
W ORKERS  
OF THE 
W ORLD . 
UNITE

Weekly Organ of the Communist League of America [Opposition]
Published weekly by the Communist League o f America (Opposition) a t 84 B ast 10th Street, New York, N. Y. Ente red as second class m ail matter, November 28, 1928 at the Post Office at New York, N. Y. under the act of March 3,1879.

VOLUME V, NO. 24 [WHOLE NO. 120] NEW YORK, SATURDAY, JUNE 11, 1932 ' PRICE 5 CENTS

The Communist Party’s Election Platform

I t  is to  be expected that Communism 
w ill become a much more serious chal
lenge in  these coming presidential elec
tions than hitherto. That is so mainly 
because of the v ita l working class issues 
of the economic crisis and mass unem
ployment which is pressing harder every 
day fo r a solution, or at least fo r some 
measure of relief. There w ill, of course, 
be no solution found in  the elections un
der a capita list regime, and i t  is not 
fo r th is purpose that Communists p a rti
cipate. They w ill foster no such illu 
sions w ith in  the working class.

Nevertheless there is an opportunity, 
by the medium of the election campaign, 
to advance the development of the Com
munist movement and strengthen the 
working class po litica lly. I t  is in  this 
sense that the more serious challenge is 
presented.

But the Communists are not the only 
force appealing in  the name of the 
working class, ca lling fo r its  support and 
endeavoring to ra lly  its  ranks. Even the 
bourgeois politicians have not lost any 
of their power o f demagogy. And, i t  is 
well to remember that capitalism s till 
controls a ll the main avenues of working 
class influence, propaganda and educa
tion. The Socialist party hopes to  at 
least raise itse lf to its  form er level of 
a contending force. I t  is stepping fo r
ward w ith  a brand new platform , but as 
before cleverly designed to  appeal to 
the working class and to the petty bour
geoisie. The tone and form  of a num
ber o f its  demands have a more radical 
flavor than usual, even here and there 
a smell o f m ilitancy. Yet i t  is so con
strued that i t  contains no serious of
fense—not to speak of danger—to the 
bourgeoisie. That, of course, is its  ob
ject. W hile i t  w ill bear more analysis 
later, i t  suffices here to say that i t  is 
a reform ist platform  through and 
through.

For the revolutionary workers the 
choice presented in  these elections is an 
easy one. Their choice w ill be the Com
m unist party. I t  is our choice. To many 
workers, however, who may be entirely 
sincere in  gaining re lie f measures fo r 
the ir class, the distinction is not so clear. 
Many of those w ill undoubtedly yet 
have to learn by b itte r experience. But 
even the elections should become a valu
able lesson.

I t  is in  view of this that the platform  
presented by the Communist party as
sumes special importance. The needs of 
the workers come more to the fore dur
ing election times. Demands fo r amel
ioration of the ir distress become more 
pressing. The Communists flgh t fo r 
these demand®. But they do not expect 
a solution to issue out of the elections. 
That is entirely bound up w ith  the rev
olutionary way out. Immediate or par
tia l demands contained in  the ir platform  
are there fo r the purpose of more d ir
ectly focusing the working class atten
tion, to  become the cental points fo r 
the struggle of today, which must stead
ily  develop toward the revolutionary 
way out. Hence tha t la tte r objective 
must firs t of a ll be clear in  the Com
munist platform .

Is that the case w ith  regard to  the 
platform  submitted by the official party 
leadership? Not a t a ll. I t  presents the 
revolutionary way out as a workers’ and 
farmers’ government—even in  several in 
stances calling i t  a “ revolutionary gov
ernment” . What does th is mean? Does 
i t  mean the Proletarian Dictatorship? 
I f  so, i t  should be stated so precisely by 
that term. I f  th is is not meant—and It 
cannot be under that form ulation—it  be
comes an opportunist adaptation to re
form ist views. The slogan of a workers’ 
and farmers’ government is not an ad
aptation to American peculiarities, fo r 
here the working class constitutes tne 
overwhelming percentage o f the popula
tion. The term a workers’ and farmers’ 
government in  the accepted American 
sense is the reform ist sense. When pre
sented that way in  a Communist party 
platform  it  becomes a mockery on Marx
ism.

We would, of course, not propose that 
the Proletarian D ictatorship become an 
objective fo r these elections. But as to 
the revolutionary way out i t  must be 
stated in  that manner so that its  definite 
proletarian and revolutionary basis be
comes clear.

Only in  th is way can there be continu
ity  in  a revolutionary sense w ith  the 
immediate and partia l demands advanced. 
Otherwise they stand alone as mere re
form  measures.

Among the immediate demands, con
tained in  the party platform , which gen
era lly correspond w ith  the working class 
needs today there appears, however, the 
one fo r self-determ ination fo r the Black 
Bdlt (fo r the Negroes). I t  would have

would become a means of focussing at
tention upon i t  as an immediate objec
tive which can become helpful in  build
ing, strengthening and unifying the move
ment today. Its  realization w ill natur
a lly  mean a step forward to a stronger 
class position.

One proposition in  the platform  reads: 
“Even to force concessions NOW from  
the three capitalist parties, there is no 
weapon so powerful as a vote fo r Com
munism and participation in  the daily 
struggles led by the Communist Party.”  
(emphasis in  o rig ina l). And, i t  adds 
the direct inference tha t the capitalist 
politicians may grant such concessions 
to “keep the masses from turning to 
Communism” . This approach has noth
ing in  common w ith  Marxism. We do 
not ask the workers to vote Communist 
in  order to force concessions from  the 
capitalist parties. We do not ask them 
to participate in  the daily struggles fo r 
this purpose. We ask the workers ty> do 
so because of our revolutionary objec
tive and to  strengthen their position to
ward fina lly  reaching this objective. 
Concessions gained are by products o f 
the class struggle, not our aim, and 
gained only because of our strengthened 
position against, and over the opposition 
of the capita list parties.

I f  we fa il to educate, to organize and 
to prepare the working class fo r a clear 
understanding of, and for the attainment 
o f the revolutionary objectives, tempor
ary concessions gained can, instead of 
becoming partia l victories on the way, 
be turned into retardation of the strug
gle. —A. S.

House Passes 

A n ti-A lie n  B ill
The Dies anti-alien b ill, the most vicious 

piece of anti-working class legislation in 
years, has jus t been passed by the 
House of Representatives.The b ill is now 
in  the Senate. That the Senate w ill act 
in harmony w ith  the ir congressional 
brothers is a foregone conclusion . . 
if  not enough working class pressure is 
brought to bear on the case.

There is no time to be lost. The work
ers must respond immediately. To per
m it such a piece of legislation to go 
through would jeopardize the very lives 
of those foreign class conscious workers 
in America who are subject to deporta
tion is Fascist countries. The b ill is of
fered as an ‘economic”  blessing in  dis
guise. The purpose o f the b ill is to de- 
port a ll those workers who have found 
their way to Communism. The firs t 
workers to be affected w ill be those 
belonging to the Communist party. The 
shallow apology of the b ill sponsors that 
those workers belonging to the Commun
is t party "under duress”  are not to be 
intim idated is too transparent a piece o f 
hokum to be deserving o f any serious 
comment here.

No greater opportunity fo r the party 
to apply the United Front correctly has 
presented itse lf in  a long time. This is 
a flght fo r the elementary rights of the 
workers, native and foreign, to organize 
and jo in  any party they see fit. The is
sue is too serious to be neglected. And 
any effort to evade the issue by arguing 
fo r a “ united fron t from  below”  can be 
branded as nothing short of neglect. 
This can and must become a broad move
ment of the masses. I t  is up to the 
Party to  act correctly.

Fascists Moving to Power in Germany

The Veterans' March on Washington
The march of the world war veterans 

on Washington has aroused national at
tention. The tenacity w ith  which the 
impoverished ex-soldiers stick i t  out in  
the ir encampments in  the capital and 
on the ir trek serve particu la rly to 
dramatize the tragic fate of this section 
of the American working class, whose life  
and blood was bandied about so 
lightly-m indedly in  the recent slaughter 
to make the world “ safe fo r democracy” .

I t  is indisputable that the march o f 
these desperate jobless workers, spontan
eous in  its  inception, is called fo rth  not 
by motives that separate them from  the 
rest of the class, but much rather by the 
intense suffering they are going through 
in  common w ith  the ir other unemployed 
fellow workers as a result of the anarchic 
crisis brought about by capita list man
agement and by the savagery of the 
pro fit system.

The fact that they march as veter
ans only testifies to the ir desperate 
condition, in  which they are forced to 
resort to any and sundry methods by 
which they w ill be enabled to get re lie f 
from  their misery. This is the reason they 
resort to the slogan o f the bonus, which 
gains concreteness now by the fact that 
is up fo r action in  the legislature of 
the capitalist government.

The only organized force that under
stands the p light of the veterans and 
comes to the ir sincere support is the 
Communist movement, which has the in 
terests of a ll sections o f the working 
class at heart. I t  is therefore not at 
a ll strange that the enemies of the 
worker ex-soldiers, the capitalist class, 
its  press and its  police, direct their 
foremost attacks against the best friends 
of the veterans, against the Communists.

There are a ll sorts of reactionary pro- 
vocatSurs and government agents at 
work attempting to disrupt the ranks of 
the veterans by carrying on agitation 
against the more class conscious work
ers in  the ir midst. I t  is their purpose 
to turn the movement into anti-working 
class and antl-Communist chanels. I t  
must be made clear to the veterans that 
th is is an attempt to isolate the ir sec
tion and to deprive i t  of the only form 
of mass support they have— the organ
ized support of their class and o f their 
party, the Communist party.

Isolation means defeat. Isolation is 
the plan of the bourgeoisie which wants 
to evade every shape and form  of re
lie f to members of the working class. 
This holds true fo r the movement of the 
ex-soldiers as well. Their salvation lies 
in  more intim ate contact, in  closer col
laboration w ith  the rest of their class 
and w ith  the party of the ir class.
Their interests are not apart from  the 
interests of the twelve m illion unem
ployed workers as a whole. What they 
want is a form  of unemployment re lief. 
That is also the need of the rest of 
the twelve m illion.

The Communist party is in  the fore
fron t of the struggle fo r unemployment 
re lie f and insurance. To carry out this 
struggle consistently, the party must 
strive fo r the utmost possible unity of- 
the working class around the needs of 
the class aS a whole. I t  is in  th is sense 
that i t  must act also in  regard to the 
worker veterans. Unite the proletarian 
ex-soldiers w ith  the rest of the class in 
the flght fo r unemployment re lie f and 
insurance, in  the struggle fo r the six- 
hour day and fo r long term credits to 
the Soviet Union.

Events in  Germany are moving w ith  
alacrity, the press reports from  day to 
day. The direction of this movement is, 
as has been pointed out, one that tends to 
extreme reaction, to the immediate pre
paration of the scene fo r the Fascist 
seizure of power.

I t  is being confirmed daily that the 
relation between the Von Papen govern
ment and particularly its  m ilita ry  back
bone—the clique around General Von 
Schleicher—toward the H itle r party is 
one of a herald to a conqueror. The 
manifesto issued by the Junker cabinet 
last week was one long harrangue against 
the last vestiges of bourgeois democracy 
in the Reich. Even the Bruening gov
ernment—the government o f the dictator
ia l emergency decrees—is dubbed too 
radical! The whole document is evid
ence of the fact that the new m inistry 
is blasting the way fo r the Nazi hordes.

One o f the three conditions posed by 
H itle r w ith  regard to  support o f Von 
Papen has already been fu lfilled . The 
Reichstag has been dissiolved and new 
elections are scheduled fo r July 31. A f
ter three high strung election campaigns 
w ith in  the last three months, the extreme 
nervous tension that a new election brings 
w ith it  cannot be underestimated. That 
H itle r should find such a situation highly 
favorable fo r his machinations is to be 
expected. In  the meantime feverish 
preparations are being made by H itle r’s 
allies in  the adm inistration to tighten 
every lin k  in  the reactionary chain, to 
unite a ll the dafk forces for coordinate 
action under H itle r’s leadership.

I t  is definitely known already that 
plans are in  order to gain fu ll control 
of the Prussian police force, the only 
important armed contingent in  the Reich 
that is not at present under the direct 
supervision of Von Schleicher. The man
ner in  which this is being done is ind i
cated by the recent reports concerning 
the erection of a dictatorship over Prus
sia by the Reich government. Since the 
Prussian state budget is short of fu lfill
ment and since the state officials have 
been depending upon the federal author
ities fo r aid, the Von Papen cabinet aims 
to coerce the provincial adm inistration 
into putting the armed forces directly 
at the disposal of his m inister.

Secret negotiations are also in  process 
to reestablish the Nazi Storm Troops as 
a legal body. The brown shirts, a dis
patch says, are to drop their role of a 
“private army” and w ill be enrolled in 
the government service “ under the guise 
of labor battalions” . Their purpose is 
to be intensified activ ity to demoraize 
the workers’ organization, especially the 
trade unions, the “ Republican Reichs 
Banner” , etc.

