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FIVE CENTS

By HENRY JUDD

If so much was not at issue, from
ti}e point of view of the peoples of
the world and peace, the struggle of
statement and counter-statement be-
tween Stalin and Truman might pro-
vide éxcellent relief in a comic opera.
The upshot of the exchange seems
to be that never were two men more

“anxious” to meet with each other,
but one is “grounded” by bad health
and the otheér likes Washington so
much that he couldn’t dream of leav-
ing for a moment. (Since Stalin can-
not travel by “boat or plane” we
could suggest a trip by submarine,
equipped with one of the navy’s new
“schnorkel’” breathing devices.)

In any event, the whole maiter
has boiled down to nothing — there
will be no meeting, at least under
the circumstances and conditions
proposed by Stalin. (Wasn't it Tru-

man, by the way, who described the
gentleman from the Kremlin as a
“good old Joe”?)

We are all familiar with the ofli-

cial reasons: Stalin suggests that
Truman simply doesn’t want to meet
him, that America wants to continue
its aggressive policy, ete, Truman
and his Secretary of State Acheson

—the latter eager to wipe out any.

past suggestion that he was not as
“tough” with Russia as he should be
—have coldly and sarcastically re-
jected the Stalin invitations on the
grounds that they are “maneuvers”;
that the UN is the proper mailbox
for such requests; that the other
powers involved in the dispute must
also be present, ete.

COLD WAR SPREADS

In the meantime, our cleverest
Jjournalists are busily at work weigh--

Phila. PAC Discusses Action

PHILADELPHIA, Feb. 2—On Friday,
January 28, the Philadelphia CIO-
PAC sponsored a meeting of all stew-
ards in the area to discuss the anti-

* labor laws which have ‘been passed

in recent years by ihe Siate Legis-
lature. Harry Boyer, president of the
Pennsylvania State Industrial Union

Chicago Printers
Get First Brealr

_ln long Strllre

CHICAGO (E:TU)—aTne ﬁrst break in

the 14-month stnke ‘of- Typogl aphxcal
Union No. 16 against newspapers of
Chicago and adjoining Hammond,
Ind., came on Sunday, January 30,
when the Hammond Times and the
ITU local reached agreemeni on a
separ_ate contract and wage scale.
The agreement guarantees the
“greatest measure of union security
possible under the Taft-Hartley law”
and moreover provides that, when the

law is repealed, “any provision of the

previous contract . . . excluded from
this contract solely because oi the
restrictions of the law” shall auto-
matically become a part of the new
agréement. A wage increase of $12.50
also is incorporated.

“The strike conlinues against dailies
comprised in the Chicago Newspaper
Publishers Association—McCormick's
Chicago Tribune, Hearst's Herald-
American, John Knight's Daily News,
Ridder's Journal of Commerce and
Marshall Field's Sun - Times. These
newspapers operate under a “unani-
mous consent” rule which forbids any
of them to make an agreement wiih
any labor union unless each and every
member corporation gives its assent
to ‘each and every clause of the pro-
posed agreement.

The Chicago newspapers, hiding

. behind a smoke screen of Taft-Hart-

Iey legal ‘subterfuges, have insisted on
changed working conditions which, in
the opinion of Typographical Union
officials, would disorganize the print-
ing industry. While constantly pro-

. claiming that “all we want is a legal

contract,” they have demanded
changes in former contracts which
would increase their profits by mil-
lions of dollars annually and dimin-
ish the wages of their employees by
the same figure. As to wages, even the
best “tentative” offer made by Hearst,
MceCormick, Knight and their fellow
news magnates is several dollars less
per week than provided by the new
contract with the Hammond Times.

. A Federal Court injunction handed
down last March and a “contempt ci-
tation” issued several months later
have not noticeably affected the
union printers’ fight against the Chi-
cago newspapers, ]

The Hammond daily, now again
fully unionized, has a circulalion of
less than 40,000, as against the aver-
age circulation of more than 500,000
enjoyed by the strike-bound news-
papers of Chicago. These figures are,
as regards both Hammond and Chi-
¢ago, far below those which prevailed
before the strike,

Now that the Hammond paper is
again on the fair list, the Typograph-
ical and other unions intend to raise
its circulation by intensifying their
against Chicago dailies
which are still produced behind pick-
et lines. Previously the Chicago pa-
pers have doné considérable business
in the Hammond area.

On State’s Anti-Labor Laws

Coluncil, analyzed the details of a
“package of ten” anti-labor laws now
effective.

Since 1946 the Republican machine
commonwealth has passed so many
acts which hamper labor that the
unions in this area operate under con-
ditions as unfavorable as those of the
Taft-Hartley Act. The Women’s Act
eliminated protection for female
workers, such as limitations on
working hours and age requirements.
An “eqgual pay” bill lists ways in
which 2n employer can legally aveid
paying equal pay for equal work. Sev-
eral other bills ‘enable employers to
reduce payroll taxes and te establish
conirols over group insurance plans.

One—of the senous Blows strick
against labor was Act No 349;, which

: eliminated payment of unemployrnent

" compensation for strikers out due to

industrial disputes. The proponents
of this act made much of the fact
that $12,000,000 was paid to workers
in steel, coal and electrical indusiries-
in the spring of 1946. A number of
activities have been named as unfair
labor practices. These include “‘guest”
picketing, secondary boycott and ju-
risdittional disputes.

The Republicans have also taken
care of strike situations affecting the
“general welfare.” Public employees
are prohibited from striking or exert-
ing any pressure to induce improve-
ment of working conditions. Act No.
485 authorizes the governor to inter-
vene and force umons to operate pub-
lic utilities without stoppages. The
compulsory arbitration takes a mini-
mum of 225 days before a decision
can be reached. This law was passed
in the hysteria following the Dmu-
quesne Light & Power stoppage in
April, 1946.

Boyer's talk, although exceedingly
long and poorly delivered, was well
received by the audience. It was evi-
dent that the CIO membership is, in
the main, serious about local politi-
cal issues as well as national ones.
The local PAC unit plans to hold
monthly meetings. Previously it had
only been active just prior to elec-
tion dates. However, it does not seem
likely that PAC will have much suc-
cess if it follows Boyer's advice that
in Pennsylvania the Democratic Par-
ty is truly pro-labor. Rather, it is true
that the Democrats are a subsidiary
of the Republican machine in many
vital areas. Thus it is imperative that
the unions' political organizations in
‘Pennsylvania pursue an independent
course.

ing up the score of who won the ex-
change, from a propagandistic view-
point. The .scale scems about even
(that is, a fat zero on both sides),
but it is perfeetly clear that the
much-maligned cause of peace has
lost, and solidly too..

The cold war continues and, in fact,
extends itself to hitherto compara-
tively untouched areas and nations!
We refer, of course, to the new strug-
gle over the Scandinavian nations of
Sweden, Denmark and Norway, which
takes the form of Stalin's effort to
maintain their "neutrality” (that is,
refusal to join the North Atlantic
pact) and Truman's effort to draw
them into that same war alliance.

This is the only real, concrete re-
sult of the past few weeks’ discus-
sion—a decpening of the differences
which have now reached the stage
of outright military pacts, allianees
and arrangements. In this light, the
“rejected invitations” assume a far-
cical form and a primitive way of
deceiving great masses of people.

STALIN'S MOTIVATION

We must ask ourselves, however,
how can we explain the statements
of Stalin and those of Truman? Was
Stalin merely seeking to put his ri-
val on the spot by having him reject
a demagogically-proposed invitation?
Was Truman simply slamming the
door and proposing full steam ahead
for war? It is not as simple as this.
There is little doubt that Stalin
would like a meeting at which a tem-
porary and important settlement of
today’s most oustanding and sensi-
tive differences could be settled. In
Europe, at any rate, Stalinism has
scored no recent victories; in fact,
it has lost some serious struggles:
Berlin, Yugoslavia, ete. Everything
indicates the most serious difficulties

(Cont. in World Politics col. an p. 3)
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Palestine
But Jewish Proble

By AL FINDLEY

Palestine is leaving the front pages.
The probability is that there will be
no more flghting, but peace (even
formal peace) is still in the future.
The armistice talks at Rhodes be-
tween Israel and Egypt are stale-
mated although discussions continue.
It is reported that the U. S. has urged
a guick settlement on both countries,
offering a Marshall Plan for the Near
East as a bonus.

All other Arab countries have been
invited to these talks. King Abdullah
announced his acceptance and urged
all Arab states to do the same. Syria
and Lebanon have agreed in princi-
ple. It is still-not decided when these
states will start talks. Britain has in-
formed Transjordan that she will no
longer insist on the return of the
Palestinian Arab refugees and will
aid their resettlement in Transjordan,
expecting that country (with Arab
Palestine) to match Israel soon in
population and strength.

The consesus is that without mass
pressure in Arab countries there will
be no peace in Palestine despite the
fact that fighting will not be resumed.
The ironic aspect of the situation is
that while the Arab governments.are
reluctantly and hesitantly moving
toward a grudging and sulky peace
with Israel, it is their fear of popu-
lar reaction that slows the process.

They Say Theré'_s
No Place Like Home

Peace

This is partially due to the mistaken
policy of the Jewish labor- morement
and of the Israeli government which
took no steps to appeal directly to
the Arab peoples instead of to their
governments. A policy of winning
over the Arab masses could have
created popular Arab pressure FOR
peace instead of against if.

Israel is an armed camp and will
remain so until real peace is made.
There is, however, little ‘interest in
the talks at Rhodes. Temporarily, in-
terest has shifted to plans for the new
immigrants and to the composition of
ihe new government following the re-
cent elections. No decision awill be-
taken until after the February 15
elections of the -trade unions (His-
tadruth) in which 180,000 people are
expected to cast ballots. The relative
strength of the Mapai and Mapam
within the Histadruth—Israel’'s most
powerful organization — will deter-
mine the composition.of the govern-
ment and MAY be decisive for the
future of the Mapam.

JEWISH PROBLEM .

The approach of peace for Israel
and the projected plans for large-scale
immigration have once again brought
to the fore the guestion: Does the es-
tablishment of a Jewish state solve
the Jewish problem? LABOR AC-
TION and the Workers 'Party have

Overflow Audience Opens Forum Series
N. Y. Labor Action Forum Hears Ruth Fischer on Tito Split -

By STAN GREY

NEW YORK—On Sunday, February
6, the Labor Action Forum series was
opened with an ouistanding success.
A continualion of the forums on the
samme level of atlendance and inter-
esl will guarantee that the series as
a whole will establish itself as an im-
portant event in the life of New York
socialists. One hundred and forty peo-
ple packed into the hall while many
others were furned de_y for lack ol
standing room. .

Ruth Fischer spoke on the subject,
“The Conspiracy Within the Comin-
form,” and her talk and summary
were unusual for their provocalive

s character and point of view. It would
be an ungenerous and unnecessary
deprivation of our readers to limit
this report to a cursory news item.
The exceptionally interesting tallk

deserves a fuller report and, this par-
ticular listener {feels, some critical
remarks as well.

ANALYZES TITO SPLIT

The subject of the talk was an anal-
ysis of ihe origin and evolulion of
that portentoys fissure 'in the Stalin-
ist empire, the Tito-Stalin split. The
speaker divided her subject into two
parts: 1) tracing of the history of
Tito’s opposition, which goes further
back than is generally supposed; 2)
an analysis of Tito's relation to the
present tensions within the Politburo
of the Russian party.

On the first point, the speaker con-
structed what to this listener was a
very striking theory. Tito's personal
history is such as to already separale

_ him from the old wheelhorses of the

Comintern and Cominform, the Gott-

walds, the Rakoczys, the Dimitrovs
and the rest. Joining the 'party later
in his life than the others, Tito was
never a completely disciplined and
indoctrinated automaton in the Com-
intern mechanism. He had devoled
little time and interested to the study
of the classic texis of Marxism, his
major interests centering in military
matters, This indifference to scien-
tific politics and his relative inde-
pendence from the party made him
comparable, in Comrade Fischer's
opinion, to Max Hoelg, the heroic
leader of the German working class
after the First World War.

The speaker then proceeded 1o
lrace a history of Tito’s real and
suspected oppositionism.

