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S. P. Congress Meets 
Amid French Crisis

Eight-Page New M ilitant 
First Step to D a ily  Paper

By A. J. MUSTE 
National Secretary of the IV. P.

Two kinds of complaints about the New Militant come into the 
national office. ¡Some comrades write to this effect: “The New Militant 
does not carry enough news about strikes and organizing campaigns. 
There are too few articles analyzing these practical class struggle 
activities and illustrating effective tactics which can be used in similar 
situations. We also need articles in simple language presenting the 
Marxist point of view on the Roosevelt program and contrasting it  
with our revolutionary solution of the problems confronting the Amer
ican worker^.” Such comrades go Ion to say that both in the new 
unions and in the old, young militant workers are coming to the front 
who will constitute an important part of the developing revolutionary 
movement, although they still know very little  about Marxist theory. 
Unless the New Militant contains plenty of material directly tied in 
with the experiences of these workers and adapted to their stage of 
development, it cannot be sold and is not read.

Other comrades write: “The New Militant does not contain enough 
theoretical material. Many important international developments oc
cur and there is no comment or analysis, sometimes not even a passing 
reference to them. There is too little  news mid interpretation of events 
in the rival parties, no criticism of the false positions they are taking.” 

These comrades point out that the revolutionary party cannot be 
built simply out of new and as yet unpolitical elements, that we have 
to win to the W. P. the advanced workers who are already members or 
under the influence of other parties and that this can be done tally if 
we are constantly demonstrating in our organ the superiority of our 
party’s theoretical position. They argue likewise that unless we im
part a solid education to our own members and give them directives 
and long range perspectives in their work they cannot carry on their 
practical work effectively either.

Interestingly enough, similar complaints come from sympathizers of 
the party. Some of them are ¡interested in the W. P. primarily because 
they believe that it is based upon a correct Marxian program, because 
they have been convinced by our analysis of developments in the Soviet 
Union and in the international revolutionary movement. They look to 
us to provide them, regularly with fu ll information on these subjects. 
Other sympathizers have been attracted by the practical effectiveness 
of the party in great struggles such as have ¡occurred in Toledo and 
Minneapolis and in the development of imposing mass organizations 
such as the National Unemployed League. They desire to get informa
tion about these matters and feel that they can “sell” the New Militant 
to their friends {mainly on this basis.

Unlike some complaints, these complaints all have a substantial 
(Continued on Page 4)

Blum Speaks; 
He Hails Social 
Patriotism  of 
The Stalinists
Leninists Alone Hold 

A lo ft Banner of 
Revolution

By Special Correspondent
PARIS, June 15.—On the evening 

of June 12 the 32r.d national con
gress of the French Socialist party 
finished its work. Let us review 
its actions and draw up a balance.

Has any new word emerged from 
this Congress, any word tru ly  cap
able of mobilizing the masses, of 
pointing out to them a concrete 
goal, precise and clear in the pres
ent crisis of French society and of 
the Third Republic? One w ill 
search in vain the decisions of the 
Mulhouse Congress for an answer 
to this question. To understand 
this Congress we must review the 
days preceding the latest minister
ia l crisis brought on by the fa ll of 
the Flandin government.

Why Was Flandin Defeated?
Why was Flandin defeated? Fol

lowing the results of the recent 
municipal elections which showed 
important gains for the so-called 
"peoples front”  (bloc of the Com
munist party and Socialist party 
including the Radicals) there was 
a flight of gold from the reserves 
of the Bank of France. The franc 
was endangered by speculation. 
Thus the capitalist class decided to 
create a panic in the country which 
would enable i t  to put over a 
“ strong government,”  following the 
classical maneuvers formerly suc
cessful, from Poincare to Dou- 
mergue. This time, however, the 
maneuver did not yield the results 
they counted on. Flandin received 
only a minority of votes when he 
demanded extraordinary powers 
from the Chamber of Deputies. The 
ex-socialist, Buisson, president of 
the Chamber, met w ith the same 
fate. Despite the promise the la t
ter received from the Radicals that 
they would give him a vote of con
fidence, the ministry of National 
Union, formed by Buisson w ith the 
participation of renegade socialists 
(Frossard, Lafont), fe ll on the crit
ical question of extraordinary pow
ers, a large fraction of the Rad
icals (70-80) voting against.

Stalinist Parliamentarians
A new situation arose. I t  ap

peared that the Radicals, captives 
of the National Union since Febru
ary 6, 1934. wished to retrieve their 
liberty. The Stalinists in l ’Human- 
ite shouted about the victory of the 
“ People’s Front” which had over
thrown two ministries in the course 
of 24 hours. They even took the 
initiative in calling together the 
“ le ft”  parliamentarians in order to 
explore the possibility of re-estab
lishing a “ radical”  government as 
a solution of the ministerial crisis. 
I t  would he interesting to expand 
on the maneuvers of the Stalinists 
with Frossard and the Radicals. 
Let i t  suffice for the moment to em
phasize that the new element of 
this crisis was the conversion of the 
Communist Party to the policy of 
“parliamentary support” offered to 
the Radicals. From social-patriot
ism to parliamentary collaboration: 
such is the latest chapter of Stal
inism in France. The Communists 
(Stalinists) were less “ contrary” 
than the Socialists themselves. The 
Communists said they favored a 
government which extended as far 
to the right as the Neo-Socialists 
(¡expelled from the S.P. for reac
tionary views!) and the moderate 
liberal Bonnevay. How fa r removed 
from the tactic of “ social-fascism!” 

The Radeals Capitulate
The new Communist policy of 

parliamentary collaboration was 
very embarrassing to the Socialists, 
who were playing at intransigeance. 
A  “ choice morsel”  of this latest 
ministerial crisis was purveyed by 
Leon Blum in Le Populaire, June 
11, in which he informs us of the 
proposals made by several Radical 
“ friends” : “ Observe, Socialist dele
gates, how prudent and politically- 
minded your Communist comrades 
are. They lim it themselves to vol
untary agreements, to suggesting 
leaders, and enunciating general 
formulas. They refrain from pre
senting a detailed program and of 
elaborating any positive proposals 
precisely over which the voluntary 

(Continued on Page 4)

Perkins Hunts 
Reds in Akron
Government “Survey” 

T rick  to A vert 
N ew  Strike
By JACK WILSON

AKRON, Onio.—New and delicate 
problems confront the Workers 
Party and all class conscious ele
ments in the rubber industry here 
as the department of justice began 
a secret investigation of “ subver
sive” activities under orders of 
Francis Perkins, secretary of labor.

This announcement aided con
servatives in the. General Tire Co. 
local of 1,000 to avert strike senti
ment which had led tne workers to 
vote by a 75 percent majority to 
walk out i f  the company didn’t 
agree to negotiate on seniority.

Tne prime purpose of the federal 
investigation is to answer the ques
tion, “ Is there a radical element in 
control of the A. F. of L. in Akron 
and Ohio which is acting independ
ently of the national officers and 
the executive council,”  Miss Per
kins admitted.

This latest move completes the 
offensive of the rubber barons to 
smash a ll progressive elements 
among the workers and enforce an 
open shop policy througn terroriza
tion.

The Government “Survey”
The government intimidation of 

the workers was first revealed in 
veiled hints by Hugh Friel, federal 
conciliator, when he spoke before 
tne General workers, and he suc
ceeded in temporarily frightening 
the union leaders.