Another form  of aid promised the H it
le r forces by Schleicher-Papen is abso
lute freedom of action and propaganda 
in  the coming election campaign. For 
the firs t time. H itle r has been granted 
the use o f the radio, which is state con
trolled. Every effort is being made to 
insure the success o f the contemplated 
National Socialist seizure of the state.

On the other hand, systematic illegal- 
ization of working class organizations is 
on the order of the day. There are 
rumors that in  addition to the already 
proscribed Proletarian Freethinkers’ So
ciety, the Young Communist League of 
Germany is to be driven underground. 
The paper of the Socialist Labor Party 
o f Germany, the Sozialistische Arbeiter- 
zeitung, has been confiscated and its  pub
lication suspended. Flank attacks of this 
sort against the working class are on the
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order of the day fo r the Von Papen gov
ernment, the government that is clearing 
the road fo r Fascism.

A ll these steps characterize the stra t
egy of the German bourgeoisie a t the 
present period, when the only solution 
fo r its  class is that of the open Fascist 
dictatorship which requires the stifling  
of every shape and form  o f proletarian 
democracy to make sure o f the least 
possible resistance o f the to iling  masses 
to its  attempt at reducing the ir standard 
of liv ing  to the level of barbarism. De
spite the division of interests between 
the various sections o f the capitalist 
class, tha t class as a whole realizes that 
the moment is decisive fo r it, that a 
“strong arm” to which i t  w ill have to 
make concessions of a politica l nature 
is the only means whereby i t  w ill be able 
to escape destruction a t the present 
stage.

That is the position o f the working 
class in  the face of this desperate deter
m ination o f the masters? In  spite of 
the indisputable natural barriers creat
ed w ith in  i t  through the crisis and un
employment, the German working class 
nevertheless senses the danger confront
ing i t  and displays a distinct fighting 
sp irit. The May Day demonstrations this 
year were fa r greater in attendance and 
fa r more m ilitan t in  sentiment than has 
been the case fo r years. The ligh t- 
minded disregard of the Fascist menace 
by the treacherous social democratic 
leaders and by the confused and disor
ientated Stalinists has been overcome, in 
no small measure due to the sounding 
of the tocsin by comrade Trotsky and 
the Le ft Opposition. The working class 
has been made aware of the entire im 
port of the H itle r movement. I t  stands 
a lert, i t  expects to fight.

But fo r the present, a ll there is, is 
the desire to fight, the determination wot 
to  le t the enemy w in w ithout a strug
gle. The struggle itse lf has not yet been 
organized. The social democrats, the 
splitters and trad itiona l tra ito rs o f the 
German masses, though the ir influence 
has been tremendously weakened by the 
realism w ith  which the Hindenburg-Von 
Papen regime has exposed their policy 
o f the “ lesser evil” , s till hold the over
whelming masses of the workers under 
the ir sway. The S talin ist leadership of 
the Communist Party o f Germany, by 
its  isolationist theory of social Fascism 
and by its  ridiculous policy of u ltim a
tums, demanding a guarantee of leader
ship in  advance from  the workers, has 
not been able to utilize the miserable 
position of the social democracy at the 
present moment so as to give i t  its  death 
blow.

A  great opportunity to sweep into the 
leadership o f the masses disillusioned by 
rea lity w ith  their social democratic mis- 
leaders, has been missed by the incap
able and stupidity bureaucratic Thael- 
mann regime. But no more time is to be 
lost. I t  is a question now of defense in 
the face o f an onslaught. The semi-turn 
toward a half-hearted united fron t w ith  
local organizations of the reformists, 
w ith  the lower functionaries, must imme
diately be transformed into a fu ll turn. 
The social democratic leaders must be 
pushed into the alternative o f joining 
w ith  the Communists in  the forthcoming 
struggle or o f breaking w ith  the masses 
s till under their control.

An open, sincere, fu ll fledged tu rn  is 
the need of the day fo r the C. P. G. and 
fo r the Comintern. There is no time to 
be lost in establishing the united front 
w ith  the social democratic and reform ist

The Economic Crisis, the Unemployment Situation and the W orking Class
W ith the passing o f its  two and h a lf 

year mark, the economic crisis is s till 
on its  downward spiral. Now, however, 
the American government has moved 
much more actively into its  orbit. I t  
has created a number o f auxilia ry in 
struments, outstanding among which are 
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation 
and the Young Committee, the la tte r es
tablished by the New York Federal Re
serve Bank and expected to be followed 
by like committees in  other federal re
serve districts. By th is is provided a 
more harmonious blend of interests and 
purposes of monopoly capitalism and its  
executive organ a t Washington, D. O. 
But. because of its  occuring w ith in  the 
framework of the strongest of the world 
im perialist powers, this mobilization of 
capitalist resources assumes special 
significance.

The sum and substance of the propos
als made by this combination of forces
is the “expansion”  of credits and the 

been fa r more in  keeping w ith  Marxism' measures which flow from  such an ob- 
to substitute in  its  place the correct jective. The aims i t  holds in  view are: 
slogan fo r economic, social and politica l F irst, to restore, w ith in  capitalism, the 
equality fo r the Negroes. But is i t  ac- confidence in  the continuity of the pro- 
cidental that there is no demand fo r the cess of production, which is badly 
sEhorter workday? Even the socialist shaken by the prolonged crisis. Second- 
parties in  the pre-war period demanded \ ly, an endeavor to  increase commodity 
the eight-hour workday, during elections' prices in  the hope o f extending a con- 
and after. Today the demand should be j trad ing  market. Thirdly, to neutralize, 
the six-hour workday w ithout reduction 'or at least check the fa ll in  the rate 
o f pay. As a part o f the piatform  i t  j of p ro fit by restoring a rate which w ill appropriate.

make possible to resume the cycle of 
reproduction. This la tte r is to  be accom
plished essentially and most d irectly by 
increasing the intensity o f exploitation 
and depressing wages below the value 
o f labor power, or in  other words, to 
reduce the whole standard of liv ing  of 
the working class.

How well these aims are being realiz
ed, or in  the process o f being realized, 
w ith  the capita list measures proposed, 
it  is necessary fo r us to examine. But 
we must firs t of a ll bear in  mind that 
this crisis, as well as other such crises 
in  capitalism is essentially one of over
production of capital—an overproduction 
of the means o f production to the extent 
that they serve as capital, that is, serve 
fo r the exploitation of labor. The credit 
system itse lf is the main lever o f over
production because of its  forcing of the 
process of reproduction to its  extreme 
lim it. Consequently the efforts fo r fu r
ther expansion o f what already con
stitutes a superabundance of credits, a l
though largely idle, and regardless of its  
immediate results, w ill, w ithout fa il, 
resolve itse lf in to  more acute contradic
tions in  the next h istorical stage.

This question we propose to take up in  
detail, but before that, let us take a look 
at the crisis and its  present sweep, s till 
moving downward. To elucidate, the re
statement of a few fundamentals w ill be

I t  is one of the laws of capita list p ro -' From 1899 to 1929, in American manufac- 
duction, and which its  develoment ca r-' tu ring  industry, the number of wage 
ries w ith  it, that compared to the to ta l | workers increased by 85.5 percent. W hile 
capital which i t  sets in  motion and com- ] the ir nominal average wage increased 
pared to the constant part of capital 206 per cent, yet the ir share of the
(means of production and raw materials) 
there is a relative decrease of the varia
ble part o f capital (labor power). In  
other words, compared to the growing 
mechanization of industry the need fo r 
labor power diminishes relatively. The 
same number of workers can in  the same 
time produce an ever growing amount of 
commodities. And, the number of em
ployed workers are continually on the 
decline compared lb  the mass o f the 
means of production and the commodities 
produced. I t  follows that that portion 
of liv ing  labor which is unpaid and re
presents surplus value is likewise on the 
decline compared to the value of total 
capital invested. This results in  the 
fa ll o f the profit rate. But the increase 
of the mass o f the absolute surplus value 
appropriated by the capitalists, or the

produce of their labor declined from  41.4 
per cent to 36 per cent due to the fact 
that during this period the value added 
by the process of reproduction repre
sented a 556 percent Increase. Express
ed in  monetary form , in  1899 the value 
thus added amounted to $1,025 per work, 
er. In  1929 i t  had Increased to $3,624.

This clearly illustrates the growth of 
the intensity o f production due to mech. 
anization of industry. But i t  also in  a 
sense gives a picture of the accumulation 
of capital.

In  the paocess of reproduction the 
Increasing mass of surplus value, or un
paid labor, appropriated by the capital
ists, leave an ever growing part to be 
turned into additional capital. The 
capita list mode of production accelerates 
the accumulation of capital. But w ith

mass of profit, on the other hand, pro- tkat ajso t^e specific capitalist mode of
vides for the growth of the to ta l capi
ta l—an ever growing accumulation o f 
capital.

We have not figures available showing 
the actual relative growth o f constant 
capital over variable capital. But the 
follow ing figures, once before published 
in  The M ilitan t, illustra te  the trend of 
the growing mechanization of industry:

production develops. Accumulation leads 
to an increased concentration o f the 
means of production and a growth o f the, 
domination over labor.

The credit system which a t firs t served 
as a modest helper of accumulation has 
now become transformed into an im
mense social mechanism fo r the centrali- 

(Continued on page 2)

organizations on a centralized basis. 
The Committees o f action against Fasc
ism, proposed by the German Left Op
position must be organized w ithout delay 
and coordinated fo r immediate defense 
against the Fascists. The Fascists are 
concentrating the ir troops on the prole
tarian strongholds. They are preparing 
to encircle them. The encirclers must 
be encircled!

The eleventh hour is a t hand in  Ger
many. Epoch-making struggles are ahead 
The working class has not yet been de
feated. I t  is s till disorganized, i t  is s till 
disunited. Only its  fighting unity w ill 
stave off the harbingers of a new bar
barism in  Europe. International solidar
ity  is the task o f the working class of 
the world toward its  German brothers. 
The ca ll fo r the unity of the German 
workers is the concern of every proletar
ian in  a ll the countries. W hat w ill hap
pen in  Germany w ill be o f decisive 
place fo r our workers’ fatherland, the 
Soviet Union. The seizure of power by 
H itle r, involving a protracted internal 
struggle which w ill pose most sharply 
the question o f class against class, v jill 
Inevitably gain the support of the foreign 
imperialists in the ultimate.

Bourgeois Germany, under H itle r as 
well as under a ll the previous govern
ments, w ill remain impoverished, bank
rupt. I t  w ill not be able to carry on 
w ithout foreign aid against its  own work
ing class. In  return fo r th is aid, i t  w ill 
have to resort to an attack on Soviet 
Russia to repay its  debts. The advent 
of a H itle r regime means war against 
the U. S. S. R. On the day of H itle r’s 
coming into power, the Soviets W ill be 
faced w ith  the most direct problem o f 
defending the ir own frontiers. The Left 
Opposition, w ith  the Russian Bolshevlk- 
Leninists at the ir head w ill be in  the 
fron t ranks of th is defense.

The struggle in  Germany poses the 
question of world revolution once more 
in  an acute and realistic form. I t  spells 
defeat fo r the reactionary tehory o f na
tional socialism, i t  opens up new per
spectives o f international action fo r the 
proletariat. I t  brings the day of reckon
ing between S talinist Centrism and Bol
shevik-Leninism very close. The W orker 
Communists must be on the alert. The 
fate of Communism, the fate o f the rev
olutionary working class stands before a 
new test.

«Socialist» Revolt in Chile
Led by the wealthy landowner and 

former ambassador to the United States, 
Carlos G. Davila, a new m ilita ry  junta 
has come into power In Chile. U tilizing 
the crying discontent of the Chilean 
masses as an aid to the ir demagogy, 
Davila and his henchmen shamelessly 
fooled the workers and peasants into 
support of the ir coup d’Etat.

Taking a lead from  their social-Dem- 
ocratic half-brothers, Davila and Co., 
at firs t issued proclamations o f various 
“ Socialist” reforms that the new govern
ment was to inaugurate. The firs t dis
patches declared the new government 
was going to nationalize industry and 
socialize property. Various other social 
reforms were to follow. In  fact, the dis
patches declared, they were going to 
model their regime after tie  Soviet 
fashion!

I t  is more than like ly  that W all Street 
had something to do w ith  those scare 
dispatches which were to  act as a warn
ing to the m ilita ry  clique in  power not 
to go too fa r. The latest news eman
ating from  Chile and quoting Davila d ir
ectly is prompt in  denying the—“ w ild  
rumors about confiscating private pro
perty”—and more particu la rly “ nation
alizing foreign holdings.”  The junta had 
heard its  masters® voice. The latest 
dispatches now te ll of modelling the gov
ernment after the “ Socialist”  fashion o f 
Spain. A very commendable pattern af
ter which to model a m ilita ry  jun ta ! 
Paper reforms and oppression is now on 
the order of the day. Strikes, unless they 
have the sanction ( !)  o f the government, 
are prohibited. The universities are to 
be re-organized so as not to perm it stu
dent strikes. About the only “ revolution
ary”  demand s till le ft on the plank of 
this bunch o f political hi-jackers is the 
demand fo r the pawnshops to return a rti
cles pawned w ithout demanding in te r
est!