(1) Tito's wife, a Russian intellectu-
al, was purged in the revolt of the

(Continued on page 3)

. ri“ Iby COIIf eSSiOII
entences Card
Aimed at Opposition

By SUSAN GREEN

Undefined “inherent powers” are
the resort of dictators. Such powers
constitute “the-State-it-is-I" principle
of government. Well, in the past week
we were informed that the Truman
administration believes it has such
undefined “inherent powers” 1o
break strikes.

Secretary of Labor Tobin declared
himself to this effect festifying be-
fore ithe Senate Labor Committee.
Attorney General Clark gave the
committee a written sialement to the
same effect. President Truman told
reporters he has “constitutional and
implied powers” sufficient to procure
anti-labor injunctions. Such left-wing
Democrats as Paul Douglas and
Claude Pepper joined the chorus of
“inherent powers” advocates.

All this came out in conneclion
with the debate on the administra-

“tion’s labor bill now before the Sen-

ate Labor Commitiee and pertains to

em Remains

taken a positive attitude toward Is-
rael, have ALWAYS championed the
right of Jewish immigration to Pal-
estine, supported the right of the
Jews to independence and self-deter-
mination and called for the defense
of Israel in the present war with the
Arab governments. However, that
does not mean that we accept the
Jewish state as THE solution to the
Jewish problem. On the contrary, the
Jewish state of Israel cannot exist
and prosper without a socialist solu-
tion of the Jewish problem.

The Jews are a world people num-
bering about 11,000,000. Optimistic
plans of the state of Israel call for
immigration of two to four millions
in 20 to 30 years. There can there-
fore be no doubt that they will RE-
MAIN a world people. As such, de-
fense of Jewish rights, the struggle
affamst fascism, the fight against war,
remain pllme necessities for the Jews.

Israel will not become a major pow-
er and will therefore have as much
power to protect the Jews of the
world as Mexico has to profect Mexi-
cans in the U. 8., as India has to pro-
tect the Indians in South Africa, etc.
Not only will Israeli efforts to pro-
tect Jews in larger countries be of

little avail, but Israel itself is depen-

dent on Jewish aid from large and
prosperous Jewish communities.
Without world Jewish financial sup-
port, it is impossible to conceive of
large-scale Jewish immigration into
Israel. Present plans call for the rais-
ing of two and a half billion dollars
in five years. Israel ' IS dependent on
world Jewry. World Jewry is NOT
dependent on Israel.

To pose the Jewish stale as THE
SOLUTION to the Jewish problem,
and one that takes precedence over
the struggle for Jewish rights and
the fight against the system that
breeds modern lotalitarian capilalist
anti-Semitism, plays inlo the hands
of the enemies of the Jews and makes
the job of the exterminators easier,

DUAL DANGER

Jews face a dual danger. They face
the danger of atomic destruction and
of .national oppression, as do all the
peoples and minorities of the world.
However, they are confronied by a
special and most urgent danger—of
total physical extermination. The
threat of complete and total annihi-
lation of the Jews is TAE distinguish-
ing feature of modern caitalist anti-
Semitism. The arena of annihilation

(Continued on page 4)

Truman Claims Right

To Injunction Power

the particular provision of the bill
‘which ecalls for a thirty-day cooling-
off period in strikes that involve the
“national health and security” such
as mine and railroad strikes. The Re-
publicans, who favor continuance of
the main features of the Tafi-Hartley
law, argued that while T-H calls for
an eighty-day cooling-off period with
the right of injunction by the gov-
ernment to enforce the provision, the
new administration bill makes no pro-
vision for enforcing the cooling-off
period. Whereupon the cat came out
of the bag.

LEGAL SKULLDUGGERY
Secretary Tobin assured lhe com-
mittee that *“No President of the
United States ever is going to per-
mit the economy of the nation to be
brought to its ‘knees in a great na-
tional emergency.” Then the opinion
of Attorney General Clark on the
subject was read. This authority on
the laws of the land holds that even
in the absence of specific injunctive

, relief imr the bill, the President would
+havesauhority- \‘b%gex R Gl diletien
“in' emer, genmes

aﬂ'eclmg national
health - and safety The government

5 always has that right, holds, Clark,

when not specifically deprived of it.
To fortify his position he referred to
the government's injunction in the
Lewis - miners case, upheld by the
Supreme Court on the ground that
the government has the right “to pro-
tect itself” in spite of the anti-injunc-
tion sections of the Norris-LaGuardia
Act because the government is not
specifically mentioned in that act.

The following day in his press con-
ference President Truman stated that
his Attorney General had told him
that the “President's powers were
sufficient to meet such emergencies.”
When asked by a reporter why. this
power was not specifically included
if the administration’s labor bill, Mr.
Truman replied that it was not nee-
essary since the Attorney General
had advised him that the President
has constitutional and implied pow-
ers, Mr. Truman feels that in time of
emergency the President has “im-
mense power to do what is right for

“the country.” He does not believe his

powers have “to be spelled out in the
proposed law.”

The implications of this position are
far-reaching and sinister. It would
mean that in important labor strug-
gles the President could act as a vir-
tual dictator to defeat: labor. Once

the principle of undefined “inherent ,
is accepted, there’s no tell- g
ing where it will lead. Certainly the g ;
head of the capitalist government is §iid vance, I declare it null and void.”

“right @

powers”

not likely to declare that it is
for the country” for, let us say, hun-
dreds of thousands of miners or rail-
road workers who may be on strike

for, better wages and conditions, t«§
be granted their demands. It is : |§

(Continued on page 4)
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inal;

By EMANUEL GELTMAN

The trial of Cardinal Minds-
zenty before a Stalinist Court

in Budapest, Hungary, ended.

formally on Tuesday, February
8, with the imposition of a life
sentence. What the sentence
has not ended is the world-wide
protest occasioned by the trial,
and the universal revulsion, out-
side of the Stalinist circles,
against the sinister methods of
"trial by confession."

Arrested on December 27,

. 1948, the Cardinal was charged

with plotting to restore the
Hapsburg monarchy, with black
market operations, with seek-
ing foreign intervention in Hun-
gary. Evidence to support the
accusations consisted of a''con-
fession" by the Cardinal before
the court, and of various docu-
ments, purportedly in the Car-
dinal's writing. Thus, the trial
fitted neatly into the pattern of
previous "Moscow Trials," and

‘like them must be stamped a

- frime-yp=—no:;examingtion bes

. fofe an open and free couft, ho de- -

| fenise, except as:anthorized by: the
court, no witnesses or documentation:
‘subject to OBJECTIVE examination,

no jury free to decide on the basis of
the evidence presented the guilt or
innocence of the accused; the “de-
fense” attorney instead of defending,
constantly excusing himself and his
client and apologizing for his actions.

Thus, every accusation could con-
ceivably be trite, in one degree or an-
other, and yet the trial would bear the
indelible mark of frame-up!

On the first day of the trial, Car-
dinal Mindszenty admitted to “guilt
in principle and in detail of most of
the accusations made.” Specifically, he
admitted: (1) to discussing with an-
other defendant, Juszin Baranyai, a
possible third war belween Russia
and the U. 8., and the new govern-
ment that might be formed after such -
a war; (2) to meeting Archduke Otto
of Hapsburg in a Chicago nunnery i~
1947; (3) to trying to influence the
1947 elections as a royalist; (4) to
writing a letter, while under arrest,
to U. 5. Minister Chapin, asking for
assistance in escaping; (5) to writing
various documents found in his: pal-
ace, documents which establish his
connection with black market deal-
ings, other governments, etc.

Against this confession there is the
Cardinal’'s statement in a letter writ-
ten last November that any confes-
sion he might make would be “a con-
sequence of human frailty and, in ad-

Not enough detail was presented in
the ftrial, as reporied in the  press
(severe limitations were imposed- by
he Hungarian government on 'preSS
‘overage), to even submit the accusa-
ions to critical examination. The coh-

(Continued on page 4)

WDL Public Hearing to Air
World Slave-Labor Scandal

Slave labor and forced labor
throughout the world, from Russia lo
the United States, will be the theme
of a series of public hearings spoi-
sored by the Workers Defense League
and held by the Commission of In-
quiry Into Forced Labor which was
formed following a similar conference
last year.

Five sessions WJ]l be held over
three days, and the league expressed
the hope of producing a 2000-page
documented record of slavery and
peonage in the various countries.

The Commission of Inguiry includes
Emil Mazey of the UAW, Norman
Thomas, A. Philip Randolph, Sidney
Hook, John Green, John F. Finerty
and is headed by Harry Gideonse. A
long list of sponsors of the commis-

sion is topped by John Dewey a%
honorary chairman; .among the spon-
sors are Max Shaclitman and ‘H. Ha
McKinney of the Workers Party,
Emanuel Garrelt, editor of LABOR
ACTION, and Hal Draper, cdltor of
The New International.

The announced program is as fol-
lows:

Thursday, February 24 — morning:
Russia and Its Satellites; afternoon:
Asia and Africa. Friday, February 25
—morning: Latin® America; after-
noon: the United States. On Satur-
day, February 26—morning: Russia
an its satellites again. This Saturday
session will be followed by a luncheon
in honor of the commission with six
speakers. Complete details on the pfo-
gram will be available next week.
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LABOR ACTION

"Moscow was

By WILLIAM BARTON

The news from Miami this week is
hot all weather. The 70 degree and
above temperatures seem to be
matched by thé beaming look of the
AFL's Executive Council members,
btl“ in session at the time of this
wrlfmg It's been 3,000 miles and sev-
entéen months from the national con-
vention in San Franciséo in the fall
of 1947, which this writer attended.
To twist a popular song title—What

. a difference a year and a half makes.”

The San Francisco conclave was a

* meeling, of scared and tired officials.
“The Taft-Hartley Act had just be-

coie Faw. The AFL had some hopes

" of ¢Hanging the tide by appropriating

money to a new Political Education
Department, but there was little en-

' thusiasm. The delegates bécame most,

alive in defendmg themselves against
John L. Lewis’ charge that the AFEL
had no “head” but an elon«ated ‘neck
that haired and grew over.” They
knew they had over seven million
members, a powerful tréasury, a long-
time functioning apparatus. But they
had little idea of what to do, and they
a]temately fearéd their own member-
ship and thé powers of business and
sovernment already beginning to cufl
them around.
SPIRIT OF EXPANSION

Reports from Miami this week in-
‘dicate a lru]y 1e]uvenatc.d AFL ofli-
cialdor. Even undér Taft- Hartley at-
mosphére, the rank and file of labor
did not just lie down and cry ‘“‘uncle.”
The political activily of the AFL

turned out to be much more exien-
sive and successful than anticipated

.at San Franéisco. Coupled with the

work of the CIO's PAC, it produced
the change in political complexion
now seen in Washington.

And, fortynately, the AFL is not
stopping with extolling its work up
to 1a5t Novémber. It is set to ask that
the Democratic administration and
Congréss deliver, even if it has shown
an expected willingness to compro-
mise. Plans for even more eéxtenshe
political detion are in the offing. The
gossipy Victor Riesel reports prepa-
rations to set up political organiza-
tions and run capdidates in rural
areas, to get in{6 Southern primaries,
to work wuth:p both major parties.
The AFIf l!phtwal Education League
is n\,porte have spent a little
D\"El $175, [I ]ast year. It seems ob-
vious. that mpch more can and will
be raised from here on in.

The spirit of expansion seems 1o
predominate in all fields. There is
hope of reaffilialing the 600,000-mem-
ber Machinists Union. A large- scale
three-union drive is under way in re-
tail stores, 'in competition with the
Cl10. There isiserious talk of a new
international labor federation, with
ithe AFL as keystone. A big campaign
is to be undertaken fo increase the
wages of federal employees. The
mood of verve and:hope seems lo
reflect the warm, sunny days of win-
ter in Southern Florica, just as the
fatigued uneasiness at -San Francisco

Executive

eeting

corresponded to the intermittent fall
rains outside the auditorium.

OLD LEADERS REMAIN

Of course, it is still the Executive
Council of the American Federation
of Labor, with all that means. Wil-
liam Green told newsmen that he
might suggest an amendment to the
new national labor law to give crafi
workers in an industrial plant the
right to bargain individually. The at-
titude toward the CIO remains the
same smug and haughty *“come back
in or we don't know you.”

