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T h e ir  R e a l T a rg e t

Stalinist and Trotskyist 
Debate on Radio in S . F .

By Roy Gale
SAN- FRANCISCO, Aug. 5 — 

Speakers representing the view
points of the Socialist Workers 
Party and the Communist party 
debated the topic of “ The Down
grading of Stalin”  over Radio 
Station KPFA here today. The 
speakers were Frank Barbaria, 
SWP Candidate for Mayor last, 
year, and Adam Lapin, Associate 
Editor of the People’s World 
(West Coast ¡Stalinist weekly). 
Participating with them in the 
panel discussion was Sidney 
Roger, well-known liberal and 
radio news-caster.

Agreement among the three 
(panelists was limited to their 
common belief that the national
ized property forms in the Soviet 
Union are progressive. But they 
diverged widely over why Stalin 
had been dethroned and what the 
consequences would be.

Barbaria stated that Khrush
chev was forced into denouncing 
Stalin and revealing part of his 
crimes because .of tremendous 
mass pressures developing in the 
Soviet Union. Khrushchev and 
Co. are granting concessions, said 
Barbaria, because they “ hope by 
this method to hold on to their 
bureaucratic privileges and the 
higher standard of liv ing they 
enjoy at the expense o f the So
viet Workers and peasants.”

“ We don’t  get very much news 
out of the Soviet Union on this 
point,”  he said. “ But we can 
gauge the pressure o f the mass
es by three examples from re
cent history: (1) The East Ger
man general strike in June 1953,

in which the workers expressed 
support fo r the nationalized prop
erty but wanted a voice in run
ning the factories. (2) The Vor
kuta strike in the prison camps 
of Siberia in which the prisoners 
demanded better food and more 
lenient working conditions. (3) 
The recent general strike in Poz
nan, in which, again, workers de
manded better working condi
tions and some voice in running 
the plants. In  none of these 
struggles was the demand raised 
for a return to capitalism.”

Lapin blamed what he called 
Stalin’s “ excesses” and “ bad 
means”  on holdovers from  Czar- 
ism. Since there had never been 
any democracy in Russia i t  was 
easy fo r the Soviet regime to 
use terrorist methods to push 
through its program of national
ization and planning, was his ar
gument. He promised that the 
Khrushchev regime would be 
more democratic citing Khrush
chev’s 20th Congress speech as 
marking a turn toward democra
cy. He urged radical workers to 
forget the Stalinist past and turn 
their attention to the better pros
pects he predicted fo r the fu 
ture.

Roger thought that Khrush
chev had been forced into his 
revelations by what he Called the 
highly educated scientific strata, 
whose very training teaches them 
constantly to ask questions. 
When a large body of educated 
people are taught to ask ques
tions in their field of study, he 
said, they have a tendency to 
wonder why they cannot ask po
litical questions as well. He

thought that the change in the 
Soviet Union since Stalin’s death
was fo r the ¡better and that de
mocracy would expand.

MALIGNS BARBARIA 
In the course of- the panel dis

cussion, Lapin alleged that by 
attacking the Khrushchev re
gime, Barbaria was attacking the 
Soviet Union itself. Barbaria re
plied that he had always defend
ed the Soviet Union but had 
never condoned the rule of the 
bureaucratic caste in the USSR 
because of the enormous p riv i
leges it  accrued to itself at the 
expense of workers. This bureau
cracy, Barbaria charged, has act
ed as a brake on the development 
of socialist potentials lodged in 
the nationalized property forms 
of the Soviet Union. For that 
reason, too, he had opposed Sta
lin's rule in the past and the 
rule of Khrushchev today.

Arab Masses Rally to 
Aid Egypt -  Imperialists 
Hesitate on Suez War
W hy All Workers Should 
Demand 'Hands off Egypt7

An Editorial
Have the U.S..V B ritish  artà French im 

perialists precipitated “ the, gravest in
ternational cris i;s since the Bhrlin blockade 
and the Korean» war”  merely - because 
Egypt nationaliz ed tb<5.. company which 
operated the Suez Cariai? No. Far more 
is behind it. Imperialism aims to .prevent 
the colonial revoUttjfm, which has swept 
over Asia and A frica  w ith such elemental 
force, from  ris ing in the Middle East.

