New Policies or Old Fallacies?
Analyzing the Recent Party Statements

~ During the last five years of un-
paralleled opportunity for Com-
munist growth, the C.P. of the
U. S. was steeped in insane, if not
infantile, leftist sectarianism, in
bluff and bombast, in grandiose
self-delusion. Recently, new winds
began to blow in the Communist
International. The suicidal theory
of “Social-fascism” was buried in
Austria some weeks before the in-
ternment of Dolfuss. A short while
after the rise of the Doumergue
government in France, the Comin-
tern under the pressure of ob-
jective conditions and under the
lash of the constructive criticism
of the ICO, made a complete right-
about face and turned to united
front action. Finally, even in Ger-
many, which can rightly be called
the graveyard of ultra-leftism in
Communist ranks (graveyard in
the sense that here we paid the
highest price for the false sectarian
line and in the sense that here the
whole course of the Comintern met
its Waterloo), there came a fairly
complete break with the present
sterile tactical course and a return
to the Leninist strategical line ad-
vocated by the ICO.

No Visible Change
In C.P.U.S.A.

Under these conditions we "ex-
pected to find in the above men-
tioned resolutions of the Commun-
jst Party in this country similar
signs of a return to sanity. We
must regretfully state that such
evidence of return to health, as
portrayed in the Central Commit-
tee’s latest trade union and united
front resolutions, is confusing and
perniciously anaemic. In Germany
the Comintern has finally agreed
to give up its Red Trade Unions,
to drop all efforts to play with
them even on paper, and to accept
finally the proposal of the Com-
munist Party of Germany (Op-

position) to build broad, non-par-
tisan, underground, class trade
unions. Not so in the United States.
At least not yet in the United
States. We venture to enlighten,
in advance, the membership of the
official Communist Party that the
Seventh World Congress will kick
it, perhaps later than in other
countries, but kick it nevertheless,
much more in the direction of a
correct trade union line and united
front policy than is indicated by
the heavy, but empty, trade union
resolution and letter to the Na-
tional Committee of the Socialist
Party just adopted by the Amer-
ican Central Committee. (Daily
Worker, Sept. 15th.) )

C.P. Never More Isolated

First of all, we must frankly
face the fact that, unless the of-
ficial Communist Party drops its
game of bluff, a serious diagnosis
of the ailments of the Communist
movement can not even be attempt-
ed. Never before has the Commun-
ist party been so organically
isolated from the mass struggles
of the workers in this country.
The present general textile strike
is rude evidence of this brutal
truth. For years before the split
in the Communist party, the Com-
munist International repeatedly
hailed the achievements of its
American  sect’on, particularly

| amongst the textile workers. Until

the advent of the present sel!f-
satisfied leadership of the party
with its paralyzing union-splitting
and social-fascist patent medicines,
there was never a strike in any
locality, section, or craft of the
textile industry in which the Com-
mupist Party was not organically

involved as a positive, constructive,
important, or even decisive factor.
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Today, we have a general strike
involving practically every spot
and phase of the spindle industry.
But the only evidence that the
Communist party can present of
its influence in this historic strug-
gle is the fact that strike-breaking
Governors, open-shop leaders, and
labor-hating employers yell Com-
munist’ and shriek about Reds in
order to paint a false picture of
the strike.

Bluff and Bombast
Still Prevails

In the face of this calamitous
condition, the Central Committee
of the party can do nothing but
resort to costly bluff, plain mis-
representation, or unadulaterated

self-hypnosis. For instance the
newest trade wunion resolution
brags:

“The overwhelming majority
of the strikers in recent months
were workers organized in the
A. F. of L. unions, clearly show-
ing that the A. F. of L. werk-
ers are more and more -accept-
ing the policies of the party
and the revolutionary trade
union movement.” (our empha-
sis).

About such bombast my old
friend and comrade, Stalin, would
say:-“It is enough to make a horse
laugh.” However, laughing horses
are not the best ones to enter in
o race, especially when the race is
an ever-sharpening class war.
Where are the revolutionary trade
unions? In the mining industry?
Perhaps the Secretariat of the
party has organized some super-
underground mines beneath the
pits where the living coal miners

The Textile Strike in Maine

Well, the great textile strike is
over. The revolt, which is the
greatest one that has ever taken
place in this country, has shown
us that the working class has not
been reduced to abject and uncom-
plaining slaves to their capitalist
masters. Quite the contrary, the
textile workers have given as good
an account of themselves as work-
ers have ever done.

