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CALL KHRUSHCHEV'S BLUFF!

By SAM TAYLOR

A Slit of Light Appears
In Disarmament Talks

For the first time in over a decade, there appears the narrowest slit
of light in the disarmament talks between the U.S. and Russia. Whatever
rays of hope seem to be emanating from the meetings of the UN dis-
armament subcommittee meetings in London, comes less from a meeting
of minds in Washington and Moscow than from the cracks in the power

blocks. -

The current series of talks which
started on March 18 seemed to be
headed toward the usual end of
propaganda blasts and mutual re-
criminations. Both sides clearly
and unambiguously stated their po-
gitions, the same positions which
had led to deadlocks of all past
talks.

While the disarmament negotiations
were in process, both Washington and
Moscow seemed to be conducting busi-

ness as usual. On March 24 the U.S.

agreed to supply Britain with missiles
capable of carrying atomie warheads;
and the Russians were busy sending dip-
lomatic notes to NATO countries threat-
ening them with possible nuclear destruc-
tion in war if they let the U.S. use them
as a military base.

In the midst of the negotiations, while
Moscow was calling upon the U.S. and
its allies to ban the testing of nuclear
weapons, Russia began a series of nu-
clear-weapons tests in Siberia. This was
followed by the British test of a thermo-
nuclear homb in May in the mid-Pacific,
and the U.S. detonation of a series of
atomic bombs in Nevada.

WASHINGTON ON THE SFOT

The response to this period of unprece-
dented explosion of nunclear weapons
and the consequent dangers of radicae-
tive fallout has been a world-wide series
of protests. American scientists, Ger-
man seientists, British public opinion and
the Japanese government have partici-
pated in calls for an end to all nuclear
tests.

There appeared to be little chance of
a change in the usual seript until the
end of April when the Russians took the
initiative and agreed to open up a see-
tion of Russian and satellite territory
to aerial inspection, In addition Moscow
for the first time dissociated a proposal
for disarmament from the demand for
the dismantling of U.S. bases and for
the banning of all nuclear weapons as a
condition for inspection.

This sudden turn of events threw
Washington into a dither and Harold
Stassen, the American delegate returned
to.the U.8, for further instructions. Rus-
sia, i its April 30 proposals, took a step
in- the direction of the' U.S. proposal of
“ppen sky" inspection.

The gquestion was now whether the
U.8. was also willing to negotiate. Or to
put it'another way, could the U.S. re-
fuse to make .a proposal toward a “first
step” in arms limitation in face of the
world protests over the nuclear-bomhb
tests?

At a high-level meeting of the Nation-
al Security Council, President Eisenhower
made the decision to proceed with the
negotiations, The decigion merely to pro-
ceed had to be carried out against the
opposition of Admiral Arthur Radford,
chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff,
who publicly denounced the idea of ne-
gotiations itself. i

The decision just to continue negotia-
tions ig important not hecause it will

{Continved on page &1

By GORDON HASKELL

Boss Nikita Khrushchev of Russia has made a bold move on the

chessboard of world politics.

In his unprecedented TV interview by American newsmen over
the CBS program “Face the Nation” on June 2, the Moscow dictator
presented a smiling, friendly exterior in a sometimes sugary reversion
to the line of the “outstretched hand,” “peaceful coexistence,” and “let’s

Cha"eng |

In a conjuncture of events focusing
the spotlight on the issue of stopping
the H-bomb tests, two thousand scien-
tists have signed their names to an ap-
peal to this end, Spokeman for the
initiators has been the Nobel Prize-win-
ning chemist Linus Pauling, and promi-
nent among them is Hermann J. Muel-

- ler, one of the country’s foremost genet-

icists.

The appeal states;

“We, the American scientists whose
names are sipned below, urge that an
international agreement to stop the
testing of nuclear bombs be made now.

“Each nuclear bomb test spreads an
added burden of radioactive elements
over every part of the world. Each add-
ed amount of radiation causes damage
to the health of human beings all over
the world and causes damage to the
pool- of human germ plasm such as to
lead to an increase in the number of
seriously defective children that will be
born in future gemerations.

“So long as these weapons are in the
hands of only three powers an agree-
ment for their contrel iz feasible. If
testing continues, and the possession of

The Burden of Proof
Is on the H-Bombers

these weapons spreads to additional gov-
ernments, the danger of outbreak of a
cataclysmie nuclear war through the
reckless action of some irresponsible
national leader will be greatly increased,

“An international agreement to stop
the testing of nuelear bombs now could
serve as a first step toward & more
general disarmament and the ultimate
effective abolition of nuclear weapons,
averting the possibility of a nueclear war
that would be a catastrophe to all hu-
manity.

“We have in common with our fel-
low men a deep concern for the welfare
of all human beings. As scientists we
have knowledge of the dangers involved
and therefore a special responsibility to
make those dangers known. We deem
it imperative that immediate action be
taken to effect an international agree-
ment to stop the testing of all nuclear
weapons.”

L ]

The 2000 scientists’ names were col-
lected in only 10 days’ time, saye Paul-
ing. It is not the first, though probably
the biggest, such round-robin launched

(Continued on page 71

" be friends,” helped out by bland lies about Russian domination in East

Europe.

But the big push that he made was
for his proposal that both American and
Russian troops withdraw from all for-
eign countries where they are nmow sta-
tioned—the U.S. from Western Europe
and Russia from Eastern Europe, It ap-
pears that he did not condition this pro-
posal on any previous solution of any
of the outstanding political problems
dividing the rival camps, such as the ve-
unification of Germany.

The proposal constituted a sharp chal-
lenge to the West, designed to make a
maximum impact on American listeners,
estimated at over 10 million, and for that
matter on other Western peoples. Khrush-
chev represented it as his idea of a “first
step" toward the creation of an atmos-
phere which can lead to some kind of
over-all political deal.

The challenge was put most sharply
after one of the American interviewers
—nettled by Krushchev's claim of popu-
lar support to the satellite regimes, in
spite of the fact that the newsmen were
apparently not intending to bring up
embarrassing items like the bloody sup-
pression of the Hungarian Revolntion—
asked: “how long do you think the Kadar
regime would exist without Soviet troops
and tanks in Hungary 7"

The Russian boss replied: "Let's have
a test! Why don’t you withdraw your
troops from Gemany and France, and
we will withdraw ours from Germany,
Poland and Hungary, and vou will see.”

Do Khrushchev and the Russian gove
ernment he represents really mean his
proposition of mutual troop withdrawal?
In our opinion, his proposzal is one of the
boldest and at the same time most trans-

+ parent political bluffs of recent times.

He has made it only because he is con-
fident that the United States will not call
it. He has made it, further, beeause if it
is not called, it is calculated to restore,
in some measure, the enormous loss of
political capital Russia suffered all over
the world by its suppression of the Hun-
garian Revolution.

Every thinking political person knows
that what Khrushchev asserts about the
popularity and viability of the Stalinist
regimes in Eastern Europe is political
hogwash in its purest and most repul-
sive form. But since this is so, why
doesn’t the American government, which
has even proclaimed the “liberation” of
the peoples of Eastern Eidrope as omne
of its prime political objectives, take up
Khrushchev's challenge and thus forece
him to eat his words?.

HOW TO DEFEAT IT
We do not doubt for a moment that if
President Eisenhower were to announce
tomorrow that the American government
(Turn to last poge)
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Supreme Court Delivers a Jolt
“To the FBI Stoolpigeon System

By PHILIP COBEN

In a decision reversing the lower courts on the Jencks case, the
Supreme Court laid down a new principle forcing the government to
produce FBI reports for the inspection of the defense when these reports
form the basis of testimony by its witnesses, or else drop the case.

The opinion delivers a smashing blow especially against the priv-
ileged position of government stoolpigeons in witchhunt cases.

So serious did the government
apparently consider this blow
against its position that Justice
Tom Clark (who undoubtedly re-
flects the Justice Department's
state of mind) in a bitter dissent
virtually limited himself to pre-
dicting the dire consequences that

would ensue.

Heart and climax of the court's major-
ity opinion was this statement:

_ “We hold that the eriminal action must
be dismissed when the government, on
the ground of privilege, elects not to
comply with an order lo produce, for
1hé accused’s inspection and for admis-
sion in evidence, relevant statements or
reports in its possession of government
witnesses touching the subject matter of
theéir testimony at the trial. . . . The
bitrdén is the government's, mot to be
sMifted to the trial judge (as the court
afinority proposed), to decide whether
the public prejudice of allowing the
crime to go unpunished is greater than
‘fiat attendant upon the possible dis-
elosuré of stite secrets and other confi-
dential information in the government’s

ssession.”

pﬂ%ﬁé jsste exists in a number of cases
still pending in various hearings, and
presumably the Jencks decisfon will
rule these too.

. PANDORA'S BOX"

Lamented Clark in his oné-man dis-
gent* “Unféss Congress changes the rule
announced by the court today, those in-
telligence agencies of our govérnment
engaged in law enforcement may as wel_l
close up shop . . . it opens up a veritable
Pandora’s box of troubles.” While this is
worded irresponsibly—obviously, the de-
gigion is seversl light-years irom mean-
ing that any government agencies may
as well cloge up shop—Clark’s complaint
registers the jolt that he feels as a form-

F -

NAACP CASE

When the Supreme Court agreed to
hear the appeal of the NAACP from
orders -imposed upen it by the Alabama
courts, it was agreeing to confront issues

“jt -has" hitherto evaded. One of these is
whether under the first amendment, an
organ of government, state or federal,
may force lawful associations to re't_nzsl
their membership lists. In & free society
does- government have the right to in-
vade fe privacy of opinion where pub-
Keation of views and associations woild
subject .those involved to ostracism and
boycott? . . .

Until mow only radicals have felt the
impact of the new blacklisting devices
which were created in the Truman cp!d
war era: the- Attorney Generals list,
registration with the Subversive Activi-
ties Control Board, ete. This is the first
time they have been employed against a
non-leftist organization. It is indicative
that the state of Alabama, in asking the
Supreme Court not to hear the NAACP’s
appeal, cited Justice Jackson's words in
Joit Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee v.
MeGrath, the first (and inconclusive)
test of the Attormey General’s list. There
Mr. Justice Jackson said "mere designa-
tion as subversive” did net deprive of
any legal right. The injury which re-
suaed,, he said, were “sanctions applied
by public disapproval, not by law.” Ala-
bama says this justifies what it is do-
ing to the NAACP. .

The grant of certiorari may indicate
that the Supreme Court is° now pre-
pared to take a-more realistic view of
the new blacklizting .devices,

1. F. Stene's Weekly
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er altorney general, rather than any
ideas of justice he entertains as a jurist.
The majority decision may help to close
the Pandora's box that Clark helped to
open up as Truman's appeointed organ-
izer of the first period of the loyalty
witchhunt, )

It is not clear how Congress can legis-
latively change the court’s stand, as
Clark seems to hope.

The particular case at issue involved
an officer of the Mine, Mill & Smelter
Workers, Clinton Jencks, who signed a
Taft-Hartley anti-Communist affidavit
saying he was not a member of or af-
filiated with the Comniunist Party. The
government put him in the dock to prove
that his oath was false, on the basis
primarily of testimiony by two profes-
sional FBI stoolies, the notorious Harvey
Matusow and J, W. Ford.

