After theI

Wage
Bill

'— an editorial

T LAST a wage-hour bill has
. been passed! Rushed thra
both houses after a compromise
had been reached in the joint Con-
gressional conference committee, it
has now become the law of the
land.

But what a bill! What a far cry
from the first wage-hour bill in-
troduced last year by Senator
Black and Representative Connery!

Where the original bill placed a
minimum-wage floor of 40 cents an
hour and empowered the adminis-
trative board to set even higher
rates, the final version, now em-
bodied in law, reduces the mini-
mum to 25 cents and gives the
administrator power, without mak-
ing it absolutely mandatory, to ef-
fect an increase up to the maximum
of 40 cents within a period of
seven years!

Where the original bill placed
a ceiling of 40 hours for the work-
week and allowed reductions down
to 30 hours, the present law starts
with a 44-hour maximum and pro-
vides for reductions down to 40
hours in three years, subject to
numerous exemptions.

Thus, where the original bill
would have guaranteed at least
+$16 for a full week’s work, the law
as it stands guarantees only $11.
In general, it can be said that what
last year’s Black-Connery bill
took as a starting point, as some-
thing to go beyond, the present
wage-hour law takes as a far-off
goal, as something to be achieved
thru years of effort. This alone
should indicate what a come-down
there has been!

Nevertheless, the passage of
even such a bill is an event of
vast significance. The new wage-
hour law will not, despite all
ballyhoo, “restore prosperity” or
reduce unemployment nor will it
bring the possibility of a tolerable
existence to more than a small
fraction of those who lack it to-
day. But, in spite of everything, it
establishes the principle of wage-
hour regulation as a legitimate
function of the federal government.
‘This is a big step forward and one
that offers great possibilities for
the future if labor proves capable
of using its organized power ef-
fectively.

But we must not forget that
even the principle of wage-hour leg-
{slation is not yet completely safe.
No doubt there will be an appeal
to the Supreme Court very soon.
We must not relax our vigilance or
let up on our pressure until this
hurdle is safely cleared.

Labor must immediately begin a
drive to get the next session of
Congress to raise the shamefully
low wage and hour standards in the
present act to decent levels. Our
slogan must be a 40-40 basis to
start with and a minimum wage of
816 a week should hours be further
reduced.

The new law opens the way for
all sorts of exemptions and “mo-
difications,” even disguised geogra-
phical differentials. Labor will
have to be constantly on guard
lest even the weak, uncertain pro-
tection of the new law be com-
pletely nullified in some such
manner. Rigid enforcement is the
very heart of wage-hour legisla-
tion.

The big job is only just begin-
ning!
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Kill Walsh
Bill Change

Congress Defies Demand
For Labor Rights On
Government Work

Speaker Bankhead and other
Democratic leaders succeeded last
week in blocking a last-minute ef-
fort of organized labor to obtain
a House vote on the bill to prevent
government contracts being granted
to concerns violating the Wagner
Act. The bill, an amendment to
the Walsh-Healy Act, was held up
by the House Rules Committee,
which refused to report it out and
allow it to come to a vote in the
House. John L. Lewis, chairman of
the C.I.O., urged that the House
rules be suspended in order to per-
mit consideration of the measure
but Speaker Bankhead declared
that he would refuse to recognize
any Representative seeking the
floor for such a purpose. Bank-
head’s statement was made after
conferring with Democratic Majori-
ty Leader Rayburn.

The proposed amendment to the
Walsh-Healy Act would have pro-
hibited all agencies of the federal
government from placing orders or
contracts with firms refusing to
abide by the Wagner Act, accord-
ing to a list drawn up by the La-
bor Department.
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Stalinists in New Drive to

Split A

Closed Shop Pact
In Aircraft Drive

The big drive of the United Auto-
mobile Workers to organize the
aircraft industry was marked last
week by the signature of a closed-
shop agreement with the Brewster
Aeronautical Corp. of New York.
Accompanied by Frank Tucci, re-
gional director, Homer Martin, the
president of the union, concluded
the negotiations and signed the
contract for Local 365 of the
U.AW.

The contract affects 400 men. It
provides wage increases of at least
two cents an hour, a 40-hour week
and time-and-a-half for overtime,
Sunday and holiday work. The cor-
poration is permitted to hire as it
pleases but all men who are sub-
ject to the jurisdiction of the union
are to become union members. Mr.
Martin called this a ‘“closed-shop,
open-union contract.”

Mr. Martin announced that the
union planned to organize the en-
tire aircraft industry. “There is no
industry in America,” he said, “in
which the benefits of collective bar-

Labor Misses Out

Outlook for the State Convention

By THOMAS GREGORY

HE first weeks of the present
New York State constitutional
convention are strangely reminis-
cent of the 1915 convention. In
1915, the Secretary of State open-
ed the proceedings with a com-
parison between Europe and Amer-
ica: )
“Theories of government are
now being tested on the battle-
fields of Europe. In the state of
New York, we test our theories in
open debate, in representative as-
semblies such as this.”

In April 1938, Judge Crane in
his opening remarks referred to the
“battling dictatorships” of Europe
and voiced the prayer that the
deliberations and actions of the
present convention might prove to
the world the workability of
“democratic institutions.”

In that year, as this year, the
promise that the convention should
be run on a non-partisan basis was
voiced. The failure of any attempt
to clothe this promise with even
the guise of reality was speedily
revealed this year by the distribu-
tion of committee chairmanships
to Republicans only. That the
former convention was not non-
partisan is true. That the present
one will prove far more partisan
is probable. To the extent that
political partisanship reflects a
clash of interests, its scope and
intensity will reflect the reality of
that clash. Altho there are no re-
presentatives of the American

Labor Party, the Socialist Party
or the Communist Party in the
convention, the growth of social
legislation under the national De-
mocratic administration provides
a real basis of difference between
the Republican and Democratic
programs. This was not true in
1915.

Traditions And Facts

Again, in the opening days of
both conventions, a good deal was
said of the great American tradi-
tions of personal liberty and free-
dom. One notes that these eulogies
were voiced then as now by the
very men who have most effectively
battled against giving those words
meaning for the great mass of
American citizens, the farmers and
the workers. “Tears for personal
liberty,” such as those ascribed
recently to Walter Lippman, can
no longer deceive either friends or
foes, altho beautifully rehearsed,
if they are found to gush forth at
regular intervals between vicious
onslaughts against modernizing our
state machinery so that it may
provide even a minimum of eco-
nomic security to the workers.

In 1915, as today, the convention
was controlled by the Republican
party. Then, that party, ably guided
by Elihu Root, was apparently sup-
ported by a Republican majority
which controlled both the legis-
lative and executive branches of
the state government. Issues were
not as clear as today. The forces

(Continued on Page 2)

HOMER MARTIN

gaining are needed more than in
the aircraft industry.”

The U.A.W. is determined to go
right ahead consolidating its tre-
mendous achievements in the auto
field and reaching out into the air-
craft industry, despite the sabo-
tage and disruption of the Stalin-
ists and their allies. The aireraft
campaign will occupy the center of
attention of the union leadership
in the coming period.

Plan Shift in
U.S. Policy

Plans for a “broad revision” of
official foreign policy by the next
Congress to bring it more in line
with ths course in foreign affairs
actually followed by the Adminis-
tration in recent months, were laid
by Senate Foreign Relations Com-
mittee before the adjournment of
Congress last week. Senator Pitt-
man, chairman of the committee,
hinted that the Neutrality Act,
which became law in January 1937,
would be the special object of
“study” in the light of the “changed
world situation” since it was en-
acted.

The ultimate purpose of this
move on the part of the Senate For-
eign Relations Committee is to give
official sanction te the Administra-
tion policy of an Anglo-American
war alliance in the Far East under
cover of the slogan of “collective
security” or ‘“quarantine the ag-
gressor.” The well-nigh universal
oppcsition of the American people
to such a war-breeding policy has
hitherto stood in the wuy of all
efforts to give it official recognition.
BEuat  Administration leaders evi-
denidy believe that the opening of
the next Congress will be a good
time to make another big effort in
this direction.

For the anti-war movement, this
situation constitutes a challenge to
immediate action. The period up

(Continued on Page 4)

uto Workers Union

Martin Suspends
Five in the Crisis

By GEORGE F. MILES
(Our Michigan Correspondent)

Detroit, Mich.
ARDLY two weeks have
elapsed since the “unity”-
caucus representatives in the In-
ternational Executive Board of
the United Automobile Workers
spoke sweet words of “peace” and
“harmony” but the first moment
they believed they had secured a
majority of the International
Board, they threw caution, union
discipline and union loyalty to the
winds and promptly embarked upon
a course of destructive warfare.
“Martin will be surprised,” gloated
Richard Frankensteen, “to find that
his majority has dwindled to a min-
ority.” Upon which, together with
his Stalinist masters, he attempted
a palace revolution by changing the
agenda of the LE.B. in order to
make widespread changes in per-
sonnel.

Unrestrained War Against Union

Frustrated in this attempt which
resulted ultimately in the suspen-
sion of Frankensteen, Mortimer,

!Hall, Wells and Addes, the Stalin-

ists and their career-boy allies
have entered upon a course of un-
restrained war against the union
and its leadership. The constitution
of the union is being trampled un-
der foot by the opposition. Rump
membership meetings and local offi-
cers gatherings are being called
without regard for the most ele-
mentary concepts of union proce-
dure. In addition, the suspended of-
ficers of the Board have moved
to tie up all union funds, attempt-
ing thus to obstruct the normal
functioning of the union in meeting
the needs of the mass of the mem-
bership.  Suspended  Secretary-
Treasurer Addes even tried to take
steps to divert all mail from its
rightful union destination to his
own home. A campaign has been
launched against payment of per-
capita taxes to the International
Union. More than that, the sus-
pended oppositionists have called
upon the locals to send dues pay-
ments to them!

These steps, notwithstanding the
editorial sweet-oil which the Daily
Worker continues to pour, spell
preparations for a split and its in-
evitable result—dual unionism.
President Dubinsky of the LL.G.
W.U. and United Mine Workers
President John L. Lewis have had
these tactics practised on their own
organizations in the past and, in
both cases, the result was the es-
tablishment of dual unions domi-
nated by the Communist Party.

The present head-on collision
with the union is in strange con-
trast to the lower-than-the-dust
attitude of the Stalinists a little
while ago. Naive people were taken
in, really believing that the leop-
ard had changed his spots. They
scoffed at warnings to the effect

(Continued on Page 2)
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Viewed from the Left

By Politicus
The Crisis Congress

AST Fall, this session of Congress was greviewed under
Roosevelt’s five-point emergency legislative program. 1t
seems difficult to remember back to that distant past when the
recession was not even an assumption, before the reality of the
new depression could make itself felt thru the remains of the
1936 boomlet. After the special emergency session of Co_ngre}sls
had accomplished nothing, the regglar session began with the
White House under the curious 1mpression that the severe

economic crisis was but a tem-
porary tail-spin, about wlpch no-
thing need be done since it would
be over in a few weeks anyhow.
Only after quite an alarming num-
ber of these weeks had passed @d
the Administration execute its
about-face, limpingly to be sure,
and begin its programmatic pre-
tensions.

In this period has occurred the
sharpest clash between the New
Deal and the Democratic party,
between Roosevelt’s “reform pro-
gram,” and the Congressional De-
mocracy’s opposition thereto. The
changed character of this struggle
is indicated by this year’s touch-
stone compared: to last. Roosevelt’s
 test of a New Dealer, 1938 mode}, is
how he voted on the Reorganiza-
tion Bill. In 1937, the vote on the
Supreme Court Bill was wbat
counted. Outside of the startling
fact that at no time has the Ad-
ministration made its loyalty test
dependent upon a legislator’s at-
titude towards such measures as
the Wagner Labor Relations Act
or wage-hour legislation, the shift
in political attitude from 1937 to
1938 is here attested by these
measures. For these two bills are
forks in the road, leading in op-
posite directions. The court-reform
bill was a weak and ineffectual at-
tempt to assure the validity of
social legislation. The reorganiza-
tion bill, on the contrary, sought to
“modernize the state,” the coercive
power of the employing class, by
putting new and enlarged powers
in the hands of the President, thus
approaching the European road to
fascism. The reorganization bill is
tarred with the same reactionary
brush as the Industrial Conscrip-
tion Bill, which blueprints the mili-
tary path to fascism in this coun-
try.

Yet this bill gave the country
the strange spectacle of a reaction-
ary measure raucously opposed by
reactionaries, and was the most
striking symbol of the new poli-
tical forces developing in this
second depression. For, despite
devious detours and indirect rela-
tionship, the real division in Con-
gress and in the Democratic par-
ty can be traced to the increasing
severity of the economic crisis.
Out of the first period of crisis
came the politics of “reform” and
of “pro-laborism,” and the begin-
nings of independent labor politics.
Out of the second period of cap-
italist crisis has come increasing
conservatism, a struggle within
the employing class as to which
road to reaction is best, a strug-
gle which has a cycle closely
related to the rise and fall of war
scares.

