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Tammany Hall Tactics
Why is the Democratic machine in New 

York state, which has been try ing  so 
assiduously to cover up its Tammany 
stench w ith the perfume of liberalism, 
undertaking the d irty  work needed to 
throw the Socialist Workers Party and 
the Socialist Labor Party o ff the ballot?

They know that neither o f these parties 
is going to capture New York’s electoral 
vote or state office in this election. They 
also know that this crass violation o f the 
righ t of m inority parties to a hard-earned 
place on the ballot w ill arouse the anger 
o f many people, who may not intend to 
vote for these parties, but who do believe 
in a free and democratic ballot. They also 
know that this move w ill do much to 
reveal to the public the notorious hand 
of Tammany leader Carmine DeSapio 
reaching out fi'om the behind the drapery 
o f the supposedly liberal administration 
o f Harriman.

The reasons are obvious. Fearing a 
close election not only fo r President but 
fo r Senator as well, the Democratic poli
ticians have determined to prevent any 
possible loss o f votes to m inority parties. 
They did this once before in 1946 when 
they a rb itra rily  kicked the SWP, the 
£JLP and thé Socialist Party o ff the ballot. 
Their motto, civil liberties and a free 
ballot, is. to be honored —  except in close 
elections.

This year the danger o f workers pro
testing against the Democratic Party by 
voting fo r a m inority party is much 
greater than before. Particularly is there 
danger from the SWP. I t  is an open secret 
that the Negro people o f New York are 
.disgusted w ith the Democrats’ sell-out 
on civil rights. Because of this the Demo
cratic strategy committee was afraid to 
let Stevenson speak in Harlem. I t  is also 
known in Democratic circles that the 
SWP TV broadcasts have been getting a 
strong response from the Negro people 
because of the ir fo rth righ t stand on civil 
rights and school desegregation.

Thus the number one purpose o f the

attempt to get the SWP o ff the ballot 
is to deny Negro and other pro-civil 
rights voters of a way of expressing their 
protest on election day.

The second reason is that the American 
Labor Party, fo r the f irs t time in two 
decades, w ill not be on the New Yox'k 
ballot. This section o f the defunct 
Progressive Party has gone out of ex
istence. Yet i t  is well known that many 
of its former supporters are reluctant 
about supporting either of the two Big 
Business parties. Not only would many 
of them on their own vote fo r a m inority 
party, but important leaders o f the ir 
former movement have urged them to 
VQte SWP in this election. In New York 
C lifford T. McAvoy, the ALP mayoralty 
candidate in 1954 has urged support of 
the SWP. Similarly Vincent Hallinan, the 
Progressive Party candidate fo r Presi
dent in 1952, has come out in support of 
the SWP.

But the Democratic politicos want to 
denude the ballot of all possibilities of 
protest. No alternative fo r voters in  New 
York but the Tweedledee-Tweedledum.of 
Democratic and Republican!

The SWP is going to Albany to figh t 
fo r its righ tfu l place on the ballot in the 
hearings before DeSapio’s Department of 
State. I t  is going to figh t in  the courts 
i f  the Democratic machine persists in its 
move to strip the ballot o f all m inority 
parties. I t  is going to test the legality of 
the election law which facilitates the ra il
roading of anti-Big Business parties o ff 
the ballot.

In this the SWP is not only fighting 
for its own rights, it  is figh ting  fo r the 
political rights of all those who wish the 
opportunity of voting other than Demo
cratic or Republican. I t  is figh ting  fo r 
the rights o f those who may in the future 
desire that opportunity. In  such a figh t 
the SWP deserves the support o f all, 
regardless o f political a ffilia tion, who be
lieve in a free and democratic ballot.

Daily Worker Does a Hatchet Job on Hallinan for 
His Support to the Socialist Workers Ticket

The Hooligan Attack on Bridges
We have frequently discussed the need 

for fu ll democracy w ith in  the trade union 
movement and the need to settle inter
union disputes by the democratic decision 
of the workers involved. The use of 
strong-arm tactics is too often favored 
by union bureaucrats as the way to settle 
their differences w ith other unions or 
as a method of crushing opposition w ith in 
the ir organizations. Such tactics serve 
only to! divide and weaken the labor 
movement, particularly at a time of 
stepped-up employer assaults on the 
uniofis.

