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Auto Local Bids 
Union Fight for 
30-Hour W eek

LINDEN, N. J., May 5 — General Motors Local 595, 
United Automobile Workers, by unanimous vote a t its  
membership meeting here A p ril 29, called upon the UAW
Fivternartkuxal Executive Board to «£-
reopen the union contract for the 
purpose cxf negotiating a 30-hooir 
week for 40-hours pay.

The Linden local was in the 
process of taking a strike vote on 
speedup grievances When the big 
layoff hilt several weeks ago. 
Reduced income due to .the 
elliintination of overtime and short 
work weeks has been accompanied 
by an intensification of the back
breaking speedup. The member
ship was fighting mad at the 
callous disregard for human wel
fare manifest in the profit- 
gouging policy of the corporation. 
To top it off came the layoff 
of April 26 cutting another 1,000 
off the work force.

The bitterness of the Linden 
membership was voiced in the 
unanimous resolution flaying GM 
corporate policy. “The member
ship of Local 505,” says the 
opening paragraph, “regard the 
layoff of April 26 and the short 
work weeks in that period as 
crimes. General Motors Corpora
tion has driven us cruelly all 
year. . . Now we find that their 
tremendous push —  so harsh that 
it forced us to take a strike vote 
at Linden and at many other 
plants — has resulted in a stock
pile so large that the company 
feels it necessary to cut back. 
One thousand of our brothers will 
be in the street, seeking work. 
The rest of us are working short 
hours and, if  buying doesn’t pick 
up, more of us stand to lose our 
jobs. What kind of justice is it to 
overwork us part of the year and 
then lay us off for the remainder? 
What kind of security do we have 
and what kind of existence can 
>ve offer-to our families?”

Conditions at the Linden plant, 
are duplicated at aalto planits 
throughout the country. Produc
tion has fallen off by the wteek. 
Uinemipioytment in auto and farm  
equipment has been mounting oj. 
a national scale. There arc no 
visible signs of a change in the 
trend. The May 6 New York 
Times quotes Walter Reuthea- at 
saying, “he had no hope for the 
usual seasonal pickup common to 
both auto and the farm implement 
industries at this time of year. 
On the contrary, he added, in
dications point to a worsening 
of the situation.”

Reuther has declared that the 
situation in auto has reached 
“alarming” proportions. He pro
poses to call a conference oi 
labor, management and govern
ment officials to discuss the 
problem. A conference that does 
not have as its stated purpose 
the reopening of the union con
tract for needed changes can b( 
nothing but a talk fest. The 
Linden resolution contains a 
realistic basis for affirmative 
action to meet the needs of the 
auto workers, ft says:

“Since the HAW  has estab
lished the principle that our com 
tract is a ‘living document,’ ” we 
“call upon the International Ex
ecutive Board . . .  to authorize 
the General Motors Department 
of the Union to call upon th< 
corporation to: (1 ) Call back all 
laid off employes. (2) Renegotiate 
the contract to provide a 30-hour 
week for 40-hours pay. (3) Re
negotiate the contract to provide 
call-in pay for an entire week’s 
work for each week an employe 
reports to work.”

The Fight to End Jim Crow 
Shows Need for Labor Party
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------— — ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------a  --------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Who Is
Albert E. Kahn ?

An Editorial

Their Fight Goes On

Nixon With Franco's Minister

Vice Pres. Nixon (r )  takes (Spanish Foreign Minister 
Alberto Artajo on a sightseeing tour of Washington. AFL-C IO  
Pres. George Meany criticized playing host to Franco’s minister 
while Spanish workers “are risking their lives by striking in 
Spain against starvation wages.” Meany didn’t criticize the 
basic foreign policy of Big Business which lines up the U.S. 
with every fascist and oppressive dictatorship around the world.

A t the Stalinist-sponsored May Day ra lly  in New 
York on A p ril 30, a certain A lbert E. Kahn was invited to 
speak on the topic of c iv il liberties. The same Kahn is  
listed as judge in a teen-age essay contest sponsored by' 
the New York State Labor Youth League. The theme of, 
the contest is “ Our Country’s Democratic Heritage”  withe 
special emphasis on c iv il rights.

Who is A lbert E. Kahn? The Daily W orker lis ts  hiis 
occupation as “ author.”  I t  would be more accurate to lis t 
him as a professional frame-up a rtis t. His books reek of 
rotten slanders against honest working class leaders. They 
also reek of American im perialist chauvinism. He has no 
business speaking a t a May Day meeting nor acting as a 
mentor o f the radical youth.

Here is his record in pa rt:
(1) In his book, Sabotage! — The Secret W ar 

Against America (1942), Kahn and co-author Sayers 
maligned the Japanese-American m inority in the. worst 
jingo istic way. “ In  the years before Pearl Harbor,”  Kahn: 
wrote, “ potential Japanese saboteurs moved in by droves 
to take up residence and carry on business in  the immediate 
v ic in ity  o f im portant United States m ilita ry  establish
ments. . . A  mass evacuation of Japanese and Japanese- 
Americans was found necessary, and was undertaken 
throughout the entire West Coast area.”

The ouster o f tens o f thousands o f Japanese from 
the ir homes a.t the s ta rt of World W ar I I  was one of 
the worst atrocities committed against a racial m inority 
in th is country. I t  was instigated by the greedy Associated 
Farmers tru s t in  California its & means .of grabbing lands 
the Japanese had painfu lly developed to fe rtility . The 
Japanese were herded into concentration camps “ in droves” 
— the firs t such victim s in U. S. history.

The high-handed act pulled by the Roosevelt Ad
m inistration became the precedent fo r the concentration 
camp provisions of the McCarran A ct of 1950. Such was 
the crime of U.S. imperialism  tha t Kahn extolled, adding 
his slanders to all the other abuses piled on the hapless 
victim s.

(2) Kahn and his fellow poison-pen wielder, Sayers, 
rode to notoriety on the strength of the Great Conspiracy, 
published in  1946. The book’s main purpose was to 
refurbish the Moscow Frame-Up Tria ls o f the 1930’s in 
which Stalin wiped out the generation of Bolshevik leaders 
tha t led the Russian Revolution of 1917.

To spice up his slanders, Kahn did not scruple at 
forg ing quotations. (This was proved by Joseph Hansen 
in the M ilitan t, Aug. 31, 1946.)

Most of Kahn’s lies are drawn from  the Moscow Tria l 
records. He repeated them a fte r the International Com
mission of Inquiry headed by Professor John Dewey had 
exposed them as lies. In a series of recent moves, the 
Soviet Government itse lf has, in effect, repudiated the 
Moscow Trials. The Great Conspiracy goes into the 
garbage-dump of history.

The leaders of the American Communist Party are 
presumably engaged in elim inating the Stalin cult in the 
CP. Isn’t  i t  time they stopped treating the cu lt’s most 
sin ister representative in th is country — “ author”  A lbert 
E. Kahn — as an honored figure?

Integration in Schools 
Slows Down 2 Years 
After Court Decision

By John Thayer
The second anniversary of the U.S. Supreme Court’s 

decision against school segregation will be celebrated this 
week at meetings throughout the country. It  is fitting 
that opponents of Jim Crow commemorate that momentous 
victory of May 17, 1954. It  is also appropriate to recall
how it was won and to compute

Spottswood Bolling, one of the five Washington, D. C - 
youngsters who were plaintiffs in the case in which U.S. 
Supreme Court ruled, May 17, 1954, that school segregation is 
unconstitutional, is shown with his mother at time of court's 
action. This week marks second anniversary of the court's 
ruling which is being widely flouted in  the South.

its results up to now and in the 
coming years.

■For 60 years the Supreme 
Court cheated the Negro people 
otf their rights under the Four
teenth Amendment by its “sep
arate but equal” doctrine. The 
overthrow of this vicious doc
trine was a great victory in the 
struggle . for equal rights. I t  
was the culmination of 20 years 
of effort by American Negroes.

Out of the struggle for sur
vival in the Great Depression 
the Negro people had emerged 
with new militancy and with a 
new ally — the white industrial 
workers organized in the CIO. 
The steady pressure of the Ne
gro people plus the support of 
the most advanced sections of

Chicago and Detroit Aid 
Montgomery Car Pool

MONTGOMERY, May 7 —  Two 
representatives of the Chicago 
Station Wagons to Montgomery 
Committee, arrived here last week 
with a car and $175 in cash, for 
delivery to the Montgomery Im 
provement Association which is 
conducting the bus protest move
ment now nearing its sixth 
month. Kenton Sanders, treasurer 
of the Chicago committee, turned 
(he car and- money over to the 
M IA. The money was collected in 
Chicago on street corner and plant 
gates from workers who volun
tarily made their contributions as 
an expression of support to the 
heroic Montgomery f r e e d o m  
fighters.

From Detroit, comes word that 
workers in thait, city have raised 
enough money to finance the pur
chase otf a station wagon to 
augment the Montgomery car 
pool. A representative of the 
Detroit Station Wagons to Mont
gomery Committee, is making 
delivery of the station wagon on 
behaltf otf the workers of Detroit. 
Both of the above named com
mittees were set. up after hear
ing an eye-witness report by So

cialist Workers Party presidential 
candidate, Farrell Dobbs.
DOBBS ON TOUR

Upon his return from Mont
gomery following the recent trial 
of the leaders of the Montgomery 
Improvement Association, Dobbs 
addresesd mass meetings in a 
number otf midwestOnn cities 
calling for material aid to the bus 
protest movement. The response 
from Chicago and Detroit are a 
direct result of that appeal. In the 
latter city the Station Wagons to 
Montgomery Committee was set 
up at a meeting of the Detroit 
Friday Night Socialist Forum. 
3737 Woodward Ave., which con
ducts regular weekly meeting: 
each Friday.

Material aid coming into Mont
gomery from all pants of the 
United States has greatly boosted 
the morale of the entire Negir 
community of 50,000 freedom 
fighters. The truth of this was 
demonstrated again at a mass 
meeting held in the Holt St. 
Baptist Church on April 30. There 
were people from a number of 
states who spoke at the meeting 
to assure the Montgomery Ne-

Soviet Revokes Stalin’s Confession Trial Laws
By Daniel Roberts

Stalin’s decrees of 1934 and 
1937 under which the Moscow 
Trials of the late 1930’s were 
staged have now been repealed 
by the Supreme Soviet of the 
USSR. These laws gave special 
powers to the secret police in 
dealing with alleged acts of 
sabotage, attempted terrorism 
and treason. They “established a 
special method of investigation 
and court consideration.” In the 
Moscow Trials this spelled out as 
forced “confessions,” denial of 
the right of appeal and summary 
executions within 24 hours of 
sentencing.

The action of April 19 is more 
than a mere repeal of Stalin s 
tyrannical law's. Taken together 
with other recent measures, it is 
in effect, nothing less than the re
pudiation of the Moscow Trials as 
frame-ups and unspeakable blood
lettings. The repeal of the decrees 
is a link in the chain which in
cludes the exposure of the “con
fessions” in the Lazio Rajk purge 
trial in Hungary as police fabrica
tions; the tacit rehabilitation of 
Alexei I van w itch Rykov — a 
Moscow Trial victim; the rehabili
tation otf leading Soviet generals 
purged in 193-7, and the denun
ciation of juridical methods fol

lowed by Vyshinsky, chief prose
cutor in the Moscow Trials.

KHRUSHCHEVS SPEECH
Previously, at the 20th Con

gress of the Soviet Communist 
Party, Mikoyan charged that 
there had been frame-ups during 
the past 20 years. And in his 
speech at the closed session of 
the Congress, Khrushchev is re
ported in Borba, Y'ugoslav CP 
paper, to have related how Stalin 
personally selected the list of 
Moscow Trial victims and dictated 
the procedure to be followed in 
each case for extracting “con
fessions.” The Borba report, has 
not been denied by the Soviet 
government.

"ft. has already hecn noticed 
that such opponents otf the 
present regime as the late Lean 
Trotsky are not. being denounced 
is traitors any longer although 
they are still regarded as danger
ous opponents” reports Jack 
Raymond from Moscow in the 
May 5 New York Times. Bui 
treason plus sabotage and terror 
were precisely the crimes t!o 
which the Moscow Trial victims 
“confessed” implicating Trotsky.

