_A PAPER DEFENDING THE INTERESTS OF WORKERS AND FARMERS

Vol. 5, No. 23.

Dressmakers Hear
Discussion Of
Labor Party

Symposium Of Local 22
Includes Lovestone,
Hathaway, Tyler

More than 2000 dressmakers at-
tended the final symposium of Lo-
cal 22, where the three major pol-
itical tendencies of the working
class met to discuss the question
of a Labor Party. Jay Lovestone
represented the Communist Party
(Opposition), Clarence Hathaway
the Communist Party, and August
Tyler the Socialist Party, substi-
tuting for Norman Thomas who
sent a telegram excusing his ab-
sence.

Tyler, speaking for the Social-
ists, ascribed the failure of previ-
ous labor and farmer-labor parties,
not to the tremendous waves of
prosperity which drowned out
class-consciousness, but to a lack of
organizational basis and poor lead-
ership. Explaining that the Social-
1st Party believed that “in time of
crisis it was necessary to put forth
a clear revolutionary platform,”
the differences between the S.P.
and the C.P. prevented a united
labor ticket for 1936.

. Hathaway presented the C.P.
position for 1936, the main slogan
being defeat of the Republicans
and its implied (altho denied) sup-
port of Roosevelt. Attacking the
Socialist Party for its rejection of
a united election ticket, he an-
nounced that the C.P. would run
its own candidates. He then de-
voted some time to the identifica-
tion of the Labor Party with the
People’s Front as an all-inclusive
“anti-fascist” organization.

Jay Lovestone, secretary of the
C.P.0O., devoted much of his time
to an exposition of the necessity of
the Labor Party in America. As
the next progressive step for the
American workers, the independent
political action of labor was inev-
itable in its own right, regardless
of, and separate from, the exist-
ence of the People’s Front in
France, Spain, etc. For the imme-
diate situation, the 1936 clections,
once again in the name of the
C.P.O., Lovestone raised the slogan
of a united labor ticket with Tom
Mooney for President. Tremendous
applause swept the hall, greet-
ing this proposal. To the fear
of the Old Guard exhibited by the
Militant Socialists, Lovestone as-
cribed the inability of both to reach
this suggested solution, or even a
C.P.-S.P. ticket for the elections.
So important was a united labor
ticket in the development of a la-
bor party movement in this coun-
try, that even now, Lovestone said,
the C.P.0. would spare no efforts
to attempt to change the mind of
the Socialist Party on this subject.

ILLINOIS L.P. MEETS

CHICAGO, TlL.—The INinois l.a-
bor Party has issued a call for a
statewide convention to be held on
July 4th and 5th, 1936.

The state Labor Party was or-
ganized on April 4th and 5th of
this year at a conference of trade
unions and with the cooperation of
the Chicago and Cook County La-
bor Party. The conference, held in
Peoria, ordered the calling of this
convention in July in order to seek
the affiliation of larger numbers ot
trade unions and other workers or-
ganizations.

NEW YORK, N. Y., SATURDAY, JUNE 6, 1936

—

THEY DISCUSSED THE LABOR PARTY

Local 22 of the ILGWU held the final forum of its successful edu-
cational program last week, discussing the Labor Party. The speakers,
reading from left to right, are: Clarence Hathaway of the Communist
Party, Jay Lovestone of the Communist Party Opposition, and Gus

Tyler of the Socialist Party.

Socialist Split Leaves
Issues Still Unsettled

Leftward Movement Halted by Compromises Used
To Oust Old Guard; McLevy and Hoan Held
New Dominant Right-Wing In Party

By JAY LOVESTONE
Nothing of a substantial political character, no serious political
difference, was settled at the Cleveland convention of the Socialist
Party. Organizationally, there was achieved a change thru the New

York Old Guard *

taking a walk”™ and the Militants consequently re-

maining the undisputed organization of the Socialist Party in the

Empire State.

The deliberations and proceedings of the convention do how-

cver reflect an accentuation of some trends.

the following:
(1) The Militants headed by
Mayor Hoan and Norman Thomas

have squeezed out the New York|

Old Guavd and taken over their
organization posts and power.

(2) This job was performed
not thru any political defeat in-
flicted on the New York Old Guard,
not thru any sharp differentiation
of policy and principle. On the con-
trary, it was achieved thru a se-
ries of caucus deals, convention
trades, organization arrangements
—all at the expense of leftward pol-
icy and revolutionary socialist
principles. In fact, the Thomas fac-
tion in the national Militant pow-
wow not only took away some or-
ganization posts from the N. Y.
O1d Guard, but also took over some
political positions from the extreme
right wing headed by Waldman.
There is no doubt that it was only
by doing the latter, only by allow-
inr the political line of the S.P. to
be dictated by such dyed-in-the-
wool Rights as Hoan and Hoopes,
that the Thomas Militants were
able to register thair organiza-
tional victory over Waldman and
Company.

(3) The crisis in the Socialist
Party is very far from being at an
end; it is mercly entering a new
phase. Before this convention, the
entire Right wing of the Party was
inside: today one part is outside
(Waidman) and another part, the
bigger section and the one beiter
rooted in the soil of the country
(Milwaukece-Reading-Montana), is
still inside. The latter exercises a
greater ideological weight on the
party policies than even before be-

In the main these are

cause the new leadership is dead
scared lest there be another group
taking a walk and thus there be
dealt a mortal blow to the cam-
paign aspirations of the S.P.

(4) It is for this reason pri-
marily that the Cleveland conven-
tion resolutions indicate a turn to
the right—a turn in force for some
time hut only accentuated by the
fortunes of faction war as shared
or denicd at the convention. An ex-
amination of the decisions of the
convention in regard to such basic
questions as the road to power, the
united front, the farmer-labor par-
tv ticket in 1936, work inside the
trade unions, nature of the party
organization itself, attitude to-
wards imperialist war proves this
to be the case.

(5) Never before was the Mil-
itant caucus so heterogeneous ideo-
lowically. Politically, it is a sort of
Neah's Ark. It would appear that
{he guard at the entrance to this
Ark was particularly lenient. Re-
flecting the “all-inclusive party”
conception of Comrades Thomas
and Felix, the Militant caucus now
has within its ranks such outright
reformists as Dan Hoan who has
led his Wisconsin S.P. membership
into the LalFollette Pregressive
[Federation on an individual mem-
bership basis, some ecynical infan-
tile forces scattered in N. Y., some
confused but well-meaning com-
rades cager to learn and fight and
anxious to move leftward, some
ultra-leftist sectarians who have
drunk at the cesspool of Trotsky-
ism, some very valuable worth-

(Continued on Page 3)
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Council Orders C.1.0.

