5 Years
of New

Deal

an editorial

FEW days ago, the nation was
4 informed that, mounting evi-
dence to the contrary notwith-
standing, the New Deal, the “old
ship of state,” was still what it had
always been—the political vehicle
of liberal reform and long-range
social planning, of political demo-
cracy and social equality, of aid
and assistance to labor; an ad-
ministration of modern technique,
devoted to the greatest good of the
greatest number under the modern
way of life. Superficial shifts in
course—the President admitted—
might appear here and there, but a
New Deal for the American people
has remained the guiding star of
the Administration.

What, in reality, is the record of
these five long years?

The New Deal came into power
as the united political front of the
business interests of the nation,
convinced at last that the challenge
of the economic crisis could no
longer be met by the do-nothing
policy of Hoover, and fearful lest
doubts as to the wisdom of the
ruling class and even of the sacred
profit system itself should begin to
take root among the masses of the
people. The great masses of the
people, on their side, desperate
after years of suffering, aroused
against an administration that
seemed unwilling or unable to lift
a finger 'on their behalf, eagerly
welcomed the promise of a New
Deal and rallied enthusiastically to
the Roosevelt banner. What hap-
pened is history.

—

“A frank examination of the pro-
fit system in the Spring of 1933,”
declares Roosevelt in his own
recently published comments on
political developments, “showed it
to be in collapse; but substantial-
ly everybody in the United States
. .. was as determined as my Ad-
ministration to save it.” The New
Deal, therefore, had one program
with many aspects. Its big aim was
to preserve and stabilize the cap-
italist system. From the very first,
it strove to restore the interrupted
flow of profits by gigantic loans to
large corporate enterprises, such as
banks, railroads and “sick” indus-
tries, thru Hoover’s Reconstruction
Finance Corporation. The self-
same aim it also sought to accom-
plish by releasing funds to create
work projects for the alleviation of
unemployment. By means of the
N.R.A., it encouraged—nay, actu-
ally directed—the “cartelization”
of industry and fostered momopo-
listic price-control thru govern-
mental intervention, expressing the
then unanimous desire of the
American capitalists for vigorous
federal aid of every sort. As part
of the scheme of unified govern-
mental control of economic life, it
proposed to convert the trade-
union movement of this country
into some form of regulated,
“quasi-public” unionism, a mere
cog in the Administration’s vast
new apparatus. Its monetary poli-
cies, called by what name you will,
succeeded in artificially creating a
period of consumer spending—
which, however, was short-lived be-
cause prices soon soared above the
meager incomes of the great
majority of the people.

Even those New Deal measures
that were really concessions to the
workers were conceived and under-
taken with the same great aim in
view of stabilizing and consolida-
ting the capitalist social order by
regaining the confidence of the
masses and allaying an unrest so
widespread as to appear really
threatening.

The New Deal set up a large
number of public works and laid
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Stalin Kills
18 in Purge

Eighteen of the 21 “defendants”
at the fourth Moscow “‘trial” were
condemned to death and promptly
executed towards the end of last
week, while three others were sen-
tenced to long terms of imprison-
ment. The three are C. K. Rakov-
sky, Dr. D. H. Pletnev, one of the
physicians accused of murder, and
S. A. Bessonov, formerly in the
diplomatic service. Those executed
by Stalin include Nikolai Bukharin,
great Marxist thinker, old Bol-
shevik leader and former editor
of Pravda and Isvestia; Alexi
Rykov, Lenin’s successor as head
of the Soviet state; N. N. Krestin-
sky, formerly Litvinov’s first as-
sistant at the Soviet Foreign Of-
fice; and other soviet leaders.

Even more than its predecessors
this fourth Moscow “trial” was
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Lovestone Back

From Europe

Jay Lovestone, secretary of the
1.C.L.L., returned to the United
States last Monday, March 21,
after a trip to Europe which took
him to Austria at the very time
that the German Nazi hordes were
invading that country. At a big
meeting on April 7, at Hotel Center
in New York, Lovestone will re-
count his experiences in Austria as
well as report on other aspects of
the European situation which he
had occasion to examine at first
hand during his visit.

Lovestone left for France some
weeks ago in order to attend the
international conference called by
the London Buro of Revolutionary
Socialist Unity. At this conference,
revolutionary-socialist groups from
nineteen countries, including the
British I.L.P., the Spanish P.0.U.M.,
the German C.P.0. and the Amer-
ican I.C.L.L., were represented and
a program for the cooperation of
these forces on a world scale work-
ed out. The main results of the
Paris conference will be discussed
at the April 7 meeting.

After the conference, Lovestone
left for Austria in order to take
up a number of important matters
with the left-wing socialist move-
ment there. He arrived just before
the German invasion and remained
in Vienna during the hectic days
that followed. His mission accom-
plished, he left for Paris after the
Nazi campaign of terror had al-
ready begun,

obviously the crudest sort of
frame-up, marked by fantastically
impossible charges, obviously false
and self-contradictory “evidence”
and “confessions” that were
grotesque nightmares.

Word has already gone forth
from Moscow that another mass
“trial” is being prepared for the
near future, with Rudsutak, a
member of the political buro of the
C.P.S.U., the Mezhlauk brothers,
a number of high army officials and
some former Mensheviks and Left
S.R.s among the victims.
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Europe Tense As
Nazis Drive On

Austria In German Grip, Hitler Looks Towards
Prague; Lithuania Yields To Poland; “Great
Democracies” Negotiate With Franco

European events last week con-
tinued to develop ominously under
the shadow of Hitler’s invasion and
annexation of Austria. From Vien-
na, the German Nazis worked fev-
erishly to tighten their grip on the
new “province” and to complete
the “coordination” of all Austrian
life. Sweeping arrests and repres-
sions were followed by a wave of
suicides among Jews and promi-
nent men of the old regime. A
reign of teror, along German lines,
was unleashed against the strong
Austrian labor movement. Mean-
while, the Austrian conquest has
been recognized by the TUnited
States and other big powers.

The greatest tension last week,
for a time actually threatening

Form Anti-
War Group

Los Angeles, Cal.

Anti-war forces of this city last
week swung into action by forming
the Los Angeles “Keep America
Out of War” commitee. At a well-
attended meeting of leading mem-
bers of peace organizations, trade
unions, church groups, youth
groups and working-class political
organizations, an executive com-
mittee of eight was elected and
preliminary plans were laid for a
mass meeting on or about April 6.
It is planned to induce as many or-
ganizations as possible to affiliate
to this committee and to make it
a permanent body to fight the ever
increasing war danger. The Los
Angeles committee will work close-
ly with the New York and other

(Continued on Page 3)

war, developed between Poland
and Lithuania. Egged on by Nazi
Germany, the former suddenly con-
fronted the small Baltic republic
with a number of demands in the
form of an ultimatum, among
them being the resumption of dip-
lomatic and commercial relations
and the formal surrender of Vilna,
the Lithuanian capital in Polish
hands since 1920. Mobilization or-
ders were issued at Warsaw and
the whole country filled with an
officially inspired war fever. Driven
into a corner, Lithuania had no
recourse but to capitulate and ac-
cept the Polish terms, somewhat
modified. The Polish government is
now trying to rig up a “Baltic
union” including Lithuania and the
other Baltic states under the hege-
mony of Warsaw, which will ma-
nouver for the best position among
the European alignments but will
probably lean towards Germany.

Hitler’s attentions were increas-
ingly turned towards Czechoslova-
kia last week. His henchmen of the
Sudeten-German party made open
threats in the Czech parliament.
The Nazi aims, for the moment,
seem to be: rupture of the Czech-
Soviet alliance; autonomy, that is,
German rule, of the Sudeten re-
gions; and ‘“‘economic unity” be-
tween Prague and Berlin. Leading
Nazis are already speaking, how-
ever, of ultimately absorbing Cze-
choslovakia into the German Reich.
In Prague, the government, under
British and French pressure, is “in
the mood for compromise,” accord-
ing to all observers. Administrative
concessions have already been made
to the Henlein party and there is
growing talk of renouncing the
Soviet treaty.

In Spain, the situation grew
markedly worse last week. Weak-
(Continued on Page 6)

Stalinism Menaces the World Labor

(We publish below the address of
Bertram D. Wolfe, on behalf of the
Independent Communist Labor
League, at the meeting to protest
against the recent Moscow “trials,”
held in New York City under the
auspices of the Trotsky Defense Com-

mittee on March 9.—THE EDITOR.)
* * *

By BERTRAM D. WOLFE

WANT to begin by thanking the

Trotsky Defense Committee for
inviting me to participate in this
meeting. I regret that it is not be-
ing held under much broader aus-
pices. I believe that all labor or-
ganizations have been derelict in
their duty in not arranging the
broadest mass protest meeting un-
der the broadest possible auspices,
to show that the entire labor move-
ment protests against this infa-
mous and murderous farce. So far,
we have had only a meeting under
the auspices of the Trotskyists and
this one, with invitation to spokes-
men of other organizations, but
under the Trotsky Defense Com-
mittee. This is unfortunate, in my

Movement!

opinion, because it gives the im-
pression that the issue is Trotsky
versus Stalin, or that our protest
is primarily for the defense of
Leon Trotsky. Nor is that suffi-
ciently offset by the fact that my
own organization is holding a
meeting of its own on the issues
involved in this same hall next
Wednesday night. I want to pledge
my organization to work for the
calling of a meeting adequate to
the issues involved, under the joint
auspices of every organization that
is interested in the question. The
Socialist Party has pledged itself
to the same end and leading figures
in the Social-Democratic Federa-
tion and the Socialist Workers Par-
ty and Anarchists have given sim-
ilar assurances. To my mind, the
issues are broader than the con-

Bertram D.

WOLFE
Friday, March 25

troversy between Trotsky and Sta-
lin, or Bukharin and Stalin, broader
than the defense of Leon Trotsky,
or of all the defendants now on
trial, or the thousands and hun-
dreds of thousands crowding the
jails of the Soviet Union, broader
than the redemption of the good
name of those who have already
met death without trial at Stalin’s
hands or at the hands of his hench-
men such as Yezhov.

