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Five Cents

At First
GLANCE

By JAY LOVESTONE

N his vicious anti-Soviet article in the

Hearst press, Rear Admiral Yates
Stirling, Commandant Brooklyn Navy
Yard, drops a couple of timely remarks
that merit appreciation. Inadvertently,
we suppose, the rear admiral grants that
“Germany and the other nations of the
world whose economic security is based
upon capitalistic principles AND THE
DICTATORSHIP OF THE BOUR-
GEOISIE . . . hate and fear the Soviet
Union.”

This is no news to class-conscious
workers. But we do suggest to our read-
ers to clip this item, paste it in their
hats and fling it in the teeth of Stirling

and other jingoes when the next war.

comes around and they ask us to go to
war to save American democracy. At
least we can be thankful for the official
admission that the U. S. Government,
that American democracy, is a “dicta-
torship of the bourgeoisie.”

And to those who doubt the menace to
the Soviet Union and the necessity of
the U.S.S.R. seeking to avoid war, the
former Commander of the U. S. Naval
Base Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, says: “Will
the full force of this universal desire for
conflict be expended in a fratricidal war
in Europe. Or may we not look for a
united front against Communism? . . .
Cannot one see the outlines of a daring
plan, not only forever laying the ghost
of Bolshevism but for opening up the
fertile lands of Russia to a crowded and
industrially hungry Europe?”

Admiral Stirling is as frank as the
Gordian knot was hard. His conclusions
are not merely dipped in malice but are
made of duty as seen by the ruling class-
es the world over. The working classes
must fearlessly see their class duty and
prepare for fulfilling the same.

ECENT remarks of Herriot and

Mussolini may be neither new nor
tender. However, they go a long way
towards illuminating two of the world’s
most critical and complicated situations.
Explaining the kaleidoscopic cabinet
shifts in France, Herriot well said:
“Ours is a democratic state with con-
servative creditors.” Here is the key to
the basic problems of French polities so
often muddied by its participants and
muddled by its “expert” observers.

And telling England where to get off
at in its protests against Italian plans
to devour Abyssinia, Mussolini told the
hypocritical British imperialist spokes-
men that he “would imitate to the letter
those who would now preach us a ser-
mon but who have demonstrated that,
when they were creating an empire and
defending it, never took into considera-
tion world opinion.”

These words must be razors to the
“delicate” hearts of Baldwin, Eden, and
Chamberlain! This is precisely the foun-
dation of Japanese imperialist policy to-
day. It is nothing new. It is simply an
attempt on the part of such latecomers,
as Italian and Japanese imperialism, to
share in the loot, to join in the rape of
the weaker countries. But better late
than never is not so easy a game to play
in the imperialist world arena. It im-
plies a challenge to those powers already
satiated, or first on the scene. This in-
volves wars for the redistribution of the
loot.

Here is the composite picture of five-
sixths of the world.

N the first twenty-seven months of

his administration Roosevelt has
spent over 15 billion dollars and incur-
red a budgetary deficit of about 8 bil-
lion dollars. Surface observers spinning
yarns in behalf of Wall Street will un-
doubtedly shed tears over these figures.
These will be but crocodile tears, as an
examination of the above will reveal.

Despite all the poise that has been
made by Roosevelt over huge relief ex-
penditures, direct relief and civil works
activities have taken only about 2 bil-
lion dollars. The RFC alone—helping big
corporations and banks—used up more
than $2,500,000,000. Such New Deal pro-
jects as credit extension, TVA, public
works, etc. have sucked in many more
millions.

Furthermore, to meet these mounting
bills, the government has resorted to
borrowing. This means piling up more
burdens on those already overburdened.
The Roosevelt administration hasn’t
dared touch the biggest income-receiv-
ers thru raising their taxes and thus
avoiding the budget deficit. Obviously,
all this crying about the government
being in the red is just a lot of cheap
and fraudulent hokum. More than that.
If Roosevelt were so anxious to avoid
constitutional difficulties in his legis-
lation, there are ways open to him. Not-
ably the road of taxing heavily the big
shots in finance and industry.

But only the politically purblind would
seriously propose such roads to an ad-

GERMANY TALKS
AIR PACT

The proposals of Hitler-Germany for
an air pact are intended to drive a wedge
between England and France and to foil
the Franco-Soviet and Czecho-Soviet
treaties. It is announced that perhaps
Baldwin will become Foreign Minister.
This would mean a most vigorous and
active British foreign policy in the near
future. Baldwin’s policy is for close col-
laboration with France and the “edu-
cation” of public opinion in England that
England must actively and directly par-
ticipate in European collective agree-
ments. The attempt of Hitler-Germany
to prove that the Franco-Soviet pact is
in violation of the Locarno pact is fu-
tile. The Franco-Soviet pact was signed
with the approval of the British gov-
ernment.

The negotiations on naval forces with
Hitler-Germany are being utilized by
England to obtain further official infor-
mation on the German naval plans and
to exploit this information in order to
create public sentiment in favor of in-
creased English naval forces. It is ob-
vious that this will also lead to an in-
creased American and Japanese fleet.

CABINET CRISES
IN FRANCE

The onslaught on the franc began ex-
actly on May 13th—one day after the

EUROPE TODAY

By August Thalheimer

municipal elections which had indicated
a leftward swing amongst the popula-
tion and in which the Communists had
scored successes. This, then, was the
extra-parliamentary answer of the bour-
geoisie to the parliamentary victories
of the working class. The Flandin re-
gime fell victim to this situation. Its
successor, the Bouisson regime, which
lasted only 24 hours, was also a regime
of “National Union” but with a much
more left character due to the pressure
of mass sentiment. The cabinet of Bouis-
son numbered 4 Radical Socialists, a
member of the S. P. of France who had
resigned from the Party. Frossard, as
well as Ernest J.afont from the Social-
ists de France. It included two gener-
als, a marshall and 3 ex-communists:
Laval, Frossard, Ernest Lafont.

The program of this cabinet was at
first the same as that of the Flandin
regime: defense of the frane, deflation,
i.e. new burdens for the working class.
It was overthrown on the eve of June
4th by 264 votes against 262, What
was the cause of this sudden fall? The
attitude of the Radical Socialists proved
to be decisive. They split into 3 sections.
65 voted for the government, about 50
against it and 40 abstained. The Radi-
cal Socialist party which had promised
Bouisson to vote for granting full pow-
er split under the pressure of the left.

(Continued on Page 4)

Protest Against Martial
Law in Omaha Strike

Lumber Strike
In Crucial Period

Workers Ask A. F. L. Council
To Remove Their Leaders—
Militancy In Ranks Rises

By EARL LANE

PORTLAND, Oregon.—Close of the
fifth week of the Northwest lumber
strike finds the rank and file engaged
in a bitter struggle to win the leader-
ship of the union and bring the struggle
to a successful conclusion. Over 40,000
men are still out and with one exception
every large mill that went out at the be-
ginning of the strike is now closed.

* * *

From the outset Muir, Brown, Lumm,
& Co., tried every trick in the repertoire
of the labor faker, from arbitrarily low-
ering the strike demands and sending
some mills back to work under separate
agreements to raising the red scare, in
order to break the back of the strike.

As reported in the June 8th issue of
the Workers Age, Muir announced in the
name of the Northwest Council that the
strike demands had been reduced and
that the union was ready to return to
work on these terms. This sell-out
“agreement” was not even taken up on
the floor of the Northwest Convention
of the Sawmill and Timber Workers
Union. Considerable sentiment was
manifested at the convention for taking
the leadership of the strike out of the
hands of Muir & Co. A resolution was
introduced to make the Northwest Coun-
cil into a general strike committee af-
ter it had been conclusively proven that
the Council cannot take any action bind-
ing on its representation. This was de-
feated by a parliamentary trick and the
convention adjourned without any deci-
sive action being taken in regard to the
conduct of the strike.

Muir announced that the Weyerhaus-
er and Long-Bell companies of Long-
view, the key mills of the Northwest,
had agreed to the terms of the “Muir
agreement” and ordered the Longview
local to return to work which it did.

But sentiment for rank and file con-
trol had been maturing rapidly. On
Tuesday the Olympic local wired Wil-
liam Green demanding that Muir be re-
moved as vice-president of the Interna-
tional Brotherhood of Carpenters & Join-
ers with which the S. & T.W.U. is af-
filiated. On Wednesday morning the
Longview local of the Shingleweavers
Union which had previously rejected the
Muir sell-out, sent pickets to the Weyer-
hauser and Long-Bell mills and pulled
the crews out to a man. At a mass meet-
ing held that night the men voted to re-
ject the Muir agreement and remain on
strike until their original demands were
won. On Thursday a general strike com-
mittee was set up at Aberdeen, Wash,,
which will endeavor by the use of mili-
tant strike tactics to win the original
strike demands.

Immediately it became evident that
Muir had lost control of the strike, at
least in the key cities, Governor Clar-

(Continued on Page 2)

Unions Must Support Strikers
Co. Hides Behind National
Guard Bayonets

Trade unionists and trade unions must
register their strongest protest against
the martial law which now rules Omaha
Nebraska, restricting and wiping out the
right to strike and picket.

