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New York workers who paraded in the United May

(Opposition)
Union Square, taking its place in the ranks of the == greet the contingent, headed by the organization

enters

Day Demonstration.

The extended fists of workers

banner, and the Red Flag Brigade of the youth.

AUTO UNION TO
BEGIN DRIVE

Organization By Union
Made First Task As
Convention Ends

By SIDNEY JONES

The problem of organizing all
auto workers in one powerful, all-
inclusive industrial union, affiliated
with the AFL was the main issue
of the second convention of the
International Ulnion, the United
Automobile Workers of America,
held in South Bend, Indiana, April
27 to May 2. All resolutions and
speeches were related to this main
issue—the organization of the un-
organized. It was from this angle
that the discredited dictator of the
union, ex-President Francis J.
Dillon, appointed by Green at the
last convention, was not even nom-
inated to succeed himself because
he failed in the main job of organ-
ization. This is also one of the
reasons why young, energetic Ho-
mer Martin, a former Kansas City
preacher, was unanimously elected
by all the convention delegates as
their general president. Many of
the delegates told him, “We are
giving you our votes and confi-
dence. You go ahead and show what
you can do in organizing and unit-
g all auto workers into our
union.” That’s why, after the elec-
tion of general officers in whom
the membership have confidence,
they will be able to do a real job
in the field of organization. They
adopted a resolution on unity, in-
viting all the independent unions,
even if special consideration will

(Continued on Page 2)

Conquest of Ethiopia

Wrecks

Crack-Up Of Alignments
Will Follow For The
Small Nations

Italy has made formal announce-
ment of the annexation of Ethio-
pia, the last piece of land inde-
pendent of imperialism on the
African continent. Hamstrung in
its own defense by the burdensome
feudal order under which it groan-
ed, the Ethiopian kingdom made
the wild barbaric gestures of an
independent primitive people, de-
fending themselves against the
cruel machine-armies of modern
“civilization.” No bones were made
by Fascist Italy and its bull-
throated dictator, Mussolini, that
this was an imperialist war. With
a callousness indicative of this lat-
ter-day imperialism, his justifica-
tion for this ruthless conquest was
the history of the “powers”—
France and England, who gained
their empire in precisely this fash-
ion. Mussolini’s statements on this
score can hardly be denied. Thus,
the military conquest of Ethiopia
tears away the veil of hypocrisy,
exposing not merely Fascism, but
British and - French Imperialism,
both of which had hoped to pose
as defenders of the peace.

Within the orbit of the League
of Nations, those capitalist states,
such as are in the Little Entente,
and the Balkan group now are be-
ginning to distrust the ability of
France primarily, and also Eng-
land, to defend them against be-

League

ing swallowed by Hitler Germany.
The League, merely an arena in
which French and British capital
maintained hegemony over and
against all others, and struggled
against each other for further
gains, has failed on precisely the
issue that bound the ‘“satellites”
to it—i.e., either France or Britain.
If no decisive action was taken to
defend British interests in Africa
(under the cover of the “freedom
of Ethiopia”), if there was no basis
of agreement on this question be-
tween France and England, then
for Czechoslovakia and the other
countries, there is no guarantee of
protection.

This disintegration of the League
undoubtedly signifies its finish on
the field of imperialist diplomacy.
It can no longer be the dominant
force of the post-war decade. This
means that, in practice, the smal-
ler countries will tend to gravitate
either around Soviet Russia, as a
consistent defender of their inter-
ests, or bolt over to the Nazi camp.
Certainly a great impetus will be
given to the pro-German elements
in the Polish bourgeoisie.

SHERRILL HAILS MUSSOLINI

General Sherrill, of the U. S.
Army, has added to his “reputa-
tion” as a pro-fascist. Having led
the fight for America’s participa-
tion in the Nazi Olympics, he now
displayed his internationalism by
sending a congratulatory telegram
to Mussolini on the seizure of
Ethiopia.

Steel Convention Weigh§
Gonflicting Proposals

Belief Is Strong That The CIO I;'oposal Has Good
Chance Of Adoption; Craft Unionists Begin
To Split The Ranks By Separate Drive.

The steel workers convention mecting here in Cannonsburg, Pa.
is faced with the gravest problem which may have a bearing also on
the whole future of the Amcrican Federation of Labor.

The convention, having before it the original proposal of the
Committee for Industrial Organization offering funds and organizers
for the organization of the steel industry provided the drive is con-
ducted along industrial lincs, clected a committee to study the prob-

lem.

S.P. OLD GUARD
T0 BACK F.D.

Prepare To Support Him
Thru “Real” Demo-
cratic Party

At a conference of the Old Guard
caucus it was decided to definitely
work for a split at the forthcom-
ing national convention of the SP
in Cleveland. Since the charter was
lifted from the Old Guard, and
they were repudiated in the prim-
aries, it became clear that their
hope lay either in a new organiza-
tion of their own or in the role of
an adviser to a Labor Party. The
latter not being forthcoming, the
Old Guard will set about to call a
New York state convention in June
or July to consider the formation
of a national “social-democratic”
party.

Waldman, leader of the right-
wing caucus, hasg already clearly
delineated the role of this league,
even preparing the ground for the
support of Roosevelt. In a state-
ment issued after the faction cau-
cus, he stated that: “Personclly 1
admire President Roosevelt and I
have said publicly that if I could
not support a Socialist candidate,
I would support him.”

And of course, the Old Guard
“cannot” support any candidate put
up by the Militants, in any shape
or form. Thus, the extreme rights
within the socialist movement tend
to the completion of their course,
in carrying out the policy of the
“lesser evil.”

DOUBLE-CROSSED!

Oklahoma got itself twisted
on just how to carry out a pol-
icy of race discrimination
against Negroes. When Caleb
Peterson, a New York Negro,
appeared in Oklahoma City to
take part in the National For-
ensic Contest, the goatee’d
drawling Southern gentlemen
went into a huddle for the pro-
tection of the hearth, home, and
Southern womanhood,  These
cavaliers then arrived at the
following solution. All contest-
ants were to leave the stage
while Peterson spoke, so that
Southern culture could remain
contaminated.

Only one thing went wrong.
Petersen won the contest by
unanimous acclaim.

The committce appearcd before the Exccutive Council of the

A. I of 1.. and the latter respond-
cd with a letter to the convention
offering assistance for an organ-
ization drive but laying down two
conditions: the Committee for In-
dustrial Organization must be kept
out and the Amalgamated must not

insist on the industrial form of
organization.
In a reply to the convention

John 1.. Lewis lashed out against
the Exceutive Council. “The Amal-
camated,” said Lewis, “is at the
cross roads” and holds within its
hand “the cconomic destinics of
the workers in the steel industry.”
Lewis further pointed out that the
Amalgamated cannot accept the
Council proposal without setting
aside its claim of jurisdiction over
the whole industry.

While the convention was weigh-
ing the two proposals before it the
United States Steel Corporation
announced a grant of two weeks
vacation with pay to every worker
with 5 or more years of service.
This is obviously an attempt to
weaken the planned organization
drive. At the same time the Amal-
gamated Association of Machinists
promptly procceded to split the
ranks of the steel workers by start-
ing an independent organization
drive in crafts under its jurisdic-
tion.

Progressives  are making a
strong stand and it is expected
that the proposal of the CIO will
be adopted. There is no doubt that
this situation still further strains
relations between the Council and
the CIO unions.

BRITISH POLICE
INTEL-AVIV

The Arabs arc continuing a gen-
eral strike in Palestine, with the
voung Arabs demanding more mil-
itant action on the part of their
nationalist leaders. A memoran-
dum was submitted by the Arabian
chiefs to the British foreign office,
demanding the application of re-
strictions on immigration and land
grants to the Jews, as the only
solution to the Palestinean prob-
lem.

Incendiarism began to spread as
an anti-Jewish weapon in various
sections of the country, villages and
orchards being burned by the
Arabs. The British police were or-
dered out on a “collective punish-
ment” ordinance which means the
suppression of both Jews and
Arabs. Especially could this be di-
rected against any attempt at com-
mon action against British Im-
perialism.
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Union OrEa;nization Is

Keynote of Auto Confab

(Continued from Page 1)
have to be given to some of the
ieaders of the independent unions.
To show that they really meant
business they invited and seated
as fraternal delegates three leaders
of the independent unions and gave
them the opportunity to speak at
the convention where they pledged
themselves to make all efforts to
convince their membership to
merge with the International.

Organization Plan

The most important resolution
was presented in the report of the
committee on organization—con-
taining a plan on how to organize
all the auto workers in U. S. and
Canada. This resolution instructs
the Executive Board (1) to start
a nation-wide organization drive
right after the convention, (2) to
assist in this drive an invitation is
to be send to the oustanding lead-
ers of the AFL, Wm. Green, Lewis,
Dubinsky, Howard, Hillman, Gor-

UNION CALLS TO
FREE MOONEY

The United Automobile Workers
Union, assembled in convention
last week at South Bend, Indiana,
unanimously passed a resolution
demanding the immediate release
of Tom Mooney and Warren K.
Billings. The convention also vot-
ed to endorse the proposal of the
California State Federation of La-
bor to make July 22—the twentieth
anniversary of the frame-up—Na-
tional Tom Mooney Day when
meetings and demonstrations arve
to be held in attempt to affect the
release of Mooney and Billings.

The resolution (No. 202), print-
ed below, was introduced by Lester
Washburn, Local 53, Lansing Mizh-
igan; Albert A. Woodruff, Local
55, Lansing, Michigan; John North,
Local 133, Grand Rapids, Michi-
gan; Arnold B. Coxhill, Local 113,
Muskegon, Michigan; Charles M.
Bowers, Local 87, Muskegon, Mich-
igan; Henry C. Kahle, Local 62,
Jackson, Michigan.

* * *

WHEREAS, Thomas J. Mooney,
a member of the International
Molders’ Union of North America
for 33 years, has been imprisoned
by the state of California for cloge
to 20 of the best years of his lifc
on a life imprisonment sentence ou
the foulest frame-up conspiracy
ever recorded in all history of
American jurisprudence; and

WHEREAS, This monstrous
frame-up conspiracy against
Thomas J. Mooney was conceived,
inspired, directed and executed
and paid for by the hirelings and
agents of the California non-union
open shop employers, particularly
the public utilities corporations of
San Francisco, which had direct
control of the district attorney’s
office and police department as is
being proved in the present hear-
ing in his petition for a writ of
habeas corpus from the California
courts; and

WHEREAS, The real motive be-
hind this outrageous conspiracy is
class fear and class hatred of
Thomas J. Mooney, because of his
aggressive, militant activity in the
California trade union movement
and his undying loyalty and devo-
tion to the working class; and

WHEREAS, All of the living
judges, jurors, commissions, etc.,
who originally heard and investi-
gated his case have either de-
manded his pardon or branded his
trial as a frame-up, as have hun-
dreds of thousands of public offi-
cials and members of trade union
organizations;

man, and others, to act as advisors
and speakers, (3) in every auto
center an organization committee
is to be set up with the assistance
of the general officers, (4) the gen-
eral officers and the Executive
Board are to try to get volunteer
organizers to assist the District
Councils and local unions in carry-
ing out the organization drive;
(5) a campaign to give the widest
publicity to this drive; (6) the help
of all liberal, civie, fraternal, and
foreign language groups is to be
enlisted; (7) $250,000 is to be
raised to carry on this organiza-
tion drive, of which $75,000 is to
be raised by the International
Union and an appeal is to be sent
out to every AFL International
Union, especially those connected
with the CIO whose interest lies in
the organization of the mass pro-
duction industries; (8) to request
the aid of all local, central, and
state bodies of organized labor to
assist in this drive; and (9) to
cstablish a research and education-
al department to help out in this
work.
For Labor Party

There were also other questions
discussed by the convention such as
the resolution for a Farmer-Labor
Party which was adopted unani-
mously, the union’s delegates to the
next A.F.L. Convention being in-
structed to speak and vote for an
all-inclusive Farmer-Labor Party.
Also this was done with the idea in
mind that it would help out in
many localitics in organizing the
auto workers, especially in those
cities where workers are disgusted
with the city administrations
which are openly dominated by the
management of the auto plants.
The same applies to the issue of
industrial unionism which was dis-
cussed more at this than at any
other convention of any union.

