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The Circus Comes to Detroit—

Un-Americans to

« By WALTER JASON

DETROIT, Jan. 27 — The
oldest. diversion in history
for the unemployed is bread
and circuses.

Detroit soon is going to
have its circus, billed in ad-
vance as the “most sensational
hearing of the year. Advance pub-
licity has been excellent: top
headlines in major newspapers
here, speeches by congressional
figure. It ought to be good.

The circus is going to be pro-
-duced by the House Committee on
Un-American Activities. And it
is considered such a major event
that the full committee will con-
duct the hearings,

The hearings are scheduled for
any week. now, sometime in Feb-
tuary at the latest, 5g
It is expected that target No. T
will ‘be Ford Local 600. However,
there is every reason to believe
that the congressional committee
~has bigger game in mind. It is the
United Autc Workers (CIO) and

Probe " UAW

its political allies in the Demo-
cratic Party, Governor Williams
and Senator Blair Moody. The tech-
nique will be Senator McCarthy's
vicious methods,

That the union movement is
worried is shown by the story
carried in the January 17 issue
of the Michigan CIO News.

The story is headlined, “Red
Probers To Take Swipe at Auto
Union,” It says: “Predictions are
that the un-American activities
committee will use the investiga-
tions largely for publicity pur-
poses. This is made clear by this
week when the entire committee
decided to participate in the De-
troit hearings. The usual proce-
dure is for a subcommittee to
handle such a quiz.”

"The probe may also be used to
toke a swipe at labor unions, espe-
cially the UAW-CIO. Committee
members  have been telling the

press that they are convinced that

a large-scale infiltration of Com-
munists is going on in the UAW
plants.”

(Continued on page 2)

THE REVOLT AGAINST IMPERIALISM
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The Story Behind Tunisia’s lﬁgl:t
Arab Socialist-Third Camp Conference
Churchill Bids U. S. Invade Fgypt |
The ‘Strangé_ (ase of Libya

By HAL DRAPER

Uprising in Tunisia:
The Fight Has Just Begun

In the French North African colony of Tunisia, a series of planned peaceful demon-
strations organized by the nationalist movement was pushed toward the verge of an un-
looked-for national-revolutionary insurrection when the French administration reacted
with the most brutal colonialist repression yet seen in the post-war world outside of the

Russian sphere.

~ The Tunisian events since January 19, seen in the background of the French record
in the country as well as of the whole Middle Eastern situation, offers one of the clearest
pictures of the face of post-war Western imperialism: its grasping desires as well as its
limitations, its inter-imperialist rivalries, and the specific way in which U. S. imperialism

is involved in the situation.

This is so not because the Tunisian people are the most exploited and oppressed peo-
ple of the Middle East or the colonial world—far from it. It is so, for one thing, because-
here there was an almost total ‘absence of the post-war excuses and pretexts which the
impérialists have been using for maintaining their slipping centers of contrel in the face

of revolt in Asia and Africa.

None of the following pretexts, made familiar to Americans by the demagogic agita-
tion of the U. S. press in connection with other situations in the Middle East and Asia, has

Taft, Hoover Sound Off
For Republican Old Guard

By MARY BELL

It is twenty-four years
sinee the Republican Party
has sent a president te the
White House. It appears
foredoomed to being a mi-
nority party, even after hav-
ing served up two “internation-
alist” candidates in the past two
presidential elections. The back-
ers of the Eisenhower candidacy
stake a rejuvenation of the GOP
on the leadership of a military
hero who represents bipartisan
foreign policy. Meanwhile, the
Old Guard wing of the’ Republi-
cans, represented most typically
by Senator Taft, campaigns more
militantly than ever. In the latter
category we dismiss for the mo-
ment the Young Fogy Stassen,
currently fumbling with a “re-
vived gold standard” as a possible
plank in his 1952 platform.

. In any assessment of the chances
of the Republican Old Guard an
examination -of its program is in
order. Two recent addresses of

its prominent spokesmen, the elder '

statesman who sets the key, and
. the political bridesmaid, ""Mr. Re-
2 )_p:ablicun,_“. establish the issues.

ECONOMY ARGUMENT

Herbert Hoover's views, aired
over CBS. on January. 27, are
- More sober, dignified and abstract
“than those of Senator Taft, but
the latter’s shift and adapt with

. the -exigencies of the politician
. who-i§  actively -campaigning. for
" office and required to make cam-

paign promises. Essentially the
two agree.

The overriding election issue
between right-wing Republicans
and Democrats is the war. Hoo-
ver singles out for emphasis the
“cverstrain” of tht economy as a
result of the huge federal alloca-
tions for military expenditures
and laments over the reduection in
living standards occasioned by
tax pressures and rabid inflation.

The argument for economy and

relief from high taxation undoubt-
edly’ has appeal, chiefly among
businessmen. Not so among labor,
for the criticism of high govern-
mental spending is coupled with
the expressed fear that this might
lead to “ecreeping socialism,”
which, in the Republican voeabu-
lary, is identical with Fair Deal
welfarism and social security, the

British Labor Party experiment

and Russian Stalinism.
(Continued on page 2)

once,

thoughts.

the act; we wanted to
its legality.”

GRIMMEST JOKE OF THE YEAR

Francis Biddle was the author on the “Author Meets the
Crities” program January 17 over the Dumont Television net-
work. There he answered a question we have asked more than

Biddle, who is now chairman of Americans for Democratic
Action, has a new book out, Fear of Freedom. In it he castigates
the Smith Act, government methods in the current witchhunts
and the loyalty oaths. It is filled with excellent civil-liberties
doctrine, even if it avoids a merited condemnation of the Truman
administration’s over-all policies on demoeratic rights.

But Biddle, a former attorney gemeral under Roosevelt, was
the man in charge when the FIRST prosecution under the Smith
Act took place during the war, directed against the Minneapolis
defendants of the Socialist Workers Party and the Teamsters
Union, and substantiglly based on *evidence” of dangerous

On the TV program, Biddle was put on the spot by Leo
Cherne, who asked why, since he now denounces’the Smith Act,
he saw . fit to prosecute the Minneapolis: defendants. His reply
is the grimmest joke of the year.

He explained: “That was simply to test the constifutionality of
get the Supreme Court's ruling on it as to

the slightest color of truth with regard to Tunisia—even as
pretexts:

(1) They are backward, not ready for independence,
without political experience in self-government. (2)_The
“Communists” will move into control if the controlling pow-
er moves out. (3) There are strategic installations (like the
Suez Canal) which must be kept in the hands of Atlantic
Pact powers at all costs. (4) The native ruling class merely uses its
anti-imperialist’ agitation to distract the masses from their economie
misery. (5) The people are anti-West or “neutralist,” and therefore

not “reliable allies” from the point of view of Washington, Paris or-
London.

There is no reason to believe that the leaders of the Neo-Destour
Party (New Constitution Party), headed by Habib Bourguiba and
Salah Ben Youssef, which enjoys overwhelming shpport from all
classes of Tunisians, had organized for or expected anything but
peaceful demonstrations. This view is supported not only by the press
reports, and not only by the character of the Neo-Destour movement,
but also by objectives set for the demonstrations. This was frankly
pressure to back up the request of a Tunisian delegation to the UN
that the world body put the question of Tunisian independence on its
agenda.

French Provocation

Outside of a French claim of a "Communist-led” riot at the naval
arsenal city of Ferryville on Thursday, the main violence was unleashed
when the regime of French Resident-General Hautecloque moved before
dawn (in approved police-style fashion) to seize Bourguiba and five other
leaders and rush them out of the capital, Tunis, by air, to the Algerian -
border. No charges were laid against them. In fact, it was not an
“arrest," said the French, but @ "measure of removal.” The official
French announcement, with refreshing candor or naiveté, simply charged
them with "systematic agitation.”

It was also clear that Hautecloque was putting a well-known
colonialist gambit into play: they hoped that by removing Bourguiba
from the scene, leadership of his movement would fall to three mem-
bers of the Destourian political bureau whom they left unmolested
in Tunis; and/or that the Bey, the native ruler, could then be pres-
sured into repudiating the activities of the Destour leadership.- Neither.
trick worked.

(Sole comic relief was afforded by a straight-faced announcement.
from the Fren¢h Residency that its moves were solely concemned with.
“protecting the Bey” in accordance with treaty obligations. In juridi-
cal fiction, this is the legal basis of the French “protectorate.”)

This “calculated risk” of the French, on the contrary, touched off
the landslide. -

A general strike broke out, probably directly called by the Tunisian
General Workers Union, which is affiliated with the International Con-
federation of Free Trade Unions. All shops in the Arab quarters of the.
cities closed down tight. Union leaders asserted that activities in the
European quarfers also were suspended. Later food stores were per-
mitted ¥o open daily between 4 and 7 p.m. The general strike lasted
solidly until called to a temporary halt on January 28, ten days later.

(Continued on page 5)
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Circus to Detroit——

i
(Continued from page 1)

The story concludes by point-
ing out: “The UAW constitution
contains a provision which bars
Communists and supporters of to-
talitarian ideologies from holding

elective office in the union.”

The jitters shown around De-
troit over these forthcoming hear-
ings come from the fact that it is
very unlikely that any city out-
‘side of New York has as many
ex-Stalinists and ex-socialists as
“the auto center. What a field day
the committee may have with
these frightened souls who have
but one prayer, that their “youth-
ful indiseretions” may hayve long
been forgotten.

WOL Hits Scab
Prison Labor

(WDL Release)

In awarding contracts for shoes
@nd blankets to Federal Prison In-
dustries Inc., the Army "is in effect
supporting a system of forced la-

or similar to that existing in Rus-
sia and its satellites.”

So stated Rowland Watts, Na-
tional Secretary of the Workers
Defense League in a letter to
President Truman written after
the Boston Post pointed out that
a’'government contract for 200,000
pairs of military shoes had been
awarded to the Federal Peneten-
tiary in Leavenworth, Kansas,
“while many New England shoe
workers are either working only
part-time or are unemployed.”

- Watts’s letter says: “Federal
prisoners are forced to work. If
they refuse, they dare thrown into
solitary confinement. In view of
the fact that all but industrial
jobs in prison are unpaid, some
prisoners choose these jobs in or-
der to send a little money to their
families. But what they can send
is indeed very little since they are
paid approximately one-sixth of
prevailing wage scales on the out-
~ side.

. “Certainly such a situation
should not exist in a democracy.
Governiment contracts should be
filled by free men working under
fair labor standards—not by pris-
oners.”

T N\
Bells Struck

. The CIO-PAC’s news bulletin
sends “fraternal greetings to the
nine bell ringers of St. Andrews
Church at Swanwick, England,
who are on strike against being
required to listen to the same
sermons over and over again.”

Reactionary Utopia

" Among the reactionary groups
springing to birth in California,
add: »the “American Progress
Foundation,” headed by Willis E.
Stotte of Van Nuys, which has
opened a nation-wide campaign
for a 23rd amendment to the Con-
stitution which would ban federal

_ dompetition with < private enter-
Prise. It would provide:

¢« “The government of the U. S.
shall not engage in any business,
professional, commercial or indus-

~ thial. enterprise in competition
. with_its citizens except as speci-

fied in the Constitution, nor be
subject to the terms of any for-
eign or domestic agreement which
would abrogate this amendment.”

Brave. Aneurin

The London Tribune is the or-
gan of the Bevan group, and its
literary department is in the
groove. In the course of an article
on Wordsworth’s poetry, ecritie
Daniel George mentions one of
the poet’s Ecclesiastical Sonnets:
“Rise!—they have risen; of
brave Aneurin ask

- How. they have scourged old

5 - foes, perfidious friends.”
N 7

What the committee will not
investigate is the root causes of
the unemployment situation
which is bound to be used and ex-
ploited by the Statlinists. -

Nor is it likely to investigate
the proposal of President Truman's
"Task Force™ on auto unemploy-
ment, which shocked this city last
week. 1t led to a bitter Detroit
Free Press editorial blasting the
totalitarianism involved in the
idea.

The cominittee proposed noth-
ing less than dispersing Detroit’s
labor force, by compulsory meth-
ods if necessary, whereupon the
Free Press said, “Shades  of
Stalin!”

[ ]

DETROIT, Jan. 27—The first reac-
tion of Briggs workers to the or-
der of Emil Mazey, director of the
UAW Briggs department, that they
call off their "wildcat" strike
against speedup, was to shut down
five other Briggs plants. It took an-
other 24 hours to quiet things
down, by calling a special Briggs
membership meeting for Sunday to
take a regular strike vote. The
issue is an admitted speedup which
grievance procedure has not been
able to settle, as was to be ex-
pected.