To Dishand;

Split Looms

Craft Unions Issue Ultimatum For Dissolution By
June 3rd; Lewis and Hillman Refuse To
Give Up Committee, Denying Dualism

FLASH!

San Francisco.—The General Exccutive Board of
the LL.G.W.U., now in session here, reapproved the

Committee for

Industrial Organization.

HE United Mine Workers of America added its offi-

cial voice to the chorus of “NO” with which the ul-
timatum of the A. F. of L, is being received among the
unions affiliated with the C.L.O.

In a letter to William Green, Thomas Kennedy, Se-
cretary of the union declared that they “question the right
and authority” of the Council to order the liquidation of
such bodies as the C.I.O. The union, furthermore, refused
“to accede to either the call or the request of the Ameri-

can Federation of Labor

to discontinue its constructive
and logical course of action.”
og

June 3 may well go down as an
historic date in the history of
American trade unionism, for that
is the expiration date set by the
Executive Council of the American
Federation of Labor in its ultima-
tum to the unions comprising the
Committee for Industrial Organ-
ization. Claiming that membership
and participation in the C.I.O. con-
stitutes open rebellion against the
American Federation of Labor a
letter was dispatched to each of
the organizations calling upon it to
withdraw from the C.I.O. by June
3. For some unexplained reason the
letter was not signed by William
Green but by a committee com-
posed of George Harrison, pres-
ident of the Brotherhood of Rail-
way Clerks; G. M. Bugniazet, sec-
retary of the Electrical Workers
and Joseph M. Weber, president of
the Federation of Musicians

Strategists in the labor move-
ment are divided both as to the
significance of the absence of
Green’s signature on the letter, as
well as on the intent of the ulti-
matum. While some maintain that
the formef indicates that William
Green is opposed to this abrupt ac-
tion of the majority of the Council,
others point to some recent
speeches in which his attitude to
the C.I.O. had become constantly
sharper. As to the intent of the
ultimatum some labor leaders in-
sist that it is a maneuver intended
to follow up on the apparent dif-
ferences between President Dubin-
sky of the LL.G.W.U. and the
C.1.O. in relation to the proposal
for organizing the steel industry,
that it is an attempt to split the
C.I1.O. Others, however, take a more
serious view of the whole situation.
The steady growth of industrial
union support in the various inter-
nationals and in the city and state
bodies of the A. T. of L. is worry-
ing the leaders of the A. F. of L.
Especially the decisions of the
Auto and Steel unions have illus-
trated how firmly the workers in
these mass production industries
adhere to the idea of industrial
unionism. It is believed that the
Council has decided that it may be
too late to wait for the next con-
vention of the A. F. of L. where
any disciplinary action would re-
,quire a two-thirds vote—something
‘that the Council cannot p0551bly
secure if the nine C.I.O. unions
participate and vote.

Furthermore, the reports from

Washington indicate that the Ex-
ecutive Council strategy is directed
at meeting precisely this difficulty.
While the Council has no right to
expel an international union, A. F.
of L. leaders insist that it does
have the right to suspend. The sus-
pended unions may then be denied
the right to vote on any expulsion
proposal. If the A. F. of L. really
does suspend the nine unions then
there is no question that the Coun-
cil could secure the necessary vote
to expell.

Such action in expelling over one
million members, among them the
powerful United Mine Workers
with its 620,000 would throw the
whole trade union movement into
a bitter fratricidal war, for there
is no doubt that the expelled organ-
izations would have to get together
to defend their unions both against
the encroachments of the craft
unionists as well against the em-
ployers. It is not even excluded that
such a policy of suspending the
nine unions prior to the A. F. of
L. convention might lead to a split
even before the convention got
under way.

Only two organizations have re-
plied to this ultimatum of the
Council. John L. Lewis, head of
the Miners’ union and the chief of
the C.I.O. expressed doubt that
Green would go as far as suspen-
ston, pointing out that the last con-
vention of the A, F. of L. refused
to adopt a resolution ordering the
C.1.O. to disband. “In the light of
the action of that convention,”
Lewis continued, “the head of the
Ameiican I"tdemhon of Labor 4s
wasting his time writing letters.”

The convention of the Amalga-
mated Clothing Workers Union,
now meeting in Cleveland answer-
ed the ultimatum with a rousing
NO from the 500 delegates. The
convention also adopted a resolu-
tion (1) approving the stand of its
delegates at the rast A. F. of L.
convention, on industrial unionism;
(2) endorsing the activity of the
A.C.W. inside the C.1.0.; and (3)
deciding to remain within the
C.I.O. and work for the organiza-
tion of the mass production indus-
tries along industrial lines.

Supporting the resolution for re-
maining within the C.I.O. President
Hillman declared that “there is ab-
solutely nothing within the C.L.O.
or that the C.1.0. is doing, that is
contrary to the rules and laws of
the A. F. of L.”
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" PALESTINE-A POWDER KEG

By I. BRILL

There is again trouble in the
British mandate colony in the
Near East., Since the 19th of
April, reports coming from Pales-
tine tell a grues8me story of blood-
shed and arson. To date, twenty-
six Jews and twenty-two Arabs
have been killed and the number
wounded on both sides probably
reaches 350. 950 Arabs and 45
Jews have been arrested. Jewish
factories, homes and fields have
been burned. In addition, ten thou-
sand refugees from various parts
of the country are gathered in the
all-Jewish city of Tel-Aviv and are
exposed to the danger of starva-
tion.

The High Commissioner of Pal-
estine, Sir Arthur Wauchope, in-
troduced extraordinarily severe
curfew laws in all the trouble-
some points and has greatly
strengthened his military forces
“in order to meet the recent out-
breaks.”

In fact, according to the Jeru-
salem correspondent of the New
York Times, Joseph M. Levy, out-
breaks or “disturbances is no long-
er the word to describe the situa-
tion in Palestine—it has now
reached a state of actual rebellion
directed mostly against the gov-
ernment .. .” And the same pro-
Zionist correspondent admits that
“the fighting and Arab uprisings
are now confined mostly to purely
Arab towns.”

Basis of Arab Revolt

But what happened? What are
the causes of the present revolt
of the Arabian masses in Pales-
tine ?

The Jewish nationalistic press is
trying hard to make the world be-
lieve that what is happening now
in Palestine is a pure and simple
old-style attack or pogrom on the
Jews. And these pogroms are be-
ing made by a “handful of hooli-
gans” who are, of course, incited
to such deeds by “Moscow agents”.
Simple isn’t it?

