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FIVE CENTS

UN on Hungary

The TN commission’s report on the
savage Russian suppression of the Hun-
garian people, and itz account of the
great heroismr and socialist aims of the
freedom fighters, will be a basic docu-
ment for the history of our times; so it
appears from the press reports and sum-
maries on it.

It is noteworthy that it was drawn up
—unanimously — by representatives espe-
cially of small notions, ond therefore will
speak all the more directly to most peo-
ples everywhere. It is sure to be o strong
blew egainst iHusions and miscenceptions
cvbout the “progressiveness”
lence of the Russion tyrants which ore
often held in many countries.

To recall the need for this kind of
blow—in view of the fact that most
readers may not feel that their own
opinions about Russian intervention in
Hungary require bolstering by the UN—
we may remember the disgraceful atti-
tude taken for the whole first period by
a Nehru, as a reflection of the situation
in the minds of India and Asia.

- ]
But in Algeria—

But while the UN-found it possible to
document the truth on Huneary, where
the criminal involved is totalitarian Rus-
sia, it has ‘still not found it possible to
take up the rights of another people whe
are being as cruelly slanghtered and sup-
pressed. These are the Algerians, whose
hangmen are the leaders of our very
democratic ally France.

That crime poes on. It iz even poing
to be stepped up, it.appears.

The new. premier Bourgés-Maunoury
was the defense minister in the preced-
ing Guy Mollet cabinet, and was one of
those most-intransigently in favor of a
brutal voliey of blood and terror in Al-
geria. He now heads the French govern-
ment (however temporarjly) with the
blessing and support of Mollet and the
votes of Mollet's s_ucml:st party. More
than that, and perhaps more important
from the point of view of continuity, the
French resident general—the man direct-
ly in cherge of prosecuting the infamous
assassination of Alperian national free-
dom—is still Robert LaCoste, the *so-
cialist” whd is showing French reaction
how: reliable a social-democratic impe-
rialist can be.

In fact, just the other day LaCoste
got the accolade from one of the leaders
of the French colonialist community in
Algeria, which is fighting with back to
the wall and shows its desperation. He
threatened Bourges-Maunoury with the
riot act if the new prémier dared to re-
place the widely hated LaCoste.

The .fall .of the Moallet governmend,
therefore, fock Mollet personally off the
het seat, but it has mot lessened the ter-
rible l:unh:plﬁ:rh' of the French socialist

. mmml.anu.&mml-
immedicte -moment $o socialists, including
socailists. like -ourselves. -who . feel ouly

or benevo- _

horor and indignation of molletism.
We can scarcely even call upon the
UN first to speak out about the criminals

-in Algeria, when there is many a social-
. ist party and social-democracy—includ-

ing the S8P-SDF of this.country—which
has not spoken out yet in condemnation
of the Molletist policy, publicly.

. Some time ago, the Uruguayan Social-
ist Party called on the parties of the
Second International to do so. Tt is hich
time, and an elementary socialist duty.

Something New?

There seems to be something new stir-
Ting on the Arab refugee problem, for
the first time in some time; and one
da]rqs to wcnde:r whether it looks hope-
fu

The teason for the dubiety is, of
course, the inspired and tendentious na-
ture of the reports emanating from both
sides, Israeli and Arab, and the past ex-
perience in which such reports have been
simply weapons in the mutual propagan-
da war. But—

It is said that larger numbers of the
refugees themselves are thinking -in
terms of accepting resettlement. It is
said that more of the Arab leaders are
becoming reconciled to a “coexistence"
deal with Israel. It is said that the Is-
raelis are willing to make new conces-
sions.

Whether any of that turns out to have
substance or not, the very fact that such

sparring tokes ploce at least creates the '

atmosphere where. people on both sides
have te turs their minds to the problem
of finding a way to live together in the
Middle East; ond thet is ell to the good.

In this context it is interesting to read,
this past week, in a N. ¥. Times dis-
patch from Tel Aviv, of pressure being
put on the Ben-Gurion regime by leaders
of the American Jewish Committee, one
of the maior -nrzamzat:ons of the Jew-
ish community here (“non-Zionist” but
fellow-traveling with respect to most
Zionist aims).

The focal point of the difference be-
tweéen their ideology and that of the Is-
raelis and Zionists lies in the field of the
relationship between American Jewry
and Israel: the people of the AJC, as
“good Americans,” bridle at any sug-
gestion by Zienism that all Jews every-
where are really members of a “Jewish
nation” in “exile,” all of whom should
owe allepiance to the “Jewish State”
rather than to the state they live in.

{Ters to laet pope)
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Is Mao's Regime
Challenging Moscow
As a Power (enter?

By GORDON HASKELL

Last February Mao Tse-tung, Communist Party boss of China, delive
ered a speech to a party gathering in which he discussed social contra-
dictions within “Communist” society. The consequences of this speech
eontinue to reverberate throughout the unsettled and crisis-ridden Coms-

munist world.

In fact, the speech itself, as well
as the widspread reactions to it, can
cast light on the nature of the crisis
which racks Stalinism,. and the
means by’ which the ruling groups

in each country are trying to meet’

it.

For this purpose it is not necessary to
go into all the subtleties and nuances of
Mao's speech. The striking features of
the speech were its bald assertions that
contradictions between the leadership
and the masses continue to exist in
China; that it is dangerous and undesir-
able to try to “solve” these contradictions
by repressing criticism of and opposition
to the policies and practices of the rul-
ing party; that differing points of view
must be permitted to exist and to be ex-
pressed; that persuasion and education
should replace repression.

It iz nothing new for a Stalinist to
proc]alm the virtnes of persuasion as
against repression, or to call for wide-
gpread criticism as a means of correct-
ing “bureaucratie abuses.” The speeches
and writings of Stalin himself were
studded with such assertions over the
years. Since his death, it has been a con-
stant theme, played over with varying
degrees of emphasis throughout the Com-
munist world.

What is new for a Stalinist leader is
the admission that inherent in the Com-
munist system, at least at this stage of
ite development in China, are contradie-
tions between the bureaucracy and the
Masses,

The other aspect of the speech, which
gives it truly international significonce, is
the challenge, implicit in s timing and
context, to the supreme position of the
Russian leadership as ideclogical and po-
litical overlords of the Communist world.

DEFLECTING PRESSURE
With regard to the first point: The

The Final Blow at Creeping Socialism’

“The only reason we hove fobulously wasteful highway and street congestion which
seems o be beyond correction is becouse we hove socialized streets ond highways.
"I we had privately owned streeis and highways, operated as private enterprises,
this n:eem-ns prchlom of congestion would never have orisen and would be self-

_Dr Emersom P. Schmidt, Rbseurch Director of the US, Chawiber of Com-
MWETCE, m nmck bsfme-thc Amfmﬂm Institute of Architects,

T

“strugele against bureaucratism™ has
been a fairly constant feature of the
hureaucratic system ever since its incep-
tion. What is involved is a continuing ef-
fort to overcome-the economically dam-=
aging consequences of thé social antago-
nism between the bureaucracy and the
masses by a strictly directed and con-
trolled process of ‘“criticism and selfs
eritieism.”

In addition (and this becomes the dom-
inant motive in situations of acute
erisis), the top leadership seeks to deflect
fundamental eriticism of the system and
of itself by pointing the.finger at this of
that individual or group who is charged
with “bureaucratic excesses” and the
like. (The most striking and dramatic
examples were the attempt to load onto
the shoulders of the dead Stalin and exe--
cuted Beria the blame for all the griev-
ances of the Russian population accumu-
lated over three decades.) *

CHALLENGE TO MOSCOW

Mao, however, has gone one significant

step further tham any other leader by

recognizing that the conflict between the
bureawcraey and the mosses is o feature
of the system itself rather than an abuse
of it. Though the existence of this com-
tradiction was stated in the most general
ond vague way possible, and integrated
inte a program for decling with it which
is designated to maintoin the unquestioned
supremacy of the Communist Paorty as
ruler in the country, it is clear that to give
official recognition to this central conflict
within ‘Communist society is an exiremely
dangerous and daring step.

In all the “anti-bureaucratism” cam-
paigns in Russia and the satellites (and
in Tito's Yugoslavia as well) what was
stressed was the fundamentally “indis-
soluble unity" between the party, its
Central Committee, the government and
the people. This fundamental identity of
interest, so the story went, was or. had
been endangered by the abuses and -ex-
cesges of individual bureaucrats. Let the
people speak out against the eulprits! If
they do so, they can rely on the top lead-
ership to back them up, and correct the
“gbuses and shortcomings” of the lower
echelons of bureaucrats. So they said.

Why did Mac decide to take it? Al-
though an attempt to answer this ques-
tion necessarily involves a certain
amount of specnlation, enough of what
iz golng on in the Communist world is

(Tora e iesi page)
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" Report on. a. Visit. to Poland:

The 'Gomulk

aY'

And the Workers

By MAX MUELLER

Berlin

1956 goes down in Polish history as a memorable year. In June the
Poznan workers struck a blow against the Stalinist dictatorship, only to
be brutally erushed by the armed forces of the state. In October the
people carried through a peaceful “revolution.” This “révolution,” often
characterized in Poland as the “October days,” was led by the students,

journalists and working class
‘which organized mass demonstra-
tions in all leading Polish cities
demanding national independence

and freedom,

The Polish United Workers Party
{Communist), rolling with the punch of
“revolution,” rehabilitated Gomulka, who
became head of the party. Gomuilka be-
came the symbol of the anti-Stalinist
revolution and achieved a great deal of
popularity in Poland during the “Octo-
ber days.”

Gomulka® was caught between the
seething ferment of the masses and the
wpressure of the Soviet state whose army
was (and is) on Polish soil. An agree-
sment was reached with the Soviet Union
which ‘considerably improved the political
and economic status of Poland. However,
Poland retained her membership in the
Warsaw Pact and she remains within
the Soviet orbit. Internally, Gowmlka
;reached agreements with the peasants,
the petty-bourgeois elements and the
Catholic Church.

With regard to the peasants, forced
collectivization was ended and now at
ileast 80 per cent of the land is operated
under private farms. A great deal of
darm produce is sold directly by the
peasants to the city people in local mark-
ets.

With regard to the petty-bourgeois ele-
mentis;, a considerzble number of pri-
wately. owned small shops and business-
es are now flourishing; however; no in-
dustry has been denationalized.

Gomulka made a “concordat” with the
iCatholic Church whith gave the church
much more freedom of operation. Re-
ligious education is now given in the
.schools by the church. Other churches
also have this same right but the Catho-
lic Church is the doniinant one. Social

- pressure to attend the Catholic classes is
«great and a number of beatings have
_been administered to non-Cathelic child-
ren who refused to attend.

) Gomulka has been able to satisfy, at
least to some extent, the claims of the
peasantry, the petty-bourgeoisie and the
Catholic Church. Naturally these. groups,
with improved -statuses, have to varying
degrees supported the “Gomulka way."
"There is evideénce that they want more,
however. . _

The CTommunist Party, 'Wowever, does
wot' ciainm*to be o>party of the:peasantry,
e -bourgeoisie; or the Catholic
Church, but rather a perty-of the working
class. ‘Ms attions- regarding the working
. thass: can*bett-be-described -by o brief
oialysiv - of the Werkers. Council -move-
mant.