Like most of the week-end Latin  Amer
ican revolutions, this one too, undoubt
edly came about as a result o f the con
flic ting  desires of the two most in te r
ested im perialist nations in  Latln-Amer- 
ica—the United States and England. 
The fact that the United States has been 
forcing England out a ll along the line 
is too obvious to require too much men
tion here. England, from  having the 
foremost investments in  Chile p rio r to 
the war, now plays a poor second fiddle 
to the richer and m ightier uncle across 
the sea. The n itra te  and copper in ter
ests of the United States have practic
a lly  eliminated England as a serious 
contender to exploitation of the Chilean 
workers and peasants in  these fields. 
Davila, the ambassador to  W all Street 
(sic), w ill see to i t  that the northern 
uncle’s property Is well protected.
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LETTERS F R O M  TH E M IL IT A N T S
Trotsky Greets ‘ Unser K a m f ’'

A  Food W orker Writes 
About His Union
NEW YORK, N. Y.

The situation in  the Foodworkers* In 
dustria l Union is very bad. To put it  
more correctly, i t  is going from bad to 
worse. This is the result of the ru in 
ous policy the party bureaucrats have 
imposed upon the organization

I  w ill try  to present in  th is a rtic le  as 
clearly as possible the real situation in 
the union, w ithout touching the theor
etical question as to whether the FWIU 
is really “ revolutionary” and whether the 
sp litting  away from the Amalgamated 
Food Workers was a correct policy fo r 
Communists to pursue.*

To present fu lly  what happened in  the 
union ever since the sp lit w ith  the AFW 
would be too hard fo r me. Fur two rea
sons. F irst, I  took no leading part then 
in  the union. Secondly, I  must admit 
that thanks to The M ilita n t’s policy on 
the trade union question, which I  have 
begun to follow  recently w ith  much care, 
I have been able to  see more clearly how 
false the party’s policy in  the union. 
Secondly, I  must adm it that thanks to 
question, which I  have begun to follow 
recently w ith  much care I  have been 
able to see more clearly how false the 
party’s policy in  the union has been.

I  am convinced that the only way out 
o f the present crisis in  the union is w ith 
the policy of the Left Opposition.

According to official reports, when the 
sp lit took place and the union was or
ganized, the membership was more than 
2500. Today, i t  hardly reaches 700 and 
no more than about 450 in  good stand
ing. Conditions in  union shops, especi
a lly  in  the cafeterias, are no different 
from  those in  the open shops. In  some 
cases they are even worse. For instance, 
in  the Chester and Royal cafeterias, the 
bus g irls work 10 hours per day at $12 
per week, while in  the W illow  and other 
chain stores, women work 8 hours a day 
a t $14 per week.

This is not an accident. I t  corresponds 
fu lly  to the policy recently adopted by 
the leadership of the union and ap
proved by the T. U. U. L. The policy is

M IL IT A N T  BUILDERS
Our reiterated appeals fo r subs and 

fo r a staff of M ilita n t builders continue 
to bear fru it. Comrades and sympath
izers are responding w ith  subs and ex
pressions of their esteem fo r our M ili
tan t. A  comrade from  Kansas sends us 
a dollar w ith  the encouraging words: 
“------and must say the M ilita n t is abso
lu te ly righ t.” A comrade from  Pennsy
lvania asks for “----- a copy o f several of
your latest papers. Also price o f same 
as we wish to subscribe.” From C alif
ornia came the fo llow ing: “------1 do not
feel able to afford a cash donation w ith 
out something in  return, so enclosed find 
$1 fo r which please send me 2 copies 
per week-—so I  w ill have another copy 
to pass out. This is an excellent idea. 
Comrades who can do the same are in 
vited to  begin at once. Order a second 
copy fo r someone else. A  comrade in 
Brooklyn w rites: “— —I ’m only a step 
ahead of starvation but I ’m enclosing a 
quarter and hope you can continue my 
sub fo r a while.” You bet we w ill!

Best of a ll is the announcement from 
our Minneapolis comrades. Says com
rade Coover: “------Send me 50 or more
M ilita n t sub blanks. We are going to 
attempt to build the M ilita n t circulation 
some more.”  Good idea! W ith th is kind 
of sp irit and the results which are sure 
to  follow  we should build the M ilitan t 
circulation closer to what we want it  
to  be. Financially i t  should help us to 
weather the storm which s till rages un
abated.

In  last week’s issue we made a mistake 
which we want to correct. We offered 
a free copy cJ the bound volume of com
rade Trotsky’s pamphlets to each com
rade who raised $10 in  subs and dona
tions. I t  should have read: a free copy 
of the bound volume to each comrade 
who raises $4 in  subs. But these must 
be subs which he gets from  workers 
other than himself. What we want is 
a staff of active pluggers. We are seri
ous about this question of building the 
circulation o f the M ilita n t and increasing 
our influence among the Le ft wing and

to approach as many bosses as possible 
and to ask them to allow the ir workers 
to jo in  the union w ithout having any 
conditions in  mind. As i t  was reported 
by one of the organizers “ when they sign 
up plenty of shops, they’l l  declare a 
strike fo r conditions.” A  fine policy! 
I t  seems they have learned a good les
son from  the fakers in  the A. F. of L., 
who w ith  jus t such a policy and w ith  
the aid of the Bosses Association organ
ized local 302 of the countermen, used 
as a scab agency and as injunction serv
ers against the FWIU.

Our “ revolutionary”  tactics w ith in  the 
union have helped to strengthen this 
local. For instance, the same methods 
of expulsion used by the fakers of the 
A. F. of L. against the Communists are 
being applied against m ilitan t union men 
who dare criticize the burocrats. In 
many cases, workers were fired by the 
bosses fo r upholding the union conditions 
w ithout being protected by the organiza
tion under the pretext that we are not 
strong enough to resist. This attitude 
made the workers passive and gave the 
bosses a chance to hire help from  employ
ment agencies. F ina lly many, workers 
from  the industria l union and many 
shops as a whole fe ll into the hands of 
the A. F. of L.

Even members of the shop delegates, 
council, who are elected by the member
ship, were expelled from  the council and 
branded as destructive elements fo r the 
same reasons mentioned above. The re
su lt of the bureaucratism is that in 
the last four or five months not a single 
meeting of the shop delegates’ council 
executive or membership meeting has 
been held that was not broken up with 
fis t fights. Party and fraction decisions 
are considered by the workers as some
thing against the ir interests. The party 
member realize this. But decisions from  
above must be carried out.

On the united front, the most impor
tant problem that the labor movement 
faces coday, nothing is being done of ac
tual value. A united fro n t conference- 
“ from  below”—was held six months ago 
in  which the delegates were members of 
our own union and 3 or 4, self-appointed. 
Even fo r us party members, including 
from  the A. F. of L. and the A. F. W. 
the leaders, the united fron t question 
s till remains as an unsolved puzzle 

On the Financial Question 
The financial expenses of the union are 

extremely high, not due to its  activities 
(because fo r more than a year, outside 
o f the famous mass strike of fish work
ers, no other activities have been con
ducted), but because of the heavy staff 
of organizers. I t  is almot unbelievable 
that 7 fu ll and 3 part-time organizers 
w ith  3 office g irls  should have to make 
up the staff of a union that has no 
more than 450 to 500 members in  good 
standing. Of course, in  a period of or
ganization drives, even a bigger staff is 
necessary, but in th is case, i t  is a matter 
of a permanent staff.

In  order to balance even the wage ex
pense o f the union regularly, heavy as
sessments were levied on the membership 
time and again under the pretext that 
ganization drive. This drive never took 
this money was to be used fo r the or- 
place. Nor was a report made where 
the money went and when the in itia tion  
fee was fina lly  increased and the amount 
of dues payment doubled, the whole bur
den fe ll on the backs o f the workers in  
the shops whose conditions I  have al
ready mentioned above. A few days ago, 
a “ reorganization”  took place. But this 
means nothing. Such ‘reorganizations’ 
have already taken place several times 
in  the past. There are, besides, 
many other reasons why the union goes 
from bad to worse. I t  would be rid icu l
ous to expect any change from above to 
remedy this. This task belongs to the 
sincere party members. Now is the time 
to act. We must not w ait u n til the 
union is entirely destroyed.
____________ —A FOODWORKER.

* A programmatic statement on the 
situation in  Foodworkers Industria l Un
ion w ill appear in  The M ilita n t shortly. 
—Ed.

To the E d itoria l Committee o f the Jewish 
Paper UNSER KAMF (Organ of the 
Communist League of America).

Dear Comrades:
The appearance of your paper was of 

itse lf a very im portant step forward. 
The firs t successes of the paper show 
that i t  was a necessity. Yes, and could 
it  have been doubted even fo r a minute?

The Jewish workers in  the United 
States are a large and important part of 
the whole pro letaria t of the country. 
H istorical conditions have made the 
Jewish workers susceptible to the ideas 
of scientific Communism. The very fact 
of the dispersement of the Jewish work
ers in  a number of countries should in 
s till in  them and does in s till in them the 
ideas of Internationalism . In  view of 
jus t th is alone the Communist Left Op
position has every reason to count upon 
a big influence among the Jewish pro
letarians in the United States. What 
characterizes the Le ft Opposition p ri
m arily is its  profound international 
character. Precisely because of th is it  
must speak in  every national language. 
The existence o f an independent Jewish 
publication serves not in order to separ
ate the Jewish workers, but on the con
tra ry  in  order to make those ideas which 
combine a ll the workers in  one interna
tional revolutionary fam ily available to 
them. You, it  is understood, reject de
cisively and intransigeantly the old Bund- 
is t principle of federation of the national 
organization. We stand entirely on the 
grounds o f democratic centralism. The 
Jewish workers won over by your paper 
must struggle in  the general ranks of the 
Communist League and the mass organi
zations of the American proletariat. In  
so fa r as your paper w ill develop and 
strengthen, i t  may also assume signific
ance beyond the boundaries o f the Uni
ted States and Canada: in  South Amer- 
the bureaucratized Comintern reflects it-  
lin k  of the proletariat. The policy of 
rights, the Jewish workers are a weak 
economic sense and in  the sense of c iv il 
ica, in  Europe and Palestine. In  the 
self most disastrously on the most op

:Book Review:
pressed and disfranchized part o f the 
p ro le ta ria t: in  Poland, in  the Baltic 
regions, in  France, evidently also in  Pale- 
tine. The working class cannot march 
towards its  liberation by command. Rev
olutionary courage and political w ill can 
be strengthened only w ith  the aid of 
creative ideas which the workers must 
learn independently through criticism , 
deliberation and examination by experi
ence. W ithout this, the very sources of 
the movement inevitably dry up. And we 
see in  actuality how the largest national 
sections of the Comintern, in  spite of 
the exceptionally favorable circum
stances, suffer defeat after defeat.

The workers are capable of withstand
ing the harshest politica l blows i f  they 
have the possibility of thinking through 
the reasons fo r fa ilu re  and independently 
to extract from  i t  a ll the necessary con
clusions fo r the future. But the curse 
lies in the fact that the bureaucracy of 
the Comintern is not only incapable of 
leading the workers to victory, but can
not even perm it them to th ink through 
the reasons fo r defeat. A fte r each new 
blow of the enemies, the Centrist bureau
cracy on its  part hits the workers over 
the skull, prohibiting them from  th ink
ing, criticizing and learning. This c ri
m inal regime becomes the chief sources 
of disappointment and apathy. The firs t 
victims of the blows from the class en- 
ey as well as from the Centrist bureau
cracy fa ll, as already said, are the weak
est links o f the working class.

Your paper is the organ o f the Com
munist League. Its  immediate task is 
to gather the Jewish workers in  Amer
ica under the banner o f Marx and Lenin. 
The more successfully this work is car
ried out the sooner it  w ill rise to an 
international height, the more the ideas 
o f the Le ft Opposition w ill penetrate into 
the m idst of the Jewish workers of the 
Old World, the U. S. S. R. included.

W ith my whole heart I  greet your 
paper and I  shall try  to be useful in your 
work w ith  everything I  can.

Yours.

Prinkipo, May 9, 1932.
-L. TROTSKY.

The Crisis, Unemployment and the Workers
(Continued from page 1) 

zation of capital. I t  caused an enor
mous extension of the scale of produc
tion and o f overproduction of capital. 
The general process of capitalist pro
duction brings forward ever more its  
antagonisms of monopoly, developed pro
ductive forces and the poverty and re
stricted consumption of the masses. In  
this process, the credit system accelerates 
the violent eruptions of these antagon
isms, the crisis.

“ The stupendous productive power de
veloping under the capitalist mode of 
production relatively to population, and 
the increase, though not in  the same pro
portion, o f capital values (not their ma
te ria l substance), which grow much 
more rapidly than the population, contra
d ict the basis, which, compared to tho 
expanding wealth, is ever narrowing and 
fo r which this immense productive power 
works, and the conditions, under which 
capital augments its  value. This is 
the cause o f crises.”  (Marx, Capital, 
Vol. I l l ,  page 313.)