Suez raises the specter of colonial revo
lu tion in all the oil-rich Arab countries. 
The im perialists fear the breakaway of 
the ir h itherto p liant puppets, through 
whom they have so long ruled these coun
tries, or — fa r worse yet — th e ir replace
ment by. representatives o f the poverty- 
stricken Arab masses. They fear na
tionalizations of the world’s richest oil 
fields for the benefit of the undernourish
ed, disease-ridden people of these countries 
and the consequent loss of jiuger-jprofits 
to the imperialist oil corporations.

To nip this in the bud — a t Suez — 
they are preparing to shoot and bomb and 
k ill.

Since the im perialists have large popula
tions in the ir home countries who do the 
work and also send the ir sons to fig h t 
im perialist wars, the reasons given publicly 
fo r the war threats are not the real ones 
of oil and pro fits. The .official reasons are 
“ m ora lity”  and “ international control o f a 
v ita l waterway.”

Im perialist “ m ora lity”  means tha t it  is 
“ moral”  fo r B rita in  to control and p rp fit 
from  the Suez Canal. But the same is 
“ immoral”  fo r Egypt — w ith in  whose

te rrito ry  the 100 m ile long canal com
pletely lies.

Secretary o f 'S tate Dulles piously 
declares on television th a t “ it  is inadmis
sible”  tha t the Suez"Canal “ should be ex
ploited by one country fo r purely selfish 
purposes.”  He was not re fe rring  to the 
long years o f B rita in ’s control and ex
ploitation o f i t  but to Egypt’s “ selfish”  
desire to own what’s in iits te rrito ry .

Nor does the im perialist propaganda 
about the necessity of international con
tro l apply to .the Panama Canal (controlled 
¡by the U.S.) the S tra it o f G ibraltar (con
trolled by B rita in ) or the Dardanelles 
(controlled by Turkey, a stooge o f U.S. 
and B rita in ). Internationalization is to 
apply only to a waterway in the te rrito ry  
o f a nation ris ing in anti-im perialist strug
gle. The fact is .that all internationalizing 
schemes are a hoax as long as imperialism 
exists.

It is the duty of all socialists to oppose 
any interference whatsoever with Egypt’s 
sovereign right to Suez. That is true 
whether the internationalizing scheme is 
cooked up by the Western Big Three or by 
a coexistence team of the Big Three plus 
the Kremlin.

Egypt and the Arab people have the 
rig h t to determine the ir own fate. They 
have been denied tha t rig h t fo r over a 
century by the im perialists who invaded 
the ir lands, robbed them, Jim-Crowed 
them, and are now try ing  to keep them 
poverty-stricken, ignorant and powerless.

But the Arab people w ill no longer sub
m it. That is what is behind the Suez crisis.

All Asia Denounces 
Preparations to Make 
Egypt Another Korea

By George Lavan
The tremendous rallying throughout the Arab world 

and Asia in defense of Egypt’s right to nationalize the 
Suez Canal Company is causing U.S., British and French 
imperialism to have second thoughts about invasion of 
Egypt and seizure of the canal.

Whether these second thoughts S- 
w ill restrain the imperialists 
from naked m ilita ry aggression 
against Egypt that could convert 
the whole Middle East into a 
second Korean holocaust cannot 
yet be said. M ilita ry prepara
tions by Great Britain and 
France — mobilization of re
serves, hasty dispatch of para
troopers, a ircraft carriers and 
battleships to the Mediterranean, 
continue. The U jS. Navy’s atom- 
equipped Sixth Fleet has been 
sent steaming to within striking 
distance of Egypt. High-placed 
officials — from members of 
Parliament in Britain and the 
government in France to Senator 
McCarthy in this country are 
calling fo r the sending of battle
ships into to the canal to provoke 
the Egyptians into firing the 
first shot and thus become the 
“ aggressor.”

Instead of being intimidated 
by the threats of war from the 
Big Three Western powers, the 
people of Egypt have rallied 
unanimously behind the Nasser 
regime’s declaration that i t  w ill 
fight i f  invaded. Though the 
Egyptian army is small, it  is 
apparent, from the springing up 
of volunteer training companies 
that the imperialists would have

Liberals and Dixiecrats 
Rally Behind Stevenson

A Special O ffer!
Should radical-minded workers support liberal 

Democrats and Republicans? Are they wasting 
their ballot by voting socialist? How do the differ
ent working-class parties answer these questions? 
What is the platform of the Socialist Workers Party 
in the 1956 campaign? For clear-cut answers to 
these questions take advantage of our special 
election-period offer to new readers. Gel a three- 
month introductory subscription to the Militant 
for only 50 cents.

