— S——— v—

A PAPER DEFENDING THE INTERESTS OF WORKERS AND WORKERS AND FARMERS

NEW YORK, N. Y., SATURDAY, FEBRUARY 29, 1936.

Vol. 5, No. 9

TVA Ruling

Is Victory

For War Industry

After a long string of defeats the New Deal emerged with a
judicial victory when the Supreme Court upheld the Tennessee Val-

ley Authority by a vote of 8 to 1.

The case concerned the right of

the government to sell by contract, surplus power derived from the

maintenance of Wilson Dam (Muscle Shoals), essentially a
The fact that the TVA was considered

project to supply nitrates.

war-time

one of the most important cogs of the New Dcal machine, plus the
fact that not only did the Supreme Court uphold the government,

but did so in two different opinions,
makes this case the most interest-
ing of recent decisions, and, poli-
tically, pregnant with rich implica-
tions.

The government counsel success-
fully attempted to avoid a decision
on what both the Herald Tribune
and Norman Thomas consider the
“state socialism” of the Authority,
and presented the case on the
merits of Congressional right to
construct dams ete. for purposes
of navigation and national defense.
As the Herald-Tribune put it:
“The court could scarcely do other-
wise if the vital authority of the
national government to defend it-
self and its broad authority over
interstate commerce were not to be
weakened.” Secondly, recognition
of the federal government as an
economic entity was achieved, by
implication at least, since its right
to enter contracts was upheld and
even broadened. Hughes’ decision
read that the federal government
has the right to seek wider
markets, which, plus the right of
contract, serves the purpose of
giving a boost to state capitalism.
Thus, the mobilization of Amer-
ican Imperialism for its next war
was furthered by the Court deci-
sion.

How does it come about that
there were two opinions for the
decision, or that the consedvative
wing broke with McReynolds and
voted to uphold this “state social-
ism” ? First, it must be recogniz-
ed, of course, that room has been
left for further litigations on the
question. The constitutionality of
the project as a whole was not
decided upon; already the utilities
have announced that they will fight
to have the whole Authority over-
thrown.

(Continued on Page 2)

ARMS FIRMS GET
2077 PROFIT

British Imperialism, not so very
different from “ours,” announces
with great satisfaction, that it has
solved the crisis. And who could
doubt it, when we discover that
stocks of 138 firms alone have risen
207% ?

These firms happen to be arma-
ment and aircraft companies, whose
stocks have reached these heights
since the National Government
recently declared its military
budget. An estimate was made by
the Daily Herald (Labor Party
organ) that an investment of 500
pounds five years ago judiciously
distributed among five firms, would
by today have made a profit of
900%. Twenty aircraft companies
have had an increase of 66% in their
shares. One of these firm’s, Beard-
more’s, stood last year at three
pence and today has risen to 9 shil-
lings, an increase of 1100%!

Indeed as the gentleman said,
“Peace is no business of ours.”

NRA REPORT WAS
SUPPRESSED

WASHINGTON, D. C.—Secre-
tary of Commerce Roper arose
quickly to deny that he suppressed
a report of an impartial committee
appointed by the President to
study the effects on industry of the
invalidation of NRA. Mr. Roper
declared that he turned over the
repert to the President. However,
neither newspapermen nor even
government officials have béen
able to obtain a copy of this re-
port despite Mr. Roper’s claim that
he advised to have the report made
public.

It became known that the study
undertaken by the staff of the
NRA covered 44 industries and
proved that since NRA, working
hours have increased from 4 to 8
hours per week, and wages have
either remained stationary (despite
lengthening of working hours) or
have slightly declined while extra
pay for overtimeis non-existent.
What aroused the spokesmen for
the anti-NRA employers is the
definite fact that industries with
any considerable degree of union-
ization showed that conditions were
maintained.

These conclasions were then
deleted from the report since they
obviously disproved the cry of the
employers that conditions were be-
ing maintained in all industries as
well now as while NRA was in
force. Despite these deletions it ap-
pears that the government officials
believed that readers would easily
draw their own conclusions as to
the condition in the industries and
suppressed the report altogether.

It is not without interest that
altho President Roosevelt had
stated that some legislation regula-
ting hours and conditions of labor
would be introduced into this ses-
sion of Congress, such legislation
is conspicuous by its absence.

PRISONER NO. 31921

Habeas corpus hearings in the
Tom Mooney case have just been
reopened in San Francisco. The
Mooney Molder’s Defense Commit-
tee, Box 1475, San Francisco, is
appealing for funds to prepare
transcripts.

MINERS TO OPEN
CLOSED MINE

SHAMOKIN, PA.—Unemployed
miners numbering 640, formerly
employed in the Enterprise mine,
threaten to take over the mine
within one week and operate it
themselves. The colliery has been
in the hands of a board appointed
by Judge Albert Watson, after it
closed down about a year ago leav-
ing unpaid about $100,000 due the
miners.

Arthur Ogara, head of the local
organization of the United Mine
Workers is quoted as saying: “We
have been patient for months, wait-
ing for trustees, lawyers and the
court to settle the Enterprise
matter and bring about a reopen-
ing of the colliery. We are serving
notice on everyone concerned that
unless something is done about ad-
justing the muddle by the end of
this week we are going to take
matters into our own hands.”
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Spanish Republicans
Now Curbing “‘Lefis”

With about 100 seats still un-
decided and requiring a run-off
election, the Republican-Labor bloc
including bourgeois republicans,
socialists, communists, and even
syndicalists, has already won a
notable electoral victory in Spain.
It has carried 216 seats out of a
total of 473, and will undoubtedly

WAGE PARLEY IN
ANTHRAGITE

The agreements between the
operators and the UMWA in the
anthracite field will expire on
March 31, and negotiations are
now under way between the two
parties for a new agreement. The
miners are demanding an increase
of wages while the operators pro-
pose a cut, on the grounds of the
bad conditions in the industry.

The situation in anthracite is
miserable for the miners after
years of crisis. Many find them-
selves unemployed for seven or
eight months out of the year. Out
of this is growing the demand for
at least the maintenance of the
present pay scale with a seven
hour day, present working hours
standing at eight. However, many
observers are astounded at the
complete lack of preparation on
the part of the UMWA for a gen-
eral strike in case of failure of
the negotiations. To meet the care-
fully planned opposition of the
operators, the union should already
be oiling its strike machinery. The
recent victory of the ILGWU
should serve as an object lesson in
this matter. No matter how indus-
trial a union, passivity in this in-
stance means courting failure. The
operators must be made to realize
that the threat of strike hangs
over them.,

GIRL WORKERS FORCED TO
“DATE” BOSSES FOR JOBS

Low wages, long hours, and the
necessity of “keeping dates” for
immoral purposes with employers
are rapidly becoming ‘“normal”
conditions in Connecticut’s sweat-
shops, according to a report of
Deputy Inspector William Fitz-
gerald of the state department of
labor.

'Twere Best 'Twere Done Quickly

By JAY LOVESTONE

It does not matter at all who
said it. The thing to do, is to have
it done quickly.

What? What’s it all about?
What are we shooting at? Of
course, it’s the Five Thousand Dol-
lar Drive.

Have you forgotten about it?
From the looks of our accounts it
would appear that way. But, rest
assured we haven’t. We can’t—and
we won't.

The rousing call from Belgium
which we printed, in part, in our
previous issue will not go unheed-
ed. The growing demands which
are pressing upon the Workers
Age and our whole movement will
not go unheeded. These are two

good reasons for your falling into
line, for your letting Hitler hear
from you—by letting the fighters
against Hitler know that you are
with them and for them in deed
as well as by word.

Exactly, we mean the following:
The Five Thousand Dollar Drive is
lagging. Too many who have
pledged have found too many un-
important things too important for
them to keep their pledge, to make
the contribution they undertook to
make. Then, we know of quite a
number of people who read our
appeals regularly. Some of them
have even told us they like our
appeals. We appreciate such en-
couragement. But, we are prepared
to forego them. It’s action we want.

HURRY. What’s the point in read-
ing and doing nothing about it?
Is it enlightenment for the sake of
enlightenment or for the sake of
grief all around?

If you examine seriously the ap-
peals we have been making, the
worthiness of the cause we have
been advancing, the urgency of the
tasks we, all of us, in the labor
movement here and abroad, must
meet, the ground we cover and the
activities generated and directed,
we are sure you will ask yourselves
the following question: How do
these workers do it all with such
little money?

Shall we try to answer this
questions? However, there would

(Coxtinsed on Page 2)

win enough additional seats in the
run-off elections to guarantee a
parliamentary majority as long as
the bloc holds together. However,
the reaction is by no means out of
the picture, for the extreme right
has 123 seats clear, and its close
allies of the right center an addi-
tional 37 seats, making a total of
160 seats, a figure which will grow
still bigger with the run-off elec-
tions. More serious still is the fact
that on all the major issues that
will now face the Spanish masses,
the bourgeois republicans in the
so-called left or “People’s Bloc”
will side not with their Socialist-
Communist electoral allies, but
with the reaction. Thus the par-
liamentary and general political
situation remain entirely unstable
as they have been to varying
degrees throughout the five years
since the Republican Revolution
of April 14, 1931 drove the mili-
tary dictatorship and monarchy out
of Spain and put the social revolu-
tion on the order of the day.

Political Instability

Since that date Spain has had
two parliaments, thirty cabinets,
over 100 ministers, one reactionary
uprising, a major proletarian re-
volt, seven minor anarchist upris-
ing, several attempted military
coups, innumerable peasant move-
ments of varying magnitudes, at
least 10,000 strikes several of them
of nationwide scope and many with
political aims, five prolongations
of the annual budget without par-
liamentary budgeting, and the sup-
pression of over 100 proletarian
newspapers. It has adopted a fan-
tastic, “chemically pure” improved
Weimar Constitution, on paper,
which has never been, and ‘doubt-
less never will be put into life,
beginning with the priceless
phrase “Spain is a Workers Re-
public of All Classes” and carrying
on throughout in the same spirit.
Clearly the fate of Spain still
hangs in the balance, altho the
swing of the last few months is
favorable to the left, after many
fearful months of right swing and
savage clerical - fascist - military -
agrarian reaction.

(Continued on Page 3)

USSR BALKS AT
BORDER TALK

MOSCOW, USSR.—The Soviet
Union declared that it has no ob-
jections to a mixed commission
making a study of the border
clashes which have occurred with
increasing frequency but it is op-
posed to any consideration by such
a commission of the fixing of new
borders. These, between the Soviet
Union and Manchukuo, have been
fixed by the treaties of Peiping
and Mukden.

In an official announcement in
Izvestia the Soviet Union calls
upon Japan to call off its White
Russian agents acting as spies and
terrorists inside soviet terrifory.

Elections now going on in Japan
are being watched with some in-
terest here. In the meantime Japan
continues to strengthen its armed
forces in Manchukuo, two more
army divisions of Japanese troops
having arrived in the trouble zone,
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TVA Ruling

Buttressing Of Present System

(Continued from Page 1)

McReynolds’ decision and opinion
is very clear, and in a certain
sense, is the only fundamental one
delivered.He spoke from the view-
point of the immediate interests of
the private corporations, saying
that the government defense was
“a thin mask of disposing of pro-
perty” (i.e. merely the right to sell
surplus power) and, hidden under
this, the “United States can enter
the business of generating, trans-
mitting and selling power . .. with
the definite design to accomplish
ends beyond the sphere marked out
for them by the Constitution.” And
further, “under pretense of exer-
cising granted power they may in
fact undertake something not en-
trusted to them. Their mere owner-
ship, e.g., of an iron mine would
hardly permit the construction of

smelting works followed by entry.

into the business of manufacturing
and selling hardware . . .” Thus,
McReynolds sees, and quite cor-
rectly, that nationalization of pub-
lic utilities is implied in the whple
discussion, and rather than give
the first leeway to such notions,
as the government right to con-
tract etc., he rejects the whole
business. But, of course, he is
thereby looking at things from the
point of view of a section of the
capitalists, the public utilities,
rather than the interests of the
class as a whole. The bourgeoisie
as a whole is driven to support
such steps by the inner logic of
monopoly capitalism, plus its con-
scious need for an efficient indus-
trial-political machine in this peri-
od of crisis which threatens war
ag.inst its enemies at home as
well as abroad.

Hughes and the other conser-
vatives understand better the basis
of their decision. The war charac-
ter of the project (Muscle Shoals
was first built under the National
Defense Act of 1916), was not only
made but deliberately stressed, as
against any possible outery of
“states’ rights’’ or “state social-
ism.” Viewed from this angle, it
is no longer a mystery as to why
such a decision could be made.
Here was involved no question of
the sacred rights of the bour-
geoisie to its money as in the case
of benefits to farmers or unemploy-
ment relief, here was decidedly a
question of the “good of the na-
tion,” i.e., of the capitalist sys-
tem.