Many Briggs union officials, all
of them supporters of Mazey,
were quite embarrassed by the ac-
tion of the international unign.
The speedup issue at Briggs is a
very hot potato, and elections are
only five months off now.

L
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By ALBERT GATES
Fund Dtive Director

The Indépendent Socialist League

"bas set its sights on a $12,500 goal

in its annual Fund Drive for 1952,
This year the drive will begin on
February 15 and close on May 1,
with May Day celebrations
throughout the country.

As before, the annual Fund
Drive of the ISL is for support of

the New International and LA--

BOR ACTION, and to finance
the activities of the League for
another year. Readers of this
press know that this is the only
nieans by which the organization
and its press ean survive, particu-
larly in these days of inflation.
In a cireular letter sent out by
the National Office of the ISL, it
said: “Between the 1951 TFund
Drive and this one, we have held
our national convention and. or-
ganized one nation-wide tour; we
have maintained our press under
the most ineredible difficulties;
our leading staff stays on the job
vnder conditions that few would
undertake, Inflation hits the or-
ganization even harder than in-
dividuals because we cannot know

exactly what our 4ncome will be,

Taft, Hoover

(Continued from page 1)
In an effort to provide for a re-

“duction ‘of the military éxpéndi-

tures, Hoover calls for-a kind of
military nationalism and isolation-
ism, a Western Hemisphere "de-
fense wall" based upon a joint air-
séa force of the United States and
Britain, with little reliance upon
ground forces. He hopes that
Eisénhower succeeds in getting the
NATO countries to underwrite
their own military defense, rather
than leaving the burden to the
U. S. And he voices skepticism be-

‘cause of the shortcomings in this

régard and the failure of France
and Germany, for instance, to
meet their timetable in providing
the necessary number of divisions.
He also takes a crack at England's
reluctance to join an all-European
army: "Britannia would be a friend
but would not marry Mr. Europe.”

HOOVER'S GIBRALTAR

In Hoover's cosmology, an in-
vasion by ‘Russia is not to be
feared; nationalism (Yugoslavia)
and the threat of atomic warfare
will prevent that. His advisers
tell him that “Russian ground
armies could have overrun West-
ern Europe in a two-months cam-
paign any- tithe in the past five
vears and can no doubt do it dur-
ing several years to come.” The
“war psychosis” is greatest, he
maintains, in Washington.

“There are a few kernels of
truth in the former presiednt’s
statements. And there is a cer-
tain, if demagogic, attractive
power, in the arguments against
further high spending for mili-
tary preparations because they
are draining our economy. Hoo-
ver’s view is a toning down of
the isolationism of the past, but
it is there in the reference to
“this final Gibraltar of freedom,”
the Western hemisphere.

‘Hoover supports, as does Taff,
MacArthur's position on Korea, and
would seem to attempt fo revive
the "Great Debate™-of- last- year
over foreign policy. The United
States lost the victory in Korea,
he believes, because it vetoed the
MacArthur plan to bomb - “the
Chinese air sanctuary in Manchu-
ria,” and to use the #foops of
Chiang Kai-shek. Herein is revealed
the -éssential demdgogy of the pre-

tense of. being against fhe war

‘and of great concern for the vic-

timization of American -soldiers.’

Hoover, like MacArthur, must be
prepared to risk all-out war, rath-
er than the smaller Korean war,

"through his advocacy of its exten-

sion ‘across Chinese ‘borders.

The essential
the Hoover position is again re-
vealed in his view of the relations
of the U.S. to the UN. They
“must not be allowed to dominate
the internal sovereignty of our
government,” he declaims. Hoover
sees reality upside down.

Senator Taft is meanwhile
busy collecting a grab-bag of po-
litieal supporters, including the
backers of McCarthy, MacArthur
and the Dixiecrats, ¢laiming for
benefit of the latter thaf the
Republican Pdrty is the real par-
ty of States’ Rights (read:
White Supremacy).

In his recent policy speech be-
fore the Women’s National Re-
publican Club at the Waldorf in
New York City, he referred to the
“unnecessary Truman war.” He
makes cogent points against the
administration’s agreements at
Teheran, Yalta and Potsdam,
when the Republicans were not
even consulted in the division of
spheres of influence with the Rus-
sians in the course of World War
[I. He scores a bigger one in re-
lation to the Korean war, when
Truman “completely failed to con-
sult Congress itself.” But neither
he nor Truman can make -the
point that the people itself are
never consulted on major ques-
tions of strategy and war itself.

AFTER MacARTHUR

Taft, who customarily votes for
trimming down military appropri-
ations, reveals himself, like Hoo-
ver, a peculiar kind of “anti-war”
advocate. He says of Korea, “We
have only proved that we perhaps
may punish a small aggressor but
that we cannot punish or even
prevent a large aggressor.” The
latter reference is to the stale-
mate established by the interven-
tion of the Chinese in the war.

Or: MacArthur was removed be-
cause "he wanted to win the war
in Korea and the ‘administration
did not want to win that war in
Korea or protect Formosa." Fur-
ther: "'MacArthur's policies of
bonmbing and 'blockading ‘and the

use of Nationalist. troops would .

buve resuited In:the .consolidation
of ‘Korea and ‘the sefting up of a

nationalism of,

since it is difficult to rely upon
irrégular payments which come
in from branehes.”
" And so our appeal is made once
more to the ISL, its branches, its
friends and sympathizers to help
‘the organization and its press to
carry on for another year, and re-
spond to the appeal of this Fund
Drive. .

We disclose no state secrets

‘when we tell our readers that our

debts are large and that we rely
upon the Fund Drive to see us
through the year.

if you will glance at the quotas
set for branches, you- will note
that the Socialist Youth Ledgue
has already responded to our ap-
peal by voluntarily taking a quota
of $1500. This 'is three times the
quota the SYL had in 1951. Last
year they went over the top and
they promise to do the same this
year.

New York and Chicago top the
quotas and we expect them to
reach 100 per cent as they did in
1951. Other branches were given
reasonable quotas and we know
by past performances that they
will do more than their bit.

We are calling on our readers
and friends to join in the drive

free Korea which might have been
defended.” The line of reasoning

is identical with Hooverls in the
latter's défense of MacArthur, The

. implication again is an expansion

of the "police action.”

Taft also complains that with
the tremendous ‘expenditure of
money on armaments in this coun-
try, the air force program “has
broken own.” He, too, is an advo-
cate of the air-sea wall to make
the United States an impregnable
Gibraltar which, through a cheap,

“insular, mechanized, national war,

éould strike at the heart of Rus-
sia.

ADAPTED ISOLATIONIST

The housing bill which Taft
was associated with,
which some of his more troglo-
dytic colleagues labeled him “so-
cialist,” does not loom large in his
propaganda. The Taft-Hoover
progtam is a studied effort to
avoid the “me-tooism” of Willkie-
Dewey-Eisenhower, to represent
the isolationist-nationalist senti-
ment of the Midwest and to adapt,
if slightly, to the demands of an
American capitalism enmeshed

and for -

and help the ISL and the press
which they support as readers.
Althdugh the drive begins offi-
cially on February 15, we want
the drive to get a running start
with this announcement, so that
by February 15 we can report
that an excellent beginning "has
been made. )
The quotas for branches ap-

pear bélow: :

"Akron ST e e s R e

Baltimere ... ... ... ...

BOsPON ..oiiinnnniiiiani

Buffalo

Chicago

Cleveland

Detroit e

Los Angeles . . .

New York ... .

Newark .. ... ..

Philadelphia

Pittsburgh ... 150 s

Reading ... ... ... ... 175

St. Lowis ... .. . ... B0

Oukland 500

Seattle 300

Streator ... ... 25

Youngstown . 100

Indiana 50

Oregon ... . ssiivaeity BN

Socialist Youth League ......1500

General ... ... .. _..1000
TOTAL ... $12,500

es— —

inextricably with the problems of
the ‘world and locked in ‘world
rivalry with Stalinism.

Asg against the Demoerats’ pro-
gram for thé salvation of West-
ern capitalism, that of the Repub-
lican right wing remains, far in-
ferior. It would run the risk of
isolation without insuring against,
perhaps provoking the threat of
war, whereas the Democrats seek
a bloc of countries to share the
struggle against Stalinism, and
that despite the cfies of the Re-
publicans, under the undisputed

‘hegemony of the U. S.

So far as labor is concerned,
with the exception of a few cave-
dwellers, this wing of the Republi-
cans has no attractive force, nonih
can it be expected to engender
any. This remains true eves though
the Fair Deal trimmings of the
administration program have been
whittled to the point where éven
the Republicans have little room
for criticism. Whatever political
combinations or recombinations
the liberal and labor movement
may make, it will not go-in the di-
rection of the Taft and Hoover
elements of the Republican Party.

‘HOW THE AMA DOCTORS THE VOTES

The American Medical Associa-
tion’s ‘political activities have been
‘severly criticized in an article in
a magazine for people who run
hospitals.

Wrote Editor R. M. Cunning-
ham, Jr., of The Modern Hospital
in the magazine’s December issue:

“Few people would question the
doctor’s right, as citizen, to ex-
press himself politically. . . .

“But some doctors and their
friends do question whether it is
right fo use the county medical
society, presumably a scientific and
educational organization, for po-
litical purposes; and whether the
sacred patient-physician relation-
ship should be subverted to po-
litical ends . . . and whether the

doctor should lend himself fo po-

litical statements of questionable
truth. . . "

The magazine article reviewed
a “blueprint for political organi-
zation of the medical, nursing and
hospital professions in the 1952
presidential c¢ampaign” that has
been  issued by the American
Medical Association. )

The blaeprint is'based on AMA

campaigns in 1949 in special elec-
tions in Pennsylvania and New
York.

In both Pennsylvania and New
York doctor sent messages to
their patients advising them +o
vote for Saylor or Dulles. One New
York doctor even wrote "Vote for
Dulles” messages on his preserip-
tion blanks and sent them to his
patients. )

“Healing and heeling don'¥ go to-
gether,"” commented the hospital
magazine.

In' discussing ads used by -the
AMA in the New York-campaign
the magazine said:

“The . . . radio announcements
. .. provide a neat example of the
medical profession using the pat- 4
ent medieine, or snake doctor,
sales technic.” o

” — - \
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By A. RUDZIENSKI

For the first time in the modern
history of the country, famine
threatens the Polish peoples, as a
result of Russian exploitation and
the Kremlin's imposed policy of
war and rearmament. There is an
absolute lack.of meat in Poland,
even for workers and state offi-
cials, even through supply cards.
Long queues at the state stores
wait through the night for meat

. and other food articles. In No-,

vember members of trade unions
received only a half kilogram of
meat per week, and retired work-
ers got only half a kilogram of
bones and a quarter kilogram of
“kasha.”

Hunger is so serious that it
threatens the labor “norms” in
the factories, since the workers
grumble over the lack of food. At
a factory meeting in Wroclaw

“ (the power factory), first the
working women and then all the
workers protested to the party
“activists” who were demanding
higher production norms. The wo-
men threw their meat cards on
the table before the chairman of
the meeting and eried, “Give us
food to eat first, and then demand
hard work!” The other workers
backed up the women, and the
Stalinist activists had to end the
meeting without obtaining agree-
ment to higher norms.

A similar meeting took place in
the shipyard of the port of Gdynia,
at a rally of the Stalinist party.
Workers, members of the party,
threw their party cards before the
chairman as a protest against the

By MEL HACKER

Last year on February 19, the
Hecht Company, one of the lare-
est department stores in Wash-
ington, D. C. ran a full-page ad-
vertisement stressing the need for
equal treatment for all Ameri-

feans, timed to coincide with
Brotherhood Week, Soon after the
ad appeared, a small delegation
of Negro and white citizens in
the nation’s capital called on
Hecht Company officials to ask
them to practise what they
preached, at the lunch counter in
the store where only white shop-
pers were permitted to eat.

When the store continued to re-
fuse luncheon service to Negroes,
Commitfee for the Enforcement of
D: €. Anti-Discrimination Laws,
along with about 100 civic, labor
and church groups in the city, in-
stitued a boycott against the store.
On July 20 the boycott was rein-
forced by- picket lines which
marched in front of the store three
times a week, calling customers'
attention to Hecht's segregation
policy. ?

After six months of picketing,
the organization finally won. Last
week, the Hecht Company chang-
ed its policy. Mrs. Mary Church
Terrell, an outstanding Negro.
educator, held an interracial
luncheon party at the store. She
announced that the committee will
continue its efforts to persuade
downtown eating places to serve
everyone, The committee has sue-
ceeded in ending segregation at
more than 40 downtown restaur-
ants and department and dime-
store lunch counters.

