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Broad United Front Policies 
Enabled C P. to Hay Important 

Role in Many Struggles in ' 

the Countryside

By C. A. HATHAWAY
It U nscMsary at this time to Uke up 

the problems of s«rart*n work and work In 
the rural diotrtcU, before the Central Com­
mittee because of special problems that ^ist 
In that field of work.

The high point of the Party’s acrarian work 
was jeafhed at the time of the first Farmers 
tthrrfency Relief Conference In Washington- 
At that time the mass fight of the fanners 
themselves to protect their farms was de- 
vetoping throughout the farm areas. A wave 
of evictions and foreclosures was 
the country, and In addition 
were wiping out the property assets of the 
fanners. Combined with this, and linked up 
with the desire of the farmers to protoot 
their farms, eras the struggle for higher 
prices. It was these factors that set in mo­
tion the movement that stirred the

and provided the basis for our 
during that period.

The broad united front policies which 
applied by the Party, and by 
In agrarian work, enabled us to play a part 
la the struggles in that period. The program 
outlined against forced sales, evictions, etc., 
and the creation of committees of action of 
all farmers who were ready to fight on the 
basis of such a program, enabled ns to 
reach relatively deep Into the ms— of 
fanners, and to influence to a degree the 
course of the struggles that then took place.

But after the first Farmers Rmergency 
Relief Conference and the creation of the 
Farmers National Committee of Action, new 
tendencies found expression that Immedi­
ately began to hamper the further extension 
of our work. These new factors in the main 
were the following:

First, there was a sectarian narrowing down 
of our appeal In the countryside. There was 
a tendency on the part of our comrades to 
cram the broad mass movement Into the 
United Farmers League, and side by side 
with that, a tendency to make the United 
Farmers League the Communist Party in the

was disastrous la thennal districts. This 
spreading out of our work.

Secondly, there was a right opportuntelle 
yielding to the pressure of the tg— strata 
of the farmers a tendency to limit our ac­
tivities and our demands to the demands 
and activities of the upper eategorlee of the 
farmers, the rich end middle fanners rather

there was a failure to analyteThirdly, 
the chang 
of Roosevelt—with 
and the effect of 
and middle farmers as 
rich farmers In the rural

regard to the fi 
on the

Effects of Form Crisis

These arc the chief lessens why We have a 
critical situation la agrarian week at the

to examine It at this 
Now, a few

All comrades know that the
on In the United States 

post-war period, corre- 
to a similar agrarian crisis In most 

of the world, 
pointed out in his re­

port to the last Russian Party Congress, the 
of this agrarian crisis and the 

of the industrial crisis with H Is 
major reason for thh

length of the present 
out that the tnduatr 
factor intensifying th­
ing to the substitution of hand labor (or 
machine labor, the substitution of the horse 
far the tractor, the degeneration of technique 

to the decrease or the oom- 
of the use of fertiliser, 

in agrteulture caused the in­
dustrial crisis to 
It follows that the coils pee of 
of agricultural credits was |m 
contributing to the financial crisis of IM­
IS.

Bo far as Hoover s policies are 
his intervention in the agrarian 
was primarily, and even quite openly, to 
Mve the banks, the insurer 
the interests of the Mg 
richest fermesA,

Roosevelt’s intervention had thy same gen­
eral objective, but wee characterised by dlff 
ferent methods. The chief differences be­
tween Roosevelt sad Hoover to the approach 
to agrarian problems, and to the 
of the critical problems of the bant*, 
ancc companies a»vl of capitalism generally, 
was to provide e way out for the biggest 
landlords and richest farmers.

Secondly, Roosevelt made certain apparent 
to middle farmers In order to

then sweepingliquidate the mas 
the rural trees.

