
MINNEAPOLIS SHOWS THE WAY
Learn From Minneapolis!

T ODAY the whole country looks to Minneapolis.
Great things are happening there which reflect the 

influence of a strange new force in  the labor move
ment, an influence widening and extending like  a 
spiral wave. Out of the strike o f the transport 
workers o f Minneapolis a new voice speaks and a 
new method proclaims its challenge.

i t  was seen tlrs t in  the strike of the Coal Yard 
Drivers which electrified the labor movement of the 
city a lew months ago and firm ly established the 
union afier a brief, stormy battle o f unprecedented 
m ilitancy and efficiency. Now we see the same union 
moving out of this nurrow groove and embracing 
truck drivers in other lines.

Behind this, as was the case w ith  the Coal Drivers, 
i..ere are months o f hard, patient and systematic 
routine work of organization. Everything is pre
pared. Then an ultim atum  to the bosses. ' A  sw ift, 
sudden blow. A mass picket line that sweeps every
thing before it. The building trades come out in  
sympathy. The combined forces, rid ing  w ith  a 
mighty wave of moral support from  the whole labor
ing population of the city, take the offensive and 
drive a ll the bosses’ thugs and hirelings to cover in  
a memorable battle a t the C ity Market.

The whole country listens to the echoes of the 
struggle. The exploiters hear them w ith  fear and 
trepidation. Weaving the net around the automobile 
workers w ith  the aid of treacherous labor leaders 
they ask themselves in a larm : “ I f  this sp irit spreads 
what w ill our schemes avail us?”

And the workers in basic industry, vaguely sensing 
the power of their numbers and strategic position, 
can hardly help asking themselves: " i f  we should go 
the Minneapolis way could anything or anybody stop 
us?". Á e  striking transport workers are a mighty 
power in  Minneapolis today. But that is only a small 
fraction of the power of their example for the 
cheated and betrayed workers in the big industries 
of the country.

THE MESSAGE OF MINNEAPOLIS
The message of Minneapolis is of firs t rate impor

tance to the American working class. A careful ex
amination of the method from  a ll sides ought to be 
put as poiut one on the agenda of the labor move
ment, especially of its  most advanced section. A 
study of th is epic struggle, in  its various aspects, 
can be an aid to their application in other fields, and, 
by that, a rapid change of the position of the Ameri
can workers.

There is nothing new, of course, in a fight between 
strikers and police and gunmen. Every strike of 
any consequence tells the old fam ilia r story of the 
hounding, beating and k illin g  of strikers by the hired 
thugs of the exploiters, in and out of uniform . What 
is out of the ordinary in Minneapolis, what is most 
im portant in th is respect, is that while the Minnea
polis strike began w ith  violent assaults on the 
strikers it  d idn't end there.

in  pitched battles last Saturday and again on 
Monday the strikers fought back and held the ir own. 
And on Tuesday they took the offensive, w ith  devas
tating results. “ Business men”  volunteering to put 
the workers in  the ir place and college boys out fo r 
a la rk— as special deputies—to say nothing of the 
uniformed cops—handed over the ir badges and fled 
in  terror before the mass fu ry  of the aroused workers. 
And many o f them carried away unwelcome souvenirs 
of the engagement. Here was a demonstration that 
the American workers are w illing  and able to fight 
in the ir own interests. Nothing is more im portant 
than this, for, in  the last analysis, everything depends 
on it.

Here was a stern warning to the bosses and their 
hirelings, and not only those in  Minneapolis. Trans
fe r the example and the s p irit of the Minneapolis 
strikers to the steel and automobile workers, for 
example, w ith  their mass numbers and power. Let 
the rulers of America tremble a t the prospect. They 
w ill see i t  1 That is what the message of Minneapolis 
means firs t of all.

MASS ACTION
A second feature of the fight at the C ity Market 

which deserves special attention is the fact that i t  
was not the ordinary encounter between individual 
strikers and individual scabs or thugs. On the con
tra ry—take note— the whole union went into action 
on the picket line in  mass form ation; thousands of 
other union men went w ith  them; they took along 
the necessary means to protect themselves against 
the murderous thugs, as they had every righ t to do. 
This was an example of mass action which points 
the way fo r the fu ture victorious struggles of the 
American workers.

I t  is not a strike of the men alone, but o f the 
women also. The Minneapolis D rivers’ Union pro
ceeds on the theory that the women have a v ita l 
interest in  the struggle, no less than the men, and 
draws them into action through a special organiza-

tiou. This policy, employed so effectively by the 
Progressive .Miners, is bringing rich  results also in 
Minneapolis. To involve the women in  the labor 
struggle is to double the strength of the workers and 
to infuse it  w ith a s p irit and solidarity i t  could not 
otherwise have. This applies not only to a single 
union and a single strike ; i t  holds good for every 
phase of the struggle up to its  revolutionary conclu
sion. The grand spectacle of labor solidarity in 
Minneapolis is what it  is because it  includes also the 
solidarity of the working class women.

THE SYMPATHETIC STRIKE
The strike of the transport workers took an enor

mous leap forward and underwent a transformation 
when the building trades union declared a sympa
thetic strike last Monday. In  this action one of the 
most progressive and significant features of the entire 
movement is to be seen. When unions begin to call 
strikes, not fo r immediate c ra ft gains of the ir own 
but fo r the sake of solidarity w ith  their struggling 
brothers in  other trades, and when this s p irit and 
uiiiLude becomes general and taken fo r granted as 
tne proper thing, then the paralyzing divisions in  
the trade union movement w ill be near an end and 
trade unionism w ill begin to mean unity.

The union of the truck drivers and the building 
trades workers is an inspiring sight. I t  represents 
a dynamic idea of incalculable power. Let the ex
ample spread, let the idea take hold in  other cities 
and otner trades, le t the idea of sympathetic strike 
action be combined w ith m ilitancy and the mass 
method of the Minneapolis fighters— and American 
lanor w ill be a head ta lle r and immeasurably stronger.

Those who characterize the A. F. of L. unions as 
company unions” and want to build new unions at 

any price w ill derive very little  consolation from  the 
Minneapolis strike. We have always maintained that 
ue form of a labor organization, while im portant, is 

not decisive. Minneapolis provides another confirm
ation, and a most convincing one, of th is conception. 
Here is Llie most m ilitant and, in many respects, the 
most progressively directed labor struggle that has 
been seen for a long time. Nevertheless i t  is a ll 
conducted w ithin the framework of the A. F. of L.

The Drivers’ Union is a local of one of the most 
conservative A. F. of L. Internationals, the Team
sters’ ; the building trades, out in sympathy w ith  
ilie  drivers, are a ll A. F. of L. unions, and the Central 
Labor Union backing the drivers’ strike and the 
possible organizing medium of a general strike, is a 
suoordinate unit of the A. F. of L. The local unions 
of the A. F. of L. provide a wide field fo r the work 
of revolutionary m ilitants i f  they know how to work 
intelligently. This is especially true when, as in  the 
Minneapolis example, the m ilitants actually in itia te  
tlie  organization and take a leading part in developing 
it  at every stage.

THE BOLSHEVIK M ILITANTS
Further development of the union, and perhaps 

even of the present strike, on the path of m ilitancy 
may bring the local leadership into conflict w ith  the 
reactionary bureaucracy of the International and also 
w ith conservative forces in the Central Labor Union. 
This w ill be a ll the less apt to take the local leaders 
of the m ilitan t union by surprise, since most o f them 
have already gone through the school o f that experi
ence. In  spite of that they did not turn the ir backs 
on the trade uuious and seek to set up new ones 
a rtific ia lly .

Even when it  came to organizing a large group of 
workers, hitherto outside the labor movement, they 
selected an A. F. o f L. union as the medium. The 
results o f tlie  Minneapolis experience provide some 
highly important lessons on this tactical question. 
The miserable role of the Stalinists in the present 
situation, and their complete isolation from  the great 
mass struggle, is the logical outcome of their policies 
iii general and tlie ir trade union policy in particular.

The General D rivers’ Union, as must be the case 
w ith every genuine mass organization, has a broad 
aud representative leadership, freely selected by 
democratic methods. Among the leaders of the union 
are a number of bolshevik m ilitants who never con
cealed or denied their opinions and never changed 
them at anybody’s order, whether the order came 
from Green or from Stalin.

The presence of this nucleus in the mass move
ment is a feature of the exceptional situation in 
Minneapolis which, in a sense, affects and colors a ll 
the other aspects of it. The most im portant of a ll 
prerequisites for the development of a m ilitant labor 
movement is the leaven of principled communists. 
When they enter the labor movement and apply their 
ideas in te lligently they are invincible. The labor 
movement grows as a result of this fusion and their 
influence grows w ith  it. In  th is question, also, 
Minneapolis is showing the way.

—JAMES P. CANNON

Militant Mass Picket Line Routs Scabs, Cops, 
Special Deputies and Thugs and Stops 

A ll Commercial Transport
Building Trades in Sympathy Strike; Womens Auxiliary A ctive in Fight; 

General Strike Senti ment Growing; Workers* Spirit Soars

Non-Partisan Labor Defense Protests Police Attack on Workers
(I'le^s Service of Non-Partisan 

Labor Defense)
New York—Charges against the 

New York police w ill shortly be 
laid before Police Commissioner 
O’Ryan as a result o f incidents 
which occurred Thursday n ight in  
the West Side N ight Court. Spokes
men fo r the Socialist Party, the 
Communist League o f America, the 
Young Peoples Socialist League, 
and the Spartacus Yonth Club 
which led Thursday night’s counter
demonstration against the pro-H it
le r Madison Square Garden Meeting

and the Provisional Committee fo r 
Non-Partisan Labor Defense which 
represents several individual com
plainants, announced today that 
they have sent a le tter to the Police 
Commissioner requesting an ap
pointment.

The le tter charges that police on 
duty in  the court attacked specta
tors and bystanders w ithout provo
cation, heat them w ith  weapons and 
fiitts, restrained them illega lly  
from  leaving the court, and in  one 
case drew a pistol on Dave 
Schwartz of 1463 Ocean Avenue,

(TELEGRAM TO THE M ILITA N T)
MINNEAPOLIS, May 22— In  the most Imposing display of labor 

so lidarity and m ilitancy .Minneapolis has ever seeui a m ighty picket 
line of the General Drivers’ Union, live thousand strong, swept through 
the Wholesale .Uaiket today, clearing the place of every seab, cop and 
deputy and putting a complete stop to every attempt to move com
mercial trucks except those authorized by special permission of the 
union.

Today’s action followed daily pitched battles on Saturday and 
Monday in  which the cops and special deputies slugged and arrested 
men, women and children on the picket line. W ith the entire labor 
movement roused to fu ry  by these attacks the strik ing  drivers, re- 
em'oretxl by other unionists, returned to the scene of conflict today and 
took back to union headquarters the badges of a ll tlie  rats serving as 
special deputies who failed to get out of the m arket in  time.

Tonight tlie  strike is one hundred percent complete. Not a truck 
is to be seen on the streets that does not carry the special authoriza
tion of tlie  union.

On Monday 35,000 building trades workers declared a strike in  
sympathy w ith the drivers. The Communist League lias raised the 
slogan of general strike throughout the tw in cities and sentiment fo r 
it  is spreading like  w ildfire.

A lte r today's battle a 24-hour truce was accepted by the union 
under tlie  terms of which tlie  employers agreed “ that a ll transporta
tion in  so fa r as it  concerns those represented by the employers’ 
committed shall cease.”  Meanwhile negotiations are under way. The 
union is demanding recognition and wage increases. I f  the negotia
tions fa il a general strike of sympathy w ith  the drivers may result.

Class lines are tigh tly  drawn. Over two hundred pickets have 
been arrested. The union is organized fo r a ll emergencies, even to 
tlie  extent of removing injured pickets aud providing medical attention 
fo r them away from  tlie  hospitals where pickets previously taken fo r 
treatment were arrested. “ Cruising squads”  of m ilitan t pickets cover 
every strategic point. The appearance o f a truck on any street brings 
immediate action.

A great feature of the strike is the m ilita n t participation of the 
strikers’ women on a mass scale. On Monday seven hundred women, 
members of the Drivers’ Union A uxilia ry, marched on the mayor’s 
office demanding the w ithdrawal of tlie  special police. They carried 
banners reading “ Take away your hired thugs”  and sim ilar slogans. 
Mrs. Grant Dunne, president of the auxilia ry and Mrs. F arre ll Dobbs, 
secretory, led tlie  demonstration.

In  a move to bead off the general strike the Regional Labor Board, 
on direct orders from  Washington, is attempting to bring about a  
settlement. Dunne, Skoglund and other m ilita n t leaders o f the union 
have consistently explained the strike-breaking role o f this agency and 
are warning the strikers now to watch out fo r any trap  i t  may set 
fo r them.

Everything the union has gained, since its  inception w ith  a email 
nucleus of Coal Yard Drivers, has been the result o f its  own strength 
and m ilitancy and the direct mass action o f its  members. These 
workers have been steeled in  heroic battles fo r the ir rights. They 
have learned seme lessons. I t  w ill not be easy to  fool them. I t  can 
be said w ith  assurance that tlie  “ Automobile settlement”  cannot be 
put over here. — K .

(By M ail—Special to the M ilita n t)
Minneapolis, Sunday, May 20th:—Against the combined forces o f 

the bosses, tbeir legal thugs iu  tlie  police department, augmented, by 
thousands, of deputies and imported gunmen, together w ith  the American 
Legion and the yellow press, the General D rivers’ Union, Local No. 674 
is heroically defending the very right o f the workers to organize. This 
struggle is the result of the intolerable conditions forced upon the 
workers by the truck-owners, produce companies and a ll commercial 
delivery bosses. The issue of unionization of Labor has been so 
sharply raised that tlie  fate of the entire trade-union movement hangs 
on the balance. Never before has Minneapolis seen such a battle. The 
members of the Communist League are in  the vanguard o f the fight, in  
the union and its  leadership, on the picket line, in  the m ilitan t Women’s 
A uxilia ry—they are everywhere, permeating every aspect of the struggle 
w ith the sp irit of Bolshevism.