The Kremlin chiefs, it is true, 
have not admitted in so many 
words that the Moscow Trials

were frame-ups. They have not 
dared to admit that they and 
their boss, Stalin, tortured Lenin’s 
leading associates in the making 
of the Russian Revolution, then 
forced them to degrade them
selves by “confessions” and finally 
drowned them in blood. But all 
the partial acts taken together 
amount to the same thing: 
Stalin’s heirs can no longer 
sustain the lying accusations in 
the face of the pressure of the 
working people demanding an 
end to the hated Stalinist dicta
torship.

Already in 1937, the Interna
tional Committee of Inquiry into 
the Moscow Trials, headed by 
Prof. .John Dewey, declared the 
victims to have been Not Crudity! 
and the trials to have been 
deliberate frame-ups perpetrated 
to serve Stalin's political pur
poses. The whole series of recent 
measures taken in the Soviet 
Union only Confirm — nearly 20 
years after! — the j/JB ticc of the 
Dewev Commission’s verdict.

NOT ENOUGH!
And yet the tacit repudiation of 

the Moscow Trials is far from 
enough. Involved are the reputa
tions of virtually all the Bol
shevik leaders during the first

five years of the Soviet regime. 
The Trials marked an apogee in 
the slander Stalin hurled against 
them in the course of consolidat
ing the anti-working class rule 
of the bureaucratic caste. The 
true history of the Revolution and 
the civil war, the history otf the 
Communist International, the 
authentic Leninist program, the 
history of the Soviet Union since 
its creation -— all these lie 
buried under the mountain of 
falsehoods capped by the in
famous blood-trials.

In other developments in the 
Soviet. Union, Anatoli Volin, 
President otf the Soviet Supreme 
Court, told a group otf French 
Socialists of new legal reforms 
being prepared. “Conviction by 
association” will soon be outlawed, 
he said. Punishment for failing 
to denounce suspects otf serious 
crimes — in reality for failing 
to stool-pigeon on fellow workers 
and friends — will be moderated. 
The right of accused to counsel 
will be broadened. Finally, po
litical opposition, “when not in
volving crimes against the state 
or by concrete moves against the 
state,” will no longer be subject 
to criminal prosecution.

In the field of trade unions — 
completely bureaucratized as is

the rest of Soviet life — a May 
8 Pravda editorial urged “a good 
wrangle” between the trade 
unions and industrial manage
ments. At the same time the CP 
organ sharply warned against 
strikes.

As against the various “re
form” measures — passed in an 
attempt to appease mass dis
satisfaction — are the crack
downs on those within the party 
and working class labelled “rotten 
elements” who are really seeking 
to exercise the rights proclaimed 
by the Kremlin. To the crackdown 
must be added the admission by 
the Soviet press that over 100 
people were killed when Soviet 
troops fired on demonstrations in 
Tiiflis, Georgia early in March.

Despite the attempts to control 
the situation by threats and 
actual reprisals, however, there 
is revolutionary seething through
out the Soviet bloc. “The flood 
of disclosures now being made 
of brutality, injustice, errors, in
competence, corruption and bun
gling . . . has caused the moist 
profound shock to lower - level 
Communists and particularly 
Communist youth,” reports Syd
ney Gr.uson from Poland in the 
May 9 N. Y. Times. “Only the 
very top leaders are talking these

days of what socialism has 
achieved in Poland. Everyone else 
is talking of the errors.”

A N TI-SEM ITIC  OUTRAGES
It  was in Poland several weeks 

ago that the Jewish - language 
newspaper Folksstimme reported 
accounts of pogroms against 
Soviet Jews conducted by the 
Sitalin regime. The purges result
ed in the extermination of the 
flower of Soviet Jewish writers. 
To this day, the Kremlin remains 
silent about the bestial crimes.

“Let me . . . confess to being 
shocked that confirmation of what, 
enemies of the Soviet Union have 
charged for years reaches us 
second hand —  from the Yiddish 
organ of the United Worker?’ 
Party of Poland — rather [than) 
from Moscow,” writes A. B. Magill 
in the April 25 Daily Worker. And 
2. Yachncs writes in a letter to 
the Stalinist Morning Freiheit, 
May 1, “The blame shall not be 
removed by as much as one hair 
from him, who is already dead 
three years. Stalin’s name must 
bear full responsibility for the 
horrible crimes. He could not 
possibly have not known about 
them.” And Yachnes also points 
an accusing finger at the present 
chiefs of the Soviet Union.

gio community that they were 
r.ot in this fight alone. To show 
they meant business they brought 
a little something along to back 
up their talk.

One of the speakers, the Rev. 
Wright, came from New Jersey 
with 81,500 from the people of 
that state. He spoke out force
fully against those who think they 
can intimidate and frighten the 
Negro people into abandoning 
their tight, for equal rights. “We 
are not running anymore,” he 
declared. I am sick and tired, he 
said, of hearing the spurious 
complaint that “northerners” and 
“subversives” are coming to 
Montgomery to stir up the 
innocent Negro people. The racist,' 
would like nothing, better than 
to isolate each struggle the better 
lo destroy it. They are not going 
to get away with it.

The day following the mass 
meeting at the Holt St. Baptist 
Church was election day in Mont
gomery. The Montgomery Im 
provement Association had con
ducted a vigorous campaign tc 
get the Negro community to 
register and vote. I t  did this in 
the midst of the bus protest 
action. The need for political ac
tion was emphasized ait the mass 
meeting. The struggle for equal
ity, it was pointed out. was essen
tially a political struggle.

The political character of the 
conflict was highlighted in the 
recent developments of the bus 
protest fight.. Following the recent 
Supreme Court verdict on a South 
Carolina bus segregation case, the 
National City Lines, operators of 
the Montgomery bus lines, notified 
its drivers not to enforce the local 
•egregation laws. The city au
thorities immediately intervened 
and threatened anyone violating 
the local Jim Crow statutes with 
arrest and imprisonment. I f  there 
was any doubt before about the 
political character of the fight it 
was removed by the truculent 
Intervention of the city officials.

But the question arose im
mediately about whom to vote 
for. All the candidates were Jim 
Crow practitioners. Most were 
members and practically all sup
porters of the White Citizens 
Councils. On what basis was the 
choice to be made? While some 
counseled voting on the basis of 
“the lesser evil.” one prominent 
leader summed up the attitude of 
the more militant section: “1 
could not vote for atty of their 
and still live with my conscience- 
they all stand for the same thing. 
So if I  voted I would be voting 
for what I  am fighting against.” 
[See Story from Detroit page 4.)

the unionized white workers 
brought new gains during World 
War I I .  Taking advantage of 
the labor shortage the Negro 
people pushed back the bound
aries of job discrimination and 
gained a foothold in many in
dustries and job classifications 
hitherto forbidden to them. The 
greatest single advance in this 
campaign came from the March 
On Washington Movement that 
forced the wartime FEPC.

LEGAL VICTORIES
The growing pressure of the 

Negro people against Jim Crow 
and the limited but increasingly 
Steady support of the labor move
ment meant not only conces
sions from the White House and 
governors but from the courts 
themselves.

But it was in the post-war 
period that American Negroes 
were to find new and decisive 

I support, jn their. figju against 
J im C to w . ‘ A ' tremendous new- 
world power had emerged and 
it hated Jim Crow with a hatred 
second only to that of its vic
tims in the U. S. This power 
was the colonial revolution 
which was sweeping Asia and 
Africa.

European public opinion in its 
majority had always been on the 
side of the American Negroes 
against the white supremacists. 
But the post-World War I I  epoch 
differed from the pre-war pe
riod in that a whole host otf 
colored peoples in the colonies 
had thrown off their shackles—  
India, Burma, Ceylon, Pakistan, 
and Indonesia. A social revolu
tion was tearing China from the 
grasp of imperialism. Social 
revolution was threatening other 
colonial possessions in Asia —  
as in Vietnam, which was al
most entirely controlled by the 
insurgents. In Africa, Egypt 
was throwing off the British 
yoke; Tunisia, Morocco and A l
geria were in revolt; British im
perialism was being forced to 
make important concessions in 
the Gold Coast and Nigeria and 
had its hands full with guerrillas 
in Kenya,

I t  was this pressure from the 
colonial revolution, plus the 
pressure of the Negro people and 
their allies in the U. iS., which 
proved overwhelming in the 
post-war period and led to the 
Supreme Court decision.

VA LU E OF VICTORY  
This was a great legal victory. 

It  meant that henceforth the 
(Continued on page 3)

May Day 
In Guatemala

It  was not. long ago that a 
U.S. government supported 
military putsch toppled the 
democratically elected Arbenz 
Guzman regime in Guatemala. 
Since then the workers have 
been subjected to a ferocious 
repression. In a bid for labor 
support the puppet dictator 
Castillo Armas recently con
tributed 86.475 to help defray 
the cost of a May Day parade 
and celebration in Guatemala. 
The May 6 N. Y. Times re
ports: “The workers, in an ap
parently well-planned maneu
ver, booed the scheduled speak
ers. some of them government 
officials, off the platform and 
cheered five substitutes, some 
of them leaders under the 
regime of Jacobo Arbenz Guz
man. These speakers took over 
the meeting and vigorously 
attacked the Government’s 
labor policies.”
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M O S C O W  FRAME-UP TRIALS III

The Three Crucial Points of the Soviet Trials
[We publish herewith (the third installment of Leon Trotsky’s )̂ 

closing speech at the hearings of the Preliminary Commission of 
inquiry into the .Charges Made Against Leon Trotsky in the-Moscow 
Trials. The hearings took place April ,10 to 17, 1937 at Coyoacan, 
Mexico. The Commission of Inquiry was an impartial body headed 
by John Dewey, the eminent philosopher and teacher end a veteran 
of American liberalism. I t  included Carlo Tresca, outstanding leader 
of the anarchist movement and one of the men moat hated by the 
fascist dictator, Mussolini. Otto Ruehle who stood, side (by side in 
the Reichstag with Karl Liebknecht in fighting German imperialism 
in World War I ,  was another member. The Commission selected as 
its legal adviser John Finerty, of world-wide fame in the defense of 
Tom Mooney and of Sacco and (Vanzetti. The verdict of the Comr 
misison after nine months of thorough investigation in several coun
tries was that the defendants in the Moscow Trials were “Not 
Guilty.” Leon Trotsky’s speech has been reprinted by Pioneer 
Publishers in a pamphlet entitled Stalin’s Frame-Up System and the 
Moscow Trials. — Ed.]

Victims of. Stalinas Blood Purges

The very necessity of having 
to “justify” oneself against the 
charge of being in league with 
Hitler and the Mikado indicates 
the full depth of the reaction 
which today is conquering a 
great portion of our planet, and 
particularly the U.S.S.R. But 
none of us can leap over histor
ically conditioned stages. 1 put 
my time and my energy at the 
disposal of the Commission with 
entire willingness. It  is super
fluous to remark that I  have and 
can have no secrets from the 
Commission. The Commission will 
itself understand the necessity 
of being guided by caution with 
respect to third parties, especial
ly subjects of fascist lands and 
of the Soviet Union. I  am ready 
to answer ALL questions and to 
place at the disposal of the Com
mission all my correspondence, 
personal as well as political.

A t the same time, I  think it 
necessary to State in advance 
that I  do not at all regard my
self as a “defendant” before the 
bar of public opinion. There is 
not even a formal basis for such 
a characterization. The Moscow

authorities did not indict me in 
a single one of the trials. And 
that is, of course, not accidental. 
To indict me they would have 
had to summon me before the 
court, or to demand my extradi
tion. For this purpose they would 
have had to announce the date 
of the trial, and to publish the 
indictment at least some weeks 
before the opening of • the court 
proceedings. But Moscow could 
not even go that far. Their whole 
plan was to take public opinion 
by surprise, and to haye the 
Pritts and Durantys ready in ad
vance as commentators and re
porters.

They could have asked my ex
tradition only byy opening the 
question in a French, Norwegian 
or Mexican court, before the 
eyes of the world press. But that 
would have meant for the Krem
lin to court a cruel failure! For 
this very reason, the two trials 
wore not a prosecution of my
self and my son, but only a 
slander against us, carried out 
by means of a legal process, 
without notification, without sum
mons, behind our backs.

Who Are the Criminals?
The verdict of the latest trial 

states that Trotsky and Sedov 
“having been convicted . . .  of 
personally directing the treach 
erous activities . . .  in the event 
of their being discovered on the 
territory of the USSR, are liable 
to immediate arrest and trial.” I 
leave aside the question of the 
technical means by which Stalin 
hopes to “discover” me and my 
son on Soviet territory (appar
ently by means of the same 
technique which permitted the 
GPU, on the night of Novem
ber 7th, 1936, to “discover” a 
part of my archives in a histor 
ical institute in Paris and to 
transport them in substantial 
diplomatic valises to Moscow).