Here in the State of Maine it
can be reported that altho the
number who struck was far too
small as compared with the num-
ber employed in the industry, it
also shows that the niill owners
can not hope forever to keep their
workers under the iron heel of des-
potism in spite of the alliance of
mill owner and church, press and
government. ..

Among those places where the
mill workers gave a good account
of themselves were Augusta,
Waterville, Brunsw’ck, Skowhegan,
Biddeford, Westbrook and Saco.
In those places the workers proved
their militancy to be as great as
the workers in other areas.

In Lewiston, which is the largest
textile center in Maine and one of
the large centers of the country,
the union did not make the show-
ing that it should have. When
the strike was called there was
no organization and there had been
none for some years. From the

moment of the announcement that|

the textile convention had ordered
the strike an attack was begun
against the union and has con-
tinued to this very day.

Role of Church
In The Strike

The first attack came from
Father Marchand of the French
Church (Peter and Paul). He
warned the workers not to pay
any attention to the stories they
are told about the mill workers of
the south; that they had nothing
to do with them anyway. He said
that it was these southern workers
who were causing all the trouble.
Where they lived, he said, they did
not need any more than they were
getting. All the union wanted was
to get Lewiston workers out so
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they may freeze to death. He
further told them the organizers
were riding around in Cadillac
cars and were highly paid to keep
them from working, He warned
them that St. Vincent de Paul
would not help them if they went
out on strike and that Mayor Wise-
man asked him to tell the work-
ers that there would be no aid for
them from the relief agencies.

This, of course, had a deterring
effect upon the French workers
especially because there was no
leadership whatever in the mills.
Among some workers, however,
Father Marchand’s tirade aroused
resentment. In one instance a
worker was explaining to a group
of workers, gathering in the street,
their rights under section 7a. A
passing priest then took a hand
shouting to the speaker “you’re a
liar.” Immediately the crowd be-
gan to boo and shout. One express-
ed the sentiment of this particular
group when he said: “What’s the
matter with you, ‘are you -afraid
you will miss the 15 cents from
the collection on Sunday? Go back
to the church where you belong.”

Even from the chureh there were
some weak voices of protest raised.
There is the case of Rev. Elwin
S. Wilson, pastor of the Methodist
Episcopal Church in Westbrook,
Mez., whose sermon on September
16, was on “The Pr.ce of Blood;
The Case of the Striker.” Stating
that money was the great force in
present day civilization he pointed
out that the only influence labor
can have is thru its own unions.
During the course of his sermon
he made one statement which is
really remarkable considering the
inténsity of the open shop drive.
He said: “When money can make
laws to please the rich and to call
out the militia, the last resort of
the underpa’d worker is the strike
and violence. It is the only voice
loud enough for the manufacturers
to hear.”

Clamping Down
On The Strikers
But the predominant response

from the church was one of great
hostility and energetic effort at
aiding the employers.

J. S. Poisier, organizer of the
U.T.W., received some valuable
lessons in the powers of the em-
ployers. After renting the City
Hall for a strike meeting, Mayor
‘Wiseman concelled the permit. The
Central Labor Union. Hall could
not be hired because the “mill
owners control the building.” The
last resort was a hall occupied by
the Lithuanian Working-Men’s
Association but also this hall was
finally refused because the mill
owners threatened to keep all
Lithuanian workers out of the
mills.

On the eve of the str'ke a cordon
sanitaire was established around
the mills and all traffic stopped.
Heavy police lines were formed
and very soon the “friend” of labor
Governor Brann rushed troops into
the sector. Under suck circum-
stances and rememberinz that
there was no previous union or-
ganization the walk-out of over
9 000 workers out of a total work-
ing force of 22,000, was indeed a
gratifying response.