The basic division over methods
of preserving capitalism, which
early distinguished the New Deal
and anti-New Deal groups, still
remains, even tho the plane of
antagonisin  shifts ever further
and further to the right. The seri-
ousness of the split, which has
extended to the Democratic party
itself, finds expression in the
primary purges, by which the Roo-
sevelt wing of the party hopes
that, for the first time in history,
the “progressives” will gain con-
trol of the party apparatus, able to
decide who shall and who shall not
have the party blessings. Thru this
method, which has already failed
in general, because it has failed in
one or two particulars, the “left-

ty capable of passing a bona-fide
wage-hour bill without splitting.
In politics, of course, the illusion
is sometimes as effective as the
reality. The reality of Roosevelt’s
conservatism, of the reaction-
inherent in the New Deal program,
may not outweigh his popular as-
sociation with “reform” and this
situation might precipitate a party
split in which he would carry the
banner of progressivism. But such
a split, aggravated by the crisis,
molded as much by war prepara-
tions as by domestic difficulties,
would not bring forth a. move-
ment which could even approach
the 1933 New Deal in progressive
tone and which has already given
sufficient indication of its increas-
ingly conservative political charac-
ter.

Labor and the
Convention

(Continued from Page 1)
which sought to secure a more
progressive framework for our
state government did not have the
benefit of a Senator Wagner whose
achievements in social legislation
can no longer be brushed aside as
“gocialistic theory.” Perhaps over-
confidence led that convention to
deny fuller representation to New
York City and issue such a re-
actionary document that the people
saw thru it and rejected it at the
polls. Will the Republicans this
year, embittered by their political
defeats and their animosity against
recent social legislation, repeat
their errors of 19157

_ Alfred E. Smith, one-time gov-
ernor and one-time advocate of so-
cial legislation, has already sug-
gested that the convention get a
few important things done, such as
the granting of greater home rule
for New York City, and then close
shop. With the obvious alliance be-
tween the Liberty League Demo-
crats and the Republicans, it be-
comes increasingly unlikely that
the convention will adopt constitu-
tional changes to authorize or
facilitate important social legisla-
tion, such as:

1. Maximum hour and minimum
wage legislation for men and wo-
men.

2. Adequate public housing legis-
lation with provisions for adequate
financing by the state and its poli-
tical subdivisions.

3. Extension of public control
and ownership of public utilities.

4. Establishment of publicly-
owned “yardstick” plants in the
milk industry.

5. Extension of social insurance
to provide minimum standards of
security against old age, unemploy-
met, accident and illness, with con-
tributions from the state.

In the field of .civil liberties, the
danger is not limited to the failure
to take any progressive steps. Con-
stitutional amendments have been
proposed under which membership
in a radical organization would
act as a bar to public office! Such
suggestions are mnot unlike the
McNaboe bill which was passed by
the legislature at its last session
but was vetoed by the governor.
Such proposals constitute a serious
threat -to the entire labor move-

(Continued from Page 1)

that this “peace offensive” was, if
anything, more dangerous since it
tended to disarm the progressive
unionists and thereby exposed the
union to destruction,

Frankensteen’s Deal

Thus, too little attention was
paid at the time Mr. Franken-
steen proposed his ever-so- peace-
ful “harmony program, to the ar-
ticle appearing in the Aprii 26 is-
sue of the Jewish Forward (widely
read among the organized Jewish
workers, especially in the garment
trades). Captioned “Communist In-
trigues Place Automobile Union In
Precarious Position,” the article
goes on to say:

“We have learned thru most au-
thoritative sources and first-hand
information that a secret confer-
ence has been held in Detroit, be-
tween the outstanding leaders of
the Communist Party and one of
the highest elected officers of the
automobile union. The conference
was brought about with the aim of
splitting the leadership of the
union and seizing power and con-
trol. They told this leader that they
would back him for president of
the union and also offered him a
political bribe.

“This secret conference,” the sto-

Party, by its recent words and
actions, may have become a can-
didate for the McNaboe brother-
hood.

The A. F. of L., the C.I.O., and
the American Labor Party have all
issued programs recommending the
adoption of amendments: to insure
the right to trial by jury and to
prohibit the issuance of injunctions
in labor disputes; to provide that
the writ of habeas corpus shall
never be suspended; and to extend
the safeguards of free speech and
free press. It has also been urged
that a constitutional amendment is
needed to prohibit discrimination
on the grounds of race, creed or
color, since in this state such
prohihitions have, up to the
present, been limited to the Civil
Rights Statute and, therefore, have
never become a part of our basic
law. Unfortunately, the temper and
interests of the convention dele-
gates, as indicated thus far, hold
little promise for the serious con-
sideration of such important meas-
ures to protect civil liberties.

Altho there are daily dispatches
from Albany concerning the deli-
beration or manouvers of the con-
vention delegates, there is again,
as in 1915, a frank boredom with
the whole affair on the part of the
general public. Perhaps it is too
early to predict whether drama-
tic clashes will later excite general
interest. It is already clear, how-
ever, that labor has no direct re-
presentation. The American Labor
Party ran no ticket, having pledged
its endorsement to “progressive”
major-party candidates, such as
Samuel Untermeyer. That labor-
party endorsees will introduce its
program does not indicate the
to or even concerned with it. More
important, there is not even a
extent to which they are committed
small group committed to any
political or economic philosophy to
the left of the two major parties.
The framework of our state gov-
ernment may be somewhat stretch-
ed by the presence of individual
liberal Democrats, such as Senator
Wagner. But it cannot be progres-
sively forged so long as the work-
ers of the state fail to secure or
even seek their rightful place at
the anvil.

The penalty for such inactivity
will be that labor will again have
to try to get a little here and a
little there, will meet constitutional
obstacles and extended and ex-
pensive court tests of all progres-
sive legislation during the next
twenty years. The experience of

wingers” hope to build a new par-

ment, even tho the Communist

Stalinism Muto Union

ry continues, “was attended by
William Z. Foster, one of the chief
leaders of the Communist Party,
William Weinstone, district organ-
izer of the Communist Party in
Michigan, and B. K. Gebert, a Po-
lish communist who is the contact
man between the Communist Party
and the communists in the auto
union, and Richard T. Franken-
steen, the assistant president of
the union.”

Thus it becomes clear that it was
Frankensteen who received and ap-
parently accepted the offer of
heading the Stalinist forces in the
union, in exchange for which he
was to receive their support in his
drive for the presidency. Were
there doubts in anyone’s mind as
to the essential accuracy of the
above story, the most recent devel-
opments would tend to dissipate
them. In his role as “harmony”
‘man in the past and in his present
role, Richard Frankensteen is the
creature of the Communist Party.

What are the issues in the pres-
ent auto-union outburst? Strangely
enough, there are practically none.
Only two weeks ago the Interna-
tional Executive Board voted una-
nimously to endorse the 20-point

Martin. Since then, no matter how
carefully one searches in the ver-
bose and hysterical documents is-
sued by the disrupters, not a sin-
gle issue can be found that will
stand up. Frankensteen’s cry that
President Martin has failed to car-
ry out his own program—in two
weeks!—is so much eye-wash.

In a letter to the membership un-
der date of June 15, 1938, President
Martin has the following to say of
the immediate cause of the sus-
pension of the five officers and the
ensuing unbridled factionalism:

“As you know, for months the
International Union has been in
the midst of factional strife which
has threatened its very existence.
I have pointed out time and time
again that the administration of
the union must carry forward in
such a way as to gain the respect
of our members, the employers
with whom we have contracts, and
the general public. Our union has
been dragged in the dust; its name
has been blasphemed, its prestige
irreparably injured by the faction-
al attitude and the factional action
of those in opposition to the ad-
ministration. But, despite all these
things, the May 'meeting of the
International Executive Board
came forth with a 20-point program
which was unanimously adopted
and volyntarily signed by every
member of the International Ex-
ecutive Board. I and the majority
of the ILE.B. members have kept
this program to the letter, never
once deviating from it; and we
were of the opinion that all was
well and that the union was headed
forward, united at last on the basis
of this program.

“To our great dismay and disap-
pointment, certain International of-
ficers and Executive Board mem-
bers on last Wednesday afternoon,
June 8, 1938, in Detroit, repudiated
the whole program by seeking, ar-
bitrarily, without consultation, to

field, covering the fight against all
wage and hour legislation, the fight
against the prohibition of child
labor, the fight against unemploy-
ment insurance, the fight against
the panel choice of doctors under
the Workmens Compensation Act,
is there—but the chance to
secure representation is gone. Let
us at least watch Albany closely
so that the interests of labor may
be protected to ‘the extent that
public information and education
may do so at this time.
* * *

(This is the second of two articles
on New ZYork State constitutional
conventions. The first appeared in the

program proposed by President:

You Never Can
Telll

FTER a rather shamefaced
change of heart on the La
Follette-Ludlow  war-referendum
amendment, the Trotskyist Social-
ist Appeal returns true to form in
its June 11 issue with a violent if
somewhat incoherent denunciation
of the Washington National Anti-
War Congress.
1t would be utterly pointless for
us to engage in a serious polemic
with these people whose favorite
form of political activity is self-
gratification thru revolutionary
phrases. May we, however, hazard
the guess that just as they have
changed their minds a little on the
war-referendum amendment (or
can it be that their minds were
changed for them from Mexico
City?), just as they have made a
right-about-face in their attitude
to the U.A.W., just as they are
now beginning to “reexamine” the
labor-party question, so it may not
be very long before they come to
see the light on the anti-war
movement as well?

overthrow the whole action of the
Executive Board which had ended
two weeks previous. Mr. Franken-
steen announced in a press confer-
ence: ‘Martin will be surprised to
find that his majority has dwindled
to a minority’.”
Mr. Martin then proceeds to out-
line in detail wherein the actions of
Frankensteen and the other officers’
associated with him violated the
most elementary rules of union pro-
cedure and broke the agreement ar-
rived at in the sessions of the L.E.B.
“This group,” Mr. Martin con-
tinues, “thinking themselves in
power at last, not only repudiated
the 20-point program but violated
their oath of office and acted in
‘such a manner as to prove that
they were not only irresponsible
but that their whole action was
that of men who were determined
to place their own personal and
political ambitions above the needs
of the membership which they were
elected to serve.”

The Crux Of The Problem

And here, indeed, is the crux of
the whole problem—the situation
in the union is essentially caused;
in so far as the opposition is con-
cerned, by the strategy of the Com-
munist Party in its unprincipled,
reckless battle for control and
domination of the U.A.W., and by
a number of unaffiliated careerists,
burning with an insatiable lust for
power, who are not averse to us-
ing and being used by the Commu-
nist Party.

But let it not be said that thes
Stalinist disrupters are totally de-
void of any issues. As the spokes-
man for the opposition, Mr. Frank-
ensteen has raised the cry of
“Lovestoneite factionalists,” which
while being clearly a case of “stop
thief,” also indicates that, altho
the face of the spokesman for the
opposition may be that of Franken-
steen, the bray is still that of the
Stalinist ass.

Mr. Frankensteen and the Stal-
inists hiding behind his broad
back, who are trying to palm oft
the whole inner-union struggle as
caused by the “Lovestoneites,” had
better ponder and prepare an ex-
planation to the auto workers on
the following situations in the labor
movement:

Why is there growing resistance
to the Stalinist-dominated leader-
ship of the National Maritime
Union among the rank and file?
Why has Mr. Curran’s C,P.-sup-
ported slate been defeated in the
recent national poll of the N.M.U,
and a ‘majority of the opposition
slate elected to the General Ex-
ecutive Board?

Why is there increasing opposi-
tion to the factional leadership
which Harry Bridges is giving to

the past twenty-three years in this

last issue.—Editor.)

(Continued on Page 5)
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Czechoslovakia

On Eve of Crisis

By FRANZ

(This is the first of a series of two
articles on the present situation in
Czechoslovakia, written by a leader of
the Communist Opposition of that
country. The next article will deal

with the conditions in the Sudeten re-| Wednesday.
gion, the results of the municipal been
elections and the situation in the labor | TlANOUVErs

movement.—Editor.)
* * *

Prague, Czechoslovakia,

May 27, 1938.

BOUT the actual events on Fri-
day and Saturday, May 20

and 21, it is now possible to obtain
a fairly clear picture. The press
reported very little about these
events, either from the domestic or
the foreign angle. The press here
is still subjected to a strong pre-
censorship. Even government
papers, such as the Ceske Slovo,

the organ of the Benes party, are

subjected to it.

Hitler-Henlein Plans

Today we know that, on Sunday,
May 21, we were faced with an at-
tempt at rebellion by the Henlein| tion.
party as well as with an armed
attack by the Third Reich, and
that Europe was on the brink of a
war. German troop concentrations
were taking place along the Czecho-
Poland and
Hungary were engaged in threaten-

slovakian border.

mobilization of the army began.
According to official statements,
one year of the reserve and the
supplementary reserve as well as
the special troops were called to| Nation of that day.
This went on until

by Frank

. New York City
1938 is not 1908.

The Liberals and War

An anti-war congress in 1908
would have been accorded a place
second to none in columns of The

But, to an anti-war congress in

These troops have
called up for military
lasting four weeks.
Most of them have been trans-
ferred to the border districts.

The Diplomatic Background

1938, The Nation grudgingly gives
a few lines with the sole purpose
of belittling it.

Fascism has a terrible lot to| ery—with
answer for—not the least terrible| “against autocracy” in 1914 and
thing being the fact that it has| 1917; “against fascism” today—
robbed some liberals of their wits.| but not against imperialism, thanks

Whether the Prague government

definitely from here today.

agreement with France and Eng-| they

the Franco-Italian crisis,
seriously affected England.

ing troop movements. Henlein and| ten region and, on the other side

other leading SdP (Sudeten Ger-
man Party) functionaries were al-

ready in Germany prepared for|in the Czechish districts.

what was to come.