Thirdly. Roosevelt undertook to place the 
lergu team of fanners, the poorest fanners, 
cither on outright subsistence farms, or at 

on a’ farming bails that would take 
in the main, out of commercial pro-

This later 
carry through 
than was

in a mot
achieved through toe devae- 

of the continued crisis, and 
through the forced sake which wer 
used by those who controlled form 
This fact Is borne out fey toe stated objec­
tives of teokeeme* for toe AJLA. when 
writing on these questions. . . .

Now. as to toe AJLA. Itself. The declared 
objective of the AJLA. was to raise agri­
cultural prices to the 1»10-1114 relationship 
between agricultural and industrial prices; 
that le. to establish that parity that existed 
at that time as the present basis for present 
agricultural prices. The methods by which 
this was to be accomplished was mst. arep 
redaettoa. and secondly, puneetog taxes out 
of which farm** wore to be paid for cur­

bs production of eropa Now the 
le. has toe AJUL In its efforts to 
this parity between the industrial 

ces on the 1910-1I14 level.

gurte to show 
hew It actually worked out. First, 1 win 
examine it tram the viewpoint of the fann­
ers as a whole, without any effort to deal 
with different categories of farmers.

Working of A~A~A.

During the entire year of 1M4. as com­
pared with 1933. toe prices received by farm- 
era for their products Increased 9 per cent. 
The prices paid by farmers for things they 
had to buy Increased II per cent The ap­

ing to tlutt, vould be plus 14 per cent in 
favor of the

only U por
all benefits. H 

The change in actual pur- 
on cash In­

in 1934, but
It was

Now. how was that accomplished? By the 
of simultaneously reducing 

prices upward. Prices 
went upward, but the fanners had smaller 
crops. The total toeeeae did not increase 
In proportion to the increase In farm prices.

The benefit, therefore, which the fanner 
received was the plus T per cent that he get 
in the form of a subsidy from the processing

Be got nothing from any actual In­
creases In price levels.

Now, If wo Uke it for the first quarter of 
this year, as distinct from last year, the 
figures are different.

The price* received by the farmers are M 
par cent above what they were last year. 
The prices which the fanners paid an I 
per cent above. The apparent change, there­
fore, In parity prices Is M per cent. But 

to cash income, that is, the total 
I that to* farmer received, including 

all benefits, was only phis 4 per cent, and 
milts, again ZERO. But the 

in actual purchasing power, including 
was lONUB 4 per cent, excluding 

it was AJLA. MINUS T per cent. 
The first quarter of this year, therefore, 

he actually lost out as compared with last 
ybar.

Then it is significant to note that so far 
as this year la concerned. Income from 
crops shew a M per cent loss, while the 
each income from the sale of live stock 

* and live steak products show sn increase of 
34 per cent. In other words, the curtail­
ment of crops has been so gnat that the 
total income on agriculture could only main­
tain its level of last year by the relatively 
heavy movement of live stock. But with 
the inevitable curtailment of Income from 
that sourea, there can result only a fur­
ther decline in toe income of the farmers. 
But these figures apply only when one 

considers the farmers as a whole under the 
without any effort to differentiate 
ths effects of the AAA. on one 

category of farmers as against another.
Now. it is not possible to present elaborate 

figures in this connection, to show how rich, 
middle and poor fanners were affected. But 

significant facta <**r> be established. 
The first thing that can be definitely es­

tablished la that If the poor farmer had 
received a subsidy from the government, the 

dteck, in accordance with the cur- 
ef his crop, would have been on an 

of IM per farmer during the course 
of 1934. Actually we know that the fanner 
did net receive the benefit chock. In the 
South, it was paid directly to either the 
landlord or too bankers. In other sections 
of the country, the creditors were on hand 
when the cheek was delivered, ready to lift 
it from the fanner immediately upon its 
receipt/ From them facts we know that even 
when the poor farmer was supposed to re­
ceive it, in most cases he did not receive it.

