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o Still Poverty

Amid Plenty

“It costs an elderly couple
about $2000 a year—between
$35 and $40 a week—to main-
tain themselves at just a sub-
sistence, just a decent mini-
mum of living today.

“Yet less than half of the na-
tion’s men and women who are
65 or over have anything ap-
proaching that total of money
to spend—either in earnings or
in pensions or in income on in-
vestments.

“Even worse, almost 6 mil-
lion of America’s 12 million
citizens in the over-656 age
group are now struggling to
meet minimum living costs of
$1000 a year with $500 or less
of annual income.

“And that’s why, in this era
of record boom, we see the

Europe’s (risis:
Capitalist System
Does Not Work!

By SAM FELIKS ¢

The big question at the meetings of the North Atlantie
Treaty Organization always turns out ta be the same one:
How is Western Europe going to pay for the tremendous
rearmament program? Military goals have been set; and
before there is even a realistic chance that they will be met,
new and more drastic demands are made by Washington,

Big UC Audiences
Despite the Ban

By ROBERT MAGNUS

_BERKELEY, Nov. 24—A series of spectacular and highly suc-
_cessful meetings provided a fitting climax to the Shachtman
case at the University of California. :
Beginning more than a week ago when the dean of stud-

ents cancelled plans to have Max Shachtman, chairman of
~the ISL, appear on the Berkeley campus in a debate with
Professor Herrick of Mills College, the incident broadened

and deepened into another Ohio University case—in spite of
“the hush-hush treatment given to the entire question by the
press.

. The university’s Daily Californian took the lead from
-the beginning. For an entire week the big game between
-Stanford and California was pushed onto the fifth page. Two
“front-page editorials blasted the dean for his action and
_awakened the students to a situation which has long existed :
the arbitrary and one-sided selection of off-campus speakers
by the authorities. The top was taken off the smouldering
enmity between students and administration on the question
"of freedom of expression on the campus.

4  The student body responded magnificently. Letters ap-

peared from many campus leaders, from all types of polit-
ical groups and from ordinarily non-political students de-
nouncing, ridiculing and opposing the dean’s action. The
general refrain was the same: “Stop ‘protecting’ us from
.‘subversive’ speakers; let us make up our own minds!” Off-
‘campus living-groups volunteered their premises for the de-
-bate. The student government passed a resolution asking for
“an official university pronouncement on the matter.
°  Shachtman suddenly became a mysterious personality
- here.

“Who the hell is this Shachtman?” everyone asked.

“A subversive!” roared the dean. :

“Good, let’'s hear him,” came the unexpected reply and
the students proceeded to do so.

Slap at the Administration

On Tuesday evening, November 20, the originally planned
Shachtman-Herrick debate took place at the Barrington Hall
student co-op some blocks from the campus. Five hundred
enthusiastic students trooped in out of the driving rain end

.completely filled up the hall. .

The sponsoring organizations got up and stated their
reasons for publically supporting the event. In a campus
ridden with loyalty oaths, student apathy and fear, they
were sticking their necks out and taking a slap at the uni-
versity administration. Barrington Hall, the YMCA, Cloyne
Court and Wesley Foundation—never before had such a
public rebuke been administered by such popular, non-polit-

| rolls of our 48 states—getting

The result has been a creep-
ing economic crisis threaten-
ing to drag down all of West-
ern Europe. '
The story that occupied

strange phenomenon of 5,700,-
000 Americans on the relief

cash help and medieal éare....
"What are we creating here

—what warning’ is pounded
home by the startling statistic | the center of the stage at the
that half of our older folks QOttawa meeting of the

haven't even 50 per cent of the
minimum income they need to
live?"

—Business columnist Sylvia
Porter, N. Y. Post, Nov. 26.

NATO last September was also
the main attraction at this No-
vember meeting in Rome, and will
be foremost at the January meet-
ing in Lisbon.

No one at NATO is proposing

a solution to the economic erisis,
because no one thinks it can be
found. It is only the Americans
who have even talked in optimis-
tie terms—but then that is expect-
ed of them. For if not they, what -
can be expected of the Europeans?
The result has been the well-pub-
licized “smiling confidence” of
General Eisenhower, which it was
thought could impart confidence
to the European people while he

(Turn to last page)

US. Deal with Adenauer Reflects
Fear of Socialists, Unity Issue

For a United '
Independent
Germany

By GORDON HASKELL

The West German Chancellor, Konrad Adenauer, has
come to an agreement with the Western occupying powers
on a proposed settlement of the relations between West Ger-
many and the governments of the United States, France and
Great Britain. Thus the Allies have met their target of ne-
gotiating a “contract” with Western Germany before the
end of the year. It will be a long time, however, before this
“contract” can be put into practice, and there are ample
reasons to believe that this may never take place.

Two factors have contributed mightily to the speed with
which Adenauer and the Allies have been able to reach
agreement. The first is the ardent desire the people of West-
ern Germany have shown for an early unification of their
country. And the second has been the rapidly increasing
popularity and power of the Social-Democratic Party of
Germany, a popularity which has grown in large measure
because of the SPD’s position on the related problems of
German unification and rearmament.

It is an open secret that \

ical off-campus groups. ;
The students responded warmly to this defense of free
speech. The atmosphere was congenial and radiated an ex-
7. citement completely absent from “official” university func-
tions.

o | The moderator for the evening was Dr. Robert A. Brady

* of the university Economics Department. Well-known in his

- own right as amexpert scholar and critical reporter of the

. British situation, author of the recent book, Crisis in Britain,

. Brady also spoke up solidly for the right of free speech and

. academi¢ freedom. Having gone through the loyalty-oath
: “‘(Continued on page 5, Youth & Student Corner)

the Allies regard the Ger-
man Social-Democracy, and
above all its leader Kurt
Schumacher, as the greatest
danger to their plans for the
integration of Western Ger-
many -into the military sys-
tem of the North Atlantic
Treaty. And as this integra-
tion is the chief goal of Al-
lied (and particularly Amer-

_ican} policy as far as Ger-

many is concerned, they have
been willing to give Aden-
auer a maximum of conces-
sions in the hope of stemming
the political tide which re-
cent elections have shown is
running strongly for the SPD.

According to the agree-
ment reached on November
22 in Paris, Western Ger-
many is to get full sovereign-
ty in domestic and foreign

KURT SCHUMACHER 'R
German Socialist Leader

affairs except on three ques-
tions: the Allies have the

. right to resume control of

(Tera to last page)
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By AL MANN

CHICAGO, November 25— The
low level of internal politics in
¥Whe United Auto Worker’s Re-
gion No. 4 hit bottom this week
when a Ford Aircraft employee
accused unknown “kidnappers” as
saying: “Trotsky will take care
of this from now on.”

The story broke on the day of
~$he Ford bargaining election at
the huge plant on the southwest
side of Chicago. It concerned an
alternate committeeman, George
Duke, who told his wife that he
had been kidnapped by three men
and forced to drink a sweet drink
that knocked him out. He could
not remember how he parked his
car in the garage, how he man-
aged to get home and get into the
house.

Although taken fairly seriously
by the newspapers of Chicago, this
episode was a laugh riot in the
plant. The men figured out that he
had to give some excuse for com-
ing home late ‘after drinking and
made up ﬂle slory. Another version
was that he probuhly lined up a
babe who gave him a mickey.

This moderately amusing story
would usually net need reporting
in LABOR ACTION. However,
the gerious nature of .this incident
is reflective of the situation in
Region 4 today. The regional of-
fice has not forgotten the last
convention or the convention be-
fore that, and concerns itself sole-
1y with eliminating any opposition
or. potential opposition.

RECORD OF DEFEATS

Through the whole Ford drive
the regional office planted people
in the shop who spread stories
mbout “Trotskys.” Instead of
fighting for an industrial union,
the fight for positions in the fu-
ture local was paramount. The
Chicago locals were not asked for
@id. The Skilled Trades Council
of Chicago had to forcec itself on

the scene. “Watch this guy—
wateh that guy,” was the theme
throughout.

As a resuit the UAW lost the fol-
lowing crafts: electricians, pipe-
fitters, truck drivers, powerhouse,
metal polishers (soon to become
700 men), die sinkers, and pattern
makers. The toolroom was won
only because the skilled Trades
Depcrlment of the international
had a capable person within the
plunl‘ and was successful in weld-
ing the department into a pro-UAW
unit. The production and mainte-
nance unit had no opposition.

When  this worker used the
name “Trotsky” as an excuse for
his night out it only reflected what
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the internal situation was at Ford
and the methods of Regional Di-
rector Pat Greathouse.

The Ford situation was mnot
unique. A few weeks ago at a by-
election in Local 719 at Electro-
motive, the Greathouse followers
succeeded in obtaining a vice pres-
idential spot’ by a 30-vote margin.

They lost the guide post and sub-

sequently were defeated for a
shop-committee vacancy and fail-
ed to obtain any representation
to the state CIO convention, even
though one of their candidates
was a member of the state board.

PICKENS EPISODE

The campaign at-the South Side
plant of EMD was one that would
put  McCarran - McCarthy to
shame. The lowest type of social-
ist-baiting and flag-waving, phus
pictures of  Cardinal Spellman,
featured a four-page paper of the
Greathouse group. A cartoon
which was typical of the style of
Greathouse’s  publicity agent
showed the mud level of the“scare-
thinking of reactionary politi-
cians.

This group went just a little
too far, and charges were pre-
ferred against four men. They
were suspended pending the trial.
The two-thirds vote necessary to
suspend was carried nearly unani-
mously-

The UAW-CIO is an advanced
union. Its ideas often are in ‘the
vanguard of the labor movement.
An experience gt the summer
school of Region 4 has caused a

LONDON LETTER—

deal of commient in union circles
in the city. of Chicago.

One of the speakers on inter-
national affairs was Robert Pick-
ens of the American Friends
1Committee. This pacifist group
stands fairly high in labor cirecles.
In December the committee has

organized an Internitional Policy

discussion conference sponsored’

by all the labor leaders of ‘Chicago

(with Walter . Reuther scheduled

to speak). All, that is, except Pat
Greathouse. He ‘could ill afford to
sign the call. After Pickens had
spoken, a group of backward
members mumbled that his posi-
tion was “Communist” and sug-
gested that he be thrown in the
Illinois River.

At the concluding banquet
Greathouse, who should have spo-
ken in defense of the right of
Pickens to have his position pre-
sented, stated thot he did not
know the man had been invited (a
‘sidp at Regional Educational Direc-
tor Willoughby Abner) and that
his position was not welcome at
the school, and that if he ever
came back he (Greathouse) would
not care if he were thrown in the
llinois River.

With all the golden opportuni-
ties to organize the unorganized
in the Chicago area, it is safe to
say that only those shops that will
be “safe” in 1953 will be organ-
ized. It is a sorry commentary on
the UAW situation in the second
largest city of the country, and a
city that has as much potential
membership as Chicago has.