In the trial the iwo informers said
they had rendered various oral and writ-
ten reports to the FBI during the period
in question. The defense, in this connec-
tion, moved that the court direct the
Justice Department t6 make available
these reports, so that their credibility
could be examined and compared with
the two stoolpigeons' testimony in court.
The trial judge denied this motion, with-
out giving any reason.

It is on the basis of this *“trial error”
that the lower courts (including the
Court of Appeals) was revefsed, and &
new ftrial for Jencks ordered, as far as
the decision of the Supreme Court ma-
jority weént,

"JUSTICE REQUIRES"

The court opinion included fhese
points:

{1) In order to require the production
of the FBI reports, the defense does not
have to- make a preliminary showing of
inconsistency in the witnésges' testimony.
For, argued the court, this might not be
possible till after the secret reports were
availalile,

(2) The court “disapproved” the prac-
tice of showing such government docu-
ments only to the trial judge (and not to
the defendants) for determination by the
trial judge alone of their relevance.
They must be shown ™ to the déféndants,
so' that these can prepare their caze.
“Justice requires no less,” comments the
decision.

One angle that did not come up at all
was the credibility of Matusow. Matu-
s0w is the prime example of the back-
fifing stoolie in” the hapless history of
government irniformers. It will be remem-
bered that he repudiated all of the vari-
ous jobhs of testimony he had performed
for government agenciés, announcing
himself as a liar. Although he has re-
pudiated his testimony in the Jencks
case too, this fact did not figure in the
basis on which the case was taken up
by the Supreme Court.

A heartening aspect of the decision,

in addition to ifs specific confent, was

the indication it gives of the civil-liber-
tiés -line-up on the court as presently
constfituted after all the Eisenhower ap-
pointments. The majority of five consis-
ted of: Hogo Black and William O. Doug-
las, the hard-core pro-civil-liberties
“faetion” of the court; plus Chief Jus-
tice Warren, who has more often ranged
himself with the first two than anvbody

else; plus two “freshmen” appointed by

Eisenhower, Harlan and Brennan. Bren-
nan wrote the decision.

HOW PROYE MEMBERSHIP?

While Clark . dissented completély, a
minority of Burton and Frankfurter
concurred with the-riajotity in ordering
a new trial, but,did so on a different
basis. =

The less interesting gspect of their po-
sition has. béen mentioned. abeve: they

believed that the FBI reports should
have heen made available to the trial
judge who, in turn, should decide whether
they need be shown to the defendants.

The more interesting aspect is an-
other *“trial error™ which they handled,
wihile the majority did not. It is a moot
izsue which eventually is going to have
to be decided for a number of key cases.

This is the guestion of the meaning of
the phrases “member of” or “affiliated
with” the Communist Party, as used in
the Taft-Hartley Aect.

Burton and Frankfurter make this the
primary ground for ordering a new trial
for Jencks,rather than the ground chosen
by the majority. The trial judge, they
say, gave wrong or inadeguate instruc-
tions to the jury on this point.

The trial judge had told the jury: “In
considering whether or not the defend-
ant was a member of the Communist
Party, you may consider circumstantial
evidence, as well as direct. You may
consider whether or mnot he attended
Communist Party meetings, whether or
not he held an office in the Communist
Party, whether or not he ehgaged in
other conduct consistent only with mem-
bership in the Communist Party and all
other evidence, either direct or eircum-
stantial, which bears or may bear upon
the question of whether or not he was a
member of the Communist Party on
April 28, 1950."

On this Burton and Frankfurter com-
ment: “This instruction failed to-empha-
size to the jury the essential element of
membership in an organized group—the
desire of an individual to belong to the
organization and a recognition by the
organization that it considers hinmr as a
member.”

Furthermore, the trial judge had de-
fined:; “affiliation” . as “something - less
than membership but more than sympa-
thy” and allowed. circumstantial evidence
as well-as direct, The two justices com-
ment:

“This instruction allowed the jury to
convict petitioner and on the basis of acts
of intermittent cooperation. It did not
require a continuing course of conduct
‘on a fairly permanent basis' ‘that could
not be abruptly ended without giving at

Come Out in the Open!

"While we must occept it as lawful
for o department of the Government
to suppress documenls,” even when
they will help determine controversiess
between third persoms, we carnof
agree that this should include their
suppression in a criminal prosecution,
founded upon those very dealings to
which the documents reiate and whose
criminality they will, or may, tend to
exculpate,

"Seo ‘for as they directly touch the
criminal dealings; the prosecufion
necessarily ends any confidential char-
acter the documents may posséss; it
must be conducted in the open, and
will lay bare their subject-maiter. The
Government must choose; either it
must leave the fransactions in the ob-
scurity from which a #rial will draw
them, or it must expose them fully,
Nor does ‘it seem to us possible fo
draw any line between documents
whose contents bear direcHy wpon
the criminal tronsactions, and those
which may be only indirectly rele-
vant. Not only would such o distine-
tion be extremely dificult to opply
in practice, but the same reasons
which forbid suppression in one caose
forbid it in the other. though not, per-
hops, quite so imperatively.'. . .”
—Judge Learned Hand, quoted in the

the Jencks case.

majority Supreme Courf opfnion in |

least reasonable eause for the charge of
breach of good faith.'"

No doubt the courts will have to say
more on this question in due course.
While noting that “the membership and
affiliation” issue was before them for

review, the majority chose not to take*

it up.

Clark’s dissent jibed at this, while
Clark himself stated that he approved
the trial judge's instructions to the jury.

But, Clark pointed out, about 10 other

affidavit cases are pending, “The court
is sorely divided on this impostant is-
sue,” he said, and a stand ought to be
announced,

On another “membership” issue, thé'

coutt postponed- decision on the’ cases of
Claude Lightfoot and J. I. Scales, the
first Communists to be convicted under
the later-added “membership” clauses of
of the Smith Act. The cases were as-
signed for reargument in the fall. The
constitutionality of the_ elanses which
make CP membership - punishable hag
still to be acted om.

'Cop on the

Special comment is required on the dis-
senting opinion put in by Supreme Court
Justice Tom Clark in the Jencks decision..
As the article on this page details, the
Supreme Court -has required the govern-
ment to show defendants the reports of
FBI stoolpigeons which are involved in
whitchhunt trials, eso that the -defense
can prepare.

The past history of men appointed to
the high bench has not been an -infalli-
ble guide to what course .they pursme

once they are ensconced there. Bat 1ﬁih,€.

case of Tom Clark, one feels like saying:
Once a cop, always a cop—at least after
reading his document.

What is noteworthy about it is that it
not only is the product of a copls men-
tality but that it is written as such.

It literally presents not a single juridi-
cal arpument against the court's deeci-
sion, This is not & matter of opinion: it
does not. pretend or purport to do so.

There is only ome zuthority < quited.
This is done in a long citation which
makes up almost half of the docament.

It is from that eminent authority J.

Edgar Heoover, FBI head. -
Following this quotation, Clark writes
only: “I ean add nothing to this graphic
expression , . . " He adds nothing, ex-
cept the cdomplaint (notéd in ovwr Main’
article) that the majority didn’t take up

the “membership” issdie. Before this, he

had made only one other point: that the
decision was new, not the present rule.
As 5 matter of fact, even mokt of the

quotation. from the FBT-cop ' is- plainly

and. clearly irrvelevant td any- issie in

the Jencks case., One passage, however,;

High Bench |

iz indeed relevant. Said Hoover:

“FBI reports set forth all details se-
cured from a witness. If those “details
were -disclosed, they could be subject to
misrepresentation, they counld be quoted
out of context, or they could be used to
thwart truth, distort half-truths and-
misrepresent facts . . . "

This of course is always a possibility’
with any- docursent whatsoever. In fact,
the government has often béen charged
with doing exactly that in the use of
tts' seeret documents in security cases;
the charges have even beeén proved at
times. In the open-light of a-courtroom
a defendant who “thwarts truth” in this
case canm be caught up by'the prosecu-
tion and any quotes-out-of-context, ete.
put straight, to the discredit of “the
truth-thwarter.

But if only the government prosecu-
tion is to have the right to see these re-
ports, and not the defense at all, then
it is the government which has the op-
portunity to quote out of context, thwart
trath, distort half-truths and misrepre-
sent facts—and there is nobody in the
courtreom who can check on them in
any way. (Not even the trial judge, ac-
cording to Clark.)

_ Hoover's argument turns out to be an
indictment of the dangers of the gov-
ernment’s practice, not of the dangers of
“allowing & man to know the evidence
against him.

And a justice of the Supreme Court
— only one, fortunatély — quotes this
typical preduct of a secret-police mind
as the -guide for justice' in the United
States.

S
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| LONDON LETTER

Vote Still Slipping, Tories
Move to Trap Labor Men

By OWEN ROBERTS
London, June 2
, Elections in. three British parliament-
_ary constituencies went to the polls in
by-elections last week. Although none of
. the seats changed, the result in each case
was a setback for the government and
. a contribution of the anti-tory trend of
the past 18 months.

The most spectacular of the results

. was that of the London borough of Horn-
sey, where the by-election was a straight
fight between the Labor and Tory parties,

‘Tory candidate was Lady Gamans, widow
of the previous member and a political il-

.Jiterate. As an example of her attitude
it iz sufficient to quote from her election
.&peech the despairing observation: “If
only the workers would behave like sens-
ible, civilized human beings!"

- Such remarks did not go down well
with the workers, particularly when
coupled with a pose as “just an ordinary
gel” who didn’t understand much about
polities. Her reward was a seat in Par-
liament—but only just. At the genecral
election two yefrs ago her husband col-
lected more than 33,000 voies and a ma-
jority of 12,926 aver his Labor opponent.
Lady Gamans collected only 24,169 votes
and her majority over the Labor candi-
date was slashed away to a mere 3,131,
In spite of & reduced total poll the Laboy
vote increased by a thousand.

The dominating feature of the Hornsey
by-election was again the number of Tory
supporters who failed to register their
voles—and in such a constituencv this
can only be seen as yet another indica-
tions of the “middle-class revoll™ against
the Tories.

This trend was also well demonstrated
at another by-election, in South Edin-
burgh. In the general election of 1055 the
Tories had a majority of neariy 13,000
ever Labor in a straight fight; last week
Jtheir majority slumped to 4,640 and-al-
though they won the seat they did o on
a minority vote. Total Tory vote was
14,421 whereas the combined vote of the
Liberal and Labor candidates was 17,220,
The Liberal Party candidate's 7,439 votes
were drawn to a large extent from prev-
ious Tory supporters who, anxious to
show annoyance with the government,
werg able to east their votes against the
Tory government without at the same
time casting them for the Labor Party.

TORIES IN A STEW

In the third by-election, at East Ham,
rebellious Tories again made their influ-
cence felt. In this Labor-held seat the
Labor candidate was returned with a
slightly inereased majority on a smaller
total vote. But the big feature was the
"drop of the Tory vote from nearly 41 per
ccent of the poll in 1955 to just over 29
per cent last week. The missing portion
of the Tory vote wentte a candidate from
the People's League which, standing a
Pari.lamcntary candidate for the frst
time in its history, collected more than
12 per cent of the voles.

| NEW YORK

The Peoples League is a right-wing
organization appealing to the middle class
for its support. It is violently anti-Labor
and ' anti-trade-union but at the same
time carries on a minor campaign against
“big business.” The votes it gathered at
East Ham are therefore yet another in-
dication ‘of the dissatisfaction among
middle-class Tories.