Since April 20 the car strikers of
Omaha have fought bitterly for wage
increases and shortening of hours of
labor without any signs of willingness
to negotiate the differences on the part
of the company. But when the strike
became most ecffective, when the mass
of the workers in the city began to show
active signs of support, the company
immediately made use of provocateurs
and stool pigeons to provoke a situation
calling for the interference of the armed
forces of the state.

The company has now declared its
willingness to negotiate, apparently
feeling safe behind the bayonets of the
National Guard. All trade unions should
lose no time in expressing their resent-
ment at the use of armed forces. Moral
and financial support to the car strikers
will help stiffen their resistance and
win their full demands.

Coal Operators
Arm for Strike

(From a letter by a miner)

Our local has received the strike call
from President Lewis of the UM.W.A.
From the looks of things here nothing
can stop the strike except the granting
of an increase in wages by the opera-
tors.

The coal companies are feverishly pre-
paring for the strike. In the case of
the company I work for, 35,000,000 tons
of coal is being accumulated—a 30-day
reserve. In the case of the Capitol Coal
Company the UM W.A. has a real fight
on its hands since the miners are or-
organized also in a company union. The
mine will attempt to operate on the basis
of the present agreement thus wiping out
the UM.W.A. There are many workers
here extremely backward. They feel
doubtful about the strike. Whatever
conditions they have now they attribute
not to the strength of their organiza-
tion but to the NRA.

There is practically no preparations
for the strike at all. Nor is there a pro-
gressive group to put forward a program
of militant action. Whatever progressive
movement we had among the soft coal
miners was smashed by the stupid poli-
cies of the Communist Party some two
years ago. Up to now we have not suc-
ceeded in rebuilding the progressive
movement.

MINE STRIKE POSTPONED AGAIN

Again the strike of soft coal miners
has been postponed until the middle of
July. It is almost a certainty now that
the strike will not be called. The oper-
ators will be in a good position to meet
any strike threat.

The official communique issued by
Moscow in connection with the visit of
the French Minister of Foreign Affairs,
Laval, is still the subject of hot debates
in the French labor movement. Stalin’s
statement has had a surprising and deep-
going effect on both the Socialist Party
and the Communist Party of France.
Both the statement and its effects are
of international significance to the labor
movement since they touchea fundament-
al question of Communist policy and
reach into the very depths of revolution-
ary policies as such. We therefore deem
it necessary to place before our readers
some of the most important material so
that they may form their own judgment
of the situation.

The communique in question reads as
follows:

“Both (contracting partics) are duty
bound in the interest of the maintenance
of peace not to weaken their national de-
fense in any away. In this respect Stalin
fully endorses the national defense policy
carricd out by France to maintain her
armed forces at the level necessary to her
security.”

ministration like Roosevelt’s that is dedi-
cated to fortifying capitalism. In short,
tho the Roosevelt social security pro-
gram may glitter like gold in its ad-
vertising, it taste like tin in its sub-
stance.

Stal_i_ri and the Crisi

THIS ARTICLE PRESENTS THE POSITION OF THE
INTERNATIONAL COMMUNIST OPPOSITION

STATEMENT WAS A
MISTAKE

We, the Communist Party (Opposi-
tion), fully endorse this statement inso-
far as it is a statement of the Soviet
Union and the leadership of the Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Union. The
Soviet Union has concluded a pact with
the French government which provides
for military cooperation of both parties
in peace and in the eventuality of war.
If this is permissible—and we think it
is—then it is also permissible to express
this action in words. On the other hand,
however, such a statement made by the
C.L or any of its sections, exccpting that
of the Soviet Union, is absolutely im-
permissible. No one would have linked
up this statement with the Communist
International had it been issued solely
in the name of the Soviet government,
had it appeared simply as just another
diplomatic act. Due to the fact, how-
ever, that Stalin’s name was mentioned
in the statement does it become
casier for the bourgeois press to aseribe
the statement to the Communist Inter-
national. What is still worse, certain
Communist parties look upon this state-
ment not simply as an act of diplomacy
but as a guide of action for the Com-
munist Parties outside the Soviet Union.

We are, therefore, of the cpinion that it
was wrong to issue the communique in
the name of Stalin.

As was to be expected, the bourgeois
and even the Social Democratic press
of France described the statement as
being not only in the name of the Sov-
iet Union but also in the name of the
C.I1. and demanded that the Socialist
Party make a fundamental change in its
position on the question of national de-
fense in accordance with Stalin’s de-
claration.

FRENCH BOURGEOIS
PRESS IS ELATED

The Temps, organ of the French For-
eign Office, wrote in its editorial col-
umns on May 17th as follows:

“ ... at last we have the official com-
munique on the conclusion of the Moscow
negotiations pledging not only the Soviet
Union but the Russian Communist Party
and the Third International in the person
of Mr. Stalin. The political apparatus of
the Soviet regime places the question in
its true light.”

Their comment on the Stalin commu-
nique follows:

“This statement which in all respects
pledges the leader of the Russian Com-
munist Party and of the Third Interna-

s in French Communism

tional is naturally of tremendous signifi-
cance. It includes the categoric denuncia-
tion of all anti-military and revolutionary
activities aimed at the weakening of the
armed forces pf France.”
The well-known Pertinax wrote
Matin:
“IWhat a grand achicvement—this com-
munique brought by Pierre Laval from
Moscow! The French government is en-
abled thru the Sowviets to defend the French
army against the Blums and Cachins.”
The entire bourgeois press of France
wrote along the above lines.

in

SOCIAL DEMOCRACY
IN BITTER ATTACK

Leon Blum, the leader of the French
S. P. wrote the following in Populaire
on May 17th under the heading, “Unity
in Spite of All”

“If Stalin endorses this policy he repu-
diates those who have refused to support
it. Ile repudiates those who refused to
wote for the two-year period of military
service, those who refused to wote for ex-
traordinary credits going towards an in-
creased French air force, those who have
carried on a campaign against the reten-
tion of soldiers in the barracks . . . he
therefore repudiates the campaign carried
on indefatiguably by us for many years
for security thru the collective organiza-
tion of arbitration courls, of mutual aid,
of disarmament and control. . . . By ‘us’

(Continued on Page 3)
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DEBUNK

This is the third in a series of articles by‘
Comrade Lovestone on “Soviet Foreign Policy
and the World Revolution.” In the follow-
ing article Lovestone continues to discuss a
number of other criticisms leveled at the So-
wiet Union.—Editor.

By JAY LOVESTONE

So far we have examined the funda-
mental features characterizing the for-
eign policy of the U.S.S.R. from the days
when Lenin was its best head, Trotsky
its most articulate mouth, thru the pres-
ent day when Stalin is its firmest hand.
Now, let us turn to an examination of
the case made against Soviet foreign
policy by its opponents. This indictment
essentially runs along the following
lines:

THE INDICTMENT OF SOVIET'S
FOREIGN POLICY

1. The Communist Party of the Soviet
Union is engaged in an economic drive
at home to build socialism in the USSR.
This policy of building “socialism in one
country” is the cornerstone of Soviet for-
eign policy and spells disinterestedness
in and neglect of the world revolution.

2. In its desperate efforts to achieve
this goal the USSR has been driven to
resort to speed-up in production, the
stimulation of competition among indiv-
iduals, and the fostering of inequalities
in Soviet industry. Worse than that, cry
these critics, the Soviets are therefore
bent on developing and intensifying com-
mercial relations with capitalist powers.
In the same breath these calumniators
of the motives of Soviet foreign policy
find the Soviets guilty of what appears
to them an abhorrent crime—the crime
of seeking to become self-sufficient. On
this basis, they argue, the USSR is
bound to be suffering from a weak-
kneed policy in foreign affairs and from
a too great anxiety for peace even at
the expense of the world revolution.

3. This foreign policy “forced on the
Soviet Union by the present leadership
of the CPSU, headed by Stalin”, the self-
confessed ultra-revolutionists maintain,
means giving up the Comintern, pre-
supposes adamant refusal to render
armed aid to the proletariat and colon-
ial masses inhabiting five-sixths of the
earth. The interests of the Soviet Union
are in conflict and incompatible with the
interests of the international proletar-
iat, according to these critics.

BROCKWAY SEES SOVIET
AS COMPROMISED

The perpetrators of such masterpieces
of confusion and calumny must natural-
ly come to but one conclusion: The US-
SR and its foreign policy are “past hope,
past cure, past help.” Hence, Fenner
Brockway, the leader of the Independ-
ent Labor Party of England, sizes up
Soviet foreign policy in this fashion:

“Russia does not want war. That,
one understands. But international op-
position to imperialism must not be
sacrificed even to the interests of Rus-
sia.” (New Leader, London, June 17,
1934.) Brockway, to coneretize his com-
plaint, chides the Soviet government for
“gcquiescence in Japanese imperialism
in the East.”

“The danger is that in the immediate
strengthening of the tie between the
Soviet government and the capitalist
governments the ties of international
working class struggle and solidarity
may be weakened.”