F

SEGREGATION AT
ALL COSTS

Gov. James F. Byrnes this month
called on the South Carolina legis-
lature to submit to the people of
the state ot the next general elec-

tion a resolution repealing the.

inadequate food supply combined
with  simultaneous demands for
greater production. One voice
shouted from the hail: "Where's
the meat and. grain?'" Others:
"Where is- the fish?"—"Don't fat-
ten the Russian swine!"—"Give us
food!" '

On the coast there is a chronie
food-supply erisis—lack of meat
and fish—in spite of rich fishing.
The people believe that the lack
of fish is due to its exportation
to Russia and Czechoslovakia.

A SPECTER HAUNTS

Prices in Poland are very high.
With the official rate fixed at 4
zlotys to a dollar, a kilogram of
meat costs between 11 to 20
zlotys; a kilogram of butter, 32-
43; of ham, 22-24; of carp, 14;
of tea, 250 zlotys. One suit costs
1500-1800 zlotys and £ woman’s
dress 400-500; a pair of shoes,
500-1000.

And all this while the monthly
wages are 450-500 zlotys on the
average.

The Kremlin wants to lower the
standard of living o the Russian

level. The workers protest not only

at the factory and party meetings
but,.in addition (as Polish news
sources abroad report) in the last
period there have been strikes in
Lodz and Silesia because of the
food situation. Many workers were
arrested by the police but the
strikes broke out anyway, since
the people are driven to despera-
tion. g

The ferment of discontent is
s¢ great that it menaces the ful-
filment of the six-year plan. The

o

THE FIGHT FOR DEMOCRACY on

Recording a Few Victories

state constitutional provisions, for
a public-school system. This recom-
mendation was made because of
the anti-segregation case now
pending in the United States Su-
preme Court.

That suit, which,originated in
Clarendon County, resulted in a
2-to-1 lowew-court decision up-
holding the state’s right to segre-
gate but requiring immediate
steps to equalize facilities, The
governor has stated that that
state would abandon the public-
school system if segregation were
abolished by federal courts. The
schools would then presumably be
turned over to private groups.

In Tennessee, a maneuver per-
mitting one Negro into the hith-
erto lily-white University of Ten-
nessee has pulled a test case of
the state’s segregation laws from
the United States Supreme Court.
The closing of this case has given
Tennessee a “breathing space” to
continue its construction of “equal
but separate facilities” for Ne-
groes. The Negro A. and I. Col-
lege of Nashville has been raised
to university status and the Me-
harry Medical College, a private
Negro institution, is being sup-
ported by state funds. The charge
that was to have been tested be-
fore the court was that segrega-
tion itself meant inequality for
Negroes,

The increasing. militancy of
Negro and civil-rights groups in
contesting segregation through
picket lines and the courts is
threatening the vested interests
of the Southern bourbons. They
would eliminate publie schools,
spend sizable amounts of desper-
ately needed school money to
build a fiction of “equal facilities”
for the Negroes. They threaten
bloodshed if segregation is abol-
ished and thus encourage the
Klan and its warped racists to
commit acts of violence against
Negroes and other minority

groups in the South, as shown by
the recent murders of Negro civil-

olish Workers Protest
amine Policy of Regime

crists is caused by.the war and
rearmament policy perosnally im-
posed by Stalin on Warsaw's
Minister ‘of Industry Minc. The

low prices for agricultural prod-

ucts which are fixed by the gov-
ernment reduce the peasant’s pro-
duction of grain and meat, and
the government collects the re-
serves for the army. Thus the re-
gime stands before the dilemma:
relaxation of the tempo of indus-
trialization and rearmament or
acceleration of collectivization.
The latter could provoke a major
crisis in Poland and lead to tre-
mendous resistance, even eivil
war.

Stalin certainly remembers his
own. peasant policy in Russia:
forced collectivization, famine on
the countryside, and the death of
5-6 million peasants. A similar
policy in Poland could be a catas-
trophe for the Stalinist regime,
even before the outbreak of a
third world war.

Therefore Minister Minc is still
opposed to forced collectivization
and the government cannot bring
itself to decide on a frontal assault
against the peasants. Stalin is
frightened by the specter of the
Ukrainian famine in Poland and
still more by the specter of Polish
underground resistance. Russian
industrialization policy (i.e., mili-
tary preparations and war policy)
in Poland develops in this dilemma
between the needs of Moscow's
imperialism and its fear of a Po-
lish uprising—particularly, peasanf
resistance backed by the working
class. .

rights “militants in Florida and
Louisiana.
L ]

CATCHING A BIG ONE

The militant struggle agginst
race-biased eviction by the omni-
potent Metropolitan Life Insurance
Company in its. Stuyvesant Town
project was won this month in
New York Cjty. Disposses notices
were given to 39 tenants for their
activity .in the anti-racial-discrimi-
nation campaign at Stuyvesant
Town, which included inviting, Ne-
gro families as weekend and "per-
manent guests” in the apartments.
The intervention of labor and civil-
rights groups and that of City
Council - President Halley, affer

.Mayor Impellitteri had refused to

intervene, resulted in this civil-
rights victory.

However Stuyvesant Town,
which benefits from reduced city
taxes, still discriminates against
Negroes in the rental of its apart-
ments and should be the target
for future eampaigns.

®
INDIAN SUMMER

The struggle of Indian tribes -

supported by the legal profession,
against regulations that would
have allowed the Commissioner of
Indian Affairs to impose discipli-
nary restrictions on lawyers rep-
resenting Indian #ribes, was won
last week. Oscar L. Chapman, sec-
retary of the interior; announced
the abandonment of these requla-
tions.
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Source Material for
An Unwritten Article on —

GOVERNMENT CORRUPTION
AND BIG BUSINESS

In Congress, any informed observer nowadays can show you rows
of senators whose votes are controlled when the chips are down by
the banks, the local utilities, the mining and mineral interests and _'ot_l!er
big-business groupings which play big parts in state politics.

There is even a soft-drink company which has a senator.

What has always gone on in a small way has riow become common}
and this has produced the general lowering of standards typified by
the Senate’s bland refusal to be shocked by such episodes as the
Lustron Corporation’s $10,000 payment to Sen.- MeCarthy of Wiscon-
sin (for writing a pamphlet. on housing). : 4

—Washington columnist Joseph Alsop, in the N. Y. Herald Tri-
bune, Dec.

REWARDS FOR BUSINESSMEN

That ethical standards of the same type [as Congressman May's]
prevail in the land beyond the Capitol can be seen in the record of
business crime; in fact,. it is likely that far less drasfic punisha}elﬂ"
would have been meted out to May had he been a corporation officer.
Consider, for example, the case of the nine cable-manufacturing con-
cerns which, in February 1943, were found quilty of conspiracy to fix
prices on U. S. navy orders for $50,000,000 werth of cable. Were not
these companies, which included General Electric, American Steel and
Wire and Phelps-Dodge Copper Products, at least as quilty as May of
hampering the speedy prosecution of the war? Like May, they were
entrusted with public responsibility; at the time, these firms dominafed
the Wire and Cable Industry Advisory Committee in the War Prodic-
tion Board, Copper Division. Like May, "they did not consider them-
selves guilty," although the evidence agaipst them was such thgt they
pleaded nolo contendere. Not one officer of these companies wen# n_lie_gd
to warm a prison bench for former Representative May, however, since,

for business crime, the punishment usually consists of the payment of

o relatively small fine. .

Further, had May been a businessman instead of a congressman,
he might even have been rewarded with additional honors. Thus' the
New York Central appointed A. B. Dick Jr. a director after a federal
court fined him $5,000 on each of three counts, as well as A. B, Diek
Company, for conspiring to fix prices and monopolize the stencil-
duplicating industry, . . . The government’s bill of particulars in
June 1947 charged that the Dick Company conducted a sabotage school
in Chicago where employees were instructed in methods of sabotag-
ing, under the guise of repairing, the duplicating machines of rival
firms or their own machines of users of competitive stencils and
supplies. . . . .

—Congress: Corruption and Compromise, by H. H. Wilson. Rine-
hart & Co., N. Y.

THE DAISY CHAINS

A Senate investigating committee headed by Senator Blair Moody
(Dem., Mich.) is disclosing some unsavory “black markets” which cost
the American people far more than the much-publicized mink coats.
Daily newspapers pay little attention to Moody's probe, however, be-
cause it reveals skullduggery in business, not in the government. ¢

. First, the Moody committee disclosed a fantastic black market in
nickel, a vital war material. Among those who bought nickel in this
black market, the committee found, were such giant and “respectable”
corporations as Westinghouse.

This week, the committee dug into the steel black .market, and
found a “daisy chain” which led to the Indianapolis plant of Chevrolet,
a branch of General Motors. . . .

Moody declared that the steel shortage is Jargely caused by “daisy
chain” operators who buy up steel and keep it off the market until they
can get their unearned profit.” .

—Labor, railroad unions’ weekly, Dec. 1.

TRUMAN'S RIGHT AND LEFT

Readers of The Progressive doubtless remember the bitter fight over
the Kerr bill two years ago. Senator Robert Kerr, Oklahoma Democrat
and millionaire oil and gas magnate, had proposed to w;ipe out federal
regulation of natural gas producers. The bill passed through Congress,
but it was vetoed by President Truman. The Chief Executive's right hand,
however, soon performed an act which destroyed all the gain his lef¥
had achieved. He appointed Wallgren chairman of the Federal Power
Commission and Wallgren's first major official act Avas to “enact" the
Kerr bill by administrative ruling and thus reverse the result of the
president's veto. r

Wallgren’s ruling came in the famous Phillips Petroleum Companj;
case. Phillips, owner of 14 trillion feet of gas reserves, was in effect
told to charge any price it wanted. The Wallgren ruling opened the
gate to gvcrcharging consumers to a tune which, one member of the
commission estimated, might be “hundreds of millions of dollars”—-
or certainly somewhat more thun the ham-&-hardware take of the
“fixit” politicians on whom the press has been lavishing its attention.

—The Progressive (monthly magazine), December.

PARASITE PRICES

Some shockingly shady doings, involving beth business and govern-
ment, were revealed at Detroit this week by a House invésﬁgufinb
committee, headed by Congressman Porter Hardy, Jr. (Dem., Va.). Thie
committee is probing purchase of automobile and truck "spare parts"
by the Army's Detroit Tank Arsenal. Here are some highlights of the
latest disclosures: -

1. Big automobile and parts manufacturers—such as Chrysler,
itudebaker, and iﬁut'cl;-li_te——either refused to, sell parts direct to th(;

rmy, or purposely “hid” prices so high that thev obvi ]
e A T P g y obviously could not

So the Army would have to buy the parts from “middlemen,” who
performed no useful function, but got profits “as high as 400 per cent.”

These “parasite profits,” as Hardy called them, added up to the
huge sum of $305 million in just the comparatively few examples dug

up by the committee. How much do such business “parasites” cost the

taxpayers, if the full facts were known?
2, The committee prepared a six-page list of parts, showing' that

the Army has already hought, at “parasite” prices, enough of them

to fill the Army’s needs for periods as long as 104 years. .
Flabbergasting as this is, it is nothing new. Hardy recalled that

the same sort of thing was exposed by the Senate “Truman Commiﬁ-

tee” during the Second World War.
—Labor, Dec. 15.
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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 reforrneﬂ or

" liberalized, by any Fair Deal or other

deal, so as to give the people freedom,

' - abundance, security or peace. I 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-

. ¥inies.

Stalinism,-in Russia and wherever it
holds power, is a brutal totalitarian-
ism—a new form of exploitation. lts
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-
valiry 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 bloes.

_The ISL, as a Marxist movement,
looks to the working class and its ever-

presenf sfruggle as the basic [progres-
i sive force in society. The ISL is organ-

ized to spread the ideas of socialism in
the labor 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 enrell under this banner.

“foin the Independent Socialist League!

INTERESTED?

Get -
acquainted )

with the
Independent
Socialist League—

114 W. 14th Streef
New York 11, N. \_'.

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

0O I want to join the ISL.
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FOR TODAY

THE CLASS WILL NOW TAKE AN EXAM

By PHILIP COBEN
The comments in last week’s column, introducing “Marxism for -

Today,” suggest the following test for readers. We've assembled some:
choice quotations from “authorities.” Take it as an exam for yourself
or try it out on'the other fellow.