That Prime Minister MacMillan is
worried about the continued deeline in
support for his government there is no
doubt. Today, for the second time in a
few weeks, MacMillan has called together
a number of his Tory partners to his
house for a sort of “Sunday School” to
talk things over. Today's discussions are
said to be centering around the need to
improve the government's propaganda
machine and present “a clearer picture”
to the public of whal it is trying to do.
The big effort of MacMillan, however,
seems to be concentrated on pinning the
trade unions down to an easier line on
wage demands.

Yesterday the prime -minister an-
nounced that this week he would be open-
ing talks with employers, trade unions
and nationalized industries to discuss the
setting up of an “independent body” to
deal with wages, prices and production.
At the moment nothing more positive
has been said, but it has been known for
some time that the government would
very much like to see such a body work-.
ing, for it would kill several birds with
one stone.

UNION SCRAP BREWING

First, if the unions could be tied to
such a body through the Trades Union
Congress, it would restrict the activities
of the growing section of trade-union
militants (particularly those of the Frank
Cousins tendency) and restore the pre-
dominance of the right wing in the TUC,
This would slow down the drive for high-
or wapes and make the government's po-
sition much easier.

Second, &nd arising from the first
point, if the trade unionsz could be hog-
tied in such a fashion it would go a long
way toward silencing some of the middle-
class erities of the government, who say
that the big stick should be taken to the
trade unions to make them ease up on
wage demands and allow more of the
national income to be diverted to the
middle elass.

Naturally, union leaders are divided
on the government's proposals and, al-
though no official comment has so far
been forthcoming from union circles, it
is believed that a real conflict may take
place within the TUC—with the right
wing in favor of the “impartial body”
and the more militant group strongly op-
posed.

Thus Maemillan’s proposal will have a
third result of opening up 2 fight among
the top trade-union leadership.

Whether MacMillan can ride out the
storm with this plan of hiz remains to
be deen,

3 A PANEL DISCUSSION
The Road to Peace in the Middle Fast

T JAMAL SA'D
I Research Officer, Arab States Delegation

HAL DRAPER
Editor, Labor Action

THURSDAY EVE., JUNE 13
8:30 p.m. at LABOR ACTION HALL
114 West 14 Street, New York City

FRANCE

By LUCIEN WEITZ

Guy Mollet has resigned.

Mollet May Stay as
Cabinet Crisis Simmers

Paris, .?i:fay 27

President Coty, basing himself on the constitution, has so far ze-
fused to accept his resignation: only 250 deputies voted against the
government, less than the two-thirds needed to overthrow it const,ttu-
tionally. This time 131 deputies abstained (including 28 Radicals) or
did not participate in the vote. Consequently, it cannot be said that
France is without a government: this paradox alone helps to show the

complexity of th present erisis.

The Right Wing of the Assembly
forced the government into the minority
by refusing to vote for its tax bills (76
billion of franes of new taxes from the
industrial and commercial companies and
14 from the sale of gasoline). The Right
Wing demonstrated by its vote that it
does not intend to pay for even part of
the Algerian war, which it approves on all
oblgr oceasions,

Algo, theze same deputies did not pro-
test against the 60 billion franes worth
of taxes levied from the consumers, taxes
which did not require a vote in Parlia-
ment to be passed.

It must be pointed out, without justi-
fving the attitude of the reactionaries,
that the remediez put forward to meet
the financial erisis arve nothing but an-
other example of the confusion of French
economie policy. On the other hand, the
government has declared that it intends
to follow a policy of expansion, and that
it hopes to increase exports thanks to
this expansion. But, because of the un-
favorable balance of foreign trade, im-
ports are being reduced. The tax on
stock-piled materials, for instance, which
brought about the rebellion of the reac-
tionaries, did not aim primarily at weak-
ening capitalism but at reducing imports.
However, France cannot increase its in-
dustrial production and at the same time
attempt to live on its own resources; it
is forced to import power, certain metals;
paper paste, wool,; ete,

The alternative is re-establishing a
true war economy.~This is the econemic
dilemma, and the Algerian bloodletting
has been highly unstable for a long
time, based on deep-going reforms of the
social and economie structures.

This means that, whatever the<solu-
tion to the political crisis may be, the
voting of new taxes cannot be avoided.
The working class will be called upon
to pay and Mollet, in spite of his speech-
es, has shown the way by freezing wages.

But even before that, it will be neces-
sary to apply for mew loans from the
Bank of France to cover the internal

_debts, and to use some of the gold re-

serves to meet foreign payments, The
specnlations on the franc cannot be sup-
pressed, and devalpation will become un-

“avoaidable.

WHAT THE PARTIES WANT

Against this backdrop, the crisis has
quietly developed for over a week.

M. Pleven, the man of Dlenhlenphua—-of
the small center party U.D.S. R—has
been asked by the President of the Re-
public to-investigate the PUSSlbllltles for

“a new government. He his not, however,

been entrusted with the fnrmatmn of a
new govemment and he has stated that
“in no case, and regardless of the dura-

" tion of the crisis, would I accept to sue-

ceed M, Guy Mollet.”

This is his solution: “It is not so much

‘a matter of fnrmhig a new government,

but of enlarging the pelitical composition
of the old, of adapting it. This, inciden-
tally, would give M. Guy Mellet a chance
to demonstrate to the [Algerian] FLN
and to its Tupisian and Morocean allies
that the Algerian policy of France is
unanimously supported by all’ republi-
can and patriotic parties.”

The situation ean be explained as fol-
lows:

(1) M. Pleven, who was compelled to
withdraw into semi-obsctrity after the
tragu‘: end of the Indochinese gdventure,
is very cautious. He is the United States’
man; in spite of his declarations, he does
not approve the Algerian policy of La-
coste, but he does not consider the situ-
ation ripe enough (or rotten enough) to

accept government responsibility.

(2) The leaders of the Right Wing
(independents and moderates) think a-
long the same lines, but were outflanked
by their own followers. They themselves

. —Pinay, Reynaud and Laniel—abstained

in the vote.

In reality, they regret the crisis; thay
only wanted to scare Mollet, hut they
did not want to succeed him, They would
have preferred to wait for him to eol-
lapse in a real eatastrophe.

{3) The Christian-Democratic MRP,
because of its European-federalist policy,
will not make a move without the SP,
and they know that the latter would
mot accept to return to government if
it did not occupy the presidency.
gecount a new sgituation. Mendes-France,

(4) The Radicals have to take into
unable to enforee the decisions of the
party congress and reduced to a min
in the parliamentary group, has resigned
from the leadership, handing over his
funetions to Daladier. He now pays the
price of his conciliatory attitude which
wag, in fact, a capitulation,

A month ago he could have broken
with the Radical-fascist Bourgés-Maun-
oury and kept the party machine under
his control, Today he is compelled to iso-
late himself to avoid dishonoring him-
gelf. At the same time, given the present
confusion in the party;*fo Radical can
make ¢laims on the presidency of a new
government.

MOLLET'S CHARADE

This is why , at the moment, it is not
absurd to think that Mollet may suc-"
ceed Mollet. All he has to de is to find
a few new ministers, more or less on
the Right, and to sacrifice Ramadier,
who would be only too happy to with-
draw at this point.

He might also have to sacrifice Pineau
who, in spite of appearances, is not too
convinced of the value of the job he bhas
done, (In any case, le does not approve
of the value of the recent break with
Tunisian Premier Bourgpiba, a last and
useless concession of Mollet to the Right)

Of course, Mollet puts on a great
show of intransigence. He says that he.
will concede nothing of his finaneigal
program. He is not displeased, especially
in view of his situation within - thaﬁ?
to play the role of the wictim of .
“silver wall." He has fallen “to the 1eft"'
party card in hand!

Sad as it may seem, this grotesque and’

.theatrical gesture in Parliament might

induce the SP minority—~which had hopes
of gaining strength—to forget the tragic
and irreparable consequences of the in-
sane Algerian policy, and the insupit to
socialist principles it represents,

This will be seen if the National Coun-
eil is held next Bdturday, as annouhced.
H, in the meantime, Pleven succeeds in

"h:s patching-up operation, we shall hau

to “wait for the party’s Touldise Con-
gress, and for several months " hore

“French socialism will continue to de-

grade itself in the bloody swamp of, “the
Algerian war.
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The Peculiar Equilibrium
Under Gomulka in Poland

By A. RUDZIENSKI

Polish public opinion was very disap-
pointed by the new government that
was presented by the Gomulka leader-
ship to the Sejm (parliament). That new
government included Cyrankiewicz as
premier, Zenon Nowak as vice-premier,
and Klosiewicz as vice-minister of Labor.

Nowak and Klosiewicz are leaders of
the rightist-Stalinist “Natolin®  group,
which iz responsible for all the crimes
of Stalinism in Poland, Cyrankiewicz
was a loyal and servile collaborator of
Bierut and Hilary Minc who, at the last
moment, went over to the *“liberal”
course in order to save himself. When
the Poznan uprising took place, it was
Cyrankiewicz who threatened ‘terror
against “the agents of foreign imperial-
ism.”

How ean one explain the fact that
Gomulka, after his election victory, after
the defeat of the Natolin group which
had fought him, now seeks collaboration
with the Stalinists or “reformed Stal-
inists” in opposition to the public opin-
ionw of the country and in particular of
the left- wing of the party and independ-
ent press?

Of coursze, there is the factor of Rus-
sian pressure and the isolation of Po-
land in the satellite camp; but there are
alzo internal grounds.
= Gomulka won power backed by the
majority of the people against the Stal-
inist regime, with the active support of
the students and workers and the spon-
taneous leadership of revolutionary ele-
ments, Gomulka's own group was very
weak and did not exist as an organized
political forece; and so Gomulka was be-
tween two fires—the Stalinists, his
hangmen, and the revolutionaries, his
gaviors and friends. He had to go to the
elections with the socialist left, because
he did not have his own organization.
Under the pressure of the masses the
party organization was divided between
different tendencies and threatened with
a split which would naturally mean the
breakup of the whole “Popular Demoe-
racy.”

In order to save it and himself from
révolution and from Russian interven-
tion, Gomulka considered that the most
important task was to preserve the “‘un-
ity"” of the party, that is, the control of
the monolithie strueture of the PZPR”
[the ruling CP] and its totalitarian mo-
nopoly and leadership over Poland. After
the defeat of the Hungarian Revolution,
Gomulka ' understood that in order to
save his regime the most important task
he faced was to stop the growing pres-
sure of the left.

And this he could achieve only by a
deal with the Natolin group, or a part of
it. In this way Gomulka offered some
posts in his government to the Natolin-
ists, obtaining their support and prob-
ably the division of Lhe Natolin group.

ATTACK ON LEFT

The most important danger to the
new regime came, of course, from the
Natolin reaction, backed by Moscow. It
would be child’s play for the Kremlin
to organize a new dissident government
in Poland—ordering Mazur, Mijal or
Klosiewicz to hold a meeting at Bialy-
stok, proclaim a “real socialist govern-
ment” and aceuse Gomulka of “treason,”
thereby appealing for Russian help, Go-
mulka knows the Russians well enough,
and in the first place he tries to divide
and demoralize the Natolin group to
prevent this eventuslity.

Of course, the Russians have not de-
cided to form any such government, be-
cause they know that the Natolin group
is absolutely isolated from the masses,
and becausé a repetition of the Hun-
garian intervention in Poland means a
danger of world war, as well as an ex-
tension of the Polish revolution to the
Ukraine, Byelorussia, Lithuania and the
Baltic eountries, which have Polish mi-
norities and which now have strong pro-
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Polish sympathies, especially for the
current Polish rebellion. But the danger
of such a Russian policy does exist and
is probably the nightmare of Gomulka
and his group.