In  the ligh t of the above i t  should 
now prove interesting to examine the 
present level of percentages of capacity 
production reached after two and a ha lf 
years duration of the crisis. The New 
York Tunes index fo r the firs t quarter of 
1932 gives the follow ing results:

Industry February March A p ril 
Pig Iron production 31.5 27.9 24.9 
Steel Ingot “ 31.1 26.4 25.0
Electric Power “  73.1 72.4 71.3
Bituminous Coal “  62.5 74.5 71.3
Automobile “  33.5 27.4 80.3
Boot and Shoe “ 90.7 96,6 91.0
Zinc “ 41.9 41.3 40.1
Cotton consumption 71.5 73.2 56.8 
Freight car loadings 61.7 60.1 58.2 
For the combined business index, of 

which the estimated “ normal” is 100, we 
get the follow ing figures:

Combined business 62.6 61.6 57.2

end of 1930 and on fifty -fo u r fo r the earl
ie r dates given. They compare as fo l. 
lows fo r A p ril th is year w ith A p ril of 
previous years, w ith the average fo r the 
fu ll year 1926 reckoned as 100:

A pril, 1932......... ...........62.2
A pril, 1931......... ...........75.7
A pril, 1930.........
A pril, 1929.........
A pril, 1926.........
A pril, 1923......... ......... 110.8

Pioneer Publishers Notes
W ith the publication of Problems of 

the Chinese Revolution announced else
where in  this issue, we add another 
weapon to the arsenal of revolutionary 

party members particularly and among | internationalism. The Chinese Revolu- 
the workers as a whole. For this we tion o f 1925-i927 w ill be as decisive fo ras a whole. For this 
need a permanent staff o f comrades one 
o f whose chief duties w ill be to get subs.

In  line w ith  this idea fo r the period 
of the summer months we are offering a 
free copy of the new book by comrade 
Trotsky, Problems of the Chinese Rev
olution, w ith  each one year sub to the

us today as the revolution of 1905 was 
fo r the movement of the last decade. 
This new work by comrade Trotsky is 
the firs t Marxian analysis of the world 
shaking events of five years ago. I t  is 
indispensable to an understanding of the 
present situation in  the Far East. I t  is

k ill two birds w ith  one stone. In  send
ing in  subs comrades should remember 
to ask fo r the ir free copies. The staff 
and its  record fo llo w :

M ilitan t. This is everyone’s chance to 1 a fundamental contribution to the colo
n ia l question.

We have been inexcusably late in  get
ting i t  out. Now that i t  is on sale le t us 
make every effort to give i t  the widest 
d istribution possible. Get orders fo r i t  
now, at once. Place i t  in  book stores 
and in  libraries. The cloth cover copies 
should make this fa irly  easy. And re
member that a free copy goes w ith  each 
one year sub to The M ilitan t.

W ith each day our stock o f literature 
is getting lower. Some of the pamphlets 
are already out of p rin t. Others are 
running out of print.

Those that are out o f p rin t can s till 
be had in  the bound volumes. There 
are only about ninety of these. When 
these are gone they w ill be unavailable 
except fo r chance copies picked up here 
and there. And they are going. Orders 
are coming in  fo r them. We are fillin g  
these as they come in. None are put 
aside fo r fu ture sale. Comrades who 
want them should order them at once.

C. R. Hedlund 4
O. Coover 4
M. Beardslee 3
M. Koehler 3
A. Basky 2 1-2
M. Basin 2
P. Vomvas 2
J. Eichna 2
C. Curtis 2
A. Ehrlich 2
M. Reinl 2
J. Booth 1-2
T. Halligan 1-4

The record by branches is as fo llow s: 
Minneapolis 8
New York 7 3-4
Pittsburgh 4
Youngstown 3
Chicago 2 1-2
Philadelphia 2
Miscellaneous 2

In  th is connection it  w ill be well to 
also note the fa ll in  the to ta l payroll 
from  the same index, covering the same 
industries and the same months. I t  w ill 
be useful fo r our further analysis. The
payrolls fo r A p ril compare as follows

A pril, 1932..................
A pril, 1931..................
A pril, 1930..................
A p ril 1929.................. .m .6
A pril, 1926.................. .101.5
A pril, 1923.................. .105.7

There is shown here an ominous dis
parity in  the much greater drop in  to ta l 
payroll when compared to the drop in 
employment. This is indicative fo r the 
fu ture working class prospects. A per
manent, huge unemployed army and a 
reduced standard of living. But what 
the working class w ill do in  th is situa
tion s till remains the decisive question.

The return to the “natural”  level, as 
the New York Times so cynically puts 
it, embodies these prospects fo r the Am
erican working class. The return aims 
to restore confidence, w ith in  capitalism, 
in  the continuity o f the process of re
production, to extend the market and to 
restore a rate of pro fit on existing capital 
on th is “ natual”  basis. But capitalism 
produces fo r an unknown market. And, 
the contradictions between the expan
sion o f capital and the market lim ita 
tions leads to ever deeper crises.

Capitalist production, as a continuous

RUSSIA: MARKET OR MENACE?
By Thomas I). Campbell
Longmanns, Green and Co.,
New York, Toronto and London 1932.
148 pages.

The appearance of this book urging 
American business men to develop trade 
w ith  the Soviet Union by the extension 
of long-term credits, and eventual legal 
recognition, makes it  instructive to draw 
a balance of the present state of this 
question in the ranks of the working 
class and its  vanguard 
Mr. Campbell is a large scale agricul

tu ra l capitalist, owner of a 95,000 acre 
giant farm  at Hardin, Montana, a Mech
anical and A gricu ltura l Engineer, special 
expert and adviser to the Soviet Govern
ment in  1929-1930 in  the development of 
large scale Soviet farm  organization.

He marshals arguments convincing if  
only from  the purely business point of 
view ; for extension of credits: (1) “ I t  
has, during the past fourteen years paid 
a ll its obligations promptly and in fu ll” ; 
(2) “ For many years to come Russia 
w ill be the world’s greatest consumers’ 
market fo r a ll kinds o f manufactured 
goods” ; (3) W ill relieve American de
pression; (4) “American banking and 
financial institutions . . . have sold to 
the American public since the war, two 
and a ha lf b illion  dollars o f German 
securities, a portion o f which have been 
used by the Germans to extend credit 
to Russia.” (5) “ Germany has received 
a flood of orders from Russia including 
$75,000,000 worth o f industria l equipment 
since A p ril 15, 1931.”  (6) Stable Gov
ernment. “ I t  is my opinion tha t Russia 
would not now be the important nation 
she is, if  Joseph Stalin and his support
ers had not succeeded in displacing the 
more violent revolutionists of the Trotsky 
type . . . Stalin is a strategist of an
other sort, a man who can advance lor 
retreat, thrust or parry, denounce or 
defend, and s till advancing towads his 
ultim ate goal.”  The American bourge
oisie w ill agree w ith  him.

These arguments and others are ad
vance by Campbell to assure tim id  busi
ness men that trade w ith  Russia is a 
good business proposition, repeating 
again and again that he is firm ly op> 
posed to Communism in any form.

That Campbell represents a live view 
among certain strata of American manu
facturers is attested to by the recent re
solutions of the Toledo and Cleveland 
Chambers o f Commerce, basing themselves 
on a three m illion  dollar loss of orders 
from the Soviet Union due to the “ short
sighted diplomatic policy” of the govern
ment, they want an immediate cessation 
o f playing w ith this question, and demand 
recognition o f the Soviet Union as a basis 
fo r revival o f certain American indus
tries.

The cry has been taken up by the 
Democrats in  the ir anti-adm inistration 
propaganda and proposals have come be
fore congress. I t  may become a substan
tia l secondary campaign issue in  the com
ing elections.

The slogan o f long-term credits and 
trade w ith  the Soviet Unijon has a pow
erfu l po litica l apepal to workers suffer
ing unemployment in  the present crisis. 
There is no question of the response 
that the Communist party and its  auxil
iaries got, a fter they reluctantly adopted 
this “counter-revolutionary” slogan. Be
cause of their hesitant, “ tongue-in-the- 
cheek” policy, however, there has been 
no real effort to build on this key slogan. 
Abstract and pacifist slogans of “ Defend 

Union”  type have been sub-

[ ence whatsoever from the government of 
i other countries.”

That this is an authentic statement 
can be shown by the follow ing fa c t: 
"Upon leaving, he told me that the in ter, 
preter would prepare a typewritten copy 
of our conversation, which I  received 
two weeks la ter in  London, signed “ J. 
S talin” , and w ith this note—“ Keep this 
record, i t  may be a very h istorical docu
ment some day.”  (W hat arrogant con
ceit !)

Are the bourgeoisie really fooled by 
these utterances? Note the wave of 
editoria l irony in the capitalist news
papers about Stalin’s back to capitalism 
(sic) movement in  the questions of the 
new decree on individual sale o f cattle 
and grain and the piece work system in 
the factories. They place a correct eva
luation on S talin’s interviews and “ two
fold”  propaganda.

And finally, le t us examine the views 
o f the author himself, who so earnestly 
extolls the virtues of S talin ist leadership. 
“ Communism”  he says, “ Thrives only in 
dark places, the cesspools of the world 
, . . (despite the depression) the pro
ducers o f America’s manufactured goods 
were loth to deal w ith  Russia. They held 
aloof during those firs t years a fte r the 
revolution WHEN RUSSIA WAS DOMIN
ATED BY RADICALS OF THE MOST 
PERNICIOUS BREED, who threatened 
to overthrow our government and those 
of the other great nations. Years before 
the financial crash o f 1929, the m ilitan t 
advocates o f world revolution have been 
banished from Russia and expelled from  
the Communist party which rules Rus
sia’s 160 m illion  people”

O h! What a tangled web we weave,
“ When firs t we practice to deceive!” 

—CARL COWL.

connected process, firs t of a ll produces 
Tru ly^the stupendous productive power • an(j  reproduces the capita list relations.

Henceforth these w ill be the relations of 
yet greater concentration of capital— 
means of production which serve as 
capital, serve fo r the exploitation of 
labor—w ith  greater intensity of exploita- 

i. tion  and w ith  an ever growing section

developed under the capitalist mode of 
production contradicts the basis, and the 
conditions under which capital augments 
its  value. And i t  is not altogether un. 
natural that the New York Times com
ments cynically in  an editorial, of Sun-
day, June 5th, e n title d -T h is  C ris is j “ f ~  ̂ “ “ o ^ r s  ln enforced idleness.

‘The real barrier of capita list pro-and Others—‘The break-down is perman
ent. The sharply curtailed consumption 
today is not p rim arily  a reflex o f a dis
tress cut in  income but a return to the 
‘natural’ level (s ic !). The unemploy
ment figures of today are not emergency 
figures. They register the permanent 
effect of our triumphs in industria l ef
ficiency, in  methods and machines (hear, 
hear). Taking care of perhaps 8,000,000 
persons out of work is a big problem, 
but one that can be solved i f  i t  is a 
temporary problem. But what the coun
try  must now look forward to is this 
huge mass of idle workers as a perman
ent feature of our evonomic life . Such 
is the fa ta l difference ‘in  kind’ boday.”

Yes, this is the salient point of the 
crisis today and fo r the fu ture prospects. 
The New York Times wants to  warn its 
bourgeois readers. We must sim ilarly 
warn the working class to draw its  own 
conclusions.

We would not accept the above unem
ployment figure as accurate. In  rea lity 
i t  is surely a good deal larger than that. 
Exact figures are not available. The 
bourgeois government fears to  have such 
a computation made. But the index fig
ures published by the Department o f 
Labor give us somewhat o f an idea. Its  
index figures are based upon returns 
from  eighty-nine industries since the

duetion is capital itself. I t  is the fact 
that capital and its  self-expansion ap
pear as the starting and closing point, 
as the motive and aim of production; 
that production is merely production for 
capital, and not vice versa, the means of 
production mere means fo r an ever ex
panding system of the life  process for 
the benefit of the society o f producers.” 
(Marx, Capital, Vol. I l l ,  page 293.)

—ARNE SWABECK.
(Note: Another article  on the Crisis 

Unemployment and the W orking Class, 
particularly dealing w ith  the present ef 
fo rts fo r expansion of credits, w ill ap
pear in  the next issue of The M ilita n t 
—Ed.)

BOUND VOLUMES of the M ILITA N T
71 Issues of the Old Format 
From Vol. 1, No. 1 to Vol. 4, No. 12, 
October 15, 1928 to June 15, 1931, 
Bound in  One Volume.
The Number on Hand is Lim ited. 
Orders W ill be F illed  in  the Order 

in  Which They are Received.
Checks or Money Orders Must Ac

company the Orders.
Make Sure of Your Copy.
Order at Once!

PRICE F IVE  DOLLARS

the Soviet 
stituted.

In  spite o f the obvious effectiveness of 
this slogan in connecting up the fight 
against capitalist misery d irectly w ith 
the cause o f the Workers Republic, l i t  
tie  progress has been made in  the ranks 
of the American workers. I t  s till re
mains fo r certain business men’s groups 
to take the lead In this question, m otiv
ated by real loss of orders, shut-down of 
their plants, and panic a t the extent of 
the crisis. How s illy  the burocratic 
“arguments”  about this slogan lending 
aid to the capitalists in  stabilizing their 
industry. As i f  credits fo r the Five Year 
Plan program would elim inate the gig
antic contradictions of chaos and glut 
in  the capitalist market.