Of course, when pressed for fu r
ther explanation Friel attempted to 
add that a government survey of 
profits etc. was also part of the 
probe but this didn’t fool anyone.

The fact remains, clearly and 
openly, that the federal government 
is taking overt steps to crush tne 
growing influence of tne revolution
ary elements among the increasing
ly class-conscious workers.

Unfortunately, many rubber work
ers do not yet realize the insidious 
attack can seriously cripple the 
recovery of the betrayed unions 
through the possible damage to the 
only hope of tne workers, the party 
and the progressives.

I t  scarcely need be added that 
the A. F. of L. bureaucrats w ill 
join hands w ith the government in 
this dangerous attack.

Troops Smash 
Illinois S trike
Captain Honors “For
gotten” Men by Tear 

Gassing Them
By  LEIGTON RIGBY

DIXON, 111., June 18.—Aided by 
Henry Horner, smooth-tongued gov
ernor of Illinois, officials of the 
Stover Manufacturing and Engine 
company, of Freeport, Illinois, were 
able last Sunday to smash the 
strike which had kept the plant idle 
since May 7. Four companies of 
National Guardsmen, called to the 
Illino is city after rioting broke out 
last Friday, broke camp soon alter 
the conference.

Although the 400 members of the 
International Molders and Interna
tional Machinists unions had de
manded restoration of two 10 per
cent pay cuts and the right to bar
gain collectively, picket lines have 
been withdrawn and 750 employees 
are back to work after gaining only 
a 5 percent wage boost. The un
ions waived their demand flor a 
closed shop. The agreement on 
wages w ill be in effect until Sept. 1.

Following the conference, union 
officials jammed the agreement 
through to approval by the strikers 
at a meeting presided over by Ches
ter Sample, vice-president of the 
International Molders Union. The 
workers, weary of pleading w ith 
grocers for credit during the six 
weeks without income, accepted the 
agreement half-heartedly.

Troops were dispatched to Free
port by Acting-Governor Thomas 
Donovan in response to a telephone 
call from Sheric Aurand who stated 
his inability to control the situa
tion. 200 guardsmen swooped down 
on the Stover plant.

Tricked Again
On at least two occasions during 

the strike, company officials an
nounced their immediate intention 
to meet the strikers’ demands. 
Pickets were disbanded only to find 
that they had been tricked into al
lowing scabs to ship out goods, un
observed by members o f the unions.

Last Friday, Sheriff Aurand and 
a band of deputized strike breakers 
attempted to enter the plant. They 
were blocked by 200 strikers and 
sympathizers. The sheriff himself 
fired the first tear gas projectile, 
aimed directly at the head of 
Charles Reedy, a union worker. A 

(Continued on Page 4)

500 in New York 
Pledge Support 
T o  C.S. Victims
Bitter Attacksof l.L .D . 

Fail to Shake 
M in i

Almost 500 workers and ene
mies of reaction attended the 
Mini Appeal Dinner held in New 
York City Wednesday night. A 
message to the Sacramento appel- 
ants pledging an unending fight 
for reversal of their sentences 
was unanimously adopted. The 
speakers of the ¡evening included 
Murray Baron of the Socialist 
Party; A. J. Muste, Secretary of 
the Workers Party; Arnold John
son of the National Unemployed 
League; John Chamberlain, liter
ary critic of the New York Times; 
and Carlo Tresea, editor of H 
Martello. Professor Sidney Hook 
of New York University presided. 
Announcement was made by Her
bert Solow of the N.P.L.D. of 
progress made in the formation of 
a united defense committee, which 
now includes the W. P., S. P., 
N.P.L.D., N.U.L, League for In 
dustrial Democracy and several 
other organizations. Words of 
greeting from labor organizations 
in various cities were hailed with 
cheers, as was a message from 
Norman Mini, Prisoner 57606 of 
San Quentin.

*  *  *

Steps have been taken here and 
in Chicago to launch a nationwide, 
broad, m ilitant defense movement 
which can rescue the Sacramento 
case from oblivion and fight the 
infamous anti-labor verdicts. The
I. L. D., which represents. M in i’s 
seven co-defendants, has deliber
ately failed to answer invitations to 
confer w ith the N.P.L.D. and the 
National Labor Committee of the 
Socialist Party on these steps. This, 
week’s Socialist Call w ill carry an 
interview with Murray Baron, one 
08 the S. P. delegation to the tem
porary Sacramento appeal commit
tee, in which he says that “ the pro
vocation offered by the I.L.D. in 
ignoring repeated appeals for a un
ified defense w ill not be accepted; 
we w ill stay in this fight until the 
infamous horse-trade verdict of 
Sacramento has been set aside.”

According to an announcement by 
Herbert Solow, who spent four 
months in Sacramento directing the 
N.P.L.D.’s work there, and who is 
acting secretary of the temporary 
national Sacramento appeal com
mittee, a call for cooperation signed 
by the N.P.L.D., the Socialist Party 
(through its National Labor Com
mittee’s representative), the W. P. 
and the League for Industrial De
mocracy (which aided the N.P.L. 
D.’s tr ia l fight), has been sent to 
the Workmen’s Circle, National Un
employed League, Workers Alliance

(Continued on Page 4)

Woll Opens Drive 
on AFL Progressives

NEW YORK (FP).—The Ameri
can Federation of Labor w ill expel 
local unions that admit Commun
ists, according to an announcement 
in New York City by Matthew Woll, 
third vice-president of the A. F. of 
L., speaking for President William 
Green.

Local unions and even interna
tionals that admit Communists may 
have their charters withdrawn, 
Woll stated. The statement was 
made in connection w ith the situa
tion in the fu r industry, where a 
movement is under way for amal
gamation of tne International Fur 
,Workers Union, A. F. of L., and the 
left-wing independent Fur Workers 
Industrial Union. In this industry, 
the independent union, which has 
followed aggressive policies, con
trols the New York market. The 
A. F. of L. group was faced either 
w ith being a negligible factor in tne 
New York market—the largest and 
most important in the industry—or 
of accepting the left-wing union’s 
offer for a merger and controlling 
the industry. The recent Toronto 
convention of the I.F.W.U. author
ized the amalgamation.

The statement’s indication of 
similar action against a ll A. F. of 
L. affiliated bodies, however, was 
seen as the answer to the restless
ness pervading the entire federa
tion. The rapid growth of the A. 
F. of L. in the last few years nas 
brought a new aggressiveness and 
a sw ift growth of rank and file 
sentiment which has expressed dis
satisfaction w ith the leadership’s 
policies, particularly in the steel, 
auto and rubber industries. I t  has, 
been estimated that the coming A. 
F. of L. convention w ill have from 
100 to 200 of such aggressive, left- 
wing delegates as compared with 
15 in the last convention.