The fact which, above all 
others, commands attention is 
that the verdict, after declaring 
us “convicted,” although we have 
not been indicted and examined, 
promises to deliver us to the 
court for trial, in the event of 
our being discovered. In this way 
I  and my son have already been 
“convicted” b.uit not yet tried. 
The object of this nonsensical 
but not accidental formulation is 
to arm the GPU with the pos
sibility of shooting us upon “dis
covery,” without any judicial 
procedure whatsoever. Stalin can
not permit himself the luxury of 
a public arraignment of us, even 
in the USSR!

The most cynical among the 
agents of Moscow, including the 
Soviet diplomat Troyanovsky, 
raise the following argument: 
“Criminals cannot choose their 
own judges.” In its general 
form, this idea is correct. I t  is 
only necessary to determine on

Who Profits?
(1) The foreign apologists of 

the GPU monotonously repeat 
the selfsame argument: I t  is 
impossible to admit that respon
sible veteran politicians accused 
themselves of crimes they had 
never committed. But these gen
tlemen obstinately refused to ap
ply the same commonsense cri
terion not to the confessions, but 
to the crimes themselves. Yet it 
is much more appropriate to the 
latter.

My point of departure is that 
the accused were responsible in
dividuals— that is, normal— and, 
consequently could not knowing
ly  carry out absurd crimes di
rected against their ideas, their 
whole past, and their present in
terests.

In planning a crime, each of 
the accused had what from the 
juridical point of view can be 
called freedom of choice. He 
could commit the crime, or re
frain from doing so. He consid
ered whether the crime was ex
pedient, whether it  corresponded 
to his aims, whether the means 
employed were reasonable, etc. —  
in a word, he behaved as a free 
and responsible person.

The situation, however, changes 
radically when the real or pre
tended criminal falls into the 
hands of the GPU, for whom, 
because of political reasons, it 
is necessary at all costs to ob
tain certain testimony. Here the

which side of the dividing line 
are the criminals.

I f  one accepts the view that 
the real criminals are the organ
izers of the Moscow trials— and 
that is the opinion of wide and 
growing circles —  can one then 
permit them to set themselves 
up as judges of their own case? 
Just because of this the Commis
sion of Inquiry stands above both 

^partief».
The territory covered by the 

Moscow trials is immense. I f  I  
assumed the task of refuting be
fore you all the false accusations 
directed against me, if only 
those contained in the official 
reports of tihe two most imjpor 
tanlt Moscow trials, I  would be 
forced to take up too much time. 
I t  is sufficient to recall that my 
name is met on almost every 
page, and more than once. I hope 
that I  shall have the opportunity 
to speak more fully before the en
tire Commission. Now I  am 
forced to impose severe limita 
tions upon myself.

For the time being, I  am com
pelled to leave aside a whole se
ries of questions, each of im
portance for the refutation of 
the charges. For a series of 
other questions, still more im
portant, I  must confine myself 
to a short resume, noting only 
the general outline of the con
clusions which I  hope to present 
in the future to the Commission. 
On the other hand, I  will a t
tempt to bring out the crucial 
points of the Soviet trials, prin
cipled as well as empiric in na
ture, and to clarify them as 
much as possible. These crucial 
points lie on three planes:

Gregory Zinoviev (le ft) and Lev. ,B. Kamenev (right), 
Lenin’s oldest collaborators in the Bolshevik Party leadership at 
the time of (the Russian Revolution of October 1917. They joined 
with Trotsky (in 1926 in the struggle for workers’ democracy, 
then capitulated to Stalin in  1927. Finally, Stalin’s GPU forced 
them to “confess” to terrorism. They were shot following the 
first Moscow Trial in August 1936.

in order to have the first out
lines of the answer already ap
parent.

(2) In  the last trial, as in all 
the precedihg ones, the only 
bases of the charges are the 
standardized monologues of the 
accused, who, repeating the 
thoughts and expressions of. the 
Prosecutor, outdo one another in 
confessing, and invariably name 
;me the principal organizer of 
the plot. How explain this fact?

In  hiis summation, Vyshinsky 
tries this time to justify the ab
sence of objective proofs by the 
considerations that the conspir
ators did not have membership 
cards, did not keep records, etc., 
etc. These miserable arguments 
appear doubly miserable on Rus
sian soil, where plots and trials 
stretch out over many decades.

The conspirators write pseudo- 
conventional letters. But these 
letters can be seized during 
raids, and then constitute se
rious evidence. The conspirators 
quite frequently have recourse 
to chemical ink. But the Czarist 
police hundreds of times seized 
suich letters and presented them 
in court. Among the plotters 
there are provocateurs who give 
the police concrete- information 
about the progress of the plot, 
and make it possible to seize 
documents, laboratories, and even 
the conspirators themselves at 
the scene of the crime.

We find nothing like that in 
the trials of Stalin-Vyshinsky. 
Despite the five-year duration of 
the most grandiose of all plots, 
with ramifications in all parts 
of the country and connections 
across the western and eastern 
borders, despite the innumer
able raids and seizures and even 
thefts of archives, the GPU has 
not been able to present to the

tribunal a single piece of con 
Crete evidence. The defendants 
refer only to their real or pre
tended conversations about the 
plot. The judicial inquiry is a 
conversation about conversations. 
The “plot” has no flesh and 
blood.

On the other hand, the his
tory of the revolutionary and 
counter - revolutionary struggle 
alike knows of no case in which 
dozens of seasoned conspirators, 
over a period of years, commit
ted unparalled crimes, and, after 
their arrest, despite the absence 
of evidence, confessed with/QUit 
exception, betraying one another 
and furiously blasting their ab
sent “leader.” How do criminals 
who yesterday assassinated lead
ers, shattered industry, prepared 
war and the dismemberment of 
the country, today so docilely 
sing the Prosecutor’s tune?

These two fundamental fea
tures of the Moscow trials— the 
absence of evidence and the epi
demic character of the confes
sions—can but arouse suspicion 
in every thinking map. The ob
jective verification of the con
fessions, therefore, assumes so 
much the more importance. Yet. 
the court not oply did not make 
such’ a verification, but, on the 
contrary, avoided it from every 
side. We must take this verifi
cation upon ourselves. To be 
sure, it is not possible in all the 
cases. But there is no need for 
that. I t  will be entirely suffici
ent for us, as a beginning, to 
show that in many extremely 
important instances the confes
sions are in complete contradic
tion with the objective facts. The 
moa-e the confessions are stan
dardized, the more they will be 
discredited by the revelation that 
some of them are false.

$why I  think it extremely im
portant, for the understanding 
of the mechanics of the confes
sions, to bring out the psychol
ogy of the capitulators as a po
litical group, and to give a per
sonal characterization of the 
most important defendants of 
the two trials.

I have in mind not arbitrary 
psychological i mpr ov i s a t i ons ,  
constructed after the event in 
the interests of the defense, but 
objective characterizations based 
on unimpeachable documents 
which pertain to various parts 
of the period which interests us.
I have no lack of such materials. 
On the contrary, my dossiers are 
bursting with facts and citations. 
That is why I  choose one exam
ple —  the clearest and most typi
cal, namely: Radek.

Already on June 14th, 1929, I 
wrote of the influence exerted 
by the powerful Thermidorian 
tendencies on the Opposition it
self: “ . . . We have seen by a 
whole series of examples how 
Old Bolsheviks, striving to pre* 
serve themselves and the tradi
tions of the Party, tended with 
all their strength to go with the 
Opposition; some until 1925, 
others until 1927, and y?t others 
until 1929. But in the long run, 
they did not hold out; their 
nerves gave way. Radek is now 
the most headlong and vocifer
ous ideologue of the elements .of

this type.” (Bulletin of the Op
position, Nos. 1-2, July, 1929.)

It  was none other than Radek 
who in the last trial provided 
the “philosophy” for the “crim
inal activities” of the “Trotsky- 
ites.” According to the testimony 
of many foreign journalists, 
Radek’s testimony seemed in the 
trial to be the least artificial, 
the least constructed on a model, 
the most deserving of confidence. 
All the more important is it to 
demonstrate by this example that 
on the defendants’ bench sat not 
the real Radek, as nature and 
his political past made him, but 
a “robot” out of the laboratory 
of the GPU.

I f  I succeed in demonstrating 
this with full conviction, then 
the role of the others accused in 
these trials will also be clarified 
to a considerable extent. That 
dogs not mean, obviously, that 
I  discard the clarification of 
each separate personality. On 
the contrary, I  hope that the 
Commission will give me the op
portunity to carry out this task 
at the next stage of its work. 
But now, because of the limita 
tions imposed by time I  am 
obliged to concentrate attention 
only on the most important cir
cumstances and the most typical 
figures. The work of the Com
mission, -I hope, will only gain 
thereby.

Mathematical Series of Frame-Ups

Too Much for Shakespeare

“criminal” ceases to be himself. 
It  is not he who decides; every
thing is decided for him.

That is why, before I  deal 
with the question whether or not 
the accused acted in the trials 
in accordance with the laws of 
common sense, another prelimin
ary question must be posed; 
Could ,the accused htave perpe
trated the incredible crimes to 
which they confessed?

Was the assassination of Kirov 
advantageous to the Opposition? 
And if  not, was it not advan
tageous to the bureaucracy to 
ascribe the assassination of Kirov 
to the Opposition whatever the 
cost?

Was it advantageous for the 
opposition to commit acts of 
sabotage, to cause mine explo
sions and to organize railroad 
wrecks? And if not, was it not 
advantageous for the bureacracy 
to place the responsibility for 
the mistakes and accidents in in
dustry on the Opposition?

Was it advantageous for the 
Opposition to enter into an alli
ance with H itler and the M i
kado ? And, i f  not, was it not ad
vantageous for the bureaucracy 
to obtain from the Opposition 
the confession that it was in al-. 
liance with H itler and the M ik
ado?

Que prodest? [who profits?] 
I t  is enough to formulate this, 
question clearly and precisely,-

The number of instances in 
which the testimony of the ac
cused —  their denunciations of 
themselves and others—falls to 
pieces when confronted with the 
facts, is very large. That has 
already been made sufficiently 
apparent here during the in
quiry. The experience of the 
Moscow, trials shows that a 
frame-up on such a colossal 
scale is too much even for the 
most powerful police apparatus 
in the world.

There are too many people and 
circumstances, characteristics and 
dates, interests and documents, 
which do not fit into the frame
work of a ready-made libretto! 
The calendar stubbornly main
tains its prerogatives, and the 
seasons of Norway do not bow 
even before Vyshinsky. I f  one 
approaches the question in its 
artistic aspect, such a task— the 
dramatic concordance of hun
dreds of people and innumerable 
circumstances—would have been 
too much even for Shakespeare.

But the GPU does not have 
Shakespeares at its beck and 
call. In so far as it is a question 
of “events” in the USSR, the 
external semblance of concor
dance is maintained by inquisitor
ial violence. A ll—the defendants, 
the witnesses and the experts—  
chorus their confirmation of ma
terially impossible facts.

But the situation changes 
abruptly when it is necessary to 
extend the threads abroad. Yet, 
without threads abroad, leading 
to me, “Public Enemy Number 
One,” the trials would lose most 
of their political importance. 
That is why the GPU was forc
ed to risk dangerous and most 
unfortunate combinations with 
Holtzman, Olherg, David, Ber- 
man-Yurin, Romm, and Pyatakov.

The choice of objects for an
alysis and refutation thus un
ifolds by itself from the “facts” 
|which the accusation alleges 
against me and my son. Thus, 
the refutation of Holtzman’s as
sertion about his visit to me in 
Copenhagen, the refutation o f!

Romm’s testimony about his 
meeting with me in the Bois de 
Boulogne, and the refutation of 
Pyatakov’s account of his flight 
to Oslo, are not only important 
in themselves, since they pull 
down the main props of the 
charges against me and my son 
but also because they permit one 
to peer behind the scenes of 
Moscow jurisprudence in its en
tirety and to illumine the meth
ods which are there employed.