T 4

WORKERS-COUNCILS TRENDS

Following the “October days;" a Work-
ters Council movement developed in Po-
dand: In:November.the Polish parliament,
reomposed .of National Unity ¥ront- mem-
itkers'led by the Communist Party, passed
1a law concerning workers councils, It
+stated, in-part:

“Workers Councils, elected 'by all em-
ployees . of a firm, shall administer the
sénterprise, which nevertheless remains
the property of the state. The director
ie .gppointed by the state authorities
after. agreement with: the council; and-he
‘heis ito direct the enterprise (in aceord-
‘#nce with the plan, the resolutions of
Lithé cauncil and orders from a superior

gtate authority. In case of conflict be-

‘-l:weeu ‘the -director ‘and 'the eouncil, the

fina) decision Mes with the minister.”
% Sumw of Burépe in 1956;
{ 16V,

Um‘ﬁaﬂ Hﬂim: ~¥9BF )+ —'PF- ;

Max Mueller is a West German s:l
ciulist vecently returned from o trip to
Poland where he spoke with many Polish
peaple including industrial workers, peas-
ants, o medical doctor, management of-
fictals, technictans and jowrnalists, Their
identities, for obvious reasong, are not
given—ED,
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Subsequent statements of Prime Min-
ister Cyrankiewicz and other government
officials indicated that the Workers
Councils should be mainly interested in
eliminating waste and raising productiv-
ity. The parliament under the Natiomal
Unity Front regarded itself as the su-

- preme political element in Poland.

The Workers Councils did not hew to
the porty line. They held a national con-
ference at Chrzanow in February at which
Workers Cooncil defegates from all over
Poland met. '

The conference call stated that the
delegates would discuss the relationships
between the Workers Couneils and plant
managements, central administration,
the Communist Party plant fractions and
the plant trade-union couneils.2

The delegates to the conference were
divided into three different groups: rev-
olutionary socialists, moderates or re-
formists; and Stslm:.ats The first* two
Eroups lnc!uded both non-party people
as well -as party members.

"ALL POWER _.."

The revolutionaries, under the lead-
ership of L. Gozdzik, head of both the
Workers Council and the faetory Com-
munist Party fraetion at the Zeran Auto
Factory, put forth the slogan of “All
power to the Workers Councils,” Gozd-
zik stated in an opening speech that there
was no time for discussing the details of
the relationship between the Workers
Councils and the central administrations
but rather “It is a fight between us and
them."”

The left-wing.progrom, strongest among
‘the delegotes from the large industrial
-enterprises of qurmw. Pornan and other
big. - cities, prmud complete - -workers
<ontrol - of the economy from. bottom -to
fop -with power to reside in the weorkers
through their .elected representatives in
the. plants and in -the central administra-
Hions. "

The moderates were anti-Stalinist. but
rot so eritical of the regime nor so sharp
in their demands for workers' control.

. The - Stalinists (referred to as "con-
servatives” in the Polish press in con-
trast to the bourgeoisie; which is refer-
red to as classical conservative), seeking
to divert the revolutionary anti-Stalinist
directiomr of the Workers Council dele-
gates,.issued an anonymous leaflet which
was venomously anti-Semitic. This dem-
agogy proved unsuceessful.

The final resolutions of the Workers
Council conference, although not as
specific and radical as the left-wing pro-
posals, called for workers’ control of the
economy from -the -plant level to the
central administration.?

Ahhough some of ithe press reported
the final resolutions of the conference,
BGozdzik's slogan of ANl power “to the
Workers.Councils"” -was either ignored.or
distorted. One newspaper Teported it as
“All economiic power in the plant fo the
Workers. Gouncil."” :Buch -a -distortion in-

2Gazeta Krakowska;organ-of the Krakow
District  Communist Party,
Febroary 11, 1957), p. 1.

iFor the.complete text of the resolutiens
aef:the vonference, m@uemﬁnimwka
February-13,71857,.p. 1. ) =

tKrakow,--

dieated that the Communist Party’ real-
ized the danper of Gozdzik's slogan.

Teday in Poland workers' councils may
be divided inte two different types—real
and fake. Therg are about 20 real Work-
ers Councils, in Which power is lodged in
the workers, who elect the Workers
Council, which controls the director of
the factory and has the right to hire and
fire him.

The relationship between the council
and the central administration, although
¢lear in the aforementioned law, has been
hazy in practice. There have been nu-
merous c¢ases of clashes. These real
Workers Councils are concentrated main-
Iy in the basic factories such as Zeran,
the WFM Motoreyvele plant in Warsaw
and the locomotive and farm-machinery
factories in Poznan. All but the 20 real
Workers Councils are phony in that their
power is only advisery.

Conditions in the real Workers Coun-
cils are not all rosy. Following are ex-
cerpts from an interview | held ‘with a
Poznan worker who is employed in one
of the factories which has a real Work-
ers Couneil.

Q.—"“Were the elections to your Work-
ers Counecil free?”

A ~—"Yes."

Q.—"Does your Workers Counecil con-
trol the director of the factory?”

A —“In theory, yes. They may hire
and fire the director. But our director is
the same man we had before October.
The Workers Council, the factory diree-
tor and the minister in the ecentral ad-
ministration all work hand in glove.”

Q.—*Can you-not control your repre-
sentatives to the Workers Council?”

A.—“They are elected for two years
so what can we'do? Gomulka has told . us
that Poland.is peor and that there is no
money for wage increases this year. You
know that Russia forced Poland to sell
coal to her for many years at half the
price offered in the West, Also the coal
was transported to Russia free of
charge."

Q.—“With your elected Workers Coun-
cils, is it not easier to get wage adjust-
ments?” '

A.—“No. We are paid on the same in-
centive system. The standards are de-
termined by the same time-study engin-
eers who operate in the same fashion
with the same stop watches. The time-
study engineers are aléo paid ‘on  the
incentive system; the tlghter they make
our -standards the more ‘money the}
make.”

.

"SO POLAND MAY LIVE"

The “Gomulka way” is not the Wotk-
ers Council way. Even the most radical
newspapers, such as ' Po Proctn and Nowa
Kultura, once strong suppﬂrters “of “the

‘Workers  Couneils, are now cool. oni‘the

subject. The reason-given me:by a lédd-
ing. intellectual and ‘Gomukka summner,

~is that the-real- Workers:Gouneils, mu.st.

die so-Poland ' may live.

{A revolutionary secialist took excep-
tion to thiz widely held view:. He con-
tended .that Poland should establish
Workers Couneil socialism and export
revolution to the Soviet Union:)

Almost. all -the Polish people are ap-
parently -convinced that -Poland would
be committing suicide and be obliterated
as a nation by the Soviet army.-if either
socialism or-capitalism was introduced.

He attributed the failure of Poland
to introduce socialism to two basic rea-
sons,

(First, Poland is isolated mgxaph:cal]y
with the Soviet Union on the east,

*Czechoglovakia on the south, East Ger-
‘many on-the-west and the Baltic:Sea on .

the north. Seeond, socimlism in.an-iso-
lated Poland is impossible and. since.the
international -working-clasg movement -is

-now.: dead; -no assistance. could .come 'to

Poland. The Communist. Parties-through—

_out-the=world-oppose socialism. and. 80~
~cial-democracy haaha.ughcludﬁ!s as.Mol-~,
let who-is not a socialist, . .. o e

The - lefi-Gomulkaites; . although . unothi-
cially very friendly to- Mmﬁﬂnl%—
olution and very onti-Stalinist,” follow -an
cfficial- lime: which may -be- characterized
as reformist, that is, reformist-Stalinist.
They do not’.work to overthrow:the :eid
regime ‘but rather to reform it.  The limits
of the reform for them‘are prescribed by
the Soviet Union and its implicit threct
of intervention, Notwiithstanding this,
however, Poland since October, s cer-
tainly the freest of the satellite states.

There are reportedly no political
prisoners. There is apparently consider-
able freedom of speech, including eriti-
cism of the regime from both the left
and the right. I found no one afraid to
talk to a Westerner and ‘many were
quite willing to criticize the regime even
in publie,

Freedom has not been extended to
permit the organization of any political
opposition to the National Unity Front.
Censorship of mail to and from the
West continues, Ounly - Communist mews-
papers were sold at the newsstands.

Ironically, papers friendly to Gomulka
sueh as France-Observateur are mnot
available while western Communist
papers hostile to Gomulka are ‘plentiful.
Books such as John Reed’s Ten Days that
Shook The World are now being pub-
lished. Rosa Luxemburg’s works are-al-
legedly available in the libraries ale
though they are not published.

L

ECONOMIC NOTES

In the ecomomic sphere, Poland sesms
in rather desperate shape. She has ne-
gotiated loans with both the Soviet
Union and the United States, However,
these loans are not sufficient to make
much of a dent in the Polizh economy.

Under the Stalinist regimez in the past
12 years a cunsiderable amount of in-
dustrialization has taken .place; they of-
ficially estimate that the number of in-
dustrial workers has doubled. Despite
this industrialization, the economy s dis-
organized. Old housing has been permit-
ted to deteriorate completely and new
housing is very inferior. Coal, one of the
basic industries, is often transported by
horse and wagen, which is a common
means of transportation-in contemporary
Poland, A tremendous army.is under mo-
bilization and yet there is apparently
still a great deal of both underemploy-
ment and unemployment,

The logical outcome of such a large
army, unemployment and a disorganized
economy is low wages and high prices.
From my discussions with a number of
workers, I concluded that the average
industrial worker earns about 5 zlotys
per hour or abouti 1000 zlotys per month.

The consumer goods, as in other East-
ern European countries, are of very poor
quality gemerally, Neeessities such as
meat are often not even available. West-
ern clothes sell at high prices in Warsaw
both on the black market and. in the
shops- officially. The standard of living, of
the Polish working class is, in faet, far
lgwer. than that rof the East. German
working - class, ‘which. is considérably
lower today .than .durving, the days. of
Hitler Germany. _ e

V. . %
JUST FOR -ONCE .
{"Te o Yieanese Wallx flﬂll
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Nenni's Party Is the Battieground of Tendencies

Italian Socialism in Crisis:

The Pr

By A. GIACOMETTI

Eight months after Nenni and Saragat’s meeting at Pralegnan,
Italian ;soeialism-has: not yet succeeded-in.overcoming its crisis, which
continues-t0 dominate the political scene in Italy.

. The falt.bf the-Segni government last month, and the disintegration

of the “Center. Coalition” (the alliance of Christian-Democracy with the -

Republicans; the Liberals and the Soeial-Democrats) is the most recent

consequence-of the socialist crisis.

‘ The-immediate: cause of Segni’s
fall was the ®ithdrawal of Saragat
and three other: social-democratic
ministers frem the coalition. Sev-
eral faectors--centributed to- make
this withdrawal inevitable.