No Quarter—Policy
Of Textile Barons

The brutal frankness with which
the open shop press conducted its
lynch campaign against unionism
con hardly be overstated. An idea
of its viciousness can be gotten
from the press comment at the
very end of the strike. Here is
how the Lewiston Daily Sun. re-
acted to the proposal to end the
strike by setting up the inconse-
auzntial and meaningless new
Board:

“Far better that the strike
continue, that many veovle go
hungry, that many mills be idle,
than that thru any action by
the President of the United
States the mills get busy again
with the expectation that a new
board, appointed by the Presi-
dent, shall have authority to ad-
minister the labor provisions of
the cotton, silk and wool code.
Such a board would be illegal.”
Hunger and misery may stalk

are digging black diamonds and
dollar nuggets for their employ-
ers! Perhaps amongst the rail-
road workers, where the TUUL
hasn’t even a single member to
take in a whiff of coal dust from
an engine or run the risk of get-
tng a grease spot on his overalls!
Perhaps in the “Silk City” of Pat-
erson, where that alphabeticz] per-
mutation and combination, known
as the NTWU, which recently,
with much self-satisfaction, her-
alded its own demise! Perhaps in
Gastonia, where once the party had
a real basis for effective work!
Very likely the Central Committee
has in mind the “National Mirror
Polishers Industrial Class Union
of Oshkosh”! This much we are
prepared to grant. What is fair
is fair and what is true is true

Some Embarassing Questions
Come Up

We can not applaud too lustly
the Central Committee of the par-
ty finally recognizing the fact that
“the overwhelming majority ef the
strikers in recent months were
workers organized in the A. F. of
L. unions.” At the same time, we
can not condemn too heartily the
fact that despite this trend, the
Central Committee, in the same
spacious resolution, thus hastens to
doff its ecap to union-splitting
policies and to embrace warmly
dual-unionism.

“This action of the M.W.L.U.
further demonstrated not only
that the M\W.L.U. is a force
among the seamen, but in gen-
eral the possibilities and the
role that the T. U. U. L. Unions
can play in the development
and leadership of the struggles
of the workers thru the appli-
cation of the united front pol-
icy.” (Our emphasis.)

Here a number of embarassing
questions appear on the scene.
What is this “United Front” that
the resolution speaks of ? Is it the
united front between the UTW
with its 300.000 members and the
NTWU, with its incalculable
membership ? Is it the united front
between the non-existent miners’
unions of the TUUL (NMU) and
the hundreds of tbousands in the
UMW. of A. affiliated to the
A.F.L.? Furthermore, how can the
Central Committee explain away
its present position of reccgnizing
(against its will. it is true) the
growth of the A. F. of L. when but
a few vears ago it denounced uc
from Moscow to Hollywcod for
resisting th= theory that the A. F.
of L. can no longer grow. We would
appreciate it if Comrade Browder
were to tell the membershin of
the Party what he now thinks of
the following statement made by
Comrade Foster in January, 1929:

“What is the future of the
A. F. of L. and the craft uniors
generally? Are they definitely
in decline as labor organiza-
tions? This question of per-
spective of the A. F. of L. be-
comes very important because in
it is involved the question of
whether or not there is a real
base for the development of the
new industrial union move-
ment. . .

“The A. F. of L. is definitely
in decline as a labor organiza-

the land. but the “legal” right of
the employers to rob and plunder
must not be limited even in words.
This becomes even clearer when
the same editorial concludes ar-
rogantly:

“Tt is no part of the business
of any industry to support any
number of employees, or to pay
any rate of wages.”

Prepare For New Battles

The great textile strike is over.
The leaders of the union may have
bartered away many conditions but
one thing they could not sell and
that is the tremendous fighting
spirit of the textile workers. These
workers are bound to rise once
again, better organized and under
more honest and militant leader-
ship, to strike down these feudal
lords of the textile industry.

tion. It can not and will not or-

ganize the unorganized.” (Wll-

liam Z. Foster, the Communst.

January, 1929.)

Incidentally, would Comrade
Browder to-day agree with Foster’s
following boast?: .

“The develpoment of this
struggle (the miners’ strike)
under the leadership of the
National Miners Union, fuliy
supports the program of build-
ing the new unions. It is a blow
in the face to such pecple as
the Lovestoneites. All the croak-
ings that the NMU is isolated
from the masses, has been dealt
a deadly smash. . . It would be
interesting indeed to see Love-
stone come here and tell the
workers to go back into the
strikebreaking UMWA.” (From
the Communist of July, 1931,
William Z. Foster.)