The need to eliminate such methods 
from the union movement was again 
underscored when Harry Bridges, Presi
dent of the International Longshoremen’s 
and Warehousemen’s Union was beaten 
up in a restaurant outside o f San Fran
cisco Sept. 21 by two members o f a riva l 
waterfront union.

One of the men who committed the 
assault is a business agent o f the Marine 
Cooks and Stewards, a division of the 
Sailors Union of the Pacific which is 
headed by Harry Lundeberg. The two 
who attacked Bridges have been indicted

on a charge o f conspiracy “ involving 
other persons.”

The top officials of the waterfront 
unions have fo r many years created a 
foul atmosphere characteristic of high
handed bureaucratic rule. And once 
policy-making is taken out o f the hands 
Of the membership, the fie ld is Cleared 
for the goon squads and the methods of 
terror.

We have often criticized Bridges fo r 
his union and political policies. Not the 
least of our criticism has been directed 
against Bridges’ own bureaucratic prac
tices in the past. And today, fo r example, 
we criticize his recent act of registering 
as a Republican and thereby abandoning 
the struggle fo r labor’s independent poli
tical action just as much as the pro- 
Democratic Party labor officials.

These differences w ith Bridges do not 
prevent us fo r one moment from sharply 
condemning the hooligan attacks upon 
him, just as we have condemned the 
anti-uniofn efforts to deport him. We be
lieve that all honest unionists should 
take the same stand and raise their 
voices against this latest use o f bosses’ 
methods w ith in the ranks o f labor.

By Harry Ring and 
Daniel Roberts

The Communist Party leaders 
are in a bad way when they try  
to defend their vote - Democrat 
line against those on the le ft 
who have taken the principled 
stand of supporting a socialist 
ticket in the 1956 elections. This 
fact is underscored with the 
attack on Vincent Hallinan in 
the Sept. 21 Daily Worker by 
Alan Max, the paper’s managing 
editor.

Earlier this month, Hallinan 
declared that socialist - minded 
people ought to vote fo r "those 
who sacrifice their e ffo rt and 
time to carry the banners of the 
Le ft”  and urged ‘ ‘that as high 
a vote as can toe mustered be 
given to Mr. Farrell Dobbs, the 
candidate of the Socialist Work
ers Party.”

Max goes to work on Hal
linan w ith  the instrument of
Stalinist polemics — the hatchet.

HOW MAX ARGUES
Here is Max’s "argument”  in 

a nutshell: (1) Hallinan’s
reasoning would more logically 
lead to support of Eisenhower; 
(2) the Socialist Workers Party’s 
foreign policy “ dovetails neatly” 
w ith  McCarthy’s program. The 
concluison Max wishes to sug
gest is this: Hallinan is promot
ing Eisenhower and maybe even 
McCarthy.

Here is how Max operates:
He takes from Hallinan’s 

statement the observation that 
the blatant jingoism of the 
Democrats has "provided the 
Republicans w ith the irresistible 
slogan: ‘Everything is Booming 
but the Guns.” ’ I f  this is really 
so, says Max, and i f  the Demo
crats are ‘ ‘r igh tly  regarded as 
the ‘war party,” ’ as Hallinan 
says, then Hallinan should 
logically support the Republican 
ticket.

Max is very careful to conceal 
the context in which Hallinan 
makes his point. Hallinan makes 
the argument about the Demo
crats’ foreign policy to expose 
the ‘‘lesser evil”  concept of 
politics. Many progressives, he 
says, w ill be voting Democrat 
on the grounds that i t  is a lesser 
evil, although just as good a 
case can be made out fo r the 
Republicans on that ground. 
Hallinan, fo r his part, rejects 
“ lesser evil”  politics w ithin the 
two capitalist parties as having 
led left-w ing forces "from  the 
rock of principle to the morass 
of expediency.”

H ALLIN A N ’S REAL VIEWS
You would never guess i t  from 

Max’s article, but Hallinan states 
plainly that he considers the main 
issue in the country today is
capitalism vs socialism. He says 
that the most urgent task is to 
forge “ a united fron t of le ft-
wing forces which w ill unite to 
educate, inform, and lead the
American people toward a so
cialist solution of the dilemmas 
which confront us.”

I t  is on this basis that Hal
linan very logically endorses the 
SWP candidates in  the 1956
election.

Ah, says Max, but what about 
the fact that the SWP opposes 
peaceful coexistence, which Hal
linan favors? The SWP position 
on coexistence “ dovetails neatly”  
w ith McCarthy’s, is his slander
ous charge.

