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Djilas Arrested — World Labor
Must Mobilize to Save Him

Milovan Djilas has been arrested by the Tito regime. It is neces-
sary in every country for the socialist and labor movements to organize
massive protests to the Yugoslav government ®Only this kind of action

can-save him.

Dijilas is the former Titoist leader who,
at the beginning of 1954, was purged by
the ruling totalitarians in Belgrade for
daring to propose real steps toward po-
litical democratization. A year later, he
was arrested and put on trial by the re-
gime for making eritical remarks against
the government and its bureaucracy in
an interview given to the N. Y. Times.
After some world protest, he was given
a suspended sentence, and has been liv-
ing in Belgrade since then under elose
police surveillance.

"~ Now, again, he has been arrested by
tHa' Tito government for daring to be
eritical, Although,
pattern, no reasons have been given for
his arrest as yet, it seems clear-that the
immediate ecause was the article by
Djilas sent to and published in the. No-
vember 19 issue of the New Leader (re-
published in full on page 6 of this issue).

In this article, Djilas not only dis-
cussed the Polish upsurge and the Hun-
garian Revolution as a clear-cut defender

‘of the revolution and enemy of all types

of Stalinism, but also, for the first time,
analyzed the Tito regime itself as a
“pational Communism”™ whic¢h is socially

in the totalitarian

the twin of the Stalimist system and as
one which iz sure to fall before the demo-
cratic aspirations of the people.

The heavy hand of the Tito-Stalinist
police descended on him for expressing
his opinion, even though suppression at
home made it publishable only in a. for-
eign land.

Defense of Djilas is not merely defense
of an individual, importanit as it is that
this pariicular individual be defended. By
arresting Djilas, the regime hopes to in-
timidate all eritical voices and dangurous
thoughts at home. - m—_ -

Tito. has just had to pustpuue the
scheduled congress of his ruling party.
He is engaged in vilifying and calling
for the destruetion of the Hungarian
Rewvolution, in spite of the sympathy that
must exist among the Yugoslav people
for- that glorious struggle. He is under
pressure from Moscow at the same time.
He reacts to the tightening of circum-
stances in the Stalinist manner.

We ask all labor and secialist groups
and movements to raise their voices in
energetic protest to save Djilas, We ask
all trade-unionists to bring it up with
their organizations.
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Hungary's Revolution
till Lives and Fights

By GORDON HASKELL

The Hungarian Revolution, which has already been déciared ended
several times, is setting a world-historical record for sheer tenacity and

stubborn courage.

. Since the Russian attack-in-force of November 4, information has
been especially fragmentary, coming mainly from correspondents in

Vienna who listen to the radio and
social character of the revolt shows
through their dispatches.

The over-all picture seems to be
this: In the third week after mas-
sive Russian attack which has dev-

_astated Badapest mors. than the

fighting in World War I, the spirit of the
revolution remains unbroken.

The weight has shifted decisively to
the workers, whose general strike con-
tinues to paralyze the government and
the Russians, and to symbolize and or-
ganige the revolution.

Some form of workers’ couneil or coun-
cils, exists which is powerful enough to
negotiate with the Kadar puppet govern-
ment under Russian guns.

Even when driven back to the factories
by hunger, the workers refuse to support
thre government or to give tp their de-
mands.

talk to refugees. The heroism and

In the countryside, where starvation
is a less immediately effective weapon,
partisan activity continues, with reports
that the Russians do not even control all
the towns, The government has been ut-

terly unable té re-establish any sem-... -

blance of independent authority in: the
country.

STRAINING MOSCOW

Such is the tenacity of the revolutiom .
that even now it cannot be said to be de-
cisively erushed. It is driving a new wedge
between Tito and the Russian  rulers.
From Poland reports continue of stormy
protest against the Gomulka government's
refusal to support the Hungarians. With
every additional day of resistance, the
strains are increased in every Stalinist
party and regime in the world.

{Continued on page 7)

' What Is U.S. Labor

UAW to Act; Also Hits Assault on Egypt

By JACK WILSON

Detroit, Nov. 18

More than 500 local union leaders of the United Auto Workers met
here last week to take up the crucial issues of the Hungarian revolution
and its suppression by Stalinist imperialism. The meeting had been called
by Walter P. Reuther, UAW president.

Besides adopting a four-point
program on the Hungarian events,
after a hard-hitting speech by Reu-
ther, the conference took a turn
surprising to the leadership and
also passed a motion recommend-
ing a special resolution by the
UAW executive board denouncing
French and British imperialism, as
well as all "aggressors.” This was
interpreted as a slap at Israel.

As an indication of the real sentiment
of the UAW secondary leaders, a motion
was passed that the UAW gu on record
against all imperidlisms.

Reuther’s four-peint program included
(1) a strong denunciation of Russian

imperialism and ,its brutal counter-revo-
lution in Hungary; (2) the holding of
in-plant protest meetings at lunch time
on Wednesday, Nov. 21; (3) the collec-
tion of funds from the workers to aid
the Hungarian people; and (4) the initi-
ation of a campaign to get the United
States behind a move to establish a large
United Nations wvoluntary army to be
placed in troubled spots throughout the
world.

The denuneiation of France and Brit-
ain came as a result of the action of
Ford Loeal 600 officials, Carl Stellato

+and Bill Grant both made speeches point-

ing out that denunciation of Russia alone
did not solve the problems facing labor.

(Turn to last pagel

Doing for Hungary?

By ALBERT GATES

What is the American labor movement doing to come to the aid of
the Hungarian people in their great struggle against Stalinist despotism?

The answer to this, so far, is not a cause for cheers.

There are bright spots. One of the brighter spots (see sfory to the
left) is plans proposed by the United Auto Workers, if they materialize
quickly. Financially speaking, the AFL-CIO has taken steps for a Labor
Aid to Hungary fund that has gotten over $127,000 so far, with more

coming; and unions are providing funds and resources for aid to Hungarian refu-

gees. A press conference for Anna Kethly,

Nagy government that was attacked by the
William Schnitzler, secretary-treasurer of
sogialist leader told her story of the revolt,

But if any other significant steps have
not know about it.

Social-Democratic minister in the last
Rusgsians, wa$ held and presided over by
the AFL-CIO, at which the Hungariam

been taken, or if any are planned, we dcr

This is, o say the least, o regrettable situation.
That must be said even though it is RISU true that, compared with labor, other

sections of American society are doing next

to nothing at all. On this, as usual, labor

is in the van. But that it i not saying too much,

In some other countries, at the call of

the International Confederation of Free

Trade Unions, the labor movement has held short work stoppages in %ohdant},— with

Hungary: in Austria, Pakistan, and other

places.

But not in the United States. Not even a short work stoppage.

In West Berlin (see sfory on page 7) a trade-union leader at least sought to do
something real to help Hungary, It was jointly squelched by the German and U.S.
authorities. But great mass labor rallies were held—at least.

{Turn to last pagel
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In New York State

Liberal Party Unsettled hy Adlai’s Flop

By PETER WHITNEY

The leaders of the Liberal Party in New York State extracted few
grains of comfort from the party’s vote in the recent election. Its vo:’:e
dropped to new lows, despite a strenuous campaign by the Liberals in
behalf of the Stevenson-Kefauver ticket. They rolled up 28.0,3’?3 for
Stevenson on their line, compared with 394,471 votes for him in 1952—

a drop of over one-third. )
w Attributing the Eisenmhower vie-
‘tory to.the “war scare,” the Liberal
Party leaders are hard put fo ex-
plain the even sharper decline in
their vote for the Democratic Par-
ty candidate for U.S. senator,
Mayor Robert F. Wagner. He received
w total of 286,771 votes on the Liberal
line: this compares poorly with 396,811
votes for Senator Herbert Lehman in
1949; 305,300 for Lehman in 1850; and
412,000 votes for George Counts in 1952,
when he ran as independent "Liberal
Psrty candidate for senator.

" jn_the case of the campaign: for U.S.
senator, the self-defeating policies of the
Liberal Party were cast in high relief.

... Republican Attormey _General Javits
had been their fair-haired boy-over and
over again when:he'ran as a Republican
for congressman. Three times the I:.lher—
al Party had endorsed him, campaigned
vigorously for him, and built up his sta-
ture- and prestige. .

" Now, in 1956—as he had plagued them
when he.defeated Franklin Roosevelt for
state attorney general—this Franken-
stein éreation from their past c:.hnlléqged
them to successfully oppose him.

. He was armed with their credentials,
ditesting to his “liberalism” and his-pro-
labor program. Liberal Party campaign

workers, especially those active in the
Washington Heights area of New York,
squirmed when questioned by the very
pegple whom they had ed,u_cateqi to re-
ward Javits as their “friend”: sinee
when had he changed? After all, he had
fever concealed his- Republican affilia-
ion, nor had the Liberal Party demand-
e of him that he break with that party.
Since when had he become a devil and a
main danger to be exposed? .

What intellizent answer eould the Lib-
erals give? Javits was, in. good. part,
their own creation—the dead-end of
their poliey of supporting “good” Repub;
licans. / .

- Not only was Javits armed with acco-
Jades from Liberal Party campaigns of
the past but his Democratic opponent,
Wiigner, had been roundly denounced’ by
Liberal leaders in the 1953 mayoralty
elections as a machine-pieked candidate
fronting for Tammany Hall. In that
election, the Tiberals pitted their
independent candidate Rudolph Halley
against, Wagner, basing: themselves on
the Tammany-machine issue. Wagner
was a “bad” Democrat unworthy of sup-

port.

BEDFELLOWS

Did politics ever make siranger bed-

fellows in so short o space of time? Now,
ih 1956, the Liberal Party had to count
on the voters' polifical amnesia if it was
going to persuade them fo support a man
whom they hod vigorously dencunced os
ug-jlusi a man whom #hey had vigorously
sapporfed,
s ?:wits' victory is, in great part, due
to the Liberal Party’s policies, n.nfl has
aroused great discussion within Liberal
ranks on the advisability of endorsing
tieropd” Republicans. .

g’fhe tui’.pin the Liberal vote followed
a strong campaign on the gsrt of the
Libgrals, but it was a campaign devoted
to the election of Democratic Party can-
didates. So anxious were the L}hera!
leaders to insure a Democratic victory
that they eschewed any kind of activity
or campaign which might “weaken the

emocratic line. . .
D‘l"here were fewer independent Liberal
Party candidates, and the few - were
mainly for local posts or where Demo-
eratic endorsement: was ;-e;ected, as is
the case in the Bronx where the Demo-
cratic machine spurns the Liberals' sup-

ort.

p Interestingly enough, in some of these
local eandidacies for assemblymen, the
{iberal Party men, as in the Lower East
Side districts where there is a tradition’
of tunning independent Liberals, re-

ceived more votes than Stevenson and
Wagner on-the Liberal Party line. On a
city and state-wide scale, in past elec-
tions, when the Liberals run their own
men as “protest” candidates against the
Democrats and Republicans, they have
eonsistently rolled up the biggest votes
for the Liberal Party. But this capital
has just as consistently been dissipated
the following vear by a return to Demo-
cratic or Republican endorsement.

The role of the Liberals in many in-
stances was to substitute themselves for
the, Democratic machine in New York
Cify, which.sat on its hands during the
campaign. Trade-union forces were mo-
bilized-again-and again for vallies, meet-
ings (including the Madison Square
Garden rally for Stevenson and Kefau-
ver), ,and" ofier activities nominally
sponsored. by the Democratic Party.

The- Liberals served as-an ersofz Demo-
cratic Party, and in analyzing the election

RFPORT ON THE ELECTION

By B. ARNOLD

results the leaders frankly acknowledged
that much of the work resulted in votes
on the Democratic line.

Why indeed expect a trade-unionist to
go down to the Liberal Party line to vote
for the same set of candidates, from
president down to local assemblyman,
running on the Democratic line?

Thus, after some ten years of political
activity and in the first election where
the .Stalinist American Labor Party was
not on the ballot, the Liberal Party
found itself with a “hard core"” of fewer
than 300,000 voters out of a total Ne®
York electorate of some 7 million. voters.