“Mr. Eden was welcomed as though
he were in a capitalist country rather
than in a workers’ state. The Workers
State which has overthrown Monarchy,
Capitalism and Imperialism flaunted the
symbols of Monarchy, Capitalism and
Imperialism on every hand. Union Jacks
were displayed at every turn; Mr. Eden
heard the strains of the National An-
them wherever he went. If this viola-
tion of the whole spirit of Soviet Rus-
sia really impressed Mr. Eden, it can
only have been because he felt that it
signified a modification of the Russian
attitude.” (New Leader, London, April
5, 1935.) (Emphasis ours).

To have completed his horrible picture
of betrayal, Fenner Brockway should not
have forgotten to mention that Mr. Eden
also was compelled to listen to the
strains of the “Internatiopal” and other
revolutionary songs of the Red Army
and the world proletariat. Incidentally,
it might be further added that while
Litvinoff, under instructions of the CP
SU, was toasting King George V, Pol-
litt, under instructions of the C.P. of
G.B., was roasting the same King George
and organizing demonstrations against
the Silver Jubilee of this over-aged
monarch.

THE WEAKER THE U.S.S.R.
THE BETTER—TROTSKY

Trotsky, chief of these prosecutors of
the “guilty” leadership of the CPSU
has from his false premise, logically con-
cluded that: “The more the U.S.S.R.
strengthens its international position,
the deeper becomes the rift between the
Soviet government and the internation-
al struggle.” (New Republic, November
1, 1933.) In other words, in line with
Trotsky’s reasoning, the weaker the in-
ternational position of the USSR, the
less rift there is between the Soviet gov-
ernment and the international revolution-
ary movement. What tasks such a policy
would set for the international labor
movement are obvious: outright anti-
Soviet operations.

It is necessary to clear the ground
and take the discussion out of the at-

As Trotsky’s Bitterness Rises His Memory Grows Shorter

mosphere of factional pique in which
the Trotskyites have placed it. Let us
face conditions as they are—in their
historical light, as they developed over
years for the Russian and the entire in-
ternational proletariat.

The world revolution which the Sov-
iet proletariat in 1917 expected to come
has not come yet. The Russian proletar-
ian revolution is the first chapter of the
international revolution but only one
chapter at that. The bourgeoisie suc-
ceeded in inflicting a number of serious
defeats on the international revolution
and in stabilizing its rule. Who of us
has forgotten the defeat of the Red
Army at the gates of Warsaw, the gates
of Western Europe, when the Soviet pro-
letariat made a heroic but unsuccessful
attempt, thru armed aid, to extend the
world revolution beyond its own bor-
ders. And let no one forget our defeats
in Bavaria, Hungary, and Germany. Bol-
sheviks must never hesitate to admit de-
feats. Denying them doesn’t overcome
them.

By the way, Trotsky and Co. should
be the last ones to organize a slander
chorus against the present CPSU leader-
ship for not rushing armed aid to the
world proletariat at all times. Such
armed aid can’t be 1endered indiserimin-
ately, regardless of the conditions at
hand, without regard to the class rela-
tions in the country to be assisted. Even
in Lenin’s days, in an international sit-
uation which was far more revolution-
ary than today, the Bolshevik Party
limited its armed aid to the proletariat
in revolt in the regions of the former
Czarist empire. And not in every case
was such aid appropriate, as could bhe
seen from the reactions of the Polish
workers to the Red drive in 1920.

When Trotsky was still at the zenith
of his career in the Russian revolution
he consistently and vigorously main-
tained—even to the point of impermissi-

bility—the position that it was wrong to
carry revolution into a country from the
outside. For this reason, he opposed
the Warsaw offensive in 1920; very
properly he eloquently implored the
Moscow proletariat not to lose its head
clamoring to rush armed forces to aid
the German workers in 1923. In Feb-
ruary 1931 Trotsky went to unwarrant-
ed lengths and even opposed the Red
Army helping the revolutionists in Geor-
gia, now one of the Soviet Republics.
This question of armed aid by the Rus-
sian proletariat to the workers of other
countries should never be handled in a
factional manner. Lenin focused the
proper light on this all-important prob-
lem when he declared:

“But we have not pledged ourselves
to start a revolutionary war without
taking into account how far it is pos-
sible to wage such a war at any par-
ticular moment.” (Lenin: Thesis on
the Question of the Immediate Con-
clusion of a Separate and Annexation-
ist Peace.)

TROTSKY’'S MEMORY
GROWS SHORTER

Evidently, Trotsky, embittered by the
treatment he received at the hands of
the Stalin leadership, is now seeking to
perform an upside down operation. Such
operations in revolutionary politics are
unprincipled and ruinous. They are dic-
tated only by factional considerations
and merit only unmerciful condemnation
by every class conscious worker.

The argument that the Soviet Govern-
ment is betraying the world proletariat
because it has relations with capitalist
countries is not new. It is as old as
such foreign relations are. It saw the
light of day long before Stalin was
primus in the CPSU leadership. Let us
turn to the deliberations of the Com-
intern Enlarged Executive Committee
sessions in February-March 1922. At

this time the French, Italian, and Span-
ish Communist parties’ delegations de-
nounced the adoption of united front tac-
tics by the C.I. These delegates charged
that such tactics—united front actions by
Communist parties with Social Demo-
cratic parties and organizations—were
dictated by needs of Soviet foreign pol-
icy. Speaking for the French delega-
tion, Monmousseau said in part:

“Why do we need a united front
now? Because the revolution is sur-
rounded by a world of enemies, is iso-
lated and cannot continue to exist for-
ever in such a hostile world without
the help of the international proletar-
iat . . . Since the Russian revolution
cannot rely upon the hypothesis of the
world revolution nor on the effective
forces of the Communist Internation-
al, it is constantly seeking new align-
ments, It is no longer banking on
the international revolution but is
concerned only with the preservation
of the fruits of the Russian revolu-
tion. The Russians ... are now form-
ing alliances with capitalist states . . .
and are desirous of coming to an un-
derstanding with the reformists in
order to save the Soviet Union.”
Most effective in their replies to the

above accusation were Zinoviev and
Trotsky. Zinoviev, then the head of the
C.I, posed the problem in its true his-
torical light. He said:

“If, for example, the Red Army of
Soviet Russia had taken Warsaw in
.1920, the tactics of the C.I. today
would be quite different. This, how-
ever, did not happen. The Russian
Party was forced to make greater
economic concessions to the peasants
and partly to the bourgeoisie. This
decreased the tempo of the proletarian
revolution, and vice versa; the defeats
suffered by the proletariat of West-
ern Europe during 1919 and 1921 in-

fluenced the policies of the first pro-

By A PROGRESSIVE

For yeais the dual “industrial” union
in the knitgoods industry and its brother
dual union in the needle trades indus-
try have chanted a refrain of the glories
of “revolutionary unionism”. They nev-
er lost a single opportunity to cry “com-
pany unionism” every time the Ameri-
can Federation of Labor was mentioned.

For the last few months these very
same pure,
and their cohorts within the A. F. of L.
have become the champion “unity” how-
lers. At every meeting, regardless of the
question under discussion, these peo-
"ple shout for “unity” of the industrial
union with the A. F. of L. “company
union”. It is important that all pro-
gressives and class conscious workers
understand this apparent change of tune.

Stages Of Dual Union
Policy

The policies of the dual unionists with-
in and without the A. F. of L. can
roughly be divided into three stages.

The first stage, flowing from the the-
ory that the A. F. of L. unions were
company unions and part of the capital-
ist state, consisted in a clear unadult-
erated policy of splitting the A. F. of L.
unions and building dual Red unions. The
realization that complete severance of
the dual unions from the A. F. of L. re-
sulted in absolute isolation, forced the
dual union theoreticians to send some
of their adherents scurrying back to the
A. F. of L., in order to use the member-
ship of the A. F. of L. unions as a re-
cruiting ground for their new dual
unions.

After a number of turns and re-turns,
came the period that climaxed the con-
fusion and bankruptey of the entire dual-
ist position—the still born Independent
Federation of Labor. Communist party
members and other supporters of dual
unionism were running in circles, dizzy
from the instruction on the new line.
They were instructed to build the trio,
T.U.U.L. unions, the “class independent
unions” and the “opposition” within the
A. F. of L. The party leadership looked
eagerly for a growth of independent
unions outside the A.F. of L., hoping to be
able to gracefully bury the dead T.U.U.
L. unions under cover of unity with the
independent unions.

Fortunately the independent union
movement did not materialize to any, ex-
tent and again the T.U.U.L. champions
were compelled to retreat under the slog-
an of saving the Independent Federation
of Labor for a more “appropriate” mo-
ment. Every twist, turn, and manouver
of the dual unionists was defeated by

treat from every position. Today life
itself has compelled the official burial
of the long dead T.U.U.L. but the anti-
A. F. of L. ideology lingers on. There
has been no repudiation of the estimate
of the A. F. of L. as Fascist and com-
pany union and no admission of the fall-
acy of building dual unions. Yet despite
the fact that official documents have
not repudiated their early estimate, the
Party leadership has called upon its fol-
lowers and members to build the A.
F. of L.

untouchable revolutionists,

reality, and they were compelled to re-|

UNITY IN THE KNITGOODS INDUSTRY

Welcome Change

Progressives should welcome this
change in policy, but it is our duty to
point out that it is impossible to ef-
fectively bring about any basic change
unless there is absolute clarity on the
issues involved. It is fantastic to ex-
peet workers, who have been told for
five ycars that the A. F. of L. unions
are fascist, to change their attitude and
approach, without a thorogoing dis-
cussion and a frank admission of errors.