And, of courss, we would espe-
cially appreciate if Comrade Stac-
hel, that venerable leader of the
American trade union movement,
would to-day express his jud.cious
op'nion of the follow.ng evalua-
tion made by us as against Lo-
zovsky’s, which he then denounced
as anti-working class, anti-Soviet,
anti-Communist, anti-revolutionary
and what is even wcrse, anti-
Stalin:

“There could be nothing more
fatal to the American labor
movement in general and to the
revolutionary movement in part-
icular than the illusion that the
A. F. of L. can no longer grow
and has no future. It is silly to
look at the existing American
Trade union movement with its
3 000,000 members as stationary,
unchangeable. . . The outlook is
clearly for an irgress into the
trade unions, for sharp=ned class
conflicts involv'ng millions of
workers in trade unions as well
as millions of sorely pressed un-
organized. In the course of these
struggles the unorganized are
likely to pour into the unions
a decisive force, the leaven
germinating a new sprit of
struggle, militancy, and power
in these organizations.” (Work
ers Age, May 14, 1932.)

What Kind of Work
In The A. F. of L.?

Feebly and desperately the Cent-
ral Committee strives to become
a little more practical thru a new
note, somewhat less jarring to the
ear. In capital letters we find its
resolution calling on the members:
“To finally overcome and root out
all under-estimation of work in
the reformist uniens.” What kind
of work? Constructive or destruct-
ive? Building and transforming
the conservative unions into mil-
itant industrial unions or working
inside to smash them ? To do what
Lozovsky proposed? The Central
Committee of the Party must im-
mediatelv make clear to the
membership a~d to all workers
whether it still accepts the follow-
ing instruction of Lozovsky, the
head of the Red Trade Union In-
ternational:

“There is no need to shout
from the housetops ‘destroy the
unions’ as was done in Germany.
But that we want to break up
the reformist trade unions, that
we want to explode their disc-
ipline, that we want to wrest
from them the workers, that
we want to explode the trade
union apparatus and to destroy
it—of that there can not be the
slightest doubt.” (Lozovsky in
the RILU Plenum, February 15,
1932.)

Is this what the re<olution means
when it speaks of “the tremend-
ous importance of developing
work in the unions?” Fortunately,
we need not wait for another ver-
bose document. In the wooded foot-
hills of this resolution we can see
what’s at the bottom of it all by
lifting the camouflaging fol'age.
Here we find the Central Ccm-
mittee cursing against ‘“the hiding
of the -face of the Party!” Here
we find the command “to streng-
then the work and leadership of
the T. U. U. L. and other inde-
p>ndent unions under our influ-
ence.” Here we find the Central
Committez placing the same quan-
titative and qualitative emphasis
on work in the company unions as

The Resignation of Ger
Richberg and Swope - Heirs

The news has just come, in the
polite language of the press that
General Johnson has resigned from
the NRA. In the opinion of the
writer this was in the offing for
a long time. The general is too
out-spoken in his anti-labor policies
for the administration’s comfort.
His diatribes against labor, in the
form of condemning strikes in
general and the Textile and San
Franeisco strikes in particular,
correspond in essence to the anti-
labor nature of the NRA. The gen-
eral’s bluntness however does not
fit in with the administration’s
diplomacy and subtlety in soft-
soaping its policies against labor.
It isn’t good pelitics, according to
New Deal metheds, to state ex-

plicitly the need for suppressing
labor’s militaney and the need for
quasi-public unionism. Roosevelt’s
game is to say nothing and ap-
pear impartial. And, at the same
time, to act partially in organizing
capital (trade associations must
formulate the codes) and disorgan-
ize labor thru recognizing minority
representation, company unions,
agd nen-recognition of the closed
shop.

All this has been done by the
president with the greatest of
finesse and caution so as not to
arouse the suspicion of workers
who may fight, objectively, against

in the genuine A F of L, unions.
It commands: “To develop system-
atic work in the company unions
and win the workers to the trade
unions (naturally, T. U. U. L.
unions—J. L.) on the basis of ex-
posing the cempany unions thru
putting forward of demands, part-
jcipation in the elections, develop-
ing the struggles in the shops, etc.”