The Best Blood Of Our Generation

The Russian purge and the meth-
ods it employs, concern the very
life of the labor movement, in the
Soviet Union, and by extension, in
all the lands of the earth. Any one
who fails to raise his voice un-
equivocally on this question, makes
himself a guilty accomplice by his

“War and Labor”

NEW WORKERS SCHOOL
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silence. He who is indifferent we
must brand for his indifference; he
who excuses this accuses himself
of being willing to introduce the
same methods into our own labor
movement; he who justifies it has
bathed his hands, as did the con-
spirators in Shakespeare’s play, in
the blood of the innocent victims.
And that blood is the best blood
of our generation, the blood of the
men who led in opposing the world
war, of the men who led in the
making of the Russian Revolution,
of the men who led in the building
of the Communist International, of
the men who risked their lives in
the Czarist underground, who ex-
hausted themselves in the civil war
and the famine, who performed
miracles of socialist reconstruction,
who led the Soviet Union in all of
its achievements.

If one word of these charges is
credited as true, then the Russian
Revolution must have been made
by traitors, bandits, imperialist
spies, provocators, murderers and
counter-revolutionaries. If Trotsky

(Continued on Page 4)
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By Politicus

White Elephants

ITY the poor Republicans!

They recently gathered in con-

clave under the tutelage of Dr. Glenn Frank, formerly of
Wisconsin, to find some reason for existence. Sharp differen-

tiation was made between this

Chicago conference of “laymen”

and a regular confab of politicians discussing the jobs of the
future and their job-dispensing powers of the past. This, Dr.
Frank told a world, which, save for a few political columnists,

was largely uninterested, was
real research and invent a platform
for the Republican party.

Along what general lines is the
research to take place? Well, Dr.
Frank pointed out ten “drifts” of
national policy which, he implied,
were machinations of the New
Deal: centralization of power in the
hands of the Executive; an expand-
ing burocracy; increasing federal
expenditure; governmental domina-
tion of business; an “economy of
scarcity” thru legislation; limita-
tion of industrial expansion; in-
crease of federal powers at the ex-
pense of the states; growing politi-
cal activity of the labor movement;
government control of agriculture;
class policies and legislation,

All these, we are assured, are
tendencies making for the “revo-
lutionization” of the American way
of life—and all of them stem from
the New Deal. Within these ten
points are two oppositional trends;
first, hostility to the increasing im-
portance and class-political inde-
pendence of labor and to the social
legislation and unemployment re-
lief which the New Deal found nec-
essary in order to stabilize capital-
ism in its days of extreme crisis;
and second, demagogic objection to
the great impetus given to state-
capitalism by the New Deal.

The purposes of this column will
be just as well served if we do not
enter into theoretical controversy
with Dr. Frank over the right of
the labor movement to political
articulateness or over the relief
needs of the disemployed workers
and the expropriated farmers, ten-
ants and croppers. That right and
those needs find their best argu-
ments in a powerful labor move-
ment, not in dissertations with Re-
publicans. Those features of the
veterinary’s program which we do
want to discuss are its attack on
those very features of American
capitalism and American govern-
ment which are either the result of
the economic development of the
profit system or are traditionally
associated with the twelve long
years of Republican rule.

Who set up the Reconstruction
Finance Corporation—the point of
departure of government interven-
tion in industry, since it controls the
purse strings? None other than the
Great Engineer himself! What is
the history of post-war government
under Republican rule? The grad-
ual extension of Executive power!
What party ruled during the post-
war agricultural crisis, tinkering
to no avail with all sorts of tariff
panaceas and topping off their
blunders by burning fields of
wheat? The Grand Old Party! Dif-
ferences there are between the
New Deal and “traditional” Amer-
ican government but the govern-
ment still seeks the solution of
problems thru the maintenance of
the profit system—only the cam-
ouflage is different.

The Republican party’s frantic
efforts, in view of its traditional
support of burocracy and central-
ization and large-scale pump-prim-
ing for big business, to wage a suc-
cessful campaign against the New
Deal becomes even more pitiable
when we take even a quick glance
at the political realities of today.
Everybody is, of course, against a
vast burocracy in the abstract—
but the capitalist system function-
ing under the name of “democracy”
needs a burocracy to carry on the
functions of government behind the
back of the masses. It rules from

a meeting of minds to do some

from the bottom thru the masses.
The real objections of the G.O.P.
are laid against the political affili-
ations of the job-holders. Does not
the New Deal agree that federal
expenditures, except those for ag-
gressive armaments, must be cut
down? There’s no room for an op-
position party which fights to cut
unemployment relief—the New
Deal is doing its utmost in that
direction and, in addition, to scotch
a large-scale housing program.

There is room today for only one
bourgeois party and that party is
growing slowly but surely. It is
the war parfy—the party of Roose-
velt and Landon, whose “politics
end at the water’s edge,” the fusion
of the New Deal and the Liberty
League. There is only one road of
Republican regeneration—the New
Deal program for war, for which
Dr. Glenn Frank can do a lot of
“real research,” and on which basis
the Republicans can function in
unity and harmony.

(In our last issue, we published Dr.
Charles A. Beard’s brilliant statement
on the Administration’s rearmament
program recently presented 1o the
House Naval Committee. Below we
publish some critical comments on
Dr. Beard’s own ‘“isolationist” at-
titude—THE EDITOR.)

* * *

HERE can be no doubt that
Dr. Beard is thoroly correct in
his basic point that an armaments
program is in itself a foreign
policy, and that the Administration
naval-construction measure dis-
tinctly implies a war in the Far
Pacific or the Far Atlantic. Nor
could anything be more cogent than
Dr. Beard’s line of argument prov-
ing war to be the logical con-
sequence of the President’s “collec-
tive-security” (‘‘quarantine”) poli-
cy. But when he proceeds to state
his own alternative program the
weaknesses and inconsistencies of
his position become clear. Let us
quote from Dr. Beard:
“The other foreign policy for the
United States is that of abstaining
from the quarrels of Europe and
Asia, avoiding all gratuitous ad-
vice and insults to foreign govern-
ments, and defending the continen-
tal home of the United States and
adjacent waters.”

All good and well! But what are
the forces operating to drag us into
the “quarrels of Europe and Asia”,
thus endangering the peace of the
country ?

Does Dr. Beard really mean to

tell us that the United States is in

{Continued from Page 1)
out plans for even more extensive
projects; but soon it began to sup-
press the reports and to curtail ex-
isting activities. It spoke of a na-
tion “one-third ill-fed, ill-housed,
ill-clad” and hinted vaguely at the
vast housing program it was al-
ways about to undertake; but it all
turned out to mean subsidies to
private construction and abandon-
ment of slum-clearance and public
housing. Dressed in the mailed
armor of the Champion of the
People, it prepared to break lance
with the private utilities, whose
fleecing of the consumers had be-
come so notorious; but the fight
for cheap power has already been
virtually shelved. Looking at the
vast fields of unsaleable wheat, it
found the “solution” for the agri-
cultural crisis, America’s heritage
from the last war, in paying farm-
ers not to grow grain and to burn
a part of what was about to be
harvested; but tenancy has in-
creased and the big farmers have
grabbed up everything. It made a
grand gesture of abandoning Dol-
lar Diplomacy and inaugurating
the New Deal of Good Neighbor-
liness towards Latin America, held
in the grip of American economic
imperialism; but bloody tyrants,
such as Batista in Cuba, Vargas in
Brazil and Trujillo in Santo Do-
mingo, continue to hold sway only
by the grace of the State Depart-
ment at Washington.

After five years, it is clear that
many millions of the unemployed
are no temporary manifestation but
the permanently disemployed vie-
tims of a declining capitalism. To
these millions have now been added
three or four millions more, thrown
out of jobs by a cyclical downturn.
And, once again, we behold an Ad-
ministration in Washington doing
nothing. Organized labor calls for
three billions for relief and the
President answers with a quarter
of a billion, wrung from him only
as a result of the very greatest
pressure.

Beginning as a “friend” of labor,
with attempts to cajole it into giv-
ing up its independence, the Ad-
ministration, now that there exists
a strong and effective labor move-
ment rooted in the basic industries,

the top against the masses, not

5 YEARS OF NEW DEAL

comes to a showdown, the New
Deal is sure to leave labor in the
lurch and line up with the employ-
ers—witness, for example, the in-
famous auto code of 1934, the
breaking of the general textile
strike the same year, the hostile
attitude of New Deal Governor
Davey and some federal govern-
ment agencies in the “little-steel”
strike of 1937.

And now the Administration is
driving for war and planning the
enslavement of labor and the cur-
tailment of all democratic rights as
part of its war preparations. It is
sponsoring the infamous “indus-
trial-mobilization” and so-called
“war-profits” bills, all seeking to
establish an outright military dic-
tatorship in war time. Roosevelt
himself felt bound to intervene
against the LaFollette-Ludlow war-
referendum amendment, throwing
the great weight of his authority
against this effort to achieve a slim
measure of democracy on an issue
so close to the lives of the entire
people. The Administration is al-
ready diverting funds from es-
sential public works to the build-
ing of battleships in order to be
in a better position to wage a re-
actionary war to defend the vested
interests of the American bankers
and industrialists in the Far East.
Everything the least bit liberal in
its program is being sacrificed on
the altar of war and war prepara-
tions.

Five years ago, we pointed out
the dual character of the New Deal
—how, on the one hand, it bore
within itself the germs of reaction-
ary state-capitalism and “quasi-
public unionism,” while, on the
other, it was compelled thru its
very nature to inaugurate certain
liberal reforms and make certain
concessions to the masses. True,
these reforms and concessions were
such as European liberalism had
sponsored a generation or so be-
fore but, for this country, they
were new and important. We urged
the labor movement to take ad-
vantage of the unusually favorable
combination of circumstances and
to strike out militantly and boldly
while the chance was there. The
phenomenal revival of the trade-
union movement and the emerg-

Folly of "Isolationism”

danger of being engulfed in war
because we give “gratuitous ad-
vice” to Hitler or fling “insults” at
Japan? Of course not! Dr. Beard
has said and written plenty in his
day that may be interpreted as
“advice” or “insults” to the fascist
powers and we would hardly call
him a war-monger. The obvious
fact is that the real ties binding
this country to the “war spots” of
the world are economic and finan-
cial, not ideological or sentimental.
Why is American peace imperilled
by what goes on in China? Be-
cause of the American “stake” in
the Far East, because of the cap-
ital investments, commercial privi-
leges and opportunities, in a word,
the profit-making interests of
American big-business groups in
that quarter of the globe. It is
these big-business interests that
make for imperialism and it is im-
perialism that drives the big
powers to war today. Because the
Chinese masses object to being ex-
ploited for the benefit of American
capitalists, as happened a dozen
years ago, or because the Japanese
capitalists try to cut in on the pro-
fits or prospects of their American
competitors, as is happening today,
the people of this country are
brought face to face with another
world slaughter. Under modern
conditions, war results when the
efforts of governments to defend
and extend the imperialistic in-
terests of the dominant business
groups of their respective countries
produce a clash either with the
masses out of whom the foreign
profits are being squeezed or with
some rival group of imperialistic
exploiters. The tentacles of Wall
Street reach into every corner of
the globe and that is why Amer-
ican peace is endangered by what-
ever happens anywhere.