The grandiose perspective of politi-
cal action is more than ever colored
by the idea that it is possible for labor
to operate successfully within the old
parties. On foreign policy, the Goun-
cil has, of course, completely gone
dowr; the line with the a.tlmimstra—
tion, wﬂ.‘h nary of word of cntmlsm,
and has declared that it "pledges its
support and cooperation with the na-
tional defense program now being
considered by Congress.”

The AFL is still primarily run by
the same Gomper-trained crowd of
the past thirty years. Bui it is again
vigorously alive. This new burst of
energy will have to change them or
push them aside, as has happened be-
fore. The prevailing ideas are still
way behind those common in the
CIO, but the AFL is, at the moment,
organizationally more healthy. The
coming period demands united action
between the two federations and in-
creasing movement toward genuine
independent political action for both.

OHIO NOTES:

Ohio' Unemplo

By JOE CLARK

CLEVELAND — During January, the
number of. job seekers in this city
rose 9,000 over December to a total
of 21,400, according to a report of the
Ohio State Employment Service.
Manufacturing plants, trade and serv-
ice industries led the parade of lay-
offs. The report tells us further that
unemploymen{ compensation claims
increased 50 per cent to over 10,000.
Job openings slumped more than
1.000 during the last two months.

Cutbacks .and layoffs continued to
hit industry throughout the city. The
Weatherhead Co.s 1200 workers anid
240 employees of the Browning Crane
& Shovel Co. have beeh working dnly
three days a week for some time.
General Dry Batteries has drop{)ﬂl
from a working force of 400 to 100.
Thése figures would have been larger
but for the fact that some auto parts
plants leg‘amed full pwdurtwn after
model changes.

As usually happens in industrial
slumps, the older workers are laid
off first. Many of them are heard bit-
terly complaining. Those who are
eligible for  ynemployment edmpen-
sation are asking what they can do
with $20 a week at prescnt pris
It seems like a good question.

Want Fergison Act Repealed
Strenuous efforts are  being put
forth in Columbus to repeal the For-
guson Act, which was passed by the
previous (Republican) legislature.
This Act provides that no employcc

_ yment Rolls
Rise as Cuthacks Spread

of a governmental subdivision in this
state, including school teachers, may
go on strike without forfeiting his
job. In practice the act is held as a
club over the heads of those public
employees who are courageous
enough to rebel against intolerable
working conditions. If an employee
does strike and then is rehired (with
the approval of the appointing author-
ity), he can get no more than when
he left the job, can get no increase
for at least a year and is on proba-
tion for two years.

The act is being fought by both the
Ohio State Federation of Labor and
the CIO. As one of the State Fed-
eration officials, Phil Hanna, said: “It
is a brazen legislative decree dicta-
torially forbidding government em-
ployees the fundamental rights ot
other workers in America. There are
many types of state émployees, maost
of them lowly paid, who neéd the
same protéction as other workérs.”

(feachers' Salaries

A move is on foot in the State 1egis-
.ature at Columbus to raise the sa.-
uries of school teachers in this Stawe
oy at least $25 per month. This 15 nuue
0 much out of consideration 1or ine
aeeds of the teachers as 1t 1S out oL
cear that the teachers will move 1o
other states and thus leave a shortage
3 teachers here. It is reported o
sood 'luﬂ'l()rlty that 4,300 teachers igi
Dhio last year, chiefly for New York

vhere the pay is higher ($3,500 &

ear average, still not a plmceh’ £3la
aryl.

2 i . lgage.
Questions Our
L:L Statements
Editor:

1 should like to correct some major
and minor errors in your articles in
the Janhuary. 31 issue of LABOR AC-
TION; dealmg with Lenin, Lieb-
knec‘ht Luxemburg and Debs.

Débs. was never in. Leavenworth.
He began his prison term at Mounds-
ville, W. Va., and was later switchea

to. Atla‘nta.
-Karl  Liébknecht did mot vote

| against war credits at the outbrealk

of .the war, as the article declares,
In the meeting of the. Social Bemo-‘
cratic parliamentary fraction prior 10
the voting, he did. fight for that po-
sition, but upon being overruled
vielded to party.discipline in the ac-
tual vote in the Reichstag, on August
4. .However, when the second war
Hudget was voted in Decémber, Lieb-
kngcht became the first to defy the
rriﬁtj'ority by voting against the war
crédits.

¥ou also state that Liebknecht (ancd
LuXemburg) were “murdered by the
forces of the Ebert-Scheidemann-
anke social democratic government.”
Despite the many crimiés with which
"that government can be charged, this

- oné is, at least, open to gravé doubt.
" The actual murderers,

we know, were
members of the unofficial Fféicor‘ps.
That they were used to support the
Ebért government is true; but there
i# no évidence that the Social-Demo-

~ cratic leadeérs ordered or even wanted

{hi§ murder to take place. There is,
in fact, ground for suspicion that
résponsible. Luxem-
burg's Dbiographer, Froelich, points
out that Luxemburg and Liebknecht
were arrested in the company of Wil-
helm Pieck, présent-day German Sta-
linist wheelhorsé. The fact that his
life was spared while the others were
killed indicates that Pieck COULD
have been the stoolpigeon who re-
vealed the hiding place.

1 have talked with one German So-
cial-Defrioérat and trade unionist who
publicly’ made this charge, which
went unanswered. Certainly Moscow
had reasons to fear Red Rosa for her
opposition to the immediate formation
of a Third International, and her po-
litical difféerences with them on the
national question, national wars, the
Jand policy, suffrage and democracy.
Of course, since Lenin and Trotsky
were in power then, and it is your -
{theory that Moscow went wrong only
whern' Stalin Yook over, I would not
expect you to d:scuss these important
facts, )

Sincerely,
Virgil J. VOGEL Chlcago

The Answer:

Reader Vogel is right about Debs'
place of imprisonment. He is also
right about the fact that Karl Lieb-
knecht's lone vote against the kai-

“ger's war credits came on the second

war budget in December, not on Au-
csust 4, 1914, when he obeyed party
discipline; but it was not thé inten-
tion of the caption quoted to gainsay
this point in noting the fact that Lieb-
knecht was a “member of Reichstag

_al.outhréak of World War I” and that

he “voted against war credits.” We
can see, however, that the immediate
juxtaposition of these two facls

could give the wrong impression.
Sorry. Our correspondent’s remarks
on the murder of Liebknecht and
Luxemburg, however, unlike the
above two points, has a political in-
terest.

The statement that Liebknecht and
Luxemburg were “murdered by the
forces of the Ebert-Schneidemann-
Noske social-democratic government,”
says Vogel, is “open to grave doubt.”
We have room here to cite 0111} Q

small part of the evidence, which in,

our. gpinjon leaves no doubt at all,
Vogel's reter@zce tQ Froehch Lux-

emburg's bmgrapher, is mlsleadmg,__

his book (pages 330-333) is entirely
clear in implicating the Social-De-
mocracy, and naturally Vogel's “made-
in-Moscow” theory is nowhere to be
smelled in its pages.

WHOSE FORCES?

(1> The “actual murderers” were
members of the cavalry division as-
signed by the goyernment to “guard”
Liebknecht and Luxemburg after
their arrest; we do .not understand
why Vogel feels called upon to dis-
pute the statement that they were
murdered by “the forces of the . . .
social-démocratic government.” These
and their similars were the forces in-
deed which Social-Democratic Minis-
ter Noske organized, in his OFFICIAL
capacity, to repress the gathering rev-
olution. There was nothing ‘‘unoffi-
cial” about their relation to Noske,
even though they were not yet or-
ganized as a regular army. The gov-
ernment had NO other forces.

(2). Froelich. fixes special attentmn
upon the so- -called Re:chsta.g regi-
ment, known oﬂ!icially as “Auxl'llary
Orgamzatlon 0[ the Emcml Demu—
cratic Party, Section Xiv.” It was
established. by the findings of a court
at a later date (in a Tibel trial) that.
a price of 100,000 marks had been sei
on the heads of Liebknecht and Lux-
emburg . in the names of Philip Schei-
demann (top Social-Democratic lead-
er) and Georg Sklarz. Three leaders
of that regiment declared under oath
that I‘rilz Henk, Scheidemanns son-
in-law, had expresslv confirmed to
them the exlstence of this bait and,
promised them that the money would
be paid the moment it was earned; a
number of other witnesses from theé
1e§1meni confirmed that the order
Iqr the murder was common knowl-
édge in the regiment.

(3) The Social - Democratic press
deliberately - whipped up a lynch
gpirit against the two leaders. Two
days before théir murder, the offieial
central organ of the S-D Party, Vor-
waerts, published a direct and un-

equivocal incitement to murder.
Writés Froelich:
“The crusade culminated in the

shout for thé blood of Liebknécht and
Luxemburg to crown the bloody sat-
urnalia. The social-democratic Vor-

“waerts took thHe palm for shameless-

ness with a poem by Artur Zickler
published on January 13 and ending
with the verse:

“Many hundred corpses in a row

—Proletarians!

Karl, Rosa, Radek and Co.—

Not one lies there, not one lies

there!'—Proletarians!

“And it was the Vorwaerts which
had the honor of announcing in ad-
vance of all other papers on Thurs-
day, January 16, that Liebknecht had
been ‘shot whilst attempting 1o es-

cape,’
people.
Speaking of the days just preced-
ing the murder, Froelich writes:
“Both bourgeois and social-democrat-
ic organizations did their utmost to
hound down the two leaders of the
revolutionary proletariat, cooperating
with each other in eager rivalry.”

OTHER TESTIMONY

(4) We cite Froelich because Com-
rade Vogel chose to reter to him. The
most authoritative bourgeois historian
of this period in the U. S, R. H: Lutz,
writes: “The bourgeoisie and, the So+
cial Democrats openly rejoiced over
the death of the two communist lead-
ers. . ., We spare the piling up of
endless quotations on this point. Ti
is all rather a far cry from Comrade
Vogel's belief that the Social-Demo-
cratic leaders did not “want this mur-
der to take place.”

(5) Equally illuminating are the
undisputed facts about what hap-
pened to the murderers. We cite an-
other bourgeois historian, Luchr:

“The conduct of the trial against
the brutes responsible for the mur-
der’ of the two sincere Communists
was as dlsgracefu] as the murders of
Liebknécht and Laxemburg. . . . The
government appointed two me'n fro'n"l
the Central Council and two from
the Berlin Executive Counecil [of the
workers' councils, which were ' con-
trolléd by the Social-democrats] to sit
on the military tribunal, which was
to try the charges. But the dilatory
tactics and the obvious intention o!
the army not to cooperate with the
civilians soon caused the féur to re-
sign. The accused were only arrested
after pléntiful opportunity had Yeen
given them o escape to foreign coun-
tlies, while the few who were arrest-
ed were imprisoned together, giving
them excellent opportunity to discuss
their plight among themselves and to
decide on a common story. Thc court-
martial resulted infamously in ac-
quittal. . . .”

The decision was confirmed hy
Noske, as, the superior miliial'y ofli-
cial, being Minister of War in the
Social-Democratic Cabinet. Two of
the murderers were slapped on the
wrist after the evidence had cut
through the farce to the full enlight-
enment of all: Lieutenant Vogel re-
ceived a two-year sentence for mis-
demeanor as an officer and for dis-
posing illegally of a corpse (!); his
military superiors thereupon prompt-
ly gave him a false passport and an
auto 10 get across the frontier and
await an amnesty. Lep Jogisches,
Luxemburg's comrade, who worked
untiringly to bring the evidence to
light, was arrested on March 10 and
taken to police headquarters by a
detective named Tamschik, who there
murdered him in cold blood; Tam-
schiclkk was later promoted to police
lieutenant by the social-demoderatic
minister Severing “in recognition of
his services.” (See Froelich for all
this.) ‘All this was the Socinl-Demo-
crats’ direct responsibility.

and Luxemburg ‘killed by the
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CRUDE SLANDER

(6) There is much, much more {o
be said, but perhaps this will do. We
are especially surprised by the facl
ihat Vogel has permitted himself {o
swallow the Social-Democratic stu-
pidity with which he closes. The
murder was ordered by ‘“Moscow™ or
Lenin? Let us leave aside the fact

that neither Vogel mor anyone else
knows of a single case where the
Bolsheviks under Lenin used assassi-
nation against political opponents (as

did the Social-Democrais); no one
could possibly be as principledly op-
posed to such methods as they.