It was clear that efforts were

being made to parade the key-men

of the “autonomous Sudeten Ger-| Prague.
man government” as an indepen-

dent factor before the world public.
The SdP was, in fact, already re-
cognized

autonomous power. This was the

purpose of Henlein’s trip to Lon-

don, his conferences with leading| fajrly high. The
politicians and with Vansittart, the| negotiations

English government’s adviser on
foreign policy. But even the Prague
government treats him as a
“juridical personality,” as the
actual representative of the Sude-
ten Germans. They negotiate with
aim as one power does with an-
other. The Statute of Nationalities,
which has not yet been made public,
will be submitted to him without
being previously considered by par-
liament. Never have municipal
elections had such a world echo;
never hitherto have elections had
such a decisive influence on peace
and war as these municipal elec-
tions. The SdP wanted to use the
municipal elections as a spring-
board to proclaim the factual auto-
nomy of the Sudeten German dis-
tricts. The report of the Berlin
correspondent of the London Even-
ing Standard on the plans of Hit-
ler and Henlein is very instructive.
Out of these city representa-
tives, there was to be formed a
“leaders council” which would
establish itself as an autonomous
power. The Prague government
was to be deprived of its power in
the Sudeten districts by driving
out the Czech police and replacing
it with Henlein’s own force. The
direction of these contemplated
measures is clear.

During Friday night, the Prague
government began military coun-
ter-measures. Police and gendar-
merie, which had played only a
passive role in previous weeks and
had done nothing against the Hen-
lein terror, were mobilized during
the night. During the night, too,
roads were blocked, guards march-
ed up, and traffic control establish-
ed on the roads. In order to carry
out these measures, private persons
were used, such as railway work-
ers, civil servants and, to some
extent, communists and social-de-
mocrats. On Sunday, a partial

internationally as an| political line which the

which have

ment and Henlein, it is said, have
not yet dealt with the Statute
of Nationalities. Both sides have
demanded pre-conditions before
entering upon the actual negotia-
tions. The Hénlein party demands
demobilization and the with-
drawal of the police and the gen-
darmerie from the Sudeten dis-
tricts. According to government
statements, the Statute of Nation-
alities was already definitely form-
ulated. Now it has become known
that it will have to be “revised.”
This means that England is de-
manding that further concessions
be made to the Henlein fascists in
the direction of autonomy.

Conflicts In The Cabinet

It is being said that at least
four Henlein people are to enter
the Prague government. The only
condition which has been put up
for this is the recognition of the
“integrity of the state” and accept-
ance of the present course of for-
eign policy. Whether the cabinet
was unanimous on this is not
known. But there are rumors cir-
culating among the social-demo-
crats that there were and are
strong differences of opinion inside
the government camp. It is even
said that prominent members of
the cabinet will be sacrificed for
others. Parliament was called to
debate the Statute of Nationalities
as well as an Enabling Act. This
session has been postponed inde-
finitely. This fact points to the
conclusion that there are two ten-
dencies within the government:
one which is willing to ‘“come to
an understanding” and one which
is determined to fight. Which of
them will get the upper hand will
ultimately be decided not in Prague
but in London and Paris. Czecho
(Continued on Page 4)

party, looked to an “Austrian solu-
tion” of the Sudeten-German ques-
Hitler Germany was con-
firmed in that belief until May 21
by the passivity of the Prague gov-
ernment and by the British at-
titude. The fact that an “Austrian
solution” did not take place has
had a temporarily sobering effect
on the Henlein ecrowd in the Sude-

it has aroused a mood of self-
confident and militant nationalism

It should be remembered that| history. Never before had the issue
Britain exercised strong pressure|of union organization played such
not only on Berlin but also on| 2 predominant role in precipitating
We do not yet know | strikes as it did in 1937. About 58%
how high the price will be which|of the strikes in 1937 were prin-
Prague will have to pay for Eng-| cipally over issues of union organ-
land’s intervention. But, from the ization. Nearly 60% of the total
Prague workers involved were in these
government has now adopted, it|union-organization disputes, and
can be seen that this price will be| 76% of the total man-days idle
preliminary | resulted from them. And the C.I.O.
taken| has reason to be proud that 82%
place between the Hodza govern-}of the workers

once fought.

but also the Spanish situation and| the only auspices under which it
which | can be carried on— that of fascist

dictatorship. Fascism already has

Certain it is that Hitler Ger-|succeeded in earning its father’s
many, together with the Henlein

] L To read the comments of these,|to the duplicity of the Stalinists
carried out these big defense meas-| one would think that fascism was| and the gullibility of their dupes.
ures on its own cannot be judged| brought into the world by a stork,| Imperialists know this slogan for
It isf| that it bears no relation whatever| what it is, not a war-preventing
probable that they were applied in|to the imperialism against which|but a war-mongering slogan. The

1 Imperialists | National Anti-War Congress has
¢ offensive| labor under no such delusion. They| initiated a program to provide real
which was then started by France| recognize fascism as imperialism’s{ security against war, knowing that
and England, had as its cause not| twentieth-century child, which will| real security of peoples against war
only the Czechoslovakian tension|carry on the imperialist line under| is security against imperialism in

D. Slocum —

gratitude. The fear that it has
evoked has caused liberals and
renegade Marxists to resume the
entente cordiale of World War days
between them and the imperialists.
| Fascist imperialism is rendering
the same service to them today
that the autocratic imperialism of
Germany  (“Prussianism”) did
twenty years ago.

“Collective security” is again the
necessary variations:

all its manifestations, including
war and fascism. It alone gives
hope that 1938, or any succeeding

year, will not be another 1917.

In Union

, By ALBERT EDMUND

HE C.I.O. has made 1937 re-
markable in labor’s striking

involved made
partial or substantial gains as a
result. It should be noted that in
1919 only 14% of the strikes were
over the question of union recogni-
tion as compared with 58% for
1937. We have compared 1937 with
1919 because each represents the
peak in the two active strike
periods in the past twenty-two
years. The first is the seven-year
war and post-war period, from
1916 thru 1922; the second is the
N.R.A. and post-N.R.A. period,
from 1933 thru 1937. Between these
two lofty ranges of strike activity
lies the valley of apathy from 1923
to 1932. In the single year 1919,
there were more workers involved
in strikes than in this whole Rip
Van Winkle era. Altho the num-
ber of workers involved in strikes
in 1937 (1,860,000) was less than
half that in 1919 (4,160,000), it
was greater than in any other year
in the nation’s history and there
were more strikes in 1937 than in
any one year, including 1919.

Causes Of Strikes In 1919
And Today

The chief cause for the wide-
spread disputes in 1919 was the
rising cost of living, which by
1920 was twice as high as in 1914.
But in 1937, the direct and predo-
minant factor was the accelerated
growth of the trade-union move-
ment on all fronts. Trade union-
ism, which was revitalized with the
beginning of the N.R.A., made
steady progress during the follow-
ing years and culminated in the
birth of the C.I1.0O. It was the
C.I.O. that inspired the strikes of
1937, and these very strikes in turn
swelled the membership of the
C.I.O., so that it was actually in-
volved in strikes affecting 60% of
the workers on strike. Thus, it can

Role of the Strike

Building

strikes resulting from the issue of
union recognition involved C.I.O.
unions.

The emergence of the C.I.0. was
directly bound up with the organ-
ization of the mass-production in-
dustries and we therefore find
that the strikes in the basic in-
dustries were led by C.I.O. unions.
Approximately 57% of the work-
ers involved in the 1937 strikes
were in five industry groups: the
automobile manufacturing indus-
try, textiles and their products,
iron and steel, coal mining, and
transportation and communication.
The strikes in four of these indus-
tries were led by C.I.O. unions,
while only in the case of the trans-
portation and communication in-
dustry, did the A. F. of L. play a
leading part. But the transporta-
tion industry accounted for 7% of
the workers affected by strikes,
whereas the automobpile industry
alone was responsible for 209 of
the workers involved, the textile
industry for another 1159, the
iron-and-steel industry for 10%,
and coal mining for 9¢c—a total
for the C.I.O. in four industries of
501% % of the workers on strike in
all industries. With the automobile
industry accounting for 20% of the
workers involved in strikes, it is
therefore natural that the United
Automobile Workers should have
become the backbone of the new
C.1.0. union movement.

Detroit Wins The Pennant

The pennant in the strike series
for 1937 was won by Detroit and
thereby it becomes the capital of
the C.I.O. and the American labor
movement. Detroit had over 195,-
000 workers involved in local
strikes, as compared with New
York’s 136,000. Only in these two
cities were there as many as a
million man-days lost because of
strikes—2,400,000 in Detroit and
1,749,000 in New York. Equally
significant are the figures for
Michigan which, for the first time
in strike history, led all the states
in the number of workers involved
in" strikes in 1937 with 355,000
workers. The significance of the
top position held by Michigan and
Detroit in 1937 can be appreciated
much better if we bear in mind
that New York State and New
York City have almost always been

Labor Youth
Against War

By EDWARD CARROLL

IN the course of the bitter strug-
gle within the A.S.U. between
the Stalinist “collective-security”
machine and the genuine anti-war
forces, a Youth Committee for the
Oxford Pledge was formed. This
relatively small, oppositionist group
was the origin of the present Youth
Committee Against War.

After the Vassar Convention of
the A.S.U. in December 1937, ef-
forts were made to extend the or-
ganization of the youth, especially
students, around the Oxtord Pledge,
and later around the Y.C.A.W.
program. Gradually, larger re-
sponses were niet with as the re-
action against Stalinism crystal-
lized in the student strike against
war in April and on other occasions
where the Stalinists showed their
true jingo colors.

This reaction was made evident
at the National Anti-War Congress
at Washington, to which came 300-
odd enthusiastic youth delegates
and numerous observers. These re-
presented thousands of youth from
every part of the country, ready to
cooperate in the fight against war.

Problem Of Organization

The problem confronting the ex-
tremely important Commiission on
Organization at the congress was
to elaborate a framework whereby
the anti-war work of the consti-
tuent organizations could be coor-
dinated along national lines and
the influence of the Y.C.A.W. ex-
panded to groups not yet affiliated.
It‘had to be decided by this com-
mission which areas of organiza-
tion were most important, which
sections of the youth must be
reached with the means of agita-
tion and propaganda, and so on.
Concerning the structure of the
Youth Commissions. It was decided
that a National Council be con-
stituted “to serve as the governing
body of the Y.C.A.W. until the
next congress.” This large body is
to be made up of delegates from
the affiliated organizations and is
to meet at least once each year.
Provisions were made for ex-
pansion of the council as new
forces are added. The executive
arm of the Y.C.A.W. is the Na-
tional Action Committee, a smaller,
representative body responsible to
the council, whose task it will be to
coordinate the work of the Y.C.A.
W., appointing administrative sub-
committees, deciding immediate
issues, etc. In both ecases, provi-
sions were made for the full
exercise of the rights of the lead-
ing body; for example, members
of the National Council may par-
take in the deliberations of the
Action Committee at any time.

Role Of Trade-Union Youth

Perhaps more important than the
actual structure decided upon were
the perspectives implied in the
discussions of the Commission on
Organization. Some of these were
dealt with in the previous article
on the Y.C.A.W. program. That
which was undoubtedly most
strongly stressed centered around
the problem of bringing trade-
(Continued on Page 5)

involved in strikes having 10,000
workers or more but excluding
numerous smaller strikes.

Exp.erience has shown that only
organizations forged in the heat of
strike struggle are capable of in-
dependent and successful existence.
T}}o an already established union
tries to avoid strikes as much as
possible, to avoid strikes at the
very outset of the union’s existence
may mean to avoid building the
union altogether. The amazing
growth of the C.1.0. in 1937 would
have been impossible without the
wonderful impetus supplied by

first in the past. In New York City

be seen that practically all the

in 1919, there were 426,000 workers

Phat unique weapon of the work-
ing class—the strike.
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THE ALP. LOOKS AHEAD

THE prospect that the American Labor Party will,
in the future, play a more independent role in

the New York City Council, as indicated by Louis
Hollander in a public address last week, is a very
welcome one indeed. For recent events have shown
that the tactics of coalition hitherto followed are
hardly such as to redound greatly to the credit or
welfare of the A.L.P. and the cause for which

it stands.

To join with other groups in an alliance to elect
LaGuardia mayor is one thing; to fuse with these
diverse groups into a single permarent caucl.xs,
claiming to be the majority of the Council, is quite
another. The former was necessary under the cir-
cumstances; the latter becomes a worse mistake the
longer it is continued.

The so-called “majority” in the Council is a queer
conglomeration, ranging all the way froMi the Labor-
ites to such people as Abner C. Surpless, who is as
reactionary as any Tammanyite you could pick. In
any such combination, it is not the A.L.P. that sets
the tone or gives the political lead but its partners
on the right, because everything must be accom-
modated to their conservative prejudices if the coal-
ition is to be maintained. In a very real sense, this ar-
rangement makes the A.L.P. the hostage or politi-
cal prisoner of its Fusionist-Republican allies.

Just consider the position of the A.L.P. in the
Council in recent months. Because it is the biggest
of the anti-Tammany groups and because it is part
of the so-called “majority,” the impression is fixed
in the public mind that it is the dominant group in
the Council. For every dubious thing the Council
does, for every bad law passed, it has to shoulder
responsibility before the public, and usually shoulder
it in silence. Yet it has not been able to take even
the first step in carrying thru its own program be-
cause it never could muster the support or the votes
of its supposed allies. A fine position for a pa::ty
representing the progressive cause of labor to be in!