Side by side with those known facta, we 
also have some outstanding examples of the 
kind of subsidies some “farmers’* did receive. 
It is such “farmers” who favor the AAA. 
program. For example, from governmental 
records, we have the hog raiser in California 
who received a government subsidy of 9400,- 
000. We have a cotton grower in Arkansas.

where the share croppers’ struggle to now 
taking place, who received a government al­
lotment of $80,000. We have the Florida 
lugar Corporation which received 9800,000 
th the form of benefit* from the 
Now, with such figures available, it 
clear that In the countryside, the 
1* working out in the same manner m toe 
NBA. in the Industries, namely, the already 
rich are being further enriched at the ex­
pense of the Trusses of the poor.

Now, a word as to forced salsa, and fore­
closures. Did the various measures of the 
Roosevelt administration, the AAA., the 
credit measures and so forth, result in the 
stopping of forced sales? No, they did not! 
What they did do was to stop the very 
marked upward trend of forced sales which 
was under way when Roosevelt took office. 
They stopped the rapid multiplication of 

net only because It was having 
Tecta or. rural economy, but be- 

the forced sales and the struggles of 
toe masses against the forced sales (penny 
sales, etc.), were completely undermining the 
whole system of rural credits, and affecting 
the whole financial structure of the nation. 
Mortgages were becoming worthless. Power­
ful creditors were facing bankruptcy by the 
developments in the rural districts, it was 
this that Roosevelt undertook to bead off.

Poor Farmer* Robbed

In heading off what was becoming disas­
trous for the bankers and others involved 
in the farm credit situation, Roosevelt began 
a general process of pressing the poorest 
fanners off the land. This he undertook to 
do In a more con trolled manner. In a man­
ner that would not Jeopardise the capitalists 
or tbs rich fanner-capitalists in the rural 
districts who had become deeply enmeshed 
in the agrarian crisis developments. As for 
the poor farmers and middle farmers, they 
did not benefit from the AAA., and evictions 
and foreclosures continued, though at a 
slower pace.

If we examine the figures we find, first, 
tor the United States as a whole, (con­
sidered throughout as the basis of number 
per thousand) in 1931, the number of forced 
sales was 39; in 19X3. 41; In 1933, 54, That 
Indicates the rapid upward trend. Then 
Rooeevelt intervened, and the number was 
brought down from 54 to 39. But the process 
still continued, and this Includes the full 
year of 1934. « ..

It stopped the rapid climb, but there are 
certainly enough evictions, foreclosures and 
forced sales still going on to make this a 
vary serious problem for the poor fanners in 
the rural districts. . . .

Now. more as to the general position of 
the poor fanner under the AAA. Here,

Sheriff Sales 
Not Prevented
By iNew Deal’

Roogevelt Agrarian Program Haa 
Same lHaaa Aim* aa New Deal 
Generally, Hathaway Tells 
Plenum of Central Committee

hav*
openly declared that there are from two to 
three minion farmers In .excess of the number 
needed in the U. 8 —two to three million 
farmers who must be taken out of commercial 
fanning. With that in mind, they hare 
developed a fun set of plans for subslstenoo 
farming in order to accomplish the taking 
of masses of farmers out of commercial pro­
duction

From all this it is clear that the New Deal 
egrarien program la working out with tot 
same ctao objectives as Is the New Deal 
generally.

One might, however, ask -if the class char­
acter of the AAA. and the auxiliary agri­
cultural masses are so clear, how to U that 
the administration, the reformist farm 1 seders, 
etc., have been able to influence no small 
number of middle farmers In the past and 
at present, and for that matter no small 
number of poor fanners, into the belief that 
this program was something that would bene­
fit them;

The answer is the belief of the farmers 
in the theory of higher prices. In a typical 
petty-bourgeois manner, be sees in the rais­
ing of prices the solution of all problems. 
When the AAA. is sold to him as a price- 
raising measure, as something which will 
restore the parity between Industrial and 
agricultural prices, this becomes a powerful 
argument for him.