Sergei Trotsky Jailed 
By Stalin Bureaucrats

-«>

Students a t  Edinburgh  
O ffe r  Trotsky Rectorship A N  A C T  OF VENG ENCE

June 7. 1935.
To the Students of Edingburgh 

University
Dear Sirs,

I  am indebted to you for your 
so unexpected and flattering pro
posal: to put me up as «candidate 
for the rectorate of your univer
sity. The freedom from any nar 
tionallst considerations which you 
show is a great tribute to the 
spirit of the students of Edin
burgh,

1 appreciate your confidence aU 
the more since you, as you your
selves say, are uninfluenced by 
the refusal of the British Govern
ment to grant me a visa. Never
theless I  do not feel that I  have 
the right to accept your proposal. 
The elections to the rectorate 
you write, are conducted on a 
NON-POLITICAL basis and your 
letter itself is signed by represen
tatives of every political tenden
cy. But I  myself occupy too defi
nite a political position; a ll my 
activity has been and remains de
voted to the revolutionary libera
tion of the proletariat from the 
yoke of capital. I  have no other 
rigjht to responsible posts,1 I  
would therefore consider it a 
crime toward the working class 
and a disloyalty toward you to 
appear on no matter wkat public 
tribune not under the Bolshevik 
banner. You w ill find, I  have no 
doubt, a candidate much more in 
conformity with, the traditions of 
your University.

I  wish you with all my heart 
the greatest success in your 
work.

Sincerely yours,
—L. TROTSKY.

Deploy M ilitia  
in Omaha Strike
F ire  at P ickets  and  

Public but Morale 
Holds Strong

By PAT MURPHY
DAVENPORT, Iowa, June 21.— 

The m ilitia  took over Omaha Sun
day, June 16. The state’s entire 
m ilitary forces converged on the 
city fu lly  equipped to intimidate 
the strikers of the Omaha and 
Council Bluffs Railway Company 
who walked out on April 20 when 
their demands for higher wages, 
shorter hours and fu ll recognition 
of their union was refused. The 
troops are under the command of 
General Paul who is an old hand 
at beating down the workers. He 
boasts that in 1922 he helped beat 
down the strikers In Nebraska City, 
Nebraska when the packing house 
workers were on strike.

June 15 the police department 
turned their rio t guns on a crowd 
of strikers and sympathizers at 24th 
and L  streets. Rioters fell at each 
blast. One was killed and 50 wound
ed. Among the injured were sever
al women. A check of the injured 
disclosed that 30 wore suffering 
from buckshot wounds and the re
mainder hurt when clubbed by po
lice. Later Saturday night the po
lice opened fire on another crowd 
at 35th and K  Streets. During the 
rioting six cars were burned and 
several overturned. Several hun
dred spectators, gathered at a tram 
company depot on the outskirts of 
South Omaha, were dispersed by 
nauseating tear gas bombs hurled 
by police and guardsmen.

The strikers and the company 
were ordered, by Governor Cochran 
of Nebraska, to arbitate. The s trik 
ers are willing, and appeared at the 
designated hour w ith their arbi
trators. But the company refused.

In Council Bluffs no cars have 
left the barn since the strike was 
(called. The strikers in Omaha and 
Council Bluffs have the sympathy 
and support of the citizens. L ittle  
patronage has fallen to street cars 
since the strike began.

The morale of the strikers is hold
in g  strong. They are determined 
to win their rights to organize.

WHY WE SKIPPED THE LAST 
ISSUE

The press of work and the con
sequent lack of forces occasioned 
by the recent plenary session of 
the National Committee of the W. 
P. compelled us to skip the last 
issue of the New Militant. The 
primary cause, however, was the 
sudden illness of the editor.

Mother Asks for Investigation 
of Latest Series of 

Persecutions
By  NATHALIE I. TROTSKY

Recently rumors have circulated widely among comrades to the 
effect that this time Stalin has chosen our youngest son Sergei as the
object of his vengeance.

Friends keep asking* us: is this really true? Yes, it is true: Sergei 
was arrested at the very beginning of this year.

If  at first one could hope that the arrest was accidental, that in
a day or two he would be Ifreed, it

------------------------------------------- «

National Guard 
Shoot Lumber 
Men in Tacoma
Strike Persists Despite 
Brutal Terror from  

A ll Sides
The strike of 40,000 lumber work

ers in Washington, Oregon, and 
Northern California continues de
spite the open provocation of the 
m ilitia. Friday the police fired on 
a crowd in Eureka, Cal., k illing  one 
and wounding several. Many more 
are i l l  as a result of gas attacks by 
the police.

During the last week the m ill 
owners have mobilized an army of 
strikebreakers, thugs, police and 
National Guard in an attempt to 
open the mills at any cost.

In Tacoma, Wash, six m ills were 
reopened on Monday after m ilitia  
had dispersed large crowds of strik
ers and sympathizers, as many as 
two thousand at one time, at the 
point of bayonets. The same meth
ods are planned in Portland, Ore., 
where seven mills are to be opened 
on Wednesday.

The strike is led by a committee 
as a subsidiary section of the Broth
erhood of Carpenters. So far the 
men have resisted a ll attempts to 
put over empty “arbitration” set
tlements and to break the backbone 
of the strike by settling one plant 
at a time.

What W ill the Army Do?
Tuesday the more or less bare

faced declaration of the governors 
and the employer s of tne three 
states provoked the union leaders 
into demanding the intervention of 
federal troops.

While federal mercenary troops 
might be better behaved than the 
inexperienced m ilitia, they w ill just 
as decidedly take the cause of tne 
employers. The history of federal 
interventions, beginning with the 
great railroad strike in the last 
century is a sad one for labor. The 
appeal for federal intervention 
shows a decided weakness in tne 
leaders.

The strikers demand a th irty- 
hour week, seventy-five cents an 
hour and union recognition.

The magnificent traditions of the 
lumber workers, who engaged in 
many stubborn labor battles in the 
days of the old I.W.W. point the 
way to the lumber workers in their 
struggle today.

Don’t  depend on troops, fight it  
out on the picket line.

TWO KILLED IN  SOUTH
CAROLINA M ILL STRIKE

UNION, S. C. (FP).—Supt. T. M. 
McNeil of the Monarch textile m ill 
in Union has been charged with 
being an accessory before the fact 
in the k illing  of two men during a 
strike at thq plant. Witnesses dis
agree on who murdered the men— 
one a constable, the other a fore
man—but a special m ill police offi
cer and the son of the slain fore
man have been arrested.

The trouble occurred during the 
first day of strike at the mill, after 
members of the United Textile 
Workers of America had objected 
to the hiring of a non-union worker. 
Gov. Johnston of South Carolina 
has come, to Union to attempt to 
work out a settlement.

ALBANY, N. Y. (FP ).—Fatal in
dustrial accidents reported to the 
New York state department of la
bor during May totaled 127. This 
is six more than in April and 27 
than in May, 1934.

is clear how that the jailers have
far more serious designs. Since 
many of the comrades are deeply 
concerned by the new blow struck 
at our family i t  would possibly be 
best i f  I  stated the entire case in 
a letter intended for general in
formation.

Never in Politics
Sergei was born in 1908. At the 

outbreak of the October revolution 
he was a nine year old boy. He 
grew up in the Kremlin. In families 
whose elder members are absorbed 
by politics the younger ones are 
often repelled thereby. Such was 
also our case. Sergei never occupied 
himself with political questions; he 
was not even a member of .the 
Communist Youth (Komsomol).

In his schooldays he was ab
sorbed in sport, the circus, and he 
became an accomplished athlete. 
In the university he concentrated 
on mathematics and mechanics. As 
an engineer he received a profes
sorship in one of the higher tech
nical schools and in the last couple 
of years he carried on there an ex
tensive pedagogical activity. With 
two other colleagues he published 
recently a special work entitled: 
“ Light Gas Generators of Automo
bile-Tractor Type.”  The book pub
lished by the Scientific Automobile- 
Tractor Institute was warmly re
ceived by the most outstanding 
specialists in the field.