Particularly fascinating is the
strange opinion of the liberals,
Brandeis, Cardoza, etc. Their vote
against the NRA was clearly an
expression of the protest of the
small businessman against the
power of trusts. But here seems
to be further trustification which
logically they should be against.
Let us consider the various aspects
of this phenomenon. First, Hughes
simply stated that he was not rul-
ing on the constitutionality of t}.xe
case, but Brandeis took on his
shoulders the job of proving that
there was no reason in heaven. or
earth for judging the constitution-
ality of this act. Anyone who reads
the liberal opinion will be struck
by the fact that easily three-
quarters of the document is devc?t-
ed to this. Secondly, the Brandeis-
Cardoza opinion stresses that these
preferred stockholders had no case
and therefore no opinion should
have been delivered at all. Under
this heading they make the follow-
ing point: the directors .of- a cor-
poration decide the policies and
unless you can prove actual da}mage
(financial) no minority can dispute
the rights of the directors to act
as they see fit. Secondly, says
Brandeis, if the court were to
make rulings on constitutionality,
when it is possible to decide the
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of Supreme Court Is

case on other points, the principles traditional role—the buttressing
of democracy would be undermin-,and maintenance of reaction!
ed. He points out that every time M. S. M.
an “interest” lost out in the legis-
lature, it could then bring suit to ’
determine the constitutidiality of "TWERE BEST TWERE
the legislation, thus 'making Con- DONE QUICKLY
gress not the final determipant of
i;elglcsel.atlon but only a stopping off (Continued from Page 1)
These two more or less technical | be no point in trying to reply by
points are undoubtedly consonant|words. We are answering this
with the niceties of petty-bour- [ question every day by working un-
geois thinking. Thus the preferred ceasn.lgly, by plunging thru @f—
shareholders stand almost as |ficulties galore, by never playing
“bondholders to common share-|with the word “sacrifice”’—because
holders,” and in denying their|we know of something higher, we
right to such action as in the |know OUR CLASS DUTIES, and
present case, Brandeis-Cardoza up-| we realize that along side of our
hold the “small man,” who pre-{German, Austrian, Italian and
sumably holds only common stock. | other comrades, none of us here is ’
The second point is, of course, fan-|in a position even to make any |
tastic. It is precisely to overrule|sacrifice. There is nothing that we
any type of attack on the “vested|can do, there is no sum that we
interests” that the Supreme Court|can give, there is nothing that we
was established and this has al-|can deny ourselves which will put |
ways been its function and its|us in the same boat with our |
achievement. heroie, poverty-stricken, hounded
But a more cogent force than|and hunted comrades over there.
such legalism drove the liberals to Why
their decision. The petty-bour-

|
Eventually you will give.

. . 3 . . not now?
geoisie sees in nationalization a

kind of “radical” salvation. His-| Or shall we comply with a sug-
torically this was a demand of the gestion that came into our office in
democratic elements, and to day [response to our call for help? We
they repeat it mechanically—de- | Would like to get your opinion of
spite the fact that it plays right|the advisability of putting this
into the hands of the big capital-|idea into practice. A loyal reader
ists, as shown above. Further, a|Who has sort of lost his patience
government monopoly, or the fos-because the drive has been lag-‘
tering of such a move, superficial- | 8ing advises us to publish the
ly would appear as a weapon|names of ?hose who have pledged
against private trustification, but net paid and .of those who can
which crushes the little man. It and should contribute but haven’tl
seems, and only this, t6 be ajeven let us hear from them to the
weapon for the statification of the|ring of a single copper.

system, and a tendency to elir'ninat.e What do you thing of this idea?
huge corporate profits. It ls'thls Tell us soonest. Answer by action.
consideration which enablegi, in a|Let your reply be substantial. If
confused way, the liberal wing not| o fail, you fail. If you and we
only to vote for the government|fai) we all fail. But failure is not
but to make the hardest fight|i, Jur vocabulary . . . .

against any attempt to judge the
TVA on the basis of “constitution-
ality.”

It should be clear, from this dis-
cussion, that the TVA decision
whatever its other implications,
can have no effect on the struggle
for a constitutional amendment. It
has been purposely hailed as proof
positive that the Supreme Court

Come now and come quickly. Put
your name on the international
proletarian honor list. It costs
little and helps much. What do you
say?

Have You Contributed

"the union, which

To $5,000 Drive?

is “reasonable,” is not prejudiced
against the New Deal, is not a

WEINSTOCK GETS
WIDE SUPPORT

New York Painters Try
To Clean The Council
of Racketeering

Continuing the struggle against
the racketeer and gangster ele-
ments in the Painters Union, all
militant and progressive forces
will support the candidacy of Louis
Weinstock for the post of secre-
tary in District Council number 9,
Manhattan.

Last week the Brooklyn district
elected Freeman, progressive can-
didate to the secretaryship. For
the first time in years the progres-
sives were in a position to really
oust the underworld, and on
this issue the union members were
mobilized for victory.

Now District Council 9 is faced
with the same issue and must
answer in the same fashion. Op-
posed to Weinstock is Bruno
Wagner, who altho himself not
part of the Zausner machine, is to-
day the blind tool of these gangs-
ters. His candidacy is being press-
ed by the Old Guard of the So-
cialist in a vicious factional frenzy
against the militant elements of
include official
C.P. members, C.P.0. members and
Militant Socialists. Thus once
again, as in the Teachers Union,
as in the case of Nemser, the Old
Guard supports the worst element
in the trade union movement.

So important is this struggle
that too much emphasis cannot be
placed on the necessity of victory
for Weinstock. By driving out the
Zausner machine, the Painters will

| be able to prove to themselves and

the rest of the labor movement,
that the union membership alone,
and not any Deweys, can clean
their own house.

BRADLEY’S ..
. CAFETERIA

SEASONABLE
FOOD

AT
REASONABLE
PRICES

6th Ave. at 14th Street

— —

bulwark of reaction. Such a fan- |
tastic conclusion can only be reach-

ed if you begin with the premise
that the New Deal was progressive,
and that the previous decisions II
against the NRA, AAA, etc. were

in themselves blows at progress.
Labor’s protest is not directed
primarily against the dissolution of
the NRA or the AAA as such but
against the implied decision that
Congress could not pass legislation
of a social nature (farmers’ bene-
fits, relief ete.). Thus in sustaining
the TVA as a step towards
open state capitalism and as a part
of the war preparations of the
American bourgeoisie, the court
did not depart one whit from its

World-View is now ready

PATRONIZE THE
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- CAFETERIA
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Corner Cook St.
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On the
LABOR FRONT

Sub-zero weather cannot freeze
the indignation of the stalwart.
sons of Heywood Broun who are
picketing the Wisconsin News,
Hearst sheet of Milwaukee, Wis-
consin. 29 American Newspaper
Guild members, out of a staff of
39, are out on strike demanding
recognition of the Union. While the
News building is packed with cops,
stenographers are doing rewrites
and outside heading the picketeers,
is Jonathan Eddy, national sccre-
tary of the Guild. News circulation
dropped. Union sound trucks boom-
ed the Guild strikz story to crowds
at busy corners.

Index: Trousers Shortage
The low living standards impos-
ed upon millions of American work-
ers by prolonged unemployment
and wupon millions of employed
workers by low wages and depleted
purchasing power were pointedly
emphasized recently in a lecture by
Dr. G. W. Allison of the Edison
Electrical Institute. In discussing
the clothing supply, he said: “Only
one pair of trousers for every
three men and one overcoat for
every 11 men were manufactured

in the United States last year.”

Poverty Stricken Teachers

Statistics for 1935 show: 40,000
fewer teachers; 200,000 teachers
earning less than $750 per year,
85,000 less than $450, 45,000 less
than $300, and 40,000 are owed
over $4,000,000 in wages, according
to the ‘magazine Educational
Methods.

Shoe Case Exposes NLRB

Workers who believe that the
Wagner bill—National Labor Rela-
tions Act—was another “Magna
Charta” should examine carefully
the ruling handed down by Dean
A. G. Eberle, trial examiner, of
the St. Louis Regional Board in
the case of the Boot & Shoe Work-
ers Union against the Brown Shoe
Company.

“He absolved the company of
‘unfair labor practices’ though he
found that it had hired a candy
butcher as a labor spy, and an
‘industrial-relations counselor’ who
warned its workers the company
had had seven strikes but never
recognized a union; that one of its
foremen circulated an anti-union
petition; and that the Salem police
descended en masse upon the plant
and broke up the picket lines
shortly after the company officials
informed a citizens’ committee
(which had subscribed $125,000 to
bring the plant to Salem) that if
it were not for the strike the com-
pany could operate at capacity.”

Officials Curb Militants

Andrew Furuseth and Viector
Olander respectively president and
secretary-treasurer of the Inter-
national Seamen's Union have
taken further steps to curb the
militants of the west coast. Amend-
ments to the union’s constitution
just adopted provide: presiding of-
ficer of a local seamen’s organiza-
tion must post a bond of $1000; all
local books to be audited by the
national office; no local organiza-
tion can amend its constitution
without sanction of the internation-
al executive board. Directed against
Harry Bridges’ fighting cohorts of
the west, the amendments strength-
en the grip of the reactionaries
on the union. Bridges plays a cor-
rect strategy when he refused to
be provoked into any rash act and
continues to create throughout the
national organization the progres-
sive forces that alone can build the
union.

Have You Contributed
To $5,000 Drive?

A SRR I S e I

REVOLUTIONARY U

By WILL HERBERG
The real significance of the ap-
peal for revolutionary unity recent-
Jy issued by the C.P.O. becomes

“particularly clear when it is con-

trasted with the “new party’—
“Fourth International” program of
the Trotskyites. For between the
two there are profound differences
in political basis, orientation, aim
and purpose. In fact, not only do
they stand as diametrically opposed
but they mutually exclude each
other.

United Party vs. a New
Rival Party

What motivation lies behind our
approach as distinet from that of
the Trotskyites? Our appeal is
derived from the belief that, in re-
cent times, under the impact of the
great historical developments of
the last few years, there has taken
place a significant broadening of
the revolutionary base in the work-
ers movement; the proposal of the
Trotskyites is brought forward on
exactly opposite grounds, because
of an alleged narrowing of the
revolutionary base. It is important
to recognize this distinetion. Our
appeal declares:

“. .. a deep fermentation is
under way in the socialist move-
ment everywhere, achieving ex-
pression in a process of far-
reaching political differentiation
and, in particular, in a pro-
nounced swing to the left
among the best sections of the
socialist workers. . . . This
process of political reorientation
now under way in socialist
ranks creates the possibility for
a broad extension of the basis
of revolutionary unity. . ..”

For the Trotskyites, on the other
hand, as they have assured us re-
peatedly, the fundamental political
ground of their “new party” orien-
tation is the “hopeless opportun-
ism” of the socialist and commun-
ist movements both, making it
mandatory wupon the “genuine
revolutionists” to organize their
forces independently outside their
ranks. Qur position is predicated
on the swing to the left in socialist
ranks, which effectively extends
the basis of revolutionary unity;
the Trotskyite position is predicat-
ed on the swing to the right in
communists ranks, which allegedly
makes necessary 2 new split and a
new party. We look upon the left
socialists of the type of Pivert and
Aufhaeuser as the concrete mani-
festation of this broadening of the
revolutionary base; the Trotsky-
ites brand them as a menace whom
it is necessary to ‘“‘expose merci-
lessly as a cover for the social-
patriotic leaders.”

The same underlying difference
reappears as an opposition of aim.
The whole meaning of our appeal
is the union, the fusion of all
genuinely revolutionary, genuinely
socialist, elements in the ranks of
the working class. We are striving
to achieve a single revolutionary
workers party. But the Trotskyites
are avowedly out not for unity but
for a split in the existing organ-
izations, not for a united party but
for a new, a “third” party as rival
and opponent of both!

Marxism vs. Sectarianism

It is hardly to be wondered at
that such wide disparity in political
basis, motivation and aim should
be grounded in an irreconcilable
difference in orientation and out-
look. Striving to bring about
political unity on a sound basis, we
advance a program that embodies
in irreducible form the fundamen-
tal teachings of Marxism and the
historical experionce of the work-
ing class, a prcgram that grows
organically out of the decades of
proletarian struggle, a program
that represents what is common to
all revolutionary socialists. With
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NITY OR NEW PARTY

the Trotskyites the matter takes
on another aspect entirely. Con-
temptuously turning their back on
the existing movement in the con-
sciousness of their own superior
virtue, they attempt to build up
their new party along lines that
are utterly and hopelessly sectari-
an. Long ago Marx defined the
essence of sectarianism in these
classic words:

“The sect sees the justifica-
tion for its existence and its
‘point of honor’—not in what is
COMMON with the class move-
ment but in the PARTICULAR
SHIBBOLETH which DISTIN-
GUISHES it from the latter.
.« . Every sect is in fact reli-
gious.”