Each of the following quotes is of the same type and around the

same subject, Marx’s theory of value. One and all, they reveal-that -

the :particular eritic does not understand the first thing abeut the
Marxist: economies he is “refuting.” (This in distinction: from anti-
Marxist arguments which may be invalid in our opinon but-at least -
show that the eritic knows something about the subject!) Most of these
bloopers are from standard textboks in economics by professors

]

(1) “In my youth I tried to read Marx, but when I read that labor
determines value and price, and that there.fore the lazier the worker
the more valuable his product, I stopped then and thele forever.”
—George Santayanda.

(2) “The labor theory of value is untenable; value is not created
by labor nor do goods exchange in proportion to the amount of labor
embodied in them; if you spent ten millions of dellars building a
chimney five miles high, its value would not be ten millions., Who ex-
cept Santa Claus, wants a chimney five miles high?”—C. R. Fay,.
Elements of Economics.

(3) “The socjalists are wrong in regarding trade as robbery.”
—A. T. Hadley, Economics. (Prof. Hadley is president of Yale.)

(4) "Marx claimed that practically all wealth has been created by
the laborers alone, and that all persons other than laborers are para-
sites.”"—T. R. Wlll]amson Introduction to Economics.

(5) “The base of Marx's system of economies is the labor theory
of value. Normally and in the long run, he says, goods are exchanged
for each other in ratios which measure the relative amounts of labor
power incorporated in them. ... The law of wages is a corollary of
this law of value. Labor, like other goods, sells at a price equal to its
cost of production. . . . This is the ‘iron law,” or subsistence cost
theory, of wages.”"—Fairchild, Furniss, and Buck: FElementary
Economices, vol, 2.

(6) “Ricardo, Marx and you [Scott Nearing] carefully ignore the
different kinds of labor. Labor is to you, as I think Marx says, ‘a
homogeneous mass.”. An hour spent in the labor of discovering radium,
an hour spent in hop-picking, an hour spent in muddling a business, an
hour spent in putting one straight, are all the same.”—Edwin Cannan
(Emer. Prof., U. of London), An Economists's Protest. .

(7) “The labor theory of value says, briefly, that the value of
everything that is produced depends, or, rather, should depend, gn the
amount of labor necessary to produce it. Value to the labor theorist
means exchange value—price, we call it. Thus, if a pair of shoes
takes in its production two hours of labor, and a hat takes only one
hour, then the shoes should have twice the value of the hat, and if
they do not, there is something wrong w1th our system.’ —A L. Faubel,
Principles of Economics.

(8) “Remember, and this is all important, the Communist jibes at
and denounces Wa]l Street and the Mellons and the.Morgans as ‘capi-
talists,” but by ‘capitalist’ the Communist . . . means as well the corner
grocer, the laborer who owns his own home, the farmer who employs
a helper, ete. Against these as well as the millionaire, ‘violence’ will
be used to strip them of their property, ‘if they resist.” ”—Raymond
T. Feeley, 8.J., Communism and Morals.

(9) “If profits come from surplus value taken from the worker
in the last hours of his toil, it should follow that the most profitable
enterprises would be those employing the most workers. We find, on
the contrary, that labor-saving machinery increases profits. A com-
pletely mechanized factory—Ilike certain new brickyards employing
only one man as watchman—still yields profits, greater profits, in
fact, than those earned by hand labor.”—Jacques Barzun, Darwin,
Marxz, Wagner. )

(10) “It is not certain why Marx used the surplus-value doctrine,
as he might easily have employed sound reasons to show why em-
ployers exercise an unfair advantage over laborers. He may have done
it because of muddled thinking, or he may have done it for purposes
of propaganda, since it is certain that the doctrine makes the exploita-
tion seem peculiarly offensive. . .

“Marx actually chose to argue ﬁast that the exchange value of
commodities are determined by the comparative amounts of labor used
in producing them; second, that the costs are depressed below the
exchange value because employers hold the wages of labor down to
the subsistence level, taking the ‘surplus’ for themselves. But exchange
values are not determined by costs alone; nor are costs solely a matter
of labor costs, nor are wages held down to the subsistence Ieve] ”
—Bruce Wmton Knight, Economic Pr*mczples in Practice.

®

The condign punishment for flunking the above exam is to sign up
for the very next class in elementary Marxism.
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By LARRY O'CONNOR

The clash between the nationalist asplratmns of

their military position in the Middle East- at all cos

- reached a critical stage.
..'This crisis has been in the making ever since the

tzan government denounced the Anglo—Egyptlan treaty

October. Since that time the
British troops in the Suez

Canal Zone have maintained-
their position by sheer mili-

tary force in the face of a

"rising wave of guerrilla war-

fare. This reached its most
bloody point when some 1,500
British troops with tanks fought
a. pitched battle against about
1,000 Egyptian auxiliary police
in Ismailia in the course of which

many were wounded.

The reaction of the E
people was to stage a day-
riot in Cairo. during which
attacked and burned-all for
institutions which :
reach, The government hac
control of the situation, and i
attempt to regain it, King f‘amuk
dismissed Premier Mustafa Na-
has Pasha, leader of the majority

London Letter

By DAVID ALEXANDER

LONDON, Jan. 24—There is a
large Polish émigré population in
Britain as a result of the Second
World War. Their situation here
and the tendencies in their ranks
are tied up with the fluctuations
of the cold war.

A perusal of the mass of mem-
oirs, histories and apologias

which have appeared since the

war makes it quite clear that
there was a difference of opinion
between the Western Allies and
Russia on the “second front”
proposal. Britain wanted to press
an invasion through the Balkans
while Stalin desired an attack on

4he German flank in France. With

Roosevelt’s support, Stalin’s view
was accepted. If it had not been,
the Iron Curtain might have been
a few hundred miles farther east,
and- Poland might be a social-de-
mocracy.

But history did not frame it
that way. The Western Allies at-
tacked through France, while
Stalin ereated a Polish army out
of the estimated one and a quar-
ter million deportees he had taken
to Russia; with General Anders
in command they went through
Iran, Palestine and finally wound
up in Italy.

When peace came in 1945, many
of these Poles returned to their
home country, although the fate
of General Bor-Komorowski and
his Home Army should have
warned them. The Russians soon
began to sweep them out of the
way, after accepting Mikolajezyk
and other “London” Poles in ex-
change for recognition of the
“Lublin” (Stalinist) government.

Over 100,000 Poles decided not
tc return to their country but re-
main in England, having already
been labeled faseists and other
ignominious names. Many more
emigrated to the United States.

WARSAW FOILED

At first life here was difficult
for them, partly because of nat-
ural English xenophobia and
partly because of the anomalous
position of their government-in-
exile in London.

In 1947, however, the British
government undertook responsibil-
ity for them and formed the Polish
Resettlement Corps. It told them
that they could become naturalized
British citizens, that they would be
entitled to veterans' privileges,
and that they would not be extra-
difed to Poland. Since then they
have to some extent become in-
tegrated into the community; many
are at British universities. At not
infrequent intervals, various mem-
bers of the Polish embassy and
trade missions have broken away
and applied for asylum here; this
was made easier by the fact that

The Polish Emig re.ﬁf
In Great Brltam

e -

they were paid high salafies in
sterling, because of the artificial
rate of exchange of the zlofys. The
Polish government caughton to
this, however, and began t6 keep

an eye on their movements, bis well .

as making part-of their salaries
payable in Poland. 3

Soon Warsaw began to fake a
none-too-healthy interest in the
“welfare” of its ex-citizens over
here. By threats it induced a num-

ber of people here in England to-

spy on them. It also made con-
tact with these informers threugh
its embassy_offices. The reasons
were nof only that theré:were

still channels by which Poland.
was being contacted from London -

‘and Paris, but also because of
mwilitary information which it
thought it could obtain. After all,
the British government did not in
any way restrict their movements
or communication.

The Poles in England are of
three main tendencies, all of
which distrust the Russian, Amer-
ican and British governments.
They consider that they were bar-
gaining pawns for powers
Yalta and Potsdam.

The biggest group is the right
wing, which supported Sikorski
during the war and would like to
see a new military regime. Of
course they are violently anti-
Russian and dominated by a mood
of nationalism. _

A second and by no means in-
articulate group favors a genu-
inely socialist Poland, with all in-
dustries and land nationalized.
Unlike the first group they do
not favor a return to pre-war
conditions. The third tendency
does not interest itself in politics
but wants to settle down and live
happily ever after in Britain, the
United States or Canada.

Last week, the British govern-
ment deported the last .of 13
known Polish informers. It is
hoped that this will be the end of
the totalitarian troubles of this
harassed minority. The attempts
to make them into a Polish state
within a free country have been
foiled for the time being at least.
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. the Neo-Destour

Wafd party, and replaced him

« with Aly Maher Pasha, an “inde-
- pendent” politician. His first ma-

jor. political act, according to a

. Reuters dispatch: from Cairo, was
- to close the headquarters of the
. Socialist Party of Egypt.

As we go to press he is ruling

: under a state of siege, with the

capital of Egypt packed with

. troops seeking to. “maintain or-

‘Speculation is rife as to whether
the United States will join Britain
in the military occupation of Egyp-
tian territory at the invitation of
Winston Churchill. Washington col-
umnist Robert S. Allen wrote in the
New York Post for January 28 that
a “token force" of 6,000 U. S.
marines are being held in readi-
ness "within a few hours of the
Canal Zone,” and their landing is
being held up only pending “the

- solution of certain key political

problems.”
One of these problems is the
fact that the United Nations is

- currently debating the definition
© of the term

“aggressor” and a
landing of the marines at this
particular moment “might run

* afoul of UN terminology—and

thus play into the hands of the
Russian and Arab - extremists
propaganda:” It seems that they
will have to dig up another word
to describe the invasion of one
country by the troops of another.
“Pacification” would be a bit
shopworn.

WOOING TURKEY

The other problem is that the
State Department would like to
get other nations to take on them-
selves part of the hatred which is
bound te be aroused by open
Ameriean aggression by joining in

 the invasion. They are particu-

larly anxious to get Turkey in-

“volved. As the Turks are a Mos-

lem nation, like the Egyptians,
and are also a Middle Eastern
power, it is thought that the pres-
ence of Turkish troops might

hurchill Bid-to In

make the presence of U. S. ma-
rines less objectionable. But the
Turks are understandably reluct-
ant to compromise theémselves:in
the interest of .the British and
American governments.

As far as the ‘internal situation
in Egypt is concerned, the picture
is far from clear, The news re-
ports describe the rioting on the
28th as if it were the action of a
mob without any political objec-
tives, simply seeking fo lash out
blindly at all symbols of foreign
power in the country, including
business establishments, hotels and
the like. Yet the broadcast of
Nahas Pasha just before he was
deposed, as well as the immediate
attack on the Socialist Party by
his successor, give basis to a spec-
ulation that something more was
involved.

NAHAS SPEECH

“Traitors seized the opportun-
ity,” said Nahas in his address
to the nation, “of your condemna-
tion of British aggression, infil-
trated your ranks, committed hor-
rible crimes, attacking and loot-
ing and setting fire to shops and
houses, thus touching off .a wave
of disorders which gives the ene-
mies of the country an oppor-
tunity to persist in their agores-
3101,

“To remedy this exceptionally
serious situation, which almost
threatened the nation’s existence,
martial law was proclaimed tem-
porarily so the government can
erush this organized revolution
and restore peace.”

It is quite possible, of course,
that all that is involved was a
loss of control by the leaders of
the Wafd Party over their own
followers, some- of whom have
been urging all measures, includ-
ing war, to get the British out of
the Canal Zone. The small and
corrupt Egyptian ruling class,
which has traditionally been quite
willing to ‘“collaborate” with for-
eign imperialist interests when

this added to its .wealth, has been
playing with the fire of national-
ist revolution. It has been said,
and perhaps with justice, that
sections of the ruling class took
over the leadership of the nation-
alist movement and led it in the
struggle against Britain chiefly
to distract the people from their
own domestic misrule.

But one of the features of any
revolution (and this is true also
of a purely nationalist one) is that
it brings the masses into the arena
of politics. In Eqypt, it is true, this
has involved to date only a small
part of the total population, the
urban masses. But the base of the
ruling class is so narrow that,
given any kind of social leadership
at all, these masses can present a
veryiserious danger to the ruling
class.

If the American government
throws all caution to the winds
and joins in the occupation of the
Canal Zone, it will have added
cne more disaster to its already

isastrous policy in the Middle
and Far East. It seems most un-
likely that the presence of Amer-
ican troops will stop the guerrilla
warfare which is now going on.

SETTLEMENT?

If it is true, as some reports
have it, that the new government
of Maher Pasha represents a pro-
British or at least pro-Western
orientation on the part of the sec-
tion of the Egyptian. ruling class
represented by Farouk, it is pos-
sible that it might seek a settle-
ment which would permit foreign
troops to remain in Egypt. In
that case, it is not at all unlikely
that such a government would
secretly welcome American and
other troops into the area.