The main argument of Wm.
Green, in his speech to the conven-
tion, was that an industrial union
can be built only through a slow,
evolutionary process as it took
many years for the United Mine
Workers to get it, and that the
situation should not be aggravated
by the union trying to take in peo-
ple who belong to the other unions.
However in the replies of the del-
egates—in the form of resolutions
adopted unanimously at the con-
vention—they made it very clear
that they are 100% for industrial
unionism in all mass production

THEREFORE, BE IT RE-
SCLVED: That this second con-
vention of the International Union,
United Automobile Workers of
America declare its full and com-
plete belief in the innocence of
Thomas J. Mooney, and together
with other American Federation of
Labor unions denounce with wrath-
ful indignation the original fram-
ers of this foul conspiracy and
every other public official who aid-
ed or abetted, by deeds or words
of encouragement towards the
continuation of this monstrous
frame-up;

AND BE IT FURTHER RE-
SOLVED: That this convention
support the movement inaugurated
by the California State Federation
of Labor to declare July 22, 1936
—the twentieth anniversary of the
frame-up—as National Tom Moo-
ney Day and to pledge the coop-
eration of our union in this activi-
ty to further the release of Moo-
ney and Warren K. Billings, his co-
defendant;

AND BE IT FINALLY RE-
SOLVED: That telegrams of en-
couragement to Brother Mooney be
sent by this convention, along with
a telegram of protest to Governor
Merriam of California demanding
the immediate release of Mooney
and Billings,

ORGANIZE THE UNORGANIZED!

* THIS CAR AND THAT
GAS GO HAND IN
HAND~FILL ER UP/”_
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industries. They requested the
AFL Convention to change the
charter of their International to
allow for the inclusion of all auto
workers, including those in the
parts plants.

Resolutions were also adopted
demanding the freedom of Tom
Mooney and support of the move-
ment for a national Tom Mooney
day, July 22, which will be the
20th anniversary of the frame-up
of Mooney and Billings. Other
resolutions which were adopted
were for the defense of ecivil
rights, for the freedom of the
Scottsboro boys, boycott of the
Olympies in Germany, an endorse-
ment of the La Follette Senate
Committee investigating industrial
spies and a demand on the govern-
ment to outlaw such agencies. Also
many progressive changes were
made in the constitution to give
the membership controlling power
of the organization.

Contradictory Actions

On three questions the South
Bend Convention of the auto work-
ers was contradictory to the other-
wise progressive proceedings and
activity. First, in granting permis-
sion to Father Coughlin, consid-
ered an enemy of the AFL, to de-
liver a demagogic speech for in-
dustrial unionism at a semi-official
banquet which was arranged by
the South Bend locals for the con-
vention delegates. Especially was
it bad because Father Coughlin
had recently begun to lose stand-

MORE MAY DAY GREETINGS
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ing among the auto workers in
Michigan for refusing to support
in any form the Motor Products
strike which was started by an in-
dependent union under his domina-
tion. The second unprogressive de-
cision was the passage of a mo-
tion on the last day of the conven-
tion expressing the union’s “un-
alterable opposition to Fascism,
Nazism, and Communism, and all
other movements tending to dis-
tract the attention of the member-
ship of the labor movement from
the primary objective of wunion-
ism.” This resolution was adopted
“unanimously” with many of the
delegates not participating in the
voting, after a bitter fight took
place on the resolution demanding
the expulsion of all known Com-
munists.

There was another very bad
feature of the convention. After
two CIO speakers, Powers Hap-
good and Krzycki, made enthusi-
astic closing speeches on the floor
of the convention for industrial
unionism and a general progres-
sive policy to be pursued if the
union wanted to be successful in
its organization drive, another rep-
resentative of the CIO, Adolph
Germer, at the same time gave out
a statement to the press that, in
the Auto Convention’s voting down
the resolution in support of Roose-
velt for re-election it showed that
“Communists and Socialists had
taken over the convention and were
voting not as auto workers but ac-
cording to their politionl beliefs.”
It was this statement by Germer
to the press which forced General
President, Homer Martin, to re-
consider previous action of the
convention on the Roosevelt reso-
lution, knowing that the wunion
needed the support of the CIO to
carry on a successful organization
drive. The recommendation by
Martin was adopted unanimously
with many of the progressive del-
egates abstaining from voting.

This South Bend Convention
shows how workers in the mass
production industries would react
if organized and given the oppor-
tunity to express their feelings;
that in general it would be a pro-
gressive movement although some
of the issues they will try to solve
in a very confused manner with
the idea that some compromises
will be necessary to further their
organizational activities. However,
experience will teach them that
only through a genuine progres-
sive policy and aggressive leader-
ship for the bettering of the con-
ditions of the workers will they
succeed in organizing all the auto
workers in the auto union.

On the
LABOR FRONT

After 12 weeks of proposals,
counter-proposals and apparent
deadlock, the conference of the an-
thracite operators and representa-
tives of the U.M.W.A. reached an
acceptable compromise. Whereas
the miners had demanded a wage
increase, and the operators had
proposed a 22% % decrease, the
final decision was for maintenance
of the status quo. A seven hour
day, and five day week was the
proposal adopted as against the
union demand for a thirty hour
week. This however will become ef-
fective only in the second year of
the two year contract, provided
bootlegging of coal is eliminated.
The system of equalization of
work, to provide for some sort of
relief for the 40,000 unemployed
miners was accepted in principle
by the operators.

While these are the general
terms of the agreement, full de-
tails will have to be worked out
by a joint commission. Both par-
ties agreed to the creation of a
“stabilization” committee which
will work for an “anthracite Guf-
fey Bill.”

1.8.U. Drops Injunction

The “truce” arranged by both
factions of the International Sea-
men’s Union, was rejected by the
Executive Board of the Interna-
tional, and by the mass meeting of
the strikers’ under Curran’s leader-
ship. An injunction suit by the offi-
cials of the union against Curran’s
use of the union’s name in the
strike was dropped when a “star
witness” for the union, testified
while wearing a suit of clothes
stolen from one of the strikers. He
also admitted serving three terms
in a Colorado reformatory. The
1.8.U., immediately dropping this
plea, will continue the fight thru
the Federal Trade Commission in
an effort to oust the Curran-
Bridges militant leadership. Both
these men were served with papers,
thru the Commission, to cease pub-
lishing organs bearing the name of
the union, altho Bridges is certain-
ly a bona fide leader of the West
Coast Maritime Federation, includ-
ing the I.S.U.

Green Supports Roosevelt

Before the quarterly meeting of
the Executive Council of the A. F.
of L. took action on the question of
the presidential elections, William
Green, speaking at the Women’s
Trade Union Council, came out for
the re-election of Roosevelt. Two
weeks ago be had sent a letter at-
tacking the relationship of the
CIO to the Labor Non-Partisan
League, and advising all unions to
await the national conventions in
order to study the platforms and
candidates of the respective par-
ties. However, since the biggest
unions in the Federation, especial-
ly those connected with the indus-
trial union bloe, have come out so

dramatically for Roosevelt’s re-
election, Green had to do some-
thing in the same direction, even
tho weakly.
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THE STORY OF TOM MOONEY

By a STAR LABOR REPORTER

(Reprinted by permission of the Tom Mooney
Molders’ Defense Committee.)

P OM’S voice fell upon my ears first some six

yvears ago. It may have been more than six.
I was a labor reporter at that time for an evening
newspaper. I heard Tom Mooney make an appeal
for miners on strike somewhere in the West. I
don’t remember where that strike was, but if I were
to go out to the Penitentiary this afternoon and ask
Tom, he would be able to tell me. He remembers all
of the troubles of the working people. I haven’t got
time to go up to the prison today, however. Be-
sides it doesn’t really matter just where that min-
ers’ strike took place. It was only one of the many
struggles the miners of the West have had to take
up a fight for—I was going to say a place in the
sun—for little of the brightness and decencies of
life.

I remember very clearly the speech Tom made
for those miners and their women and children. The
scene was at the weekly meeting of the San Fran-
cisco Labor Council. Mooney was a delegate from
the Molders’ Union. The hall was packed with men
of all trades, men who built the city, men who fed
the city, men who clothed the city, men who labored
with hammers far up in the clouds, men who sweat-
ed in the sombre depths of steamers, men who drove
great drays through the streets, men who worked
naked in the furnace-like kitchens of restaurants,
men who went down to the sea in ships. Women
were there, too—laundry girls, waitresses, garment
workers. In the center of the floor was a long table
for newspaper reporters, among whom was yours
truly in all the blush and bloom of youth and
beauty.

Everybody listened to the secretary, who was read-
ing aloud communications. He came to a letter from
the miners. It was a request for financial aid. The
company had driven them out of their homes, which

belonged to the company. The miners and their
families were camping on the hillsides. Money was
wanted for tents and food.

It was not a long letter. It was not brilliantly
written. No attempt was made to play on the feel-
ings. It was a plain, matter-of-fact letter sent by
miners. There was no whine in it.

Somebody got up and pointed out that the Coun-
cil’s treasury was very low at this time and he didn’t
see how they could give anything to these people,
though he was in sympathy with them and hoped
they would win.

The charity-begins-at-home delegates stood up
and had their say: very sorry for these brothers;
I’'m with them all right; but their own state ought
to take care of them; we have troubles of our own.

The letter-of-the-law members wanted to know
whether these miners were properly affiliated. What
seal was on the communication? Was this strike
duly sanctioned by the officials? Who are these
men?

Tom Mooney took the floor. I didn’t know his
name at that time. He was a new delegate. We
looked around when he raised his voice and saw
a clean-cut young fellow, broad in the shoulders,
with black, flashing eyes. He had washed his hands
as hard as he could after his day’s work, but still
they were not clean. An iron worker, especially a
molder, finds it mighty hard to get all the dirt off
his hands, unless he is thrown into jail where time
wears it off. He used his hands a lot while he
spoke. Sometimes the fists were clenched; some-
times the palms were spread out in appeal.

For fifteen minutes Tom Mooney spoke. Behold,
that far-off mining country rose before us under the
toiled-stained hands! His voice was a cry from the
wilderness. The anguish of the women, the woe
of the children, the deep purple anxiety of the min-
ers, all this we found in the young molder’s voice.
We heard the gunmen tramping into their little
homes. We saw the miners and their families driv-
en out into the roads. We heard the sobbing of the
women, the whimpering of the little ones, the mut-
tering of the workers, the yells of the armed agents
of the mine barons. We saw the highways littered
with the poor belongings of those families. We saw
the frayed household things, looking so sorry in
the broad light of noon. We saw the tattered bed-
room articles of which the good wife was ashamed,
the set-up furniture so miserable in the open road-
way, the worn-out effects she had hoped the neigh-
bors would never see. We saw the outcasts strug-
gling out to the hillsides. We saw them putting up
their rude shelters on the black sweep of the moun-
tains, the men shouting brave words of cheer, the
women frightened before the fist of calamity. We
saw them in the dusk out there on the hills, look-
ing down on their desolated homes—the raw earth
their fireside now, the cold sky their roof, and bit-
ter winds to whistle lullabies for their young.

Pariahs all! Wives, babes, grandmothers with
silver hair, thin youngsters of frail health, men,
tired and careworn, sitting beside the old women
who bore them—all pariahs, all homeless. We saw
through Tom Mooney’s eyes, the night come down
upon these people. Then, out of the black bulk of
the mine properties, searchlights flared! The power-
ful lamps cut through the gloom, swift moving

swords of light. Far and near the searchlights
hunted, quick, alert, weird, menacing, the cruel
eyes of the masters, the glaring eyes of Greed! We
saw the searchlights hesitating on the hillside
camps, on the white faces of the women, on the
blanched faces of the children, on the angry faces
of the miners, on all the tattered, frayed, shaky
household things of the outcasts. The flashing,
reaching, pointing searchlights gave the scene a
war aspect.