DISCUSSION RISES

Even in the lone case where the liber-
als had an opportunity to run a major
independent campaign, in Harlemn against
Congressman Adam Powell, they drag-
ged their feet. How could their candiddte
answer Powell's attacks on the Demo-
cratic Party, on the Southern-Demoerat-
ic racists, and Stevenson's soft-pedaling
on .the civil-rights issue? The Liberal
candidate numbled weakly, and the Lib-
erals muffed another opportunity in their
fear of upsetting the apple cart,

As a result, although Powell’s margin
of vietory was some 15,000 less, the Lib-
eral vote increased by only 1500,

TPORT On the West (oast
Cdlifornia Underlines the National Pattern

San Francisco, Nov. 10

_California’s election results again followed the national trend as
Eisenhower swept the state with a 560,000-vote margin over Stevenson.
Kiuchel, the GOP incumbent U.S. senator, won easily over Richards,

labor-backed Democrat. However,

the Democrats scored significant

gains. in the congressional and state legislative races.
Despite a Democratic margin of over 3-2 in registered voters, and

almost solid official labor and lib-
eral support for Stevenson, Eisen-
hower carried every large city and
urban county in California, polling
over b5 per cent of the vote, a fig-
ure slightly less than in 1952, The
cities of Los Angeles, San Francisco and
Oakland, with their larpe working-class
vote, once- the stronghold of the New
Deal, all returned majorities for Eisen-
hower. Preliminary data from these
same cities indicate that Eisenhower
captured a higher percentage of the
Negro vote than any GOP presidential
candidate since 1928.

Stevenson's strength was in the rural
Centrdl Valley counties, most of which
he carried. Tf there was any such a phe-
nomenon as the “farm revolt” in this
state, it was apparent only in this area,
Again, as in 1952, the middle-class su-
burbs of the metropolitan centers voted
solidly for the GOP.

It is obvious that the so-called Demo-
eratic issues of this campaign, such as
the question of Nixon, . Eisenhower’s
health, and Stevenson’s H-Bomb and
draft proposals, all failed to arouse any
real interest here.

Stevenson  and Kefauver, strongly
supported by the AFL-CIO and liberal
groups, both campaigned vigorously in
the state. Yet the returns from the cities
reveal that large numbers of rank-and-
file union members voted Republican, as
did sizable numbers of Negroes. Los
Angeles-provided a noteworthy example
of this: trend.

However, there is no dcoubt that a fac-
for in’ the size of the Eisenhower victory
was the unexpected heavy voter turnout

' caused by the war fears which swept the

‘state following the outbreak of hostilities
in the Middie East and the Russion moves
in Hangary.

All advance signs had pointed to a
generally apathetic electorate. indicating
a reduced voter turnout. Yet on election
day the entire state reported a very
heavy tarnout, with 82 per cent of those
registered voting. San Francisco had a
turnout of over 86 per cent, and some
areas reported the highest voter partici-
pation in history.

It appears that the overwhelming ma-

jority of these last-minute voters
brought out by the war seare preferred
Eisenhower. What had been onee thought
of as a fairly close race became an
Eisenhower landslide,

While an Eisenhower victory had been
predicted, the GOP’s easy triumph in the
U. 8. senatbrial race was a bitter blow
to the Democrats and AFL-CIO. Kuchel,
a conservative nonentity, often referred
to as “Knowland’s waterboy in the Sen-
ate,” was opposed by Richards, liberal
Democratic state senator from Los An-
eeles County.

LOCAL GAINS

It was only in the. statewide congres-
sional ond legislative contests that the
Democrat-labor-liberal coalitien could
claim any significant gains. Despite the
Eisenhower sweep, the Democrats unseat-
ed two GOF congressmen.

In Riverside County (south of Los
Angeles), the contest between Democrat
Dalip Singh Saund dnd Republican can-
didate Jacqueline Cochran Odlum, famed
aviatrix and wife of one of America’s
richest men, aroused national interest
gince it marked the first time that a
native of India ever had run for national
office. In spite of the wvast personal
wealth of Mrs. Odlum and a eampaign
marked by open appeals to race and na-
tional prejudices against him, Saund the
Democrat won by a narrow margin. As a
result of these two victories, the Demo-
crats, in every case backed by effective
labor support, cut the California GOP
majority in the House to a narrow 17-13
margin,

The collaboration between the Demo-
cratic Party and the labor movement
was most suceessful on the state legisla-
tive level. It was here that the AFL-
CIO conducted its most intensive and,
from an electoral standpoint, most effec-
tive campaign.

A feature of the California election was
the hectic campaoign over Statewide Prop-
osition Me. 4. This Proposition was pre-
posed as anm oil and gas conservation
measure and waos initfiated and supported
by the huge internctional oil companies
led by Standard 0il of California. It was
opposed by. the smaller independent il

The election results have aroused in-
tense discussion within the ranks of the
Liberal Party. The tendency to dump the
Liberal Paorty and work directly in the
Democratic Party has become more out«
spoken.

Such advocates point to the fact that
since we have to do the work for the
Democratic Party, we might as well
be en the inside and not siphbn off our
time, money, and energy into a “splin-
ter” party, or more brutally, a “rathole.”
This tendeney has been strengthened by
the Javits debacle and the growing feel-
ing that never again should the Liberals
endorse a Republican, no matter how
good he seems.

Countering this. tendeney are -those
who insist, for different reasons, that
the Liberal Party has a progressive role
to play. Leaders like David Dubinsky of
the Ladies Garment Workers Union and
Alex Rose of the Hatters Union wish to
maintain the Liberal Party as an inde-
pendent pressure group’ on the Demo-
cratic Party and utilize it as a bargain-
ing point.

But many in the ranks feel that a re-
evaluation of the party’s policies must
lead it in the dirvection of independent
labor politics: Sueh’ elements are raising
the question of a year-round trade-union-
based political machine, some kind of an
alliance between the AFL-CIO's Com-
mittee on Political Education and the
already set-up machinery of the Liberal
Party. The issue remains of uniting la-
bor forces on the political field to fight
for their candidates on their program.

companies and operators.

Here was an example of an effort to
influence the electorate by public rela-
tions and huckstering experts on a secale
never before seem in this country, Both
sides spent staggering sums of money
f?i; TV, radio, newspaper and billboard
ads. i

Despite the millions- spent for it, the
measure was overwhelmingly defeated by
a meore than 3-1 margin. While oil conser-
vation is sorely needed in this stete, this
particular proposition wos such an obvi-
ous effort by Standard OQil for monopoly
contrel that not evem the slickest tech-
nigues of Madison Avenue's finest could
put it over.

As of this writing there is still no re-
port on the socialist write-in vote for
the state, all socialist groups long ago
having been ruled off the ballot. Both the
Socialist Labor Party and the Socialist
Workers Party waged statewide cam-
paigns, while the Socialist Party's effort
was confined mainly to Los Angeles. The
Stalinist-controlled Independent Pro-
gressive Party failed to run any eandi-
dates this year, and as a party has now
vanished from the scene. In general the
Stalinists supported the Democrats.

From thizs 1056 election in California
it is possible to make the following ob-
servations.

First, as in the nation as a whale,
Eisenhower won a popularity contest;
the Bepublican Party did not win a wvie-
tory. Aside from the presidential and
senatorial races, the GOP lost ground
evervwhere.

Stevenson, the darling of the liberals.
was a definite drag on the Democratic

tieket. His unholy alliance with the
Dixiecrats boomeranged here as else-
where.

Perhaps of most significance was the

role of iabor in this election. The AFL and
CIO through their respective political
arms (labor unity has not yet been con-
summated here) participated in politics
to a greater extent this year than ever
before, What victories the Democrats did
achieve in the urban areas were due pri-
marily to the efforts of the unions. With-
out exaggeration one can say -that the
AFL-CIO has now become the most im-
portant foctor in the California Demo-
cratic Party.

However, inevitably the California la-
bor movement must make an historic de-
cision. Shall it continue to operate with-
in the confines of the Democratic Party,
electing candidates whom it eannot con-
trol, supporting a political party whose
basic interests are anti-labor? Or shall
it strive for political independence and
organize a political party of its own?
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"~ The Communist Party Discussion on

Regroupment in the Socialist Movement

By H. W. BENSON

In the bitter discussion of irreconcilable views that is slowly
shaping up inside the Communist Party as its national convention
approaches, a prominent place is occupied by the question of “a new
united party of soecialism” in the United States,

No one tries to define its nature with precision, a task that would
doubtless prove fruitless and unnecessary at this stage of the djscus-

sion. But in general it is suggested
that Communists join together
with “other Left groups” in a new
broad movement that ‘WOT..l]d com-
bine all “socialist currents” and
allow for the eoexistence of diver-
gent views within the framework

of a united organization.

In the debate, all comers.pay at least
lip-service to the idea, but for different
reasons and with different aims. There's
the rub.

The slogan “For a Mass Party of So-
cialism” was advanced by Eugene Dennis
in April at an enlarged meeting of the
CP National Committee. The draft reso-
lution prepared for the February 1957
convention speaks of “the perspective of
a united party of socialism in this coun-
try-ll

William Z. Foster, who changed his
vote from yes to mo on the resolution,
still endorses the call for a new move-
ment. Dennis, who voted for the resolu-
tion but who whitewashes the Russian
attack on the Hungarian workers’ revolu-
tion, is also for it. The National Commit-
tee majority seems to be for it. And the
Daily Worker board, which offers an un-
precedented if straddling criticism of
Russia's role in Hungary, is also for it.
All seem united; everything seems calm,
at least on this front. But is it?

The acrimonious fone of the discussion
belies the surface agreement. In fact, the
same slogan ean serve as an umbrella to
cover at least two wuiterly opposed and
hostile perspectives.

FOSTER'S WAY

One way would be to hide behind the
call for “unity on the Left”; to gloss over
the CP internal crisis; to wait and to
hope that the lessons of the 20th Con-
gress and the new lessons of Hungary
will be forgotten, and then to go on as
before as though nothing fundamental
had changed. This is the perspective of
all-around lip-service: it means talking
about demoecracy but supporting dicta-
torship; it means talking about unity of
socialism while apologizing for the
crushing of the socialist working class
of Hungary.

That is clearly the way of Foster and
Dennis.

On the other hand, the perspective of
a new, broad socialist movement can and
does serve those who are honestly and
. deeply disturbed by the Khrushchev
revelations and are horrified by the reali-
zation that their party consistently and
unwaveringly apologized for every crime
against socialism committed by the
Kremlin. They are looking for a way out,
for a new road to socialism,

In the past they clung to what they
now call “dogmas"; they were disorient-
ed by old formulas. For a new orientation
they look toward collaboration and dis-
cussion among all currents of the “Left.”

SEEKING ANOTHER WAY

For Foster it is a guestion of filling up
every crack with plaster; gluing together
the falling pieces and binding up the dis-
integrating whole with mending tape, all
into a reasonable facsimile of the old. For
others, it is a question of finding an au-
thenticly secialist way out of the undenied
crisis into which they have been plunged.

They have a long way to go; one can-
not devote the energieés of a whole gen-
eration toward warping the very concep-
tion of socialism and toward wiping out
its genuinely democratic content by
apologizing for anti-socialist totalitari-
anism, and then emerge suddenly pure
and undefiled, wise and erystal-clear in
program and principle. But the tenden-
cies are there to see; they are not as
clear-cut as defined here for economy of

space but nevertheless the basic leanings
are detectable.

Foster and Dennis are in the unenvi-
able position of men who must admit to
30-0dd wears of apologizing for ecrimes
against socialism and then request that
the whole past be forgotten. In effect
they announee:

It is quite true that we denounced
honest socidlists as fuscists; we called
true democrats agents of impervialism;
we applanded when vevolutionists were
execuled; we explained away frame-up
trials; we called those who told the
truth lars and those who led honest
men; we undermined secialism and de-
famed its name by equating it with anti-
socialist terror. All vight! We have ad-
witted it, Now please be satisfied that
we yecognize our erimes and errvors. Hav-
ing admitted owr shameful course in the
past, we eall upon all workers to sup-
port ug in the bright future.