The strike was called Tuesday, May 15th at 11:30 P.M. I t  came as 
a result of the fa ilu re  of the bosses )̂ 
to grant recognition of the union

Youth Demonstration Against W a r  
A n d  Fascism on M ay  30th

New York City.—Challenging the on the Committee as sp litting  the 
bosses’ “ Memorial Day” , im peria lis t! united front,

Brooklyn, a member of the Y.P.S.L, 
The attacks occurred in the lobby 

of the courtroom presided over by 
Magistrate Burke, where a number 
o f persons were to be tried fo r par
ticipating in an anti-Nazi street 
meeting in  Times Square. When 
the cases came up, some fellow- 
demonstrators in  the courtroom in 
curred the wrath of the Magistrate 
by voicing the ir objection to the 
proceedings. A number o f skirm 
ishes between the police and spec
tators ensued.

war preparations and the' growing 
wave of Fascism, the United Youth 
Committee Against War and Fas
cism calls upon the young workers 
and students of the city to demon
strate under its  banner on May 30th. 
Despite efforts to achieve a common 
demonstration w ith  the youth con
ference called by the Youth Section 
of the American League Against 
Fascism, there w ill he two demon
strations in  the city. The Stalin
ists have rejected the most elemen
tary conditions fo r such a united 
fro n t: a common acceptable name 
for the demonstration, a common 
leaflet, a jo in t committee represent
ing both conferences.

Stalinists Force S plit
Every possible concession was 

made by the United Youth Commit
tee to achieve this common action. 
To no ava il! The Young Commu
nist League in  essence proposed that 
this Committee either jo in  the ir 
National Youth Day or no united 
fron t would be achieved. Even 
while the United Youth Committee 
was s till considering, w ith  the know
ledge of the S talin ist committee, 
ways of overcoming the obstacle in  
the road toward unity, the D aily 
Worker already contained an attack

and an increase in  wages. The 
strikers massed five thousand strong 
at the large garage that served as 

strike Headquarters and des
patched pickets to strategic points 
throughout the city and brought a ll 
trucking to a stand-still, w ith  the 
exception of the m ilk, ice and beer 
drivers who are organized and have 
permission to operate. Flying 
squads of pickets, toured the city 
pulling out a ll gas station attend
ants.

A ll Transport Stopped
The city was isolated from  a ll 

truck tra ffic , in  an out, by mass 
picketing on a ll highways. The 
market was closed like a tomb. 
Like-wise the o il tank yards, truck 
term inals and ware-houses. Over
shadowing this a ll was a constant 
threat o f the street-car men going 
out to get the reinstatement of men 
discharged fo r union membership. 
The strike  was so effective that 
workers in- the factories gave i t  a 
hearty cheer and began to ta lk  
organization and strike in  the most 
practical manner. The frightened 
small middle class people began to 
deplete the shelves of the retailers 
by stocking up w ith  supplies. The 
bosses and bankers and a ll reaction
ary forces began to scream at the 
strikers in  the ir yellow press.

Under the leadership o f the ir 
central class organization, the C iti
zen’s Alliance, the leading business 
men of the C ity called a mass gath
ering in  a huge hotel, a t which they 
corralled the small independent bus
iness men fo r a frenzied struggle 
against the labor movement, begin
ning w ith  the General D rivers’ 
union. This meeting elected a com
mittee to conduct this struggle. I t  
was composed of the largest bank
ers, industria lists, u tility  and com
mercial leaders of the c ity . This 
move was made because they were 
confident that they had the support 
of the Mayor’s Office and the Police 
Department. The trump card they 
decided to play was to be the farm 
ers and truck gardeners’ use of the 
C ity Market, together w ith  the 
movement of bread from  the baker
ies. Bread trucks were loaded and 
lined up to go out on Wednesday

Notwithstanding th is attack the 
United Youth Committee continued 
to approach the American League 
conference for common action. The 
le tter of tlie  Committee was “ an
swered” by the Youth Section o f the 
American League addressing itself, 
through the D aily Worker, not to 
the Committee itse lf, but to the 
members of the Y.P.S.L., Young 
Circle League and the Student perialist War and Fascism, Protest 
League fo r Industria l Democracy! the May 31st Naval Maneuvers in 

The terms stated in  this le tter N. Y., Defend Thaelman and Torg- 
omit any mention of the decisive ler, Defend the Four Deported Ger- 
questions— a common leaflet and a man Youth, Protest the Murder of 
common name other than N ational'the Cuban Masses by the Agents of 
Youth Day—N.Y.D. is not even re- American Imperialism, Remember 
ferred to—although it  is clear from  the Reactionary Attack on the 6 
representatives o f the Stalinists Yipsels last Memorial Day, Smash 
that they w ill not retreat from  th is Fascism by forging a United Front
position.

Mobilize fo r May 30
This unscrupulous attempt to 

place the responsibility of the sp lit 
on the United Youth Committee is 
a piece of arrogance that must be 
exposed. The Committee w ill issue 
a public statement on the negotia
tions. (The next issue o f the M ili
tant w ill contain the statement o f 
the Spartacus Youth Clubs.)

A ll m ilitan t youth must be mo
bilized in  fu ll force fo r May 30th. 
Under the slogans o f: Against Im-

o f Workers and Students’ Organiz
ations, the demonstration w ill be a 
great step torward genuine united' 
front. The young Socialist, Com
munist and Student groups repre
sented in  the United Youth Commit
tee are determined to begin the un it
ed struggle against capitalist re- 
acton, im perialist war and Fascism.

Assemble a t 136th St. and St. 
Nicholas Ave. a t 12:30 P. M.
March in  solid ranks to 110th St. 
and 6th Avenue fo r the mass meet- j here, 
Ing! A ll out on May 30th 1 j

night. But the least move to go 
out on the street would cause fifteen 
or more picket “cruisers” and trucks 
to be a t the doors w ith  hundreds 
of pickets. Each bakery boss de
cided individually, despite the “ in 
structions”  of his “ Committee of 
25” , not to le t his trucks out.

Battle at the Market
The Farmers’ angle was different. 

The County Sheriff swore in  seventy 
deputies. They were to convoy the 
’poor”  farmers into market. B ig 
business was going to use the small 
farmers to pu ll the ir chessnuts out 
of the fire  fo r them by using them 
as pawns to open up the market 
They wanted the farmers to dc 
something that the big produce im 
porters and distributors, the pack
ing trust, the fru it trust, and the 
m illing  trust did not dare do tnem- 
selves. In  a running battle that 
astedj over an hour, the Sheriff’s 

men were defeated, partly by being 
stopped, and partly because the 
farmers le ft them and went back 
home. Only three farmers’ trucks 
got to market on| Saturday morn
ing.

Bosses Try Terror
When these two tactics o f the 

bosses fa iled they turned to the only 
tactics le ft—bru ta l terror. The 
Mayor doubled the police force, then 
trip led it. Gunmen were imported to 
get a fter the leaders o f the strike. 
Determined attempts were made to 
break through the picket lines on 
Friday night and Saturday. Two 
hundred arrests were made. A  
heavy clash occurred in  the C ity 
Market before three wholesale vans 
got through. Twenty pickets and 
police were sent to the hospital. 
Saturday n ight the “ regulars”  and 
“special”  police rushed a truck load 
of women pickets on the “newspaper 
row”  and beat them unm ercifully, 
sending five to the hospital. I t  is 
these tactics o f the police that in 
spired the strik ing  driver^ to fight 
a ll the harder and puts to  shame 
any workers that stand on the side 
lines.

Floyd B. Olsen, the Farmer-Labor 
Governor, attempted to bring the 
bosses and the strikers together to 
negotiate fo r a settlement. The 
bosses refused to make any conces
sions whatsover and demanded that 
Governor Olsen ca ll out the M ili
tia. The Strikers’ committee de
clared their willingness to negotiate 
and demanded that the police be 
called off i f  negotiations were to be 
taken up again. This has resulted 
in a deadlock, w ith each side mass
ing fo r the big attempt of the bosses 
to settle their point on Monday 
morning. The sw ift developments 
of the strike are putting the Gov
ernor on the spot. Whether or not 
to call out the M ilitia —he can’t  de
cide. No reliance can be put upon 
the Governor or the Labor Board to 
settle anything favorably fo r the 
workers. This Is tirelessly ex
plained by the m ilitan t leadership 
of the strike. A ll energy and a ll 
hope Is directed to the mass picket 
line, the largest and most m ilitan t 
Minneapolis has ever seen. A  new 
type o f labor struggle is unfolding 

The bosses and the ir hirelings 
(Continued on Page 4)



Gigolos and Kings
The fa llin g  off in  the custom of 

American and B ritish  dowagers h it 
the French gigolos hard. One of 
the best a t the trade whose service 
fee had been $32.50 per hour was 
driven to suicide. Competition from  
royalty and other title d  gentry was 
too much fo r him. Let no one th ink, 
however, that the slump in the gig
olo business means the end o f th is 
trade. Quite the contrary. The 
suc|cess of the season’s firs t court 
reception held by K ing George in 
Buckingham Palace shows that the 
drop in  the Paris gigolo market 
was a sh ifting  o f the consumer de
mand to the higher priced lines. 
This reception, according to press 
reports, was a scene of unequalled 
splendor. Diamond diadems, banks 
o f flowers, concealed orchestra mu
sic, g litte rin g  uniforms, tra ilin g  
gowns w ith  12-foot trains, were 
some of the features. Bejewelled 
American daughters o f “ rugged in 
dividualism ”  were ready to ex
change some of papa’s m illions fo r 
title d  gigolos. And the titles were 
on display like  bananas in the F irs t 
Avenue market.

In  some resorts in Paris gigolos 
are given as prizes in  lotteries. 
The wealthy harlots, usually; Eng
lish and American dowagers whose 
husbands are too busy skinning the 
workers, buy as many as fifty  to 
one hundred tickets. Once won as 
a prize, the gigolo must spend the 
next twenty-four hours w ith  the 
p illa r of society who won him. In  
court receptions, not raffles, but 
auctions, are held, bidding being 
carried on secretly. Once bought 
the title d  male remains w ith  the 
purchaser u n til divorced. He is 
then again id  the market ju s t like 
a used car. In  King George’s mark
et, which is somewhat exclusive, 
such “ second hand models” are not 
allowed1 on display.

The New York Times reports 
that, follow ing the King’s reception, 
H is Royal Highness the Prince o f 
Wales le ft to v is it the unemployed. 
How long w ill the B ritish  workers 
put up w ith  such insults?

*  •  *  *

May 1st and May 17th
The D aily Worker report o f May 

1st told of anything from  150,000 
to Mike Gold’s 400,000 as taking 
part in  a “ united fron t against fas
cism under the leadership of the
0. P.” The D aily Worker report of 
the anti-Nazi demonstration against 
the H itle rite  ra lly  in  Madison 
Square Garden, May 17th, stated 
tha t a demonstration o f 1,000 
Y.C.L.’ers and Y.P.S.L.’ers took 
place. A few questions are in  order.
1. Where were the paper 400,000- 
150,000, or even the actual 25,000 
who took part in the May 1st Stal
in is t parade? 2. I f  the O. P. de 
(tided to do nothing on May 17th, 
then how come the reported Y.C.L. 
participation? 3. As the actual 
fact is that the Anti-Nazi demon
stration was organized ~by the Com 
munist League (counter-revolution
ary Tyotskyites) and the Y.P.S.L. 
(Social-Fascists) how come that 
the D aily Worker, instead o f de
nouncing th is “ Unholy Alliance’ 
gave credit to the Y.C.L. fo r it?  
And last, why those who so effec
tive ly  broke up the Anti-Fascist 
Madison Square Garden meeting of 
the S. P. and the trade unions didn’t  
do a damn thing against the Nazi 
ra lly?  Or do they consider a m is 
erable meeting in  Cooper Union to 
listen to Rabbi Goldstein the way. to 
defeat Fascism in  America?

* * * *
The Crisis and the Socialist Party

Speaking on votes lost to the 
Communist Party in  Germany in  
1931, Tarnau, a leader o f the Ger
man Social Democrats said a t the 
Leipzig Congress, “ I f  the spectre of 
unemployment had not hovered over 
the ballot box, th is day would' have 
been w ritten  differently in  the pages 
of German history.”

The Socialist New Leader of May 
12, 1934, w rites: “ Since the Danish 
Socialist Labor Party took over the 
government in  1929 and since the 
five past years were years o f de
pression and unemployment, one 
had the rig h t to expect that the 
Socialist Party would lose some 
support among the workers.”

What manner o f “ revolutionary” 
party is there that expects to  lose 
support as capitalism  breaks down. 
“ I f  the atrophy of capitalism  pro
duces the atrophy of the Social De
mocracy, then the approaching death 
o f capitalism cannot but denote the 
early death of social democracy. 
The party that leans upon the work
ers but serves the bourgeoisie, in 
the period' o f the greatest sharpen
ing o f the class struggle, cannot but 
sense the smells wafted from  the 
w aiting grave.” — (Leon Trotsky— 
“WhAt Next?” ).

*  *  *  *

Olgin on Browder’s Masterly Report
“There was a spell over the au

dience as one chapter o f the report 
a fte r another was unfolded by Com
rade Browder” —writes O lgin, Daily 
Worker, May 21st.

Does Olgin mean thati the audi
ence had gone to  sleep? O r is  i t  a 
typographical error and “ spell”  
should read “ smell” ? —B ILL .

The Foreign Policy of Japan
Probably the most interesting 

statement of foreign policy was is
sued by the representative o f 
Japanese imperialism, Y o s u k  e 
Matsuoka. Abandoning the custom
ary cabalistic language of diploma
cy he stated categorically that Jap
an “ regards w ith  disfavor any ac
tiv ities  of Western nations iu  
China. . . .”

ne cynically portrays the role 
white imperialism has played in  the 
exploitation of backward China, 
and makes a strong plea fo r the 
rig h t of yellow imperialism to  a 
“ legitim ate”  share of the loot. In  
this connection, he raises the race 
question and attempts to conjure 
up a white peril w ith  which to 
frighten both the Chinese and the 
Japanese.

He would have us believe that 
the white capita list robbers have 
been unfa ir in  the distribution o f 
the surplus value sweated from  the 
backs o f the Chinese workers and 
peasants, not because of the greater 
strength of white imperialism  i t 
self, but solely because the Japanese 
are of the yellow race. This de
ception is at the bottom of his cry 
for a united fron t from  below of 
the Chinese and Japanese peoples 
under the leadership of the capital
is t class of Japan against “ a return 
of the white peril to the East” .