If they are sincere about building the
A. F. of L. it is logical to expect that
the next step should be the liquidation
of the existing dual unions, and the en-
trance of the membership into the A. F.
of L. union in the industry. DBut not
these fellows—they are still in the throes
of dualism. -

Facing Boss Offensive

At the present moment in the knit-
goods industry the employers are launch-
ing a vicious attack against the Joint
Council Knitgoods Workers Union at-
tempting to invalidate the existing agree-
ment and smash the Union. They have
leveled the brunt of their attack against
the progressive administration of the
Union. They charge the administration
with “unduly agitating the workers,”
making “strikes an institution” and not
making for “harmony” between the
workers and the bosses. To quote one
of the officers of the employers associa-
tion “We wanted to get away from the
Red Union and we got this, we would
much rather deal with the Industrial
Union than the Joint Council under the
lecadership of Nelson.”

Simultaneously with this attack of the
employers the dual “Industrial” joins
hands with the bosses in launching an
equally vicious attack on the Joint Coun-
cil  while hypocritically calling for
“unity”. The dual unionists raise the
question of unity as if it were a new
and original discovery, as if unity has
just recently become an important is-
sue, They conveniently forget that we
progressives raised the question of unity
within the A. F. of L. ever since the
birth of the T.U.U.L. and that we fought
for unity when they called the A. F. of
L. company unions and its leaders so-
cial Fascists. Today the progressives
are still the only force that is genuine-
ly for unity, we place no obstacles in
the way of unity. We have repeatedly
stated our position. This position has
been uphgld by the overwhelming maj-
ority of the union membership. We re-
peat:

1. All knitgoods workers are eligible
for membership in the Joint Council.

2. No discrimination against any knit-
goods worker, because of his opinions,
principles or party affiliation.

3. We have already given and will
continue to give consideration on ini-
tiation fees to former industrial union
members.

Words And Deeds

The “Industrial” union leadership, des-
perate at the disintegration of their
union and dismayed at the steady growth
of the Joint Council, is forced to re-
sort to unity manouvers in an attempt

to stem the growing sentiment within
their ranks for affiliation to the Joint
Council. They place “demands” to the
Joint Council that are insincere, im-
possible to realize, and serve as an ob-
stacle to unity. Their actions complete-
ly contradict even their verbal pretence
for unity.

While speaking of “unity” (which
means under any circumstance the li-
quidation of their organization) they
proceed to tax their membership as high
as $7.00 per member for “organization
purposes” They speak of “unity” and
call meetings to discuss arrangements
for a new agreement after Aug. 1st the
expiration date of their present agree-
ment. Their entire policy is to mouth
phrases about unity, but in action to
proceed with the maintenance of their
dual organization. The first pre-requi-
site for unity would be the liquidation
of the so-called “Industrial” union. As
long as they maintain the dual union
they still wear the odious label of dual
unionists.

Progressives, stand firmly bchind the
stand of the Joint Council. Any official
negotiations with the dual organization
would result in harm for the entire la-
bor movement. Such negotiations would in
effect be recognition of the dual union
movement and would render justifica-
tion for its prior existence. It is abso-
lutely necessary for progressives to com-
pletely expose the danger and bankrupt-
cy of dualism, thereby removing one in-
centive for any similar secession move-
ments of the future.

LUMBERMEN FACE TURN
IN STRIKE COURSE

(Continued from Page 1)
ence D. Martin of Washington issued a
long statement in which he called upon
the county authorities to use their full
resources to smash the strike.

“I serve notice that such Commu-
nistic activities, professional agita-
tion, coercion and intimidation must
not be tolerated in Washington, and
that, while there must be no curtail-
ment of the right of collective bar-
gaining and peaceful picketing, the
right of men to work must be re-
spected. . . . I direct the Washingtan
sltate patrol to co-operate fully with
local authorities for the prompt ar-
rest of the leaders and members of
any groups which resort to threats
and intimidation to prevent men from
working and prevent resumption of
operations in the lumber industry of
Washington.”

In the face of the probable impend-
ing reign of terror, the lumber workers
nust be prepared for a long and bitter
struggle and must spare no effort to
attempt to rally to their support the
entire labor movement of the Northwest:
Remember the marine strike of last sum-
mer and don’t let your ranks be split by
the raising of the red scare.

The San Francisco local of the Sailors
Union of the Pacific has voted unani-

mously to recall Paul Scharrenberg as
delegate to the Central Labor Council.

ING SOME CRITICS OF THE SOVIETS

letarian state and slowed down the
tempo in Russia. It is a two-fold pro-
cess. The difficulties of the Russian
Soviet government had their effects
on all other parties; the general fight
for emancipation of the warking
class likewise influences our policies.

“This is the sense of the position
taken by the Third Congress as well
as in the theses on the united front in
relation to Soviet Russia. This, how-
ever, by no means signifies that the
Russian Party which is the leading
party in the Comintern, will utilize
these for its own egoistic purposes.
To maintain this is to slander the
Comintern. It is impossible to con-
ceive that the interests of a proletar-
ian power are not identical with the
interests of the entire proletariat. The
Russian Revolution as well as the
struggles of the German, English and
French workers effect the new situa-
tion; the Russian revolution more so
because within the last few years the
struggle of the Russian proletariat
has been of greater significance than
that of other countries. But one can-
not maintain that the Comintern is
misusing any policy in the interest of
the workers government. To maintain
this means to argue from the point of
view of the Second and the Two-and-
a-half International and is to fail to
understand that the deeper historical
interests of the first victorious prole-
tarian state are identical with those
of the entire working class.”

And Trotsky followed in the same vein
by saying:

“Comrades, the interests of the
Soviet Republic can be none other
than the interests of the internation-
al revolutionary movement. And if
you believe that we have become so
absorbed and so hypnotized by our
tasks as statesmen that we are no
longer capable of correctly estimat-
ing the interests of the labor move-
ment, then it would be in place to
add a paragraph in the statutes of
our International according to which
every Party, unfortunate enough to
have seized state power, is expelled
from the International.” (Laughter).

The Trotsky of 1922 talked quite a
different language from the Trotsky of
1933! No one should be tempted to ask
why the sharp swerve by this erstwhile
member of the Political Buro of the
CPSU.

HISTORY DOES
REPEAT ITSELF

History does repeat itself. But how?
When the French C. P. last year dropped
its anti-united front policy and made an
almost 180 degree turn in the opposite
direction, many of the carping critics of
the USSR shrieked that this turn was
made because of the needs of Soviet
foreign policy. They charged that the
interests of the Soviet government in-
spired the CP of France to come out
for the united front. Of course, these
same people, only a few weeks before
the turn by the French CP, howled that
in the interest of Soviet foreign policy
the French Communists were against
the united front. At this point, it is not
inappropriate to underline the fact that
the Soviet foreign policy toward France
remained unchapged while the French

CP policy changed completely. This
shift by the French CP to unit-
ed front tactics arose primarily

because of mass pressure in its ranks
for united action with the SP to stem
the Fascist tide. Apparently when clique
venom is substituted for a Marxian po-
litical approach such “little things” as
mass pressure are easily overlooked.

It is indeed to laugh that hard-boiled
centrists in the labor movement should
be jumping on the Soviet government
and condemning its foreign policy as
responsible for recent changes for the
better in Comintern policy. The depths
of folly in this position are reached by
Brockway. He says:

“A  further devclopment arising
from Soviet Russia’s foreign policy
must be rccognized. There is not only
the tendency of the Soviet govern-
ment to modify its attitude to-
wards the capitalist-imperialist gov-
ernments. There is the tendency of
the partics affiliated to the Commu-
nist International to modify their
policies in a parallel way. In every
country the Communist Parties are
moderating their policies. In Britain
the Communist Party is clearly pre-
paring the way for a changed attitude
towards the Labor Party.” (New
Leader, November 30, 1934).

When the CPGB was steeped in ultra-
leftism Brockway said its sectarian pol-
icy was dictated by the interests of Sov-
iet foreign policy. He didn’t like these
leftist tactics of the CPGB. Now, the
CPGB is beginning to correet its tactics.
Brockway boasts of being a dyed-in-the-
wool revolutionary socialist. As such, he
should surely welcome the turn for the
better in CP tactics, its break with ultra-
leftism. However, he chirps only one
way: “The Soviet’s foreign policies are
wrong, are nationalist. - These foreign
policies are the mainspring of the tac-
tics of the various Communist parties.
Hence, regardless of what the tactics of
the Communist parties can be, they are
wrong at their very source.” We might
add that the refrain a la Brockway would
be: Communist policies always have
been wrong, are now wrong, and al-
ways will be wrong,

Confusion worst confounded is a gen-
erous estimate of such “deep reasoning”!
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STALIN AND CRISIS IN FRENCH COMMUNISM

(Continued from Page 1)

I mean the Socialists. I do mnot find it
even necessary to tell you the implications
of Stalin’s declaration for the policy of
‘revolutionary defeatism’. I am prepared
to say that the undermining of this policy
goes even further.”