Does it?  The SWP platform 
calls fo r recognition o f Revolu
tionary China. McCarthy is 
violently against it. The SWP 
platform calls fo r  hands o ff 
Egypt in the Suez crisis. Mc
Carthy called fo r armed in ter
vention. The SWP platform calls 
fo r withdrawal of all American 
troops from foreign soil. Mc
Carthy wouid reinforce Chiang 
m ilita rily  on Formosa, etc.

The Socialist Workers Party 
defends the Soviet Union despite 
the bureaucracy’s rule, whereas 
McCarthy favors the Soviet 
Union’s destruction and restora
tion of capitalism. “ The foreign 
policy of the SWP,”  says the 
party’s platform “ aims to align 
the United States w ith the world 
social transformation now in 
process, mobilizing our country’s 
fu ll power in support of the 
advance to a world system of 
planned economy.”  Does that 
“ dovetail”  with McCarthyism?

There is nothing illogical 
about any socialist supporting a 
party w ith that kind of p lat
form even i f  there is disagree
ment on what i t  says about 
peaceful coexistence. Bad logic 
— not to mention betrayal of 
principle — are all on Max’s 
side.

IT  FITS MAX BETTER
Max says: “ I  wonder how 

Vincent Hallinan squares the 
well-known views of the Pro
gressive Party on co-existence 
and peaceful negotiations, w ith  
support ïo r  the candidate of the 
Socialist Workers Party.”  But 
how does Max square his own 
views on the subject w ith  sup
port of the Democratic Party, 
which by his own admission is 
a Cold War party “ at a time 
when- the crying need is to end 
the Cold War altogether” ?

Furthermore, Max Calls him
self a socialist. How does he 
square his belief in socialism 
w ith  support fo r the Democratic 
Party? How does he get around 
Hailinan’s indictement o f the 
Democrats as the "organization 
which initiated and brought to 
its fiercest expression the cur
rent witch hunt, which started 
and maintained the ruinous and 
dishonorable war in Korea and 
which rests upon two broad 
pillars of reaction — the South
ern white supremacists and the

politico - ecclesiastical machines 
in the Northern cities” ?

The Socialist Workers Party 
does not oppose peace negotia
tions between the U.S. and the 
USSR. Max never found such 
opposition anywhere in its p la t
form. The SWP welcomes every 
easing in the cold war. But i t  
wants against illusions that this 
state of affairs can be prolonged 
even i f  a treaty is signed.

The SWP platform  is very ex
p lic it on this question: “ The war 
drive has been slowed down 
prim arily by the revolutionary 
gains abroad. World capitalism 
has been dealt a series of set
backs and defeats weakening its 
power in relation to the anti
capitalist forces. Revolutionary 
China has emerged as a factor 
of great weight in world politics. 
These reverses have compelled 
the imperialists to mask their 
war aims through hypocritical 
maneuvers but m ilitarism re
mains the ultimate instrument 
of capitalist rule. In the attempt 
to achieve world domination 
American imperialism won’t  
hesitate to risk atomic war at 
whatever cost to humanity.”

Lasting peace is possible only 
with the world-wide victory of 
socialism. A t that time i t  w ill 
be assured. This is what the 
SWP proclaims.

KREMLIN POLICY
The SWP further states that 

to sacrifice revolutionary ad
vances fo r the sake of “ peaceful 
coexistence”  is wrong. On this 
point, i f  not in its estimate of 
the possibilities of enduring co
existence, Hallinan undoubtedly 
shares the SWP position.

The SWP charges the Kremlin 
bureaucrats w ith  offering to 
help imperialism preserve the 
status quo throughout the world 
and says that this is a betrayal 
of the struggle fo r socialism 
and .therefore peace.

;I t  is fo r a ffirm ing all these 
socialist beliefs that Max — a 
defender of the Soviet bureau
cracy’s foreign policy — declares 
that the SWP “ dovetails neatly”  
in its outlook w ith  McCarthy.

*  *  *

Shortly after the 20th Con
gress o f Soviet Communist 
Party, Alan Max and the other 
editors of the Daily Worker took 
a solemn pledge not to resort 
to frame-up in their relations 
w ith other left-w ing organiza
tions. Max wasted .no time to 
break the pledge and resort 
again to the old Stalinist 
methods.

