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He'd Better Be bﬁ-‘Time.
i . Too, or Joe'll Be Mad

. Last weel’s score-card onL McCarthy:
- April: 11; .MeGCarthy sends MSA Di-
rector Stadsen a publie letter- telling him
to get-on the ball and anneunece to the
world .that ‘the U.-3. :government will
P favor. any -shipowners who agree not to
ship .matériais. to China.

.Next day Stassen replied: “Dear Joe.
Thank you for your thoughtful and co-
operative-letter of April 11 ... I will
be pleased.to go over the information
‘winch ‘yor- ha'w—mth you to see how we
cpn beat worlkstogether -, . .- could stop
L. in te.see~you Monday _afbemnson -abont
i £ o'cloce , T =
' " That-is, B McCarthy Isu'l bny lra.llsuc'l-
ing busimess with-soine ombassador,

B

Secretary of, and in,
A State of Panic

- Secretary. of State Dulles was testi-
fying . before the. House Appropriations
subcommittee. Talk came arpund te the
Voice of  Aimerica. {see articte in this
issue,):

Rep. Pma&m {D-Ga.}: “Doesn't it seem
to you that ‘the attacks on the program
fof the Voice] have. reached the point
where they <have seriocusly-impaired its

s

'I 1'\.'I:II.. ' ..'

e have doie iboursélvest we have aided
an& abetted the .Russisns by -attacking
- -and-condémuing dui own program. Now

¢het it “has. béen dragged- throagh the-

muad; I'm wondering “just what can be .
done’ to make it effective.”
Dolics Hnru!ug burriedly té Commitiee
Chalruae Clif Cievenger): “I'm sorry, but
§ witi have fo he excused. | hove a very
lmpoﬂuaf engogement.” -
. Preston: “You can’t be. doing anything
- more important. than 1o meet with this
- committee. We are discussing your bud
get” . 7
| ‘Dudies: “I have spent five hours today
mhm in Congzess,” .
| Preaton: “You dxdn’t spend them with
ns.,"—
Dulles: “No but I-have spent-an hour
wﬂh you,.dnd I 'have an-extremely im-
--portant. theeting ‘with other Cabinet of-
- ficees that-I'must.get to. If you want-to
talk more sbout the Voice of- America,
T beglad to come. back, dlthough -there
_-are other people who know. more -about
-ﬂaatthanI do..." .
- . " Pregiov: “Yes,- but you are secretary
i & . o;E_stat&and the program is part. of your
: Dulles: “Bl.rt. I have no control over the
- pctivities’ you ‘referred to. If you ‘think
" they are inimicsl to the Voice and if you
- heve pomplaints-on that score, there are
- other places. to-make them than to me.”
- Pregton: *“That ’ isn't. answering my
+ o cquestions” . :
: Dutles lpicking up: his hat and briefcase,
sedded- to- chairman Cle\rengarl "'I'lumk
: A ¥ery much,.1 must jeave now."”
g i oo A [ha VYT eame back,
R pieety

aséfainesst It seems that-way to me: And.

By GORDON HASKELL

‘Two events have pointed up the
administration’s trend of thought
in foreign policy matters. One was
a “‘trial balloon” let up by -Secre-
tary of State Dulles, and the other
was testimony given by the same
Dulles before the House Appropri-
ations Subcominittee on March 18.
Although the latter statement is
over & month old, its text has been

--re¢leased-to-the press-only recently.

The trial balloon was let-up at a
small off-the-record luncheon given
by “a high administration source”
for a-select group of reporters.

DuIIeS Gets Pushed from Bad to Worse: 8 :
Hard’ Line on Asia Peace Deal,
crapping of Point 4 Program

The moment its contents appeared
in print, they were denied as “with-
out foundation in fact” by a White
House spokesman.” A day later,
however, it lesked out that the
“high administration source” to
whom these views had heen at-
tributed was actually Duilles, and
even the admmlstratmn has not
been brazen enough to deny it.
Dulles told the reporters that an over-
all peaée in- Asia, if peace comes, iz go-
-ing= 40+ e more ~embsrrassing —to this -

countyy= than te Russiz. .He went on to
say that the administration might be
willing to aceept a division of Korea
at the narrow waist of the peninsula,
about 90 miles above the present hattle-

-~

By WALTER JASON
Once again powerful strata of .the Re-
publican Party exercised a decisive in-
fluence on foreign policy at a eritical
jmacture in the development of a breath-
ing-spell in the cold war between Stalin-
ism._and American capitalism, and the

Bigenhower administration repudiated its’

+own leading spokesman in foreign affairs.
The repudiaction of fhe views of John
Foster Dulles, secrgtary of state, regard-
ing negotiafions and possible ftermx of
settiement of the Koreun war and the Far
East erisis was a sharper rebuke than Dean
Acheson ‘ever soffered of the honmds of
Congress, and Dolles discreetly retired for
a few days from the Washington scene,
Nor has the shock of this event en-
.abled” the Washington press, inctuding
the - conservative New York Times, to
catch its breath and.ask: What is going
on in-this -country? JFust what kind. of
an administration is.the Eisenhower
T -
" Presidefit Eisenhower’s action in call-
ing off his weekly press conference and
goingtoGeorg-miarawekofgolf
wasn't- caleulated: to_assist the press in
answering its queries, or in easing the
anxiety of the Western world which has
been watching the spectacle in Washing-
ton with incredulous astonishment.:

SPOON-FEEDING

Whai, happened-' i Washington last

week does seem -jncredible anless. one
grasps the dilemxmag- of the E:senhower
administration. -

On April 4, In typleal Washington fosh-
ion. Johu Foster Dulles heid an off-the-
record briefing conference with the most

responyible and influential members of the -
press. awd radie. The purpose was #o ex---

pigin American-paicy on the curcent erisls
and o begin do spoon-feed the Americon

US. Is Doing a Good Job
——0f Isolating Itself

p_ ; "Z 'ﬂf:".:%‘f ;:-“4-’ f'f'.‘#-'r:t"{'

[IS[NIIO WER AND THE
"‘WILD M[N OF THE RIGHT’

Brazil: Yargas' Hypnosis Is Waning

The Heroes of fhe Warsaw Ghetfo

R

. sents the whole of China, and would stop

people for a turn in their thinking. I+ may
well be necessary to “'coexist” with Stalin-
ism_for quite a few years, and. this calls
for some odinstments. In addition, o wor-

frightened world may  well insist on a-

breathing-spell in the drive toward ofl-
out world war,

things, that a settlement in Korea which
put America 30 miles north of the cur-
rent batile lines would be OK; that For-
mosa may end wp as an independent en-
tity or perhaps under. a irusteeship of
the United Nations; that patt of any
general settlement would be z demand
that the Stalinists cease-fire in Indo- .
China, and other ideas along these gen-
eral lines.

Besides, there was nothihg hard and
fast in these ideas; they-were just gen-
eral outlines of a possible policy. -After

all, maybe the Stalinists mizht not want .
perhaps -

to retreat another-90 miles;
" iTurs ta lost pagel.

Dutles told the conference, among other

" gaining position” in the Far East.
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lines. The United States would seek to
include Indo-China and Malasya in any

===

over-all settlement, this presumably. Ll
meaning ihat the Anmerican government .
would seek a pledge from the Russiang -
and Chinese to stop any aid to the; 3
Vietminh movement in Inde China and

;.'_ ) '"‘"""-rn.l-

to the guerrillas in Malaya.

Further the United. States would be -
willing te accept the idea of an inde="
pendent Formosza, possibly as a United: @ &
Nations trusteeship. This would obvi-- | 0 U
ously involve an agreement by the - 4
Chinese Stalinists to give up their elaitng: = |
-to-the istand, Whilémfe#nm the United—
Statés “world” give up''the fiétion ‘that ;
Chiang . Kai-shek's government repre- = A

arming it for raids or other offensive |
action against the Chinese mainland. = I

No sconer was the balloon released, oy
then it was under heavy attock by Seme-
tor Knowland, the rest- of the China
Lobby, and the whole right wing of the
Republican Party. From their clamor the
fact emerges thal these gentlomen will e
be satisfied with nothing short of all-out .
war in the Orlent. At the very least it is “_ﬁ% .
clear that the kind of "seitiement” to .
which they ospire could not possibly be
achieved short-of such o war.

PULLES' FEELER L

The administration’s feeler is being =
denounced as. & betrayal of Chiang Kai-. — &
ghek and the Syngman Rhee government -
of South Korea. A moment’s reflectioni, -
however, shows that the terms- cutiinad
by Dulles are probably far harsher-tha#
anything which would he accepted by the =0°
Chinese and Russian Stalinistz as a basis '
of a. settlement of the struggle inm that
area, even a temporary one, They- prob-
ably exceed what the United Nations al-
lies (with the exception of France) -
would be willing to demand. At the very
ieast, they are at the outer border of -
what could be conceived of as a *bar-
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On this basis, the Chinese and Nortk
Koreans- would be -expected to give up
what 'the ‘United Nations bave mot been - -
. able to win in war. They wonld have to
accept- a  North Korea which is nothing
but a territorial buffer strip while South -

ATurn to fast pagel
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the anti- me ccmmﬂees work, -

Antl-f'mm Ralhes nNY,

NEW "TORK, April l&-Celebruhnq the dnnrverscry of the Spanish npublle the |

. Committes to.Defend Framco’s Labor Victims end the International League - for” ¢

the Rights of Man held a well-attended public meeting last night which was
especially nctewerthy for the wide expressions of sympathy and support which -
were put before It.-Next week's LAROR ACTION will carry o fuil report on i
On the Monday before, the picket line before the Spanish Government Toafrisf'
Office took-place in a pauring rain, which reduced it fo-foken sh.S the next day,

the second.picketing was monned by abeut. 35 in the cold weather.

Hessuges and - speeches to the- publlc meeting -on Wedaesdcy eveniag ot
Freedom ‘Mouse sbowed that there has been an Fmportant increase in supporf to’

;.‘
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. principles-was con

‘By PETE SARMS

CHICAGO, Aprll 14—-The Midwestern
CIO Organizing Committee has been dis-
solved!

The organizing comittee was set up in
May of last year in order to get back
iate the CIO fold those plants which
were represented by Stalinist-dominated
mnions such as the independent United
Electrical Workers (UE), whose farm-
equipment section (FE-UE) is a com-
petitor of the United Auto Workers

(CIQ) agricultural-implement division.

The facts show, unfortunctely, that the
committee's compuaign has been virtuaily
a total flop. The money ond organizers
for its work came from all parts of the
€i0.
~ What put the finishing touch .to the
rout was the result of the election at the
West Pullman works of International
Harvester, on the South Side of Chicago.
It was the third case in six months in
which the UAW-CIO suffered defeat at
the hands of the FE-UE.

This defeat was especially painful be-
cause it took place despite the fact that

~ the UE had met with a humiliating de-

feat in ity 1952 strike, when the company
wrote its own contract and the FE signed
it. The. FE leaders also swallowed the dis-
charge of over 50 key militants, at the
gdme time,

Also shown is the fact that the craft
unions were on the ascendency. Here is
the tobalation:

Main production and maintenance
workerg:—FE beat the UAW with 1277
votes te 573, with 52 wvotes for “No
union.” {Number voting 1914, out oT
2237 eligible.)

Tool and die makers and mach zmsts —
FE topped, with 84 votes to 76 for the
AFL’s International Association of Ma-
¢hinists, the TUAW trailing third with
54 votes. A runoff will be neceszary bei-
ween the two highest, FE and IAM.
(Number voting 220, out of 230 eligible.)}

Pipefitters, steamfitiers,
AFL 13 votes, FE 3, UAW none.

Corpenters:—AFL Carpenters 9, FE
4, No Union 1; no votes for the UAW,

Milluwrights:—FE 18, AFL Carpenters
12, TAM 3, UAW 1, No Union 1. Runoff
necessary between FE and AFL Car-
penters.

This report shows severa!l things. The

. AFL was successful in carving ouf several

ecraft units and delivering a blow at an
industrial union, Within the AFL the fight
goes on between the Carpenters and the
1AM over representation of the mill-
wiights, The UAWSCIO wes painfully
beaten in every single election in spite
of the fact that it wos the. UAW which
was the petitioner,

Jtellato About-Faces on Local Democracy

DETROIT, April 13—LABOR ACTION’S
-analys_{s of Carl Stellafa, president of the

_Jarge Ford Local 600 of'the United Auto

‘orkers, as_a man who has mo firm
Me proposed to the Executive Board of
the local that the April 12 membership
meeting be asked to approve the holding
of biannusal elecfions at the Rouge plant
instead of annual elections.

At the AHantic City convention of ﬂle
PAW, the Ford delegotes vofed against
the constlfutional proposal for bionnual
elections. "Alt thelr speeches were along
the lines of preserving locat democracy.
Speaker after speaker rose to stress the
necessity of preserving democracy.

But no sooner did they get home they
changed their tune.