It is in this spirit of pure sec-
tarianism that the Trotskyites
operate. The program on which
they so generously invite the work-
ing class to unite is nothing more
than a compilation of the sacro-
sanct Trotskyist dogmas. With
them it is precisely their “part-
icular shibboleths” that are elevat-
ed as their special “point of honor.”
Indeed, so far gone in their morbid
sectarianism are they that they
actually have the insufferable gall
to offer their vicious anti-Soviet-
ism as the basic plank in the pro-
gram of a working class party! In
the latest ‘manifesto, entitled “For
a Revolutionary Proletarian Par-
ty,” issued by the French Trotsky-
ites (La Verite, January 26, 1936),
even the pious pretence of the de-
fense of the Soviet Union is drop-
ped. There we are told in so many
words:

“The unconditional defense of
the achievements of the October
revolution in the U.S.S.R., un-

dermined by the criminal poli-
cies of the soviet burocracy, can
be assured only by the methods
of world proletarian revolution
which implies-. . . at the same
time the struggle to unmask
the Stalinist burocracy which
maintains power in the U.S.S.R.
only thru the persecution of the
proletarian revolutionaries.”

This—please notel—is not just
an ordinary outburst; it is part of
Point 8 of a program which these
people put forward as the basis of
a new concentration of the French
proletariat! Flying in the face of
the profound desire for unity
emerging from the depths of the
proletarian masses, the Trotsky-
ites can end their adventure only
with the’creation of another sterile,
vociferous sect, hopelessly poison-
ed with the venom of anti-Soviet-
ism.

The Trotskyites and the
Socialist Party

It is in the light of this analysis
that the recent manouvers of
Trotskyites towards the Socialist
party must be estimated. Here we
must learn from France, for not
ony is the so-called “French
turn” officially accepted as a model
in orthodox Trotskyite circles but
developments in France can give
us more than an,inkling as to what
we can expect here in this country.

Some years ago the Trotskyites
entered the Socialist party of
France. It is curious to note what
fantastic ideas have been spread
as to the aims and purposes behind
this step, in view of the repeated
declarations of the Trotskyites

themselves. It was their own hope-

less isolation that impelled them in
the direction of the S.F.I.O., which
they joined with the avowed pur-
pose of splitting off a section so as
to create a broader basis for a
French section of the “Fourth In-
ternational.” They did not hide
their intentions then and they em-
phasize them now. “The Bolshevik-
Leninist Group and the Leninist
youth,” they state in the manifesto
already alluded to above, “entered
the S.F.L.O. without the least il-
lusion as to the possibility of re-
generating the party. And we have
had the opportunity . . . of enlight-
ening the Socialist militants as to
the same conditions.”

Once inside the S.F.I.O., their
course soon developed its charac-
teristic features, flowing directly
out of their basically sectarian
orientation. It was a course of
reckless factionalism, disruption
and cliquism, to the point where
they soon alienated left socialist
elements, such as Pivert, whose
sympathy they had originally at-
tracted. They made it as their spe-
cial mission to stir up anti-Soviet
feeling and to oppose and obstruct
every move in the direction of
united socialist-communist action.
It was not long before they found
themselves outside the S.F.I.O.
again. But their 'manouver had not
been altogether fruitless, for in
parting company with the S. P.,
they took with them a section of
the socialist youth of Paris, head-
ed by Fred Zeller. In fact, their
recent manifesto is signed jointly
by the Bolshevik-Leninist Group
and the Revolutionary Socialist
Youth! Now that they are outside
socialist ranks, they feel that they

can once more drive straight ahead

towards the ‘“new” party and the
“Fourth International.” They have
therefore issued a new appeal for
the formation of such a party in
France, urging workers to break
with the C.P. and S.P. on the newly
discovered ground that “revolu-
tionary internationalism can be de-
fended or fully developed only out-
side the ranks of centrist and re-
formist parties.”

In America, the Trotskyites are
now openly negotiating for entry
into the S.P. It is not necessary
to guess either as to the political
aims and purposes or as to the ul-
timate outcome of this venture—be-
cause all we have to do is to look
at France. The Militant Socialists
have only to consult their friends
in the S.F.I.O. to find out what is
ahead of them. In America, too,
the Trotskyites are entering the
Socialist party to escape from
their hopeless isolation, hoping to
break away a section of the S.P.
to serve as a basis for a future re-
vival of their “new revolutionary
party.” In America, too, they will
play a reactionary role within the
S.P., functioning as a polluted
source of anti-Soviet poison, as a
malicious obstruction to all united
action, as curb and restraint upon
the leftward tendencies of all those
who may happen to fall under their
influence. In America, too, they
will soon develop an intolerable and
disruptive factionalism, a ecancer-
ous cliquism. And in America, too,
they will ultimately find them-
selves outside the S.P.again, after
having done all the damage in their
power. For such is the natural his-
tory of Trotskyism in its latest

phase!

A REVIEW

(Contirued from Page 1)
The Right in Retreat

For the moment, the right is
once more beaten, and in full re-
treat, though the retreat is far
from a rout. As a first result of
the election victory of the repub-
lican-labor bloc, the amorphous
made-to-order center government
of Manuel Portela has been forced
to resign, the permanent parlia-
mentary commission which governs
between sessions of parliament and
which has a right majority has
been forced by overwhelming mass
pressure to declare a complete
amnesty for over 30,000 political
prisoners, including those who were
framed up on accusations of com-
mon crimes. This decision was
adopted unanimously by the reac-
tionary-controlled permanent com-
mission with the hope on its part
of thus curbing the extra-parlia-
mentary direct action of the masses,
which, if continued, would re-
present a far more real danger to
the propertied interests than does
the unstable parliamentary election
combination which has triumphed
in the present election. For the
same reason, the deeply conser-
vative President of the Republic,
Niceto Alcala Zamora, has called
for and received the resignation of
his own tool, Premier Portela, and
without waiting for the final
results of the elections, has called
into being a cabinet under the lead-
ership of Manuel Azana and mem-
bers of the Republican party. The
strategy of the reaction is quite
clear, and intelligent: to bend be-
fore the storm so as not to be
broken by it, and to make what-
ever concessions are necessary to
allay the direct action of the
masses and reduce the battle for
the time being to parliamentary
shadow-boxing. If this maneuver
succeeds, the republican socialist-
communist bloc will soon break up
on the issue of the sacredness of

OF RECENT EVENTS IN SPAIN

property, and the reaction will
once more have a majority behind
its efforts for a constitutional tran-
sition towards a clerical-fascist-
military dictatorship, if they do
not succeed in engineering a mili-
tary coup in the meanwhile.

For the moment the masses are
in movement, and the reaction is
somewhat demoralized and on the
run. Juan March, wealthy monarch-
ist-corruptionist, who was impri-
soned once before by the previous
Azana government, has fled the
country in spite of the fact that he
was just elected deputy. Angel
Velarde, bloody-handed Governor
of Asturias who was in charge of
the fury of the white terror after
the defeat of the October uprising,
has also fled in fear of the wrath
of the masses, as have the two
former ministers of the Interior
Eloy Vaquero and Rafael Salazar
Alonzo, whose department directed
the “pacification” of the country
and the suppression of the revolts.

A Prolonged Revolution

Spanish  revolutionary move-
ments have a rhythm of their own.
They are always stubborn and pro-
longed. Its political crises have run
in cycles of from three to nine
years each, with many ebbs and
flows of the revolutionary tide be-
fore their issues were finally decid-
ed. The revolution which began in
April 1931 is no exception to this
rule. It might have been, with
more conscious direction, since the
classic Spanish movements of the
nineteenth century owed their form-
lessness largely to the lack of
direction by a conscious political
party. But the revolution of April
1931 came ag a surprise to all or-
ganized political movements, out
of the deep resentment of the
masses which suddenly found a
vent in some minor municipal elec-
tions. The astonished monarchy
fled; the astounded petty-bourgeois

republican (and in Catalonia, petty-
bourgeois autonomist) opposition
took the government into their
trembling hands and the revolution
was on. The powerful Social-Demo-
cratic Party made the typical
blunder of entering into a coalition
with the same forces with which
it and the Communists have once
more made a bloc. The feeble, sec-
tarian Communist Party made the
characteristic blunder of not even
participating in the municipal elec-
tions in question, and it was not
until 1934, when the confused and
exhausted 'masses, repressed sav-
agely by their Republican govern-
ment, were letting the power drift

{back into the hands of reaction,

that the Socialist Party, seconded
by the Maurin Communist Opposi-
tion, in Asturias by the Syndical-
ists, and the last minute by the of-
ficial communist party, at last, be-
latedly took the path of armed
uprising in an effort to stem the
tide of growing reaction rather
than with any conscious program
for completing the revolution so
inauspiciously begun. This eleventh
hdur unified and armed resistance
of the working class, tho it was
defeated with savage reprisals, was
sufficient to stem the rising tide of
clerical-fascism, which had already
entered the government in the
person of Gil Robles as Minister of
War, with the objective of proceed-
ing constitutionally to destroy the
constitution of the Republic.

The heroic uprising in Asturias
rallied once more the retreating
forces of the Spanish proletariat,
and the unity achieved by the
Workers Alliance gave them
courage and a sense of power. The
sanguinary reprisals of the fright-
ened reaction kindled their resent-
ment, and soon they showed readi-
ness to take the offensive once
more. But instead of preparing a
working-class and peasant of-
fensive, based upon peasant attacks
on the great estates which would

have undermined the economic
basis of the clerical-fascist reac-
tion, the Socialist Party, this time
seconded, even pushed, by the Com-
munist Party, and hesitantly trail-
ed by a grumbling, doubting
Maurin Party, entered once more
into a coalition with the bourgeois
republicans, on the basis of a pro-
gram acceptable to the latter.

A Bad Bargain

In place of a worker-peasant
front, there was formed a People’s
Front. In place of mobilizing the
masses thru parliamentary elec-
tions for the inevitable extra-par-
liamentary struggle, the baftle-
field, where the real issue will be
decided, the coalition agreed upon
a program including such planks
as:  “Strict maintenance of the
principle of authority”; “indepen-
dence” of the courts; opposition to
expropriation of the land by the
peasants themselves, or without
compensation; omission of any
proposals for nationalizing the
banks, unemployment insurance,
socialization of industry—in short,
a democratic bourgeois program,
calculated to leave the army and
state apparatus untouched, the
economic power of the landowners
and big capitalists unbroken, and
the basic forces of the reaction
intact. The only demand of the
People’s Front truly in the in-
terests of the proletariat was the
demand for the release of political
prisoners.” In return, the Socialist
and Commhnist Parties gave up
all revolutionary demands—a good
bargain for the bourgeois repub-
licans! And Azana, the same Azana
who when in power before crushed
the peasant uprising, protected the
landowners, failed to reorganize
the monarchist army and civil
guard, broke the general strikes by
force, drowned the uprising of
Casas Viejas in blood, that same
Azana was rehabilitated by the

(Continued on Page 38)
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HERE is no reason to light any bonfires in celebrations of the
T.V.A. decision of the U. S. Supreme Court. Insofar as labor is
concerned, there is nothing implied in this decision which is socially
progressive. Besides, the decision itself leaves unsettled quite a num-
ber of serious issues growing out of the relations beiween the federal
government and the public utility corporations.

By eight to one the highest court of the land declared that it was
not unlawful for the government to engage “in the construction of the
war-lime Wilson Dam” and in “the acquisition of connecting transmis-
sion lines.” Given the whole raft of decisions against the New Deal,
even such a minor matter, such a small failure to repudiate any of its
phases is enough to make the Roosevelt boosters jubilant.

Still, reality speaks louder than the most longed-for joy. Thru
Chief Justice Hughes, the Court underscored that it did not pass upon
the legality of the present or Roosevelt TVA act. It passed no judg-
ment on the right of the Federal government to build dams, set up
power houses, or distribute electrical energy. And that is precisely
what the TVA has been busying itself with. The Court thought it
best to dodge, at least for the present, the issues involved in the gov-
ernment’s using a goodly portion of its income via taxes for the pur-

pose of such enterprises.

Mr. Wendell L. Wilkie, president of the Commonwealth and South-
ern Corporation, saw these loopholes and gaps in the decision and
hastened to declare that the private “power companies operating in
the area could sell electric energy at least 25% under the TVA
rates, if given the same subsidies from the Federal Treasury.” From
this outburst it is evident that the “impoverished” utility corporations
don’t exactly like the decision—mnot so much because of what it has
answered but rather because of what it has left still unanswered. No
doubt these big interests will find a way of bringing to the court a test
case in which the issue will be placed squarely for them on the follow-
ing basis: the government has no right to collect taxes from the
country as whole for the benefit of a single section or a single group

of people.

This is the strategy pursued by all ruling classes; they

always consider their own narrow class interests synonymous with the

interests of society as a whole.