Japan’s Claim to Hegemony
Matuoka invokes the Lansing- 

Ish li Agreement’ as an example of 
the diplomatic means Japanese im 
perialism would prefer to use in  
“ obtaining the recognition of our 
pre-eminent rights and' interests”  in 
China. But under no conditions, he 
continues, not even short of war, 
would Japan abandon her imperial
is t hegemony over prostrate China.

He goes on to explain that China 
needs help to save it  from  chaos 
and Bolshevism. But this help, he 
explains, cannot be supplied by the 
im perialist powers through the 
League of Nations, because the 
League utilizes methods inapplic
able to a weakly capita list nation.

“ The attempt at making China a 
republic has been disastrous. Cor
rupt and incompetent as the old 
Manchu dynasty was, i t  was under
stood by the Chinese; the republic 
is not” .

This protest against the attempt 
to create a republican— a bouigeois- 
democratic— politica l form  express
es the aim of Japanese imperialism 
to thw art the formation of a united 
capita list China. For i t  sees in  a 
bourgeois-democratic China a riva l 
fo r the internal market of China 
itse lf and a m ilita ry  menace to her 
im perialist ambitions in the East in 
general.

From ths angle the protest of 
the Japanese Foreign Office to the 
white im perialist powers against 
political loans, that is, loans for 
m ilita ry  purposes, w ill not fa ll op 
deaf ears. For the white im perial
ists themselves stand to lose nearly 
as much as Japan from  a strong 
bourgeois-democratic China. As 
long as the Open Door is respected 
Japan need fear little  opposition to  
her imperialism in  the East. Eng
land already is insisting that her 
economic d ifficulties w ith  Japan 
can and w ill be amicably settled. 
Also her tac it agreement to Japan’s 
seizure o f Manchuria shows which 
way the wind is blowing. I t  is in 
conceivable that England would so 
restrain herself regarding Japan, 
who has made such drastic inroads 
on her foreign trade, i f  some more 
im portant need o f B ritish  imperial
ism was not involved in  the matter 
a t issue.

British Policy
B ritish  imperialism  recognizes

Bolshevism as to* the central 
danger to its  colonial rule. The 
menace to its  far-flung empire 
looms so large that compromise 
w ith  Japanese imperialism proves 
absolutely essential. On no other 
basis could Japanese capitalism
venture to beard American capital
ism and the Soviet Union. For the 
natural resources o f Japan are com
pletely inadequate fo r the prosecu
tion o f a large-scale war. Her re
cent activities indicate a secret 
agreement w ith  England fo r a 
struggle against the Soviet Union 
as a way out of the crisis in  which 
Japanese capitalism finds itse lf. In  
the meantime, Japan takes advan
tage of her strategic po litica l posi
tion by asserting her rights in  China 
to the disadvantage o f capitalist 
America.

The manouvreing o f the im perial
is t powers in  China cannot be un
derstood i f  taken as a separate 
problem. I t  cannot be abstracted 
from the world situation as a whole. 
I t  must -be viewed in  connection 
w ith the Drang nach Osten policy 
of H itle r. (This policy was firs t en
unciated by Bismarck, and later 
was presented by Hugenberg as a 
solution o f the chief contradictions 
o f European capitalism .)

Anti-Soviet Policy
That there is such an anti-Soviet 

policy is proved by the recent re
fusal o f H itle r to  sign a treaty 
guaranteeing the sovereignty o f the 
B a ltic  States. Recalling tha t a t the 
same tim e .H itle r has assured Eng
land tha t he seeks neither colonies 
nor naval power, i t  would seem that 
the Drang nach Osten policy is real 
enough. The destruction of a ll pu-

litic a l opopsition w ith in  Germany, 
and the “ co-ordination”  of the 
trade-unions on a Nazi basis, signi
fies preparation w ith in  fo r warfare 
w ithout.

England’s friendship fo r Japan 
and Germany spells defeat fo r any 
attempt at reconciling the differenc
es between Japan and' Soviet Rus
sia and Germany and Soviet Rus
sia. I t  can safely be predicted that 
secret agreements exist between 
England, Germany and Japan, for 
the solution o f the ir im perialist 
contradictions a t the expense of the 
U.S.S.R. This view is reinforced 
by the fact that the defeat o f the 
Soviet Power would restore one- 
sixth o f the world to the capitalist 
market and a t the same time solve 
world-contradictions in  a compara
tive ly inexpensive form.

Strike of Los Angeles 
Longshoremen

Los Angeles — A fter being held) 
back over a period of several 
months longshoremen over the en
tire  Pacific coast and gu lf states 
fina lly walked out under the lead
ership of the International Long
shoremen’s Association.

In  San Pedro, the walkout was 
nearly 100%, and succeeded in  a l
most paralyzing shipping in  the 
area. In  a ll there are about 2,500 
involved in the local strike ; but the 
Merchants’ and Manufacturers’ As
sociation of Los Angeles is deter
mined that the strike  shall be brok
en. A ll machinery of the City and 
county have been drafted fo r that 
end. Workers who are receiving 
county aid are being sent down to 
scab. The Universities of Southern 
Calfornia and .of California are sup
plying scabs. Football men of U. 
S. C., amongst them the “great” 
Homer G riffith  and G lifford Probst, 
who have hitherto only learned how 
to play footbajl are receiving an
other lesson, and that is how to 
break a strike.

To combat this use of students as 
scabs, the N.S.L.’s of the Los Ang
eles Junior College, U.S.C. and the 
University of California a t L. A., 
sent a delegation to the strikers to 
aid on the picket lines; and has also 
promised its  supposed in  attempting 
to arouse campus opinion against 
the scabbing students through the 
distribution of handbills.

SECOND CLUB PLAN DRIVE  
ENDS AUGUST 1st 

Not One Club W ill Be Sold After 
That Date. Get Four Cards Now
The Club Plan sub drive fo r 1,000 

new subs met w ith  success, bring
ing a to ta l o f 1014 new readers fo r 
The M ilitan t. Upon the request o f 
several branches and individuals 
participating in  that drive, a second 
drive was started. To date we have 
received 175 new subs.

The Club Plan idea was origin
ated in  order to enable workers -who 
cannot 'afford the fu ll rates to get 
The M ilitan t a t the low price of 
25c fo r six months. Four sub cards 
fo r $1 paid in advance, constitute 
a Club. This plan cannot be con
tinued indefinitely as the cost of 
production does not permit of such 
a low rate.

The Second Club Plan drive w ill 
terminate August 1st.

NO CARDS W ILL BE SOLD AF
TER THAT DATE.

GET YOUR CLUBS NOW!
NEW SUBS

New York C ity Committee 4; 
Cleveland Branch 14; Newark Br. 
4; Los Angeles Br. 4 ; Philadelphia 
Br. 8. Total 34.

COMPLETE RECORD
Boston Branch 8
Cleveland Br. 18
Chicago Br. 20
Minneapolis Br. 40
New Castle Br. 4
San Francisco Br. 4
St. Louis B r. 4
Toronto Youth Club 4
Toronto Br. 4
Local New York 12

C ity Office 8
Harlem Br. 4

Newark Br. 4
Los Angeles Br. 12
Los Angeles (Doughty) 8 
Philadelphia Br. 8
Davenport Br. 4
Oakland Br. 4
Berkeley (Kogan) 4
I. Borsook 4
P. Leeser 4
J. Osborn 5

Total to Date 175

JOIN THE COMMUNIST LEAGUE.

A n  "Underground Union"
One o f the innovations of the 

Stalinists is the creation of the only 
underground trade union organiza
tion iu  the country, the Education 
Workers League. I t  was designed 
early in  1931 by the architects Of 
the third-period trade union stra t
egy to organize the workers in  the 
field of education— principally the 
public school teachers— into revolu
tionary unions. I t  goes w ithout 
saying that it  drew organizational 
and ideological inspiration from the 
T.U.U.L. to which i t  is affiliated. 
And not alone the T.U.U.L. The 
E.W.L. is the American section of 
the Education Workers Internation
al, which is a ffilia ted to the Red 
International o f Labor Unions.

In the three years o f its  exist
ence, the conditions of the teachers 
in the U. S. have been worsened. 
Pay cuts have been universal. Ev 
ery one is fam ilia r w ith  the p light 
of the Chicago teachers who at one 
time were not paid' fo r nearly a 
year and whose pay is s till many 
months in arrears. Curricula have 
been cut. School terms and the 
school day have been shortened. 
In  many states hundreds of schools 
have been closed. I t  is estimated 
that 2,000,000 children have been 
thrown out of school in this way; 
and that this economy cost 200,000 
teachers the ir jobs. This entire 
economy program is going forward' 
under the whip of the U. S. Cham
ber of Commerce.
No Influence on Teachers’ Movement

The teachers have offered very 
little  resistance. There have been 
scattered protests, small and ineffec
tual strikes, and other spontaneous 
manifestations of discontent. Most 
significant of a ll these struggles 
were the Chicago demonstrations 
which won a small measure of tem
porary re lief. But. the E. W. L. has 
not played any role in these isolated 
struggles. In  so fa r as a national 
trade union center is| concerned it  
is as non-existent as the other paper 
organizations created by the Stal
inists.

Only in  one place has the E.W.L. 
any existence. I t  made its  debut 
in  New York C ity where the condi
tions were guaranteed to demon
strate the u tter absurdity o f the 
attempt to build a “ revolutionary” 
trade union of teachers. The 36,- 
000 New York C ity teachers in 1931 
were secure in the ir positions and 
were as yet unaffected by wage cuts 
and the other means by which cap
ita lis t economy was lowering the

The Railroad W age Settlement
The recent compromise wage-cut 

settlement between the railroads 
and the leadership o f the 21 unions 
which include a ll the organized 
railroad workers offers the la tte r a 
new opportunity to see the stuff of 
which the ir leaders are made. A 
review of the role which th is treach
erous bureaucracy played in  the 
1932 negotiations, when the 10 per
cent wage-cut was firs t proposed, 
w ill help round out the picture.

In  the! opinion of the union o f
ficials a t that tim e (N. Y. Times, 
Feb. 1, 1932): The 10 percent wage- 
cut proposed by the railroads was 
not a “ matter o f pure rig h t and 
justice” , “ nor are wage reductions 
to be regarded ord inarily as the ap
propriate means to  promote pros
perity” , nor could they ‘‘believe 
that the public welfare is advanced 
by reducing the purchasing power 
of labor” .

Was the pay-cut therefore re
fused? No! i t  was accepted “ in  
the hope that our action may im
prove the health o f our industry 
. . . may stimulate a revival o f bus
iness, and may advance the' general 
welfare” .
Labor Leaders and Capitalists in  

M utual Appreciation
This sounds almost like  a burl

esque. However, i t  was le ft to 
Daniel W illard, president of the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad', 
speaking on behalf o f the railroad 
managements, to  add the grand fi
nale to  the negotiations comedy. In  
his speech W illa rd  reminded the 
union officialdom o f one o f the 
methods they m ight have used to 
look a fte r the interests of the men 
they represented': “ You m ight have 
delayed th is agreement fo r months 
(during which time, of course, 
no pay-cut— W.) and forced us to 
take a long and tedious course 
which would have le ft bitterness 
where now (ahem) there is friend
ship and harmony. Even so you 
would have been follow ing the law 
set down by Congress . . .”  A t the 
conclusion of this speech during 
which he praised the labor skates 
fo r the ir “cooperation, patience, 
tactfulness, and patriotism ” , he 
added, ‘‘ I  am going to ask them 
(his colleagues) to rise in  token of 
the ir esteem fo r you, and together 
we say to you we thank you”  
Whereupon, accordng to the N. Y. 
Times correspondent, “ The other 
presidents arose and bowed as the 
audience o f union executives and! 
the union chiefs broke in to  ap
plause” .

Wages are cut and union leaders 
applaud. One must need search fa r 
to find a more brazen betrayal by 
workers’ representatives.

On March 17 of th is year, the 
same union heads, a fte r having 
permitted the wage-cut agreement, 
which was to have lasted one year, 
to stretch into its  th ird , suddenly 
demanded that i t  be ended.
Workers’ Pressure Forces a Change

Why the sudden change in  heart 
on the part o f these gentlemen? The 
answer lies in  the pressure which 
the workers are beginning to ex
ert, either through wholesale deser
tion from  the unions or through the 
formation o f opposition groupings; 
expressions of dissatisfaction which 
begin to endanger the large salar
ies of the union bureaucracy and 
the ir privilege o f s itting  down at 
the same dinner table w ith  the ra il
road presidents. The smoldering 
fires o f discontent are fanned' by 
the fact that the roads are begin
ning to earn more money. (Car- 
loadings fo r this year are about 20 
percent higher than fo r correspond
ing periods of last year and the 
net earnings of 64 class I  roads fo r 
February of th is year is $28,700,000 
compared to $9,854,000 fo r Febru
ary o f last year.)

There can hardly be any wonder 
as to the reasons fo r the discontent 
on the part o f the railroad workers. 
A. F. Whitney, president of the 
Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, 
gives us an inkling  as to how the 
general welfare”  of the workers 

was advanced by the pay-cut: (N. 
Y. Times, March 18, 1934): “ . . . 
railway employees o f long service 
have been turned out to accept 
charity or starve; hundreds of 
thousands have gone on part time 
. . . track and roadway section men 
received as little  as 25c an hour and 
worked only three days a week in 
February. From th is weekly wage 
of six dollars the management de
ducted 60c under the 10% arrange
ment. . . . On the A tlantic coastline 
men are paid $1.70 a day. On the 
New York Central, section men re
ceive a basic wage of 43c an hour 
and are workng as little  as ten days 
a month. This gives them $8.60 a 
week, from  which 10% is deducted 
leaving $7:74 a week in a. te rrito ry  
where the P.W.A. minimum is $15. 
. . . The Florida Blast Coast pays 
a basic wage of 20c an hour to sec
tion men . . . The Illin o is  Central 
pays section men as little  as 25c an 
hour, works them as little  as 2 days 
a week enabling them to make $4 a 
week. . . . For the year 1932 there 
were 140,000 railw ay employees 
whose earnings were approximate
ly  $50 a month or less. This num
ber embraces about 13% of a ll ra il- 
w a y  employees. Approximately 
266,000 railway employees, over 25%

of the to ta l, earned $75 a month or 
less” .