The Road To Peace

Therefore, inasmuch as it is im-
perialism that is driving this coun-
try to war, the road to peace lies
thru the destruction of imperial-
ism—that is, thru the destruction
of capitalism, since imperialism is
itself only a phase of capitalism
in the latest stage of its develop-
ment. Imperialism, with all that it
implies, will disappear only when
the economic foundations of the big
powers are reorganized along so-
cialistic lines. This is the rock-
bottom fact.

Until then, we will continue to
face the danger of war, sometimes
more acute, sometimes less, but al-
ways there. As long as capitalism
and imperialism persist, there is no
way for a first-class power such
as the United States to “isolate”
itself from disturbances in other
parts of the world to which it is
bound by heavy chains of gold.
Does that mean that we must
just sit back and await the inevit-
able catastrophe with fatalistic re-
signation? Nothing of the sort!
Wars are made by governments
and governments are not immune
to pressure. If, in any crisis, a suf-
ficiently powerful movement can be
mobilized in opposition to war and
to the foreign policy making for

enough of the fact that labor has,
to some degree, at least, managed
to rise to the height of its historic
opportunity. The achievements of
the last few years have opened a
new chapter in the history of the
American people.

Today, the New Deal is definitely
on the conservative road to reac-
tion, dropping as rapidly as pos-
sible its original liberdlism as so
much excess baggage in its mad
race towards rearmament and war.
On every important issue, the
needs of the people, especially of
labor, come into conflict with the
New Deal at its present stage of de-
velopment. Against this newest
New Deal, the New Deal of war-
mongering abroad and increasing
reaction at home, the masses of the

J

A Lesson From
Days of 1917

“ HUS the War Industries

Board, already supreme
in materials, facilities, fin-
ance and transportation,
wheresoever involved in the
industrial prosecution of the
war, now became the al-
locator of men, not only be-
tween industries but between
civil and military life. It was
become the virtual general
staff of the civil life of the
country as applied to war
ends. All America in all its
material and human re-
sources was subject to its
command. It was an indus-
trial dictatorship without
parallel . . . ”—T. B. Clark- |
son: Industrial America in
the World War.

war, then the government may be
forced to hesitate, to think twice
and, perhaps, even to turn aside.
There is every reason to believe
that the nation-wide hostility to
the Administration’s foreign poli-
cy, expressed in the cold reception
given to the President’s Chicago
address, in the widespread support
of the war-referendum idea and in
the failure of all attempts to
arouse a war fever over the Panay
incident, has already forced a defi-
nite slowing down in its war plans.
And, if we fight hard enough, and
do not lose a moment’s time, we
may yet escape the disaster that
stares us in the face today.

But, even if we escape it today,
it will arise again tomorrow; per-
haps in an even more aggravated
form. In the long run, there is no
escape short of socialism!

“Continental Defense”

As for Dr. Beard’s reservation
on the “defense” of the “continental
home of the United States,” it will
hardly hold water. Is it not clear
that today such “defense” can arise
only as part and parcel of an im-
perialistic war? Under present
conditions, a foreign invasion of
this country is hardly conceivable
politically, or possible from a mili-
tary standpoint. Dr. Beard himself
ridicules the super-jingoistic night-
mare of “Germany, Italy or Japan
sending a fleet of battleships con-
veying 500,000 soldiers in majestic
array.” What meaning, then, can
“continental defense” as distinct
from imperialistic war, have in
realistic political terms? Were it
merely a question of ambiguity
and vagueness of reference, it
would be bad enough. But what is
far worse is that the war-mongers
are apparently beginning to resort
to the ery of “continental defense”
as a camouflage for their efforts
to work up a war spirit, now that
the “quarantine” (“collective- secu-
rity”’) appeal seems to have fallen
flat. Confusion on this question is
only too likely to provide the
jingoes with the entering wedge
they need in order to break down
the widespread popular resistance
to the war-making policies of the
Administration.

The whole trouble with Dr.
Beard’s position is its failure to
recognize that, no matter how for-
tunate our geographical position
may be, there can be no security
against war as long as capitalism
prevails, as long as the interests
of big business continue to deter-
mine national policy, as they do, of
course, in a fundamental sense,
even under the most liberal of
bourgeois regimes, the New Deal
not excluded. “Minding our own
business” is all very well but,
under the present economic and
political setup, it is precisely mind-
ing “our own’ (that is, American
capitalism’s) “business” (in the Far
East) that is most likely to lead
to war. Until the working class,
which can have no imperialistic in-
terests or strivings, takes the

people, led by the labor movement,

flouts its needs. Always, when it

ence of the C.I.O. are evidence

must organize their opposition!

(Continued on Page 5)
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Some More
Initiative

(We present below a discussion
article by James Thorpe, a member
of the Philadelphia Youth Group of
the I.C.L.L.—THE EDITOR.)

*

*  *

By JAMES THORPE

Y arugment herein is not the
new orientation but the how
and why of it. We turned our faces
from Stalin and his Third Interna-
tional primarily because of the So-|
viet purges and this turn was soli-
dified by the continued counter-
revolutionary role of the Stalinists
in Spain, which reached its nadir
in the assassination of Nin. But,
despite the fact that our new at-
titude was based on what was hap-
pening in the Soviet Union, we
didn’t realize it until after a year
of bloody murder. Our reactions to
the Kirov, Zinoviev and Radek
trials are now history—a history
not to be proud of.

For years, we. blinded ourselves
with the shibboleth “Trotsky versus
Stalin’ and “we stand with Stalin”
(in reality one evil against an-
other, and we, curiously, chose the
greater). Any other way out was
centrism and thus objectively coun-
ter-revolutionary (our former re-
action to the IL.P. and London
Buro). With blind faith (as blind
as the dolts of the C.I.) we con-
tinued for so long to cling to the
hope that the C.I. could be re-
formed. But, even with that, I have
not a too serious quarrel—every
organization makes mistakes, even
very serious ones. However—and
herein I place my emphasis—any
ideas that were contrary to the ex-
isting line of the group were treat-
ed with closed mind and almost
contemptuously dismissed, not only
by the leadership but by the entire
group. Let me give two examples.

At the Labor Day Conference,
1936, a resolution on the national
elections was proposed by the Buro
—Vote for Browder—on the basis
that the C.P. implied communism
to the electorate (tho today we
propose dropping the very name
“communist” for our own group
name). A counter-proposal—Vote
for Thomas—was brought up from
the floor. Altho the “Vote for
Thomas” resolution was not too
clearly presented, I think it was es-
sentially correct, certainly more cor-
rect than the other resolution. And
yet it was not given serious con-
sideration (an attack by Herberg)
and defeated unanimously by the
conference. I am sure that, if these
two proposals were brought up to-
day, they would receive different
treatment (not that the Browderi-
tes have changed their spots nor
have the socialists).

Second example: At the May 30
Convention, 1937, little considera-
tion was given the Moscow trials
for they were already considered
a dead issue and purely a Stalin-
Trotsky fight. A single comrade
from Philadelphia, who spoke on
the trials, was ignored. (I speak
here especially of the membership).
And yet, hardly a month went by
when our entire perspective was
overthrown. We claimed “Stalin
must go” and a little later we saw
the Third International dead. But
this didn’t affect our membership—
we changed our minds and went
along.

My point, then, is this—and 1
hope it’s clear enough by now—our
comrades are not politically alert.
We depend too much on the Na-
tional Buro for ideas, for our line.
Our most serious turn in revolu-
tionary orientation—our turn away
from Stalinism (Stalinism was
Stalinism even before we deemed
it that)—was taken with very little
rank-and-file discussion. In this
respect, the Buro is also guilty—
certainly the Buro should have
taken the lead in arranging such
discussions.

(We present below, as discussion
material, additional sections of Jay
Lovestone’s political report to the
recent session of the National Coun-
cil of the I.C.L.L. Other sections ap-
peared in an article last week.
—Tue Eprror.)
* * *

CANNOT emphasize too much
in an examination of our poli-
tical approach or in a revalutation
of our political approach, the need
for us to reverse the current and to
change the direction of relationship
between radicals and the labor
movement as a whole. This in-
volves a complete break with the
“commissarship” psychology in-
herited from the Comintern, a com-
plete break with the notion that
we have the plan, the patent, the
monopoly, just what the labor
movement needs to be a “real” labor
movement. We do not create the
labor movement; the labor move-
ment provides the soil and sup-
plies the life for the roots of our
movement as a radical movement
within it.
I might remind you of the advice
given by Marx and Engels to the
old German socialists in this coun-
try, warning them against trying
to create the labor movement in
their own image and against im-
posing on the developing labor
movement their own ideas, urging
them not to judge the labor move-
'ment by any of their own precon-
ceived ideas. This advice is still
thoroly sound.
I believe all of us have suffered
from this “commissarship” psycho-
logy but we, in recent years, have
begun to break with this approach.

I propose that we should consider
the relationship between us and
the developing labor movement
from such an angle rather than
from the one of looking down,
superimposing, offering ourselves
as the leaders instead of seeking
to grow up with it and, being equip-
ped with a certain type of under-
standing, therefore being able more
easily to bring clarity and supply
leadership to it, to win leadership
in' it.

The “Periphery” System

I think we should -consider
throwing completely overboard an-
other organizational notion that we
inherited in a sense from the Rus-
sian experience, and that is the
practise of creating special organ-
jzations the moment some issue
arises in the class struggle, instead
of working with and thru existing
labor organizations. I now speak
of the so-called “periphery” organ-
izations.