Stayed In Russia
When we were forced into exile 

abroad Sergei was s till a student. 
The authorities allowed members of 
our family either to accompany us 
or to remain in the U.S.S.R. Sergei 
decided to remain in Moscow so as 
not to be torn away from that work 
which from then on absorbed his 
whole being.

The material conditions of his 
existence were very difficult but did 
not differ in this respect from the 
living conditions of thef overwhelm
ing majority of the unprivileged 
Soviet youth. Of course, the shame
ful slanders continuously spread 
by the Soviet press about L. D. 
Trotsky and his co-thinkers could 
not fa il to cause moral suffering 
to Sergei.

But of this I  can only surmise. 
My correspondence with my son was 
limited exclusively to “neutral” 
everyday subjects, never touching 
on political questions and the spe
cial living conditions of our family 
circle ( it should be added that even 
these letters reached him only in 
exceptional eases). L. D. did not 
correspond at all w ith our son in 
the years of exile so as not to give 
the authorities the slightest pre
text for persecutions or simple an
noyance. And, as a matter of fact, 
in the six years of our present emi
gration Sergei continued his intense 
scientific and pedagogic work with
out any interference on the part of 
the authorities.

Six Months in  Jail
Things took a different course 

following the assassination of Kirov 
and the famous tr ia l of Zino
viev and Kamenev. Correspondence 
ceased entirely. Sergei was arres
ted. From day to day I  expected 
that correspondence would be re
sumed. But almost half a year 
has elapsed since Sergei has been 
in prison. I t  is precisely this that 
compels me to th ink that the ja il
ers have some special designs in 
mind.

Is i t  possible to conceive that 
under the influence of events my 
son became Involved recently in 
opposition activity? I  would he 
happy for his sake i f  I could think 
so because then Sergei could bear 
up much easier under the blow 
that has been dealt him. But such 
a supposition must be considered 
absolutely out of the question. From 
various sources we knew that Ser
gei was just as much removed from 
politics in recent years as before 
I  personally had no need even of 
these testimonials as I  know only 
too well his psychological make-up 

(Continued on Page 2)
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Furrier Hails Unity Acheived in Union; 
Tells o f Progressive’s Role

Comments
On Life, Liberty 
and Pursuit of 

Happiness
«esssBy BILL REICH—--¡Jj

Death o f Blue Eagle. . .
Besides declaring the NBA un

constitutional, the Supreme Court 
in the past 25 years has had to 
decide on the following momentous 
issues : the regulation of Chinese 
laundries, the manufacture and 
sale of olemargarine, unripe lemons, 
kosher meat and boric acid ; the 
size of a loaf of bread in Chicago; 
chain store profits, regulation of 
chiropractors, junk dealers, New 
Orleans prostitutes, Greek letter 
fraternities, ticket scalping in New 
York and oyster planting and bird
shooting by aliens. . . . “ I t  breaks 
my heart to see what has been done 
to the NRA,” sobs General Hugh 
Johnson. . . . Garment workers at 
the Happ Brothers factory at Ma
con, Ga., must pay back in  small 
installments the wage increase 
granted under the NRA. . . . When 
the NRA became operative in  1933 
the following conditions prevailed 
on the basis of a score of 100 per
cent in 1926: factory production 84, 
employment 78, wages 59. When 
the NRA stopped thé following con
ditions prevailed: factory produc
tion 84, employment 81 and wages 
68. Practically a ll the increase was 
due to the spending of government 
relief money. . . . Delivering what 
he termed “ the greatest speech in 
history” and which lasted 15 hours, 
Huey Long failed to prevent the 
passage of the new NRA bill. 
Among the topics discussed were: 
cheese dressing for head lettuce, 
himself, grave robbing, cheaper 
coffins, share-the-wealth, pot-likker, 
James A. Farley, mixing drinks and 
how to fry  oysters. . . .

Advice to Graduates. . .
“ I am one who does not believe 

that some soft-handed fathead down 
in Washington can run my hus
band’s business,” orated Mrs. 
George B. Simmons, wife of a Mis
souri farmer, at the “grass root” 
conference of the G.O.P. No sub
stitute platform was adopted be
cause a ll farmers present were 
drawing AAA benefits. . . .  A recent 
study by the Brooklings Institute 
states: “ Neither results nor prom
ise of the AAA program justify in 
definite continuation of the experi
ment.”  The study further states 
that wheat prices increased because 
of the drought, the influence oil the 
ta riff and to some extent by dollar 
depreciation. . . .

Cops. . .
In  the recent strike disorders in 

Omaha, General J. J. Paul substi
tuted “ sickening gas” and “knock
out gas” for tear gas which he 
termed “ ineffective” A man was 
killed and several women injured 
when “knockout gas”  was hurled 
into a group of bystanders. . . . 
Passaic, N. J. police must attend 
church every Sunday and take a 
Monday quiz on the service. . . . 
Twenty persons were injured by 
shotgun slugs, schoolchildren were 
gassed, as cops and company thugs 
charged a picketline at the Canton, 
Ohio, Tin Plate Co. . . . “ The gov
ernment attempts to meddle too 
much with business. I ’l l  make a 
million cars next year i f  they just 
let the police run the country. And 
I  don’t  mean the Federal police, I  
mean the local police,”  says Henry 
Ford as the 2,000,000th V8 is run 
off the assembly line. . . .

Agricultural Adjustment
Herbert Hoover at the Stanford 

commencement tells about bosses: 
“ Both in the stages o f manual la
bor and professional work, I  
missed the discovery that I  was a 
wage slave. I at least had the 
feeling that i t  was my option that 
i f  I  did not like a particular profit I 
taker I  could find another one 
somewhere. I  found them a cheery 
and helpful lot of folk who took an 
enormous interest in helping young 
people get a start. And you w ill 
find that is the case today.”  . . . 
Nicholas Murray Butler of Colum
bia explains the class struggle: 
“ The perfectly baseless notion that 
society is organized into fixed, defi
nite and mutually antagonistic 
classes, each of which should be 
intent upon putting barriers and 
limitations upon others is in large 
responsible for the prevailing im
morality and unreasonableness 
which, unless quickly conquered 
and rejected, w ill end by destroy
ing all incentive to human effort to 
reach the highest type of accom
plishment and service.”  . . . Pres
ident S. Jarrett of Renssalaer Poly
technic Institute, from which Gran
ville  Hicks was recently discharged 
because of his radical ideas, clari
fies the meaning of cademic free
dom: “ We have recently been at
tacked on the ground that we have 
stifled academic freedom and ab
ridged' free speech. You a ll know 
the charge is false. We adhere to 
an unwritten regulation of long 
standing that there shall be ex
cluded from a ll classrooms all 
controversial discussion about poli
tics, sociology, etc: We cannot 
permit the excessive academic free
dom which must be stigmatized as 
academic license.” . . .

Editor, New M ilitant:
After many attempts and after 

ten years of suffering we have fin
ally succeeded in  creating one Fur
riers’ union and in putting a stop 
to the seemingly interminable inner 
struggle which has had no equal in  
the history of the New York trade 
unions.