From the S.W.P. Plank 
On Foreign Policy:
Take the war-making pow

ers out of the hands of Con
gress and the President. Let 
the people vote through a 
nation-wide referendum on 
the question of war or peace. 
Withdraw a ll troops from for
eign soil. Halt all nuclear 
weapons tests.

No secret diplomacy. Abol
ish all military alliances. Rec
ognize the government of 
Revolutionary China. End all 
trade restrictions against anti
imperialist countries. Hands 
off Egypt. Solidarity with 
all colonial and socialist revo
lutions against imperialism 
and with the struggles of the 
workers in the Soviet sphere 
for the establishment of work
ers democracy.”

For a free copy of the So
cialist Workers Party plat
form write to 116 University 
Place, New York 3, N.Y.

SAUDI ARABIA AND SYRIA
have declared their fu ll solidar
ity  w ith Egypt’s efforts to end 
domination of the Suez Canal by 
Western imperialism. A fte r a 
conference w ith Egyptian Presi
dent Nasser, the heads of the 
two states declared Sept. 24 
their support to Egypt, “ the own
er of the canal,”  and demanded 
negotiation of the crisis "free 
from pressure of any kind or 
intention to impose any unilate
ral solution.”  The declaration has 
special significance in that Saudi 
Arabia, a major o il producer, 
has an important stake in the 
uninterrupted operation of the 
canal.

Meanwhile Brita in and France 
have moved to utilize the United 
Nations as a vehicle to regain 
Control of the Egyptian-owned 
canal and U.S. Secretary of 
State Dulles continued to mount 
pressure on Egypt to force her 
capitulation. On Sept. 23 Dulles 
announced that he planned to 
have U.S. Treasury regulations 
amended so as to block to ll pay
ments to Egypt by American- 
owned or controlled ships. Such 
a move would cut in half Egypt’s

already limited revenue from the 
canal. France and Brita in had 
previously taken the same action.

A t the same time Dulles con
tinued his sabre-rattling threats, 
declaring that unless Egypt 
yielded to the “ rights”  of the 
Western powers he didn’t  think 
“ you can expect to go on fo r
ever asking nations not to resort 
to force.”  H inting at the possi
b ility  o f a deal w ith the Soviet 
Union, Dulles said that he would 
not “ take i t  fo r granted”  that 
the USSR would veto any re
quested UN action.

Report from England

You’re Out of Order, Alan Max!
We recommend to our readers a care

fu l study o f Alan Max’s article in  the 
September 21 Daily Worker entitled, 
“ Thoughts of a Former Progressive Party 
Voter.”  The article purports to be a 
reasoned comment on Vincent Hallinan’s 
announcement <?f his support toi the 1956 
Presidential ticket o f the Socialist Work
ers Party. In actuality, Max’s comment 
is a scurrilous attack on both Hallinan and 
the SWP.

Attempting to discredit Hallinan’s 
statement, Max confines himself to the 
use off a single quotation from  i t  — and 
tha t quotation was torn out o f context 
to distort Hallinan’s position. The same 
method is employed against the SWP. 
Max “ proves”  his case against the SWP 
w ith  the use of lite ra lly one sentence 
from its election platform.

To accomplish his double-barrelled 
smear, Max employs the tested device of 
frame-ups known as the amalgam. The 
SWP is opposed to the foreign policy o f 
the Kremlin. Would-be fascist leader Mc
Carthy is opposed to the foreign policy 
o f the Kremlin. Ipso facto, the views of 
McCarthy and the SWP “ dovetail neatly.”

The fact that Max feels compelled to 
use such disgraceful tactics indicates the 
impact that Hallinan’s declaration has 
had on the ranks o f the Communist 
Party. His declaration o f the need to get 
behind a socialist ticket in  this campaign

comes as a breath of fresh a ir to many 
in the Communist Party who have grown 
increasingly disgusted w ith the opportun
ist line o f the ir leaders.

Max’s attempted frame-up strongly 
suggests that insofar as the Party tops 
are concerned, the “ new look”  of the 
Communist Party applies s tric tly  to  the 
right. Disagreements w ith treacherous 
liberals, w ith labor bureaucrats and w ith 
State Department “ socialists”  can be 
discussed in the most polite fashion. But 
disagreement from the le ft is answered 
w ith the old Stalinist mud slinging. But 
such tactics won’t  go any more. This is 
1956. Max’s clumsy effoirt to lump Trot
skyism with fascism comes after Khrush
chev’s speech revealed what dastardly 
crimes were committed by Stalin through 
the vehicle of this frame-up.