How did the ra ilroad coupon- 
clippers fare during this period? 
The pressure upon the union bu
reaucracy was so great that they 
were forced to reveal why the cap
ita lis ts  thanked them in  1932 for 
the ir ‘‘cooperation, patience, tact
fulness, and patriotism ” . According 
to W hitney the railroad bondhold
ers were paid as fo llow s: 1929, 
$511,000,000; 1930, $500,000,000,
1931, $518,000,000; 1932, $525,000,- 
000; and in  1933, $533,000,000. Dur
ing 1932 and 1933, however, the 
roads reported deficits in  order to 
strengthen the ir arguments fo r con
tinuing the pay-cut. W hitney ex
plains that th is is accomplished by 
charging interest on bonds to  “ fixed 
charges”  so that whpt is actually 
a pro fit appears as an expense.

The recent negotiations, during 
which the above-quoted information 
leaked out, found the union heads 
fran tica lly hunting fo r a form ula 
which would not in ju re  the ir stand
ing w ith  the capitalists (heaven 
forb id) and w ith  which they could 
face the ir men. To the request fo r 
an end to the cut the roads coun
tered w ith  a demand fo r a further 
cut. The union chiefs countered 
w ith  a demand fo r a ten percent 
rise above the basic wage from 
which the original cut was made. 
President Roosevelt, consistent w ith 
his policy to “ raise”  wages, pro
posed tha t the existing cut stay in  
effect u n til Jan. 1, 1935; the same 
proposal as orig ina lly advanced by 
the railroad presidents. This the 
union heads refused. A fte r much 
bickering and even ta lk  of a strike 
ballot, a “ compromise”  was reached, 
lite ra lly  speaking, in  whispers. The 
workers are to get back 21% on 
July 1, 1934, 21% on Jan. 1, 1935 
and 5% on A p ril 1, 1935; the roads 
agreeing not to ask fo r another 
change (read cut) u n til May 1935, 
that is, one month later. The un
organized workers are o f course not 
benefited in  any way.

Another) Sell-Out Accomplished
This juggling o f percentages gave 

the union chiefs the needed formu
la. Actually they accepted Roose
velt’s proposal or as stated by the 
New York! Times: ‘‘Restoration of 
the wage reduction in  ‘three bites’ 
instead of one worked out in  dol
lars and cents exactly as i f  the em
ployees had agreed toi the employ
ers’ original proposal” . I t  is obvi
ous that the needs o f the railroad 
workers are not going to be helped 
much by th is sell-out.

These negotiations are merely 
symptomatic o f a new chapter which 
is being opened in  the railway in-j

standard of living of (lie teachers 
throughout the nation. On the con
tra ry, the teachers’ wages, fixed by 
law, were appreciating w ith  the 
fa ll o f the price level.

Moreover the teachers were sub
jected to the notoriously reaction
ary regime o f the Board o f Educa
tion. A ctiv ity  in  the revolutionary 
or Left wing labor movement con
stitutes grounds for dismissal from 
the school system. Teachers are 
persecuted for protesting against 
unsanitary conditions in the schools 
or fo r critic iz ing  the ir superiors or 
the adm inistration of the system.

"Union”  Goes Underground
Even the Stalinists realized that 

to call upon the teachers openly to 
jo in  a “ revolutionary union” would 
cost some of those who responded 
the ir jobs, persecution fo r others and 
a general reign of te rro r and red
baiting against a ll progressive ele
ments. The Stalinists boldly seized 
both horns of the dilemma and 
solved the problem by going under
ground.

From the depths of its  under
ground the E.W.L. bu ilt legal cov
ers fo r its  “ revolutionary”  activity. 
I t  has not bu ilt a union— although 
it  s till entertains fond visions of 
doing so— but is succeeded in  add
ing several organizations to the 
more than seventy that cluttered' up 
the local movement.

Fights Teachers’ Union
In  a ll o f these organizations its 

central aim has been to discredit 
the Teachers Union and develop the 
others as bases fo r its new union. 
In  a word the E.W.L. aped the pol
icy of the T.U.U.L. I f  i t  hap not 
bu ilt a union it  can point w ith  pride 
lo a great achievement: its  policy 
has been instrumental in diverting 
hundreds of employed’ and unem
ployed teachers awakening to the 
necessity o f resistance into organ
izational channels separate from the 
union and -hostile to it. I t  can in 
scribe on itis banner at least half 
the responsibility l'or the perpetua
tion of the division between the 
organized employed a n d  unem
ployed, and also for the division 
among the advanced teachers in the 
organized employed movement.

The experience of three years 
demonstrates tha t there is neither 
a need nor a basis fo r this carica
ture o f a union. Oh the contrary, 
it  is an obstacle to the growth and 
unity of the teachers movement. I t  
is a reactionary influence.

— T. S i A MM.

dustry from  whose every pore oozes 
the pus of the decaying capita list 
system. The basic capital has been 
absorbed by the capitalists in  pro
fits of some form. The roads are 
loaded w ith  “ fixed charges”  in  the 
form  of bonded indebtedness or as 
loans. Their national and ro lling  
stock has deteriorated necessitating 
large scale capital expenditures. An 
increase in business sufficient to 
solve these contradictions is out of 
the question under present day con
ditions. The capitalists w ill cer
ta in ly  not make the much-needed 
new capital expenditures unless the 
basis fo r a pro fit exists.

One way out, which they w ill 
seek before anything else, i f  c ir
cumstances perm it, is to climb out 
of the contradictions on the basis 
of a fu rther lowering o f the wages 
and liv ing  standards of the work
ers. “ I f  circumstances perm it”  means 
i f  the workers perm it. From this 
it  follows that the not distant fu 
ture w ill find the railroads the 
scene of gigantic class battles.

Who W ill Lead the Workers?
Can or w ill the present union 

leadership lead the workers in  such 
struggles? Obviously not. I f  no 
other evidence were available their 
treacherous conduct in  the wage cut 
question above described reveals 
that they are too closely tied up 
w ith  the capitalists and the ir view
point to be concerned w ith  the 
workers unless the la tte r endanger 
(heir sinecures. The union bureau
cracy reeks w ith  corruption. For 
example, Alvanley Johnston, the 
Grand Chief Engineer of the Broth
erhood of Locomotive Engineers, 
and one o f the signers of the orig
ina l wage-cut agreement in  1932, 
was recently sent to ja il fo r fraud
ulent dealings in  a bank, in  which 
he and other union officials had an 
active interest, and through which 
many union members had the ir sav
ings lifted . According to James 
Steele (New Republic, March 14, 
1934) the bank president, a friend 
of Johnston “ had declared in  a le t
ter to the Chase National Bank that 
Johnston was actively working for 
a reduction in  railroad workers’ 
wages before the railroads asked fo r 
such a reducton.”

Nothing can be expected' from  
such people except corruption. What 
is required js a strong le ft wing. 
The pessimism of the workers and 
their exodus from  the unions must 
be stopped; they must be given 
new heart and morale; the corrupt 
and reactionary leadership must be 
driven out and a ll the c ra ft unions 
consolidated into one industria l 
union capable of and w illing  to figh t 
fo r the workers’ interests. Under 
present day circumstances a strug
gle on the railroads means a p o liti
cal struggle of very high order. A ll 
the more reason fo r a le ft wing.

— WEAVER.

British Imperialism in Retreat
The great inroads into the export 

trade o f Great B rita in  incurred in  
the Japanese drive fo r world 
markets are a source o f profound 
disquiet to English diplomats. The 
fierce impact o f Japanese competi
tion exposes to fu ll view the weak
ness o f B ritish  capitalism in  decay 
while revealing simultaneously the 
intensity of exploitation of Japanese 
labor. England’s efforts at reta lia
tion are thus fa r puny and impo
tent. The establishing of quotas in 
the Crown colonies can affect at 
best some five percent of Japan’s 
textile  exports. This economic 
weakness in meeting the present 
situation makes i t  a ll the easier 
for Japanese imperialism to wring 
politica l concessions from  the Eng
lish government.

In  the game of im perialist poli
tics it  is Japan’s aim either to woo 
America away from an alliance 
w ith  the Soviet Union, or fa iling  
this—and simultaneously—to check
mate America by balancing the U.S. 
w ith England. Given a fa ir price 
the English statesmen w ill not be 
averse to a trade. The firs t con
cession made to Japan is contained 
iu Simon’s statement that Great 
B rita in  is not pledged to preserve 
the integrity of China. This estab
lishes the firs t open serious r if t  be
tween America and England. For 
America fo r its  own good purposes 
views the Nine Power Treaty as 
precisely such a pledge. B ritish  
diplomacy te lls Japan that i t  may 
safely proceed to seize and subdue 
by force of arms more of the Chin
ese mainland w ithout English op
position.

• * * *
Threat of Japanese Bonapartism
Capitalism is everywhere a sys

tem held together by a m ortar of 
fraud and corruption. Japanese 
capitalism is i f  anything more per
meated’ w ith  thievery than its  Wes
tern models. The scandal ju s t un
covered in the Treasury M in istry in  
connection w ith  the Bank o f Taiwan 
and the Im perial Rayon Co. is but 
one of a long series. Coming how
ever a t a tim e of great internal 
stress, ,when the interrelationships 
of classes are sh ifting  perceptibly, 
due to the sw ifter flow  of the under
currents o f social upheaval, the 
Japanese bank scandal is having an 
effect sim ilar to tha t Of the Stavisky 
a ffa ir in  France.

The reactionary m ilita ris ts  in  
control of the army are setting 
their forces in  motion to stifle  the 
rebellion of the oppressed masses 
of workers and peasants.* * * *
The Soviet Union Slowly Encircled

Since the last war and its  out
come in the creation o f the Soviet 
Union,—the greatest step forward! 
in the history of humanity and the 
greatest menace to world capitalism  
•—the capita list governments are 
somewhat fearfu l o f precipitating a 
new war. Their fear is not so much 
of defeat by the enemy abroad as 
it  is of the revolutionary working 
class at home. Thus to prepare fo r 
the inevitable next war the ru ling 
class is impelled to safeguard its  
rear, to protect the base a t home.

Capitalism in  decay thus resorts, 
for th is as fo r other reasons, to  
ta seism, a system of governing by 
armed force and bru ta l suppression 
directed openly against the working 
class, a system of terrorizing the 
masses and destroying the ir inde
pendent organizations, a system de
signed to assure “ c iv il peace”  in  the 
rear.

The process o f fascizqtion o f one 
country after the other is slowly 
bringing about the encirclement o f 
the Soviet Union by fascist states. 
W ith the help of Germany Latvia 
has established its  form  of violent 
anti-working class dictatorship. 
Now Bulgaria, probably w ith  the 
encouragement o f France, has ex
perienced a palace revolution, a 
Bonapartist coup d’etat “by the mon
archy supported by the Junker 
class, the aim here too being to rid  
the capitalist state o f a ll revolu
tionary opposition. Despite the 
fact that the fascist states assume 
their own inner alignments in  im 
perialist riva lry , on a ll sides events 
sweep steadily, irrevocably, to the 
outbreak o f the next terrib le  im 
peria list war w ith  its  central aim 
the destruction of the Soviet Union.

* * * *
Litvinov and the League of Nations

I t  is th is desperate p light o f the 
Soviet Union, no longer able through 
the Comintern and mass Commun
is t Parties in  the capita list coun
tries to mobilize the working class 
o f Europe in defense of the Soviet 
Union, that L itvinov attempts to  
substitute fo r such a mass move
ment by playing off one im perialist 
group against another. The less 
L itvinov can re ly on the interna
tiona l revolutionary forces o f the 
workers, the more closely he feels 
bound! to the League of Nations 
under French domination. "We can
not w ait fo r events to prove the 
emptiness of th is defense, we must 
build the Fourth International to 
defend the workers’ fatherland.

—JACK WEBER.



"N ew  Groups For a"N ew  Party"
The Gitlow Group and the Field Clique Form a "Principled Bloc"

The crisis in tlie international1 "¡Stalin's break with Marxism and 
labor movement has assumed such Leninism on the Russian question” 
formidable proportions that no is confined exclusively to those 
group or current, not even the points where Gitlow is really at one 
smallest one, has been able to es-:wilh Bucharin: against super-in
cape its effects. Some of them 
have been forced forward, as is the 
case w ith  sections of the socialist 
movement. Others have recoiled to 
an even more reactionary position, 
as is the case w ith the bulk of the 
Stalinist movement. None has been 
able to stand completely s till. Even 
what seem to be the most inert and 
obsoure little  groups have at least 
been compelled to run around in 
circles in order to create the illu 
sion of motion.

Essentially in the latter category 
is the “ Organization Committee for 
a Revolutionary Workers Party” , 
formed by the Workers Communist 
League (Gitlow group) plus B. J. 
Field and Co., a group expelled 
for treachery from the Communist 
League of America. A few prelim
inary remarks on this union, which 
do not pretend to exhaust the ques
tion any more than is sufficient for 
the moment, w ill not prove to be 
unilluminating.

•  *  *  •

Tiie Negotiations w ith Gitlow Group
The last issue of the Voice of 

Labor1, organ of the Gitlow group, 
Contains a report of its "Negotia
tions w ith the Left Opposition” . 
The report is not only startingly in
accurate, but it bears such an inter 
eating relation to the subsequent 
Gitlow-Field fusion, that it  requires 
refutation.

The report reproduces three doc
uments : 1) the brief outline draft 
submitted by our delegation to the 
representatives of the Gitlow group 
as a basis for discussion; 2) the 
draft resolution submitted to us in 
its place by the Gitlow group; 3) 
a formulation against the theory of 
socialism in one country, proposed 
by us, and w ith  slight amendments, 
finally agreed to by Gitlow.

So far, so good. But the Voice 
of Labor's account of the negotia
tions, and what happened to these 
three documents, belongs to the 
school of fictitious literature.

The facts are as follows:
2. The first document to be sub

mitted was our outline draft, which 
contained, among other declara
tions the proposal that the two 
groups “ endorse the jo in t declara
tion of the four organizations (the 
committee for the Fourth Interna
tional which emerged from the 
Paris conference.—S.) and w i l l  
participate in the further work of 
the jo in t commission established' by 
the four organizations for the fur 
ther development of their work and 
the elaboration of an international 
programmatic manifesto” . A fter 
having examined this draft, Gitlow 
and Becker proposed to submit one 
of their own for discussion. Await
ing this document, we held our own 
in abeyance ,̂ but at no time did we 
witiidraw i t  from consideration in 
the negotiations.