November 25 — Max

November 16 at the invitation of
British Columbia Socialists -and

the Students” Civil Liberties Un-.

ion of the University of British
Columbia. Delayed by an unex-
pected grounding in his flight
from Peortland, the
Shadhtman Jul‘hp&d out of the car
and” onto the speaker’s dais at

UBC with' only seconds to spare.’

“The staﬁe of civil liberties ‘in
my. ‘country’ would be comical;” he

" said’ to ' his- attentive Canadxan

audience of 60 students, “if it
weren't tragie—a denial of de-
mocracy and free opinion.”

He outlined the vicious irony of
the attorney general’s “subversive

- list” which -cracks down, not on

the basis of enemy espionage or
overt acts -against the state, but
against the holding of opinions
and the expression of free thought
by unorthodox people in a capital-
ism girding itself for total global
destruction.

"The attorhey general bélieves
in free speeth,"” fhe speaker coii-
tinued, "for himself. He is free to
say this organization, or that, is
subversive—and that's what free
speech is for, isn't it? He's only
expressing his opinion! But to try
to find out why your organizafion
is subversive, or who has accused
you, what the evidence is upon
which he acted, or how to rebut
the charge /by adducing evidence
in your behalf—that is where _you
end up in the squirrel cage. Round
and round you go and you always,
come out in ‘the same plate, with

CP, at Low Ebb, to Infiltrate Labor Party

By DAVID ALEXANDER

This week news has come of a recent
directive by the head of the British Com-
munist Party for its members to enter the

Labor Party “en masse.”

Such a directive has been expected here
for some time ; there have been reports from
the Holborn (central London) Labor Party
of somewhat feeble attempts by Stalinists
to enter. Also, a faked “correspondence”
recently took place in the London Daily
Worker upon the advisability of this move,
and there was even some “discussion” of

the issue.

CP members have been told to take bu-
reaucratic jobs and to try to get hold of the
machinery of the Labor Party and the trade

unions.

This move, in reality, marks the defeat
and disillusionment of the CP. Even at the
height of Anglo-Russian good will, they had
only, about 50,000 members and fellow
travelers. Even then their newspaper had a
daily circulation of 100,000 and this was
maintained by party members selling fhe

paper at subways.
NO© LONGER A FACTOR

Today, their newspaper has a circulation
of about 40,000 and it is more expensive
than other dailies. It loses some thousands
of dollars a month. Furthermore, they were
recently hit by a libel suit; General Anders,
the Polish ex-commander in chief, won his
case against them and’ collected $5000.

Despite puffed-up claims of a 34,000
membership, the real number is not beliéved
here to exceed 3000. Even the CP’s fellow
travelers could only add perhaps another

What is even more unhappy for them
is the fact that they are completely ignored. -
In the last election they lost 10 deposits (all
their candidates had to forfeit them, as they
gained less than one seventh of the total
votes in any of the districts where they.
ran). In the election before, they had lost

-1 f shor; the British Sﬂlﬂmsf party is to-
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day no longer a factor in politics at dll.

In this development, what has happened
in Britain contrasts instructively with both
the Continent on the one hand and the

United States on the other. The contrast

themselves.

with Western Europe is clear, of course: it
is in Italy and France that the mass mem-
bership and support of the Stalinists is
greatest outside of the Stalinist police states

LABOR'S WAY
In these countries, radical workers, who

are as disgusted with and antagonistic to

capitalism as the majority ef the workers
of the world, have seen no place to go to ex-
press their sentiments other than the CP.
They join or support the CP in their desire
for a militant anti-capitalist party, even
though many of them metaphorically hold
their nose while doing so, and many others
still have to find out that the Stalinist party
is “militant” and “anti-capitalist” not in the
interests of the working class or socialism
but solely in the interests of the rival im-
perialism of Moscow. In Britain, the CP

has been forced into its present state of
weakness and futility because the Labor

Party, and particularly its left-wing cur-
rents (the Bevan group prominently), has
offered the workers a lead and a hope.

With regard to the Unitéd States, the
contrast is pointed up by the relafive ab-
sence of any government-sponsored witch-
hunt -and anti-red hysteria ds a factor in
whittling down the CP. Stalinism has been
defeated and held down here POLITICALLY,
not by police-staté-type ‘measures which
threaten far more than the civil liberties of

the Stalinists alone. And this has been done

because of the pre-eminent position of the
Labor Party in the working class.

With the Tories back in power in Brit-
ain, a recrudescence of strength for the
Stalinists could conceivably come if the
Labor Party and its left-wingers seriously
compromised itself or capitulated in the
fight against Toryism. But this is not in
the cards for the next period.
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" Canadian Stude'nféﬂ and
Socialists Hear Shachtman

‘SEATTLE, :
Shachtman made a whirlwind
-visit into"Vancouver, ‘Canada, on

touring”

the ‘same “answer: 'By ‘presidential
decree we are not ablé to disclose
that ‘informafion.® ;

When the speaker outlined the
problems of workers in the U, 8.
in the rising tide of anti-demot-
racy, he pomted out ‘the ‘obviou
cause—the increasing need for
capitalism ‘fto expand or pensﬁ,
to produce or dec.Ime in ‘the face
of ‘an-awakeéning Asia and a two-
power ‘world. The needs of a gar-
rison state ‘could o Jlonger toler-
ate the hixury of ‘free speech’ or
opinion, he said.’

After the heirty a‘pplausé,
Shachtman ‘had ‘a’ “bouquét of his
oWn “to 085t ‘the ‘Canadian 'stu-
dents. “It’s strange to see a uni-
versity- like this where the stu-
dents run their own government
and grant full rights to political
clubs of every hue, and allow
speakers of any persuasion to ad-
dress them so freely. Could this be.
Paradise?”

KOREA PRE-VIEW i

After a tour of the 51ghts eye-
ing the magnificent views of the
rugged snow-covered mountains
across Burrard Inlet as the guest
of Earl Birney, UBC professor,
poet and author, Shachtman ad-
dressed a socialist forum held in
a private home before an enthusi-
astiec and lively group of 75 peo-
ple.

"Korea," he said, "is a preview
of the greater struggle between
the two great power blocs. After
a year and a half, the only result
of any noté is—stalemate. The les-
son it teaches to both contestants
is to line up an overwhelming
strength before risking a plunge
info World War Iil. The stakes are
big—but so are the risks, and until
victory can be assured' by over-
whelming superiority, neither will

‘toke the risk.

“That,” he emphasized, “gives
the great masses of the world who
want no part o;f either camp .a
breathing spell in which to or-
ganize. What can oppose capital-
ism? Socialism! And what can op-
poge Stalinist totalitarianism?—
Democracy! Only in demoératic
socialism have you the answer to
capitalism and Stalinism— the
third camp, hostile-to imperialism
and reaction.”

Shachtman pointed out the im-
practicability of the American
policy of bolstering discredite
regimes. “We support the dicta-
tors, and the Stalinists capture
the people of backward countries
by default. Given a choice, they
would take neither.”

“The challenge is great,” he
finished, “to rally the peoples of
the world for peace, for self-de-
termination and economic better-
ment without strings attached,
that is the role of democratic so-
cialists and of the free labor
movement of Canada and the
United States and their other so-
cialist comrades across the globe.
Without these millions committed
tc either side, both Russian and
Amerlcan imperialism must gwﬂ
pause.”

Thanking Max Shachtman, the
chairman, Harold Mason, CCPF
party member urged him to con-
sider British Columbia as his
home away from home from now
oh and a regular port of call in
the northwest on any tour for the
ISL.

Marxism
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By LEON TROTSKY
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"ABSTAIN FROM VOTING'" SAY THE SOCIAI.!STS—

By RICHARD TROY

Despite last summer’s deal between Madrid and Wash-
ington which helped to rescue the Franco fascist regime
from approaching extinction, the Spanish situation remains
unstable. Recent attempts by Franco to make it appear as if
he is “liberalizing” his regime indicate the continued desper-
ation of his position, for reforms, no matter how superficial,

are dangerous playthings for
dictators to be toying with.

But there appears little
choice for him. Since the fu-
ture of the regime largely
depends upon the United
States, and since Washing-
ton is finding it diffieult to sell
Franco to the West as a reliable
ally, Franco was pushed to make

>$ome moves, even if of the win-

dow-dressing variety, to placate
Washington’s less enthusiastic
friends.

Of course, no one takes the “re-
forms” very seriously, even out-
side Spain .itself. Sam Pope
Brewer, the N. Y. Times corres-
pondent, expressed the universal
skepticism towald Franco’s “dem-
ocratization,” stating quite cate-
gorically that “it is perfectly safe
to say that Franco does not in-
tend to permit any basic changes.”
- But inside Spain itself the "re-
forms'" did not even merit such
straight-faced treatment. The Bar-
celona corr P dent of La Batal-
la, organ of the socialist POUM,
wrote that the Spanish people,
“whe have, through the hard ex-
perience of defeat, gained a
greater political maturity, know
what to expect and know enough
not to be deceived by the promises
or proclamations ' of +he regime’s
propagandd. orgaiis.'”

FASCIST RIG-UP

As evidence of the “maturity”
of the Spanish people the writer
cites the simple but moving fact
that less than 17 per cent of the
eligible voters (“family heads”)
took part in the recent municipal
elections, which had been publi-
cized as a first step toward demoe-
?cy. The anti-Franco forces have

een, of course, calling on their
fellow citizens to abstain from
voting in any Franco-rigged elec-
tions. The size of the non-voting
Ppopulation, then, is a test of their
strength. And, converse]y, to par-
ticipate in the election is an indi-
cation that one is willing to play
ball with the regime.

In the first place, the voters
could only eleet one-third of the
members of the municipal coun-
cils, the remaining two-thirds
having been appointed directly by
the Falange or Falange-controlled
professional organizations. Seec-
ondly, only those people could vote
who had politically reliable rec-

ords. Thirdly, most of the candi-

dates for the available posts had
been handpicked by the Falange

oL, in some cases, by powerful
\ e

groups in the bourgeoisie. Fourth-
ly, there was, of course, absolute-
ly no opportunity for any sort of
political campaign (so that, by
comparison, even the Peron elec-
tion atmosphere in Argentina of
two weeks ago appeared free and
cpen!).

These same conditions will be
true of another batch of "elec-
tions" scheduled #o be run off.No-
vember 25, Therefore the POUM,
and presumably other opposition
groups, headline their newspapers:
ABSTAIN FROM VOTING. And the
vast majority of the people, either

. because they have heard this plea,

or because they instinctively know
the elections to be a farce, do in-
deed si’uy away from the pollmg
booths in droves.

"DON'T VOTE!"