By John Thayer
AUG. 6 — Senator Estes Ke- 

fauver’s withdrawal from the race 
for the presidential nominations 
and his simultaneous endorsement 
of Adlai Stevenson has made the 
latter’s nomination on the first 
or second ballot at the Democratic 
convention a strong possibility.

A t the same time the air is 
thick with rumors that part of 
the deal was the promise of the 
vice-presidential nomination to 
Kefauver. That some sort of deal 
was made is indisputable for 
Kefauver had pitched his cam
paign on a liberal line as opposed 
to Stevenson’s “ moderation.”  He 
had bitterly assailed Stevenson 
fo r hedging on civil rights, labor 
and social issues.

Had his liberal “ principles” 
been more than vote catchers, 
Kefauver would have stayed in 
the race t i l l  the end or would 
more logically have thrown his 
support to Gov. Averill Harri- 
man of New York, who in his 
bid fo r the nomination is using 
a liberal pitch almost identical 
w ith Kefauver’s.

Ignoring Harriman, the Ten
nessee senator urged his follow
ers to vote instead for the man, 
who in the Florida primary, had 
conveniently “ failed to hear” a 
racist attack made in his presence 
on Kefauver for courting the Ne
gro vote.

Stevenson’s backing is now 
quite formidable and variegated. 
A ll the disparate elements which 
make up the Democratic Party 
are well represented in it. F irst 
and foremost come the leaders of 
the Southern wing of the party. 
Included are such notorious 
white-supremacists as Herman 
Talmadge of Georgia, Governor 
Coleman of bloody Mississippi

and assorted Dixiecrats. Next 
come (he majority of the corrupt 
big-city and state Democratic 
machines. Finally the over
whelming bulk of the labor 
bureaucrats and the liberals of 
Americans for Democratic Action 
are on the Stevenson bandwagon.

The only solid single opposition 
to Stevenson at the present 
moment is the Tammany machine 
of New York which is the core of 
Harriman’s support. While a 
number of delegations are pledged 
to "favorite sons”  (local poli
ticians who have no serious 
chance of winning the nomina
tion) this is not real opposition. 
The “ favorite son”  device is a 
traditional bargaining gambit by 
which delegations hold off com
m itting themselves until they can

YA Takes Away 
Thompson Pension

AUGUST 7 — In a new 
assault on civil liberties, the 
Veteran’s Administration to
day refused to reinstate the 
disability pension of Com
munist Party leader Robert 
Thompson. Now imprisoned 
under a Smith “ Gag”  Act con
viction, Thompson was denied 
his pension on the sole ground 
of his public utterances. 
Strong protest last year block
ed the VA in an identical 
move' against the legless 
veteran, James Kutcher. L’n- 
fortunately, there was not 
enough of the same pressure 
to halt the VA ’s victimization 
of Thompson at this stage. 
Thompson is planning to ap
peal the ruling.

drive the best bargain fo r their 
votes.

Once the nomination of any 
one candidate appears imminent 
the “ favorite son”  delegations 
hasten to offer their votes — at 
a high price — as the needed 
margin of victory. When negotia
tions for the needed margin are 
in the process the others make 
whatever deals they can lest they 
be left high and dry with their 
commodity and no buyer.

While Harriman is frantically 
trying to persuade the “ favorite 
son” delegations to stay o ff the 
Stevenson bandwagon fo r the 
first few ballots, the larger 
Stevenson forces are making big 
offers and trying to start the 
stampede. In addition to the 
Southern politicians and Northern 
ward heelers, many labor leaders 
and liberals are engaged in this 
effort.

Less important fo r the outcome 
of the convention fight, but im
portant because of the miseduca- 
tion it  causes among radical 
workers, is the same effort being 
made by the Communist Party. 
Early in the campaign the Daily 
Worker tried to make the Demo
cratic Party palatable to workers 
and Negroes by urging support 
for a liberal like Kefauver.

For some weeks now it  has 
been urging abandonment of Ke
fauver and Harriman for all-out 
support to Stevenson. It  called 
for this to preserve the unity of 
the Democratic Party and to 
counter - balance Dixiecrat in
fluence on Stevenson. In this way, 
the Daily Worker fallaciously 
argues, Stevenson can be liberaliz
ed and made over into a champion 
of the working people's interests. 
(See editorial page 3 on the Role 
of the Liberals.)

Public Housing loya lty  Oath’ 
Abandoned by Att. -  Gen’l

The Federal government has abandoned its  fig h t to 
compel residents o f Federally-aided housing projects to 
sign “ loyalty oaths.”  On Aug. 3, The Public Housing
Authority announced that the>S>-----------------------------------------------
Justice Department had ruled 
that the oath was “ temporary 
legislation”  which had expired.