Fundamental Questions
2. Upon an examination of the 

second document submitted in the 
discussion, the Gitlow group resolu
tion, our delegation decided not to 
lose itself in a discussion of it  point 
by point without first attempting to 
establish agreement upon one after 
another of those points which we 
considered fundamental—agreement 
upon which would have facilitated 
enormously a discussion of the 
secondary questions, and possible 
agreement upon them, too. This 
was essential because the Gitlow 
document, being more detailed and 
pretentious than our first draft, 
was such a muddle of confusion, 
half-truths, ambiguity and down
right semi-Stalinism, as made its 
consideration as the draft for 
jo in t statement inconceivable, 
few examples w ill suffice:

Tlia theory of the united' front 
from below is rejected, but not a 
word is said about its complement, 
equally Stalinist, which yielded 
such disastrous results in the Anglo- 
Russian Committee, in  the alliance 
w ith the Kuo Min Tang—in the per
iod between 1924 and 1928. Why? 
Because with Gitlow the crisis in 
the Comintern really begins w ith 
the expulsion of the Right wing in 
1928-1929. He is against the “ th ird 
period”  of Stalinism fundamentally 
in the same sense as is Lovestone, 
as is (or was) Bucliarin.

Ambiguous Formulations
The theory of socialism in one 

country is not even mentioned', its 
place being taken by the ambigu
ous, and by no means aconrate, 
term: national Bolshevism. Becker 
a t first denied that the Stalinists 
have ever stated their advocacy of 
the theory in print. Gitlow refused 
to reject the theory specifically be
cause Max Eastman is righ t: you 
can’t  win over the workers w ith 
negative slogans! (Compare the 
social democratic argument against 
the Communist contention that you 
can’t  win socialism by casting bal
lots fo r parliament.)

dustrialization, bureaucratic collec
tivization ; premature abolition of 
the N.E.P. The break w ith  Marx
ism and Leninism of the jo in t Stal- 
in-Bueharin period—against indus
trialization and planned economy, 
the alliance with Kulak and Nep- 
man—is studiedly ignored.

“ Socialism in  One Country’’
3. We therefore politely laid 

aside the Gitlow dra ft and proposed 
instead a concise formula on the 
fundamental question of “ socialism 
in one country” , in  its final form, 
jo in tly  accepted after considerable 
debate, i t  read: “ The theory that 
the building of socialism can be 
lompleted in a single country, ac
cording to which a classless society 
can be constructed in one hand, 
without the spread of the proletar
ian revolution to the advanced cap
italist countries of the world, which 
pro-supposes an uninterrupted co-
xistenee of the workers’ socialist 

date and capitalist countries, has 
had the consequence of a break 
with Leninism in Soviet internal 
policy, and in practice on the inter
national field—the abandonment of 
the world revolution” .

Then, says the Voice of Labor,
the deolaratiou of the Workers 

Communist League (i.e., Gitlow’s 
above-mentioned draft.—S.) includ
ing the above formulation was 
agreed niton by both sides” . In 
order to maintain our polite tone, 
we w ill simply call this assertion 
preposterous and incorrect. The 
formulation on “ socialism in one 
country” was and remains the sin
gle. solitary document, ever agreed 
to tietween the Gitlow and our del

ation during the negotiations. I t  
was just as possible for the main 
Gitlow draft resolution to be 
“ agreed upon by both sides” as it  
would be for us td apply for mem 
bership in the Gitlow group.

Declaration of Four
4. Without returning for a mo 

raent to the Gitlow draft, we put 
forth again the question of the new 
International and the Declaration 
cf the Four. Gitlow’s narrative 
reads as though we threw this ques
tion into the discussion arbitrarily, 
unexpectedly, unwarrantedly, like

bombshell, without previous men-
tion. But his own report prints 
our first outline draft in which this 
question occupies no insignificant 
position. I t  had not been w ith
drawn at any tim e; i t  had been held 
in abeyance, we repeat. Having 
reached agreement on point the first 
(socialism in one country), we pro
ceeded to a discussion of point the 
second.

And here, let i t  be pointed out, 
we did not demand for a moment 
that. Gitlow endorse, the Declaration 
of the Four out of hand, as Gitlow 
infers. Gitlow’s draft resolution 
showed us the inadvisability of 
such an attitude. We merely pre 
ented the Paris Declaration and 

said: This contains the fundamen
tal points for fusion. Please tell 
us where you agree w ith it, where 
you disagree w ith it, and why, and 
our discussion w ill be facilitated. 
Gitlow did not merely refuse to 
endorse i t  (which was not request
ed), but even to state his views on 
it !  Why? Because he had had 
nothing to do w ith drawing i t  up; 
he would not have some document 
drawn up by he knows not who, and 
where, and how, rammed down his 
throat ( !) ; he had had bis f il l of 
the Comintern, not only in Stalin’s 
time, but. even in Lenin's; i t  had 
been falsely organized from the 
outset, in 1919; and above all, he 
stood for the conception that first 
the national parties must be built 
up solidly, w ith a native program 
and leadership, and then they would 
a ll coalesce into an international 
of equals.

The Paramount Question
Our delegation then went so fa r 

as to offer to submit the Declara
tion not in the name of the four 
European”  groups which had' 

signed it, but in our own name, as 
our own discussion draft, for com
ment, agreement or disagreement by 
Gitlow. He obdurately refused to 
move from his postion. In  the 
warm discussion, he revealed that 
his group had indeed taken a step 
forward in one field by breaking 
with the Lovestone Right wing; in 
other fields i t  s till occupied the 
same ground, or had taken a step 
backward. The negotiations had 
come to a stalemate on that para
mount question of fundamental im
portance: internationalism, the sur
est touchstone of the genuine revo
lutionist and revolutionary group.

Having laid bare our incompati
b ility  in principle w ith  the Gitlow 
group—at least fo r tha t stage of 
our relationships w ith  i t—we nev
ertheless continued to 
tions w ith  i t  consonant

may he Field, but it  is not what, 
Field overbearingly assured every
body he was when he broke from 
the League.

Example: at a general member
ship meeting of the League on Nov
ember 2G, 1933, where I reported 
on our negotiations w ith  the Gitlow 
gvonp, the jo in tly accepted formu- 

field where we come in contact. At latlon.on "socialism in one coun- 
that time, the field was bounded t r -v ' ' as read. One motion was 
by the hotel and restaurant work- introduced, reading: “ The assem- 
ers branch of the Amalgamated!bled branches view the formulation 
Food Workers, where a group of | relating to the theory of socialism 
our comrades were members, andj*11 0,le country in the jo in t state-

'menl as dangerous and misleading.”  
Field and Kaldis were among the 
tiny group which voted fo r that 
motion, as well as for this one 
(which was also defeated): “ The 
National Committee is asked to re
consider the joint statement as too 
great a concession to the Gitlow- 
ites.”  At the end of the meeting, 
ilie minutes read: “ Comrade B. J. 
Field abstains on account of the 
subordination of the role of the 
l ’arty and the Labor Party question 
in the negotiations and also on the 
grounds of the X  motion and reso
lution. Esther Field associates 
herself with the Field statement.”

League Not “ Radical”  Enough
In  other words, two things at 

least were wrong so far as this su- 
per-Bolshevik-Leninist was con
cerned: our formulation on national 
socialism was too groat a conces
sion to Gitlow, and secondly, we 
had not yet proposed to Gitlow 
(nor did we ever, fo r the negotia
tions came to a sudden stop!) a 
point opposing his Right wing view 
on the Labor party.

Now, behold our intransigeant, 
go-the-wliole-hog Left Opposition
ist, who broke from us with the 
declaration that he and not the 
League would thenceforward carry 
tin: banner of Lenin and Trotsky in 
llie United ¡states! lie  has success
fu lly negotiated; ho has success
fully fused. And the joint program 
is a step backward even from Git- 
low's original draft resolution of 
October 1933! Its views in a num
ber of fields do not go so fa r even 
as those of A. J. Mustc (see his 
article in Labor Action on the unit
ed front) in point of revolutionary 
position.

The theory of socialism in one 
country? Not mentioned. The black 
sheep of Field (and the white hope 
of Gil low), the Labor party? Dead 
silence. The Fourth international? 
Careful evasion. They are for a 
"new international composed of 
the new revolutionary parties of the 
world” . Which? Of all those to 
which Gitlow refers in  his press 
with equal enthusiasm, emphasis 
and impartiality—the I.L.P. as well 
as the Internationalist Communist 
League, the Norwegian Labor Party 
as well as the Revolutionary So
cialist Party of Holland? Of some 
of them? Of none of them? The 
Soviet Union? Lovestone or Stalin 
or a petty bourgeois liberal w ith 
iiis war paint on could have written 
that paragraph "for the defense”  of 
the Soviet Union.

A  Critical Analysis of the A .W .P .
2. The Political Meaning of "Adaption to the American Scene."/ /

the Gitlow group had two of its 
militants functioning. But here too 
we encountered difficulties, not so 
fundamental in character, but nev
ertheless, as was subsequently re
vealed, significant enough*.

Policy of the League
The policy of the League aimed 

at the formation of a bloc between 
ourselves and the Gitlow group in 
the A. F. W., as a Communist nu
cleus around which a broader group 
of Left wing and progressive work
ers could be rallied for the purpose 
of strengthening the union, assur
ing i t  a militant, class conscious 
leadership and policy, preparing it 
for a successful strike, and saving 
it  from degeneration in the hands 
of the conservative, patriotic!, ele
ments on the one side, and the 
Stalinist vultures on the other. 
Gitlow and his group agreed at. the 
outset with this conception.

Fighting this view, alternately 
with open and covert opposition, 
was the Field group, at. that time 
organized as a faction without pro
gram or principle in the ranks of 
tiie League, and specifically in our 
food workers fraction. Despite re
peated warnings from the League 

backed by its membership, its 
policies, its discipline and its com
mittees—the two leading officials 
of the union, Field and Kaldis con
ducted themselves not only in vio
lation of our policy, but with such 
irrogantly bureaucratic contempt 
for a ll and sundry in the Amalga
mated as was not only disgraceful 
for a Communist, but even for an 
ordinary conscientious trade union 
ist.

Their outrageous, unconcealed 
disdain fo r a ll their collaborators 
was displayed not only toward 
League members in the Amalga
mated, but particularly toward two 
militants of the Gitlow group, Cos
tas and Kalfides. We insisted at 
one fraction meeting after another 
upon a comradely bloc of Coinmun 
ist workers with a Left wing pro
gram. Field and Co. opposed the 
bloc with the two Gitlowites, then 
formally accepted it on paper, and 
systematically sabotaged it.

The “ Pair of Deuces”
Before the strike, this bloc was 

broken more than once. Each time 
our League committees were com
pelled to intervene, rap Field's 
knuckles, and heal the breach. On 
two distinct occasions, Costas and 
Kalfides came directly to our Na
tional Committee, begging us to in 
tervene w ith Field and Kaldis, to 
demand of the latter that they put 
an end to their insufferably bureau 
cratic conduct which was not only 
driving the two Gitlowites to des
pair but which (according to them, 
and they were right in this in
stance) was endangering the whole 
prospect of the union and the im 
pending strike. Costas, a regular 
official of the union, was being 
treated by Field and Kaldis with 
the insolence of Prussian officers 
toward a uniformed peasant. In 
his arguments against our policy of 
collaboration with the Gitlowites, 
Field coined the winged phrase: 
“ They are only a pair of deuces.”

W ith this attitude towards Costas 
(who was but. one of scores who 
smarted under the same parvenu 
impudence), Field eventually iso
lated himself from tiie League, from 
the Left wingers in the union, from 
all the progressive elements, threw 
the doors wide open to the Stalin
ists who battened on the discontent
ment of the workers w ith Field and 
Co., and finally provoked his de
sertion by the workers who, he had 
so superciliously admitted to every
body, sat in adoration at his feet.

“ Deuces”  Become Allies
But, strangely enough, in his fight 

against the League and its policies, 
as he leaned more and more upon 
the Rooseveltians and flag-wavers 
in the union, when the break with 
the League proved irreparable, 
Field abruptly converted his “ pair 
of deuces”  into allies. He rebound
ed from the League into the camp 
of Gitlow. A t first, he led his few 
followers along that road with the 
explanation that there is nothing 
wrong w ith forming a bloc w ith  an
other group in the trade unions. 
Finally he merged with the other 
group into a single political faction 
with a single political program— 
not Field’s, but Gitlow’s!

This faction, the “ Organization 
Committee” , has issued its program 
in the form of a leaflet “ For a Rev
olutionary Workers Party” . To 
read i t  is to arrive at an unmistak
able conclusion: this is Gitlow and 
not Field. Or, more accurately, i t

Mutual Amnesty
Tiie programmatic manifesto of 

the ‘'Organization Committee”  con 
stitiitcs, politically, a literary pic
ture of Field generously white
washing Gitlow. But the Emerson
ian law of compensation is not ig
nored. Kindness for kindness. In 
the Voice of Labor Gitlow does just 
as generous a job for Field. Two 
lu ll pages on the hotel strike—not 
white-wash this time, but plain 
hogwash. The “ leadership” of the 
muon may have been a b it inexper
ienced, do you see, but otherwise 
its conceptions and conduct were 
impeccable. The Trotskyists made 
a mess of things, but not Field, not 
Gitlow. They collaborated perfect
ly, only they didn’t  get anywhere 
because the gods were against 
them. . . .

A new group? Not at all. An 
old group, the Gitlow group with 
its whole old program. I t  has 
merely gained a few new members, 
which wo cannot tru th fu lly  be
grudge it. I t  gained them by a 
little  b it of mutual amnesty.

A new party? Not at all. I t  
wants, not the old party, i t  is true, 
but a party concocted of political 
odds and ends: a b it of Brandler, 
a bit of Stalin, a b it of Lenin and 
Trotsky.

No, thank you!
—MAX SHACHTMAN.

SUBSCRIBE TO THE M ILITANT.