He then continues to say that t}}e
person responsible for the statement is
“Stalin, the real leader of Soviet Rus-
sia, and above all the symbol and living
embodiment of the Russian C.P., of in-
ternational communism. . . . but we shall
not be swayed by this. I dare say that
the S.P. will not deviate from its tra-
ditional policy, that it will maintain the
same attitude towards the government
and its so-called policy .of national de-
fense, that it will maintain the same
policy on the international field, and as
far as I am concerned. I am prepared to
say that our party will foster the ide.a
of unity, of unity of action and organi-
zational unity with increased determina-
tion, and I might say, with greater anx-
jety than ever before. The serious sit-
uation suddenly confronting us as well
as all other problems can be solved only
by the organizational unity of the pro-
letariat.”

BLUM SPECULATES
ON C.P. SPLIT

Leon Blum and his group of Social
Democratic leaders are aiming to split
off a section of the C.P. for union with
the S.P. on the basis of the effect cre-
ated by Stalin’s statement and the con-
fusion within the C.P. In the very same
issue of Populaire, Paul Faure, General
Secretary of the S.P. lays down the line.
He recalls to his readers that he had
made the following statement at the
National Committee meeting of the S.P.
in the beginning of March:

“Should the Russian government come
to an agreement awith the French govern-
ment in the near future and conclude a
military alliance with it, this would not
exclude the Communist Party having
to pay the price of breaking the united
front and repudiating our socialist policy
as a result of Russian foreign policy.”
He then continued:

“Yesterday I read the following words
written by Stalin. (Folloaws the text of the
communique.) I am mot in a hurry to
comment on this rather clear turn. Be-
lieve me, comrades, this will long form
the subject of discussions.”

STALIN THROWS C.P.
INTO CONFUSION

The Communist Party of France took
a position while this mighty chorus of
bourgeois and Socialist propaganda was
having its effect. The general municipal
elections in the Seine department (Paris
and vicinity) took place immediately af-
ter the publication of the communique.
A veritable propaganda war broke out
with every party attempting to use Stal-
in’s declaration to best advantage. The
bourgeois parties used it in order to baf-
fle the Communist candidates.

Stalin’s statement was like a bolt from
the sky as far as the C.P. was concerned.
Many months before the conclusion of
the Franco-Soviet pact and the Stalin
communique the C.P.O. had discussed
and clarified the question of .the posi-
tion of a communist party in a country
in which its bourgeois government had
made an alliance with the Soviet Union.
The C.P. as well as the C.I. had simply
evaded ‘the question. Small wonder. that
Stalin’s statement should have caused
such great confusion in the C. P.

DEMOCRATIC REFORM
OF THE ARMY
We are quoting below the various
viewpoints which have been expressed
in Humanite, the central organ of the
Communist Party, successively and si-
multaneously without any attempt to
clarify these contradictory statements.
On May 16th Magnien was the first to
write on the declaration of Stalin.
“Certain people will not fail to use this
statement against us. They might as well
give up their attempts. Stalin simply said
that he endorsed the Jdefense measures
taken against llitler. W hat, after all, is
the most probable source of war danger?
Hitler fascism, of course, refusing to ac-
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Question of National Defense Causes Chaos in C. P.

cept any pteace measure. . . . Mutual aid
presupposes appropriate measures for en-
forcing mutual aid. . . . As far as we, the
French C.P., is concerned, our line of ac-
tion awill remain unchanged. The U.S.S.R.
negottates awith hourgeois governments be-
cause it is surrounded by bourgeois gov-
ernments but the aworkers know full wwell
that they can have mo confidence in their
own bourgeoisie carrying out a peaceful
policy. French communists, French work-
ers, can have no confidence in the leaders
of the French bourgeois army. Among
the officers of Weygand there are numer-
ous fascists—fascists from the Croix de
Feu and French Hitlerites. The Commu-
nists and the French workers waging a
bitter fight against fascism know that these
people are ready to betray the Franco-
Sowviet pact in order to ally themselves
aith Hitler against the U.S.S.R. The
forces which France will be able to muster
in the interest of peace can only be re-
lied upon under the mighty pressure of
the working masses bitterly fighting fas-
cism and the bourgeoisie in érder to purge
the army of the fascist and reactionary
officers.

The above statement leads to the con-
clusion—not fully drawn here—that all
that is necessary is the purging of the
army of the “fascist and reactionary”
officers. Bourgeois-democratic reform
of the army thus becomes the demand
of the proletariat!

In order to clarify matters it must
be mentioned that the most ardent ad-
vocates of the Franco-Soviet pact were
the army generals, their press agents
such as Pertinax, the fascist represen-
tative Kerillis and even the official or-
gan of the Royalists.

COUTURIER HITS
CLOSE TO MARK

One day later an entirely different
viewpoint was propounded by Vaillant-
Couturier (member of the Cecntral Com-

mitee) in the Humanite:

“That our comrade Stalin was asked by
Laval whom he had received in the pres-
ence of members of the government, to
state that he endorsed the military meas-
ures taken by France is only natural. It
would be ridiculous to propose that he
make a statement repudiating them. . . .
We greet the Franco-Soviet pact. Never-
theless, we have no confidence in the
French bourgeoisie or in the fascist cadres
of the French army adhering to the treaty,
and we act accordingly. . . . We, there-
fore, want to transform the supposedly
‘neutral’ French army, al present ‘a tool
of oppression for the working class and
the colonial people’, into a Red army—into
a true army of the people. A Red army
and the proletarian state power alone can
be the real allies of the US.S.R. and an
absolute guarantee of peace. The aworld
revolution is and continues to be the aim
of our international. On this basis we will
continue to fight chauvinism. On lhis
basis we have fought and will continue
to fight against the extension of military
service, against war credils, against the
treacherous policy of class peace in times
of war. We, French Communists, are for
the Red army, but against the French
bourgeoisie, against fascism, for the de-
fense of peace in alliance with the French
soldiers. Qur policy has not changed be-
cause there is no reason for changing it.”’

Vaillant-Couturier’s position is correct
as far as it goes. It’s sum and sub-
stance is as follows:

1. The statement made by Stalin is
a statement made by the Soviet gov-
ernment and the C.P.S.U. as the leading
party of the Soviet state. It is not a
guide of action for the Communist par-
ties outside the Soviet Union. Though
the various Communist sections have
the same aims and principles as the
Soviet Union they are at present fight-
ing under entirely different circum-
stances.

2. The Communist party continues to
vote against war credits and will not
accept a policy of class peace.

3. During a war it would be the ob-
ject of the Communists to overthrow
the bourgeois government, replace it by
a Soviet government and replace the
bourgeois army by a RED ARMY.
(There is no talk here of bourgeois army
reform!)

As we stated above, these explana-
tions are correct as far as they go. But
there are shortcomings.

SHORTCOMINGS OF
HIS POSITION

1. Vaillant-Couturier fails to make
clear that unlike the world war situa-
tion of 1914 the present situation re-
quires that the aim of the revolution-
ary seizure of power by the working
class be the continuation and transform-
ation of this war—which as far as
France is concerned can only be an im-
perialist war—into a revolutionary war
fought alongside of .the Soviet Union.

2. He fails even to indicate that the
fact that the statement was issued in
the name of Stalin has given the bour-
geoisie a chance to ascribe it to the
Third International; in other words, that
the use of Stalin’s name was impermis-
sible.

CACHIN EVADES
.EAL ISSUES
A few days later, Cachin wrote an ar-

ticle in Humanite entitled “Double
Duty.”

“We must not for a moment forget that
we, French Commaunists, have a double
duty to perform. Ewen if my statement
aill greatly astonish our Socialist friends
[ still maintain that our first duty is to
defend the U.S.S.R,

“Qur second duty is to prepare for the

proletartan revolution in France. The task

OBSTACLES '11() AUTO WORKERS UNITY

By BEN LIPSIGER

1t is now becoming evident to any ob-
server of the labor movement, that in
spite of the treacherous role of the top
leaders of the A. F. of L., the central
point of struggle is developing through
the A. F. of L. unions. The workers are
beginning to see that the existence of
many unions in the field makes it easier
for the employers to defeat them. The
works council plan establishing in prin-
ciple the multiple union system, and the
activities of the National Labor Board
especially opened the eyes of the auto
workers. They now know from ex-
perience that most of these independent
unions are being sponsored directly or
indirectly by the employers. They also
realize that to get any real concessions
from the employers, they must get the
support of the entire labor movement,
and that, therefore, their union must be
a part of the main stream of the labor
movement, the A. F. of L.