Secondly, the fanner to told that he to 
being exploited by the middlemen, and that 
he must of necessity set up cooperatives as 
a means of controlling ths market for his 
goods. Such cooperative marketing bodies, 
coupled with the promises of the AAA. pro­
gram, are the chief means by which the 
AAA. program has bsen sold to large masses 
of farmers. This, Incldentelly, is the chief 
basis for the programs of the various farm 
organisations. . . .

The ran text of the speech wfll 
la the Jely number of The

U. S. Capitalists Seek to Transform C. C. C. Recruits Into Shock Troops of Fascism
In the Struggle Against American Workers, Y; C. L. Secretary Says in Report to Plenum

By GIL GREEN
Shortly after the inauguration of Roosevelt, 

a bill for the creation of the Civilian Con­
servation Corps was carried in ths United 

Within a period of a few 
360,000 youth were 

toFnner in camps tnrouenout tins
The youth looked upon the camps as a 

temporary solution to the problem of unem­
ployment and as a vacation with pay. How­
ever, before many months had paaaad, a 
wave of struggle developed In the 
crested CDD. camps, a wave of 
which touched every single camp.

The struggles were in the main of a spon­
taneous character. They were of various 
forms. First, mass desertions—from July to 
September, 1933, from 90.000 to 100,000 de­
serted the C.C.C. camps. Secondly, they took 
the fornj of mass protests and 
tions within the camps, even 
point of physical clashes with the 
And, thirdly, the most Important form was 
the strike struggle, boys refusing to go to 
work unless their demands were granted.

of Slrujuries

The Issues around which these 
developed were, first, toe poor food 
tions. The boys were forced to live in the 
main on canned food. Secondly, the housing 
conditions. The early camps did net have 
established barracks. The boys did not'have 
a permanent place to rest their bead* at night. 
Thirdly, revolts developed 
conditions. The boys who went to the 
did net expect to work from eight to nine 
hour* a day. They considered it more or 
toss of a spree. From the beginning, the 
army, which had been placed in charge, at 
tempted le Institute severe discipline and to 
organise the labor of the youth And In 
the struggle for discipline in the first year, 
1939-34. there developed strong antagonism 
bftween the majority of the beys and their 
officers, and

The struggle against etripitrw not alone 
reflected itself in the struggle against labor 
conditions, but also against the plan to mW- 
tartae the youth. The boys refused to aeoapt 
militarisation, to accept the authority of the 
anpv offtoers aa final and tending upon them. 
Where clauses ware Introduced ptedgtng readl- 
nem to defend the country, the youth In 
the camps 

in

The youth felt their 
camps their 
offioen.

unity in the 
to the

One important struggle that developed In 
a Negro camp which to symptomatic of other 
struggles, to the one in Tuscaloosa, where 
300 boys went on strike *alast their 
Southern white oflkets, where the militia 
was called out against them, where they 
fought with bricks and stones, and where a 
TCLar and a few others ware driven Into 
the woods and threatened with lynching. 
There were other simllai1 events as for in­
stance in a camp in Gettysburg where the 
boys applied a torch to the camp and burned 
It down to the ground. •

This wave of struggle which swept the 
camps in the early months, together with 
the pressure from the outside, resulted In 
a change of tactics on the part of the gov­
ernment. They found it impossible to carry 
through the process of the militarisation-of 
the camps at the tempo they had first thought 
possible. They realised it was necessary to 
carry it through at a slower place and, 
secondly. In order to do that, to give definite 
concessions to the boys.

This change of policy took the following 
form. Concessions were given In the nature 
of better food, and the allotment for food 
roae to 17 cents a day. The government 
began to weed out the graft within the 
individual camps and also began to remove 
certain officers who didn’t apply themselves 
correctly and brought about ths greatest re­
sentment. They began to build recreational 
facilities for the youth and also to do away 
with the open talk of militarisation.