“Just a moment,” comes the inevitable
gquestion. "How can we have confidence in
you? Have you examined the basic causes
of your shameful role? What fundamental
changes have you made in your policies
and principles? And above all, how are
your proiestations and promises reflecled
in the position you take on the events of
the day? What about Hungary? Are you
still an apologist for Russia?”

Away with such talk —that is the es-
sential content of Dennis’ and. Foster’s
rejoinder. Haven't we explained ithat we
admit our errors of the past? Now, be
content and let us talk of wunity and such
things, It is enough that we say we once
were wrong; do you demand that ive
make o fundomental echange besides?
That is wun-Marzist, un-Leninist, unso-
ciglist. It iz liquidationisf; it is o sur-
render Lo the bourgeoisié. Anyhaw, eoun-
ter-vevalutionaries in Hungary tried to
averthrow a Communist regime.

A DREAM OF NIKE

Let us imagine that the 1960 election
campaign is on, The Republican Party
runs its new beloved leader Nike Eisen-
shchev for president under the slogan
“I like Nike” and demands a vote of con-
fidenice from the people. Nike comes to
the voters with startling revelations:

He reveals that the previous Republi-
can administration was actually paid by
big business, It tried to break up unions.
It was eorrupt and willingly sold out to
the highest bidder. It secretly murdered
Negroes. It sent unionists to death and
to jail. It fabricated evidence against
socialists, Communists, New Dealers. ‘It
pilfered the national treasury and dis-
tributed forged banknotes to its retain-
ers.

“And now,” coneludes Nike in thunder-
ous peroration, “having admitted openly
and honestly all these erimes and errors,
we are certain that you, the voters, will
see that we now merit a landslide vote
of confidence in 1960. Obviously, Loo, this
is a time for national unity.”

Among other things, we can imagine
thé look of unbelieving amazement on
the face of William Z. Foster as he put
pen to paper in reply.

Yet this absurdity is the underlying
content of the Foster position. Forfunately
for the reputation of the human race in
the animal kingdom, dissenting voices are
strongly heard in the Communist Party,
even among leading people,

STALINIST VIEW

In 30 expansive pages entitled “On the
Party Situation” (Political Affairs, Oect,)
Fa:wtel outlines exactly three major

“errors"” of the party during the cold
war and ascribes them to precisely seven
basic “causes.” He catalogues no less
than 21 burning questions that must be
clarified, ending his list with “ete.,” and

he points the finger at no less than 16
fundamental errors of the “right” wing
in the internal discussion. All this is. in
accord with a familiar and often effec-
tive bureaucratic device for derailing a
discussion. To prevent the debate from
throwing light on the key, decisive issues
and clarifying what-is under discussion,

-he fragmentizes it into an encyeclopedia

of endless questions, big and small.

Yet, despite this exhaustive detail, he
dismisses one of the erucial questions. in
an off-hand comment:

“Although the sitoation created by the
Stalin  revelations presented certain
problems, no doubt the party could have
overcome them without great difficulty,
absorbing the immediate lessons frem
the Stalin exposure and studying the
long-range implications of this impor-
tant mattex.” .

For Foster, the crisis in the CP is ere-
ated mot by the 20th Congress: bombshell
but by those who conclude thai a big
change Is necessary and who are groping
for a new road. If only one could say,
"“¥Yes, we committed unfortunate mis-
takes,” and then go on with business as
usual,” Foster would be guite content. -

‘DODGING ISSUES

He-finds it hardly necessary to “waste”
time on this most erifical aspect of the
discussion in-his 30 pages dismissing the
whole matter as follows:

“There were errors, too, in connection
with the Stalin cult of the individual, es-
pecially manifested by the party’s un-
critical attitude toward developments in
the USSR. These mistakes, however,
were international in scope, not merely
those of the CPUSA. They spread out
over 20 years and they were particularly
damaging during the years of the Cold
War. Inasmuch as they have been widely
discussed in our party, there is no need
for me to dwell upon them here.”

Highest on his list of eriticisms of
party opponents is what he calls “the
cultivation of a sharply eritical attitude
toward the Soviet Union,”

With this background, we begin to un-
derstand Foster's attitude toward a “new
party of socialism.” For him, the Com-
munist Party must remain basically
what it has been and he looks upon it as
the force to lead the fight for *“social-
ism.” The new mass party is put forward
as a minor tactical maneuver.

And so he writes:

“The resolution should also de-empha-
size the slogan for a new mass party of
sovialism from its present implications
of immediacy to the status of a-possible
long-range objective.” -

But the real point at issue is not “im-
mediacy” versus “long-range” but di-
verging conceptions of the role of the
CP today and of the erisis within it.

Foster attacks everyone who looks up-
on the “new party” as a real possibility:

“Almost certainly,” he writes, “in the
United States the fight for socialism will
be made not by the Communist Party
alone, but by a combination of econemic
and political grotipings among which the
Communist Party must be a decisive
leader, The present immediate path as
the workers proceed to the building of a
mass socialist movement in thiz country,
therefore,
Communist Party upon the hasis of
Marxism-Leninism and the develdpment
of broad united-front mass struggles.”

To Foster, the Communist Party must
be the “leader” and he seeks to strength-
en it and dodge the big issues by ‘talking
about a new mass party.

WELCOMING IDEAS

But that is Foster. On the other side,
for example, there is John Gates who re-
plies to him in the November issue of
Political Affairs.

Gates has a different estimate of the
state of the CP:

“The advance of the American workers
1o socialism is impossible withoui a con-
scious and organized vanguard, In all can-
dor we must admit that we are not that
today. Nor are we likely to be the exclu-
sive channel through which such a leader-
ship will come into existence, "but 1 do

is the strengthening of the

think we are an important and essential
pari of this process and can make 3 deei-
sive and distinctive contribution if we
face up to our present ¢risis and make-the
necessary changes to surmount it.”

He adds: 1

“To achieve this, we need to create an
atmosphere which welcomes all new
ideas no matter how wunorthodox they
may be and debates them on their merits
withoiit resort to name-calling as a s’ﬁb-
stitute for thinking.”

The CP, then, is not the “vanguar:ll”'
it can make a “contribution” but only if
it “surmounts” its own crisis and wn—
siders all new ideas. This is a far ory
from the Foster standpoint and.is cléar
evidence of the search for a genuinely
new road in the ranks of the CP.

Gates repeats in conclusion:

“The test as to whether we shall suc-
ceed in becoming a truly mdependn;nt
American  working-class  organization
dedicated to the immediate httl.lggl&Ss
the American people and socialism Lies
right now in the kind of atmosphere’ we
develop in the discussion, and ultimately
of course in the policies we adopt.” n

AGAINST MONOLITHISM

In the same issue of Political Affairs,
in an article entitled “A New Party -of
Socialism,” Steve Nelson argues against
“those who say that it was a mistake” to
have raised the gquestion: !

‘““This view,” he writes, “refuses to egn-
cede that there were any serious mis-
takes in policy and that there ever could
have been anything wrong with our or-
ganizational concepts. Those who take
this view tend to play upon the preseng
discussion in the world Communist move-
ment and treat it as a surface phenome-
non, They apparently draw the conelu—
sion that no funadmental problems a
to be reconsidered anew. Ewerything i 111‘
the past is taken for granted as if
everything was answered for all time,,
There are some in our party who are
afraid to examine the causes of our er-
Tors in the most fundamental way. They
tend to treat them superficially and
therefore will not provide answers ‘te
our problems."”

He goes on o gunote mone other Hmn.
Rosa Luxemburg for free eleclions, free
press, free speech, free assembly in the
Russia of 1918, and continues, “Unless we
change the monolithic concept, we are not
going to be prepared to develop a true
working-class party that will operate om
American iraditions and concepis. If we
do net, all the talk abont our favoring the.
democratic process in establishing social-
ism, recognition of the existence of other
parties in the U.S.A. is meaningless.”

Those who seriously are 'thinkii)g;
about the “new mass party” are begine
ning a genuine process of re- waluat[&n,
but they are only beginning.

FACING HUNGARY W

The basic cause of the erizsis in the CP
is not shrouded in mystery. The ranks
are beginning to understand that they
were led to support anti-socialist erimes
committed by the rulers in Russia.

The erisis is deepened by the re-enact-
ing of the whole scene in Hungary where
the tanks and planes of the Russign
state mow down worker-revolutionaries.
The Daily Worker cannot face the isspe
squarely; it is ready to criticize Russia
in subdued tones but geeks in vain for a
tenable niche on both sides of the hsrr:-
cades of the workers' revolution. )

Gates, Nelson and their co-thinkers,
too, have a long way to go in order sto
shake off their ideological ties to the
Kremlin and its spurious “socialism.”
Needless to say, they think socialism ex-
ists in Russia. il

Nelson, for example: “From the pres-
ent diseussion and criticism in the world
Communist movement of the errors comt
mitted under Stalin’s leadership in the
USSR, none should conclude that thése
who supported the Soviet Union from its
ineeption were wrong. . . . The USSR
played the chief role in inspiring other
peoples to establish socialism in their
countries. . . . True errors were commit-

fl:ul'.!nod on page 7] -
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Ask Socialist Int'l to

Condemn Mollet Policy

It was time that the international so-
cialist movement spoke up vigorously to
condemn the disgraceful course taken by
the French Socialist Party leadership in
leading the colonialist slaughter of
the «Algerian people. The initiative to-
ward that has now been taken by the
Socialist Party of Uruguay.

This is another big service performed
by what is perhaps the best socialist
party in the Americas. The Uruguay
socialists direct their views to “the or-
ganizations belonging to the [Socialist]
International” in what amounts to a
call to separate world socialism from
the black discreditment that Guy Moal-
let’s social-imperialists are bringing
upon it. Dated June 6, this call has just
peen published in the bulletin of the
Socialist International, together with a
typical “reply” by the French SP.

The Uruguayans de net pall their punch-
es. The French 5P course "is in flagrant
contradiction with the fundomental doc-
trines of sociolism,” it "discredits the so-
cialist cause throughout the world. It has
betrayed the confidence of the peoples in

s

BOOKKEEPING VIEW

The vcost of maintaining 400,000
French troops (more than were ever used
in Indochina at cne time) to carry on
the work of ecivilization in Alpgeria is
now running at the rate of nearly one
billion dollars a year.

It is evident why economic affairs in
France are now going from bad to worse,

From the point of wiew of account-
ants in the Quai d'Orsay, the following
bookkeeping reckoning can be made. In
the 21 months of conflict up to August,
the French troops have killed 12,671 Al-
gerian resistance fighters, At the cost of
a billion dollars a year, it took about
$140,000 to spill each patriot’s blood.

Mollet just can't afford it. The price
of blood iz simply too high.

L% 5

socialism as an instrument of emancipa-
tion and human dignify."”
Therefore they do not regard it simp-

"ly as an internal “family affair” but

speak out, in a vigorous indietment of
French suppression of the Algerian
struggle. The general picture of that in-
dictment will be familiar to LA readers
from our own material.

“Now the socialists are pulling the
chestnuts out of the fire for the imperi-
alist French bhourgecisie,” they write
bitterly. And “What would the French
peaple have thought if the German Nazis
in 1940 had proclaimed the assimilation
of France and affirmed that the problem
could not be decided unilaterally?”

They riddle mercilessly the favorite
line of Mollet that the French massacre
the Algerian freedom fighters in order
to defend the “rights” of the French
minority in Algeria.

"We have greot foith in the Interna-
fional and in the unity of secialists all
over the world....This is why we speak
out freely,” they conclude.

In view of the Uruguayan initiative,
it is necessary to point out that the
American Socialist Party had, and ap-
parently has missed, its opportunity to
anticipate the Uruguayan socialists by
“speaking out freely.”