Moreover, there are Zionist lead-
ers who advise the Jewish masses
to receive “calmly and confident-
ly” the alarming news from Pales-
tine, because outbreaks, disturb-
ances and attacks on Jews in the
Holy Land are and will be “inevit-
able” for the next 15 to 20 years
—until the time when the Jews in
Palestine will become a majority
instead of a minority. “Whoever
believes that it is possible to
achieve in Palestine the goal to
which we are striving, without the
resistance on the part of the in-
cited, native population, that one
is simply blind and naive.” (M.
Grossman, president of the Jewish-
State Party, in an article in the
Day, May 2, 1936.)

Hearst Sees “Moscow’s Hand”

And Hitler’s defender in the
United States, Hearst, has his own
interpretation of the Palestine
events. On Saturday, May 16, the
New York American and the
Hearst newspapers throughout the
country carried an editorial en-
titled “Pogroms in Palestine—Di-
rected from Moscow”, in which it
is said:

“The Communist Internation-
al has, by its own admission,
despatched its assassins into
the flourishing Jewish commu-
nities in Palestine, to strike
down the Zionist pioneers, to
set fire to their farms, to sack
their stores, to kill and loot and
destroy.

“And all this is being con-
ducted under the guise of the
‘United Front’!

“The ‘united front’ between
the Stalinists and the Bedouins
in Palestine is of the same
mould as the ‘united front’ be-
tween the Stalinists and the
misguided liberals of this
country.”

Strange as it may seem, the po-

litical language used in this edi-
torial is strikingly similar to the
language used by the “Socialist”
Jewish Daily Forward!

The British government, how-
ever, does not seem to agree either
with the Zionists or with Hearsts,
and the Forward as to who stirs
up trouble in Palestine. Great
Britain blames, not the Arab
“hooligans” not “Moscow” but
Italy—Italy is responsible for the
bresent unrest, not only in Pal-
estine but also in Egypt.

To “solve” the Arab problem in
Palestine, the Zionists of all shad-
ings, from the Revisionists to the
Poale Zionists, demand a “strong
hand” from British imperialism.
They demand the immediate ar-
rest of the leaders of the Arabian
general strike and of the civil dis-
obedience .campaign; they demand
that more Jews be added to the
police and military forces; they
urge “collective punishment” of a
number of “guilty” Arabian vil-
lages; and, finally, they demand
that the Government should per-
mit and help to segregate com-
pletely the Jews from the Arab-
ian economic and social life—a new
ghetto in the Holy Land!

This is how the Zionists view
the situation in Palestine.

Arabians Present Their Case

Before examining the real facts,
before analyzing the true reasons,
national and social, for the rebel-
lion of the Arab masses, let us
first hear what an outstanding
leader of these masses has to say.
In an interview with the New York
Times correspondent on May 25th
Ibrahim el Shanti, editor of Arab
daily, H Difaa, and the “power
behind the whole Arab movement
in Palestine”, particularly the
young generation, explains the
aims of the Arabs in Palestine
thus:

“The young Arabs of Pales-
tine stand for a greater ideal
than just saving the country
from the Zionist danger.

“We have before us the task
of forming an Arab federation,
which must be realized. We
have the task of creating a new
civilization based on nations’
rights of equity and equality.
A world civilization based on
class war, greediness and im-
perialism, has become outdated.

“Young Arabs consider Great
Britain the power that cheated
the leader of the Arab revo-
lution, so that they look upon
Britain as a source of enmity
and Zionism as an offspring of
that enmity.”

And about the Jews in Pales-
tine, el Shanti says:

“The only remedy whereby
the Jews can save themselves
is to live with the Arabs as
they have lived for hundreds of
years heretofore, to denounce the
Balfour Declaration and to give
up every political ambition.

“Better for them to know
now that the Palestine prob-
lem will never be solved by a
ruling power that is now giving
them every help.

“To live here unmolested,
they must first rely on Arab
sympathy, not on destroyers
now anchored in Jaffa waters.”
That these aims are not a “po-
grom” attitude, could easily be
seen by everyone, who is not in-
terested in besmirching thé nation-
al and social movement of the
Arab§ which is objectively a pro-
gressive movement.

Despite the fact that individual
Arabian countries are ruled by dif-
ferent imperialist powers, they are
all inter-connected by their geo-
graphic location and by their com-
mon language, history and tradi-
tions. The aim of the Arabian na-
tionalist movement is two fold: To
throw off the shackles of imperial-
ism and to establish a federation

of the Arabs in Palestine is a part
of this movement. It is a struggle
for independence, for liberation
from the imperialist yoke, whether
it be British or French. The weak-
ened position of Great Britain in
the Mediterranean after the Italian
anncxation of Ethiopia, greatly en-
couraged the nationalist movement
in Egypt and in a number of other
Arab countries. And the negotia-
tions that are now going on be-
tween Syria and France, with the
aim to grant the former some sort
of self-government, have also been
an inspiring factor to the Arabs
in the Palestine situation.

Zionism—Tool of British Empire

To arrest the national aspira-
tions of the Arabs in Palestine,
Great Britain issued the Balfour
Declaration, promising to establish
a “national home for the Jewish
people” in Palestine while at the
same time “safeguarding? the civil
rights of the Arab majority of the
country. This cynical and tricky
document was grabbed by Zionism
as the solution of the Jewish prob-
Iem, and since that day, November
2, 1917, Zionism has become a val-
uable tool in the hands of British
imperialism in the Near East.

The methods, with which Zion-
ism is trying to build a “national
home, deserve the sharpest con-
demmation on the part of every
progressive-minded person. Pale-
stine, it should be remembered, is
a small, poor, semi-feudal country,
where the greater part of the land
is owned by landlords. Most peas-
ants there are exploited tenant
farmers, heavily taxed and sub-
merged in debts. These farmers
are fighting desperately for land—
the key question in Palestine. The
Zionist organization, in buying the
land from the rich land owpers
without the consent or the knowl-
edge of the farmers toiling the
land for generations, is making
matters worse for the poor farmer,
because now he is being completely
driven off the land and in some
cases even without compensation.
But even when the peasant is not
driven off the land, he suffers, in-
directly, from the Zionist colon-
ization just the same, because in
order to get arable land, the Zion-
ists pay exorbitant prices for it,
and under the threat to sell the
land to the Zionists, the Arab land
owner forces his tenant farmer to
pay a higher rental. This explains,,
I believe, one of the slogans in the
present general strike: “Stop the
sale of land to the Jews!”