In that event, the Americans
might come in with the covert
agreement of the government,
which would make their invasion
seem less illegal. But at the same
time, such a poliey by the govern-
ment would definitely turn the

Tunisia: Fight Just

"(Continued from page 1)

Together with the Neo-Destour
leaders, the "~ French also an-
nounced the arrest of “Commu-
nists” and “Communist leaders.”

~There is no doubt that, as Bour-

guiba announced, this was simply
a maneuver to smear the national-
ist movement. (The U. S. press

" has not carried the name of a

single “Communist” arrested, as-
suming that Hautecloque really
found some CPers to arrest, nor

. have any dispatches from Tunisia

said a word about any claimed
strength or influence for Tunisian
Stalinists. Russian propaganda
batteries went into operation, of
course, to weep crocodile tears
over the attacks on the Tunisian
people, thereby affording the
Western press an opportunity to
point with alarm. [zvestia, put-
ting the needlé on the record,
trumpeted the tommyrot that the
uprisings were due to the Tuni-
sians’ resenyment against Amer-
ican military bases. The N, Y.
Times played its end of the com-
edy by warning gravely against
“chaos or communism.”)

FIGHT SPREADS

Backed by the general strike,
the Tunisian people intensified
their demonstrations. On Friday
there were clashes as police in
Tunis, Bizerte and Beja fired on
demonstrators. On Saturday a
battle opened in Mateur when
2000 demonstrators sought to
free four prisoners from the po-

“lice headquarters, climbing over

tanks to seize hand weapons. In

" Tunis the administration seized

material for a special edition of
paper Mission

and banned the General Workers
Union” from celebrating its 11th
. anniversary. After a lull on Sun-

day caused by violent weather,
the people’s resistance steadily
mounted. :

It is noteworthy that dispatches
stressed the absence of religious
or racial attacks or animus on the
part of the people, whether anti-
European or ‘anti-Jewish, except
for one incident later in.the week.

Monday saw the spread of the
fighting further into the country:
in Nabeul; at Hammamet, where
barricades were set up, and else-
where. In Tunis helmeted police
fired into a march of 150 Tuni-
sians led by a dozen robed and
veiled women, chanting “Bour-
guiba, Bourguiba, Bourguiba!”
Reporters observed police with
broken rifle butts. Arrests of Na-
tionalists ran up into the hun-
dreds. Serge Moati, socialist
member of the Tunisian Grand
Council, was arrested when he
protested against the treatment
of demonstrators but was later
released.

JETS AND GRENADES

On Tuesday, in sections of
Tunisia, the people went over to
the offensive on a large scale. The
important city of Sousse was
taken by the nationalists from the
French in an hours-long battle, ap-
parently with small arms and gren-
ades. Civil war spread the next
day to Moknine. But it was Thurs-
day when the civil war "began to
assume the appearance of an in-
surrection in some parts of the
country.”

At Teboulba the people at-
tacked a column of Mobile Guards
and sailors “as they moved
toward the village to insure safety
of one of the few Eurpoeans liv-
ing in the area.” (In view of the
composition of the French colon-
ial population, it would be inter-

esting to know who was the
“one” KEuropean for whom the
columh was mobilized.) At the
holy city of Kairouan, a battle
with the police took place. At
Kelibia, according’ to reports,
there was a grenade attack on a
police post.

It was at Kelibia that the
French threw jet planes into the
fray—sweeping them over the
crowd “as though they would
strafe.” (Please note: only 10
days before, General Juin, recent-
ly put in charge of France’s Indo-
Chinese war after his career as
the French hangman in Morocco,

complained in Washington that °

“We do mot have a single jet
plane in that part of the world
[Indo-China],” adding that this
was one of the problems he had
discussed with General Bradley.
Far be it for us to advise the
French imperialists on how to dis-
pose of their jet-plane resources,
but apparently they had them
available—for Tunisia.)

MOBILIZING FOR WAR

Testifying to Paris's fear of the
spread of the insurrectionary
flames through the country, the
French government announced
measures adequate to handling a
small war: the troops in Tunisia

were to be doubled, from 20,000.

to 40,000; it decided to rush ar-
mored troops, as well as infantry,
Mobile Guards in half-tracks, three
battalions of parachutists, one
battalion of shock troops, a squad-
ron of Spahis and one of Guards.

This was the high point. After
continuous pressure, the Bey, al-
though refusing to issue an ap-
peal for “calm” and “order,” per-
mitted his name to be used by
Hautecloque in his own appeal.
Another factor, of course, was the
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aroused and politically articulate
masses against it, if that has not
happened already. This would
mean  that the ‘American troops
would then be perfmmmg a dual
role: keeping the canal zZone un-
der foreign military ‘control, and
keeping a hated government. in
power. Eyen though things might
not reach the stage at which we
would find the streets of Cairo
policed:by the United States ma-
rines, it would be clear to the peo-
ple of ‘Egypt, and of the whole
world, that a powerful Allied
army on Egypt's soil would not
stand idly by in the face of a rev-

olution directed against a govern--

ment which is its sole friend in
the country.

KEEP OUT! g

If this should happen, the Ameri-
can people would find that their
government has committed them to
the expense in money, and perhaps
even in blood, of propping up one
more reactionary regime against
the will of its people. In the name
of supporting democracy all aver
the world, the U. S. already is
keeping in power governments like
those of Rhee in South Korea, Bao
Dai in Indo China, Chiang Kai-shek
in Formosa, and is doing its best
for Franco in Spain. To this illus-
trious crew of butchers will, per-
haps, be added the name of the
fobulous Farouk, whose wedding
alore cost the poverty-stricken
people of his country several mil-
lion dollars. ,

The failure to solve the “key
political problems” mentioned by
“Robert S. Allen may of itself de-
fer the American government
from taking such a fatal step. But
it would be foolish to rely on their
judgment in the matter, or to
hope that somehow the whole
struggle in Egypt will settle it-
self. Every trade union, every
democratic . organization should
raise its voice now, before it is
too late: Keep Americans troops
out of Egypt!

Begun

French preparations for full-
scale warfare. The rising tide
abated.

At the same time, the new
Faure government in Paris put
out a bid for new negotiations on
a vague basis. With transparent
doubletalk, Faure regretted that
the Tunisians had ‘“misunder-
stood” the French
their proposals last December and
offered to talk some more. Vain
and fruitless talks with the
French for near two years had
been, of course, exactly what had
sent the Tunisians with their ap-
peal to the UN; and it is doubtful
whether the Neo-Destour forces
are optimistic about a change of
heart in Paris.

FAURE GETS LULL

Quite likely is it that the main
point of strength for Faure’s of-
fer is the fact that he"had suc-
ceeded in convincing the French
Socialist ‘Party (without whose
support his cabinet cannot last)
to give him an extension of credit
‘on the Tunisian question. Al-
though the French SP (one of the
most right-wing in Western Eu-
rope) has never been noted for
its anti-imperialist zeal, it is on
record for Tunisian independence
as a “goal,” and during the fight-
ing adopted a resolution condemn-
ing the government’s repressive
measures. French Tunisian policy
is more than its leaders can stom-
ach with goodwill. Chief advocates
of a blood-and-guts suppression
of the Tunisian nationalists are
De Gaullist elements.

There is a lull, but Bourguiba
has warned that it will soon end
unless substantial concessions
toward autonomy are granted;
otherwise “the next three or four
days wﬂl bring new.outbursts of

rejection of*
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Bare Knuckles

The Hungarian Stalinist press.'
urges the factory managers to -
take off the velvet glove and show

the bare knuckles in order to -

speed up the workers. On October
15 last, Ernd Gerd, minister of
state, declared to a National
Foundry Conference:

“As regards quality, we are
lagging even farther behind. It
must be openly admitted that, as
far as leadership is concerned,
there are still many shortcomlngb.

. Some of the worker-managers - .

are more like works committee
secretaries than real managers
and industrial commanders. . . .
They should remember that they

are masters of the workshop and

should direct it instead of indulg-

ing in agitation and persua-
slon. . . .

“The old generation of techni-

cians and the old technical intel- .

ligentsia fulfill their tasks honor-
ably. But some of them, posted:
by the state to a command, nego-~-
tiate and argued like diplomats in-
stead of giving orders. . . What~
are they afraid of? The Party
and the State have confidence ifn-
them... . . If some of the workers-
become angry with them, the Gov-.
ernment, the State and the Party
will stand behind them.”
Vice-Premier Rakosi, at a
miners’ eonference on October 211
“We have not yet dealt with
the problem of work discipline
with the gravity it deserves. . . .
Up to now our comrades and

sparty officials, in the mines and

outside them, have only tackled it
reluctantly and with kid gloves.
They were afraid of becoming -
unpopular if they raised the prob- .
lem “of undisciplined wquers who
disturb production. . ;> This prob-
lem is one of the cancers of our
coal production.”
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popular discontent.” Meanwhile
(Jan. 29) the French police are
still rounding up nationalists;
and a one-day strike is set for
Febryary 1.

Whatever the duration of the
lull, it is certain that the Tunisian-
movement has just begun to fight.
That is almost literally #rue, in the
light of their ultra-moderate rec-
ord. The only move by France that
could bring an intermission as long
as six months or a year is a sub-
stantial concession toward native
autonomy in the all-Turnisian gov-
ernment [not in municipal govern-
ment merely, which the Destourians .
have rejected.) French rule is fighi-
ing a rearguard action, but it re-
fuses easily to give up its substan-
tial stakes in North Africa.

This is the picture of the tweo-
week development toward -eivik

X

war in Tunisia, as it is availablé-

at present here. What is behind
this flare-up, and what are the
stakes of imperialism in North-
Africa, is the subject of another
article in this issue.

What must be emphasized,
finally, is that the importance of
this struggle is not limited to Tu-.
nisia. Every shot echoes through
the whole of North Africa and the

Arab world, on to Asia and the

rest of Africa. Already Franco in
Spain has moved to cover his rear
in Spanish Morocco, with ma-
nuevers to set up a qu:slmg “na~-
tionalist” regime in his own
North African colony, wooing
Caliph Muley Ben Hassan and
Abdul Khalek Torres for the pur-
pose. There is no doubt that

French Moroceco and Algeria have el

been set on edge. France's part-
ners in the Atlantic war bloc have -
a right to have the j:tters lest
France’s still raw imperialism up-
set their own plans for domination
m the Middle East.
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By HAL DRAPER

Some general references to the background of the '

Tunisian development toward ecivil war are made in the
front-page article in this issue. As mentioned there, an
outstanding feature of this background is the relatively
mild and moderate character of the Tunisian movement

~up to now.

Even the forcible conquest of Tunisia by French im-
perialism back in 1881 took place relatively “peaceably”
—that is, without major resistance to the French aggres-

' sion on the part of the Bey. The French marched their

troops in from Algeria and set up their “protectorate”
by the treaties of 1881 and 1883. No treaty or other
agreement has ever given them the right to direct admin-
istration of Tunisia as a colony; ostensibly they are in

~Tunis to “protect the Bey’s sovereignty.”

Since. they have, however, run the country in fact for
T0 years, it is even surprising that this bit of curiosa
took on live importance last December, as it did, in an

episode which testifies to either the stupidity or despera-.

tion of the colonialists.

Tunisia was, then, comparatively quiet up to the end
of the Second World War. What stimuiated it then was,

- of .course, the wave of national-independence revolt in

Asia. What they saw were the Asian nations utilizing the
wartime and post-war difficulties of the Western imperial-
ists to gain their own freedom; and this is what has im-
pressed them, in spite of highly moral warnings from their
masters and masters' allies against rocking the beat in
the face of the Russian threat.

The Asian nations which achieved independence—in
the fashion which that paladin of international ethics,
the New York Times, denounces as “immoral”’—are now

‘respected states. Nothing succeeds like success. And the
North Africans want to do the same thing. The Tunisians -

have been most gingérly about it.

There had been an Old-Destour Party in Tunisia but
it was based on longings for outlived conditions, and dis-
appeared. The present movement, the Neo-Destour Party
(New Constitution Party—the “neo” refers to the party,
not the constitution), grew up in the climate of modern
nationalism,

The Neo-Destour Party did not have its present
strength in 1938, when its president, Habib Bourguiba,
was jailed after a riot in Sousse and held in Marseilles,
The French officials say that Bourguiba, liberated from

prison by the Germans, negotiated with the Nazis, but
they have never made this charge officially and it is not
unreasonable to presume that they can’t prove it.