The measure, tacked on by Rep. 
Gwinn (R-'N.Y.) as a rider to the 
1953 and 1954 Appropriations 
Act, required tenants to swear 
they did not belong to any or
ganization on the Attorney-Gen
eral’s “ subversive”  list. Prior to 
the Justice Department ruling, 
the Housing Authority had lost 
about two dozen court cases 
arising from its attempts to evict 
tenants for refusing to sign the 
oath.

The ruling is the third major 
victory scored in recent months 
by the legless veteran James 
Kutcher, who was among the 
first to challenge the witch-hunt 
measure.

Last month, Kutcher was re
turned to his job following an 
eight-year battle that began when 
the Veteran’s Administration fired 
him because of his admitted 
membership in the Socialist 
Workers Party. Last spring, he 
regained his disability pension 
after a government move to cut 
it o ff provoked a national outcry 
of protest.

In 1953, Kutcher who lives with 
his aged parents in a Newark 
housing project, went to court to 
block an eviction order issued 
after his parents told the Hous
ing Authority it could not sign 
the oath because of their son’s 
membership in the SWP. Last 
winter Kutcher won an injunction 
from the New Jersey Supreme 
Court against the authority’s 
efforts to drive him and his 
parents out of their home.

After Kutcher won the injunc-

tkm, the Newark Housing Direc
tor gave up trying to get tenants 
to sign the oath. The Justice De
partment ruling completes the 
victory. I t  underscores the im
portance of every individual 
standing up against the witch- 
hunters.

JAMES KUTCHER

to fight not only the Egyptian 
army but v irtua lly the whole 
population organized as guerrilla 
fighters.

DULLES’ SCHEME
This reaction inside Egypt has 

upset the calculations of the im
perialists and particularly the 
U.S. State Department which 
masterminded and opened the 
campaign against the Nasser 
regime with Dulles’ repudiation 
of the promised help in building 
the Aswan Dfftn. This was 
economic punishment fo r Egypt’s 
refusal to follow the U.S. laid- 
down diplomatic line. I t  came on 
the heels of Egypt’s diplomatic 
recognition of China. Great 
Britain and the World Bank (con
trolled by U.S. and British im
perialism) also reneged on the 
promised loan fo r the Aswan 
Dam. It was thought in the Big 
Three chancelleries that this 
blow to Egypt would so weaken 
the Nasser regime that it could 
be toppled.

Instead, Nasser’s nationaliza
tion of the company that held the 
concession from Egypt to operate 
the Suez canal, handle the tolls 
and keep the profits, has united 
behind him all Egyptians who 
want to reclaim everything the 
imperialists extorted from them, 
in the past.

In addition to the mass upsurge 
of anti-imperialism in Egypt the 
whole surrounding Arab world 
has rallied to Egypt’s defense. 
Great demonstrations in the 
various countries of the Middle 
East show- how Egypt’s fight is 
considered the cause of all the 
oppressed Arab people. This great 
mass solidarity is reflected in 
the stands taken by all the Arab 
nations against the imperialist 
threat to attack Egypt.

W ILL CUT OIL OFF
In Syria wmrkers have declared 

’hat i f  Egypt is attacked they 
will cut the Western-owned oil 
pipe lines that cross their coun- 
ry. The Syrian Defense Minister 

has announced that Syria w'as in 
3 state of “ general mobiliza
tion” because “ the battle of the 
Suez Canal is the battle of every 
krab.”  In Washington the ¡Syrian 
imbassador warned that Dulles’ 
policy was leading “ headlong to 
war”  and that i f  Egypt was in 
vaded the Arab countries would 
“ fight to the end”  by guerrilla 
means.

In Lebanon the President 
hacked the nationalization of the 
Suez Canal and warned that an 
attack on Egypt would lead the 
Arab nations to cut o ff relations 
with the Western imperialist na
tions and “ break all concessions 
and agreements." Since the 
poverty-stricken Arab nations 
arc treasure houses of oil — all 
owned by the imperialists — the 
threat means the imperialists 
would not only have to occupy 
Egypt but the other Middle East 
countries as well.

Even the government of Iraq, 
notoriously a paid stooge of U.S. 
and British imperialism, has had 
to bow to the feeling of its peo
ple and come out in forma] sup
port of Egypt.

The solidifying of the Arab 
world in defense of Egypt not 
only poses a formidable diplo- 

(Continued on page 3)