JOIN THE COMMUNIST LEAGUE

Tiie trouble with the C.P.U.S.A., 
according to the A.W.P. Program is 
that "Throughout its history i t  has 
thought and felt in terms of Rus
sian and European rather than Am
erican working class experience” . 
This line is similar to the Love- 
stoiieise “ Stalin right in  Moscow- 
wrong in America” , but goes even 
further in elaborating the myth that 
“ sectarianism'’ is the root-cause of 
Stalinist failure. The fallacy of the 
approach is given away in the fact 
that the Program treats tiie fifteen 
years of the C.P.U.S.A. as of a 
piece, merely referring in  passing 
to the party’s gains up to 1925, and 
explaining them as due to the 
party’s "basking in the glory”  of 
the Soviet Union. Tiie entire signi
ficance of tiie date of tiie dividing 
line betweeu the period of success 
and ensuing failure, which is the 
date of tiie rise to dominance of 
Stalinism in the Communist Inter
national, is lost on the A.W.P. The 
international scope and causes of 
iite failure of Stalinism are ob
scured behind the phrase “sectar
ianism and partisan exclusiveness".

What exactly does this term sec
tarianism mean, which has been so 
loosely bandied about by Socialists 
and Lovestoneites, and now by the 
A.W.P.?

What Sectarianism Mean»
For Marxists, who gave the term 

its currency, I lie word had definite 
meaning, i t  was used to denote 
I he first phase of the proletariat’s 
»1 rugglu against the bourgeoisie, 
when llie proletariat is not yet suf
ficiently developed to act as a class, 
in  this period, said Marx, ’‘ Ind iv i
dual thinkers, subjecting social an
tagonisms to criticism, give imagin
ary solutions to the question, which 
I iic working masses have only to 
accept, popularize, and apply; in a 
practical way. By their very nature 
live sects formed by such priests 
hold buck from the political strug
gle) ; they are aloof from a ll real 
activity, aloof from politics, strikes, 
coalitions— in a word, from all 
activity of any kind. . . .  To sum up: 
sectarianism is only the outcome of 
the infancy of the proletarian move
ment, just as astrology and alchemy 
represent tiie infancy of science" 
An isolated example of sectarianism 
in a later period is the Socialist 
Labor Party which, despite its 
.Uarxis( terminology, was an infan
tile reaction to the puzzling prob
lem of a rapidly changing American 
workingclass, and developed a the
ory which effectively left i t  outside 
every form of the day to day strug
gle.

Only to the foregoing political 
phenomena can the term sectarian
ism ha applied w ith any precision. 
Sectarianism as a generic form can
not he said to characterise any part 
of the labor movement today w ith
out doing violence to the meaning 
of the term. We do, however, term 
sectarian certain specific incorrect 
policies, by which we mean that the 
specific policy prevents us from 
drawing the workers into struggle.

False Characterization of C. P.
To characterize as sectarianism 

tilt! whole course of the C.P.U.S.A. 
I is, therefore, essentially false. Such 
a characterization makes an incom
prehensible mystery of the powerful 
vita lity shown by the party from 
1919 to 1924, when, according to the 
A.W.P. theory “sectarianism”  and 
"thinking in terms of Russian and 
European experience” were just as 
much as later inbred in the party. 
Why should sectarianism not! have 
prevented tiie sw ift growth of the 
party from. 1919 to 1924-—and then 
suddenly become operative after 
1924? The C. I. and C.P.U.S.A. 
course from 1924 to 1929 cannot be 
characterized as .sectarianism. As 
a matter of fact, that period was 
one of tile most unprincipled oppor
tunism, of hanging on to the ta il of 
the reformists, here and everywhere. 
I t  is the period of the Anglo-Rus- 
sian Committee, unity w ith Chiang 
Kai-Shek, support of La Follette. 
loyalty to the A. F. of L., etc. What 
can i t  possibly mean to attribute 
the failures of this period to “ sec
tarianism and partisan exclusive
ness”

The C.P.L.A. came on the scene 
| in 1929, the same year that the C.I. 
zigzagged from unprincipled blocs

♦These notes do not, of course, 
aim at an analysis of the hotel 

have rela- strike. They deal w ith it insofar 
w ith the as it  is related to the subject in 

degree of political harmony which .hand, i.e., the evaluation of the 
did exist between us and in that I Gitlow and Field groups.—S.

with reformists to the theory of 
social fascism. I t  is probable, 
therefore, that the C.P.L.A.-A..WT. 
is reading the whole history of the 
Comintern and its fifteen years in 
America in terms of these last five 
yearq. I f  this surmise is correct, 
the process is unintelligent, but at 
least understandable.

Origin of False Analysis 
What, has happened is that trade 

union progressives, reformists in  
politics, found themselves confront
ed by a Communist Party practicing 
dual unionism, refusing united 
fronts, and working only in  organ
izations controlled by it. The re
formists saw that these policies led 
to defeat after defeat, and yet were 
continued. Why? Instead of anal
yzing the structure of the party and 
discovering that its membership was 
powerless to change or even discuss 
policies; instead of tracing this ab
sence of party democracy to the 
time when democracy was destroyed 
in the fight against Trotsky; in
stead of asking why the Stalinist 
bureaucracy does not permit party 
discussion; instead of asking why 
the C.I. and C.P.U.S.A. line is a 
melange of sectarianism and oppor
tunism, of adventurism and coward
ice, of everything, in fact, but a 
revolutionary analysis; instead of 
tracing the degeneration of the C.I. 
to the theory of socialism in one 
country— but the foregoing analysis 
is one that would only occur to 
Communists, to revolutionaries. Re
formists naturally tended to a 
shorter analysis: ‘‘Dual unionism, 
social fascism, bureaucratic control, 
etc.— all ths must flow from  the 
doctrines of Communism.”  Even 
the clue to the real source of the 
malady, the absence of party de
mocracy, whose absence could1 only 
mean that the bureaucracy rested, 
not on the membership, but on the 
Stalinist bureaucarcy in the Soviet 
Union; even party dictatorship was 
taken by some reformists to be part 
of tiie Communist doctrine. (Dicta
torship of tiie proletariat, no demo
cracy in the party— it  was a ll one 
and the same thing.) We have no 
desire to rake up from the past the 
forms by wbch different C.P.L.A. 
spokesmen linked up Stalinist errors 
and distortions w ith  fundamentals 
of Communism. The point of this 
reference to the past is merely to 
show the origins of their notion 
that the cause of Stalinist errors is 
“sectarianism.”  This term would 
be correct i f  the failure to set mass
es in motion flowed from Commun
ist doctrine, as such failure flows 
from S.L.P. doctrine.

Relics of Reformism 
Were the C.P.L.A. group suffi

ciently self-critical in their break 
with their reformist past, one of 
the most obvious elements fofr them 
to drop would be this ta lk of “ Com
munist sectarianism” . This phrase, 
and such phrases as “ factional ja r
gon”  are relics of a time when not 
only were the C.P.L.A. group not 
revolutionaries, but thought that 
the international struggle of the 
two major tendencies in the Commu
nist movement was just a cat and 
dog fight.

But i f  the Program’s analysis of 
Stalinism reveals reformist hang
overs, the references to the C. P. 
in the speeches at the February 2 
dinner formally launching the A. 
W.P. were reformist pure and sim
ple. Stalinism and its oppositions 
were lumped together; Mbste de
clared he was ‘‘ tired of the faction
al jargon in the labor movement 
represented by Union Square. The 
wrangling in obscure terminology 
alien to America has to go.” “ Jab- 
berwocky” was the term applied by 
Budenz to the issues in the Com
munist movement.

At the recent lecture-conferences, 
the level of analysis of Stalinism 
was a little  higher, but the A.W.P. 
leadership was still fa r from a cor
rect view. One heard no more talk 
of “ factional jargon”  or “Jabber- 
wocky” ; Muste and, of course, Hook 
and Burnham (whose roots are very 
different from those of the C. P. 
L.A.) spoke of the decisive role in 
(he C. I. of socialism in  one country. 
But there was present as ever 
the tendency to ta lk of “Marxists” 
in one lump, and the fam iliar re
fra in  of ‘ “sectarianism” . Charac
teristic was Louis Budenz’ “ Marx
ians have a tendency to be Martians. 
Not the workers w ill be responsible 
for Fascism, but leaders who see 
the correct path, but refuse to show 
the path to workers in such terms 
as w ill rouse them to action” . “ The 
chief indictment of the revolution
ary movement is that i t  has shut i t 
self out from the mass thought of 
America” .

Who Are the “ Marxists”
Who are these “ Marxists”  that 

Budenz speaks of? Would he main
tain that the Stalinists are “ leaders 
who see the correct path” ? Is the 
correct path (which ‘ “they refuse 
to show the workers” ) the united 
front from below and social fas
cism? What is the revolutionary 
movement that has “shnt itself out 
from the mass thought o f Ameri
ca” ? Certainly not the movement 

I which from 1919 to 1924 made a

place for itself which the A.W.P. 
w ill be fortunate to approximate in  
a shorter length of time. And not 
even the Stalinist movement! For, 
despite everything, despite progres
sive degeneration, hundreds of thou
sands of American workers found 
their way to the apparent represen
tative of Communism duirng these 
last ten years. That they did not 
stay, that does not mean that the 
movement had “shut itself out from  
the mass thought of America”. That 
tells a story which the Communist 
League of America was the first to 
underline; but the story is not a 
story of “sectarianism”, but a story 
of the death of party democracy, 
the death of internationalism, the 
triumph and degeneration of Stalin
ism.

Behind a ll this talk of “sectarian
ism” and the exaggerated Ameri
canism of the A.W. P. lies a healthy 
motive. They would like to cut 
through the ‘‘factional period” and 
out into the high road of American 
workingclass struggle. So would 
the Communist League, but it  has 
the lessons of the “factional period”, 
while the A.W.P. group were not in 
the revolutionary movement during 
these last ten years and have yet 
to assimilate its lessons. Its  search 
for a “short-cut” is futile. I t  does 
seem simple to say of the C. P. that 
it has thought and fe lt in terms 

of Russian and European rather 
than American workingclass experi
ence”. It  does seem simple, to de
clare for a new party on the ground 
that the Stalinists are in “organiz
ational subordination to the Com
munist International, which: has 
tended in recent years to become a 
branch of the foreign office of the 
Soviet Union instead of the leader 
of the world revolution". But this 
ever so ‘“simple” formulation ig
nores the whole question, why a  
“branch of the foreign office” is no 
longer revolutionary.

No “Simple” Analysis
By a ll means, let us come before 

the masses with a clear and simple 
program, understandable to a ll 
workers. Let not the A.W.P. forget, 
however, the distinction between a 
clear and simple program, and' the 
by no means clear and simple mass 
of events and theoretical knowledge 
on which such a program must be 
based. Marxism in a ll its ramifica
tions is not simple, but without it  
as a foundation no program can 
lead anywhere. Leninism, w ith Its  
analysis of imperialism and nation
alism, its development of the Marx
ist theory of the state, its contribu
tions to the strategy and tactics of 
revolution, its enunciation of the 
role of the party and the non-prole
tarian masses, its conception of the 
place of democratic centralism and 
the soviets— a ll this is not easily 
learned, but it  must be learned by 
a revolutionary party. The ten 
year struggle of the International
ist Communists, involving a further 
clarification and refinement of every 
fundamental question of revolution
ary theory and strategy is certainly 
not a simple story to read, but w ith
out understanding and acceptance 
of its lessons, any new party gravi
tating toward a revolutionary out
look w ill find1 itself drifting between 
Stalinist centrism and reformist 
centrism.

There are no easy short-cuts. And 
the reasons given by a new party 
for its existence logically determine 
it policy. I f  “sectarianism” ‘‘fa il
ure to adapt itself to the American 
scene” is taken as the cause of the 
degeneration of the C. P., then the 
A.W.P. policy w ill be a frenzied 
adaptation, an exaggerated Ameri
canism, which, if  it  does not degen
erate into outright chauvinism, w ill 
certainly be a policy of gross empir
icism, susceptible to a ll the errors 
of a ll previous workingclass activ
ity, in America and elsewhere.

What strange fru it may be bom 
from the Americanist approach? 
Consider the implications of the 
following statement by Hardman at 
the conferences:

The revolution in America w ill 
be the American revolutionary 
movement, not the revolutionary 
movement in America. I t  was net 
by accident that we called the party 
the American Workers Party in
stead of the Workers Party of the 
U.S.A.”

— FELIX) MORROW.



The Left Face of the Socialist Party
H itle r’s victory in  Germany was 

a blow which should have brought 
the o ffic ia l communists back to con
sciousness and sobered them up. 
The bureaucratic apparatus bad 
lost the power to th ink straight and 
had consequently taken that power 
away from most of the members. 
I f  the “ theories” of social-fascism, 
united fron t from  below, and dual 
revolutionary unionism had been a 
result merely from  a state of tem
porary derangement the Nazis 
should have succeeded in  bringing 
the Stalinists back to the ir senses.

But it  became apparent after the 
German catastrophe that the insane 
tactics of the bureaucracy of the 
Communist International were not 
due a t a ll to anything temporary 
but were part of the bureaucratic 
organism and, since H itle r’s te rrific  
blow did not destroy that apparatus, 
these theories and tactics remained 
in  a ll the ir purity.

What is more, the fascist jugger
naut deepened the confusion and 
senselessness of the o fficia l commu
nists. The German working-class 
was not defeated; the tactics of 
the Communist Party were, are and 
ever w ill be correct; the victory of 
fascism indicated not the weakness 
but the strength of the workers. 
Such was and continues today to be 
the burden of the S talinist song 
celebrating H itle r’s ascent to power. 
Every word o f protest, even of 
doubt, was denied the lig h t of day 
and persistence on the part of any 
member determined to keep quiet 
no longer meant inevitable expul
sion.
Impetus to Revolutionary Elements

The socialist bureaucracy has not 
the coercive power of the apparatus 
o f the Comintern. I t  has no Soviet 
Union giving i t  the tremendous 
prestige and power that the work
ers’ state lends to the communist 
bureaucracy. I t  controls no purse 
strings. As a consequence the mem
bers of the various socialist parties 
are freer to th ink as they please 
and the German situation caused a 
great many o f them to do some hard 
th inking and set them into motion 
towards the le ft. The struggle of 
the socialists in  Austria, though 
utilized by the socialist leaders fo r 
showing; how brave they were and 
what a m ilita n t organization the 
Socialist party o f Austria was, gave 
a further impetus to the revolution
ary elements w ith in  the socialist 
parties. The result has been that 
a ll over the world socialists have 
entered into discussion of socialist 
theories and tactics and a definite 
d r ift to the le ft is apparent. As 
against the fa ta listic, religious ac
ceptance of the dogma of in fa llib il
ity  by the communist priesthood and1 
its  followers the ferment in  the 
socialist ranks is like a fresh breeze 
and has great revolutionary signifi
cance.