The principle of free and honest dis
cussion of differences w ith in  the workers 
movement demands strong protest against 
the “ big lie”  tactics employed by Max. 
Foir the membership o f the Communist 
Party there are additional reasons fo r 
voicing protest. The rank and file  of the 
Communist Party is striving to resolve 
the “ moral crisis”  that grips the ir or
ganization. They are seeking the road to 
an effective regroupment o f the socialist 
movement. “ Discussion”  o f the Max type 
can serve only to thwart such aspirations 
and to fu rthe r blacken the Party’s al
ready badly damaged rqputation.

S ta tem e n t o f  the  O w n e rsh ip . M anage
m en t, and  C irc u la t io n  re q u ire d  by the  
A c t  o f  C ongress o f  A u g u s t 24, .1912, as 
•amended by th e  A c ts  o f  M a rch  3. 1933, 
and- J u ly  2 , 1946 ( T i t le  39, U n ite d  S tates 
Code, S e ction  233) o f  T he  M il i t a n t  pub
lished  w e e k ly  a t N e w  Y o rk ,  N .Y . ,  fo r  
O ctobe r 1954.

1. T h e  nam es and addresses o f  the 
p ub lish e r, e d ito r,  m a nag ing  e d ito r, and 
business m anage r a rc : Pub lisher.^  T he  
M il i t a n t  P u b lis h in g  A ssn ., 116 U n iv e rs i
ty  P lace .*  N e w  Y o rk  3 ; E d ito r  D a n ie l 
R o berts . 116 U n iv e rs ity  Place, N e w  Y o rk  
3 ; M a n a g in g  E d ito r ,  D a n ie l R oberts . 116 
U n iv e rs ity  Place, N e w  Y o rk  3. Business 
M a n a g e r: A n n e  C heste r, 116 U n iv e rs ity  
P lace, N e w  Y o rk  3.

2. T h e  o w n e r is :  ( I f  ow ned  by a c o r
p o ra tio n , its  nkm e and address m us t be 
s ta ted  and also im m e d ia te ly  th e re u n d e r 
th e  nam es ?nd addresses o f  s tockho lde rs  
o w n in g  o r  h o ld in g  1 percen t o r  m ore  o f 
to ta l stock. I f  n o t  ow ned by  a co rpo ra 
tio n . th e  nam es and addresses o f the 
in d iv id u a l ow ne rs  m u s t be g iven . I f  o w n 
ed by a p a rtn e rs h ip  o r  o th e r  u n in c o r 
po ra ted  f ir m ,  its  nam e and address, as 
weH as th a t o f  each in d iv id u a l,  m em ber, 
m u s t be g iv e n .)  T h e  M il i t a n t  P u b lis h in g  
A ssn ., 116 U n iv e rs ity  P lace, N e w  Y o rk  
3 ; F a r re ll Dobbs, 116 U n iv e rs ity  P lace. 
N e w  Y o rk  3 ; Joseph H ansen , 116 U n i
v e rs ity  P lace, N e w  Y o rk  3.

3. T h e  k n o w n  bondho lders , m o rtg a 
gees, and  o th e r  s e c u r ity  h o lde rs  o w n in g  
o r  h o ld in g  1 pe rce n t o r m ore  o r to ta l 
a m o u n t o f  bonds, m ortgages, o r  o the r 
se cu ritie s  a re : ( I f  th e re  a re  none, so 
s ta te .) N one .

4. P a rag raphs 2 and  3 in c lu d e , in  
cases w h e re  the  s to ckh o ld e r o r  se c u r ity  
h o ld e r appears upon  th e  books o f  the  
com pany as tru s te e  o r  in  a n y  o th e r f id u 
c ia ry  re la tio n , th e  nam e o f  th e  person 
o r  co rp o ra tio n  fo r  w hom  such tru s te e  is 
a c t in g ; a lso th e  s ta tem en t in  th e  tw o  
paragraphs show th e  a f f ia n t ’s f u l l  k n o w l
edge and  b e lie f  as to  the  c ircum stances 
and  co n d it io n s  u n d e r w h ich  s tockho ld re s  
and  s e cu rity  ho lders w ho do n o t appear 
upon the  books o f  th e  com pany as trus tees  
ho ld  stock and  se cu ritie s  in  a capacity  
o th e r th a n  th a t o f  b o n a fid e  ow ner.