But why has the Supreme Court sidestepped these basic features,
these fundamentals inherent in the TVA as an enterprise of the gov-
ernment? We hold that the forces making for this evasion are much
more rooted in the political situation in the country than in the legal
text of the case presented by the Republican attorney from Buffalo in
behalf of the Democratic Roosevelt government. It was best to avoid
consideration of certain potential social implications in the TVA. Again,
to have ruled against the gcvernment providing, on a limited scale,
electricity at a lower rate would have outraged the farmers instantly.
Already, this section of the pcpulation has been kicked about aplenty
by the Supreme Court. Furthermore, the government has only begun
to work out plans for vast electrification projects in the rural areas,
not necessarily on a state but rather on a private capitalist basis. The
maturing of these plans would initiate an additional business of 250
million dollars for the electrical appliance corporations.

There is another angle to this decision which is interesting and

significant.

Already many of the most timid New Dealers and New

Deal proponents are raving with joy over this decision. They simply
can’t get over the fact that the Supreme Court passed up an opportunity
to give them and their panacea a big black eye. Now these Roosevelt
followers are beginning to hush up even more their criticism of the
Surreme Court, a criticism which at best was feeble. We cannot say
that the Supreme Court justices were entirely animated, in the TVA
decision, by a desire to soften the Supreme Court conduct as an issue
in the coming elections. We are certain, however, that somewhere in
the back of the minds of gray beards like Hughes such considerations
played their part. After all, even Supreme Court judges are not just
~lain mummies, are not separate and apart from the social, political
and economic interests and life of the country and the class relations

and conflicts ensuing therefrom.

Labor should not be blinded or misled by any such judicial pussy-

footing.

In the coming months every working class organization

sheuld go out of its way to fight against the altogether too great
powers vested in and usurped by the Supreme Court—as “the keeper
of the conscicnce of the ruling class”—King Big Capital.

Dubinsky Stands By

Industrial Unionism

The following telegram sent by
David Dubinsky, President of the
International Ladies Garment
Workers Union, to John L. Lewis
during the sessions of the conven-
tion of the United Mine Workers,
has aroused considerable interest.
We reprint it in full.

%* * *
New York, Feb. 3, 1936.

Deeply grateful to you and con-
vention delegates for invitation to
address convention. Would have
been more than happy to accept
but am compelled to stay in New
York owing to daily and nightly
negotiation conferences with Dress

Manufacturers Association for re-
newal of agreement with strike
machinery completed and ready to
call out more than a hundred
thousand workers. In my own name
and in name of the membership of
the International Ladies Garment
Workers Union congratulate you,
your associate officers and fellow
delegates on the great acquisition
of numerical and spiritual strength
made by the United Mine Workers
of America.

Your progress is especially grat-
ifying to us in view of the sincere
bond of friendship and cooperation
which has existed between our two
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Browder,

Why Not United Labor’s
Forces Behind Mooney
for President?

By BERTRAM D. WOLFE

In the Daily Worker of Febru-
ary 11, Norman Thomas is gently
chidden. His offense: He is op-
posed to giving up the Socialist
presidential ticket in favor of “a
premature effort after a farmer-
labor party.”

Norman Thomas is charged by
Ear] Browder with not doing all
he can and should to bring about a
labor party by July 4, 1936. Earl
Browder is charged by Norman
Thomag with doing much that he
shouldn’t do if he wants to
strengthen the movement for a
labor party.

In this combat we do not wish to
act as judges. But the labor par-
ty has been one of our main con-
cerns for a number of years, both
when we were in the leadership of
the official party (with Browder in
opposition to the labor party) and
since our unjustified expulsion,
when we upheld the banner of the
movement for a labor party while
both Socialist and Communist Par-
ties were opposing it for their own
sectarian reasons. Moreover, we
regard the intelligent and earnest
cooperation of both the Socialist
and Communist Parties for this
purpose as highly desirable, almost
indispensable. It is with a desire
to further that movement that we
offer the following observations:

1. A labor party, or a farmer-
labor party must be initiated by
the trade unions. One of the basic
reasons for its necessity, the basic
reason, is the fact that the organ-
ized labor movement is tied to the
capitalist political parties. A labor
party is needed to make the Amer-
ican working class politically self-
conscious, class-conscious, to sep-
arate the organized labor move-
ment politically from capitalism,
from the middle class and its elass-

organizations over a period of
many years and the help extended
by one to the other during periods
of stress and need. This tradition-
al spirit of solidarity now mani-
fests itself in the important work
in which we are engaged along
with you and other progressive
forces within the American Federa-
tion of Labor to bring the mes-
sage of unionism to the vast num-
bers of unorganized workers in the
mass production industries. We
believe that the very fact that the
craft union methods heretofore
employed in the attempt to interest
the workers in the 'mass production
industries in trade unionism have
utterly failed justifies a reconside-
ration of tactics and policy on
the part of the leadership of the
labor movement if we want to see
these millions of exploited and
underprivileged men and women
join the ranks of bona fide labor
organizations.

We further believe together
with you that in rallying these
unorganized workers into the fold
of the American Federation of
Labor we are helping to remove
the roots of dualism whether in
company uniong or independent or-
ganizations by furthering a policy
within the American Federation of
Labor that will enable these work-
ers to enter on the only basis mil-
lions of them will accept, namely.
industrial unionism. The Interna-
tional Ladies Garment Workers
Union like the other unions af-
filiated with the American Federa-
tion of Labor which are advocating
industrial unionism for the mass
production industries is opposed to
any splits or divisions in the labor
movement. We do not consider the
promotion of the principle of in-
dustrial unionism as dualism or

(Continued on Page 8)
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And Mooney

less illusions concerning “the peo-
ple” as a whole,

Seeds of Disaster

2. To confuse the labor party
with the People’s Front, to give it
middle-class leadership, middle-
class political figureheads as nomi-
nees, a middle-class program, and
a leading committee of rabbis, min-
isters, liberals, petty-bourgeois
politicians, with a sprinkling of la-
bor leaders and maybe a Socialist
and Communist leader or two dis-
creetly in the background, would
deal a possibly well-intentioned but
inevitably fatal blow at the very
essence and purpose of a labor
party, which represents a union
of the working class and liberal
bourgeoisie on a program accept-
able to the latter, as a Labor
Party. He who peddles the People’s
Front, which represents a separa-
tion of the working class from
the liberal bourgeoisie on an
elementary but unmistakably work-
ing class program, is sowing winds
of confusion to reap wrirlwinds
of subsequent disaster.

3. A movement made up of the
C.P. and S.P. and C.P.O. with per-
haps a few progressive unionists
as a “labor front”, would not be a
labor party. It would be too “red”
to enlist the support of the bulk of
the organized labor movement and
would actually short-circuit the
slowly growing labor party senti-
ment in the trade unions, and thus
tend to discredit and weaken the
labor party idea.

4. There are two dangers to be
avoided in the movement for a la-
bor party. One is premature or-
ganization, on too narrow a basis.
The other is needless delay, neglect
of the tasks which will hasten the
growth of labor party sentiment
and organization. A labor party
cannot be formed by an instruct-
ed calender date, “July 4, 1936,
with or without organized labor,
with or without the Socialists.” He
who plays with the labor party
movement in that fashion, hurts
that movement. Neither can any
stage be skipped. Mere impatience
is no help. Intelligent, directed im-
patience is a help. It should work
overtime, with restless energy at
the difficult, distressingly slow job
of winning the trade unions them-
selves to organize a labor party.
In such a task, the united effort
of C.P., S.P., and C.P.O. would be
a help. Such an effort should seek
every possible method and device

to hasten the development of a la-
bor party movement. Above all, it
should realistically appraise the
present situation and decide on the
next possible step in furthering
that movement, in stirring the
trade unions, in getting them on
record, in getting them into action
for a labor party.

Now, let us return to Norman

Thomas and Earl Browder. Earl
Browder declares that we can have,
and must have a labor party by
July 4, 1936. Norman Thomas
says that that would be “a pre-
mature effort.” We must say that
Earl Browder is keeping his eyes
riveted (by instruction, perhaps)
upon the seductive date, while Nor-
man Thomas is keeping his eyes
more closely on the less seductive
situation in the country.
. Strange to relate, the impatient
Browder, who chides Norman
Thomas for unwillingness to take
necessary steps for the formation
of the labor party, has actually re-
fused to take the immediate next
step himself. And that’s where
Tom Mooney comes in.

‘Where Mooney Comes In
The Socialist and Communist
Parties and Communist Opposi-
tion together cannot masquerade
as a labor party. But the Social-
ist and Communist Parties and the

Communist Opposition working to-
gether can give a powerful im-
pulsion to working class political

unity by launching a united labor
ticket in 1936. That is immediate-
ly possible! And that would win
much labor support.

Browder and Thomas, or Thomag!
and Browder on one ticket, would
be better than Browder and Thom-
as on two tickets running against
each other. But Tom Mooney for
president, with some other labor
leader or dirt farmer for vice-pres-
ident would be still better. Tom
Mooney’s candidacy would electri-
fy the American working class. It
would unify the working class
more than any other candidacy
whatsoever. He belongs to all
the workers. He is labor’s mar-
tyr and champion. Even conserv-
ative unions could be aroused to
endorse him. It would be the most
powerful stimulus to labor unity,
solidarity, political class conscious-
ness, so far developed.

On January 24, the Communist
Opposition wrote to both S.P. and
C.P. suggesting that they get to-
gether for a united labor ticket
with Tom Mooney for President.
What was the answer of the C.P.
to this obviously excellent pro-
posal? A miserable, sectarian,
factional reaction. No direct ans-
wer to the C.P.0. No communica-
tion to the S.P. No word to the
militant workers who responded
with a thrill of hope. Only a sneer-
ing, carefully anonymous response
to a New York Times reporter:
“We are not interested in any pro-
position coming from opposition
communists.” (See New York
Times, Sunday, January 26.)

And another cynical sneer from
Clarence Hathaway, editor of the
Daily Worker, at a forum on Feb-
ruary 16, in answer to questions.
(It seems the workers are interest-
ed in the proposition!) Said Hatha-
way: “Who is the C.P.O. that it
dares to propose Mooney or any-
body else for President!”

The Daily Worker criticizes Nor-
man Thomas for “waiting like
Micawber for something to turn
up, postponing action and not do-
ing everything possible to build
this urgently needed mass party
of the people for the November
elections.” But the Socialist Par-
ty’s National Executive Commit-
tee is polling its members on our
proposal. We do not know what
the decision of the Socialist Party
will be. No doubt some of the
N.E.C. members will chime in with
Browder and Hathaway, even go
them one better: “We are not in-
terested in any proposition coming
from communists.” (They will
make no distinction between of-
ficial tendency and opposition.)
Right wing socialists have answer-
ed good proposals from the C.P.
before with clique arrogance and
cynical disregard of the interests
of the workers in favor of the in-
terests real or imagined of their
faction. Does Browder care to be
associated with them? Why is the
C.P. silent? Any worker can see
that the proposal is a good one.

What Is Your Answer?

Can it be, Comrade Browder,
that you prefer a camouflaged C.P.
calling itself a Labor Party? Can
it be that you prefer such a party
with perhaps a Marcantonio, to a
united labor ticket with Tom
Mooney? Have you a better
nominee? A more inspiring stand-
ard bearer? Omne that would more
readily win trade union support?
One more free from factional tram-
mels ? A better symbol of the unity
and fighting spirit of our class?

We urge the Socialist Party to
act favorably. We urge the coming
convention of the Gommunist Par-
ty to take this clear, urgent, neces-
sary next step. We would like to
hear from the unions, from the so-
cialists and communists: We would
like to hear from every worker:
What do you think of a United
Labor Ticket with Tom Mooney for

President in 19367

I

AT FIRST GLANCE

By Jay Lovestone

E recently had an experience

with which we desire to ac-

quaint all our readers. In a nut-
shell it’s the following:

The New Workers School ar-
ranged a symposium on the Jewish
question. Among the participants
scheduled to appear were Dr. Is-
rael Goldstein of the Congregation
B’NAI Jeshurun and Bertram D.
Wolfe. The former was to rep-
resent the position of his Congre-
gation and Comrade Wolfe was to
present the viewpoint of Marxism,
the position of the Communist
Party (Opposition). Everything
was well on the way for a clash of
opinions, for a combat of opposite
viewpoints, for a successful sym-
posium when the New Workers
School received a letter from Rabbi
Goldstein. His letter of February
11th reads:

I must ask you to excuse me
from participating in your sympo-
sium, as I was under the impres-
sion, when I accepted, that your
school was the Workers School.

Very truly yours,
Dr. Israel Goldstein.

We promptly replied to the Com-
rade Rabbi thanking him for his
frankness.

Interesting, eh? Has this
swanky synagogue become so loyal
to the line of the Seventh Congress
of the Comintern that it is unholy
for its leader to appear on one plat-
form with Comrade Wolfe? Is the
line of the Workers School on the
Jewish question so much like the
line of the rabbi that the latter is
prepared to speak on its platform
and not on ours?