The SP convention in Chicago in June,
as we reported at the time (LA, July
2) adopted a left-wing motion to ‘‘eon-
demn’ Guy Mollet’s policy and support
Algerian  self-determination. Its final

‘formulation was referred to the National

Committee, which reportedly acted on it
a ecouple of months ago; the motion,
however, has still not been published to
this day, nor has the Socinlist Call so
far earried any editoriul opinion along
its line, Requeat by LA for the text of
the official position has been refused.

It is to be hoped now that American
socialists will join in with and support
the Uruguayan initiative to put world
socialism on record against the infamous
policy of Mollet in Algeria,

AN HONEST VOICE FROM ISRAEL

The following communications ave
from the Israeli group *“The Third
Force," led by M. Stein, a socialist gnti-
Zionist group which stresses Jewdish-
Avrab unity and justice to the Arab mi-
nority.

Tel Aviv, Oct. 31

At this moment we can only say the
following :

Our hearts are filled with disgust and
shame. It is a lie that our attack on
Egypt has been caused by Arab provo-
cations. It is we that have provoked the

" terrible hatred which surrounds us. It
iz we that have driven out hundreds of
thousands of people from their native
country and filled their hearts with ha-
tred .and despair. It is we that shoot at
children and women who steal their way
across the border in order to meet their
parents or husbands. It is we that have
robbed, oppressed and huomiliated the
Arabs who chose to live with us in Israel.

For tens of years we did our best to

- thwart the efforts of the Palestine Arabs

- to obtain self-government. We not only
collaborated with the Mandatory Power,
but mm;v.sam!y clamored for mere con-

- sistency in its reactiomary policy, for a

* strenger hand.

Now we are acting in the same way on

. an international scale. Tt is not the Suez
Canal, nor the Suez Company, that is
the main concern of the jmperialists.
Their chief aim is to stop the awakening

- of the -Asian and Afriean nations, to
crush in bud the struggle of these na-
tions for freedom and independence, for
a human life. And in this battle waged

- by celonial lords against the most exploi- -

“ ted and down-trodden peoples, lIsraeli
Jews serve as spearheads, as shock-
. troops. Vietims of Hitler emerge as. his

heirs.. What. a disgusting and dreadful -

spectacle!
The attack of Israel and her imperial-
- §st aHies on Egypt is a crime against
our Arab brothers and all oppressed na-

tions, a most serious crime against Isra-
el, and may endanger mankind.

We therefore eall on sincere socialists
and liberals, and on all true friends of
Israel, wherever they are, to do their ut-
most in order that the-above wanton at-
tack be stopped, and that all conguest
made by the attackers be annuled with-
out delay.

Tel Aviv, Nov. 1

The present events should put an end
to the blindness of socialists and liberals
as regards [srael. Israel is not ruled by
socialists—of whatever denomination—
but by Zionists-socialists, i.e., by Jewish
national-socialists,

The “kibutzim” are not socialist or
communist or anarchist communes, but
politico-economical strongholds of Zion-
ist-gocialism. It is the “kibutzim” who
grabbed most of the Arab land in Israel,
and it is members of “kibutzim” who
were at the head of Jewish organization
for the boycott of Arab work and Arab
trade in Palestine, and it is they who
led the war against the Arabs in 1948
and sare now leading the “second round.”

The accusing-excusing assertion that
Israel is only a tool in the hands of the
imperialists is a misleading half-truth.
The rulers of Israel are a tool in crimi-
nal imperialistic. hands. But it is a tool
that seeks to be used by wicked hands.
It is a tool .in ‘wicked hands. And the
Israeli rulers’ policy is supported by the
great majority of Israel’s population,

What _Israel vitally needs is not only
a change of government, but alse and
chiefly a change of its public mind. It is
therefore most important, not only for
the sake of justice but also for the good
of Israel, that the wrongs done by Tsrael
to the Arabs should be redressed and

atoned for by Israel. Only a just peace .
between Israel and the Arabs will be a |

true and stable peace.
'CENTRAL COMMITTEE

.

Deutscher Sticks by y l% {ﬁBsm) Em

By L. EIRIKSSON
. Oslo, Nob. 12

Two weeks ago, on Qctober 27, Isaac
Deutscher lectured here before an .over-
flow ¢rowd of about 900 students at the
Oslo University Student Society, on the
topic “Whither Russia?” This was after
the Gomulka regime had been estab-
lished in Poland, and after the Hungari-
an Revolution had been under way for
four days against Russian tanks..

The Russion bloed-bath -in Hungory,
however, did not stop Deutscher from con-
tinuing to expound his apologias for the
Russian  leaders, including his notorious
theory that these fotalitarions are en-

gaged In democratizing Russia from above.:

He ended his talk as follows:
“] am sure 1 am a spokesman for an -

unpopular point of view. but I see what"

is happening in Hungary as a tragedy.
1 don't helieve a vietory for the anti-
Communists in Hungary will bring. any-
thing but another dictatorship, and this
is the tragedy of the situation. If Hun-
gary {follows Poland’s way,; there is
hope in further demotratization of the
society.

“The battles which go forward in Bud-
apest, and where Soviet tanks are sent

in, can have serious consequences in the™

Soviet Union. First Seeretary Khrush-
chev's position is compromised. If the
fighting were to spread to East Germany,
Czechoslovakia, and back to Poland so
that the Soviet Union's strategic posi-
tion was endangered, I would not be sur-
prised if a military dictatorship would

SILONE DROPS SUIT
AGAINST LIBERTINI

Ignazio Silone has finally Withdrawn
his court case against Lucio Libertini,
thereby formally putting an end to the
disgraceful episode of his threatened
suit for
critic, He has decided to content himself
with a renewed statement by Libertini,
such as the latter has made from the be-
ginning, that the alleged “slander” was
a politicel judgment of Silone and not a
personal “defamation.”

The hassle started with an article by
Lucio Libertini, who is a leader of the
Italian USI (Independent Socialist Un-

ion), editor of the USI's Risorgimento

Seciglist. This was “The Case of Igna-
zio Silone” (LA, Nov. 28, 1955). Silone,
at LA's invitation, made a political re-
ply and a second political exchange en-
sued. Suddenly, later, when Risorgimen-
to Socialista published Libertini's arti-
cle, Silone announced he was going to go
to the courts. There was doubt from the
beginning whether the novelist actually
intended to go through with this shame-
ful business of settling a political dis-
pute by “slander” charges,

It is a welcome development, therefore,
that the thing has fizzled out on bas-
is of formalizing Libertini’s “clarifica-
tion" that the original statement was a
political judgment only.

This court statement was published in -
Risorgimento as follows:

“The IVth Section of the Rome !Gourt
of Law was scheduled on October 20 to
examine the slander suit brought by

Ignazio Silone against Lucio Libertini.:

However, clarifications” have occured be-
tween the parties as a vesult of which
Libertini has declared the following: In
his article, published in Risorgimento
Socialiste of Feb. 25, 1956, he intended

to express only a strietly political judg- |

ment on Silone, as he already stated in
the article and expressed more ‘elearly
later, and he did not intend to designate
Silone personally as 4n agent of the

State Department, and took note of the .

clarifications provided in this respect by
his  witnesses Messrs, Nenni and Sara-
gat."

This was followed in Risorgimento

with a note by Libertini:

“For clarity's sake, I want to ‘sfress"

for those who have followed the polemic
hetween Silone and myself that, obvious-
ly, the above clarification in no way mod-

ifies the political judgment which T ex- '
pressed, in the articles in question; on " 34
- Bilone's attitude of the last few yeazs.

On the contrary, in all honesty I-must '
declare that T am more convinced of it
than ever.”

The Court of Rome accepted Silone’s -
withdrawal of the charges. and made
him pay the legal fees.

slander against his political

B

come to power in the Soviet Union.”

At this point he made an analogy with
the French Revolution and the subse-
quent Napoleonic dictatorship, and then:

“If on the other hand the reformers in
favor of liberalization and democratiza-
tion, and sympathetic to the Soviet Un-
ion, get power, the blood shed in Buda-
pest would not have been in vain.

“The problem in_Hungary today is
who will win, the anti-Stalinists or the
anti- Commumsts Whatever the result,

- there will be no parliamentary democra-
cy. A victory of the liberalizers, (sym-
pathetic to the Soviet Union) would be -
great and beneficial. If the anti-Com-
munists win, we will get an anti-Com-
-munist dictatorship, After a regime is
founded on terror, there will come new
massacres, new revenges, and new blood-
spilling which will result in a series of
dictatorships which will not be broken-
for many years. A victory of the anti-
Communist forces can only lead to an
impasse. No anti-Communist, forces
could do more for the people”

[In the body of his talk, aceording to
the above dispatch from our Oslo cor-
respondent, Deutscher re-summarised
his general ana]ys:s of Russia which is
now embodied in his ‘books and already
published articles. But, although Deut-
scher was so concerned about the “new
massacres, new revenges, and new blood-
“spilling” that would follow a victory
against the Russians, he did not con-
demn the massacre and savage butchery
being conducted by the Russians.—ED.]

F Y

The ‘Pravda’ Line

In his first magazine article on the
Polish and Hungarian events (Reporter,
Nov. 15) Isaae Deutscher has followed
through on his established pro-Stalinist
position with a slanderous account of
the Hungarian Revolution. It basically
presents the Moscow line that “reaction-
aries” took over the revolution and thus
made necessary the 111tervent.wn hy Rus—
sian troops. %

Deutscher ‘does Tiot purport td preseht
any facts or evidence to buttress this
rewrite of Pravda. It 'is all merely as-
serted baldly.

He divides the choice in Hungary be-
tween the “Communists” and the “anti-
Communists,” and then proceeds to iden-
tify the *“anti-Communists” with “the
Catholic clergy,” with the “religious
peasantry,” with Mindszenty who he ac-
tually asserts became ““the spiritual head
of the insurrection,” with “remmants of
the urban bourgeoisie,” with the “cry
for the immediate withdrawal of all
Soviet troops,” and with Nagy as “Ke-
rensky in reverse.”

Since nowhere does he defiine the
"Communists" and the “anti-Communists,”
the implication is thot the former applies
to the pro-Russian quislings and the latter
to the “reactionaries” whose oscendancy
__in the revolution made the Russian mas-
sacre a regrettable necessity. At any rote,
there iy not a syllable to indicate thet a
pro-saciallst working_ closs was fighting
to the end against the “Communists.”
There is not a syllable implying a re-
proach against the Russion bloodhath.
There is a not a syllable exposing the
quis!inq nature of the Kadar regime and

its “Communists."

In conclusion, Deutscher argues ve-
hement!y that Moscow's return to “Stal-
- inism” (undefined here) is not- possible;
but he no longer seems to insist that
“democratization” is—in the cards, But
the oaly alternative to it, he asserts, is

“some form . of military dictatorship,
authontamn but not Stalinist.”

One ean wonder how long Deutscher’s
credit as.a scholar cam-gurvive his fupe-

‘tioning as an open purveyor of Muscows L G

Hes;
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FIVE CENTS

Young Socidlists Protest Russian Atrocities in Hungary

Los Angeles YSL and YPSL Send Joint
Protest Telegrams to Mollet, Ben-Gurion

Los Angeles, Nov, 3

Two groups of young socialists today
joined in a eriticism of the prime minis-
ters of France and Israel, both social-
ists, for their countries’ attack on Egypt.
The Young Socialist Leagre and the
Young Peoples Socialist Teague together
signed telegrams to Guy Mollet and Da-
vid Ben-Gurion opposing the Middle
East war. '

In a telegram to Premier Mollet of
France, the young socialists contended
that France’s wars in Alpgeria and in
Egypt “have made French socialism des-
pised throughout the world.” The wire
demanded Mollet’s resignation to end the
dirtying of the name of sccialism by his
conduct of an imperialist war.

A telegram to Prime Minister Ben-
Gurion defended Israel against Arab at-
tempts to destroy it, but aceused Ben-
Gurion of déstroying Israel’s moral cred-
it by becoming a tool of the same British
colonialism against which Israel had had
to struggle to become a mation.