Take the most recent case in point. Councilman
Surpless, a member of the “majority,” introduces a
malicious resolution for an “investigation” of the
relief system. He is eagerly backed by another .Re-
publican and by the entire Democratic delegation,
while he is denounced by the A.L.P.—yet the “ma-
jority” block remains! Who can profit by a coalition
in which the Laborites are tied to Mr. Surpless and
his like? Certainly not the A.L.P..

A realization of the unenviable position into
which the A.L.P. has been manouvered in the Coun-
cil is beginning to spread among the leadership oY
the party. There are signs of an increasing deter-
mination to have the party stand on its own feet, on
its own program and principles. Every sincere friend
of the A.L.P. will naturally welcome these ten-
dencies. But the Stalinites just as naturally see
things the other way. These people, who make it
their profession to perpetuate every element of
backwardness among the workers and hamper every
effort at independent action, are aghast at the
very notion of “splitting with the Fusionists.” As
far as they are concerned, the A.L.P. can go on
forever being the tail to the Fusion-Republican kite!
For, at bottom, the Stalinites don’t want a labor
party; they want a People’s Front with the labor
element serving as an obedient political auxiliary to
its New Deal and other liberal allies.

Fortunately, sentiment in the A.L.P. runs in an-
other and far healthier direction. The A.L.P. has
before it the instructive experience of its five-man
delegation at Albany, indicating that a policy of
aggressive independence is worth more in the 'way
of party prestige and power than all the “practical”
coalition politics in the world. Why not apply some

of this experience in the City Council? Let the
A.L.P. take its stand frankly as a minority, com-
mitted to nothing but its own program. Let it join
the Fusionists and Republicans in supporting the
Mayor’s policies when and if and to the degree that
it agrees with them. But let it not for a moment
surrender its independence and freedom of action
for the sake of the mirage of a “majority” coalition
that can bring nothing but trouble and discredit to

(The article below appeared as an
editorial in the Fune 1938 issue of
The Crisis, the official magazine of
the National Association for the Ad-
vancement of Colored People. It calls
attention to a very serious problem
that deserves careful consideration in
all labor and liberal circles—Editor.)
* * *
NUMBER of inquiries have
come to the N.ALACP. in
recent years about anti-Semiti.sm
among Negroes. Thoughtful Jewish
leaders are concerned over oc-
casional speeches and occurrences
here and there.
We do not believe there is any
real basis for their suspicions.
Negroes do not hate Jews. Not
only Negro leaders, but the Negl:o
masses realize that race hatred is
a vile and self-destroying thing.
They have had this truth driven
home to them thru generations of
mistreatment at the hands of a con-
trolling section of the white major-
ity in this country.
But that does not mean that
Negroes have not been puzzled and
disturbed at times over the actions
of some Jewish individuals and
groups. In general, in the trade-
union movement and in the radical
political organizations, Negroes
and Jews get along very well, with
the Jews not only having sym-
pathy for and understanding of the
plight of the Negro, but actually
doing something to ease the burden
of prejudice.
Certain Jewish philanthropists
have made substantial contribu-
tions to the financing of programs
for Negro advancement and im-
provement, choosing, as is their
right, the kind of movements they
shall aid. But the Jewish middle
class (upper and lower), the shop-
keepers and merchants and the
landlords, in many cases and in
many localities, leave much to be
desired. The story is still told in
Harlem of the Jewish landlord who
told his Negro tenants they ought
to be glad to get an apartment
with hardwood floors, tiled bath-
rooms and French doors—at any
rental.
This middle-class attitude is il-
lustrated by a liberal Jewish rabbi

Negro and Jew

An Editorial from The Crisis

who told the N.A.A.C.P. that mem-
bers of his congregation informed
him they did not want any sermons
linking the plight of the Jew with
the plight of the Negro. But this
attitude ignores the fact that pre-
judice is virulent and uncontroll-
able; if it is condoned in one
instance, it will fatten and entrench
itself and shortly turn upon other
victims.
Currently, the 165,000 Negro
citizens of Baltimore, Md., are in-
censed over the flat refusal of de-
partment stores in that city to
serve them—not ice-cream sodas
and luncheons, but clothing, fur-
niture, and the thousands of other
items sold by such establishments.
It happens that the majority of
these stores are either owned or
managed by Jews. The question, of
course, is economie, not racial, but
the anger of a hurt people leaps to
the racial aspect.
Another sore point is that of em-
ployment. Negroes are rigidly
proscribed in many establishments
owned or managed by Jews. In this,
the latter follow the pattern set by
gentiles, but it does seem that
Jewish employers might be peculi-
arly sympathetic to Negroes seek-
ing to break out of the traditional
jobs set aside for them. It is easy
to forget, in this situation, that
Jews themselves complain bitterly
that, in many businesses run by
their own people, Jews either are
refused employment or are hired
on a quota basis.
The whole question is a com-
plex one, not to be solved by set
formulas or by recrimination.
American Jews come from many
lands and have vastly different
heritages. They do not react racial-
ly as a unit on any question, ex-
cept, perhaps, on Hitler. Neither
do Negroes, except, perhaps, on
lynching. But the matter of the
attitudes of Negroes and Jews to-
ward each other deserves thought-
ful attention both for the sake of
each race’s individual happiness
and progress, and for the sake of
the larger ideal of making our de-
mocracy work at a time when the
forces of fascism are on the march
all over the world.

{Continued from Page 3)
slovakia exactly like Spain, bas
become a pawn in the clash of im-
perialist interests.

The internal political situation
has definitely grown worse for the
working class. In the present su-
perheated atmosphere, the transi-
tion from formal democracy to an
authoritarian regime goes on un-
noticed. In the name of the strug-
gle for democracy, parliamentarism
is being undermined; in the name
of the struggle against the menace
of fascism and authoritarian Na-
tional-Socialism, a system .of
authoritarian “democracy” is being
introduced. Constant limitation of
democratic rights and liberties is
going on. All this has been made
possible not least by the attitude
of the Communist Party. However
things will end, one thing is cer-
tain: things will never be again
as they were before May 21. A com-
pletely new situation has arisen.

Hitler has only postponed his
war offensive. The municipal elec-
tions, which will continue until
June 12th, are to be a new start
for the Henlein party. The internal
and external tensions have not
subsided. Definitely within a short
time, they will again break out
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labor.

Czechoslovakia in Crisis

even more acutely. What has hap-
pened was certainly only a prelude
to the drama which will take
place.

Very conclusive is the interview
which Henlein gave to the corres-
pondent of the Daily Mail, Ward
Price. Henlein spoke of three pos-
sibilities. The first is that the
Sudeten region should become an
autonomous territory within the
republic with regional and auto-
nomous administration of the police.
In this case, he would not insist on
a reorientation of foreign policy
for the time being. But this solu-
tion would have to be carried out
before the Fall. The second solu-
tion is a plebiscite on Anschluss
to Germany. The third solution is
that Hitler Germany be asked to
march into the Sudeten region!
This interview was not published
in the Czechish press. It was
afterwards described as an “un-
authorized” account of a private
conversation but it is nevertheless
very interesting as it certainly
reflects the opinions of the lead-
ers of the Third Reich.

PLAN SHIFT OF AMERICAN
FOREIGN POLICY

(Continued from Page 1)
to next January must be util-
ized for intensive educational and
organizational work to meet the
new offensive of the Administration

when Congress opens. The next few

By Lambda

WORLD TODAY

(We publish below a report by our special Australian
correspondent, Jack Ryan.—Editor.)
* * *
Sydney, Australia, May 10, 1938.
N the eve of May Day, a state congress of New
O South Wales trade unions was held at Sidney.
Such congresses are not held regularly but are usually
convened by the Labor Council of New South Wales
when something of importance confronts the trade-
union movement. On this occasion, the matters
brought to the agenda were: defence; the 40-hour
week fight; national insurance; state ‘monopoly of
workers compensation insurance; and the question
of unity, particularly in the Australian Labor Party.
This last question was really the main reason for
the congress, which was a display of strength of
the unions opposed to the burocratic domination of
J. T. Lang over the political movement. Unions sup-
porting Mr. Lang refrained from sending representa-
tives; consequently the discussions showed no fric-

tion.

Resolutions were carried directing the unions and
labor councils to intensify the struggle for the 40-
hour week, urging the state government to establish
monopoly of workers compensation insurance, and
condemning the portions of the Commonwealth gov-
ernment’s national insurance proposals, wherein the
workers are to be made to contribute to the fund.
The latter scheme was heartily condemned as a
manouver to transfer the cost of old-age pensions
and health services from the government to the

workers.

The resolution carried on the question of war, or
“defense,” is in the form of an answer to press pro-
posals for cooperation of trade-unions with the gov-
ernment. It runs:’

«The trade-union movement would welcome a
defense scheme linked to a foreign policy of col-
lective security, assisting the Spanish and Chinese
people and others to resist the fascist aggressors,
and combining together the peaceful nations to
maintain world peace. . . .

“The present policy of Chamberlain and Lyons has
nothing in common with such a genuine peace policy.
The policy of competitive armaments and rewards
to aggressors is hastening the drift to world
slaughter, which threatens the loss of countless mil-
lions of lives in warfare of unparalleled ferocity and
bestiality. We declare we have no confidence what-
ever in the policy of the Lyons government and
refuse to cooperate with them and their employers
in their defense schemes. . . .

“The working class should resist, to the limit, any
reintroduction of compulsory military training and,
should the government try to impose it, we call upon
the workers, farmers, civil servants and others to
combine and render the whole systeit ineffective.”

In other words, they will not cooperate with the
government in preparing for war—unless it is war
against fascist states! And, as this is the war British
imperialism is most likely to wage, the government
ought to be satisfied with this decision.

However, the resolution cannot be regarded as
expressing the deep convictions of most of the leading
delegates who were, not so long ago, in association
with Lang, ardent and very backward isolationists.

In the fight against Lang and his dictatorship,
the trade-union officials find the support of the Com-
munist Party members very helpful, especially the
C.P. officials of the Miners Federation, which has the
largest single block of shares in the Labor Daily.
Hence, they are willing to support the C.P. foreign
policy, to them unimportant, in return for support in
the faction fight, which is all important. Some of
the delegates are not of this type, but make a
practise of supporting the C.P. on international af-
fairs because of a sincere desire to be militant and
a disinclination to indulge in independent thinking
on such matters.

Congress also decided to revive the Pan-Pacific
Secretariat as a “permanent committee to co-or-

workers bordering the Pacific.” It was stated that
contact had been established with Harry Bridges at
San Francisco and A. McLagan, president of New
Zealand Federation of Labor.

months will be the decisive period.

JACK RYAN

dinate anti-war and anti-fascist activity among,
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BOOKS

RED STAR OVER CHINA, by Ed-

gar Snow. Random House, New
York. 1938.

TRICTLY speaking there are
two distinet stories told here.
The first is an objective factual
report about the former Chinese
soviets. This part makes the book.
From it emerges a dramatic tale—
a story of the remarkable military
achievements of the Red Army; a
picture of the leading personalities
of the Chinese Communist Party
(Mao Tse-tung, Chou En-lai, Chu
Teh); an account of the amazing
exploits of the famous “Long
March,” in which the base of the
Chinese soviets was literally trans-
ported thousands of miles; a de-
scription of the socio-economic
foundation of the Chinese soviets;
and, above all, an appreciation of
the heroism and self-sacrifice of
the Chinese peasants and workers.
It would have remained a consis-
tently worthwhile performance,
especially because of the general
lack of information on these vital
matters, had the author not in-
jected his personal opinion of
events past and present, for ex-
ample, of the defeat of the 1927
revolution, the present Pecple’s
Front line in China, the perspect-
ives for the future, etc. The un-
fortunate result is an indescribable
hodge-podge of half-truths and
scraps of information, on the one
hand, and yawning gaps of knowl-
edge and an amazing political
naivete, on the other.

The second part especially fated
the book to become a football
among the various political factions
interested in the Chinese question.
The author has been accused of be-
ing a Trotskyite by the Stalinists
and a barely-disguised People’s
Fronter by the Fourth Internation-
alists. Poor Snow deserves neither
compliment! A liberal democrat
with some slight reformistic so-
cialist tendencies, he would quite
naturally find himself thoroly at
home in the People’s Front. It
isn’t that he is consciously play-
ing the game of the Stalinites;
rather is it that the latter, in drop-
ping overboard the last vestiges of
their Marxism and socialism, have
approached and gone beyond his
political viewpoint. Lacking, in ad-
dition, a basic understanding of
the history, problems and prere-
quisites of the Chinese revolution,
the author inevitably had to sub-
stitute gossip and superficial in-
formation for fundamental political
analysis. The information was
culled from all sides. The desire
to be objective and impartial could
hardly, however, save the author,
lacking as he did a fundamental
yardstick, from mistakes and inner
contradictions. On page 147, for in-
stance, he quotes, with obvious
commendation, Mao Tse-tung’s
blame of Chen Tu-hsin (a Trotsky-
ite) for the defeat of the Chinese
Revolution of 1927. Yet, on page
376, he declares that the policy of
the Communist International was
responsible for the 1927 defeat.
That, however, does not prevent
Snow from being a good People’s
Fronter, tho the things which the
People’s Front is doing in China
today are a repetition in crasser
form of the disastrous mistakes of
liquidating the class independence
of the C.P., which were essentially
responsible for the 1927 defeat.
This lack of political insight is
characteristic and typical of the
analysis thruout.