A most astounding revelation in  this 
bqok is the lengths to Which Stalin has 
gone in  his false “ strategy”  of “ deceiving 
the bourgeoisie.”  W hile secret negotia
tions take place w ith  capitalist magnates 
and diplomats fo r recognition and ex
tension o f credits as, fo r example, be
hind the scenes at Geneva, Sokolnikov in 
London and Bogdanov of the Amtorg 
in  New York, in  these manipulations be
hind the backs o f the workers, the prill/- 
ciples of the movement are bartered fo r 
a possible recognition or a possible exten
sion o f credits. That explains L itv inov’s 
defection in  signing the Kellogg Pact. 
Not the bourgeoisie but the workers are 
thus deceived ah to the aims of the 
Workers Republic in  the international 
class war.

But aside from  disastrous oonsequences 
of the false theory o f national socialism 
in  world politics, you have the petty “de
ception” o f the world bourgeoisie thru 
the medium of S talin’s interviews — the 
famous “ twofold”  policy, ta lking w ith  one 
face to the workers and another to the 
bosses, and occasionally getting the 
faces mixed,

Campbell reports: “ Ho (S talin) unlhesi- 
ta ting ly admitted, w ith  disarming frank
ness, that under Trotsky there had been 
an attempt to spread Communism through
out the world. He said that was the 
prim ary cause of the break between him 
self and Trotsky. That Trotsky believed 
in  universal Communism while he wanted 
to confine his efforts to his own conn, 
try . He explained that they had neither 
the time nor the money to try  to commiut- 
ize the world, even should they Wish to 
do so, and that his own chief interest 
was to improve the conditions o f the 
people in Russia, without any M erfe»

FILM R E V IE W
NOT “ ALONE”  COMRADE!

The film , “Alone” , produced by Sovkino 
of the U. S. S. R. and shown at present 
at the Cameo Theatre, is a significent 
portrayal o f life  in  Soviet Russia, not 
in  the heroic days of the Revolution, but 
at the present time, in  the days of strug
gle against the kulaks and nepmen. 
B riefly told the story depicts the bleak 
but enlightening experience of an inma- 
ture g irl jus t out of Normal School who 
is sent most unw illing ly to teach the 
children of a backward tribe away off at 
the edge of civilization in  the A lta i re
gion of Siberia.

Here a village Soviet exists but we are 
made quickly and convincingly aware 
that although forms have changed, the 
underlying rea lity has not. The rich 
kulak who has divided his large flock of 
sheep form ing the wealth of this region, 
among his “ poor relatives”  (the usual 
fiction), s till wields the power. He uses 
the very Soviet to exploit the worker- 
shepherds, helped along by the lazy and 
inefficient bureaucrat assigned as head of 
the Soviet.

The young Moscow g irl, a t firs t bew il
dered through lack o f experience, comes 
soon to a realization o f actualities, pa rti
cularly when the nepman-fculak invades 
the class-room to w ithdraw the older 
children to make them tend the flock. 
She comes into conflict w ith  the crafty 
kulak and when he attempts to slaughter 
the sheep, the main source of food supply 
fo r the village, fo r his own private profit, 
her appeal to the head of the Soviet be
ing unavailing, since he has no “ instruc
tions” , she decides to apeal to the high
er-ups at the provincial center. Here she 
makes the mistake of accepting the help 
of the class-enemy who offers to drive 
her in  his sleigh and she finds herself 
deserted, alone, in the trackless waste 
of snow. However she is found and 
against the opposition of the bureaucrat 
the village poor sent an appeal fo r help 
to save her life . An aeroplane does the 
rest. Meantime the village poor are 
aroused and force the regeneration of 
the Soviet by holding elections and cast
ing out the bureaucrat.

We are informed that th is picture of 
conditions as they now exist kindled a 
heated discussion in  Moscow. C riticism  
was levelled at the playing up of a “ star” 
as against the picturing of the “masses” . 
Nevertheless, after the usual preview be
fore selected workers to decide whether 
the film  should be released to the Russian 
masses, these workers voted favorably 
on it  as giving a true picture. In  spite 
of which, the Cameo billboards repeat 
an announcement that this picture w ill 
probably never be seen publicly in  Rus
sia.

May we not conclude that the criticism  
as to “star” technique is jus t a wee b it 
disingenuous? That actually the bureau
crats fe lt more than uncomfortable under 
its  too direct exposure o f how, although 
they are not counter-revolutionaries, they 
play directly into the hands o f the class 
enemies?

Yes, aimed at bureaucracy in Siberia, 
i t  struck home in  Moscow as the work
ers could not fa il to understand. No, 
the film  must not be allowed to give aid 
and comfort to the Le ft Opposition! I t  
is too symbolic of our own struggle fo r 
the regeneration of the Soviets. We 
heartily recommend the film  to party 
comrades.

—J. WEBER.
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IN  T H E  IN TE R N A TIO N A L OF LA BOR
Reviews and News of the Working Class and Revolutionary Movements

A  Letter From England
LONDON, ENGLAND

No doubt you have already heard of 
the expulsion o f J. T. Murphy from the 
Communist Party o f Great B rita in . Since 
the struggle between Murphy and the 
po litica l bureau of the party began over 
the question o f credits to the Soviet Un
ion, details o f the discussion which led 
to J. T. Murphy’s resignation and sub
sequent expulsion may be of interest to 
American comrades.

I t  must be remembered that Murphy 
Is an old member of the party and lias 
been fo r years on the central committee. 
He was fo r two years the B ritish  party’s 
Comintern repesentative, one of the ablest 
men—maintaining a ll due proportions 
produced by the B ritish  party, an effec
tive speaker and w rite r and a capable 
politician. Murphy was, moreover, fore
most in  the fight against “ Trotskyism” . 
He wrote the preface to the English edi
tion of the “Errors of Trotskyism ” and 
at the party’s convention of 1927 moved 
the resolution endorsing Trotsky’s ex
pulsion from the party. I t  w ill be seen 
that J. T. Murphy has an excellent re
cord in  the service o f Stalin.

In  the A p ril number of the Communist 
Review, Murphy advanced the slogan of 
“ Credits to  the Soviet Union” . He pre 
faced this w ith  a vicious attack on the 
Le ft Opposition and, having cleared him
self of any suspicion in this direction, 
proceeded to argue that the slogan of 
“Credits”  would be an effective weapon 
to aid the Soviet Union. The article

to Manchuria and Scream about war, to 
say that such a slogan was not needed 
at this stage and to condemn Murphy fo r 
“moving nearer to the position of the 
counter-revolutionary Trotskyists” .

Murphy has since published articles 
in  the socialist press, adm itting that he 
did advance arguments which tended to 
cover up the danger o f war. H is articles 
fa il to explain why the discussion con
ducted between him self and the polburo 
was kept secret and why, when attacked, 
he resigned from the party. The discus
sion commenced, according to Murphy, in 
March i f  not earlier. The article  in  
which he openly advocated credits ap
peared in  A pril. A ll those C. C. members 
who are now rushing into p rin t to de
nounce Murphy saw it  and, read i t  and 
by their silence accepted i t  u n til to ld by 
the secretariat—Rust and P o llit—to do 
otherwise. For over two months the pol
buro and Murphy concealed their d iffe r
ences from  the membership and only 
Murphy’s resignation forced the matter 
into the open. Not open struggle, not 
education of the membership by open pol
itic a l discussion, but diplomatic corres- 
ponence and the covering up o f d iffer
ences w ith in  the leadership—this is the 
line of the po litica l bureau and Murphy.

Murphy started by accepting the theory 
of “ socialism in  one country”  and bu ilt 
up his arguments fo r the “ Credits” 
slogan on it. As a result, his tree bore 
reform ist fru its . The polburo, in  reply

negotiating fo r them, but the polburo 
believes w ith  S talin that diplom atic 
negotiation can secure more than mass 
pressure. This, they say, is a m atter fo r 
the Soviet diplomats—keep the workers 
out of this.

I t  is here that our group o f the Left 
Opposition takes up the matter. Making 
use o f comrade Trotsky’s pamphlet— 
Unemployment and the Five Year Flan— 
we are urging in  the party that such 
a slogan can be an effective part of our 
immediate struggle. Those who argue 
that the U. S. S. R. is independent of 
world economy are going to find it  very 
d ifficu lt to explain why the Soviet Union 
is negotiating credits and why we can
not advance it  as a main slogan in  the 
present stage o f the struggle. But then, 
clear explanations and the honest facing 
of po litica l issues is not the strong point 
of the party leadership. Molotov, Stalin 
have spoken—means must be found to 
agree.

—ANGLICUS.

appeared. Nothing was said. The May. ,,  , .. .. ,,,. TI a a
issue of the Communist Review contained av°Wed the ques 10 .
no suggestion that there was any dis
agreement save that Murphy was no 
longer editor.

Then, on May 11, there appeared a 
statement in  the Daily Worker that 
Murphy was expelled for the propaga
tion o f “ anti-working class views and 
the desertion of the working class fight 
against war, starvation and repression 
at a decisively c ritica l stage in  the class 
struggle” . Murphy’s arguments were 
that the more credits we could obtain, 
the more trade there would be between 
B rita in  and Russia, the less inclined the 
capitalists would be to declare war on 
the Soviet Union. The po litica l bureau 
correctly drew attention to certain state
ments in  the a rtic le  which would weaken 
the agitation against the war menace. 
But on the central point of the quarrel 
the political bureau was silent. They 
avoided any definite statements on 
whether or no the slogan of “ Credits" 
was correct. A ll they did was to point

R. needs credits, is at this moment
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Trotsky on the Labor Party Question
I  have reread the theses o f the Second 

Conference of the American League con
cerning the question of the Labor Party. 
I  find i t  excellent in  every part and I  
subscribe to it  w ith  both hands. I  find it  
necessary to emphasize my fu ll agree
ment w ith  those theses a ll the more as 
my interview to the New York Times of 
March 1932 gave rise to misunderstanding 
and m isinterpretation, especially on the 
part of the Lovestone group.

1. What was my idea on the “ Labor 
Party” in  that statement? I  stated that 
American politics w ill be Europeanized 
in the sense that the inevitable and im
minent development of a party o f the 
working class w ill to ta lly  change the 
po litica l face of the U. S. This is a 
commonplace for a M arxist. The ques
tion was not of a “Labor Party” in  the 
specific B ritish  sense of th a t word but 
in the general European sense w ithout 
designating what form  such a party 
would take or what phases i t  would go 
through. There was not the slightest 
necessity in  that interview  to enter into

However, such an eventuality has noth
ing to do w ith  a precise tactical ques
tion. We can adm it hypothetically that 
the American trade union bureaucracy 
w ill be forced, under certain historical 
conditions, to im itate the B ritish  trade 
union bureaucracy in  creating a kind of 
party based upon the trade unions. But 
that eventuality, which appears to me to 
be- very problematical, does not constitute 
an aim fo r which the Communists must 
striye and on which one must concentrate 
the attention of the proletarian vanguard.

3. A  long period of confusion in  the 
Comintern led many people to forget a 
very simple but absolutely irrevocable 
princip le: that a M arxist, a proletarian 
revolutionist, cannot present himself be
fore the working class w ith  two banners. 
He cannot say at a workers’ meeting: I  
have a ticket fo r a firs t class party and 
another, cheaper ticket fo r the back
ward workers. I f  I  am a Communist, 1 
must fight fo r the Communist party.

4. One can say that under the Amer- 
j ican conditions a “Labor Party”  in  the

the internal tactical differences w ith in  J B ritish  sense would be a progressive step
the Communist ranks. The translation 
of my interview from  the Russian text, 
which employs the words “ rabochaya 
partia” , in to  the English was defective 
in that i t  permitted one to make a con
crete and specific interpretation of what 
should have been general.