The evidence? Wilhelm Pieck was
with Luxemburg when she was ar-
rested, but HE was not murdered,
therefore . We trust and pray that
Vozgel will forgive us if- we say thal
if you want to find any place where
such “evidéhce” is taken seriously
“you will have to be1 use the testimony
at the Moscow purge trials of Stalin.
Pieck was THEN a third-rater and
quite an unimportant figure as com-
pared with Luxemburg and Lieb-
Irneeht, There was no price en his
head, nor any reason for the reaction
to thirst for his demise, On this bare
fact. that Pieck was also arrested, the
Social-Democrats anticipated Vishin-
sky and Yagoda in building a fan-
tastic case of “could have been.” The
charge went unanswered? It should
be quite obvieus that there is noth-
ing to answer, nothing to refute; the
absurdity was merely deniéd and
laughed down, as it deserves; though
it does crop up in unexpected places,
just as the infarmous Protocols of the
Elders of Zion persist in popping up
from time to time.

We should like to point out to so-
cialists like Vogel that their anti-Bol-
shevik opinions, which we are al-
ways glad to discuss with them,
should not, however, impel them to
swallow blind the crudest anti-Bol-
shevik slanders which make the
rounds—at any rate, not the crudest.
—Ed.

Answer from Brad
On Indonesia Policy
Editor: i

Robert Magnus’ Ietter in last week’s
LABOR ACTION begins auspiciously
enough with the recognition that
“Trotsky’s theory of Permanent Rev-
olution as applied to semi - colonial
couniries has proved false in many
countries.” He then proceeds to com-
plelely ignore this statement and to
propose a policy which has validity
only if one accepts the discarded the-
ory, and even then only if one forces
it into a very narrow, tight-hooped
barrel. .

Magnus contends that “the Repub-
lican government of Indonesia with
its social - democratic care - takers is
hindering the struggle for national
independence,” Therefore the work-
crs must struggle against the Repub-
lic, attempt to sweep away the com-
promisers and establish a workers
government as the only assurance ol
independence or at least of no com-
promise with the Duteh. This is the
cssence of Magnus® objection to my
artlicle.

-Now Trotsky’s theory led to the
conclusion that mnative bourgeois
classes in colonial and semi-colonial
countries could not lead the fight for
independence to fruition because

their very rise as mational bourgeois

classes already created the antdgo-
nisms of class conflict. Out of fear of
their own working class and because
they could not break their ties with
imperialism, their struggle was
doomed to be one which solight con-
cessions, or modifications of foreign

rule; that is for a greater share of
the spo:]s, but nmot for full national
freedom. Because of this fatal flaw
in the very marrew of colonial rul-
ing classes, it devolved upon the
workers, said Trotsky, at the head of
all oppressed, classes to take the lead
_in theé struggle.

Trotsky's error consisted in his un-
derestimation of the colonial bour-
seoisie. Hard as it is for revolution-
isls 1o acknowledge it, it is neverthe-
less a reality. Magnus, too, under-
estimates this fact in his letter. He
states that .independence has been
achieved “more by the break-up and
decay of the British and French co-
lonial empires than by the strength
of the indigénous capitalist class. But
this (infersendence —J.B.) has only
been the case in large semi-colonies

. no colonial country has attained
its mdependehce under the leadership
of the bourgeoisie.” Here is the crux
of Magnus' error. India, Burma and
Ceylon, all of which are now inde-
pendent state, were coloniés and nol
semi-colonies. And, in each case, they
achieved their indépendencé under
no other leadership than the bour-
geoisie. Not one of thesé nations had
political independenceé before the war
and since the distinction between col-
ony and semi-colony is the meéasure
of political separation from imperial-
ism, each of these states was formally
a full-fledged colony.

Nor is it so simple that the decline
of European capitalism was the
greater factor in these changes. This
decline created the conditions which
gave the necessary superiority to the
struggles of the colonial bourgeoisie.
Class power is a relative measure. The
same conditions would have applied
io a socialist revolution in these areas.

However, it is not enough to let it
go at that. The most important fact
of the colonial world is the post-war
revolt of Asia, in which the achieve-
ment of independence in these three
nations as so many major incidents.

- The entire continent is aflame—Chi-

na, Viet-Nam, Indonesia, Philippines,
the Middle East. A powerful dynamie
is moving the entire vast area which
contains more than half the world's
population, shaking it out of its 2,000
year lethargy, upsetting its stagnant
and stratified economy. These changes
are basically the culmination of 300
years of conflict and contact with the
West. It is a manifestation of the
world conflict between colony and
declining metropolis. The rise of the
native capitalists is one side of this
ecquation. Their economic potential
was sharply incréased during the war,
This was one 6f the major immeédiate
factors in the post-war struggle. An-
other cause was the widespread Jap-
anese victoriées with their slogan of
Asia for the Asiatics and its delibér-
ate policy of fostering certain inde-:
pendence movements, as in Indonesia.
In no ease. has the working elass

taken the Jlead:. of thése: stmqglee'

This is an unfortunate fact.

Whetheér or not the capitalists ‘can
orgaiize these nations into stable en:
tities is however questionable. One
major séction of Trotsky’s thesis re-
mains as yet unchalléngeable, For it
seems unlikely that Asiatic capitalism
will achieve a new fowering or even
succeed in carrying through the
bourgeois revolution to the level, of
the European states It is lm‘prohflhlc
that the social forms in Asia will be

(Continued on page 4)
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Several weeks ago, we discussed in
this column the organizational cr isis
in the Stalinist youth movement. Our
particular sub;éct was the dlsappear-
ance of the American Youth for De-
moceracy (AYD), which actually dis-
integratéd before its Stalinist méntors
gave it the official coup de grace. This
move was contemplated at the last
national convention of the Commu-
nist Party which gave blunt evidence
of its control of AYD and its intention
of merging the remains of AYD with
the Youth and Students for Wallace
movement, alias the Young Progres-
sives of America (YPA).’

The Stalinist hopes ran high at its
conyvention for a imass youth move-
ment, despite AYD’s collapse. For the
Stalinists looked towards the Wallace
youth a5 a new and irresistable force.
The YPA was to reach peaks of mem-
bership and influence never attamed
by a “left-wing"” youth orgamzatioh a
front that was to be the transmission
belt for the creation of a “Young.
Marxist League” affiliated to the Com-
miuinist Party.

But something  happened. Exactly
what is not important at the moment.
The fact is that all plans misfired and
the YPA is now deader than could
have. been imagined during the pre-
election Wallaceite jamborees on cam-
pus. One hardly notices them today.
An occasional leafiet is all we have to
remind us of the YPA's recent prow-
ess. Their meetings are few and un-
inspired. The “Jimmy Higgins" work
is carried out primarily by Stalinist
Party members and hardened “sym-
pathizers.” Here and there are even
rumors of liberal opposition develop-
ing within YPA against the organiza-
tions Stalinist core.

BOOK MEMBERSHIP

We have just received a copy of the
committee reports of the first found-
ing convention of the New York State
YPA. The sections of this report is-
sued by the YPA which concern the
organization's size and membership
are significant. The total number of
delegates, fraternal delegates, and oh-
servers at the convention numbcled
428, of which 282 were regular dele-
gates. All indications are that a dele-
gate represented no more than a doz-
en members or major fraction there-
of, which would mean a state-wide
hook membership of about 3000. This
cstimate is strengthened in the section
on memhershlp perspectlves We are
mtormed that the goal is 10, 00& mem-
bers by April 1949, The resblutlon
states that “in order to start the drive
off with a big push, we propose that
every delegate present pledge to sign
up ten members of YP of New York

' (emphasis ours).

Assuming that only the 282 voling
delegates (that is, excluding fraternal
delégates and observers) aré covered
in this resolution, it can be concluded
that a pledge of almost 3000 new
members to “start the drive off” fo-
wards a goal of 10,000 members, hears
out our 'deduction that the YP: in
New York State is probably no more
than 3000 in number. The bulk of this
membérship we can be certain is
strictly confined to the books.

Compare this figure with those
claimed by several New York Wal-
lacéite campus clubs before the elec-
tions and weé can more graphically
see its precipitous drop of member-
shlp_and attractiveness. On two cam-
puses in New York City—Brooklyn
College and City College—the com-
bined membership claimed by stu-
dents for Wallace was well over 1,000.
In other words the Wallaceite mem-
bership, less than a year ago, on two
New York campuses was at least one-

By JULIUS FALK and JACK MAXWELL

third of our estimated total of New
York State YPA membership today.

A comparison between the present
status of YPA—a self-styled “bﬂhd"
organization—with the Young g:-mv
munist Leagne of ten years g0 i5
éven more unfavorable from a S in:
ist point of view. For the narrower
Communist affiliate had on the above
mentioned campuses, appmxlma g
1,000 members and unqnes‘ttom%m;
had a larger state-widé membership,
than that of the présent “l‘nass organ-
ization,” the YPA. tae

What is true of the 10&3*1-'-??1\ is by
no means exceptional. From¥ all re-
ports we have received’ it vhas met
with no more success on"the‘national
level. On the contrary wétfow that
some of its most powetfiil®thapters
outside of New York Pivé almos!
totally collapsed. > R

The Youth fér Wallac™movement
has passed its zenith. W2'dd 'not be-
lieve that the fading H¥ht''of this
dcscendmg Stalinist star can shoot
upwards again, 111ummatmg the eam-
pus — and the Communlst Party-,
hopes—with its folksy line _of corn-
bred ballads and square dancing.

The reasons for this decline will be
discussed next week.

‘o

Three Way Debate

This Sunday, February- 13,. at 3:00
p.m. at Labor Temple in New York
City (242 East 14th Streel) there will
be a three-way debate between three
socialist youth organizations:on the
cquestion, “Which Road to St}cxahsm"'
The participating organizations are:
the Socialist Youth TLeague, the.
Young People’s Socialist League. :md,
the, International Socialist Youth. Ad-
mission is twenty-five cents.-

" All are invited to attend this meet-
ing, which is the first of its kmd in
many years. Between presentation
and rebutfal there will be an hour
.and a half for questions and discus-
sion.

We regret not having been able to
announce this meeting sooner, as the
final arrangements were not made
until a few days ago.

Y
Class Remiinder:

This coming Monday and, Tuesday
at 114 West 14th Street, Néw York
City, the third sessions of the thrée
SYL study classes will be held. ‘On
the former day at. 7:15 m,, Ha‘l Dra-
per's class on “Principles - Mnlﬁ-
ism” will discuss o}she’\usm as a
dlstmct tendency

Abe K]mbay, “An Economic Ana‘ly—_
sis of Capitalism,” will dlscus., the
theory of “underconsumptwmsm 1) On_
Tuesday at 8:30 the thlrd class on.
“Readings of Marxism,” Ied by Jack
Maxwell, will discuss Rosa Luxem-
burg’s pamphlet, “Reform or Revqlu»
tion?"

There is a twenty-five cents tumon_
fee for each session.
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"LABOR ACTION

| Confessions

i " The technique of “trial by confession,” which
i has been most recently used by the Stalinists in
the Cardinal Mindszenty case, was perfected dur-
ing the great purge trials of 1935-1937. A different
type of defendant was then on trial. The defénd-
ants then were, all of them, socialists, represent-
Wit g the various wings of the revolutionary move-
“Ewew ot ment-in Russia, Trotskyist and so forth. Their
tm s extermination was sought precisely because they
4 ve- were revolutionists and because the Stalinists

3

Eakia ..

svaesvchaverhad with socialism,
No one knows the numbers who went to their
«i-izii deqth in the trials, or in the general purges which
siisce: ecompanied thém. Great names were among them
Vigiows bLe~the great figures who had led a nation to
any o sacialist victory and whose existence was intoler-
able to a regime that had. crushed their achieve-
- ment, the Russian Revolution. Zinoviev, Kamenev,
' . Bucharin, Radek—these were the, men who had
led the revolution of 1917 with Lenin and Trotsky.
Mameless and numberless others, who had also
been .part of the revolutionary generation, went
-to-their doom. The principal defendant Leon Trotsky
—the great revolutionary whose mere existence
was a thorn in the side of the Stalinist dictatorship
fﬁgs beyond reach of the court; he was reached
instead several years later by a Stalinist assassin

in. Mexico.