War it was, cried Mooney. War upon our peo-
ple. War upon me and mine! War upon the family
of Toil of which we, you, I, all of us are members.
War upon our women, upon our children, upon our
brothers in travail! These be our brothers, our sis-
ters, our little ones, though we are separated by
mountain ranges! Their fight is our fight, their
enemies ours, their sorrows our, their pains yours
and mine!

This ironworker’s voice reached into our hearts
and played upon the harp of our sympathies. There
was a lump in my throat that I couldn’t swallow.
My eyes got full, and I was wishing the Council hall
was dark, as in a movie show, where your neigh-
bor can’t see when you're stirred by some deep
trouble on the screen.

What the outcome of that strike was I do not
know. But the next time I go out to the Peniten-
tiary, I will ask Tom. He will tell me through the
bars how these miners made out. He keeps track
of such things. He cuts them out and pastes them
in scrapebooks. If he had not given so much at-
tention to other people’s troubles, he would not be
locked up in a steel cage today, sentenced to be
hanged by the neck.* And for something he had no
more to do with than any infant that may have been
born in that hillside camp of miners.

When Tom had finished speaking the request
of those miners for financial help was not tabled.
Money was voted to them, and a good sum at that.

Now, I don’t mean to say that Tom got off any
fancy oratory like a lawyer or a politician. He isn’t
built that way. The talk of a lawyer or a politician
comes, as a rule, from the head. They can say
things which they do not feel at all. Tom’s speech
came from his heart. At times it was not smooth;
he stumbled for words because there was so much
surging in him. But he didn’t stumble often. His
sympathetic imagination showed him that commu-
nity of troubled miners just as clearly as if he were
on the spot. He felt their problems as if he were
living in them. When he said these are my people,
O the understanding in his voice! When he said
their pains are ours, O the depth of feeling, the
breadth of sympathy he put into that!

I said to myself there and then, I don’t know who
you are, old chap, but you’ve got altogether too much
soul for a workingman. Men like you have been
jailed, crucified, shot and hanged throughout the
ages by the masters. I got well acquainted with
Tom Mooney after that. I have seen him in many
aspects.

Mooney in the foundry; in the dust and gloom and
steam and smoke, almost naked to the waist, carry-
ing the long ladle full of liquid metal, which sizzled
and sputtered and sent out showers of sparks like
miniature fireworks. “Pouring off,” the molders
call it. Mooney during the noon hour, eating his
lunch on a pile of burnt wooden moldings outside
the shop. Mooney trudging home from work at
night, just one of the homeward-bound army toilers,
his face blackened, little sweat streaks through the
smudge, his clothing singed and seared from metal
sparks. Mooney, the student, bent over books at
night, his eyes aglow with visions, happy visions
of Labor’s future, visions of Labor enlightened, La-
bor brave with consciousness of its importance and
power in the world, Labor no longer groping in the
dark, Labor almighty, Labor the Master of the
House of the world and no more the beggar at the
gate. Mooney, the speaker on public platforms, in
the halls of Labor, at National conventions, on street
corners during strikes, at defense leagues for work-
ingmen; Mooney speaking for John Lawson the min-
er; Mooney crying out against the Ludlow mas-
sacre, against Calumet, the Cherry mine disaster,
the Triangle shirtwaist fire, the robbery of the
Danbury hatters, the shooting of Joe Hill, the Law-
rence mill strike prosecutions, the imprisonment of
Ford and Suhr, the West Virginia mine injustices,
the Coal and Iron Cossacks of Pennsylvania; Moo-
ney, the industrial outlaw, the foundry doors closed
to him, walking the streets a marked man, black-
listed, feared, hated, turned away from door after
door, Mooney the son, cuddling his aged mother,
soothing her fears, joshing, laughing, rollicking,
cutting capers around her, sporting with her at pic-
nics, springing jokes at her in halls, packing her
off to movie shows. Mooney the strike organizer,
attempting to organize the underpaid platform men
of the United Railroads, the most powerful finan-
cial and political, force in San Francisco. He was
arrested on the principal street after having tied up
the cars by calling off motormen.

Mooney and three other union men, a few days
after the failure of the car strike, charged by a
United Railroads detective with being responsible
for the Preparedness bomb outrage. Mooney, con-

(Continued on Page 6)

MOONEY FOR PRESIDENT

The Mooney Float demanding the freedom of labor’s great martyr,
and calling on the workers to unite on a Labor Ticket with Mooney for
President, is acclaimed on May First.

CASE AGAINST MOONEY WEAK,
FORMER PROSECUTOR ADMITS

San Francisco.—After declaring
that he had made numerous moves
for the release of Tom Mooney
and Warren K. Billings because
the recantations of the chief wit-
nesses had weighed heavily upon
him, James F. Brennan, chief pros-
ecutor of the latter class war pris-
oner in 1916 and at present a con-
tender for the Republican Congres-
sional nomination, tried to pin the
blame for the threatening and
anonynmous post cards which were
sent to the police on the eve of the
Preparedness Day parade upon
Tom Mooney.

This preposterous charge has
never been levelled even by the
District Attorney’s office. Thus
it was easy to see whence the wind
blew in his testimony.

Brennan, many times an occu-
pant of a State Assembly seat,
went so far as to cite Mooney’s
resolutions before the Labor Coun-
cil and the Moulders’ Union, warn-
ing the workers to stay away from
the parade for fear some violence
might be perpetrated and then
blamed upon the unions. But hav-
ing arrived at this point, Brennan
turned tail upon “the inescapable
implications of his testimony and
expressed himself as of the opin-
ion that this proved Mooney had
some previous knowledge of the ex-
plosion.

His interpretation hardly squares
with his attempt to secure a par-
don for Mooney and Billings, it

Rank and File in
Knitgoods Union
Issues Statement

Statement of the Rank and File
Group of the Joint Council Knit-
goods Workers Union.

Sisters and Brothers:

Very difficult problems are now
facing our union. Unemployment is
mounting, run away shops and out
of town present a very serious
problem, only a few weeks are left
until the expiration of our agree-
ment, the knitgoods manufacturars
have started a drive against our
Union by viciously attacking our
conditions in the shops and by re-
sorting to arrests and frame ups.

How can we successfully meet
the challenge of our employers?
By immediately starting an all
around mobilization of our entire
membership to beat back the on-
slaught on our living conditions
and to prepare to fight for a new
and better agreement for the knit-
goods workers.

The only way we can meet suc-

was felt by impartial observers.
It will be remembered that Bren-
nan had his own doubts as to the
veracity of the witnesses who sub-
sequently retracted their testi-
mony.

Earlier in the hearings, it was
disclosed by Draper Hand, a mem-
ber in 1916 of the San Francisco
Bomb Bureau and one of the origi-
nal frame-up gang, that Brennan
had felt that “they had the wrong
men,” that it would be too difficult
to incriminate Mooney. Brennan
denied this, but acknowledged that
he had been accused of half-heart-
edness in the prosecution.

cessfully the dangers facing us is
through a united and determined
membership. With our ranks closed
and unity of all militant forces
within our Union established we
are in a position to defeat our
bosses, to maintain our old gains
and to win new ones.

It is unfortunate that up until
now an inner strife has been go-
ing on in our Union. This strife
found sharp expression at various
occasions.

If a letter that was issued by
the Rank and File to their mem-
bers has created the impression
among any of the Union members
that the intention of the Rank and
File Group was to charge our
Union or its leadership as “betray-
ers” or that the policy of our
Union is one of eapitulation to the
employers, we wish to state cate-
gorically now as we have stated on
former occasions at membership
meetings and elsewhere that such
was not our intention. It is our
opinion that in general policy the
Joint Council has waged a strug-
gle against the attacks of the em-
ployers. Though we state that in
several instances we disagree com-
pletely with the policy purued in
certain shops.

Furthermore, if in any manner
the letter gives rise to any illusions
that the Rank and File Group calls
upon workers to bring shop prob-
lems to the office of the Rank and
File, we state that such was not
our intention and that all Union
problems must be brought to the
office of the Union.

It is a well known fact that the
letter has served as a cause celebre
to keep our ranks divided, we hope
that now once and for all we will
sweep aside this obstacle and
march ahead to unity.

Let us forget the shortcomings
and mistakes of the Rank and File
Group as well as the Progressives
and unite our hands in the strug-
gle for a stronger Union.

Executive Committe Rank
and File Group
Joint Council Knitgoods
Workers Union
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Pacific America

LTOGETHER too little attention is being given these days to the

vast armament budget put thru by the Roosevelt administration.
For one thing, the Italo-Ethiopian conflict and the Rhineland contro-
versy seem to have drowned it out of active consideration. Then, the
Republicans who are furious at the huge Roosevelt expenditures and
mounting budgetary deficits have seen fit not to rave at or utter even
a syllable against such fabulous spending for war. The reason for
this silence is obvious.

Nevertheless there is sinister significance in this dollar spree for
war. Unanimously the House passed the Rogers Bill authorizing the
increase of Army airplanes up to 4,000. Only a handful voted against
the naval budget which is to be over half a billion dollars for the com-
ing war., Work is starting on two new battle cruisers costing 40 to 50
million dollars each. The size of the standing army has been increased.
And all of this is what Roosevelt calls “good neighbour” policy!

For whom is Roosevelt arming? This question is easy to answer.
For the 1 ame big business interests, for the same imperialist objectives
that the “peace-loving” Wilson armed. A more complicated question,
for the noment, is against whom is Roosevelt arming? Roosevelt did
not reveal the secret in his message to the annual convention of the
Daughters of the American Revolution. To these time-worn ladies of
the American counter-revolution the President could only say: “They
(America’s warships, airplanes, and military machine) are not a threat
to peace.” Surely, not even these doddering dames took these words
seriously. They weren’t meant to be taken at face value. The D.A.R.
knew as much.

Light can be let in on the question against whom the U. S. is arm-
ing by examining the naval race now being participated in by the
three biggest imperialist powers. The $531,068,707 American navel ap-
propriation and the $396,336,200 British naval budget are both with-
out peace-time precedent, If one reckons with the drop in prices in
recent years the size is even greater than the figures indicate. At
this writing the naval tonnage of the British Empire is 1,388,184; of
the U.S. 1,353,085; of Japan 866,664 This indicates an approximate
reaching of the 5-5-3 ratio. However, this agreement of 1922 is now
dead. Japan is hell-bent on a 5-5-5 arrangement. The race to ruin is
therefore on.

Just now it is not primarily against Great Britain that the U. S.
is arming on the seas, rather it is against Japan. Since 1919 the lat-
ter has increased its naval tonnage by 35%; that is, from 642,801 tons
to 866,654 tons. In these seventeen years of post-war chaos, the U. S.
and Britain, for financial reasons reduced their total naval tonnage and
concentrated on qualitative or specialized naval construction. Thus, in
this period England reduced its tonnage from 2,891,758 to 1,388,184
tons—by 52%; the U. S. from 2,055,276 to 1,353,085—by 34%. The
fact that Japanese economy could stand reduction even more than the
British or American, the fact that it could bear the burden of constantly
increasing naval armaments even less than England and the U. S. only
aggravates the likelihood of Japanese imperialist aggression.

It is to meet this challenge, it is to be prepared to lock horns with
Japan (which may, for reasons of economic difficulties, be driven to
war at any time and even before its own ruling class is prepared or
desires) that the U. S. is now piling up armaments, More than that:
Preparedness is being hastened so that Uncle Sam does not lose the
capacity for initiative. This means that maximum preparedness on
sea, land, and in the air is to be attained so that Wall Street should
be able to strike first if it so chooses.

Today, the U. S. is building fastest. Maximum and speediest
modernization is what the admirals are after. A total new tonnage
of 275,000 is now under construction for the U. S. navy; for Britain
165,000 tons are under construction today; for Japan 95,257 tons. of
course, on the basis of the latest appropriations the U. S. tempo is
even more furious.

This is a magnificent way of sending dollars to the bottom of the
ocean—insofar as labor is concerned. This is a splendid insurance pol-
icy insofar as the interests of biggest business go. It is not for his-
torically progressive reasons that American imperialism will ever fight
Japanese imperialism or any other competitor in the world market.
No imperialist power can ever engage in war except for imperialist in-
terests, capitalist considerations, predatory motives and reasons.