Relation of TUUL to NRA

Now let us turn to the letter to
the National Committee of the
Socialist Party. Slamming the
Executive Council of the A. F. of
L., which of course can not be
slammed too hard and too much
for proper cause, this letter char-
ges: “It demands support to the
A. F. of L. participation in the
NRA and its subsidiaries. . .” This
is rather strange talk, and thor-
oughly dishonest. Who was it but
Ben Gold that monumental figure
of that cemetery of “red unions”
known as the TUUL, who, in de-
sperate effort to win recognition
for the CP’s dual union in the fur
industry, argued, pleaded, and de-
manded, before the Fur Code
Authority in Washington, that the
Fur Workers Industrial Union
should be given representation on
the NRA Code Authority in the
fur industry. To clinch his case,
this two-fisted, silvertongued orator
of dual unionism, militantly pro-
claimed that there would be no
peace in the fur industry until
such time as the Fur Workers
Industrial Union would be re-
presented on the NRA Boards.

We have a hunch that it is not
out of place to remind the official
CP leadership about the story deal-
ing with sauce, goose, and gander.
It’s an old story, but like wine,
it improves with age —in some
cases. This instance is an ideal
case.

The CPO has consistently main-
ta‘ned the position that no labor
union should accept places on NRA
Boards and Code Authorities,
which are crushing fetters on the
mobility and organization of the
trade unions. The above-mentioned
class collaboration policy of the
TUUL only shows that the logical
consequences of dual unionism
when practiced even by the most
excited, self-deluded, and noisiest
revolutionists lead only to an anti-
working class position.

United Front From The Top.

Finally, we find the Central
Committee of the Party stooping
to conquer. It commits a most
ghastly right-wing deviation. Hor-
rors of opportunism! Catacombs
of social-reformism! Shades of the
Sixth World Congress! How come
that the Central Committee of the
self-confessed vanguard and only
leader of the American working
class can address an appeal to the
National Committee of so reform-
ist, so “bourgeois.” so “social-
fascist” an organization as the
American Socialist Party ? But six
years ago, at the Sixth World
Congress of the C.L the Trotskyite
Cannon, the ex-labor Democrat
Dunne, the legal-minded and
the legally-trained Browder, fierce-
ly denounced the CP, then under the
leadership of the present CPO, be-
fore the entire international re-
volutionary proletariat for com-
mitting that blackest of crimes,
the ecrime of writing an open let-
ter to the National Committee of
the same American Socialist Party!

We assure the membership of
the CP, the overwhelming major-

ity of whom are less than two
years in the party, that we bear
no illfeelings against the present
leadership of the party because it
now proclaims as a virtue exactly
that which it once branded as a
vicious crime. Yet, we are compel-
led to demand honesty in principles
and consistency in revolutionary
action. How can the Central Com-
mittee speak in its Trade Union
Resolution about “the treachercus
role of the social-fascists” and,
then, on the same page (page 15)
of the same issue (September 15)
of the same paper (Daily Worker)
appeal to the general staff (Na-
tional Committee of the SP) of
American social-fascism to ‘“come
tcgether with us upon an agreed
program of the most immediate
needs,” and “to move boldly and
decisively for uniting all forces of
the revolutionary working class?”

Who Is Whe
Among Ssocial Fascists

We greet even this turn, confus-
ing, contradictory, and inadequate
as it may be. There can be no real
united front effort by the CP until
it honestly and frankly declares
that it has decided to break with
its past anti-united front policies.
In the same appeal to the Na-
ticnal Committee of the SP, the
Central Committee of the CP, in
loyal but cowardly fashion, bows
before the “authoritative words of
Comrade Stalin,” to the effect that
the Social-democratic parties are
a wing of the Fascist front. Is this
the best road to the united front?
The Central Committee of the CP
is really heartless in the way in
which it works 1its imagination
overtime when it says: “We have
never classed the members and ad-
herents of the Socialist Party as
cocial-fascists, but on the contrary
consider them our class brothers.
We have nothing to repudiate or
correct in our expressed positions
on this question . . .”