Had, therefore, the book been
less “political,” its mine of inform-
ation could have been of some
use to those with more understand-
ing in such matters but lacking
first-hand factual data. But, with
things as they are, it makes it
more difficult to separate the wheat
from the chaff.

ESCRIBED by Mark Starr,
educational director of the
International Ladies Garment
Workers Union as ‘“another great
pioneering contribution to educa-
tional work by Local 22,” the Com-
mencement and Dance of Local 22’s
Educational Department was held
on May 15 at Center Hotel, amid
great enthusiasm and fellowship.
This was the first commencement
ever held by a union school—an-
other innovation in Local 22’s ex-
citing campaign to broaden and
deepen, to formalize and dignify,
its educational activities.

Over 2,000 people were present,
mainly, as old-timers observed
amazedly, “people who were never
before seen at union affairs”’—a
tribute to the effectiveness of the
new campaign to draw newer and
younger elements into educational
activities. The whole union has
since been discussing the affair
enthusiastically.

The commencement program was
opened by the March of the Volun-
teers led by the Color Guard to
the strains of the ILL.G.W.U.
anthem. Sixty girls were in line
and, as they marched down the
aisle to the platform, the audience
burst into spontaneous applause.
The whole scene, the depositing of
the flags, led by the big flag of the
Educational Volunteers, was in-
spiring and impressive.

After the commencement address
by Lewis Corey, educational direc-
tor of Local 22, who emphasized

Local 22 Education Dep’t
Classes in Commencement

the two-fold character of workers
education—development of the in-
dividual’s talent and personality,
and service to the union—the Local
22 Mandolin Orchestra gave a
spirited rendition of several music-
al selections.

Elsie Gluck, years ago educa-
tional director of Local 25 (now
Local 22), spoke on the early
educational work, its sacrifices and
inspirations, tying up the present
with the achievements and tradi-
tions of the past.

The Local 22 Drama Group per-
formed a one-act play, “Who is
Getting Excited.,” by Florence
Lasser. Then came the granting of
scholarships and awards to out-
standing students, another innova-
tion by Local 22. Scholarships for
the National Training Institute
were granted to Helen Binder, Har-
riet Drayer, Yetta Horn, Blanche
Lee, Miriam Spicechandler, Helen
Swersky and Miriam Tane. Awards
for general activity were granted
to Pearl Davis, Bernice DeGregory,
Nina Grafal, Helen Goldberg,
Marion Koppelman, Elsie Leitner,
Dorothy Riley and Tillie Zahn.

The certificates were handed out
by Lewis Corey and Mark Starr
who substituted for Charles S. Zim-
merman, secretary-manager of
Local 22, who was unable to attend
because of illness.

The commencement program
ended with mass singing of labor
songs by the Educational Volun-
teers, after which dancing became
the order of the evening.

(Continued from Page 2)

the C.I.O. and the waterfront
workers on the West Coast.

Why was the national leadership
of the U.0.P.W.A. (office workers),
almost 100% C.P. in composition,
forced to resort to the “reorgani-
zation” of the San Francisco local,
thus forcing the local out of the or-
ganization completely?

Why does the C.P.-dominated In-
ternational Fur Workers Union re-
sort to periodic blood-baths against
its opponents, the latest in Toron-
to? Why has it forced all the Tor-
onto locals out of its organization
and caused the merger of all op-
positional elements in the union in
New York, for the purpose of
making their organization a union
and not a political party?

Why did President Harvey Frem-
ing of the oil workers find it nec-
essary to begin an open fight
against the encroachments of the
Communist Party in his organiza-
tion?

Why does the International La-
dies Garment Workers Union still
find it necessary to put the Commu-
nist Party members in their place
from time to time?

Why did the New York members
of the painters locals rise in revolt
against the Stalinist, Louis Wein-
stock, now secretary of the District
Council, and refuse even to nom-
inate him for reelection?

Why did the Steel Workers Or-
ganization Committee find it nec-
essary, some months ago, to purge
itself of most of the Communist
Party organizers, thereby calling
down on the heads of its leaders, a
vicious and slanderous under-cover
campaign?

Why does the United Mine Work-
ers still retain in its constitution
an expulsion clause against mem-
bers of the Communist Party?
Why have practically all organ-
izations of the C.I.O. withdrawn
from the Wisconsin state organiza-
tion and left it a narrow clique of
C.P. factionalists?

Why did the Detroit Hotel and
Restaurant Employees union find
it necessary to rid itself of its C.P.

JIM CORK

Stalinism in__A_ufo Union

Why? Is it all a case of “Love-
stoneite factionalism,” as they
would like to have one believe in
the case of the auto industry?
Hardly! Everywhere it is a matter
of ridding the organization of the
disruptive curse of Stalinism, with
its dictatorial behavior, its slan-
ders of people who disagree with
them, its conversion of every or-
ganization that it dominates into
an appendage of the political phil-
osophy currently expounded by the
Moscow high priest. The struggle
against Stalinism has thus become
synonymous with the struggle to
keep the trade unions free of all
political interference and domina-
tion. In a sense, this has also be-
come true of the attempt to cleanse
the unions of racketeers and give
them a clean, progressive leader-
ship. How long ago was it that
the C.P. made an alliance with out-
right racketeers in the painters
and food workers unions?

A rather complicating factor
is the fact that the Socialist Party
element, after a period of inde-
pendence of the Communist Par-
ty forces, has completely lost its
balance once more and has again
flopped into the ranks of the C.P.
caucus. This is true at least to the
extent that they go along complete-
ly with the C.P. in the immediate
strategy and have been most ag-
gressive in mobilizing resistance.

On the other hand, administra-
tion supporters are more than
comforted by the splendid response
from the ranks, despite the fact
that the opposition move came like
a bolt from the blue. Financial as-
sistance is streaming in, the W.P.A.
organizing drive is proceeding, ad-
vances are being made in aircraft
organization—President Martin has
just announced a closed-shop agree-
ment with an eastern aircraft firm.
The membership seems to realize
that, if stability and progress are
to be achieved, two things must
happen—the backbone of Stalinist
resistance must be broken, and the
career boys, who consider the labor
movement, as a stepping-stone for
their advancement, must be put in
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of the AGE

MORE TRUTH THAN POETRY!

JOHNNT Prolet, you can depend,

Reads the Age from beginning to
end.

If his copy’s amiss, he’d want to know
why,

No wonder he came with fire in his
eye!

“Look here” he said, “you so-and-so,
If my sub’s expired, you should let

me know.

The issues I've missed now number
four.

I’ll not stand for that,” he began to
roar,

Pleading not guilty, was of no avail.

I simply claimed, “It must be the
mail.”

“Wait,” Johnny cried, “I see a light!

A Stalinist lives, on the third floor
right.”

“Aha, there is dirty work afoot,” I
said,

“The Gay-Pay-Oo has raised its head.”

johnny thought, and heaved a sigh.

“There’s more to it than meets the eye.

This C.P. gent has changed some-
what,—

I note he talks to himself a lot,

And sometimes, as he passes near,

He actually forgets to sneer!

I have an idea, tho I am no sage,
I’ll bet a cookie he reads the Age.”

I replied at once: “We'll try him out,
A little trick will leave no doubt.

From now on it will be fun

To send two Ages instead of one.”
A fortnight later Johnny appeared
Wearing a grin from ear to ear.

“You know,” he said, “the trick
worked fine—

One Age is gone and the other is mine.

And, more than that, when I walk
the street,

And sometimes the Stalinist I meet,

He no longer avoids me, but instead

He lightly smiles and nods his head.”

So, dear readers, don’t be amazed

If a letter appears from one who was
dazed,

Who finds his head is now quite clear

And no longer moves propelled from
the rear.

Because the Workers Age has opened
his eyes

To the only road for the workers to rise.

MORE TRUTH WITHOUT
POETRY

THIS jingle tells you how this
particular Stalinist got his
Age. But there are many thousand
progressive workers thruout the
country that haven’t got theirs.
They need the Age and the Age
ne<?ds them as readers. The cam-
paign for 3,000 new subscribers is
a rather modest move in this
dx_rection. But modest as it is, if
will require all our energies,,all
our efforts to put it over!

.You, who are our readers and
friends, can help us immensely.
Qur paper is improving with each
issue. It is a fine time to acquaint
your friends and shopmates with
the Workers Age. Why not donate
a subscription? Better still, send
us a few dollars—and for each dol-
lgr we’ll supply a year’s subscrip-
!:1on to someone who will welcome
it. There are hundreds of workers
who have already become acquaint-
gd with the Workers Age and like
it but can’t afford to subscribe.
We’d like to distribute the Age
free by the hundreds of thousands,
but unfortunately we have to de-
pend on our own resources.

Do your bit—and it isn’t asking
very much! Donate one or more
subscriptions, for yourself, for
your friend, for some worker to
whom the Age would mean a great
deal.

Help us over the top with the
big Age Drive!

Labor Youth
Against War

(Continued from Page 3)
union youth into the organization.
On several occasions, including the
sessions of this commission, Min-
nie Lurye, trade-union leader who
was elected vice-chairman of the
Y.CAW. and member of the
Action Committee, indicated why
trade unionists are essential to an
anti-war movement, why they are,
in the last analysis, the decisive
forces. There was full concurrence
on this point. Yet it was observed
that, unlike the adult organization
(the Keep America Out of War
Committee), there were too few
young people at the congress
coming from trade unions. Hence,
the problem arose of reaching into
the trade unions for these vital
forces.

Two contributing causes may go
to explain why this problem exists:
(1) the origins of the Y.C.A.W. in
the student movement, around the
limited Oxford Pledge; and (2) the
failure, after the Vassar conven-
tion of the A.S.U. and leading up
to the Washington Congress, to
conscientiously work towards the
setting up of Y.C.A.W. groups in
the trade unions and getting labor
youth groups to affiliate. Partly
due to the inadequacy of forces but
also to lack of sufficient recogni-
tion of this prime need in the anti-
war movement, expansion among
student, Christian and general
peace fields, was not paralleled by
growth in the labor-youth field.

To remedy this shortcoming, it
was suggested by Minnie Lurye
that an agency of some sort be set
up by the National Action Com-
mittee whose express purpose it
should be to direct organization in
the trade-union youth field. Speak-
ers would be sent out to address
local unions in the industrial cen-
ters over the country, appealing to
the youth on behalf of the Y.C.
A.W. Much work can also be done,
as Alvaine Hollister pointed out in
her report to the initial youth ses-
sion, among the unemployed youth
who make up the “cannon-fodder
for the next war.” Agitation among
these victims of capitalist decay is
of paramount importance to this
movement.

Energetic Action Needed

But verbal recognition alone will
never do the trick. A trade-union
buro should be set up at once to
energetically recruit among the
thousands of youth in the factories,
and among the farm laborers as
well. Affiliation of Farmer Union
Junior groups already provide the
basis for work in that field. And
it should not prove difficult to co-
operate with the trade unionists of
the adult Keep America Out of
War Committee towards expand-
ing anti-war youth work in the
unions. It is to be hoped that the
National Action Committee is al-
ready mapping a campaign along
these lines.

With substantial forces to begin
with and a militant program
forged, the Y.C.A.W. will unques-
tionably prove a powerful fighter
against the imperialist war-
mongers and their Stalinist stooges.
Proper direction is imperative if
the fight is to be won. This means,
among other things, building a
stronger trade-union youth section,
spreading the call for cooperation
of labor youth of every country in
the struggle against imperialist
war, working towards a bigger and
more militant student anti-war
strike. On such a basis, success is
measurably sure.

* * *

(This is the second of two articles
on the youth anti-war movement. The
first article appeared in the last issue.
—Editor.)

disrupters if it was to survive?

their place.

Robert Macklin
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CONVENT!

HE July 4 convention of our

Group will not be just the
" usual gathering to hear reports of
activity, consider resolutions on
this or that question and then map
out policies in various fields. If our
convention is to live up to the ex-
pectations that all of us place in it,
it will be the Convention of a New
Beginning, the embodiment of a
new departure in the American
labor movement.

Dissolution Of The Old Approach

The dissolution of our old ap-
proach is now an established fact.
It is an inevitable consequence of
the utter bankruptcy of post-war
radicalicm that we have witnessed
in the last few years. As move-
ments represented by their respec-
tive organizations, official social-
democracy, communism and an-
archism are bankrupt, bankrupt
politically and morally, bankrupt
even in terms of their own preten-
sions. Reformistic social-democra-
cy was ready to sacrifice socialism
for the sake of social reform, revo-
lution for the sake of democracy;
it only succeeded in opening the
way to reaction and fascism. The
Communist International was ready
to carry thru with ruthlessness ar}d
determination a series of splits in
the socialist movement for the
sake of gaining revolutionary‘in-
dependence and freedom of action;
it has now abandoned every pre-
tense to revolutionary principles
and has raised the surrender of its
political independence in the Peo-
ple’s Front into a sacred dogma.
Anarchism always prided itself on
its intransigence, its moral in-
tegrity and freedom from the‘ cor-
ruption of parliamentary po}lt}cs;
in Spain, anarchist mims’cerlah§m
and the rotten politics of parlia-
mentary compromise are ﬂouris}}—
ing in rank growth. What then is
there left? Blind opportunism,
political intrigue, moral corruption,
burocracy! This is the pass to
which the international worke}’s
movement, numbering many m1_1-
lions in its ranks, has come in this
twentieth year of dreadful
“peace”!