A Young Socialist League spokesman
explained that the groups felt a special
responsibilty to critize Mollet and Ben-
Gurion because the latter called them-
selves .socialists. Socialists cannot fight
Russian imperialism effectively without
also clearly opposing the imperialism of
capitalist countries, he said.

“The recent statements of Bulganin,
Gomulka, and other Communist leaders,”
he added, “make it obvious that the mili-
tary threat from the West is their only
pretext for keeping troops in Eastern
Europe. The events of the last week have
proved that Communism would not last
many hours without the support of Rus«
sian troops.”

.

The telegrams, jointly signed by the
YSL and YPSL, were as follows,

TO PREMIER GUY MOLLET

A8 SOCIALISTS AND AB DEMOCRATS WE
PROTEST YOUR DIRTYING OF THE NAME OF
SOCIALISM AND OF THE TRADITIONS OF
1789 BY YOUR COLONTIAL WARS AGAINST
THE ARAB PEOPLES. YOUR WAR AGAINST
ALGCERIAN FREEDOM AND NOW YOUR AG-
GRESSION AGAINST EGY¥PT HAVE ~MADE
FRENCH S0CIALISM DESPISED THROUGHQUT
THE WORLD., YOU HAVE SET YOURSELF
AGAINST OUR SOCIALIST COMRADES IN
BRITISH LABOR WHO STAND FOR INTERNA-
TIONAL BROTHERHOOD AND PEACE. YOUR
TMPERIALIST ASSAULT ON EGYFT HAS AL-
S0 GIVEN YOUR COLONIAL COUNTERPARTS

YSL TOUR

The Yeung Socialist Leagme is spon-
goring -a tour for Comrade Don Harris.
Following is the schedule for this tour,
which will commence on November 24
and end on December 7.

Phitadelphie ..o Nov. 24-26
Pittsbargh ... Nov. 27-28
Dayton Area-.......... Nov. 29-30
Chicage ... Dec. 1-4

Cleveland. Area

Comrade Harris, a YSL. NEC alter-
nate; was national secretary of the So-
cialist Youth League in 1951-3. He iz a
member of -the Anwvil editorial board, is-
sue editor of the Winter 1956 issue of
the magazine,. He has written for Anail,
Labor Action and the New International.

Comrade Harris will speak on the fol-
lowing topies: The Revolution in Hun-

isgary; The Meaning of the 1956 Elec-
tions.

IN RUSSIA A COVER UNDER WHICH TO
CRUSH HUNGARY'S NEW INDEPENDENCE.
WE DO NOT EXPECT YOU TO STOP DOING
THE WORK OF FRENCH REACTIONARIES,
BUT WE ASK YOU TO STOP DOING IT IN THE
NAME OF SOCIALISM, FOR THE SAKE OF
SOCIALISM MOLLET RESIGN.

TO PRIME MINISTER BEN-GURION

AS SOCIALISTS AND AS DEMOCRATS WE
HAVE SYMPATHIZED WITH YOUR PARTY'S
EFFORT TO BUILD SOCIALIST DEMOCRACY IN
ISRAEL. A8 SOCIALISTS AND AS DEMOCRATS
WE HAVE DEFENDED [SRAEL'S RIGHT TO
EXIST AS A NATION AND HAVE OPPOSED
ARAB EFFORTS TO DESTROY ISRAEL. BuT
ISRAEL'S NATIONAL SECURITY CANNOT BE
PURCHASED AT THE EXPENSE OF THE
RIGHTS OF OTHER PEOPLES. ISRAEL GAINED
THE WORLD'S RESPECT BY ITS BIRTH IN
STRUGGLE AGAINST BRITISH COLONIALISM
BUT BY BECOMING A TOOL OF THAT COLONI-
ALISM YOU ARE DESTROYING IBRAEL'S MOR-
AL CREDIT. BY JOINING THE BRITISH AND
FRENCH ASSAULT oN EGYPT'S RIGHT OF
SELF-DETERMINATION YOU HAVE ALSO
GIVEN RUSSIAN COLONIALISM A COVER
UNDER WHICH To CRUSH HUNGARY'S NEW
INDEPENDENCE. REPUDIATE THE IMPERI-
ALIST ATTACK ON EGYPT.

The following letter was sent to
the Russion ambassador by the
Young Socinlist League in condem-
nation of the deportation of Hun-
garian youth currently being per-
petrated by the Russian army n
Hungary. The YSL is sending
copies of its letter to the following
youth and student organizalions,
urging that they moke similar pro-
tests: International Union of So-
cielist Youth, National Student As-
sociation, Students for Democratic
Action, Student League for Indus-
trial Democracy, New York State
Younyg Liberals, National Associa-
tion for the Advancemsnt of Col-
ored People Youlh Council, Young
Men's Christian Association,
Young Women's Christian Associ-
ation, Labor Youth League.

THE RUSSIAN AMBASSADOR

Russian EMBASSY

WasHincToN, D.C, .
SIR:

Accustomed as we are to reports of
the brutality and inhumanity of the re-
gime which you represent, we must ex-
press our particular revulsion at the de-
portation of Hungarian youth to Russia.

Such a crime calls immediately to
mind the infamies of the Nazis and their
forced deportations, It places in an in-

Challenge publishes here some excerpts from “Academic Freedom
and Civil Liberties of Students,” a pamphlet published by the American
Civil Liberties Union under the direction of its Academic Freedom Com-
mittee. Louis Hacker is chairman of the committee, =

STUDENT GOVERNMENT

Students should be offered opportun-
ity to participate in the total work of
the educational institution. Participation
in the planning and evaluation of the
eduecational process, and in the general
activity of the college, will be a direct
incentive toward a sense of responsibility
to the institution....

In operation, student government is
sometimes defective, but it provides a
first training in political expression and
should be led toward growth in demo-
cratie form.

It iz recommended that student gov-
ernment should be established at each
college. In the election of such govern-
ment, the electorate should consist of the
entire student body, or other academie
corporate units, and should not be- de-
fined in terms of membership in clubs or
organizations. (aithough representatives
of clubs and organizations may be in-
vited to participate without a vote). The
election of all student officers, commit-
tees, and boards should be solely by the
students themselves, and it should not
be subject to administrative or faculty
approval. Academic authorities nray, of
course, set up a uniform system of aca-

~demic eligibility requirenients for major

student. offices.

" STUDENT CLUBS

1. Freedom of Student Association.
Students should be free to organize and
join associations for educational, politi-
cal, social, religious, cultural, and other
lawful purposes. The fact of affiliation

with any extramural assceiation should .

not in itself bar a group frem recegni-
tion on the ecampus. Any group which
plans political action or discussion 'of

whatever purpose or complexion, and
whether or not affiliated with a particu-
lar lawful party, should be allowed to
organize *and be recognized in any edu-
cational institution. The administration
should not discriminate against a stu-
dent because of membership in any such
organization.

2. Registration and Disclosures: All
student organizations may be required
to register with the appropriate faculty-
student committees .their names, pur-
poses, by-laws, afiilations; officers and
activities. ... -

3. Membership, Lists: Organizations
should not be required to file a list of
members, but, if number of students is a
condition of chartering or affects finan-
cial aid, officers and the faculty adviser
may be required to attest to the fact of
such numerieally sufficient membership.
The names of officers (and of members if
known) should not, without the consent
of the individuals inveolved, be disclosed
to any non-college person or organiza-
tion or to any college persons having no
direct and legitimate interest therein.
The name of any officer who resigns or
retires from office, or of any member,
shall, at his request at any time, be de-
leted from the records.

4. Organization Use of Facilities: The

use of rooms and other facilities should
be made available, as far as their pri-
mary use for educational purposes per-
mits, on a non-diseriminatory. basis, to
registered student organizations. Bulle-
tin boards should be provided for the
use of student organizations, and school-
wide circulation of all notices and leaf-
lets which meet uniform and non-dis-
criminatory standards should be permit-
ted.

teresting light Khrushchev’s denuncia-
tion of Stalin’s policy of transporting
Russian nationalities during the Second
World War. It is a corroboration of our
opinion that the Moscow claim to be put-
ting down “reaction” in Hungary is a
slander against the youth, workers and
peasants of that nation, a bold-faced lie.

At the 20th Congress of the Russian
Communist Party we heard the confir-
mation of the worst charges of brutality
and barbarianism which socialists had
leveled at the Russian government and
the Russian Commumist Party. And now,
if any doubt ever existed, we have proof
that the denouncers are of the same in-
human stripe-as those whom they de-
nounced.

We do not address this letter to you
in the hope that the government which
murdered the Hungarian people in the
streets will be moved by an appeal to
merey, We do so in order that you will
know that you have rededicated the
young socialists of America in their im-
placahle opposition to the regime which
you represent. We hope that other Amer-
ican youth groups will write similar let-
ters, that your government will be
found guilty of inhumanity before the
youth of America and the world.

Long live the Hungarian Revolution!
Long live the fighting spirit of the rev-
olutionary youth of Hungary!

N:\TIONJL ACTION COMMITTER
YoUnc SOCIALIST LEAGUE
‘Michael Harrington,

National Chairman i ]

ACLU Lists Student Rights

5. Advisers for Organizations: A stu-
dents organization should be free to
choose its own faculty adviser. No or-
ganization should be forbidden to fune-
tion when, after reasonable effort, it has
failed to secure a faculty adviser. An
adviser should consult with and advise
the organization but should have no
authority or responsibility to regulate or
control its aetivities.

STUDENT FORUMS

" In deciding how to face the problem of
free speech for students and guest speak-~
erg at meetings both on and off the cam-
pus, college administrators face the dif«

ficult responsibility of measuring the .

degree of freedom that students should
enjoy. They also have responsibility for
defending this freedom against hostile
and often irresponsibile forces in the
outside community; they must interpret
to the general public the importance
that freedom on the campus has in the
process of education for life in a free
society. ...

STUDENTS AS OFF-CAMPUS
CITIZENS
1. No disciplinary action should be
taken against a student of a college, al-
though he is descriptively identified as
such, for engaging in off-campus activi-
ties such as political campaigning, pic=
keting, participating in public demon-

strations, providing the student does not’
unauthorizedly purport to speiak in the-

name of the college or some student ore
ganization of the college. In short, no
student should be penalized for exercis-
ing his rights as a citizen, even when
this imvolves political or economie ae=
tivities or criticism of the school ade
ministration.

2. The administration should exercisa
extreme care in any projection of the
campus record into the outside world.



By Milovan Djilas

The STORM in EAST EUROPE

By MILOVAN DJILAS

With the victory of national Communism in Poland, a new chapter

began in the history of Communism and of the subjugated countries
of Eastern Europe. With the Hungarian people’s revolution, a new chap-
ter began in the history of humanity.

These two everts, eachin its own way, sharply express the internal
.condition of the East European countries. If the events in Poladd

encouraged the aspirations of
Communist parties — particularly
those of KEastern Europe— for
-equality with Moscow, the Hun-
.garian Revolution made a gigantic
‘leap and placed on the agenda the
:problemsof freedom.in' Communism, that
‘is"to say, the replacement of the Com-
munist system itself by a new social
system. If the former event had en-
couraged both the people and certain
*Communist circles, the latter encour-
rawed the popular mrasses and demoeratic
“tendencies,

Between the two events, although they

happened almost simultencously. there
tfiesa-whele epoch. The chamges in Poland
mean the triumph: of national Communism,
which in a different form we have already
seen In Yugeslavia. The Hungarian upris-
ing is something more, @ new phenomen-
on, perhaps mo less meaningful than the
-French or Russian Revolution.