Really, we do not find it neces-
sary to squander energy or time
trying to answer or discuss these
questions. We have a hunch this
is merely another case of the
“People’s Front”. There is some
kinship between all revealed truth,
whether it come via Jehova or
Comrade Stalin, or Comrades
Browder and Goldstein. We reject
both. We cannot see any reason
for the Rabbi being afraid to com-
mit the sin of discussing with Com-
rade Wolfe on our platform. Per-
haps Comrade Goldstein would
rather have Comrade Wolfe discuss
the Jewish question with him and
others on the platform of Congre-
gation B’nai Jeshurun. We do hope
the Rabbi has enough influence on
the wealthy directors- of this
“temple of the Lord” to get them to
comply with our amended proposai
to hold the symposium under the
auspices of the synagogue instcad
instead of the New Workers
School.

At any rate, regardless of what
reply this Congregation and its
ultra-red shepherd will make to
us, we believe we have done no
wrong in letting the world know
how the so-called People’s Front
operates. God bless the “people’s
front.” It needs it badly.

* * *

FEW weeks ago Mussolini

made an “appeal to students
thruout Europe.” So far we have
noted but one band of students—
a group of French Fascists in the
Sorbonne—responding to Il Duce’s
cry for help. This gang of Fascist
law students showed its high re-
gard for Mussolini’s great ideals
by throwing around stink bombs in
protest against lectures by Profes-
sor Jeze. This phase of the soli-
darity between Mussolini and the
French fascisti does not disturb or
concern us in the least. But cer-
tain sections of the appeal are
significant enough to merit repro-
duction. We quote from Popolo
d’'Italia:

“It is time to establish the res-
ponsibility of the blood-thirsty
politicians who will not themselves
fight. . . . If the satanic oppression
of the imperialists and of the
bloodthirsty sects of Europe have

—

their own way, Europe will in-
evitably fall into the most un-
justified and terrible war that
humanity has ever seen.”

There is more truth than even
bombast in this outbreak. The
Negus might well ask the super-
Capone of Italy for a personal ap-
pointment at the front in the Tam-
bien area. And the Italian working
class might well accept the offer
to lay its hands on “the imperial-
ists” and ‘“Bloodthirsty sects”
closest to them.

But obviously there are no limits
to the demagogy of Fascism.

We would do well to watch such
manifestations at home. Their
form may be different but their es-
sential content is identical.

* %* *

ORE than half the states now
have the sales tax in one
form or another. New York City’s
“progressive” mayor plastered a
substantial tax on every-day needs
ostensibly for the sake of insuring
funds for “adcquate relief.” After
the presidential elections many a
vote-hungry capitalist politician
will propose more relief measures

of this sort.

And this is not all. Recent years
have witnessed a definite trend
away from direct taxes—taxes that
people can see and feel—towards
indirect taxes, towards taxes not
obvious on the surface but never-
theless felt, taxes hidden or buried
in the price of commodities. In
other words all the noise by the big
boys, by the Liberty Leaguers and
their ilk about oppressive taxation
on their lives and fortunes is just
that much balderdash. In 1935
direct taxes, or taxes felt most
heavily by the richer ones, by those
who can pay, totalled $1,409,400,-
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Cornelius deah, listen how lovely—

“these are danger signals that must

rouse the people to a new fight in

defense of those liberties that we

hold dear.” (Sunday Worker Jan.
19, 1936.)

000. At the same time, indirect
taxes or taxes paid in the main by
the great majority of the popula-
tion amounted to $2,234,800,000. It
is clear that those who can least
afford to pay are being made to
pay the most.

The workers and lower middle
class folks should keep their eyes
fixed on these significant trends.
We emphasize this especially to-
day, beeause the coming months
will witness all sorts of crooked
attempts, cleverly concealed, to re-
duce the already inadequate re-
lief provisions. Watch Mayor La
Guardia of New York. Watch the
White House. We would be sur-
prised not to hear them cry about
their poor governments being too
poor to continue such a huge re-
lief burden.

It is high time labor took this
burden off the hands of its
“friends” and began to take care
of its own interests.

By LEE MASON

City, state, and federal legisla-
tive bodies are working overtime
to hamstring labor in particular
and the dispossessed in general.
The lawmakers apparently work on
the theory that the quality of mer-
cy should be strained thin.

Consider, to begin with, the bill
just passed by the Board of Alder-
men. Disregarding even the most
elementary consideration for the
needs of human beings, these civic
lights have ruled that non-residents
of the city are no longer entitled
to relief. For all the legislators
care, out of towners who are un-
employed may lunch off the garb-
age heaps. This measure with its
retroactive clause and all bids fair
to become law as the Board of Es-
timate has already passed it.

More serious perhaps, if only be-
cause of the limitless implications,
are the anti-crime bills fathered by
Governor Lehman and blessed by
hoth houses of the state legisla-
ture. All of them are ostensibly
aimed at the ordinary felon, but
all of them can very easily be pre-
verted to the injury of labor.

Senator John L. Buckley (D.,
Man.P had his finger in all these
bills. The most vicious one of them
all is the one which makes it pos-
sible for the police department to
retain the fingerprints and photo-
graphs of those who, while acquit-
ted of any given disorderly conduct
charge, have once been found
guilty of that offense. Strikers
know what this means. Picketing
becomes a major hazard if you
have already been hauled in by
“impartial” cops and convicted of
disturbing the peace. For if you
are caught picketing again, your
bail will be immeasurably raised
and you will stand less chance of
acquittal.

To get the unionist coming and

WITH THE LAWMAKERS

mobile is “presumptive evidence of
illegal possession by all persens
found in the vehicle at the time the
weapon is found.” With this law
on the books how easy will it be for
the police to frame the famous fly-
ing squadrons of picketers!

Another bill that is up for con-
sideration in the State Senate gives
the magistrate power to punish
any aitorney who allegedly upsets
the decorum of the court by in-
solence towards the judge. Very
plainly, this is aimed at the mass
defense of political and labor pri-
soners. The minute a lawyer be-
gins making telling points in his
client’s defense the judge has the
right to charge him with criminal
contempt, disorderly behavior or
an insolent attitude. Interpreta-
tion of the lawyer’s conduct rests
entirely with the judge. Anyone
acquainted with the anti-labor Re-
publican and Democrat judges
knows what this means.

Police Commissioner Lewis Va-
lentine brings back memories of
the hated and dreaded General
O’Ryan. Stealing a leaf from the
latter, as well as from other re-
actionaries, the present incumbent
has decreed that all leaders of pa-
rades, demonstrations, and picket
lines are subject to “protective
custody” until the “trouble blows
over.” The police do not even have
to press charges against these men!
They can pull them in at their dis-
cretion and release them without
a test of the legality of their ac-
tion.

The WPA workers come in for
special attention of a kind they
will not relish. According to the
new manual of procedure, the pol-
ice are ordered to obtain ‘“infor-
mation as to . . . identification num-
ber assigned and project on which
employed” may be found . .. “The
chief police inspector will forward

going the legislators have ruled

that a revolver found in an auto-

one copy of such report received
to the administrator United States

——————————
——————e——=
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lvv OrKey, Lidreuace Rawaway >
aerpreled as having aeclared unay
e weiegraul oI David DubiisKy
w0 lhe convenuon of the Unieu
Mine Workers indaicates a readiness
Lo capiiulate to the Crait unionisus.
We pelleve that is tolally unirue.

‘the 1elegram (printed in 1uul
elsewnere 1n Us 1Ssue) says in
parv:  “the mernavonal Ladies
Garment Workers Union, like the

| vither umons atfiliated with the

American Federation of Labor
which are advocating indusirial
unionism for the mass production
Induscries, is opposed to any spiits
or divisions in the labor movement.
We do not consider the promotion
of the principle of industrial union-
ism as dualism or an oppositional
policy to the A. F. of L.”

What’s wrong with this? Or
take the editorial in Justice of Feb.
15 wanich placing itself on the
premise of trade union democracy,
insists that “the Committee for
Industrial Organization should not
be deterred from continuing with
its constructive educational activi-
ty in behaif of industrial unionism
for the millions of toilers in the

er it gains a majority for its ideas
at the next A. F, of L. convention
or not, its right to go on preach-
ing its principles, if we are to re-
main true to the fundamental ten-
ets of our movement, should not
be tampered with or abridged.”

Both excerpts may not square
with some rash and poorly formu-
lated remarks made in certain
speeches at the miners’ conven-
tion but they do square with the
remarks of President Lewis, dur-
ing the closing hours of the con-
vention, when he warned against
loose talk and stated he would
fight against any effort to oust the
miners from the A. F. of L.

These remarks certainly do not
square with the “revolutionary’”
impatience of Hathaway and the
Communist Party which urged in
its first statement on the CIO,
that it step right now from
the field of education to the field
of organization. In other words,
that it read itself out of the A. F.
of L. right now. With such opin-
ions the telegram of Dubinsky
does not agree. But it does meet
the immediate requirements of the
present situation in the A. F. of
L.

On the contrary, we believe that
the exchange of telegrams between
Dubinsky and the miners conven-
tion begins a period of closer col-
laboration between the two in the
Committee for Industrial Organi-
zation. And that is something to
be welcomed by all friends of in-
dustrial unionism.

STIMATES on the number of
unemployed miners engaged
in bootlegging coal vary, but a
more or less accurate figure would

Works Progress Administration for
the City of New York.”

One does not need to be a Lenin
to realize what both these regula-
tions mean in terms of anti-union
activity. So plain is the onslaught
on workers’ organization that no
stimulation from above should be
needed. The reaction should be
instinctive and instantaneous.

As if the sales tax were not
enough of a burden to the hard-
pressed workers and declassed pet-
ty-bourgeoisie, State Senator Wil-
liamson has introduced a bill de-
signed to make the poor pay for
their own relief. Hitherto, those
who had a gross income of $1000
were exempt from the income tax.
Now, if you make as little as $20
a week you will have to pay a filing
tax of two dollars a year. This is
the (capitalist) system of taxation

TRADE UNION NOTES

By George F. Miles

place it arvund 15,000 in the An-
whracite coal fields, Mine operators
estumate that the loss amounts to
about $32,000,000 (thirty-two mit-
lion dollars), and incensed by the
“helplessness” of the local police
forces they (26 operators) ap-
proached Governor George H.
Karle for state aid.

Governor Earle refused to send
state police and went on to say:
“You brought! these people to
these communities to mine coal,
and you made lots o1 money from
it. Now you abandon them and ex-
pect them to make a living out of
thin air.”

Earle undoubtedly has his own
political calculations—some claim
it reaches presidential proportions
—but it is a statement that will
win him many friends in the coal
fields.

HE employers have not exactly
made up their mind whether

to laugh or cry at the recent de-
velopment of a fighting industrial-
union bloc in the American Fed-
eration of Labor. The idea of a

trade union movement busy fight-

mass production industries. Wheth- "8 internally, is certainly some-

thing to ‘smile over but on the
other hand they are a little wor-
ried over the outcome. If the in-
dustrial unionists were to win,
things might be in a bad way for
them,

Business Week of Feb. 8, 1936,
reflects this attitude when it says:

“With the battles lines drawn
and the split within labor’s ranks
rapidly widening, many an employ-
er sat back and chuckled as he read
the headlines. Sober second
thought, however, cut short the
chuckles. The industrial wunion
block, young and vigorous, may
succeed in capturing a majority of
the federation vote at Tampa next
November. ’

“They didn’t do badly last year
—10,924 to 18,025, despite rules
that kept their voting power less
than their proportionate member-
ship, and if the old craft unions
lose control, the industrial plan
will mean that a union shop’s en-
tire force will be welded into one
group, seeing only one objective,
striking as one man if the war
comes.”

This is a sort of left-handed
recognition of the merits. of indus-
trial unionism. Will someone please
show this quotation to Bill Green.
Lewis has so far failed to convince
him, maybe Business Week can.
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WHY NOT PEOPLE’S FRONT GOV'T?

By LEO

The convention of the Commun-
ist Party of France which met
recently in the Communist mu-
nicipality of Villeurbane near Lyons
passed a resolution on “The Com-
munst Party and the Government
Crisis” which said among other
things:

“ .. What do the people want?

“The people want the law for
the protection of the Republic to
be applied against the fascist
leagues, the people are for peace,
for the stabilization of the franc
without lowering the standard of
living of the poor, for immediate
elections . . . The Communist Party
declares that it would support the
policy of a left government even if
such a government would confine
itself to dissolving the fascist
leagues and guarantee normal
elections. The main task in the
present situation is the organiza-
tion of the great masses of people
into numerous committees. Herein
lies the true guarantee of the
defense of democratic rights and
not in the proposals to participate
in the government which are un-
fortunately being made by organ-
izations calling themselves prole-
tarian.”