- Ford Facts {the Local's organ) of

to the new trial procedure established
by the United Aute Workers conven-
tion in Atlantic City—a procedure
whereby “Stalinists who run for offices
or hold appeintive positions in the union

-gan be tried and expeiled from the union

—hag come in Chicago, in Local 453.
wHitHard - Eilis, « business agent, an-

‘nounced to the press that he huas resigned
- from fthe Communist Party. This wili re-
{isve the -Internctional mnion of a Jough

administrative problem, ond no doubt they

- are breathing o sigh of relief.

If Eliis had not taken this step, 2 head-

~.on fight with this fairly large amalga-
" mated union would have produced no
" better results than the UAW leadership
-was abie to get when Ford Local 600

was taken over.

The Chicage Daily News, lepmtmg
the mews item, carried an interesting
statement by the plant wmanagement
which kad dealt with Eillis:

L4Stowell €. Wasson, plant manager
of the National Malleable & Steel Cast-
ifgs Company, . . -manufacturing arma-
maent for the armed forces, said: ‘Ellis,

™

-' WEEK by WEEK . . .

LABOR ACTIQN screens -and analyzes

the week's news, duscasses the . cur-.

_rent:-problems of fabor and soclalism,
gives you information you can't find
anywhere else.

A sub is only $2.a year!.

rmed this week when -

April 4 announced also that the mem-
bership meeting will take up the ques-
tion of the length of the term of lccal
officers, but nothing was said in i
that indieated what course the ledi
would foilow.

If the Ford loca! odopts Shlluu s rec-
‘omniendation, i+ will be a real blow ta
thase In UAW who-wish to preserve the
eannual local’ union electfons. Now that
the convention has left i+ up to the local
unions to decide, local after lecel will
be.tald: Ford 600 is doing it, why den't

é ship

“you?

All the locals will be under greater
pressore to institute two-year terms.
What- was defeated at two past conven-
tions may become an accomplished fact
in this way, and Stellato, in this ecase,
would not be among the least responsible.

UAW Purge Rule Moves (Per to Resign
~.By- KEN HILLYER i
" GHICAGO, April 12—The first reaction

with whom I have negotiated for eight
vears, always has been truthful. He's
never interfered with  production.
Thoogh he's a militant union man and
fights hard for what he thinks is correct,
his philosophy has been, ““We must have
preduction in order to pay high wages.”
I trusted him to the extent of never
keeping him outside the plants, though

we're manufacturing material for the

armed forees."”

Need any more be said about the
Stalinist line of conduet in the union?
During the last war, union militants were
finpered and fired for the slightest show
of resistance against this companys at-
tacks.

pluwm be-rs,:—\

jssue-

{0's Midwest Committee Gives Up Against (P

Shortly after this election, the UAW
announced its withdrawal from the bal-
lot in an election at Harvester’s Farmall
plant in Rock Island, Illinois:”

To top it all: during the year of the
existence of the Midwestern CIO Organ-
izing Committee, the largest loeal of the

CI(Q’s electrical workers union (IUE-.

C10), in the Honeywell plant at’ Minne-
apolis, left'the CIO to go to the AFL!—
and to ge into the Teamsters, at that:

NOT EQUIPPED

The CIO has simply not been equippad
to fizht the Stalimists. The people it has
entrusted with the organizational drives
de not understand what they are wp
agdinst in the case of the Stalinists’ po-
litieal meethods, They are helpless against
the latter’s propaganda, even though it
is largely built around outright lies. The
initiative in every situation has been
taken by the FE-UE, and the TIO has
always been on the detfensive.

The CIO has not heen able to appeal
successfully to the Neguro workers, on the
basis of iis line: The pheny CP line di-
rected to the Negtn workers could not
be successfully opposed by people who
have no understandine of the politieal
flipflops of Stalimist policy.

[Lagor AcTION' has on several occa-
sions’ discussed the mistakes .and inade-
quacies_of the CI0O's attempis to counter
the FE-UE, from 1949 on. For 1962, se¢
issue of Dee. 1; for 1950, issues of Jan,
9, May 8, Sent. 4 and 25, Nov. 13; for
1949, issues of Feb, 28, May 30.—-+ED.]

Walter Reuther's
‘Conspiracy’

There was an interesting, and unwithing,

sidelight cast at the UAW-CIQ convention,
Just keld in Atlantic City, on the current
hue and cry raised by witchhunfers to
make the use of an assumed nome eguiva«
lent to evidence of “subversive consplrs
a:y.l. .
At the UAW convention, James B.
Carey, secretary-treasurer of the CIO
and head of the CIO electrical workers
union, greeted the delegates with a talk
in which he told fhe folowing story
about Walter Reuther, who is now pres-
ident of both the UAW and the GIO:
“Walter came awfully close to being
hounced out of his own convention, the

very first UAW convention which was

held in South Bend, Ind.,, in 1936,
Carey related.

“Walter, as I reecall, wasn't even

seated on the first day of that conven-

tion, He went to South Bend as a dele-
gate from Local 86 and mformed the
Credentials Committee that he had work-
ed at the Turnstedt plant in Detroit.
Somehow a protest was raised against
his being' seated because ne one had
ever heard of a Walter. Reuther at the
Turnstedt plant.-

“The Credentials Committee held a
hearing,. and then the facts came out.
Walter had indeed worked at the Turn-
stedt plant but under an alias. The Cre-
dentials Coramittee delicately called it 'an
assumed name. . . .

"There was a sound reason, of course
for Walter's using an ‘assumed name’ on
his job at Turastedt, Walter was black-
listed, as weFe many other active uniom-
ists in ¢the auto industry at that time. If
he had use his own name, planf gates
would have been slommed_in his face from.
one end of Detfroit to another.”

o In the language of certain apolo-
giste of witchhunt methods today: this
made Reuther a “conspirator.”

EECTEETE Two Weeks to Go!

TOETTIEAY

We - Make It——If the Pace Hoids

Box Score

Quota Puid %
TOTAL- 11,500 .?QﬁZ.OO 48.7°
Streator ... 25 g 30 120
Oregon ... BU 50 _ 100
8t Lowis .. 25 25 100
‘Detroit v 500 455 91
SYL .. 1,250 1092 ° 273
Pijtsburgh ... 150 112 74.6
Chicago .......... 1,800 1316 431
Cleveland ...... 200 144 T2
Reading ... 50 35 70
New York ... 4,000 2756 638.9
General .......... 1,075 681 63
%land .......... 500 295 6o
Los Angeles ... 600 352 B8.6
Ruffale ... 650 245 53
Philadelphia .. 250 129 \ bl.6
Newark ... 250 43 24
Seattle ..ooeeee. . 200 32 16
Akron ..o 50 .0 0
Indiana ... 75 0* 0
\ V4

Independent Socialist League
114 "West 14 Street :
. New York 11, New York

ISL 1953 Fund Drive.

E’nclosed I8 B i e e 08 Y contﬁbatwn to -the

(Make checks payable to Albert Gates)

By ALBERT GATES -
Fun& Drive Pirector =

"If the present rate of contr}butmns
continnes to the end of the drive there
is no deubt that the campaign will end
suceessfully. Reports from all branches
indieate that they will all reach or sur-
pass their quotas. S

Thiz week's contributions reached
$1034, raising the national percentage to
68.7. €hicago took honors with a contribu-.
tion of 3319 from the ISL and $124-from
the SYL. As a result of large payments
from the.youth, the national SY L is now
within reach of its quota with a percent-
age of 87.3, The S8YL has now sent m
$1092.

Detroif sent in another sizable payment '

and now has a percentage of 91, which is

- really an excellent showing for them.

Log Angeles, too, is picking itseif up. A
$100 contribution lifted them above.ihe

. 50 per cent point and we are advised by

its Fund Drive director that the branch
will make its quota. New York, although
following a slower pace, continues to
move up. It now has almost 70 per cent
of its quota.

Although the Genreral portion has
slowed up, its total was upped by a $50
contribution from Boston. Our friend in-
sfsts, however, that even though Boston
has no special place in the standings, it
ought to be listed. We-appreciate the ef-
forts so muech that we think it fitting to
mention Boston's contribution to the
drive. .

There are two weeks le#t fo the drive,

or three to stretch it a. bit, These are the-

weeks that really count, We are advised
by all our friends not io worry. The var-

tons brotfiches and the SYL are preparing.

to complete- their quétas in these coming
woeks and that is what makes us confident
thot we can make it by the end of the
drive perlod.

s - \
LABOR ACTION BOOK SERVICE .
114 West 14 Sireet, New York City

specializes in books and pamphlets,

or the Labor and Socialist move-

ment, Marxzism, ete., end can sup-
ply books of all publishers.
Send for -our free book list.
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 Bs He Fumbles, the ‘Wild Men of the Right’ Make Hay - g

Tlte White House and Joe

By WALTER BARRON

In itg first two months in office, the
Eisenhower administration, elected by
voters who wvaguely wanted some kind
of “leadership” as against the supposed
fumbling of the previous admiristration,
has acted ‘more confused and disorgan-
ized, and has less achievernent and leader-
ship to its credit than the last previous
Repubii'can administration of Herbert
Hoovep in ite worst days. The new era
of hermony and direction, as planned by
the “sophisticated conservatives” of Busi-
ness Week magazine and Fortune's edi-
torial staff has not begun with the ex-
pected “honeymoon.”

Responsibility in office, it was explained
during the campaign by many publicists
of the more respectabie Republican press,
would tone down the “wild men” in the
party. The foreeful but benign person-
ality of the famed military leader in the
White House, surrounded with “prac-
tical” but far-seeing men, would so stimu-
late at least all Republicans, possibly
most of the nation, as to give the country
a sense of unified goal and purpoese seen,
in recent times, only during the war and
in Franklin Rooaevelts first “hundred
days.”

Of course, these varied Republican prop-
agandists never mentioned program. With-
cut gny such progrom, the man who,
presumably by combined charm. vigor, and
know-how, kept Generols Bradley, Muani-
gomery, and De Gaulie working harmon-
iousty together, finds himself in an atmos-
phere in whick Secretary of State Dulles,
Mutual Security Director Stassen, Major-
ity Senate Leader Taft, demagog McCor-
thy, and Press Secretary Hoggerty are ot
leggerheads on questions which are not of
major policy import. “Deo-nothingism™ is
the principat theme of Republican steward-
ship thas far. With minor questions helding
the spoliight, there seems little idea of
what the administrotion actually wants.

ADRIFT

In foreipn affairs, the promise of a
“bold :positive foreign policy” has heen
transformed into -the same daily improvi-
sation .as in the Truman-Acheson days.-
As before, future.courzes depend on what
Moseow wants, A report spreads that
Dulies -wants to settle the Korean war
with a pafticular dividing line and UN
trusteeship for Formeosa, a "program
if 'it ‘eame from the Democrats,
would be called: “appeasement.”. But the

"White House staff pulls the rog from

under that apparent feeler.
On domestic questions, there has been

even less, The only meanmg'ful legisla-
tion presented is on the one campaign
promise which is being kept—the plan to
turn the tidelands oil deposits over to
the ‘states. Otherwise—nothing!
Washington within the past two
months has merely continved the picture
of Republican congressional behavior of
the previous few years—more investiga-
tions, exposures, and furthering of per-
sonal political ambitions. These investiga-

tions are, of course in no way designed

to be guides to legislation, as congres-
sional investigations are supposed to be.t
From MeCarthy’s inquisition of Voice of
America employees te Representative
Velde’s plan to probe ithe pulpits, they
are keyed only to get publicity for the
investigators. After all, one such inguiry
several yearg ago set up the road to the
vice-presidency for the present incumbent
of that office.

With so many of his fellow Repubiicans
in Congress hellbent only for headlines,
with such o slim majorify in both Houses,
with great frépldation about using Demo-
cratic votes to get victory margins, Efsen-
hower, in the absence of any progrcm.
hordly looks the genial savier ™ who
{millions fervently hoped) would “do
something'” to pul! us out of the present
impasse. The theme is still: "After the trip
fo Korea—what?"

NO REAL CHANGE

Yet- this writer must part company
from most commentators in siretehing
this a-nalysis of weakness to the point
where “Eiserhower has surrendered io
McCarthy ? Surely, Stassen had to “eat
erow” because he chastised McCarthy for
working out a personal deal with Greek
shipéwners to stop shipments to Stalin-

"ist countries. Surely, o one has openly

slapped the junior senator from: Wis-
consin over the knuckles. But the Me-
Carthys, Jenners, et. al. have not changed
anylhing thal tke administration really
wainted.

These did mot gain a moral victory in

the Bohlen case, as sonte-haversaggested. - -

The State Departntent' wanted - Bollén
in "Moscow, and he is going there. The
Voice of ‘Americe inquiry harassed many

- individuals, but there has been no. appre-

ciable change, and there will be none
unless the administration itself wants
one. :

. McCarthyism can disturb, anney, and
upset‘. political plans—it can not -alter
them compietely. For inherent im the
entire McCarthyite approach is the com-
plete lack of any proposals. It feeds on a

generalized frustration in the face of
Stalinist victories and the -existence of
an-unpopular and directionless war; it
seeks explanation in the seemingly easily
understod realm of “eonspiragies and
piots.” At the present time such “know-
nothingism"” has a mueh more limited
potential than s realized by many.