The POUM correspondent
writes: “The complete abstention

of the Spanish workers will show

our strength and demonstrate
onece again the hatred we feel to-
ward the Franco regime. It will
serve to make known to those who
insist upon sustaining the regime
the will of the whole country.”
These are the ways in which the
masses of our world find to ex-
press their feelings. In many

countries, of course, the people

are denied even this very meager
pleasure.
A POUM proclamation reads:
"Workers! Don't vote! -~
“For the sake of genuine demo-
cratic freedoms—
“For the freedom of the press
and the return of the exiled—
"For the defense of our rights—

"Workers and Peasants: Don't
Yote!"
These “elections” are not

Franco’s only “concession” to the
democratic  susceptibilities of
many Westerners upon whom, ul-
timately, his continued rule de-
pends, There is apparently a more
liberal policy developing toward
American businessmen who today
are no longer swamped with Ma-
drid red tape and restrictions in
their. negotiations. In addition,
the newspapers, still avidly pro-
Franco, have launched into a
civic-reform campaign, blasting
the Madrid mayor for his ecivic
neglect (this is what would be
called healthy “self-criticism” in
the Stalinist totalitarian states).

They hope that these reforms
will make it a great deal easier
for the U, 8. State Department to
ease Franco into a more respected
position in the anti-Russian war

Shachtman Tour: Seattle

SEATTLE, November 20— Max

Shachtman, speaking in Seattle

as part of a national tour, met in
a3 symposium with Scott Nearing
to discuss “The Struggle for
Peace in the U. S.” at Independ-
ence Hall, Saturday night, No-
vember 17.

- Nearing, speaking first, stated
that he felt there was no positive

7 struggle for peace in the U. S.

today. The USSR, he claimed, has
4 “vested interest” in peace while
the U. 8. has a “vésted interest”
in war; therefore we, as “peace-
lhving.citizens,” must support the
USSR.
. Shachtman made it clear that
it was not a matter of two.choices
the  lesser of two- evils:: In re-;
Ebynthe- onky-« wmve-»shuggle

}

for peace is in not supporting
either reactionary war camp but
‘a strugegle for a socialist alterna-
tive to both. This can be carried
on in the U. 8. by the formation
of a Labor Party. -

Sunday evening, Mr. Shacht-
man spoke before an enthusiastic
audience on “The Consequences of
the British Elections,” a topic of
great interest at this time. After
giving a brief history of the Brit-
ish working class and of the La-
bor Party itself, Shachtman
showed that the last election was
not a defeat for the Labor Party
as the casual observer might
guess, but a victory in view of

. the 14,000,000 votes received and -

the overwhelmmg support for the
left-wingers wherever they ran.

‘of Samuel

nanish People Heed Boycott Ca
To Ignore Franco's Fake Election

bloe. The “reforms” are also de-
signed to convince Washington it-
self of Franco’s strength and good
intentions. But, still and withal,
all is not going smoothly between
Franco and the numerous Ameri-
can military and diplomatic mis-
sions sent last summer to negoti-
ate with Madrid.

There are no official reports on
the character of the many confer-
ences that have been proceeding
in the last four months; but various
unofficial notes suggest a number
of stumbling blocks: Franco is a
tough bargainer and displays a
greater zeal in protecting his re-
gime than even in suiting Washing-
ton's strategical requirements.
Convinced that his continued rule
is_indispensable to Washington he
is asking a high price for his co-
operation, And well he might, for
pacifying his angry population,
who cannot forget their great
strike demonstrations of last
spring, will not come easy. He is
asking therefore for large credits
and considerable military aid.

_PEOPLE WAITING

But the American government
does not want to sink a great deal
of money inte Franco’s political

THE FIGHT FOR

FBI, Justice Dept.
‘Themselves in Ha. Jim Crow (Case

By MEL HACKER

Sheriff Willis McCall
free, “exonerated” by local Flor-
ida officials in the brutal slaying
Shepherd and the
wounding of Walter Lee Irvin in
the “Little Scottsboro Case.” The °
Workers Defense League and the
National Association for the Ad-
vancement of Colored People have
asked the Justice Department to -
bring: MeCall before the U. S.
Supreme Court because MecCall
deliberately assaulted the two Ne-
groes in order to deprive them of
the fair trial ordered by that
court. Attorney General McGrath
has promised a full investigation

“hut the Justice Department and

the FBI have not been overstrain-
ing themselves in this case.

McCall, it seems, has a past. In
1945 McCall was charged by six
Florida Negroes with forced peon-
age, involuntary servitude and
brutality. The .charges, processed
by the Workers Defense League.
are still gathering dust in the Civil
Rights Section of the Justice De-
partment.

These Negroes had all been ar-
rested, assessed $25 each—but

never tried in court—for failing -

to work every day in the week
for Herlong and Company, the
Lake Region Packing Company,
and the Grove Marketing Com-
pany in Lake County’s citrus belt.
Wages were often as low as $1.20
a day.

“Thls High Sheriff MecCall had
made him a law and said it was
put out by Uncle Sam in Washing-
ton,” stated Mark Fryar, himself
assaulted by MeCall in 1945.
“McCall said every Negro had te
work every day or have a paper
from his white boss telling why.
They either locked you up or beat
you up or both, and it cost you
$25 each time.” McCall’s law ap-
plied to all Negroes from the
lowliest migrant to relatively
well-off farm owners such as
Fryar.

McCall assaulted and jailed Fry-
ar for "laying off"" on Saturday.
When. Fryar was brought to the
prison he_found-nine other Negroes
there on the same grounds. An
FBI agent, who later mveshgated
‘ Workers Defense League com-

f

and economic morass. It wants
chiefly a few bases for its own
air force and for the new and
larger Mediterranean fleet; and
its representatives are under or-
ders to “buy” these bases as
cheaply as possible. Ultimately, of
course, Franco may well have to
capitulate to their demands since
he faces no other alternative but
probable internal collapse. But
for a while at least he can afford
tec appear reticent. Consequently,
negotiations are all very “deli-
cate,” as the officials put it, on a

plane which only hardened diplo-

mats can fully stomach.
However, the editor of La
Batalla warns against overestimat-
ing the magnitude or importance
cf these differences. "I mustn't be
forgotten for an instant,” he
writes, "'that without the. Ameri-
can _alliance Franco is irredeem-
ably lost. And also that the lead-
ing American circles, to one degree
or another, have decided to play
Franco's game."” Soon, then, the
troubles_may be ironed out; the
construction of the bases will go

. ahead. And the "reforms" will be
used by the gullible and. the not-

so-gullible to show that Franco is
not such a bad quy after all.

DEMOCRACY on
Didn't Strain

.plaints, inquired about Fryar. Teld
is still .~

that the InHer was unable to work
as he_was still recuperating from

Sheriff McCall's assault, this "Mr.

Monroe" of the FBI stated: "Well
I guess they had the right to arrest
him and knock him on his head. if

.he wouldn't work."

The next day “word” came to
Mrs. Fryar that “they” planned
to lynch her husband for going
around making trouble and try-
ing to “put the high Sheriff in

trouble.” Mrs. Fryar left that
night, Jeaving her house and
farm, ‘‘carrying ~whatever I

could.” The Fryars are now citi-
zens of the Harlem slum. “I may
starve,” Fryar states, “but I'm

«never going back to Florida.”

[ 4
MIXED DRINKS

Legislation calling for the au-
tomatic suspension of the liquor
licenses of cabarets and restaur-
ants which deny equal service to
Negroes and other groups will be
introduced in the next session of
the New York State legislature.
The State Ligquor Authority has
refused to act on the Alcoholic
Beverage Control Law which
states that “service shall not be
denied to any person on account
of race, color or national origin.”

]
CASUALTY IN A WAR

John Mitchell, Louisiana Negro
who was seeking a federal court
injunction for the right to vote,
was shot fo death during a "fight"
with a deputy sheriff. Mitchell and
two other Negroes recently filed
suit in a federal court asking that
George Blanchard, registrar of
voters, be required fo allow them
tc vote. They were denied regis-
trafion solely because of their race
and contended. they were being de-
nied civil rights guarnnl'eed under
the Constitution. The suit is sched-
uled before Federal Judge Porterie,
November 29,

®

TWO HELD OUT

The Yanceyville (North Caro-
lina) trial of Mark Ingram, a
Negro farmer: chargeds.with;{as-
sault with intent to rape,” has

“union, "

ST MR e e o EL

Vd Y

~ WITH TEARS
IN THEIR EYES—

The London Times in a leader
article for October 27:

“Almost as remarkable as the
virtual extinction of the Liberal
Party—and as full of significance
for the future—has been the tri-
umph of Mr. Bevan and his asso-,
ciates. Mr. Michael Foot, Mr. Dri-

"berg, Mr. Freeman, Mr. Wilson,

and Mrs. Castle were all defend-
ing marginal seats, and all sue-
ceeded in retaining them. It can-
not be just a coincidence—nor
only a tribute to their vigorous
personalities—that, being so peri-
lously placed, they yet managed -
to survive when the swing of
opinion, if it had run against
them as against others, would
have been large enough to oust at
least three of them. It would seem
to be clear, in fact, that there is '
among the rank and file of the
Labor supporters in the couniry
considerable sympathy for at
least the more demagogic points
in the case put by Mr. Bevan and
his friends—and a failure to. ap-
preciate the nature and harsh im-
plications of the rearmament pro-
gramme. Mr. Bevan’s position is
obviously strengthened to the ex-
tent that he is not left isolated in
the Parliamentary Party as he
might well have been, and when
the great debate in the Labor
Party is resumed he can pose even
more confidently than ever as the
spokesman of the real heart of
the Labor movement.”

b rd

ended in a mistrial. He was
charged with looking “peculiaxly”
at a white girl in a tobacco field
68 feet from where he was stand-
ing. The two Negro members. of.
the jury voted for Ingram’s free-
dom. The jury had previously
been sent to their homes rather
than to a hotel heeause of “segre-
gation problems.” & :

WITCHHUNT

. New. York City Superintendent
of Schools Jansen has recommend-
ed that the Board of Education
dismiss all teachers with past or
present. membership in the Com-
munist Party. Jansen was bitlerly
attacked for this proposal by flaor
speakers at a meeting of the Board
of Education.
°®
LYIN' RYAN

Joseph P. Ryan, czar of the In-
teinational Longshoreman’s As-
sociation, has rejected a proposal
that future union elections be cori-
ducted by the Honest Ballot As-
sociation. Any reports of Ryan’s
demise as suppressor of workers
rights have evidently been some-
what exaggerated.

COPS AND CABS

The New York Police Depart-
ment’s Hack Bureau has been se-
verely ecriticized by Supreme
Court Justice O'Brien for trying
to revoke the cab license of a taxi
union organizer. THe ACLU is
working to restrict the bureau’s
dictatorial powers over cab
drivers. :

Peter Green, who helped organ-
ize some 6,000 drivers in the In-
dependent Taxi Drivers Organiz-
ing Committee, was, pronounced
by the Hack Bureau to be a car-
diac and physically unfit to drive.
After cardiographs proved that
Green was not suffering from any
heart ailment his license was re-
turned to him a few moments
later when the department want-
ed to “examine his accident
record.” ;

Green states that the Hack Bu-
reau is "under the domination of

fleet owners" who. want fo prevent
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LABOR ACTION

The
ISL Program

in Brief

The Independent Socialist League
stands for socialist democracy and
against the two systems of exploita-
tion which now divide the world: capi-
talism and Stalinism.