Or take the curse of “conferen-
citis.” Whatever happens or doesn’t
happen—call a conference. And, if
you don’t have an organization that
will send delegates, you have dele-
gates who will call themselves or-
ganizations. And usually it means
that you simply give instructions to
party-controlled organizations to
send a delegate, regardless of the
needs of that organization.

Now I can very readily under-
stand why it was a sound practise
for the Russians, especially im-
mediately after the overthrow of
Czarism, to call conferences and
set up all sorts of organizations.
In Russia, prior to the revolution,
the extent of organization among
the workers was very small, the
proportion of the working class of
Russia, even for its size, which had
experience in self-rule, in workers
democracy in its most limited form,
in actual organization of class in-
stitutions, was very small in com-

comrades responded. If we expect
to take the lead in the revolution-
ary movement, we must be able to

Let me repeat—I have no quar-
rel with our new orientation. I do,
with the way, or lack of way, that

make our own responses and we
must have discussions and discus-

Marxists and1th; Unions

by Jay Lovestone

parison with what we have in this
country or Germany had at one
time or England or France.

1 think, given the revolution,
with the Bolshevik party at the
helm, it was one means of educa-
tional experience for the workers
in labor organization. But I think
those reasons do not hold sufficient-
ly hdre for us mechanically to
comply and carry over those
methods of organization.

Let The Trade Unions Act

As a matter of fact, they hurt
the movement and waste its ener-
gies. Take the trade-union move-
ment today. Why should we not
fight for workers rights, the right
to organize, unemployment relief
and the like thru the existing trade
unions? There are about seven
million workers organized, prima-
rily for economic purposes, but
laying the basis for a real move-
ment on these issues as well. Why
not try to add vitality to this move-
ment by getting it into the actual
political struggles of today?
But what happens with most
“conferences” and “periphery” or-
ganizations is that they do mnot
stimulate the activity of the unions
but devitalize and replace them,
making them into no more than
blotters and auxiliaries.
Suppose we are automobile
workers who have a year or two
of experience in trade unionism.
We find ourselves now in a situ-
ation where we have lost our jobs.
We begin to say that the union
used to be all right when we were
working; it helped us then but ap-
parently it was a short-time pro-
position—it can’t even help us hold
our jobs today, let alone get wage
increases. Why should I pay dues
to the union? Now these fellows I
met yesterday from the Workers
Alliance, they’re different. They’re
just for us without jobs. They in-
vited me to the hall; they charge
me practically nothing for dues and
they’re going to“do the thing for
me instead of the union.

You know the rest of the story.

Anti-War Group Is
Set Up In L.A.

(Continued from Page 1)

committees in order to build up a
national anti-war movement.

The Socialist Party and the Los
Angeles branch of the Independent
Communist Labor League have af-
filiated with this commijttee and
both organizations are participa-
ting actively in its work.

The names and affiliations of the

The problem here is to get the
unions themselves, as such, to take
up the fight for unemployment re-
lief, to defend the interests of their
members when they are jobless as
well as when they have work. 1
don’t want to make any sweeping
generalizations but I think that,
for the present, we can say our
slogan should be: Everything in
and thru the unions!

Party And Union

Or take the question of the rela-
tion of party to trade union. We
have had very serious quarrels with
the Communist Party and with sec-
tiens of the Socialist Party—they
suffered from the same disease of
domination and mechanical control
of the trade unions, of considering
them reserves for party emer-
gencies and fields for exploitation.
Let me say that, altho we have
always rejected and resisted this
approach, yet, in some cases, we
too have had a mechanical ap-
proach on relations with the
unions,

We most emphatically reject the
notion that the trade unions can
or should be an appendage to, and
auxiliary of, any political party.

The Communist Party, even tho
it has changed its routine proce-
dure of working in the trade
unions, still has the basically un-
sound attitude towards the trade-
union movement as an auxiliary,
subsidiary, secondary movement.
The remarks by Comrade Miles as
to the situation in Flint have much
more import than the figures would
reveal. The Communist Party in
the auto Union, until we stepped
in and stopped it, was misusing and
milking that organization in the
most shameful manner. It was real-
ly a form of Stalinist racketeering!

I don’t think we need spend too
much time on the question of our
own attitude toward the trade
unions. The prestige of our organ-
ization for our work in the trade
unions is far greater than we our-
selves realize. If we have succeeded
in anything, it is in working out a
sound trade-union theory and in
developing sound relations between
the class-conscious radicals in the
unions and the movement as a
whole. But there are still many
ideas and practises that we should
examine critically and discard if
necessary.

Our Aim And Perspective
What is our perspective. and
aim? What kind of movement do
we want to develop with our
group? We strive today to be a
kernel for the crystallization and
emergence of a new phase of revo-
lutionary socialism, of a new

members of the executive commit-
tee and the Labor Committee in-
dicate the scope of the movement—
Executive Committee: John Thur-
ber, Socialist Party, chairman; Fay
Bennett, district organizer, Amer-
ican Students Union; Paul Berg,
1.L.G.W.U.; Henry Donath, church
groups; Harold Hull, Los Angeles
Peace Council; Earl Lane, I.C.L.L.;
Ethelwyn Mills, Women’s Interna-
tional League for Peace and Free-
dom; David Price, American News-
paper Guild.

Labor Committee: Earl Lane,
I.C.LL., chairman; W. Barash,
Furriers Union; Paul Berg, LL.G.
W.U.; David Price, American
Newspaper Guild; Emma Lane, U.
O0.P.W.A.; Wm. Seligman, United
Shoe Workers of America; Rose
Seligman, I.L.G.W.U.; John Thur-
ber, S.P.

Headquarters of the committee
are at 553 South Western Avenue,
Room 227. All those who wish to
participate in the anti-war strug-
gle should communicate with this
office.

SUBSCRIBE NOW

l sions and more discussions.
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radicalism, if I may use that term.
Who else can it be in this country
today ?

Politically, who else can it be?
Can it be the Communist Party?
Why, it is part of the government
machinery. It is a direct menace to
working-class interests in this
country. The Trotskyites? They
suffer as much from the “Russian
orientation,” they are as little
genuinely a part of the American
labor movement, as the Stalinists.
Like thee. Stalinists, they are an
offshoot or appendage to a Russian
political faction, not a part of the
American labor movement. The
Socialist Party? Some sound ele-
ments there are but the party as
a whole, it seems to me, cannot
fulfill that function.

What are we aiming at? We are
not aiming at establishing a rival
labor movement, either economic
or political. We do not look at
things from outside in. We are
striving to become an energizing,
leavening, guiding force within the
labor movement, bringing to it so-
cialist clarity and understanding.
Whatever tasks the working class

How Strikes

Become Hits

By ALBERT EDMUND

TRIKES are hits when the
workers stop watching and be-
gin playing ball. In 1937, the work-
ers piled up a good many new
records. According to preliminary
figures contained in the Annalist
of March 4, there were more strikes
in 1937 than in any other year on
record. Close to two million (1,-
858,407) workers were involved in
4,614 strikes. But 1919 still leads in
the number of strikers, with over
four million. Judged by the best
strike index, the year 1937, with
more than 28 million man-days
lost, surpassed every year since
1927 when such information was
first collected. Ten times as many
workers were on strike in 1937 as
in 1930, when the labor movement
seemed to have lost its wind. By
1933, it was back to its old form,
so that, in the five years from 1933
thru 1937, more than one-and-a-
half times as many workers (6,
400,000) were involved in strikes
as in the ten year period from 1923
thru 1932 (4,000,000)! Of these ten
lean strike years, seven were fat,
so-called “prosperous” years and
only three were depression years.
We shall discuss the relation of
strikes to the business cycle at
some future date.

With the 1937 figures, the strike
goes West. It must have geen “The
Ghost Goes West” to General Mo-
tors. Before 1937, New York and
(Continued on Page 6)

it will be the labor movement that
will accomplish it and not we or
anybody else behind the back of
the labor movement, so to speak.
And as an integral part of it, we
have to help the labor movement
recognize and measure up to its
tasks. That is our outlook; that is
our perspective.

We have examples of such work.
The Fabians were reformists but
they did considerable educational
work towards the formation of a
socialistic labor party in England.
I take the next step. For years, the
Independent Labor Party of Great
Britain was a source of class con-
sciousness, militancy and leader-
ship in the British Labor Party. It
is along such lines that we want
to work in this country.

Question Of Independence

The question of “independence”
—1T use “independence” in the poli-
tical sense primarily. Many of you
have not the slightest idea how
really dependent we once were in
the Communist Party—and, of
course, the situation is far worse
there today—in trying to deal with
the most simple problems in this
country. I will never forget that,
at one time, even the location of
the American party headquarters
had to be settled in Moscow. The
type of contract to be signed in this
union or that would become a sub-
ject not only for us but for in-
trigues in Moscow and party mani-
pulations in China. Now, in such a
situation, what sort of self-reliance
and leadership can you develop in
dealing with the problems of the
class struggle?

Political independence means the
ability to work out policies on your
own responsibility, in the light of
your own experience, based on the
conditions and needs of the class
struggle at home. Only on such
foundations can a sound interna-
tionalism be built up, not the
fraudulent “internationalism” of
Stalinism or Trotskyism. Of course,
we do not discard the experiences
of the revolutionary struggles in
Russia or Germany or elsewhere
but we want to extract from them
what is applicable and useful for
our own problems and not to copy
everything mechanically. And no-
body can do this for us; we must
do it ourselves. This is what poli-
tical independence means in the

has to accomplish in this country,

light of our present discussion.
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MR. HULL'S ADDRESS

ECRETARY of State Hull’s speech at the Na-

tional Press Club was really a restatement, in
a characteristically verbose and platitudinous man-
ner, of the essential thesis of the President’s
Chicago address and naval-expansion message. Other
Administration spokesmen may be tempted to try
a little “isolationist” demagogy in view of the
present temper of public opinion, but not Secre-
tary Hull. He remains faithful to the gospel of

“quarantine” and “parallel action.” His speech,
therefore, acquires a significance beyond the import-
ance attached to it as an official pronouncement.
What are the “fundamental principles” of Amer-
ican foreign policy as enunciated by Secretary
Hull?