Such are the first two stages 
of my analysis. I f  we succeed in 
demonstrating that, on the one 
hand, the so-called “crimes” con
tradict the psychology and the 
interests of the defendants, and 
that, on the other hand—at least 
in several typical cases—the con
fessions contradict facts estab 
lished with precision, we ac
complish, by the same token, a 
very great task for the refuta
tion of the indictment as a whole.

(3) To be sure, even then 
there remain not a few ques
tions which demand answers. 
Chief among them are: Why, 
then, did the accused, after 
twenty-five, thirty, or more years 
of revolutionary work, agree to 
take upon themselves such mon
strous and degrading accusa
tions ? How did the GPU achieve 
this? Why did not a single one 
of the accused cry out openly 
before the court against the 
frame-up, etc., etc.

In  the nature of the case, I 
am not obliged to answer these 
questions. We could not here 
question Yagoda (he is now be 
ing questioned himself by Yez- 
hov), or Yezhov, or Vyshinsky, 
or Stalin, or, above all, their 
victims, the majority of whom, 
indeed, have already been shot. 
That is why the Commission can
not fu lly uncover the inquisito
rial technique of the Moscow 
trials. But the mainsprings are 
already apparent.

The accused are not Trotsky- 
ites, nor Oppositionists, nor 
fighters, hut docile capitulators. 
The GPU had educated "them for 
these trials for years. That < is

(1.) I t  can be unimpeachably 
established, on the basis of of
ficial source.,, that the prepara
tions for the assassination of 
Kirov were made with the 
knowledge of the GPU. The head 
of the Leningrad section of the 
GPU, Medved, and eleven other 
GPU agents, were sentenced to 
priso<n because “They possessed 
information concerning the prep
arations for the attempt on S. 
M. Kirov . . . and failed to take 
the necessary measures.”

One should imagine that the 
police agents who “knew” ought 
to have figured as witnesses at 
all the subsequent trials. But we 
never hear again of Medved and 
his collaborators; they “knew” 
too much. The Kirov assassina
tion serves as the basis of all 
the subsequent trials. Yet at the 
basis of the Kirov; assassination 
lies a colossal provocation or 
the GPU, attested to by the ver
dict of the military ao-urt on 
December 29th, 1934.

The task of the organizers of 
the provocation consisted in im
plicating the Opposition and es
pecially myself, in a terrorist 
deed (through the medium of the 
Latvian consul Bisseneks, an 
agent provocateur employed by 
the GPU who has likewise van
ished without leaving a trace). 
The bullet fired by Nikoliayev 
was hardly part of the program, 
but rather one of the incidental 
costs of the amalgam.

This question was analyzed in 
my pamphlet, “The Kirov As
sassination and the Stalin Bu
reaucracy,” written at the be
ginning of 1935. Neither the So
viet authorities nor their foreign 
agents even attempted to answer 
my arguments, which were based 
exclusively on official Moscow 
documents.

(2) As we have proved before 
the Commission, seven trials took 
place in the USSR, with the 
Kii'ov assassination as their 
starting point: (a) the trial of 
Nikolayev et al, December 28- 
29th, 1934; (b) the trial of
Zinoviev-Kamenev, January 15- 
16th, 1935; (c) the trial of
Medved et al, January 23d, 1935; 
(d) the trial of Kamenev et al,

July, 1935; (e) the trial of ZSn- 
oviev-Kamenev, August, 1936; 
(f )  the Novosibirsk trial, Nov
ember 19-22nd, 1936; (g ) the 
trial of Pyatakov-Radek, Janu
ary 23r30th, 1937.

These trials are seven varia
tions played on one and the same 
theme. Among the different vari
ations there is almost no dis
cernible connection. Each contra
dicts the others in fundamentals, 
and details. In each trial, dif
ferent persons organize the as
sassination of Kirov, by different 
means and for different' political 
objectives. The mere comparison 
of the official Soviet documents 
is ample proof that at least six 
of these seven trials must be 
frame-ups. In fact, all seven are 
frame-ups.

(3) The Zinoviev-Kamenev 
trial* (August, 1936) has already 
inspired a voluminous literature, 
which contains a number of ex
tremely important arguments, 
testimonies, and weighty consid
erations in support of the idea 
that the trial constitutes a mali
cious frame-up by the GPU. I 
mention here the following 
books:

Leon Sedov: “Livre Rouge sur 
le Proces de Moscou.”

Leon Sedov: “Lettre au Comite 
Central de la Ligue des 
Droits de I’Homme et a la 
Ligue.”

Max Shachtman: “Behind the 
Moscow Trial.”

Francis Heisler: “The First 
Two Moscow Trials.”

Victor Serge: “Destin d’une 
Revolution, U.R.S.S., 1917- 
1937.”

Victor Serge: “16 Fusilles. Ou 
Va la Revolution Russe?”

Friedrich Adler: “The Witch
craft Trial in Moscow.”

Not one of these books, which 
represent the product of serious 
and careful study, has thus far 
met-with a critical appraisal —  
leaving aside the gutter epithets 
of the Comintern press, which 
for a long time has not been 
taken seriously by any self-re
specting person. The fundamen
tal arguments of these books 
are also my arguments.

Warnings and Predictions
(4) As far back as 1926, the. 

Stalin clique tried to charge 
various oppositional groups with 
“anti-Soviet” propaganda, con
nections with White Guards, cap
italist tendencies, espionage, ter
rorist aims, and, finally, the 
preparation of armed insurrec
tion. All these attempts, which 
are akin to rough drafts, have 
left their traces in official de
crees, in newspaper articles, in 
documents of the Opposition. I f  
we were to arrange chronologi
cally these rough, drafts of and 
experiments in frame-up, we 
would obtain something In the 
nature of a geometric progres
sion of false accusations, whose 
end terms are the indictments in 
the last trials. Thus we uncover 
the “law of frame-ups” and the 
mystery of the alleged Trotsky- 
ite con spa racy vanishes into thin 
air.

(5 ) I t  is the same with the im
probable declarations of the de
fendants, which at first sight 
contradict all the laws of human 
psychology. Ritualistic recanta
tions on the part of Opposition
ists date back to 1924, and es
pecially the end of 1927. I f  we 
collate the texts of these re
cantations on the basis of the 
leading Soviet press —  often 
consecutive recantations made by

the self-same individuals —  we 
obtain a second geometric pro
gression, the end terms of which 
are the nightmarish confessions 
of Zinoviev, Kamenev, Pyatakov, 
Radek and others at the judicial 
trials. A  political and psycho
logical analysis of this accessible 
and unimpeachable m a t e r i a l  
wholly and conclusively reveals 
the inquisitorial mechanics of the 
recantations.

(6) To the mathematical series 
of frame-ups and the mathemat
ical series of recantations, there 
corresponds a third mathematical 
series —  that of warnings and 
predictions. The author of these 
lines and his closest co-thinkers 
followed attentively the intrigues 
and provocations of the GPU, 
and in advance, on the basis of 
particular facts and symptoms, 
warned time and again, in let
ters as well as in the press, 
against Stalin’s provocative plans 
and against amalgams in prep
aration. The very expression, 
“Stalinist amalgam,” was given 
currency by us almost eight 
years before the jKirov assassin
ation and the spectacular trials 
which followed it.

The r e l e v a n t  documentary 
proofs have been placed at the 
disposal of the Commission of 
Inquiry. They- show with abse-l

lute incontestability that what is 
involved is not an underground 
Trotskyite conspiracy first un
earthed in some startling man
ner in 1936, but a systematic 
conspiracy of the GPU against 
the Opposition, with the aim of 
imputing to it sabotage, espio
nage, assassinations and the 
preparation of insurrections.

(7) All the “recantations” ex
torted from tens of thousands of 
Oppositionists since 1924, con
tained by compulsion a barb di
rected at me. All who wished to 
re-enter the Party, the exiles 
wrote in the Bulletin of the Op
position (No. 7, Nov.-Dee., 1929), 
were ordered to “give us Trot
sky’s head.” In conformity with 
the previously- indicated law of 
the mathematical series, the 
threads of all the crimes of ter
rorism, treason and sabotage, in 
the trials of 1936-1937, lead in
variably to me and my son. But 
our entire activity during the 
past eight years was, as is well 
known, carried on abroad.

Here the Commission enjoys, 
as we have already seen, a great 
advantage. The GPU abroad had 
no approach to me, since I  was 
always surrounded by a circle 
of devoted friends. On Novem
ber 7th, 1936, the GPU stole 
a portion of my archives in 
Paris, but until now they have 
been unable to make any use 
of them. The Commission has 
at its disposal all my archives, 
the testimonies of my friends 
and acquaintances, not to speak 
of my own depositions. The 
Commission is in a position to 
compare my private correspon
dence with my articles and books, 
and in this way determine whe
ther my activity bears the slight
est tinge of double-dealing.

(8) But that is not all. The 
directives of the conspiracy al
legedly came from a b r o a d  
(France, Copenhagen, Norway).

Five Conclusion
The conclusions which flow  

from the initial stages of this 
investigation are, in my opinion, 
the following:

(1) Despite long years of 
sturggle against the Opposition, 
despite tens of thousands of 
raids, arrests, banishments, im
prisonments, and hundreds of 
executions, the' Soviet judicial 
authorities do not have at their 
disposal even a single substan
tial fact, not a shred of ma
terial proof, to confirm the 
truth of the accusations. This 
fact constitutes the most damn
ing evidence against Stalin.

(2) Even if we concede for 
sake of argument that all or 
some of the defendants really 
committed the monstrous crimes 
attributed to them, their stereo
typed references to me as the 
principal organizer of the plot 
do not carry any weight. Moral 
degenerates capable of prepar
ing railroad wrecks, poisoning 
workers, entering into relations 
with the Gestapo, etc., would 
naturally have attempted to in
gratiate themselves with the 
bureaucracy by means of stan
dardized slanders against its 
principal adversary.

(3 ) The testimony of the defen-

Thanks to an unusually for
tunate combination of circum
stances, the Commission has full 
opportunity to determine whe
ther any of the alleged conspira
tors — Holtzman, Burman-Yur- 
in, Fritz David, Vladimir Romm 
and Pyatakov —  did visit me at 
the specified times and places.

While the Moscow court has 
not lifted a finger to prove (by 
questions regarding passports, 
visas, hotels, etc.) that these 
meetings and interviews really 
did take place we are able here 
to solve a much more difficult 
problem: To prove with docu
ments, depositions of witnesses, 
circumstances of time and place, 
that these meetings and inter
views did not and could not have 
taken place. To employ legal 
terminology — I am able in all 
important instances, where exact 
dales are given, to establish an 
unshakable alibi.

(9) I f  the criminal is not 
mentally deranged, but a re
sponsible person and even an 
old and experienced politician, 
then his crime, however mons
trous it may be, must f i t  in 
closely with his specific aims. 
Yet in the Moscow trials there 
is no such concordance of aims 
and methods. The state Prose
cutor at different trials, ascribes 
different aims to the very same 
defendants (now a naked “strug
gle for power” under the Soviet 
regime, now a struggle for the 
“restoration of capitalism”). In  
this question, likewise, defend
ants docilely take their cue from  
the prosecution. The methods to 
which the defendants resort are 
absurd from the standpoint of 
their supposed aims; certainly, 
they appear to be specially cre
ated to furnish the bureaucracy 
with the best possible pretext 
for exterminating every land of 
opposition.

dants —  at least those whose 
political physiognomy is well 
known —  is, however, false also 
in those sections where they ex
pose their own criminal activity. 
We are not dealing with bandits, 
or with criminal perverts, or 
with moral degenerates, but with 
the unfortunate victims of the 
most horrible inquisitorial system 
of all time.

(4) The trials are a judicial 
comedy (hard as it is to use 
the woi'd “comedy” in this con
nection), whose lines have been 
worked out over a number of 
years on the basis of countless 
experiments by the organs of 
the GPU, under the direct and 
personal supervision of Stalin.

(5) The charges against old 
revolutionists (“Trotskyites”) of 
desertion to fascism, of alliance 
with H itler and the Mikado, etc., 
were dictated by the same poli
tical causes as the accusations 
of the French Thermidorians 
against Robespierre and other 
Jacobins guillotined by them, 
that they had become “Royal
ists” and “Agents of P itt.” ’An
alogous historical causes pro
duce analogous historical conse
quences.

(To be continued)
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Where is Khrushchev’s Speech?
Ten weeks have elapsed since N ik ita  S. 