In short, these events have brought to
the fore the following new questions:
(1) the further possibilities of national
Communism; (2) the replacement of
Communism by a new system, and, along
with this, the right of a people hereto-
fore under  Communist rule to choose
its own—nen-Communist—path of devel-
opment; (3) the problem of the future
foreign (and, in my opinion, internal)
policy of the Soviet rezime,

The experience of Yugoslavia appears

to testify that national Cemmunism is

jneapable of transcending the bounda-
ries of Communism as such, that is, to
jnstitute the kind of reforms that would
gradually transform and lead Commu-
nisnt to freedom. That experience seems
to indieate that national Communism can
merely break from Moscow and, in its
own national tempo and way, comstruct
essentially the identical Communist sys-
tem. Nothing would be more erroneous,
however, than to consider these experi-
ences of Yugoslavia applicable to all the
countries of Eastern Europe.

‘MEANING OF TITOISM

Yugoslavia’s resistance to Moscow in
1948 was possible, first of all, because
the revolution took place in the course
of the struggle against foreign occupa-
tion; in this revolution, an independent
Communist country was formed, and
with it a new class, the Communist bu-
reaucracy. Not one of the Eastern Euro-
-pean countries.had this kind of a class,
because their Communists received pow-
er from the hands of the Soviet regime.
For this reason, a united, autonomous
Commaunist bureaucracy could not have
been formed. Therefore, there were and
still are essential differences between
Yugoslav national Communism and that
of the East European countries, even
though their common keynote is equality
with Moscow. -~

Yugoslav national Communism was,
above dll, the resisfance to Moscow of
the Communist party, thot is, of its leads
ers. Not that the people opposed this re-
sittance, not that they did not support if
.and benefit from it—quite the contrary.
‘Bat the Interests and initiative of the
‘leaders played a crucial and leading role.
The resistance of the leaders encouraged
.and ‘stimulated the resistance of the mas-
ses. In Yugoslavia, therefore, the entire
.process was led and carefully controlled
‘$rom above, and tendencies to go farther
—4o democracy—were relatively weaok.
‘If i#s revolutionary past was an asset fo
Yugoslovia while she was fighting for in-
rdependence from Moscow, It became on
.obstacle as soon aos it became necessary
-+a move forward—+to political freedom.

. In the countries of Eastern Europe,
the reverse is true. There, Communist
vesistance to Moscow resulted Trom the
discontent of the popular masses. There,

from the wvery start, unbridled tenden-
cies were expressed to transcend the
bounds of national Communism itself.
The leaders cannot everywhere control
and subjugate the popular masses; there-
fore in some eases they try to halt any
further estrangement from Moscow.
That is'the case, for example in .Czech-
oslovakia and Rumania. In Bulgaria and
especially in Albania, further de-Stalin-
ization and-the strengthening of nation-
al Communism have been halted—only
partially because of fear ofi Yugoslav
domination, although that plays some
role. Other motives were decisive: The
vietory of national Communism in these
countries would probably have meant the
beginning of the end of the existing sys-
tem.

SO FAR, NO FURTHER

Yugoslavia, both as an example and
through the initiative of its leaders, play-
ed an indispenszable and important part
at the beginning of the transition of
Eastern Eurgpean countries to national
Communism—but only at the start. As

“the priee of reconciliation with Belgrade,

Moscow was induced to recognize verbal-
ly the equality of Yugoslavia and its
“independent path” to “socialism.’”” In
that way, the deep disaffection of the
East European nations received legal
possibilities for expression. Limited but
sanctioned protests against inequality
with Moscow began to turn—and in Hun-
gary did turn—into protest against the
system itself.

Yugoslavia supported this discontent
as long as it was conducted by the Com-
munist leaders, but turned against it—
as in Hungary—as soon as it went fur-
ther. Therefore, Yugoslavia abstained in
the United Nations Security Council on
the question of Soviet intervention in
Hungary. This revealed that Yugoslav
national Communism was unable in its
foreign policy to depart from its narrow
ideological and bureaucratic class inter-
ests, and that, furthermore, it was ready
to yield even those principles of equal-
ity and non-interference in internal af-
fairs on which all its sueccesses in the
struggle with Moscow had been based.

The Yugoslav experience has thus de-
termined the tendency of the national
Communists in both their internal and
external policies—that is, it has determ-
ined the limits to which they are willing
to go. But wishes are one thing and pos-
sibilities another.

GOMULKA'S CROSSROAD

In all this, Moscow, with its imperialist
appetite, is not o passive observer but an
active participant. In order to avoid an
uprising in Poland and to gain time, it
yielded to national Communism there.
Gomulka's accession ta power was not
only the result of the efforts of the Polish
Communists; to a larger extent, it repre-
sented a compromise befween Moscow
and #he turbulent masses of the Polish
people. Given independence from Moscaw,
Gomulka took a historic step forward.
But with half-hearted reforms he will soon
reach a dilemma—which Moscow had
foreseen. He will have to choose between
internal democracy, which has become
inseparable from complete independence
from Moscow, and the ties with Moscow
required fo maintain the Communists’
monopoly of .power. The events in Hun-
gary have only accelerated this dilem-
ma, which Gomulka will not be able to
aveid. The victory of naotional Communism
in Poland is mot the end, but rather the
beginning of further disagreements and
conflicts inside the country and with Mos-
cow.

It iz difficult to say whether national
Communism in Poland will choose free-
dom and independence rather than to-

talitarian rule and dependence on Mos-
cow. But without a doubt many Com-
munists in Poland will not hesitate to
choose their own country and freedom.
Knowing Gomulka, a man who is unusu-
ally honest, brave and modest, I am con-
vinced that. he himself will not Jong hes-
itate if he is confronted with such a
choice.

MOSCOW'S MASK

In Hungary, however, such internal
confliets are over: Not only did the so-
called Stalinist set vanish, but the Com-
munist system as such was repudiated.
Moseow at first tried to cover its inter-

«wvention by bringing national Commu-

nism.to power through Imre Nagy. But
Nagy could only install national Com-
munism with the assistance of Soviet
bayonets, and this threatened the very

end of Communism.” Having finally ar-,

rived at the choice between Soviet occu-
pation and independence, Nagy coura-
geously decided to sacrifice the Party
and .Communist power—which had al-
ready been crushed—for the sake of his
country and freedom. Sensing Moscow's
equivocal game, he asked for the with-
drawal of Soviet troops, declared Hun-
gary’s neutrality, and appealed for the
protection of the United Nations. His
government, up to that poeint insignifi-
cant, became overnight the symbol of
national resistance.

Moscow could no longer preserve Hun-
garian Communism; it now faced the
choice of either leaving Hungary or oc-
cupying it. Thus, its imperialism drop-
ped its last “socialist” mask,

Had the Hungarian Revolution not on-
Iy brought political democracy but also
preserved social control of heavy indus-
try and banking, it would have exercised
enormouns influence on all Communist
countries, including the USSR. It wounld
have demonstrated not only that totali-
tarianism is unnecessary as a means of
protecting the workers from exploita-
tion (i.e., in the “building of sccialism"),
but also that this is a mere excuse for
the exploitation of the workers by bu-
reaucracy and a new ruling class.

DANGER FOR KREMLIN

Moscow fought the Hungarian Revolu-
tion not only for external but for internal
reasons. Just as the Yugoslav revelt re-
vealed Moscow's imperialism with regard
to Communist countries, so the Hungarian
Revolution threatened #o reveal the So-
viet internal system as the totalitarian
domination of a new exploiting class—the
Party bureaucracy.

Had the Hungarian Revolution been
saved 'from Soviet ‘interveition, it would
have been difficult indeed for Moscow to
obscure its internal conflicts by means
of foreign conquests and the “world
mission.” The Soviet system would soon
have been confiined to its own national
boundaries, and there, too, the citizens
would be forced to reflect on their posi-
tion and their destiny. And not only the
citizens, but the leaders. They would
have to break up inte different groups
whieh could no longer carry out mutual
purges within their own closed circle,
but would be forced to bid for popular
support. Thus, new processes would be-
gin in the Soviet Union, too.

The attack ™ of Israel, Britain and
France on Egypt cannot permanently
divert attention from the events in East-
ern Europe, although it certainly en-
couraged the most reactionary and ag-
gressive elements in the USSR to settle
accounts with the Hungarian people. Hu-
man history is changing in Eastern Eu-
rope, and that is its center today. The
outmoded -colonial war in the Middle
East will have to be stopped.

IT CAN'T BE HALTED

Moscow and all the other Comimunist
regimes, each in their own way, now
face a dilemma which they never faced
lefore. The Communist regimes of the
East FEuropean countries must either
begin to break away from Moscow, or
else they will become even more depen-
dent. None of these countries—not even
Yugoslavia—will be able to avert this

The publication of this article
in the New Leader (Nov. 19)
was probably the reason for the
Tito regime’s arrest of Djilas.
But that is not the reason we re=-
print it here (by permission). It
18 an incisive and brilliont analy-
sis of the FEast European up-
surge which deserves the widest
cirewlation. It is also the first
time that Djilas has made such
an analysis of the Tito regime it-
self, in a noteworthy passage. It
mariks, in general, a tremendous
growth in his political thinking
and wiews, and his complete
brealk with all remnaits of Stal-
inist and Titoist politics. With
it Milovan Djilas assumes full
stature as a clear voice for so-
cialist democracy ringing out of
the Stalinist jungle—ED.

choice. In ‘no case can the mass move-
ment be halted, whether it follows the
Yugoslav-Polish pattern, that of Hun-
gary, or some new pattern which com-
bines the two.

The view that the movement in Bul-
garia and Rumania must be slow because
of their undeveloped working classes
seems dubious to me. In these countries,
the peasantry is deeply nationalistic and,
once the proeess starts, may well play a
more important role than it did in Hun-
gary. In Czechoslovakia, despite an ad-
vanced working eclass, no significant
movement has yet emerged. But if it does,
it is likely to 2o much farther than that
of Hungary.

Nobady can predict precisely what
Moscow’s ultimate course will be. At the
moment, it is playing a dual role: ree-
ognizing national Communism verbally,
simultaneously undermining it by not
renouncing its hegemony and imperial-
ism. Of course, the USSR falsely de-
picts its intervention and pressure ‘as
“aid" to dnd “security” for Communism
as such in the subjugated countries. But
that plays only a minor role in its ae-
tions. Moseow’s policy toward Commu-
nist countries clearly reflects a will "to
resist the breakup of the empire, to pre-
serve the leading role of Soviet Com-
munism—a will demonstrated in its ef-
forts to use national Communism as a
means and a mask for its imperialist,
expansionist policies.

SPLIT IN RUSSIA

At the same time, however, all these ac-
tions involve Moscow not only in external
strife, but in intermmal conflicts. One can
declare with certainty that there is o
split within the Soviet leadership, and
that even the most reactionary and im-
perialist (the so-called Stalinist) group
is hesitont In its actions. The influence of
this group prevails today, especially in
regard to the East European countries.
But that does not mean that the other
group is for the independence of these
countries.” The difference between them
lies in their methods: whether to stick ‘ta
th& old army and police methods (Stalin-
ist imperialist methods), or apply new
ones in which economic and political ele-
ments would be dominant. Attempts .af
introducing the new metheds led to the
Polish case, the return to the old ones fo
Hingary. Both methods proved ineffective,
From this spring the splits and conflicts in
the USSR,

Hesitation, duplicity, ideclogical and
political controversies, inconsistency in
the use of methods, reversals of attitude,
and a consistent and feverish insistence
on keeping their own positions—all of
these things reveal cleavages and con-
tests among the leading group of the
Soviet Union, Further changes in this
group seem most plausible, and they will
be' of great importance both for the
USSR and for the rest of the world.

There ean be no doubt that the rest of
the world—perhaps for the first time
since the Bolsheviks took power—can di-
rectly and positively influence the diree-
tion of these changes. Despite the Soviet
repression in Hungary, Moscow can only
slow down the processes of change; it
cannot stop them in the long run. The
¢risis is not only hetween the USSR and
its meighbors, but within the Communist
system as such. National Communism is
itself a product of the crisis, but it is

{Ceontinued on next pagel
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Hungary's Revolution Still Fights - -

{Continued from page 1/

Here is an attempt to summarize some
of the highlights of the period between
November 4 and 20.