Capitalism cannot be reformed or -

liberalized, by any Fair Deal or other
deal, so as to give the people freedom,
abundance, security or peace. It must
be abolished and replaced by a new
social system, in which the people own
and control the basic sectors of the
economy, democratically controlling
their own economic and political des-
tinies.

Stalinism, in Russia and wherever it
holds power, is a brutal totalitarian-
ism—a new form of exploitation. Its
agents in every country, the Commu-
nist Parties, are unrelenting enemies
of socialism and have nothing in com-
mon with socialism—which cannot ex-
ist without effective democratic con-
trol by the people.

These two camps of capitalism and
Stalinism are today at each other's
throats in a world-wide imperialist ri-
valry for domination. This struggle can

only lead to the most frightful war in’

history so long as the people leave the
capitalist and Stalinist rulers in power.
Independent Socialism stands for build-
ing and strengthening the Third Camp
of the people against both war blocs.

The ISL, as a Marxist movement,
looks to the working class and its ever-
present struggle as the basic progres-
.-sive force in society. The ISL is organ-

ized to spread the ideas of socialism in
. the lober movement and among all
- other sections of the people.

At the same time, Independent So-
~ cialists participate actively in every
struggle to better the people's lot now
‘=such as the fight for' higher living
standards, against Jim Crow and anti-
Semitism, in defense of civil liberties
and the #trade-union movement. We
seek to join together with all other
militants in the labor movement as a
left force working for the formation
of an independent labor party and
other progressive policies.

The fight for democracy and the
fight for socialism are inseparable.
There can be no lasting and genuine
democracy without socialism, and
there can be no socialism without de-
mocracy. To enroll under this banner,
foin the Independent Socialist League!

INTERESTED?

Get
acquainted

with the
Independent
Socialist League—
114 W. 14th Si'rm@!L

New York 11, N. Y.

O I want more information about the
ideas of Independent Socialism and
the ISL.

0 I want to join the ISL.
Name ...

NEW BREED OF LOBBYISTS CLEAN UP

An article in Look magazine
opens some windows on the lobby-
ist operatives working for foreign
governments who “go on the the-
ory that it costs money to get
money.”

“They dispense funds lavishly
to American attorneys, lobbyists
and propagandists in the hope of
getting back their investment a
thousandfold,” the article says.
Some of the palm-greasing went
to “American lawyers and econo-
mists, including scores of former
federal officials.”

One is “smart and affable”
Serge Rips, who worked for the
Board of Economic Warfare and
the Foreign Economic Adminis-
tration. He, the article says, got
from the State Department for
Thailand “clear title to $43 mil-
lion gold held in Japanese banks.”

“Rips paid $109,720 of his fee
to Isadore G. Alk,” who “served
as financial adviser to General
MacArthur’s command in Tokyo,
and also “knows the ins and outs”
in Washington.

""Biggest regular retainer among
agents for foreign governments,”
the article says, "is the $75,000-a-
year fee paid by the government
of Spain to Charles Patrick Clark,
lowyer-lobbyist deluxe. He was
hired by the Spanish government
to change the Washington atmos-
phere toward the regime of dic-
tator Franco.

“Magnificent is the word for
Clark’s performance. Congress
earmarked $62,500,000 for Spain.”

“Top foreign-agent law firm in
the country since the war has
been the noted Washington legal
factory of Covington and Burling,
whose most renowed former mem-
ber is Secretary of State Acheson.
His son is-employed by the firm.

“In the postwar years, this law,

firm and its members have gar-

nered a total of $457,474 in fees
and expenses from foreign princi-
pals, including Poland.”

After giving numerous other
examples, the article turns to the
“China Lobby for Chiang Kai-
shek’s government on Formosa.”

It says “glittering fees are be-
ing earned” by Satiras Galahad
Fassoulis and Miran Apraha-
mian,” big operators in the In-
ternational field. They appeared
set to rake in almost $750,000 by
funneling military supplies to
Chiang’s forces on Formosa.

Lobbyisfs—Domesﬁé

New congressional report on
lobbyists’
first nine months of this year

expenditures for the -

shows that some of the biggest
spenders were:

The American Farm Burean
Federation, lobby for the big land-
lord farmers: $637,512.

American Mediecal Association,
the reactionary “doctors’ trust”:
$232,894, plus another $77,000 for
its piblicity unit.

The National Association of
Electrical Companies, the power
trust lobby: $323,546.

Association of American Rail-
roads: $188,013.

Whom Does Wilson
Work For?

A General Electric Corporation
official defends war mobilization
director Charles E. Wilson from
attacks on him by the NAM—
thus:

“If they don’t want Wilson,
what do they want? It seems to
me that Charlie is trying to save
them from themselves. I'm scared
to death that some day he will
blow up and leave, and if he does,
our last bulwark in Washington
is gone. These boys won't come to
Washington to work with Wilson

. and they won’t let him work
for them in their own best inter-
ests.”—The Nation, Nov. 24,

The GE official need not, how-
ever, be scared about losing his
last bulwark in Washington. The
mobilization agencies are crawl-
ing with bulwarks, as the CIO
has pointed out name by name, all
of them trying to save the NAM
boys from their own stupidity.

Patriotism —
Lesson XXX

Bankers around the nation have
been hiking interest rates—in the
name of patriotism, they said. It
would discourage borrowing and
“keep down inflation.”

But in its November 12 issue,
the magazine Newsweck reports:

“Development of the week: The
prime rate on bank loans went up
for the third time in 13 months.
It’s now 23 per cent, the highest
in 17 years.

“Reasons: Banks are very
frank in saying everyone else is
making money, why got us? Also,
bankers feel that those who are
after loans really need the money
and will have to pay for it. It can
be safely predicted the rate will
go up to 3 per cent.

What Is INDEPENDENT SOCIALISM?

For information and literature about
the Independent Socialist League, write:

114 W. 14th Street, New York 11, N. Y.
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ANALYSIS OF UMT COMMISSION REPORT.—
Conscripfion News, Nov. 15.

The bulletin of the National Council Against
Conscription has some shrewd points to make on
the recent report of the special President’s Com-
mission on National Security Training which
recommended universal military training on Oc-
tober 29; among them the following:

“The introduction to the commission report
says that the world has returned ‘to frontier
conditions’ and this ‘demands a frontier re-
sponse,” by which it means the only way to han-
dle world problems is by military solutions.
Nowhere in the report is the United Nations
mentioned, or international negotiation, or world
disarmament or social change that would elimi-
nate the conditions of poverty and imperialism
in places like the Middle East where the Soviet
Union is able to lay the groundwork for her
program.

“The report says that ‘the major problems
we face in the world will be of long duration,’
that we must not fluctuate in our military
strength by reducing it in times of relative calm
and that UMT will keep us steadily strong.

“Both in the introduction and in the rest of
the report there is repeated frequently what
seems to be the real reason for the advocacy of
UMT. Our young men, says the report, have
gone to war ‘largely unprepared psychologically
or physically. . .. Too often their early education
has failed to impart to them a clear awareness
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of their implicit obligations to bear arms. . . ,
Thisdenial to dur sons of the facts of their world
and the proper interpretation of those faets . . .
has left them unprepared in military skills and
mental outlook . .. (emphasis added). This em-
phasis on proper interpretation of facts and on
mental outlook reveals that psychological indoc-
trination with its results of regimented thinking
is one of the major purposes of UMT.

“The commission does not like the fact that
our citizens have permitted their hope that war
could be abolished ‘to blind them to the hard fact
that armed conflict in its various forms has ever
been endemic in the world.” This is the idea that
we are always going to have war, that it is inev-
itable and each generation must learn this if it is
to justify the need for permanent UMT.

“The outline of the commission program re-
veals that the army, navy, air force and marines
would each ‘conduct its own UMT program.’ This
means that there will be eight separate military
establishments, since the UMT ‘must be accom-
plished as a function separate from the functions
of the regular forces.” Each of the four armed
forces thus would have administratively to run
two organizations at the same time and would
also have to operate one or more reserve organi-
zations and see that they get refresher training.
In view of this, was the commission “whistling
in<“the dark when it said: ‘The UMT program
should be so conducted as to strengthen, not
weaken, the combat capabilities of-the forces in
beingl! ”

The Spanish POUM — the initials stand for
Workers Party of Marwxist Unity—is an important
socialist force in the fight against the Franco tyr-
anny, and also a leading revolutionary socialist
tendency in Europe. In October, “somewhere inside
Spain,” it held its 8th convention, adopting a reso-
lution on the war and the international situation
and a resolution on the Spanish struggle, among

- other decisions.

Below we present important sections of its reso-

lution on the war, a statement of its Fhivd Camip =

position against both the capitalist and Stalinist
war blocs. It testifies to the close communion of
ideas in fundamentals which exists between this
militant vanguard of the Spanish working class
and the Independent Socialist League. ;

{2} The Korean war is a conflict between the twe
great powers which are struggling for world domi-
nation. North Korea is a "popular democracy" simi-
lar to those of Eastern Europe, that is, set up by
Moscow. South Korea is a semi-feudal, despotic and
corrupt regime imposed and maintained by Wash-
ington. The military assault by North Korea on South
Korea as well as the armed intervention by the U. S.
are acts which have nothing to do with the real
interests of the Korean people.

(3) The two powers presently engaged in strug-
gle, not only in the Korean war but also in the
general cold war, are U. S. capitalism and the Rus-
sian bureaucracy. Although different in social na-
ture, both powers play fundamentally reactionary
roles and represent formidable obstacles to human-
ity’s march toward liberty and socialism.

(4] U. S. capifalism constitutes the last fortress
of a type of society—capitalist society—which to-
day is in full decadence. s mission now consists in
defending, everywhere and by every means available,
the regime of private property, the exploitation of
the working class and colonial oppression. The Rus-
sian- bureaucracy, the product of the degeneration
of the October Revolution, has installed in the USSR
a new exploitive society. Under its rule the conquests
of the 1917 resolution have been destroyed and the
working class has been robbed of its most'elementary
rights and needs. The Russian bureaucracy does not
oppress the peoples of the USSR alone. It also op-
presses a whole series of countries—the self-styled
“popular democracies—which it has reduced to a
merely colonial status. . .