Khrushchev, head of the Russian Com
m unist Party, made a secret speech to a 
closed session o f the Twentieth Congress 
of the Soviet CP in Moscow. The closed 
session served as a platform  from  which 
the world-wide campaign against the 
“ Stalin cu lt”  was launched. Reports of 
Khrushchev’s secret speech created a 
sensation in the world press. I t  led to a 
repudiation of the monstrous frame-up 
purges and frig h tfu l atrocities perpetrated 
by the S talin ist bureaucracy over the past 
20 years.

Ten weeks have elapsed but tbe speech 
has not yet been made public. The N. Y. 
Times carried a report of the speech on 
March 16. I t  had been siphoned through 
“ diplomatic” channels which is journalese 
fo r the U.S. State Department. The corn- 
tents of the Khrushchev speech, released 
piece-meal through various channels, set 
o ff a chain reaction w ith violent repercus
sions throughout the S talin ist world.

Ten weeks have elapsed in which the 
S talin ist parties in every part of the 
globe have been jo lted by the shocking 
revelations which came as an afterm ath 
o f the Khrushchev speech. There have 
been ten weeks of “ discussion.”  Ten his
to ric weeks in which the most cherished 
beliefs which the S talin ist ranks have been 
taught to revere fo r 20 years were thrown 
ovei'board. But the document that tr ig 
gered the disou-ssion remains a “ secret”  
to rank-and-file members of the S talinist 
parties to th is  day.

Khruschchev made his secret speech the

evening of Feb. 24. I t  is obvious tha t the 
American State Department was given a 
copy of the speech. The “ Russian expert”  
o f the Christian Science Monitor reports 
tha t T ito  has a fu ll text of the speech. And 
several weeks ago i t  was reported tha t 
Moscow had provided leaders of the Stal
inist. parties outside the Soviet Union w ith 
copies. But rank-and-file Stalinists have 
not. seen it. What is the reason?

In the meantime the discussion w ith in  
the Soviet Union was giving the bureau
crats cause fo r alarm. Editorials began to 
appear in the Soviet press bris tling  w ith 
epithets directed against “ rotten elements” 
seeking to take advantage of the “ free 
discussion”  to question the Krem lin's 
politica l line. The “ rotten elements”  were 
obviously those workers who were pressing 
the discussion vigorously and asking the 
most pointed questions. I t  was impossible 
to discover, from  the content of the 
editorials, what the so-called “ rotten 
elements”  were saying. W hat was the ir 
criticism ? What were the ir views? They 
were not disclosed. Only threats, abuse, 
denunciation and invective calculated to 
create an atmosphere in  which free demo
cratic discussion becomes impossible.

And all o f this is palmed o ff as a return 
to Leninism. I t  would be in the interest 
of political hygiene i f  some “ rotten 
elements”  in  the American Communist 
Party began asking a few questions about 
what kind of a discussion is i t  where the 
main document remains the secret proper
ty  o f the S talin ist leaders and high 
capitalist circles.
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An Important Book on the Nemo Struggle
NEGROES ON TH E  MARCH. A Frenchman’s Report on the Amer-(*> 

ican Negro Struggle. By Daniel Guerin. Grange Publications: 
London, I95(>. 192 pp. §1.50. American Distributor: G L. Weiss- 
nian, 325 E. 17th St., New York 3, N. Y.

By George Lavan
American workers owe Frenchman Daniel Guerin a 

vote of thanks fo r th is remarkably comprehensive and 
penetrating study o f the Negro struggle in the United
States. T.his is far and away tlhe®- 
best book on the subject that has 
appeared for many years.

Guenin is a militant socialist 
and a scholar of note. Some Amer
ican readers know the quality 
of his work from his took, “Fas
cism and Big Business,” that ap
peared1 in this country in the L930’s 
and still remains the best took 
on the s(-Sbject. Among his other 
writings are a two-volume study 
of the great French Revolution, 
and a took exposing and ex
coriating French imperialism in 
the colonies. There recently ap
peared in France a study by him 
of the West Indies and ait present 
he is working on another volume 
to be entitled Hunger and Love.

"American Labor Statesmen"
The two top “ labor statesmen” ' in th is 

country, George Meany and W alter 
Reuther, recently engaged in a verbal duel 
over what attitude American labor should 
adopt toward Jawaharlal Nehru, prime 
m inister of India. Reuther had ju s t 
returned from  a junket to  India. Before 
his departure he had taken exception to 
a speech made by Meany last December 
castigating Nehru as an “aide and a lly of 
cohiftrfmism in fa c t and'in Effect; if-n o t in 
diplomatic verbiage.”  Meany was outraged. 
Especially as the A p ril 3 N. Y. Times 
editoria lly lauded Re-uther’s tr ip  to India 
as an opportunity to offset the damage 
done to U.S.-Indian relations by Meany’s 
attack on Nehru. Meany’s reply to the 
Times editorial reiterated the charge that 
“ M r. Nehru has lined up w ith Moscow.”

According to news reports, the Meany- 
Reuther argument at the AFL-CIO ex
ecutive council meeting “ reached such a 
.pitch that one member said, ‘it  made the 
battle between Meany and Beck look like 
a m olehill.’ ”  When the two top leaders of 
the most powerful union movement in the 
world become embroiled in  heated dispute 
at a meeting o f the highest AFL-CIO 
body, one would presume tha t the v ita l 
interests of the American working class 
were at stake. Nothing could be fu rthe r 
from  the tru th .

In the fie ld  of foreign policy, both Reu
ther and Meany function as agents of the 
American State Department. Meany was a 
little  slow in catching up to  modifications 
of American foreign policy due to recent 
international developments. His speech

last December was made during the v is it 
to India of Khrushchev and Bulganin. 
Their warm reception by government of
fic ia ls and the tremendous crowds that 
turned out to hear them alarmed the “ cold 
war”  practitioners in Washington. “ Labor 
statesman”  Meany came forward to voice 
the displeasure of the American State De
partment. His was the role of “ hard cop” 
warning Nehru to line up w ith  the U.S. in 
the “ cold Avar”  o r else! - -to-u.

Instead of in tim idating Nehru, M(kny 
only succeeded in in flam ing the antagon
ism of the Indian masses who want no 
part of American im perialist war policy 
in  Asia. Nehru is b itte rly  opposed to- com
munism in India. He represents the native 
capita list class which seeks to solid ify its 
power in tha t country. While Khrushchev 
and Bulganin came to India offering 
economic aid and “ coexistence,”  U.S. policy 
has sought to bludgeon the “ neutra list”  
Asian countries in to a war alliance against 
the Soviet Union and China.

The o ffe r of economic aid from  the 
Soviet Union threw the American State 
Department into a dither. They began 
ta lking about economic aid “ w ith  no 
strings attached.”  So “ hard cop”  Meany 
was shunted aside and “ soft cop”  Reuther 
was pushed to the fore. Reuther went to 
India, “ unoffic ia lly,”  but w ith  the blessing 
o f the American State Department. His 
chore? The N. Y. Times put it  very neatly: 
To meet w ith  Indian leadens “ to assuage 
the ir injured feelings and to correct 
misunderstandings they may have about 
American opinion.”

REVIEW ED BY COURIER
Even before its tranSliaitiiou into 

Engilislh Guerin's analysis of the 
Negro struggle in this country 
drew the attention of American 
sdholairs. Thus, for example, 
Phylbn magazine, the scihblariy 
journal of the University of. 
Atlanta, in a survey of foreign 
writings on the subject by Mercer 
Cook (second quarter 1954), 
described Negroes On The March 
as “the most painstaking attempt 
to analyze race relations in the 
•U,S.”

The article continues: “His im
pressive bibliography reveals tihait 
he has read voluminously on tihe 
subject; in foot., his is certainly 
the most thoroughly documented 
account- written by a Frenchman. 
As a typical example, 19 pages 
contain references to 60 authors 
such as Du Bo is, Logan, Brazeal, 
Mtyrdial, Drake and Oayton,

Wright, Henry Lee Moon, Bucklin 
Mioori, Doxey Wiilkerson, Florence 
Murray and Max Lerner. In addi
tion a footnote to page 181 in
dicates tihait Richard Wright has 
read the proofs and discussed 
certain, of the ideas with the 
author.”

(But Guerin, who spent, two 
years in the U.S. bn a fellowship 
Studying the Negro Struggle, ap
parently not only read everythiaig 
written on the subject, but 
studied it  alt first hand. His took 
reveals an itinerary of the Negro 
communities of most important 
Northern and Western cities and 
a thorough tour of the South.

NEGRO TRADE UNIONISTS
How porspicacioius he was at 

that time can be appreciated to
day only after the events of the 
past year in Mississippi and 
Montgomery. ■ In  the ■ latter he 
noted that leadership of the local 
N AAC-P by Negro trade unionists 
had produced, an; altogether out
standing organization. He de
scribed the Montgomery N'AAiGP 
chapter as the most working-eiaas 
in membership and the most 
miHtont he had seen in the 
Sooth.

He singled out its head, E. L. 
Nixon, Negro trade union leader, 
as the new type of leader that 
the situation not only demanded 
but which the struggle was 
producing. Nixon’s current role 
as one of the most prominent 
boycott organizers and treasurer 
of the Montgomery Improvement 
Association, bears out the author’s 
foresight of seven years before.

A Militant Leader

E. D. N IX O N , prominent 
leader of the Montgomery bus 
protest movement, was inter
viewed by Daniel Guerin in 
1948 when the author was 
gathering material for " his 
book: “Negroes on the March,” 
Guerin described Nixon ' as, 
“part of a new generation of 
Negro cadres (which) is de
veloping, realistic and modern, 
formed in the tough school,of 
trade unionism, and that thfe 
effects of this germination will 
soon be felt both in the labor 
movement and in the: Negro 
community.”

As his record in the French 
labor and anti-imperialist move
ments attests, Guerin is no com
promiser. He begins this book 
with a de via stating criticism of a 
sacred cow — the encyclopaedic 
survey commissioned by the 
Carnegie Foundation and directed 
by Gunnar Myr.cM known by the 
title, An American Dilemma. 

Guerin’s scraprikxus approach is

demonstrated by the fact that to 
fore publishing his criticisms of 
Myrdal’s work be journeyed to 
Switzerland to interview Myrdal 
and inquire Whether the omissions 
of An American Dilemma might 
not be the sociologist's fault but 
the result of .pressure from the 
Carnegie Foundation.

In addition to tracing the his 
torical origin of Jim Crow, de
scribing its ugly features in con 
temporary America and measur 
ing the rate of progress in the 
light against it, Guerin takes 
up the basic problems of the Ne
gro struggle. He examines the 
theoretical questions involved ii 
separation (or nationalism) and 
integration. The latter, he shows, 
is path the Negro people have 
indisputably chosen. He turns th< 
searchlight of his analysis on the 
programs, accomplishments and 
shortcomings of the Negro or
ganizations and of the radical 
organizations of significance ir 
the Negro struggle.

Talking up the key and inter
related questions of program and 
leadership, he shows the forces 
which impel and retard the upper 
stratum exf the Negro community, 
the Talented Tenth of the Black 
Bourgeoisie, as E. Franklin 
Frazier denominates it in his 
latest book.

One cannot help but be struck 
with Grerin’s indefatigable pur
suit of evidence on wihiiteh to 
arrive at hiis conclusions. Through
out the book he makes points by 
referring to wihat he saw at union 
meetings in the South — of 
longshoremen, machinists, etc., 
etc. His description of job dis
crimination is based on talks with 
Negro building tradesmen, white 
A FL officials, CIO leaders. He 
seems to -have talked to every
one, to have observed and inter
viewed representatives of every 
layer of the population from col
lege presidents on down, and to

have oarried protests against 
attempts to interfere with his 
Search for the facts as far as 
Southern State houses.

This book appeared as pant of 
a larger work on America in a 
French edition in 1951. Parts of 
it were serialized- in a Paris 
newspaper. Soon thereafter the 
jPittSbuirglh Courier oarried a 
series of excerpts in translation. 
The book was definitely con
troversial in France. The syco
phants of American imperialism 
shouted that Guerin had ex
aggerated the sadistic and degrad
ing aspects of American democ
racy’s treatment of its Negro 
minority. The U.S. State Depart
ment rendered its political, if  not 
mitiical, judgment by summarily 
"©fusing Guerin a visa to re-enter 
the U.S.

The powerful French Stalinist 
movement on the other hand 
•attacked -the hook because Guerin 
had objectively but unsparingly 
traced the history of the Amer
ican Communist Party’s oppor
tunistic policy on this all-im
portant struggle.