The Republican victory in November,
particularly that of the head of the
ticket, was largely a result of the same
type of diffuse frustration. But the Re-
publican administratieon and its ideolo-
gists, with all the fumbling and lack -of
concreteness of their approach to date,
do have somé fundamental ideas, and
also the most powerful group in the coun-
try to back them up.

GOP TENDENCIES

The axis of its plonned politicol -em-
phasis is a contlauation of the main drift
—a partidlty militarized capitalist Amer-
ica, with enowgh production of <civilian
goods and o modified welfare stafe, dom-
inafing os much-of thé .world as possibie
throagh - its wealth., Hs slogcn is Henry
Luce's. "American Century”: ifs methods
are business know-how and success rather
than force; Its desired’bedrock is “'respon-
sible leadership™.in oll ‘spheres; its prin-
cipal pewer base is what has comea to
be euphemistically summarixed {with much
accuracy) as “Wall Street.”

Dezling with an existent political sit-
uation, particularly with its own party,
it has faltered and will eontinne to (}
so—=except when the chips are-dewn. The
Bohlen: affair was one exampie. The re-
fusal to eut taxes before' the budget is
balanted indicates the realization that
U. 8. world leadership becomes more im-
portant for the businessmen in govern-
rment than the immediate filking of their
pockets,

In contrast, what are the -other ten-
dencies- in-tire -Republican-party?

There is the powerful Taft wing; which
~would ‘love -to ‘get- back -to the Hoover
“daye; but, the Semate leader is—no polit-
tealymgniacs and -knows-hevednnot-wpset
‘the applecart of his party's mew ardmm-
“istrationwso early. -

The MéCarthy-Jenner wiang is improp-
erly ternred “reactionary” insofar-as the
word . implies a conscious political ap-
proach, semething they do not approxi
mzate, For the want of any better term,
they mmy be bhest summarized as the
right wings’ “wild men.” Such “wiid men”
have had an important part in the polit-
ical history of many countries. The
earlier Nazi movement is & good-example,

- Hection (ampﬂlgn in Imlustrml (enter Shows——

By MAnzmA

RIO de JANEIRO, March 80—On March
sojueq pug o[ngd oy Jo odoad 8y} gZ
—the two largest cities and industrial
centers in the siate of San Paulo—went
to the polls to elect mayors. This election
wag a very important event, for it dis-
played the results of the political de-
velopment in Brazil that followed the -
vietory, in 1950, of the demagogic “La-
horite” movement led by Vargas and
Ademar de Barros.

14 was, as well, the first concrete event
that allows politicol observers to sketch
the trends in the campaign looking feward
Yargas' re-election in 1955, In a coundry
like Brazil, where real #rade unlons cnd
mass porties do not exist, and the means

- of information hordly reflect the pol‘tlcal

state of mind of the people, politics is
always in @ %orf of state of suspended
animation and explodes only through the
electoral campaigns:

As this writer predicted in articles
or Vargas' election (see LA, Nov. 20,
1950), Vargas’ government has followed
2 line exactly opposite that of his elec-
toral campaign. Not one of his dema-
gogic promises on wages and lower

. prices, .agrarian reform, industrializa-

tion, solution of basic Brazilian problems,
etc., has been filfilled.

In ‘the international field, Vargas has~-
been as.good & lackey for U. S, imperial-
iem as former President Dutra himself.
On the other .hand, the gap between
prlces -angd. wagesrmwlnch had been the
muiin source of Vargas victory—as We!I
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as all the other problems arising from
the sharp contradictions in Brazilian so-
cial structure were deeply aggravated.
A typical expression of the artificiality
of Brazilian industrialization” and the
¢risis in the old agrarian system is the
shortage of foreign currencies, which
fel} to unusual lows in these first months
of 1958, - .

All these facts destroyed Vargas™ popa-
larlty, speciolly omong the working class.

TEST ELECTION

The Stalinists were unable to get kold
of the disillusioned masses, gince their

“only eoncerng are the “peace” campoign

and the preparation of guerrillas in the
Chinese style in the backward areus of
Brazil, mm case of war, Their attempt at
developing an anti-Yankee, neutralist
tendeney among thé officerd of the army
also failed when the - Stalinist-inspired
nationalist group was defeated in the
elections at the Military Club:

The destruction of the trade-unions
since 1937 and the control of Vargas’
“laborite™ bureaucrats and political po-
lice upon them prevented the unjons umntil
now from being a rallying center for an
independent workers’ movement in spite
of a few signs of revival in union life
and a few important strikes at the end
of 1952, The Sceialist Party, on its side,
was completely monopolized by electoral
adventures and abandoned by its left
wing

s80 it was expecbed ‘that Ademrar de
Barros would gain the ppssibility of

-

the Vargas |

breaking with Vargas and launching
in the next presidential election, a dema-
gogic eampaign against him, along the
same lines as they had both done in 1950
against the Dutra government. Barros
does not participate in Vargas’ govern-
ment; they have not been very friendly
lately and Barros had limited himself
to playing the part of a “gray eminence”
in the present government of the state
of San Paulo, where he does possess a
very powerful electoral machine.’

It was also expected that Vargas and

“ the big bourgeois parties woudld run a

common candidate, possibly the present
governor of S. Paulo who, besides en-
joying great prestige among the bour-
geoisie, would split Barros® following in
his own stronghold of 8. Paule. What

was difficult to foresee in this develop- |

meént was the attifyde of the masses
toward z repetition of the 1950 events,

How far had their experlence gone with
regard to-the stage of political’ develops
men¥ tkaf Yargas-and Barros represenf
in Brazil?

THE - LINEUP

In the election for 8. Paule’s mayor,
four candidates were put forth.
} Cardoso, the first, was backed by all
the forces and factions of the Brazilian
bourgeoisie, -Vargas and the big bour-
geois parties (UDN and PSDY for the
reasons sbove-mentioned, plus A. de .Bar-
ros, who interided .tp strengthen his ma-
chine in the most .important .industrial
center of Brazil, plas the. whole bour-

cCarthy -

But they do not have an immediate:
place, beyond demogogic shouting and
building thgir own personal careers, with-
in the current pelitical setup toddy. .

Without McCarthy the Republican

Party leadership at both ends of Penn- -

sylvapia Avenue would probably be much
happier; without the Republican Party.
MecCarthy would be lost.

THE. "WILD MEN'

In one of his recent New York Post
columns, Max Lerner inadvertently.com-
pared McCarthy to Huey Long, then,
after further thought, seemed to notice
the difference: Lomng led & “movement)”
McCarthy has not and cannot,

Long had the solid backing of the “ap-
hill” marginal farmers of Louisiana with

his “Share the Wealth” program. Me- .

Carthy has dnly many disparate people
who fear “Communist conspiracies.” He
hardly inspires anyone as the figure of”
Bonapartist strength who personally cut
the consgpirators down. The country is
not even ready for a MacArthur to ac~
complish that. Only the fatherly image
now in the White House ig trusted with
that function.

A figure like McCarthy could go places-
in other type-situations—when Ffrustrg-
}on becomes desperation ond the mad-

dest appeals produce ocfion as well as.

support, .The HiHerite "wlld men" were
fervently followed by declassed German
middle-class elements. Much of the con-
temporary Amerlcan middle class may be:
very much displegsed by some of ‘the ri.-
cent and current dobings of the govaia-
ment; they may applaud -the accusatiods
of a McCartliy. Buf his way Is rot thalr-
way today. As they plan o move to Hhélr'
mortgaged suburban homes ond figure odt
‘wew ways fo cheat the Bureos of Inferndl
Revenue every Marck 15, they think of
“themseives as junior Chdrley Wilsons or
Gaorge Humphries. They do nof want fo

“be like Joo McCarthy, They may send’ Imn

“telegrams of dppelation, but ke ecnno‘l'

~ mobHize then. WitKout Suck moBil

- MECuPH il bo - uidble o ‘combat -

combined” wealth anid powér behind- ﬂtpr e

administration whenever its course Is dﬂ«
“‘ini¥ely set ‘on any aetion.

‘It iz the further belief of this wnber
that MeCarthy, wild man: that he is, has
shot his bolt very early. Much of the
public will tire of his voice. The admin-

istration need merely show.some results

in both domestic and: foreign affairs
{which fortune and the Russian shift’ may
soon grant it) to all but completely :g-
nore his shouting.

nosis

geois presg, radio and television. .

Popular disgust with present cond:tmns
in Brazil centered around Jinio Quadros,
a very active deputy in the State Assem-
bly. The man is a demagogue who lacks a
clear politiéal ideology or platform, does
not point to the true causes of Brazil's
plight and agitates the masses- without.
organizing them, However, he had alwayg
strougly opposed Barros’ dishomest ieth-
ods, and fought for a number of imme-
diate popular demands in 8. Paulo.

Besides, his emphasis on morality in
‘public affairs, his keen interest in the
conditjions of the people as well as hig
personal role as the apostle of popular-
disgust had deeply impressed the masses;
he is looked upon as a sort of 8. Paulo’
municipal Gandhi. He is backed by the
Christian-Democrat and Socialist parties,
which are both nearly non-existent.

The Stalinists also put forth a.candi-
date of ‘their own under the aegis of a
minor bourgems party. It is commonly
believed in 8. Paulo that A. de Barros

!

"invited the Stalinists -to do -so- in -ex-

change for a large sum ' of hizs party’s -
funds and permission to attack the Bra-
zil-U. 8. military pact in public meet-
ngs, so ag to split' Janio’s popular Tol-.
lowing: As 2 matter of fdet, in spite.of
the CP’% illegdlity in “Brazil, its.candi-:

. date was not molested.

The fourth candidate, Ortiz Monteito, !
was: supported by some small bourgesis
interests but also had the .additional:dn-

- terest of -being supperted by - Crispim's

iContinucd on page 7}
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By ALLAN VAUGHAN ~

-~ " LONDON, April 6—The Labor
-y Party League of Youth he{d its
‘¢onference over the Easter week-
. end in a chastened mood. The high
“hopes entertained with the launch-
ing of & national membership cam-
e palgn shortly after last year’s
" Filey. Conference were disap-
.. pointed.
The League of Youth has de-
clined over the last three years.
. The number of League branches in
1951 was put as high as Z65. In 1952 it
'~ had gone 'down to 866. And this year's
figure is 538,
= It Is true, of course, thot the 1951 hg-
: ures were somewhat inflated. But the de-
:cline was still serious, The National Con-
st sultative Committee’s report expicined this
% 0. " decline as due to “the opathetic atiltude
= of youlh to politles.” This s & one-stded
- explanation, as it fails to take inte account
that facts that {1} the Labor Parfy's indi-
‘_vldmli membership has reached 1,008,000
“for the first time in its history: (2) the
Tory government has forced young work-
ers to take a far from apathetic atfitude
b their conditions,

o

No, the fault lies somewhere else. It
has often been said that the League of
Youth’s decline is due to the insistence
'by the National Executive Comunittee of
“the Labor Party that the League of
Youth conference has no right to discuss
" political . questlons Although there is
much truth :in this view, it cannoct ade-
guately explain the fact that the branches

_ ‘have gone down in numbers,” while the
— o "authority and power of the League'’s
branches, regional federations and Na-
- tional Consultative Commiltee have in-
creased. Not only that, bui important

- _'
£
=T,

=

q,,‘j.:.'-

last year's. Filey conference and, more
smkmgly, to this year's conference by
the party NEC, ag the result of a power-

»

over the last four years.

= EXPLOSIVE REPORTS

_f T The conference was pianned to cover
Y discussion :of - (1) the report of the Na-
! ‘g tional Consultative Committee; (2) reso-
= lutions from League branches; and (3)
L B discussion of the two Study Gloup re-
= ports, “Youth’s Attitude to the Contrel -
4~ and-Management of Industry in a Demo-
: r-;' _eratic Socialist State,” and “Youth's Con-
B tribution to World Peace and Recovery.”
B = . The latter two reports were collated
L from material submitted by the Regional
= Youth Advisory Committees (elected

from the regional federations-of League
-of Youth branches}. There was consid-
‘erable bverlapping, and some confusion
"resulted when /t. hbecame apparent that
.m0 less than .three Emergency Resolu-
‘Hions had been submitted to the confer-
ence.

The Standing Orders Committee report
roling that the Emergency Besolutions
were “out of ordexr” or “outside the terms
of the Conference” was rejected no less
than three times by the conference-—after
.tumultuous demonstrations by delegates,
Eventually the most explosive of these
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.~ three Emergency Resclutions was moved
.. .II |H'-1
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ful and prolonged struggle by the League’

-

- = politicol. contessions werd given both to -

by a delegate from Harrow-Weald.