The new ferment began virtually the day American
forces took Tunisia in May 1943. At that time General
Giraud dethroned Bey Mohammed Moncef, on the charge
of collaboration with the Nazis; we note that a respon-
sible magazine like Newsweek, referring to the incident,
describes it as a frameup. In any case, the Bey died in
exile in 1948 to become something of a national martyr.

The "Moderate' Tunisians

"Since May 12, 1943, the day American forces liberated
Tunisia, tens of thousands of North Africans have been
killed, hundreds of thousands imprisoned and millions ter-
rorized. On May B, 1945, which was alse V-E Day, France
used American lend-lease planes and tanks to kill an esti-
mated 40,000 Algerians. In North Africa it remains as
much as a man's life is worth to express an opinion in
favor of independence in any of the three countries, Yet
France is our partner in the Atlantic pact and other efforts
to protect democracy!"—Christian Century, Sept. 6, 1950,
editorial.

In 1946 a congress of all Tunisian parties (except the
Stalinists) took place and adopted a program setting

-full autonomy as the aim—virtual independence, though

the leaders say that France can run foreign policy. They
started long-drawn-out.negotiations with the French.
The moderate character of the movement, empha-
sized even by the U. S. press, is manifested in both its
political program and leadership. There are, as far as
accounts show, no radical social demands such as appear,
for example, in the program of the Moroccan Istiglal.
Bourguiba himself is an “able lawver,” the Neo-Destour
secretary-general, Salah Ben Youssef is also an “able
lawyer,” and the pro-Destour native premier, Sidi
Mohammed Chenik, is a businessman—no.doubt an “able”
one. The urban population of Tunisia is a large one for
North Africa: one third of the population lives in cities
and small market towns; there is no tribal structure, no
entrenched native feudalism, and the important urban
middle class gives the lead to the countryside. )
The most varied observers agree on the non-combative-
ness of the Tunisian tradition. (One, Nina Epton, writ-
ing in the London Spectator over a year ago, remarks
that “the Destour and their leader are the most reason-

Not the least of the events which infuriated the Tunisian
people (as well as the rest of North Africa)l was the
granting of independence to Libya, its neighbor, through
the UN about a month ago. This is no paradex, nor was it
due to cantankerous envy.

It convinced the Arab world that the big Western
powers are the sheerest hypocrites in their talk about
“just” claims to independence, and that what they want
are docile satellites.

The UN decided back in 1949 that Libya was to be-
come independent, after a strenuous tug-of-war and
maneuvers among the powers. Libya was a former Italian
colony, and of course return to Italy was out of the
question.

Libya was ‘“the least likely candidate for independence
along the whole North African coast” (the characteriza-
tion is that of N. Y. Times correspondent Clifton Daniels,
Dee. 30). In other words, it measured up to not a single
criterion for independence ever set out by the UN or
colonial powers—except, of course, the fundamental
right of a people to control its own destinies, a concept
which is given lip service by the colonialists only in holi-

~ day declarations of “principle.”

It is one of the most backward of countries. UN ex-
perts rank it as the poorest eountry in the world, accord-
ing to one AP dispateh. It is mostly desert (90,000
camels and only 70,000 cattle). Something like 90 per
cent of the people are illiterate. Only 32,000 Libyan chil-
dren go to school. The average income is estimated at
$35 a year.

“Libya is not even a geographical expression,” re-
marked the Manchester Guardian a few days before in-
dependence was formalized. Compared with Morocco,
Tunisia and Algeria, there has been no very powerful
mass independence movement in the country—it gained
its independence “almost without a struggle,” said
Daniels. The extent to which this is so is due, of course,
to its economic and political backwardness.

THEY DID NOT CHEER

Yet it was this country which became the first to re-
ceive freedom under purely UN auspices, This is the para-
dox..The explanation: Contrary to the usual professions
of the statesmen, Libya was accorded independence pre-
cisely because it IS so backward—given the specific situ-
ation created in the UN over the disposition of ltaly's
ex-colony. It was felt that it could be controlled.

And the Atlantic powers, the U. S. in the first place,
intend to control it. It is a land of deserts but today it
is blossoming with air and military bases. “Fast-growing
Wheelus Field, which is within bomber-striking distance
of the Soviet heartland . .. already is the most important
U. 8. air installation in Africa.” (N. Y. Times, Dec, 20.)

~ - Even before the ceremonies, “independent” Libya has-
- tened to announce a long-term agreement with Washing-

ton on bases. The British and French will also keep

“troops there. U. 8. officials said the pact was “better”

than the one by which they maintain their air base at

Dhahran in Saudi Arabia. .

As King Idris I proclaimed Libyan independence on
last Christmas Eve, an AP dispatch reported the follow-
ing thought-provoking fact:

“The independence of their North African country
was accepted by Libyans today with varying degrees of
enthusiasm, and with no evident enthusiasm in this, their
largest city . . . in Tripoli, a broadcast of the king’s
independence proclamation was received with sullen
apathy. Tripolitanian leaders were angered at the first
action of the new government—prohibition of an Inde-
pendence Day speech by Beshir Bey Sadawi, anti-West-
ern leader of the National Congress Party, which hopes
to win power in Libya’s first election February 22. The
king and his government are known to be pro-Western.

“Former British occupation officials expressed con-
cern at the coolness with which independence was re-
ceived in Tripolitania, the most important of Libya’s
three provinces. They said that should Sadawi Bey's
party win the election, it might attempt to force the
Western powers to give up their bases.”

APRON STRING OF GOLD

There is reason to doubt whether even an electoral vic-
tory for the opposition (assuming an honest election)
would seriously endanger foreign control of the country,
even if Sadawi Bey’'s forces wanted to do so. The clamp
on the country is made of money. The ldris regime will be
able to exist only by grace of American dollars and British
pounds. Retiring UN Commissioner Pelt's final report stated
that Libya's first year will show a one-third deficit, to the
tune of $6,000,000. Up to now, Britain has been making up
its budgetary deficits. The U. S. has promised a cool mil-
lien doilars as a gift, plus Point Four aid. Pelt reported
that the country will require a "considerable amount of
financial as well as technical assistance for a number of
years to come'—simply to exist, we may add.

So crass is the foreign financial control upon which
Libyan independence is based that a strong but futile
“revolt” of the small powers took place in the UN when

Libya’s admission came up this past week. By a 23-22.

vote, the Special Political Committee of the General
Assembly proposed in effect the internationalization of
control over Libya’s financing. In a classic display of
imperialist hypoerisy, U. S. delegate Benjamin V. Cohen
opposed this on the ground that the UN “should avoeid
the establishment of any regime of special guidance or
control for Libya in any field of its national affairs”!
But the press reports that this maverick move by the
UN majority is “likely to be dropped when it comes be-
fore the Assembly,” since the big powers will insist that
it requires a two-third majority. Pelt himself had ex-
pressed “a certain uneasiness” about the present setup
in—or over—Libya. : i
The case of Libya was one of the facts before th

Tunisians while the UN, for over 4 year, spurned every
effort’.they made even to get the question of Tumisian
independence on the agenda. o

able and statesmanlike people that the French have
to deal with. The Tunisians are not a sanguinary peo-
ple; the Arabs even say ‘The Tunisian is a woman . ..'")

They have kept aloof from ties with the Arab League.
“Relations between Tunisia’s more than 3 million Mes-
lems and 100,000 Jews have been traditionally good.
Even when the war in Palestine strained feeling through-
out the Arab world, leaders of both communities here
appealed to their respective groups to refrain from
incidents, and the advice in general was heeded,” says
Times correspondent Robert Doty.

The . Neo-Destour Party's relationg with the organized
trade-union movemenf, led by Farhat Hached, are close.
I+ claims 20,000 active members, 300-500,000 adherents,
and the sympathetic support of virtually the entire native
population, and there is no reason to doubt this in any
important respect. When U. S. editorialists fling out the
word “extremists” with regord to these people, they -are
merely obeying a reflex action=~a Pavlov dog slavering
when confronted with opponents of imperialism.

Got Concessions

The Tunisians’ famed moderation did not get them
very far.

The French were willing to talk, and that is just
what they did to repletion, until strikes. in Tunisia accu=-
mulated to prod their conversational powers. It was not
until 1950 that the Tunisians gained their first substan-
tial concessions. According to Professor Charles-André
Julien of the Sorbonne, writing in Foreign Affairs
(April 1951), their break came when the French Social-
ist Party approved a resolution which had been voted
by the Socialist Federation of Tunisia in December 1949.
The resolution set independence as the goal and de-
manded a definite time-schedule for passing through
various transitional stages toward the goal, since Paris
kept talking about the necessity of “stages.” Since the
SP was a government party in France, its action
brought the Tunisian question to the fore. There ensued
a period which made it look as if the French tiger was
preparing to change a spot or two.

For the Destour, Bourguiba declared willingness to
agree to a plan looking toward independence by stages,
on condition that the French Resident-General and the Bey
agree on the nature and duration of the stages. Only a
few days ago Bourguiba reiterated this position. (Harsh
people may know how to characterize the statement in the
N. Y. Times' lead editorial for January 21 that "Unforiu-
nately, the Neo-Destour . . . have blocked a gradual and
erderly progress toward independence by mgking extreme
demands, such as an all-Tunisian Parliament and ministry.”)

And so in 1950 an agreement was made by which the
natives got an equal number of ministers in the Council
of State, though not real power over the country. The
Kaak cabinet which had been imposed by the French
was replaced by the present Chenik cabinet. An agree-
ment was struck in which the French conceded inde-
pendence as the goal, and the Tunisians conceded the
process of “stages” as the means. The Neo-Destour Party
went so far as to autherize its secretary-general, Salah
Ben Youssef, to enter the cabinet as minister of justice
—even though, ironically, Destour was still officially
under a decree of dissolution. Bourguiba himself did
not take a post but concurred. The prospects looked
niore rosy.

Bourguiba Abroad

Whatever intentions there were behind the agree-
ment were torpedoed very soon. Behind the turn were,
naturally, first of all the French interests battening on
North Africa. Main spokesman was the same General
Juin who is now at the head of the French forces in
Indo-China and was then the French Resident-General
(gauleiter) in Morocco. Juin raised the cry of the
Atlantic Pact and milftary security. The job in France
was done by the Radical Party leadership and other
right-wing elements.

Resident-General Perillier in Tunisia made the turn.
His administration told the Tunisian ministers in humil-
iating terms that-there was no question about French
supremacy. The hated Kaak was appointed to the French
UN: delegation. On October 7 Perillier announced, in the
well-known formula of imperialism, that the country
had to turn its attention to “economic and social recon-
struction” and forget about politiecs—that is, indepen-
dence. A police massacre in November in Enfidaville
rocked the country.

In February 1951 the French offered another concession,
which was taken, but it did not change the course of
events. The premier would be allowed to preside over the
Council of State, instead of the Resident-General's man,
but the Resident-General still had fo approve any law
before it could receive the Bey's seal. More Tunisian func-
tionaries were permitted on lower levels of government.
Above all, what still remained in the hands of Perillier was
control over the budget and finances. And in the event
of an "emergency” the French were authorized to supers
sede the council of ministers with their own' special high
committee—this last just to make sure.

From this point, the events of 1951 leading up to the
present January days followed in order. Clashes with
the police inereased. An especially serious one occurred
in May when groups of students fought the gendarmes,
with dozens injured. The French politicians began to
get worried about “unrest.” -

In September Bourguiba went on an international
tour to get support against the French. He went to
London, where he appeared on two BBC broadcasts,
much to the anger of the French, From Britain, he
proceeded to the United States, formally to attend the
San Francisco convention of the AFL as a fraternal
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delegate, (He did, and made a piteh for Tunisian inde-
pendence.)

Bourguiba’s sponsor for his American trip was the
AFL’s European representative, Irving Brown, who got
his U. S. visa for him after some difficulty. (The French
government officials here expressed “puzzlement” over
the AFL’s interest in him.) Worse yet, on September
12, the Voice of America itself put Bourguiba on the
air for a broadeast, in which he spoke for the freedom
of Moslem nations now under foreign domination. Al-
though he did not mention France specifically, it seems,
he made up for the omission over the air by issuing
2 supplementary statement after the broadcast. (The
French officials in Paris expressed exasperation about
this excessive hospitality.) Bourguiba also told the
press that Brown had arranged for him to meet the
»“proper” people in. Washington.