L ]

General fighting in Budapest from
Sunday, November 4 on. The Russians
pour 200,000 troops with 5000 tanks into-
Hungary, concentrating on Budapest.
The fighting continues for ten days, with
the last organized resistance in workers'
districts, especially on the industrial isl-
and of Csepel.

The Kadar puppet government prom—
ises all kinds of reforms, and sets re-
peated deadlines for surrender of the
revolutionaries without reprisals. Final-
ly, on November 14, the last organized
resistance ends when the Csepel workers
lay down their arms. The “workers'
council of the industrial area of Buda”
issues a manifesto in which it offers to
resume work immediately and uncondi-
tionally on cleaning up the capital and
restoring supplies.

It states that the resumption of all
other work must be preceded by the fol-
lowing conditions:

“1l. Reorganization of the Kadar gov-
ernment to meet the will of the people.

%2, Free elections in which those par-
ties that have declared their readiness to
accept ‘socialist’ achievements should
participate.

3. Release of Nagy and his colleagues,

including officers of the Hungarian army "

and all insurgents.

“4  Immediate withdrawal of Soviet
troops from Budapest and negotiations
for withdrawal from the whole of Hun-

garsr."
WORKERS ADAMANT

November 16: Kadar promises “free
elections” in the above sense, dissolution
of the secret police, publieation of all
Russo-Hungarian treaties. The general
strike has been on for three weeks. Rail-
road workers who had returned to work
go on strike again when it is discovered
that-the Russians are transporting Hun-
garians to the east.

November 17: Kadar pmmzses that a
regime will be set up like that in Yugo-
slavia with “factory councils.” His gov-
ernment announces that henceforth food
will be distributed only through govern-
ment stores, and that workers who re-
turn to their jobs will be given a hot
meal and food for their families. These
decrees are intended to stop delivery of
food to the workers by farmers, and to
starve the former into submission.

November 18: Leaflets are distributed
in the streets of Budapest stating that,
in an all-night session, Kadar had threat-
ened the Budapest Workers Council with
arrest and deportation unless they called
off the general strike. It was this threat
which had led to their decision, by a slim
majority, to call off the strike on Novem-
ber 16.

A workers' delegation protests to the

council against the decision, and demands
that delegates be elected by factories and
offices to a “Workers Parliament,” which
should meet in a few days and choose new
representatives to negotiate with the gov-
ernment,

Though some workers arve returning to
the factories, they do no work. They
stand around in the courtyards and by
their machines, discussing the course to
take. In any event, the lack of coal and
transport makes it impossible for most
factories to do any sustained work.

Miners® and oil workers” delegations
from Tatabonya, Komlo, Varpalota and
Darog protest the deportations of Hun-
garians to Russia, and threaten to blow
up oil fields and flood coal mines if their
demands to stop these deportations are
not met,

A seeret radio report that on Novem-
ber 15 freedom fighters blew up the rail-
road track near Kisvarda, and freed
about 2500 persons from a train.

UNITED FOR GOOD

November 19: Despite threats and
promises, less than half the factory
workers have returned to work. “Kadar
didn't convinee us,” one worker tells a
reporter, “but winter is here and misery

comes”” “The whole eountry can’t live on
relief,” another says. “The workers were
so much united by last week’s events
that they will never fall dpart again.
The governwent must realize by now
that the use of force is pointless.”

According to refugees pouring into
Austria, the Russians are able to control
only what is within range of their guns
in a country completely united against
them. They control a few rail and high-
way arieries, but some lines have been so
disrupted by sabotage thai no trdins are
running.

Increasing reports are circulating of
fighting among Russian troops, Although
correspondents warn to treat these ru-
mors with caution, they say they are
widespread among the refugees. The
cause of the fighting is reported to be
refusal of garrison troops to return to
Russia, Russian troops are also reported
to be escaping to Yugoslavia in the hope
of getting asylum.

L

The present hope of the Hungarian
Revolution lies in its extension. The Hun-
garian workers, backed by the whole na-
tion, are doing everything that lies in
their power to make that extension pos-
sible.

-

How They Killed Aid to Hungary I

There were ways to come to the aid of
the Hungarian Revolution other than in-
tervening militarily. The answer wos not
to start the third werld war, There was a
political answer. The U.S. authorities
helped to squelch it

This ig the damning charge made from
Eerlin in the current New Leader by
Rainer Hildebrandt, the well-known
author of The Explosion, an account of
the East German rvevolt. It is of first-
rate importance.

The question is what the West Ger-
man, particularly West Berlin, workers
could have done to help bring the East
Germon workers to active support of
Hungary.

The ground was fertile, says Hilde-
brandt, who maintains organized contact
across the border. On Oectober 29 there
was a movement in East Germany to-
ward a solidarity strike with Hungary
which “was prevented by the author-
ities.”

Moreover, in West Berlin the workers
were straining at the leash imposed on
them by their own authorities, On Now,
5 at a mmass torchlight demonstration,
more than 100,000 demanded “action”
and were restrained from making a
march to the Brandenburg Gate only
by ecops and water hoses.

But Hildebrandt does not mention this
to advecate adventuristic intervention
by Western arms, as do some desperate

Djilas: The Storm--

{Continued from page &)
only a phase in the evolution and wither-
ing away of contemporary Communism,
It is no longer possible to stop the
struggle of the people of Eastern Europe
for imndependence, and only with great

effort their struggle for freedom. These

two struggles are gradually becoming
one. If Moscow's imperialism suffers de-
feat and is prevented from war adven-
tures, the USSR, too, will have to under-
ro considerable internal changes. For,
just as it is compelled to be national in
its forms, in essence Communism is one
and the same, with the same historical
origins and the same destiny, The events
in one Communist country necessarily
affect all other Communist countries, as
in one and the same living organism.
And just as Yugoslay Communism, sep-
arating itself from Moscow, initiated the
crisis of Soviet imperialism, that is, the
inevitable birth of national Communisin,
in the same way the revolution in Hun-
gary means the beginning of the end of
Communism generally.

As in all other great and decisive his-
toric events, the Hungarian fighters for
freedom, struggling for their existence
and country, may not have foreseen what
an epochal deed they had initiated. The
world has rarely witnessed such unprec-

edented unity of the popular masses and
such hercism. The unity of the popular
masses was so strong that it appeared
as though there had been no civil strife,
as though a ruling class had not been
wiped out overnight as if it never ex-
isted. And the heroic intoxication was so
high that bare-handed boys and girls
were stopping the tanks of the interven-
tionists who, like the Cessacks of Nicha-
las T in 1848, tried to suppress their lib-
erty and enslave their country,

This event will probably not be repeat-
ed. But the Hungarian Revolution blazed
a path which sooner or later other Com-
munist coontries must follow. The wound
which the Hungarian Revolution- inflicted
on Communism can never be completely
heaied. All its evils and weaknesses, both
as Soviet imperialism and as a definite
system of suppression, hod collected on
the body of Hungary, and there, like fes-
tering sores, were cut out by the hands
of the Hungarian people.

1 do mot think that the fate of the
Hungarian Revolution is at all deeisive
for the fate of Communism and the
world. World Communism now faces
stormy days and insurmountable difficul-
ties, and the peoples of Eastern Europe
face heroic new struggles for freedom
and independence.

people. He condemns the fact that “the
West Berlin government, supported by
U. S. #uthorities, has been working to
forestall any active movement" to help
the freedom fight across the [ron Curtain,

One such proposal was made, by none
other than the chairman of the West
Berlin trade unions, Ernst Scharnowski.
On October 27 Scharnowski proposed
that an appeal be broadcast to the East
German workers for a “peaceful gen-

eral strike” of solidarity.

"But," says Hildebrandt, “'the West
Berlin radio stations, including RIAS [Ra-
dio In American Sector], were not per-
mitted to broadcast the appeal and May-
or Otto Suhr was so upset that Scharon«
owski was forced to retract it."

The West Berlin radio, that potential-
Iy powerful weapon, “remained stub-
bornly silent” while the Hungarian
people waited two weeks for solidarity
strikeg in other satellites.

“I personally believe,” adds Hilde-
brandt, “that if at the end of October
there had been sit-down strikes in Ger-
many, the Soviets would not have been
able to launch their bloodbath in Hun-
gary. The Soviet military forces are nat
homogeneous. Soviet soldiers joined the
Hurgarian freedom-figchters in the frst
days of the revolt, and many Russians in
uniform showed sympathy for the Hun-
garians, 1t would have been a great risk
to proceed with such an army against
several oppressed peoples simultaneous-

¥.

“Omee before, the West passed up such
a magnificent opportunity: On June 16,
1953, when the construction workers of
East Berlin called for a general strike,
Western government guarters knowing-
ly suppressed the words ‘general strike.
The radio stations were not allowed to
broadeast this slogan, Today we know
that if the forces which on the following
day created ‘June 17’ had assumed the
form not of an explosion but of a strike
lasting several days, the strike would
have spread to the major plants of the
satellited and the forced-labor camps of
the Soviet Union.”

And he concludes: "Only o political in-
nocent can believe that today the only
choice is between abandoning the Hun-
garian people or supporting them with
Western weapons.”
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\CP Discussion

{Continued from page 3)
ted in the USSR in this period but in
spite of that, the positive things re-
main.” And more of the same.

And Gates: “The- historic role of the
USSR in blazing the trail for socialism;
and in transforming the world situation=
to where lasting peace iz now possible,
has fully justified the high regard we
have always had for the Soviet Union
and its Communist Party. Humanity will
be forever indebted to the Soviet Union:
for those services.”

This is only a small sample of how a
fun&amental Stalinism without Stalin
persists in'all tendencies in the CP,

Still, Gates can write without noticing
any diffieulty:

“The violations of democracy and- jus-
tice in the USSR cannot be explained by
the deficiencies of Stalin alone. How could,
onkt-man have achieved the power he-dids
and why was a whole country powerlesse
before him? How c¢onld such flagrant vie..
lations of socialist- ideals- take place for
such a long time in a socialist country?™

One wonders: was the USSR “blazing
the trail” dwring all this, during “suche
a long time™?

Gates and his friends see the need for
big changes, In a devious; eontradictory,
even self-defeating way they see the
solution in a new party of socialism and
for that they admittedly need new peli-
cies, But what policies?

They are engaged in discussing every-
thing under the sun and Foster is quite
willing to raise bigger, better, and more
numerous questions. The whole repertory
of issues ean only be fully settled in
time, if ever.

THE PRECONDITION

Yet the fundamental question, we re-
peat, is clear: Will you or will you not
break in every respect from the bureau-
cratic dictatorship in the Kremlin, end
completely your political dependence up-
on it, and cease apologizing for it?

A new broad movement could play a
tremendous role in reinvigorating social-
ism in the United States and‘in reviving:
it as a significant tendency in the work-
ing class. But if one factor more than
any other caused the decline of socialism,
it was the rise of the hureaucratm dic-
tatorship in Russia.

“Is that your socialism?” demanded'
every intelligent militant in the labor
moyement. “If so, we want none of it.”
Every bourgeois ideologist, from right to
left, identified socialism with the totali-
tarian dictatorship in Russia in order to
defame and discredit socialism, and up
to now they have succeded.

The CP, in this country, as in all oth-
ers, helfed to put over the hoax.

No mass movement for socialism is pos-
sible, in this country, unless it clearly and
without evasion rejects the social system
that exists in Russia and unambiguously
denies that the Kremlin dictatorship has
anything in common with socialism -in:
any respect whatsoever.

Socialism will begin anew in the
United States as a demoecratic, anti-
totalitarian movement against capital-
ism and against the soceial system of
Stalinism, or it will not rise at all. If the
discussion in the CP moves the ranks in
that direction it will serve a worthy
cause, And for that, the voice of demo-
cratic socialism must be heard.
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ruge Eight

(Continued from page 1)

We do not mean that the Western labor movement abroad has done a fraction
pf its duty to the Hungarian Revolution; on the contrary.

For us, however, it is more important
to speak out to the American labor move-
ment and i¥s leadership.