That there are forces of life and
hope making themselves felt ami‘dst
the general political disintegration,
the International Conference re-
cently held at Paris, representing
the independent socialist and com-
munist elements as well as op-
positional tendencies in the social-
democratic and Stalinist move-
ments, is evidence enough. But
these forces of life can realize their
promise only if they have the
courage to face the facts as they
are, only if they have the courage
to make the new departure so 1m-
peratively demanded today.

Futility Of Traditional American
Radicalism

These ideas have already become
current in our Group, altho it is
doubtful whether their full im-
plications have been drawn. But
there is another side of the ques-
tion, perhaps even more significant
in the long run, which we 'must
now emphasize. It is about time
to recognize, with all due respect
to the past, that the whole tradi-
tional approach of American
radicalism—the approach of the
socialists, the communists, the I.
W.W. and the socialistic liberals
alike—has been generally futile
and wrong-headed from the very
first. Traditional American radical-
ism has always looked abroad for
inspiration, experience and guid-
ance: its effort has been largely
directed towards mechanically
“tranglating” European approaches
into American terms without much
regard to relevancy or signific-
ance. This habitual tendency to
imitate foreign patterns under con-
ditions so vastly different, is the
very hall-mark of traditional

even hostility, manifested towards
the labor-party idea in American
radical circles, strongly persisting
among the Trotskyites and in cer-
tain sections of the Socialist Par-

ing evidence of its profound aliena-
tion from American reality.

At the same time, traditional
American radicalism has generally
had a pronounced strain of sectari-
an dualism in its makeup. By and
large, the mission of the radical
group has been and still is con-
ceived as the creation of a labor
movement in its own image, a
movement that would be a mere
extended shadow of itself—apart
from and, if necessary, opposed to
the existing labor movement. We
are all acquainted with trade-
union dualism and its constant re-
currence in American labor history.
But political dualism is an equally
persistent trait and equally danger-
ous, especially under present-day
conditions. Political dualism has
led radicals to picture an indepen-
dent working-class political move-
ment in America as a mass social-
ist party along conventional Euro-
pean lines. Very little understand-
ing has been shown of the specific
features of American development
that make for independent labor
politics in the form of a labor par-
ty as a political federation of trade
unions. The indifference, suspicion,

WORKERS AGE

A Discussion Article by Will Herberg

perversion of the idea by the
Stalinites, constitute a striking in-
dication of this fact.

Anti-Dualism And Anti-
Sectarianism

For us, the very crux of the new
departure must be a break with
these unwholesome traditions. At
bottom, the whole problem is that
of the relation of our Group to the
masses.

Our first principle must be anti-
dualism. It must become our deep
and abiding conviction that the
great objectives of labor, im-
mediate and ultimate alike, can be
achieved only in and thru the
labor movement as it is developing
today in response to the needs of
the workers. We do not want “our
own” trade-union 'movement nor
do we want “our own” political
movement of labor. Nothing can be
accomplished apart from, behind
the back of or against the real
labor movement. It is easier to
say these words than to carry them
out consistently, such is the weight
of the dualistic tradition; but to
apply this idea consistently in all
its consequences is surely the very
essence of our new approach.

With equal firmness do we take
our stand against sectarianism.
Our aim is not to remake the la-
bor movement in our own image, in

ty today, as well as the sinister

accordance with our own pet re-

ON OF A NEW BEGINNING

cipes, but to bring ourselves in
line with the fundamental striv-
ings, with the inner tendencies of
the labor movement as it is and as
it is becoming. Too often have
American radicals tended to look
upon the labor movement as a sort
of field of operations for their doc-
trines if not as an auxiliary of
their groups. We must make a
clean break with any such notions.
We are part of the labor move-
ment, an organic and inseparable
part—and the part is not greater
than the whole!

Our Role In The Labor
Movement

What is the role we aspire to in
the light of this orientation? We
want to make our Group the poli-
tical concentration of the most mili-
tant and advanced elements in
every trade union, in every labor
organization, on every field of the
labor struggle. We want to make
our Group into an effective instru-
ment to serve the labor 'movement
as a militant, inspiring, leavening
force on every front. We want to
be in a position to give real assist-
ance to the labor movement to-
wards greater clarity and class
consciousness, and therefore to-
wards greater effectiveness in the
class struggle. We want to help it
towards the conscious assimilation
of its own experiences, towards the

By S. E.

HIRTY-NINE delegates repre-
senting every branch and
trade group of the New York dis-
trict of the Independent Commu-
nist Labor League met on Friday
and Saturday, June 10 and 11, to
hold the sessions of the most vital
convention in the history of the
New York organization.
On Friday evening, the delegates
convened to hear the opening re-
port delivered by Bertram D.
Wolfe on the recently held congress
of the Keep America Out Of War
Committee and on the tasks of our
organization in combating chauvin-
ism in the labor movement and
bringing to the struggle against
war revolutionary clarity. Discus-
sion on this and other reports was
continued long into Saturday night.
Here was no ordinary “district
convention” in the meaning that
these words have come to have
of late. There was no ordained line
offered from above, which every
delegate suddenly discovered was
“correct,” as characterized the
recent convention of the Commu-
nist Party. There was no occupa-
tion of the delegates with faction-
al ‘manouvers to obtain a given
number of votes and positions for
one group as against all others, as
have marked most sessions of the
Socialist Party during recent years.
Nor was there the self-righteous
parading of ultra-pure “revolution-
ary Marxism,” refusing to allow
its pollution by association with a
growing labor movement and an
awakening, aggressive anti-war
movement, as is found in all shades
of Trotskyites.
Here were a group of workers,
in agreement on general principles
around which our movement must
be built, vet clarifying, arguing,
debating, on the methods most ef-
fective in putting the principles
into practice. United as the only
revolutionary pro-labor party force
in New York, the delegates debated
seriously and expressed various
opinions on the methods to be pur-
sued in seeking to help the Amer-
ican Labor Party in the direction
of independence from New Deal

American radicalism and is strik-

New York Goes Ahead |

Report of the District Convention

Among the other subjects dis-
cussed thoroly in the few short
hours devoted to the sessions, the
trade-union problem played a pro-
minent role. It was fitting that the
report, given by the chairman of
the Trade Union Committee of the
1.C.L.L.,, should offer a general
estimate of forces in the unions,
particularly in the C.I.O., rather
than details of concrete activities
in particular unions and the actual
work of our groups. It was neces-
sary for the delegates to have this
introductory discourse so that their
concrete problems could be dis-
cussed. Here, again, the conven-
tion did not hear cut-and-dried re-
ports of “what we are doing” in
this union or that, but the union-
ists, speaking on the basis of their
own experience, critically debated
issues which were raised frankly
and democratically before the con-
vention.

The problem of the pernicious
and destructive influence of Stalin-
ism in the C.I.O. was carefully
considered. Toy workers pointed to
the moves attempted by the Stalin-
ists to take C.I.O. shops, back to
the A. F. of L., despite signed con-
tracts, merely to embarrass the
progressive union administration.
‘Auto workers gave the details of
the latest moves made by Stalin-
ists, threatening the very existence
of that powerful bulwark of indus-
trial unionism. And delegates, at
times sharply conflicting in opin-
ions, hammered out the proper
methods of work which is incum-
bent upon our group to follow in
counteracting Stalinist influence in
the unions.

Organization—build the I.C.L.L.
to insure a firm foundation for

future of the labor-party move-
ment, for the advancement of the
promising anti-war movement, for
the revolutionary struggle against
capitalism—this was the one mess-
age above all others with which
every delegate left the convention.
It was for this purpose that a con-
crete plan of action, consisting of
twenty-four points, was worked
out and adopted by the convention.

An analysis of the delegates
shows an encouraging distribution
of forces in the trade-union move-
ment among the representatives.
Dressmakers, cloakmakers, knit-
goods workers, pressers and other
garment workers, were present, but
no longer did the organization or
its leadership resemble as much as
in former years an “LL.G.W.U.
group.” There were doll-and-toy
unionists, Newspaper Guildsmen,
teachers, painters, auto workers,
utility workers, typographical
workers, with numerous other
fields represented. Of 39 delegates,
over half (22 to be exact) hold of-
ficial posts in their unions. This
indicated dramatically before the
convention the extent to which our
members, working as constructive,
pro-union communists, had won the
confidence of the workers in their
unions and been entrusted with
important posts.

The election of a new district
committee, reconstituted on a basis
making for better coordination of
the trade-union work with all other
work of the I.C.L.L., was a fitting
end to the deliberations. And, when
the delegates rose to leave, the
lusty voices of the youthful mem-
bers, many of whom have come
from the Y.C.L. to the I.C.L.L.
only in the last year or two, could
be heard singing the “Interna-
tionale.” Tune and words im-
mediately were picked up by all

progressive unionism, for the
AN APOLOGY
We regret the careless

omission of the courtesy line
below the cartoon in the June
11 issue of the Workers Age.
The cartoon by Judah Drob
was taken from the Socialist

delegates, founders of the commu-
nist movement and those who have
embraced revolutionary socialism
only in recent years, coming out
of the ranks of labor itself. For
here was a an orgarization where
members could sing “The earth
shall rise on new foundations,”
neither preceded nor followed by

conscious understanding of its own

fundamental aims and tendencies.

Far be it from us to imply that

there is nothing wrong with the

labor movement as it is or that

everything will take care of itself

spontaneously, so to speak. No-

thing of the sort. But the labor

movement can be strengthened, im-

proved and brought to higher levels

of clarity and power only from

within. And we aspire to be the

force within that strives conscious-

ly towards this goal.

Someone once described our or-

ganization as the political “pep

group” of the labor movement. 1

think this is a splendid character-

ization of at least one aspect of

our role, and the most important

aspect at that. If we can only live

up to this characterization, then we

will certainly go a long way to-

wards the fulfillment of our mis-

sion.

But for this, we must keep our

eyes on America. Our program, our

strategical course, our policies and

tactics must be drawn from our

own social soil, from a systematic

study of the conditions of the

American class struggle in the

light of Marxism. Of course, we

must be ready to learn from ex-

perience abroad—but this experi-

ence must be evaluated in the light
of ‘American reality and trans-
muted into American terms before

it can be of direct practical value

to us in our work.

Our new orientation is an orien-
tation of the most thorogoing, un-
compromising independence. We
have long lost our political kinship
with official “communism,” our
tendency to look upon things from
the point of view of their relation
to Stalinism. But independence
means much more. It means the full
recognition that we are out on our
own, out to build a really new
type of socialist (or communist)
movement in this country, along
fundamentally new lines. In this
task, we can expect little help, be-
cause we can expect little under-
standing, either from the Social-
ist Party or from the Trotskyites.
Among certain socialists, there ap-
pears to be some faint notion of
what a real revolutionary socialist
movement in America should be
like, but the general run of social-
ists, together with the Trotskyites,
are poles apart from us on the
question of orientation. We may
agree, and do agree, on this or that
issue but we disagree on what is
so much more important, our
fundamental outlook. The Trotsky-
ites consciously and belligerently,
the socialists more as a matter of
custom and habit, champion the
dualistic, sectarian approach that
has proved so futile in the past.
For the Trotskyites, indeed, it is
their special point of pride, as is
natural with any sect of their
character.

Cooperation with the socialists
or Trotskyites on specific issues is,
of course, possible and necessary.
But, for the present at any rate, we
cannot look in that direction for
any real collaboration in laying
the foundations of the new move-
ment that conditions so imperative-
ly demand.

With our new approach, we must
appeal directly to the more ad-
vanced and progressive workers
now coming to the fore everywhere
in the labor movement. If our ap-
peal reaches and influences Social-
ist Party members or Trotskyites
or even Stalinites, we can only
rejoice, but it is not on this that we
pin our hope.

To clarify the new approach in
all its implications, to make it a
part of our very political exist-
ence: this is the task of the con-
vention. It is a tremendous task
but the whole future of our move-
ment depends upon how it is faced
and how it is accomplished.

Let us make it indeed the Con-
vention of a New Beginning!

and Fusion alliances.

Call.

“The Star Spangled Banner.”

WORKERS AGE

7

Problems of Single

Party Regime

By J. S.

(The article below is presented as

discussion material—Editor.)
* * *

HE recent trials in the U.S.

S.R., coupled with the foreign
policy of the Soviet government
and the line of the Communist In-
ternational, has shaken the roots
of our movement. All over the
world, basic questions are being

raised: Is this what we were fight-

ing for? Is socialism being built

in Russia? Are the events in Rus-
sia a necessary product of the
dictatorship of the proletariat and,
if so, should not the Russian ex-
periment be avoided and a new
theory adopted on the entire ques-
tion of the dictatorship of the
proletariat ?

The raising and discussion of
these and many similar questions
in the open is a healthy sign. Only
the dead or followers of the Stalin
clique ean remain silent and con-
tented without trying to answer
these questions. However, in our
eagerness to avoid a repetition of
the Russian experience, we must
guard against the danger of goin,
to the other extreme.

The Problem Of One Leading Party

Among the questions that have
lately been raised in our group is
whether it is necessary to have a
one-party rule during the first
transition stages after the revolu-
tion. - Some comrades express the
opinion that the debacle in Russia
is due to the one-party system,
that the one-party rule necessarily
brought about burocracy and the
Stalin clique. They, therefore, pro-
pose a coalition of all working-
class parties and non-political
bodies, such as trade unions, etc.,
during and after the seizure of
power.