45. T ire  average n u m b e r o f  copies o f  
each issue o f  th is  p u b lica tio n  so ld  o r 
d is tr ib u te d , th ro u g h  the V na ils  o r o th e r
w ise, to  pa id  subscrib e rs  d u r in g  the  
tw e lve  m on ths  p reced ing  th e  date  show n 
above w as: (T h is  in fo rm a tio n  is  re q u ire d  
fro m  d a ily ,  w e ek ly , sem i-w ee k ly , and t r i 
w eekly  new spapers o n ly ) .  2,947.

A n n e  C h este r, B usiness M anage r
S w o rn  to  and subscribed  b e fo re  m e th is  

20th  day  o f  Septem ber. 1956.
C O N S T A N C E  F . W E IS S M A N

(S e a l)
( M y  com m iss ion  exp ires  M a rc h  30, 

1958.)

YUGOSLAVIA IS THE TAR
GET OF RENEWED KREMLIN 
CRITICISM, reports New Y'ork 
Times correspondent Sydney 
Gruson in a Sept. 23 dispatch 
from Warsaw. He writes that 
a document has been circulated 
by the Central Committee of the 
Soviet Communist Party to par
ty  cells in which sharp criticism 
are again made of the Tito re
gime.

The central point of attack, 
Gruson says, is that the Yugo
slavs are held to fee "provok
ing”  differences between,! Mos
cow and the various countries 
in the Soviet orbit. He sees the 
document as reflecting a victory 
in the Central Committee of the 
CPSU fo r F irs t Deputy Premier 
and former Foreign Minister Mo
lotov. Molotov, according to Po
lish CP sources, has never ap
proved of Khrushchev’s recon
ciliation w ith Belgrade and the 
declaration of Yugoslavia’s righ t 
to its “ own road to socialism.”

Crucial to the present “ reas
sessing”  o f the role of the Yugo
slavs are the present develop
ments in Poland. There the party 
leadership is divided as to how 
fa r i t  should go in  meeting mass 
pressure fo r democratization, 
w ith one group taking a stand 
fo r greater reforms despite the 
wishes of Moscow. I t  is now be
ing pointed out that the recon
ciliation w ith  Tito has served to 
bolster such groups in their re
ported defiance of the Kremlin.

(The following account of how 
the junking of the Stalin cult 
is explained in England was; sent 
to us by a Militant, reader in 
London. He describes himself as 
“ not a Trotskyist, but am deep
ly sympathetic by virtue of the 
obvious correctness of the prog
nosis of the Soviet Union and 
my profound dissatisfaction 
with the idealist explanation of
fered by the CP.”  — Ed.)

Communist Party leaders in 
public debate is news in this 
country.

The discussion called by Pro
fessor G. D. H. Cole’s Interna
tional Society fo r Social Studies 
between Emil Burns, a leading 
theoretician of the C.P., and edi
to r of its Marxist Quarterly, and

Tony Turner, once the star 
speaker of the sectarian SPGB 
and now a Fabian, drew a capa
city audience last night. The 
subject — "Post-Stalinist Marx
ism.”

Burns opened by denying the 
existence of the subject. “ Post- 
Stalinist Marxism is Pre-Stalin
ist Marxism — the fundamentals 
are the same but their applica
tion depends on the particular 
conditions.”

Turning, w ith  an apologetic 
simper, to the Stalin era he said 
“ the excesses cai'ried out by the 
autocracy did not upset the de
velopment of democracy in the 
Soviet Union.”  As proof he cited 
the Moscow ¡bus-drivers who 
told him, in 1935, that they pre-

IN  NORTHERN RHODESIA,
clubs and tear gas are being 
used by the government in an 
attempt to suppress protests 
against racial discrimination at 
the big M ulufira copper mine. 
A Sept. 14 UP dispatch reports 
that additional police and troops 
are being flown in from South
ern Rhodesia while negotiations 
between mine workers and Gov
ernment officials are in  pro
gress. Working conditions of na
tive copper miners are reported 
in the July 16 M ilitant, where 
it  is noted that Negroes are 
forced to work under Conditions 
of involuntary servitude in or
der to pay arbitrary taxes. Those 
leaving their jobs before their 
term of servitude has expired 
are hunted down as criminals.