The last sentence refers to the

Social-Democrats which declared:

on the occasion of the downfall of
the Laval government, its willing-
ness to participate in a People’s
Front government if one of the
two other parties affiliated tc the
People’s Front would take the
initiative. (Radicals or Commun-
ists)

Blum Appeals To Logic

Leon Blum answered the refusal
of the C.P.F. to participate in a
People’'s Front government on a
parliamentary basis with the fol-
lowing statement in Populaire,
January 26, 1936:

“The CPF is obviously making a
distinction between a People’s
Front government on a parliament-
ary basis, which may arise very
soon but which it rejects, and an
extra-parliamentary People’s
Front government based on a

strong 'mass movement and mass

organizations which it accepts but
which is yet too far off.

“But I am certain,” he continues,
“that the overwhelming majority
of the people who belong to the
People’s Front, who crowd its meet-
ings—workers and peasants in-
cluded—look upon the People’s
Front government as an immediate
problem. People’s Front to them
‘means vigilance against a possible
attack of fascism, it means the
will to rule and to rule immediate-
ly after a victory at the polls in
order to do away with misery and
injustice because it is precisely
under conditions of misery that
fascism flourishes. People’s Front
means a joint effort to prevent a
renewed fascist attack which would
result from the inability of the
majority to rule. This is what the
masses affiliated to the People’s
Front are honestly thinking.

“If the Party continues to wait
until the time has come for a ‘cor-
rect’ People’s Front government
the masses will feel that they have
been misled.”

Duclos To The Rescue

Duclos, one of the secretaries of
the CPF, answered Leon Blum in
L’Humanite of January 28, 1936,
as follows:

“There is nothing in our articles,
our resolutions, our Party docu-
ments which 'may lead anybody to
believe that the Communist Party
might participate in a parliament-
ary government even if it were
called a ‘People’s Front govern-
ment’.”

He then cites the conditions
which Dimitroff put up at the 7th
Congress of the CI in regard to a
People’s Front government, and in-
sists that “To speak of a People’s
Front government is to speak of a
purely parliamentary government.”

Duclos then recalls the experi-
ences of the German, Austrian and
Spanish Social-Democracy—all of
which speak against participation
in a parliamentary government.

This discussion is very important
and very revealing because it en-
ables us to uncover the inner con-
tradictions, the weaknesses and the
political consequences of the slogan
for a People’s Front goverment.

A DEADLY

PARALLEL

‘We are submitting, for the edifi-
cation of our readers,.a kind of
political jigsaw, that, without too
much work, we’ve able to fit to-
gether. This the way it reads:

“When the NRA was declared
unconstitutional you threatened to
amend the constitution. The auto-
crats raised a howl and you com-
pletely retreated.

“With your tongue you lashed
the autocrats, but will you now at
least raise a finger to attack the
forces of entrenched greed?”
(Daily Worker, Jan. 11, A Call of
tha Communist Party)

“Our complaint against Roosevelt
is that he is too slow, that he is
not firm enough, that he does not
approach the nation’s problems
from a more radical point of view.”
(New Leader, Feb. 15. Harry
Rogoff)

“Mr. President, if you mean to
fight autocracy. if you mean to
proteet the rights of the people
against the ‘greedy autocrats,” why
don’t you declare before the entire
nation that you will repudiate the
opinion of the supreme autocrats
of the country? It has been done
before, Mr. President!” (Daily
Worker, ibid.)

“By their criticism of Roosevelt,
Sceialists seek to push him further
to. the left.” (New Leader, ibid.)

“Step by step, Roosevelt has
been yielding to the pressure and

program of the American Liberty
League and the Republican Party.”
(Daily Worker, Jan. 27th. An edi-
torial)

“We want to widen the gulf be-
tween Roosevelt and Smith, be-
tween the New Deal and the Liber-
ty League. We want to separate
Roosevelt and his loyal followers
from the reactionary groups.”
(New Leaded, ibid.)

What a strange political situa-
tion when two organizations froth
at the mouth at the mere mention
of each other, yet have a political
apnroach which dovetails so neat-
ly. It is time for the members of
the Communist Party to question
an opportunist course in which the
premises of the party of Lenin find
their logical and practical conclu-
sions in the party of the Old Guard,
~f the Kautskyites!
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Leon Blum and the French So-
cial-Democracy want the CP to
participate in the usual parlia-
mentary coalition government, in
other words, a left cartel embrac-
ing also Communists. It is ob-
vious that such a government
would not put into effect any meas-
ures to aid the proletariat in its
struggle against fascism; that it
wouid have the same disastrous
consequences as the coalition gov-
ernments in Germany, Austria and
Spain in which the Social-Demo-
cratic parties of the various coun-
tries participated. How could such
a government possibly lift the
emergency decrees of Laval re-
membering that the Radical Social-
ists were a decisive factor in issu-
ing the decrees, in ‘'maintaining
them and in frustrating the first
attempts at extra-parliamentary
actions—the strikes in Brest and
Toulon? Such a government holds
out nothing but compromise for
the CP and the SP. Fascism would
be the ultimate benefactor. The
CP is absolutely justified in re-
jecting participation in such a
“People’s Front government.”

What Ducles Forgot

Duclos, however, characteristic-
ally enough, did not answer the
serious objection of Leon Blum/
that the great mass of people be-
longing to the People’s Front have
the Socialist conception of a “Peo-
ple’s Front government”; that they
expect such to be formed now and
not in the indefinite future; that
the disillusionment of the masses
will grow in proportion to the
postponement of the formation of a
People’s Front government. The
masses are disillusioned, their pa-
tience exhausted, if at every new
government crisis they are given
the hope of a People’s Front gov-
ernment, only to learn that it has
been postponed for an unknown
period so that a “real” People’s
Front government may be formed.
We do not mean to imply here that
the CP ought to participate in a
parliamentary People’s Front gov-
ernment because the masses suf-
fer from these illusions. The
trouble is that the slogan of a
People’s Front government neces-
sarily leads to such illusions. Why ?
Because the People’s Front itself
as it exists today is nothing but a
coalition of parliamentary parties.
The People’s Front committees in
France are not real mass organs—
they are merely a reflection of the
groupings of the various fractions
in the Chamber of Deputies. There
is actually nothing but a parlia-
mentary base for a People’s Front
government. Consequently the
illusions of the masses in re-
gard to a People’s Front gov-
ernment and their dissatisfaction
with the unwillingness of the CP
to form or participate in such a
government inevitable. A slogan
which entails such illusions is false.

Let us examine a People’s Front
government composed of Radical
Socialists, Social-Democrats and
Communists on an extra-parlia-
mentary basis. We have already
stated that such a basis is not evi-
dent. Moreover, such a base cannot
be created until the present Peo-
ple’s Front is dissolved. Why ? Be-
cause it is the function of the Radi-
cal Socialists in the People’s Front
to prevent extra-parliamentary
mass actions against the emergen-
cy decrees, etc. (Incidentally, they
have succeeded admirably in their
tasks). Real mass organs which
would link the working class with
the petty bourgeoisie on a revolu-
tionary basis can only be develop-
ed if such organs presupposed a
break with the bourgeois leader-
ship of the petty bourgeois masses
assembled in the Radical Socialist
Party—in other words, a break
with the Radical Socialists as a

PIERRE LAVAL-—-MOUNTEBANK OF FRENCH POLITICS
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lished anly if an attempt is made
to link up with the working class
those petty-bourgeois and semi-
proletarian masses which are af-
filiated to the Radical Socialist
Party, to have them break with
their party and to lead them in
the struggle against their Party.

Three Roads

This, however, is made impossi-
ble because of the existence of a
parliamentary alliance with the
Radical Socialist Party—because
of the People’s Front as it exists
today.

The following alternative re-
mains: First, the policy of the
People’s Front as a parliamentary
coalition of working class parties
with a bourgeois party, is carried
to its logical conclusion and re-
sults in a People’s Front govern-
ment. In this case, the catastrophe
which befell the Social-Democratic
coalition governments in Germany,
Austria and Spain is inevitable ex-
cept that now the CP would be in-
volved and the defeat of the work-
ing class would be all the more
disastrous, the confusion all the
greater and the possibilities for a
resurgence all the more difficult.

Second, the C. P. declares that
such a government must have an
extra-parliamentary base and that
it is impossible to create such with
the present People’s Front in ex-
istence. In that case, there would
never be a People’s Front govern-
ment and the deepgoing disillusion-
ment of the masses would benefit
faseism.

Third, the CP might finally de-
cide to enter a parliamentary gov-
ernment disguised as an extrapar-
liamentary one and thus bring
about a catastrophe which would
bring the greatest possible confu-
sion into the ranks of the working
class and the petty bourgeoisie.

There is another contradiction:
What would a truly extra-parlia-
mentary government do with the
Herriots, Qaladiers. ete?

The contradiction in the slogan
of the People’s Front government
may be summarized as follows: If
the Radical Socialists are to be in-
cluded there cannot be anything
but a parliamentary government.
The Radical Socialist Party will
not participate in a truly extra-
parliamentary People’s Front gov-
ernment. The People’s Front gov-
ernment is possible only as a par-
liamentary government. An extra-
parliamentary government of the
working class, of the petty bour-
geois classes cannot be a People’s
Front government.

This is the fundamental inner
contradiction of the slogan for a
People’s Front government as

Party. Such organs can be estab-

France. The same is true of the
slogan for a People’s Front gov-
ernment outside of France. Fur-
thermore, we are not dealing with
a dialectical contradiction which
would lead to a higher level of po-
litical development. We are deal-
ing with a contradiction which will
lead to the defeat of the working
class and the Communist Party.

Danger Signals

The disastrous consequences of
this policy are already becoming
manifest: First of all, there have
been no extra-parliamentary mass
activities against the emergency
decrees; no formation of anti-fas-
cist mass self-defense organiza-
tions, no formation of real organs
which would create the organiza-
tional basis for the establishment
of soviets in France. Without the
formation of such organizational
bases the slogan for soviets re-
mains an empty, ineffective phrase.

Secondly, the renunciation of the
right to propagandize communist
slogans and revolutionary transi-
tion slogans among the broad
masses of the workers and the
petty bourgeoisie, and particular-
ly, among the poor peasants,—
slogans which show the revolution-
ary way out of the crisis and thus
could effectively counter-balance
the propaganda of the fascists. In-
stead we have a miserable reform-
ist program of the People’s Front
—inadequate even from the point
of view of reformism,

Thirdly, the maintenance and
strengthening of bourgeois demo-
cratic and reformist illusions
among the masses by this program.

Fourthly, the C.P. ignores all
mass pressure outside of parlia-
ment and has gone so far as to
promise support to a bourgeois
government under certain condi-
tions.

The future perspective of an
extra-parliamentary People’s Front
government which is not feasible
on the basis of the present Peo-
ple’s Front entails a line so op-
portunist, on the part of the CP
and the SP as has never been wit-
nessed in the French labor move-
ment.

This is the situation in the CP
of France, the model for all Com-
munist parties in capitalist coun-
tries. Marcel Cachin stated at the
Party convention that perfect har-
mony exists between the CI and
the CPF. We have no reason to
doubt it. Andre Marty, represen-
tative of the CI at this party con-
vention, approved the policy of the
CPF which is based on the deci-
sions of the 7th Congress, and
praised it as an international
model.

shown concretely in the case of

January 29, 1936.
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A FOOTNOTE TO FOLLY: Remi-
niscences of Mary Heaton Vorse.
New York, Farrar and Rinehart.
$3.00. 407 pages.

Reviewed by ELLEN WARD

In this book Mary Heaton Vorse
records the story of her life during
a single decade, 1912 to 1922. She
chose those years, perhaps, because
they were her most active years
and those spent closest to the labor
movement. It is a checkered life
she pictures, criss-crossed by great
joys and deep sorrows, political as
well as personal.

It 'is interesting to follow her
development from childhood: her
earliest years in schools abroad,
and later in an atmosphere of the
New England “intelligentsia.” She
herself tells us that:

“We in Amherst knew so little
about those things (social strife in
America—E.W.) that we might
have been the original dwellers in
the Garden of Eden. We sat on our
shady porches, reading indignantly
about the sufferings of the Siberian
exiles. Almost everyone voted the
Republican ticket and went to the
Congregational or the Episcopal
Church. Life was removed from the
great forces that were forging
America in workshops and stcel
::Aills. It was a little like living

ithout the knowledge that there
was such a thing as pain or death.”

Her very first glimpse of social
consciousness came from her read-
ing the Russian giants: Tolstoy,
Gogol, Dostoievski, Chekhov and
Kropotkin.

It wasn’t until her first marriage
and her extended sojourn abroad
that she literally fell upon the
class struggle in a miners’ strike
in Italy. She saw then, for the first
time, that labor had a grievance
and she thrilled at its mighty so-
lidarity. From that day on, her
sympathies and her energies have
been devoted to the cause of labor.

The most absorbing pages of
this book are those that record the
great strikes of her generation.
They all march in a row—great
battles, great names carved in the
blood of American labor history:
Lawrence, Paterson, Colorado, Me-
saba Range, and the great Steel
Strike of 1919.