At the end of February, the Republi-
can Party had already quit the “Center
coalition” in pretest against the reac-
tibnary agrarian legislation of the gov-
ernment. Secondly, the right wing of
Christian-Democracy managed to impose
Togni, of the Employers’ Federation, as
the minister in charge of the state-
owned sectors of the economy, thereby
conquering a powerful means of cor-
ruption for the next elections and en-
suring that no nationalized enterprise
would endager the position of private
industry.

‘Even under the circumstances Baragat
and his friends might have remained in
government, had a new situation not de-
veloped within. the Social-Democratic
Party (PSDI): the strengthening of the
left wing under the leadership of Mario
Zdgari, with the support of party secre-
tary Matieo Matteotti.

This new situation had arisen os o result
o the 32nd Congress of Nenni's ltolian
Socialist Party (PSl], held in Venice last
February. For o.belter understanding: of
#he presen{ sHumdien it is necessary to
brifly return to the evemts of that Con-
gress,

NENNI'S FOUR POINTS

Coming at the most critical moment
ofr the Stalinist crisis, the PSI's Venice
congress confirmed the ‘‘declaration of
independence” of the PSI from Stalin-
ism. Nenni’s opening speech to.the con-
gress, which was frequently interrupted
by stormy applause, was a sharp de-
nunciation of Stalinist-poliey.

He observed that the Italian working
class had failed" to .benefit from techno-
logical progress-and from the economic
recovery of the country due to the sterile

“which the*Btalinist leadership had
imposed on the-Italian labor movement.
Heé criedont: “We don't want! the Italian
werking class-to know- & Budapest!”
""At the close-of the congress, the PSI
adépted four® general: priaciples- which-
suimmarize ithe- main aspects of- Nenni's
new poliey: - .

{1) The party-is prepared to merge
with:the PSDIL."

(2) It” deelaves- its -complete -indepen-
dence from'the CP.

{3) It henceforth bases its action on
the principles-of freedom and democracy
and.accepts:te participate: in the organi-
zakion of ' Western-defence.- Nenni -even
went: so.far: as: te declare- that- the: PSI
could: accept NATO-.if it was -trans-
formed from: a. military: pdet into .an
instrumentof i economic- assistance; at
thevsame: time, -he: advocated: the: con-
stitution-of  av-belt. of- neutral: states in
Europe. .

(4) The: partybelieves-in the necessity
of rEuropean: union. .

AGAINST CAPITULATION

The adeption of these principles as. a
basis for party policy represented a de-
cisive breok with the CP and a long step
toward o merger with the PSD], but, ot
the same time, created new ambiguities.

Throughout the congress, the dele-
gates had come out enthusiasticaily for
a policy of independence from all power
bloes, and for an independent, united and
militant socialist movement. Nenni’s
platform, on the other hand, left many

uestions unanswered; it complied too
3:§llingly with the requirements of so-
eial-demoeraey; it did not offer. sufficient

guarantees that: the break from Stalin-
ism:would ‘lead:to an independent social-
ist: course rather than to a capitulation
to Saragat,

The final stages of the congress made
clear: that- the majority of  the party
strongly. disapproved.of any. such. capi-
tulation. The most significant episode in
this- connection was the election of the
Central Committee of the PSI, in which
mpst- observers saw a defeat for Nenni.

Out of 81 members, only 29 were elect-
ed on Nenni's ticket; 15 were elected on
Basso's  ticket, " which represented a
firmer and more independent socialist
point of view; 9 were elected on' Per-
tini’s slate, which represented hositlity
to the merger with the PSDI and to the
break with Stalinism; 31 were elected
under the leadership of a young, pre-
viously little-known functionary called
Dario Valori.

Most bourgeois observers assumed
these last to be hidden Stalinists, and
their election to mean a “revenge” of
the Stalinist apparatus in the PSL In
reality, things did not happen that simp-
Iy,

WHAT THE RANKS WANT

The Stalinists were routed at the Con-
gress; not a single speaker dared to
take the defense of any aspect of Sta-
linist: policy, or to advoecate the-contin-
uation of the PSI-CP alliance. Valori's
tendency did not stand for a well-defined,
homogeneous: group but expressed sey-
eral things at the same time; the re-
sentment of some Stalinists was no doubt
part of it, along with an instinetive re-
action of the apparatus (a rather weak
and small apparatus, it should he added)
against a possible threat to its security.
But,, more. important, it also expressed
the opposition of the rank and. file
against the too-generous concessions
Nenni seemed to be willing to make to
the PSDI. '

+ 'Within the . whole context. of - the Con-
gress, the political significance of the CC
~-elections wos to-block any “social-démoc-
ratization” of the. PSI WITHOUT re-
establishing the former close tias with the
PCL

This was the line that corresponded

most closely- to ‘the desires of the over-
whelming-mass of the party's followers,
represented by the delegates to the con-
gress. A forther confirmation can: be
seen _in" the elections by the CC of the
Directing: Gommittee, in which 10 foHow-

ers of Nenni were elected -against 6 of

Valori's and 3 of Bassos.
Consequently, it seemed after Venice
. that the unification 'of -all socialist forces
would -be a matter-of weeks: The congress
had been a-great -encouragement to all
left-wing- and - independent socialist
groups. '

USH:MERGES

The: Independent Socialist Union - (USI)
considered -that; in view of the Congress
.results; there. was.no longer any-justifice-
tiow: for; s existence as a. - ors
ganization. On March 24, its CC dacided
by o vote of :38 against 1 for the PSI.

The terms of the merger were that on
all levels (local, regional, national) a
certain number of elected representatives
of ~the USI would be co-opted into the
directing bodies of the PSI. Six members
of {the USI Central Committee (Giovana,
Libertini, Magnani, Pischel, Searongella
and Woditzka) were co-opted into the
Central Committee of the PSI. The USI
also asked to be represented by two mem-
bers on the PSI executive (DC), but this
request was turned down. v

As far as the PSDI was concerned,
most socialists -expected that it -weuld
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 of Regroupment

take the -next: step: toward- unity and
withdraw. irem the- government. This
was; the.demand of the PSDI Left, which
had grown. rapidly; in response to the
new policy:of the PSI, and now amounts

to about 40 per cent-of the party, deriv-

ing'its main strength from the.industrial
féderations-of: the: North:

Saragat's’ poliey, however, .was: much
different. !

Before Venice, when there were hopes
that“tHe: PSI- could- be stampeded-into
unity on Saragat’s- terms—i.e., full ac-
ceptance: of the political line: of the
PBDI—there ‘was no more ardent advo-
cate of unity. After Venice, -there was
no one more skillfull’ in contriving delays
and evasive maneuvers.

First he seized on the elections to the
CC of the PSI, which according to him,
meant that the PSI was willing to con-
tinue collaboration with the Stalinists,
to show that unification was impossible.
He insisted on the continued participa-
tion of the PSDI in government as leng
as _he could without threatening his own
position in the party. He postponed the
congress of the PSDI to avoid bringing
the issue to a head.

RIGHT-WING DEMANDS

In April, he confronted the PSI with
an unacceptable ultimatum, demanding
that it (1) pledge to “adhere to the prin-
ciples of democracy”; (2) pledge to
“support Atlantic solidarity and the
campaign for European unity”; and (3)
sever all links with the Communists,

The two first points are merely a reit-
eration of " Saragat’s old demand that
the PSI play the game of parliamentari-
anism and of alliance with the Right on
the basis of a pro-U. 8. foreign policy.
_The third point meant that the PSI
was to eut off all relations with the CP—
not at the summit, where it had already
broken, but at the grass-roots: in the
trade-unions, in the co-ops, in the small
towns and villages. This the PSI cannot
do and should not do for several reasons
which are well-known but which it
doesn't hurt to restate.

The basic fact in the present situation
is the existence of several million Com-
munist workers and peasants; without
thizs militant and well-organized core of
the working . class, no move towards so-
cialism is possible in Italy.

These masses of people are not Stalin.
ists; They are people who are compelled
by extreme poverty to find immediate
and radical solutions to the problems of
Halian society, and who follow the CP
becauserit has .provided them with the

most. effective -organization they. have -

ever had. All other external problems are
immaterial to them:'they are not going
to'accept every directive of the CP'ledd-
ership; because .they are told: that Ruos-
sia is a socialist paradise; but neither
will they leave the CP and its organiza-
tions :because- the- Huingartan-revehition
has been crushed. Like -most: ordinary
people, they. have - pressing praetical

problems; ‘and - they ‘will join-the. party.

that offers the hest praetical salutions.

For socialists, ‘nething, would :be-mare
suicidal- than. to start: a-civil-war with
these-people;, but this- is- precisely. what
Saragat’s policy- amounts to: to. “break
with the CP at the grass-roots” does not
mean to break with Togliatti and his ma-
chine but to break with the Communist
worker and peasant.

The independent socialists of the PSI,
on the other hand, consider that any
fundamental criticiam of the CP leader-
ship, and of Stalinism as a political
movement, cannot-be demonstrated suf-
ficiently on paper, but only in aection: by
working together with the Communist
ranks and by deing a better job in their
eyes than the CP itself, as far as organ-
ization, political strategy and education
iz concerned. It iz clear, on the other
hand, that this line necessarily also in-
volved: a constant struggle against- the
Stalinist. top leadership.

Unfortunately, after Venice,  the PSI
did not follow such a consistent, inde-
pendent course which would have enabled

- :
it-to-defeat Saragat’s and the Stalinists’
maneuvers. The reasons for this must

i bersought in the political traditons of

the PSI leadership, which are: those of"
_I_tal?an maximalism: social - demperatics
mstinets overlaid with revolutionary his-
trionics. )

. For most of the PSI's leaders, the al-
liance with Stalinism had been deeplys
satisfactory, combining a revolutionary
form with a reformist content; even after
Venice they remained nostalgically ats
tached to it. For others, who had’ brokems
with -Stalinism, the reformist alternative:
was the only one that remained real ims
their minds.

.-_ThB= politieal line of the PSI—and fort
ti;n_:s- Nenni: bears some personal:resporisic:
bility—became: a- futile chase after Sari
agat,

It_.- is significant that during the samav
period, the USI, which: had offered :tay
merge on the terms of the PST when thes

PSI .needed. its. contribntion most, . was .

viewed with some mistrust and -embars

rassment. A vague- hostility toward thes
independent socialists was the only. issue-
on which the leading reformists and thas
defeated Stalinists- were. able. to+ agrees
within the post-Venice PSI. '

i Tt_ua leadership of the party was.mak-

ing it easy both for Saragat and for the:
Stalinists, The former was utilizing every
concession of the PS1 to lead it along

further toward social-democracy; the.
latter triumphantly showed their follow-

ers that no militant policy was possible.
outside of the CP’s control.