(5) The consequences of the Korean war have
profoundly modified the international situation in
all aspects: economic, political, diplomatic and mili-

tary. U. S. capitalism has reinforced, its econtrol.

over the Européan economy; it has imposed inten-
sified rearmament; it has transformed the Marshall
Plan, the Schuman Plan and “European unifica-
tion” into mere instruments of the rearmament
policy; it has concluded an agreement with the
Franco dictatorship and is ‘preparing to revive
German and Japanese militarism. On its part, the
Russian bureaucracy has intensified its military
preparations and has subjected all of its satellites
to an iron economic, political and military police
dictatorship. In the West and in the East, the
popular masses are paying for the consequences of
the international tension with the cruel worsening
of their lot. ...

(8) The Korean war, which is a partial fore-
shadowing of what a world war_would. be like,

CAMP

has considerably increased the resistance of the
popular masses to the danger of a new world con-
flagration. This resistance—spontaneous, unorgan-
ized and inchoate—has made important advances in
the U. 8., to all appearances also in the USSR and
in the “popular democracies,” and, above all, in
Western BEurope. This resistance shows up more
or less clearly in the following facts: (a) the in-
consistent and passing attempts at independence
made by :some of the governments of Western

~ Buropes; () the appearance of the Bevan tendency

in England;. (¢) the growing popularity of the
“neutralist’” thesis; (d) the “warnings” from the
Vatican and various capitalist sectors to the U. S.
leaders; (e) the general crisis of Stalinism; (f)
the oppositions, which have been brutally beaten
down, that keep springing up in the top ranks of
the Eastern European countries.

- (9) The intensive rearmament will aggravate
the economie, political and. social difficulties of the
Western European governments, will compromise
the Labor Party. experiment and will appreciably
reduce the living standards of the popular masses.
All this will strengthen the sentiments in favor of
independénce from U. S. imperialism and raise new
problems in the workers’ movement. The firm stand
of the Bevan group and the growing uneasiness in
the ranks of the Labor Party are the first signs.
The latest “purges” in Prague and Budapest are
excellent indications of the popular opposition to
the brutal colonial methods of Russian imperialism
—which are dictated to it largely by its rearmament
‘needs—an opposition which finds its representa-
tives in Bome of the Stalinist leaders themselves.
-+ (10) Under these circumstances, the working-
class movement has to be the animator of a power-
ful international movement against the war danger
and the motive force of an independent third camp.
But unfortunately it is divided and its forces scat-
tered. The social-demoeracy, which has been
strengthened in some countries (Belgium, Germany,
the ScanHlinavian countries) - through the weaken-
ing of Stalinism, acts, with some -exceptions, as a
wing of ‘the Western capitalist. camp. The Com-
munist Parties behave as what they are: mere
instrumehts of the political and military strategy
of the Ktemlin. Only a-few minority organizations
and tendencies of the working class maintain an
attitude of independence with relation to the two
blocs, strive to rebuild the workers’ movement, and
to find & road which can prevent the third world
war and Jead to socialism. ;

(11) The POUM, faithful to its glorious traditions,
its programmatic principles and its socialist perspec-

+ tive, pro_ﬁ__h!ms that its ‘general slogans are:

- Neither Washingfon nor Moscow! Against the
third wo{'ld war! For bread, peace and liberty!

For the next period it establishes the following

- why it is an attack on the Ameri-

ploitation of Mexican wetbacks.

Shachtman Gets Big

(Continued from page 1)

s_truggle he was obviously conscious of the future implica-
tions of the dean’s action. Under his excellent chairmanship,
the debate proceeded smoothly and democratically to the end.

The question for the evening was an extremely important
one for American students: "Resolved: the Conservative
Party can provide a better solution to Britain’s internal prob-
lems than can the Labor Party.” The recent Tory victory in
England, hailed in the American capitalisf press, was de-
fended by a diffident academician from Mills College. A
Rhodes scholar, a student of 19th-century British history and one of the

most popular professors at Mills College, Dr. Herrick was the only con-
servative in the area who could be found to debate a socialist publicly.

A CASE FOR TORYISM

Except for his own cheering section from Mills ( a local woman's
college), the audience was unanimous: Herrick’s defense of the Con-
servative Party and its policies was a first-rate disaster.,

His arguments for the superiority of the British Tories came down
fundamentally to these: (1) the Laborites recognized this superiority by
calling for new elections! (2) Churchill’s austerity program is “better”
than Labor’s; and (3) the men in the Conservative Party are younger

and therefore more flexible and can adapt their moves to the needs
of the time. :

In his rebuttal, Herrick, cornered and driven to the wall by Shacht-
man’s speech, could do nothing more than give out the same three
points—adding nothing and subtracting nothing. Coming from the rather
more rarified atmosphere of Mills College, he found it impossible to
face a determined and confident opponent. After a few remarks about
“Victorian” socialism, about the polemical intensity of Shachtman’s talk
and the “intricate” and “complex” character of British economic prob-
lems, he was finished.

He spent the rest of his time denying the existence of all classes but
the “middle classes,” which he defined as “those people who are con-
fused.” He included himself, rather humbly, ameng these ‘people and
ended up with a long and rambling story about a middle-class English
family “of my acquaintance” which was reduced to the necessity of
working for a living by a series of overly high estate taxes. HisMefense
of the Conservatives was—to put it kindly—impotent and embarrassing.

Shachtman won the audience from the very beginning. Giving a
short historical review of the decline of imperialism and the rise of the
Labor Party, he explained why the Conservative Party was bankrupt.
Defining the main problem of Britain as a problem of production, he
predicted that the British working class would refuse to cooperate with

-a hated Tory government. “The recent elections have brought the classes

in l?:riglan‘d' to ‘an historical turning point,” declared Shachtifian. “The
Tories have only one solution to the problem—revive the empire. This
they cannot do.”

SOCIALIST SOLUTION

Finding little in Herrick’s arguments to refute, Shachtman was com-
pelled to give a speech rather than a debate. He ridiculed Herrick’s
idea that there was no real solution to the problem of the gap between
imports and exports and presented the image of a cooperative pooling
of the resources of Western Europe into a federation of socialist nations.
“This is the only solution to the problem and only the Laborites can
move in this direction. The support given to the Bevanites indicates that
the British workers want this type of radical transformation of the
economic situation,” Shachtman declared.

Before the rebuttals, the  floor was thrown open to fifteen minutes
of questions from the audience. All types of questions were asked indi-
cating an intense interest in the debate. “What about Labor’'s imperialist
moves in Iran and Egypt?” asked one not-too-innocent questioner.
“What about Labor’s fiasco with the groundnuts scheme?” asked a de-
termined Conservative. Question after question poured in.

Although critical of many of its moves, Shachtman vigorously de-
fended the Labor Party from ali its defamers on the right, “The failure
of the groundnuts scheme is ‘peanuts’ compared to the billions annually
destroyed through American and British war production. Yet no one
screams about this destructive waste of resources.” Shachtman, of
course, made very clear that he was opposed to the Labor government’s
imperialistic treatment of Iran and Egypt and came out for the right
of selfdetermination for those countries.

PROTEST RALLY

. This was undoubtedly the best attended and most highly appre-
ciated debate of the school year. It admirably attested the desire of the
students to listen to real debates and to their oppesition to the “iron

curtain” which has increasingly throftled the intelléctual atmosphere
of the university,
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UC Audiences — —

The following day, Wednesday, a protest meeting had been organized
for Max Shachtman at the university’s famed Sather Gate. A coalition
of diverse political groups had recently saved the gate for free speech;
now a coalition of four student political groups were sponsoring a pro-
test rally against the administration’s new ruling, The meeting was set
for 1 p.m. immediately after the pep rally for the big game.

Unfortunately sporadic rain during the morning kept many away
and almost forced the entire meeting to be called off. The many students
waiting for the meeting to start, however, provided a good argument for
going ahead anyway,

One by one the four sponsoring organizations got up to speak. Bob
Armstrong of the Students for Democratic Action made a brief speeéh

- against the ban on Shachtman and demanded that civil rights and aca-

demic freedom be reinstated. Tom Shefl, chairman of the local Young
People's Socialist League, spoke on the reactionary and arbitrary char-
acter of the dean’s action and the danger represented by the use of the
list. The Young Republican League came out for Shachiman’s right to
speak and attacked the list,

The Socialist Youth League speaker, Bob Martinson, analyzed the
dean’s move as the beginning of the second round in the fight for aca-
demic freedom at Cal. After praising the united character of the protest
meeting he went on to speak of the necessity for econcerted student ac-
tion against the subversive-list criterion. To achieve this he called for
the building of a campus-wide action committee of students’ organ-
izations. “Go back to your living-groups, political and social groups and
elect representatives who can come together to fight for students’
rights,” he declared. The andience stood quietly and listened, in spite of
the cold and damp.
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UNDAMPENED ENTHUSIASM '

The chairman of the méeting spoke next. Professor Harold Winkler,
lately of the Political Science Department of the university, was well
known to many students as one of the famous group of non-signers who
had been thrown out of the university for refusing to knuckle down to
the Board of Regents.

“The situation has reached the point where the citizen must rewin
the rights he has lost in open political action,” he said quietly. “I am a
conservative, I wish to conserve the past liberties of the American
people which are fast disappearing before our very eyes.” No one left
the meeting even though the rain was increasing in intensity.

As Shachtman began to speak the rain became steadily heavier. The
students protected themselves as best they could with books, papers
and binders but still there was no move to leave. Many of the students
were without raincoats and were completely soaked within five minutes.
With the rain reaching a crescendo Shachtman spoke. for tweniy min-
utes. He attacked and ridiculed the administration to the great delight
of the students who laughed and applauded. There was 2 great. feeling
of sympathy. for Shachtman who stood ‘alone on the speaker’s sfand in
the driving rain: he could not appear in the empty classrooms of the
mighty State University but was forced to speak under these conditions.

The enthusiasm was spontanecus and warm. No one was going to-
leave, by God, even if the heavens were to come down. Bursts of
laughter and applause punctuated the talk. As the meeting ended ‘two
hundred students walked slowly away from Sather Gate; most of them
felt they had participated in a highly unusual event,

On Friday, November 23, Shachtman spoke once again at a meeting
held under the auspices of the Independent Secialist League in Oakland.
About fifty people appeared fo hear a speech on “The Struggle for
World Power,” after which refreshments were served. During the week
Shachtman also had an interview over station KPFA, which has also
promised to broadcast parts of the debate.
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By HAL DRAPER

i~ The dispatches of the past few months from
_Yugoslavia have reported increasing govern-
.ment difficulties in the face of a widespread and
.8tubborn peasant “strike.” The peasants’ imme-
diate resentment is directed against the state
-¥equisitions. of grain and leads to: their reluct-
ance to-carry  through the sowing when they
“know that a large proportion of their crop will

..be taken away anyway, and to their reluctance

to put their produce on the market for the city
~population.

y Belgrade has mixed threats with  cajolery,
“promises with punishment, but the problem
_hangs on. Thus the Tito regime runs deeper into
& erisis which is also chronic in type among all
- the Stalinist states of Eastern Europe.