Government Seeks to Divide Youth

with this, toe government decided 
It was necessary to divide the ranks of the 
youth and the men within toe camps- Along 
this line thSr developed a labor aristocracy 
within toe camps In a limited sene. Instead 
of toe 930 a month given to the boys, half 
of which went home, they aaleetod toe bast 
workers, so to spoak, toe gang leaders, and 
gave to them aa Increased wage—4 per cent 
of the boys received $48 a month, and t 
per cent of the beys received $35 a month. 
The additional amount of money, la toe 
main, toe boys were allowed to keep for 
themselves. This had Ms affect la utilizing 
certain groups among the youth against toe

Tbs fourth issue was the tine of 
discrimination which was prevalent in 
early camps and which still ta 
except in a different form. The N*re 

1 are lad today by 
In toe early caaaps there 

die boys side by ■ 
they were divided according to 
but the Negro youth gut toe worst food and 
condition*. However, there develop^ a ati 
bond of unity between the Negro and

around toe

r. they developed a gap between the 
veteran* and toe youth. Than art from 
HMD to 30400 veterans within to* camps. 
They also decided to completely separate to* 
Negro from toe white campa.

Third, they revised toe eriglaal policy ef 
•ending youth to camps dose to their home 
localities and«decided inHead, In order to 
make demrttan more difficult, to 
as lar away from their homes i 

Fourth, la toe matem of flam Which woe

monthly allowance that the boys gat.
Fifth, the policy of mass ekpuhtom ef %U

The perspective in the next months Is for 
a tremendous development of struggle within 
the camps- Why? Because, first of all. toe
rvooscvcii fovemmem nR* Rcmcvva im nm 

the camp* aa a per- 
Now ths government. 

In line with tie second offensive against the 
working dam as a whole, to beginning to fol­
low a poticy of definite retrenchment and to 
stopping the giving of further concessions to 
to* youth. Firstly, toe IT cents a day for 
food to constantly meaning leas and less 
for the youth, as prices rise. Secondly, we 
find that there to talk of a wage cut—a cut 
of wages from $30 to $35 a month, not yet 
Instituted, but which seems to be the defi­
nite policy in Washington ones the present 

for relief work become

in Washington for the open militarization of 
the camps in a very short period ef time.

Y.C.L. Work in Campa

Now aa to our work within the camps. 
We can state that many of ths struggles 
within toe camps were either led by us or 
influenced by us. There were hundreds of 
strikes tost the YCLers participated in and 
led. However, It must be clear that with 
1,000 camps In existence and 3,000 camps 
to be in existence by the end of 1015. that 
it is impossible for toe Y.C.L. with its forces 
to be in every oca of the camps, and in 
moat places the struggles were not so much 
led by YCLers as Influenced by the general 
policy and tactics of the revolutionary move- 

• ment Many of the youth in toe camps have 
had contact with to* Unemployment Councils; 
many of the youth in toe camps have had 
contact with the farm movement tod by us; 
many have bad contact with the school move­
ments, and toe result was that even large 
masses of youth who were not in our ranks, 
at least were ready to follow our line within 
the camps. In many eases we had the 
examples ef youth, with whom we had no 
contact who carried through our policy be­
cause of previous experiences with our roove-

From toe beginning of toe organisation of 
toe camps, we had a line for developing a 
mass movement of youth in toe form first, 
ef a union—aa economic organisation of ths 
youth; and secondly, in toe form of elected 
committees of toe youth within each camp. 
We have net succeeded in either one of toe* 
objectives to any extent 

At moat we were able to build groups in 
a few camps, some of which exist today. But 
these troupe never assumed toe character ef 
mass organisations of the youth In the camps. 
Thus, despite toe issuance of leaflets, of 
camp papers in four states, and of work in 
a number of concentrated areas, we can state, 
in the mein, we have been isolated from the 
majority of the youth in toe camps. What 
are the main reasons for toe Isolation on 
our part?