The local elections of last March. .ands
Ap;il were clear indications that  this.
policy is rejected by the ranks of the-
P8I and, in part, by the followers of.the.
PSDI, who had hoped, after Venice,:to
see a left-ward turn of the PSDI, not.a
ri_gh.t turn of the PSI. At Cremona, Ri-
mini, Lecco, Como, the CP gained at the
expense of both soecialist parties; the
PS1 lost more heavily where it had put
up joint tickets with the PSDI,

CHASING SARAGAT

In effect, by its lack of firmness toward
Saragot, the PS| had enabled the Stalin-
ist apparatus to regain control over- the
CP. After a brief period ‘of “panic end
disarray” in January and February, when
Togliatti ond his machine were ‘clearly
off-balance, when intellectuals, old parfy-
men and trade-unionists were leaving: the
party by the dezens, the membership rals
lied back behind its old leadership for
lack -of a clear altermative,

Another disastrous consequence of the:
P8I's vacillations was the development
that occurred on the industrial scene.

While Saragat was trying ta push the -
PSI into a merger on terms acceptable
to the bourgeoisie, the employers’ organ-
izations had launched an all-out cam-
paign to smash the trade-union move-
ment, and especially the-CGIL, under the-
guise of attacking its Stalinist leader-
ship.

This campaign has several aspects:
partiy-the time-honored methods ‘ofr bru—
tality- combined- with the corruption-iof:

the funetionaries ;. partly an. attempt to- -

divide - the. workers. by.. piecesrates; pay+" -
.differentials; a complex system of bonbgs -
res, ete. (For expmple,.many: enterprises -

have a “good behavior. bonus?” whick is+ .

given to every worker at the:end-of thes
year if there has been no strike.)

Partly it:also:involved-a_massive prop--
aganda campaign -attempting 1 to -use thes
Stalinist repression in Hungary to whipy'
up',h;re::ctionar_s,n. hysteria.

is.campaign. was. effeetive especiallyy
in the metal,industry.. The- elections:ton
the works councils. at. FTAT last -Marchy
showed a further increase of the Catholice:
CIS‘L and of. the reformist: UIL: (bothy
affiliated to the ICFTU) at the expense
of-the CGIL, which sank to 21.1 per cent
of “the vote. 'Elections in other major.
plants of the metal and mechanical -in-
dustry showed similar trends.

The seriousness of this situation be-
comes clear when it is realized that the
CISL and the UIL are not only worse.
unions than the CGIL, but that they ace
tually don’t exist in most factories. The
votes in the works councils electionis by
no means reflect the real strength of the
different organizations which, in fact,
have no real organization on the shop
level. .

The offensive of the employers conse-
quently threatens the very heart of the
Italian labor movement. The instinetive
defense reaction of the workers and pea-
sants on-the paolitical level (vote for Hhe

[Continued on page 7) -
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_re-election of the present leaders.
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Discussron' Union Elections and Workers Democracy

By DAVID BAKER

The United Steelworkers’ particular
procedure for the election of their presi-
dent seems in large measure responsible
for the surprising show of strength of
the opposition candidates last Eebruary.
After an election campaign of several
months duration, a virtually unknown
gained over 40 per cent of the vote for
the presidency without a well-organized
machine. Such an extremely rapid rise
‘and successful manifestation of opposi-
tion is rave within the Ameriedn labor
movement.

The oppesition candidate, Donald Rar-
ick, was described by the press as a
rank-and-file worker, while the incum-
bent president, David J. McDonald, had
been president since 1952 and before
that a lieutenant of the previous presi-
dent. The magnitude of the campaign
tigainst Rarick may be gathered from
this excerpt from the N. Y. Times of

" Feb. 10, 1957:

“The {full machinery of the union is
being used to convince the members that
their welfare will best be served hy the
The
union recently sponsored a series of
regional conferences in all parts of the
country at- which the administration's
accomplishments were extolled. . . . The
conferences cost the union an estimated
$1,000,000."

During the campaign the opposition
eandidate had the advantage of being
able to address himself directly to the
membership as a whole for their votes
in the general national election for the
presidency. His campaign was aided by

circumstances usually attendant upon a_

direct national election in a large and
important organization: a focusing of
publiec attention on the election for a
number of months, with the attention sus-
tained by nation-wide publicity through
press and radio. And when the election
date arrived, the workers had the re-
markably simple alternatives of voting
directly for-either of the contesting can-
didates.

To my knowledge no other large na-
tional union chooses any of its mational
officers through an election in which
rank-and-filers vote directly for candi-
dates of their choice. The usual proce-
dure is for the members in the various
local unions to elect delegates to a na-
tional econvention, and for these dele-
gates to choose the national officers from
among candidates nominated at the con-
vention.

A consideration of the differences be-
tween the Steelworkers’ procedure and
this usual one sheds light upon how the
Steelworkers opposition gained its sue-
cess, and perhaps how workers’ democra-
¢y might be strengthened in other organ-
izations. _

It would not do to view the Steelworlk-
ers’ electoral system as having affected
merely the manner in which the union
membership registered its wishes on the
day of election. The system itself af-
fected much that occurred from the very
onset of the campaign, if not before. It
interacted with all other aspects of the
situation in the tinion to foster an oppo-
sition which grew out of the very pro-
ress of waging the campaign.

THE MACHINE'S ADVANTAGE

Under the ecircumstances of a direct
national election for a national officer, a
diffuse opposition unified somewhat and
snowhalled its support from the work-
ers. It is entirely possible that this op-
position, unified by the eleétoral process,
may endure sufficiently to influénce fu-
ture events within the union.

The more usual method of electing na-
tional officers, the indirect cne as con-
trasted with the Steelworker's direct
method, places an inordinate burden on
a small and uninfluential cpposition. Al-
though an initially weak opposition should
be expected to have o hard time in a fight
for wnational office, fhe indirect system
places a special burden upom if. It re-
quires o local-by-local fight, and all this
entails in the way of establishing prior
contaocts In the locals, finding suitable can-

didctes to run as delegates to o national
convention, and cutting through aumerous
local loyalties and extraneous issues to
make the selection of national officers a
major issue in the election of delegotes to
a convention. It should be clear thot &
well-osganized machine hos a fremendous
advontoge under the indirect method.

Those in power in the national and
local unfen offices already constitute®
such a machine by virtue of their neces-
sarily speeial, favored relation to the
membership, their closer contact with
each other, and their bureaucratic in-
terests in common. Consider the follow-
ing for what it implies Rarick’s chances
would have been if the Steelworkers had
chosen their president through a wvote
of delegates at a national convention:

“The confidence of the McDonald
forces is enhanced by the fact that he
was endorsed for the nomination by
1,906 locals, as against only ninety-one
for Mr. Rarick. The union president also
has the solid backing of all the organi-
zation's twenty-nine district directors.”

Was the direct method of electing a
president available to the Steelworkers
because they were aware of and accept-
ed some of the virtues of this method?
1 doubt that steel workers and UAW
workers have perceptibly different atti-
tudes on direct versus indirect elections
of national officers, in apite of the fact
that their unions differ in this respect.

Even union militants and socialists
would probably have accepted either set-
up without gquestion. Electoral systems
and basic organizational structures are
readily adapted to, and then taken for
granted by most people. This applies al-
most as well to those who write about
them as to those who vote under them
and abide by their results. Yet a blind
or ecasual aceeptanee of organizational
structure, including electoral procedures,
almost always plays into the hands of
conservative or bureaucratic forces.

PROBLEM IN WORKERS STATE

The case of the Steelworkers’ election
presents us with more than merely ar-
ruments for the direct election of at
least some union officials, and for a
closer consideration of the effects of or-
ganizational structure in general. The
election of a national union leadership
is parallel in many ways to the election
of the leading national body of a werk-
ers’ state,

In.each case werkers widely separated
in local organizations—factory councils or
local unions—must somehow bridge their
separateness to elect national represen-
tatives, It seems reasonable and logical
that the advantages of o direct choice of
representatives through a national elec-
tion would apply to a workers' state at
least os well as to a wnion such as the
Steelworkers. Picture the Steelworkers'
two thousand lecals multiplied by thirty-
fold. at least,

Without some provision for by-passing
this complex structure, a minority in a
workers’ state would have to struggle
under conditions that granted an ad-
vantage to an entrenched political ma-
chine. Such’a provision for a minority
taking a campaign directly to the people
should be for regular use as a part of
the national life, and not merely for use
in an emergency. It should be a part of
the basic processes of the state.

1 do not wish to pass off the Steel-
workers’ national election procedure as
an ideal ome. Among other defects, it
suffers from the common one of mot
granting a minority representation in
the top councils that is. proportional to
its support in the union. But it offers in
part the embodiment of a basic idea that
left demoecratic socialists should accept
wholeheartedly:

The workers should be able to directly
select, through a national election, those
representatives that will sit in the top
councils of their unions and:state. This
simple, democratic .idea ecan be offered
by socialists now to the workers in the
Teamaters' Union and the Iron Curtain
countries. :
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& American Forum Has
Its First Discussion

By SAM TAYLOR
New York, June 12

At this first public meeting of the
American Forum for Socialist Educa-
tion, held at the Community Church,
A. J. Muste, chairman of the Forum, did
not indicate whether the meetimg was
called to answer the eongressional witch-
hunters or to begin the prm:ess of po-
litical discussion.

If it was the latter, then there was-

little presented at the meeting which
could in any way be considered part bf
the problems that have faced and di-
vided the socialist and radical move-
ment in the TU.S.

In the opening speech Muste outlined
the criticisms which have been directéd
against the Forum as coming from two
SOUTCES.

First have been the attacks by Sena-
tor Eastland of the Senate Internal Se-
curity Committee and .J, Edgar Hoover
of the FBI. Muste repeated his justified
refusal to appear before the witehhunt-
ers. He also spoke out against “totali-
tarianism of whatever color, in the U.S.
or Russia, which would deny civil liber-
ties.”

Second were the other criticisms by
“spcialists, libertarians and progres-
gives." Muste then outlined four types of
criticiam leveled against the Forum.

® Those who say that you cannot
engage in discussions with Communists.

® Those who say that Communists are
incapable of participating in free dis-
cussion or dissent.

® Thoza who say that it is all right
te discuzz with Communists but not to
put Communists on a committee in a
united front.

® Those who say it iz all right for
the American Forum to set up a Nation-
al Committee with members of the Com-
munist Party provided that there is
alzso on the committee some individuals
who are anti-Communist and severely
critical of the Comniunist Party.

But at no point did Muste refer to the
mest important reoson why many sociol-
ists have refused to serve on the National
Committee and take political responsibil-
ity for the Forum: the refusal of the Amer.
ican Forum to take @ clear-cut stand for
democracy everywhere, in the Russion
orbit as well as in the U.S.

The same reason was given by Nor-
man Thomas in a letter read at the
meeting: “We may well discuss social

with him or his followers in a socialist
organization unless and untill their.con-
version to democracy has been far bet-
ter proved than it is today.”

Toward the close of his remarks, Muste
gave a warning about the future of the
Forum: “What happens to the American
Forum does not depend on” Eastland’s
attack or eriticism that eomes from
other guarters. In the last analysis the
future of the American Forum depends
on ourselves. We, therefore, are con-
cerned with manipulation or slap-dash
action."