The resolution expressed the solidarity
of the conference with the youmg workers
ot Auvstie Moter Works locked out by the
employers. The resolutlon was carried by
acclamation, ard o money. collecton real-
fzed a fair sum. The fact that this strike
has not received the official support of the
General Council of the Trades Unlon Con-
gress-—it had only the support of the Na-
tional Union of Vehicle Builders—only tn-
creased the obstinacy of the Starding
Orders Committee and the delegates

Among the other resolutions passed

were some dealing with discussion of
party policy. They ran as follows, after
having been composited in commitiee:
" (1) “Conference regrets that the Na-
tional Executive Committee [of the La-
bor Party] has not implemented the de-
cision of previous Conferences that
resolutions on policy matters be accepted
for National Conference agendas. Con-
ference calls on the National Executive
Committee to reverse its previous atiitude
and, without further delay, to authorize
the acceptance of resolutions on all policy
matters at future conferences of the
League.”

This was moved by the delegates from
Shoreditch (London), accepted by? the
League’s National Consultative Commit-
tee, -and passed with overwhelming ma-
Hority.

DRAW UP PLANS
{2) “The National Conference of the

League of Youth approves the decision’

to establish the Study Group report sys-
tem. As it is anxious to obiain the maxi-
mum expression of all points of view
from the system, it instructs the National
_Consultative Committee to adopt the Tol-
lowing procedure for -obtaining future
reports:

“(a) A discussion pamphlet shall be
drawn up by the National Congultative
Committes on chosen subjects.

“(b) Pamphlets shall be circu1a£ed to
branches at least four months before
conference for discussion and submission
of resolutions and amendments for con-

-
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ference.

“{¢) Formulation of final reporis
based on conference decizsions are to he
submitted to the National Exeeutive Com-
mittee for endorsement and used as an
aid to recruitment to the League.”

This resolution ‘was moved by the St.
Marylebone delegate, Ronald Grange,
who also topped the poll for next year’s

" Standing Orders Committee - with 70

votes. The resolution was accepted by the
National Consultative Committee and
passed with overwhelming majority.

On the membership campaign, the fol-
lowing resclution moved by the Norwood
delegate was passed:

“That this conference notes with regret
that the recent national membership cam-
paign did not achieve the success that
had been hoped. Being eoncerned to in-
crease the size and Influence of the
Leagune, it recommends that future eam-
paigns be supported financially by the
party and that steps be taken to ensure
that— .

‘€1 the fullest possible publicity is
given to the campaign throughout the La-
bor movement:

“{2) all sections of the Labor press

are asked to ccoperate in publicizing the _

membership drive; -,

“(3y ample supplies of good literature
of ail kinds are put at the League’s dis-
posal;

“(4) Constituency L abor TParties
[branches] be asked to support branches
campaigns both financially and phys-
icaly;

“{5) that 2 Netional Youth Fortnight
be organized with posters, demonstrations
and mass raliies.”

On the subject of Socialist Advance,
the League's official organ, the following
composite resolotion was moved by the
Hampstead delegate and passed with
overwhelming majority «

“This conference comgratulates those
responsible for the sll-around improve-
ment of Socialist Advance. It however
deplores the fact that eontroversial ma-
terial does not feature in its columns. It
calls on the Editorial Board of Socialist

N
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British Labor Party’s league of Youth Assesses Its I_’rqblems

Advance to popularize the matters passed
at the 1952 conference discussion on
“Youth and--Employment,’ particularly:
{a) the desirability of the abolition of
age scales; (b} the desirability of the
lmp]ementatlon of the Gower Committee
report [on office workérs' conditions];
{c) thé desirability of full trade-union
rights for apprentices. It should Alse lay
down a solution based upon a construc-
tive socizlist policy and ineluding the
points: more training schemes; financial
aid for young workers’ tools; work be-
yvond 40 hours prohibited for ander-21g;
ne exploitation of female labor; egual
pay for egual work; priority for schocl
building.”

LEFT WING STRONG

Although there were only 193 delegates
at the conference, discussion and-debate
was on a high level. Oufside the confer-
ence, many local branches aad regions dis-
played their magozines ond pamphlefs.
{Nat one was pro-Stalinist.) Titles like
"Can There Be Peace?”, "Heep LeH."
"Salisbury Young Soclalist,”” hit the visitor
in the eye as he passed through to the
conference hall, This apart from the of-
ficial paper (Socialist Advancel, semi-of-
ficial paper (the Tribunel, and openiy un-
official papers {ilke Socialist Outlookl.
Mearly all the unofficlal publlcations re-
flected sirong left-wing influence n the
League of Youth.

Despite the discussion on the decline
of the League, it would be guite wrong
to convey the impression that it is on the
point of collapse. The special Tribune
article on the League of Youth has cer-
tzainly awakened adult members of the
Party. The militancy and high level of
the conference augurs well for the future.
A ¢lear-cut policy from the NEC, a great
effort from the party’s mew record-high
membership, and, above all, a great push
from the League of Youth will establish
socialism in the mihds and acts of wil-
lions of young worketrs in Gfeat"Bl‘itam.

After all, the future of British social-
ism rests in great part with the Labor
Party League of Youth.

"

World-Federalism’s “Russian Question”

By BERNARD CRAMER

The World-Federalisi- movement is
plainly not what it used to be, if we
think back to the spurt of interest and
organization that followed the Second
World War. Fundamentalty it was not
an answer or & program bul a hope—the
gope that somehow the American and

ussian giants of world imperizlism
could be induced fo give up important
sectors of national sovereignty. and live
together under the aegis of a world gov-
ernment. -

For American_world-federalists the big
rock on which the post-war wave of en.
thusiasm broke was the "Russian-question.”
Was there reoily any possibility of per-
‘suading the Kremlin_to yield fo an enyls.
foned world government when this would
mean givieg up its totalitarionlsm, power,
aims and basie social characteristes?

A section of the federalist movement
““solved” the problem of raising the pro-
gram of a union without the Russian em-
pire—but for the others this was foo
plainly a program for organizing half
the world in an alliance against the other
half, with war inevitable as before.

But{ what has happened to the think-
ing of theése others on the “Russian ques-
tion*? A very interesting view of it is
given by an article in the federalist mag-
agine World Frontiers (Winter 1952-53)
by a member of its, editorial hoard, John
C. Hoit IL. Holt was formerly executive
director of the United World Federalists
in New York and is now a leader of the
federalist group W.O.R.L.D. He writes
as follows,

@

“Perhaps the most typical Federalist
answer to the Russian question has been,
‘We don't know what they will do until
we ask them, and even if there is only
a chance in a million that they will ac-
cept, we must make the offer.” This never
satisfied anyone, and it satisfies nobody
now, not even when followed by the
assertion that our offer of world govern-
rment and Russia’s rejection of it will

_ ‘Drove to the world’ that we want peace
-and they don't. .

“Other Federalists hope, like Gedrge
Kennan, that in some mysterious way,
vnder inexorable military pressure and

- the ever-present threat of atomic -an-

nihilation, the Russian government will
become more moderate and tractable, and
will even evolve into something reason-
ably demoératic and peace-loving. Still
other Federalists talk wistfully about
revolutions in Russia. More and more
Federalist. speakers are saying- that if
the Russian people find ouf that the West
has offered them world government, or
security, or universal enforeed disarma-
ment, they will rise up and compel their
government to accept the offer, Qthers
gspecviate vaguely about the possibility
of fomenting underground movements,
and the like.

BACK DOOR TO WAR

“Mone of these answers stond up for .

long in the cold light of day. All, sooner
or tater, tend o lead to the dangerous
alternative onswer that we can only
get world government after we have wiped

™ out the Communist regime in o war, Fow

Federalists jike io admit this $o them-
selves, much less say it ta others. Only
in very frank personal conversotions wilf
any of them remark that 'it may toke o
war to get world government.’ Thiz feel-
ing is not so boad;-we may hove several
wars before we get world government—
if we are stupid enough. What is bad Is
that people tend to add that ¢ World
Waor Jil brings world government. it will
be "worth it.’ .
“The most notorious, widespread; and
skillful expression of this view was the
World War Il issue of Collier’s, that
appeared in October 1951 Its theme was
that since World War III would bring
freedom to Russia and—delicately hinted
—perhaps world goversment to-the world,
sach a war would be one of the finest
things that ever happened, and would
usher.in a Golden Age of universal -free-
dom, peace and prosperity. The writer
of the lead and prineipil story. Robert

Sherwood, a prominent Feéderslist, was-

presumably ihduced to take part im-this

‘a - good - big - war - will - solve - all -
.our - troubles’ project by being allowed
to suggest that the anti-Communist na-
tions {referred to: throughout as the
United Nations), would in the middle of |
the war sign 2 ‘Denver Declaration,’
promising to give the UN power to en-

"foree disarmament’ and prevent further

aggression, Much more recently, in the
Seturday Review of Literafure, Thomas
K. Finletter, long a leader of the Federal-
ist moimment and now Secretary for Air,
was quoted as saying that if we should
have to fight a third World' War, oni-
versal enforced disarmament is what we
would be fighting for.

"If seems much more likely, however,
that ¥ we fight World War §l1, we will be
fighting solely for the destrucHon of Com- -
munism, and, perhaps, for the Bolkaniza-
tion of Russia. It alse seems quite prok-
able that the Federalists, who once spoke
out loud and cleor about dhe stupidity
and fufility of wear, and the dreadful dan-
ger to civilization of World War i, gan
be lulled into silent acqeiescence in such
o war, or even into vociferous support, by
the - merest shred of a suggestion that
world governmen? moy come out of it,
It wonid be o tragic thing if this once
powerful voice of comstructive criticism
against war ond power politics should be
so sllenced; but thot saems fo be whol
is happening.” -

. It is an old pattern that Holt is
tracing, though prebably unawares: the
pattern of s well-intentioned form of
pacifism fturning into its opposite as it
grapples with a reality.

For those who go through the experi-
ence for the first time- themselves, it is
always unigue; and of course it always
has a specifie and unique forms when-
ever it repeats itself: But at bottom all
thiz has hazppened before.

In all fairness we must mention that
Holt himself, natarally, does not think

* that the trend which he deseribes the

view,

-one “that seems to be what is happen-

ing,” was at all inevitable. Tha.t ig omr
not™ his. Bt -he- cgn’ make “hls
!:nﬂ-.- te loit mu) o

-
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0n the Anmversary of an Illstom: Battle or I-'reedom

The Warsaw Ghetto Uprising

By AL FINDLEY

Apnl 19 is the tenth anniversary of one of
-the few events of World War II which is-worth
commemorating: the Warsaw Ghetto Upris-
ing.

Warsaw wrote two brilliant chapters in its
history during the war, and also entered a dark
‘blot on its pages. The first was the uprising,
against the Nazi occupation, of the Jews of the
Warsaw ghetto, starting on April 19, 1943 and
lasting about six weeks. This struggle of the
Jews, and especially of the Jewish workers,
against overwhelming odds is one of the most
glorious episodes in the book of struggles of
oppreslséd peoples arfd labor for freedom.

The second event took place a year and a3
-half later in October 1944. This, often referred

* to as the Warsaw Insurrection, was the work
of the Polish underground against the Nazi

-overlords. Despite heroic efforts, both-attempts
-at freedom failed but they remain a source of
inspiration and encouragement in demonstrat-
ing to mankind the extent to which men are
‘capable of heorie sacrifice in the fight for lib-
erty.

The -biot that hangs over the fair name of
Warsaw ig the fact that there wag little or no
support from the Polish underground to the
Jews of the ghetto,

They Rose in Revolt

When the Nazis occupied Poland, they pushed
the Jews into ghettos and isolated them from
the rest of the population. Beginning in the
spring- of 1942 there were deporfation to con-
centration - camps;
women-and children—were exterminated in gas
chambers ond crematoriums. The Nazis, fo

_avoid foo much trouble, told the deportees that
they were being shipped to weork in war-fac-
tories. It took some time before any inkling of
the fruth—which was so hoirrible and inhuman
that even the victims found it hard to belleve
—was discovered,

In the fall of 1942 there was talk of resis-
tance against the Nazis. The conservative ele-
ments among the Jews opposed “rash” action,

fearing that it-would provoke complete exterm- -

ination. They still hoped that there was a

_little truth in the Nazis’ pretext about war

work. The Polish government-in-exile and the
Allied powers refused to give arms to the Jews
on the ground that resistance was futile. Ry
now, only 40,000 Jews remained out of a pre-
v10us popunlation of 400,000, .

~ In the winter of 1942 there was some spora-
dic underground resistance. The Nazis held off
complete liquidation of the ghetto for a few
months. In April they resumed the campaign to
exterminate the Jews. The time, especially the
winter lull, was effectively used by the Jews to
collect and manufacture arms and to form a
fighting organization. On the Passover of 1943
—April 19-—they launthed their revolt against
the Nazis and drove them from the ghetto.