“We do not intend to abandon our nationals and
our interests in China”—this may be taken as the
keynote. And what are our “interests” there? Mr.
Hull himself explains: “Our trade and investment
relations, . . . the existence of extraterritoriality
and the maintenance of some armed forces” in
China—in a word, the business interests and pro-
spects of American capitalist groups in the Far
East. Of course, Mr. Hull swathes these sordid
considerations in an endless confusion of thread-
bare platitudes but the ugly truth sticks out at all
corners nevertheless.

Mr. Hull’s basic principle is “joint” (or “parallel’”)
action with “other peace-seeking nations.” For
what? For “international law and order” and the
“scrupulous performance” of treaties, we are told.
The TUnited States, which violated its own long-
standing treaty with Spain by clamping down an
embargo on the recognized government of that coun-
try, is to join with Great Britain and France, which
have committed the same crime and, in addition, the
abandonment of Ethiopia in spite of their obliga-
tions under the League Covenant, to uphold the
sanctity of treaties! We all know what Mr. Hull
really means: an Anglo-American alliance, dis-
guised as joint or parallel action, for the protection
of the imperialistic interests of the two countries in
the Far East against Japanese aggression. Even Mr.
Hull cannot make that sound noble and unselfish!

Of course, Mr. Hull is against the war-referendum
idea as a deviation in the direction of “pure demo-
cracy” which our Constitutional Fathers never in-
tended and, what is more important, as an “embar-
rassment” to the Administration’s foreign policy.
For exactly these reasons, on the other hand, do we
and the great masses of the American people sup-
port the LaFoliette-Ludlow Amendment.

How quickly the “peace-seeking” Mr. Hull turns
into a high-powered salesman of rearmament! He is
not above adding his bit to the jingo campaign to
stampede the American people into a state of un-
reasoning terror at the utterly fantastic prospect of
an invasion of our shores. Naturally, he g.ves his
blessing to the naval-construction and army-ex-
pansion programs, for what good is “joint action” if
it is not backed with “adequate” military power?

Mr. Hull reaches the low point in demagogy when
he tries to make out that the only alternative to
“collective security” is complete seclusion, autarchv
and even the abandonment of all foreign trade! The
horrerdous picture he paints of our “self-contained
existence,” with its “lower living standards, regi-
mentation and economic distress, should we turn
our back upon his schemes of imperialistic “joint
action,” is so absurd as to deserve no comment. [t
is only another variant of the long-discredited
favorite theme of the American war-mongers that
“peace is too expensive for us to keep.”

Secretary Hull’s address has met with an en-
thusiastic reception in the pro-war press, notably in
the Stalinist Daily Worker. And why not? It is a
veritable call to arms in the Great Crusade for De-
mocracy, in the Holy War of the “peace-loving de-
mocracies against the treaty-hreaking fascist pow-
ers.” But we know the grim and bloody realiiy
behind these glib, fine-sounding phrases. For the
anti-war movement that is rapidly gathering
strength among the masses of the American people,
Mr. Hull’s speech will serve as a warning and as a
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Committee and its activities in par-
ticular. We have not replied to
these attacks, in the first place, be-
cause they did not seem very im-
portant and, in the second, because
they were so incoherent in their
presumably revolutionary passion
that we simply could not get what
they were driving at. In the March
10 issue of the Trotskyist paper,
however, there is something that
fairly cries out for comment.

In Minneapolis, it seems, the
Third Congressional District of the
Minnesota Farmer-Labor Party
adopted, apparently under Trotsky-
ist influence, a resolution against
war which the Appeal features as
a “militant anti-war stand.” What
does this revolutionary resolution,
so satisfactory to the super-revolu-
tionary Trotskyites, say ? Believe it
or not, these are its only points:

1. A “whereas” about the
“growing danger of the outbreak
of another world war . . . clearly
revealed by the actions of the Ad-
ministration in launching a gigan-
tic program of naval and military
expansion. . . . ”

2. Another “whereas” on the
Sheppard-May bill and other Ad-
ministration plans for a war-time
dictatorship.

3. A third “whereas” warning
that “what is in store for oppo-
nents of war was even more clearly
revealed by the boldness with
which the Administration organ-
ized a lynch spirit against the Far-
mer-Labor congressmen and others
who supported the Ludlow Amend-
ment, . .. "”

The Trotskyites and the
Anti-War Movement

HE last few issues of the So-| preparations and the specific bills

cialist Appeal have been full

of hectic denunciations of the anti- N .1
war movement in general and of and-water resolution is a “militant

the “Keep America Out Of War”
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in which these bills are embodied.”
Can you beat it! This mild, milk-

anti-war stand” but the six-point
program of the “Keep America
Out Of War” movement is “con-
fused,” “pacifistic,”” even an “ob-
stacle” to a real anti-war struggle!
Wherein lies the superiority of the
former over the latter ? And where
in the Minneapolis resolution are
to be found the following impor-
tant points, all contained in the
“Keep America Out Of War” pro-
gram: for the withdrawal of ships
of war and Marines from the Far
East; against the “collective-secu-
rity” swindle and other such diplo-
matic preparations for war; for a
large-scale public-housing program
as against rearmament? Aren’t
these things necessary for a “mili-
tant anti-war stand”?

Or take the war-referendum
amendment. In the columns of the
Trotskyist press, the idea is reg-
ularly denounced as “breeding il-
lusions” and its supporters as
“pacifists” and what-not. But, in
the resolution, the Ludlow Amend-
ment is given back-handed support
by acknowledging it to be the par-
ticular object of attack of the Ad-
ministration and all pro-war forces
rallying behind it. And, in the ac-
companying news story, the fact
that the “Farmer-Labor delegation
voted in Congress for the Ludlow
Amendment” is offered as an
achievement wrought by “pressure
from the left.” Figure it out for
yourself!

Apparently, the “revolutionary
intransigence” of the Trotskyites is
but little more than an ingrained
factional bias which justifies and
validates everything they. them-
selves do while roundly denouncing

4. A “resolve” against “the war

everything done by anybody else!

(Continued from Page 1)

was a spy since 1921, then he was
conspiring to overthrow himself
while he was the leader of the Red
Army. If Bukharin was guilty of
conspiring to kill Lenin in 1918,
then Lenin was a dupe and a moron
to have praised him before his
death as the “favorite of the par-
ty,” and the program of the Com-
munist International is the pro-
gram of a traitor. The rewriting
of history has gone so far that
Trotsky’s heroic efforts to build up
a Red Army, drive out foreign in-
tervention and crush counter-revo-
lution, were all expended, and suc-
cessfully mind you, at the orders
of a Germany that was not yet
fascist, a Japan that was not yet
thru with its twenty-one points, an
England that bribed these men to
build up a mighty Soviet power so
that they might later have more
work and more fun trying to crush
it. These mad charges have at last
gone so far that Lenin himself is
on trial in Moscow. How else shall
we interpret the charge that his
closest associates were the agents
of foreign governments? It not
the charge of German spy levied
against* the then Commissar of
War but a revival of a charge
levied in those days against all the
Bolsheviks, and first of all against
Lenin? Was it not Lenin who
passed thru Germany in a sealed
train? Lenin who was most in-
sistent of all on a separate peace
with Germany ? Lenin who insisted
on the signing of the Brest-Litovsk
peace while the accused Bukharin
and the accused in absentia, Trot-
sky, were still hesitant?

Broader Issues

This trial and this purge involve
issues, it seems to me, that are
even broader than the labor move-

spur to vigilance and action!

ment and the issue of honesty

Stalinism Menaces Labor

and democracy within it. Precisely
because the working class is the
most significant class in modern
society, precisely because it is the
main bearer of social progress,
destined by its position in society
and its own class needs, to be in
the vanguard of every forward-
looking movement, therefore must
we recognize that, if it is lacking
in respect for human life and hu-
man integrity, then humanity itself
is doomed to retrogyession, re-
barbarization, degeneracy and self-
destruction. When that Cagliostro
of communism, Robert Minor, del-
ivered himself of his famous dec-
laration: “Honesty is a bourgeois
virtue,” thereby he calumniated the
labor movement, slandered the
working class, gave the bourgeoisie
—whose rule is based upon devices
of hypocrisy—an honor they did
not deserve, and by his attack up-
on the working class, he led him-
self and the party he speaks for
out of its ranks, out of the ranks
too of decent human beings of any
class whatsoever.

Stalin’s bloody deeds against the
Communist Party, the Soviet state
apparatus, the Red Army, the poli-
tical police, the party press, the
Planning Commission, the leaders
of industry and agriculture, and
the Soviet peoples, serve to com-
plement the fearful crimes he com-
mitted against the Communist In-
ternational and the labor move-
ments in all other countries. Public
trials have bheen mostly directed
against those who were former op-
positionists. But he uses the men
whose names he has already black-
ened and continues to blacken, the
Trotskys and Bukharins, chiefly to
frame up those who but yesterday
were his closest associates and the
leaders of literally every branch of
Soviet life: the entire general staff,

F—— —
By Lambda

WORLDTODAY

Special Correspondent Describes
Situation in Australian L.P.

=

(We publish below an article on the Australian Labor
Party by Fack Ryan, our special Australian correspon-

dent.—THE EDITOR.)
T

Sydney, Australia, January 27, 1938.

N Saturday and Sunday, January 22 and 23,

a conference of 400 delegates, claiming to

represent 79 unions and 60 branches of the Austra-

lian Labor Party, adopted a series of resolutions

directed against the ruling faction, headed by J. T.

Lang, of the New South Wales branch of the Aus-
tralian Labor Party.

This conference, following two similar conferences
held some time previously, indicates that the rule
of the Lang faction in A.L.P. politics is about to
be overturned. Nineteen prominent trade-union lead-
ers and five members of parliament were expelled
from the party for participating in previous rebel
conferences. They were reinstated under pressure
from the federal executive of the A.L.P. The con-
tinued participation of all of them in the rebel
movement shows clearly that they have mass sup-
port.