The other speakers wera Stringfellow
Barr, Dorothy Day and Conrad Lynn

Questiond were then directed to other
members of the Forum who sat as 3
panel.

Of special’interest were-the remarh‘s of
Albert Blumberg of the CP, While every-
one else at the meeting tried hard to
maintain that the only purpose of the
Forum was to- stimulate d.tscuss:-:m,
Blumberg laid out a different perupec
tive.

“The American Forum does not exist
to canvass differences of all groups; the
purpose is to move outward, not in-
ward . . . we will not be led into endless
discussions . . . We look forward te
breaking out into broad jareas of social-
ist thinking and action.”

Milton Zaslow of the Committee: fn:r
Socialist Unity replied to the question:
“Since the American Forum stands for
civil liberties in the U.S. what does it
say about civil liberties in the Stalinist
world?"

Instead of discussing the question in
the spirit of serious, untrammeled dia-
cussion, Zaslow referred to the guestion
as an “indictment” and an attempt “to
cast aspersions on the Forum as an apol-
ogist for dictatorship in the Soviet Union
or elsewhere. . . "

He then proceeded, by curious logie,
to infer that in order to defend civil
liberties, participation in and supporvt of
the American Forum is mandatory,
“Those who in the name of eivil liberties
oppose this forum and do not want to
participate, and who fear being stigma-
tized, are mnot really great civil-liber~
tarians.”

A, J. Muste in his concluding state-
ment reported on the first American
Forum pamphlet which is being pre-
pared for publication. The subject will
be the question: If you had socialism in

theories with Mr. Gates but not unite the U.S., what would it be like?

‘ Norman Thomas on the American Forum |

The following letter by Norman Thom-
ag was addressed to A, J. Must2, chair-
wan af the Ameriean Forum for Secial-
1ot Education. It was read by Muste lo a
wieeting recently held hu the Forum in
New York, We print it here for the in-
formation of readers,

This is a statement of my reasons for
strong opposition to offiecial investigation
of the American Forum by Senator
Eastland’s committee despite my own
socialist objections to the Forum as it
has been set up.

From the standpoint of a democratic
socialist this is no time to include even
a few Communists in managing what
purports to be a socialist forum. 1 aec-

knowledge differences of apinion ‘among

socialists which need discussion. But
more clearly than ever in these times of
confused opinion, 1 want to insist that
Communism, Leninist as well as Stalin-
ist, in theory and practice, is not social-
ism but state capitalism as practiced by
a lictatorial, one-party police state
which has gathered to itself all powers
of all former owning classes.

I am always ready to discuss this be-
lief with or against Communists; T wel-
come any signs' of change for the better
in the Communist Party or any of-its
factions. But to. put Communists en the
hoard of a purported socialist forum
confuses socialist thinking and public

~understanding of true seocialism. It in-
evitably leads to suspicions of new united
fronts of sorry memory. We may well
discuss social theories with Mr. Gates,
but not wnite with him or his followers
in a socialist organizetion unless and
until their conversion to democraey has
been far better proved than it is today.

But advocacy of this strong opinion
of mine, and understanding of it, are
clouded by Senator Eastland's inquisi-
tion which sets one more precedént dan-
gerous to our civil liberties and gives a
glory of martyrdom where it is not de-
gerved. The American Forum has volun-
tagily publicized its own purposes -and
its own form -of control. It has listed its
governing committee containing only two
or three Communists of one faction. Tt
aims not at political action but at open
paolitical education under a form of man-
agement which I oppose but which is
none of the business of the Senate of the

(Turn to last page)
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FIVE CENTS

For some years now, the East German
Communists have been carrying on a
campaign of agitation against the re-
armament of West Germany. One of the
main charges which they have leveled

. concerns the appearance of former Nazi

-gfficers in positions of trost in the Aden-
auner government and military.

This has posed a-certain problem. The
charpes of the Communists are, often
enough, true, and anti-war socialists
share their opposition to militarism and
the rearmament of Western Germany.
But, as always, a crucial factor is left
out of the Communist propaganda: what
the Communists themselves are doing.

The current issue of Klarer Kurs, the
monthly organ. of the Young Socialists
of Germany, contains an interesting re-
port on this aspect of the situation by
Klaus Jelonneck.

Jelonneck beging his article with a
sarcastic question: “How fs it that a
People’s Democratic machine gun is dif-
ferent from a capitalist machine gun?

| THE AIM _OF THE YSL
The Young Sccialist league is @ democratic so-
clalist organization striving te aid in the basic
transformetion of this society info one whers the
means of production ond distribution shall be
collectively owned ond democraticelly managed.
The Y5L attemphs 1o moke the young workers and
. students, who form its orena of activity, conscious
of the need for organization direcled against copi-
talism and Stalinism

The YSL rejects the concept that state ownership
without demacratic contrals represents socialism; or
that socialism con be achisved without political
democracy, or through undemocratic means, or in
short in ony way other than the conscious active
participation of the pecple themselves in the build-
ing of the new secial order. The YSL orients to-
ward the working ctlass, a1 the cless which- is
capable of leading society fo the establishment of
sacialism. ~—From the Constitution of the YSL

EVERY WEEK—
Young Socialist
CHALLENGE

appears as a section in all
reqgular issues of Labor Action.
Published, and independently
edited, by the Young Socialist

League,
it is the only socialist youth
] weekly in the country.
] Pon't miss it!

Hitler’s Leftovers Fill
E. German Army Posts

An ‘Ode to the People's Army, by the
German Communist poet Max Zimmer-
ing, shows us the distinction: the Peo-
ple’'s Democratic Soldier is a friendly
fellow, his Panzeérs are nice wagons . .."”

HOLDOVERS FROM HITLER

The sarcasm, as Jelonneck develops
his article, appears to he merited. In
August of 1951, Clement Grotewohl an-
nounced, “There is no Hitler-general in
the East German Republic. We do not
believe that such spiritual pigmies can
gserve in our armies.”

However, it mast be compared with an
embaorrassing fact: that the East German
army includes Vincent Muller, Staff Chief
of the People’s Army and, under Hitler,
the Commander of the 17th Army;: Arno
von Lenski, the leoder of a motorized sec-
tion of the People’s Army, and the former
commander of a MNazi panzer division;
Walter Lottman, a panzer leader, and for-
mer commander of a Noxi panzer division;
Dr. Otte Karfes, Operational Chief of the
People's Army, and former commander of
an infantry division for Hitler; and Bern-
hard Bechler, an official in the People’s
Defense Ministry and a major under Hit
ler.

It is well known that the Communists
have used former faseists in their work;
the head of the Catholic Communist
movement in Poland, recently deposed
by Gomulka, was a leadmg Polish fas-
cist of the Thirties; but the East Ger-
man case has a particular interest. [t
comes as no surprise to socialists that
the East German rulers are enemies of
the people—with all of their use of the
word “People’s” — but it is ineredible
that, in the middle of a ¢ampaign against
West German militarism and its use of
former Nazis, the East Germans them-
selves are relying on former general of-
ficers of the Nazi army.

YSL NAC STATEMENT

On June 19 the YSL National Ac-
tion Committee adopted the following
statement in regard. to cerimin actions
of Comrade Tim Wohlforth for pub-
lication in Challenge:

“The YSL National Aection Com-
mittee has had its attention called to
the fact that at several recent public
meetings Comrade Wohlforth Tead
from a private political letter, illicit-
ly obtained, written by a member of
the SP-SDF, and that he did so with-
out the permission or authorization of
its author. The NAC regards this ac-
tion as réprehensible, and in contra-
diction to socialist morality, and
wishes it noted that Wohlforth's ac-
tion is without the authorization of
the NAC and in contradiction to the
position of the YSL on such actions.
The NAC therefore repudiates this
action.”

Ask Aid for Spanish
Students Fighting

Franco Regime

May &1, 1957
DeArR FRIEND:

The Spanish Couneil of the European
Movement has sent an urgent appeal to
Iberica for help in raising funds to aid
the university students of Spain who
have been imprisoned, fined and other-
wise penalized as a result of the student
demonstrations oceurring in Spain ear-
lier this year.

In January students of the University
of Barcelona went on strike in protest
against the denial of academic and other
freedoms. Students of other Spanish uni-
versities followed suit by staging similar
demonstrations,

Students suspected of involvement in
these demonstrations, or simply of dis-
senting from the official Falangist line,
were treated with brutality. In Barce-
lona students were mercilessly beaten
with bludgeons and rifle butts by armed
police and members of Franeo's guard,
called in from Madrid to help subdue
the unarmed students. At least one stu-

dent, Juan R. Masoliver, died as a re-
gult of a beating. Many have been im-
prisoned and are to be tried; several -
hundred have been fined or obliged to
pay their tuitions over again.

The Spanish Council is endeavoring to
raise a fund of $10,000 to send to Spain-
to be used to help these students. We
hope that friends of Spain here will con-
tribute a considerable portion of this
fund, and thereby show that these cour-
ageous students who have risked every-
thing in the name of freedom have not
been completely. abandoned by Ameri-
cans, who also believe in freedom,

NorMAN THOMAS ¥
Honorary Chairmun of TBERICA r

SALVADOR DE MADARIAGA F

Honorary Chairman of [BERICA

Chairman of the Spanish Council of the
European Movement

Please send contributions to [berics,
and make checks out to Ibewica Student
Fund,

News of student participation in the
revolutionary movement in Cuba recent-
ly reached the United States,

According to a New York Times dis-
patch, the summer session at the Uni-
versity of Havana has been canceled be-
cause of the political situation. The sum-
mer session has been held for six weeks
for the last sixteen years, but this year
the University Council was afraid of the
“yebellious attitude of a large group
of students.”

Thig is in line with the deeision an-
nounced last November, when the univer-
sity was shut down because of student
work in the movement against the Cuban
dictator, Fulgencio Batista.

Meanwhile, reports indicated that rev-
olutionary activity persisted throughout
Cuba. In Santiago de Cuba, posters ap-
peared announcing, “Viva Fidel Cas-
trol!” and “We have come down from
the Sierra Maestra to put these ‘up—
Come and Get Us.”

Santiago de Cuba is the uapltal of the
Oriente Province in Eastern Cuba, the
center of the activity against the dicta-
torship of Batista. Fidel Castro is the

Students in the Revolt
For Democracy in Cuba

leader of the guerrilla band which has
been carrying on action against the gov-
ernment forces for some months.

From scanty information which ean
be gained from reports in the American
press, the Castro movement appears to
be motivated by a desire to overthrow
the dictatorship and to establish a bour-
geois demoeracy in Cuba. Castro appar-
ently has support from sections of all
classes in Cuban society, from the work- -
ers as well as from the bourgeoisie. His
social program has not been made clear,
since his movement has been funetion-
ing underground, under conditions of
severe censorship, and because of the
national character of the revolutionary
forces, =

The current report from Havana on
the closing down of the university is one
more indication of the role which youth
has been playing in the Castro move-
ment. The students are a traditional
apurce of revolutionary unrest in Latin
American societies (indeed, they play &
role out of proportion to their social
weight in almost all backward aréas),
and they have been living up to their
past in Cuba, -

Greetings to the 3rd National Convention
f the Young Socialist League!
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LABOR AL .,ION

The Communist writer's break with the Com-
manist Party presents a test for the dissi-
dents inside the Stalinist movement and for ,

e critics outside of it. . ..