Left in the Lurch

The underground forces of the Polish govern-
ment-in-exile gave them no aid whatseever, De-

- spite the pleas and demands of the Jewish rep-

resentatives in the government, they did not
even issue a proclamotion in support of the up-
rising until late in May, fearing to antagonize
anti-Semitic elements among the Poles,

The Polish labor movement, the PPS (there
was no Stalinist underground to speak of), was
generous with its meoral support and resolu-
tions, but extremely niggardly. with material
aid, There is dispute over whether the Jews re-
cezve% any aid from them. The evidence, T be-
lieve, ishows that a few crumbs of aid were
recéived but these amounted to almost nothing.

The. leaders of the Bund (Jew1sh soc:ahst
groyp); made. 2. direct appeal for help to the -

'_lmderground o‘r,uaamzatmm of the Polishk work-:
. ﬂi‘ il "\_r.if.l:-a' ;

where the Jews—-men,

ers, if not help with arms then at least through
a strike. The latter refused; they were divided
by anti-Semitism. Many sympathized with the
Jews but the general attitude among the non-
Jewish population was one of unconcern for
the fate of the Jews.

The record and action of the great powers
of the Allied bloc—bhoth the "humanitarian"
democrats of the West and Stalin's totalitarian
state—belong o the most infamous chapters in
+the history of mankind. None of them lifted o
finger to prevent the extermination of the Jews
by the Nozis. During the ghetto uprising, there
was no attempt to divert the Nozis, no arms
were given, no bombings were ordered. Not
even their voices were lifted in support.

Workers’ Heritage

While Russia was nearer and therefore. per-
haps bears a greater share of the responsibility,
since i was physically possible for it to have
helped more, all the partners must take the
guilt, since none of them did anything or said

anything to help the Jews. There was not even .

a demand that the Nazis treat the- ﬁghters of
the ghetto as prisoners of war. -

{Later on in 1944 in the second revolt, the
Warsaw insurrection of the Polish under-
ground, in which the few surviving Jews par-

ticipated, the valiant fighters met apathy from,

the: West and betrayal from the East., The
Moscow regime, after having called for a re-

- volt, deliberately halted its army before War- -~

saw and allowed Hitler to destroy the flower

of the Polish labor movement. The Stalinists.

thus spared themselves the need of -doing the

dirty job themselves,.since no. more than Hitler -

could they tolerate an independent workers’

" movement under their control. They aIlowed the

Nazis to do the deed for them.)

The ghetto battle of 1943 was far from bemg
a blind fight by hunted unorganized individuals
who were interested solely in saving their Jives.

The uprising wag well organized and was
the accomplishment primarily of Jewish work-
ers. While the Bund was the prime force in
its organization, the Hashomer Hatzair, a left-

wing socialist-Zionist movement, also played an .

important role. A central fighting organization

" was formed. The Germans were foreced to re-

treat and, in the first weeks, lost about 2000
men. They had to set up a virtual general staff
to fight the intrepid, untrained Jewish fighters,
who Lad only the most elementary weapons.

The Warsaw Ghetto uprising belongs not only
to the Jewish people but is alse part of the
heritage of the working class. The bourgeais
elements hesitated. The Agudas Israel, an ortho-
dox-Jewish foree, did not participate, while
the Revisionists (rightist Zionist group) had a
small independent’ vengeonce organization
which fought a few days.

To Arouse the World
+ The Warsaw Ghetto Uprising would not have

- taken place without the background of years

of socialist agitation and organization which
lay behind the fewish workers.

It is not true that every desperate man
chooses to die fighting. Once the chance of per-
sonal survival is'gone, the average person caves
fn, in despair, and awaits the end. Only those
with an understanding of the political meaning
of resistance, those with a sense of history,
those with a larger view than the immediate

threat, choose to die not in blmd desperation

but with a purpose.

The heroes of the ghetto uprlsing fell with
arms in hand because their whole socialist past
had prepared them not merely for a lost act of
vengeance against the- hated enemy hut for o
blow. for freedom and agoinst anti-Semitism.
The documents of these martyrs are filled with

.the one hope_that i'heur act would arouse. ﬂ:e
_world. .

© Not only was the leadersh}p- composed of

Jewish socialist and trade-union leaders, not
only was the entire movement permeated by a
socialist spirit, but in pomt of numbers the
workers of different opinions constituted the
overwhelming proportion of those left in the
ghetto. The Nazis had left to the last on their
list those who were working in factories. The
ghetto in its last days was therefore prepon-
derantly proletarian,

A Myth Was Exploded
The ghetto uprising had an electrifying ef-

feet on the Polish resistanee movement, The |

rubble heaps of the ghetto were silent testi-

monials before the Poles to the fact that the
- Nazis were not invincible, Until they had met .
the ghetto resistunce, the strength of the SS-

troops Iay in their myth of invincibility, a
legend that paralyzed their v1ct1ms even hefore-
the battle began.

The ghetto fighters exploded this legend, The
despised Jewish workers, armed with pistols

and ¢rude home-made grenades, proved more
than a match for the highly touted troops of -

the 5S.

The Nazis were able to win only by using
planes, flame-throwers, tanks and higher con-
centration of artillery than was used in the
giege of Warsaw in 1939.

Even these powerful armaments -were not’

enough. The Germans were forced to burn the
entire ghetto to end the resistance.

Even then the battle continued at scattered

points, from the sewers and canals under War-

saw.

"“The battle of the ghetto.was a catastro;)hxc
moral defeat for the Nazis, a defeat from which™

they never resally recovered in Poland, The
Polish undérground learned a great deal from
the ghetto fighting, which blazed the path to
the 1944 insurrection which was so cynically
‘betrayed by the Kremlin,

Worsaw stands as a profound symbol o? our
times. Crushed on the one hand by the forces
of fascist capitolism and on the other side by
coun}er-revoluhonary Stalinism, with the quiet
acquiescence of the capifalist democracies, this
betrayed city mirrors the ferces of modern civ-
ilization and it sfight for survival. '

The Lesson of Warsaw

The indifference of the world to the fate of .

the Jews during the war and the utier break:
down of all human decency in the battle of the

ghetto is no mere passing phenomenon. It was.

an indication of how fast deeay can spread, and
at what - an awful speed barbarism can replace
the habits of “Western civilization.” At the
same time Warsaw is added proof that Stalin-
ism, far from being a barrier to:social decay,
ig itself the epitome of barbarism.

Warsaw stands as a star lesson of the inhu-

-manity that grows out of the seeds of anti-"

Sémitism and racial doetrines, This lesson must
sink deeply into the consciousness of everyone.
Society is doomed to go under unless it is
thoroughly cleansed of the disease that made,
and continues to make, such brutal' sadism
possible.

Warsaw stands as an object lesson to.those
of the oppressed peoples, and also those in the
labor and socialist movements, whe lock to one
or another of the great'powers of the world for
salvation and aid. Their indifference to, and
betrayal of, the Warsaw struggle should be
enough to warn that this is reliance on.a broken
reed,

The memory of the ghetto ﬁg’hters is en=
rolled in the great book of revelutionary heroes
along with the martyrs of the Paris Communé

_ r;i'-
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of 1871, of the Spartacus League of 1918 i .. i

Germany, of the Austrian Schutzbund of tha :

1934 civil war, and of the Spanish militiamen

of the fight against Franco. They are part of .

. the great- tradition of the fight for socwllsf -

freedom
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Vpered Edltor Sa ys K remlin Is Taking a New Direction

The following article by A. Babenko
was submitted to LABOR ActioN by our

© contributor S. Horoshehenko {whose own

discussion article on the same subject
was published last week). Comrade Ba-

“henko is en editor of VPERED, the organ
-of the Marzist wing of the Ukreinian
sarti-Stalinist  resistance,

published in-
emigration in Germany, from which the
article ig {ranslated. —ED.

By A. BABENKO

The very first changes which took
place in the USSR afber the death of
Stalin indicate the great historical sig-
nificance of this event.

Stalin died on the evening of March b,
and already on March 7 there was pub-
lished 2 decree by the three highest in-
stitutions in the USSR—the Presidium
of the Centiral Committee of the CPSU,
the Council of Ministers, and the Pre-

sidium of the Supreme Soviet—which
.gnnounced
_structure of the state, party organs of
‘power, and important persenal shifts.

cardinal changes in the

The authors of the decree were in

‘such 2 hurry, and so eagerly wished to

put a foif accompli before everybody,

that they even forgot to indicate that,
- properly speaking, it was not a de-

cree but only 2 draft, which legally had
to be approved by the legislative insti-
tytions, that is, by =a session of the
Supreme Soviet and by a plenum of the
Central Committee. A phrase in the
decree, “to avoid disarray and - panie,”
enly illustrates in what 2. tense afmos-
phere Stalin's ‘“orphaned” colleagues
[soratniki] had to act.

In: the decree of March 7, as well as
at Stalin's -bier, they pledged them-
selves to continue to work for hiz cause,
They were forced to do this by strong
underground blows, which frightened
them and made them wunite. But they
have gone not along the path followed
by Stalin but in a precisely opposite
direction,. Some facts will be sufficient

i o show- this.

]

The decree of Maveh 7T announced an

. amalpamation of minisiries; this means

the “autonomization,” independerree; of.
“the ministries from the- triflihg party
guardianship. Stalin pursued the course
of . dividing wmp the ministries precisely

"in order to attach them tb the cerve-

_gponding. divisions of .the Central Com-
‘mittes; Now, as in Lenin’s time, the

" ministries will receive orders not fromy
-the .party apparatus but from the FPre-

pidium of the Central Committee:

© {formerly the Politburean). In general

Stalin’s “orphans,” it seemss, try to fol-

Jow Lénin rather than Stalin. -

A second fact is the abolition of
Stalin’s Secretariat of the Central Com-
mittee. Tn Stalin's time, the Seoretariat

- glmost always carried out decisions of

the Politbureau (Presidinm) in ad-,

* wgnce. The decree of March 7 signifi-

-gantly kept silent about the Secrefariat.
And only en March 14 did the plenum
of the CPSU Central Commiitee, “with
regard to the personal request” of Mal-
enkov, dismiss him from the pest of

" SBecretary of the CC. The Secretariat

was taken over by pecpie of minor im-
portance: .

NO_OTHER WAY OUT

© Another fact which is very sympto-
matic and, in our cpinion, dangercus to
the revelution, was the appointment of
Marshal Zhukov to the post of assistant
-minister of war. Staiin dismissed Zhu-
kov from the military leadership, not
because he hated him personally, but
rather he hated him hecause Zhukov
was an authority in the army and
therefore in the country, and as such he
east a shadow on the authority of the
party and pushed it into the back-
ground. Now, when the authoritative
Stalin is replaced by hiz non-authorita-
tive colleagrues, Zhukov, offended” by the
party and thirsty for power, again be-
comes an authority.

“There is no doubt that if war breaks
ont tomorrow, the “orphans” will be

" comapelled to hand over to Zhukov not
- gnly the military power “but alse the

political power. And even if Zhukov

" 'were personally even more leftist than

a8 of Stalin’s coHeagues, he, as the
representative of the army, would
neeessamly fulfill the program not of
arty but of those whom he repre.
ﬂent that is, the military, or, more
moncretely, the commter<revolution.

Did the orphans undersiand the dan-

" of ‘sueh’ an appointment? -Surely.
did but they had no other - way

out, and in this there iz the trag‘edy
of revolutlon
Now, as Malenkov heads. the govern-

*ment and the party is headed by a 10-

member Presidium, as the role of -the
party g reduced fo the technical fume-
tiong only, there has returned in the
USSR a division of power which very
clogely resembles the epoch after -
Lenin's death--but with two hasic dis-
tinctions only; Firstly, at that time the
party . apparatus was growing up,
whereas now it is going down. Secondly,
at that time the Communist Party
blazed with faith and idealizm, whereas
now disillusionment and meral  rotten-

ness rule; if indeed we should not say .

further that the CP practlcally does
not exist at all.

But what happened? Why did Stalin’s
colleagues undertake measures which
are so far-reachirg and so dangerous
for them?

World opinion answers this gquestion
with an explanation like the following:
At the top in the USSR there is taking
place, they say, a struggle between
cliques, between the Stalinistd headed
by Malenkov and the Lerinists headed
by Molotov. At the beginning Malen-
kov won. Then he was dismissed from
the secretaryship of the CC, and the
Mototov-Voreshilov group {(the Lenin-
ists) has taken over.

Some people even think that now
Khrushechev’s career is starting, since
he became the first secretary of the CC,
But these people judge by old stamps:
since he is the first secretary, he is the
future Stalin. People forpet that the
functions and importance of the insti-
tutions of the USSR have changed dur-
ing this time. The importance of the
first secretary has radically changed
too. At present his role is not greater
than the role of Krestinsky in Lenin’s
time, not to mention the fact that
Khrushechev, as eompared with Krestin-
sky, is'a big zero.

The world exaggerates  the struggle
of. cligmes. amang .the DBolshevik, tops.

There was much talk about su¢h strug-

gles even -when Stalin was alive: But

though antagonistic groups-existed even:

then, the struggle among them could
not be a sharp one.