Struggle Between Lenin And
The Mensheviks

One of the sharpest divisions be-
tween the Bolshevik and Menshevik
groups in the Russian social-demo-
cratic party was on the question
of the role of the party. Lenin,
time and again, criticized and at-
tacked the Menshevik leaders for
their attitude on this question. He
pointed out the necessity of build-
ing a strong, disciplined, well-knit
organization, which would be fit to
take and hold power. On this
theory, Lenin built and, developed
the party cadres and prepared them
for their role in the revolution.

During the early days of the
Russian revolution, other socialist
parties were permitted to exist
and function. The Social-Revolu-
tionists, anarchists, etc., had
full democratic freedom. Yet it
quite soon became necessary to
suppress them, because their exist-
ence, at that time, and their armed
attacks on the bolshevik leaders
endangered the revolution.

It was always assumed as an
axiom that the success of the revo-
lution in Russia was due, to a great
extent, to the existence and ex-
perience of the Bolshevik party. Is
this no longer true? Would it
have been possible to bring the
Russian revolution to success had
it not been for the existence of the
Russian C.P.?

But, some comrades say, in Rus-
sia it was necessary to have a one-
party rule due to the backwardness
of the country. In more developed
countries, it might be possible to
establish a coalition government of
all existing working-class parties
and other class organizations,

which government would bring the
revolution to a successful conclu-
sion and make it possible to avoid
the situation that has developed
in the U.S.S.R.

The revolution of 1917 spread
over a great part of the European
continent. Germany and Austria

might still discuss how progressive

Were they successful? The revolu-
tions were genuine. The preexist-
ing governments had completely
collapsed, These countries were
more developed than Russia; the
working class, as a whole, was bet-
ter organized in these countries
than in Russia. Yet in all of these
countries, the working class lost
out. Had these countries had strong
communist parties, might not his-
tory have been somewhat dif-
erent?

Or let us take the present
Spanish situation. According to the
analysis of our comrades, the situ-
ation in Spain immediately after
the rebel uprising was somewhat
similar to the situation in Russia
in 1918, during the struggle of the
Russian proletariat against the
Kornilov forces. We predicted the
emergence of another soviet state
with the defeat of Franco. The

ment.

the working class, under

By E. S.

ITHIN the radical labor move-

ment, there are gradually
being crystallized two main fronts:
a counter-revolutionary front, sup-
porting the imperialist war aims
of the government, having as its
chief political aim a People’s Front,
and having as its chief (and most
vociferous) exponent, the Stalin-
ists; and a revolutionary front,
which, altho engaged in internal
polemical disputes on many ques-
tions of strategy, has a common
program of opposition to capital-
ist government and its war schemes
and the counterposing of working-
class unity against the “lesser-
evil” theory of the People’s Front.
It is this latter block, its com-
ponent elements, the direction in
which they are moving, and the
role of our group therein, that re-
quire discussion and clarification.

Essentially, it can be said that
there are three separate and dis-
tinct working-class organizations
which adhere to the fundamental
principles of Marxism. They are
the I.C.L.L., the Socialist Party
and the Trotskyites.

The S.P. And The Trotskyites

Of the socialists, it can be said
that they are an organization
breaking with a heritage of re-
formism and moving, hesitantly,
awkwardly, but nevertheless con-
sistently, in the direction of Lenin-
ism. That the socialists have a
critical attitude towards Blum and
Negrin is somewhat offset, it is
true, by their continued adherence
to an International which has long
since become part and parcel of
the national bourgeoisie in the
democratic countries.

But what shall we say of the
Trotskyites? One cannot examine
Trotskyism today from the same
viewpoint that one did before the
Russian trials and in the period of
the Five-Year Plan. A new situ-
ation has arisen; the Stalinist lead-
ership of the C.P.S.U. has out-
lived its historically progressive
role and must be removed. One

Stalinism was for a decade before

overthrew their monarchies; in
Italy, the workers took over the
factories; in Hungary, there was
established a Soviet government.
What happened to all of them?
What became of the revolutions? |||

vs_forking class, thru its various par-
ties and trade-union organs, was
actually in control of the govern-

Is the same true now? Has not
the
traitorous leadership of the Spanish

For Anti-Sta

Order of Business

National Convention of the
Independent Communist

| Labor League

New York City

(July 2 -4, 1938)

] 1. Opening of the conven-

tion.—Greetings from the
1.C.O., the P.0O.U.M,, the I.L.
P., etc.

2. “The International Con-
ference and Our Internation-
al Perspectives.” Reporter:
Jay Lovestone.

3. “The New Orientation of
Our Group and Our Program
Il of Action.” Reporter: Will
. Herberg.

4. Resolutions
business.

5. Election of the Nation-
al Committee.

and other

By JIM CORK

discussion material —Editor.)
* * *

May 21 issue of the Worker
mental questions

People’s Front in the colonial coun

regard it as a mechanical general

Stalinists, restored power to the
bourgeoisie? Will the victory of
the Loyalist forces now mean the
establishment of workers rule?
Indeed, would not the perspec-
tive for Spain be much brighter
if the C.P., with all its strength,
had a correct line, or if the P.O.
U.M. had the necessary strength to
become the leading—yes, ruling—
party in Spain? And assuming
further that, under the present
conditions in Spain, with the C.P.
playing its traitorous role, and the
P.O.U.M. being at the leadership

(Continued on Page 8)

in western capitalist countries.

Role Of Native Bourgeoisie

recognized by Lenin and the

a discussion article

the Moscow trials, but this would
not alter the fact that the hitherto
unbridgeable gap that separated
our organization from the Trotsky-
ites has disappeared. Today, there
is fundamental unity on the pro-
gressive nature of revolutionary
opposition inside the Soviet Union.
Beside this major point, any dis-
cussion on whether such opposition
must rise inside the C.P.S.U. or
thru the form of a “new party”
becomes academic for us in Amer-
ica and something that only the
Russian masses themselves can
solve.

Instead of the “Russian ques-
tion,” we find that all our anti-
Trotskyist criticism is against their
sectarianism. Here, however, the
Trotskyites are beating a fast
retreat, perhaps under instructions
from the Master himself. On the
Ludlow Amendment, where they
alone of all anti-imperialist forces
raised their voices against the
slogan of a war referendum, they
have completely reversed them-
selves. On the trade-union field,
they are gradually losing their
“burocrat”’-phobia, which pictured
every old-line unionist, or for that
matter any non-Trotskyite union-
ist, as part of a “trade union buro-
cracy.” Already in the auto union,
they have reversed their position.
Whether or not this will be follow-
ed by a break with the traditional
anti-labor party attitude of Trot-
sky is a matter of conjecture. But
suffice it to say, in summary, that
on fundamental problems of prin-
ciple and tactics, there is today
considerable ground for friendly
discussions leading to united action
with the Trotskyites.

The steady retreat of Trotsky-
ism from the morass of sectarian-
ism whence they only yesterday
shouted slogans of revolutionary
virginity and damned us in Stalin-
like fashion for doing what today
they are trying to do, together
with the changes in the S.P. on the
labor-party, trade-union field, war
question, and the general leftward
trend of that organization, remain
fitting testimonials to the work of
the I.C.L.L. as the best concen-
tration of revolutionary forces in

linist Un i-ty

(We publish the article below as

N their discussion article in the

Age, Comrades F. and S. from
Santiago, Chile, raise some funda-
regarding the

tries which deserve some comment.
Tho agreeing with our criticism of
the People’s Front as applied to
western imperialist countries, they

ization on our part to oppose the
People’s Front in colonial countries
as well. There, they-claim, because
of the difference in problems, the
People’s Front can be applied with
success. The argument runs in part
that, because of the difference in
situations, there must be a different
relation between the working class
and the colonial bourgeoisie than

Now it is undoubtedly true that

the native bourgeoisie can play a
progressive role against imperial-
ism for a time, and it is possible
to march in a common front with
them for that period. This fact was

Comintern, long before the People’s

Today, however, we are con-
fronted with the necessity of
breaking with the “group” con-
cept and of meeting the war danger
in America and the fascist danger
in what still remains of demo-
cratic Europe, thru the formation
of a single, powerful political or-
ganization capable of these tasks.
Today, the anti-Stalinist, revolu-
tionary forces must subordinate the
points of disagreement to the
points of agreement; must meet on
the platform, in the press and in
the unions in wunited struggle
against the enemy and not in in-
ternal struggle amongst them-
selves.

Our movement is today without
a perspective. We can continue,
can grow, can spread our influ-
ence, but we remain a group. The
mass of anti-capitalist workers
look to the Stalinists as typifying
revolution, counter-revolutionary
as the Stalinists are. We have been
unable to meet this challenge by
becoming, in the eyes of friends
and enemies alike, the anti-cap-
italist party of America.

Nor have the Trotskyites done
any better in this respect, despite
their pretentious names and plat-
forms. Nor is the Socialist Party
today any more than a group,
albeit somewhat larger than our
own,

The exigencies of the class
struggle require a new and broader
concentration of revolutionary
forces in America, just as, with
our aid, a broader concentration of
such forces has been formed on an
international scale. And just as, in-
ternationally, such a regrouping
could be formed with such diver-
gent elements as the I.L.P., the
German S.A.P., and the German
Communist Opposition—these two
latter organizations coexisting in
one country as rival political or-
ganizations—so here, too, diver-
gent elements can be welded to-
gether because of the already exist-
ing base of agreement.

A heritage of factional struggle
should not interfere with the pro-
gress of working-class unity.
Fighting on the same side of to-

this country.

day’s barricades, the bitter vitupe-

Popular Front in the
Colonial Lands

Front found its unnatural home in
the realm of communist theory and
practice under such questionable
tutelage.

In the long run, however, the
colonial bourgeoisie fears the revo-
lutionary drive of its own worker
and peasant masses more than the
oppression of world imperialism.
It becomes necessary for the revo-
lutionary proletarian party, there-
fore, never to give up its own or-
ganizational and ideological inde-
pendence, to march with the co-
lonial bourgeoisie so long as the
latter are forced to tread an anti-
imperialist path, but to prepare fora.
the inevitable break with the bour-
geoisie, and, by demonstrating the
soundness of its program and by
proving that it is the best fighter in
the struggle against imperialism,
win undisputed leadership over the
masses when the inevitable break
comes. It was above all else the
fact that this was not done by the
Chinese Communist Party that ac-
counts for the disastrous defeats
of 1925-28. The one lesson that can
be drawn from these defeats is:
“Qommunists, don’t for a moment
give up your revolutionary prin-
ciples and independent organiza-
tion.”

S

People’s Front In China

Now what is the People’s Front
line in China doing? A repetition
of exactly the same mistakes that
were made in 1925-28 only in a
more extreme and crass form. In
China as elsewhere, the People’s
Front has meant surrender of revo-
lutionary principles and unity on
the basis of the bourgeois program.
The C.P. of China has given up
the struggle against the landlords
and usurers; it has given up the
struggle for the agrarian revolu-
tion; it has destroyed whatever
class character the soviets once
had; it has surrendered the organ-
izational independence of the
fqrmer Red Army; in short, it has
given up even the propaganda for
socialism in its connection with the
national emancipation struggle and
has subordinated itself to the
Kuomintang and its brand of “de-
mocracy.” Internationally, it fights
only against Japanese imperialism,
not against world imperialism. Are
quotations needed? I could supply
F. and S. with reams of them. But
the facts are so well known that
I take it that quoting is unneces-
sary.

Secondly, in a colonial country
at the present stage of develop-
ment of world imperialism, can a
successful struggle for national
emancipation be carried thru on a
bourgeois basis with the class lead-
(Continued on Page 8)

ration of yesterday can and must
be laid aside.

The slogan of revolutionary
unity should be revived, altho no
unity is possible or desirable thru
proclamation. A period of united
front, an attempt to work together
harmoniously, a period of collabo-
ration and clarification, as is going
on internationally, is necessary in
this country.

The unity of anti-Stalinist revo-
lutionists would lay the foundation
for a political party of size,
prestige, ability, funds; a party
that will take the ground from
under the Stalinists, begin to take
workers away from them in mass
and leave their leaders with mid-
dle-class liberal allies, with Roo-
sevelt, Hull and their imperialist
friends in the Democratic party.
The I.C.L.L.—as well as the two
other organizations which I be-
lieve can be our allies—is faced
with an alternative of going for-
ward in unity or holding aloft in
pride—and in isolation—an unsul-
lied banner of “revolutionary”
purity.
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On the One-
Party Regime

(Continued from Page 7)
of the government, would not some
steps have to be taken to prevent
the counter-revolutionary activities
of the C.P.? It would obviously be
the P.O.U.M.’s duty to safeguard
the revolution from betrayals.

Before discarding Bukharin’s
definition of a party and its role,
we ought to more carefully analyze
the various revolutions that have
taken place before our very eyes.
Did not the failures of all revolu-
tions in 1918 prove that, in order
for the working class to hold
power, it is not only necessary to
overthrow the existing government
but also to take power and hold it
against all attempts to wrest it on
the part of enemies, within and
without? Did not the various
revolutions prove that, even tho the
working class as a whole may be
organized in trade unions and poli-
tical parties, yet under certain
conditions these same parties may
stab the revolution in the back
(social-democracy in Germany,
etc.)? Did not these revolutions
prove that, at the first stages of
power, the worst enemies of the
working class are its own vacil-
lating and antagonistic groups ?
Was not the power in Spain given
back to the bourgeoisie by the C.P.
of Spain, which claims to be a
working class party?