Hence, all workers must be dead set against these war prepara-
tions of the U. S. government as well as against the war preparations
of all imperialist governments. Those who conceive the possibility of
the U. 8. or any other imperialist country waging a progressive war,
waging any other kind of war but an imperialist conflict are playing
into the hands of and playing the game of the imperialists themselves.
Any attempt to explain this away can only be an effort to apologize
for the rankest social chauvinism. This lesson we must drive home time
and again precisely because the outbreak of the impending imperialist
war is not so far off.

ATTENTION!

Beginning with this issue subscription rates
of the Workers Age have been lowered. The new
rates are:

$1.50 per year $1.00 for six months

SUBSCRIBE NOW!
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The Significance of May Day

ECAUSE it is, by nature and

tradition, the day. of interna-
tional labor solidarity, May Day
necessarily brings to the fore in
its most impressive form the prob-
lem of working class unity. From
this angle, as from so many others,
May Day 1936 rises as one of the
most significant events of recent
years, an event strikingly indica-
tive of the forces at work deep
down in the ranks of the labor
movement.

Three, four and five years ago,
until 1934 in fact, disunity among
the workers on May Day as on any
other day was generally accepted
as the “normal” state of affairs.
The Communist Party ran its own,
purely communist “united front”
demonstration and the Socialist
Party ran its.own, purely socialist
“socialist and labor” affair. The
chasm between the two was re-
garded as unbridgeable and the
possibility of drawing into the
movement masses of workers nei-
their socialist nor communist was
not even broached. Under such cir-
cumstances May Day was anything
but a day of international labor
solidarity; it was a demoralizing
demonstration of the bitter divi-
sions that were paralyzing the
power of the working class in the
face of the common enemy.

One voice and one alone was
raised against this intolerable situ-
ation; one voice alone rose to chal-
lenge this ready acceptance of per-
manent disunity in principle—the
voice of the Communist Opposition.
We made working class unity
against capitalism, and particular-
ly the united front of the socialist
and communist movements, one of
the great guiding lines of our pol-
icy. May Day after May Day we
raised this question, urging with
every argument of political reason
the necessity of unity. Finally, in
1934, it became’ possible to make a
practical move in that direction.
Upon our initiative, and under the
pressure of big unions who saw the
wisdom of our policy, a Labor May
Day Conference was set up in New
York along officiaily non-partisan
lines. A number of powerful trade
unions formed the basis of the
movement and such diverse politi-
cal organizations as the Socialist
Party, the Communist Party Op-
position and the Trotskyites par-
ticipated. But complete unity was
still far off. Neither the Commu-
nist Party, nor any of its organ-
izations, took part; they never even
made an effort to gain admission
nor would they have been welcomed
had they done so. For those were
the sad old days of “soeial-fas-
cism,” on the one side, and thé
vicious anti-communist phobia, on
the other. In 1934 there were still
two rival parades demonstrating
“unity” on May Day.

In 1935 we were able to drive a
little further ahead. The Labor
May Day Conference was reestab-
lished and, as far as official decis-
ions could go, the movement was a
good deal more non-partisan and
all-inclusive than before. Indeed,
at the session of the conference
held four days before May Day, a
resolution sponsored by the CPO
was adopted by a large majority

endorsing in principle the merging
of the communist “united front”
parade with the labor demonstra-
tion. But the time was too short;
unity was not to be achieved in
New York in 1935. But already
then we were able to see that a
great step forward had been taken
towards our goal of unity.

How great an advance towards
unity was made this year’s May
Day all those who have experienced
it can testify. No longer were there
two rival parades, hostile to each
other. For the first time in recent
history there was a genuinely
united, politically all-inclusive
demonstration on May Day. Every
commentator, in the capitalist and
labor press alike, has been quick
to note the deep significance of the
fact that the great May Day pa-
rade, one of the most magnificent
labor turnouts New York City has
ever seen, was headed by an official
committee including representa-
tives of the Socialist Party, the
Communist Party and the Commu-
nist Party Opposition. It is as a
profoundly impressive demonstra-
tion of communist-socialist unity
on the great day of labor solidarity
that May Day 1936 will leave its
bright mark on the pages of his-
tory!

But surely no less significant is
the active role that the trade
unions played this May Day. In-
deed, the provisional committee
that sponsored the united move-
ment was of a purely trade union
character, headed by powerful
Dressmakers Union Local 22 of the
LL.G.W.U. As the movement got
under way, scores of other labor
organizations rallied to its support
giving the parade the markedly
trade union aspect it so clearly pos-
sessed.

The United Labor May Day Pa-
rade was not the only demonstra-
tion on May Day in the city. On
the afternoon of the same day,
there was a gigantic mass-meeting
at the Polo Grounds, under the
auspices of a trade union commit-
tee in which the L.L.G.W.U. played
a predominant role. The two were
distinet, it is true, but in a very
real sense they were essentially
supplementary to each other. De-
spite all the malicious efforts of
the bankrupt intriguers of the
Forward and the Old Guard of
the S.P., there never was nor could
there be any hostility or rivalry
between the two demonstrations.
Responsible spokesmen of the

United May Day Committee went|

out of their way, in word and deed,
to maintain harmony, while the
Trade Union May Day Committee,
speaking thru an editorial in Jus-
tice (April 15, 1936), very prop-
erly emphasized that “the big ga-
thering (at the Polo Grounds) on
May First will in no manner com-
pete with any other celebrations
or meetings that may be staged on
that day.” Indeed, thousands upon
thousands of members of Local 22
and other unions, responding with
admirable discipline to the instruc-
tions of their organizations, pro-
ceeded promptly to the Polo
Grounds after having passed the
reviewing stand at Union Square
and there played a prominent part
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in the great demonstration. At the
trade union mass meeting, more-
over, the speakers included Jay
Lovestone of the Communist Op-
position and Harry Laidler of the
(Militant) Socialist Party—thus
giving the lie, incidentally, to the
pitiful pretence of the Old Guard
that the Polo Grounds meeting was
“their” affair. In fact, the two
demonstrations might quite well be
regarded as distinct but mutually
complementary aspects of one great
mass turnout of the more advanced
sections of the working class of
New York on May Day.

And yet we cannot overlook some
grave shortcomings. It was very
unfortunate, indeed, that no official
and public relations could be estab-
lished between the United May
Day Committee and the Trade
Union May Day Committee. It was
even more unfortunate that no
representative of the Communist
Party was permitted to appear at
the Polo Grounds as speaker. For
both of these serious deficiencies
we owe particular thanks to the
Old Guard socialist leaders. Too
impotent to accomplish anything
positive for themselves, these
worthies devoted their destructive
talents to creating and perpetua-
ting every conceivable obstacle in
the way of working class unity.
Lost to all sense of socialist re-
sponsibility, maddened by its vi-
cious theory of inverted “social-
fascism” (“the communists are the
main enemy”!), the socialist Old
Guard has become a distinctly re-
actionary force in the present situ-
ation, condoning everything that is
outlived and fossilized in the labor
movement, fostering and thriving
upon disunity in the ranks of the
working class!

May Day 1936 put to the test
every political tendency of labor.
Under the influence of the Mili-

tants, the Socialist Party in New

York responded thruout in a whole-
some, constructive manner, sin-
cerely putting the interests of
working class unity above any par-
tisan considerations. The same, and
even more, may be said of the
Communist Party because the
Communist Party had to make
much heavier sacrifices for the
sake of unity, even to the point of
foregoing a mass-meeting at Union
Square. Nevertheless it must be
pointed out that, in a number of
places outside of New York, in
Chicago and Detroit particularly,
the C.P. retained altogether too
much of its old narrowness and
petty factional spirit in its con-
duct on May Day.

For the Communist Opposition
May Day 1936 was both a chal-
Jenge and a triumph. Holding
firmly to our course of previous
years, we took the initiative in de-
veloping a May Day movement
that would be broad, politically all-
inclusive and genuinely labor in
character, a May Day movement
with firm roots in the trade unions.
Much more than in former years,
have our efforts been crowned with
success. The goal of unity which
we placed before us so many years
ago, when we had to champion it
amidst sneers and attacks on all
sides, is now already in sight!

In this lies the great historical
significance of May Day 1936, the
symbol and the harbinger of the
united front of labor against the
forces of capitalist reaction. May
Day 1936 foreshadows May Day
1937 when—Ilet us all pledge our-
selves anew towards this end!—
unity on May Day will be entirely
complete and all-inclusive. And
since May Day is a true reflection
of the political and organizational
state of the working class, such
unity on May Day will surely be
the glorious herald of that broader
and more fundamental unity which
alone can drive the American capi-
talist class from its proud seat of
power and profit!

AT FIRST GLANCE

By Jay Lovestone

A MOST disquieting feature of European affairs today is the trend
of British foreign policy. Some characterize it as replete with

“headlessness and lack of direction.”

accurate evaluation.

We do not think this is an

Recent months have witnessed a definite swing of the British
pendulum in foreign policy towards Germany, more exactly towards
Hitler. Most ominous in this swing is the momentum lent to it by

the liberals.
by The Economist of London: “But
there is a stronger and grimmer
power on the warpath than either
Italy or Japan. Germany has
scarcely yet begun the course of
violence to which she is being in-
vited by the present French sabo-
taging of the Covenant and the
present British acquiescence in it.”
(April 25, 1936.—Our emphasis)

This is nothing else but a white-
washing of the Hitler assaults on
peace, It is nothing else than direct
support of Nazi imperialist aggres-
sion. Nor is there anything head-
less about British imperialist
policy. Lombard Street and “The
City” know what they want and
are working overtime and plan-
fully to achieve what they are
after. It is not British imperialist
aims which are confused; it is the
whole international situation that
is muddled. At the moment British
imperialism can maintain its veto
role over affairs on the continent
by aiding and abetting Nazi ven-
tures and paralyzing French im-
perialism to a certain extent. This
foreign policy is getting the bles-
sing of British liberalism. Hence
its consequences are direct in so
far as world peace is concerned.

* * *

T THIS juncture of class rela-

tions in France it is ap-
propriate to note some important
differences between the Bruening-
Papen or pre-Hitler days in Ger-
many and the present stage of
political developments in France.

On the positive side, on the plus
side, for the working class, are the
following factors: (1) the in-
creasingly close cooperation be-
tween the Socialist and Communist
parties in France, a significant
united front against Fascism; (2)
the unity of the trade union move-
ment recently consummated; (3)
the substantial abhorrence of
Fascism in the rural areas and
among certain sections of the
lower middle classes in the cities
because of the disastrous results
of German and Italian Fascism
todate; (4) the strong democratic
traditions of the French people who
have a real and great revolution
to their credit—the revolution of
1789.

None of these factors was at
work in Germany to stem the tide
of Fascism. The absence of these
forces served to facilitate and in-
sure the victory of the Nazi head-
hunters.

But a number of negative factors
must also be registered here as
playing into the hands of the
French Fascisti. These are: (1)
French Fascism has in its present
stage a far greater influence in
and hold on the military forces
than did the Nazi movement in the
corresponding stage. We need but
cite the sinister significance of the
open indorsement of the Croix de
Feu by Marshal Petain; (2) the
.armed gangs of the Croix de Feu
are today far better trained, dis-
ciplined and equipped than were
Hitler’s Storm Troopers before his
assumption of power; (3) the Bank
of France and the “Two Hundred
Families” are more actively and
extensively supporting French
Fascism than did the German bour-
geoisie before the Nazi dictator-
ship was established. When we say
this we neither minimize nor over-
look the fabulous financing of Hit-
ler by the Krupps and the Thys-
sens; we merely emphasize that,
having seen the services rendered
by Fascism in Germany, the big
bourgeojsie in France are ap-
proaching the problem of support-

Illustrating this mood is the following estimate made

ing the Croix de Feu and similar
organizations in a less experiment-
al and more certain mood; (4) in
France, unlike in Germany, it is
not only the Socialist Party, but
also the Communist Party, which
relies on the bourgeois state, cap-
italist democracy, as the instru-
ment by means of which Fascism
is to be defeated.