INDIVISIBLE LIBERTY

Sharp struggle exists only where the
cligues feel hard social ground under
their feet. The victory -of one clique or
another does not then destroy their so-
cial basis, But when all the cligues. are
sitting on a voleano which will soon
push them to the precipice, then they
have neither time nor desire for =a
serious .fight among themselves, Failing
this, the ruling clique may guietly ligui-
date 2 most dangerous oppositionist, as
happened with Zhdanov. But in general,
in .such circumstances- all the cliques are
compelled to unite against the common
danger.

After Stalin’zs death, his colleagues
found themselves in an atmosphere of
terrible “disarzay and pdnic,” and. they
would have been erazy in such a situa-
tion to begin a fight among themselves
over relatively unimportant disagree-
ments. It must therefore be admitied
that the decree of March 7 was adopted
without much of a fight. Perhaps it was

even a wmore or less precise carrying

out of the testament of Stalin, who
surely wished that his colleagues carvy
out the line without major changes.
But the problem iz that to carry out
Stalin’s line without any change was
difficult even for Stalin himself. In
order to maintain the status quo Stalin

himself had to search for ‘“‘enemies of

the people” and oppositionists, and even
for Stalinists who were loyal to him,
iike those fifteen hanged in Prague. In
order to pacify the beast of anti-Semi-
tism which he had petted, Stalin got
ready to feed it with the blood of in-
nocent doctors, Even during Stalin’s
lifetime the conspiratorial, terrerist
methods of settling social problems in
the USSR were coming into sharp con-
tradietion with life, and one can only
regret that he did not live till the mo-
ment when the mad system of govern-
ment which hé had superimposed .upon
society wonld begin to collapse.

It was impossible for his colleagues
to carry.out his Hne unchanged. The
first thing they did .after his death was
to draw breath with a feeling of relief.
Then, ‘without leoking fearfully -around,
they began to tall, These were, to -be
sare,
their lives, and perhaps many of them

the most dramatic moments in.

remembered at that moment the winged
answer of the Abbéd Sieyés when he was
asked what he had done during the
period of Rebespierre’s terror. “I kept
a]we," answered Sieyés.

But, having  obtained liberty for
_ themselves, Stalin’s colleagues evidently
were not going to share it. At the Cen-
- tral Committee plenum on March 14,
-all of them unanimously .supported the
March 7 decree. But this was the last
pledum of the CC at which the riling
leadership, in accordance with tradition,
did not show its internal rifts.

Liberty is an. indivisible thing. There-
fore, having regained it for themselves,
the “orphans” could not keep it con-
tained within the pre¢incts of the
Presidium only, Moreover, with their
decisions they carried that liberty - far
ountside of those precincts. The decree
of March 7, on the amalgamation of the
rainistries, already. tore away thé fet-
ters of the apparatus from the lower
echelong of the bureaueracy.

The™ general hatred of tyranmy was
s¢ -strong -that Malenkov, thirsty for
power and relentless as he is, without
any murmur asked that he be freed
from the post of first secretary of the
CC; that is, with his own hands he
cut the last cord which even formally
attached the powér to ome person. The
dethronement of Malenkov was the
greatest bertayal of the ecolleagues
against the testament of their dead
patron. But they could not have acted
otherwise even if they wanted to.

"But they d4id not even want to, be-
cause they felt physically nawseons at
the «ery memory uof yesteray. Oh,
they understood the behavior of the left
Jacobins (Hébertists), who participated
in the Thermidor, and consciously cpened
the doors to counter-revolution in order
simply to destroy the tyranny!

HISTORICAL ANALOGY

Thas, silently and unmoticeably, thére
took place an event whese significance
can be compared only with the coup
d'état of the 9th Therinidor, 1794, in
France.

"The author of this article has. always
defended the argument that both of the
great revolutiens of our epoch—the
French revolution at the end of the
18th century and the East European
revolution of 1917—have common fea-
- tuares. and even common laws of de-
velopment. In brief, this development
took place, and takes place, accordmg
to the following schema. v

At the beginning there is a democ--
racy on the social basis of the old re-
gime (Gironde, Kerensky). Then comes
tyranny which, by wmeans of terror,
sweeps out the remnants of the old so-
cial relations. Then =z short period of
Thermidorean demeeraey which, how-
ever, is not able to defend the young
republic from the intervention of feu-
dal Europe and .consequently iz again
sucteeded by a dictatorship, but this
time it is a military dietatorship (Bon-
gpartism). This dictatorship is called
upon not only to defend the new society
from the danger of restoration but alse
to spread the revelution all over Europe
hy means wf military foree and terror.
. In my brochure Bolshevist Bonapar-
tiem (1948) I-put forward the idea that
Stalin’s regime is a combination of two
analogous aspects of the French revolu-
tion: the terror of the Jacobins and
Bonapartism. The terror of the Jacobins
was personified by Rohespierre, who ex-
hausted the possibilities of terror to its
very end. In the same way the Bolshe-
vik terror was personified by Stalin,
who alse exhausted all the possibilities
of terror. The Bonapartist propertiies
of Stalin consisted of limitless militar-
ization and the attitude of fighting cap-
italism not through revo]utions but
WAars.

Now the Robesplerrlan period of the
Soviet revoiution has come to an end.
It came to an end not with the execution
of the tyrant but with his death in
peace and honor. But this, however,
does not change thé Thermidorean na-
ture of the post-Btalinist period. Just
as in France the Jacobin “swamp” (the
Thermidoreans} had to eat porridge
which had been cooked up by Robes-
pierre but with their own cowardly sap-

+ port, so the Bolshevik “swamp™ his to
eat porridge whlch{had been codked up

by Stalin with their own cowardly sup-

port.

Trotsky, onee said thaf Thermidor is
not .a - counter-revolution but, so te
-speak, a normel .end of revolution. This

is true only in one aspect, namely, inso-
far as Thermidor liberates the new so-
cial relations from the rigid dictator-
ship which crested them. But the
French Thermidor swept out not only
the rigid tyranny but also the people’s
democracy, which had been frozem by
the tyranny and which the following
bourgeois democracy mever allowed to
appear again. Therefore the Thermidor
is a counter-revolution. .

The clue lies only in the fact that
both in France and in the USSR this
counter-revolution was prepared in ad-
vance: in France by Robespisrre- and
in the USSR by Stalin. It is not acci-

-dental that in the last montlis of the

Robespierre terror not only the aristo-
crats were guillotined but also ordinary
citizens. In the USSR alse it was not
accidenial that the White .Guardists
long age got the chance to return from
exile and take =certain vacancies in the
Soviet apparatus at a time when op-
positionists were dying in Siberian
camps and the camps were filled with
workers and peasants.

COUNTER-REVOLUTION LOOMS

.l we consider the Leninists genera-
tion of Stalin’s colleagues [soralniki],
then it iz obvious that they - bacame
Thermidoreans not because they had
long since cuitivated a counter-revolu-
tion, but becaunse they did not have the
character to oppose the crimes of the
tyrant. Only in this do they differ from
the executed oppositionists. But this
*only” is a fact of colossal significance.
They voted.for the execution of Buk-
harin, Zinoviev, Rykov,. Kamenev .and
others only in order, subsequently, io
faeilitate the coming to power of the
frank counter-revolutionists today (the
latter will not keep us waiting long to
gsee them). In this way history makes
bitter mockery of the unpmnclpled op-
portunistic revolutionaries!

As far as the younger generation of
Stalin’s sorafnifki are concermed, we
must gdmit that they never put-them-
selves forward as independents. ‘This is,
at present, the moat enigmatic and sus-
pieious element, especially if we remind
ourselves that. Stalin zelected people not
by their high moral qualities, but jost
the- contrary, “by their meanness.,” It
is enmough only to remember his per-
sonal secretary Bazhanov, who. escaped
abroad in 1927 and published his sensa-
tional revelations ghout his patron -in
a monarchist [¥] paper.

However, the fate of the. Bo]shewk
Thermidoreans may be more- enviable
than that of their French predecessors.
The latter opened wide the door for the
counter-revolution by their coup d%tat;
but the former, having helped Stalin
put the revolution bhefore the firing
squads of the police, at least saved the
apparatus of power, are as yet appar-
ently independent, and, it seems, are
trying even now to slowly restore the
revolutionary - demoeratic institutions
which were suppressed by Stalin and-
defend them from the danger of cap-
italist restox;atlon

We +will “see in the near future
whether history will give them the op-
portunity,

Vpered, No. 1-2, 1953
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Comment |

Comrade Babenko’s conclusions are in-
dubitably startling but his basis for
drawing theni seems to us (to say the
least) as starilingly inadequate. Accord-

“ing to him, Stalin’s heirs are going “in a

precisely opposite direction” to Stalin’s.

- {Yet, we must note, he later writes that

perhaps their present line is “ a more
or less precise carrying out of the test-
ament of Stalin'” We are not at zli sure
how these two statements fit together in
his view.)}

He cites three “facts” to underpin his
account of what is happening in Russia,
The first is the amalgamation of min-
istries. From this fact he leaps to rather
surprising conclugions, without in the
least indicating how the fact 1mpl1es the
conclusions. In our March 30 issue, Cora-
rade Horoshehenko discussed the. amal-
gamation in what we considered a sober
and excellent article. At that time his
interpretation was:

“[The amalgamation] reveals once.
dgain the nervousness and fear of the
new executive commrittee of the bureau-
cracy’s will.” Malenkov took the measure

“in.order to help stabilize his power -
-2 more concentrated setop. . This eorn-,
centrated 'power: he- dstributed™ ‘afHong:
{Qoitinved. onipage.7J:
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{Contisued from page 31

Stalinist gplinter group which made its
first public appearance (see LA, April
19562).

Jénioc Quadros wor an overwhelming.
victory, .defeating Cardoso by a large
vote, The Staliist caondidate cpolled a
ridiculousiy small number of votes. -

This election in S. Paulo is of the
greatest importance in pointing to the
next political development in Brazil. It
ciearly shows that the Brazilian working
class will no longer fall for a masquer-
ade like that of the 1950 presidential
campaign, as long as the team of dema-
gogic leaders is not entirely replaced.

WVargas, Barros and their followers are
deeply demoralized. The stage of political
development in which ther workers fol-
lowed . demagogic Ileaders iz mnot yet
passed but, within that stage, they jump-
ed to the apparently opposite extreme:
until now they voled for men from whom
they expected fantastic enterprises; now
they vote for men, like Janio, from whom
they expect nothing concrete but who do
In seme way represent a protest against
prasent conditions. )

J&nio unsed to say in hig meetings: “I
have no promise to make. As long as [

promise.” At these words, he was en-
thusiastically cheered.

STALEMATE

However, on the national level ther
are no forces, wol even individuals,
arownd which o new demugogic move-
ment distinet from Vargaes and Berros
conld relly, as was the case for Janio in
S. Pawulo, So, the crisis of Vargas and
Barros' “laborism’ has brought Brazilian
politics fo a stalemate.

The Brodillan -working class hes not. yet
passed through the above-mentoned stage
of Its poilitical consclousness and af the
same Hme Mhe existing political forces
that ¢mbody If .are wore oaf. 'l'ln work-
ing class will be pushed to find a way out,
outside of ihese explosive electoral cam-
paigns,

A nation- wuie campaign led by.a bour-
geois politican which sets out a program
of social .demands—Ilike Vargqs in 1950
—-is unlikely to come again. If Barros
wants to be a candidate for the presi-
dency of the Republic he can, but kis cam-
paign will be one of a vulgar bourgeois.
politician with his own “electoral ma-
chine” and not a campaigh backed by a
mass mevement.

PRO and CON: 'Vpered’

{Contloved from page 6}

new and younger buresucrats whom he
probably trusts more or less . . . By
centralizing the power, Malenkov prob-
ably intends to have the same effect as a
cobra which swells its neck and swings its
body in front of 2 goat .. .” That is, as
we read ii, the amalgamation was a
measure of internal consolidation in the
face of fear of “disarray and panic.”

FACTS—AND THEORIES

Whether this is all or not, Comrade
Bahenlgo s conclusion s, strangely enough, -
that this is an example of how “In gen-
eral Stghne}h‘orphags, it sesms, toy-$0.°
follow Lehin rather-than Stalin.” In what.
respect? Because, he says, now the min-
istries will get orders *“not from the
party apparatus” but from . .. the party
Presidium! But the party Presidium is-
the very hub of the “party apparatus.”

Babenko’s thought may be that the
ministerial bureaucracies are'being freed
from lower party control, as compared
with the systemn before Stalin’s death.
There was & good deal of such “freedom’™
under Stalin, too. Certainly a ey stress
at the 19th party congress was insistence

. on’ gretater party-unit responsibility in

“controiling” (actually the term means
superviging) the govermment bureau-
cracies. But Babenke proeceds from his
construction to the statement that the
amalgamation “already tore away the
fetters of the [party] 2pparatus from the
lower echelons of the bureaucracy.”” He
gives no evidence of such a trend “in a
precisely oppesite direction” to Stalin’s;
he merely points to the amalgamation.