For its English translation 
Guerin revised the book to bring 
it up to dalte bn events which had 
transpired since its original 
writing. He also added a new 
introduction addressed to the 
American reader.

Negroes On The March is a 
full-scale Marxist analysis and 
as such Is tun invaluable tool for 
all class - conscious American 
workers. They should add i t  to 
their libraries. And all serious 
participants in the Negro strug
gle are obligated to read this 
book and compare what it says 
and proposes with the writings1 
of Liberals, Stalinists, humani
tarians, etc., on the subject. Cer
tainly Marxism and Guerin’s ap
plication of -it to this vital issue 
stands not only to benefit, but 
to triumph, by such a test.

The Morton Sobell Case
As popular revulsion fo r the w itch hunt 

grows, more questions are being raised 
about the  1951 tria l of the Rosenbergs 
and Morton Sobell. An increasing number 
o f public figures of unimpeachable motives 
have declared a fte r studying the court 
records tha t the victim s were innocent or, 
a t most, g u ilty  of much lesser charges.

The Rosenbergs were hurried o ff to the 
electric chair in response to the Mc
Carthyite hysteria of the period. But 
Morton Sobell, who has steadfastly pro
claimed his innocence from  the firs t, is 
serving a 30-year sentence in  the Devil’s 
Island of the U.S. prison system — 
Alcatraz.

Sobell has been subjected to unusually 
cruel treatm ent by the prison authorities. 
He has been put in  the prison reserved fo r 
the most violent prisoners even though he 
has no record of violent acts. Alcatraz is 
the prison fu rthest away from  his fam ily 
and has the most stringent v is iting  
regulations. The o ffic ia l reason given fo r 
the vindictive treatm ent of th is  man is 
th a t he does not cooperate or show 
remorse by confessing. In other words he 
maintains he is innocent and must there
fore be broken.

Recently the famous English philoso
pher and scientist, Bertrand Russell, 
publicly, proclaimed Ms. belief in SobelFs

innocence, accused the FB I of having 
framed him  and called fo r a new tria l.

In  a crude attem pt to answer Russell, 
the Senate Internal Security subcommittee 
produced two witnesses from  the original 
tria l at a public hearing. The passage of 
five  years has not improved the ir testi
mony any. Most im portant the one witness 
against Sobell was not produced.

H istory has provided enough examples 
of frame-ups to make the re-opening of 
the most celebrated case of the McCarthy 
era an elementary demand. One has only to 
recall the Dreyfus frame-up to realize the 
possible parallel. In this country the frame- 
ups of the Haymarket “ bombers,”  the 
Mooney-Billings case, the Palmer raid 
cases involving J. Edgar Hoover, and the 
Sacco-Vanzetti case, to name only the most 
famous, give the lie to newspaper claims 
tha t political frame-ups are impossible in 
America. The im portant roles of such 
sinister, and now discredited, figures as 
Roy Cohn and Elizabeth BentLey in 
Sobell’s original tr ia l makes re-opening 
of the case even more urgent.

Elementary decency and justice require 
tha t Morton Sobell be removed from 
Alcatraz to an ordinary federal prison 
nearest his fam ily and tha t the Depart
ment of Justice stop its  frenzied opposition 
to the motion of Sobell’s attorneys now 
before the federal courts fo r a new tria l.

British Dockers Win 
Fight for Own Union

By John W hite
LONDON, May 4 — By the ir own determination, 

solidarity and courage thousands o f B ritish  port-workers 
have established the ir rig h t to' belong to a union of the ir
ow n choice and have madle a®1
t remen,doors stride towards a mill- 

1 •tanit 'hattonaJ' -portweii'kea'is union.-
On July 6, 1955, 10,000 dto«kers 

in the ports of Liverpool, Birken
head, Manchester and Hull, were 
expelled from the National Amal
gamated Stevedores and Dockers 
Union (NASD) by order of the 
tqp circle of British trade union 
tosses.

In accordance wiitih that order, 
the main Executive Committee of 
the NASD (a committee on which 
the Northern dockers were not 
represented) dispatched a letter 
to the secretaries of the Northern 
branches, curtly informing them 
that their members were ou’tside 
tbe union.

Nine months later, another 
letter has now been received by 
these secretaries. This informs 
them that the expulsion has been 
rescinded. The dockers of the 
North are back in the union and 
a smashing victory for militant 
trade unionism in Britain has 
been registered.

Readers of the Militant, who 
have followed reports from 
Britain over the past 18 months, 
will remember how these dockers 
broke out of tihe bureaucratic 
prisSon house of the Transport and 
General Workers Union (TGW U) 
and joined the NASD —  or “blue” 
union as it is called by trade 
unionists here-. Before dockers- in 
Hull. Manchester and on Mersey
side began streaming into the 
“Blue” it was a tiny union of 
7,000 members, confined entirely 
to London.

•Over a  period of six months, 
at the end of 1954 and the begin
ning of 1955, 10,000 dockers left 
the TGWU and joined the “Blue” 
union.

The mass wailk-out from the 
TGWU aroused violent protests 
from the trade union bureaucracy, 
Accusing the NASD leadership of 
“ipoaching,” they threatened re
prisals, alleging violation of the 
“Bridlington Agreement”—drawn 
up by the trade union leaders be
fore the war to protect the 
monopoly and spheres of in
fluence of the big unions in 
certain indus-tatles.

A united front of employers 
and trade union bosses resisted 
the recognition of negotiating 
rights for the “Blue” union in 
the Northern ports. The NASD  
was forced to take strike action 
in the spring of last year in an 
attempt to secure that recogni
tion.

A fter six weeks of strike, the 
Northern dockers went back with 
their objective still unachieved. 
They had fought on against an 
array of enemies and treachery, 
both within and without the 
labor movement, it  would be hard 
to equal. They were forced to 
return to work, beating a tem- 
porairy retreat, and maintaining 
their forces intact, as solid as

when they came out.
• - They returned-to-work-just os 
the NASD London leadership, 
urged on by the Stalinists, 
capitulated to the bureaucrats on 
the General Council of the Trade 
Union Congress, and expelled a 
majority of the membership from 
the union.

Then began a struggle in a 
great many ways harder and more 
difftcolt than the six weeks’ 
strike, a constant, slugging fight 
to maintain the organization, 
while seeking to establish mem
bership rights legally, through a 
test case in the courts.

For the leadership and the hard 
core of militants on the docks 
there was -no let-up in the Strug
gle to preserve morale, while 
legal proceedings took their 
tortuous course. Constant alert
ness was required, sudden tactical 
moves necessary, to defeat the 
aim of the trade union bureau
cracy which hoped to break the 
spirit of the men by dragging the 
case on until there was a drift 
back to the Transport and Gen
eral Wtorkers Union.

But tihe militant movements on 
the docks had tapped tbe immense 
capacity for organization, loyalty 
and sacrifice of tbe working class. 
I t  survived intact. Unrecognized 
by the employers, forced to avoid 
prov-oraitiJonis and sectional dis
putes to preserve its forces, it  
was nevertheless capable of 
giving the employers an occa
sional sharp reminder when they 
sought to take advantage of the 
situation.

Finally, in March, 1956, in a 
Liverpool court, crowded with 
dockers, judgment was given, and 
the expulsion of the Liverpool 
docker- whose case had been 
fought as a, test, was declared 
to to void.

The Northern men had won a 
decisive round in their struggle 
for a democratic militant union. 
They had struck a blow that 
shook the trade union bureau
cracy.

But it  was not the arguments 
of the law-men which won vic
tory. The trade union leadership, 
certainly, bad no great confidence 
in the legality of the expulsions. 
They hoped only to wear the 
mfla taint movement down. The 
victory was a tribute to the 
strength and firmness of working
men with a m ilitant idea and a 
leadership able to, harness it.

“Oh, yes, I ’m certain the men 
will return to the Transport and 
General,” a representative of the 
Trade Union General Council is 
reported to have said to a North
ern dockers' spokesman last July. 
This docker- -had heatedly warned 
him that the 10,000 workers would 
not be consigned back to the 
TGWU like so many meek cattle.

But th'e bureaucrat was neither 
able nor willing, to understand the

. . .  Labor Party Needed
(Continued from page 1)

Negro people would have the 
letter of the law on their side 
in the battles against segregation. 
This could be of the same value 
that the famous Section 7A of 
the NR A code had been to la
bor in the 1930’s. Section 7A 
had given workers the legal 
right to organize into unions. By 
itself it didn’t organize any, but 
the “militant young- ©fOdfad-used- 
it  to fu ll advantage in its his
toric battle to organize Ameri
ca’s basic industries. Similarly 
the problem now was to use the 
school desegregation decision to 
batter down Jim Crow through
out the country but primarily in 
the South, the main bastion and 
primary source of infection.

For it is today crystal clear 
that those who, in their first en
thusiasm, thought that the Su
preme Court decision meant that 
Jim Crow schools would auto
matically disappear were griev
ously mistaken. Two years have 
passed and there is no deseg
regation whatsoever in the pub
lic schools of the Deep South. 
Indeed, even in the borderf.states 
the hateful system is slow in 
disappearing.

Most of the school desegrega
tion that has been effected since 
the Supreme Court decision took 
place in the firs t six months., 
Moreover the desegregation of 
the schools of Washington, D.C., 
and Baltimore account for the 
greater part of that. The rest 
has been in the border and 
fringe areas of the South. Much 
of the so-called integration is 
token and half-hearted. How
ever, these criticisms are minor 
when compared to the slowdown 
that has taken place in the sec
ond year since the decision.

REASON FOR DELAY
In the Deep South it is not 

a slowdown but a dead stop. The 
slowdown has come in the bor
der states. I t  is explained by 
three factors: (1) the imple
menting decision of the 'Supreme 
Court, a year after the firs t de
cision, gave in to the white 
supremacists on the question of 
how and when to desegregate; 
(2) the Southern state officials 
and Congressmen have taken 
the offensive politically with 
declarations that they simply 
will not desegregate their schools 
— this successful defiance has 
strengthened the resistance to 
desegregation in the border 
states; (3) the Negro leaders 
and their allies in labor’s of

ficialdom have failed to launch 
an effective counter-offensive.

Every Deep South state has 
made legislative preparations to 
delay interminably and evade 
enforcement of desegregation in 
the event the federal district 
courts attempt to put some 
teeth into the high court’s im
plementation ruling. There is no 
doubt but that legal trickery
could keep school Aesesrqgatifcu, .test,^.demonstrates two, things: 
in litigation for decades, if  not that the Negro masses of the 
for a century as some predict.

To cut this Gordian knot a 
political weapon is needed. Do

feelings of tihe men on the waiter - 
fromit. For him the problem was 
solved by a decree from above. 
The sacrifice and solidarity of 
working men, however, proved, 
more powerful than the totreau- 
craltic machine.

A fter the test case, the two 
men met aigain. The bureaucrat 
was no longer patronising as he 
looked in angry frustration a t the 
leading militant.

“You’re smashing the trade 
uniOn movement,” he fumed.

Back came tihe answer.
“ Your type o f movement.”

the Negro people have such an 
instrument? The solid Southern 
bloc has so terrorized both 
Northern Democrats and the Re
publican Party that neither, de
sirous though they are to snare 
the Negro vote, will even con
sider executive or legislative 
measures to enforce desegrega
tion.

In  the face of this, the official 
Negro and labor leaders simply 
have no program that can bring 
results. The NAAOP limits it 
self pi'imarily to pursuing de
segregation by lawsuits. These 
are necessary, but by themselves 
will accomplish little or nothing. 
Lawsuits can be won by the 
hundreds and not a single Deep 
South school will be integrated 

if  lawsuits are the only 
means employed — because after 
each court “victory” the Dixie- 
crat officials will continue Jim 
Crow schooling under another 
name, and so on without end.

The cowardice of the Northern 
Democrats, to whom the Negro 
people and labor have given 
their votes for two decades, is 
Well demonstrated by their fa il
ure even to answer the defiant 
manifesto of the 190 Southern 
Congressmen against the Su
preme Court ruling. This cow
ardice, which has been spelled 
out in kowtowing to the Dixie- 
crats and in betrayal on civil 
rights promises, has prompted 
some Negro leaders to urge 
swinging to' the Republican 
Party.