After many preliminary meetings 
the question of one union in the 
furriers’ trade w(as discussed at 
the Cooper Union meeting of June
12. This meeting w ill undoubtedly 
remain, and w ill be referred to, as 
one of the most outstanding events 
in the history of inner labor trou
bles. Thousands of furriers, mem
bers of both unions, filled the hall 
to capacity. A fter a long discus
sion on the floor, in which many 
members as well as the leaders of 
the Industrial Union actively par
ticipated, the proposals for creating 
one strong union, made by the 
“Committee of Seven” which was 
elected at the last convention of 
the Furriers’ International, was 
unanimously adopted and acclaimed 
with great enthusiasm.

The long inner struggle of the 
furriers should be of great interest 
to a ll organized labor, especially to 
the workers in the needle trades. 
Almost all the energy of the work
ers was exhausted in the needless 
struggle to fight one another. Due 
to the false tactics of the furriers’ 
leaders, the bosses had a good 
chance to undermine conditions in 
the trade, bringing them down to 
the lowest possible level.

Conditions Degraded
I t  has long been clear to every 

class-conscious furrier that the only 
solution and remedy for his trou
bles is one strong union. During 
the time when the two unions ex
isted, conditions in the trade went 
from bad to worse. The workers, 
having lost confidence in their lead
ers, lost one position after another. 
Big shops were subdivided into 
smaller units w ith  the result that 
the workers suffered the conse
quences of lower wages and long 
hours. Contracting was at its 
height. As a result of thep ractice 
of giving out work to the contrac
tors, the workers in many instances 
lost their jobs altogether. Over
time work was established in prac
tically a ll shops and all agreements 
as to the scale of wages were uni
versally violated. In fact, there 
was no scale of wages.

A t this moment, at the threshold 
of unity, i t  is worth while referring 
to the inhuman conditions of the 
past so that we may correct our 
wrongs and learn our lesson from 
past experience, and so that the 
miserable conditions under which 
were have labored may never see 
the light again.

There is no doubt that the reac
tionary leaders of the A. F. of L. 
were greatly responsible for the in
human conditions that prevailed in 
the trade. They ruled w ith an

(Continued from Page 1) 
and his intellectual bent.

An Act of Vengeance
Why, even the authorities, from 

Stalin down, were well aware of 
i t :  Sergei, I  repeat, grew up in the 
Kremlin, Stalin’s son was a fre
quent visitor in the boy’s room; 
the G.P.U. and the university au
thorities kept a redoubled watch 
over him first as a student, second
ly as a young professor. He was 
arrested not for any sort of opposi
tion activity (which did not exist 
and under a ll circumstances could 
not exist) but exclusively as the 
son of L. D. w ith the aim of wreak
ing vengeance upon the family. 
This is the only explanation pos
sible.

A ll comrades remember the at-

iron fist. Every leading member 
who was honestly and sincerely in
terested in helping to build one 
strong union for the interests of 
the workers, and who dared to 
speak his mind, and criticize the 
leadership w ith  its false tactics and 
methods, was immediately expelled 
from the union, ruthlessly persecut
ed and deprived of a ll means of 
earning a livelihood.

The Role of the Stalinists
On the other side of the picture, 

the official leaders of the le ft wing 
(Stalinists) and their contradictory 
and inconsistent tactics brought 
about by their desire to creat at all 
costs and under a ll circumstances 
“ revolutionary” unions, were no 
less responsible for the split of the 
workers. Is i t  not a known fact 
that any union which was not a 
part of the “ Red Trade Union In
ternational”  was considered a fascist 
organizatioh? Who cannot recall 
the so-called “ third period”  when 
the aim was to split the member
ship of the A. F. of L.? Thus the 
topsy-turvy politics of the Stalinists 
accelerated the split of organized 
labor and helped the reactionary 
leaders of the A. F. of L. to rid  i t  of 
the most m ilitant elements in their 
unions. Indeed, the purpose of such 
policies was more -to serve the bu
reaucratic interests of the Stalin 
group than to serve the interests of 
the workers in their trades. How
ever, the change of the C. P. line, 
in regard to trade unionism, to dis
band its red revolutionary unions 
and to join the A. F. of L., which 
became on a moments notice, the 
law of the Communist Party, chan
ged the attitude of the furriers’ 
“ l i f t ”  leaders and tru ly  revealed 
the character of the C. P.

I t  is a known fact that the “ left 
opposition”  (Trotskyists) and later 
the “Workers Party of U.S.,” which 
has been advocating unity on the 
basis of democratic rights in  the 
A. F. of L,, long before the Stalin
ists changed their policp to dissolve 
the “ T.U.U.L.”  was regarded as 
counter-revolutionist and as treach
erous to the working class. Progres
sive elements in the furriers, took 
a sim ilar position as that of the 
W. P. despite the torrent of abuse 
hurled at them by the Stalinist bu
reaucracy.

Struggle of Progressives
Thus, the Industrial Union which 

came into existence because of its 
opposition to the bureaucratic 
methods of the A. F. of L. later on 
resorted to the same bureaucratic 
tactics and ruthlessly persecuted 
every worker whose opinion was 
out of line w ith the policies of the 
leadership of the Industrial Union. 
Fortunately, however, a group of 
rank and file workers of the In 
dustrial Union, which came to life 
in opposition to the bureaucratic 
methods of their leaders who ruled 
in disguise under the name of Com
munism, pushed a fight for demo- 

I cratic rights in the union, and for

tempt of the G.P.U. to link up the 
name of L. D. w ith the K iroff as
sassination : the Latvian consul 
who gave money fo r the terrorist 
act offered at the same time to the 
terrorists to transmit a letter from 
them to Trotsky. This whole 
scheme, however, fell through and 
served only to compromise the or
ganizers of the tria l.

A New Amalgam
But precisely because of i t  we 

repeated frequently in our family 
Icircle after the tr ia l: “They w ill 
not stop at this, they w ill have to 
prepare some new case to cover up 
the failure of the amalgam with 
the consul.”  The same thought 
was also expressed by L. D. in his 
articles in the Russian Bulletin.

unity.
Now, when one union has become 

a reality, we must not forget that 
credit must be given to the progres
sive members of the International, 
especially those from the Toronto 
local whose honest leadership truth
fu lly  served the interests of the 
workers, by fighting out at their 
last convention in  Toronto the prin
ciple which paved the way and laid 
the basis flor unity.

I t  is high time now that we dis
card the old and fam iliar methods 
and arrive at the convention that 
the way for American workers to 
free themselves from exploitation Is 
not to follow the past footprints of 
the official leadership—right and 
“ le ft”—the result of which was to 
split the ranks of the workers, but 
to march forward, a ll united in one 
great union.

—J. KAMIM TSKY.

Sacramento Case and 
Agricultural Union

The Editors have received- a 
copy of the following letter, which 
The Nation has not yet seen fit to 
print. We give i t  space because 
of our comrade Norman M in i’s 
inability  to deal properly w ith  
such questions from inside prison 
walls.

*  *  *

April 30, 1935.
To the Editors of The Nation:

In recent issues of your magazine, 
Norman Mini and Caroline Decker, 
former active leaders of the Can
nery and Agricultural Workers In
dustrial Union, expressed differing 
views as to the responsibility for 
the collapse of the Union. Mini 
attributed the collapse to the pol
icies of the Communist Party which 
led the Union; Decker, in answer to 
M ini’s article and in defense ofl the 
Communist Party, tried to show 
that the workers have not suffered 
a defeat, and this last in the face 
of the fact that the Union has been 
wrecked, which she does not deny.