The trial and conviction of the revolutionists
did not of course provoke the same kind of re-
action as has been accorded the Cardinal. Liberals,
workers, millions of people everywhere in the
world denounced the trials. But no mayors led
prétests on City Hall steps, as did Mayor O'Dwyer
of New York City for Mindszenty. Governments
did not use pressure, and we don’t remember them
peing urged to by the powerful press. That of
course is in the nature of things.

‘There were, however, many people who were
interested in ferreting out the #ruth about the
4rials. The most thorough investigation was held
by a Commission, chaired by the noted ‘phi'lnsp'llgr_.
John Dewey, which held hearings in Mexico and
elsewhere, interrogated all the witnesses they
could. (notably Trotsky), and eéxamined the trial
in minutest detail. Thé Commission published its
findings in two volumes, "The Case of Leon Trotsky,"
ahd . . . "NOT GUILTY." Réaders who are not
familiar with these reports ought to do their best to
acquaint themselves with them.

The Moscow Trials have never béen forgotten,
either by the Stalinists or by their opponents.
‘The Mindszenty trial, which employed the vicious
methods of “trial by confession,” should serve as
a vefresher, a reminder, an occasion to broadcast
the truth about the Moscow trials.

Among the many books and documents written

"“in connection with the Moscow trials, one of the
best is Max Shachtman’s “Behind the Moscow
Trial.” It concerns itself only with the trial of

. Zinoviev, Wamenev, Smirnov and thirteen others
in 1936. They were charged with conspiring with
the German fascists to murder the most prominent
Russian leaders, and of having murdered S. M.
Kirov a year and a half before. In his book,
Shachtman tears the “evidence” against the de-
féndants apart, and shows as well how fraudulent
swore their confessions. We print below a few

" " éxcerpts from Shachtman’s book, (pp. 47-53), re-
5o gryettably brief ones. (We call our reader’s athén«

e fion to the reference to the 1922 trial of Social
Reévolutionaries. The democratic, revolutionary
v i povernment of that period, hefore it was destroyed

“by Stalin, did not hesitate to allow the defendants
to conduct their defense freely. Their lawyer was

.5 Emile Vandervelde, Belgian social-democrat, and
an outstanding opponent of the Soviet regime.)
—Ed.

"'How Confessions Are Obtained

The argument most frequently and triumph-
antly made by the Stalinists in order to make
eredible an otherwise incredible story, is that

oor—the evidence was voluntarily presented by the
¢ i aiaccused themselves, that they refused attorneys,
§ ~"""{hat they admitted their guilt. The defendants
! ““eonfessed! The completely contradictory character
" of most of the “confessions,” we have already
i established: in what is still to be written, we
l shall establish that the other “confessions” have
i the same value, that is, no value at all. But the
! indisputable fact remains that the accused at least
appeared to volunteer their self-indicting testi-
mony.

Upon examination, the “confessions” so proudly
referred to by the Stalinsts prove to be anotl}er
relentless condemnation of the régime which
caused a spectacle to be enacted. We havé enough
material at our disposal to enable us to form
an exact picture of how the confessions were
obtained. _

" First of all, the prosecution studiously aveids

= any reference to the manner in which the plot was
discovered, or why it took the G.P.U.—the most
efficient and ruthless police service in the entire
waorld—so long to make its disclosure, Like so many
other aspects of the trial, this one téo is unpre-
cedented. Who told the authoritiés of the existence
of the Center and its plot, that is, who was the first
to tell? Whe was the man, or the men, who first
gave the authorities the clue that led to uncovéring
the whole conspiracy? Of this, not a syllable any-
where. Yet it is the most elementary, and the
customary thing in any frial at all similar to this
one. .

The unofficial answer to this question, alveady
asked by others, is given in the organ of the
Comintern: “It would have been the gravest
‘mistake to make this known and thereby to aid the

¥ ‘ghemies of the Soviet Union to refine their methods
and to guard themselves against being appre-
hended in the future.” (Rundschau, Vol. V, No. 42,
p 1779.) This is sheer nonscnse. If there was a
.plot, there are, it would seem, only three pcssml__e
ways in which the authorities could have discovere_d

" * it: by accident or some involuntary imprudence
i % of:a plotter, which is the same thing; by one or
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Recalling the Moscow Trials

regime had broken every last connection it may.

- each-other as-“mad Fascist dogs”; théy vied -

vs. Evidence J

more of thé plottérs being overtaken by remorse
and volunteering the information to the police; by
a police agent, working under cover among the
plotters, and rendering a report to his real
superiors. In any one of these three—the only
possible—cases, the explanation of Rundschau,
however mysterious and impressive it is supposed
to sound, is so much poppycock. If any of thesc
three was the case, there is absolutely no reason
why the prosecution would not make it known.
If it does not—and it doesn’t—then it is only
because the first news of the conspiracy was not
conveyed from the ranks of the accused to the
ranks of the prosecution, but the other way around.
In other words, the prosecution invented the pint
and compelled the accused to enact it at the trial
for the first time of their lives.

In Contrast: the 1922 Trial

Let us see how this explanation fits in with the
actualities of the “confessions.”

Take the trial of the 8. R. leaders in 1922.
They were accused of having organized a fight,
with arms in hand and in alliance with the Allies,
to overthrow the Soviet government, and of having
directed the assassination of the Bolshevik leader
Volodarsky and the attémpt on Lenin’s lifer by
Dora Kaplan. The twelve men and women on
trial were never partisans of the dictatorship of
the proletariat or of the Soviet government. They
had organized the armed struggle against the
Soviets and for the so-called Constituent Assembly
and had done it with the support of the Allicd
imperialists because, they said, thé “Russian
Democracy™ was still in alliance with England,
France, Belgiun, Italy and the United States.
These facts were not brounght out at the trial by
means of those abject and suspicious “confessions™
that marked the August 1936 trial; no witnesses
were needed to prove them; nobody, anywhere,
sought to deny them. In faet, summarizing the
charges, Emil Vandervelde, the Belgian socialist
attorney for the defendants, stated: “The Social
Revolutionaries admit this fact and are proud of
it. . . . The Social Revolutionaries admit this fact
and are only sorry that they did not succeed in
carrying this [the armed defense of the Constitu-
ent Assembly] to a successful conclusion. . . .
The Social Revolutionaries admit this [the waging
of an armed struggle against the Soviet govern-
ment] as an undeniable, historic faet.” (The
Twelve Who Are to Die, Berlin 1922, P. 62.)

The defendants did, however, deny responsi-
bility for the assassinations. But in this case, the
accusations were, at the very least, historically
and politically plausible, whatever one’s opinion
might be of the conclusivéness of the concrete evi-
dence adduced against the defendants. Every
one of the twelve was not only an avowed and
bitter opponent of the Soviet régime but also a
long-standing defender of the theory and practise
of individual terrorism against all despotisms,
among which they included the Czarist régime and
the Bolshevik régime as well.

But in the 1936 trial of the old Bolsheviks?
Never have genuine terrvorists, not even the mosl
repentant, made such statements in court as came
from the lips of every one of the accused! They
reviled themselves and each other; they cursed

successfully with the Prosecutor in vilifying them-
selves, outdoing him—not an easy thing to do
when one reads the lexicon of vituperation drawn
on by Vishinsky; they cringed, théy humiliated
and floeeed themselves in publie in a positively
inhuman manner; they evén addéd charges that
the prosecutor hadn’t mentioned, volunteered in-
formation that was not requested! Not one of
them, for years so permeated with an uncon-
trollable hostility to the Stalinist régime, so filled
with a fierce hatred of the party leadership, had
a syllable of criticism to offer of Stalin or his
domination or his pdlicies. On the contrary, they
outdid each other in eulogy of his grandeur and
the marvelous achievements made by the Soviet
Union under his gifted and inspired leadership,

Made-to-Order Confessions

What person in his right serses can read
the testimony of the defendants and conclude that
it was normally given and represents even an
approximation of the truth? A few examples: . ..

“Vishinsky: Accused Zinoviev, you too were
an organizer of the murder of comarde Kirov?

“Zinoviev: In my opinion, Bakayev is right
when he said that those really and mainly guilty
of the Scem_]_dl'eﬁy murder of Kirov were pri-
marily myself—Zinoviev—Trotsky and Kamenev,
who organized the united terrorist Center.
Bakayev played a big role in it, but by no means
a decisive one.

“Vishinsky: The decisive role was played by
you, Trotsky and Kamenev, Accused Kamenev,
do you join in the declaration of Zinoviev that
you, Trotsky and Zinoviev were the main orgin-
izers and Bakayev played the role of the practieal
organizer?

“Kamenev: Yes."”

And this:

“Vishinsky: How are your articles and declara-
tions to be evaluated, which you wrote in 1933
and in which you expressed your devotion to the
party? As deception? '

“Kamenev: No, worse than deception.

“Vishinsky: Perfidy?

“Kamenev: Worse.

“Vishinsky: Worse than deception, worse than
perfidy; do you find this the word—treachery?

“Kamenev: You have found it.

“Vishinsky: Accused Zinoviev, do you confirm
this?

“Zinoveiv: Yes. ;

“Vishinsky: Treachery, perfidy, two-tongued-
ness?

“Zinoviev: Yes.”

One cannot come 14 any othér concliision except
that the "confessions” were made to order. The
defendants must have felt themselves under scme
moral{ mientdl or physical compulsion to make’ the
kind of confessions they did. If they really made
them of their own accord, they should have becen
turned over, ‘not to the executioner, but to an
institution foi- the treatment of mental aberraticns.

How were the confessions obtained? We know
by now how similar confessions were obtained
in other trials, where the same kind of stupefying
testimony was given with the sanie unanimity
and zeal as in the August 1936 trial. Al held in
priblie, have been monotonously identical under the
reign of stalin: No demands, no material ovi-
dence, nothing written adduced, all the evidence
confined to the “spontaneous” and “voluntary”
confessions of the invariably penitent acen:ed.
This has beén thé case from the days of the
Shakhty trial to the Zinoveiv trial.

(Confinued .'fr!ulh page 1)

in economic relations both with the occupied lands and
in the oceupied lands (particularly Eastern Germany).
Furthermore, the victory of Chinese Stalinism in Asia
is only renotely a victory for Stalin, since it bears no
direct relation to the Russian armies or Russian impe-
rialism itself,

America, on the otlier hand, particularly by contrast
with Russia, has scored some definite victories in Europe
afnd—most importani—now appears in a position to move
to the dffensive and to gather some fruits from its bil-
lions invested in Eurcpeun recovery, The ERP program
hos had definite successés; European capitalism is again
a going concern. The content of Stalin's answers to the
louded questions put to him shews Uncle Joe's awareness
of this and his desire to stop future progress. "Want: to
settle the Berlin issue?" Then don't form a Western Ger-
many. "Want to have peace in Europe?” Then drop the
idea of a North Atlantic Security Pact. "Want to have
world peace?" Then stop the rearmament program, liqui-
date your atomic bomb construction.

" The motivation of Stalin, therefore, is to force a
halt in the expansion and aggressiveness of American
imperialism. This halt must be on all levels: politieal,
military and economic.

THEY CANNOT BRING PEACE

Truman's rejection has, of course, the same origin.
As the leader, spokesman and champion of American
capitalism, he must advance his country over the only
road which can fulfill its objeetives, in imperialist
terms.

That means preparation for war (rearmament, atom
bomb construction, etc.); formation of a strong Western
German state as a buffer and the creation of a solid mili-
tary bloc out of the Marshall Plan nations (North At-
lantic Pact). How can he turn back, without liquidating
his entire foreign program? No more then Stalin can
change the seemingly defensive #actics which have heen
dictated to him today by circuiistances beyond his con-
trol.