On the other hand, the deal with Nat-
olin was made at the expense of the
Left; for Gomulka not only wants to
stop its growth, but he also knows that
the Left is not set to, and is not able
to, overthrow him, without an immedi-
ate Russian military intervention in Po-
land.

He fired Staszewski as secretary of
the Warsaw organization, Matwin from
Trybuna Ludu, Drobner as secretary of
the Cracow district, ete. The “reorgani-

zation” of Trybuna Ludu was so dra-

matic that all the editors presented their
resignation. The new editor, Leon Kas-
man, iz an old collaborator of Bierut's
and an enemy of Gomulka’s. Censorship
was imposed on the independent press
and the weekly Po Prostu is in serious
trouble,

The working class and the youth
answered with street meetings in Cra-
cow and Warsaw; the workers of the
Cegielski factory in Poznan, where the
June strike hegan, answered with a new
strike; and so did the railroad workers
at Bydgoszez. Gomulka appealed to
their “common sense” and the workers
went back to work. The Left and the
working class demonstrated its strength,
but they will not and cannot overthrow
Gomulka.

FROZEN EQUILIBRIUM

The foreign press exaggerated a little
Gomulka's concessions to the Stalinists
as a new coup d'&tat, which is not true,
because the camp of the Polish October
is very strong, stronger than Gomulka
and the Stalinists together. The turn to
the right is thus limited -by the strength
of the revolutionary camp and by the
weskness of Natolin and Gomulka’s own
caueus,

Gomulka is trying to overcome this
peculiar state of equilibrium by building
his own eaucus and fighting for econtrol
of the party against Natolin and the
Left. The positions won in the party
from the Stalinists and the Leftists he
delivered to his own men. He accused
the Left of “revisionism” and a tend-
ency to restore bourgeois democracy, be-
cause his own mediocre Marxist culture
and general culture (he is only a bureau-
crat) and his Stalinist past does not
permit him to understand the evolution
of revolutionary Marxism to a new type
of political democracy, overcoming the
obsolete forms of bolshevik jacobinizm.

But the stability of his regime de-
pends not so much on the internal fight
between the upper strata of the party
and state bureaucracy, as on the peculiar
equilibrium between the status con-
quered by the Polish October and the
Kremlin, The Polish revolution has not
been defeated; it has been frozen in the
Gomulka regime, as a stage of develdp-
ment in the fight between the growing
revolution and the Stalinist counter-rev-
olution,

As a conquest of October, the Go-
mulka regime is a form of national re-
sistance to the Kremlin yoke; at the
same time it remains a regime of the
bureaucracy, directed against the so-
cialist and national revolution. How long
it lasts depends on how long this peculiar
equilibrium continues,

By JOE HAUSER
Cleveland, May 27
Amid a flurry of forums in most ma-
jor cities on the general subject of re-
groupment of the Left, Cleveland had its
meeting Saturday night, May 25, at Slo-
venian National Home. Sponsor of the

 meeting was the Cleveland Open For-

um, a long established group formerly
called the General Welfare Forum, well
known for its policy of hearing any and
all points of wview.

Invitations to participate in this meet-
ing went to a number of groups. Only
the Independent Soecialist League, Young
Socialist League, Socialist Workers Par-
ty, and Revolutionary Workers League
responded favorably. The Communist
Party officially deelined—at this time.
The Socialist Party and Socialist Labor
Party never bothered to answer.

Ed Spira chaired the meeting for the
Open Forum. Representing the partici-
pating organizations were Gerry Me-
Dermott, ISL; C. B. Cowan, RWL; Ber-
nie Hendrick, YSL; and Robert Himmel,
SWP.

Spira opened the meeting with re-
marks on the erisis the world is in to-
day and the resultant need for a revolu-
tionary socialist organization.

MeDermott led off by describing re-
groupment as both desirable and possi-
ble. He listed the developments, such as
the let-up in the period of MeCarthyite
repression, rising Negro struggle, united
labor movement, Hungarian revolution
and the crisis in both world and Ameri-
can Stalinist movements, which together
made it possible for a4 genuine American
socialist movement to exist and to re-
place the CP as the rallying place- for
radicals in this country.

MeDermott listed three conditions for
a united party: for democracy on both
sides of the Iron Curtain; the organiza-
tion not to take a public position that
Russia is any kind of socialist or work-
ers’ state; and for full and complete so-
cialist democracy. He felt that the SP
could serve as the vehicle for the re-
groupment, in spite of his differences
with its politics. He ended up with a call
for socialists of various persuasions to
close ranks, put aside the Russian guoes-
tion for the time being, and talk social-
ism to the American masses.

Cowan declared he was not for me-
chanieal unity, but for joint action on is-
sues at hand based on common agree-
ment, with the various organizations in-
volved not dragging in unvelated doc-
trinaire differences, He felt there never
was a greater need for this type of com-
mon action on the part of the Left than
now, He emphasized the importance of
following the e¢lass line in deciding the
stand to take on any issue.

In this connection he said that he
couldn't agree with McDermott’s sup-
port of the Hungarians if their uprising
would lead to a Horthy-or Hitler-type
regime. As this point was not further
clarified during the meeting it left the
unfortunate impression that Cowan be-
lieved the Hungarian revolution was re-
actionary in nature, while this is really
not his position.

YOUTH WANT UNITY

Cowan ended with his two points as a
basis for joint action: recognition of the
class nature of society, and taking any
action that would either weaken capital-

Fa
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FORUM DISCUSSES SOCIALIST POLITICAL ACTION

New York, May 24
A symposium on the subject “Politi-
eal Action for Socialists in 1957" was
held by the West Side Forum this eve-
ning. The panel leading the discussion
consisted of Robert Claiborne, vice-chair-
man of the Commitiee for Socialist
Unity; Dr. Jackson, a member of the
National Committee of the Communist
Party; and Gordon Haskell, associate
editor of Labor Aection.
The discussion revolved primarily
around the question of the advisability

-

of some form of independent or coali-
tion socialist participation in the muni-
cipal elections in New York in 1957, All
three speakers were more or less agreed
that there was grave doubt about the
possibility or advisability of any kind of
coalition ticket in New York in 1957,
from their different points of vigw. Has-
kell emphasized particularly one requi-
site for such united political action: com-
mitment to support of struggles for de-
mocracy on both sides of the Iron Cur-
tain,

Forum on Socialist Unity
Hears 3 Views in Cleveland

ist society or strengthen the socialist
forces.

Hendrick spoke of the problems of a
socialist youth organization on the camp-
us, the political backwardness of the
students, and the confusion. spread by
the existence of diverse radical organi-
zations. He explained that the YSL it-
self was a merger of the youth from the
ISL and SP, that it contained in its
ranks many socialist and pacifist view=
points, had full internal democracy, and
that he was for such a unity of the SP-
ISL-YSL. He wanted a new organization
as a place where disillusioned CPers
could go, and also stressed the im-
portance of a real party for YSL mem-
bers to go to on becoming adults.

Hendrick spoke of the youth wanting
a respectable organization without hav-
ing to worry about FBI harrassment.
He said that while it is the Russian ques-
tion that divides the sects, they must
learn to face American problems first,
He ended by saying that the YSL wants
to be the youth section of a large unified
socialist party—not of a seet. He also
felt unity was a necessity to influence
the coming labor party.

ALL-INCLUSIVE? -

Himmel spoke on the general interest
in regroupment, and laid its origin in
the erisis of world Stalinism and not to
any development on the American scene.
He outlined the two concepts of regroup-
ment as either all getting in one organi-
zation and then worrying about program-
matie differences, or first talking about
differences and then thrashing out a
joint program, He felt that an all-inclu-
sive party had proved unworkable in
the past and would fall apart in its first
crisis. Unity itself is not necessarily de-
sirable and even splits are sometimes
necessary and good, as in the case of the
old AFL-CIO break.

He commented on the SP-SDF merger
and pointed out that the ISL is for this
as the future mass Socialist Party. He
claimed that this would not even be a
true all-inclusive party, and that the SP-
SDF had its own conditiens for unity,
such as support of the State Departmenk
policies and .an anti-Leninist loyalty
oath, He felt the SP was hostile to dis-
cussions such as this Forum. He said
some CP leaders were also hostile as ev-
idenced by their absence. He praised the
Muste Forum as a broad arena for so-
cialist discussion and pointed out that
only the ISL had mo representative on
its National Board.

Himmel wound up by calling for dis-
cussion now, not organic unity. He was
also for joint action on such ‘issues as
support of struggle for Negro rights,
against H-bombs and war drive, and sup-
port of the labor movement. He also
pointed to the New York jeint May Day
meeling as a step in the right direetion.

There was a question period from the
audience and between the panelists, with
the sharpest debate taking place between
the ISL and SWP speakers. The meet-
ing concluded with short rebuttals, with
McDermott including in his remarks that
he, unlike Hendrick, did not hope the
new organization would be “respectable.”

Only 25 or so people were present,
with very few outside the participating
groups appearing. This would indicate
either that there was little interest in
this eity in this subjeet, or that the
groups present were not able to reach
those who might be interested.
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Youth Is Still Sparking

They Question
The Whole System

In our April 15 issue, we reprinted
from the Nation excerpls of a letter
from a Russian student, which had ap-
peared originaily in the Austrian journal
Forum. The letter described the wide-
ranging ferment and discussion produced
among the students of Lomonosov Uni-
versity by the Hungarian Révolution.

The May 20 New Leader prints a larger
abridgement of this letter, including the
following two paragraphs which did not
appear in the Nation version.

We reprint them for the information
of Challenge readers because of their
great significance. They illustrate the de-
gree to which Russian students are be-
ginning te recognize, in a fairly clear
theoretical fashion, the nature of Stalin-
ist society.

“[In the discussions among students]
. « . a question erystalized which is of
utmost importance in the system of ‘real-
ized socialism,’ namely: ‘Hasn't party
bureaucracy, although it iz not formally
entitled to own the means of production
of the community, become an exploiting
class in the original Marxist sense
through the practical control it exercises
over the various branches of production
in that it determines the latter’s utiliza-
tion and contrels the employment and
salaries of workers? And is it not ad-
missible, even necessary, to apply the
old Marxist weapon of class struggle—
i, the general strike—against it
too?' ..

Hungarian events . . . were used to
illustrate a development for which cer-
tain prerequisites existed everywhere,
the Soviet Union included. From this
there emerged another question—that of
the ¢lass character of Soviet society. Al-
maost all of the participants in the discus-
sion were of the opinion that , .. even in
the Soviet Union the differences between
the exploiting and the exploited contin-
ues to exist, Merely one distinguishing
mark of the exploiting class—i.e., per-

. sonal property rights to the means of
production—had changed. But the pres-
ent workers' property rights to the means
of production only existed ‘on paper’ and
the party’s preference for heavy industry,
supported by a central administrative
system, had also fixed the elass character
of the Soviet community from the legal
point of wview; to protect themselves,
those who profit by it have created the
same class justice asz exists in bourgeois
society for the protection of the exploit-
ing class. In the new socialist system, as
in the old capitalist one, every resistance
to the exploiters was branded by a ‘class-
less]l justice as bigh treason and liable
to penal gervitude, But this meant that

the October Revolution had been re-
versed, . . "
V. ans LS
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By MAX MARTIN

Mood of Revolt in Stalinland

The role of the youth, students and intellectuals as a vanguard ele-
ment in the Hungarian and Polish revolutions was marked by all ob-
servers. Since last October, young people behind the Iron Curtain have
continued to give evidence of their struggle for democracy. Reports in-
dicating widespread student unrest and disaffection have come from
every Communist country in the world, including China, where a stu-

dent strike in Yunan Province
took place.