2. One can declare that even the 
general term “ party o f the working 
class” does not exclude a “Labor Party” 
in  the B ritish  sense. Be that as it  may.
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(Continued from last issue)
The Test of Events

The firs t really serious test of the 
Anglo-Russian Committee was the B rit
ish general strike of 1926 which broke 
out in  the m idst of the great miners' 
strike. Just as metals are best tested 
in  heat, so a ll the assurances o f friend
ship fo r Russia, of loyalty to B ritish  
labor and enmity to B ritish  imperialism, 
freely given by Purcell and Co., were 
subected to a decisive test in  the flames 
of the general strike. And jus t as the 
Opposition had warned, the B ritish  Gen
eral Council, its  L e ft w ing as w ell as 
its  R ight wing, revealed its  disgracefhl 
cowardice and treachery, its  fundamental 
loyalty to B ritish  imperialism, its  hatred 
and fear of the revolutionary proletariat. 
A fte r nine days of the general strike, 
in  which a revolutionary situation was 
engendered, in  which the strength of the 
ru ling class rested not so much upon its 
immediate ranks as i t  did in  the 
strength which the labor leaders, Le ft 
and R ight enjoyed in  the working class, 
the General Council deliberately deliv
ered the death blow to the general strike 
and to the miners whom a ll the other 
workers had struck to defend. In  face 
of the extremely m ilitan t mood of the 
workers, in  face of the p itifu l helpless
ness of the bourgeoisie, in  face of such 
phenomena as the refusal o f numerous 
armed regiments to proceed against the 
strikers, a ll the trade union lackeys of 
the • ru ling  class rushed to the govern
ment buildings to confer w ith  the king’s 
m inisters oh how to crush the move
ment. The “ red” veneer w ith  which the 
“ Left”  labor leaders had coated them
selves was wiped off in  a patriotic, 
frenzy. The financial aid sent the s trik 
ing miners from  Russia was indignantly 
returned w ith  the epithet o f “ the damn
ed Russian gold” . The red flag was 
hastily dropped fo r the Union Jack. Pur
cell and Co. proved to  be not the “ or- 
ganizatory center that embraces the in 
ternational forces of the proletariat fo r 
the struggle” , but a most reliable prop 
of a desperate ru ling  class. Had the 
whole a ffa ir been played out according 
to the plot o f a stage drama, i t  could 
not have presented a more annihilating 
indictment of the S talinist view and con
firm ation of the Opposition’s.

And where was the Committee as a 
whole during these stirring  days of mag
nificent struggle and base treachery? As 
Kautsky said p la intive ly about his Sec
ond In ternationa l: i t  was only an in 
strument o f peace: in  times of acute 
conflict, i t  was worthless.

More correctly, i t  was worthless to the 
revolutionists, to Soviet Russia. But to 
the B ritish  labor fakers i t  had a dis
tin c t value. Purcell, Hicks, Swales and 
C itrine utilized to  the maximum the 
prestige accruing to them out of the ir 
form al and inexpensive collaboration 
w ith  the Bolshevik representatives in  the 
Anglo-Russian Committee. Instead of 
helping to emancipate the B ritish  mass
es from  the chains o f the ir false lead
ers, the A. R. C. served these leaders as 
a “ Bolshevik”  shield from  the blows of 
the rank and file, and particu larly of 
the B ritish  Communists. Purcell could 
easily defend his treason from  the at
tacks o f “ his own”  Communists by say
ing : The Russian Communists are d if
ferent, as you see, they do not attack 
me as you do. Quite the contrary, they 
s it together w ith  us in  friendly confer
ence.

The Demands of the Opposition
What did the Opposition demand? That

the prestige enjoyed among the B ritish  
workers by the A. R. C. and by its  Rus
sian half in  particular should be u til
ized to expose the treason of the B ritish  
leaders. I t  demanded a demonstrative 
break w ith  Purcell and Co. because of 
their open betrayal, so that the la tter 
could no longer hide behind the Russian 
trade unions. Stalin and Bucharin vio
lently opposed the break—the same 
Stalin and his apparatus ( it  seems in
credible!) who today consider it  a crime 
to propose a united fron t not only to 
the Purcells but even to the ordinary, 
misguided “ social fascist” worker who 
s till follows the Purcells.

The Committee was now beginning to 
be justified  by Bucharin and Co. on the 
grounds of “ po litica l” , o f “ Soviet” , of 
“ diplomatic” requirements. And i t  is al
legedly on th is basis that a disgraceful 
"united fron t”  was maintained w ith  Pur
cell and Co. fo r more than a year after 
the abominable betrayal of the general 
s trike ! The Anglo-Russian Committee, 
i t  was argued, would prevent B ritish  in 
tervention against Russia and thereby 
enable the Soviet republic . . .  to build 
up socialism undisturbed. This fa ta l 
tragedy was played u n til the Berlin Com
mittee conference in  A p ril 1927.. What 
was accomplished then? D id the Com
mittee protest the bombardment o f Nan
king by B ritish  imperialism? No! Did it  
protest the B ritish  raid on Arcos in  Lon
don? No! Did i t  say a word about the 
treachery of its  B ritish  h a lf during the 
general strike and the miners’ strike? 
No! Then what did i t  do? I t  adopted 
a resolution in  which the Russians de
clare together w ith  the Englishmen:

1. “ The only representatives and 
spokemen of the trade union movement 
are the Congress of the B ritish  Trade 
Unions and its  General Council:

2. “ Esteems, a t the same time, that 
the fraternal union between the trade 
union movements of the two countries, in 

corporated in  the Anglo-Russian Commit
tee, cannot and m iist not violate or re
s tric t the ir rights and autonomy as the 
directing organs of the trade union move, 
ment o f the respective countries ; nor 
interfere in  any manner whatsoever in  
their internal affairs” .

This document, which could not but 
have a stunning effect upon the B ritish  
revolutionists, marked the high water 
mark o f the Stalin-Bucharinist capitula
tion to Purcell and Co. (who in  turn 
“capitulated” to Baldwin and the B rit
ish bourgeoisie at every decisive moment) 
—and a ll in  the name of the theory of 
“ socialism in  one country” .

The Anglo-Russian Committee was one 
disappointment after another to  those 
who sowed illusions about i t  and those 
who accepted these illusions as Bolshe
vism. I t was a signpost on the road o f 
degeneration of the ru ling  regime in  the 
Russian party and the International. I t  
was one of the natural fru its  o f the 
theory of national socialism. I t  was the 
best example of how the united fron t 
should never be made. Its  only positive 
aspects were its  negative aspects, that 
is, the only good to come out o f thé 
whole experiment was in  learning from 
its  fundamental defects and avoiding 
them in  the future.

But to learn—is forbidden. To learn 
from th is trag ic experience which set 
back the B ritish  revolutionary movement 
for years and h u rt the Soviet republic, 
means to reveal the deep abyss o f re
visionism into which Stalin and Bucharin 
had dragged the International. And in 
forbidding it, its  lessons remain unavail
able to the Communist masses. Yester
day’s mistakes lie  a t the bottom of the 
innumerable blunders (th is time in  the 
opposite direction) which are being made 
today. But the Opposition is working 
w ith  history a t its  side and therein lies 
the great hope fo r the coming day.

—MAX SHACHTMAN.
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and by recognizing this and stating so, 
we ourselves, even though indirectly, help 
to establish such a party. But that is 
precisely the reason I  w ill never assume 
the responsibility to affirm  abstractly and 
dogmatically that the creation of a 
“ Labor Party” would be a “ progressive 
step” even in  the United States because 
I  do not know under what circumstances, 
under what guidance, and fo r what pur
poses that party would be created. I t  
seems to me more probable that especial
ly  in  America, which does not possess 
any im portant traditions of independent 
po litica l action by the working class (as 
Chartism in  England, fo r example) and 
where the trade union bureaucracy is 
more reactionary and corrupted than it  
was at the height of the B ritish  Empire, 
the creation of a “Labor Party” could be 
provoked only by m ighty revolutionary 
pressure from the working masses and by 
the growing threat of Communism. I t  
is absolutely clear that under these con
ditions the Labour Party would signify, 
not a progressive, step but a hindrance to 
the progressive evolution of the working 
class.

5. In  what form  the party of the 
working class w ill become a genuine mass 
party in  the United States in  the imme
diate future we cannot prophesy because 
the socialist and “ Labor” parties differ 
greatly in  the various countries, even in 
Europe. In  Belgium, fo r example, we 
see an intermediary sort of party arise. 
Certainly the phases of development of 
the proletarian party in  America w ill be 
sui generis (unique). We can only a f
firm  w ith  the greatest assurance: Espec 
ia lly  since the U. S., in  the period from 
1921 to 1924 has already had an impor
tant rehearsal in  the creation of a 
“Labor” or "Farmer-Labor”  Party, a 
resurrection of a sim ilar movement can
not be a simple repetition o f that experi
ence but a fa r more pregnant and more 
crystallized movement, i. e., either un
der the guidance of the revolutionary 
Communist party or under the guidance 
o f reform ist elements against the grow
ing Communist party. And i f  even in  
1921-1924 the Communist party did not 
find great possibilities fo r independent 
action inside the organization o f an in 
choate “Labor Party” i t  would have less 
possibility in  the new phase of an ana
logous movement.

6. One can imagine that the trade un
ion bureaucracy and its  socialist and 
le ft democratic advisers may show them
selves to be more perspicacious and be
gin the formation o f a “ Labor Party” 
before the revolutionary movement be
comes too threatening. In  view of the 
groping empiricism and provincial nar
rowness o f the American labor bureau
cracy and the aristocracy of labor, such 
perspicacity seems very improbable. The 
fa ilu re  o f such an attempt in  the past 
shows us tha t the bureaucracy, so ten
acious in  its immediate aims, is absolute
ly  incapable of systematic po litica l action 
on a great scale even in the interests of 
capitalist society. The bureaucracy must 
receive a blow on the skull before taking 
such a “ radical”  in itia tive . However, i f  
the creation of a “Labor Party”  would 
prevent, in  a certain period great suc
cesses o f Communism, our elementary 
duty must be, not to proclaim the pro
gressiveness of the “ Labor Party”  but its  
insufficiency, ambiguity, and limitedness 
and its  historical role as a hindrance to 
the proletarian revolution.

Must we jo in  that “ Labor Party”  or 
remain outside? This is not a question 
o f principle but of circumstances and 
possibilities. The question itse lf has 
arisen from  the experience of the B ritish  
Communists w ith  the “ Labor Party”  and 
that experience has served fa r more the 
“Labor Party”  than the Communists. I t  
is evident that the possibility o f partic i
pating in  a “ Labor Party”  movement and 
of u tiliz ing  i t  would be greater in  the 
period of its  inception, that is, in the per
iod when the party is not a party but on 
amorphous po litica l mass movement. That 
we must participate in  it  a t that time 
and w ith  the greatest energy is w ithout 
question, but not to help form  a “ Labor 
Party”  which w ill exclude us and fight 
against us but to push the progressive 
elements o f the movement more and more 
to the le ft by our activ ity and propa
ganda. I  know this seems too simple fo r

the great new school which searches 
everywhere fo r some method that goes 
over its feeble head.

8. To consider a “ Labor Party”  as an 
integrated series of united fronts sign
ifies a misunderstanding of the notions 
both of the united fron t and of the party. 
The united fron t is determined by con
crete circumstances, fo r concrete aims. 
The party is permanent. In  a united 
fron t we leave our hands free to break 
w ith our temporary allies. In  a com
mon party w ith  these allies we are bound 
by discipline and even by the fact of 
the party itself. The experience of the 
Kuo M in Tang and of the Anglo-Russian 
Committee must be well understood. The 
strategic line dictated by the lack of a 
sp irit of independence of the Communist 
party and by the desire to enter into the 
“ big” party (Kuo M in Tang, “ Labor 
Party” ) produced inevitably a ll the con
sequences o f the opportunist adaptation 
to the w ill o f the allies, and through 
them, to that of the enemy. We must 
educate our cadres to believe in  the in 
v inc ib ility  o f the Communist idea and in 
the future of the Communist party. The 
parallel struggle fb r another party in 
evitably produces in  the ir minds, a dual
ity  and turns them on the road of op
portunism.

9. The policy of the united fron t has
not only its  great advantages but its  
lim its and its  dangers as well. The un
ited fron t, even in the form  of temporary 
blocs, often impels one to opportunist 
deviations which are frequently fa ta l, as 
for example, w ith  Brandler in  1923. 
That danger becomes absolutely predom
inant in  a situation in  which the so- 
called Communist party becomes a part 
of a “ Labor Party”  created by the grace 
of the propaganda and action o f the 
Communist party itself.

10. That the “ Labor Party”  can be
come an arena o f successful struggle fo r 
us and that the “Labor Party” , created 
as a barrier to Communism can, under 
certain circumstances, strengthen the 
Communist party is true, but only under 
the condition that we consider the 
“ Labor Party”  not as “our”  party but 
as an arena in  which we are acting as 
an absolutely independent Communist 
party.

11. A ll the resolutions' about the B rit
ish Labor Party must be evaluated not 
as 'they were w ritten before the experl, 
ences of the Comintern and the B ritish  
Communist P a rty  in  that regard, but in  
the ligh t o f that experience. The a t
tempt to apply them mechanically now, 
in 1932, to the American conditions, is 
characteristic of the epigones’ mind and 
has nothing to do w ith  Marxism and 
Leninism.

12. I t  is not necessary to say that the 
idea of a Farmer-Labor party is a treach
erous mockery o f Marxism.
Prlnkipo, May 19, 1932.

—L. TROTSKY.

June «Young Spartacus» O u t
The June issue of the Young Spartacus 

is off the press. Among its  contents are:
Japan’s War Threat to Soviet Union.
Growth of the Fascist Danger in  Ger

many.
A unity appeal of the National Com

mittee of the Communist League of Am
erica (Opposition) to the Young Com
munist League.

On Memorial Day and National Youth 
Day

On International coordination of Left 
Opposition Youth

Reports o f activities o f American Op
position Youth

Students struggle against increased 
fees.

Child Labor Legislation
Review of Foster’s Towards Soviet Am

erica.
Comrade Trotsky’s Appeal to the C. 

