of
on independent labor party and other pro-
gressive policies.

The fight for democracy and the fight
for socialism are Inseparable. There ecan
be no lasting and genuine democracy with=
out socialism, and there can be no social-
ism without democracy. To enroll under
this banner, join the Independent Soclalist
League! _

Get Acquainted!

Independent Socialist League
114 West 14 Street
New York 11, N. Y.

J T want more information about
the ideas of Independent Social-
ism and the ISL.

O I want to join the ISL.
thlemn
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