East Germany appears to be the
scene of the most open and intense
anti-Communist activity by stu-
dents and intellectuals in the Stal-
inist world, according to numerous dis-
patches to the press in recent weeks
and an article in the May 27 New Lead-
er by Rainer Hilderbrandt. Hildebrandt
is the author of The Explosion, a work
dealing with the 1953 East German up-
rising.

The current ferment in East Germany
originated last fall in sympathy with
and response to the Hungarian events,
just as the Hungarian revolution started
as a demonstration of solidarity with
the Polish people. The students of Hum-
boldt University in East Berlin, given
an impulsion by the actions and demands
of their counterparts in Budapest, called
for representation for themselves out-
side the framework of the Communist
youth organization, the FDJ. They also
demanded a change from compulsory to
voluntary attendance at political lec-
tures and Russian courses.

An intensive discussion began at the
university and spread to other colleges.
Writes Hildebrandt:

“Under the slogan ‘Sharpen the Wea-
pons of the Mind,’ the students began
to interpret Marxism in the Marxist
manner and to refute Stalinism with the
classics of socialism. Marx and Engels,
they pointed out, stated that socialism
would develop in each country acecording
to its own economic, political and cul-
tural laws, Thus they raised the ques-
tion of whether Soviet experience was
relevant to German conditions. In a
forum discussion at Leipzig University,
200 students cited Lenin as their author-
ity for demanding that no siate Ffune-
tionary receive a salary ‘exceeding that
of a worker's wages.""”

Students in Dresden observed a minute
of silence for the vietims of the Rus-
sian repression of the Hungarian revo-
lution, while in" East Berlin students
posted statements of Hungarian and
Polish intellectuals on the bulletin
boards. A number of professors in East
Germany became the center of intellec-
tual opposition, most prominent among
them being Dr. Wolfgang Harich in
East Berlin, whose views, activities and
arrest have already been reported in
Challenge and Labor Action.

In Leipzig, a Professor Ernst Bloch
of the philosophy faculty rallied stu-
dents around him on the basis of declar-
ing adherence to the views of the Hun-
garian Petofi circle intellectnals. Bloch
was promptly fired from his position by
the regime. A few months later, a Pro-
fessor Gerhardt Zehm at the University
of Jena was similarly dismissed from
his position and expelled from the So-
cialist Unity Party (the East German
CP) for similar “confused conceptions.”
Neues Deutschland, CP organ, which re-
vealed the action against Zehm, traced
the latter's “ideclogically and politically
negative” views back to Bloch, whose
student Zehm had originally been.

"LOYALTY PLEDGE" DRIVE

Then, three weeks ago, the Humbeldt
students again occupied the center of
the stage, The dean of the university,
Professor Gunter Schuetzler, was ac-

cused by the regime of having nrged his
students to follow the example of the
Hungarian youth, and was suspended
from his job. One hundred twenty stu-
dents boycotted classes as a protest
against the suspension of Schuetzler,
who has since fled to West Berlin, and
demanded his reinstatement. The stu-
dent strike lasted for a week.

In retaliation, reported the Commu-
nist youth newspaper Junge Welt on
May 14, the students were barred from
the campus. The secret police demanded
that the students purge themselves of
“Western tendencies” or face perma-
nant expulsion from the school and pros-

‘ecution for their activities. The “purga-

tion” is to take the form of letters sub-
mitted by the students in “self-criticism”
of their ideas and actions, as well as
pledges of allegiance to the regime.

Subsequently, Neues Deutschland re-
ported that the “loyalty pledge” cam-
paign would be spread to other univer-
sities. It announced that the entire stu-
dent body and faculty at Jena University
had sworn loyalty to the government,
and that 941 students at this school had
agreed to do two weeks labor during their
vacations as evidence of their suppert to
the regime. The paper also asserted that
a group of 21 students at Humboldt had
taken a similar vow.

The “voluntary"” nature of this pledge
can best be appreciated when it igs re-
called that two weeks earlier the gov-
ernment’s State Secretary for Universi-

ties, Wilhelm Girnus, decreed that
henceforth those wishing admittance to
a university would have to perform “la-
bor service” prior to admission, and in-
formed the German students that this
requirement was promulgated in order
to make certain that those going to
school. were “loyal.” Moreover, he indi-
cated that students already in school
who were suspect ought to likewise per-
form such “service,” as a sign of their
eligibility for an education.

THE AUDIENCE LAUGHED

Student discontent has not been con-
fined to those on the university level,
but has eccurred in the high schools as
well.

On May 4 the newspaper Ostsee Zei-
tung complained of “rotten liberalism”
and apathy about serving in the armed
forces among high school students.
“People hostile to socialism should not
be tolerated in our high schools,” con-
cluded this Stalinist organ.

The prevalence of a negative attitude
towards the East Germany military
forces, which Ostsee Zeitung deplores,
receives reinforcement from informa-
tion related in the May 27 New Leader
article. Writes Hildebrandt:

“Gerhart Eisler, who returned to Ger- .
many after emigrating to America and
often leads discussion groups, was asked
by students why East German toy shops
sold People’s Police tin soldiers whereas
the West German Government opposed
the sale of toy soldiers. When Eisler
explained that the army of the ‘German
Democratic Republic was serving peace, ;
his audience burst out laughing.”’

The seriousness of the problem for
the East German rulers is amply décu-
mented by the great attention it receives
from them and the constant discussion
of this question in the press, as well as
by the repressive measures adopted.

{Continved on page 7]

Persecution of a C.0.

By M. OPPENHEIMER

A 26-year-old pacifist, Seymour Eichel,
is today on his twentieth day of hunger
strike against his imprisonment for vio-
lation of the Selective Service Act. The
only nourishment he has taken is water
and that which is being forced into him
by means of tubes.

Since May 21 Eichel has been impris-
oned at the Federal “Correctional” In-
stitution in Danbury, Conn. From Dee,
27, 1956, when he was convicted of re-
fusal to register for the draft eight years
to May 21, Eichel was at the West Street
Detention Headquarters at 27 West
Street, New York.

On May 20 Esther Eichel, mother of
Seymour, began what is to be a continu-
ous picketing of the White House urging
her son’s release. Eichel previously had
fasted three days in protest against
prison practices of passing food under
bars to inmates still in guarantine. He
has refused to perform any work con-
tributing to the operation of the prison,
and has spent most of his time writing
letters for the other prisoners.

Eichel is the son of Julius Eichel, who
served two years’ imprisonment for re-
fusing to register for the draft in World
War L. In 1948, as an honor student,
Seymour was permitted to graduate
from Tilden High School in Brooklyn
though he refused to sign the loyalty
oath required of graduating seniors.

After Eichel had not eaten for twelve
days, the prison doctor at West Street
attempted forcibly to feed him by in-

serting a tube into his stomach through
hiz nose, according te Fichel's father.
This was attempted five times, although
much blood was drawn, and in spite of
Eichel's weakened condition.

After this attempt, Eichel was hand-
cuffed to a stretcher and, without any
further cevering but shirt and pants,
was driven to Danbury Prison. There he
was further assaulted by having a ca-
theter inserted when he refused to give
a urine specimen, He was then placed in
a restraining sheet or siraightjacket and
fed through the nose. This procedure
now takes place three times a day.

The prison doctor then threatened to
let the tube remain in Eichel’'s nose for
three or more days, according to Eichel's
father.

Eichel himself continues to reply to all
suggestions on improving his health by
saying that he is interested in his free-
dom only, and whatever else is done to
his body is against his wishes. Original-
ly sentenced to one year’s imprisonment,
he is eligible for pareole now, but he re-
fuses te apply on conscientious grounds.

Members of the Women's Internation-
al League for Peace and Freedom and
of other peace groups, have heen active
on the case in Washington, D, C.

In a previous case, in 1945, Corbett
Bishop passively resisted the prison and
Selective Service System for 144 days,
inclnding fasting. He had been forcibly.
fed. He concluded his non-cooperation
only upon receiving parole, for which he
signed no papers,
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Khrushchev Isn't There Yet
But...He'’s On the Way

"BJ' Max -Martin

‘It has been obvious for a long time
now that while the members of Russia’s
#Siepllective leadership” may be equals,
‘Nikita Krushchev is more equal than the
‘others, Formally the First™ Secretary of
the Gommunist Party, Krushchev clearly
pecupies the pre-eminent position in beth
the party and.state hierarchies.

| During the last year or B0, MOreover,
deve]opments have occurred sirengthen-
‘#ng his Jeading -role among Russia’s rul-
~ers - and perhaps porfending - the begin-
~mings of a small-scale “cult of the person-
.ality” around him,

Recent -dispatches to the press by an
“American correspondent in-Moscow and
+hyan analyst of Russian affairs—William
J. Jordan in the N. ¥. Times of May 27,
-and Thomas P. Whitney of the AP in the
“N. Y. Post—present evidence which in-
dicates such a trend,

A cautionary note: Krushehev is no-
where near possessing Stalin’s mantle,
qior is his future inheritance of Stalin’s
‘yole az all-powerful Vozhd guarranteed.
What is involved is the seeming emer-
gence into the open of the built-in ten-
dency in Stalinist society toward the
ereation of a Supreme Ruler.

A totalitarian social structure has need
for such a Ruler to aet as the authori-
tative arbiter in disputes among the rul-
ing burueaucracy, as its substitute for
the demoeratic resolution of disputes
among the ruling class in non-totalita-
rian society. And for a given man te play
such a role requires that he be raised
.above others in the estimation which
-gociety holds of him to a height beyond
the reelm of ordinary mortals; hence
the fantasfic adulation and Byzantine
flattery accorded Stalin during his life-
time,

MOUTHEIECE NO. 1

-One cannot. definitely predict that this.
tendency will be crowned by the creation
-of a mew Stalin. Nor is it assured that im,
tthe event of the materialization of such
A leader, Krushehev will be the person
occupying the spot. The exact working
out of these tendencies depends upon
Aoo many unforseeable events; among
avhich are struggles between the masses
and the bureaucracy, and struggles with-
in the bureaucracy itself. All one can
gay at this point is that a trend toward
the emergence of a mew Vozhd seems
evident, and that the First Secretary
sapparently leads by a.comfortable mar-
gin in the contest for the job.

The most important development in
this regard comsists of his spokesman-
ship for the regime in the announcement
" of all recent important policy changes.

It was Krushchev who enunciated the
sdecision to “decentralize” the manage-
bment of industry and construction, first
:disclosing the new policy in his “theses”
dn -March, and then presenting it for-
mally to the Supreme Soviet earlier this
:month, Whatever the actual 1mporl:a.nce
‘and walue of the “decentralization” may
e, it must be kept in mind that the
ichanges introduced are being heralded
dn the Russian—and world-wide—press
as vast and consequential developments.