Being that Mini, as well as Deck
er, is now in  San Quentin serving 
a term for “ criminal syndicalism” 
and cannot lay his hands on a docu
ment which casts a glaring light 
upon Decker’s defense of the Com
munist Party, I  take i t  upon my
self to defend him against the im
peachment of some of his state
ments.

On December 18 Caroline Decker 
wrote: “ I ’m not prepared to say 
that the criminal neglect of the 
Union by the D. C. was ‘opposi
tion’.”  She, like a ll the other ac
tive unionists, knew that the Dis
tr ic t Committee of the Communist 
Party had wrecked the Union . . . 
the only problem being, was i t  by 
neglect, opposition, disruption, 
wrong trade union policies, or 
whatnot.

Not long ago I  published a poem 
in the New Masses dedicated to 
Caroline Decker. I  am not without 
hope that some day the courage I  
praised in that poem w ill return to 
her and she w ill say openly what 
she s till believes: that the policies 
of the Communist Party wrecked 
the Union we a ll helped to build, 
and that i t  bears no small share of 
the responsibility for the fact that 
she, M ini and six others are now 
in state prisons.

Sincerely,
PAUL COURTNEY.

The only thing that we did not 
know was the method the G.P.U. 
w ill choose this time. But now 
there can not be even a shadow of 
a doubt. By arresting the abso
lutely innocent Sergei and by keep
ing him in ja il for months Stalin 
clearly and indubitably pursues the 
aim of creating a new “ amalgam.”

For this purpose he must force 
from Sergei some sort of suitable 
confession, even if only a "renunci
ation” of his father. I  w ill not 
speak of the methods by which Stal
in obtains the confessions he re
quires» I  have no information on 
this score. But a ll the circum
stances speak for themselves. . . .

An International Committee
I t  would be very simple to verify 

the facts stated in this letter. I t  
would be sufficient, for instance, to 
establish an international commit
tee consisting of authoritative and 
sincere individuals, of course, well- 
established friends of the U.S.S.R. 
Such a committee would have to 
examine into all repressions in con
nection with the Kirov assassina
tion, among other things i t  would 
throw the necessary light also on 
the case of our son Sergei.

This suggestion has nothing ex
ceptional or unacceptable. When 
the Social Revolutionaries, the or
ganizers of attempts on the lives of 
Lenin and Trotsky were being tried 
in 1922, the Central Committee un
der the leadership of Lenin and 
Trotsky afforded Vandervelde, Kurt 
Rosenfeld and other adversaries of 
the Soviet government the right to 
participate in the tr ia l as defenders 
of the accused terrorists. This was 
done precisely in order to dispel in 
the' mind of the international pro
letariat any doubts as to the fa ir
ness of the tria l.

Could not Remain Holland, 
Charles Gide, Bernard Shaw and 
other friends of the Soviet Union 
assume the initiative to establish 
such a committee in agreement with 
the Soviet government? This would 
be the best method of checking on 
the accusations and the suspicions 
widely spread to the working 
masses.

BOOK SALE
UN TIL JUNE 29th

20-50 °Jo Discount On A ll Books
SPECIAL COMBINATION OFFER 

By LEON TROTSKY
GERMANY: WHAT NEXT? .................................................. $ .35
THE ONLY ROAD FOR GERMANY ....................................... 25
THE SPANISH REVOLUTION IN DANGER............................ 15
SOVIET ECONOMY IN  D A N G E R .............................................. 10
THE KIROV ASSASSINATION .................... ; ......................... 10
IN DEFENSE OF THE RUSSIAN REVOLUTION................... 05

Bound Volumes of 
THE M ILITANT

1933 and 1934....each $1.25 
(Plus 25c postage)

Total ...........................$1.00
NOW.........................65

(Add 15c for postage)

Write for new book list 
P I O N E E R  B O O K S H O P  

9$ Fifth Avenue, New York City

Sergei Trotsky Imprisoned 
By Stalinist Bureaucrats

Criticises Article on 
Franco-Soviet Pact
To the Editor:

The “Open Letter To The World 
Proletariat” , featured In the June 8 
issue of the “ New M ilitant” , furnish, 
the reader w ith  ample evidence that 
Lenin has not lived in  vain. The 
letter carries in the opening para
graph a statement, however, that 
must be termed an irresponsible 
assertion, to say the least. The 
second sentence reads: “ Today there 
is not a sngle worker, even the most 
politically backward, who is un
aware that the Soviet bureaucrats 
have jus t publicly, decisively be
trayed the international proletar
iat.”  This statement is so entirely 
out of harmony w ith the letter us 
a whole that the reader has just 
reason to th ink i t  originated w ith  
an ambitious but ill-advised trans
lator.

I f  this statement were true, the 
Stalinist parties would immediately 
lose all of its members save possibly 
those put thSre by Stalin himself. 
The facts are that the spokesmen 
for the Soviet bureaucracy hail the 
Stalin-Laval pact as a great victory 
for the Soviet Union directly, and 
indirectly a victory for the interna
tional proletariat. And accepting 
the creed of “ Stalin In fa llib ility ” 
the members and sympathizers of 
the Stalinist parties, in  true Cath
olic fashion, embrace as valid every
thing that Moscow has put its 
stamp of approval upon. And yet, 
members of the O. P., be they Am
erican or French, are not “ the most 
politically backward,”  for they are 
at least convinced of the fact that 
society is divided into classes and 
that a struggle is raging between 
these classes. I f  these workers were 
not class conscious, their revolu
tionary illiteracy notwithstanding, 
they would not be members of the 
C. P. or any other party having for 
its aim the overthrow of the bour
geoisie.

Now, let us proceed one step fu r
ther: i f  hundreds of thousands of 
class-conscious workers fa il to see 
in the latest Stalin maneuver a be
trayal of the international proletar
iat, how are we to look upon this 
statement as applied to the non
class-conscious workers numbering 
millions? How many workers are 
there in these supposedly enlight
ened United States who have never 
as much as heard of the Stalin- 
Laval pact? How many more are 
there whose knowledge o f this Infa
mous betrayal is limited to a vague 
memory of having seen something 
about i t  in the headlines of an or
dinary capitalist newspaper? Their 
numbers are great!

Our tactics in the class straggle 
vary to suit a given condition. A 
false evaluation of conditions as 
they really are leads to Incorrect 
tactics. I f  we were to take the 
statement referred to above serious
ly, we would at the same time be 
compelled to take measures that in 
idiocy would outstrip the worst 
brainstorms of the Stalinites dur
ing the so-called “ third period.”

The Open Letter, as a whole, is a 
masterly analysis of the Stalin- 
degeneracy, and i t  would be better 
s till i f  the statement in question 
were stricken out altogether.

E. EVERETT.

The Soviet bureaucracy cannot 
place itself above the public opinion 
of the international working class. 
As regards the interests of the 
workers’ state, a serious verification 
of its actions cdhld only serve to 
its advantage. I, for one, would 
submit to such an authoritative 
committee a ll necessary informa
tion and documents concerning my 
son.