In short, then, the eold war will and must continue.
In fact, the temperature can only get warmer, particu-
larly after such fiascos as this latest! The issue of peace
does not lie in the hand of either Truman or Stalin;
they are two men pursuing similar paths which, while
they may not always be parallel, will inevitably meet
at the crossroads of war. '

L ]
MINDSZENTY: MEA CULPA

Cardinal Mindszenty has *‘eonfessed” (or, at ahy
rate, partially “confessed”) and the trial in Hungary
has drawn to its inevitable eonelusion. Inevitable, we
say, because it is sure that Stalinisit eannot undertake
such risky ventures as its confession trials without ab-
solute, iron-clad guarantees in advanee that the play
will unfold precisely as the GPU geript writers have
written it up.

The question is again with us: why these self-in-
criminating “confessions,” which seem so useful to Sta-
linism? A broken “Old Bolshevik”—yes; but an active
cardinal of Rome? We sugeést, to begin with, that we
should be no more surprised at the alleged confession
than the Catholic Church itself has been. Rome laid the
basis Tor an “explanation” of the confession £5 soon ar
Mindszenty's arves. took place by its charpos of <o

,ture and mysterious “confession-inducing” drugs. What'

they expécted has taken place, although hardly for the
reasons they suggest. It is not necessary—in fact, it is
futile—to seek explanations in such over-simplified
tales as drugs, beatings, ete. The fact is that there is
no one all-embracing and all-satisfying “explanation”

1
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technique of Stalinism is far subtler and more serious.
We don’t claim to have “the” explanation; we only
suggest that it is a combination of many factors and
forces, operating together and so ecleverly used and
played upon by the GPU masters that—and why should
this be inconceivable?—the confessor actually believes,
to a great extent, his own fantastic explanation!

Why cannot there be some elements of faetual truth
in the cardinal’s “confession”? Is it inconceivable that
he was involved in black market eurrency manipula-
tions, for example; or that he approached Western cir-
cles for aid, ete.? Basing themselves upon these ker-
nels of truth, upon isolation, questioning, trickery and
a combination of psychologically demoralizing tech-
niques well know to students of such matters, it is not
impossible to conceive of Stalinism rapidly breaking
down and undermining a Mindszenty. These, of course,
are secondary factors in the tragic trial now concluded:

Furthermore, the historic tendency of the church hds
always been to compromise, to seek a modus vivendi with
the state power, regardless of whom this power was, The
story of Nazi Germany is familiar. We contend that this
principled readiness to compromise in itself prepares the
moral and psychological basis for a capitufation and
“confession" such as this. For, unlike other social systems.
or varieties of capitalism, totalitarian Stalinism camnot
compromise with the church so long as that church resis
upon the Vatican (that is, the West). Faced with an zn-
emy who will nof compromise with him, the Cathotic
Church in Stalinist lands must meet a new situation which
it hitherto has never had to face. That is, it must:become
either a principled, outlawed opposition, leading: an un-
derground existence—or cease to exist as a Roman Cath-
olic Church and become a Stalinist State Catholic Chuzch.

We shall now see whether the Hungarian bishops
break with Rome to form a new church or go into:the
opposition. But this unexpectedly harsh enemy who will
not make a “deal” (except on his own terms) has sowed
confusion and despair among the.church leadership.
This is the moral groundwork for “confessions.”

POLITICAL OBJECTIVES OF THE TRIAL

Furthermore, if we examine briefly the social strue-
ture of Hungarian Stalinism, the picture is even clearer.
In this backward land, two-thirds-of the population
were peasants, cemented to the big landlords by the
influence of the Catholiec Church over them.

The transitional social basis of Stalinism consists of
these same peasants whom it has converted into small
landowners by its program of division of the estates. But
this is a tranmsitional, cpportunistic and very unstable
base for Stalinism, in the long run. This same péasaniry
formed the muajor reservoir of resistance to the new re-
gime and the church's influénce over the peasantry must
te broken as a part of the struggle of Stalinism to domi-
nate this same péosantry. (This, of course, with an eye
to the period when collectivization of the small farms
must be bégun.)

The trial, then, must also be seen as an effort to dis-
credit and humiliate the Catholic Church before the
Hungarian peasantry. The cardinal has “confessed’;
“he did not fight like a man’; he has disavowed the
Vatican by offering his resighation to the Hungarian
government; he traded in Ameriean dollars, ete., ete.
How ecan such a compromised church authority build
un mool erzanize a future opposition to the present re-

R
Eine?

There are many other implications in this:sensa- -

tiohal trial which must wait for more information and
details. The above analysis, of course, assumes that our
readers share the same revulsion and disgust that we
do with the whole affair, stamped as it is with the sin-
ister methods of Stalinism,

Hepey JUDD

N.Y.Forum Hears Fischer--

(Continued from page 1)

Yugoslav School in 1928. In the nature
of Stalinist prosecution, this could nof
but reflect on Tito himself.

(2) During theé Spanish ecivil war,’
Tito was close to Antonov-Ovseenko,
the. brilliant military strategist who
played an important role in the 1917
revolution. Antonov - Ovseenko had

- been close to Trotsky and had capitu-

lated. Thus Tito was suspect by his
association with a capitulator. (Com-
rade Fischer relates that the civil war
in Spain revived hope in the Com-
munist Party that the revolutionary
energies released by the event would
help weaken the totalitarian grip held
by Stalin over the party. These hopes
were dashed by the trials which took
place soon thereafter. This renewed
hope, not unknown to the GPU, would
tend to exaggerate any sl';'gli-t sus-
picions which already existed.) ’
(3) Tito was opposed to the Stalin-
Hitler pact and especially to the cas-
ual Russian tolerance of German oc-
cupation of Belgrade. '

(4) Tito’s entry into Jugoslavia as
a guerrilla fighter was itself an op-
position move. Unlike the Gotfwalds
and Dimitrovs who would have to
come fo power by leave of the Russian
army, Tito was building himself a
mass base in the country.

(5) Tito fought against MoScow es=
pionage from the beginning.

This bare outline of Ruth Fischer’s
talk does not suggest the richness of
detail with which she described the
espionage and counter-espionage that
goes on in the Stalinist parties, This
constant feature of conspiracy and in=
{rigue in the party, she said, gives the
lie to the notion that the Communist
Party is a monolithic organization.

On the second point, Fischer ouf-
lined the two points of view in the
Politburo with respect to the war and
peace question. The exireme war fac-
tion believed in pushing ahead with-
out moderation towards the immedi-
ate conquest of Europe by the ndation-
al Communisl parties. The moderate
wing emphasized the unexpected and
“exceptional” strength of capitalist
America vis -a - vis the weakness of
Russia and advised caution and delay
in proceeding with world conguest.
Yugoslavia's probable future, because
of ils geographical position, as the
first victim of any war which would
break out convinced Tito that his best
interests lie with the moderate wing.
Thus the Tito-Stalin break ties in

with internal dispute going on at the
top levels of the Russian party.

CHALLENGES INTERPRETATION

This ,reporter felt that Comrade
Fischer's analysis of the Tito opposi-
tion was something less than satis-
factory. One of the by-products of
the Tito event has been that it has
caused many anti-Stalinists to makc
explicit their theories about the na-
ture of Stalinism. The Socialist Work-
ers Party for example was thrown
into a trance by the Tito brealk and
awoke from it with the ery of “Com-
rade Tito.” Their pretensions to con-
sistent anti-Stalinism will be very
difficult to maintain consistently.
Likewise, Comrade Fischer's tall re-
vealed an attitude toward the Com-
munist Party and the Tito rift which,
in this opinion, shed less light on tho
subject than it did on a contemporary
phenomenon, the distortion of social-
ist ideals by Stalinism.

Comrade Fischer explicitly cloaked
the Tito opposition with the tradition
of previous oppositions to Stalin. She
said at one point that the old opposi-
tion to Stalin has not died, it has as-
sumed new forms. She did not clarify
whether the new forms were such as
to give the new oppositions a differ-
ent social character. It was interesting
to note the associations which she
made with Tito. First with Max Hoelz,
an authentic leader of the people,
whose politics were of an anarchistic-
democratic wvariety. Then the Yugo-

_slav School revolt which was a revoll

against Stalin’s totalitarianism. Then
the association with Ovseenko, Trot-
sky's associate, and connected with
idea of Trotskyism which was an op-
position to totalitarianism.

The listener could not help but con-
clude that implicit in the analysis was
a glorification of Tito, an ascribing to
Tito the continuation of the demo-
cratic oppositions to Stalin. (Tito's
complaints about Stalin's espionage in
Yugoslavia cannot be considered. :
democratic proiest for the complaint
is not against the institution of the
GPU, but; the instituting of the GPU
against Tito himself.) Such a coneli-
sion can be maintained only by ove:-
looking what must not be overlookel,
namely, the Stalinist character of Tiio
and his regime.

In response to a question about the
cconomic causes of the Tito split, the
speaker gquite correctly replied thul
she had chosen to delimit her subje:l
1o the conspiracy within the comin-
form. However, while it is necessary

to delimit a subject, Comrade Fischer
was obligated to discuss at least one
aspect of the economic causes of the
split to sustain her thesis. If the pri-
mary cause of the split was Russia's
attempt to keep Yugoslavia an agri-
cultural colony of Russia itself, il
would follow that a deal between Tito
and Stalin which would enable Tito
to industrialize Yugoslavia would
have removed the major cause for the
split. But if this is true, what becomes
of the speaker’s gonstruction that Tito
wus really an old oppositionist and
the split was the culmination of &
long history of opposition previous to
ithe establishment of Tito's Yugo-
slavia. It is hard to see how sueh a
thesis could stand up. [

FURTHER CRITICISM bt

Finally, Comrade TFischet!" §jfoke
about the fight agdinst Stdlifiism.
Her remarks were more thanusu-
ally interesting and, at least '1d onc
listener, ominous. The CP ‘s’ Hot a
monolithic party becaiise in dblidlity
it is riven by conspiracy and ff‘it'l"i_'gm:.
This rather misses the ‘point; ahd' not
an academic point as' we s$hhll sce.
The point is that the CP is rivén by
conspiracy and intrigue precisély be-
cause it IS a monolithic palty: It is
only in a monolithie party that oppo-
sition must assume tHese forms. 'One
of the surest tests of the nature of a
party is the character assumed by its
opposition. Comrade Fischer's rejec-
tion of the term monolithic is fol-
lowed by her with the idea that it 15
not impossible to fight the CP. How
must this fight be carried out? She
stated explicitly that we must learn
from the Tito evenis that conspirdcy,
infrigue are essential to the struggle
against Stalinism. Tito, it would seem,
has offered up a model of struggle.

Comrade Fischer’s hatred of Stalin-
ism allows her to accept, even. to at;
vocate, any and every method which
will weaken the Stalinist empire, éven
the methods of Stalinism itself. To-
day, unfortunately, this notion of com-
bating Stalinism by any means ndt
excluding totalitarian measures, is
one which is not peculiar to the
spealier. It is the reaction of those
whose program, has only one plank,
anti-Stalinism.

It would be one of histories ironies,
and not the first of its kind, were
such a slruggle against Stalinism to
cventuate in the victory of a new lo-
talitarianism which, though nol called
Stalinism, would be no less barbarous.
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FRANCO:

ABSTENTIONS IN VOTE

A BLOW AT DICTATOR

The folloiving article is reprinted from the
December 22, 1948 issue of La Batalla, organ of
the Spanish POUM (Workers Party of Marxist
Uwity). It was written by La Batalla’s corre-
spondent in Barcelona.

L ]

The elections have taken place, “with complete
order” and “without incident.” An insignificant
minority of heads of families went up to the pells
to deposit their ballot for either the Government
ticket or the other ticket—also the Government’s.

We have obtained ample and dccurate infor-
mation on the actual percentages of the voting. Of
19 polling places in 7 districts of Barcelona Wwhich
we have examined the percentage of votes was
between 20 and 25. And, in general, one can be
sure that if the complete figures were known they
would not be far off from that mentioned. In some
workers' districts, mainly. in the precinct of Clef,
less than 12 votes were registered for 300 electors.
And in several polling places in Sans, the falangists
made election day statements about their "joy"
over the "success" obtained.

The spirit of indifference was prevalent all
over. The people seem to be much more interested
and preoccupied by the restrictions on electric
power which were made more severe the morning
after the voting, than by the more or less corrupt
councilmen who were making up the munieipal
governments.