Such advice is worthless. The 
Republican Party is even more 
openly a party of Big Business. 
Big Business makes big profits 
but of Jim Crow. Moreover, the 
Southern reactionaries have in 
practice long been staunch al
lies of this Wall Street party. 
Voting Republican, as some Ne
gro leaders are now urging, will 
advance desegregation as little 
as voting Democratic, which oth
er Negro leaders and all the 
labor leaders are urging.

While the Negro and labor 
leaders have proved themselves 
impotent to capitalize on the le
gal victory of the Supreme 
Court decision and to launch an 
offensive to batter down the Jim 
Crow, openshop stronghold of 
reaction, the Negro masses are 
on the upsurge.

A graph of the movement of 
the Negro people sine© the high 
court decision shows a mounting 
curve of unity, desire for action, 
and feeling that now is the 
time for effective action. The 
huge demonstrations over the 
lynching, of Emmett T ill and the

“tria l” of his killers proved this. 
The feeling over Miss Autherine 
Lucy’s attempt to enjoy in fact 
what the court said was her 
right in law, was another.

MONTGOMERY
Most important is the history

making bus boycott of the 50,- 
000 Negroes of Montgomery, 
Alabama. The Montgomery pro-

e
South are emerging onto the 
battlefield with unexpected: sol
idarity, perseverance and organ
izational ability. This is a mass 
action which carries more power 
than the most beautifully w rit
ten court decision.

Yet all this readiness of Ne
groes —  North and South — to 
act can have no decisive, lasting 
effect against Jim Crow unless 
it  finds a political solution. The 
overthrow of Jim Crow schools 
in the Deep South is going to 
involve the overthrow of a lot 
more. First and foremost must 
be the political stranglehold that 
the Southern white supremacists 
have, over their own states, over 
Congress and the White House.

A political solution will be 
the only solution. I t  is necessary 
to sweep the racists from the 
seats of power in Washington 
as well as in Georgia and Mis
sissippi. Nbt only the white - 
supremacist school boards in 
Alabama but the anti-Negro, 
anti-labor sheriffs in every coun
ty must go. Side by side with 
integration in the South there 
must be union organization. A 
militant union organization drivs 
linked with an anti-Jim Crow 
campaign would hurl the White 
Citizen Council elements out of 
existing unions and would unite 
the mass of Negro and white 
workers against their common 
economic and social enemies. In 
this way an. alliance between 
the Southern Negroes and a 
section of the Southern whites 
can be won.

Yet the AFL-C IO  leaders, far 
from mapping such a campaign, 
are cowering before the WCC 
elements in the Southern unions. 
The labor bureaucrats have no 
program to organize the South 
or to do anything else than hold 
onto their privileges and to hus
tle votes for the Democratic 
Party.

The Negro people and labor 
nationally must take a new 
road, a new political road which 
leads directly to desegregation 
and unionization of the South. 
That road means the building of 
a party of labor, the Negro peo
ple and the small farmers.

To Subscribe
To subscribe to The Militant 

send your name and address to 
The Militant, 116 University 
Place, New York 3, N. Y . En
close $3 for one year’s sub
scription or $1.50 for 6 months.

And while you’re about it, 
why not take out a subscrip
tion for a friend ? Help spread 
the truth by widening the cir
culation of America’s leading 
socialist weekly.



The Negro Straggle
-------------------------  By Tom Kerry ------------------------

The Negro Vote and The 1956 Election
Every fou r years the Negro vote be

comes an object o f intense concern to the 
capita list politicians who head the Demo
cratic and Republican parties. In  between 
'national presidential elections they view 
the “ Negro question”  as a sectional 
problem. B ut due to the great m igration 
from  the South to industria l areas of the 
North and West, the Negro vote has be
come an im portant factor in national 
politics. In  a number of key states the 
Negro vote constitutes a balance of power. 
In  a close election i t  can be decisive. I t  is 
th is  fact th a t has kept the capitalist 
politicians awake nights figu ring  how to 
gamer the Negro vote — by hook or 
crook.

Since 1936 a m ajority of the Negro 
voters in  the N orth and West supported 
the Democrats. They constituted an im 
portant part o f the Labor - Democratic 
coalition which kept the Democrats in 
power fo r 20 years. In  the ir m a jority they 
voted fo r Stevenson against Eisenhower in 
1952. I t  is  not so much tha t they retained 
many illusions about the Demo-Dixieerat 
party but hoped through the ir alliance 
w ith  the labor movement to w ring from  
the Democrats significant concessions in  
the fig h t fo r c iv il rights. These hopes have 
been repeatedly dashed against the hard 
rea lity  —  the role o f the Demo-Dixiecrat 
party as the politica l bulwark o f the Jim 
Crow system.

The recent prim aries disclosed a marked 
s h ift in the Negro vote. The nation-wide 
mass protest meetings around the lynch- 
•murder o f Emmett T ill, the Autherine 
Lucy case, the Montgomery bus protest 
movement, were characterized by explosive 
resentment against the politica l party 
d irectly responsible fo r the outrages. 
Adam Clayton Powell, a sensitive ba
rometer of the mood of the Negro people, 
even went so fa r as to threaten the forma
tion of a “ Th ird  Party.”  Roy W ilkins, head

o f the NAACP, was indiscreet enough to 
te ll a mass meeting th a t i t  may be neces
sary to “ support the unknown witch 
against the known devil,”  —  an application 
o f the “ theory of the lesser evil,”  to the 
current politica l scene.

Encouraged by these developments the 
Eisenhower adm inistration began making 
demagogic gestures in  the direction of in
troducing c iv il righ ts  legislation. “ Pol
itic a l competition fo r the Negro vote is- 
mounting,”  notes the magazine Business 
Week, authoritative spokesman fo r Big 
Business. “ The Republican goal is to break 
the Democratic hold on Negro votes in  the 
•industrial areas. The GOP is concentrating 
on getting in fluentia l Negroes, such as 
m inisters and civic leaders, to switch th e ir 
registration'.”

The two-party system is a political shell- 
game. You can’t  w in fo r losing. Big Busi
ness controls both parties. From the end 
of the c iv il war through 1932 the Negroes 
in the ir m a jority  voted Republican. Foi 
most o f the period the Republicans were 
the m ajority party. Northern capital joined 
w ith the Southern plantocracy to keep the 
Negro in  bondage. I t  is no d iffe ren t today.

An appreciation o f these facts has led 
W. E. B. DuBois, one o f the more political!) 
conscious Negro leaders, to advocate a 
boycott of the election as a protest against 
the v irtua l monopoly exercised by the tw in 
politica l p illars of the Jim  Crow system. A 
protest boycott would be valid i f  there 
were no other alternative. But there is. 
The candidates o f the Socialist Workers 
Party, Farre ll Dobbs fo r president and 
M yra Tanner Weiss fo r vice-president, 
stand foursquare, in  both word and deed, 
fo r the end of Jim  Crow in  a ll spheres of 
American life  —  economic, political and 
social. A vote fo r Dobbs and Weiss is the 
best expression in th is  election of the 
determ ination to carry the fig h t fo r 
equality through to the end.

44Young and The Damned”
_____________________ By Don Barry ----------------------------------------------

“ The Young and the Damned”  is a 
movie tha t tells a story about some juve
nile delinquents in Mexico C ity. Like the 
Ita lian  movie “ Rome: 11 O’clock”  it  shows 
tragedy and poses th is  question: who is 
to blame?

In  the picture a social worker says, 
“ Sometimes we feed tha t the parents 
should be punished fo r lack of love and 
warm th.”  The mother replies, “ I scrub 
floors all day to pay fo r the ir food.”

Some of the workers in the picture seem 
to be starting early in life , about the age 
o f six. Over them stands a boss who 
shouts, “ You’ll rest when you’re dead!”  
A fte r 30 years of th is they don’t  seem to 
have much love and warm th le ft in  them. 
In  old age they become beggars and 
drunks.

The movie, which was produced in 
Mexico C ity, admits it  “ gives no solution. 
I t  leaves i t  to the progressive forces of 
our times.”

L ittle  Pedro is about ten years old. He 
has no father. He doesn’t  go to school. He 
has to choose between working and steal
ing. The kids see the Cadillacs o f the rich 
and they know the owners didn’t  get the ir 
money by sweating fo r it.

Pedro has a record o f staying away from 
home, so his mother turns her* back on 
him  and tries to give a good s ta rt in life  
to the three smaller children. But what 
have they to look forward to except 
poverty and d irt?

Pedro tries working but he is suspected 
of stealing, and his mother tells the police 
to take him.

S till, in  all th is  slime of degradation, the

children are very human. Pedro can’t  ask 
his mother to love him  but he dreams she 
does. He dreams tha t there is food in the 
house, and love and peace. His mind doesn’t 
bother to  dream up a new house. His 
dream is about the same ra t hole, but 
even bis small dream never comes true.

Animals are the only friends tha t Pedro 
trusts. When his mother is annoyed by 
the sound o f roosters fig h tin g  she takes 
a broom and strikes them repeatedly. 
Pedro cries, “ Enough! Enough!”  then 
throws him self on the bed and cries 
hysterically.

When Pedro is sent by the police to a 
corrective farm  he is assigned to the 
chicken yard. He gets into a fig h t and 
the other boys lock him in the yard. Then 
he wents his hatred on two chickens. The 
directors say, “ You wanted to k ill us but 
you couldn’t  so you killed the chickens.”

Then they give him  money and ask him 
to go out and get cigarettes fo r them and 
bring back the change. He is thrilled  and 
starts out to prove "that he can be trusted. 
His gang leader, Jaiibo (about 17 years 
old), sees him  outside the farm . Jaibo 
grabs the money and runs. Later they 
meet again and Jaibo k ills  Pedro and is 
shot by police.

I t  would be easy to blame Jaibo for 
Pedro’s troubles, but Jaibo is only what 
Pedro could have become. The little  tha t 
Jaibo tells of his beginnings makes it  
obvious tha t his troubles started at an 
even more tender age than Pedro’s. 
Pedro and Jaibo are but two of the many 
characters. Each one starts out in  life  
w ith  a spark of human creativeness tha t 
glows and flickers, and then goes out.
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"They really ought to be glad to get laid off it gives 
them a nice long vacation after working so hard to build 
all those new cars."

“Subversive List” Seen 
As Witch Hunt Keystone

By George Lavan
As more voices are raised in 

criticism of government witch 
hunt there was evident a tendency 
on the part of government of
ficials to modify the procedures 
in order to lessen the criticisms 
without in any measure giving 
ground on the basic structure of 
the witch hunt itself.

An iimportant attack on the 
very cornerstone of political 
repression in  the U.S. —  the At
torney General’s “subversive” list 
— was made on May 8 by a com
mittee of the District of Columbia 
Bar Association. This chapter of 
the Bar Association has particular 
authority because of -the large 
percentage of members practicing 
before federal courts. The com
mittee recommended an investiga
tion of the Attorney General’s' list 
on the grounds that recent court 
decisions indicated that member
ship in the proscribed organiza
tions was by itself “an incom
petent and arbitrary basis for 
denial by a state or federal gov
ernment agency of any right or 
privilege.”

“AMERICAN TRAGEDY”
Another attack on the “sub

versive” list received wide pub
licity. K  was made in a speech of 
Harry P. Cain, maverick member 
of the Subversive Activities Con
trol Board, before the Jewish 
Labor- Committee’s conference on 
civil rights in New York. Gain 
declared- the “loyalty” purge 
based on the “subversive” list and 
denial of d.ue process to its vic
tims was an “American tragedy.”

Still having repercucsions was 
(he Supreme Court’s refusal to 
rule on the constitutionality of 
the McCarran Internal Security 
Act of 1950. This 6-3 decision was 
a blow to the Subversive Activities 
Control Board though only on 
procedural grounds.

This was the SACB’s first com
pleted case — a finding against 
the Communist Party and an 
order that it  must register its 
members. Although three of its 
chief witnesses, Harvey Miaitusow, 
Paul Grouch and Manning John
son, were shown bo be of doubt
ful veracity, the SACB refused 
the Communist Party a rehearing 
to prove these three had com
mitted perjury.

The Supreme Court declared it 
would not render judgment on a 
court record unless it was certain 
there was no “tainted” evidence 
in it. This gave the SACB the 
alternatives. of striking the 
suspect testimony from the hear
ing record or allowing the Com
munist Party a chance to prove 
the three professional informers 
to be perjurers. In either event 
the final decision on the polioe- 
sittate McCarran Act is deferred 
for some time, possibly as long as 
several years.