This letter of mine is therefore 
a direct appeal to working class or
ganizations and friends of the U.S. 
S.R. abroad, not to interested at
torneys of the Soviet bureaucracy, 
of course, but to sincere and inde
pendent friends of the October rev
olution.

I f  after prolonged hesitation, I  
raise openly the question of Sergei 
i t  is not; only because he happens 
to be my son. This reason wonld 
be more than sufficient for a mother 
but insufficient to arouse political 
initiative. But the case of Sergei 
represents a clear, simple and in
disputable case of conscious and 
criminal self-will, a case which can 
be very easily verified: the bureau
cratic upper-crust crushes and tor
ments a highly qualified Soviet 
worker who is known to he loyal 
and absolutely innocent—only in 
order to satisfy the base instincts 
of revenge without any political 
justification: for is i t  not absolute
ly  obvious that physical suffering 
inflicted on the son could have no 
influence whatever on the direction 
of the political activity of the fa
ther, an activity to which Sergei 
was never in any way related?

That is why I  permit myself to 
think that the case of my son de
serves public attention. A t any 
rate, whoever wants to act must 
act immediately, because given sil
ence and impunity the vengeful acts 
of Stalin may soon assume an ir 
retrievable character.
France, June 1, 1935.

DENVER (FP).—Industrial un
ionism as a means of ending juris
dictional disputes was indorsed by 
the Colorado Federation of Labor 
(convention by an 8 to 1 vote.

The Manager’s Corner
F u ll Steam Ahead Now in  Drive fo r  
Eight-Page New M ilitan t!

Our campaign for the eight-page 
weekly New M ilitant suffered a 
serious delay due to the plenary 
meeting of the party National Com
mittee which was held in New York 
last week. This was unfortunate 
but i t  was unavoidable. More re- 
gretable yet is the fact that be
cause of the same reasons we were 
compelled to skip last week’s issue. 
However, skipping on such occa
sions is the rare exception, not the 
rule, and insofar as 'the campaign 
is concerned we suggest that i t  he 
taken up w ith redoubled energy and 
with redoubled speed.

During this intervening fortnight 
we have received the following con
tributions toward the eight-page
weekly:

L. Berg, New York City. .$ 3.00
A. Konikow, Boston....... 25.00
S. Harrison, N. Y. C.......  5.00
H. Gund, N. Y. C............  1.00
W. J. R., California.........  2.00
Fiatbush Branch, N. y . C. 13.00 
Katherina Smith, N.Y.C.. 5.00

Total.............................$54.00
This is a very small beginning 

but w ith the interference accounted 
for i t  is understandable. There was 
a certain delay in forwarding the 
material necessary to go ahead with 
the work. Now this is in the hands 
of a ll the party branches and sim
ila r material w ill be forwarded to 
our numerous friendly contacts. No
body w ill be left out of considera
tion. Everybody is invited to help 
put the campaign for the eight-page 
weekly over the top before August 
first.

Previously we suggested the var
ious ways In which help can be 
given. F irs t of a ll is the matter of 
a cash contribution. Secondly, a new 
subscription to the eight-page week
ly  w ill be similarly appreciated and 
incidentally" i t  w ill help to extend 
our circulation. I f  the method of 
club subscription cards at the three 
months reduced rate is preferred 
$1.50 forwarded w ill secure four 
such cards. Thirdly, where sub
scriptions prove too difficult to ob
tain solicit greetings at 25c per 
name to the first eight-page issue. 
Fourthly, those who are ready to 
pledge a certain monthly costribu- 
tlon to maintain the security fund 
please forward their name and ad- 
drss w ith  the monthly amount in
dicated.

The delay that already occurred 
imposes the necessity of more speed 
in the carrying on of the campaign. 
Let us have your response right 
away. Watch next week’s issue for 
rules of contests and prizes in this 
campaign !

The club card system has been 
made effective use of by the New 
M ilitant builders during the last 
two weeks. The Minneapolis branch 
topped the lis t w ith  20 club sub
scriptions. Rose Cassano from Chi
cago secured 8. J. Gregory, Chica
go, secured 4; Cyrus Rigby, Utica, 
N. Y., 4; Larry Cohen, New York, 
4; Freda Charles, New York, 4; 
Leon Goodman, Philadelphia, 4; 
and Davenport Branch, 4. This 
makes a total of 52 club subscrip
tions.

Force Yipsels 
Resign Posts

K.C. Battery 
W orkers Strike

Alex Retskin, City Organizer, 
and Ruth. Oxman, City Secre
tary, of the New York Y.P.S.L. have 
resigned their posts under pressure 
fo r signing a Left wing statement. 
No sooner had the four-page mimeo
graphed statement been distributed 
than the fourteen signatories, a ll 
leading Yipsels, were taken to task 
by Norman Thomas. In  both the 
New Leader and the Socialist Call 
the young comrades were con
demned as “ romantic insurrection
ists.”

The ostensible reason fo r issuing 
the Left declaration is to present 
the views of revolutionary social
ism to the Yipse|s in  preparation 
for their national convention to be 
held next month. The signers 
who i t  appears, have not worked as 
an organized group, either for any 
time before the appearance of the 
statement or since, call fo r the 
building of the Y.P.S.L. “ into t  rev
olutionary organization based on 
revolutionary principles.”

The Proposed Program
They propose a program of revo

lutionary socialism. These princ
iples are a statement of the general 
Communist position on the state, 
dictatorship of the proletariat, 
workers’ councils, armed insurrec
tion, reformism and the vanguard 
party. The declaration is therefore 
extremely abstract, leaving aside 
the question of an attitude toward 
the factions in the Socialist Party 
and Y.P.S.L., a position towards the 
Internationals, a position on the 
Soviet Union, attitude towards 
other workers’ parties, war, fascism 
and the immediate problems of the 
working class. Likewise the specific 
role of the Y.P.S.L. is glossed over.

These omissions can be explained 
on two grounds: first the desire to 
“ begin w ith the fundamentals”  and 
second, and in all likelihood the 
more important, there is no agree
ment among the signatories on these 
questions. Most of them are asso
ciated w ith the New York “ M ili
tants.”  Others have been members 
of the Revolutionary Policy Com
mittee.

“Militants” Embarrassed
The statement has embarrassed 

the leaders of the “ Militants.”  Is
sued without consultation w ith the 
caucus i t  puts clearly before the 
leaders the task of accepting a 
clear position on the problem of the 
road to power. Nothing is more 
distasteful to the “ M ilitant”  leaders 
than the adoption of an unambigu
ous position on this question since 
i t  would lead to further separation 
both from the left or the right.

The task of the young Socialists 
who accept the “ principles of revo
lutionary socialism”  is to further 
clarify their position regarding the 
concrete application of revolution
ary principles in  the present epoch 
and involve the membership in the 
discussion. C larity on a ll the fun
damental questions of the revolu
tion is the indispensable prerequi
site fo r revolutionary action.

PAUL LUTTINGER, M.D. 
DANIEL LUTTINGER. M B . 
5 Washington Square North

1 - 2 and 6 - 8 Except Sundays 
and Holidays.

KANSAS CITY, June 18.—Two 
weeks after union organization be
gan in the plant of the National 
Battery plant here the summary 
firing of 11 of the most active union 
men forced the issue of a strike. 
About half the plant including the 
major part of the production staff 
walked out at the call of the A. F. 
fo L. United Auto Workers Union. 
The spirit of the strikers was high 
and the men remaining in the plant 
were sympathetic.