He has alsp assumed the leading role
in the field of agriculture, long-time
thief trouble spot for the Kremlin, He
is |dent1ﬁed with the Russian govern-
fment’s plan for the cultivation of mnew
lands in Siberia and central Asia, which
has been the subject of much boasting
Dy the regime in the recent period:

‘And it was. Khrushchev who promul-
gated the latest Russian “plan” to over-
take the United States in the per-capita
production of milk, meat and butter.
This annonneed “intention” of the Krem-
tin will certainly prove popular with the
Russian people; the conneetion of the
First Seeretary with the “plan” may be
intended to give him a certain moment»
ary personal popularity.

+In addition, Khrushchev has in recent
months heen freely making himself avail-
able for interviews by foreign .news-
papermen. In the course of his meetings
with such reporters he obviously feels
fzee to act as spokesman for the regime
sgm.all guestions that come up.

-Several weeks ago, he was interviewed
for two hours by Turner,Catledge, man-

' shared

aging editor of the N. Y. Times, an in-
cident reminizcent of Stalin’s interviews
with Roy Howard and others. Subse-
quently, he spent many hours with wvisit-
ing .newsmen from China,  Poland and

-‘fugoslaﬂa -And now-he has appeared

over United States.telexision in an inter-
view on CES's “Face the Nation.”

STRAWS IN ; THE .WIND

The significance of this is underlined

by the fact that Russian governmental'

and party leaders allow themselves to be

_interviewed by the non-Russian press

most rarely, if at all. In the past pnly

* Stalin gave such an oceasional interview;
.now Khrushehev is doing it.

Up to recently, Party First Secre-
the public spotlight aa the
spokesmen for the Kremlin, While this
is still true té some extent—as their
joint trips to vavious countries, including
the projected one to Finland, show— it is
Khrushehev who has emerged as the
dominant individual in the ruling hier-
archy,

One sign of this ean be found in the
increased volume of publicity accorded
him in the Russian press. In his AP

“arficle, Whitney asserts that in this res-

pect Khrushchev has now eclipsed all of

-the other members of the party presid-

ium pul together.

According to Whitney, there has been
an inereasing appearance in the Russian
press of Khrushchev's pictures, the texts
of his speeches, texts of telegrams signed
by. him, and the like. “Soviet citizens as
they ]ook at their press day after day
can see' such publicizing of the First
Secretavy.

One straw in the wind, repurts Whit-
ney, is that various telegrams to local

_party leaders congratulating them for

accomplishments, which are regularly
printed on the front pages of the press,
used to be signed by “The Central Com-
mittee,” but now bear the signature ™ N.
Khrushchey.”

To. be sure, Khrushchev is a long
way from being called “the greut(.st gen-
jus of humanity” and “the sun.” But
the beginnings of special flattery have
become discernible.

THE TREND BACK

A few weeks ago, Russian president
Voroshilov. called him the “determined,
principled and inexhaustible leader of
the Communuist Party and Soviet state,”
and praised him for his “exceptional
energy and de'cermination" and his “out~
standing service.” Khrushchevy was re-
cently awarded the “Order of Lenin” to-
gether with a number of other individ-
uals; the press reported .that the others
expressed their delight at receiving their
medals at the same tipe as “the out-
standing leader of -the Communist Party
of -the Soyiet Union,. N. 8: Khrushehev,”

This praise is, of course, relatively
mild; it is still comparable to the type
of thing which is said on ceremonial oc-
.casions about head:; of capﬂ‘aimt. Zov-
ments. To be noted, though, is the fact
that in the period frum 1953 to the pres-
ent it represents something new in Rus-
sia; from Stalin’s death until a few
months ago, and espema.]iy in ;the ]mnud
right. after the Twentieth Congress -in
February of last year, no individual. liv-
ing Russian leader had been praised in

_the Russian press in such a fashion, or

even in more modest terms.

. What appears to be developmg then is
a tendency: towards the emergence of -2
new.Vozhd, with Khrushchey pla.ymg the
part; althongh the whole process is in an
incipient stage so far.
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* WHEN WILL THE DAY OF RECONING COME?

By BEN HALL

Early in May, George Meany was
honored by the NAACP's Legal Defense
and Edpcational Fund when he received
its second annual award. In the cowse
of his address, according to Labor’s
Daily, he “charged that a number of ‘the
merged jJabor movement’s 68,000 logal
umour, still ignore or violate its, eivil-
rights poliey.” He added that the “day
of reckoning” is co[;lmg and announced
that affiliated unions would be advised
what they had to do in order to comply
with the AFL-CIO policy on equal rights
at a special conference in Washington
on May 23.

.So far, we have no details on the con-
ference and eannot report what the Fed-
eration intends to do. But the outlines
of what it should do have already been

.set by its actions on racketeering and to

a lesser extent by its declaration for
union democracy,

It adds up to this:

(1) To authorize a special committee
to open hearings and conduect investiga-
into diseriminatory practices in
affiliated unions. This was done by the

{Continued from page 1)
necessarily lead to disarmament or arms-
limitation agreement, or that it heralds
a new period of “peaceful coexistence.”
The barriers to even a “first step” agree-

ment are mas=sive and formidable, al-,

though they do not constitute an abso-
lute bar to a tentative “first-step.”

Although everyone is at one time or
another for disarmament, the U.S. and
Rossia have tied any disarmament or
gerious  arms-limitation proposal to a
general political seiklement of their
cold-war differences, Both have maneu-
vered in and out of differing “disarma-
ment” proposals as it best suited their
tactical position at any given time. For
example, the Stalinists were not for dis-
armament or arms limitations before
they solved the technical problem of pro-
ducing nuelear weapons,

The main difference has been in the
political ability to squeeze the most mile-
age out of this issue. And on this score
the Stalinists have come out far on top.
The Stalinists, because they know how
to use political weapons and are not
bound by the need to preserve the exist-
ing social system in most of the world,
have been able to play up the popular
side of the threat of nuclear weapons:
ban the H-bomb, destroy nuclear stock-
piles, withdraw foreign troops from mil-

dtary bases.

On the other hand the U.S. has been
primarily concerned with a series of dif-
ferent 1pspectmn proposals, each more
intricate and complex than the previous.
They inspired no political enthusiasm,
and the U.S. was always left appearing
‘as if it alone wanted to keep nuclear
weapons. while the Russians were for
putlawing them.

THE USES OF "DISARMAMENT"
However, each approach in its own
way reflected the means whereby both
'sidés hoped to achieve “disarmament”
in such a way so as to come out on top,
It wasn't true that the U.S. was inter-
ested in ways of really enforcing dis-
armament while the Russians were not,
and that therefore the U.S. proposed de-
tailed -plans for -enforcement. Neither
side believed that an enforcable arms
limitation scheme was possible without
a settlement of the political disputes that
divide them into two hostile camps.

In general neither wants “disarma-
ment” unless it can serve as a means or
an aid toward domination of the rival
tmperialist camp,

Stalinism, and Russian Stalinism in
particular, needs an armed and hostile
capitalist world in order to justify its
contirued domination over their captive
peoples.

Without the threat of NATO, Ameri-
edn troops in Europe and nuclear war-
fare, what “justification” could the Rus-
sians and Gomulka have for keeping

-Russian troops in Poland? If the U.S.

Ethical Practices Committee to combat
the rackets. It was not done to safeguard
inner union demoecracy; for that, we will
have to await complaints from within
the unions,

(2) To adopt a Code of Union Civil
Rights, ‘spelling out the policy of the

Federatign and .putting - teeth into iis

constitution.
The constitution of the AFL-CIO does
more than express an abhorrence of

“thievery and racketeering; it preseribes

-

““politieal complication™

a set of procedures for actionm and a
special committee with the responsibil-
ity of implementing its policy. It was
under these clauses that the Executive
Council acted against Beck and called
the Teamsters Union to account.

But there is no similar detailed pro-
cedure mapped out to protect the inner
democracy of the labor movement; the
constitution simply expresses, in a gen-
eral way, the adherence of labor to dem-
ocratic practices. Yet, under this general
declaration of principles, the Council has
already adopted a Code of Democratic
Practices *and presumably will enforee
compliance with it. New rights have

(Torn to last page)

Disarmament Talks — —

agreed to all of Russia’s proposals for
disarmament and dismantling of for-
eign bases, it would be a calamity for

the continued rule of the Stalinist bu--

reaucracy.

On the other hand, in the absence of
sueh acquiescence, the arms race im-
poses a ftremendous economic burden
which: threatens their rule in a different
way,

The U.S,
ferent way. It has proposed various
disarmament schemes; but it is not for

disarmament per se. Washington’s policy

is, to roll back the Russian e

pire, to
weaken il and eventually d

stroy it.

(This is the same goal that Stalinism’

has far the capitalist world.) The U.S.
has always tied the arms guestion to
the withdrawal of Russian power from
its Hast European empire. The idea was
that the U.S. would be able to frade off
the NATO military strength for a Rus-

sian withdrawal from the cepter of Eu-

;rope, especially Germany.
Therefore the new development in

.the London discussions is not only Mos-

cow's willingness to take a step toward
a “first step” agreement, which has been
seripusly modified by Khrushchev in his

TV interview on June 2; but also Wash-

ington's willingness to proceed with ne-
£otiations apart from tying the future
of Germany and East Europe.

STANDOFF AGAIN?

But both sides are looking to rush
back into their old positions. Secretary
of State Dulles at his news conference
on May 28 stated that “what we are set
Jupon is trying to get something started

quickly. We will take any area which is
sufficiently free of political complica-

tions so that the whole [bargaining]
process does not get bogged down.”

After all the importance attached
to air and ground inspection it turns out
that Dulles is willing to settle for inspec-
tiom of the Arctic area. It is felt in Wash-
ington that this does not prejudice .the
of Central Eu-
rope. which, if it were part of the in-
speetion ares, might lead to implications
that the political gquestion (boundaries)
is regarded as fixed,

On the other side, Khrushchev in his
TV appearance bluffed that if both the
U.S. and Russia withdrew their troops
from FEuropean countries it would be a
“useful first step” to establish good will
in the disarmament talks.

And yet both sides know that the
minute the withdrawal of their own
troops from Europe-is the condition for
the other side’s continuing disarmament
discussions, it means the end of such
discussions. The reason is that each has
a different aim: the U.S. wants to roll
Russia back to its pre-1940 borders; and
Russia wants to break up NATO and
American military bases.

uses disarmament in a8 dif-,
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H-Bombers ——
{Contlnued from page 1)
against the tests. The numbers will be

impressive.

Still, it may be said, couldn’t Atomie
Energy Commissioner Libby, himself a
scientist, who has been talking about
our “clean” H-bomb, get up as impres-
sive a list of scientists to take his side?
Where the experts disagree, on what
basis shall a mere layman make up his
mind?

We're on the side of the 2000 in this
case, for the cessation of H-bomb tests
and we think that the poser formulated
above invelves an unjustified assump-
tion.

The assumption is that we—the lay
citizenry, who are not scientific author-
ities on the subject and who cannot
ourselves determine the scientific facts—
should not take a stand unless and until
someone has proved to us that the H-
bomb tests are indeed deleterious and
dangeroug as claimed.

This assumption is false. Such proof
is not necessary to justify vigorous
condemnation of the tests,

The burden of proof is not, or is no.
longer, on those who view the radioac-
tive explosions with alarm, It is on
those who seek to lull the public to its
dangers.

We do not know whether the final
determination of fact will justify the
fears of the 2000 scientists or not. We
cannot lknow that; and the AEC's
Strauss and Libby don't know that
either.

We believe, however, that one thing
has been proved beyond a shadow of a
doubt:

That there iz reasonable ground to
believe that the continuing H-bomb
tests may have the dangers charged.