It to interesting to note that in the 
ef the first year toe camp expelled 
haa 1<4M agitators and radicals. r

Rifkt and Wrwnf Slogans

First, we most state that there was politi­
cal undarity in the ranks ef toe TjC-L. on

What our attitude should be toward the 
ramps. In the period up to the League Con­
vention, that to June 1934, we put forward 
aa our main slogan, a slogan of “smash" 
or “abolish to* camps.” In the early period 
this slogan had some basis in reality. The 
fact that thousands of youth were leaving 
to* camp. But even then this slogan was 
wrong. But in the period of toe consolida­
tion of the campa this became doubly wrong 
because it isolated us from the majority of 
the youth, and set up a wall between us 
and them. This slogan to the youth meant 
that they would have to go back to the bread­
line, that they would have no means of 
existence, to them at least (ha camps 
were something. And secondly. It encouraged 
all klndi of "leftist’’ errors among our Y.C.L.

and encouraged certain tendencies 
the ether youth. We had some com­

rades who thought their best work was to 
see how fast they could get out of the camp 
after they got In. to organise some small 
action and get out

With the aid of Comrade Browder and the 
Polburo we decided to change this slogan 
and to recognise the fact that the campa 
were accepted as a lesser evil by the youth, 
better than the bread-line, and we changed 
our slogan from “abolish” to replace the 
camps with unemployment insurance or Jobs 
with regular wages.

Today, however, in discussing practically 
the building of a broad movement. It is our 
opinion that we even have to change the 
slogan to “replace toe camps’* so that we 
pot forward only positive slogans. To the 
youth out'ide toe camps—the slogan must 
be unemployment insurance, and to the youth 
in the camp, instead of the slogan to “replace 
toe campa,” we must put forward concrete 
demands that they are ready to fight for, 
and which. If granted and carried, will 
change the entire nature and character of 
the camps. The main demands we pot for­
ward are: (1) to Increase toe base pay to 
945 a month. This is a Mg demand in the 
camp, as the youth want to get toe wage 
of the present foramen; also trade union 
wages for skilled men such as chauffeurs, 
plumbers, electricians, etc.; (I) a 50 per cent 
Increase In the food allotment; (l> to keep 
the camps out of army control; no military 
drill formation, etc.; (4) the right to organ- 
nize and recognition of all elected men’s 
committees: (i) no discrimination against 
Nagre youth; ($) protection Itainst accident, 
adequate compensation for injury; pension to 
the family to ease of death.

Part of FaodzaUo* >nrofnua

work was not developed in most places? First, 
certain organizational difficulties that con­
fronted our Party and League, and still con­
front us. We further have difficulty in giv­
ing leadership to our people within the camps. 
In most placet where there are camps, the 
Party and League are very weak.

Significance of C.C.C.

What is the significance of the camp move­
ment in America? (1) it establishes a prece­
dent for low wages. The low wages declared 
for relief work can be traced back to the 
precedent first established by Roosevelt in 
connection with the C.C.C. campa.

(3) The government definitely wishes to 
establish the camps as a permanent army 
reserve. By 1938 the camps will Include nearly 
700400 youth. The government policy is to 
then once more propose an enlargement to 
at least one million.

The government also hopes to develop toe 
youth within the camps as shock troops of 
fascism to be used against the working class. 
It Is from this important view that are must 
Judge the actions of the government in iso­
lating these youth from the industrial cen­
ters. This explains ths artinam in Boston, 
where C.C-C. boys were used as scabs. This 
explains the fact that outside the camps, 
the government is working to create ex- 
O.C.C. boys’ organizations. In New Jersey, 
through the YM.CA., there was organised 
what to called the Green Legion, an organi­
zation which haa as its main aim to propa­
gate the view* and Ideals of the C.C.C. among 
the youth generally.

doesn't mean that the ether districts uo* 
to neglect this work.

In the points of concentration, we must 
work for the development of too mass move­
ment and for the building of League unite. 
Where there are veterans, we must work to 
create Party and League units within the 
camps.