There are certain factors that are in
the way of developing a real broad
movement in the main centers of the
automobile industry.

The Role of the M.E.S.A.

The Mechanics Educational Society of
America (M.E.S.A)), organized in 1933
as a union of the tool and die makers,
helped in the beginning, to improve the
conditions of the workers. The 1933
militant strike of the tool and die mak-
ers in Detroit forced the employers, who
had brought down conditions to the
lowest levels possible, to make some con-
cessions. .

The organization and growth of the
M.E.S.A. in the early, formative period
was primarily due to two factors: the
failure of the A. F. of L. to enter the
auto field, and the strong tendendies for
separatism and “independence” from the
general labor movement still prevalent
among the highly skilled workers. The
entire conception of the building of the
M.E.S.A. was not a forward step in the
direction of progressive militant union-
ism, but was rather a serious obstacle
in building an industrial auto workers
union which alone could improve the con-
ditions of the production workers as
well as the tool and die makers.

The M.E.S.A., which started out with
a radical coloring, is now definitely on
the decline as a factor among the auto
workers. It has lost most of the produc-
tion workers. It is out of existence in
Flint, Mich., and wherever it still main-
tains control in some plants it does so
only by pursuing a policy of class col-
laboration with the employers and the
avoiding of strike action. The control of
the organization is definitely drifting into
the hands of the highest skilled strata
of the auto workers (gang bosses and
those who “succeed” in maintaining al-
most steady employment.)

To make up for its loss in the auto
field, the M.E.S.A. has branched out to
other cities in the west, midwest and
east. It has become a dual union of the
worst type, and in the last strike of the
auto workers in Detroit it actually play-
ed the role of a scab organization. Not
only did the M.E.S.A. members scab on
the maintenance men in the strike of the

Hupmobile strike, it refused to call its
was out.

The Role of The
Socialist Party

The Socialist Party members pursued
a policy of straddling in the auto situa-
tion. In August of 1934, their leading
members participated in the formation
of the Progressive Group for one union
in the auto industry, but as the struggle
developed and assumed sharper forms,
they capitulated to the burocracy of the
U.A.W.U. The attitude of the S.P. to the
M.E.S.A. and to the question of indepen-
dent unions generally can at best be des-
cribed. as one of vacillation, indecisive-
ness and inability to orientate itself to
the rapidly developing complicated situa-
tion.

Because of this wvacillating policy,
members of the S.P. participated in the
formation of independent unions in Lan-
sing, and when Mr. Greer, undoubtedly
a tool of the Manufacturers’ Association,
carried through his splitting policy from
the A. F. of L. in July 1934 and set up
the Associated Automobile Workers
Union, the S.P. “followed the masses”
of the auto workers and joined the As-
sociated in Flint and Lansing.

Officially the S.P. is for working inside
of the federal local unions of the A. F.
of L., and the labor committee of the
S.P. instructed its members last Fall to
withdraw from the Associated, thereby
helping to liquidate it in Flint. Never-
theless, it still pursues a policy of bene-
volent friendship to the M.ES.A. It
tolerates the policy of Mr. Smith, an out-
standing S.P. member in the M.ES.A,,
who pursued a policy of class collabora-
tion, and who in the strikes of the Mur-
ray Body and the Hupmobile carried on
open strike breaking against the work-
ers in those plants.

Its leading members in Detroit critic-
ized the unequivocal stand of the C.P.O.
on the liquidation of the M.E.S.A.
through a merger with the United
Auto Workers Union as the only way
possible for united action of the auto
workers in the struggle against the
manufacturers. It is because they did
not yet realize that the A. F. of L. local
unions are becoming the concentration
point of struggle in the auto industry.

The Policy of the
Official Communist Party

The official Communist Party pursued
the same policy in the auto industry that
it carried on in the labor movement gen-
erally. In the heyday of its ruinous
splitting policy in the American labor
movement (1931-1932), it carried on the
open splitting policy. Through the Auto
Workers Union, it tried to monopolize
the activities among the auto workers.
It tried to make the workers believe that
it alone was capable of carrying through
the very difficult tasks of organizing the
auto workers.

In the Briggs strike in 1932, the policy
of the Auto Workers Union was to ex-
clude all other political parties and trade
union groups from leadership in the

strike. According to its estimate, the

Murray Body Corp. but, in the recent;

men out on strike when the entire plant;

majority of the auto workers were mov-
ing leftward. The workers were already
disillusioned with the policy of class-col-
laboration and betrayal. It interpreted
its following among some sections of the
auto workers as proof of the correctness
of its general policy in the American
labor movement,

When finally it shifted its orientation
from working in dual unions to also
working in the A. F. of L. unions, it was
still working in the direction of the for-
mation of an Independent Federation of
Labor. It generally disregarded any
regular trade union procedure. It pur-
sued the same head-on collision policy
in the auto industry as it did in the
Amalgamated Association of Iron and
Steel Workers.

At the Cleveland conference, held Sep-
tember 16, 1934, there was introduced a
resolution calling for the election of an
“International Board,” which, admittedly
temporary, was to be the “highest
authority for administering the national
affairs of the union.” This proposal spon-
sored by the T.U.U.L. adherents clearly
exposed the dual union policies of the
sponsors of the Cleveland conference.

That it was the intention of the
T.U.U.L. to use this conference as a
base for its Independent Federation of
Labor was clear from the article by
John Schmies in the Daily Worker of
Sept. 8, in which he said:

“We have to raise the question
whether we should have a perspective
to make this rank and file movement
among the auto workers within the
A. F. of L. part of the movement for
the building of an Independent Fede-
ration of Labor. In my opinion it can-
not be otherwise.” (Emphasis ours)
There is no question that if the policy

laid out by the originators and sponsors
of the Cleveland conference had not been
checked in time, it would have led to the
expulsion or suspension of a number of
federal local unions. The credit for this
can fully be taken by the Progressive
Group for one union in the auto industry,
which checked the T.U.U.L. policy at the
September conference, and defeated it
decisively at the Flint conference held
in November.

Its attitude during the elections con-
ducted by the Wolman Labor Board was
quite unique. While the conservative
leaders of the A. F. of L. auto union
came out for boycotting the elections,
the Daily Worker advised participation
in the elections and called on the auto
workers to split their ranks on the basis
of craft, the tool and die-makers to vote
for the M.E.S.A. and the production
workers to vote for the A. F. of L. This
“advice” came just at the time when the
Wolman Board was setting up the works
council plan or the multiple union sys-
tem, and it certdinly played into the
hands of the auto manufacturers.

Its attitude to political opponents is
the most irresponsible and sometimes it
is hard to distinguish its actions from
the work of agent provocateurs. Before
ascertaining the facts and even in cases
of slight disagreement on questions of
policy, it will not hesitate to expose the
names of active militant trade unionists
to the employers, police and the buro-

of defending the U.S.S.R. and that of pre-
paring the French revolution do not con-
tradict but rather supplement each other.
The French proletariat must realize this
and not lose itself in meaningless debates
over documents. Laval, as the delegate of
Frencl imperialism in Moscow, is not re-
ceived by Stalin as the reactionary mayor
of Aubervilliers but as the representative
of a great nation whose people are de-
sirous of peace as are the Russian people.
Upon his return the Ministry of Foreign
Relations is trying to use some paragraph
in the agreement to suppress Communism.
We will not be swayed from our tasks by
this attempt. We repeat that our class
struggle tactics aere never more necessary
than in our present struggle against war
and fascism. The proletariat can rely
only on itself and mever on people like
Laval who play a double role.”

The position of Cachin is character-
ized by the following:

1. It is confined to correct generali-
ties but simply evades concrete questions
which have been raised such as war

redits, class peace, relation to the bour-
geois army, etc. )

2. The statement of Stalin is laid aside
as not being decisive for the policies of
the C.P.F., but he fails to state definite-
ly just what the Stalin statement means
and what it does not mean. It is obvious
that Cachin like Vaillant-Couturier looks
upon the statement simply as a diplo-
matic act.

(To be continued)

cracy. (See Daily Worker, Feb. 8, 1935).
This policy was still pursued in the re-
cent Toledo strike.

Judging from their behavior among
the furriers and in the other unions, it

will take quite a long while for the lead-

ers of the American C. P. to go through
the cycle that the parties of other coun-
tries have already completed.

Against Head On
Collision Policies

The progressive forces must not allow
the justified resentment of the auto
workers with the policy of Mr. Dillon in
the Hupmobile and Toledo strikes to
weaken the union or strengthen the ten-
dency in the direction of “autonomous”
action of the local unions, irrespective
of what the action of the official leaders
of the U AW.U. may bé. This policy
would play into the hands of the buroc-
racy, which is doing everything possible
in connection with the organization of
the convéntion of the National Auto-
mobile Workers Union scheduled to take
place in June or July, to bar from the
leadership of the union those construc-
tive forces that were and are building
the United Auto Workers Union, and.
were in the front ranks of the strikes
in the Murray Body, Hupmobile, Toledo
and other centers in tho antomotive in-
dustry.