I t  must be said clearly that inso
fa r as members of the socialist 
parties have shown that they can 
th ink independently of the leader
ship they are more important fo r 
the building of a new revolutionary 
party than the docile, unthinking 
followers o f the S talin ist bureau
cracy.

No Attraction in Comintern
That the Comintern has practical

ly  no attraction fo r the leftw ard- 
moving socialists speaks volumes 
fo r the present character of that 
organization. The fact that the 
le ft socialists, instead of going over 
to the Communist International, 
are attempting to  reform the So
cia lis t International shows conclu
sively that revolutionary currents 
in  the labor movement do not and 
cannot flow in  the direction of Mos
cow. The fa ilu re  o f the Third  In 
ternational to a ttract the socialist 
workers is both cause and effect of 
the German catastrophe.

Thd Socialist party of America 
like  its  brother parties the world 
over finds itse lf in  the throes of a 
serious discussion. Left-w ing groups 
are challenging its  fundamental 
principles of bourgeois democracy 
and gradualness; some of the le ft
wingers are making a determined 
bid to obtain control of the organ
ization. I t  is necessary fo r those 
of us who are interested in, the 
form ation o f a new revolutionary 
party and a new international to 
study the tendencies o f the various 
groupings, to differentiate between 
them and to enter into very Close 
relationship w ith  those left-w ing 
elements most like ly  to come a ll the 
way over to our position and thus 
play an im portant role in  the com
ing po litica l readjustments in  the 
labor movement.

Heterogeneous Elements
Nothing is more necessary than 

to understand' clearly that the le ft 
w ing in  the Socialist party is com
posed of heterogeneous elements 
united only In the ir opposition to 
the old reactionary guard now in  
control. There is a world of d iffer
ence between the “ le ft winger”  Nor
man Thomas, a really sincere ind i
vidual who has fa in t academic 
doubts about bourgeois democracy 
and the fighting rank and file  coal 
miners o f southern Illin o is  who are 
ha rea lity  communists who were 
driven away from  communism by 
t il*  Ouamunist party and are re
ported by raaliabla parsons to hate 
everything connected w ith  the Com

munist party.
Thomas has a powerful infiuence 

in the Socialist party, especially 
over the petty-bourgeois libera l ele
ments iu it. Essentially a Christian 
pacifist, having less than a superfi
cial acquaintance w ith  revolution
ary Marxism, his being counted a 
left-w inger merely indicates the 
depths to which the old guard has 
iullcn. lie  is a sincere reformer 
overflowing w ith  a desire to help 
the downtrodden. H is honesty leads 
him in  some questions—as in  the 
united fron t and in  the struggle 
against the racketeering leadership 
of the Amerjcan Federation of La
bor—to take a position to the le ft 
of the o fficia l leadership of the 
¡Socialist party. A ll his w riting, 
however, show conclusively that he 
could be correctly characterized as 
a “ le it-iv iuger” only i f  he were in  
the Democratic party. As fa r as 
the revolutionary movement is  con
cerned his very sincerity and ab ility  
constitute dangers because of the 
infiuence they give him over the 
rank and file  socialists.

The Middle-West Group
The group that is making a real 

bid for the leadership of the So
cia list party is the one now in  con
tro l of Illino is  and led by Maynard 
C. Krueger, professor of economics 
at the University of Chicago, and 
Clarence Senior, national secretary 
of the Socialist party. B iem iller of 
Milwaukee is part of this group, 
known as a left-w ing group and 
wanting everyone to recognize that 
it  is left.

But i t  is d ifficu lt indeed to dis
cover the platform  upon which I t  
lays claim to being le ft. I t  has 
taken great care to conceal its  
principles from  everybody, even 
from itse lf. What is its  program? 
Not a soul knows! A t the state 
convention o f the Socialist party 
not a single theoretical question was 
discussed. To a ll intents and pur
poses the delegates were not con
cerned w ith  any of the problems 
agitating the minds of the member
ship.

The theory of Krueger1 and Sen
ior seems to be that to struggle fo r 
the basis of theory, on the basis o f 
a theoretical program w ith  definite 
principles and tactics is inadvisable. 
They lead one to in fer that what 
they want, is firs t to obtain control 
of the organization and then to 
show their le ft color.

False to the very core! No princ
ipled left-w inger would dare perm it 
himself such an opportunistic 
course. Unless a group is composed 
of simple careerists, the firs t nec
essity is to formulate a program and 
the second, to make it  public and 
try  to win over members upon the 
basis of the program. A  real le ft- 
wing group must attract to itse lf 
the more advanced elements in  the 
party and, must educate the back
ward elements.

A Typical Centrist Group
How can that be done w ithout a 

clear-cut program? Where is the 
group going? What does i t  want to 
do? Krueger and' his followers 
must asnwer these questions. Else 
the accusation that a ll they are in 
terested in  is the getting o f power 
w ill have more than a semblance 
of justification.

Simply pointing to the fact that 
Krueger and Senior supported the 
m inority resolutions a t the Interna
tional Socialist Conference held in  
August 1933 is not at a ll sufficient. 
Vaguely intim ating that one is in  
favor of revolutionary principles 
and tactics is s till less satisfactory. 
The whole attitude of the Illin o is  
group is typically centrist. I t  
stresses action and tends to ignore 
theory. And above a ll i t  is impa
tient w ith  the demand fo r exactness 
in theory and for a struggle on the 
basis of theoretical formulations.

The Illinois! group w ill probably 
point to articles by B iem iller and 
Kantorovitch in the American So
cia list Quarterly dealing w ith  the 
problem of socialism and democracy 
as proof o f their interest in  theory. 
Aside from  the fact that what is 
necessary is a well-rounded program 
of a group and not isolated articles 
by individuals, the articles them
selves leave much to be desired. 
Oue must admit that both B iem iller 
and Kantorovitch take a step fo r
ward—but a very hesitating one.

Reformist Theories
When Kantorovitch asserts that 

“ the way to po litica l power in  dem
ocratic countries w ill, in  a ll proba
b ility , be the way o f an electoral 
victory, i f  fascism w ill not intervene 
and make an end to democracy”  
(American Socialist Quarterly, Au
tumn 1933) he is very close to pare 
reformism. The reform ists also 
threaten to gain power in  fascist 
countries by revolutionary means. 
I t  is one’s attitude toward the use 
of revolutionary means to gain po
litic a l power in  bourgeois-democrat
ic countries and not in  fascist 
countries that distinguishes a re
form ist from a revolutionist.

And to say, as Kantorovitch does 
in  the same article, that “ the prob
lem is not so much how to get 
power as how to hold it, how to use 
i t ”  is almost putting the cart before 
the horse. One must presume that 
power must be gotten firs t before I t  
can be used and to emphasize the 
la tte r in  contradistinction to  the

former m ight leave the working 
class in  a position of never strug
gling to obtain power. Both prob
lems are of tremendous importance 
and must be tackled d iligently and 
solved w ithout hems and haws.

B iem iller repeats almost the same 
idea in  his a rtic le  in  the American 
¡Socialist Quarterly (¡Spring 1934) 
when he says “ under such condi
tions . . .  i t  is probable that social
ists can be voted into control in 
those countries where bourgeois 
democracy exists” . The use of force 
is lim ited only to the end of retain
ing control. We repeat: I t  is a step 
forward but is is by no means a 
revolutionary M arxist position.

Revolutionary Policy Committee
The only group that assumed the 

obligation of putting its  ideas pub
lic ly  before the membership of the 
¡Socialist party and gaining adher
ents for those ideas is the Revolu
tionary Policy Committee. Its  ap
peal to the ¡Socialist Party member
ship is a serious though not quite 
adequate document. To the extent 
that everyone knows its  principles, 
i t  is miles ahead of the Illino is  
left-wingers.

An effective critique o f the pro
gram of the Revolutionary Policy 
Committee was made by Comrade 
Cannon in  the Militant of May 5th 
and 12th, 1934. I t  may be pointed 
out that on the problem of the revo
lutionary overthrow of the capital
is t class the m inority resolution 
proposed by Ronald Deval (New 
Leader, National Convention Agen
da, A p ril 21, 1934) is more specific 
than the section dealing w ith  the 
same problem in  the Appeal of the 
Revolutionary Policy Committee. 
In its  position on the Labor party, 
trade-union policy and the ¡Soviet 
Union the influence of Lovestone is 
visible. But i t  is hardly like ly  that 
leftw ard moving socialists capable 
of independent thinking should get 
off on a track leading nowhera 

Struggle for Leadership
A t the national convention of the 

Socialist party to  be held in  June 
in  D etro it there w ill undoubtedly 
be a struggle against the present 
reactionary leadership. That strug
gle w ill in  a ll probability not be 
led by the le ft-centrist elements 
represented by the Revolutionay 
Policy Committee but by the right- 
centrist elements represented by the 
Illin o is  leadership, helped by Nor
man Thomas and! his followers. The 
general tendency o f the working 
class elements and the youth is to 
the le ft. Consequently i t  not a t 
a ll unlikely that the Illin o is  group 
w ith  its  le ft-fro n t w ill ride Into 
power. The greater likelihood, how
ever, is a compromise involving the 
present leadership, the Thomas fo l
lowing and the Illin o is  group.

The agenda fo r the convention 
gives promise of a highly interesting 
ideological struggle provided the 
sponsors of the revolutionary reso
lutions are represented'. The agenda 
clearly m irrors the existence of the 
irreconcilable groupings in  the So
c ia lis t party. How can a group an
nouncing the fact that “ the Social
is t party seeks to atta in its  end by 
orderly methods”  and a group in 
sisting that “ we must be prepared 
fo r violence i f  necessary”  remain in  
the same party? How can a group 
clinging to bourgeois democracy re
main in  the same party w ith  a 
group openly advocating the dicta
torship o f the proletariat? The an
swer is that the two groups capnot 
remain in  the same party and in  
the same international i f  those who 
see the necessity of the dictatorship 
o f the proletariat mean what they 
say and are ready to draw the in 
evitable conclusions.

Gist of the Question
And therein lies the whole g ist 

of the matter. The revolutionary 
socialists must th ink things through 
to the very end. Even i f  they do 
not openly state it, they must ask 
themselves some very pertinent 
questions: What if  the party does 
not accept our principles? (And 
we can assure them that i t  won’t ! )  
How long shall we remain and keep 
on try ing  to transform the party?

Many of the left-w ingers point to 
the degeneration of the Independent 
Labor Party in  England as a warn
ing not to leave the parent organ
ization. But tha? degeneration is 
not due to the fact that the I.L.P. 
le ft the Labor Party, but tha t a fter 
leaving, i t  did not resolutely take 
the road of building a new party 
and a new international.

No matted what happens a t the 
convention the real socialist le ft
wingers who are inartculate, the 
miners o f southern Illino is , the rev
olutionary youth who are in  the 
Socialist party by virtue o f the stu
pidities of the Communist party 
w ill, and not In the very distant 
future, find the ir rig h tfu l place 
under the banner of International 
communism.

—ALBERT GOLDMAN.

The Minneapolis 
Battle

Darrow Speaks For the M iddle Class
(Continued from page 1)

are in a panic before th is avalanche 
of labor m ilitancy. The sp irit of 
the workers soars to the heights.

League Colls for General Strike
W hile muny labor organizations 

in  the city are actively supporting 
the strike, the Central Labor Union 
w ith  a more conservative leadership 
has yet taken but little  action. 
Pressure must) be brought to bear 
upou them to get that body to call 
a general strike. This is the central 
slogan raised by the Communist 
League. The rank and file  of the 
unions are ready fo r this action and 
it  is possible that they may go out 
in a day or two. (Since the above 
was w ritten 35,000 building trades 
workers have gone out—Ed.) Mass 
meetings a ll over the c ity  have been 
arranged. The St. Paul drivers 
voted to go out but failed to do so 
u t tbe last minute and agreed to 
arbitrate a point or two. However, 
they can not hope to gain a thing 
and w ill have to struggle iu  the end 
tor what they want. The street
car-men made a sim ilar decision. 
The labor movement seethes w ith  
indignation against the leaders re
sponsible fo r these actions in  the 
face of the situation created by the 
Drivers’ strike.

Miserable Role of Stalinists
Tbe Stalinists fumbled again, 

due to their wrong policies and out
look. In  a leaflet issued to the un
ion men, just as they were about 
to take a strike vote, they de
nounced the leadership of the union, 
especially C. Skoglund and M. 
Dunne as “ tra ito rs” and “ agents of 
the bosses” The men knew fu ll 
well that these and other leaders in 
the uuion have worked loyally to 
build tbe union to the fine fighting 
organization it  is today. They tore 
up the leaflets in anger and de
clared that these “Communists”  are 
in  the pay of the bosses, fo r what 
their leaflet said was too fa r from  
the tru th . Another example: “ Have 
a ‘rank and file ’ leadership” , said 
the o ffic ia l C. P. leaflet. This is 
advice to unionists who have a 
strike committee of seventy-five 
composed of only workers on 
trucks 1

A t this w riting  the tide o f the 
the struggle is rapidly rising. The 
crest of the wave has not yet bees 
reached. The organization is solid. 
The strike was well prepared. The 
coal drivers strike a few months ago 
—a battle which electrified the city 
by its  stormy m ilitancy and firm ly  
established the union—is seen now 
as the prelim inary skirm ish of the 
present battle. And behind that is 
the long period of patient system
atic work which went into the pion
eer work of building the union and 
inspiring i t  w ith  the s p irit of de
termined struggle. The trade union 
policy of the Communist League 
was our guide in everything we did 
and in a ll our activ ity in  the th ick 
of tbe fight today. —F.K.

Attend the First 
P I C N I C  

of the season 
given by

Chicago Local, Communist League
SUNDAY, JUNE 3rd 

at
Forest Glen

GOOD TIM E ASSURED. 
Directions— A t end o f Elston Ave. 
car line transfer to bus and get off 
at Forest Glen Ave.

B E A C H  P A R T Y  
given by

Spartacus Youth Clubs.
Meet at

Brighton Beach, 7th Street
SATURDAY, JUNE 2, at 8.PJVL

A ll comrades invited.
Bring your own food.