The Hungarian nationalist and church
organizations instantaneously took the
streets in militant expressions of sup-
port for their countrymen, It should be
noted that they were mnot concerned,
whether the uprising was led by the
working class or anti-Stalinist socialists;
whether it was a socialist revolt against
Stalinism or not. They did not hesitate,
for whatever reasons, to declare their
solidarity with their brothers. They
knew only that there was a revolt
against the Russian oppressor; it was
enough.

[Continued from page 1)

Grant made the interesting point that
the UAW ought to take a stand similar to
that of the British Labor Paorty. Stellate
argued, among other things, that the pee-
ple of Egypt has as much right fo hove
their own free country os anybody, and
thot the colonial empires were wrong in
starting war there.

Reuther insisted that the more impor-
tant concentration on Hungarian ‘events
was necessary, and that was why the
UAW board had passed a special resolu-
tion on that specifieally, although he had
no personal objection to a denunciation
of France and Britain's policy in the
Middle East. He did make, however, a
vigorous defense of Israel.

‘What was especially gratifying about
the meeting was both its size and the
lively discussion that took place. A bitter
November storm raged in Detroit that
night, and yet this large gathering of
leaders taok place, although most of
them are head-over-heels in plant prob-
Jems like speed-up, ste.

.Slmlitman & (Per
In Detroit Meeting

On December 10, Detroit will see
Max Shachtman of the ISL partici-
pating in an unusual confrontation
of speakers on one platform, dis-
cussing “Which Way to Peace?”

The other panelists are Norman
Thomas, Carl Winter of the CP,
A, J. Muste, and Bert Cochran.

Sponsored by the Fellowship of
Reconciliation, the discussion will
take place 8 p.m. at the United
Dairy Workers Hall, 15840 Second
Avenue,

The tiny Independent Socialist League,

Young Socialist League and Libertarian
League demonstrated before the Rus-
sian UN headguarters. But we, unfortu-
nately, had to do it alone, in the absence
of any action by the trade-union move-
ment. We could not even enlist the co-
operation of the Socialist Party in this
anti-Stalinist action in support of the
Hungarian working class.

And these, sad to say, are the only so-
cialist groups capable of such action,
The Socialist Workers Party, saddled
with its theory of the “degenerated
worlcers state' in Russia, wouldn't even
think of picketing or demonstrating;

UAW to Act--

One prominent UAW leader in De-
troit, Harry Southwell, president of Lo-
cal 17%, briefly tried to argue for a
unanimous decision. on the ITEB's resolu-

tion on Hungary on: the ground that it

was high time the UAW had a meeting
where people for a change agreed to
something the international union pre-
sented. He was slapped around by Stel-
lato and Reuther in rebuttals for bring-
img up that kind of argument at a UAW
gathering,

The important point about the meeting,
however, is not this or that speech, or
this or that policy emphasis, significant as
they may be. The point is that the UAW
is deeply disturbed by world events; its
leaders are thinking; and it is quite evi-
dent that a fresh look at old foreign-
policy statements and views is mqhin; a
start in the American lebor movement.
The Detroit meeting is just the beginning
of the debate, not the end.

Nor will it be lost on the UAW acti-
vists that in England labor does not
occupy a second-class seat in discussing
foreign policy, The Labor Party speaks
for it in Parliament. The contrast be-
tween that role of labor in England and
American labor's tail-ending role to the
Democratic Party is just too obvious to
be ignored. The subject is bound to come
up more frequently in the future,

Interestingly enough, there was not a
single speaker who even tried to present
what we ecall Stalinoid arguments to
alibi Moscow’s erushing of the fight for
freedom in Hungary. The Ford 600 offi-
cials should not be placed in that camp.
They did not argue from that standpoint.
Rather, they insisted on calling all
spades spades.

It ean be said with assurance that the
UAW is going to have quite a different
kind of convention next spring than pre-
viously conceived; the sensitivity of
this union to all events, because of its
tdemocratic character, is again demon-
strated.

editor of I. F. Stone's Weekly.

Shachtman and (P Editor
To Speak at Dec. 3 Meet

At two broad discussion meetings scheduled in New York City for December,
Independent Socialist speakers will participate in a confrontation of views among
panelists including Communist Party and Stalineid representatives.

The first, on December 3, will see Max Shachiman, ISL chairman, on the same
platform with John W. Gates, editor of the Daily Worker, and Paul Sweezy, editor
of the Monthly Review, plus three-other panelists.

Under the auspices of Liberation, the pacifist monthly, and under the chairman-
ship of A. J. Muste, they will discuss the topic, “The Meaning of the Events in
Hungary and the Middle East,” at Community Church, 35th and Park Ave.

The other participants will be two pacifist spokesmen: John M. Swomley,
national secretary of the F.O.R.,-and David Dellinger of Liberation.

It's scheduled for B p.m. on Monday, December 3; admission free.

[ ]
The second New York meeting, also to be held at Community Church, is sshed-
uled for Friday, December 14, under the auspices and chairmanship of L F. Stene,

Convened for the anniversary of the Bill of Rights, the topic of discussion will
be “Socialism and Democracy—East and West," and is designed to invite discussion
of the problem as il exists on both sides of the Iron Curtain.

Conceived in terms of inviting editors of “Independent Left” publications to
express their poinis of view on the guestion, the fellowing have already accepted
and will be represented on the platform: Labor Action; Monthly Review; American
Socialist; Militant; Liberation. (Names of speakers will be announced next week.)

-~ What Is U.S. Labor Doing? - -

nor would the Socialist Labor Party,
which disdains such activity.

No doubt, we will be told that the
American labor movement most certain-
ly supports the Hungarian revolt; that
the European labor movements do also,

But what we find missing in the labor
movement is the mobilization of the en-
tire American working class behind the
uprising with material aid and the strong-
est expression of international class so-
lidarity to insure that the Humgarian
fighters had instantaneous knewledge that
miliions of the Americon workers support
them without reservation. Mot only the
workers in the United States, but with
the help of the swift actions of the Amer-
icon lobor movement there could have
been mobilized the workers of the entire
hemisphere from Canada to Argentina.

WHERE WERE THEY?

Why, for example, did not David Du-
binsky's [LGWU rally the New York
Labor movement, together with Potof-
sky's Amalgamated, the UAW, IUE,
IBT, Transport Werkers, to call their
workers into the street to march by the
UN and the Russian headquarters to
show Kremlin's representatives and their
servants from the satellite countries
that millions of American workers stand
behind the: Hungarian revolutionaries?

Why didn't Reuther ecall the auto
workers into the streets in Detroit and
other U&W centers? B

Where were John L. Lewis and the
coal miners?

We could list all the great international
unions and ask the same question. If the
labor leaders felt that taking the Ameri-
can workers into the streets was too
radical a step, why didn't they at least
call upon the entire labor mevement to
holt work for even a brief period as a
symbolic gesture of solidarity? .

Was it the dead hand of the AFL-CIO
international committee headed by Jay
Lovestone that cautioned care?

Was it the wish to act in tune with
the administration of the State Depart-
ment?

Was it plain provincial conservative
inertia?

Or was it simply the failure of the
labor leaders to understand the nature
of the Hungarian uprising and their re-
sponsibilities to it?

Whatever the cause or causes, we
know this: the American labor move-
ment had a duty to express its unequivo-
cal solidarity with the Hungarian work-
ers. It was nol enough to deplore the
Russian intervention and counter-revo-
lution. It was not enough to talk about
the independence of labor, of democracy
and freedom.

It was not a question of military in-
tervention from the West, Such a
course was not possible, nor even desir-
able,

MISSING INGREDIENT

The question was a moral and political
one of enormous mognitude. The Hungari-
an peeple had to know that the people of
the world supported them unreservedly
and were ready to show them solidarity
in the infinite ways that the working class
finds. That solidarity should have been ex-
pressed in the vastest world-wide demon-
strations, in resolutions, meetings, con-
ferences; in the immediate despatch of
all kinds of material aid to the people.

That is what was lacking: the sense of
urgency, the sense of fizhting selidarity.
To this day the Awmerican. labor move-
ment has called not a single mass meet-
ing, not a single demonstration, not a
single work stoppage, not a single con-
ference to seek aid for the Hungarian
workers. Not a single prominent labor
leader has taken to the hustings to
speak for the American working class
and the organized,labor movement in be-
half of the rebellion. Not one TV appear-
ance, not one radio speech—mnothing.

In New York, it is troe the Workers
Defense Leazue did take the initiative
to call labor leaders together in confer-
ence to work out a program of such aid
to the Hungarians. But this effort has
not yet gotten off the ground and the
most precious time has gone by.

Oh yes, the International Rescue Com-
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The Independent Socialist League stands
for socialist democracy and against the
two systems of exploitation which now
divide the world: capitalism and Sfalinism,

Capitalism cannot be reformed or libers
alized, by eny Fair Deal or other deal, se
as to give the people freedom, abundance,
security or peace. It must be abolished
and“replaced by a new social system, in
which the people own and control the
basic sectors of the econemy, democrati-
cally controlling their own economic and
pelitical destinies,

Stalinism, in Russia and wherever it
holds power, is a brutol totalitarianism—
a new form of exploitation. Its agents in
every country, the Communist Parties, are
unrelenting enemies of socialism and have
nothing in commen with sociallsm—which
cannot exist without effective democratic
conirol by the people.

These fwo camps of capitalism and Stal.
inism are today ot each other's throats in

‘a worldwide imperialist rivairy for domi-

nation. This struggle can only lead to the

most frightful war in history so long as the -

people leave the capitalist and Stalinist
rulers [n power. Independent Socialism
stands for bullding and strengthening the
Third Camp of the people against both
war blocs,

The ISL, as o Marxist movement, looks
to’ the working class and its ever-present
struggle as the basic pragressive force-in
society. The ISL is organized to spread the
ideas of socialismy in the labor movement
and among all other sections of the people,

At the same time, Independent Socialists
participate actively in every siruggle to
better the people's lot now—such as the
fight for higher living standards, against
Jim Crow and anti-Semitism, in defense of
civil liberties and the trade-union move-
ment. We seek to foin together with all
other militants in the labor movement as
a left force working for the formation of
an independent labor party and other pro-
gressive policies. .

The fight for democracy ond the fight
for socialism are inseparable. There can
be no lasting and genuine democracy ‘withe
out socialism, and there can be no social-
ism without demoeracy. To enroll, under
this banner, join the Independent Socialist
League!
- r

mittee held a rally at Madison Square
Garden through a committee filled with
conservative .admirals and pgenerals,
which labor was also allowed to support,
Because of the way the rally was set
up, on the one hand, and because the
labor movement was involved in it only
perfunctorily and did nothing, on the
other, this rally heard little that was in-
spiring.

Indeed, it was unfortunate that one
of the more newsworthy events of the
meeting was the booing of Anna Kethly,
Hungarian BSocial-Democratic minister
under Nagy just arrived in this coun-
try, by an audience which apparentiy
had a great mumber of militant reac-
tionaries among it. The glaring deficien-
cies of this meeting were as much the
fault of the labor movement’s do-noth-
ingness as of reactionaries who tried to
give it their own tone.

AMERICANS FAILED

It is Senator Knowland that has
sought to become the “American spokes-
man’ in behalf of the Hungarians! He
has not been behindhand in demanding
such things as the expulsion of Russia
from the UN, breaking of diplomatic re-
lations, and the mobilization of “wvolun-
teers” to fight in behalf of the people in
the satellite coungries. The extreme
right-wing Republican organ National
Review hails Knowland for it. They try
to become the voice of America by the
failure of the American labor movement
to act quickly and massively.

This failure is the American part of
the tragedy. As far as the Hungarian

‘fighters are concerned, they did far more

than anyone had a right to expect. What
they did is only a great beginning. Stal-
inism has been shaken everywhere. But
in this first great revolt against Stalin-
ism, the American labor movement and
the labor movement of the West have
failed in their duty so far.

To rteverse their course, they must
net with a sense of immediacy. It is the
sense of urgency that has been missing.
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