It is most urgent that all progressive
forces unite to fight the combination of
the reactionary forces in the union who
are again raising the “red scare” issue
to cover their policy of betrayal and
their incompetence in handling the entire
situation.

The outcome of the Murray Body,
Hupmobile and Toledo strikes prove
conclusively that the progressive forces

'must broaden out nationally. They must

develop a conscious progressive force in
the United Automobile Workers Union,
based on the program of concrete im-
mediate issues proposed by the progres-
sive group, and rally all the constructive
trade union forces for the impending
struggles which are bound to take place
in the auto industry.
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States Rights - False Issue

JUNE 22, 1935.

S the 1936 election campaign is getting under way, a battle royal seems to

be developing over the question of “state rights.” This is not the first

time that this issue has come to the fore in the country. However, never was

the issue handled so artificially, never was it used more as a red-herring drawn

across the campaign trails. And the irony of it all is that the traditional party

of government centralization, the Republican, is now for state rights—with the

Democratic Party now resisting its traditional position of decentralization in
government!

We do not believe Labor should waste much time over this issue. Especially
do we warn against facing such issues as abstract problems divorced from the
actual class relations at hand. With the victory of the North in the Civil War,
the bourgeoisie established definite hegemony and speeded the way towards in-
creasing the powers of the Federal government as against the state govern-
ments. The amendments to the Constitution written on the fields of battle
were to guarantee somé civil rights to Negroes thru placing at their disposal
the resources of the strengthened Federal authority. Nevertheless, the forces
of reaction were well able to undermine these amendments, this new trend in
government, as was clearly indicated in the reasoning of the highest court in
its verdict in the Louisiana Slaughterhouse cases.

Under the plea of being against too much centralization of power, the Su-
preme court in a whole series of decisions put at the disposal of the most re-
actionary interests in a number of states the full power of the Federal au-
thority.

Let no one for a moment think that either state rights or increased federal
powers (as procedure in government) are in themselves a guarantee for pro-
gressive legislation or a defense against reactionary measures. Just now, too
many, especially so-called “Militant™ Socialists, seem to think that if only the
Federal government were given the power to enact social legislation (via a
Constitutional amendment), all would be well on the way to the good. This
is plain idiocy. Centralization of government power can very well be used for
the most reactionary ends. Supreme Court decisions are not born in a vacuum;
they are only a reflection of class relations and dominant class interests at a
particular moment; they are not dependent on the particular form of the gov-
ernment structure yesterday or today.

Thus we can't see why so many “liberals™ are so excited over the vote of
Brandeis and Cardozo in the NRA cases. Feeling the pressure of monopoly
capital, which was strengthened so much by the NRA, and blindly worship-
ping formal features of government without regard for substance and reality,
the Liberal judges on the Supreme bench were very consistent in their vote.
In fact they drew their inspiration from none other than the best mind that
ever was a Supreme Court judge—the greatest liberal ‘of them all, Justice
Holmes. The latter was an ardent advocate of “state rights” as against in-
creaced powers for the Federal government. On May 26, 1930, in the case of
the Farmers Loan and Trust Co. vs. Minnesota, Judge Holmes said: I have not
yet adequately expressed the MORE THAN ANXIETY that I feel at . . .
cutting down what I believe to be the Constitutional rights of states. As the
decisions now stand, I sce hardly any limit but the sky to the invalidating of
these rights if they happen to strike a majority of this court as for any reason
desirable.”

“As for any reason desirable” gives away all. Here the cat is let out of
the bag. Here is the key to Supreme Court decisions. This Liberal fear of a
reactionary trend toward centralization of government can very well be used
by the blackest reactionaries against all Federal legislation bearing even the faint-
est progressive hue. This was the technique employed by the most reaction-
ary judges in recent Supreme Sourt decisions striking against the very inade-
quate beginnings of social legislation in the U. S. The Constitution as §1:‘ch
has long ago ceased to be a measure of Constitutionality. The line of division
in the Supreme Court and in all other sections of the American judiciary system
is rooted in economic and political considerations and interests and not in par-
liamentary forms that are atrophying as a result of the changed socio-economic
conditions.

Approaching the “hot™ issue of state rights in this manner we refer our
readers to the Supreme Court’s verdict invalidating the Railway Pension Act.
Likewice, in this light it is not difficult to comprehend what Root meant, in
arguing against a Federal Income Tax, when he said that the Supreme Court’s
“part in our government is the greatest contribution that America has‘ma'de
to political science.” Supplement this with the declaration of the present .Chle"f
Justice Hughes that: “We are under a Constitution, but the Constitution is
what the Judges say it is” and you have the why and wherefore of the efficacy
of the Supreme Court as a weapon in American capitalist rule. More than
that. No one could seek more decisive proof of the fact that the American
government structure, the present U. 8. state form, is organically most suited

for bourgeois dictatorship and organically unsuited for serving as an instrument

of working class liberation. This is the tone regardless of how many patches
(Constitutional amendments) may be plastered on it by Roosevelt, Thomas,
Waldman or Green.

EUROPE TODAY

(Continued from Page 1)
Ramette, a Communist, pointed to the
new victories of the Communists at the
general council elections of the Paris
District and a section of the Radical
Socialists did not dare vote for the Bouis-
son proposals.

The franc fell further as a result of
the new cabinet crisis. Whether the
franc will fall or rise depends primar-
ily upon big finance being willing to
grant new credits in order to prevent
a further leftward movement in the
country.

The course of the future howevdr, also
depends upon the extra-parliamentary
action of the masses. The serious dan-
ger here is that the Communist Party
will continue on the dangerous path of
coalition. Already during the crisis in
the Flandin regime the leadership of the
C.P.F. promised, at an open meeting of

carries out its radical program( disso-
lution of the fascist leagues, increased
progressive taxation of capital). The
Secretary of the C.P., Thorez, is ready
to support a radical government which
includes people like Bonnevay. Bonne-
vay is a right winger who, as chairman
of the investigation committee of Febru-
ary 6th, demonstrated that he is against
fascist putches. This proposal was re-
peated by the C.P. after the overthrow
of the Bouisson cabinet. The leaders of
the C.P. asked the S.P. during both cabi-
net crises to approach the Radical So-
cialists and the rest of the lefts on the
question of the formation of a cabinet.
The leaders of the S.P. are now ready
to participate in a left government un-
der certain conditions.

The tactics of the C.P.F. represent a
serious parliamentary opportunist fal-
sification of united front tactics. It is

the Chamber, to support a Radical gov-|the continuation of opportunist devia-
ernment in and out of parliament, if ititions which were already contained in

Books of

the Age

by Bertram D. Wolfe

WAR IS A RACKET, by General Smed-
ley D. Butler. Round Table Press.
52 pp., $1.00.

“War is a racket”, says General But-
ler. And as an officer who spent 33
years at the game, commanded innum-
erable “racketeering” expeditions into
Latin America and waited till he was
safely returned from his post as com-
manding officer of the marine corps with
a major-general’s pension before he
breathed a word about it, he ought to
know.

“Racket” isn’t a very good word for it,
but he does prove very easily that it is
a very painful business for the masses
and the rank and file of the army, and a
pretty good business for industrialists
and bankers. The statistics as to killed,
wounded, mentally unhinged, money
costs, fantastic war profits that he ad-
duces to make his case, are the common-
places of anti-war literature, but each
time you hear them afresh they make
a staggering, anger-provoking picture
just the same.

But when Butler comes to “remedies”
he shows that even in retirement a
major-general is not to be boosted (as
he recently was!) by the American

The |
ECONOMIC WEEK |

HE Federal Reserve reports that for

" the month of April industrial pro-
duction continued its decline—to an in-
dex of 86. This means that industrial
production is exactly where it was a
year ago.

National City Bank in its June report
writes that “bank reserves in the United
States (rose) continually higher and
higher to new record levels.” This is
the famous excess capital of capitalist
crisis. The total monetary gold stock
has reached a new high total of $8,762,-
000,000. And member bank reserves
have skyrocketed to $4,821,000,000 in con-
trast to required reserves of about two
and a half billion dollars. National City
Bank goes on to state: “Were it pos-
sible for the banks to employ these ex-
cess reserves in loans and investments
the total volume of memberbank credit
would be in the neighborhood of $50,-
000,000,000 or 50% above the maximum
reached during the 1928-29 boom.”

The business index for the past week
increased slightly. This, however, does
not reverse the general trend which has
been downward in recent weeks and for
practically most of the first half of the
year.

Consumers’ Guide (May 20, 1935) pre-
sents some very interesting and reveal-
ing figures on the rise of food prices
for the first half of 1935. The report
states that “there was a sharp rise in
food prices during January and Febru-
ary followed by a slight drop in prices
during March. The April increase car-
ried the index number of food prices to
125.2 of the 1913 level. At the low
point in December 1934 the index stood
at 114.3 percent. Present prices are
somewhat less than 9 percent above the

December level.”
—Economist

the original united front pact, namely—
the defense of bourgeois-democratic free-
dom at all costs.