C. of the Soviet Union
The comrades should order bundles of 

this issue and distribute them to  young 
workers and students. I t  is particularly 
necessary to reach the members o f the 
Young Communist League w ith  our unity 
appeal.

FOR AN 8 PAGE PAPER
The National Youth Committee a t a 

recent meeting decided to launch a cam
paign fo r the issuance of an eight page 
Young Spartacus by September. This 
can be done i f  the youth and adult com
rades w ill cooperate.

Get busy on the job. Send in  subs and 
orders fo r bundles. Form a Sparetacus 
Yuuth Club wherever a branch of the 
Communist League exists.

N. Y. SPARTACUS YOUTH CLUB 
MEETS

The New York Spartacus Youth Club 
i meets each Friday evening, 8 :00 P. M., 
’ at the Stuyvesant Casino, 9th Street and 

Second Avenue. A t these meetings a 
short business agenda is combined w ith 
a discussion on current questions or his
to rica l and theoretical problems. A 
beach party is being planned fo r the near 
future.

Young workers and students are in 
vited to attend and participate in  these 
discussions. I f  more inform ation is 
desired it  can be obtained from the Club 
president, Herbert Capelis, 84 E, IOth 
Street, New York City.

READ AND SUBSCRIBE 
TO YOUNG SPARTACUS
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O n  the Slogan of «Rank and File Leadership»

Some questions have arisen about the 
remarks in  a recent issue o f The M ili
tant on the slogan of “ Rank and F ile 
Laedership”  which deserve a somewhat 
extended answer. The idea has been ex
pressed that th is slogan of the Stalin
ists rea lly has some merits, that in  real
ity  i t  is only a restatemen of the old 
demand of the Le ft wing fo r trade union 
democracy, and that in  any case the 
slogan is not wrong in  principle. In  
our opinion such views are entirely er
roneous in  a ll respects, and only add 
to the confusion. And since the m atter 
has a considerable importance—nothing 
w ill bring quicker disaster than a false 
direction in  the trade union struggle— 
another attempt to c la rify  the issue w ill 
be worth while. The negative manner 
in  which the slogan was discussed in  the 
previous treatment, w ithout reference to 
an alternative form ulation, also came in 
fo r criticism  and perhaps gave ground 
fo r misunderstanding. The present ar
ticle, therefore, w ill undertake* to deal 
w ith  the latest trade union slogan of 
the Stalinists in  a more rounded fashion 
and suggest a positive alternative. 
ANARCHIST CONCEPTION OF 
LEADERSHIP

Is  “ rank and file  leadership” a new 
demand o f the Left wing or is i t  sim
p ly the restatement of an old one? There 
are two answers to this question. I t  is 
an old idea that permeated the needle 
trades Le ft Wing more or less before the 
emergence o f the Communist leadership. 
But its  advocacy by Communists is some
thing new—one of the many Stalinist 
“ innovations” which are in  rea lity bor
rowed from  anti-M arxist schools. Be
fore the rise of the Communist influence 
in  the needle trades the L e ft wing was 
heavily tainted w ith the prejudices of 
anarchism and syndicalism in  the ir var
ious forms. The I. W. W., defeated or
ganizationally in  the needle trades, suc
ceeded nevertheless in  grafting a part of 
its  ideology onto the m ilita n t section of 
the rank and file. The b rillia n t idea of 
“ no leaders” , of the rank and file  leading 
the rank and file—which is jus t another 
way of saying “ rank and file  leadership” 
—gained a certain sympathy from  the 
workers who were in  revolt against the 
bureaucracy.

The leaders o f the “company union” 
d id not begin their treacherous work 
yesterday. The workers had good reason 
to learn about i t  even before 1919. The 
old movement against the bureaucrats, 
which had not yet thought out its  pro
blems and formulated a clear program, 
had a tendency to identify the idea of 
leadership w ith  the ru ling  clique and 
had to a certain extent fe ll victim  to 
n ih ilis tic  conceptions on the question of 
leadership as preached by the anarch
ists and the I. W. W. In  this respect, 
but in  no other, i t  can be said that “ rank 
and file  leadership”  is an old slogan of 
the needle trades Le ft wing.

But ten years or more ago the Com
munists came to the fro n t and soon-gain
ed the decisive leadership o f the Left 
wing movement by virtue of the ir sup
erior policy. One of the firs t positive 
steps of the Oommunist Le ft wing was 
to clear up the muddled ideology o f the 
movement and sweep out the anarchistic 
rubbish which had paralyzed the strug
gles and strengthened the position o f the 
reactionary bureaucrats. Rank and file  
demagogy and formlessness in  the dom
ain o f organization gave place to the 
conception of democratic centralism. The 
old and outworn reform ist method of 
workers’ organization makes an a rtific ia l 
division between the masses of the mem. 
bership on the one side and the ru ling 
bureaucrats on the other. This state o f 
affairs created the conditions fo r anti
leadership prejudices to gain a foothold. 
The Lenin idea o f democratic centralism 
fuses the leaders w ith  the masses and 
removes any ground fo r contrasting the 
one to the other. This idea gained the 
hegemony in  the L e ft wing, and was one 
of the most important reasons why its  
fighting capacities grew by leaps and 
bounds. From a chaos revolving around 
one spot the Le ft wing became a real 
contender fo r power in  the unions, and 
in  some case achieved it.

In  its  struggle to break the backbone 
of the bureaucracy which was th ro ttling  
the unions the Communistic Le ft wing 
advanced along the line of principle in 
a ll questions, including the organization 
question. This was its  strength. The 
Communists formulated the ir fighting 
slogans precisely and accurately, and in 
Consonance w ith a general theory o f 
organization. Confnonted, then as now, 
w ith  the sabotaging role of the bureau
crats in  strikes, they did not attempt 
to leap over the d ifficulty by denying 
the necessity o f an official leadership. 
On the contrary, they formulated a gen
eral demand applicable to the union as 
a whole, and -a subordinate one, consist
ent w ith  it, applicable to the manage
ment of strikes.
HISTORY OF THE SLOGAN

On the one hand the Communist Left 
wing raised the demand fo r honest, m ili
tant leaders in the union in place of 
the corrupt, reactionary fakers. In  har
mony w ith  that, and consistent w ith  the 
organization program whicn the Left 
wing would apply when i t  gained the 
control o f the union, i t  demanded the 
democratizaation o f the union, and parti
cularly of the strike machinery. (A t 
that time, you see, the L e ft wing was 
not Conducting a temporary excursion 
into the reactionary unions; i t  was 
aiming to conquer them, step by step, 
and i t  form ulated its  slogans accord
ing ly.) The Left wing did not bluster 
about rank and file  “ leadership” , i t  de
manded rank and file  control. Moreoevr, 
i t  formulate th is demand precisely, so 
that everyone could understand just 
what was meant.

Conference o f the Needle Trades Left 
wing, September i2-13*14, 1925 the idea 
is expressed as fo llow s:

“ I t  is only through a strike machin
ery thoroughly representative of the 
workers in  the shops that the member
ship can effectively be mobilized flor 
strike activ ity . . . Therefore, foremost 
of our immediate aims during strikes is 
the democratization of the strike mach
inery. We therefore demand, pending 
the democratization of the whple ¡union 
machinery as provided in  this program 
(1) that the general strike committees 
and heads of the strike be elected by 
the delegates and ehairmen from  the 
shops and responsible to them; (2) that 
a ll strike assessments be collected as 
legally due to this strike committee, to 
be expended only fo r strike purposes; 
(3) that secret diplomacy be done away 
w ith  and negotiations w ith  the employers 
be conducted on an open basis.”

Have these demands, so clear, so pre
cise and so consistent w ith  the whole 
general program of the Le ft wing fo r 
the renovation of the union on the basis 
of democratic centralism anything in 
common w ith  the la tter day mumbling 
about rank and file  “ leadership” of 
strikes? Are the Stalinists perhaps now 
saying, or trying  to say, the same tMng 
in  a different way?
CONTROL OF LEADERSHIP?

In  reply to th is question i t  is only 
necessary to ask: I f  they mean the same 
thing that the Le ft wing meant in  1925, 
then why did they change the precise 
and correct form ulation of that tim e fo r 
the present self-contradictory mish-mash? 
The reason fo r the change is clear 
enough: the aims are different now and 
the slogan has a different meaning. In  
1925 the Le ft wing was fighting inside 
the union w ith  the aim of wresting it  
out of the strangling grasp o f the re
actionaries. In  1932 the Left wing, un
der the influence of the proconsuls of 
Stalin, are s till monkeying around w ith  
the theory of “ company unionism”  and 
are searching fo r some kind o f strike 
organization outside the existing ¡union.

The fact that they h it upon a slogan 
that has no real sense or meaning, and 
that fla tly  contradicts M arxist concep
tions of organization in  favor of Wobby- 
ism, is nothing to be surprised at. They 
always do something like th is when they 
experiment w ith  “ theory” . A short while 
ago i t  was “ independent leadership of 
strike struggles.” A fter they had 
cracked their heads on the rocks w ith  
this form ula, they quietly dropped it. 
Now, w ith  a- ‘new” slogan, which is quite 
different in  appearance, they are at
tempting to accomplish the same design 
that failed before, namely, to find a 
substitute fo r the existing union in  the 
midst o f a strike  regardless o f the at
titude of the m ajority of the workers.

Under pressure o f the criticism  we 
have brought against the slogan of rank 
and file  leadership, and no doubt also 
stimulated by the poor reception it  has 
received from  the “ rank and file ” , a t
tempts are being made bo interpret the 
slogan in  a different way than was orig. 
ina lly intended. Rose W ortis, fo r exam
ple, who strives to avoid obvious absurd
ities when the Party bosses are not 
watching, speaks in  the Daily Worker 
fo r May 31st about “ a real strike for 
union conditions under rank and file 
control.”  (Our emphasis.)

Thus i t  would appear, according to 
the W ortis version, that rank and file  
leadership and rank and file control are 
synonomyous expressions. But th is is 
by no means the case, either in  the field 
of organization or in  the dictionary. 
In  every democratic organization the 
ultim ate control of the rank and file  is 
pre-aupposed; but the selection o f the 
leadership and its  functions remain a 
separate question. Only those who deny 
the role of leadership can solve the 
problem fo r themselves by a reference 
to “ control” . Wortis, fo r example, was 
a leader, but three-fourths of her lead
ership consisted in  maneuvers to escape 
th is “ rank and file  control”  she talks 
about.
ROLE OF LEADERSHIP IN  
STRIKES AND UNIONS

“ Leadership is a necessary condition 
for any common action," says the reso
lution o f the Third World Congress of 
the Comintern. This principle, which 
does not at a ll exclude rank and file  
control of the leadership, implies how
ever a selection of persons fo r leading 
functions. And it  has the same force 
whether the persons- selected are profes
sional leaders or rank and file  workers 
elevated to leading positions or commit
tees. In  every organization and in  every 
action the question arises at once, and 
inescapably: Who is going to lead? You 
can answer, this group or that group; 
this committee or another. But i f  you 
wish to be taken seriously, do not say 
the rank and file is going bo lead the rank 
and file. And do not try  to  pass the 
problem off w ith  a statement that the 
rank and file  w ill control. That is not 
the same thing.

In  every organization certain persons 
are selected flor leading functions or 
committees. By that fact they become 
“ leaders” , regardless of whether 'they 
have had previous experience or n o t Such 
leaders, under the principle o f democratic 
centralism, are inseparably fused w ith  
the rank and file, they are accountable 
to and controlled by the rank and file. 
This is understandable to anyone. But 
to confuse the leadership w ith  the mass, 
or to contrast one to the other as the 
slogan of rank and file  leadership does, 
presents a muddle which no one can 
understand and fo r which everyone can 
have his own interpretation.
DEMORATlC CENTRALISM 
IN  UNIONS

Leadership is one thing, control o f the

ganizatton means, in  the last analysis, 
rank and file  control. But the Commun
ists who th ink things out and fromulate 
th e ir ideas clearly do not speak merely 
o f democracy. The organization form  
they advocate is democratic centralism. 
And what does that mean? On the one 
hand i t  means democracy in  the organi
zation. On the other hand—as against 
the anarchistic and I. W. W. idea tof “ no 
leaders”—it  means a recognition of the 
function Of leadership. This leadership, 
in  the Communist conception is not some 
kind of a clerical staff or information 
bureau. I t  is invested w ith  real functions 
and powers, that is, i t  is given the pos
s ib ility  to lead. But—and herein lies the 
distinction from bureaucratism—the lead
ership is selected by the rank and file, 
is responsible to and, in  the final anal
ysis, is controlled by the rank and file. 
Democratic centralism, the Commnnist 
organization principle, therefore presup
poses rank and file  control, but excludes 
confusionist and demagogic demands for 
rank and file  leadership. The 1925 pro
gram of the needle trades Le ft wing was 
permeated through and through w ith  this 
rounded conception. The slogan of to
day contradicts i t  in  principle. The 
W ortis improvisation tries bo smooth 
over the fundamental contradiction. She 
has had a lo t o f practice at that sort 
of business.