By H. W. BENSON

| When Howard Fast left the Communist
Party in February he “shook up .An}ex"maal
Qtalinism as much as any single dev:u:’mal’
could. His novels had circulated by the millions
in Russia: the party had counted him as one of
ity liferary treasures; he was a Stalin Peace
‘Prize recipient; and he was not just a fellow
traveler but a regular, official party member,
and had been so for fifteen years.

“Like thousands of others he had been deeply
shooked by the Stalin revelations and awaited a
gém:ine- turn to democracy in Russia with ex-
peetancy ; but he waited in vain. His turn was
définite and public.

‘Many others, in the party and out, dgplnred
Stalinism and suggested that perhaps it was
time to curb the dictatorship. But Fast made
a sharp break denouncing injustice, murdgr, _to-
talitarianism for what they are, proclaiming
his own personal dedication to the fight for de-

mocracy.

“He insisted that he remained a socialist, true
to his socialist convictions. Yet, like so many
ex'Stalinists who have been awakened to the
bare truths without warning, he is not only
shocked but perplexed. The Russian regime is
dictaterial, he-calls-out -with -no-evasion ;- its
pelicy has been anti-socialist; but in his view it
Temains “socialist,” a tragically dictatorial, to-
talitarian “socialism” that must become demo-
cratic and humanitarian.

' The cdse of Howard Fast, if we can turn him
$rom an individual into a symbol, puts all groups
#6 a test. Those who profess to abandon Stalin-
ism; and those who actually have; meetra forth-

right: repudiation of it -Will they ‘grapple- with:

Fast's arguments with some attempt at honesty,
or. will they react as in the past with Stalinist-
type-abuse?

4Arid” those who have always been anti-Sta-
linist- meet thé test of opportunity. Can' they
reecive those whose views.resemble his, recog-
-nige that they are breaking with-their Stalinist
péét, and call'upon theny to join in reconstruct-
igg"a powerful democratic socialist movement
in‘the United States. There aré hundreds; not as
ardiculate as Rast in his repudiation of Stalin-
jsmabut:as thoroughgoing.

On February 1, the N. Y, Times announced.

Fast’s break with the CP. Tt was there that the
party: first read-the news.
“THe' CP national eonvention was yet to come;

the: Daily Worker, not yet under the full pres- -

sure of a resurgent Fosterite faction, was calm
eneugh. It deplored his action but understood it
anid”expressed the hope that all could remain
friends.
FIRST PHASE

In the Worker on March 10, A. B. Magil re-
ported on his interview with Fast under the
head, “He Aflirms Socialist Beliefs but Severs
Communist Ties,” all in a friendly spirit. Where
Fast 'was repelled. by a record of unspeakahle
crimes, Magil noticed “shortcomings” which
Fast made too much of. i

“Clearly Howard Fast is deeply troubled,
éven bitter about some developments in the so-
cialist countries,” diagnosed Magil. “To this
writer it seems that he tends to magnify serious

FAST and

T CRIT

» shortcomings in the-Soviet Union and to see

them in a one-sided way, To criticize these
shortcomings, to urge changes-is one thing. But
doesn’t Fast overlook the fact that the'Soviet
system made the greatest and most fundamen-
tal change in history ... Itis this change that
world imperialism would like to reverse.”

It was only a trace of arhint of the old tone.

‘That was vet to come, blatantly from others.

Fast still felt compelled. to eredit the Com-
munist Party in the United: States with mak-
ing “contributions” —at -least, so Magil re-
ported. But this was a concession that could
hardly cancel out his open attack on the Rus-
sian regime.

Magil reported: "But more bitter than any-
thing else was his criticism of what he described

-as 'on- almest total lack of functioning democ-

racy in the Soviet Union.' Fast said, 'What we
witness in Russia is not democratic or humanist
socialism. It is totalitarian socialism. It is to say
exactly this—and to say it as forcefully as |
can—that | left the -party. There was no other
effective way | saw to protest this terrifying
distortion of all that socialism means to so
munv-l "

Fast told him too: “I can’t close my eyes to
the fact that a Russian writer who through his
writings had attempted to expose the very real

- abuset of demoeracy in his own country would

have had his work die stillborn. He himself, as
the record shows, would have either been dis-
graced, jailed or-even put to death.”

The future? Fast remains a socialist, he said.
“If at some future time a broad socialist move-
ment comes into existence in the U.S., I'd like
to be part of it. I plan to go on fighting with all
my strength. against perversions of democracy
here, of which there are no small number.”

~e
"LOATHING.- AND.DISGLST"

The editors of the Communist literary maga-
zine' Mainstrenm soon essayed a‘reply more in
the old-fashioned tone. As a concession to the
spirit of the times, they invited. Fast to explain

hig views in their:March: issue; which he did

in-a nine-page:statement entitled “My Deci-
sion.”

_ The Coramunist. Party, wrote Fast, “is com-
promised. to a, point. where it- can. ne: longer

make-any effective.contribution to-the-continu-

ing struggle for demﬁeracy_and soeial justice.”
. How. could. he have remained in the party
while the Russian repressions went on? He ex-
plains: I believed ,-as did ‘millions of men of
good Wwill, that the only truth about the Soviet
Union was the picture presented. by-friends of
the Soviet Union.”

But when “this unspeakable document’ ap-

-peared—mamely, ' the -Khrushchev “report—*I

was filled with loathing and disgust. 1 felt a

sense of unmitigated:mental nausea at the real-

ization that I.had supported. and defended. this
murderous bloodbath, and'I felt as so many did
then: a-semse of being a vietim of the most in-
credible swindle in modern times.”

And: "The dimensions of this horror were not
only. beyond anything we could have dreamed
of—but also beyond, far beyond, the worst ac-
cusations of the worst. enemies of the Soviet
Union.” And he will not be satisfied with a form-

al, gingerly, mechanical, passionless admission:
of past “errors."

The contempt he feéls for the new school of
apologists is expressed in one simple incident.
A French Communist intellectual wrote him a
bitter letter pointing out that the French CP
had asked for “a more complete theoretical ex-
planation of the serious wrongs attributed to
Comrade Stalin.” The Frenchman was indig-

nant that Fast remained unsatisfied, for “The:.

Soviet Communist Party then issued a state-
ment implying precisely this theoretical analy-
sis, a statement which forms.a decument of ma-
jor importanee to every militant of the working -
class:and which has enabled the-working-class.
parties to make a sound appraisal.ef the ideaa

already involved.”

To this incredible trash, Fast replies in just
three words, completely and adequately : “Heav-
en help us!” )

“THE DUTY. OF SOCIALISTS"

Fast is torn by the apparent paradox of.a-
“socialism’ that is totalitarian:

“In Russia we have socialism without de-
mocracy. We have socialism without trial by
jury, habeas corpus, or the right against self-
incrimination. . . . We have socialism without
civil liberty. We ‘have socialism without power
of recall of government. . . . Perhaps the cruel-
est and strangest development of history is the
appearance of socialism under the domination
of totalitarianism. And unless this is seen and
faced and dealt with by the Left, both Commu-
nists and Socialists, then the present agony of
mankind will -continue far longer than it has
to.)!

To those who claim that Russia is now at
least on the road to democracy he replies:
“Where jail or death is the price of criticism
directed at government, such claims are not
only false but even obscene.”

Where, he asks, is the duty of socialists now?
"l say that it lies with socialism . . . it does not
lie with the pretentious. dogmatism of Soviet
leadership, indicted not only for their acquies-
cence in the crimes of Stalin, but for their con-
tinuing record: of -intolerance . and dogmatic
bossism since the exposure. of those crimes.,"

Clearly, then, we have met a man who is not
a shamefaced critic, a near-apologist or a half-
apologist, but one who is ready to speak out his:
hatred for Stalinism, for totalitarian.dictator-
ship in all forms. And if he still leoks upon Rus-
sia as some form of socialism, albeit reactionary.
and totalitarian, this does not alter that funda-
mental fact,

BACK IN THE'GROOVE

“The éditors of Mainstream begin the :prooess-
of controlled and restrained vituperation.

“You admittedly knew nothing of all these

crimes, they reply, but neither did we or the
party; hew can you hold us responsible for
erimes and errors that were concealed from us?
Thus they take refuge in a cloak of common
ignorance. ' : "

But now they do know; Fast knows; he is:
sickened and horrified and he cries out in pro-
test as any decent man should. They, the editors
of Mainstream, know too; but they persist, with
their newly found knéwledge, in speaking as.
apologists-for the Stalinist-without-Stalin re-
gime of dictatorship.:That is' the ‘essential dif-
ference between them and Fast.

When Fast attacks dictatorship, they protest -
' that e only btings confusion "when the need to

.achieve some sort of working cooperation, if
not unity, is apparent to almoest all.” If they in-
sist upon unity as a substitute for criticism, it'is

~because~ theirs: is-a-unity which-endorses- the

very totalitarianism which Fast rejects.

If Fast denounces the murder of Jews in Rus-
gia, they reply that the Israeli government con-
fiscates opposition papers; if he protests against
the lack of demoeratic rights, they take refuge
in juridical irrelevancies and assumed igmor-
ance. “We are not competent to discuss this.”
But they claim to be quite competent to digcover
that the main enemy in Hungary was the 1. S,
Intelligence Service,

If Fast insists upon democracy and exposes
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Reaction of CP Hacks to Fast's Criticism Runs in the Old Groove . .. X

hypecrisy in Russia, they deplore his lack of
patience.

Their compendium of apologetics, irrelevan-
cies, and diversions concludes: "“we consider
his statement a disservice not simply to the
Communist Party, not just to the cause of s0-
¢ialism, but to the American progressne move-
ment as a whole."

The form is somewhat restrained but the
content rings famililarly.

°

CHORUS SINGS OUT

A month later Mainstream solicits comments
on the exchange with Fast.

Herbert Aptheker finds a lot to attack: he
denounces “reaction”™ in Hungary; he is merci-
less with British and French imperialism; co-
lonialism meets his wrath, in British Guiana,
Guatemala and Columbia. Franco Spain, West
Germany and Japan are exposed as citadels of
remilitarization. Naturally, he has little space
left to deal with Fast's stinging repudiation of
Russian dictatorship.

He is left only with this: in Russia “the real
masses, the vast majority of toilers are them-
‘selves building a new life, are deciding by their
own experience the most difficult problems of
socialist organization.” All this under the Stal-
in police dictatorship too ? Did the masses choose
that too by “themselves,” or was it foisted upon
them? Useless questions? Aptheker is Aptheker.
er.