Of all the factors—positive and
negative—the last one mentioned
is the most serious and decisive.
Should the Socialists and Com-
munists break with this costly il-
lusion, then Fascism will be crush-
ed in France by the mass power of
the united proletariat in revolu-
tionary struggle. This is especial-
ly so in view of the important
positive forces at work in France
against capitalist reaction. Herein
is the key to the future of France.
Here is a force far more potent
than all election results and parlia-
mentary horse trades.

* * *
ROM THE columns of the Lon-
don Economist we cull the fol-
lowing significant and unfortunate-
ly true evaluation of events in
Spain: “One can appreciate the
feelings of alarm in many middle

WORKERS AGE

class homes. But so far there has
been no tampering with the bour-
geois framework of the State under
the 1931 Constitution. And Senor
Azana is no more the type of man
to fulfil the role of Kerensky than
he is willing to carry out the social
revolution demanded by the ex-
tremists . . .

“This manifesto (Largo Cabal-
lero’s), which is supposed to have
two-thirds of the party behind it,
endorses the doctrine of the ‘dic-
tatorship of the proletariat’ as a
necessary stage during the transi-
tion from the capitalist to the So-
cialist state. The Communist Par-
ty leaders, on the other hand, are
more studiously moderate. Ap-
parently, on the instructions of the
Comintern, they are quite prepar-
ed to continue co-operation with
the Azana democratic regime.”
(April 25, 1936).

It is to be extremely regretted
that the above estimate is cor-
rect. For instance, Comrade Diaz,
secretary of the Communist Party
of Spain, confirms this when he
says: “We must struggle against
every manifestation of exaggerated
impatience and against all ob-
jectives to break the People’s
Front prematurely. The People’s
Front must continue. We still have
a long stretch of the road to
traverse jointly with the Left Re-
publicans.” (Rundschau No. 17, P.
682, April 16, 1936).

Great task indeed for a Com-
munist Party! To check the “im-
patience” of the masses in accord-
ance with the rules and program
acceptable to and laid down by the
bourgeoisie. It is around the Left
Republican Azana that all reac-
tionary forces, all pro-capitalist
forces, are now rallying.

WITH THE LAWMAKERS

By LEE MASON

CITING evidence to prove that the standard of living of the un-
employed is being driven downward constantly under the
pressure of the niggardly Roosevelt program, David Lasser, presi-
dent of the Workers Alliance of America, called for the passage
of the Marcantonio Relief Work Standards Act in an appearance
before the House Labor Subcommittce which is holding hearings

on the bill.

When Lasser tried to tell Edward W. Curley, chairman of the

committee, that the average al-
lowance in Florida was only $5 to
$10 a month per family of five,
he was contradicted. “Oh, no,”
Curley declared, “Those on relief
receive $16.10 a week.”

Marcantonio set the record
aright when he produced the sta-
tistics which state administrators
gave the American Association of
Social Workers last February. He
quoted a report from Pensacola:
“We have not been able to main-
tain any more than a 50 per cent
budget and during October and
November the deficit had increased
to about 60 per cent. Since feder-
al relief was withdrawn on Decem-
ber 1, there has been available only
federal surplus commodities.”

Marcantonio’s measure would
raise six billion dollars for imme-
diate relief of the unemployed.
This compares favorably with
Roosevelt’s plans for a mere bil-
lion and a half. In addition, the
bill would provide a union scale of
wages on all work projects, thus
insuring a minimum standard of
pay for even the employed.

Perhaps the best feature of the
measure, which is intended only
as a stop-gap, is its placing the re-
sponsibility for the care of the un-
employed squarely upon the should-
ers of the national government.

‘When Governor Green signed the
bill passed by the legislature last
week, Rhode Island’s unemploy-
ment insurance plan, with its con-
tribution by both employees and
employers, went into effect. A
three-man commission will admin-
ister it.

The bosses will be assessed nine-
tenths of 1 per cent of their 1936
payrolls, retroactive to Jan. 1, 1.8
per cent in 1937, and 2.7 per cent
in 1938 and annually thereafter.
Workers will be taxed 1 per cent
of their wages for the year 1937,
and 2 per cent a year from then
on.

Benefits are payable beginning
in 1938. If a worker is unfortunate
enough to be employed for more
than 20 weeks during the year, he
will have to shift for himself (be
a rugged individualist the remain-
ing thirty-two weeks). For, regard-
less of the amount of money the
worker contributes, he is entitled
to only twenty weeks insurance.

The Baldwin bill repealing the
power of the State to fix the sal-
aries of certain municipal employ-
ees was raked fore and aft by la-
bor at a New York State Senate
hearing this week.

George F. Meany, president of
the State Federation of Labor, ad-
vanced the representative argu-
ment when he declared: “The bill
is not a home rule measure, but a
wage-slashing one.” He was un-
intentionally borne out by Harold
Riegleman, counsel for the Citi-
zens Budget Commission, who
spilled the beans thus: “The Bald-
win bill would restore to the city
absolute control over jobs, salaries
and other expenses in the 1936
budget in the sum of $51,000,000.
These costs are paid by the city,
and it follows that the city prop-
erly should control them.”

Aliens on relief will be given

TRADE UNION NOTES

By George F. Miles

HE United Automobile Workers Convention has just closed

with the election of an administration and the passage of reso-
lutions which place this international union in the catcgory of a pro-
gressive organization. We herewith extend our grectings to Brother
Homer Martin who joins the small but growing group of interna-
tional officers who have an understanding of the needs of the broad
masses of working pgople in as far as o.ganization: is concerned, and
what is more—have the courage to stand up i.nd fight in order that

these needs may be met.
* * x*

The convention showed a num-
ber of irregularities at which a
skilled convention-politician would
blush with shame. President Hom-
er Martin forgot to discharge his
credential committee after it had
completed its report, thereby leav-
ing that body hanging twixt heav-
en and earth. We'll forgive Bro-
ther Martin this lapse but must
insist on stern measures against
former President Dillon for for-
getting to acknowledge the gift of
a gavel from some unions in South
Bend.

* Kk ¥

In his address to the convention
former President Dillon declared:
“As your President who has served
by appointment from the President
of the American Federation of La-
bor, I have endeavored to the very
best of my ability to discharge my
obligation loyally, and courageous-
ly to the man who honored me so
highly.”

And again: “I have never for-
gotten that I stood before the con-
vention and pledged to him
(Green) that I would remain loyal
and true to him ... ?”

All of which explains Dillon’s
difficulties with the auto workers.
Courageous he may have been but
his loyalties were certainly mis-
directed. At least the auto work-
ers acted as if they thought that
way.

* * *

But virtue is not without its re-
ward in this world. William Green
rose to defend his appointee: “I
want to express to President Dil-
lon”, he said, “my thanks and ap-
preciation for the service he has
rendered you during the years.
Time will be a great vindicator for
him. Let us wait.” This constitut-
ed about the only kind words di-
rected at Dillon during the course
of the convention. Altho the auto
workers did not make any direct
assaults upon him they grabbed the
first opportunity to express what
they thought of him by unanimous-
ly electing Homer Martin to the

presidency.
* * *

“The American Federation of
Labor has watched over the growth
and development and even the in-
stallation of your splendid organi-
zation”, said William Green. The
delegates must have smiled bitter-
ly. The number of federal locals
declined from 182 to 70 under the
“kindly” fist of Green’s man Dil-
lon. The membership would have
declined still more had there not
existed that little group of pro-

the once over by any hostile. au-
thority, a resolution just passed by
the Board of Alderman provides.
The Emergency Relief Bureau will
compile the list.

Governor Lehman, the ‘“great”
friend of labor and the petty-bour-
geois, signed the Brownell bill this
week extending for one more long
year, or until July 1, 1937, the pow-
er of New York City to impose the
sales tax.

Proponents of American parti-
cipation in the Nazi Olympiad have
managed to smuggle a bill seek-
ing $10,000 for travel expenses
into the Massachusetts legislature.
Altho the measure will probably
take a licking, it is significant that
these “lovers of fair play” have
resorted to this desperate action.

gressive fighters who kept togeth-
er auto workers, disgusted and de-
moralized with the policies and
tactics of Green and his man Dil-
lon.

* * *

The decision of the convention
in endorsing the reelection of Pres-
ident Roosevelt will stand a bit of
explaining. It appears that the
convention first defeated ‘he pro-
posal and then upon reconsidera-
tion passed it “unanimously”. It
is not quite clear how a conven-
tion can first reject a proposal
and then, a few minutes later, car-
ry the same proposal “unanimous-
ly”. To an outside observer it ap-
pears as if considerable pressure—
much too much—had been, brought
to bear between the two votes.
This was setting a very bad exam-
ple and is illustrative of certain
methods which progressives resent
and have fought against in other
international unions.

* %X %

It is also a little difficult to un-
derstand how a convention that
had acted in so restrained and bus-
iness like a manner on that palpa-
ble forgery—the letter allegedly
signed by the Communist Party—
could be thrown into an anti-red
hysteria by a resolution. This will
bear a few additional remarks.

Obviously intending to start a
red-bating drive, company stool
pigeons concocted and mailed out
a letter to all delegates urging
them to vote for Homer Martin
for President and Wyndham Morti-
mer for Vice-President, both, the
letter stated, members of the Com-
munist Party. The convention act-
ed in the most praiseworthy man-
ner. Entering this fabrication into
the records, the chair also read in-
to the record a telegram from Earl
Browder, secretary of the Commu-
nist Party, branding the document
as a forgery. With this the whole
matter was closed.

The next day the convention
breaks out in a rash of red-baiting
speeches when a delegate submits
a resolution asking the U.A.W. of
A. to “go on record as against
communism” and to notify all lo-
cal unions “to immediately expel
from membership all known Com-
munists.”

The convention thereby fell in-
to the very trap which it had stu-
diously avoided the day before.
The company stools who had been
chagrined the day before at their
failure must indeed have been hap-
py.

This resolution, which goes far
beyond anything decided at the At-
lantic City convention of the A. F.
of L., seemed to have caught flat-
footed the otherwise alert steering
committee. Another amendment
placed provided “that no known
and proven Communist be permit-
ted to hold office in the Interna-
tional Union or in any Local Union
nor be a delegate to any conven-
tion.”

The passage of either proposal
would have required that the con-
vention concert itself into a grand
jury to hear evidence against any-
one proposed for office, not to
mention the merry game of red-
chasing which would have begun
in the locals. What a field this
would have been for the company
rats to frame every militant and
fighting worker.

The convention finally extricated
itself from this self-imposed mess
by referring the whole matter.
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In the International Labor Movement

GCzech Communists Turn
To the Ultra-Right Again

NCE again the line has changed in Czechoslovakia. The very
things that the “Little Father” (Gottwald) condemned so mer-
cilessly as utterly impermissible opportunism, he now voices as the
wisdom of the Mount and goes on to greater achievements in the
field of social patriotism.

We urge our readers to look up their copies of the Workers
Age of March 14, 1936 in which we reported the first turn of line.
We ask our readers to reread the editorial in order to be convinced
of how well we estimated the changes. For the benefit of those
who may not have their back copies available we reprint just one
or two paragraphs:

“But the turn is only superficial at best; only the most outrag-
eous expressions of the opportunist course are pruned away; the
opportunist course itself remains intact and is even explicitly con-
firmed. Since the root of the evil is untouched, the result is ‘that
the same and even worse excesses are inevitable in the future, The
opportunist atrocities which Gottwald and other Comintern spokes-
men castigate so virtuously today all flow directly from the gen-
eral line of the seventh congress and they are therefore certain to
keep on reappearing in some form or other as long as this general
line is retained—only the next time Gottwald himself will be im-
plicated in the crime and be made to suffer the consequences!”