Ten or twelve years ago, J. T. Lang, despite a
career as a moderate up to that time, blossomed
forth as a labor leader who really endeavored to ful-
fill his election promises—a most unusual type. In
the first few months of office, his government re-
duced hours of labor by proclamation from 48 to 44
per week, instituted widows pensions of £1 per week
and 10/—for each dependent child, broadened the
Workers Compensation Act to include the journey to
and from the job and liberalized the benefits of the
Act considerably. Among other things, his govern-
ment promoted all railway workers who had been
regressed as a result of the 1917 strike. This unique
Labor government would have done even more than
the foregoing if many of its measures had not been
drastically amended by the Legislative Council, or
“Upper House,” the stronghold of wealth and privi-
lege in New South Wales.

Naturally, Lang became the target of every cap-
italist paper and politician thruout Australia. Every
sort of vile abuse was heaped upon him and every
scheme known to capitalist wire-pullers was pressed
into service to wreck his government. At length,
enough of his supporters in Parliament were won or
bought over to cause Lang’s government to crash.
At the subsequent election, the Labor Party was
narrowly defeated.

After three years in opposition, Lang was returned
to office with an unprecedented majority. Ostensibly
to guard against possible treachery, Lang caused
the party conference to grant him powers over
the party and his Parliamentary colleagues that no
other Labor leader ever possessed. The result was
that no criticism could be levelled at the leader by
anybody who desired to remain in the party.

Lang’s second government had to deal, not with
a prosperous period as previously, but with the very
worst years of depression, when the basis of reform-
ism was cut away. Whatever his intentions, Lang
proceeded actively to attack working-class standards.
He taxed all incomes above the rate of £2 per week
one shilling in the pound, ostensibly to support the
unemployed but the money was paid into general
revenue and utilized in various ways. The dole (un-
employment relief) was disgracefully low (5/10 per
week for a single man) and the permissible-income
regulations (means test) so ridiculous that nearly
everybody receiving the dole was doing so illegally
and felt obliged not to become prominent in agita-
tion, etc. Police were provided in large numbers to
evict unemployed workers from their homes.

Ordinarily, trade union leaders would have bitter-
ly protested against these things but, as they are
practically all members of the A.L.P. and Lang had
been made dictator, most of them kept quiet.

In a demagogic effort to bulldoze the workers,
Lang made a virtue of necessity and, besides not
paying interest on money loaned by British concerns
to previous governments, agitated for a moratorium
until the depression had passed. For this mild attack
on British interests he was violently assailed by all
organs of publicity which regard the Empire as

(Continued on Page 5)
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HE United States Circuit Court of Appeals last week up-
held an order of the National Labor Relations Board in-
validating the agreement between the Consolidated Edison
Company and its affiliates and the International Brotherhood of
Electrical Workers, affiliated with the A. F. of L.
The court also ordered the enforcement of the board’s
recent decision requiring the company to reinstate six em-

ployees discharged for unioniza-
tion activities as members of the
United Electrical and Radio Work-
ers of America, a C.LO. affiliate,
and to “cease and desist” from in-
terfering with the organization
activities of its 40,000 employees.

At the same time the court, in
ruling that the labor relations
board had jurisdiction over the
case, contrary to the contention of
the companies, widened the con-
cept of interstate commerce in such
a way as to extend the authority of
the board and the application of
the Wagner Act under which it
functions. The Consolidated Edison,
the ruling stated, must be regarded
as in interstate commerce because
some of its customers, notably the
railroads, engage in business that
crosses state lines. The court made
it clear, however, that its decision
in this respect did not apply to all
utility companies.

In invalidating the existing
agreement between the brother-
hood and Consolidated Edison, the
court declared that these parties
were free, however, to proceed with
a new agreement based upon the
provisions of the existing contract,
provided such agreement was con-
cluded in the manner prescribed by
the National Labor Relations Act
and for the members wof the
brotherhood only.

It was the court’s finding that
the brotherhood had no majority
of the employees when the existing
agreement was concluded and was
not entitled to speak for the em-
ployees. The court also upheld the
findings of the Labor Board that
Consolidated Edison had illegally
backed the A. F. of L. union against
the C.I.0.’s United Electrical and
Radio Workers. It was on com-
plaint of the latter organization,
and following hearings in the case,
that the board had issued the order.

William Ransom, attorney for
the company and its affiliates in
the proceedings, announced that
the case would be carried to the
United States Supreme Court.

* * %

THE “OVER 45” PROBLEM

The average maximum age at
which new workers are hired by
employers in New York is 35, ac-
cording to results of a survey an-
nounced here recently by the State
League of Economics.

In only three branches out of
twenty-five listed in the survey was
the maximum age as high as 45,
the League stated. All the rest
were lower, with two listed as low
as 20.

Helen Smith, secretary of the
League, said that the figures were
based on interviews with 403 em-
ployers in New York City, Yonkers,
Albany, Schenectady, Troy, Utica,
Syracuse, Rochester, Buffalo,
Jamestown, Elmira and Bingham-
ton.

The highest maximum age for
New Yorkers, 45 years, was found
in industry for skilled organized
workers, in building trades and in
road construction, Miss Smith said.

The lowest, 20 years, was found
set by “some large New York City
banks” and for department store
waitresses.

The survey revealed that 35
years was the maximum age for
new employees in the “white-col-
lar” division, under the subdivision
of experienced male office and field
workers.

* * *

Consideration of some of the em-
ployment problems of self-support-
ing men and women over 45 was
undertaken recently by a committee
representative of the public, of

labor and of industry, which met
at the call of Secretary Perkins.

Miss Perkins told the conferees
that there seemed to be a tendency
to limit a worker’s life to the
period between 18 to 45.

Massachusetts was the only state
which had attempted statutory so-
lution of the problem, she said, and
the law passed there last year, for-
bidding employers to discriminate
against workers because of age,
carried no penalty for violation
other than publication of the com-
plaint in any given case.

Citing a Labor Department re-

port, Dr. Chase, the committee
chairman, said:
“Altho, during the last six

months of 1937, men aged 40 and
more made up over 43% of all men
seeking work thru the employment
service, placements of men of this
age made up only 30% of all the
placements during the period.”

* * %*

The New York state legislative
committee which has been inves-
tigating discrimination in the em-
ployment of the middle-aged re-
commended the immediate enact-
ment of the Wadsworth Bill, which
aims to correct existing diserimi-
nation against the middle-aged in
state and municipal civil service.
The recommendation was the only
legislative suggestion made by the
committee but a pending resolution
would extend the committee’s study
another year.

The Wadsworth Bill has passed
the Legislature.

In its report to the Legislature,
the committee, headed by Assem-
blyman Wadsworth, asserted that
discrimination against the employ-
ment of the middle-aged was
“much more widespread than was
at first believed” and was being
practiced in virtually every indus-

trial area in the state.

apparatus of defense, internal and
external; the premiers and presi-
dents of every autonomous soviet
republic and region, except only
three; the party secretaries of
every district but two, ninety per-
cent of the editors of party papers
—all the apparatus of political
leadership of the country; already
more than a third of the central
committee and two members of the
Polburo have been included; two
vice-commissars of foreign affairs
and all ambassadors but two—vir-
tually the entire apparatus of di-
plomacy; the authors of the Five
Year Plans, heads of ten planning
departments and a score of state
trusts—all the apparatus of leader-
ship of industry and agriculture;
even doctors, inventors, poets,
dramatists, composers, sociologists
—the apparatus of cultural life—
all is wrecked by Stalin, the arch-
wrecker.

The Honor Of The Revolution

He has made infinitely harder
the task of those of us who love
the Soviet Union and would make
the world understand its wonders
of achievement, of those who would
defend it against attack from the
ruling class of all lands. He has
murdered his comrades-in-arms,
spewed such filth upon their
names and on the fair name of the
Russian Revolution that all of us
feel unclean to think of this vile-
ness and to have to discuss it. To-
day, we can only help the Soviet
Union if we succeed in making
clear that Stalinism is the very
opposite of what we are aiming at
and defending. Only by exposing
Stalinism, only by wiping out its
foul influences, can we redeem the
honor of the Russian Revolution
and of our class, whose greatest
effort in history it so far repre-
sents.

Time will not permit me to at-
tempt tonight to give a positive ex-
position of the causes of this
frightful phenomenon or the per-
spectives of overcoming it. Our or-
ganization is more convinced than
ever that we were right in making,
as we did—in retrospect we can
say we should have done it earlier

THE WORLD TODAY
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sacred. The assault on Lang be-
came sc¢ bitter that many people
genuinely believed that he was a
communist, a particularly vile one
at that.

After a suitable press campaign,
the Governor, Sir Phillip Game,
acting in concert with Lyons, head
of the Federal government and a
rat from labor, exercised his long-
forgotten prerogative and dismiss-
ed Lang from office. In the election
that followed (1933), Labor was
overwhelmingly defeated. Labor
was again defeated in 1936.

In recent years, Lang and thoge
associated with him have been
mainly engaged in consolidating
their grip on the A.L.P. machine.
Conferences no longer represent
rank-and-file expression. Lang
makes decisions, the Executive en-
dorses them, so do the confer-
ences—opposition means political
death. Lang is undeniably the dic-
tator of the party and is concerned
with nothing but maintaining his
dominant position. Any progressive
move is crushed at once and, lat-
terly, even anticipated.

As the years rolled by, the num-
ber of those falling foul of the
Lang machine has steadily in-
creased until the time arrived when
they constituted a force large
enough to challenge Lang’s dicta-
torship. Not thru the party machi-
nery—that has been rendered im-

possible; but thru parallel ma-
chinery of their own making, using
the Trades and Labor Council as a
rallying center.

It seems that nothing can pre-
vent a split in the near future and
perhaps two sets of Labor candi-
dates will contest the polls in the
coming elections. This is regrett-
able but not without precedent.
After a period of such disunity, a
conference is usually convened and
unity achieved once more on the
basis of give-and-take.