It is significant to note that the
IWW led all those strikes except
the 1919 Steel Strike. Mary Heaton
worked closely with them in those
years and again and again we read
her unstinted praise of the great
ability and wuntiring devotion of
their leaders. They are always the
same: Big Bill Haywood, Carlo
‘Tresca, Elizabeth Gurley Flynn,
Giovanitti and Andreychin.

In the conduct of the Steel Strike
we get her picture of the capacities
of William Z. Fos as a strike
leader and of the up-hill battle he
had to fight against tremendous
odds:

“The strike died of slow bleed-
ing. Neither terror nor violence
could have stamped it out, nor
could violence smother it. The in-
difference and treachery of in-
stituted labor knifed it, and the
formidable forces against it over-
whelmed it.”

The remaining chapters of the
book are devoted to close-ups of
the early war years and the post-
war years in Europe; a stirring
picture of the Sacco-Vanzetti in-
ternational battle; a description
of the early days of Soviet Hun-
gary and of how Bela Kun was
outwitted by Hoover on the out-
side and the Social-Democrats on
the inside, and a brief sketch of a
congress of the Second Interna-
tional held during the war. Of the
latter, she has this to say:

“The hatreds and dissonances of
Versailles were reproduced here in
miniature. I have seen more true
internationalism in many a strike

BOOKS of the |LOSING THER CHAINS . . . .

Big Bill

HEY don’t come tougher than Bill Haywood either in the labor

movement or out of it. But no man’s toughness was more the
result of capitalistic environment than his. On February 4th, 1869,
William R. Haywood* saw the light of day in Salt Lake City, Utah.
Though that is only sixty-seven years ago, the social conditions existent
at the time were totally different from what they are now. Then
capitalism was in its raw infancy; it exploited without gloves and
apologized afterwards. Haywood was only a child when he saw men
shot down in cold blood on the streets as a form of retributive justice
or revenge. He saw courts of justice established to give ideological
sanction to what had been accomplished by force and bloodshed. He
early learned that the ultimate recourse in the governance of social
relations is the recourse to the military and the police by those wielding
power. As a young boy he was bound out to a farmer as a helper; at
nine he had already seen service in a mine as an aid to his stepfather.
Most: important for an understanding of his later insistence upon
tactics of violence, his anarchistic attitude towards political action by
the working class, and his “two-gun” manner of handling strikes and
boycotts, is the fact that he saw Eastern capitalists come into the West
and take away the hard-won land of prospectors and miners. Exploi-
tatilon was not a logical concept to Haywood; it was a living, stark
reality.

He suffered the loss of one eye through a boyhood accident, and that
and his tremendous bulk distinguished him wherever he went. But he
managed to see more of the rottenness of capitalism with one eye than
many men have seen with two. He had no schooling to amount to
anything, and his mind always lacked the discipline necessary to revo-
lutionary leadership. He proved a successful leader only in those
organizations whose collective temperament was compatible with his
cler'nentary revolutionary theory. Haywood was seventeen when his
social consciousness was aroused by the Haymarket frame-up, and he
says that that marked the beginning of his understanding of social
questions. The story of McFarland and the “Molly Maguires” served
to convince him of the necessity for strong-arm tactics and mass oppo-
sition. In Heywood capitalists were to face a foeman who had felt
a trigger in his hand, the touch of stecl against his body, and the daily
imminence of violent death over many years.

The Western Federation of Miners had been formed in 1893, and
three years later Haywood became a member at Silver City, Colorado.
He was to leave an ineradicable impression on that organization as
he later left upon every organization and movement with which he was
connected. In 1900 he was elected to the executive board of the W.F.M.
z}t Butte, Montana, and a year laier he was given the most important
Jjob in the organization, that of secretary-treasurer. He held it until
1907 when the Industrial Workers of the World came to claim all
his attention.

_ The Western Federation of Miners was no babe-in-the-wood organ-
ization when Haywood entered it. Iaced by the armed forces of the
mine owners’ associations, and the cohorts of the so-called Citizens’
Alliances, the men who worked below in the West were foreed to armed
warfare. When the miners struck, as they did on a large scale at
Coopr d’Alene, Telluride, and Cripple Creek, a “bull-pen” was in-
V'axixal)ly set up and the strikers were herded into it by troops. In the
strike at Coeur d’Alene, Idaho, in 1899, Governor Steunenberg (of
whom we shall hear again) succeeded in getting Federal troops, the
bu]k o.f whom were Negroes from Brownsville, Texas—a new for;n of
intensitying the class struggle by race differentiation. To add to the
peace and serenity of the sifuation Haywood tells of “one of the of ficers
« dirty w'hite seoundrel,” who “sent letters to the wives and sisters of:
the men in the bull-pen, asking them to entertain the soldiers, saying
that they would ‘receive due comsideration’.” '

. The dissatisfaction with the craft unionism of the American Federa-
tion of Labor and its conservative policies grew to national proportions
in the early years of this century. The Western Federation of Miners
in 1898 hqd set up the Western Labor Union, which after 1902 became
the American Labor Union. But the need for national organization
along the lines of industrial unionism was becoming more and more
pwrevalcnt. The W.F.M. found an ally here in DeLeon and the Socialist
Trade and Labor Alliance. A conference was called in Chicago on
January 21?d, 1905, and the manifesto that was drawn up callin:r for
the formation of the Industrial Workers of the World was signgd by
Haywood, Mf)ther Jones, Trautmann, and Debs, among others. The
first convention was held in Chicago on June 27th, 1905. Haywood
called the convention to order as the representative of the W.F.M

Banging a big stick on the chairman’s table, Haywood announ;:e(i
to thg assembled delegates, “This is the Continental Congress of the
working class. . . . This organization will be formed, based, and founded
on the class struggle.” The great task of the first convention was fo
draw up a constitution, arrange for active organizing of locals, and

* He later changed his middle name to “Dudley”.

by James San
Haywood

achieve harmony. The direct actionists suspected DeLeon of the desire
to hitch the I.W.W. to the Socialist Labor Party. Debs was there over
the protest of the executive committee of the Socialist Party. Victor
Berger had called the struggles of the W.F.M. “border feuds” and saw
the Wobblies as a dual organization opposed to the A. F. of L.

Harmony was achieved but it was short-lived. DeLeon succeeded in
getting the political-action clause put in the famous preamble. The
W.F.M. acquiesced for a time but not ungrudgingly. In 1908 the
direct actionists threw DeLeon and the S.T. & L.A. out, and withdrew
the political action clause. Haywood was completely wrong on this
question, and DeLeon wholly right. DeLeon set up the Detroit I. W.W.
and promulgated an even stronger political action clause practically
endorsing the Socialist Labor Party. Without the political action
clause the Chicago I.W.W. was a voice crying in the wilderness.

But these years were to bring Haywood’s name into every house-
hold in America. On December 30, 1905, ex-Governor Steunenberg of
Idaho was blown to bits by a bomb at his home in Caldwell. Mystery
surrounded his death and the murderer was sought by the authorities
of the Western states. On February 17, 1906, Haywood, and Moyer
and Pettibone, were arrested in Denver, Colorado. The Colorado
police had no warrant out for their arrest, and no extradition papers
had been signed. It was, as Debs said, a kidnapping job. Idaho
justice was seeking to railroad the three of them to death in order
to cover its own inability to trace the real murderer. To the ldaho
authorities the three werve guilty until they were proved innocent.
They were therefore put in the death cells in the Boise penitentiary.
That proved too much for even Western justice to get away with, so
they were transferred to Caldwell, prison, and later a change of venue
was executed (illegally) to Ada County jail. For almost a year and
a half Haywood remained in jail before his trial came up on May 9,
1907. Meanwhile to show the working class’s faith in Big Bill and
to damn the justice of Western courts, the Socialist Party nominated
Haywood for Governor of Idaho in 1906, and he reccived 16,000 votes.

Wild protest at the frame-up had broken loose all over America.
Long before the trial Teddy Roosevelt announced from the White
House where his services in behalf of capitalistic empire had succeeded
in placing him, that the three of them were “undesirable citizens.”
Roosevelt’s charge infuriated Debs, and he let loose a tirade against
the old Rough-rider over thc proletariat. “Arouse ye Slaves!” he wrote
in the Appeal to Reason. “Their only crime is loyalty to the working
cluss!”
“undesirable citizen.”

At the trial Clarence Darrow was defense counsel. The State’s
prosecutor was today’s upholder of American individualism, liberty and
the private pursuit of happiness: William E. Borah, making a name
for himself by trying to send innocent labor organizers to their deaths.
A special labor jury sat in the audience. The state’s case rested on a
fall-guy, Harry Orchard. He said that he had killed Steunenberg, but
that he had been impelled to do so by Haywood, Moyer, and Pecttibone.
Haywood in his autobiography writes. “I had been charged with kill-
ing Governor I'rank Steunenberg, a man whom I had mever scen, who
was killed in a pluce where I had never been. I was more than a
thousand miles away at the time of his death. He had been Eilled by
a man whom I had not scen for eight months or a year, and from whom
I had never heard during that time.”

The jig was up with Idaho justice, and Haywood was adjudged not
guilty. Big Bill Haywood came to the fore in the labor and socialist
movement. He had made an excellent impression on the stand by his
courage, his intelligence, and his steadfastness. Borah was given to
the United States Senate where he still sits. Havwood became a lead-
ing member of the Socialist Party for a few years.

He made several speeches with Debs on the “Red Special” in 1908,
and found himself on the national executive committee of the S.P. for
a number of years. Finally, in 1912 he was thrown off and out of the
party for advocating sabotage on the job (a typical Wobbly tactic)
and for opposing political action. In 1910 he was elected as a delegate
to the International Socialist Congress at Copenhagen, but he was lost
there. He had no foundation in theory on important questions such as
war, coalition governments, etc. Ramsey MacDonald saw him there
and later paid him the compliment of hating him, in his book, Syn-
dicalism.

“He is the embodiment of the Sorel philosophy; roughened by
the American industrial and civic climate, a bundle of primitive
instincts, a master of direct statement. He is useless on com-

mitice; he is a torch amongst a crowd of uncritical, credulous
workmen. I saw him at Copenhagen, wmidst the leaders of the
working-class movements drawn from the whole world, and there
he was dumb and unnoticed; I saw him addressing a crowd in
England, and there his crude appeals moved his listeners to wild
applause. He made them see things, and their hearts bounded to
be up and doing.” ’ (To be continued)

internati9nal congress. . . . Words ruling clawss, toget i i
apd vanity swamped the conven- disagreeable kidsgbe}x'lfl)rb;:ll:(}il ts:(;l-‘
tion. All th.e weaknesses of Social- les, obsequious b,utlers and t(I))u h-
iIsm were displayed here. One could looking cops, have been a welco%ne
understand why at the first call for | feature of t,he Daily Worker for
{noblllzatlon,. international Social- | some time. Now over 150 of them
ism fell to pieces.” have been published in a hand-
The left factions refused to at- somely priqted bqok, with a brief
tend and “Into the gulf between unenlightening  introduction by
the left and the right fell the rev-| Robert Forsythe and a few pages
olutionary movement of Europe.” of te)ft' b.y the cartognist in which
It is difficult to terminate this hg criticizes the spmal content of
review without expressing regret his fellow-cartoonists, Arno, Sog-
that Mary Heaton Vorse stopped lqw, Benchley, and the creators of
with 1922. She has participated Jlgg§, Andy Gump, Skippy and
actively in some of the great labor | the like.
struggles since then, and the work-
ing class would have welcomed her
account of those experiences.

Redfield’s manner is that of the
New Yorker cartoonists, but his
matter is quite distinct from theirs.
He has set out to make the rulin
THE RULING CLAWSS, by Red- | clawss” laughable, to show up thei%"
field. Daily Worker Publishing | snobbery, their contempt for the
Co. 184 pp. $2.50. masses, their tawdry luxury and

meeting than was present in this

Redfield’s snooty members of the | bad taste, their ill-mannered rude-

ness to maids and butlers, their ex-
quisite tenderness with poodless
and pups, the futility of their over-
stuffed women, the labor-hating
toughness ‘of their cops and guards,
and above all their essential lack
of full human stature and parasitic
superfluity in the process of pro-
duction. His drawings have gayety,
justifiable malice, and social point.
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Dressmakers Ratify

The Victory

Pact At Huge Garden Meeting

The International Ladies Garment Workers Union made history,
last weck when it announced the conclusion of agreements with four
out of five employers’ ascociations in the dress industry of New
York and immediate vicinity. Even the announcement of the pro-
visions of the agreements and their ratification werc carried out in

a unique manner.

Joint Board Manager Julius Hochman, weary

to the point of physical exhaustion, told 25,000 eager and enthu-
stastic dressmakers jammed into Madison Squarc Garden, that this

is the first time that the radio was
being used to have an agreement
ratified. He was refering to the
members of the union gathered in
the cities and towns in Long Is-
land, New Jersey and Connecticut
who were at that moment gather-
ed in their own halls listening to
Hochman explain point by point
the sweeping victory which they
had won without the necessity of
resorting to the strike weapon.