As compared with the Moscow-dominated

" feaders of the satellites, Tito has two big advan-
-#ages in dealing. with the situation.and two hig
~disadvantages. In examining the case, it is pos-
" sible to see-a great deal-about the general char-
‘wicter of the peasant problem behind the Iron
Curtain and the Stalinist "solutions” to it. )
" _.Basic to such a consideration is the fact that
in breaking away from the domination of the

Kremlin, Yugoslavia at the same time still re-

tained the same fundamental Stalinist (that is,
:pureaueratic-collectivist)- forms inits economy

and social life. It struck out on a national-Stalin-
~2st course. Tv understand the sources of its pres-
ent peasant problem, both sides of that hyphen-
~ation are impeortant.
It is necessary to remember, to be sure; that

Yugoslavia has also recently gone through a
“famine and period of crop-failure due to natural
.causes. (The right-wing and monarchist Yugo-
-slav émigrés tried to hint. darkly, while Bel-
~grade was seeking U. S. grain, that Tito was

somehow responsible for the crop failures. These
. people would undoubtedly have given the same
.devil-theory for a typhoon or earthquake.) But
«while that intervention of nature naturally ex-

“@cerbated the problem, it is plainly not at its root.

‘The Specific Yugoslav Problem

{  The two butts-of peasant resentment are (1)
“gollectivization by the state, and (2) the state
‘¥equisitions of grain. Leaving aside the nature
of Stalinist (including Titoist) collectivization
:for the moment, here are some notes on the spe-
¢ific Yugoslav problem.- :
~In the first place, the immediate_ economic
“drive which most directly led to the Tito-Stalin
break in the first place is also one of the biggest
underlying factors in the present peasant crisis.
This is the rate of industrialization set by the Tito
regime.
. In its over-all economic perspective for its
i $ateliites, the, Kremlin had a division of laber
mapped out: Poland and Czechoslovakia in par-
ticular to be emphasized for industrialization
" tied to Russia’s own war economy, while the
'6ve-rwhe1min'g1y agrarian South Balkan countries
were to remain very largely the traditional
“bread baskets”’—a role for the latter which had
_also been assigned to them by the Nazi occupa-
ion. Against this, in the interests of their na-
.#ional .power, the Titoists looked to modernize
~and industrialize the country, reacting. against
their assigned role which relegated them to per-
“#anent tenth-rate backwardness. Yugoslavia’s
five-year plan, even before the break, set itself
. &' pace faster even than the northern satellites.
fter the break, this perspective was if anything
intensified.
But such a relatively breakneck, if not adven-
_turist, industrialization perspectiye necessarily
meant a heavily intensified squeeze upon the 80
. per eent of the population which consisted of the
« Peasants. :

To.appreciate this it is enough to remember |

_' t;_l_;mt_ Belgrade announced- some time . ago: that
- since the end of the war the city populations have
grown so much larger that only 66 per cent of

' i the pepulation is now on the land. The difference

~has gone to the cities, presumably.
It may appear that this is not very upsetting

ince

 there are still the same.number .of-mouths
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to feed, whether they are on the land or in the
cities. Certainly, it is not a question of a lack of
labor power on the land. A good proportion of
the 80-per-cent peasant population had been
“surplus”—not needed for working the land and
unable to be supported by the land’s produce.
They starved, to put-it simply.

But when this surplus pepulation goes. to
work in the cities as.a result of new industriali-
zation, they can no. longer be simply allowed to
die off. It is not only -vital to. the plans of the
regime that they be fed, but as heavy industrial
workers they must be fed even somewhat better
than a surplus peasant. The land must produce
that much more to feed them. -

While they were on the typical small holding
of the Yugoslav peasant family, they were
around to share the scarcity. Now the grain must

-be TAKEN AWAY from that small holding to go

to the cities. The state.is forced to. appear before
the peasant as an expropriator of his produce,

_even if it expropriated only: the same amount

which formerly went to the surplus peasant
population.

‘The Pace and. the Squeeze

At the same time; the character of the Titoist
industrialization program stands in the way of
a normal and voluntary development of peasant
collectivization,

That - industrialization program set a fast
course in particular toward heavy industry. For
a firm alliance between an urban proletariat and
vast peasant majority, the economy requires
above all. sufficient light manufactured goods
such as are demanded by the peasantry in ex-
change for its “produce; and for socialist collec-
tivization, it requires a sufficiency of agricultural
machinery such as can make large-scale collec-
tives both profitable and attractive.to the peas-
ant. These. were necessarily slighted by the Tito
five-year plan. .

If Russia had been the “land of docialism’

which the Titoists had represented it to be, it
could have made up-this deficiency, and boosted
its satellites along the road of a healthy develop-
ment in the interests of the people, by itself pro-
viding the missing faetors ‘through its greater
industrial strength and development. It is un-
necessary to add here-that this was by no means
the intention of the imperialist exploiters in the
Kremlin, who were interested in what they could
squeeze out of their new satrapies, not in how
they could help them—interested in how- they
could gear the satellite economies for the benefit
of their-own war machine, not in promoting a
beneficent course of economic development.

The Tito regime tried, and is still trying, to
drive ahead with its economic plans in spite of
the fact that neither of these economic prerequi-
.sites existed (production of light manufactured

..goods. and. agricultural machinery for the mech-
anization of large collectives). 1fs economic de-

. mands..on-the. peasantry remained.. Hence the
intensification of the squeeze on the peasant.

“Now, as we have indicated, in type, this situ-'
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ation exists also in the Russian satellites around
Yugoslavia, which also—for reasons both similar
and specific—are forced into collision with their
peasantries without being able to enter upon a
socialist course of alliance with the peasantry.
But for Tito, the situation is worsened by two
considerations which have flowed from his break.

Plus and Minus for Tito

(1) The Stalinist virus in his peasant policy
remains, but the Russian power is no longer
there to back him up against the peasant mass.
His regime faces the mass of peasants on its own,
In (for example) Poland, the Stalinist regime
functions at bottom as the proconsul or gauleiter
for the overshadowing neighboring power of the

. foreign oppressor. The peasant hates, hangs baek

and even finds avenues of sporadic resistance,
but he knows that the power he is resisting
is not merely a thinly-based government in War-
saw but the might of the Russian forces of re-
pression, which stand.behind the thin line of«~
Polish quislings. Tito separated himself from
this source of comfort. o

Without the. reality of Russian power behind
Warsaw, it is to be doubted how long that re-
gime could last in the face of the hatred. of the
people. But in Tito's case, this relative disadvan-

" tage is, of course, set off against the fact that

the very same break with Moscow also gave him

a towering source of strength.in mitigating the

effects of peasant discontent.

The same peasantry which regists Tito’s col-
lectivization and requisitions, also (there can be
little doubt) vigorously and enthusiastically sup-
ports him as against Moscow in the face of the
Russian imperialist threat to the national inde-
pendence of the country. The present reports of
peasant discontent have emphasized (quite cred-
ibly) that this resistance has remained on the
economic level; there is no alternative political
force before the peasantry to Tito’s to lead the

‘nation against Moscow ; there is np evidence that

we have seen of any significant pro-monarchist
movement, and there is no significant democratic
socialist force in the country to act as a rival
pole of attraction. Thé peasant therefore resists
on the economic level—that is, he does not raise

. the question of political power.

(2) Tito’s second difficulty, as compared with

~ the satellite fuehrers, has come into existence in

the most recent period (since the Korean war)
with the turn in foreign policy taken by Belgradé
toward support of and involvement with the
Western bloc in the cold war. While this point is
necessarily speculative, we freely point out, it
can scarcely be doubted that the increased eco-
nomie dependence of the Tito regime on the West,
the U. 8. in the first place, has emboldened the
peasantry to resist the demands of the state, if
only on the economic level.

I+ does not require profound political reason-
ing on the part of the peasantry—about the so-
cial identity of their own private-property base
with the capitalism of America—for them to un-

. derstand that Tito.is. on the spot before U. S.

"public opinion™ and governmental prejudices if
he were to try to answer the peasant “strike™

.with the previous methods. He is under some re-

straint. The peasant feels his oats.

Here again, however, the very same develop-
ment which puts Tito at this disadvantage also
carries with it a factor of an opposite sign: the
economic aid from the U. S. which came along
to him with his turn to the West in international
power politics. ' o

It is qguite beyond 1;}1(-3jr reach.of the information avail-
able to us to try to estimate which factors outweigh
which. We can only point out at this time that these are
the forces in play. ;
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Stalinist Industrialization

The existence of an agrarian problem is not, of course,

peculiar to the Stalinist regimes; on the contrary. Be- -_-

fore the war, the peasants of the South Balkan countries
(Yugoslavia, Bulgaria, Rumania, Hungary, Albania),
which were the least industrialized in Europe, were
deeply ground down in poverty and exploitation. The
laments of the anti-Tito right-wing émigrés over Tito’s
peasant policies are the usual .disgusting hypoerisies of
exploiters whose hearts are wrung by the spectacle of a
rival exploiter getting away with the spoils which should
“rightfully” be-theirs. il

" To be sure, before the War' the Sgrdtisn probléii ‘Was’
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not that of big landowners who directly oppressed peas-
ants on_their land, as it was in czarist Russia. If any-
thing, a"basic cause of peasant distress was just the re-
verse: ‘the ‘atoniization of small landholding with over-
‘population ‘on the land. The peasants could not scratch
a living ‘out 'of their poor holdings, while the state’s toll
was taken in taxes as usual. The land eould not support
the numbers trying to live on it, and there was no place
wheére ‘they ‘could ‘go. Even aside from ‘the tax squeeze
‘on 'the peasants; the probleim cotild not be solved without
the modernization of the country—specifically its indus-
trialization. The pre-war regimes remajned sunk in the
mire of Balkan~backwardness, keeping their peoples
down with them. =
i The link between industrialization and the agrarian
important, industry in the cities would provide jobs and
livelihood for the surplus population on the land; (2) in-
dustry would: provide manufactured consumers’ goods to
raise the standard of living of the peasants on’thelahnd;
(3) .industry would produce agricultural machinery to
modernize “agriculture itself.
Industrialization was therefore the great need of the
Balkan economy, including its agricultural economy’; and
-this meed was conjuncturally: met in the specific: need
for industrialization which the new Stalinist regimes
~shared likewise. (This applies as much to Yugoslavia’s
still Moscow-controlled neighbors as to Yugoslavia itself.)
“The' Stalinist regimes had more than one reason to set
‘a course toward industrialization, among them the de-
-mands 'of Moscow’s war economy. But this reason was
adventitious compared with a more basic motivation,
‘which has to do with the social base of a regime founded
on totalitarian bureaucratic collectivism and the Stalinist
. ideology. To such a regime, any independent peasantry
is a continually acute political danger, ever threatening
to become fatal. When 80 per cent of the country con-
sists of such a small-land-holding peasantry (as in Yugo-
slavia), the situation is extreme,

. Stalinism and the Pea;an'f

For the same reasons that such a peasantry has always
found' it 'most difficult to act as a cohesive political force
even for its own demands, IT IS ALSO MOST DIFFICULT
TO TOTALITARIANIZE THEM, scattered as they are over
‘the land, semi-independent because of the land's produce

itself even if it is a kind of independence in the midst of

near-hunger. »

Most important, a regime which by its nature is based
on totalitarianized collective property is necessarily in
unstable -equilibrium as long as 80 per cent of its people
-do in-faet base themselves on private property.