In October, Bourguiba submitted an appeal (“mani-
festo”) for Tunisian independence to the United Nations.
Meanwhile negotiations with the French went on, with
Premier Chenik in Paris. By December (two months ago)
the Tunisians decided, in their moderate fashion, that
matters were at an impasse: the French were merely
offering a mixed commission of French and Tunisians to
“study” the question. Warning of “grave civil disturb-
ances” ahead they decided to ask the UN to intervene.
The question was presented there on December 13 through
the intermediary of Arab delegates.

The reply of the UN was to reject the overtures of
the hopeful moderates, with U. S. delegate Ernest A.
Gross strongly supporting France's dodge that a discus-
sion of Tunisia would poison the atmosphere (no less).
The Pakistan delegate warned Gross that if blood flowed
in North Africa, he, Gross, would be responsible.

Insult to Injury

The same month, Resident-General Perillier was fired
by Paris. Later, the N. Y. Timles’ Robert Doty explained
this change as follows: The big French colonialist inter-
ests in North Africa demanded his head, presunambly
because he was not “strong” enough—i.e., brutal enough;
the Paris cabinet needed every vote controlled by ‘“the
colonists in the Assembly.”

Doty then adds: “M. Schuman’s letter of December
15, asserting that ‘Europeans could not be excluded
from political participation in Tunisia, was regarded
as a victory for their view, won ®on the eve of crucial
debates on the Schuman Plan for a coal-steel merger.”
(Jan. 27.) Which means, in Doty’s reading, that Schu-
man capitulated to the specific North African colonialist
interests on a hard Tunisian policy in order to buy
votes for the@Schuman Plan.

To the Tunisians, therefore, Hautecloque's arrival in
Tunis to replace Perillier (even Perillier) was the arrival
of the hatchetman of their most immediate and bitterest
enemies.

- The Schuman letter of December 15, referred to by
Doty, was a final reply to the Tunisians’ demands. It
not only rejected them but also, to add insult to injury,
included the passage mentioned which specifically as-
serted for the first time the right of the French to par-
ticipate in the internal political affairs of Tunisia. (As

“*we noted at the beginning of this article, this is what

the French had been doing; but they were now, so to
speak, throwing it into the Tunisians’ faces.) It is this
point which Premier Faure, after the struggle just
ended, has referred to as being a “misunderstanding.”

Bourguiba’s reply was an announcement that he
would convoke a Neo-Destour congress to plan action:
general strike, boycott of French institutions and offi
cials, street demonstrations and an appeal to the UN.
It was accompanied by an angry reference to the inde-
pendence of Libya. [See article on Libya elsewhere in
this issue—Ed.]

Spurned by UN

The Tunisians presented their appeal (signed by
Chenik and presented by Ben Youssef) to the Security
Council—and this time got a contemptuous kick in the
face from that body for the preservation of peace, de-
moeracy, freedom and human decency. The UN officials
turned their appeal over to—France! The ground was
that since Tunisia was not independent it was “repre-
sented” in the UN by theTFrench delegation. . . . It hap-
pened that the current president of the council, by rota-
tion, was Chauvel of France; but on January 20, when
the Tunisians also presented 4 protest on French actions
in Tunisia, Trygve Lie likewise referred the note to the

" French delegation, rather than the Security Council. On

January 24, when Arab delegates protested the blood-
shed in Tunisia, General Assembly President Nervo, also,
politely relayed their opinions—to the French delegation.

On the same day, January 14, that the UN acted on
the Tunisian appeal, a battle broke out between several
thousand trade-union members and ex-servicemen out-
side the Tunis courthouse as Abdel Aziz el Mestiri, a
trade-union leader, was being tried for participating in
a banned demonstration.

From this point, as our news story records, the Tunisian
people decided—at least in action—that .a reputation for
moderation was an excellent thing but that independence
was dearer, -

[ ]

What is at stake for France and the other powers
of the Western bloc in Tunisia and North Africa (the
two cannot easily be separated)?

The strategic importance of the area for the cold

and hot war with Russia is, of course, loudly advertised

‘£

Two days before he gave the French adminis-
tration in Tunisia the green light fer its assault on
the nationalists, Edouard Faure, upon being ap-
proved as new premier by the Chamber of Deputies,
orated that “the enemies of freedom win points
only because there are countries in the world where
poverty and misery are so great that freedom does
not count.,” The Chamber applauded. :

L

by the West itself, mainly to justify its continued domi-
nation: it is the crossroads of the Eastern Hemisphere,
the meeting-place of fhree continents, the southern flank
of Europe, ete., as well as a “fabulous oil pool” with half
of the world’s known oil reserves if we throw in Iran.
Testifying on January 15 in favor of the admission of
Greece and Turkey to the Atlantic Pact, General Bradley
remarked that the present southeastern flank of the
European forces has to be ‘“anchored in the central
Mediterranean” at present; integration of Greece and
Turkey with Eisenhower’s army “would eliminate this
unfavorable situation,” he said. (The Senate Foreign
Relations Committee thereupon set something of a record
in deciding so important a matter with such speed.)

But it is France that has the highest stakes there, nat-
urally. Its colonialists control half to fwo-thirds of Tunisian
agriculture, 90 per cent of Tunisian industry, and the over-
whelming majority (if not virtually all) of Tunisian com-
merce. Here are the interests controlling the Assembly
votes to which Schuman bowed; here are the interests who
"own" the French Residency in Tunis; here are the interests
from whom is sprung a General Juin, who was born and
raised among the French North ‘African representatives of
the White Man's Burden.

The French imperialists, like others, like to claim
that they have put more money into Tunisia than they
have taken out. They can prove it with figures—because
the putting in was done by the French government and
paid for by the taxpayers while the taking out was done
by the French investors, enterprisers and businessmen.

The following claim may be an exaggeration, but it
is made by an editorial in the Christian Century: “The
iron curtain of French policy has kept the world in ignor-
ance of the.real situation in North Afriea. These Mediter-
ranean possessions are infinitely more important to
France than are Indo-China and all of its other Pacific
holdings. The real goal of French colonial policy is to
keep Frénch North Africa at any cost. . . .” (Sept. 6,
1950.)

If anything, the economic importance of North Afriea
to France has increased since the war,

“At present, French North Africa is experiencing a
boom. These dependent territories offer some advantages
to Frenchmen which today are lacking in France itself.
The coal shortage is not so noticeable in this sunny cli-
mate, taxes are lgwer, prospective profits are higher, and
threats of invasion are remote,” says Demaree Bess, an
editor of the Saturday Evening Post in its issue of June
18, 1949 (“We're Invading North Africa Again’).

"Limitless Field for Investment"

But what has given French capitalism its biggest fresh
interest in the economic stakes of North Africa has been
the Marshall Plan. Business Week (Aug. 5, 1950) presents
a picture which will help to explain French fury and bru-
tality with elements ("moderate” or no) which seek to
interfere with its operations. Business Weeks' summary:
"Since war's end, France, aided by ECA money, has been
pouring ‘capital into development of its African empire.
Now it's beginning to pay off.” Its story:

“ECA’s economic invasion of French Africa is rolling
along in high gear . . . total Marshall. Plan spending
there [comes] to more than $60 million. . . .

“The French hope for big things to come from their
vast African territories. ...

“Private businessmen and the Frenc¢h government
have been doing the work hand in hand. In Morocco, for
example, 471 new joint-stock companies wete set up dur-
ing the first nine months™ of last year. That represents
an investment of some 12 billion franes ($35 million).
The money went into food industries, tanneries, cement
and brick plants, textile mills. Already, 330 of the new
concerns have boosted th&ir invested capital.

“The government has been encouraging investment

“at every turn. . ..

“ECA money comes into the picture whenever one of
the new companies—or a big public works development—
needs U. 8. equipment. . . . :

“Northern Africa—more industrialized than the rest
of French Africa—is a beehive of activity. Prospecting
teams . . . are scouring the Sahara for copper, manga-
nese, iron ore, phospates, lead, and of course water. Ex-
isting mines are busily modernizing their facilities. And
there’s a full-scale oil hunt on. More than $1 million
worth of U. 8. drilling and testing equipment has re-
cently been made available for the search.

“North Africa’s cement industry is expanding by
leaps and bounds. Algeriar and Morocco are becoming
nearly self-sufficient in cement. Tunisia should be able
tc start exporting it this year in considerable quantities.
All told, $689,000 of ECA funds have gone into North
African cement. Lend-lease and interim aid worth more
than $2 million got the cement industry started several
years ago. . . .. .

"The French are thinking about the day when ECA aid
will begin to peter out, and private investment will have
to take the place of intergovernmental credits. In the past
few months, the French African Commitee of the Inter-
national Chamber of Commerce has been beating ‘the
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drums for more infternational understanding of France's
work in Africa, so that capitalists the world over will see
the limitless field for investment there.”

The Tunisians have an understanding of this too, but
it is not a sympathetic one.

But France’s troubles do not stem only from the in-
convenient insistence of the native North Africans on
running their own lands. Its suspicions of its own At-
lantic Pact partners are rarely publicized, But they are
deep. And who will say that it suffers from a persecution
complex when it suspects that the United States and
Britain, particularly the former, would not be sorry to
upset its imperial monopoly in this “limitless field for
investment” if it could be done without (a) breaking the
more important united front of the bloc against Russia,
and (b) encouraging native resistance to all imperialism?

The French were put out by Libyan independence:
they wanted a slice, "at the least. But that would have
been extra. What specially infuriates them and their
pockets are machinations aimed at their present holdings.

On March 8 of last year, the leading Paris newspaper
Le Monde lifted a curtain on rankling French feelings in a
blast by Edouard Sablier. Sablier openly charged that
U. S. emissaries in North Africa were encouraging Arab
nationalism there against the interests of France. The
Voice of America, he complained, "constantly broadcasts
violently anti-French messages from Azzam Pasha and
other philanthropists of the Arab League"; that Jefferson
Caffery, U. S. ambassador #o Cdiro, had advocated mate-
rial aid to newspapermen friendly to the United States:
that Irving Brown, the AFL's European representative, had
“expressed threats against the French administration™:
that American diplomats in the area "spend whole nights
receiving nationdlist agitators to whom they give advice
and moral encouragement if not material support.”

How many ‘of the specific accusations are true is
anyone’s argument, but the French think they know
what the U. S. wants. When Bourguiba was in the U, S.
seeing the “proper” people in Washington, the Quai
d’Orsay was not under the impression that said “proper”
people had a humanitarian interest in Tunisians; its
grumbles were open. ’

.Its fears of the British are similar, When Bourguiba
was i London, and directly inspired by his visit there,
the same Le Monde printed a series of editorials alleging
that Britain was trying to oust France from the Mediter-
ranean and had stationed officials trained in anti-French
techniques in Libya. The attack was taken up by some
other newspapers and even some politicians, although ~
government circles maintained a discreet silence.

What the U. S. Wants

_What the U. 8. would like to see in North Africa is
quite clear, but Washington “would be overjoyed if a
course of action to achieve the clear objectives were
equally clear. Actually it has a delicate and complicated
path to tread, which would require clever maneuvering’
at the best—and (a) American foreign-policy tacties
have not been noted for their brilliance, and (b) the situ-
ation is not'the best, what with the over-all importance
of the basic cold-war alliance with France to keep in the
foreground.

The optimum situation for the American brand of ima
perialism is: France out of monopolistic trol, ‘an open
door for all (the wealthiest and economically strongest
rival, the U. S., has the biggest foot to get into the ‘door),
all under a safe though nominally independent government
under proper controls and safeguards, For something ap-
proaching this optimum situation, see the story in these
pages on Libya.

_ But in a situation like that presented by the suddenly
immoderate Tunisians (or Moroccans, or Algerians, or
Egyptians), the U. S. must not antagonize its ally nor
cpen the sluicegates to the kind of nationalist eleménts
which it calls “extremist”—that is, those who actually
want independence, of all things. As the N. Y. Times
summarizes it for the State Department: “The State
Department has only one course open to it, but it is a °
difficult one to follow; it must not openly dispute Frenech
poliey, for all the world and the enemy to see, but it must
at the same time exert all reasonable pressure on France
to modify, to modernize its attitudes toward the new
expressions of nationalism in North Africa.” (Jan. 27.)

Therefore: the U. 8. goes along with France while
pressuring it to keep the animals quiet. Its organs yell
to the people of the Middle East: “Peace and quiet, law
and order, unity against the Russians!” But as lohg* as
the people are quiet, the French thumb their nose at
pressure to loosen their imperialist grasp. And when the
people start to move, even getting out of hand from
moderate leaders, and the French do become more sus-
ceptible to pressure, the U. S. ”e".-qually bécomes concerned
about the “extremism” of the elements who seek to re-
place their French rival.