And that is sufficient ground to stop
them until we know better.

For otherwise, in scientific ignorance
we are gambling with the fate of the
planet on a scale never before known.

A QUESTION OF NUMBERS

In proportion as the conzequences of
renorance can be extreme, to that same
extent is it incumbent on the author-
ities to first prove their alleged belle?
that the tests are perfectly harmless.

They have to prove that, not we the
contrary.

That would not be true if it were

—anly.a question of some crackpot or two
who were complaining about the dangers
of radioactivity,

It mightn't be true if even a few sane
scientists weére expressing doubts.

But when masses—literally masses—
of scientists make this demand, and
whole university faculties are willing to
sign their names en masse in spite of
the U.S. political climate;, then their
weight (if nothing else) serves to shift
the burden of proof.

If a man were given a new-found
mushroom, and told by a government
issue clerk that in the opinion of some
mycologists it was probably non-poison-
ous, he -might be pardoned if he refused
to eat it until the opinion of the experts
was more nearly unanimous. He might
not even be satisfied with a majority
vote,

In the present case, it is not the AEC
reassurers who have the majority.

This is one way in which the numbers
of the petitioners have a bearing on our
decision.

‘We do not know whether the ztmos-
phere is being poisoned irretrievably.
The AEC and its scientists who hand out
its stories do not know. These are facts.
That iz enough to demand the end of the
H-bomb tests.
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Youth Sparks Discontent — —

[Continued from page 5]

During the last few months there have
been constant warnings in the East Ger-
man press threatening dismissals *from
school if theé students “help the counter-
revolutionaries,” followed, in specific
cases of unvest, by ecarrying out the
threat,

In addition, there has heen the intro-
duction of “labor service” for students,
and a ban, anmounced on May 28, on
travel by students to West Germany.
The highest leadership has participated
in these threats and actions, Last Decem-
ber, East German CP boss, Ulbricht, de-
livered a speech in which he warned the
“trouble-makers” and
the schools to beware, lest it become
necegsary to “shatter” them.

NEW WAVE RISING
These manifestations of student hostil-

ity to the regime and system have béen’

niatched by a ferment in the ranks of
intellectuals generally.

While it is impossible in Germany to-
day to openly organize as did the Petofi
circle im Hungary, the “Harich: groap”
continues a clandestine existence, despite
repressive nfeasures against it. And while
it ig impossible to write in the press as
freely as was the case in Poland in the
months preceding last October, thinly
disguised attacks on the regime, its
bureaueracy, its intellectual dishonesty,
eté, have appeared in the form of satires
in such periodicals as Sonntag and Eulén-

. spiegel,

It is, of course, impossible to predict
the exact course of eévents in East Ger-

many during the coming period. Never- -
theless, it can-be said that théy approach

—though do not reach—conditionz pre-
vailing in both Poland and- Hungary in
the six-month period which preceeded
the great October Revolutions in those
countries.

—For that reason, the rise of 2 new wave
of the anti-Stalinist revolution—this
time in East Germany—within the near
future is a distinet possibility.

L ]
SOURCE OF DISILLUSIONMENT

The role of young people in the Hun-
garian revolution surprised many ob-
servers in the United States, as we re-
ported in Challenge at the time. Most
journalists and analysts of Communism

in this countrfy held, previously, that-

yourig pedple in the Stalinist countries
were Communism's greatest asset and
its: ¢onvinced adherents, betause they
had never known the benefits of life
under capitalism. Moreover, it was as-
sumed, these youth are thé redipients
of favors from the Stalinist system.

Hungary destroyed this myth, as it
destroyed so many others,

And’ recent events in ‘East Germany

provide fresh corroboration for the true -

relationship’ of youth and students to
the Communist system and regime. To
understand this relationship’ one must
first comprehend the natire of the sys-
tem, and the nature of the appeal which
it :[does make to so many; for the nature
of that appeal determines thé inevita-
bility of disillusionnient.

Stalinist power in the satellites is
some ten years old. And while the Com-
munist Parties came to power on Rus-
sian bayonets in most of Eastern Europe,
the CPs were able to attract many work-
ers and young people on the basis of
their pretense to represent socialism.

The students of East Germany, Po-
land, Hungary, and the other lands ‘were
appealed to by the CPs and the regimes:
“Get an education and help us to build
socialism.” This is the source of the
strength of Stalinism.

And when: these students see the “so-
cialism"” that is being built; when they
observe. the discrepancies between the
socidlism they read about in Marx,
Engels and Lenin—even in the bowdler-
ized editions available to them—and the

-“socialism' being created around them;

“squabblers” in-

when they see how their working-class
families—and the bulk of East European
students under Stalinism are of working-
class origin—fare under this “socialism,”
they reject it and revolt against it

The attachment of the students to the
workers is great. It is for this reason
that Ulbricht and the East German CP
constantly try to separate the workers
from the students, especially from the
rebellious ones, and to threaten the stu-
dent’ youth with opposition by the work-
ing people.

During the past months, the ruling
government in Pankow has over and over
again told the students: if you do not
stop your ferment and cease being dis-
contented the workers will drive you out
of the schools and will replace you with
people who really wish to study. You are
petty-bourgois elemients, you have o
work first, then you will appreciate the
education you are getting.

IN RUSSIA TOO

But as Hungary and Poland made
clear, the students of Eastern Europe
do not feel a gulf between themselves
and the working class; they regard the
workers as their allies. Indeed, they re-
gard themselves as a section of the work-
ers. The first step taken by the revolu-
tionary Budapest students last October

consisted of the sending of delegations .

to the factories to establish contact with
the workers, to explain their program
to them, and to enter into relations with
them. And as Hungary and Poland like-
wise proved, the workers respond in
kind.

How does this apply to Russia, where
there exists an established ruling class,
some thirty to thirty-five years old, not
a ruling class-in-formation, as is the
case elsewhere, and where a large pro-
portion of the students originate mot in
the proletariat but in the ruling bureaue-
racy?

During the last two years and more,

The Drive’s in

By MAX MARTIN

This report, the second to appear in
Challenge since the opening of the drive
on April 1, is being presentéd six weeks,
after the last account of the YSI’s 1957
Fund -Drive. .The reason. for this deldy,
to be brutally frank, can be found in the
fact that there has been little to report
in the intervening period.

A glance at “What's the Score?” will
show all readers that the drive has been
going I:‘gh.dl?; a major effort is now
needed if we are to complete the drive
successfully and on time.

The fund-raising campaign has now
passed the two-thirds point of the time
set for it. The national total should, eor-
respondingly, be at approximately the
67% mark. Instead, we have collected
less than half of our $1650 goal; some
8734, or 449%.

Most units should be at the two-thirds
level; a few above it and a few below.
What we have, however; is the following:

“At Large & National Office,” which
has already reached 1217, is- above.
New York and Philadelphia are on sched-
ule, Chicago is considerably hehind. Day-
ton Area and Berkéley lag gtill further.
And no money has.arrived from Los An-
geles and Pittshurgh. :

The YSL’s need for nioney is a great
one. Recent and  current. tours reguired
finances. So will future desired ones.
Convention preparations, especially YSR,
are taking a heavy toH. Where wilk the
money come .from? %

there has arisen active discontert among
student and young people in the Staline
ist heartland. This discontent is of difw
ferent kinds.

The oldest form in which non-conforme
ity with the system has appeared-is ong
that has plagued the Kremlin for a
long time: drunkenness, rowdyism, “ju~
venile delinquency,” idleness, ete. Tha
Russian press presents constant comi
plaints on this score, and countless ser-
mons to the youth to show that they mme
“the new Socialist Man” in the making::
And yet the phenomena become ever
more widespread.

More recently, the process of conscious
political opposition has become manifest:
in Russia; the Kremlin can no longer
hide this fact, In the last vear or so Ruse
sian students have staved away from
classes in large numbers, have asked:
their teachers what the official press:
calls “awkward questions,” have printed:
and the like.
and circulated clandestine publicatiows;
have held hectie discnssion meetings,

In the April 16 Challenge we reprinted:
from the Nation cxcerpts of a lettaw.
written by a Russian student whick re-
port some of these activities. In this is-
sue; we publish o few extremely ime-
portant additional excerpts.

Thirdly, among writers, artists, crity
ies, and intellectuals generally, there is
taking plaee today a utilization of the’
“thaw” for the voicing of eriticism and
disquietude, both in fiction and in the
diseussion of literature and-art by, crit-
ics. A stir-raising example of the former 9
is the novel, Not By Bread Alone, &
work by one Vladimir Dudintsev, The
latter- Wwas manifésted in” thé discussién
of that novel and other literature at the"
March meeting of the Soviet Writers:
Union, _ ' L

- Less turbulent than the ferment among
students, the stir among writers never--
theless also reveals that beneath the"
surface of the monolithic-appearing Stal-
inist society there iz much seething and
bubbling.

These questions will he further pur-
sued in Challenge shortly.

Trouble. . .

existence possible, No one else will. If
they do not do this, our ability to pub-
Iish it is' threatened. :
It is not too:late to reverse the for-
tunes of the drive. A mionth remains, .
All members and friends of the YSL®
should ‘utilize it t6 raise the maximum

* amount of money possible. Urnits myst »

-

Qur members and frien_dé are_ proud

of YSR, as an organ in which they ecan

express ‘themselves. But-only they. can
provide the fimahicial did which' makes its

make systematic- efforts to realize their '
quotas in full. Readers of Challenge can
do their share too,

Make checks and money orders pay-
able to Max Madrtin, and send them to

thé YSL national office, 114 West 14th .

Street, New York, New York.
L]

We should explain the appeirance of
PRiladelphia’ in the séove: After the last.
report, our Philadelphia friends, whose -
contributions we expeeted to include in’
the “At Large” . category, informed the -
National Office that they wished to have -

a separate guota of $25;,and subsequent- .

ly sent in $16 on it, which places them
high in the listing. The “Atf Large and
N.O.” quota was correspondinply ' re-
duced.

City Quota  Paid %
TOTAL $1660  £734 44.5 |
At Lge. & N.O, 125 121 121.0
Philadelphia 25 16 £4.0
“New York ...... 750 469 62.5
Chicago - ....oo..... 300 168 36.8°

. Dayton- Area ... 50 - 10 20:0
Berkeley. ............ 100 10 10.0:
Los Angeles. ...... 200 0 O
"Pittsburgh ........ i25 0 0.0
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Call Khrushchev's Bluff ——

{Continued from poge 1)
ig prepared to act immediately on Khrush-
chev’s proposal, the Russian leadership
would come back with a dozen prelimi-
pary conditions for troop withdrawal,
guch as the unification of Germany on
their own terms.

We do not doubt that they would seek,
by a series of tortuous maneuvers and
proposals, to try to put the blame for
troops from Eastern Europe on the
United States. But all that would simply
expose them before the world, and fur-
their weaken their political position.

After all, from a propaganda point of
view,one of the prime virtues of Khrush-
chev's proposal is precisely its apparent
directness and simplieity. Only a similar-
ly direct and simple counter-proposal
could make it boomerang into a political
defeat.

For sheer jet-propelled, supersonic gall
Khrushchev's comments about the East
European regimes wonld be hard to
match. But the fact that everyone
knows this will not destroy their politi-
cal effectiveness if his bluff is not called.