This is one aspect of the Jewish-~
Arab problem. Next come the slo-
gans under which Zionist coloniza-
tion is being carried on. These slo-
gans when applied in life, bring
disastrous results. The slogans
“conquer the work”, “Jewish capi-
tal for Jewish labor”, “buy Jewish
products”, lead to a boycott ofArab
labor and products. And the Zion-
ist trade unions are the champions
in carrying out this “noble” work.
Not only do they exclude Arabs
from membership in their trade
unions, but they also send pickets
wherever Arab labor is employed.
This dangerous policy is widening
the gap between the Arab and Jew-
ish toilers and is pouring oil on the
flame of race hatred.

The conflict, the clash is now in
the open, and with a force not
known in Palestine before. Zion-
ism is now reaping the fruits of
its labor. Tt is only too bad that
innocent Jews are victims for the
sins committed by the Zionist lead-
ers. With Karl Kautsky we say:

“We 'may . .. hope that the
number of victims to the policy
of Zionism will not be very
great; this policy aims at bot-
tom at nothing else than to
transplant—at immense cost
and with the greatest sacri-
fices of those concerned—enthu-

AT FIRST

cratic national campaign as some p

Roosevelt presidential purposes at
cven better.

To this conclusion we are led
by the boom that is being manu-
factured to get Owen D. Young to
run for the governorship of New
York. We know of no better can-
didate. The support of Labor in
the Empire state, Roosevelt need
not worry about; the support of
the middle class force he will have
insofar as the cities go. In the
rural sections he needs much help.
From this angle, Owen D. Young
is a better man than Lehman. But
even more important is it that if
Owen D. Young runs on the Demo-
cratic ticket in New York, it would
help Roosevelt a lot with those
sections of Big Business which
have been growing rather skeptical
of Roosevelt and his policies in
certain fields.

Besides, making Young the
Governor of New York in Novem-
ber of this year helps make Young
real presidential timber later. The
Democratic Party is badly in need
of new timber for ’40. More than
that, there is every likelihood that
many a financier and industrialist
would cherish nothing more than
to prepare the ground for so prom-
inent a big business man as Owen
D. Young getting into the White
House.

For labor it is very important to
note that such an avowed open-

By Jay Lovestone

r I "HE decision of Governor Lehman not to run for re-election to the
governorship of New York will not be as tragic for the Demo-

GLANCE

eople think. Assuming for the sake

of argument that Roosevelt will not succeed in “persuading” Lehman
to change his mind and run again, we are sure that Farley and his
outtit will get hold of a candidate who will be able to serve the

least as well—and in some respects

tend to indicate. Should the U.S.
tighten the screws against Japan-
ese textiles, then, Japan will be
compelled to reduce its purchases
of cotton from the U, 8. This
would have the effect of sending
King Cotton still further to the
dumps.

In short, the president’s order
reveals with painful clarity not
merely the antagonisms between
the great imperialist powers but
also the contradictions inherent
within the capitalist countries.
Clearly, every capitalist “solution”
lets loose more and more forces
of dissolution.

O THOSE who have been sort
of disturbed at the chain of
reactionary decisions handed down
by the Supreme Court, let us say
nothing is impossible in the high-
est tribunal of the land. We are
impelled to this conclusion on the
basis of the great amount of time,
energy and money which the var-
ious courts of the land have been
spending in their heroic effort to
get an exact measurement of a
hair’s breadth.

Finally, it would seem, the U.S.
Supreme Court will be given the
opportunity of rendering accurate

shopper and so generally reaction-
ary a personage as Young is be-
ing groomed seriously for the lead-
ership of Roosevelt’s party in the
biggest state. It affords us a wel-
come sidelight on the real nature
of Roosevelt’s progressivism and
Newest Deals.

OOSEVELT’S order increasing
by 42% the duty on cotton
goods, imported primarily from
Japan, is an event of no small im-
port in the realm of domestic as
well as foreign politics. It is one
stone hurled with the object of
killing at least two birds.
Farley’s agents have good noses
for reality. They know the plight
of the textile centers. They know
that where times are bad, very
bad, there the Republicans will be
able to make serious inroads. The
textile centers are such places.
Preliminary trial pools have indi-
cated that Roosevelt strength in
such localities is nothing to gloat
over. Farley is aware of the fact
that something must be done, or
at least a pretense must be made
to do something, in order to reme-
dy the aggravated situation.
Hence, the order to make more
difficult the importation of cotton
goods and to make more easy the
collection of Roosevelt votes.
But this decree against Japan,
because of Uncle Sam’s inability
to come to a “gentlemen’s agree-
ment” with the Nipponese over the
voluntary restriction of their tex-
tile exports to the U. S., is more
than a maneuver of the moment.
It reflects a basic phase of Ameri-
can economic life and foreign pol-
icy. Here is involved a funda-
mental antagonism between two
powerful imperialist groups. It
is not so simple a matter for the
U. 8. as Roosevelt’s action might

which anti-Jewish pogroms are
subsiding, into a country where
such pogroms are likely to en-
sue on a larger scale, if the
Zionist programme should be
successful to any extent that
is at all perceptible.” (Kaut-
sky, “Are the Jews a Race”.)
% * *

justice. Before long, we are re-
liably informed, the highest tribu-
nal of the land will declare (likely
by a 5-4 vote) that a hair’s
breadth is precisely and exactly
“one two-fiftieth of an inch” or
“four one-thousandths”. Let no
one be so cynical as to fail to
shriek “bravo” at such marvelous
vision being displayed by the nine
“judges of all judges” in the case
of the Essex Razor Blade Corpor-
ation against the Gillette Safety
Razor Company!

Equipped with such fine powers
of distinction, the Supreme Court
will undoubtedly exercise them in
th coming election campaign., We
can count as unquestionable the
fact that the Supreme Court will
not only play an important part in
the campaign as a problem, but
will also play its own independent
active role—in hehalf of the most
avowed, openly reactionary forces
in the country. Between the phil-
osophy of the dark-robed gentry
infesting the chambers of the Su-
preme Court and the philosophy of
the Black Legion there is perhaps
only the above-mentioned hair's
preadth difference. If anyone is
in doubt about this, let him con-
sult Chairman Fletcher of the Re-
publican National Committee or
some of the rock-ribbed support-

ers of president Roosevelt in the
Solid South.
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THE WORKERS AND ROOSEVELT’S RULE

By WILL HERBERG

This year, as rarely before in
UJhe recent history of the country,
the Presidential elections are
emerging as one of the most out-
standing and widely discussed is-
sues in the labor movement. Forced
out of the rut of traditional at-
titudes by the sudden appearance
of the Roosevelt issue as a labor
question, the various tendencies in
the labor movement are now in
process of readjusting themselves
politically to the new situation.