Another writer, one of Mainstream’s contrib-
uting editors, concludes that Fast is guilty of
“desertion under fire,” which of course finishes
him off neatly. Thus the author need only add,
“T am not going to try to answer Mr. Fast's
attacks on the Soviet Union."”

Joseph Starobin, another commentator, is
careful to note that Fast “neither grew as a
writer nor gained as a man" while he was in
the party. An interesting literary and psycho-
logical observation that might be fitted into
something some time! “I have no sympathy for
the way the Soviet leaders have behaved,” he
writes; “their society should never have been

taken as the model for what we wish to build and
it is not that today. But Howard’s indictment is

as extravagant and oversimplified as his pas-
sion used to be.”

Bert Cochran, alone, shows understanding
and real sympathy : “Howard Fast's break with
Stalinism is the only way one should make this
kind of a break . . . straight from the shoulder,
clear-cut, and public. What has been so disturb-
ing about many of the post-20th Congress re-

. formations was their queasiness. . . . Fast's
statement has the earmarks of something per-
gonal, something deeply felt and sincerely
‘meant. That is why it deserves to be taken seri-
ously.”

~ APOLOGETICS AGAIN

Time passes. A month later, A. B. Magil re-
turns to the -scene with two articles in the
Worker (April:21 and 28).

‘The-first artiele:stalls along, expressing three

.columns of belated surprise that Fast should

“internal class enemies.”

find the CP “compromised.” Of course, Magil
adds, mistakes have been made, -even serious
ones, but we have acknowledged them. Why, he
asks blandly, draw such “drastic conclusions?”

By the following ‘week, Magil has supplied
the raw materials for a reply to his own, ques-
tion. He addresses himself to Fast’s criticism
of the Russian regime and we begin to hear,
more audibly than before, the voice of the apol-
ogist.

“It seems to me,'_’ he writes, “that Howard
Fast has become confused about who is the
enemy of mankind.* There follows the inevitas
ble thrust at imperialism—in France, in Brit-
ain, in the Near East, as though the crimes of
capitalism somehow mitigate those of Russian
dictatorship.

Yes, the enemies of mankind have been my-
riad. Is Stalinism perhaps one of them? Magil
hastens on without a reply.

He is amazed that Fast discovers soeialism
without democracy in Russia but his objection
has nothing in common with those like our-
selves who find no socialism in Russia. No!

Magil insists that Russia is socialist and there--

fore it must be democratic; no need to examine
the facts, no need to face Fast's indictment; for
“Isn't ‘socialism without democracy’ a contra-
diction in terms? When all the means of pro-
duction are taken away from a small group of
private big capitalists and landowners and con-
verted into public property, when the labor of
the workers ceases to be a source of private
gain for non-workers—isn’t this itself an enor-
mous democratic transformation?”

A curious reader might wonder: if demoe-
racy was inherent.in Russian *‘socialism,” why,
where, what was Stalinism? No place for it in
Magil's scheme.

There wasn’t and there isn't a trace of de-
mocracy in Stalinist Russia. Neither was there
socialism. The fact is that the means of pro-
duction were owned not by the “public” but by
the state, and the state in turn was controlled
by an exploiting bureaucracy.

‘When Fast exposes the lack of democracy,
Magil replies that the Soviet legal system “was
fashioned in bitter struggle against external and
That might have im-
pressed some of his friends three years age.
‘But now we know that the Stalinist legal system
was fashioned against workers, socialists, and
Communists, and thot under it more Commu-
nists were executed in Russia than in any other
country in the world.

Magil concludes: “Fast has tossed away the
compass of scientific socialist principles and is
steering by intuition.” If that were so we would
have to conclude ; a thousand times better Fast’s
intuition than Magil’s apologetics!

. ;

- FOSTER'S DIATRIBE

- Our last chapter begins on June 9 when Fast
released the text of his correspondence with
Russian writer Polevoi to the Times. 1t added
little to what Fast -had. a}ready expressed in
Mainstream,

But he was quickly castigated for going to
the bourgeois press,-by-none so sharply as Wil-
liam Z. Foster. His critics; however, were curi-
ously undisturbed when Khrushchev chose to
use the bourgeois-owned television industry to
present his defense of the policies of the Ruys-
sian digtatorship. Obwviously, the proscriptions
apply only to the enemies of Stalinism, not its
apologists!

If Fast chose to make his views known not
merely to the world of 7000 Daily Worker read-
ers but to the hundreds of thousands who read
the New York Times, who can blame him? His
break from Stalinism was not intended to be a
private act before a select circle but a public
declaration against tyranny.

Foster's diatribe against Fast, available for
inspection in the June 17 Daily Worker, is worth
attention only as a token of the public revival of
Stalinist methodolagy.

Fast expresses open horror at the Stakin’
revelations in strong words—but that is only
the beginning. Now he rejeets the Russian re-
gime because it remains totalitarian and dicta-
torial. Foster doesn’t waste time with z0 de-
cisive a point; he busies himself to explain that
Stalin’s erimes can be easily explained by ob-
Jective conditions,

But objective conditions, however potent, ean
only explain. It takes Foster to try to explain
away. And-when Fast protests against the eon-
tinuing supression of democracy in Russxa,
Foster hurls epithets: “slander”; “monstreus
distortion”; “playing directly into the hands of
the class enemy.”

*®

IN THEIR NAME

And so, we repeat, the case of Howard East
has become a test for all.

He left the Communist Parfy because ‘he
would not wait indefinitely for a fundamenfal
change and lost all hopes of a transition to de-
mocracy in Russia by the ruling regime. But
there are those who still remain inside the Gom-
munist Party in the hope of moving it toward
a democratic conception of socialism. The ledst
they can do, the very least, is to protest against
the defamation of the name of Howard Féat
and the Stalinist-type distortion of his views.

Fast writes and speaks in his own name; but
in his views he expresses the feelings of thou-
sands of others who have no way of putting
forth their opinions. They are horrified at what
existed in Russia and at the dictatorship that
still exists. They have left the Communist Party
or cease to sympathize with it. Despite every-
thing, Inwmr. ‘they imagine that'Russia is still
somehow “socialist." I#7is #o ‘them a terribile
form of "socialism." They want not that Eurl'
democratic snmlism These are the Hlnusg@ds
of radicals whe:are hmhhg-auuy from Stalin-
ism ar who have already broken from it. i

A militant socialist organization, worthy of
the name, would know how to take these people

.as8 they are.and channelize their energies, ahil-

ities and idealism in the ecommon cause of dem-
ocratie socialism. )

Italian Socialism in Crisis: Problems of Unity — —

[Continued: from page 2.

unions, or inte a new

“a]l-socialist"

CP) only covered up the real confusion
~and demcralization, which became ap-
porent ia the collapie.in the factories.

The future of the labor movement in
Ttaly, and the whole pelitical future of
the country, now depends on the manner
in which _the soeialist crisis is golng to

+be salved.

! Before Venice, Saragat's solution was
-t0 draw the PSI into the “Center coali-
tion"-and turn it into.a larger.edition of
the PSDI. -Teday, -this sclution -has be-

. come impossible, and Saragat’s aim has
.‘become -to split the PSI, to absorb its

.t rightowing and-to steritize-its left wing
-by pushing it into the arms of the CP.

On. the trade-union. level, this opera-

‘ t:mn involves the- breaking .up of - the

- nE-G'IL, ‘and the ‘inearperation .of  its so-

“free” trade’

~ciglist: elements inthe

union which would be a larger-edition of
the UIL.

It is hardly necessary-to.point out that
this type of solution is not unwelcome to
the CP leadership; moreaver, it would
bury all possibilities for a progressive
solution to the country’s problems for
years te come, by removing the socialist
movement as an independent factor from
the political scene.

Within the PSDI itself, Saragat's pelicy
is strongly opposed by the lefi-wing mi-
nority, which clready represents nearly
half of the party, It is the progress of this
minority which forced Sarage? te with-
draw from the Segni goversment.

His temporary spell in pppoutwn w;ll

enzhle hin ‘to und.ercut the left wing |n.

his_ewn party, and to make ‘overtures to
sthe rightawingers of ‘the :PSI, in'the:hope -

of pulling them out-¢f Nenni's party.

-The solution of the PSI.majority, on
the other hand, was to merge with the
P8DI and to break up the Christian-
Democratie Party, eventually absorbing
the latter's working-class and trade-
union wing. In the face of Saragat's at-
titude, a merger with the whole of the
PSDI has become increasingly unlikely.
The only way a united socialist party
can probably be established now is with-
out Saragat.

The coming congress of the PSDI awill
solve the hmatter one way or another:
either the.left wing conquers the party

.and Saragat leaves, or the left-wing

leaves and merges with the PSI.
A  united -socialist party (assembling

the:former [PSI, USI, PSDI, Left and

Unita PﬁMMl could then make.an gfv
fectwe»gp‘peal fo "the Catholic workers,

with fair-ehances to split Christian<De-
mocracy along -class lines. It would also

‘be..in .4 position to propose a pol:cy “for

all workers and peasants; that is to Vs
it could ecaryy the debate on sociajist
poliey -right into the midst of the €P
and could open-a new phase in the e,r.ipm
of Stalinism. i
Such a poliey, however, involyes a
fundamental change in approach. The
party would-have to be reorganized frgm
the bottom up; it would have to'be bagsed
on -effective local sections, functionigig
as permanent- councils of workers -apd
peasants, capable of acting effectivgly
bath on small daily- matters and on. mgt-
ters of general policy. -
For a disorganized and confused jrauty.
as the PSI is today, this quh.lm;nm

)

_task, hut.a start has fo be

‘where.
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‘Mao Challenging Moscow?——

: {Continued from page 1)

public knowledge to make possible the
explanation of a number of hypotheses
on it,

One gtriking aspect of the Mao state-
ment is its implied eriticism of and hence
challenge to the Russian leadership of
the world Communist movement., It
should be born in mind that at the time
of the Hungarian Revolution, the Chi-
nese Communists backed the Russian
inter *ention to the hilt. Further, that

. after the 20th Congress of the CPSU,
and Khrushchev’s famous speech on Sta-
. lin,.the Chinese party took a dim view
of the “downgrading” of Stalin and all

that this invelved in an attempt to “lib-

gralize" the totalitarian regime in Ru-
gia,
Now, just a few months later, Mao
— geems to have reversed the engines. The
Hungarian Revolution is pointed to,
though in guarded tones, not so much as
~an ‘example of capitalist intervention
into the internal affairs of Hungary, as
a popular reaction to the attempt by the
*~ Hungarian and Russian leaderships to
vesolve the contradictions hetween the
Hungarian people and their masters by
foree and repression. Throughout the
- whole speech, the “self-eriticism” of re-
ﬁresswe means used by the Chinese Sta-
linists in the consolidation of their own
power can be taken as a stinging re-
buke to the three decades through which
the. Russian bureaucracy has ruled by
terror in varying degrees,

STIRRING THE WATERS

Furthermore, the whole question of
the degree of eriticiam, independence and
opposition which should be tolerated by
a Communist regime is still a subject of
the most lively debate among leaderships
of the wvarious Communist-controled
countries. This debate is not an intels
lectual exeércise, but a form of the mut-
ed but intense struggle which continues
within each Communist country, as well
as among their leaderships, and espe-
cially between them and the Big Brother
in Moscow.