- From this day on, every open or
gshamefaced apologist for Russia’s brutal
suppression of the Hungarian revolution
gets a brief reprieve from political obli-
vion. When the perfectly sound and just
atatement iz made that the Communist
regimes in Eastern Europe stand only on
the support of Russian armies, every de-
fender of Russian imperialism can reply:

But Russia has proposed to withdraw

her armies. Through the chief spokesman
of the regime, the Russian Communist
Party has anhounced that it would not
defend a Communist system which needs
Russian arms to prop it up. True, only
yesterday its armies had to go into Hun-
gary to establish the Kadar government.
But that was yesterday. Today they are
willing to withdraw those armies, on the
condition that the United States do the
same. If you are right about the East
FEuropean governments being satellites
of Russia, held down by force, why den’t
yvou accept their propesal? As Krush-
chev said: Let's have a test!

Khrushehev is confident that the Ameri-
can government will not call his bluff.

His ¢onfidence, it would seem, is not
misplaced, The reactitn in Washington
to his speech is sufficient evidence for
this, even if other evidence from the his-
tory of American foreign policy were
lacking.

FEEBLE RESPONSE

The first response from anonymous
government sopkesmen in Washington
was to claim that Krushchev's “propo-
sal” was caleulated to torpedo in advance
the proposals which the American gov-
ernment is preparing to present to the
United Nations disarmament subcom-
mittee in London. These proposals, the
character of which are still somewhat
nebulous, are also put forth as “first
steps" which are to establish an atmos-

phere of good will and good faith in
which the Russian and Amerjcan govern-
ments can move forward to settle major
differences, such ag the nnification of
Germany. )

The next response, in official state-
ments made by representatives of the
State Department and in unofficial state-
ments made by U.S. senators and others,
was to simply ignore Krushchev’s state-
ment on troop withdrawal. Instead they
concentrated on such trivial questions
as the possibility of an Eisnehower in-

‘terview to be broadcast to Russia, or
Krushchev's sally about American grand-
children living under “socialism,” and
the like.

It is quite understandable that a gov-
ernment which stood helpless and seared
before the Hungarian Revolution, as the
American government did, would find no
way in which to call Khrushchey's bluff.
But this should not influence American
socialists, or those who, though not so-
cialists, are really devoted to democracy
on a world secale,

We say: Let us take up Khrushchev's
proposal. Let us have a test! Let the
United States announce that it is willing
to withdraw its troops from the whole
of Europe on condition that Russia do
the same outside its borders.

Let both make 2n unconditional pledge
to keep their troops out of Europe. No
greater first step toward democracy and
peace could possibly be made at the
present time.

|‘ Excerpts from Khrushchev's Challenge

Here are the portions of the Khrush-
¢hev interview which relate directly to
ihe_question of mutual troop withdrawal:

Novins—Mr. Khrushchev, may I move
to a related area to what we are talk-
ing about now, and that is the guestion
of Western Europe. There have been
various proposals, as you know, sir, for
providing certain conditions under which
troops would be withdrawn, and these
guestions also deal with the reunifica-
tion of Germany. I would like to ask
you, what does the Soviet Government
believe now to be the conditions under
which it would feel sufficiently secure
to withdraw from the countries in which
they are now situated?

Khruschev—Now, about our security:
We feel ourselves sufficiently secure
and are not afraid of anything. We do
not want a war, but a war might be im-
posed upon us, and if it is, our people
will fight with even greater enthusiasm
and loyalty in defense of their country.
But in order to prevent that, what steps
should be taken? Why couldn’t the
United States and the other countries
withdraw their troops from Western
Germany? From the other countries of
the West? From France, Ttaly—where
else have. wyou got troops,—Turkey,
Greece, perhaps, while we would with-
draw our troops from Eastern Germany,
from Warsaw—from Poland, that is to
pay—from Hungary, from Rumania?
We have no troops anywhere else.

T think that it would be very useful,
& useful first step to test the goodwill
of the two sides and to establish a good
atmosphere which would not smell of
war but which would lead to good,
friendly relations that could be brought
ahout between our two countries. That
js what we have been saying, talking
ahbout and we are quite prepared to do
that.

ABOUT A "FABLE"

A brief exchange about the question
of “inspection” followed, after which
Novins of CBS returned to the troop-
withdrawal guestion:

Novins—Mr., Khrushchev, when you
speak about withdrawing of American
troops from Western Europe, you are
talking about withdrawing over a period
of 3,000 miles. When you speak about
withdrawing Russian troops from East-
ern Germany—they can go back 3,000
miles— when you speak of withdrawing
Russian troops from East Germany,
this is a matter of pulling back to two
hours away. Now as a-realistic man,
wouldnt you say that some kind of as-

surance of mutual trust might be forth-

_coming here? What is Russia prepared

to do?

Khrushchev—Your arithmetic is not
quite correct when you speak .about the
distance of withdrawal. I will say that
your withdrawal will be less than ours,
because Britain, for instance, is across
the Channel from the Continent. The
United States is across the ocean. Now,
how long does a ship take from the
TTnited States to Germany or France?
And at the same time, how long would
a troop train go from Irkutsk or Vladi-
vostok in our country to Eastern Ger-
many? And vou will see that the dis-
tances are about the same,

Futhermore when we speak about
disarmament, there is confidence needed.
We should not look upon each other as
robbers, but we should look upon each
other as honest people. We are pre-
pared to afford the means of control
We are agreed to have control, inspec-
tion posts established to check up on
the agreement, and we believe that those
conditions exclude the possibility of any
sudden attack of one side on the other.
That is the realistic view I take of the
matter.

Cutler—Mr, Khrushchev, do you have
any fear that, if you withdraw your
troops from certain states in Eastern
Europe, those countries would all re-
main Communist?

Khrushchev—It is a fable. You are
probably contaminated with this talk,
too. You seem to think that the Com-
munist system in some country can be

held up by our armed forces. But I,

wouldn’t defend a Communist system of
that kind. The Communist system must
be based on the will of the people, and
if the people should not want that sys-
tem, then that people should establish
a different system. And for that reason
we have mo fear of withdrawing our
troops from any ecountry of Eastern
Europe or from Eastern Germany, and
we are certain that the people them-
selves will defend their system even
better without that.

Schoor—Mr. Khrushchev you are con-
vineed in your own mind that, in every
country with a Communist regime today,
that regime rests on the will of the
people? =

Khrushchev — Absolutely! Absolutely!
How can. it be otherwise?

LET'S SEE, HE S5AYS

“ Khruschev them went on to expand
on this thesis by pointing to Russian
and Chinese victories since the Russian
Revolution as demonstrating popular

support to their regimes. Daniel Schoor,
CBS correspondent in Maoscow, then
asked him bluntly:

Schorr—We are not here, Mr., Khru-
shehev to argue with you but to get
your opinions. But since you have raised
Ameriea’s troubles in Formosa, and this
is a frank discussion I only wanted to
ask wou how long do you think the
Kadar regime would exist without So-
viet troops and tanks in Hungary?

Khrushehev—Let’s have a test! Why
don't vou withdraw your troops from
Germany and France, and we will with-
draw ours from Germany, Poland and
Hungary, and you will see that the Ka-
dar regime which iz the people’s regime
in Hungary, will flourish for ages to
come, Where the working ¢lass has won
power, it will not yield that power to
the exploiters but will rather develop
their economy and their culture. That
is what the Kadar regime is. It is not
the Kadar regime really, because Kadar
iz a servant of the Hungarian people,

TWO KINDS OF "SLAYERY”

The interview ended on the following
note:

Novins—May I ask ¢ne more question,
sir? Doez the history of the last years
sinee World War IT indicate at all where
the Soviet Union may have heen at
fault or may have made mistakes in
international relations which have led
to some of these tensions

Khruschev—Yeu see, 1 don't know
what mistakes you have in mind. I am
prepared to admit that both sides might
have had a more reasonable approach,
and there might not have been that de-
terioration in relations, but still I think
that the deterioration that has taken
place presented a desire on the part of
the capitalist countries to test us, be-
caugse when your political leaders say
that they are prepared to deal with us
only after the liberation of the so-called
enslaved peoples, meaning the Socialist
countries in Eurepe, well, 1 don’t want
to argue about what you think slavery
is, but I want te say that we look upon
the capitalist society as slavery, and we
think that the pecples living under a
capitalist system are living under cap-
italist slavery, If we start arguing on
this basis, results will hardly be good.
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[Continued frem page &1
been officially proclaimed for the ranks;
it now is a matter of enforcing them in
word and in spirit.

The constitutional provisions on dis-
erimination are similar to those on de-
mocracy; they are general; they spell out
no specifie rules and they provide for
no enforcing machinery. This was one
of the gaps left to be filled.in later.

Events moved rapidly. The merger is
not even a year old, but the precedents
are already there and the direction is
indicated. -

The constitution establishes the prin-
ciple. Tne Executive Council has as-
sumed the sutharity to concretize these
principles into union “laws" or special
codes. The codes become binding on af-
filiates, and at any rate they give the
membership of every international a
moral basis for beginning a campaign to
bring all-the lofty principles into their
OWn unions,

So it will be if the Executive Council
works up a Code of Union Civil Rights.

And immediately will be none too
soon. It is mot only a ‘matter of simple
justice and egquality for Negro unionists,
The Federation must net lag behind the
nationwide struggle of Negroes for
equality.

In the lasi elections, the labor move-
ment stayed with the Democratic Party;
the Negroes drifted away. In the last
three years, the Negro movement has
been fighting in action, especially in the
South, for democracy; the labor move-
ment lags behind with mere declarations
of sympathy. The labor and Negro move-
ments are natural allies; they must not
be permitted to drift apart.

The Federation has taken action
against the racketeers; we should expect
it to begin to act against the racists.

®

TAKING THE FIFTH

Senator Eastland summoned a group
of UAW members, including four of-
ficers of UAW Loeal 600 (Ford), to ap-
pear before the Internal Security Com-
mittee. It became a minor illustration
of the official union attitude toward the
Fifth Amendment when several UAW
witnesses invoked it in refusing to
answer questions about Communist Par-
ty membership.

Eastland demanded that union lead-
ers take action against them just as they
had taken action against Dave Beck.
According to Labor’s Daily, one witness
consulted the TTAW and “was told the
union’s policy against the use of the
‘Fifth’ is limited to an official’s handling
of finances, not to civil-liberties ques-
tions."

Even that iz not the full story. The
fact is that the Code of Ethics rules
against using the Amendment only in
cazes where it is employed to cover up
for corrupt practices.

It is noteworthy that not even Beck
was charged hefore the AFL-CIO with
resorting to the Amendment but rather
with an irresponsible and unethical
handling of union money. The case
against him and against the Teamsters
union rests nol on the resort to the
Fifth but on corruption itself.

This should be underlined bhecause
there has been a widespread misunder-
standing and misrepresentation, in this
writer’s view, of the official AFL-CIO
attitude on the Fifth,

]

TOUGH FIGHTERS

The UAW's strike against Kohler is
not the only long-drawn-out fight,

On May 13, the United Rubber Work-
ers Union’s Loeal 511 began the second
year of its strike apainst the O'Sullivan
Company, manufacturer of rubber heels
and soles. A year ago 422 strikers walked
out. Omly 65 have returned. And now
the company is petitioning for a Taft-
Hartley decertification election, under
which all scabs have the right to vote
but no strikers!

On April 9, 130 members of the Amal-
gamated Meat Cutters Union in Center,
Texas began the fourth year of their
walkout against the Denison Pouliry
Company.

All these companies are tough; but
s0 are the unions.
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