He goes further, as his article goes
along. We find (italicized) the claim that

_ the party’s role “is reduced to the %ech-

a‘ﬁu.ﬂm'r:u wlewation -

nical functions only”; in fact, he gues-
tions whether the party really exists at
all! This seems to us a free leap in im-
agination from a spring?)osrd which is
alveady very flimsy. It is something of a
feat to deduce all this from the facts he
points to,

WHAT'S THE EVIDENCE?

Babenko’s secand “fact” is the “aboli-
tion of Stalin’s Secretariat.” If by this
he means the change in personnel of the
Seeretariat, he iz indeed referring te a
fact; but we would like to know why he

- thinks “The Secretariat was taken over.

by people of minor importance”—that is,
we would like to know why he is so very
sure that Khrushchev is of minor im-
portance now. It may indeed be trae that
the Secretariat has sharply declined in
jmportance, and that Khrushchey is a
“zero”’—we know of no firm evidence on
this moot point, and if Babenko has any,
it -wowld be a good idea for him to lay Lt
before his readers.

The main point is: suppose either js

. true, how does the asserted shift bear

apon.Babeiko's thesis? He does not dem-
onstrate how even the claimed ‘fact” is
supposed to lead to his sweeping con-
ciusions. '

.His third fact is: the new role of Zhu-
kov. It ‘has been .reasonably-suggested
that: mlenkw 8 taking a- chance with'
N % order to add a
R AT,

ama —

more “popular” element to the new lead-
ing group. Again, perhaps there is more
to it: but what we would be interested to
know from Comrade Babenko is why he
iz ‘go sure that “There is no doubt that
if war breaks out tomorrow, the ‘orphans’
will be compelled” to give Zhukov the
political power. Without such an explan-
ation of the crux, his assertion remains
an assertion, perhaps as good or better
than the next man's.

WHAT COI,I!'ITER-REVOLUTION?

But such an assertion by Babenko must
bé based on some political analysis. We
find “such an ‘analysis only hinted at:
Zhukov represénts ‘‘the military, or,
more concretely, the counter- revolution.”
What counter-revolution? capitalist re-
storation? Babenko secems to indicate this
at his close, though we are not sure.
What capitalists does Zhukev want to
restore—Russidn capitalists? (He will
have to disinter them ﬁrst.) Foreign
capitaiists? Then Zhukov is really an
agent of Western capitalism? We do not
wish to inipute any thoughts to Comrade

- Babeuko that he has not put down, but

we have some difficulty making it out.
Against the threat of this “counter-

revolution” (which we are promised will

emerge pretty soon), Stalin’s heirs try

PRO & CON: Discussion on Titoism

Following 15 the second purt of Com-
roade Allan Vaughan's discussion letler.
The firet port, which dealt with o ques-
tion of war policy, appeared last week.

"By ALLAN YAUGHAN

Which brings me to the next point—the
natore of Titeism. It seems to me that
the ISL has reacted so sharply to the
idiocies of the Fourth International on
Tito—“Dear Comrades,” the Tito-Banner-
jee interview, etc., etc. and then Pablo’s
“discovery” that the internmal regime is
moving “away” from the previous high-
pitched claims—that it hag failed to grasp
the enormously progressive influence of
Titoism.

The Tito bureaueracy was uniil July
1948 part and parcel of the Stalinist bu-
reaugracy, participating in all its crimes
against the working class. If anything,
if reports we have read are true, it was

- the Yugoslav Stalinists who were urging

the French gnd Italian Stalinist parties
to be less “opportunist,” i.e., more rigidly
Stalinist. With the bredk, however, the
Tite bureaucracy found itself in conftict
with the Great-Russian bursaucracy and
set in motion a whold train of develop-

"ments which the Titeists themselves couid

never have envisaged.

The damsging admissions made by
Yagoslav spokésmen about their mistaken
belief that thé Soviet Union was a bastion
of socialism, £ar from confirming the “na-
tlonal-Statinist” thesis makes it wun-

" tenable. The fact that, as I have stated

beforse (Lasor AcCTION, Sept. 22, 1952),
objective - accounts of the degeneration
of the Comiritern -have been freely.circu-.
lated inside " Yugoslavia -confirms thé

The 8. Paulo clection shows the com-
plete bankruptey of all the main forces
of Brazilian politieal life in the last
few years: the “laborism” of Vargas and
Barrog; Stalinism, which already clearly-
appears in the eyes of Brazilian workers
as the tool of something alien to them,
ag the very split in the CP has proved;
and the big bourgeoisie represented by
its press. It has also proved that the
Brazilian ruling class is not only unable
to ran the country but even to influence
the mindy of the people for electoral pur-
poges.

DISSIDENT STALINISTS

In this clection, as we mentioned, Cris.
pim’s group ‘ot last appeared in ‘open
public activity. They remain 100 per cent
Staliaists and claim thot it is they who
stand for the “‘auwthentic'* Stalinist line
in Brozll. They have been unable to under.
shand the real reasons of their own split,
et alone get rid of their Stalinist ideolog-
ical background.

Crigpim’s political idioey goes so far
that he actually expects a CP congress
that will recognize the mistakes of the
leadership. The official name of his group
is “Committee for a IV Nationa] Con-
gress of the CP.”

‘Brazil: Labor and Vargas — — |

- am oot elected I do not know what I canll

His support of an unimpressive hour-
geois candidate proves that Crispim does.
not even consistently follow the policies
he advocates in the document he wrote:
against the official Stalinist leadership,.
according to which one might expect his-
group to follow J&nio’s candidacy. The
telegram Crispimr sent to the Russian TP
on Stalin’s death—it is printed in the
first issue of his organ Unidade—is even-
#ore Byzantine than the offficial Stalin-
ists’. Under a volley of rotten eggs and.
tomatees thrown at him by the official
Stalinists, Crizspim spoke 2t a pubtic
meeting to zccuse the leading “troika®™ of-
the Brazilian CP-—*tke FBI agent Jogo-
Amazonas, the Zionist Grabois and the
workers’ enemy Arruda Camara,” as ke
put it—of having onee more seld the
party to bourgeois politicians.

L

P.5.—This article wes already finished
when a wave of strikes Broke out in Sam
Paulo. As. this is being written, $here are
more thaon 200,000 workers on sivike,
Strikers’ demonstrations have been b«
tacked by the police, with consequent seri-
ous riots. in the sireets of Sa Povlo om.
March 30-31. This buries ail Hhought of
the workers' allegianca. to the demagoygic
"luborlsm" of Yargas and Barros.

Editor on Russia — —

to “slowly restore the revoiutionary-dem-
ocratic instituions” which Stalin sup-
pressed! These new -Kdemlin masters feel
“physically naugeous at the very memory
of yesterday,” so strong is the general
hatred (among them also, it seems?) of
tyranny! The troublé with them before
was only that they didn’t have the “char-
acter’” to oppose Stalin’s crimes; now
he is desd, and democratization comes.—
We fear that all of this also comes
straight out of the imagination; certainly
not from Babenko’s three “facts” or any
othiers we know.

. We regretfully do not take the spacé’
to dlscug.s Babenko’s schema on the
French®and Russian Revolutions. ‘We

- hope that ke has not been influenced by -

the desife to force-fit present events 1nto
that schema.

Finally, if Babenko's interpretatmn
were correct, has he considered the abso-
lutely necessary political eonchision? It
is, without any doubt at all, eritical sup-
port of the regime, with the perspective
of hastening the inevitable revalutionary-
democratic reform (and defending it
against Zhukov’s "“counter-revelution™),
abandoning the perspective of revolution.
That doesn’t mean his interpretation is
wrong, but . . . surely, it shonld induce
more caution.—Ed.

views I have held.
In the comment to this previous letter,
the editor dismisses this faet by insisting

that “historical integrity” of the Yugo- .

slav Titoists is a farce, and that “it con-
sists in revealing telling truths about the
Russian (insofar as this can be done
within the framewerk of.the Titoist ideol-
ogy) while using all the standard meth-
ods of concealment and distortion in
falsifying their own roles.” But surely
the Titoists’ revelation” of telling truths
about the Russians is some “comment”
on their own origing, their own “history”
~—premsely because the Tito burezucracy
took part-in all the treacheries and be-
trayals of the Stalinist machine, precisely
becanse the pre-1948 Tito history ia the
same as Stalinist hlstory proper.

In other words, it is quite trapossible
for the Titoists to tell revesling telling
truths ahout the Stalinist-bureaucracy
within the framework of a national-
Stalinist ideology. And it is this factor
which s responsible for the complete lack
of orientation or fixed position on the
part of the bureaucracy. -

Tito has no ideclogy in the Stalinist
form, for the Russian Stalinists are wag-
ing 2 war against all national, secial and
revolutionary forces within her borders
and without—and an absolutely consis-

tent colnter-revolutionary struggle at.

that. History gets mauled and mutilated
in ways that not even George Orwell
could dréam of—but when z section .of
the bureauncracy breaks with- the all-
powerful Russian buresucracy it. finds

.itself waging a just revolutionary na-
-tional struggle. Pseudoshistory fhén can.
-be revized; straightened. out. r

In -this.sense.the Tito: bureaucx:acy i&

moving backwards to the less consoli-
dated, less rigid Stalinism that existed,
say, before the Great Purges. Glea'rly
Titoism can only break with Stalinisne
to a limited extent. However, it wonld be.
folly to fail to recognize that Titoism.
has evolved away from Stalinism and
that its contradictory role m®kes. its posi-
tion very weak. The Yugosiav workers.
and peasants will be able to take advant-
age of Tito's eva&utlon away from Stalin
ism, by pushing him further and even-
tua]ly overthrowing his regime.

Comment - | 8if

Comrade Vaughan's discussion on Titow
iam is.a continuation of his letker in the:
Sept. 22, 1952 issue, to which we gave a-
rather long reply. T'o our regret, however,

- we. see that he makes little attemps to

meet the points we made in that-reply but’
mainly merely restates his-own view-
point. That kind of bégs -the discussion

down. In return, 'we cannot here repeat .

the points we have already made.

Witk one exception :—he does deal with-
our main point on those “objective” ac-
counts of the Titoists on the depeneration
of the Cominform, and to this he simply-
replies: “But surely the Titoists’ revela-
tion of telling truth about the Russians is
some * ‘comment’ on their, own origins,
their own “history’-—precisely because the:
Tito buresucracy took part in all the
treacheries and betrayals of the Stalinist
machine, preczselv because the pre-1948:
Tito history is the same as Stalinist his-
tory proper.”

But the nub of this matter is that on
‘every point where the Titoist group ¢and’
Tito himself, above all) was parimer to
the St,alm:st crimes, they fiercely deny
the truth and industriously rewrite his-
tery. The “telling truths” they have re-
vealed about Moscow are on such things
as (for example) Moscow’s erxplmta&wm
of the satellites, etc.—crimes in which
they did not participate except as the.
vietim, and which they are therefore
“free” to reveal. We aiready reforved
Vaughan to Ulam’s excellent book on the-
Titoists’ rewriting of -their history,

The other tking we would point out tc
him here is the blatant non-sequitur in
his next to last paragraph: “TFito has no-
ideology in the Stalinist form, for 'the
Russion Stalinists are waging . . . tOur
emphasis.) What Vaughan 13 pro\{ii-ng
{and it is fypical) is that the Titeists’
ideology is not in the Russian Stalinist
form. But of course! That is the whole
peint about “national-Stalinism !

If, as Vaughan seems to think, Titoism
is moving away from Stalinism, hreakmg
with it, or has already broken with it -(as
he seems sometimes to say), why does he
insist on the necessity of “overthrowing”
it, rather than reforming it from witHin?
This is also a blatant non-sequiter. The
consistent conclusion is that of the Stalm-
otds—¢ritical support.

"But all of this is really on the fringes
of a rounded analysiz of Titoism, which
basieally involves . the discussion of thae

. nature of thé. Smlmmt system oy dxstirn:-‘h
&omknsmamnahomhsb.smhnmm.wu' "
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{Cantinued from page 1)

Korea would have a fairly well rounded
econontic area. As the American gov-
erpment has now committed itself to &

" “build-up of South Korean military farces

to a point at which they would be in a

. position to withstand any possible fu-

ture military attack on their territory
‘alone, they would have an army which

-would alse be capable of a military at-

tack on North Korea. Syngman Rhee
has made it quite.clear that his govern-
ment will not pledge itself to refrain
from making such an attack, or will hold
sueh =2 pledge lghtly if it is forced
upon him.

With regard to Formosa, the situatlion

s not mach better. An independent For-

moson goverament woald be the best solu-

tion for the people of that island, and a
very strong moral cose can be made out
for it, Bat the Chinese governmenf would
have #o give op o terrifory om which it
has a “traditional” Imperialist ¢loim, and
one which was confirmed ot the negotia-
tions which ended the last world war.
To abandon their ciaim te Fermosa would
be o uccept a major loss of prestige in
Asia. This coutd only be oceepted if Ching
puls very great store on a breathing spell
in the cold war. I+ would remain «s a

. permanent source of conflict in the fu-

ture.