The working class does not all at
once become conscious of a desire
to seize power. Even during the
revolution there are some sections
of the proletariat and some work-
ing-class parties that.are not ready
to take power; others may be
definitely opposed to it and fight
on the side of the bourgeoisie. It
is clear that such parties, even tho
they may be composed of workers,
do not represent the needs of the
working class and, if they persist
in their opposition, they have to be
defeated just as the reactionary
armies. After the revolution has
been won and the gains con-
solidated, democratic opposition
can and should be permitted, but
during the revolution there must be
only one unified command under
the leadership of one unified party
whose aim is to establish a work-
ers government.

These, in my opinion, are some
of the lessons of the revolutions of
the past and present decades.

The reason for the multi-party
theory is possibly due to the fact
that the revolutionary section of
the working class is broken up into
many groups and grouplets, and
each of these groups is afraid of
facing the same fate as the Rus-
sian opposition, should they not be
in the ruling party. There is a
desire to preserve the possibility
of participating in the revolution
while being able to express opinions
__that may not be dominant. But
to confuse this with a multi-party
system is wrong. Despite the
divergence of opinion of the vari-
ous left-wing groups as to im-
mediate problems, they are not
separate parties in the full sense
of the word. As long as they adhere
to the basic principles of changing
the present social system and be-
lieve that this can be accomplished
only thru the dictatorship of the
proletariat, they are all groups of
one revolutionary party, even tho
they at present function separately
due to the general situation in the
labor movement.

Here too, the Russian revolu-
tion might serve as a good example.
Trotsky had a group of his own.
This group had many differences
with Lenin and the Bolshevik par-
ty. Yet both groups had one ul-
timate aim—the victory of the so-
cialist revolution thru the dictator-
ship of the proletariat. ‘When the
crucial moment arrived, these two
groups united into one party. Trot-
sky’s differences with Lenin were
~of a minor character and second-
ary to the interests of the move-

New England Politicians
Ignore Vital Relief Need

By JACK LONG
(Qur New England Correspondent)

A

Boston, Mass.

BRIEF glance at the relief situation in Massachusetts is
sufficient to indicate how terrible the situation is. With the

number of unemployed in the state approaching 500,000, only
242,000 workers, less than half, are receiving any benefits from
unemployment compensation or the W.P.A. Of this number
85,000 have now exhausted their right to further job-insurance
payments. The business indices of the wool, cotton and textile

industries, the important indus-
tries, show a sharp drop in pay-
rolls and employment, intensifying
and aggravating the already bad
relief situation.

One looks in vain to the Mas-
sachusetts legislature for measures
that would alleviate the appalling
plight of the unemployed. But
these hard bitten politicians are
only concerned with political
patronage. Governor Hurley set
the tone in an address to the State
Relief Officers Association when
he stated: “Federal funds shall be
spent in the cities and towns to
insure patronage.” Every proposal
to simplify the relief set-up is met
by the most strenuous opposition
from both the Republican and De-
mocratic members of the legis-
lature. At present, half of a column
in the telephone book is needed to
list the numerous and overlapping
relief agencies. Thus, the Highway
Department becomes a relief agency
with $8,000,000 allotted to insure its
patronage. The Department of
Public Welfare has its own little
nest egg and so with other depart-
ments. Each department is under
control of one or the other political
factions. All proposals to eliminate
the red tape is fought tooth and
nail by these political vultures. It
is unfortunate that the trade
unions have not yet exhibited suf-
fiziently active interest in the ques-
tion. Both the unions and Labor’s
Non-Partisan League have a big
job ahead; a fight against these
conditions would win labor many
supporters.

* * *

The Massachusetts state conven-
tion of the Communist Party, held
in Boston, adopted as its political
program, the policies of the Roose-
velt administration in toto. Frank-
feld, the party organizer, set as the
“must” objective that “the un-
organized Democratic front around
Roosevelt in 1936 is transformed
and developed into an organized,

ment. The differences could be
ironed out within the party under
a system of genuine democratic
centralism.

Had the C.P. of Spain followed a
revolutionary line and had it had
inner democracy, there would be no
basis for the P.0.U.M. to function
as a separate party. The P.O.U.M.
and all other revolutionary
elements within the trade unions
would find their places in
the ranks of the party and there
would be only one organization.
They would be free to express their
differences, if any, within the
framework of the party while
abiding by the majority decisions.

The present experiences of the
Russian C.P. do not show a need
for revision of Lenin’s attitude on
the role of the party, but rather
emphasize the correctness of Lenin
in his warnings against the danger
of burocratization and against the
methods employed by Stalin.

In rebuilding the international
parties of the working class, great
care will have to be taken to avoid
a repetition of the Russian experi-
ence. Ways and means will have to
be found to avoid the pitfalls of
burocratization and bitter faction-
alism. The establishment of genuine
inner-Party democracy, guarantee
ing full freedom of opinion within
the party, can be one of the
methods to avoid a repetition of
the Russian events.

conscious Democratic front in
1938.” But all the efforts of the
Stalinites to build up capitalist
“democracy” as the progressive
force, all efforts of their press to
picture capitalist “democracy” as
the road to peace, freedom and
prosperity, are completely ignored
by those who are really the masters
of capitalist “democratic” politics.
They just won’t believe all the nice
things the C.P. says about them.
Thus, the Massachusetts commis-
sion appointed by the governor to
investigate “subversive isms” slam-
banged into the C.P. in good old
“democratic” fashion. The commis-
sion charges the Stalinites with all
the traditional horrors used in Red
scares—Moscow gold, fostering
riots, Red uprisings, etc., ete. It
seems as if these boys just won’t
join the Stalinite mutual-admira-
tion society.

The report of the commission as-
sumes a very serious aspect, how-
ever, when it utilizes the investiga-
tion of communism as a means of
launching an attack on the trade
unions. A good share of the report
is devoted to ‘“proving” that the
C.1.0. unions are all led and con-
trolled by Reds and that the unions
are not concerned with the work-
ing conditions of their members
but have some mysterious and ul-
terior motives that are, of course,
“un-American.” It is of particular
interest to note the brazen attempt
of the commissior to divide the
membership of the unions and to
turn them against their leaders.
The commission soft-soaps the
workers, calling them “loyal citi-
zens” ara “misled innocents,” and
:nen specifically accuses the lead-
srship of being Reds and deliber-
stely hiding this from the mem-
sers. The A. F. of L. unions are
_ompletely exonerated from these
_harges and taken under the
protective wing of the hundred-
percenters. It is against the most
virile and dynamic section of labor,
the C.L.O., that the commission’s
fury is directed.

* * *

There are encouraging indica-
tions that the organized workers
in the textile mills are beginning
to recover from the numbing ef-
fects of the depression. In the mill
centers of Rhode Island, New Bed-
ford, Lawrence and Lowell, de-
fensive strikes against wage-cute
are occurring with increasing fre-
quency.

1271

ROM the Daily Worker,
June 6, quoting James
W. Ford, Stalinist leader:
“The Communist Party
honors the Jewish people for
their part in the creation of
Q world civilization. Heinrich
Heine, Misha Elman, Yasha
Heifetz, Yehudi Menuhim,
and Albert Einstein and our
own Ben Gold, great trade-
union leader, and Mike Gold,
outstanding proletarian
writer, are among the thou-
sands of Jews who have en-
riched society.”
Heinrich Heine and . . .
Mike Gold! Albert Einstein

and . . . Ben Gold! Words
“ fail us!
—— eme——

e

Popular Front
And Colonies

(Continued from Page 7)
ership provided by the bourgeoisie ?
The answer is emphatically in the
negative. How can you arouse the
colonial masses for a long-time
struggle against imperialism on
the basis of maintaining the in-
ternal status-quo, which, for the
great majority, means slavery and
oppression? After all, for the
Chinese peasant, his oppression by
the landlord and money-lender is
as immediate a brute fact as
Japanese imperialist oppression. If
the Chinese peasant cannot see na-
tional emancipation in terms of
economic and social emancipation
from the landlord, if the Chinese
worker cannot be made to feel that
national emancipation will break
the stranglehold of the banker and
industrialist, then their fighting
morale cannot be kept up indefi-
nitely. But the People’s Front
makes the struggle against the
landlord, money-lender or banker
taboo. Yes—all hail to the heroic
struggle that the Chinese masses
are putting up today! But the
danger of exhaustion is real. Spain
is a case in point. No, in the long
run, the only successful guarantee
of a struggle that will absorb all
the energy and self-sacrifice that
an oppressed people is capable of
to the bitter end, is to infuse the
struggle for national emancipation
with the revolutionary social con-
tent of the destruction of the eco-
nomic and class oppression of the
workers and peasants. But the
People’s Front line makes that im-
possible.

People’s Front And Imperialism

Comrades F. and S. say in their
letter that the People’s Front in
colonial lands can “stop imperial-
ists from getting a stranglehold
on the colonial and backward
countries.” Now this claim is pret-
ty similar to the one made by Mao
Tse-tung, leader of the Chinese C.
P., in answering the following
question:

“If Japan is defeated and driven
from China, do you think that the
major problem of foreign imperial-
ism will in general have been
solved here?”

Mao answered: “Yes. If other
imperialist powers do not act as
Japan. . ..” (p. 85, “Red Star over
China”; by Edgar Snow—which
book F. and S. say gave them ”food
for thought”). Ah, but there’s the
rub! That “if” is a big as a moun-
tain. If imperialist countries stop
trying to act like imperialist coun-
tries always do. . . . ! Is Japan the
only imperialism involved in the
exploitation of the Chinese masses?
Will not other imperialisms prob-
ably seek to compromise with Jap-
anese imperialism to keep the
Chinese masses in subjection
rather than risk the danger of a
potentially successful revolution in
China? And, if for the sake of
argument, we assume Japan is
forced out, how does that force out
other powers (England, U.S.A.)
whose imperial existence will keep
them in the Far East so long as
they remain imperialistic? Are the
Chinese masses better off under
the English pound or American
dollar than under the Japanese
yen? The moral emerges clearly
again. Emancipation is impossible
without a successful struggle
against all imperialisms, against
imperialism as such. Admittedly,
this makes the fight harder. But
it’s the only possible one!

Who Will Fool Whom?

We think further, that F. and S.
are decidedly optimistic when they
say: “We wonder how easy Chiang
Kai-shek will find it to fool most
of the Chinese people after this
war, if it is successful. ...”

Again I quote from one who, the
comrades claim, gave them much
food for thought:

THE CRACKS
APPEAR

ROM a Paris cable published in
the Daily Worker of May 18:
“Thorez (secretary of the Com-
munist Party of France) has open-
ed a series of articles in L’Huma-
nite, the communist central organ,
discussing questions raised by
Maurice Honel, communist member
of the Chamber of Deputies.

“Wide sections of the workers,
Honel said in an article in
L’Humanite, were showing marked
dissatisfaction with the course of
the domestic and foreign policy of
the Daladier government. . . .

“Ag a result, Honel said, many
workers were advocating the form-
ation of a ‘workers front’ or a
‘revolutionary front’ to replace the
People’s Front.”

Apparently, large sections of the
French working class are begin-
ing to think clearly and find their
bearings. And all of Thorez’s
articles won’t succeed in keeping
them confused forever. . . .

“Quite clearly, the Kuomintang
will utilize to the fullest extent
the benefits of the new communist
policy to itself. With Nanking’s
authority now recognized by the
only political party in China cap-
able of challenging it, Chiang Kai-
shek will continue to extend his
military and economic power. . .
Improving his military position all
around the Reds, he meanwhile ex-
tracts political compromises from
them in return for his temporary
toleration. Eventually, by skillful
combination of political and eco-
nomic tactics, he hopes so to
weaken them politically that, when
the ‘moment is right for the final
demand of their complete sur-
render (which he undoubtedly still
aspires to secure), he may isolate
the Red Army, fragmentize it on
the basis of internal political dis-
sensions and deal with the recal-
citrant remnant as a purely region-
al military problem.” (“Red Star
Over China,” by Edgar Snow, p.
444).

Let F. and S. get some food for
thought from this. Snow is ab-
solutely correct. Here, at least, he
shows himself to be a political
realist. What Snow made as a
prophecy is already becoming a
reality. The recent Kuomintang
Congress made Chiang Kai-shek
the supreme “Fuehrer.” The Kuo-
mintang is already extending its
economic and political sway. Re-
peatedly has Chiang’s publicity
department come out with blasts
amounting to the following: “Com-
munism is impossible in China. We
are glad to welcome the C.P.’s sur-
render of communism. So long as
they are good boys and keep this
up and don’t deviate from the poli-
tical principles of the Kuomin-
tang, so long will we be good
friends—but so soon as they
renege, then .. .”

I am not sufficiently acquainted
with the concrete facts in Chile
but I think F. and S. more than a
little naive when they acclaim:
“The right-wing crowd is crying
already that the socialists and com-
munists in Chile are going to swal-
low up the bourgeois radicals, as
they are doing in Spain.” Yes, in
Spain, the C.P. swallowed many
bourgeois radicals (why?), but
bourgeois radicalism has swallowed
communism. The latter fact is
more significant than the former
in partially explaining the disas-
trous turn of events in Spain. The
fact is to be bemoaned and not ac-
claimed. And, as to the fact that
two years ago, the “C.P. was out-
lawed as a party” and today “they
are even being talked about in the
right-wing press without too
much unfavorable comment”—does
not this rather damn the C.P. than
vindiecate its policy ? F. and S. draw
the wrong conclusions from these
not insignificant facts!
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