“This entire experience in Czechoslovakia . . . illustrates graph-
ically and painfully the price that the world communist movement
is paying today because of its lack of international collective leader-
ship and democratic centralism. Had there been party democracy,
the ultra-left line would not only have been dropped because it
collapsed, but its errors would have been discussed and understood
and the membership would have learned what was wrong. This
would have been the most effective guarantee against any revival
of leftism. Furthermore, had there been party democracy in the
Comintern and its various sections, the crude ultra-right line could

never have been adopted . . .. The present sterility and paralysis
of critical approach, initiative and responsibility in the Comintern
will prevail so long as the present international regime in the C.L

and its sections continues.”

The Communist Party of Czecho-
slovakia held its Seventh Party
Convention over the Easter holi-
days. Once against the C.P. took
a sharp swing to the right and so-
cial patriotism triumphed. There
was no critical discussion of the
ultra-left course, despite the fact
that this was the first Party con-
vention in the past 5 years. Nor
was there any critical discussion
of the life-and-death questions that
confront the party at present. The
convention was a carefully planned
mass meeting arranged by the
burocracy—to take orders from
above. The delegates had been
handed the new line before the con-
vention so as to avoid any criti-
cism.

The Central Committee in its role
of “revolutionary guard” over the
delegates required each delegate
to write a detailed political auto-

EDITOR

biography. The system of pup-
pets was in full bloom. Gottwald,
the political secretary of the C.P.
of Czechoslovakia, became the ob-
ject of a most disgusting hero cult.
He was proclaimed the symbol and
ideal of the (Czechoslovakian com-
munists and graced with saluta-
tion: “Little Father of the Party.”

There was no report on the or-
ganizational strength of the Party.
To judge from the number of dele-
gates, the Party has about 45,000
members.

The convention came out for the
unconditional defense of the fa-
therland. Said Gottwald in his re-
port:

“Were Hitler to succeed in rea-
lizing his plans, the Czechoslovak-
ian people would then lose their
national independence and the Ger-
man, Polish and Hungarian peoples
would experience an intensifica-

FOR MILITANT UNITY!

Jay Lovestone speaks to 50,000 trade unionists
at the Polo Grounds demonstration on May 1st. To

the right is David Dubinsky, President of the In-
ternational Ladies Garment Workers Union,

tion of social and political oppres-
sion under the knout of Fascism.

“On the question of the men-
ace of Hitler fascism facing
Czechoslovakia, the Communist
Party stands for the defense of
Czechoslovakia against Hitler, for
the defense of Czechoslovakia
against fascism. Why did we not
speak of the defense of the re-
public, say four years ago? Why
do we refer to it today? Simply
because four years ago Czechoslo-
vakia was not menaced by a fas-
cist country. .. .. .. .. .. ....

“Comrades, there is no doubt
but that the defense of the repub-
lic against fascism can be interpre-
ted to mean class peace, reform-
ism, social patriotism. But this
is not necessarily the correct inter-
pretation.

And we Communists do not in-
terpret our position this way.”

This social patriotic line of the
C.P. is dlready being carried out
in parliament. The Prague parlia-
ment is at present discussing a
draft for a “National Defence Act”
to become law in case of a serious
foreign or domestic crisis. It is a
safety measure of the Czechoslo-
vakian imperialists against the un-
concealed military and imperialist
aims of Hitler Germany. This law
deprives the citizens of Czecho-
slovakia, particularly the working
class, of all democratic rights and
puts full power in the hands of the
military. Thus this law becomes
a constitutional basis for a military
dictatorship.

The Communist representative,
Dr. Dolansky, said the following

THE STORY OF

(Continued from Page 3)

victed by a shady jury and by perjured testimony,
receiving the death sentence, fearless, defiant, scorn-
ful, a smile of confident contempt on his lips.

Tom had never looked so splendid as on the day
when he stood up in the dock and heard his life
read away by twelve men who, since the Oxman per-
jury plot was exposed, have been sneaking through
the streets of San Francisco like thieves. One long,
burning look of scorn Tom leveled at them, and
then he gave his strong arms to the miner’s widow—

brave old Mother Mooney.

She wept, but she didn’t grow hysterical.
old lady hasn‘t been off her feet a single day during
all his trouble; while younger women have spent
many a day sick in bed. Every day, since the first
week Tom and Rena and the rest were locked up
at the County Jail, the old lady has visited them,

rain or shine.

I asked her one day how in the world she man-
“Sure I don’t know,” said
she, with her south of Ireland brogue. “I got to
I've seen lots of trouble before
this. Tom’s father was a man who was a good deal

aged to keep so well.

stand up under it.

little toddlers.

strike breaker.

heart.

TOM MOONEY

of Indiana when Tom and John

and Anna were

Bryan Mooney worked most of his
time in and about David County, Indiana.
there during a mine strike that he was shot by a
That bullet was what shortened his
life, thinks old Mrs. Mooney, though Bryan did not
pass out till quite a bit later.

Little did those miners think, as they guided Tom
Mooney from his father’s last resting place, that he
was to develop into a man after Bryan Mooney’s

It was

The fact that Tom was a coal miner’s son was held

That
criminality.

up by a San Francisco newspaper as proof of his
The San Francisco Call, August 4,
1916, referred to Mooney as—%“A creature from
whom the coal black has never been cleaned.” Which
means that Tom Mooney’s father got coal dust in
his blood during his life in the black regions, and

his coal black was transmitted into Tom’s veins.

like Tom is now, always in labor troubles. I lost
him early on account of a bullet they put into him
during a mine strike.”

Bryan Mooney was the name of Tom’s father.
He was a coal miner. During his life ,which was
not long, he worked in three states—Indiana, Illi-
nois and Pennsylvania. He died in the coal regions

my head.

son.”

Tom made answer to the Evening Call through
the bars of the County Jail.

“If there is coal dust in my veins,” he said, “I am
not ashamed of it. I was born in a coal miner’s
shanty, that is true enough. But I am not hanging

It is my boast that I came out of the
loins of honest labor.

I'm proud I'm a coal miner’s

* The sentence was commuted to life imprisonment after
demonstrations by Russian workers roused the labor move-
ment thruout the world.

about the position of the C.P. on
the question of the defense of the
republic, before the constitution-
al committee of parliament, as re-
ported by the Prague Tageblatt of
April 16, 1936:

“The Communist, Dr. Dolansky,
read the resolution on the defense
of the republic passed by the Com-
munist Party convention the prev-
jious day and declared that Repre-
sentative Gottwald was the au-
thor of this resolution. He point-
ed out that this fact disproved the
statements that Gottwald’s inter-
ference with Communist tactics
signified a refusal to endorse the
defense of the republic. The Sev-
enth Convention of the Commu-
nist Party has proven, he contin-
ued, that the C.P. is categorically
for the defense of the republic
against Hitler. The C.P. is ready
to defend Czechoslavkia against
any attack by German, Polish or
Hungarian fascism. It is ready to
protect the freedom of the peoples
of Czechoslavkia with all means,
including armaments.”

Sverma, member of the Central
Committee of the C.P. of Czecho-
slovakia, spoke in the same ses-
sion. The Prague Tageblatt re-
ports as follows:

“The Communist, Sverma, de-
clared that the C.P. is unequivocal-
ly in favor of the defense of the
republic . . . In this respect the
position of the Communist Party
is quite clear; i.e., opposition to
Hitler at all cost. The draft for
the ‘National Defense Act’, he con-
tinued, is not preparing for na-
tional defense along the correct
lines in the opinion of the C.P.
There is too little trust in democra-
cy in the draft; even the C.P. has
more faith in democracy than
that.”

Gottwald has tried to extenuate
this social patriotic line by em-
phasizing that the most important
factor has been preserved, that is,
the Party is pursuing an independ-
ent class policy. An independent
class policy, however, is incom-
patible with the defense of the fa-
therland.

The party convention also
veered to the right on the issue of
the united front. Gottwald ex-
pressed the united front policy of
the Party in the following manner:

“In order to avert the dangers
confronting the working class, we
urge the working class, and our
party to achieve the united and
People’s Front AT ALL COST.”

The Party must aim at a dif-
ferentiation in the camp of the
bourgeoisie so as to win allies for
the People’s Front. Literally, he
said:

“There will be difference within
the leadership of the Agrarian
Party as well as in their parlia-
mentary fraction, Such differences
will arise in all other bourgeois
parties, and will result in the iso-
lation of the reactionaries.”

Gottwald draws the following

conclusion:

“Assuming the development of a
United Front and a People’s Front,
assuming a differentiation within
the state apparatus, our attitude
to the government would be
changed. . . . The main issue would
be the question of a People’s Front
government and not that of a fas-
cist dictatorship.”

-The Party convention showed
quite clearly that the policy of
Sverma and Slansky, severely de-
nounced four months ago by Gott-
wold and the ECCI, has been re-
adopted in a more emphatic man-
ner. Sverma and Slansky, who
were reelected into the Central
Committee amidst great applause,
have won all along the line and
Gottwald was their spokesman at
the Party convention.

The Party also made a signifi-
cant turn on the youth question.
It was decided to give up the in-
dependent organization of the
Communist Youth League. The
Party appealed to the Socialist
youth, the youth in the sports or-
ganizations, both the proletarian
and the bourgeois, (Sokol and Ju-
gend der deutschen Turner), the
youth of the Industrial Party, the
Christian youth, etc. to unite and
form a united “non-partisan youth
organization” on a program of its
own, not influenced by the C.P.

In conclusion we can safely say
that the Seventh Party Convention
of the C.P. of Czechoslovakia has
intensified the opportunist course
of the Communist parties in a ca-
tastrophic manner.

I had the opportunity of speak-
ing to a delegate who shares the
opinions of the C.P.0. He told me
that it had been impossible to voice
any criticism of the political line
of the Central Committee. Every-
thing was under strict control of
the burocracy. The theoretical lev-
el and critical consciousness of the
delegates was on an unspeakably
low level. The comrade is confi-
dent, however, that the new line
will soon be eradicated thru the ac-
tivity of the few healthy forces
in the party which will sharply op-
pose it.

The People’s King!

LONDON—“We have in our
present King a man who has had
more direct and intimate associa-
tions and friendship with our com-
mon people than any monarch since
the days of Charles II,” said Fred-
erick W. Pethwick-Lawrence, La-
borite, in a tribute to Edward VIII
in the House of Commons. He
spoke on-the King’s allowance or
civil list.

He made the unpalatable but un-
fortunately traditional statement.
that the Labor Party recognized
the upkeep of the royal house as a
national charge.

Only the LL.P. and Gallacher,
M.P., voted against the civil list.

e S o

BOOKS of the
AGE ........

GUINEA PIGS NO MORE. By J.
B. Matthews. New York, Covici,
Friede. $2.00. 311 pages.

Reviewed by Ellen Ward
To those who have followed the

career of J. B. Matthews in recent

years, this book will be a keen dis-
appointment for several reasons:

First, because the case of the
consumer against business in gen-
eral has been done a great many
times, and all the previous efforts
rate considerably higher than the
present one.

Secondly, Mr. Matthews drags
into this field a series of polemics
against the sectarianism of official
communism which has nothing to
do with the case under discussion.
He is venting his spleen over a
whole series of personal quarrels
between ‘himsel and ‘the Com-
munist Party in which the average
reader hasn’t the slightest interest.

Thirdly, much more than an
analysis of the problems of the
consumer, the book is an expose of
a very little man. Again and again,
in recent years, Matthews has
spoken of the great need of chang-
ing the world along Marxist lines.
But now he seems to have lost all
sight of the tremendous weight of
the inertia created by the profit
motive in society which resists,
with such fury, any change cal-
culated to decrease the rate of
profit. He has forgotten altogether
the words he has been repeating
over half a decade that man can in
no sense be free until the whole
system of private property with
all of its anachronistic checks and
balances, has been completely
swept aside. Now we read such
confused mutterings as these:

“A worker’s state is an in-
adequate goal for human en-
deavor; the Russian revolution
was an historical accident; the
problem of the consumer is
more important than the com-
posite problems of the workers;
“while men are engaged in or-
ganizing their efforts for pro-
gress there is no value in stop-
ping with the wholly inadequate
objective of changing the means
of production.”

The whole book is punctuated
with similarly pathetic expressions.

RED NECK, by McAlister Cole-
man and Stephen Raushenbush.
Published by Harrison Smith &
Robert Haas, New York City.
$2.00.