FOURTH INTERNATIONAL 
MANIFESTO

The Pioneer Publishers printed 
50,000 Manifestoes “ For the Fourth 
International” . This excellent call 
of the League of the International 
Communists to the workers of the 
world to build new parties and' a 
new International should reach tens 
of thousands of workers.

I t  is the duty o f every friend of 
the Fourth International to spread 
it  everywhere. Have i t  always 
ready w ith  you. Hand i t  to a ll 
your contacts, acquaintances, etc. 
Don’t  miss a single opportunity.

Branches should use them as 
propaganda m aterial a t the ir open 
a ir meetings, and distribute them 
at Socialist, S talinite and other 
workers’ meetings.

“Penetrate every organization; 
Explain, arouse  ̂ recruit! Do not 
lose a day, not an hour”, says the 
Manifesto.

Rush your orders fo r the Mani
festoes. 500 copies fo r $1.00: plus 
postage (9 lbs.). 25c fo r 60 copies 
post paid.

Order from  Pioneer Publishers, 
84 East 10th Street, N. Y. C.

Brownsville Lecture 
“THE CRISIS IN  THE SOCIALIST 

PARTY”
Speaker:

M A X  S H A C H T M A N
SATURDAY, May 26, 8 P.M. 

at 1776 Pitkin Avenue, near Stone 
Auspices: Spartacus Youth Club and

Communist League of America.
Admission lSe

The Darrow Review Board’s find
ings on the NRA has resulted in  a 
b itte r fight on Capitol H ill between 
the spokesmen for the different sec
tions of the exploiters. Although 
the Review Board was only ap
pointed March 7th by Executive 
Order, i t  has already received its  
death sentence, to take place next 
month. The hundred-thousand word 
report is to be followed in a week, 
before the expiration of its  short 
life , by another report which prom
ises to reveal more of the NRA do
ings.

The National Recovery Review 
Board report says that the NRA is 
helping the trusts, that the NRA 
tends toward monopoly, that the 
little  fellows under the codes are 
stifled. I t  sharply assails the codes 
reviewed; especially the steel code 
where the monopolistic practices 
are exposed.

The report reveals w ith facts and 
figures, that the NRA is helping the 
large concerns and is systematically 
freezing out small business under 
a ll of the codes reviewed. To the 
readers of the M ilita n t th is is noth
ing new. From the very firs t day 
o f the NRA we have clearly pointed 
out th is phase of its  functioning. 
What is important in the Darrow 
review is the fact that the anta
gonisms and conflicts inside the 
camp of the exploiters are sharpen
ing. The report is one of its  ex
pressions. It  w ill be used by a large 
section of the middle class.

Dsirrow Speaks fo r Middle Class
More significant than what is 

said in the Darrow report is what 
is le ft unsaid. The report gives a 
little  attention to the problems of 
the working class. But i t  does not 
deal w ith the fundamental prob
lems confronting the working class 
under the codes. This is not an 
acident. Darrow speaks fo r the 
middle class and not fo r the work
ing class. Tiie committee and those 
that back the committee, such as 
Borah and Nye, are fighting fo r the 
little  business man and a large sec
tion of the middle class. In  such 
a fight they come into conflict w ith  
the working class, even though they 
hope to involve large sections of the

W olinsky— 
Bosses' Agent

The Wolinsky adm inistration 
called a meeting o f the Pocketbook 
Makers on Monday, May 21st a t the 
Stuyvesant High School. A t this 
meeting (he Jo in t Council gave a 
report of the demands to be pre
sented to the employers. When the 
secretary read off the demands 
which consisted: 1. A 36 hour week,
2. A ten percerit increase in wages,
3. The employers should be kind 
enough to increase employment 10%. 
These demands were worked out by 
the legal “advisor” , the agent of the 
bosses, the faker Wolinsky.

When the notorious tra ito r, Wol
insky, was introduced to defend 
these demands the workers gave 
him a reception that he w ill not 
soon forget. In  a demagogic speech 
Wolinsky spoke about Roosevelt’s 
NRA, Frances Perkins, and what 
good things he is doing fo r the 
pocket-book makers to make a na
tional agreement w ith  the employ
ers.

A  heated discussion followed on 
the question o f the 36-hour week. 
An amendment was made by David 
Meyer of the Socialists and one of 
thei progressives that our demands 
should be a 35-hour week instead1 
of 36. Diamond of the Rank and 
F ile  Committee made a substitute 
motion fo r the 30-hour week. In  
the discussion M atlin, Diamond, 
David Meyer, Block, Galick spoke 
fo r the 30-hour week, and con
demned Wolinsky as an agent of 
the bosses. Maltzer and Lubliner 
supported Wolinsky fo r the 36-hour 
week. I t  is interesting that the 
Wolinsky gang interrupted each 
speaker and tried to terrorize every 
one who spoke against W olinsky’s 
proposals.

The climax came when Wolinsky 
was again introduced to defend the 
36-hour week. A tum ult which 
lasted over an hour prevented Wol
insky from speaking, as yells of 
“ betrayer", “ tra ito r” , “ sell-out” 
were heard over the hall. The au
dience was in  an uproar, protesting 
against the Wolinsky proposals, and 
his sluggers were busy provoking 
fights a ll over the ha ll in  order to 
cow and break the morale o f the 
protestors. This meeting and the 
attitude o f the workers present dem
onstrated clearly that Wolinsky’s 
task o f selling out the interests of 
the pocket-book makers would not 
go uncontested by the rank and file  
workers in  the union. A fte r the 
audience was quieted down, a vote 
was taken on the question of ~ the 
36-hour or 30-hour week. In  spite 
of terrorism , the Wolinsky proposal 
fo r the 36-hour week received 444 
votes, and the 30-hour proposal re
ceived 304 votes, giving the W olin
sky gang the m ajority of 124 votes.

The crying need of the pocket- 
book makers is a solid unity of a ll 
the progressive forces in  a single 
block to fight the W olinsky machine 
and its infamous policies.

—A POCKET-BOOK MAKER.

working class in  their fight against 
big capital.

I t  is true that Darrow and Tomp
son, in  a supplementary report, call 
fo r the socialization of industry as 
an alternative to the NRA. This 
does not represent a le ft position. 
I t  signifies a position in  which le ft 
phrases cover the worst kind of 
social reform ist and' reactionary 
ideas. Johnson, in his reply, cor
rectly pointed out that the Darrow 
position leads either to Communism 
or Fascism. And correctly so. We 
do not expect Darrow in  his report 
to specify which road he desires 
after the NRA—Fascism or Com
munism. We only point out that 
these two roads are opfen. The 
sloppy middle class report of the 
Darrow committee which cannot 
find space fo r the working class in 
a hundred-thousand word criticism  
of the NRA in no sense throws a 
favorable lig h t upon the committee. 
A committee’s report which c r iti
cizes the NRA, which is against big 
business and fo r the “ litt le  fellow” 
and which, at the same time, speaks 
of socialization as an alternative 
but leaves out any reference to the 
problems of the working class—such 
a report can become a basis fo r the 
worst kind o f a m iddle class move
ment to ra lly  the workers “ against 
the trusts”

Pressure on the 'Workers
How Tiny one can w rite  a hun

dred-thousand word document and 
criticism  and say so little  about the 
working class is a surprise to us. 
For every ouneje of monopolistic 
pressure against the little  fellow  
under the codes there is a ton of 
pressure against the working class. 
The fact that the Roosevelt New 
Deal was so capable of putting over 
its  big business measures in  the 
name of the workers calls a ll the 
more fo r an exposure of the clever 
methods used under the NRA to 
lower the standard o f liv in g  o f the 
American workers, and to hold i t  
in check.

The expression o f class antagon
isms through the NRA has sim pli
fied the previously complicated 
problem of the relation o f economics 
to politics and class interests. In  
the past the ru ling  class had the 
simple task of issuing every meas
ure in the name of the “ people” . 
They s till do this, but before the 
ink is dry on the new measures the 
“ people”  sp lit up into struggling 
classes.

Who is the NRA For?
The NRA is detrimental to the 

working class. The N ItA  is also 
detrimental to the middle class, as 
Darrow points out. And, according 
to some of the big fellows of the 
Chamber of Commerce, the Manu
facturers Association, the Steel As
sociation, etc., the NRA is also de
trim ental to them. I f  th is is the 
case who is the NRA for?

Under the NRA the working class 
received crumbs in order to restrain 
them from  taking more in strike 
struggles and organization. Also, 
the little  fellow  is being driven out 
of business through the operation 
of the codes. This much of the 
problem is not so d ifficu lt to under
stand’. What confuses many is the 
fact that monopolists also criticize 
the NRA. Marx pointed out the 
significance of such phenomena in 
the last century. Here we have a 
striking confirmation of his analy
sis. The conflict w ith in  the nation
al ru ling class is sharpening. There 
is not only a conflict between im
peria list nations. There is, likewise, 
a struggle between groups of imper
ialists w ith in  the nation. The 
Roosevelt group is in sharp conflict 
w ith the Hoover group. Besides 
this, other groups are struggling 
for sectional control of the country 
and o f industries.
Finance Capital and the New Deal

The bitterest attacks on the NRA 
have come from  the groups of finan
cial capitalists, who are not on the 
inside of the New Deal. They have 
more foresight for tlie ir own in ter
ests. This does not account fo r the 
whole of tlie ir criticism . Much of 
their criticism  against the NRA lias 
only been leveled a t Section 7a. 
They know that the precedents es
tablished at the sta rt w ill, to a 
large extent, govern the whole un
less labor can demand a change. 
Therefore, they hammer away 
against labor. They wdnt to give 
as few crumbs as possible and, at 
the same time, make a lo t o f noise 
to cover rip the increase of profits 
ro lling  in to  them.

The Darrow report is speaking 
fo r a section of the middle class and 
small industria lists. The working 
class mu§t use the ir criticism  to 
further expose the NRA. But the 
workers must steer clear of Dar
row, Nye and a ll of the other liberals 
and social reformers.

— HUGO OEHLER.

A nti-N azi Demonstration in N.y.
A m ilitan t, shouting column of 

workers and anti-Fascists, organ
ized' by the Communist League of 
America and the Young People’s 
Socialist League, paraded fo r four 
hours through the W hite Way dis
tr ic t of New York C ity Thursday 
night, giving a m ilita n t answer to 
the “ Friends o f New Germany”  
meeting called in Madison Square 
Garden to praise H itlerism . W ith in  
the Garden were 20,000 Nazis and 
their sympathizers; outside 1,000 
police of the “democratic”  state 
guarded the doors and streets. But 
more than 1,200 New York workers 
answered the threat implied in  that 
meeting by a fine demonstration of 
m ilitancy.

A  few days before the Nazi meet
ing the S talin ist press produced its  
latest orientation on Fascism. Hav
ing declared, on May 2, tha t T ro t- 
skyites are not an opposition to be 
argued w ith  but “ class enemies to 
be destroyed,”  the S talin ist Party 
now ordered its  followers to discuss 
matters patiently w ith  honest Fas
cist rank-and-filers in  order to w in 
them from the ir leaders. W ith this 
notion as a basis, the S talinists 
made no counter-demonstration to  
Thursday’s Nazi meeting. Instead 
it  mobilized fo r a meeting a t Coop
er Union to listen to “ Comrade”  
Goldstein, one of the “ honest, rank- 
and-file”  rabbis.

United Front In  Action

were enough cops on hand to block 
off a ll approaches.

The Stalinists were active in  dis
organization work. An hour or so 
a fte r the march began a few of 
them drifted  into the column. The 
steering committee, however, had 
made up its  mind to go into Times 
Square for a meeting, and they 
managed to prevent the Stalinists 
from  precipitating confusion and 
disruption.

Meeting in  Times Square 
Th e meeting in Times Square 

laste d about 40 minutes. Two Yip- 
sels and one representative of the 
A.W .P. spoke, as well as Carl Cowl 
fo r the C.L.A. and Joseph Carter 
fo r the Spartacus Youth Clubs. 
The keywords of a ll the speakers 
were the same: denunciations of 
FascJ sm, condemnation of the Gar
den. ¡meeting and of the police a tti
tude toward anti-Fascists, and 
prom ulgation of the idea of the 
unitec l fron t of a ll workers’ organ
iz a tio n  against Fascism. Carter 
was lou d ly  cheered when he voiced1 
a protest against the persecutien of 
German revolutionists and the de
portation from  Holland to Germany 
o f the fo u r German youth delegates 
a t the Laren Conference 

A fte r having: fa iled to disrupt the 
demonstration a Y.C.L. leader, Lar
k in , asked fo r the floor at the meet
ing. The steering committee gave 
it  to him. He began to ye ll a t the

Efforts made by the Communist | °* ^is. voice about the Commu-
League to arrange a form al united: u ist P arty  of Germany “ which 
fron t counter-demonstration through 
the May Day arrangements commit
tee fe ll through. The League there
fore mobilized about? 100 members 
and sympathizers, including Spar
tacus Youth Club members, a t 8 
o’clock on the evening of the Nazi 
ra lly . A block from  the Garden

¡fights bravely against Fascism and 
against a ll Social-Fascist mislead- 
ers o f tiie  workers” . The crowd— 
w hich was now several thousand! 
strong standing on a tra ffic  island 
in  the  m idst of Times Square— gave 
h im  about the loudest boo heard on 
five  W hite Way in years. I t  was so

thej joined w ith  a group of about arP and loud that Larkin lost 
100 Yipsels. The steering commit- * * ,me impudence. The work-
tees o f both groups merged, the 
united fron t o f organizations thus 
being forged in  action on the street.

A t a signal from  the jo in t steer
ing committee, the groups formed a  
column, shouting “Down w ith  H ifir 
le r !”  “ Down w ith  Fascist T error 1 ”  
The effect was instantaneous: b s- 
fore the column began to  m ars'll 
hundreds o f workers on the sier e 
walk joined the line. Thus begyin 
the four-hour march. The colum n 
wound up and down Broadwray, 
west to the Garden and east again, 
looping back and fo rth . The streets 
were lined w ith  sympathetic crowds 
including knots o f Jewish M inute 
Men whose leaders had to restrain 
them from answering calls to jo in  
the demonstration. Before the eve
ning was over the column had 
grown to more than 1,200.

Efforts to  reach the sidewalk ju s t 
outside the Garden tailed. There1

v  rs put him in  his place very nicely.
The chairman, a Ylpsel, wound 

up by calling fo r the International.
— HARRY STRANG.