OFFICIAL RESULTS A FRAUD

Just as in the “referendum” of last July a
considerable number of ballots were voided be-
cause they contained anti-Franco or humourous
statements. The well-known expression, ‘Viva la
Pepal”, was the one usually employed. 1t seems
that. in some precinets groups of neighbors co-
operated in voting for “Pepa,” since in some ballot
hoxes numerous ballots were found so marked.

All members of the Franco repressive apparatus,
whatever their dge or condition; voted. Despite
thé wholesale falsification of the results they, re-
main as we have indicated above. 1

Of course it is clear that the “official? results
are another thing. The Radio Nacional announced
a percentage of 60 to 70 in the cities™and a total
vote of 80 per cent to 90 per cents (There is a
story now current of the Englishman whd, not at
all versed in geography and unaequainted with
the names of the Spanish provinees, was sitting

in a café in la Rambla when thege lattey, figures .

were announced. His comment: “What,! New
elections in Bulgaria!”) The subpriselof the
listener was even greater’ when the commentator
on Radio Nacional announced joyfully that the
regime’s ticket had triumphed. Since when was
there any other ticket? For the first time we are
informed of the existence of an opposition. Ap-
parently it deported itself in a very. dignified
manner and did not give much of a fight.

Certainly there were three distinet tickets in
Barcelona. One of these ordered us home. It was
covered profusely with pictures of buildings,
shops, cte. Everyone knew that it would come
¢ul the winner, It was headed by Mélchor Baixas
de Palau. Among other names on‘this'ticket were
Garcia Tornél and the Baron of Esponeélld. These
gentlement promised to bring Paradise to Barce.
lona. Blocks of dwellings for workers, hospitals,
modern transportation etc., would rise ‘all over
by magic. Baixas, son of a mining industrialist,
7 1 ~'==in iron and steel and a big time grafter.
is 1 éoine president of the Transport Union of tlie
CNS.

The other twdé tickets—on one of these was
Junyent Quintana, running as an independent
were completely unknown. They only sérved as a
cover for the ridiculous sative of an ‘“election.”

Despite preparations, threats and all kinds of
pressure, the Franco farce was valuable in that
it made known the strong opposition of the gréat
majority of the population—as evidenced hy
abstentions of 75 per cent to 80 per cent—to
the oppressive Franco-falangist regime.

(Translated by .Dick 8.)

Translator’s note: Re “restrictions on. electric
power.” This is caused in part by the building of
a reservoir and dam in Flix. This job is being done
with much graft and corruption and waste of
materials. Streetcars in Barcelona have beeh
curtailed 40 per cent and electric railway 50 per
cent. There is also a severe water shortage for
the same reason. “The falange tries to remedy
the conquences of the catastrophe of Flix by
means of organized supplications and proces-
sions imploring for rain,” says La Batalla.

New Party in Germany

In the British zone of Germany a labor organ-
ization, calling itself the Independent Communist
Party, has risen.

The UKP—this is the abbrevation of the new
party—has applied to the British military
authorities for the authorization necessary for
publie political activity. o

Klemens Bendes, one of the leaders of the
UGP, has declared the new party would beeoie
the digger of the grave of Stalinism in Western
Germany. (From-La Batalln, Dee. 22, 1948.)

LEON TROTSKY'S .

“THE NEW COURSE”
Get this historic essay on Russia, fo-
gether with Max Shachiman's study

of the development of Russian totali-

tarianism. - ¥
NOW ON SALE: $1.00
(paper bound)
Originally $1.50

265 pages

Order from:

Workers Party Publications
4 Court Square
Long Island Cify 1, N. Y.
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Si'allmsi' Court in Hungary Follows Moscow Frameup Technique

 Mindszenty Trial Seen Aimed at Opposition - -

(Contjnued from page 1)

fession. (with its admitted authorship
of the documents) was the sole proof.
For example, it is entirely conceiv-
able that a Catholic prelate would be
sympathetlc to a monarchy, and
equally that he met Archduke Otto of
the Hapsburg dynasty in Chicago. But
something more than the court's say-
80, and the Cardinal's confession, is
‘required as proof. Are there wit-
nesses? Is there any objective evi-
dence?

EVIDENCE OF FRAUD

- Or, with respect to the admission
of seeking Chapin’s aid in escaping.
It is entirely conceivable that the
Cardinal might have wanted to es-
cape.

Bui: (1) would he be so stupid as
to write the details in. a letter and
think he could get it to Chapin; (2)
‘having written a letter, on the as-
sumption that he could get it to the
U. S. ministry, how did it fall into the
court’s hands? (3) would he have of-
fered the U. S. minister $4,000 to get
a plane and a pilot? .

Or, the documents found in” his pal-
ace: would the Cardinal have lefl
them lying around in the palace cel-
lar to be picked up by the police?

Further, parts of the accusations
could be entirely correct, and still not
constitute a crime in any state but a

totalitarian state; opposilion to the
regime, for example.

However much the accusations
might seem to jibe with over-all Vati-
can views and objectives, past experi-
ence with Stalinist trials is itself sui-
ficient ito cast infinitely more than a
reasonable doubt on this trial. The
whole business of “trial by cenfes-
sion” is an abhorrent contribulion of
Stalinism, no matter against whom
used, whether a revolutionist Dr a
Cathollc

MOSCOW TRIAL PATTERN

The press has speculated on -the
use of drugs. No one can say for sure
what methods were employed, but it
is hard to imagine the Cardinal con-
fessing except under some form ol
duress.

A whole generation of revolution-
ists was wiped out in the infamous
Moscow purges of the.thirties. Pos-
sibly, the same methods used to force
confessions then were used now: pos-
sibly different ones. It is likely that
many different devices were used to
exact confessions in the Moscow
Trials, from outright physical torture,
to insidious forms:of mental torture,
to appeals in the case of those to
whom Russia still represented a so-
cialist fatherland (however degener-
ated), to serve the cause of humanity
by a final act of sacrifice, suicide by
confession. The Cardinal may have

Letter on Indonesia--

(Continued from page 2)
capitalist. What is true, however, is
‘that theése bourgeois classes can lead
“the struggle for independence to the
point of establishment of the nation.

‘i'They did so in India and elsewhere.

They are struggling to do so in Indo-
‘nesia, and they are playing a consid-
erable part in the struggles in Viet-
Nam and elsewhere.

In an earlier review of the Indone-
sian struggles in LABOR ACTION it
was pointed out that this movement

~has continued without cessation al-
most since the day of the Dutch con-
quest. Since 1918 the Dutch have not
enjoyed many years of imperial peace.
So in_Indonesia the lesson has been
sharply etched in history. The bour-
geoisie can and will struggle for na-
tionhood. That the Republican leader-
ship is willing to make all manner of
disastrous compromises is -another
thing allogether. To struggle against
‘compromise  6ne must accept the
iramewoxk of the Republic, how-
ever.

_ The decisive fact is this: The Re-
.public, with all its many faulis, is
fighting. More than that, it is not the
same Republic today that it was when
it was blockaded and withering in the
hills of Jogjakarta. It has more popu-
lar appeal today -than ever before

5 p_ré‘cise!y because it is fighting against
the Dutch, It is the rallying center
and inspiration for the ancient Indo-
nesian cry for freedom, Mederka, Its
guetrillas are everywhere. It does not
permit the free exploitation of the
country. It has aroused support in
all’of ‘Southern Asia. '

Tt would be false and suicidal to

“act now on the basis of yesterday's
facts. As socialists we prefer the vic-
tory of the most conservative repub-
lic over the most paternalistic Dutch
‘regime.

It is likely that tomorrow the Re-
publican leadership will offer or ac-
cept some sort -of compromise, That

may have to be fought. against. But:

to .earn the right to do so ‘one must
fight for the Republic today. And to
prepare for such an eventuality one
must organize the struggle as a social
one. Revolutionary socialists conduct
the struggle with a program of land
for, the peasants, break-up of feudal
estates and privileges, full democratic
rights, and the revolutionary alliance
of -workers and poor peasantry. In
this way the socialist- workers can
achieve hegemony within the Repub-
lic and be in a position to oppose com-
promise. They can become the Re-
public in fact; but only by defending
it now. They can give the Republic
a social content which would be irre-
sistible and victorious. And they can
do this within the “constitutional
clauses” which Magnus disdains.

For it is important and not a mat-
ter to be lightly discounted, as Mag-
nus does, that the Republican consti-
tution is democratic and has social

clauses which ecall for nationalization
and give recognition to many so-
cial problems of national construction.
Such a constitution does offer more
possibilities for struggle and for
worker-peasant hegemony. Laws are
not meaningless to revolutionists,
The main task is not to warn
against future treason or to recall
past defections, but to give revolu-
tionary content to the present. Mag-
nus is wrong when he says that the
Republic now exists “within legal
democratic bounds” which the con-
stitution defines. The Republic does
not ‘exist on such a plane. Its exist-
ence today -is a matter of daily popu-
lar struggle. To this struggle we are
completely loyal. We should not at
this time seek to establish an alter-
native arena of struggle. We should
join freely with all other elemeni#
particularly with the social demo-
crais. And without conditions. Utiliz-

ing the ‘democratic. framework, we.

can posit a revollltienary framework
to other programs. As I wrote in the
original article: “Socialists have the
special task of regrouping workers
and agricultural laborers’ cadres in
underground leagues of struggle.”
The difference between Magnus and
myself can be summarized as follows:
He takes his point of departure from
the “inevitable”-treason of the bour-
geois leadership tomorrowin the in-
dependence movement. My point of
departure is that today all elements
of the Republic are engaged in mor-
tal combat and, what is more, the
“inevitability” of the above may not
be as absolutely certain as we once
believed. Therefore, the main task is
not the struggle against the native
bourgeoisie, but the immediate one
for national 'independence: With a
program of social revolution, within
the framework of the Republic, to
attempt to grasp the leadership for
the revolutionary working cless and
peasantry within the framework of
republican democracy and sirugile,
“Finally,” these opinions are my own.
The Workers Party has not taken any
position on this question.
- Jack BRAD.

Think About I#!

There are two million more unems=-
ployed this month than in January.
And there are four million fewer
workers employed now than last sum-
mer. Whether the figure is 2,650,000
as the government claims, or consid-
erably more as its own figures lead
one to believe, the specter of unem-
ployment is again haunting the Amer-
ican worker. Capitalism again shows
its inability to provide security to
those who work. American capitalism
may have many features unique to
itself bul in this it is not one whit
different from other predatory capi-
talisms. The fear of idleness is etched
in acid in every worker’s experience.
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been drugged, may have been tor-
tured, who knows?

There is, of course, an 1mportsmt.
distinction between the men and wo-
men exterminated in Russia, and the
Cardinal. The accused then were rev-
olutionists who could mnot possibly
have committed the acts with which
they were charged. One of them
might have turned against a lifetime

of dedication to socialist struggle. But -

all of them, almost the entire genera-
tion who led the Russian revolution
to victory in 1917—for them to turn
against their achievement, their prin-
ciples and resort to terror, complicity
with fascists, etc.—Impossible. Despite
this distinction, - the court’s case
against the Cardinal does not stand
up.

The Cardinal, as a servant of the
Vatican, with its pro-West and anti-

Stalin orientation, could possibly have ’

negotiated with Westerh nations for
one or another purpose. But even this
important distinction means nothing
against the absence of evidence. The
Vatican is most decidedly a reaction-
ary institution. But its accusers in this
case are not a revolutionary, demo-
cratie, . socialist government, but a
monstrous: dictatorship.

The trial might have had some
credibility had the Cardinal been
able to choose his lawyers from out-
side Hungary, to freely prepare .his
defense, to ask for witnesses in his be-
half, to solicit mdependent handwrit-
ing exper!s, to impose the burden of
proof on the accuser (which in the
case of Stalinists is a double burden
for they will not hesitate to utilize
any fraud). As it is, the trial must be
held a frame-up. .

For example, it makes no matter in
this cdse that the Cardinal opposed
the secularization of the schools-un-
der its control. Secularization of the
schools is normally a progressive
achievement, and the Cardinal's op-
position was as typically reactionary
as his church. But few things are done
for progressive purposes in Stalinland
—_Stalinist controlled schools will ed-
ucate as little as Church controlled
schools. This occasioned a big struggle
last November. The Cardinal then or-
dered the ringing of all church bells
in -mourning. And, it was in Novem-
ber that he wrole his disclaimer of a
confession. But the pros and cons of
that dispute, or others like them, have
nothing to do with the triall .