There are opportunities galore 
in the present subscription drive 
as a result of the SWP election 

campaign a n d  
the aftermath of 
th e  20th Con
gress of the CP
SU. This is the 
time to get sub
scriptions from 
workers who are 
disgusted W i t h  
the two capital
is t parties, and 
of the radicals, 
p a r t i c u l a r 

ly those around the Communist 
party, who have received intro
ductory copies of the M ilitant. 
The results so fa r show that 
consistent work brings good re
sults.

As of this w riting  Newark is 
out in front. M ilitan t agent Mor
ten Gold writes: “ Enclosed are 
results of our last Sunday mo
bilization, all new introductory 
subs. This was obtained by four 
people working an hour to an 
hour and a quarter. We also 
sold nine single copies while we 
were at it.

“ We began our campaign w ith 
the idea of working our way 
systematically through the city ’s 
housing projects. We have ob
tained 30 subs in a single pro
ject so far. The segregation is
sue is of course the prime ques
tion w ith the people we are see
ing. As one Campaigner remark
ed — the moment we state our 
position, the people react w ith  
a flood of response. You do not 
have to argue the fact that 
Democrats and Republicans offer 
nothing to the Negro people.”

Seattle has been concentrating 
on the radical workers who have 
been introduced to the paper be
fore. Helen Baker sent in one 
batch of eleven subscriptions 
with this note: “ One of them 
is from a couple who received 
some introductory copies. The 
other 10 are from  fellows the 
husband works w ith.”

Cleveland M ilitan t a g e n t  
Betty Lowis writes: "As you
know, a Labor Youth League 
leader here is now subscribing. 
Enclosed are two subs from two 
more LYL members.”

Minneapolis and St. Paul M ili
tant. agent W inifred Nelson sent 
in five subs obtained at the 
Myra Tanner Weiss Minneapolis 
public meeting. “ Election cam
paigns spark sub drives don’t
they?”  she writes. "Perhaps
during the Dobbs tour we
can do something too, but until 
then we’l l be too busy getting 
our signatures in order to get 
on the ballot.”  They are not too 
busy to send in additional subs, 
however.

The New York local w ill s tart 
its drive this week w ith  an old- 
fashioned doorbell ringing cam
paign. The big-city workers w ill 
also v is it people who have re
ceived introductory copies of the 
paper and those who have w r it
ten in as a result of election 
broadcasts.

The broadcast responses are 
a source of subs which has hard
ly yet been touched. We antici
pate good results from that field

pared their own schedules!
His use of the word “ autocra

cy”  was purely accidental — a ll 
subsequent references were to 
"S talin”  in accordance w ith the 
catechism of the “ cult of the 
individual in reverse.”

SLIGHT DIFFERENCE
Turner’s contribution was a 

plea fo r the study of group psy
chology fo r the understanding of 
modern society and the defini
tion of socialism as an “ unes- 
tablishable”  (his word) goal.

In supporting the current C.P, 
slogan of “ Labour U nity” , Burns 
stated “ there are no fundamental 
theoretical differences n o w”  
which led to the re to rt “ why 
don’t  you disband and join the 
Labour Party?”

Turner’s suggestion that party 
card holders in the Soviet Un
ion are an elite comparable to 
the “ old school tie brigade”  o f 
England was countered by Burns 
with “ there is a slight numer* 
ical difference” !

The u tter intellectual bank
ruptcy of Burns — Turner was 
hardly treated seriously — was 
confirmed by his summing up 
after contributions from  the 
floor.

Several speakers referred to 
the development of the Soviet 
bureaucracy and one asked "what 
social forces did Stalin repre
sent?”  A reference to Burns as 
a Pre-Leninist Kautskyist rath* 
er than a Post-Stalinist Marx
ist brought cheers and laughter. 
Burns’ reply to demands fo r a 
M arxist explanation of Stalin
ism was a masterful silence.

Detroit Fri. Night 

Socialist Forum
TH E  SUEZ CRISIS  

Friday, Oct. 5 —  8 P.M. 
EUGENE V. DEBS H A LL  
3737 Woodward, 2nd Floor

A.Special Offer!
Should radical-minded workers support liberal Democrats 

and Republicans? Are they wasting their ballot by voting so
cialist? How do the different working-class parties answer 
these questions? What is the platform of the Socialist Work
ers Party in the 1956 campaign? For clear-cut answers to these 
questions take advantage of our special election-period offer 
to new readers. Get a three-month introductory subscription 
to the M ilitant for only 50 cents.
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