Nationally, we are proposing to help pub­
lish a mass paper for the campa. This paper • 
will deal with the daily problems, will be 
the organ of united front struggle within 
the camps. This paper must get the sup­
port of the districts. It will come out once 
a month. The districts must organize an 
apparatus for the distribution of the paper, 
must see that correspondence comes in for ' 
It, so that the paper can become a real 
weapon In our hands, a real competltlor to 
“Happy Days." the organ of the administra­
tion.

In these districts of conentration. R la 
necessary to select certain cadres who will 
devote most of their time to work within 
the camps. I am not speaking now of people 
who will go Into toe camps themselves, but 
of leading cadres who will guide the work 
in these camps from the outside. It to neces­
sary to assign two or three people fr *n the 
Party and League who will reallv become 
specialists In C.C.C work, visiting the camps 
and giving real help to those within them.

Arouse Working Class

Two Main Tasks

Around these immediate fr^ianda, we feel 
that we can develop toe broadest mam move­
ment. However, net alone have we bad 
political undarity. We find that the main 
mtoteke U our League was not so much that 
of commission, but of omisaioo—the fact that 
then was very little week developed among 
to* youth to the C.C.C. camp*. When X ray 
“League” I de not mean the T.CJL, alone; 
X mean the Party and the League, but the 
League has the main responsibility for week

What were the reasons for the (act that

What are our tasks? I want to divide 
our tasks into two main sections. One—the 
development of the broadest mass movement 
within the camps; and secondly, the mobili­
sation of the whole working class and of all 
progressive elements In behall of the de­
mands of the youth in ths camps and against 
the militarization ef these camps.

What is necessary to develop a broad move­
ment around these demands? (1) toe sending 
of hundreds of young comrades and veterans 
into the campa during the next months. 
From new until October, the camps will 
enroll some 300400 additional men so as to 
increase their size to 700,000. Wc must get 
our young comrades and the veterans that 
w* have Influence over, to enter the campa 
and work from within them. In every dis­
trict, the Party most work together with the 
League to select comrades who will go Into 

a class with them dis- 
withln tbs campa, the 

methods of work to be used so that when 
they go into these camps they rarill know 
how to proceed to work in the

(3) We must follow a policy of concentra­
tion. It to obvious that wc cannot work 
in all of the I4D0 csiqps. Pint, w* must 
have certain districts of concentration; and 
in turn, in these districts, various sections 
and camps of concentration. However, tola

Now aa to the second section; toe mobili­
sation of the working class aa a whole. W# 
(host realize, comrades, that a very Important 
factor in making the militarisation of the 
camps impossible to the rousing of toe whole 
working dess. Here we hare two teaks; (1) 
to develop a brood movement within the 
A. P. of L., a movement which will first of 
all raise opposition to toe low wages within 
the camps, and the fact that the youth are 
more and more replacing skilled labor on 
various Jobe. Wc can make H very hot for 
Fechner. who is head of the C.C.O. campa, 
and 1a also vice-president of the International 
Association of Machinists. Together with this, 
the Unemployment Councils must develop 
sctlrttle* among the parents of the boys in 
the city, and among the working ciass gen­
erally. to educate them as to ths character 
of to* C.C.C. ramps and to moMUat them 
for ths demands of the youth in the campa. 
(2) We must, through the Youth Congress 
and tire American League Against War and 
Fascism, develop a mass campaign in tbs 

against the peocem ef nillltari- 
to going on In toe camp*. We

port through the Youth Congrem movement, 
la all the youth organisations to the country.

We must utilise the American Youth Coo- 
gress a* well as the American League Against 
War and Fascism to organise broad sections 
of workers. Uberais. progressives, ate., to vtott 
the camps, to investigate ths conditions there, 
to investigate the relation ef toe army to to* 
bogs, the process of militarisation, and to 
mobilise toe working dees a* a whole to 
defeat this milttariaatien of the OXJXi.
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