Moo, whose government lined up solid-

ly with the Russian hangmen of the Hun-
garian Revolution as long as that revolu-
tion was threatening to overthrow the
Stalinist system itself, new stands back
ond casts a stick of dynamite into the tur-
bulent waters of the struggle for pesition
ond power in.the Stalinist world,

One reason suggested is a strugpgle
within the Chinese leadership, in which
one could speculate that Mao and Chou
En-lai represent rival factions. The only
evidenee which might point to such a
conclusion is that Chou was the most
prominent spnkeqman of the line of sups
porting Russia in its suppression of the
Hungarian Revolution, and pressed this
line partienlarly strongly in Poland
when it was highly unpopular there,

Though such a possibility is not ex-
cluded, its existence remains purely spec-
ulative. Whether there are actual fac-
tions in the Chinese leadership or not,
however, everything we know about the
Stalimist svstem points to the wvirtual
certainty that there are differing poli-
cies put forward on how best to deal with
the discontent and disaffection among
the masses which is constantly bred by
the system.

CONTROLLED CONCESSION

Chou’s approach has ong big advan-
tage over thé usual Communist *apti-
bureaucratism™ drive. In Russia and In
other Stalinist countries, the lower levels
of the bureaucracy, who are under the
greatest day-to-day pressure from the
masses, are also forced to bear the brunt
and be the scapegoats of the higher bu-
reaucracy’s constant drive for more pro-
duction at the expense of more sacri-
fices by the masses.
built-in feature of a social system, it
goes under the-term exploitation.) Since
criticism of the system itself, as well as
of the party leadership, is excluded, the
sergeants and captains of the bureauc-
racy know that it is they who will have
t¢ bear the blame when mass resistance
elows down production, or forces the tops
to sacrifice a few underlings to try to
deflect mass discontent.

Chou's formulation takes a little bit

SPOTLIGHT

(When this is a -

{Continued from page 1)

So, impelled by these motives, these
American Jewish spokesmen, in a dele-
gation led by President Irving Engel,
are pressing Israel to take a certain step
whick can also be a step townrd Jewish-
Arab amify. And therefore one must
especially wish them well in the attempt.

‘The issue is Israelis Nationality Act,
which’ is the only law on Israel’s books
which formally, openly and juridically

_ discriminates against non-Jews in te
very language of the measure itself

4 {rather-than merely in practice, intent,
and administration).

+ . Aceording to this law, any Jew, from

* amywhere, ean become a full Ieraeli citi-
zen immediately and automatically as

- goen as he steps on Israeli soil, and

~ -wwen retain dual citizenship in his for-
mer country to boot; whereas anyone
else, including an Arab who has lived
on the soil all his life, and whose an-
cestors have lived in the land since long

before Zionism was invented, iz burden-
ed with a list of conditions to be met
before citizenship can be granted. More-
over, such citizenship can be indefintely
withheld administratively on all sorts of
grounds; and dual ctizenship iz forbid-
den,

Now the AJC, and mno doubt most
Amercan Jews, and possibly even a great

many American Zionists, look upon this ”
racist-type law as a ‘sad mistake; above

all, because they do not want any equivo-
cation about “dual loyaity” to taint the
respectability of their status here,
through no fault of their own. But more
important is the need to chanse and give
up the anti-Arab impact of this discrim-
ination.

A change here would only be a possible:

first step; but the road out of the im-
passe in the Middle East is going to be-
gin with “first steps,” by both sides.

Here's to this one, as far as Irael's
side is concerned.

Thomas on American Fofum—

[Continued from page 4)
United States unless that body or its
. eommittee aspires at leng range to ape
communism itself in control of the
thought and speech of free men. Its in-
vestigation can learn nothing new that
the Forum hasn't told except as its in-
- westigators may strive to create terrors
to fan the dying flames of MeCarthyism.
Legislation—which is the legitimate con-
¢ern of a Senate tragically behind in le-
gitimate legislation—banning this Forum
by fiat would not stand up before any
court. The inguiry necessary will tend
- only to besmirch individuals and con-
- fuse thinking about the meaning and
" walue of freedoms guaranteed by cur
8ill of Rights.
* -If the Seénate -of the United States
really: believes in eongressional "investi-

gation as a cure for subversive tenden-
cies, not only in thought but in action,
let it investigate the open defiance of
the Supreme Court decisions on integra-
tion; the shame of repeated acquittals by
all-white juries of men who by violence
persecute their Negro. neighbors; and
the role-of White Citizens Councils. In
such an investigation Senator Eastland
would be among the chief of the investi-
gated rather than chairman (by grace
of the Demoeratic Party) of an inquisi-
torial inquiry inte the opinions of other
men—men who are today defying no
courts and challenging none of our basic
rights. Benator Eastland and his Party
should hear from liberty-loving "Awmeri-
cans, The answer to error in thé Ameri-
can Forum is a truth alien to Eastland.

Norsan THOMAS

of the pressure, in theory at least, off
the backs of the lower bureaucracy. At
least, it may be calculated to do this. As

Jong as “the discussion of the “contra-

dictions™ ¢an be carefully channeled and
controlled by the party, it permits every
bureaucrat to explain to the masses that
their hard lot is not due to inéfficiency,
or abuses, or indifference by the bureau-
crats to their lot, but due to inevitable
and stubborn “contradictions” to.which
they must reconcile themselves,

Of course, its great danger is that the
mosses may refuse to accept these contra-
dictions as inevitable, and to recognize
that they are part of a social relation-
ship which is man-made and_hence can_be
chonged by men. As a matter of fact, this
is precisely what o few courageous indi-
viduals hove asserted in the discussion
opened by Mao's speech. Quick to recog-
nize the danger, the Communist Party, with
all the means of communication and prop-
aganda, has been mobilized fo attack and
seek to discredit those who have dared
raise foo high the sights of their- :riﬁcul
weapons,

SATELLITES REACT . e

In the rest of the Communist world, the
reactions have been varied. In his fa-
mous TV interview, Khrushchev denied
that there are any contradictions be-
tween the leadership and the masses ing
Russia, It is significant that this section
of the interview was deleted from the
version printed in Russia. It would ap-
pear that even the necessity of denying
that such contradictions exist- was con-
sidered too dangerous for Russians too
think about.

The Czech Communist Party, which is
seeking to follow a “hard” line against
all doubters and dissenters in Czecho-
slovakia, has repudiated Mao’s doctrine.
At a recent meeting of their Central
Committee, leading members asserted
that although free discussion and ex-
change of opinions may be all right for
China, it will not be tulerabed in Czecho-
slovakia.

The explanation for this difference be-
tween the two countries appears to have
been along the lines that’ while the Chi-
nese bourgeoisie is a loyal part of the
Chinese system, Czechoslovakia® stands
on the borders of the capitalist world,
and hence cannot afford the expression
of alien ideas. Since all opposition and
demand for democracy iz equated with
“hourgeois ideclogy,” this is the general
cover under which the suppression of all
dissent is justified.

In Poland, Mao’s speech was hailed by
the Gomulka tendency and’ demoecratic
elements to the left of it as a much
needed sign of support for their contin-
uing struggle. Though it may be purely
eoincidental, it is not without interest
that just as Gomulka reéturned from
Mozcow where one of the things he at-
tempted to do was to p:et payment for
some of the free gervices Russiz had
extorted from Poland after the war, in
China General Lung Yun, viceé chairman’
of the National Defense Committee,
made a speech demanding reimbursement
by Russia for industrial équipment loot- -
ed from Manchuria right after-Werld
‘War II, and for some share of the ex-
penses ineurred in the Korean war. Al-
though Lung was immediately denounc-
eed by the official press as a “right devia-
tionist,” it will be interesting to. see
whether he is purged from ‘the high
post he now oceupies. .

At the moment, Mao's speech and Hre
opening of limited discussion which fol-
lowed it may be regarded most likely as
an attempt to deal with the internal pres-
sures against the regime, while af the
same-time noiling down onother stake-in
the Chinete leadership’s claim to Indepen-
dence and real equality with the Russions
in the Communist world.

Whether it will succeed in both re-
spects or not depends on many factors.
Chief among them is the degree to which
the political ferment evident in the rest

of the Communist wnrldsapmentm
China also,

After all, Chop has spoken of the rope
in the house of the hanged.

The Independent Socialist Lecgue stands for
gociolist democracy and agoinst the two systems of
exploitation which now divide the world: capiiak
|=m and Stalinism,

Capitalisin cannot be reformed or “beﬂ:ll:ﬂl
by any Foir Deal or other deal. 30 as to give the
people freedom, abundance, security or peocs. I
must be cbolished and replaced by @ new social
system, in which the people own and conirol tha
besic sectors of the economy, democratically cond
trolling their own economic and polifical destinies.

Stalinism, in Russia and wherever it holds pow=
er, 5 o brutol tolalitarionism—a new form of
exploitation. Its agents in every country, the Com-
munist Parties, are unrelenting enemies of soziol-
jsm and have nothing in common with sociolism—
which cannot exist without effective demccretie
control by the people.

These two camps of capitalism and Stalinism are
fodoy ot each other’s throats in a*worldwide im-
perialist rivalry for domination. This struggle con
only lead to the mest frightrul war in history so
long as the people leava the capitalist and Stalinist
rulers in power. Indepeadent Sosialism stands for
building and strengthening the Third Camp of the
peaple ogainst both war blocs.

The IS, os o Mamist movement, looks te tha
working cloxs and its ever-present struggle as the
basic progressive force in saciety. The ISL is ory
gonized to spread the jdegs of sociolism in ha
labor movement and amang all other sections of
the people.

At the same fime, Indepandent Socialists pcrﬂ:i-
paté actively in every struggle fo better tha peo--
ple’s lot now, such as the fight for higher livi
standards, ‘against Jim Crow and anti-Semitism, in
defense ef civil liberties and- the trade-union move:
ment. We seek to join together with cll other
militants in the labor movement os a left force
working for the farmation of an independent labor
party and othar progressive policies

The fight for demecracy and the fight for: social:
ism are inseparable. Thers can be no lasting and
genuine democracy without sociolism, and thers
can be no socialism without demacracy. To enroll
under this banner, join the Independent Secictist

Lespusl

HANDY WAY TO SUBSCRIBE

LABOR ACTION ot
174 West 14 Street, N. Y. C.
Please enter my subseription: ,
[0 1year at$2. [J 6 monthsat §1. .
O] Payment enclosed. [J Billme .
[0 New sub. [J Renewal.. - -

B AR AR A BEE RS R Rt kR R n s BRR IR R RRR Y rd s RRS A A RERE

NAME: (please print)
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[T pewssasanny

Get Acquainted!

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

O 1 want more informatien about -
the ideas of Tndependent.Social--.
ism and the ISL.

O 1 want to join the ISL.-
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