In recognition of this the SACB 
suspended all other cases on its 
docket. Ambng these wore pro
ceedings against the Mine Mill 
and Smelter union, the National 
Lawyers Guild and the National 
Negro Labor Council, which had 
announced that it  would disband 
as of April 30, the day it was 
clue to be tried by the SACB.

The Atomic Energy Commis
sion on May 9 announced a new- 
set of “loyalty” regulations. Pub
licized as making things fairer 
for victimized employes, the new 
procedure still does not permit 
the accused to confront and cross- 
examine the accusers. Rather it 
provides for secret examination of 
witnesses by board members. In 
addition an “impartial” counsel is 
to conduct the questioning with

instructions “to avoid the attitude 
of a prosecutor.”

On the other side of the ledger 
the watch hunters are extending 
their attacks on cavil liberties. 
The Social Security Administra
tion, for example, withdrew sur
vivors’ pension benefits from the 
children of a deceased ex-Oom- 
munist. Dronicaliy the one-time 
Communist Party employe, George 
Hewitt, had subsequently become 
an informer for the government. 
Nonetheless the witch hunters are 
determined to cheat the Hewitt 
children of their tiny income. 
Social security pensions of Jacob 
Mindel and other retired CP em
ployes had previously been stop
ped.
• The police-staiters are also 

stepping up Smith Act cases. In 
New York the trial of seven 
secondary OP leaders is underway 
with the usual “evidence” of

hooks. Professional witness John 
Lautner, who has testified at 16 
trials, agreed that he had never 
in his life had it so good finan
cially. He admitted under cross- 
examination to receiving in the 
past five years over $22,000 from 
the Department of Justice for his 
services.

In Massachusetts Judge Francis 
W. Fold rebuked the Department 
of Justice by postponing the 
Smith Act membership trial of 
Michael Russo since the Supreme 
Court has announced that it  will 
review the legality of the mem
bership convictions of Claude 
Lighbfoot and Junius Scales. This 
is just the opposite of what hap
pened in the Buffalo trial of Jiohn 
Nofto, who was tried and con
victed despite the high court’s 
announcement that it  would rule 
on the Lightfoot case.

Detroit Sends Station 
Wagon to Montgomery

DETROIT, May 5 — A project in th is c ity  to mobilize 
aid fo r the Montgomery bus boycott movement was suc
cessfully completed th is week when a 1951 eight-seat
station wagon was. delivered to ® --------------------------------------------------
the Montgomery Improvement 
Association.

The project was initiated a 
•month ago, on April 6, When 
Farrell Dobbs, presidential candi
date of the Socialist Workers 
Party, gave the Friday Night So
cialist Forum a stirring report on 
the trial of Rev. M. L. King and! 
his impressions of the significance 
and needs of the Montgomery 
protest movement.

The audience was so impressed 
that right then and there it  set 
up a Detroit Committee to Send 
a Station Wagon to the Mont
gomery Car Pool. Within a day oj- 
•two the committee was busy rais
ing funds.

The response was excellent, 
•showing a widespread desire 
among Detroiters, both white 
and colored, to demonstrate in a 
practical way their solidarity with 
the Montgomery fighters against 
segregation.

“LONGEST PICKET L IN E ”
Within a period of about two 

weeks approximately 600 people 
made contributions to the com
mittee, ranging from 10 cents to 
$10. A second-hand station wagon, 
in  good shape, was purchased for 
the Montgomery car pool which, 
as Doibbs had put it, is conducting 
“the longest picket line in the 
world.”

In keeping with the commit
tee’s promise, notices were mailed 
to all contributors informing them 
where the station wagon was on 
display for their inspection be
fore it departed for Montgomery, 
and where they could get a com
plete financial report of the com
mittee.

The station wagon was delivered 
in Montgomery this week. Also 
turned over to the Montgomery 
Improvement Association was a 
donation of $90, raised above and 
beyond the sum needed to buy, 
recondition and deliver the station 
wagon.

The committee representative 
who delivered the vehicle reported 
back to the Friday Night Socialist 
Forum last night, with a written 
message from the M IA  expressing 
thanks for the g ift and promising 
to make use of i t  in tilie spirit in 
which it was given.

The representative of the com

mittee reported that the morale 
of the Montgomery movement 
remained high and that what he 
saw confirmed the vow that had 
been made not to go back on Jim 
Crow buses. He also called for 
renewed efforts by Detroit union 
members to get the labor move
ment here to use its resources to 
extend aid to Montgomery on the 
scale that is merited by the im
portance of the issue, and that no 
small group can muster by itself.

Twin City Forum 
Rallies Union Aid 
For Bus Protest
( M INNEAPOLIS, May 4 —  
“Labor should come out and take 
the front seat in the struggle of 
the Negroes of Montgomery 
against segregation,” declared 
union spokesman Harry Brazelton 
at. a meeting of the Twin Cities 
Labor Forum held here tonight to 
aid the Montgomery bus protest 
movement.

“With miamufadturens moving 
South because of cheap labor, all 
laboring people will suffer if  
segregation is permitted to con
tinue,” explained Brazelton, who 
is Secretary of the United Pack
inghouse Workers of America 
Area Amti - Discrimination Com
mittee.

Other speakers were: Jean 
Brust, Chairman of the Twin 
Cities Labor Forum Committee; 
Frank Boyd, member of the Na
tional Executive Committee of 
the International Brotherhood of 
Sleeping Car Employees; Herman 
Bradford, Vice-President of the 
Minneapolis NAACP Youth Coun
cil, and Doiothy Schultz, a rep
resentative of the Socialist Work- 
era Party.

A collection was taken at the 
meeting to support the car pool 
of the Montgomery Improvement 
Association and a resolution was 
adopted urging all those present 
to go to their unions and other 
organizations to rally moral and 
financial support for the Mont
gomery freedom fighters.

British Strike 
Hits Automation 
Layoffs in Auto

By Della Rossa
According to all press reports,-the m ilita n t reaction 

of B ritish  auto workers to the introduction of automation 
on a p ro fits -firs t basis has become a national issue,
touched off by a strike at the 
Standard Motor Co. at Coventry.

Walkout of the 11,000 auto 
workers at Standard Motor be
gan April 26 to protest a pro
posed four-month shutdown to 
install automatic controls at the 
300-acre plant.

The strike is not against auto
mation, which could lighten the 
burden of workers. I t  is against 
the suffering that comes with 
the callous way it is being in
troduced.

Strikers demand that all work
ers be retained on a short-week 
basis. This proposal was reject
ed by Alick S. Dick, managing 
director of the Standard Motor 
Co., with the comment, "We 
can’t carry people for fun.”

Even without official sanction 
from the powerful Amalgamated 
Engineering Union, shop stew
ards from Standard sent out 
squads to 16 other large indus
trial towns to collect strike 
funds for a national campaign, 
persuade dockers not to handle 
Standard’s cars or tractors, and 
get clauses adopted throughout 
British industry against automa
tion layoffs.

W IN N IN G  SUPPORT
Support of the strikers at 

Standard has come from shop 
stewards of Britain’s major au
tomotive factories, who recom
mended an industry-wide volun
tary assessment from the 200,- 
000 union members.

The Christian Science Monitor 
compares the current “automa
tion wav” with the Luddite 
movement which began in Not
tingham around 1811. The intro
duction of power machinery in

the First Industrial Revolution 
left millions of workers without 
jobs. They roamed England as 
paupers, angry and helpless, 
venting their rage on the new 
machines.

But the current movement 
against the dislocations of auto
mation, in what has been called 
the “Second Industrial Revolu
tion,” has a different character. 
Union workers are not resisting 
b e t t e r  industrial techniques. 
They are using their organized 
power to prevent the capitalists 
from utilizing automation as a 
means for more intensive ex
ploitation of the workers and the 
creation of a huge army of un
employed.

Rank-and-file British auto 
workers face some of the same 
problems faced by the American 
auto workers. American as well 
as British workers must conduct 
their struggle against the profit 
greed of the bosses not only 
without the help of the union 
bureaucrats but often in fierce 
conflict with them. That’s why 
workers in the U. S. will feel 
a keen sympathy for this mili
tant struggle of the British auto 
workers.

The answer to automation, 
speedup and layoffs in the U.S., 
from such unions as Ford Lo
cal 600 of the United Automo
bile Workers, and ju s t. recently 
from a Linden, New Jersey, GM 
local (see page one), has been 
the demand for shorter hours 
at the same pay, such as the 
call for 30-hours work for 40- 
hours pay. Big Business, how
ever, will not grant such a de
mand without a bitter struggle.

THE M I L I T A N T  ARMY,
Recent reports from the various 

parts of the country have been 
reflected by the work done with 

the two main issues 
the M ilitant bias been 
concentrating upon: 
the world crisis of 
Stalinism and the 
civil rights fight in 
the U.S.

John Collins wrote 
from Detroit: “We 
want to report that 
ait an NAACP rally 
at which E. D. Nixon 
of M o n t g o m e r y  

spoke, Edie Green, Stevey Mar
shall, Edith Black and Bertha Bell 
here on a virit, sold 56 copies of 
The M ilitant and 17 Bohannon 
pamphlets. We are all now busily 
engaged raising money for a sta
tion wagon for bhe Montgomery 
car pod.”

Fron San Francisco: “We have 
really been doing great on our 
Militant sales ” says Ruth Aaron. 
“This weekend we sold 130 papers 
during a- street sale. We found 
thait the paper practically sold 
itself and everyone we melt had a 
very friendly attitude. Many peo
ple came up to me and said they 
had gotten the paper before, 
enjoyed it and hoped to see us 
more often. The top salesmen 
were Frank Barbaria who sold 50 
Militants and E. Harris with a 
sale of 26.”

A friend in Canada: “Enclosed 
is my renewal to the Militant — 
sorry to be a couple of weeks late. 
Several of us here look forward 
bo the arrival of our paper. The 
news of the last few weeks: 
Stalin, Montgomery, Ceylon por
tend a rising tide. I  would like 
to suggest inclusion of short, 
paragraphs suoh a® highlighted 
the “Appeal bo Reason” in bygone 
days, something we may quote 
from memory on the job —  the 
answers a lot of people will be 
looking for. Let us know early if 
any national broadcast time is 
obtained. We want to hear Far
rell Dobbs and Myra Tanner 
Weiss.”

•An urgent appeal from Richard 
Clausen in St. Louis: “I f  you have 
them to spare, please send me 
some copies of the March 26 
Militant. I need them because of 
Cannon’s article on the Stalin cult. 
Over the years I  have gotten out 
of the habit of talking about the 
Russian bureaucracy, but workers 
bring it up themselves now.”

Helen Baker of Seattle tells us: 
“Last Wednesday evening Ann 
Martin and I  distributed The 
Militant to same Stalinists. The 
reactions were mixed. We got 
only one violent, No! . . . Six 
people came to our last two 
affairs from my regular- Saturday 
route”

> . -»'«• •
John Tabor turned in a batch 

of subs from New York and these 
remarks: “Not only have our 
newsstand sales increased as a 
result of our articles on the death 
of the Sitalin cult and the 
coverage of the Montgomery 
issues, but we have added more 
stands as well. Some of the new 
stands are in Brooklyn. Four 
thousand Militants reached read
ers at the Stalinist May Day 
meeting in Union Square. The 
paper was accepted and a few 
discussions resulted. A t a Monthly 
Review meeting 250 copies o.f the 
March 26 issue with Cannon’s 
Speech were well received. One 
immediate result: a woman came 
in the next day, bought $2.25 
worth of literature and remarked 
that she likes the paper very 
much and had never known that a 
party like ours existed.”

Tabor also reports, “There has 
been consistent coverage of the 
classes at the Jefferson School. 
People have been reading the 
paper openly in the lobby of the 
school. I  noticed two women 
discussing the editorial ora the 
Daily Worker- and the article on 
the Smith Act and 18 Trotskyists 
imprisoned under it. One young 
man. in answer to the question 
Why he was taking the M ilitant 
said: “Why, everybody is read
ing it.”

San Francisco 
Public Meeting

“The New Stage in. the 
Russian Revolution”
Speaker: Frank Barbaria 

Chairman: Frances James
Sat., June 2, 8:30 P.M.

307 South Van Ness Ave.
Donation 26c. 

Unemployed Free

Auspices:
Socialist Workers Party
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— A Report from the 
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GEORGE LAVAN
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