In the top leadership of the
American Federation of Labor,
there appear to be at least four
distinct attitudes on the Roosevelt
question on the elections general-
ly. In the executive council, there
are a few, headed by Hutcheson,
who are outright Republicans and
will probably serve on the regu-
lar Republican “Labor Commit-
tee” later on in the campaign. But,
discretion being the better part of
valor, they do not seem very eager
to flaunt their views and are
therefore driven to resort to pe-
culiar dodges. Thus it is Hutche-
son, the dyed-in-the-wool reaction-
ary and Republican stalwart, who
takes the occasion of the voiding
of the Guffey Act to admonish
Lewis and the UM.W.A. “to stay
in their own organization and use
their economic strength and not
depend on the government.” To
“depend on the government”
means, of course, to enter into
friendly relations with the New
Deal and to this Hutcheson is un-
alterably opposed, both as a Re-
publican and as a “rugged indi-
vidualist” of the old Gompers
school. But it is hardly likely that
the protective coloration of “mili-
tant” phrases, so suddenly as-
sumed and so clumsily worn, will
avail him anything. Republican
influences is not destined to be
any great factor among the mass-
es of the organized workers this
year.

As the counterpart of Hutche-

son, we have Dan Tobin and his
friends, old-line partisan Demo-
crats, who, for their part, will
find a place in the Democratic
“Labor Committee.,” These peo-
ple come out not merely for Roose-
velt but for a straight Democratic
ticket all along the line. In their
approach there is no class angle
at all; they make their appeal
simply and solely as good Demo-
crats. 'William Green, on the other
hand, represents the more tradi-
tional position of the A. F. of L.,
the so-called “non-partisan” pol-
icy of “reward your friends and
punish your enemies.” There is,
of course, no doubt that Green
will support Roosevelt; neverthe-
less, a committee of the executive
council will appear before both the
Republican and Democratic con-
ventions, scan their platforms on
issues of concern to labor and make
public a report with recommenda-
tions for political action. Roose-
velt will be endorsed and so will
a large number of other Democra-
tic candidates, but here and there
a Republican is likely to win offi-
cial recognition as a “friend of la-
bor.” This is the old “non-parti-
san policy”—non-partisan as be-
tween the two parties of ‘the em-
ploying class but quite partisan
as against the parties of the work-
ing class!

The Attitude of the Labor Non-
Partisan League

Distinct from all of three of
these attitudes is the new Lewis
policy of independent labor sup-
port of Roosevelt. The Labor
Non-Partisan League is an organ-
ization of trade unions for political
action. The appeal of the League
is not just an appeal to “class-
less” American citizens of the
Democratic persuasion but to trade
unionists, to workers as workers.
As such, the Lewis policy repre-
sents an advance not merely over
the Republican standpatism of
Hutcheson and the Democratic bal-
lyhoo of Dan Tobin but also over

the “non-partisan” gospel of Wil-
liam Green. By an influential ele-
ment within it, moreover, the
League is accepted as the begin-
ning of a labor, party movement
under the peculiarly difficult con-
ditions of American politics. How-
ever mistaken or one-sided this
view may be, the fact that it is
avowed more or less openly by
most of the outstanding leaders of
the L. N.-P. L. is in itself of pri-
mary significance in a realistic es-
timate of the role and possibili-
ties of the movement.

Yet, while the Labor Non-Par-
tisan League is a trade union or-
ganization for political action, the
action it champions is support of
Roosevelt, the banner-bearers of
one of the two old-line capitalist-
ic parties of this country. The
movement, therefore, still remains
imprisoned in the vicious circle of
the two-party system, is still vi-
tiated by its subservience to capi-
talist politics. Class conscious
workers, who understand the real
interests of their class and can
see beyond superficial appear-
ances, cannot possibly go along
with the Lewis policy but it would
be folly not to recognize in it
something distinct, something of
an advance as compared with the
traditional policy of the A. F, of L.

The Socialist Party—Old Guard
and Militants

The Socialist Party, as it stands
today, also offers a wide variety
of views on the Roosevelt ques-
tion. In the Old Guard of New
York, there is already manifest a
fairly important division. The die-
hard right wingers, of whom Louis
Waldman is the spokesman, are
for Roosevelt and make no bones
about it. On May 7 Waldman was
content to express his “admira-
tion” for the President and to an-
nounce that, if the Socialist candi-
date proved unacceptable to him,
he would support Roosevelt. (New
York Herald-Tribune, May 7,

1936). Hardly two weeks later, on
May 19, support of Roosevelt was
already taken for granted by him
so that he could refer to the elec-
tion of a “congress frankly com-
mitted to changes in the Constitu-
tion” as ‘“even more important
than to organize for the re-election
of President Roosevelt” (New
York Times, May 19, 1936). On
the other hand, there is undoubted-
ly another tendency in the Old
Guard, represented by Claessens
or Lee, shall we say, whose frame
of mind may be taken as reflected
in the vague, rambling and hope-
lessly ambiguous declaration in
the New Leader of May 16, 1936.
The conclusion they come to, at
any rate, is that “the interests of
the working class would be better
served and its pclitical develop-
ment more promoted by having in
the field a genuine Socialist ticket,
backed by a genuine Socialist par-
ty.” This may be taken for what
it is worth!

The Militants, of course, have
lost no time in repudiating both
the shameless abandonment of so-
cialism on the part of Waldman
and the abject defeatism of the
New Leader. For their own part,
they have adopted a forthright, in-
dependent socialist position, pull-
ing no punches against either
Roosevelt or the Republican-Lib-
erty League coalition. The only
trouble is that they have hitherto
failed to back this position with a
sufficiently concrete estimation of
the forces at work on the political
arena or a sufficiently realistic
conception of socialist tactics. No-
where have the Militants ever at-
tempted to make any serious analy-
sis of the movement represented
by the Labor Non - Partisan
League, nowhere have they even
indicated that they realize that
there is something new to analyze
or evaluate. The whole matter has
been dismissed with a few routine
phrases, universally applicable and
therefore hardly of much perti-
nence in the particular case. Even

Thomas’s effective statement in
the May 9, 1936 issue of the So-
cialist Call suffers from the same
fault. Nor is it sufficient to re-
fute the pro-Roosevelt position by
exclaiming, as does the Call of

‘May 23, 1936: “As if a Socialist

can possibly agree that there is
reason for workers to support the
candidacy of a representative of
American capitalism! . . . Dedicat-
ed to the fight against the profit-
system, Socialists will make mno
truce with its disciples.” Social-
ists voted only a few weeks ago,
and quite properly, for “represen-
tatives of capitalism” in France,
for Herriot, for example on the
second ballot. And Socialists in
America have made and mak-

ing a “truce” with “disciples
of the profit-system”, with
LaFollettee and the Wisconsin

Progressives, to take an instance.
The fact is that such sweeping ab-
solutes, whatever place they may
find in agitation, are certainly in-
adequate as a motivation of prac-
tical policy in a difficult situation.
Something more concrete, some-
thing more specific to the situa-
tion in hand, is needed on which
to base a realistic and revolution-
ary socialist attitude towards
Roosevelt and the New Deal—and
this has not been forthcoming from
the Militant Socialists.