Well. well! Does the Central
Committee of the CP still agree
with the following statement which
Pravda, the fountain head of all
official Communist theory and
vractice, made about the united
front and Social-democracy ?:

“There can be no compromise
or block with the Social-demo-
cratic workers against fascism
and social fascism.” (Inprecorr
Vol. II, No. 23.)

Would the Central Committee
endorse this line adopted at the
Eleventh Plenum of the ECCI?
Well, let’s guit putting embarras-
sing and irritating questions. The
CPO. is convinced that, under the
pressure of objective conditions
and under the pressure of the con-
structive criticism and practice of
the ICO with its effective, tactical
line, the Communist International
will, sooner rather than later, re-
turn to sound revolutionary poli-
cies, to the Leninist strategical
course. From what we know of
cur American party, which we
helped found, which we led and
built under the most unfavorable
objzctive conditions, it appears that
here in the United States the of-
ficial Communist movement will
make its return to a correct line
more slowly, more hesitatingly,
more confusedly and less consist-
ently, less frankly, than in other
s2ctions of the Comintern.

The C. P. O. pledges itself to
work with redoubled effort to
smooth the way, to facilitate the
course, to hasten the day of the
return of the Communist movement
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thg NRA but are taken in by their
misplaced faith in an individual—
Roosevelt.

In recent months there has been
a mounting discontent against the
ger}eral on the part of the trade
unions, expressed in resolutions
asking for his removal. It has
reached the point where the presi-
dent fears that the organized
workers would begin to direct
their animus. aroused by Johnson’s

policies, to the administration. If]j

this happened, the pro-labor myth
of the NRA would be blasted. In
order to avert such developments
he is sacrificing the indiv.dual,
who is the center of popular dis-
content, and is preserving the vir-
ginity of the NRA in the eyes of
the exploited masses. With this
obstacle removed, Roosevelt can
proceed on his way, hatching more
schemes, cloaked in sweet phrases
glorifying the role of labor and
dedicated to the objective of pre-
serving the rule of finance capital.

Recalls Cates-Johnson
Controversy

This procedure of easing John-
son out has, what may be termed
NRA precedent. In the early
beginnings of the NRA there
arose the famous Cates-Johnson
controversy. Dudley Cates had
come out, very openly, for vertical
unionism under government control
—a form of fascist unionism
which would have wusurped the
powers of independent class union-
ism. If such an open avowal of re-
actionary pol‘cy were adopted by
the administration. it would have
brought the most bitter resistance
from organized labor. including
the conservative AFL bureau-
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Arming Aq

The Associated Press dispatch
carries the news to us that an air-
plane, carrying machine guns, tear
gas, bombs, ete. to the textile
barons in the Rhode Island tex:ile
strike, was wrecked and its con-
tents destroyed while making a
forced landing in a mountain {cwn
in Pennsylvania.

The manufacturing of these
weapons of war upon labor are
at present largely the monopoly of
the Federal Laboratories, Inc. of
Pittsburgh, Pa., which boasts in
its prospectus that it is the oldest
and largest manufacturer of chem-
ical protective devices in the coun-
try. What these mean to the work-
ing class can easily be gleaned
from the pictures in the pamphlet
and their captions. They show gas
attacks upon strikers in the Amer-
ican steel strike, Fayette County
coal strike. Los Angeles commun-
ist riots, Wisconsin milk strike,
New York State milk strike, Am-
bridge, Pennsylvania—end of a
stubborn strike, West Virginia
coal strike, Weirton West Virginia
strike and against California com-
munists.

Their gas riot gun (price $60)
is highly spoken of by the Federal
Laboratories, Inc. as a rperfect
weapon for dispersing mobs, quel-
ling wvrison riots, routing bar-
ricaded criminals, guarding pay
rolls, protecting public and private
property.

Federal riot guns are used by
leading state constabularies, most
large penal institutions, Roval
Canadian Mounties, Federal Re-
serve banks, United States Buro
of Investigation, Armored Car

in the United States to the tactic-
al line of revolutionary, Leninist,
realism. This is the ma‘n highway,
really the shortest road, to the
very much-needed unification of
the Communist movement in the
United States. Here is our historic
mission. Here we shall fight to
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score a decisive victory—for our
party and our class—the Commu-|
nist party and the American pro-
letariat. l
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