As the latest Times editorial pronouncement on the
Middle East says:

“"We cannot simply sit back and say: "Egypt and Iran
are British headaches; Tunisia and Moroceo are préblems
for the French to worry about.’ The bells are’ Yolling for
us as well.” '

They are indeed. The bells are tolling in the Middle
East for the whole of the imperialist world, for all of its
inter-imperialist rivalries, including the United States’
aims at inheriting the older established empires. 3

The people of the Middle East simultaheously also
face the next problem, highlighted by the conference of
socialist and radical parties of the Arab woild whose
program is described elsewhere [see page 8—Ed.]. That
is to keep the revolution now going on continuous, from
the ouster of the foreign exploiters to the ouster of the
corrupt and reactionary native ruling classes who fester
in the seats of power in countries like Egypt and Iran.




‘-'liaga Eight

‘(December 16), particularly

pointing toward the further development of the
socialist movement of the Middle East.
The first is a Joint Statement on behalf of
* the Socialist Party of India
" Progressive Party of Lebanon, on the need for
a socialist "third force" in the present war crisis
-of the world. It is signed by Dr. Rammanohar
. Lohia for the Indian Socialists and by Professor
 Kamal Djumblatt for the Lebanese Socialists.
Dr. Lohia is a leading figure of the Indian

in its significance

and the Socialist

party in charge of foreign relations. Readers will
remember the Joint Statement for the Indian
Socialists and the Japanese Socialist Party,
which was also arranged through Dr. Lohia’s
efforts (see issue of Oct. 8), and our report on
his speech in New York (issue of Aug. 13).

The second article from Janata introduces
Kamal Djumblatt. Further, it reports on the con-
ference, arranged by the Lebanese Socialists, of
socialist and radical parties of the Arab states, -
and on the ten-point program which they agreed

The Indian-Lebanese statement includes, _1‘%
will be noted, the Gandhian eonception of *mili--
tant non-violence,” which it opposes to ‘“dialec-

Text of Joint Statement by Dr.
Rammanohar Lohia of the Social-
8t Party of India and Prof.

© Kamal Djumblatt of the Social-

ist Progressive Party of Lebanon:
®

As a result of these discus-
sions, we have reached the happy
conclusion that full agreement
exists on the following essential
points:

(1) The two Parties have the
same approach to the present-day
political and socio-economic prob.
lems facing the peoples of Asia
and Africa in particular and other
parts of the world. The two Par-
ties realize that unless certain pos-
itive steps are taken, the place of
disappearing colonialism in the.
countries of Asia and Africa will

.be taken either by internal forces

of feudalism and reaction or by

.one of the imperialist camps.

(2) The two Parties consider
it- imperative that religious poli-

“tics in Asia, particularly a policy

and action that aims at creating
vast religious combinations, re-
ligious states and religious
“homes,” must be condemned and
‘rejected. ’

(3) Similarly, every ideal and
Jpolicy of violence like war and
‘Machiavellism, government by co-
ercion and politics by terror and
assassination, must be condemned
and rejected. For the use of vio-
lence is a denial of reason, the
evident sign of an inferiority
complex among individuals and
peoples. The principle of violence
comprises at the same time eapi-

“talist materialistic and dialectical

materialistic violence. Violence
has never resolved either an im-
mediate or a long-term problem
either on the individual or on the
collective scale.

(4) So must also be rejected
all egocentric and xenophobian
and militaristic nationalism and
any attempt at regional group-
ings revealing such a state of
mind.

.
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| Socialists of India and Lebanon
| In Joint Statement on War Line

{(5) The Asian peoples must re-
je€t all such separatist particular-
ism and while coming together on
the continental scale must endeav-
or to acquire a world mind. Fur-
ther, this regrouping of the Asian
peoples should constitute itself as
the natural instrument and medium
for the eclosion [emergencel of a
new socialism, .a Third Worid
Force. '

(6) As things are now, a posi-
tive conception of the Third Force
becomes necessary:

(a) to facilitate and complete
the liberation of the colonial peo-
ples of Africa and Asia and other
peoples subdued and subjugated
by the international imperialism
of the two power bloes;

(b) to combat defense pacts
and the peace preparations of the
Atlantic and Soviet eamps, which
in reality are war pacts and
preparations for war;

{c) to annihilate the nefarious
effects of the policy of armed
appeasement undertaken by these
camps;

(d) to strive to make the UN
through effective  influence and
constructive contribution capable
of realizing its role as an instru-
ment of world peace and. prog-
ress and thus to prevent this or-
ganization from being used by the
two power blocs as an arena of
disputes, a clearing house of in-
ternational rivalries and a syndi-
cate of selfish interests;

(e) to promote and consum-
mate the regrouping and the co-
operation of all peoples and na-
tions through a world government
and thus prevent the regrouping
of the peoples under the war ban-
ner of the two power blocs.

Socialist Goal

The Third Force can become
an effective instrument of world
peace and progress as it poten-
tially represents two-thirds of the
world for the development and
progress, to which both the At-
lantic and Soviet systems are
irrelevant.

We find it opportune and nee-
essary to renew our faith in a So-
cialism, regenerated and liberated
from its traditional stains, which
alone will be capable of becoming,
even among the least organized
groups, a massive and victorious
mstrument of the liberation of
man and masses.

European Socialism has failed to

realize the Socialist ideals of com-
plete liberation of human person-
clity and society in its institutional
and humanistic aspects, due to
its failure to acquire a face and
aspects of its own distinct from
Capitalist Democracy and Russian
Communism. The Socialist Parties
of the world and the international
socialist movements must under-
toke the regeneration of socialism
on the basis of a new technique
and a new spirit of moral force.
This regenerated Socialism should
principally aim at realizing:

(a) maximum attainable equal-
ity and justice tempered by
equity; ’

(b) a decent standard of living
which, while avoiding the double
impasse of capitalistic and dialec-
tical materialism, will tend to es-

tablish complete harmony between

the material and moral needs of
man;

(¢) an industrial and agricul-
tural technique and its judicious
organizations, subjected to man
and eonducive to his entire physi-
cal, intellectual and moral devel-
cpment;

(d) the decentralization of po-
litical and economic power so as
to make it easily available to the
common man; and restriction of
bureaueracy by the encourage-
ment of ecooperation in all do-
mains, particularly in the domain
of production, distribution and
consumption of national produce.

The Socialist Parties of the
world, adopting an appropriate
technique of political and eco-
nomic struggles of the people free

from envy and hatred, based on

militant non-violence, striving to
realize the foregoing content of
Socialism, and pursuing the for-
eign policy of a constructive
Third Force, can yet save the
world for peace and progress.
The Asian Socialist Parties must
cooperate to fully realize this
ideal and in doing so seek the help

_and cooperation of similar politi-

cal movements existing in Europe,
America and Africa. The coopera-
tion of Asian Socialist Parties will
be possible only when they meet
to work out a program of common
action and policies. §n this spirit
we rejoice in the initiative already
taken by the Socialist Parties of
the Arab world, and we hope that
these parties would cooperate with
the Indian Socialist Party ia its
initiative to convene an Asian So-
cialist Conference.

 Mid-East and Asian Socialists Join Forces

;ested in the material reprinted below from the
-weekly of the Socialist Party of India, Janata

home reaction.

February 4, 1952

tical materialistic violence,” a term which it ob-
viously uses to refer to Stalinism, however in- %"
accurately. There are other weaknesses from our
own viewpoint but what is above all encouraging
about the documents is not only their emphasis
on opposition to the two big war bloes in the
world but also their emphasis on the cooperation .
of the socialist forces of the Middle East and
Asian world—against both imperialism . and

~ We welcome this enthusiastically, as a token
of the role which can be played by the socialist
imovement in the solution of the problems of the
colonial and semi-colonial world.—Ed. ;

Introducing Kamal Djumblatt

Arab Socialist- Third (ah:p

Groups Agree

Kamal Djumblatt is today one
of the young members of Parlia-
ment in Lebanon. He is the voice
of democratic socialism and one
of the outstanding leaders of the
Third Force in the Arab world.

He comes from an old family
which, for a long time, remained
the ruling family of the Druzes
(a sect of the Mohammedan re-
ligion). Kamal Djumblatt was
elected to Parliament at the age
of 25. The challenge to feudalism
came from Mr. Djumblatt him-
self. He ruthlessly exposed the
fallacies of feudalism; he dealt a
striking blow to The very institu-
tion which brought him in a posi-
tion of influence. With great zeal
he read books on economics, poli-
ties and philosophy in order to
find a solution to the problems
confronting the Arab world in
general and Lebanon in particu-
lar. He defied customs, refused to
enter the cabinet. When finally
he took a cabinet post, he lasted
a short . period—long enough,
liowever, to provide him with suf-
ficient evidence to bring his strug-
gle from the realm of the ideal
to the real.

Since his dramatic resignation
from the cabinet, he has been one
of the foremost champions of
Democratic Socialism and the
Third Force in the Arab world.

10-Point Program

With a group of labor leaders,
professional men and farmers, he
formed the Socialist Progressive
Party. of which he is now chair-
man. Last March this party invited
the various Third Force groups in
ofher Arab states to a conference.
The Scocialist Party of Egypt. the
Arab Socialist Party of Syria, the
Nationalist Democratic Party of
Iraq, and other groups cuame to
Beirut for the first convention of
this nature.

The government, fearing such a

" precedent, tried to prevent the
delegates from attending. They
recalled their visas and forcibly
Eroke up the meeting. This led to
an outburst of public protest. The
delegates met in seeret and agreed
te the ten-point program outlined
below :

(1) Independence of the Arab
states with closer integration on
matters of policy.

(2) Nationalization of basic in-
dustries and foreign interests.

(3) A program of land reform,

Addressing a press conference
in Madras in November, Dr. Ram-
manohar Lohia said: "The Social-
ist Party [of Indial fully supports
the Egyptian demvand for the ab-
rogation of the Anglo-Egyptian
__treaty of 1936 and the evacua-
", tion of the British and other for-
. eign interests from the Suex

- F Canal zone.”

But at the same time he added
that the Indian Socialists want-
ed the abolition of “feudal -in-
terests” in Egvpt and the
growth of a full-fledged demoe-
racy there, so that she should be
strong enough to protect herself
against any outside interfer-
ence, He thought that the con-
trol of the Suez Canal by Egypt

| Indian Socialists Support Egypt's Demands on Britain

would not lead to any trouble.
On the other hand, he said, its
control by Britain has led to
what he called a totally unbal-
anced world. So long as all vital
waterways in the world were not
internationally controlled, he
did not see any reason why the
Suez Canal alone should be sin-
gled out for such control.

As regards the Sudan, he said,
it was a matter between the
Egyptians and the Sudanese.
But in any case, he made it
clear that the British must clear
out of that country whatever
might happen. It was for the
people of the Sudan to decide
their future.

—from Janata

on Program

based on making each tenant an
owner.

(4) Universal suffrage, separa-
tion of church from state, and re-
forms in the various electoral sys-
tems and administrative appara-
tus.

(5] Compulsory primary and
secondary education and state-
planned recreational and cultural
facilities.

(6) Encouragement of #rade
unions and guarcntees for free
speech, religion and press. ’

(7) The establshment of farm
cooperatives and teacher-training
programs in the villages and
among the Bedouins.

(8) A program of government
health insurance. The Socialist
Progressive Party has started such
‘programs among its members. .

(9) Organization of the masses
for responsible citizenship through
political cadres. , . .

(10) Realizing that such a pro.
gram cannot be sucgessfully imple-
mented while the intérnational ten-
sion remains, it was agreed, there-
fore, to press for a policy of neu-
trality vis-d.vis the two bloes and
closer cooperation
Asian nations to form an interna-
tional Third Force which would
act as a balancer and thus relax
tension.

Panhandling

The NAM is soliciting contri-
butions to found a new front or-
ganization for itself. The smalil-
est acceptable contribution, ae-
cording to the NAM News, will
be $100. We assume the solicita-
tion will not take place on street
corners.

The new front will be given the
job of plugging copies of a new
“Free Man’s Manifesto,” a state-
ment of the NAMerican big-busi-
ness creed which was read at the
association’s recent convention by
Robert Montgomery, the actor.
The NAM'’s hack writers com-
posed it, of course.

Dog Bites Consumer

A big-business outfit is start-
ing a drive for price controls.

Before this starts to sound like
a man-bites-dog item, an explana-
tion is due.

The organization is the “Amer-
ican Fair Trade ACouncil,” and
what it wants is another “Fair
Trade” law to replace the one
that was killed by the Supreme
Court.,

The “Fair Trade” law permit-
ted businessmen to fix prices un-
der their own control, to outlaw

underselling: ‘“price control” of,

by and for the profiteers.
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