A capitalist-landowners’ regime, like the ptre-war
-Yugoslav government, not only can live with a small peas-
.antry but base its political power on their backwardness,
no matter how reactionary, dictatorial or fascistic that

regime might be. There is a basic social compatibility.
‘Not so with ‘the bureaucratic collectivism of Stalinism.

But the need of Stalinism for industrialization, which
conjuncturally jibes with the needs set up by the agrarian
.economy, is—and this is the rub—a need not only for
industrialization ®but also for the speediest elimination
f the independent peasantry as a class. Being founded
on totalitarian restraints and tefror when necessary, it

cannot long live in compromise with them, or take too
long a view of its perspective on the elimination of the
independent peasantry. '

Now it is true that any economy which is not-based

on private property would face a ‘similar ptoblem, and
this includes socialism; and it is well known that the
Russian Revolution in its time, under Lenin, likewise
faced the problem of the peasantry. For socialism also,
the only permanent solution, not only from the point of
view of the state power but slso of the people them-
“selves, is collectivization. What is involved is the gulf
between socialist collectivization and Stalinist collectivi-
zation.

" Most immediately it appears as a difference between
voluntary collectivization and compulsory collectiviza-
tion. But this difference is not ‘merely a matter of demo-
cratic sentiments or a spirit of humanitarianism toward
the peasants, as opposed to Stalinist brutality and such a
mass slaughter as fook place in the period of Stalin's
forced colleetivization, It is an econmomic and political
question at botiom, .

Socialism vs. Stalinism

--Socialism cannot exist without democracy, and (first
of all) itis therefore incompatible with the compulsory
collectivization of the land especially in a country where
the peasantry constitutes an overwhelming majority. To
4 carry through sueh a program, the state has to be set
up over the people, and this cannot be confined to the
peasants alone, especially when mnumerable ties still
exist between the peasant population on the land and
it masses of ex-peasants who have been proletarianized in
i the cities.

Secondly, a compulsory, collectivization which is  de-
sigried basically to straitjacket the peasantry as a po-
tential focus -of political discontent cannot be economie-

" ally productive and efficient if it takes place without any
of the economic prerequisites for collectivization (pre-
requisites which we have already mentioned in the first
part of this discussion).

The totalitarian state is driven into an economically
«disruptive poliey to maintain its totalitarian power. (Let
us note in passing that this general formulation of the
process is just as true in the industrial sphere itself,
and not only in the sphere of agricultural policy: the
fagtories, to0, hound, into, the totalitarian straightjacket,
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b ‘problem under these conditions was threefold: (1) most’

become festering sores of waste, inefficiency, poor-quality
production and paralyzing fear from top to bottom.)

In their considerafion of this problem, Marxists have
rightly ‘always emphasized the néed ‘for pushing collectivi-
zation only insofdr as the peasanfs become ready to aécept
it, and that they become ready to’accept’it only as -the
state can make it economically attractive. Lenin polemized
not only against coercion in générdl bit also against any
expedients of INDIRECT coercion.

It is the latter which has: especially chaTacterized
cbompulsory- collectivization under Tito since the break.
There are even anti=Stalinist socialists - who seem to think
that the term compulsory collectivization can be associ-
ated only with the brutal holocaust on the countryside
which was initiated ' by Stalin’s knout-wielders in the
1930s, when peasants were foreed: into- collectives with
mrass deportations to Siberia and shootings. The essence
of the matter is not changed-when-peasants are forced
into collectives by tax decrees and regulations, as well a
bureaucratic harassment, which make it impossible for
an independendént peasant to'stay out and still hold on
to a blade of his grain.

The Tito regime, while denying foreible coercion and’

every once in a while denouncing. officials who have been
too “zealous” in this direction, have not concealed the
fact that “indirect” compulsion is their policy. As a mat-
ter of fact, in the Stalinist satellites today, it is also
“indirect” compulsion which is the primary method: not
Warsaw nor Sofia‘ nor- any of the others have as yet
dared to enter upon the bloodbath which Stalin carried
through in Russia. .
- kY s =

Lenin's Wdrnings

But this “indirect” method has no more in common
with sdeialist collectivization than its proseeution by
other (i.e., forcible) meéans.

Especially in the years from 1918 to 1921, Lewin fre-
quently came back to this point to stress it again’ and
again. Unlike some ‘of Tito's placatory propaganda speeches
to his peasantry, it was not a muﬂgr ‘merely of a dis-
claimer of coercion. Lenin hit hardest on the question not’
in public speeches so much as in’ the policy-making con:
ferences of the governing: organs; -and not merely to- dis-
claim coercion but to' explain, educationally- and tirelessly,

why a policy of coercion was incompatible with socialis}
policy. ;
As a reminder, we append some of the highlights of
his argumentation. It will be' noted that he is talking
about the “middle peasant,” that is, the’ peasant: who
neither- hires -out his own labor power nor hires others.®
These were the mass of the peasantry in Russia: evem
more are they the mass of the peasantry. in the South
Balkans, including Yugoslavia. Twice in this peried; He
recalled ‘to the ‘Bolsheviks the words of Frederick Engéls
on the 'same problem, written some 25 years. before. Sey-
eral times- he- stressed that the objective of large-‘sic%
industrialization, and therefore collectivization, could not
be accomplished by some quick drive but was a work.of
“generations.” o
The charaeteristic of Stalinist collectivization is that
its primary goal is the totalitarianization and buredit-
cratic statification of the peasant in @ foskion as close
as possible to that of the worker who is controlled in-the
factory. As the theoretical analysts-of the Ukrainian
revolutionary socialists have pointed out, this aim has
reached its most complete expression so far in the Mog-
cow scheme for “superkolkhozes.” But Stalinist Russia is
far more advanced along this road than any of its satel-
lites, which still face the more elementary task of breake
ing the ‘resistance of the peasantry. :
Just as nationalization of the factories is-neither soe
cialist nor "progressive” per se, and-is in fact an integral
part of the reactioniary policy of the new exploitive socidl
systém of ‘Stalinism, so is this-true-also of its bureaucratits
collectivization of the Jand. .
The socialist revolution against Stalinista is in the
interests of the peasant masses behind the Iron Curtain
as it is in the interests of the workers. Where, as in
Russia itself, the small peasant holding has long been
swept away by forced collectivization, it does not mean
turning’ the clock back as far as the form is concerned.
The socialist revolution means, once again in our time,
giving. the land back to. the land-toilers who cultivate it—
by democratizing the control of the new forms that have
been established. The new Russian Revolution can no
more go back to the old than the socialist revolution if
the West can or should go back to the small-enterprise
forms which have been outmoded by monopoly capitalism,
The struggle is for a workers’ and peasants’ democracy.

ENGELS ON COLLECTIVIZATION

What is our attitude toward the small peasant?..,
We foresee'the inevitable destruction of the small peas-
antry, but it is not our mission to eliminate it by our
interference. And, secondly, it is equally evident that
when we possess the state power, we shall not think of
forcibly -expropriating the small peasants—with or
without compensation, that is immaterial—as we are

task with relation to the small peasants is primarily
to transform their private production and property into
cooperative production and property, not by coercion,
sut by dint of example and by offering public assistance
for this purpose. ...

We can never promise the small peasant to back his
individual farm and individual property against the
superior forces of capitalist production. All we can
promise him is that we shall not against his will and
by force interfeére in his economic relations. ’

—TPhe Peasant Question in France and Germany,
1894-5.

DO NOT DARE TO DOMINEER!
. You cannot create anything here by coercion, Coer-
sion applied te the middle peasantry does great harm.
. This:stratum is a numerous one, it consists of millions
'of individuals. Even in Europe, where it nowhete
achieves such strength, where technology and culture,
city life and railroads are tremendously developed, and
where it would be essiest of all to think of such a
thing, nobody, not even the most revolutionary of so-
cialists, has ever proposed adopting medsures of coer-
cion toward the middle péasantry.. ..

We must particularly stress the truth that here
coercive methods will accomplish virtually nothing....
Here coercion would ruin the whole cawse. Prolonged
educational work is what is required. We have to give
the peasant, who not only in our country but all over
the world is a practical man' and a realist, concrete
examples to prove that the commune is the best pos-
sible thing. . .. \ : .

On this question we must say that we encourage
commuries, but that they must be so organized as to
gain the confidence of the péasmits. And yntil then
we are pupils of the peasants and not their teachers.
Nothing is more foolish than when people who know
nothing about agriculture and its specific features
fling themselves on the villages because they have
heard of the advantages of socialized farming, are
tired of city life and dedire to work in agricultural
districts—nothing is more foolish than when such peo-
ple regard themselves as all-round teachers of the
peasants. Nothing s more foolish than the idea of
applying coercion in the wmiddle peasant’s economic
relations.

The aim here is not to expropriate the middle peas-
ant but to bear in mind the specific conditions in
which the peasant lives, to learn from the peasant
methods of transition to a better system, and not to
dare to domineer! That is the rule we have set our-
selves. . . . When it is stated that we must strive to
gain their voluntary consent, it means that ‘the peas-
ants must be convineced and convineed in pw¥actice.
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obliged to do in the-case of the large landowners. Our )

_ themselves on their own free initistive and the advan-

- industry. Our main task is to restore large-scale in- |

They will not allow themselves to be convinced by
mere words, and they are perfectly right.
—Lenin, March 23, 1919. Italics in original.

A RESOLUTION BY LENIN

Whileé encouraging cooperative associations of
every kind; including agricultural communes of mid- »
dle peasants, the representatives of the Soviet gov- .
ernment must not resort to the slightest compulsion _
in the creation of such associations. Only such asso-
ciations are valuable as are started by the peasants

il

tages of which have been tested by them in practice. .-
Excessive haste in this respect is harmful, since it
may only tend to aggravate the aversion of the middle
peasants to innovations. :
Representatives of the Soviet government who per-
mit themselves to resort even to indirect, not to men- -
tion direct, compulsion in .order to get the peasants -
to join the communes must be called to strict :account
and removed from work in theé rural districts. .
~—Regolution of the 8th party congréss on Policy
TPoward the Middle Peasartry, 1919, .