Altho the leaders of both factions
are without real political differen-
ences, all being reformists—indeed
they were one on organizational
questions not long ago—militants
are compelled to support the rebels
because they are now fighting
against burocratic dictatorship and
for democracy within the Labor
Party. Ironically enough, the Com-
munist Party is supporting the
rebels with energy and enthusiasm.
In a recent leader, the C.P. organ
based its opposition to Lang on the
grounds that the return of a Labor
government is essential but that
Lang cannot win an election owing
to the hostility of the middle
classes to him personally! This
hostility, by the way, is mainly a
result of the campaigns in the cap-
italist press which has never for-
given Lang for trying to do some-
thing for the workers—even tho it
was long ago.

plications of the Kremlin’s
case. If Bolshevik leaders who suf-
ferred in Czarist prisons were in
truth stool-pigeons and assassins,
even in the heroic years of trium-
phant revolution, is it reasonable to
suppose that the leaders of com-
munist parties in other countries
today are any better? In the light
of the Moscow trials, can we as-
sume that those around a Browder
today, for instance, are nobler, more
dependable than the revolution-
aries around Lenin in the first
years of the Soviet regime? How
can any communist leader, whether
in Moscow or New York, look into
the eyes of his comrades or into
his own mirror without a shud-
dering suspicion that he is facing
an actual or would-be prisoner and
spy ?

It would seem that to save the
shreds of their own self-respect,
communists are under moral obli-
gation to question, analyze and, if
necessary, expose these heresy
trials.—Eugene Lyons, in the New
York Post, March 3, 1938.

—a clean break with the growing

system of corruption in the Com-
munist International. We are more
convinced than ever that we were
right in denouncing and breaking
with the system that made a world
party a tail to a faction in the Rus-
sian party. Even the best of the
Russians after Lenin’s death, men
like Trotsky, Zinoviev and Bukha-
rin, failed to understand that. Our
organization is more convinced
than ever that today the Soviet
Union can go forward only if the
Russian communists and the Rus-
sian working class throw off the
nightmare, monster yoke of Stal-
inism, that the labor movement
elsewhere can flourish only if it
repudiates as vile and obscene the
gangster methods and the trai-
torous policies of Stalinism.

If T am asked: Can Stalinism be
overthrown?, I answer: How can
Stalinism possibly continue in
power? Has it not taken a path
which leads from arrest to arrest,
from forgery to forgery, from mur-
der to murder? Is not the Soviet
Union for the first time in a de-
cade without a five-year plan? Is
not Stalin forced by his policies to
destroy his own tools? Has he not
been obliged to purge a second
layer which replaced the first, and
a third replacing the second? Is he
not destroying his very base for
existence?

Our task is to make clear what
is happening, to redeem the Rus-
sian Revolution from its destroyer,
to defend and spread what was
positive and heroic and progressive,
and still is so, in the Russian Rev-
olution, to clean out the overflow
of filth that has seeped in and
threatens to infect our own labor
movement, and to deal with scru-
pulous cleanliness, clarity, decency
and honesty, and maximum work-
ing-class democracy, with the prob-
lems of our own working class.

The Futility Of

“Isolationism’

(Continued from Page 2)
destiny of the country into its own
hands, the “isolationist” prescrip-
tion of “minding our own business”
as the road to peace is bound to
turn out a forlorn hope, a danger-
ously deceptive utopia. And, when
the working class does take power,
“minding our own business” will
necessarily assume an entirely new
aspect, in line with the interna-
tional hopes and aspirations of
labor.

SUBSCRIBE NOW

JACK RYAN
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STATESMAN. By Geoffrey Fra-

ser and Thadee Natanson. J. B.

Lippincott and Co., Philadelphia.

1938.

The subject of a biography is
often a victim to the moral or art-
istic prejudices of strangers; but
here the victim chose as execu-
tioners his own friends to write
the definitive, authorized story of
Leon Blum. As to the qualities of
his biographers, which won the
eminent man’s approval, eloquent
testimony abounds in the book. This
bit will do, as an introduction:

“There is a spiritual kinship be-
tween these Jewish traits and the
qualities of character and mind of
the French. Contact between them
tends to fructify both. On the other
hand, the essential qualities of the
Jew and the German are so
divergent that to blend them is
almost impossible. The result is a
conflict—often violent, sometimes
offensive. Contact between the Jew
and German provokes in both an
inferiority complex. Contact be-
tween the Jew and Frenchman is
a smoother process. (The “smooth
process” of the Dreyfus case!—
M.C.S.) In some cases, it produces
a very symphony; of such is the
case of Leon Blum.”

Yet, in whatever sense ILeon
Blum is a symphony, he is so be-
cause “he is so thoroly French that
his Jewdom is not racially import-
ant.” As anyone can see, this is the
jargon of the racial theorists. It is
the language of counterfeit ideas,
in which the authors are defending
Blum against the charge of being
Jewish, a charge hurled against
him by the Rights! It is a charge
not easy to refute, however, for
our youthful Leon was born a Jew,
altho this did not hinder his politi-
cal career, He patterned himself on
Disraeli, that romantic figure who
was to fascinate Leon Blum in
after years, more, perhaps than
any other figure in history. Let us
see, then, how other influences
formed his youth and brought him
to political manhood.

“But the main purpose of this
biography is to show how Blum
became a statesman.” We shall, as
far as possible, permit the authors
to take the floor, for in this way
what Blum thinks of himself will
be most apparent. Blum had, by
nature, certain qualities which fit-
ted him for the career he was to
follow: “ . .. that iron constitution,
that resistance to fatigue and wor-
ries, as well as to actual disease,
that is perhaps the most priceless
gift to a statesman”; and a quality
“much rarer among statesmen, the
downright deep-rooted honesty of
a gentleman.”

Of Alsatian origin, “there is no
doubt that this feeling of kinship
with the lost and rewon provinces
has contributed to building up in
him a sound national feeling that
he did not betray even when he
was a leading member of a so-
called ‘international’ party.” As a
statesman “Blum was no specialist
in foreign affairs, but had a gift
for going straight to the heart of
a question, for leaving aside all
non-essentials and for coolly esti-
mating  practical possibilities.”
“That non-intervention in the long
run proved to be a tragic farce
does not in the least detract from
Blu:n’s merit in proposing that pol-
icy.”

Blum’s great contribution, as
everyone knows is the People’s
Front in France. A little flowery,
perhaps, is the way in which the
authors estimate the People’s Front
while recalling the youth of Blum:
“It is a tragic thought that Jaures,
like Moses of old, died before en-
tering the Promized Land and that
it was not given to him to know
that it would be the young man
whem he had loved and trained,
who was to have that honor.”

May all such statesmen have

such biographers! M.C.S.
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Trade Union Notes
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E March 15 issue of Justice, official paper of the Interna-
tional Ladies Garment Workers Union, carries a very
interesting interchange of letters between the C.I.O. United
Hotel and Restaurant Workers Union Local 243 of Los Angeles
and the Los Angeles Joint Board of the I.L.G.W.U.
The Los Angeles Joint Board, it seems, had arranged some
sort of social affair and had hired bartenders from the A. F. of
L. culinary-workers union. Thereupon, the secretary of the

C.I.O. restaurant-workers union
sent it an extraordinary epistle,
concluding as follows:

“We feel that, if this is true, you
owe us an explanation for such
activities.”

The reply of the L.L.G.W.U. was
sharp and unequivocal:

“It was, and still is, our under-
standing that the intent and pur-
pose of the C.I.0. is to organize
the unorganized workers and not
to set up opposition unions to exist-
ing bona-fide A. F. of L. unions
in the same craft. . . . We proclaim
as emphatically as we can that we
are not at war with the rank-and-
file of the A. F. of L. .

Comment is hardly necessary. To
attempt to establish a boycott
against members of A. F. of L.
unions as workers on the job, to
the point where they cannot even
be hired in the way of business—
and to try to make this boycott a
point of C.I.O. discipline—is a
piece of outrageous presumption
that cannot but prove damaging
to the C.I.O. itself in the long run.
It indicates an attitude so thoroly
wrong-headed and perverse that it
would be almost unbelievable did
we rot have the letter before us
black on white. Do the arrogant
petty officials of Local 243 know
that John L. Lewis actually dared
to hire A. F. of L. craftsmen to
work on the new U.M.W. head-
quarters in Washington. Why don’t
they denounce him for this bit of
“treason”?

The answer of the Los Angeles
Joint Board, later endorsed by
President Dubinsky, is quite in
place. Mutual “raiding” and “grab-
bing” are bad enough but a boy-
cott against workers on the job
because of the affiliation of the
union to which they belong, is an
idea worthy of a Hutcheson, of
burocrats without a glimmering of
labor solidarity and decency!

Fortunately, Local 243 is not re-|

presentative of the C.I.O. The re-
sponsible leadership of the C.I.O.
and of its important affiliated
unions would not, of course,
tolerate any such procedure. But it
does indicate that a rancorous
dual unionism is beginning to raise
its head in C.I.O. ranks which
must be eliminated by prompt
action in the interests of the move-
ment as a whole.
* * *

THE BRIGHTON “TRIAL”

While we’re at it, there’s an-
other interesting bit of correspond-
ence to which we want to call the
attention of our readers. It has its
amusing as well as its serious side.

New York Cloak Operators Local
117 of the I.L.G.W.U. arranged, as
part of its educational program, a
number of lectures on current sub-
jects to be delivered by competent
people from all sections of the
labor movement. One of the halls
hired by the union for these lect-
ures was the Brighton Community
Center, under Stalinist control.
Suddenly, one fine day, the educa-
tional department of Local 117
received a letter from the manager
of this hall objecting to two of the
speakers scheduled by the union
and demanding—demanding, mind
you!—that they be replaced by
others “who will be more accept-
able to the sponsors of the Center
and their membership”! Who are
the ‘“undesirables” and what are
the “objections” to them? Rudolph
Rocker, the anarchist writer and
lecturer, and Will Herberg, editor
of the Workers Age. The reason:
“These individuals . . ., it is felt,

will discredit the purpose for which
this Center is maintained, namely,
to forward the cause of the honest
and progressive masses of the
working class.”

Indignation would be wasted on
a matter such as this. The brazen
gall of a hall manager trying to
censor the educational program of
a union that hires his rooms is, in-
deed, worthy of Stalinism. Even
for Stalinism, it may be regarded
as setting a new high in its own
field of political shamelessness and
factional arrogance.