Reviewed by Dave Scheyer

There are a lot of adjectives to
apply to “Red Neck”. Honest. Sin-
cere. Authoritative. Native. Class-
conscious. Mac Coleman and Raus-
henbush have worked hard and con-
scientiously on this book produc-
ing an interesting story but a
pretty poor novel.

There are no tricks, no sleight
of-hand in “Red Neck”; all the
mechanics of the book are on the
surface plain to see. What you see
is a distinet lack of motive for
most of the events that make up
the tale and an extremely shallow
set of characterizations. This
makes an easily read book, a prole-
tarian novel as it might be written
by Harold Bell Wright, which may
be what the authors intended. But
it isn’t—very distinctly not—Art.
Dave Houston, husky, militant, not
too intelligent, wins the presidency
of a UMWA local, shoots a Ku
Klux Klan revivalist minister,
escapes punishment because his
pals have intimated the jury, be-
comes a union organizer and ends
up drinking gin in a frowsy hotel
room—this according to Coleman
and Raushenbush is the almost in-
evitable end of UMWA organizers.
The pictures of the mining town,
at work and on strike, the descrip-
tions of union meeting and union
politics, the fights and sluggings
are all carefully drawn but super-
ficial, unconvincing. The bones of
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R by James Sand

The Parliamentary Socialists - Victor L. Berger and Meyer London

. (Continued from previous issue)

Victor Louis Berger came to the United States with his family
in 1878, when he was eighteen years old. He was born in 1860 in
Nieder Rebbuch, Austria Hungary, and was educated in a “gymnas-
ium” and at the universities in Budapest and Vienna. Arrived here, the
family settled in Milwaukee, where the young man worked at var-
ious trades and then took to teaching in the public schools. But in
1892 he turned his hand to socialist journalism. He had learned the
rudiments of socialism in Europe and he was to become one of the
leading founders and spokesmen of the American socialist movement.
He established the Vorwarts, a German daily which continued its ex-
istence until 1898, when he came out with an English paper, the Social
Democratic Herald, which had a life span from 1901 to 1911 when
Berger set up the Milwaukee Leader which he owned and ran until his
death in 1929.

Milwaukee with its German-immigrant population intensified Ber-
ger’s political development which had begun amidst European social-
ism. But like Debs in 1896 he fell for Populism and the leather-
lunged Bryan and was a delegate to the People’s Party Convention in
St. Louis in 1896. It was he who is said to have converted ’Gene Debs
to socialism while Debs was serving his sentence in Woodstock jail,
and it was he who had more personal influence with Debs than any
other of the old guard and right-wingers. After the formation of the
Socialist Party at the beginning of the century Berger began running
for office in Milwaukee, for mayor, for congressman, for alderman.
While sitting as alderman he was elected to Congress on the Socialist
ticket,—the first Socialist to be elected to that body. He took his seat
in 1911 amidst great rejoicing from the comrades, but watched with
hawk-like eyes by DeLeon, who during Berger’s first session wrote a
series of pieces on Berger’s parliamentary tactics in the People which
were later published in pamphlet form under the title Berger’s Hits
and Misses. According to DeLeon’s figures the misses won by a mile.

Berger failed of immediate re-election to Congress, but in 1918
he finally won the seat back again. But the war had come and
the Red scare had begun and he was denied his seat. He was re-elect-
ed in 1920 and again he was denied his seat. Finally in 1922 he was
permitted to take his seat and he sat there until 1929 when he was
again defeated. His war stand was much the same as London’s, so-
cial pacifism, but of the most degenerate kind. He was tried for vio-
lation of the Espionage Act but his conviction for twenty years im-
prisonment was reversed by the United States Supreme Court. But
his war stand was never much more violent than LaFollette’s. In
June 1918 he brought it to its highest development with the rankest
opportunism, as follows:

Personally, I was against the war before the war was de-
clared, as was every true Socialist. The Socialist Party did all
it could to keep this country out of the war. But now, since we
are in the war, I want to win this war—for democracy. And
only for democracy .. . Let us hope we will win the war
quickly.

How “we”can win a war for proletarian democracy when it is being
fought for imperialist booty nobody has ever found out.

In Congress Berger usually sounded like Pollyanna turned So-
cialist. On February 16th 1924 in Congress, he told of his boundless
love for everybody, without discrimination.

Whatever remarks 1 make tonight (said Berger), I hope it
will be understood that I make them “with good will to all and
ill will to none”, to use an expression of Abraham Lincoln.

Love everybody, even the Morgans, and quote Lincoln not Marx. This
is the ripe fruit of Sunday school socialism being preached in the
beerstubes of Milwaukee.—But even that is militant compared to the
L’envoi he sang in 1929 just before his last departure from the House.
He said good-bye to his “comrades” thus:

Undoubtedly we have too many lawyers in this House, more
than we can use for any good purpose. However, all of them
are ready talkers and good fellows, even if most of them are as
innocent political economy as they are of the Sanskrit lan-
guage. But I like all of them personally, from the illustrious
and genial Speaker down to the youngest fledgling, and I wish
them all well.

But Berger’s every act in Congress makes it clear that no bourgeois
Congressman was any more ignorant of political economy than Ber-
ger was of proletarian strategy and tactics in parliament.

A few words about his theory. On revolutionary overthrow we
have this in 1906 and worse later.

No true Social Democrat ever dreams of a sudden change in
society. Such fantastic dreamers nowhere find more determined
opponents than in the ranks of the true Social-Democrats.

And in July 1907 we have Berger’s discovery of Socialism’s need.
“QOur greatest need,” he wrote, “is hope.” Add faith and charity and
you have the reason why Sinclair Lewis called Victor Louis Berger
the “St. Paul of American Socialism.” On September 25th 1909 we
have more penetrating insight from Berger in the form of a question:
“Do We Want Progress by Catastrophe and Bloodshed or by Com-
mon Sense?” On trade-unionism he had no important ideas. As a
philosopher he was ludicrous. As a Congressman he was impotent.
He was much more pretentious than London, and one has a right to
expect more from him; but no more came. In fact, less came because
he was not capable, as London was, of arousing the affection and emo-
tions of his people.

Berger was one of the internationalists among the founders of the
American Socialist Party, but his internationalism was nothing more
than obsequious pursuit of Kautsky. He must have met Lenin at the
Copenhagen Congress of the Second International in 1910, but he cer-
tainly learned nothing from him. The theoretical heritage he left, the
strategy and tactics he followed, are in no small part the cause of the
confusion and opportunism which is today manifested towards the Rus-
sian Revolution in the Socialist Party. From this confusion and op-

the novel are all there but the col-
lective talent of the two authors
hasn’t sufficed to clothe them with
the flesh of life. Inevitably “Red
Neck” will be contrasted with that
other book about miners, A. J.
Cronin’s “The Stars Look Down,”

to the detriment of the American
work. Coleman and Raushenbush
had far more exciting material but
Cronin had at least a tinge of the
genius that makes a novelist same-
thing more than a pedestrian
chronicler.

portunism in theory, strategy, and tactics, it is but a small step to
that Red-baiting which has eaten at the heart of proletarian unity all
over the world, at the same time that it has paved the way for terrific
defeats. He would certainly not today recognize the Spanish Social-
ists in their new-found revolutionary fervor and he would be, like his
theoretical kinsmen, Abe Cahan, Louis Waldman, et. al., a force of
retardation in the labor and socialist movement were he alive today.

But both Berger and London raise the great problem of parlia-
mentary strategy and tactics by working class parties, and their er-
rors can serve to illumine what the attitude of revolutionary social-
ists toward participation in bourgeois parliaments must be. On the
question of parliamentary participation, there are four approaches in
the labor and socialist movement. The first, the anarchist approach,
is opposed to participation in parliament by the representatives of the
workers,—it is completely opposed to any political action. We have
dealt with this point in some detail in the study of anarchists.* On
this point Lenin’s analysis of the anarchist view is, as everywhere,
trenchant. “We are not Utopians,” said Lenin, “we do not indulge
in dreams of how best to do away immediately with all administration,
with all subordination; these Anarchist dreams, based upon a lack of
understanding of proletarian dictatorship, are basically foreign to
Marxism, and, as a matter of fact, they serve but to put off the So-
cialist revolution until human nature is different.” The second view
is the reformist view which Berger and London held. According to
this view, bourgeois democracy and parliamentary government in par-
ticular can bring in socialist society. Not only can it bring it in, it
can also be the form within which Socialism can be brought to comple-
tion. Parliaments in this view are not instruments of the ruling class,
of the bourgeoisie, but they are instruments of democracy in general.
Marx called parliaments “talking shops”, but to reformists they are
working class realities. “The way out of parliamentarism,” said Lenin
in the State and Revolution,” is to be found, of course, not in the abo-
lition of representative institutions and the elective principle, but in
the conversion of the representative institutions from mere ‘talking
shops’ into working bodies. . . . The venal and rotten parliamentarism
of bourgeois society is replaced in the Commune [read ‘Soviet’] by
institutions in which freedom of opinion and discussion does not de-
generate into deception, for the parliamentarians must themselves work,
must themselves execute their own laws, must themselves verify their
results in actual life, must themselves be directly responsible to their
electorate. Representative institutions remain, but parliamentarism as
a special system, as a division of labor between the legislative and the
executive functions, as a privileged position for the deputies, no longer
exists. Without representative institutions we cannot imagine demo-
cracy, not even proletarian democracy; but we can and must think of
democracy without parliamentarism, if criticism of bourgeois society
is not mere empty words for us, if the desire to overthrow the rule of
the bourgeoisie is our serious and sincere desire, and not a mere ‘elec-
tion cry’ for catching workingmen’s votes.”

This, however, is the stand of parliamentarism which the prole-
tariat takes after it has gained power and has become the ruling class.
What stand do revolutionary socialists take on parliamentarism while
they are struggling for power? After the Russian Revolution had put
the Russian workers into power a wholesale epidemic of what Lenin
called the infantile disorder of “left-wing” Communism broke out
throughout the rest of the world among revolutionary socialists and in
respect of this question of parliamentarism led the various other revolu-
tionary parties to proclaim non-participation in parliaments as the
proper strategy and tactics for revolutionary parties still struggling
for power. Lenin took up this question in his great pamphlet “Left-
Wing” Communism: An Infantile Disorder. Against this ultra-left
tactic of refraining from parliamentary activity while fighting to gain
working-class power, he set his pen, and the view he propounded is to-
day part and parcel of the great system of proletarian strategy and
tactics known as Leninism. Studying the case of the German “Left”
Communists at that time, 1920, Lenin writes as follows:

It is clear that parliamentarism in Germany is not yet (1920)
politically obsolete. It is evident that the “Lefts” in Germany
have mistaken their desire, their ideological-political attitude, for
objective reality. This is the most dangerous mistake revolution-
aries can make. . . . For the Communists in Germany parlia-
mentarism is, of course, “politically obsolete”; but—and this is
the whole point—we must not regard that which is obsolete for
us as obsolete for the class, as obsolete for the masses. It is
precisely here that we see that the “Lefts” do not know how to
reason, do not know how to conduct themselves as a party of the
class, as a party of the masses. You must not sink to the level of
the masses, to the level of the backward strata of the class. This
is incontestable. You must tell them the bitter truth. You must
call their bourgeois-democratic and parliamentary prejudices—
prejudices. But, at the same time, you must soberly observe the
actual state of class consciousness and preparedness of the whole
class (not only of the Communist vanguard), of all the toiling
masses (not only of its advanced elements). . . . It has been
proved that participation in a bourgeois-democratic parliament
even a few weeks before the victory of the Soviet Republic, and
even after that victory, not only does not harm the revolutionary
prolefarian but actually makes it easier for it to prove to the
backward masses why such parliaments deserve to be dissolved,
facilitates their dissolution, and facilitates the process whereby
bourgeois parliamentarism becomes “politically obsolete.” . . .
Tactics must be based on a sober and strictly objective estimation
of all the class forces in a given State (in neighboring states and
in all states, i.e,, on a world scale), as well as on an evaluation
of the experience of revolutionary movements. To express one’s
“revolutionism” solely by hurling abuse at parliamentary oppor-
tunism, solely by refusing to participate in parliaments, is very
easy; but just because it is too easy, it is not the solution of a
difficult, a very difficult, problem,

How far a cry are Leninist tactics from London’s eulogy of the
“sincerity” of bourgeois Congressmen and from Berger’s well-wishes
to the Congress he was leaving. Leninism is proletarian while London
and Berger are prayerfully humanitarian and ideologically petty-bour-
geois.