Of a piece with this abstract
radicalism is Thomas’s somewhat
sarcastic recommendation that
‘those who want reforms . . .
(should) stick to the Roosevelt ad-
ministration.” (Socialist Call, May
9, 1936). Surely Thomas will ad-
mit that, thru the development of
a strong independent political
movement of its own, labor can
win much more significant con-
cessions from the capitalist order
than Roosevelt has hitherto found
it necessary to grant. Such “ex-
tremists” formulations can only
play into the hands of the pro-
Roosevelt forces in the labor move-
ment.

(Continued Next Week)

SOCIALIST PARTY CONVENTION

LEFT MAJOR ISSUES UNSETTLED °

(Continued from Page 1)
while revolutionary socialist forces
who are hogtied by the conflicts
and cross currents, and, finally,
some centrists who are experts in
dressing and perfuming right wing
doctrines with left phrases—often
ultra-left.

This situation was painfully re-
vealed in the debate over the reso-
lution dealing with the question of
a farmer labor-party. Such Old
Guardists as Toole of Maryland,
such Right Wingers as Jasper
MacLevy of Connecticut joined
hands with the leftist sectarians of
Minnesota (Trotskyites) to battle
against the Labor Party. The ideo-
logical level of this debate was not
very gratifying. Thomas and Hoan
finally carried the day and passed
a resolution putting the S.P. on
record for a Farmer-Labor Party
by a vote of 109-64. Some Right
Wingers from the Massachusetts
delegation abstained from voting.
There is good reason to believe that
if Thomas and the New York
Militants had not made some elev-
enth hour serious concessions in
principle--by deleting the whole
question as to the relation of the
labor party to the problem or the
seizure of power—the resolution
would have had even a closer call
and might even have become the
basis for a serious crack-up at the
convention. That we are justified
in our evaluation will become clear
when we examine the Farmer-La-
bor Party resolution adopted.

The ideological heterogeneity
prevailing at the convention and
gripping the party was rather

crudely disclosed in the content of
the election platform adopted. It
smacks of pacifism, parliamentary
cretinism, revolutionary aspira-
tion's, militant inspirations, tech-
nocracy and the Commonwealth
Plan.

Of a similar hodge-podge char-
acter is the resolution on the war
questio‘n.

Indicative of the desperate ef-
forts made by Comrade Thomas
and the New York Militants to
capture the party posts and yet
preserve the maximum amount of
party unity is the nature of the
revision of the Declaration of
Principles—in the direction of less
clarity and more confusion, in the
way of blurring its original vague
and contradictory content so that
Dan Hoan and Hoopes and their
like could accept it without any
reservation or question. In this
light it is interesting to note that
Dan Hoan, while making one of his
many pleas to the convention for
harmony and calmness, stressed
that at the Detroit convention the
Declaration of Principles was
adopted in an atmosphere of hys-
teria. He welcomed the opportunity
to consider it anew and “improve”
it in a different atmosphere. The
new Declaration of Principles ac-
cepts the right wing’s distorted
conception of the theory of the his-
torical inevitability of armed insur-
rection and on this basis repudi-
ates it as a doctrine, belief in
which is incompatible with mem-
bership. It is obvious that by such
artful dodging no clarity is arrived

at and that reformist purebreds

like Hoan and Hoopes are thus on-
ly armed for their struggle against
revolutionary ideas maturing in the

In a similar fashion was the
Declaration of Principles revised
in so far as bourgeois. democracy
is concerned. The term “bogus
democracy” used in the Detroit
Declaration as an evaluation of
bourgeois democracy was deleted
this time.
Obviously the new Declaration is
an even more expansive and flex-
ible political document which can
only breed more chaos. Scarcely
had the convention approached its
hour of adjournment when the
sundry collected conflicting elements
resting on the new Declaration of
Principles almost wrecked the ga-
thering and tore the situation wide
open. We have in mind the tense
moments occasioned by the consid-
eration of the resolution on the
united front. It was at this time
that Hoopes who had been elected
to the New NEC warned the con-
vention that he would not serve on
the NEC and that Reading would
not remain in the Party if the ma-
jority report on the united front
were adopted by the convention. It
was at this time that peace-maker
Dan Hoan stepped forward and
asked the convention what it want-
ed, why it was fighting now that
the New York issue was settled and
they were given what they wanted
in this matter. Comrade Thomas
could save the situation—for a
short time at most—Dby yielding to
the proposal of Lewis to put the
whole question of the united front
to a referendum vote beginning
December 31st.

Let no one have any illusions
-about the majority report on the
united front question. It was not

the Communist Party. It proposed
a carefully worked-out set of ob-
stacles to united fronts on national,
state and local scales. But—and
the but loomed very big to the very
large number of Right Wing dele-
gates who did not—at this time
step out with Waldman—it did not
condemn in principle for eternity
the idea of the united front. Even
this tiny loophole for some future
theoretically possible occasion was
enough to rub Hoopes and the Wis-
consin delegation the wrong way,
to arouse their ire and to cause
them to make sinister threats and
ask most embarrassing questions.

One thing was clear and very
clear at that at the convention.
This is the attitude to Roosevelt
and the New Deal. We may con-
fidently expect the Socialist Party
not to make the slightest conces-
sion to Roosevelt’s candidacy.
Thomas will not stump the\ country
with speeches to the effect that
“of course the Republican Party is
the main danger and that, there-
fore, at any rate no worker should
vote for Landon or his type.” The
S.P. will wage a frontal fight
against Roosevelt. This is all the
more welcome in view of the fact
that at the beginning of the New
Deal the official position of the So-
cialist Party was that the New
Deal was a great step towards so-
cialism. Naturally, when we say
that the S.P. will have nothing to
do with Roosevelt even in the most
remote or indirect fashion during
the campaign we must make one
reservation. We must not forget
that in Wisconsin the Socialist
Party is now an organic part of
LaFollette’s Progressive Federa-
tion which it is almost certain will
indorse Roosevelt. However, let no
one worry about this. Dan Hoan

NORMAN THOMAS

Socialist Presidential Candidate

man of the campaign committee of
the S.P. has been in more anomal-
ous positions before, politically
speaking.