Thus there is the danger that the left-
ward movement of the working class and
of the petty bourgeoisie will not be
translated into extra-parliamentary ac-
tions. The organization of extra-parlia-
mentary activities alone can create the
pre-requisites for the formation of an
anti-fascist government. Moreover, the
above policy of the C.P. will bring about
the disillusionment of the masses and
thus make the advance of fascism pos-
sible.

In Switzerland there was recently held
a referendum on the solution of the
crisis as formulated by Social Democracy.
This proposal aimed to put into effect
an economic plan modeled on the De
Man plan. The referendum was lost.
The minority voting for the plan was
very strong, lacking only 100,000 votes
to equal the opposing camp. 88% of the
population voted. A considerable sec-
tion of the.peasants also voted for the
plan. The results of the referendum in-
dicated a similar trend to that in France
—a strong ‘leftward movement among
the masses.
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League Against War and Fascism and
its Godfather, the Communist Party.
Butler’s measures to “smash the rack-
et” are:
1. To take the profit out of war,

2. To let those who are to bear arms
vote on a declaration of war.

3. To limit the navy to 200 miles from
the shore so that it can defend the coast
but not attack an enemy. “Our nation
cannot start an offensive war if its ships
can’t go further than 200 miles from the
coastline”. Simple isn’t it

4. Let’s all say: “To Hell With War”.

There is much in the book about the
profits of bankers and munition-makers
in war time. But about the connection
between war and capitalism—not a
word! Strong denunciation of surface
evils, no attention to fundamentals, “sim-
ple remedies” that don’t go to the heart
of the matter—these are the character-
istics of fascist demogogy everywhere.
The fact that Butler turned down a pre-
mature bid for a march on Washington
doesn’t prove him disqualified for the
job. Given the right turn of affairs and
the major-general will still make a good
‘candidate for the post of man on horse-
back. That’s why its criminal and dan-
gerous for the Party to play with him
even if he does say with intimate knowl-
edge that “War Is a Racket.”

CONTRIBUTIONS TO BUSINESS CY-
CLE TRACED—by Wilbert G. Fritz.
Published by Edwards Brothers, Inc.,
Ann Arbor, Mich.

(Reviewed by J. L.)

As a piece of research work this ef-
fort is fairly commendable. It contains
a collection of excerpts from the writ-
ings of economists dealing with the oc-
curence of crises in various economic
systems.

The book suffers from several short-
comings. First, the general approach of
the author. This is clearly indicated in
his historical sketch which has as its
keynote the following: “Economics has
had a piece-meal development which par-
tially explains its present-day condition.
At different times, one phase or another
was extolled to the neglect of other
phases and of possible inter-relation-
ships.”

Obviously, the author ‘confuses the
contributions of all economists and
places them on the same level. He fails
to distinguish between vulgar and the
scientific school of Marxism, which is
not a “piece-meal” school.

From this flows the author’s mechan-
ical, artificial division of periods of eco-
nomic development by arbitrary dates
without differentiating between various
economic systems. Therefore, Mr. Fritz
entertains the idea of a sort of automatic
occurence of business cycles regardless
of variations of economic system. The
author treats the business cycle as if it
always was and always will be, and as
if the consequences were uniformly and
solely bad.

Here is Mr. Fritz’ pattern. First per-
iod: Beginning of civilization to 1801.
The fallacy of such artificial and arbi-
trary lines of demarcation is patent. It
becomes all the more plain when the au-
thor says: “From the beginning of the
nineteenth century, fluctuations in eco-
nomic well-being were associated with
crop output, disease, conflicts, or experi-
ments with the symbols of exchange.
Agricultural productivity was the most
important factor, owing to the fact that
man was rigidly harnessed to the soil.”
Note that the author assumes no dif-
ferentiation in the economie systems
prevailing thru this very long period of
history. Note that the author does not
attept to trace consequences growing
out of the very organic nature of such
different economic systems as slavery,
feudalism, and capitalism.

We may also add that the excerpts chos-
en from Marx’s writings on the problems
of crises under capitalism are not the
most enlightening and representative of
his contributions to this problem of po-
litical economy. The author, however,
indicates some appreciation of the signi-
ficance of Marx when he says: Karl
Marx in the 1850’s and 1860’s unflinch-
ingly traced crises and depression to the
operation of the capitalist system. He
sought to prove by long and laborious
formulae that stability was impossible
in capitalism. Whether or not Marx’s
solution is accepted, one can hardly deny
the depth of conviction and unselfish de-
votion to his cause”.

To students of economics some of the
quotations in this collection are of val-
ue. Here its worthwhileness stops.

REBEL SONG BOOK, edited by Samuel
H. Friedman. Rand School Press. 92
pp., board. 50c.

Eighty-eight workers’ songs, well se-
lected, and reproduced with their musical
scores. The editor is to be commended
for the scope of his selection. Old favor-
ites like Shelley’s “Men of England” and
Ernest Jone’s “Song of the Lower
Classes” rub shoulders with Hans Eisler’s
Comintern (the music at least) and the
“Song of the Red Air Fleet” with its
refrain “defending the US.S.R.” There
is a fairly large representation of in-
digenous American revolutionary songs;
and many new translations of foreign
songs have been made by the editor.

TRADE UNION
NOTES

By GEORGE F. MILES

The Communist Party press reports
the liquidation of two more of that thin-
ning line of industrial unions—the Class-
room Teachers Group and the Fur Work-
ers Industrial Union. The former is of
slight significance in that practically all
of its members were in the American
Federation of Teachers anyway. In the
case of the furriers it is quite different.

Who Is The Labor Movement?

Here is where dual unionism rode
high. Was it not the decisive force in
the industry? Was not the Joint Coun-
cil a dual union? If there was to be
unity it would be on the basis of the
Industrial union. So they talked and
argued until they had almost convinced
even themselves.

But these questions are not decided on
the basis of who is stronger in this shop
or craft, in this local or industry. Once
you have answered for yourself which
is THE labor movement the rest falls
logically into place. Once the Commu-
nist Party, engineering a right about
face, began to call for affiliation with
the A. F. of L. there could be no ex-
ception even in the case of the furriers.
It was only a matter of time when it
also would succumb to the new policy of
the party.

The belief that the furriers union
could be maintained independent of the
A. F. of L. was a serious mistake of
the Party. That mistake was also true
of the Trotskyites who argued, and still
do_so, against the liquidation of these
unions.

Congratulations Are In Order

We suppose that we ought to be very
happy, that we ought to congratulate
the rank and file furriers of both organ-
ization for having at last overcome a
condition of division lasting several
years, for at last achieving a situation
which will make a concerted drive for
the improvement of conditions possible,
for at last ending the bosses’ holiday!
This we do with all our heart. But our
joy and happiness is not unmarred.

We are happy, in the same sense as
one greets the mending of a broken arm
or leg. But was it absolutely essential
that one’s arm or leg be broken? Would
it not have been much better if unity
had never been shattered or at best re-
established years ago when it became
possible to do so. We look at an enorm-
ous accumulation of leaflets, issued by
the Industrial Union—leaflets reeking
with spilled spleen and breathing black
hatred. The “scab Joint”, the “gang-
sters”, the “social-fascist bands”, the
“irresponsible scoundrels of the Joint
Council’, a “gang of traitors”, the “Joint
Council . . . a scab underworld agency”,
these are samples of Ben Gold’s colorful
vocabulary. And now Gold and his fol-
lowers have joined the same “scab
joint” and “underworld agency.” Do
you not see that these methods delayed
and hampered the achievement of uni-
ty. The worst diatribes, more than that,
frequent sluggings were visited particu-
larly upon those—the Lovestoneites—
who fought for unity and urged you to
do two years ago what your leaders
have finally done.

Unity Must Be Guarded

Again, our heart would be lighter and
our joy greater at this increasing meas-
ure of proletarian unity were we not
plagued by doubts on the recurrence of
the curse of dual unionism. Comrades,
workers, have your leaders learned? Are
they calling upon you to go back to
what was but yesterday, the “scab
Joint” because of some cheap maneuver,
in order to strengthen their base, to cre-
ate a new base for dual unionism or are
they honestly convinced that dual union-
ism has brought untold harm and have
therefore broken with the whole theory,
the philosophy of dual unionism.

The leadership of the Industrial Union,
is the leadership of the Communist Par-
ty in that field. We must state quite
frankly that the Communist Party has
given up dual unionism, for the time
being, in form only but not in content.
Time and again C.P. leaders have stated,
in private conversations, in public meet-
ings and in the press, that it was not
a mistake to have split the workers
ranks by organizing the dual unions.
That if the same situation recurs they
will return to the disastrous poliey.

Then again there is the question of
how your leaders will conduct them-
selves within the A. F. of L. For sev-
eral years-they have been propagating
irrational ideas in an intemperate and
irresponsible manner. They have resort-
ed to methods of burocratic control and
physical suppression of opponents. If
they continue their attitude inside the
united union very little improvement
will have been achieved.

So, while greeting the reconstitution
of unity in the fur field we cannot help
but call upon the workers to be on
guard, to make this a lasting and per-
manent unity so that the fur workers
can begin to regain in wages and -condi-
tions what they lost -thru years of divi-
sion.
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