With regard to Inde-China and Ma-
faya, the American case would be even
weaker tham it is on the Korea and
Formbsa “proposals.” If what was prb-
posed were an arrangément whereby
France would grant full independence

Isolating the U.S.——

{Confinged from page 11

‘they'll just announce a cease-ﬁre, and
“-demand an axchange of prisoners; per-
»-haps 8 fruge in Korea may lead to a

:revolt against Chiang Kai-shek. .

‘Like the weil-behaved gentlemen that

_they are, the reporters wrote discreet

stories on this conference briefing, with
the Wall Street Journal and the New
York Tsnes presenting the most rounded-

~ out and authorifative accounts.

JUST CROSSED WIRES?

And then the deluge began. The so-
galled: senator from Formosa, Wiliam
Knowland of Califernia, led the attack:

" How dare the American press print such
* wile slatiders about the Eisenhower ad-

ministration- policies? Neo responsible
Amgerican official would put out such
ideas; it was a nasty plot of New Deal
writers, left-wingers, ete., to discredit
the Eisenhower adminisfration.

Although Senator Knewland calmed

~ down a bit after a session with President

Exsenhower, the substance of his charges

- against the press remained. This was jost

fo0 much for the press. Two CBS broad-

casters told in detail over their radio pro-

grams the story of the. conference with
Duiles. Arthur Krock of the New York
Times, stuck to the original story on
Dultes' off:ithe-record views, even though
the White House spe;c:ﬁcaily repudiated
it.

Kroek 1ssued the understatement of
the week when he declared, “It is an-
other instance of the adm-inistration pet-
ting its wires crossed and blaming the

. comsequences on the press.” As an analy-

sis of the situation, it’s an attempt to

_hide one’s head in the sand, when a storm
_ds coming.-

For the alternative, for Americar cap-
Halism, to somg kind of “peace” deal with
Stalinism along the lines suggested by

- Dulles, is war, that is, a purely military
. maswer %o the vast problems of world Shal.

‘Inism. z

- Fhe present line of Stalinism, its so-
called peace offensive, has thrown a road-
bleck against the policy of the Eisen-
hower administration.~Peace, it's embar-
rassing. Besides, as Walter Lippman cor-
rectly. pointed out, America is less pre-
pared for peace than it was for the
outbreak of hostilities in Koren.

Thete is scarcely a singie problem

" which iz not intensified and aggravated:

for American capitailism by a breathing-
spell from expanding war: the American
war economy; Japanese war prosperity;
the question of German unification; the

. effect of the new Stalinist line on elec-

tions in Ttaly; Formosa; and others.
" There i3 the domestic prohlem of sign-

ing another Yalta, as any agreement with
Stalinism will bac,branded by sections of
American opinio; There is the: dapger
of a wave of peace feeling .sweeping
through the conntry to demand lower
military expenditures, Perhaps there
goes NATO?

In this context of this world situation,
the Eisenhower administration is trylng to
stall. The frip to Georgia was not merely
a golfing iuntel'. It was probably o delib-
erate stall in the hope that things don't
tern out the way it oppears they might,
For the Stallnist “gieace- offensive™ is far
more dangerous than continuation of war
in orea, The stock market reflects ihls
fact.

As so often In the past, perhaps the
European nations, reflecting the deep-
rooted fear and antagonism to war of
their populations, may soften the Amer-
ican intransigents, may tip the balance
between war and peace along the lines
of a breathillg~3pell from war. Unless
there is & sudden switch, it seems likely
that the Stalinist regimes in Russia and
China are determined to ptrsue the
“peace offensive” which already hi$ givén
them many .advantages in the struggle
for men's minds on a world scale, -

TOWARD ISOLATION

What. a fate for the American people
to have at thig delicate point in its his-
tory a president who never understeod—
in fact, always resented—the political
implication of the Darlan affair in World
War II; and to have in power a political
party bimded by its own prejudices, its
campaign demagoguery, and its plain ig-
norance of the problem of Stalinism. No
one could be less fifted to meet the tests
ahead,

Stalinism cannot be summoned before
a congressional committee and sentenced
to jaiit for the contempt it has for Amer-
ican-politicians, nor does it have 'to hide
behindg. any constitutional immunity. Ii
only it were merely a conspiracy of a
few men, how easy its defeat would ba!l
But the truth is that the strength of its
world policies is firmly rooted in the
yearnings of ' millions of hungry embit-
tered and restless people. It understands
the need for appealing to men's minds.
It plays on the theme of peace, the most
enticing music the world wants to hear.

As u matter of fact, one of s greatest
victories In recent years has been its agbil-
ity to-polson and paralyze its oppowents
with Stdlinist-phobia, one of whose Amer-
ican names is MecCarthyism. If this ten-
dency in America triumphs complétely, and
Senator Knowland is doing his bit to help
it along, & major strategic oblective of
Stalinisey will be occomplished: the isola-
tica of Amaerica from the rest of the world.

Reserve May First for the
New York LSL.s
May Day Dinner
~ Friday, at 7:30 p.m.

At the WOMEN'S TRADE UNION LEAGUE,
. 247 Lexington Ave., near E. 34th- Street- o,

to Indo-'Chin‘a, in return for which the

. United Nations and China would whder-

take to gusrantee free elecfions and a
government set up on the basis of such
elections of that country, this would come
as close to a just-viable settlement here
as 'is possible under present cireum-
stances, But it i3 certain that France
would not agree to such a proposal, and
that the United Stafes does not have it
in mind., What the American govern-
ment does seem to have in mind is a
procedure by which China would agree

" to cellaberate in the suppression of the

Vietminh government. -

‘UNCONDITIONAL SURRENDER'

Although the morality of Stalinsm is
quite capable of carrying out such a
betrayal of its own supporiers, there
does not seem to be anything America
can - offer in return which would be
worth the price. And the price would be:
an enormouns blow to Stalinist prospects
throughout the whole of the colomial and
semi-colonial world.

Thus, what Dulles was snggesting
amsgunts to a “peace settlement” which’
is based not og a compromise deal, but
cotld only be ‘demanded by a govern-

> which has its opponent on the
ropes. That is not the situation in Asia
at-all. Yet powerful forces in the Re-
publican Party tock deadly ‘aim at this
proposal hefore it could get off the
ground. It is obvious that they want a
complete capitulation of Stalinism in

Agia, something like an “unconditional

surrender.” For that they will have to
fight an all-out war now, or reconcile
this county ,to a continuation- of the
cold war on about its present tferths
{with, perhaps, a cease-fire in Korea)
for.a long time to come while they are
getting ready.

KNiFE FOR POINT 4

Cn learning of the "propesdl" az [t
relates to Formosa, Chiong Kai-shek's rep-
resenfative o the United Nations ramark-
ed that it is “unthinkable,” and that his
government is mot to he traded like o
bunch of cattle. It the proposat were oc-
ceptable te the Chinese Stalinists, #he

- gentiemar's indignation couald well be in

vain, I is quite possible that ronic though
it may seem, Chlang Kal-shek will have to
depend on the intransigence of the Stalin-
ists for the cowntinued existence . of .his
government in Formosal It is in this. way
that both Stalinism and capitolism feed
upon =sach other,

In the same conference, Dulles zalSo
made a few remarks sahout FEurope,
though they were far less concrete. He
told-the reportérs that Russia’s willing-
ress to conclude a peace treaty for
Austria would be the acid test of
whether or nof they have really made a
major “peace ture in their policy. This
would malke it possible to seriously take
up the question ¢f re-unitifg Germany.
That question is so fraught with danger
for both sides, however, -that Dulles did
not speculate publicly. on what America

would be willing to offer in return for

a unified Germany.

_-8Bo much for the “trial balloon.” Dalles’
testimony . before the House Appropria-
tions Subcommittee deslt with two other
aspects of American foreign policy: the
Point Four program- and the Voice of
America. The gist of hizs remarks was
that the administration must gradually
“met out of the business of handling ac-
tivittes of that sort {Point Four]
through public appropnahcms "

“In some cages,” he went on, “we have

‘to move gradually, becanse the abrupt

shock of a total change might have seri-
ious politjeal repercussions. It might be
misunderstood.

“But my hope is-gradually to work
our way out of that type of gramt aid
and as far as practicable to. replmes it
by programs which perhaps the layger
foundations and private companies will

-develop, perhaps with some governmental
help but not of great magnitude™

WORST FOOT FORWARD

In brief, what the adminishration pro-
poses fo do ix to scuttle eves the miser-
ably smalt Point Forr program, bat to do
it se slowly that i will mot have tco

alv"d”Lihve' on Asia'r‘ "eal + ' -

. Bpecifically, Secretary Dulles went on
to say thet the Point Four contributions’
to Pakistan ard India must be “care-
fully reviewed” and that Latin America
will not need any “large grants” in the
future. Tn the Middle East, although he
said that “the drift is dangercusly un-
favorable® to us,” and the situation is
“quite precarious,” it would probably

be desirable to spend “perhaps a little

more” to provide a minrimum of arma-
ment (not Point Four—G. H.).

TEETH OF THE JACKASS

He finished up by telling the subcom-
mittee that the whole Voice 0f America
and information program is being re.
viewed, and that he thinks that they will
probably be greatly curtailed and their
methods changed in the future. In his
opinion, he said, the Voice might de
well to stick to straight news reports
in its overseas broadcasts and avoid
propaganda.

This was indeed an estounding revela-
tion coming from the mon who has been
heralded as our foremost psychological
wuarrior, Yet such is the present govera-
meat’s drive do get out of any gperation
which could concelvobly be dome by pri.
vate business, that we would hardly be
surprised fo wake up some morning and
find that the whole Yoice of America had
been turned over to some mojor adver-
Hising agency with time to be sold to
munufacturers of soap. beer and Coca-
Cola who believe thelr marketing pros-
pects conld be enhunced by making their
products beHer known belmu! the iroa
curtain.

No one should be thrown.off by the
fact that the White House. repudiated
Dulles' statement on Asia, or that they
might repudiate the Seeretary. himaseif
by replacmg him one of these days. He
is giving voice to the authentic policies
of the administration, or rather, to the
direction of their thinking in the process
of reaching policies.

In Washington last-week the: Gndlron
Club held their annual dinner, at which
they produced skits lampooning high gov-
.ernment officials. In one skit they por-
trayed Dulles Jeading an archeological
expedition in search of a foreign policy
“with teeth in it.” Ater mueh digging,
the party came up with nothing but the
skull of a jackass, That is indeed 2
fitting- commentary on the “new™” for-
eign policy.

World Fedemhsm— .

- Teonh’uned from page 4)
federalist optimism stick, however, only

by himself proposing &-selution to “The.- -

Problem of Rusgia.” We are not at all
sure that he himself thinks hiz article
proposes a solution; our own impression
is that he is mzunly urging that the prob—
lem not be given up:

*‘Before we can get world govenrmenf.
before we can even stert any.serious

talk about it, the U. 8. and Russia have.

got to decide that they. .can, must, and’
ought te co-exist. . We have get“ to
make seme rules of the game: ., . How
we are to get to auch 2 point 'from _Whem
we are today, when many Americans con-
sider almost treasonable the mere sug-
gestion that co-existepce is desirable,. is
very hard to say, Tt will be just-as hard
to Tesolve the problems involved in estab-
lishing the world governmenti, not the
least of which is the combining of totali--
tarian and democratic governments under
a representative federal government, and-
the safeg‘uardlng‘ of that. government.
against seizures of power by highly or-
ganized minorities, [We hawve to].
spread and strengthen the coviction. that.

infelligent men can find anawers-to. these.

problems, and to help in the search- for.
the answers, We have not. worked: long
enpugh or sincerely emough at the prob-
Tem of Russiz to be entitled to say that
the problem has no solution. Let ug at.
teast spend a few years—tew or bwenty—-
locking for the arswers, and trying them-
out, befove we decxda ‘that there are
none,

Certamly a demand for such 10-20
vears' grace is legitimate as. a personal

severs o political 4dck-back. The -greot. . program, but surely no one can. expect a-

program which was fe bave heea Amer-
ito's amswer fo the socisl drive of Stak

tnism, which was to: roise the stuadord
of living in-_the Buckword -parts of the.

weorld ¥o a point at which aclther Sthal-
inism nor other rvolutionary movements
would be able ¥o attract #he masses to
Hlelr banoers is now to be.lgroed over

. "the larger fouﬂduﬂau and. private
compumes

movement t6 go into suspended amimz-
tion diring the search. Isn't Rolt realiy

explaining why world-federalizm: has de- .

cliied -as a movement? It would seem go.

We- ourselves- wotld " suggest -that the -

- trouble is that world-federalism seeks.its
solution within - the framework -of - the
existing social orders. and their-respec-

-tive imperjalisms-—amr arbif:n'.-r setfdnm-. .
e
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