* Workers Age, Volume V, Numbers 3 and 4, January 18th and 25th, 1936.
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MAY DAY REPORTS SHOW
GROWTH OF LABOR UNITY

May Day In Baltimore

Baltimore, Md.—May Day in
Baltimore found the first united
front between the official Commu-
nist Party and the Communist
Party (Opposition). A united front
May Day rally was held at the City
Hall Plaza at 3:30. Dorothy Dare,
representing the C.P.O., Mary Him-
off, representing the C.P. and
speakers from other labor organi-
zations addressed the gathering.

Previous to this meeting the S.P.
held a smaller rally at the City
Hall Plaza. The united front May
Day committee did all that it could
to achieve a completely united May
Day, but the Old Guard group
controlling the Baltimore Socialist
Party flatly rejected the appeal for
unity. The division among the
more advanced sections of the Bal-
timore working-class contributed
greatly to the generally poor re-
sponse of the workers to the May
Day mecetings. Ior the division
that existed the Old Guard group
was proudly responsible.

The United Front May Day
Committee held an indoor celebra-
tion at night, attended by approx-
imately 1000 workers. Herbert
Benjamin was the main speaker.
Earl Dixon, section organizer of
the C.P. and James MacArthur re-
presenting the C.P.O. spoke. Greet-
ings were delivered by Branch 900
of the Workmen’s Circle.

Comrade MacArthur pointed out
that the C.P.O. was born in the
struggle for unity—for the unity
of the workers of each industry in
one trade union, affiliated with
one trade union center, for the
unity of the workers in one labor
fraternal order, for the unity of
all communists in one united poli-
tical party based on democratic
centralism, and for the unity of all
workers in the class struggle, to
abolish the life-destroying system
of capitalism. He called for the re-
lease of Tom Mooney, for the de-
fense of the Soviet Union, for a
united labor front against war and
fascism, and for the freedom of
Comrade Thaelman in Germany
and Roy in India.

In Chicago

Nearly a whole day of rain pre-
vented the Chicago United May
Day Demonstration from setting a
new record for display of working
class strength in Chicago. In spite
of the downpour nearly ten thous-
and trade unionists, Socialists, and
Communists marched from Grant
Park, through the Loop, to Union
Park, the scene of the Haymarket
Demonstration which fifty years
ago laid the basis for International
Labor Day. One of the most en-
couraging things about the demon-
stration was the large proportion
of it which marched wunder the
union banners of the trade union
section. TFor the first time since
the war, Socialists, Communists,
and non-party workers marched to-
gether on May Day for the thirty-
hour week, for unemployment in-
surance, for independent labor po-
litical action, and against war and
fascism.

In the evening the Socialist and
Communist Parties held a joint
mass meeting at Ashland Audi-
torium.  The principal speakers
were Norman Thomas for the So-
cialist Party and Clarence Hatha-
way for the Communist Party.
Norman Thomas spoke very brief-
ly and left to speak at a May Day
meeting at Kenosha, Wisconsin.
Clarence Hathaway spoke on the
significance of May Day in 1936
and of the movement toward unity
of the American working class.
He expressed the view of the Com-
munist Party that a national La-
bor Party in 1936 would be pre-
mature and urged the Socialist
Party to unite with the Commu-

nist Party in supporting a United
Labor Ticket in the national elec-
tion.

The CPO participated in the de-
monstration as well as the mass
meeting., Leaflets proposing a
United Labor Ticket with Tom
Mooney as the candidate for Pres-
ident were distributed to the as-
sembled workers.

In Detroit

Stressing the necessity of a com-
plete united front on May Day the
SP and CP in Detroit organized a
conference calling in political
groups, fraternal organizations,
and such unions as could be in-
duced to participate. A steering
committee with representatives
from the SP, CP, CPO and Prole-
tarian Party, was elected to take
care of arrangements for the mass
meeting. 1t was agreed that the
Farmer-Labor Party would not be
discussed and that the main slogan
would be labor solidarity. In re-
ply to an inquiry by Comrade
Shadduck it was stated that every
attempt to broaden the conference
had been made.

When the question of speakers
came up the SP favored allowing
all political groups a representa-
tive, but the CP was bitterly op-
posed to the CPO. They argued
that “there would not be time” for
so many speakers; that the CPO
was only a communist tendency
and that the CP speaks for all com-
munist tendencies. The SP bowed
its head to these ridiculous argu-
ments and accepted the CP “com-
promise” proposal that the almost
defunct Proletarian Party be giv-
en a speaker.

A later attempt by practically
all the political organizations out-
side the CP to secure representa-
tion for the CPO on the speakers
list failed when the CP made this
a breaking point.

Detroit did not have a demon-
stration because of the objections
of the Socialist Party but a mass
meeting was held in the evening.
We sold 100 Ages, distributed free
200 Ages and 1500 appeals for a
united labor ticket with Tom
Mooney as the candidate for Pres-
ident.

In Anthracite

Some three hundred workers
marched into Kirby Park, Wilkes-
Barre, Pa., on May 1st, to celebrate
the workers’ holiday. Despite the
fact that 16 collieries were shut
down by the miners that day and
the sun shone brightly, the atten-
dance fell below that on May 1st a
year previous. The only workers’
organization that refused to parti-
cipate in the celebration was the
Socialist Party. Speakers included
Steve Nelson, distriet organizer of
the Communist Party, Pat Bren-
nan, Wyoiing Valley secretary of
the Penn. Security League, Harold
Spencer of the Philadelphia Build-
ing TEmplovees Union and Saul
Held of the New Workers School
of New York. Though it was a
splendid meeting it was an index
of the weakness of the working-
class organizations in one of
America’s vital industrial centers.

The evening of May 1st found
about 70 workers at a United Front
May Day Meeting at Runita Hall,
Luzerne, Pa. Once again the Social-
ist Party was absent despite an in-
vitation to participate. The Com-
munist Party, Workmen’s Sick &
Death Benefit Society and various
Slovak fraternal societies spon-
sored the meeting.

While the combined membership
of these organizations in Luzerne
totalled over 2000, the meeting at-
tracted only 70. The principal
speaker, Saul Held, analyzed the
problems of the coal miners both
as to their own union and in the

LOCAL 22 LEADS THE MAY DAY PARADE

The Dressmakers of the I. L.G.W.U. headed the
United May Day Parade in New York City. Shown
here is the bicycle brigade of 75 workers, dressed

union.

in white sweaters and berets, only one of the many
colorful divisions that made up the ranks

of this

fight for industrial unionism every-
where. He stressed the necessity of
a progressive group in the United
Mine Workers Union to fight for
union democracy and the elimina-
lion of abuses which have been a
source of union weakness. The nec-
essity of educating the many new
members of the Union was urgent,
he declared, and proposed that the
union members fight for the estab-
lishment of an educational depart-
ment in the union. The political
situation in 1936 was then dealt
with. The proposal that Commu-
nist, Socialists and others unite on
a United Labor Ticket with Tom
Mooney for president struck a re-
sponsive chord in the audience.

Pointing out that the United
Mine Workers was the largest
trade union in the country, the
speaker emphasized that unless
the backbone of labor is not
strengthened internally, and if it
did not forge to the forefront with
progressive policies on the econom-
ic and political field, it would fail
to inspire and strengthen Amer-
ican trade unionism.

In Boston

BOSTON, Mass.—Thousands of
workers in Boston participated in
the May Day celebrations on Bos-
ton Common this year. The demon-
stration was the result of united
action by the New England Dis-
trict of the Communist Party, the
Communist Party (Opposition), a
number of branches of the Work-
men’s Circle, Young Circle League
and several other working class or-
ganizations.

In the afternoon, six thousand
workers massed at the Mall on
Boston Common where they were
addressed by representaives of
participating organizations, nota-
bly, Phil Frankfeld, District Or-
ganizer of the C.P., and Sam Sand-
berg of the C.P.O.

Both the authorities and the
Veterans of Foreign Wars made
desperate efforts to break up the
meeting, but all these attempts
were successfully repulsed.

In the evening 500 workers
packed the Chelsea Labor Lyceum
where the celebration took the form
of a symposium. The speakers were

DRESSMAKERS’ EXECUTIVE BOARD
HAILS MAY FIRST ACHIEVEMENTS

We wish to extend heartiest
greetings and congratulations to
the thousands upon thousands of
dressmakers, members of Local 22,
who turned out in unending col-
umns to march behind the banners
of their organization in the United
May Day parade and the great
Polo Grounds mass meeting last
Friday! Your loyalty, your mag-
nificent response to the call of
the Union, your discipline and re-
sponsibility, demonstrated as noth-
ing else could your enthusiastic ap-
preciation of the historical mean-
ing of May Day as the great day
of labor unity, solidarity and mili-
tancy. The firm discipline for
which the dressmakers were so
widely admired during the fight
for the new agreement was again
manifested on this May Day.
Special credit should go, in parti-
cular, to the athletic teams, to
the social, cultural and sports di-
visions, to the bicycle squad, to the
red-and-white sweater brigades
and to all of the other groups that
helped to make our section of the

1. Zimmerman of the Communist
Party (Opposition), George Blake,
New England Secretary of the
Communist Party, and Leslie Rich-
ards, Massachusetts State Chair-
main of the Socialist Party.

The enthusiasm of the crowd
reached its height when both Sand-
berg at the Common meeting and
Zimmerman at the Lyceum meet-
ing proposed a United Labor Tic-
ket in the coming Presidential elec-
tions with Tom Mooney as the
standard bearer.

At the Lyceum meeting a reso-
Jution was unanimously adopted
demanding the immediate uncon-
ditional release of Mooney and
Billings and all other class war
prisoners.

Richard Moore of the I.L.D. pre-
sided at the Boston Common Meet-
ing, and Louis Greenfield, director
of the Chelsea Labor Lyceum, was
chairman of the mass meeting
there.

great parade so marvellously color-
ful and impressive!

The splendid conduct of our
membership shows how utterly un-
founded were the charges raised
against our Local that our parti-
cipation in the United May Day
Parade would somehow bring divi-
sion and damage to the Trade
Union May Day Demonstration at
the Polo Grounds. Not division but
unity was the aim and the result
of our policy. Events now prove
clearly that our action on May Day
contributed very materially nc#
only to the unification of the for-
ces of labor in a vast demonstra-
tion but also to the success of the
great Polo Grounds mass meeting.
With an admirable sense of respon-
sibility, our members carried out
the decision of our Local in the
most thoroly disciplined manner.
Having passed the reviewing stand
at Union Square in solid ranks,
they were among the first to ar-
rive in great masses at the Polo
Grounds, forming the biggest sin-
gle unit at that huge gathering.
In the program at the Polo
Grounds, too, our athletic, choral,
mandolin, dramatic and dance
groups took a leading part, doing
their share to enhance the richness
and colorfulness of the meeting.

By its action and by its example
on May Day, our Local has made
a great contribution towards the
consolidation of the forces of labor
against the hosts of capital, to-
wards the unification of the work-
ing class without regard to race,
creed, color or political opinion.

| We are determined to pursue our

policy of unity, to carry on this
great struggle until the ranks of
labor are at last united against
the common enemy, until the work-
ing class is at last triumphant over
the menacing forces of reaction,
fascism and war!
Executive Board
Dressmakers Union Local 22,
L.LL.G.W.U.
Pearl Halpern, Chairman
Chas, S. Zimmerman, Sec.-Mgr.



	v5n20-p10-may-16-1936-WA
	v5n20-p23-may-16-1936-WA
	v5n20-p45-may-16-1936-WA
	v5n20-p67-may-16-1936-WA
	v5n20-p80-may-16-1936-WA