I t  has been said that our previous 
article  on th is question confused mat
ters by contrasting the “ rank and file ” 
agitation of the Stalinists in  the trade 
¡union to the ir bureaucratic regime in 
the Party. The party, i t  is urged,- is not 
the same as the trade union, and there
fore the comparison is inappropriate. 
True enough, a distinction must be made 
between the political organization of the 
vanguard and the economic organiza
tion o f the broad mass. They d iffer 
fundamentally in  many ways, including 
organization forms, but according to the 
Lenin doctrine the organization principle 
of each is the same. Rank and file 
“ leadership”  is an absurdity in  either 
case; rank and file  control is ultim ately 
necessary in both.
TROTSKY ON RANK AND 
F ILE  CONTROL

Note the remarks /of comrade Trotsky 
on this point in  the June 4 issue of the 
M ilita n t: “As the firs t condition of the 
party control over the government Lenin 
put the qontrol of the party mass over 
the apparatus.” These words w ill bear 
a careful reading several times. To 
shout fo r rank and file  leadership in  the 
union and soft pedal about rank and 
file  control in  the party is a double mis
take, a howling inconsistency a ll the 
way around. Some of the Right wing 
union fakers, i t  seems, snatched up our 
criticism  of the inconsistency of the 
Party bureaucrats and made use of it  
fo r the ir pwn purposes. But this by no 
means invalidates the criticism . The cor
rective for such parasitic exploitation of 
our exposure o f Party errors by the 
Right wing is not bo keep silent about 
the errors, but to compel the Party to 
correct them. Let the Party members 
exert some “ rank and file  control”  in 
this respect in  the ir own Party. The 
same task in  the trade unions w ill then 
be greatly simplified and facilitated.

In  order to  wage an effective fight in 
the trade unions today, and to fo rtify  
the victory of tomorrow, the Le ft wing 
must have consistent slogans a ll along 
the line. As a m inority i t  must defend 
those principles of organization which 
w ill govern the union when i t  comes 
under the control of the Le ft wing. I t  
must practice in the Left wing union» 
under its  leadership that same methods 
which i t  demands in  the reactionary un
ions where i t  constitutes an opposition. 
I f  the Left wing fa ils  to do this, i f  it  
shuttles back and fo rth  w ith  a policy 
of expediency on every occasion, i t  w ill 
lose its  principle guiding line, and w ith 
it  the power to shape and lead a victor
ious movement of the masses.

This is what has been happening in 
recent years under the direction o f fu ll
blown Stalinism. The results speak fo r 
themselves; and in  the catastrophic s it
uation of the Le ft wing in  the needle 
trades they speak w ith  an exceptional 
force and clarity. The most pressing 
task of the Party and the Left wing is 
bo throw off th is incubus that weights 
it  down and halts its  progress a t every 
step. The general fight to liberate the 
movement from  th is  paralyzing influence 
has to be supported by a concrete, strug
gle on every point, against every error 
which contributes to the defeat o f the 
Left wing workers. The slogan o f rank 
and file  leadership is one of these er
rors, the harmfulness of which is clearly 
demonstrable.

There can be no ground fo r comprom
ise w ith  such a policy. The L e ft Op
position, by its  criticism , has driven the 
Stalinists from  more than one false posi
tion. I t  must not ha lt fo r a moment 
the effort to do the same In this case, 
A correction o f this error requires no 
new wisdom. W ith the aid of the Lenin 
teaching the Left wing solved the pro
blem in question in  its  program of 1925, 
What is needed now is a return to the 
1925 formulation.

—JAMES P. CANNON.

STRIKE S T R A T E G Y
by L E O N  TR O TSK Y

<P-

In  the sphere of the trade unions the Communist 
leadership has entirely confused the party. The com
mon course of the “third period” was directed toward 
parallel trade unions. The presupposition was that 
the mass movement would surge over the old organi
zations and that the organs of the It .  G. 0 . (The Red 
Trade Union Opposition) would become the initiative 
committees of the economic struggle. A  mere trifle 
was lacking for the realization of this plan: the mass 
movement. During floods in springtime, the waters 
carry away many a fence. Let us try  removing the 
fence, decided Lozovsky, perhaps the floods of spring 
will then rise!

The reformist trade unions have survived. The Com
munist party succeeded in getting itself thrown out of 
the factories. Thereupon partial corrections began to 
be introduced into the trade union policy. The Com
munist party has refused to call upon the unorgan
ized workers to join reformist unions. But it likewise 
has taken a stand against workers leaving the trade 
unions. While creating parallel organizations it has 
engendered the slogans of a battle for influence within 
the reformist unions. The whole mechanism repre
sents an ideal self-sabotage.

D ie  R o te  F a h n e  complains that many Communists 
consider meaningless the participation in reformist 
unions. “Why should we revive the old push-cart?”, 
they declare. And as a matter of fact, why? I f  one 
intends seriously to fight for the control of the old 
unions, one should appeal to the unorganized that they 
enter them; it is precisely the new strata that can I new members, picked up here and there, who enter the 
supply the backing for the backing for the Left w ing.'party today in order to leave it tomorrow.

composed in the past one of the most important sup
ports of the social democracy. A t present, these ele
ments have gone or are going over to the National 
Socialists. They are capable of drawing in their wake, 
if  they haven’t already begun to do so, a stratum of 
the labor aristocracy. In  this direction, National 
Socialism is penetrating into the proletariat from 
above.

Considerably more dangerous, howevr, is its possible 
penetration from  below, through the unemployed. No 
class can long exist without perspectives and hopes. 
The unemployed do not represent a class, but they al
ready compose a very compact and substantial layer, 
which is vainly striving to tear itself away from in
tolerable conditions. I f  it is true in general that only 
the proletarian revolution can save Germany from dis
integration and decay, this is especially true as regards 
the millions of unemployed.

Alongside of the impotence of the Communist party  
in the factories and in trade unions, the numerical 
growth of the party resolves nothing. W ithin a tot
tering nation shot through by crisis and contradic
tions, an extreme left party can find new supporters 
in tens of thousands, especially if its entire apparatus 
is directed to the sole purpose of capturing members, 
in the line “of competition” . Everything depends up
on the interrelation between the party and the class. 
A single employed Communist who is elected to the 
Factory Committee or to the administration of a trade 
union bears a greater significance than a thousand

In  the program adopted at the Third leadership is another Democratic or-
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But in that case one cannot build parallel unions, i. e., 
create a competitive agency to enroll the workers.

The policy that is recommended from above for 
work within the reformist unions rests on the same 
heights with all the other hodge-podge. D ie  R ote 
F a h n e  on January 28, laced it into the Communist 
members of the Metal Workers Union of Duesseldorf 
because they issued the slogan “W ar without mercy 
against the participation of trade union leaders” in 
the support of the Bruening government. Such “op
portunistic” demands are disallowed because they pre
suppose ( ! )  that the reformists are capable of refusing 
to support Bruening and his emergency decrees. Tru ly , 
this smacks of vicious horse-play! D ie  R o te  F a h n e  
deems it sufficient to call the leaders names but dis
allows their being subjected to a political test by 
the masses.

And all the while, it  is precisely within the trade 
unions that an exceptionally fru itfu l field is now open 
for action. While the social democratic party still 
has the wherewithal to fool the workers by political 
hullaballoo, the trade unions are confronted by the 
impasse of capitalism as by a hopeless prison wall. 
The 200,000-300,000 workers who are now organized 
in independent Red unions, could serve as a priceless 
leaven within the reformist brotherhoods.

CRITICISM  AND SELF-CRITICISM
Towards the end of January there was held in 

Berlin a Communist conference of the factory commit
tees from the entire country. D ie  R o te  F a h n e  print
ed the report, “The factory committees are welding 
the Red Workers Front” (February 2, 1932). But 
you would seek in vain for information regards the 
composition of the conference, the number of indus
tries and workers represented. In  contradistinction 
to Bolshevism, which painstakingly and openly marked 
every change in the correlation of forces within the 
working class, the German Stalinists, following in the 
footsteps of the Russian, play hide and seek. They 
are loth to admit that the Communist factory commit
tees compromised less than 4 per cent as against 84 
per cent of the social democracy! In  this correlation 
is summed up the balance of the “third period.” Sup
pose one does call the isolation of Communists in in
dustry, the “Red United Front” , will this really help 
further the matter?

The prolonged crisis of capitalism induces within 
the proletariat the most virulent and dangerous line 
of demarcation: between the employed and the unem
ployed. Through the circumstance that the reform
ists control the industrial centers while the Commun
ists control the unemployed, both sections of the pro
letariat are being paralyzed. The employed are in 
a position to bide a while longer. The unemployed 
are more impatient. A t present their impatience bears 
a revolutionary character. But should the Commun
ist party fail to find such forms and slogans for the 
struggle as would unite the employed and the unem
ployed and thereby open the perspective of a revolu
tionary solution, the impatience of the unemployed 
will inevitably react against the Communist party.

In  1917, despite the correct policy of the Bolshevik 
party and the rapid development of the revolution, the 
more badly off and the more impatient strata of the 
proletariat, even in Petrograd, began between Septem
ber and October, to look away from the Bolsheviks to
wards the syndicalists and anarchists. Had not the 
October overturn broken out in time, the disintegration 
within the proletariat would have fyecome acute and 
would have led to the decay of the revolution. In  
Germany there is no need for anarchists; their place 
can be taken by the National-Socialists who have 
wedded anarchist demagogy with conscious reaction
ary aims.

The workers are by no means immunized once for 
all against the influence of Fascism. The proletariat 
and the petty bourgeoisie represent coupled recept
acles, especially under the present conditions, when the 
reserve army of workers cannot but effuse petty trad- 
rs and hawkers, etc., while the bankrupt petty bour
geoisie effuses proletarians and lumpen-proletarians.

Salaried employees, the technical and administra
tive personnel and certain strata of the functionaries

But the individual influx of members into the party  
will not at all continue indefinitely. I f  the Communist 
party continues any longer to delay the struggle un
til that moment when it shall have entirely pushed out 
the reformists, then it will learn for certain that after 
a given point the social democracy will cease losing 
its influence to the Communist party, while the Fasc
ists will begin disintegrating the unemployed who are 
the chief support of the Communist party. Failure 
to utilize its forces for the tasks that spring from the 
entire environment never passes scot-free for a polit
ical party.

WHAT IS  A “RED UNITED FRONT”
In  order to clear the road for the mass struggle, 

the Communist party strives to stimulate sectional 
strikes. The successes in this sphere have not been 
great. As ever, the Stalinists devote themselves to 
self-criticism, “We are as yet incapable of organizing”
. . . “We haven’t yet learned how to attract” . . . 
“We haven’t as yet learned'how to capture” . . . W hat 
has “we” got to do with it, it  unfailingly means “you”. 
The theory of the March days in 1921, of blessed 
memory, is being resurrected, which proposed to “elec
tr ify ” the proletarat by means of the offensive activ
ities of the minority. But the workers are in no need 
whatever of being “electrified”. W hat they want is 
that they be given a clear perspective, and be aided 
in creating the bases for a mass movement.

In  its strike strategy the Communist party is ob
viously motivated by isolated citations from Lenin as 
interpreted by Manuilsky or Lozosky. As a matter 
of fact, there had been periods wherein the mensheviks 
fought against the “strike frenzy” , while the Bolshe
viks, on the contrary, took their place at the head of 
every new strike, drawing into the movement ever in
creasing masses. This was in response to the period 
of the awakening of new class strata. Such was the 
tactic of the Bolsheviks in 1905; and during the in
dustrial upward trend in the years preceding the war; 
and during the first months of the February revolu
tion.

But in the period directly preceding October, be
ginning with the July clash of 1917, the tactic of the 
Bolsheviks assumed another character; they held back 
strikes, they applied the brake to them, because every 
large strike had the tendency to turn into a decisive 
battle, while the political postulates for it had not. as 
yet matured.

However, during those months the Bolsheviks con
tinued to place themselves at the head of all strikes 
which flared up, despite their measures of precaution, 
chiefly in the more backward branches of industry 
(among textile workers, leather workers, etc.).

While under some conditions the Bolsheviks boldly 
stimulated strikes in the interests of the revolution, 
under other conditions, they, on the contrary, re
strained from strikes in the interests of the revolution. 
In  this sphere as well as in others, there is no ready 
made formula. But in every given period, the strike 
tactics of the Bolsheviks always composed a part of 
the general tactics, and to the advanced workers the 
connection between the part and the whole was always 
clear.

How do matters stand now in Germany? The em
ployed workers do not resist wage cuts because they 
are in fear of the unemployed. Small wonder; in the 
face of several million unemployed, the ordinary trade- 
union strike, so organized, is obviously futile. I t  is 
doubly futile in the face of political antagonism be
tween the employed and unemployed. This does not 
exclude sectional strikes, especially in the more back
ward and less centralized branches of industry. But 
it  is just the workers of the more important branches 
of industry who, in such an environment evince a lean
ing toward heeding the voices of the reformist leaders. 
The attempts of the Communist party to unleash a 
strike struggle, without changing the general situation 
within the proletariat, lead only to minor guerrila 
operations, which, even if successful, are left without 
a sequel.

— L . T R O TS K Y .
(From WHAT NEXT—Vital Questions tor the 

German proletariat)