Speaker after speaker stressed
what the employers knew only too
well—that the victory showed that
the employers had been taught to
have a wholesome respect for the
strength of the union and the
fighting qualities of the dress-
makers.

The huge mass meeting was con-
verted into a celebration rather
than a ratification meeting. On the
stage, covered with flowers sent by
the workers from the shops, was a
snappy band playing working class
songs and in the pit the marching
of the various local athletic teams
and the chorus presented a rich-
ness of color rare in labor gather-
ings.

And in truth, there was good
cause for this joy. The victory won
by the dressmakers is phenomenal.
One speaker expressed the opinion
that the dressmakers themselves
will not appreciate the full posi-
tive implications of this agreement
until they see how it works out in
their favor in the shops and, as
President Dubinsky put it, “in the
pay envelope.”

Zimmerman, Manager of Local
22, stressed the improvement in
conditions for the minority crafts
which are usually given less con-
sideration. The minimum scales for
one of these crafts was raised out-
right. Zimmerman also spoke of
the complete unity which now
exists in the ranks of the dress-
makers making this great victory
possible. President Dubinsky point-
ed out that altho the same mini-
mums for all other crafts remain
as in the old agreement, that that
constitutes a considerable increase,
since many workers never got
what was coming to them, due to
the chiselling constantly resorted
to by the employers. The terms of
this agreement he pointed out
make this much more difficult and
will result actually in increased
earnings for all the crafts. The
main report was made by Hoch-
man who went into considerable
detail explaining the planks of the
agreement. Other speakers includ-
ed William Green, who made his
speech of congratulation from
Washington over the radio, and
Mayor LaGuardia.

The appearance of LaGuardia at
the meeting, only two days after
his police commissioner Valentine
resorted to the severest brutality
in smashing a demonstration of
unemployed and after Valentine
lifted a page from Hitler by re-
sorting to “protective custody” for
Congressman  Marcantonio and
others, aroused great indignation
among the progressive sections of
the union. Besides, many workers
felt that no matter what LaGuardia
did, he was no decisive force, that
it was the militant strength of the
union which made victory possible.

Terms of Pact
Altho about 809 of the workers
are employed in centracting shops,
all prices will be settled with the

jobber and will be enforced on all
contractors working for him.
Beginning with March 15 the job-
ber is made responsible for pay-
ment of all minimums and must
make good on any underpayment.

Limitation of contracting will
operate thru the designation by
the jobber of the exact number of
contractors needed by him to meet
production requirements. Contrac-
tors so designated are to work for
no other jobber. Promiscuous hir-
ing and firing of contractors by the
jobber is prohibited since that auto-
matically means the firing of larg:
numbers of workers. An Adminis-
trative Board will be set up to
regulate these matters and all ap-
plications for changes in the num-
ber of contractors per jobber.
Work is to be divided equally be-
tween inside shops and contract
shops working exclusively for the
jobber.

Minimum wage scales for clean-
ers and pinkers are raised from
$15 to $16; to 'meet the problem
of moving shops it is provided
that no employer may move further
than can be reached by a 5c farc;
the 35 hour week is to be main-
tained; no workers are to be hired
without a union working card.

Jobbers must register price
ranges of garments; hiring work-
ers thru private employment agen-
cies is forbidden, thus saving many
workers from racketeering agen-
cie; new machinery is to be con-
trolled so that workers suffer no
undue hardships thru their intro-
duction; all accessories in the mak-
ing of the garment must be made
in union shops. Child labor is
abolished, working age being set
at 18, as against 16 provided in
the state law.

A number of other clauses in the
agreement are too detailed to dis-
cuss here altho they all go to make
up the victory which the dress-
makers scored.

* * *

(In the coming issue of Workers
Age we hope to carry an article
dealing with the significance of
this victory by the dressmakers by
our comrade Charles Zimmerman,
Manager of Local 22 L.L.G.W.U.)

C.1.0. Upheld By
Dubinsky

(Continued from Page 4)
an oppositional policy to the A.
F. of L.

The spirit of loyalty and desire
to keep our movement intact how-
ever should not be used as a whip
by the leaders of the American
Federation of Labor and of the
craft unions in particular to stifle
for the sake of paper jurisdiction-
all rights the aspirations of the
‘masses of workers in the mass pro-
duction industries and thereby ob-
struct the growth of labor union-
ism in these industries by refusing
to heed the organizational needs
of these workers.

The two hundred and twenty
thousand members of our Interna-
tional union greet you, Brother
Lewis, and all the officers, dele-
gates and members of the United
Mine Workers of America as the
champions of the cause of indus-
trial unionism. We wish you suc-
cess and progress at your great
convention.

PROGS PUBLISH
“UNIONIST”

Paper to Stimulate Pro-
gressive Movement
In Unions

A new chapter in the develop-
ment of the American trade union
movement was signalized in the
appearance just a few weeks ago
of the Progressive Unionist, the
monthly journal of the Council of
the Needle Trades Progressive
Groups. Marking the definite
emergence of the only organized
progressive forces in the trade
unions, the Progressive Unionist
denotes the growth of these forces,
both as to their sharply defined
trade union philosophy and their
imperative urge to become articu-
late to every needle and other
worker.

The first issue, February, ap-
peared as a four page English
paper with a four page Jewish
supplement. This policy will be
continued until such time as growth
permits two separate papers.

The issue contains: “Dressmak-
ers Face General Strike” by Mur-
ray Gross, Local 22, LL.GW.U,,
editorial —“Why Progressive Cen-
ter?”, “Progressives And The
‘Lewis Committee’” by Will Her-
berg, a section of the resolution of
Local 22 on “The Danger of War
And Fascism” presented to the
Cleveland congress of the Amer-
ican League Against War and
Fascism,” reviews of trade union
literature and news on the progres-
sives in Knitgoods, Fur, etc. A
splendid first issue.

Coming issues will deal with In-
dustrial vs. Craft Unionism, the
Out-Of-Town Question, conditions
in various industries, the Labor
Party Question, ete.

The paper has a tremendous job.
It must strive to speak to the trade
unionists in a language as clear
ag its trade union philosophy. It
must strive to interest and educate
workers beyond New York’s gar-
ment center. It must be packed full
of news and thought. It has a dif-
ficult' job—but the beginning bides
well as taits hurdling all obstacles.

TRADE BOARD IS
ANTI-UNION

Protective Custody OK’ed
Want The Unions
Incorporated

Calling for more bloody noses as
the best guarantee for national de-
fense, Percy C. Magnus, president
of the New York Board of Trade,
set the pace for the union-busting
speeches made at the last monthly
meeting of the body. The resolu-
tions passed are in accord with the
spirit of the talks.

“Let’s have more power of that
kind and let’s hear less talk about
Communistic propaganda,” he add-
ed. “The incident at Madison
Square on Saturday last proved
rather conclusively that something
should be controlled here.”

In line with this despicable treat-
ment of a bona-fide demonstration
of the unemployed the Board of
Trade went on record as being for
the limitation of .the right of labor
to strike. To this end, compulsory
incorporation of trade unions and
compulsory filing of financial
records are advocated.

FREE AND UNREGIMENTED
U. S. A,

From Federation News, Organ of
the Chicago Federation of Labor,
Feb. 15, 1936.

It is found that in this land of
the free and unregimented, during
last year, no less than 13 Demo-
cratic and three Republican govern-
ors of state in the federal union
have called out troops to stop
workers who were trying to organ-
ize. Courts have given out injunc-
tions right and left against the
right to organize, the right to
picket and the right of effective
mass protest against farm fore-
closures. Law enforcement agencies
in many cities, counties and states
have been effectively used for
strike-breaking purposes.

UMWA DEGISIONS
PUBLISHED

Industrial Unionism
Backed; Autonomy
Fight Lost

The Feb. 15 issue of the United
Mine Workers Journal carries a
digest of the decision of the 34th
convention of the United Mine
Workers held in Washington be-
tween January 28 and February
7. The four most important deci-
sions in the order listed follow:

1. Reaffirmation of industrial
unionism.
2. Endorsement of President

Roosevelt and his administra-
tion.

3. Refusal to restore autonomy

to the provisional districts.

4. Adoption of a Scale Commit-

tee Report.

The following are just a few of
the other important decision
made: For old age pension system
with taxes to be raised from those
best able to pay. Opposed discrimi-
nation against Negroes and called
on A. F. of L. to merge locals of
white and colored workers. Against
all sales taxes. Opposed to dis-
crimination against workers 45
vears or older. For organization of
Harlan County (Kentucky) and all
other unorganized mine fields. For
federal investigation of spy sys-
tems being maintained against
unions. Opposed to Dyer Bill which
proposes deportation of foreign
born workers ag solution of unem-
ployment. For organization of the
captive and commercial mines now
barred by steel trust. Favoring
anti-lynching legislation. For gov-
ernment control of utilities. De-
nounced the National Manufaec-
turers Association, American Liber-
ty League and the United States
Chamber of Commerce. For assis-
tance to workers listed for deporta-
tion. For abolition of child labor.
Protest against use of machine
guns during strikes.

Anti-Labor Drive
Is Boss’ Plan

The United States Chamber of
Commerce, one of the principal
motivators of the NRA program
and now its bitterest enemy, will
meet in April to lay down a pro-
gram for a fight against social
legislation and the trade wunion
movament,

Among the items on the agenda
we find: Increasing Employment
thru Private Enterprise (Or, How
to End All Relief); Regaining
Foreign Markets (or, Imperialist
Wars and How to Declare Them);

Needless to say, if enacted into
law these demands would cripple,
if not kill, every trade union. Labor
must answer this challenge to its
inalienable right to strike by in-
creased unionization.

The Republicans
Curbing “Lefts”

(Continucd from Page 3)
Socialist and Communists and made

the leader of the bloc, and now’

prime minister of the new “People’s
Front” regime. Thus another
dangerous step was taken in the
demobilization of the masses for
extra-parliamentary struggle and
in the discouragement and separa-
tion ef the peasants from the
working-class; a poor exchange,
that of Azana and his handful of
discredited Republicans for the
peasant masses. In the hour of
nead, unless this is speedily cor-
rected, the proletariat will come
to realize how tragic was the bar-
gain -and how pyrrhic the victory.
‘T'he victory so far, is a victory of
1 socialist-communist  coalition
with reformism, and bourgeois re-
formism at that, and on the basis
of the program of the bourgeoisie.
Hanging in the Balance

For the present, the preponder-
ance of morale is on the side of
the revolution. Extra-parliamen!
ary mass pressure has already
liberated the political prisoners.
Largo Caballero apparently has
begun to realize the shortcomings
and dangers inherent in the elec-
toral bargain. Azana is already
issuing pronunciamentos in favor
of law and order, parliamentary
agrarian reform under the auspices
of the propertied classes, a re-
placement of the generals who
crushed the Asturian revolt by his
own generals, who crushed the
revolt of Casas Viejas and even
batrayed him in his hour of need.
In short, the strategy of the bour-
geois government that the prole-
tariat has put into power is to stop
the revolution before it has even
begun. The strategy of the prole-
tariat must be to continue the
struggle outside of parliament,
thru strikes, mass demonstrations,
winnig over of the army, and
above all, thru the unleashing of
the class war in the village which
alone can smash the power of the
big landowners, and which alone
can unleash the class war inside
the army, without which the army
will be a servile instrument of any
military coup its officers may plan.
The first post-election declarations
of Largo Caballero are encourag-
ing. The editorial comments of
Pravda, enamored of the People’s
Front, which we must take to be
representative of the Spanish Par-
ty line (in lieu of Spanish reports
to the contrary so far), are far
less so. Encouraging also are the
comments of the Maurin Party, and
the fact that the Syndicalists have
for the first time participated in
great numbers in the elections, and
are participating in the extra-par-
liamentary demonstrations. No-
thing has been decided yet. The
elections merely close the stage
started just prior to the October
uprising, and open a new period of
the Spanish revolution. If the So-
cialists, Communists and Syndical-
ists can correct their policy and
unite on a program of struggle
such as the situation requires, the
Spanish revolution will triumph.
In either event, the hour of deci-
sion is now close at hand.

B.D. W.

Pacific Labor Conditions (or Our
Tasks in Building Company
Unions) and Taxation (or Why the
Poor must Pay).

Those in the Chamber itself who
fail to appreciate Roosevelt’s ser-
vices to capitalism should ponder
their recently published statement
which declares: “Predictions that
trade associations would decline
following the invalidation of the
NRA have not been fulfilled.” The
statement, which thus implies that
the NRA built trade associations,
shows that 114 associations in-
creased their membership by 3.6%,
while 60% of all associations held
their own.

N -



	v5n09-p10-feb-29-1936-WA
	v5n09-p23-feb-29-1936-WA
	v5n09-p45-feb-29-1936-WA
	v5n09-p67-feb-29-1936-WA
	v5n09-p80-feb-29-1936-WA