A few words as to the Waldman
faction. It gave birth to the Social
Democratic Federation—an open,
uncamouflaged, outright, reformist
organization. The Waldman outfit
boasts of being against revolution-
ary socialism. It is proud in being
called what it is—openly Right
Wing, Social Democratic along the
lines of Scheidemann, Wells, Noske,
Stauning, Vandervelde. This Fed-
eration will not brook even the use
of a left-sounding phrase to hide
its devout faith in bourgeois de-
mocracy. Its main strength is in
the Jewish Daily Forward Associa-
tion machine thruout the country.

for a joint election campaign with

who has just been elected chair-

(Continued on Page 4)
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NY. Repflblicans Draft

A ““New Deal” Platform

Five New York Republican or-
ganizations, including the jnfluen-
tial National Republican Club Inc.,
issued a proposed platform for
their coming party convention
this month, which on every major
issue was practically a transcript
of the 1932 New Deal platform.
Even in certain planks criticizing
Roosevelt, such as reduction of
the Federal burocracy, the phrase-
ology (and the insincerity) is iden-
tical with the Roosevelt campaign
of 1932.

The chief point of difference be-
tween the Republicans and the ad-
ministration, the question of re-
lief, appear$ in very much weak-
ened form. Despite the nonsense
of state relief that they have de-
manded, the platform proposes
“Federal loan to the states for re-
lief”, “Federal aid for a practical
program of housing”, ‘“coopera-
tion of government with agricul-
ture, industry, and labor in provid-

ing jobs for unemployment”, show-
ing that, not merely would it be
politically stupid to come out
against federal relief, but that the
American employers have come to
agree that some national form of
relief will be necessary for some
time to come. The Labor program
includes, “maintenance of labor’s
right of collective bargaining . . .
without interference”, “equality of
opportunity and equal pay for
equal work for men and women”
(1, “uniform state laws and in-
terstate compacts (!) for the es-
tablishment of minimum wages,
maximum hours, abolition of
sweatshops,” etc.

Whether this New York wing
of the G.O.P. will triumph at the
convention remains to be seen.
That such a program could be put
forward however, indicates that
the Liberty-Leaguers are as far
from fascism, as they are from the
White House.

THE SOCIALIST PARTY CONVENTION

. « (Continued from Page 3)

Yet let no one make the mistake
that even the Jewish Daily Forward
Association is solidly with Wald-
man. Vladeck and Held will remain
with the Party.

However, it would be folly to
conclude that the Waldman Fed-
eration is limited to the above
forces. It has some sort of an
agreement with the Finnish Fed-
eration; it has the majority of the
Jewish Verband, large blocs in
Montana, Washington, Pennsylva-
nia, Massachusetts, and practically
all of Connecticut. Ideologically,
Wisconsin and Reading are much
closer to the Waldman setup than
to the New York Militants, the
Chicago organization, or such
forces like Comrade Hapgood,
Comrade Fisher of Illinois, some of
the New Jersey forces, and in
many respects even Comrade
Thomas. Waldman and his col-
leagues were unable to split the
S.P. at Cleveland not because they
did not want to but because Wis-
consin which was the pivotal del-
egation would not come to an or-
ganization arrangement with them
despite their ideological blood-
brotherhood. Besides, not all of the
Right Wing delegations were
prepared at this time to go as far
as Waldman’s New York friends.
Here it must be emphasized that
Waldman went out of his way to
make the political issues very
sharp. This, one must grant re-
gardless of how much one dis-
agrees with his position. He minced
no words politically; he sought no
compromises organizationally. Had
he been ready to offer himself in
any way at all in either sense, he
would today been inside the S.P.
and very likely playing an even
bigger role than before the con-
vention.

Just now it appears that the
strategy of Waldman is to have
his Right Wing partners inside the
SP prepare themselves for a later
exit by sabotaging the party’s
work, particularly by interfering
with the election campaign and
capitalizing on the general chaotic
and confused situation in the na-

tional organization. Of course, it is’

not at all excluded that, thru ma-
neuvers or pressure by Hoan,
Thomas and his Militants may
make another herculean effort to
restore to membership what they so
warmly hailed at the convention as
“our Right Wing.” But no such
move is likely until after the elec-
tions, despite the marked instabil-
ity of the SP. How serious this in-
stability is and how much of a
free hand Dan Hoan has kevt for
himself is clearly shown by the

fact that he accepted the nomina-
tion for the NEC only conditional-
ly, only on the basis that he would
resign if pressure of work in Wis-
consin would demand it. The New
NEC or leadership is further
weakened by the fact that it does
not have a single member west of
the Mississippi.

In summary, we must under-
score that the fight for revolution-
ary socialism in the SB is far from
over and is facing terrific obsta-
cles. Undoubtedly, today, only a
small minority of the membership
is for revolutionary socialist prin-
ciples. Even the best of the Mil-
itants, despite their protestations
to the contrary, have not shown
any clarity or consistency in their
policies. At this convention, they
did not even present their draft
program about which they sang so
many songs of praise as the model
revolutionary document for the
U. S. For them to have presented
this document would have meant
the loss of Wisconsin. For them to
have lost Wisconsin would mean
not to have been given the New
York apparatus, the party machine
in New York. That is why they
made costly concession after con-
cession in policy and principle.

The entire situation in the S.P.
is further complicated and con-
fused by the present ultra-right
tactics of the Communist Party. It
is the latter situation which en-
ables the S.P. leadership to present
their party as apparently to the
left of the C.P. In words at least
the new S.P. leadership can show
some tangible evidence to substan-
tiate their unfounded ¢laim in sub-
stance. In principles the S.P., as a
party continues reformist. Thru
the use of certain revolutionary-
sounding phrases, especially at a
time when an ultra-right course is
running riot in the C.P. and when
the S.P. does not dare ecriticize
frankly, the new N.E.C. is able to
lead many workers to the false
conclusion that the S.P. is now a
revolutionary party and is even to
the left of the C.P. How hollow
such claims are will become clear
particularly upon a examination
of the basic resolutions adopted at
Cleveland.

For thosze comrades in the S.P.
who adhere to the principles of
revolutionary socialism there is
but one thing to do: Continue the
struggle for such principles on a
much more vigorous and more ef-
fective basis than ever before.
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AN ANNOUNCEMENT

N LINE with our editorial

in last week’s issue of Work-
ers Age we begin to appear in
four pages. We hope that with
the assistance of our friends
and readers it will be possible
for us to return to the eight
pages before the fall. That is
up to our comrades and read-
ers. If funds come in quickly
enough we may be able to main-
tain the eight page weekly dur-
ing the summer.