A WORK OF GENERATIONS

Only'a material base, technique, the employment of [

tractors and machinery in agriculture on a mass. scale, -
electrification on a mass scale, can solve the problem
of the small farmer, make his whole mentality sound, -
so to speak. This is what would radically, and with.
enormous rapidity, transform the small farmer. When
'I sdy it is' a work of generations I do not mean that
it is'a work of centuries. You understand perfectly
well that to provide tractors and machines, and to
electrify an enormous country, must, at all events, -
tz:.}(e no less than decades. This is the objective situ-
ation. N
—Lenin, March 15, 1921.

ON LARGE AND SMALL INDUSTRY

These comrades [who emphasize the necessity of .
large-scale industry for socialism] have simply mis-
understood the relation between our state.and small

dustry; and in order te approach the task of restoring -

large-scale industry at all seriously and systematically '} °

we must restore small industry,
—-Lenin, May 26, 1921.

THE TRANSITION TO COLLECTIVIZATION

We dealt with this transition [to colectivization] °
.in a number of legislative acts; but we know that it
Is not a matter of passing laws, but of carrying them :
out in practice, and we know that this can be done
when we have a powerful, large-scale industry capable
of bringing the small producer such benefits as will
enable him to see in practice the superiority of large- -+
scale industry. . . . e

So long as we have not remolded them [the peas-
ants], so long as large-scale machine production has
not remolded them, we must ensure them the oppor-
tunity of freely carrying on their businhess.

—Lenin, M'arch-_é‘b,IQ_ﬂ. .
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(Continued from page 1}
the government if they feel

‘that the security of their

own military forces is endan-
gered ; thay reserve the right
to decide the future of Ber-
lin; they reserve the right to
decide on the question of

unity of West and East Ger-
many. ° '

"STILL UNEQUAL

Further, Allied troops will

‘remain in Germany, but the
~occupation of the country as
_a political relationship will

end. German rearmament
will depend on the creation
of a “European army.” This
means that West Germany
will not be permitted to

.build up an integrated army
-of its own, but will furnish

contingents to the projected

*European army which will

be directly under General
command

tional forces of the Atlantic
pact powerg. There will be
no German general staff or
national army.

_ Thus Western Germany is
.to gain a large measure of
sovereignty. Yet this sover-
eignty is to be purchased at

the price of remaining indefi-
nitely an unequal and subor-

-dinated power in Europe.
‘And the most vital political

and economic question which
faces the country, that of its
unification, is to be left in the
hands of powers over which
the German people can have
no control. '

The SPD has rejected this
concept of the future of Ger-
many in Europe, and in our
opinion, rightly so. Schu-
macher has insisted that
German rearmament is a
matter which must be decid-
ed freely by the German peo-
ple, and that this can be done

only if they have the same
freedom to make the decision
as to its form and extent as
have the peoples of France
or Britain-on their own arm-
ament. Further, it is the posi-
tion of the SPD that for the
Germans the question of the
unification of their country
is more vital than the ques-
tion of rearmament, and in
any event cannot be subordi-
nated to the desire of the
American and other Allied
governments to see West
Germany firmly integrated
into their military ¢camp.

SUPPORT SPD

There is no doubt that the
majority of the people of
West Germany support the
SPD in this position. They
have backed its insistence
that the Bonn government
take up the unity overtures
made by the Stalinist pup-
pets who rule Eastern Ger-
many, and propose concrete
steps for the unification of
the country. They have
shown themselves quite will-
ing to postpone the question
of “integration” with the
West in the interest of the
unification of the country, to
the extent that the. former
stands as an obstacle to the
latter. The SPD has shown
that it has complete confi-
dence that if the country can
be unified under the proper
democratic safeguards, the
workers and the people gen-
erally will resoundingly re-
pudiate Stalinism and pre-
vent a united Germany from
passing under the totalitari-
an yoke, .

It is to be regretted that
the socialist movements in
other European countries
have not shown themselves
ready to support the German
Social - Democracy in the

campaign it is waging on this
question. The attitude of the
Bevan wing of the British La-
bor Party as expressed in an
editorial in the London Tri-
bune of November 2 is a good
illustration of this.

TRIBUNE'S VIEW

After sketching the recent
stages in the struggle over
the unification of Germany,
the editorial points out that
the obvious purpose of the
Russians in proposing unity
at this time is to block the
rearmament of Western Ger-
many.

“What the Russians obvi-
ously hope to achieve,” the
editorial continues, “is a to-
tal withdrawal of all British,
American and French troops
from Western Germany,
with the quid pro quo of a
Russian withdrawal from
Eastern Germany. To bring
this about they would be will-
ing to sacrifice the Commu-
nist regime in Eastern Ger-
many, for there would al-
ways be the more attractive
possibility that a reunited
‘neutralized” Germany of
that sort might one day be
drawn into their orbit, not
because of any German pro-
Communist sympathies but
because of what Germans
might easily regard as rea-
sons of expediency.

“The Western powers can-
not agree to such a project
in the present circumstances
without doing infinite harm
to their own cause. To create
a vast military and political
no-man’s-land in the heart of
Europe would not only invite
the dangers of a European
Korea; it would invite the
Germans—and possibly the
worst kind of Germans—to

become the arbiters between

US. Deal with Adenauer — —

East and West and indeed be-
tween peace and war. But
that is not to say that unifi-
cation and some kind of com-
promise is impossible.

“The Russians may be pre-
pared to agree to unification
under a non-Communist re-
gime at the price of prevent-
ing German rearmament,
even without the withdraw-
al of the occupying forces.
That remains to be seen. But
if they are, it would be a bar-
gain which the Western pow-
ers should not turn down.”

The first thing which
strikes one in this passage is
what appears to be a com-
plete absence of concern with
the desires and interests not
only of the Germans as a na-
tion, but of the German
working class 'and even more
specifically, the German so-
cialists. The editorial speaks
of the “Germans” as if they
were a homogeneous entity.
Indeed, the only distinction
made is between “the worst
kind of Germans” and the
rest, with the strong infer-
ence that it is the former
who are likely to gain in
strength if the country is
unified.

But even worse than this
is the assumption that the
only thing which prevents
Germany from becoming a
vast “military and political
no-man’s land” is thHe pres-
ence of foreign troops on
German soil.

1t would appear that for
the Tribune the German
working class, led by the
powerful Social-Democratic
Party, simply does not exist
as a political force, or at any
rate that it is a far less re-
liable one than the British,
American and French divi-
sions in Western Germany.

This is indeed a peculiar atéy

titude for the section of a
party which has gained vast
popularity in its own country
on the basis of insisting that
rearmament, i.e., the devel-
opment of purely military
might, must be SUBORDI-
NATED to the political and
economic interests of the
working class!

INTERNATIONALISM

And the reference to “the
dangers of a European Ko-
rea” would border on the
ludicrous if this were not
such a serious matter. Surely
the editors of the Tribune
are aware of the fact that the
military aggression typified
by Korea was made possible
by the division of that un-

happy country imposed by. : ;

the Stalinist and capitalist
powers, and that in this re-
spect the continued division
of Germany and not its uni-
fication presents the danger.
Yet even more important, to
compare Germany with its
highly developed working-
class movement to poor,
backward Korea is to stretch
analogy far beyond‘its legiti-
mate bounds.

The SPD of Germany is
far closer to a policy which
corresponds not only to the
true interests of the German
workers, but to those of the
workers of the whole world,
than is the Tribune in this
matter. It behooves British
socialists, as well as Ameri~
cans, to give them every sup-
port in their insistance on
the priority of German uni-
fication and complete inde-
pendence. Only thus can a
truly internationalist social-
ist policy, and equally impor-
tant, a truly international
socialist movement be con-
structed. i o

The System Does Not Work' o

(Continued from page 1)

took the food off their table.

But even the Americans are ne
happier than their official posts
permit them to be for public con-
sumption,

“"WHAT IS WRONG"

Michael Hoffman, the N. Y.
Twmes correspondent who has
spent the post-war years in Eu-
rope covering its economic devel-
opment, seeks to point out the
reasons for the failure of the re-
armament program. Coming from
‘a non-socialist source, it can only
2dd emphasis to what has long
been said about Western Europe
on this score. Faced with this
problem the Marshall Plan was
like fly-swatting at an elephant.
Heffman wrote on November 25:

"1 cannot be repeated too offen
#hat what is mainly wrong with
Europe’s economic system is not
#hat it is unfair to some economic
classes of the population or that
& is not like our own system, but

Ve N\
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that it does _not 'work.' I does
not provide for enough people for
enough of the fime the ‘combina-
tion of incentives and rewards
needed to bring about the complex
kind of cooperative action neces-
sary to utilize effectively modern
industrial and agricultural produc-
tion techniques. It has been work-
ing just enough better than com-
munism to make it possible o avoid
applying methods of totalitarian
states so far. But no amount of
talk or appeal to ideals can fend
off totalitarianisms, red or white,
if they alone seem o the mass of
the people to be able to make the
system work at all.”

THE "WISE MEN"

The extent of the dispair and
even cynicism inside of the NATO
organization is shown by their
attitude toward their bureaucratic
administrative apparatus. Two
more top-level committees were
formed at the Ottawa meeting.
One consisted of the finance min-
isters of the Big Three—the U. S,.
Britain and France, and are sar-
castically referred to as “the
Three Wise Men” who are seek-
ing the way out of the NATO
crisis. The other committee, made
up of the 12 NATO members, are
referred to as “the Twelve Apos-
tles”: all sitting down for their
last supper. This is another way
of saying that the Europeans feel
neither war nor the preparations

i e ST R

any of their problems. It is only
a variety of the American chau-
vinist who ecan believe that an
atomic world war ecan bring
utopia, a la Colliers magazine,

BOTTLENECK

One by one as the Western Eu-
ropean nations begin fo rearm
they are thrown into the midst of
an economic crisis. The first was
Britain and within a short time her
trade gap began to widen, dollar
and gold reserves to decline. Al-
ready the Churchill government
has announced a cut in imports
and an austerity program exceed-
ing anything under Cripps. France
was the next nation fo move in the
direction of fulfilling her NATO
military commitments, and a simi-
lar situation has developed in
France. With Britain and France
as examples, it is small wonder
that rearmament has been lagging.

The bottleneck is not in the or-
ganization of a European army
or in developing the most efficient
committee set-up to run NATO.
The basic difficulty is in the Eu-
ropean economy as such. It is the
fact that West European capital-
ism no longer can function. Com-
pared to Asia and Africa it is a
modern economy but it cannot
meet the needs of the European
people, war economy or not, as it
is presently organized on a capi-
talist basis. The rearmament pro-
gram clearly shows this obsoles-
cence. ) -

I HOME-THRUST FROM THE YUGOSLAYVS

| — FOUR DAYS AGO A MAN YELLED “LONG LIVE -

STALIN” ON THIS SQUARE, AND SINCE THEN NO
ONE HAS DARED TO BE THE FIRST TO STOP

CLAPPING.,

(“Jez” — Beograd)

Reproduced from Review of International Affairs (Belgrade)
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