WHY THE TRIAL?

The Vatican has been known 1o ac-
commodatle itself to the most totali-
iariap, of regimes. It got along fine, for
the most part, with Mussolini. It is
not inconceivable that the Stalinist
government might have worked out a
settlement, a modus operandi, if only
a temporary one, with the Cardipal.
Ot sought to bring the Cardinal un-
der its control, as it is apparently do-
ing with the bishops of Hungary. Aft-
er all, 65 per cent of this predomi-
nantly peasant country is Catholic.
Why not try to wean the peasants

. without outraging too violently, in
the initial stages of establishing the
authority of the regime, their relig-
ious affiliations.

And there we think lies the possible

answer to the whole ratty affair. The .

Vatican is committed to the West.
Agreed. The Vatican and Russia, for
reasons implicit in the authorifarian
nature of each, and for dozet}s of
other reasons as well, are mortal en-
emies. Agreed. But that the Stalinists
should have chosen this moment for
an attack of this kind solely on the
ground of its anti-West objectives is
unlikely. It has stimulated wide op-
position. It has given the U. 8. gov-
ernment, the Catholic Church of the
U. S., and the press an opportunity to
howl loudest at the very moment that
Stalin is vigorously prometing propa-
ganda moves fo win sympathy. It will
not sit well with the people of coun-

®
alestine - -
(Continued from page 1)
is not limited to one country. It is
continental and world-wide

Most national oppression tries to
supress and exploit the people it
engulfs, that is, colonies, the Negroes
in the U, S. These people are offered
the alternative of death or slavery.
Anti-Semitism is centuries old; its
roots go back te theology, etc., cre-
ating a latent anli- Semitism that
breaks out into overt anti-Semitism
in times of.social crisis. In the past,
however, anti-Semitism attempted to
destroy the Jews as a national com-
munity and incorporate the Jewish
individuals into its society, religion,
etc. Modern anti-Semitism—flourish-
ing in a highly technological and sci-
entific age organized into its highest
form by the decay of the capitadst
socialrsystem which requires a’ scape-
goat and is anxious to get rid of
competitors—has marked. the Jews as
totally expendable.

In a fundamental and in only too
real and immediate a sense, the sur-
vival of the Jews as a people, or even
as individuals, is dependent on the
overthrow of capitalism. For Jews the
overthrow of capitalism is not only
an idea, something for the general

welfare, but a real and immediate .

need for survival. To paraphrase an
old quotation: “The Jews are in need
of socialism more than any other
people.”

tries like France and Italy whose sup-
port the Stalinists- are particularly
anxious to win,

The reason must lie primarily in
Hungary itself. The Catholic Church
there is the chanpel through which
peasant opposition against the govern-
ment's program is expressed. The

Church is a base of organized oppo- "

sition. It goes without saying that the
Church, above all the 'Catholic
Church, is more than a religious insti-
tution. It does engage in political af-
fairs. In Hungary, whether the peas-
ant program is good, bad or indif-
ferent, this program was voiced by
the Church.

Something more along the same
lines is egually invelved. It has hap-
pened in the past (under Hitler), and
it will happen again: where other
channels of opposition are desfroyed,
the people will utilize the Church as
a means of organizing, of getting to-
gether, of fighting for dethocratic
rights (if only the democratic right
to freedom of religion). Even the re-
actionary_ Catholic Church can . be-

come the center of a democratic
movement in a totalitarian country.
(Pastor Niemoller became such a
symbol in Hitler Germany.)

In these we think lie the motiva-
tions for the trial, a trial in the Stal-
inist manner. Perhaps there are so-
cialists who reaect with sympathy for
the jailers because the jailed has on
his side a Cardinal Spellman, and be-
cause his victimization is: utilized by
sundry capitalist politicians and the
press to cement the .fortifications of
the cold war. Nothing could be more
dangerous. Nothing more harmful to
the interests of socialism.

Socialism is the champion of de-
mocracy. Socialism is the enemy of
Stalinism. The one is equal to the
other. A frame-up is a frame-up
against no matter whom practiced. A
“trial by conféssion” is a “trial by
confession,” no matter who the vic-
tim. It is the way of tryanny. It out-
rages democracy.

The trial of Mindszenty is a “trial
by confession.”

It stands as a frame-up!

Injunction Right --

(Continued from page 1)

foregone conclusion that such strikes

by workers . for better health and
greater security, will automatically
be considered against the "“national
health and security.” = - 3

REPUBLICANS CROW

1t should be recal]ed'that' some two |

years ago during the railroad strike,
President Truman actually sent a spe-
cial message to Congress that he
wanted strikers drafted into the
army. With the principle of unde-
fined “inherent powers” accepted, a
president might not even have to go
to Congress to get strikers drafted
into the army.

The anti-democratic position'taken
by the Democrats on this point has
given the Republican senators'a de-
cided advantage in the debale. Sen-
ator Taft of, T-H fame now makes
more sense to those who believe in
anti-labor " injunctions, than the ad-
ministration does,, He said, among
other things: ‘“I. Hlsagree with the
attorney -general and think he is cer-
tainly wrong. I don’'t Enow of any
inherent. right of the President to get

" injunctions in a national emergency.

If you want, to. dq, that you ought to
say so in ‘so ma.ny words You ought
to say .it in clear law” Republican
Senator Morse made his contribution
to the efflect that “the administration
is trying to work both sides of the
street by telling labor it opposes the
injunction featyre and telling the
public it has it anyway.”

Even a Republican can be right
sometimes, and Morse has almost hit
the nail on tie head. In fact, Mr. Tru-
man in his press conference referred
to above, all but admitted that he

first assured himself of his power to
get injunctions against labor by get-
ting his Attorney General's opinion;
then, as a grandiose gesture to labor,
he did not put it into the bill—it was
not necessary.

The clarification by the administra-

" tioh on the subject of “inherent pow-

ers” has placed the officialdom of /the
CIO 'and AFL in something of a fix.
They have stated their approval of
the administration bill. Now they find
themselves in the company of the
Republicans on this business of “in-
herent powers.” Logically and accord-
ing to Attorney General Clark’s own
opinion, labor leaders should demand
that government, as industry, be “spe-
cifically deprived” of the right to
seek court injunctions against labor.
Although Arthur Goldberg, CIO gen-
eral counsel, has stated that he would
make “some constructive suggestions
to clarify” certain provisions of the
administration’s bill, it is not likely
that he will ask for that much elari-
fication. '

The basic logic of the capitalist
government has revealed itsell in this
debate on the right of injunction. It
is clear that no matler what the law
says or does not say, the government
will find the, loophole "to.protect it-
self” agamst -its mortal enemy—mlh—
tant labor.

On the other hand, labor's forte is
the justice of ils cause, the strength
in its numbers and in its solidarily
and its ability to convince “the pub-
lie” that labor's wellbeing is also pub-
lic wellbeing. This is labor's forte not
only in strikes but in the field of pol-
itics also, where it must make strides
toward the goal of a workers’ govern-
ment which will not consider militanl
labor its mortal enemy.
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by GEORGE STONE, Editor, Socialist Leader————!
LYNSKEY REPORT PRODUCES NO SENSATION

Fleet Street waited expectantly, special editions were run off when the
news came through but, all in all, the moguls of the press were bitterly '
disappointed with the findings of the Lynskey Tribunal. The -mud which;:
they were so anxious to sling at the Labor Government turned out to be s
nothing' more than some dirty-colored water.

It is true that two prominent figures ‘of the labor moveniént have been;
found guilty of allowing their friendship with certain business men to in<
fluence their decisions on matters of public interest and procedure and thet
their political lives have been abruptly terminated. But, while such casuals,
ties are to be regretted and deplored, the morale ;and fighting qualities of

1%

the army of labor remain unimpaired. Those who had prophesied a major

debacle were confounded,- and despite the fact that the Tories will make
more than sure that the incident is not forgotten by the electorate at the'
general election, it will need much more than this comparatively minor epl-
sode to shake the faith of the common people. Furthermore, the alacrity of!
the government in taking action on the matter discounted to a very. large
extent any possibility of the sordid episode being used effectively as politi-
cal propaganda against the labor movement. However, I know that Trans-
port House (Labor Party headquarters) was distinctly relieved at’ the
mildness of the strictures contained in the report. But it is to be hoped that
their relief will not cause them to pass off the episode as of no importanee
and to forget it. For years many workers have had doubts about the integ-
rity of Labor leaders although they have continued to give them their sup-
port. Labor must accept the lesson of this incident and impose a stricter
discipline on those of its members who undertake public office. No move-
ment can be completely sure of the mtegntv of its members but it ean in-
sist on a mode of conduct which does not give offense and bring the move-
ment into dlsrepute L

|- 1 ®

Ironically enough, J. H. Thomas, a former Labor cabinet minister, who
was banished from the House of Commons in 1936 for divulging budget se-

crets, died a few days before, the publication of the Lynskey report. It.

seemed that history was anxious to emphasize the faet that Labor leaders

who mix with society or big business do so at their peril. It:may be pleasant’

while it lasts, but quite often it doesn’t last long.

DEBATE ON THE PALESTINE QUESTION

The Palestine debate caused the government some anxiety. It all came
right in the end but only after Mr. Attlee had announced that he would re-
gard the decision of the House as one of confidence in the government Nev-
ertheless there were a great number of Labor absten-
tions and it is stated that there is to be some tough talk
when the Parliamentary Labor Party meets next week.

This debate was markedly different from every
other debate on foreign policy since Labor’s accession
to power, insofar that Bevin, formerly the darling of
their political lives have been abrutply terminated. But, while such casual-

It was a curious line-up. Richard Crossman of the Labor “left” made a
savage commentary on the deficiencies of Mr. Bevin and so did a number of
Tory speakers. Formerly Bevin has been ecriticized for being the tool of
America; now he was attacked because he had not shown the same sweet
reasonableness toward the state of Israel as has Mr. Truman.

There is no doubt that Bevin does not want to fall from grace too quick-
ly, hence his announcement that recognition would be made after consulta-
tion with other members of the Commonwealth. But that the state of Israel
will be recognized there is now no room for doubt.

Apart from the government’s general attitude on this
question of Palestine, it is believed that they have been
¥ perplexed by the fact that both Russia and America have

¥ acted with accord in grantlng recognition. What they have
l failed to understand is the motives of these powers. Tru-
man is anxious to retain the support of the Jewish sec-
y ~ tion of the American electorate. Stalin, on the other hand,
while giving lip sefvice to the cause of the Jews and at
’ the same time causing difficulties for Britain; is likely to

wew=reveal his hand more clearly in the near future. Havmg
removed Britain from the scene, he will switch his support
to the Arabs as part of the conflict against the USA.

Britain has been completely in the wrong on the q“estlen of Palestine
and has been easily exposed. Nevertheless, those who 1mag1ne that the U. lé,
and Russia are motivated by any high ideals in the matter will shortly have
a rude awakening. The real battle for the Middle East has yet to start. Let
those who' doubt this watch Washington and the Kremlin from now on. The
office boy is on his way out and the two who are left are going to decide
who is to be boss.

BEVIN'S REMARKS ON A UNITED EUROPE

Bevin may have had a bad time over Palestine but he certainly showed
some sense when addressing the Foreign Press Association on the day be—
fore the Commons debate.

Speaking on the conception of a United States of Europe, he declared.
“Argument was no answer against Communism (Stalinism). A good stand-
ard of life and happiness in association with Western civilization was prob-
ably the greatest contribution we could make. We were ready to pool otfr
scientific, engineering and industrial resources with all the other eountrlea
involved.”

Mr. Bevin is not quite clear as to what form he wants this unity to take
and much criticism could be directed to certain aspects of his speech. Nev-
ertheless, the fact that he has the conviction that European unity is essen-
tial to progress is a welcome sign. From such small beginnings the conscience
of the British nation might be aroused to determine the fate of millions of
people. The initial answer to Stalinism is European unity. Having createi
the substance, we could shape the form to suit the needs and aspirations of
the masses.
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