In the meantime we were
forceda to leave out a number of
columns and cut down on the
amount of news. Our readers
will also bear with us if due to
lack of space we are forced to
postpone the continuation of
series such as begun by Com-
rade George F. Miles and
others,

KNITGOOD SHOP
CHAIRMEN MEET

The shop chairmen of the Joint

Council Knitgoods Workers Union

held a meeting on Tuesday. May
26th, at the Union headquarters.
This meeting discussed and voted
upon the demands which the Union
would place before the employers
in the coming General Strike in
the month of July, 1936.

The meeting was marked by an
enthusiastic spirit on the part of
the shop chairmen and a deter-
mination that the agreement with
the employers will be renewed
with improved conditions for the
knitgoods workers. The highlight
of the meeting was the expression
of unity and solidarity of all ten-
dencies within the Union in sup-
port of the Union for the General
Strike. Leaders of the tendencies
in the Union rose and stated their
agreement with the demands raised
by the Union and pledged their
wholehearted support to the Union
in the coming strike. This expres-
sion of unity was greeted by the

shop chairmen with repeated
rounds of applause.
The chairmen’s meeting laid

plans for further meetings of ac-
tive members of the Union in mo-
bilization of the thousands of knit-
goods workers of the Joint Coun-
cil Knitgoods Workers Union for
the coming General Strike. Bro-
ther Louis Nelson, Manager of the
Union, made a report pointing out
the vicious campaign of the em-
ployers’ attempts to label the
Union as a bunch of racketeers
and their desperate attempts to
confuse and demoralize the knit-
goods workers in order .to elimi-
nate the Union as a factor in the
industry. He further stated that
he has no question in his mind that
the answer of the knitgoods work-
ers to the employers’ attack will be
a larger Union and a better agree-
ment.

The meeting was concluded by
an expression on the part.of the
shop chairmen to go back to their
shops and inform the Union mem-
bers of the plans made by the
shop chairmen and to rally them in
support of the Joint Council Knit-
goods Workers Union.
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AROUND THE WORLD

HE continued resistance,‘of the Arabs in Palestine to the oppres-
sion of British imperialism, flared into open revolt against the

troops hastily sent to Jerusalem by the British Foreign Office.

Bri-

tain has sent about 3,000 troops from Egypt and now is shifting
warships to that section in case necessity demands a landing party.

The general strike of the Arab masses has been extended to the
Arabian press which, striking now for three days, will in the future

publish no more government communiques.

chope, British High Commissioner,
has been to more strictly enforce
the curfew law and prepare, under
instructions from the British For-
eign Office, to “conduct a policy
of more severe repressions.” No
steps have been taken to modify
the immigration quotas as the
Arabs requested. The Arabian
youth movement, backbone of the
revolt, demands that “every Arab
youth become a martyr”, signify-
ing the intentions of fighting to
a finish.

A BRITISH committee of liber-
als and intellectuals, the National
Council for Civil Liberties, has is-
sued a scathing indictment of Bri-
tish rule in North Ireland, the
center of the Republican move-
ment. The latter is illegal, domi-
nance being maintained by a pro-
British faction; this situation the
report terms ‘“un-British” showing
a lack of acquaintance with Bri-
tish colonial methods. The gov-
ernment at Belfast immediately
denied the accusation of the re-
port in such a fashion as to es-
sentially substantiate the docu-
ment. Dawson Bates, a minister
of the government, attempting to
prove the “impartiality” of the
government and its liberality
claimed that “the only thing the
government requires from its citi-
zen is loyalty to the throne and
Constitution and obedience to es-
tablish law.” He further justified
by implication the harsh methods
of British dictatorship, by charac-
terizing the situation prior to 1922
(triumph of Britain over the revo-
lutionary independence movement)
as a “a state of anarchy, an organ-
ized criminal conspiracy being in
existence to overthrow all lawful
authority.” To a ruling class its
law represents the only possible
law, all else being anarchy.

THE SHADOWS of tariff wars,
forecasting the bloody imperialist
war to come, fell over the Pacifie
this week, when the United States
considered plans for closing the
Philippine textile markets to Jap-
an. The encroachment of Japan in
China in the form of “smuggling”
in North China threatens the gains
made by the U. S. in the recent fi-
nancial deal arranged with the
Nanking government.

The Chinese government, under
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The answer of Wau-

pressure of Britain and America,
issued two orders detailing meas-
ures to be taken against infiltration
of Japanese goods in North China.
Japan has issued a protest, threat-
ening execution if Chinese are
caught with contraband. Tokyo
sees in this the beginnings of an
anti-Japanese movement (which it
is) and threatens very sharp re-
prisals against China—and conse-
quently against England and the
u. 8.

UNDOUBTEDLY the surprise
of the Belgian elections was the
show of strength by the Rexist
(Fascist) Party. Participating in
elections for the first time it se-
cured 21 seats. The Socialist Party
lost 3 seats retaining 70, while the
Communist Party won 6 new seats
to raise its representation to 9.
The working class parties thus
have to record a net gain of 3
places. Gains of left and right show
that Belgium too begins to see the
disintegration of the traditional
democratic center.

The chief loser was the Catholic
Party from which the Rexists split.
It lost 16 seats, retaining only 63
and making it the second largest
party. The liberals elected 23, a
loss of one seat, while the Flemish
Nationalists doubled their man-
dates to 16. Another interesting
feature of the vote was the large
number of blank ballots cast in
Eupen and Malmedy, two German
provinces secured by Belgium thru
the Versailles Treaty.

Premier van Zeeland has answer-
ed the election returns by submit-
ting his resignation. It is almost
a certainty that the Socialist Emil
Vandervelde will be asked to form
a new government, since he repre-
sents the largest party in parlia-
ment.

A NEW STRIKE movement has
broken out in France, 60,000 work-
ers in auto and airplane factories
having walked out in concerted ac-
tion. The auto plants are prepared
for transformation into armament
factories, so that the strike as-
sumes the character of an organ-
ized munitions’ workers movement.
Certain French industrialists claim
that this action is inspired by the
Communist Party as part of its
campaign to nationalize the arma-
ment industry.

Premier Sarraut immediately
cailed in Leon Blum, next premier,
to end the strike at all costs. The
role of the working class parties
in the government is thus already
clearly foreshadowed. The Com-
munist Deputy Costes, hearing of
this move, announced in the Cham-
ber that: “The movement is con-
tinuing. Other strikes will follow.”

Formalitics will necessitate a
delay in the formation of the new
Blum coalition cabinet, the prob-
able date being set at June 9th.
Auriol of the Socialist Party will
be Finance Minister, Daladier for
War, according to the latest ad-
vices.
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