We wish we had the space to re-
print in full the stinging answer of
Local 117 to the insulting com-
munication from the Brighton Com-
munity Center. It is a masterpiece
of dignity and self-possession but
with no word left unsaid. A few
extracts will show its character:

“Under no circumstances will we
tolerate dictation from any outside
organization as to our educational
work. As a progressive union, we
believe in the most complete free-
dom of expression for all political

tendencies in the working-class
movement. . . . When you demand
of us . . . to substitute other lec-

turers for Rudolph Rocker and
Will Herberg, merely because you
do not agree with their viewpoints,
we can but interpret your act as an
assumption of the right to dictate
to us and censor our educational
activities. Against such an act, we
emphatically protest. We wish to
call your attention also to the fact
that Rudolph Rocker and Will Her-
berg . . . have considerable follow-
ing among our membership and

represent tendencies friendly tof

our union. Your demand that we
shall not send Rocker and Herberg
to your Center would mean that
we shall not permit the viewpoint

of a section of our membership tof - - -

be heard. This we cannot tolerate.
. As to the individuals involved,
the role they play and the pro-
minent place they occupy in the
labor movement—all this is known
to everyone. . . . To say that he
(Rudolph Rocker) will discredit a
working class organization is sim-
ply irresponsible and criminal. . . .
To state that he (Will Herberg)
will discredit your organization is
slander. . . .”

The letter concludes, of course,
with a declaration on the part of
the union of its intention to “trans-

~ || Auto Workers Back Union

Leadership

By GEORGE F. MILES

Detroit, Mich.

Few if any developments in the
life of the United Automobile
Workers are exempt from factional
exploitation. Currently it is the
supplementary agreement with
General Motors dealing with griev-
ance machinery. The union had
previously operated under a sup-
plementary agreement signed on
April 12, 1937 by Vice-Presidents
Wyndham Mortimer and Ed Hall.
On January 12 of this year, Gen-
eral Motors gave notice of cancel-
lation of the existing agreement
and it was only after stubborn re-
sistance from the union that a 60-
day period for negotiating a re-
newal was secured. The present
pact, signed by President Homer
Martin, Elmer Dowell in charge of
General Motors affairs, and Wil-
liam Munger, U.A.W. research
head, follows closely the original
pattern with few exceptions. In
only two cases was the U.A.W.
forced to make concessions—a re-
apportionment of committee men
in the shops which might reduce
the number in some cases and the
reduction of paid time for griev-
ance adjustment from four hours to
two hours for each of the commit-
tee men in the shop. The current
issue of the union’s official publica-
tion states that the “uncertain eco-
nomic situation prevailing in the
automobile industry must be recog-
nized as an obstacle in the path of
obtaining all that we might wish.”

Leaders of the “unity” caucus,
however, refuse to consider as rel-
evant such matters as the ‘“uncer-
tain economic situation,” produc-
tion levels or such a sordid and
harsh figure as 65%—which is the
percentage of unemployed auto
workers. In their speeches at the
meetings of the West Side local
and the Detroit District Council,
the agreement became the topic for
faction mobilization of the “unity”
caucus’s greatly weakened ranks.
One shining light scornfully told
Homer Martin that he who says
that it is more difficult to secure

fer the remaining three lectures
to a place where the speakers
and their opinions will be tolerated
and the assembled people will be
secure from disorder and harm.”
The letter is signed by: Executive
Board, Local 117, LL.GW.U,,
Reuben Zuckerman, chairman, and
Louis Levy, manager-secretary;
Educational Committee, Morris
Feinberg, chairman, and Isidore
Stenzor, secretary.

Could a better commentary on
the grotesque, ludicrous intoler-
ance of Stalinism and its nar-
row spirit of petty partisanship be
desired ?

DRESSMAKERS DEMAND LABOR
FREEDOM IN LOYALIST SPAIN

Over 500 active trade unionists,
mostly dressmakers, attended a
symposium on “Workers Rights in
Spain” held on March 12 under the
joint auspices of the dressmakers
groups adhering to the Socialist
Party, the Independent Commu-
nist Labor League and the anar-
chist organization. The speakers
were Bertram D. Wolfe, for the
1.C.LL.; Abe Bluestein, for the
anarchists; and Dr. J. Loeb, for
the S.P.

The following resolution was
unanimously adopted by the meet-
ing in the form of an appeal to the
Spanish ambassador:

Over 500 active trade unionists,
assembled in a meeting called by
the Socialist, Anarchist and Inde-
pendent Communist Groups of
Dressmakers Union Local 22, In-
ternational Ladies Garment Work-
ers Union, ask you, Ambassador
Fernando De Los Rios, to convey to

your government:

That we stand unequivocally for
the victory of the Spanish work-
ers against the fascists and their
allies.

That we pledge our utmost
energy in support of this heroic
struggle.

And, because we are desirous of
seeing a victorious workers Spain,
we support the activities and pro-
gram of the New York Provisional
Committee for Workers Rights in
Spain and demand of your govern-
ment full and complete democratic
rights to all working-class political
groups in Spain as well as the
release from prison of all anti-
fascists and the thousands of
active trade unionists who are loyal
fighters against fascism and are
nevertheless incarcerated in gov-
ernment jails.

MURRAY GROSS, Chairman
MINIE LURYE, Secretary

on G.M. Pact

good conditions during crises and
unemployment than during periods
of prosperity and booming indus-
try, has fallen a prey to “Love-
stoneite economics.”

But the “unity” caucus’s bark is
much more serious than its bite.
Their leaders are rather discour-
aged over the fact that the mem-
bership refuses to be stampeded by
their demagogy. In the West Side
local, Walter Reuther sharply cri-
ticised the agreement and the Gen-
eral Executive Board, probably
with an uneasy glance in the direc-
tion of the strong contingents of
the Communist Party upon whom
he depended for reelection. But,
with the election over, Reuther
found it much more convenient to
sit on the bench while others car-
ried the ball. And, in the city of
Flint, the socialist, Kermit John-
son, after listening to the reaction
of several hundred stewards and
committee men, made a few cur-
sory criticisms and then moved to
accept the agreement. Only in
Local 14 of Toledo, an old Stalinist
stronghold, has the attack against
the administration continued un-
abated, “unity”’ caucus leaders even
threatening to resort to an illegal
convocation of a conference of
locals over the heads of the Gen-
eral Executive Board.

* * *

Elections in the locals of the
U.AW. are still not completed.
During the previous week, the ad-
ministration forces secured a vic-
tory in Lansing where the “unity”
caucus had staked its all after its
defeat in Flint. The election fight
was quite heated and, for some
offices, rather close. For all except
two offices, the progressive candi-
dates were elected on the first bal-
lot, having polled a majority of all
votes case. For the remaining two
offices, the progressive candidates
were in the lead but did not secure
a majority. Their election in the
final ballot is practically certain.

In the West Side local in De-
troit, Walter Reuther faced an op-
position ticket for the first time.
Reuther was reelected after an
election that roused slight interest
among the mass of the workers, as
is indicated by the small number
which turned out to vote.

Progressive victories were also
recorded in Packard, Budd Wheel,
and in Locals 202 and 806 and 312.
The large amalgamated locals
(Flint and West Side) are now
busily engaged in preparing for
their division elections.

Europe Tense As
Nazis Drive On

(Continued from Page 1)

ened within by the treachery and
defeatism of the bourgeois partners
of the People’s Front and by its
own reactionary economic and po-
litical course, the Loyalist govern-
ment could not hold up against
Franco’s forces, strengthened by
new reinforcements from Germany
and Italy, and it therefore suffered
a number of serious military de-
feats. A final effort to prevail
upon France to lift the blockade
strangling Loyalist Spain proved
fruitless. Official circles in England
and France made no secret of the
fact that they expected Franco to
win in the near future and that all
their efforts were directed towards
improving their relations with him.
From Barcelona came reports that
a faction of the Republican govern-
ment was already urging an armi-
stice and negotiations with the
fascist chief.

The Chamberlain government of
England continued, despite some
opposition, to “woo the dictators,”
especially Mussolini, and the Peo-
ple’s Front reglme of France
dragged on behind, as usual. The
Soviet Union’s futile and somewhat

How Strikes
Become Hits

(Continued from Page 3)
Pennsylvania, the most industrial
and populous states, had usually led
in the number of strikes and strik-
ers involved. But already in 1936,
of the 12 cities with more than
100,000 man-days lost thru strike,
8 were in the middle or far West.
And little Akron was second only
to gigantic New York City in the
number of man-days lost (488,346
for Akron and 1,368,813 for N. Y.
C.). The strike wave hadn’t reached
Detroit yet, which was last on the
list. By February 1937, however,
Michigan led all states in the num-
ber of strikes. More indicative was
the fact that, in the two months of
February and March alone, auto-
mobile workers lost about two mil-
lion man-days thru strikes. And
automobiles mean Michigan, of
which Detroit is the real capital.
Note that, for the whole year of
1936, New York City and Akron
combined did not equal the man-
days lost by the auto workers in
only two months. As soon as com-
plete and detailed information for
1937 is available, we shall make
a more thoro examination of this
and other trends.

Strikes are hits for the workers
because they have learned how to
win. In 1927, labor won, wholly or
in part, about 50% of the strikes.
But in 1936, they won 70% of the
strikes, which involved 77% of the
workers. A standing of 770 isn’t
bad. The class content of the
strikes has risen. Strikes centering
around union recognition accounted
for 50% of the strikes in 1936 and
1937, about twice as high as in the
past. A glance at the strike ex-
perience of the past five years will
reveal how really constructive
strikes can be. In 1933, the I.L.G.
W.U. was reborn thru a general
strike. In 1934, the general textile
strike created the national basis for
a powerful textile union. In 1936,
the rubber union was born thru a
great strike. And the culmination
came in 1937, when the United
Automobile Workers forged the
modern weapons by means of
which were established the greatest
of the new C.I.O. unions and the
C.I.0. itself—the sit-down strike.
Moreover, once the strikes have
created the unions, they tend to
leave the field and let the unions do
the job with the strike in reserve
to be used if necessary. Thus, the
miners, the clothing workers and
other unions are able to renew
agreements without annual or
biennijal strjkes. For United States
Steel, it is enough to see what hap-
pened to General Motors for it to
sign up with the SW.0.C. The
more sweeping the original strike
is, the less striking there is need
to do afterwards.

The year 1937 showed that in
class struggle are new weapons
fashioned, new rules made and
future battles won.

meaningless gesture of calling a
world conference against Germany,
Italy and Japan, only emphasized
its tragic isolation.

WILL HERBERG
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