An injunction was issued against 
the pickets on a trumped up “ dy
namiting threat”  charge. Martens, 
President of the local, backed down, 
tailed to support the strike, called 
oft the pickets w ith a statement that 
he was “ acting like a gentleman.”

His “ gentlemanly”  tactics rapidly 
discredited Martens w ith the strik
ers, who are determined to stay out 
and eager to fight the issue on the 
picket line. A  progressive group is 
getting under way, planning to put 
pressure on Martens, contact other 
organizations in  the city, and set 
up a mass picket line. I f  the prop
er steps are taken the strike runs 
a good chance, as the busy season 
begins in July.

The National Battery Co. has 
plants a ll over the U. S., the larg
est in St. Paul» Chicago Heights, 
and New York. Attempts w ill be 
made to contact the workers in  the 
other plants. A protest to the gov
ernment, one of the largest custom
ers of the company, is contemplat
ed.

What to Attend
New York City

Friday, July 12, 8 P.M.—Mass Meet
ing—Protest Persecution of Bol
shevik Revolutionists in Soviet 
Russia. Speaker: A. J. Muste. 
A t 1776 Pitkin Ave., Brooklyn. 

Minneapolis, Minn.
Sunday, July 7—Minneapolis: Joint 

Picnic of Workers Party and 
Spartacus Youth League at Min
nehaha Park, picnic grounds No. 
4 (in  the glen). Starts at noon. 
Diamond-ball, races, refreshments 
and prizes.

WORKERS
Protect Yourselves Against the 

Hazards of Life, Join the 
WORKMEN’S SICK & DEATH 
BENEFIT FUND OF THE U.S.

1884-1935
Organized, managed by and for 

workers w ith only one purpose: 
to render protection to members 
and their families, and to sup
port a ll endeavors and struggles 
for the improvement of toilers.

About 50,000 members organ
ized in 350 branches. Reserves 
$3,400,000.

Death benefit graded accord
ing to age at entry. Sick benefit 
payments from $360 to $900—to 
men and women, according to 
classes.

Monthly assessments from 45c 
to $2.20.

For further information apply 
to Main Office:
714 Seneca Ave., Brooklyn, N. Y.



SATURDAY, JUNE 29,1935 NEW BOUTANT PARRS

1,087 Vote for Bolshevik-Leninists in Paris S. P. District
Prelim inary results o f the vot

ing in  the provinces fo r delegates 
to the Congress were as follow s:

MORROCCO—
Out of a total of 301 voting at 

the federal congress on May 30, the 
motion of the Bolshevik-Leninist 
group received 185 votes as against 
117 fo r the motion of the Bataille 
Socialists 10 mandates from Mor- 
rocco w ill be cast for the B.L.G. 
motion at Mulhouse.
MARNE—

Out of 700 votes cast at the Con
gress at Vertus the B.L.G motion 
received 120 votes, thus giving them 
5 mandates.
FINISTERE—

Thanks to the work of Comrade 
Boliel one-fourth of the Carhaix 
section voted for the Bolshevik- 
Leninisls. The work had been car
ried on for scarcely a month.
R H O N E -

15 percent of the votes were won 
by the B.L.G., thus giving them 
nine national mandates.
VAUCLUSE—

Tlie Avignon section gave one na
tional mandate to the B.L.G.
TARNE-ET-GARONNE—

The B.L.G. gained three mandates 
as against four for the Bataille So- 
cialiste, and at 
YONNE—

Two mandates were received by 
the Bolslievik-Leniuists.

*  *  *

Just before going to press we 
received the information relating 
to the results of the second ballot 
taken at the Federal Congress of 
tlie Seine District. In  this vote 
the Bolslievik-Leniuists of France 
received 1,073 votes for their mo
tion, over a fifth of all the votes.
Three delegates, Rainy, Molinier 
and Naville were elected to the 
Mulhouse Congress.
The main iw int on the agenda of 

the Federal Congress of the Seine 
district, on the eve of the National 
Conference of the S.F.I.O. (Social
ist Party of France) at Mulhouse 
(June 9) was the “ Struggle against 
the Crisis and the Seizure of Pow
er.’’

The division of the votes on the 
firs t ballot was as follows: Bataille 
Socialiste resolution (the left-Cen- 
tr is t group, who have the majority 
in tlie Seine district—2,581 votes;

Lebas-Severac resolution — 1,366 
(the leadership of the party).

Resolution of tlie Bolshevik-Len- 
inists—805.

Action Socialiste resolution—125.
Constructive Revolution resolu

tion—183.
C.A.S.R. resolution (the “ extreme 

le ft” )—96.
Abstentions—445.
The resolution presented by the 

Bolshevik-Leninists has already 
been printed In the New Militant.
And i t  need only be added that the 
speeches ofi the Trotskyists in  de
fense of their positions were in 
sharp contrast to the vague “ left
ism” of the other delegates, w ith
out a shade of the false optimism 
which pervaded the “ leadership”  as 
a conseqnence of the latest munici
pal elections.

We reprint below a summary of 
a report of the Congress, from the 
May 25 issue of La Verite (organ 
of the Bolshevik-Leninist group in 
the S.F.I.O.) :

The Bolshevik-Leninist Position
In  his speech comrade Molinier 

stressed tlie only possible revolu
tionary concrete measures which 
must be undertaken by those who 
really want to take to the road of 
revolution. 1-Ie aimed his attack at 
the motion of the Bataille Social
iste which speaks of the seizure of 
power without recognizing the need 
of the general strike or of creating 
the embryonic organizations of the 
workers’ state (the Mass Commu
tes). Also, the latter motion lists 
some excellent prescriptions fo r the 
struggle, such as general armament 
without so much as hinting a t the 
actual and concrete link toward 
that end: the workers’ militia.

Comrade Gerard followed by em
phasizing the typical contradictions 
of centrism which pervaded the mo
tions presented.

I t  was quite in the nature of 
tilings that the motion of the Bat
aille ¡Socialiste could have as its 
signatories at one and the same 
time those who were the partisans 
and those who were the opponents 
of direct revolutionary action. This 
motion, said comrade Gerard, was 
a colored screen, ou which anyone 
could project his own particular 
color.

Comrade Naville devoted himself 
to the exposition of the concrete 
implications of the seizure of pow
er, linking i t  up with the actual 
situation (the Flandin government, 
the state of the party and of the 
working class). He pointed out 
that the policies of the leadership 
of the party were incompatible with 
a real struggle for power.

Speaking of parliamentary illu 
sions, Naville took as an example, 
supporting i t  by facts, the experi
ence in Italy. The Ita lian Socialist 
party despite its considerable elec
toral successes was none the loss 
annihilated by Fascism, which was 
weakest in the electoral field. His 
speech created a profound impres
sion.

The experience in Belgium had 1st character in the policy of the 
dealt a serious blow to the support- proletariat ( “France is not Ger- 
ers of de Man. So that, Itard who many or Ita ly ”  — “We love our

First Battalion o f Workers 
M ilitia Marches in France

On June 19, n monster demonstration took place in Paris. In com
memoration of tlie Commune, some 250,000 workers paraded and dem
onstrated before the Mur de Federes, at the Pore Lachaise cemetary.

The demonstration took place, so to speak, under the sign of the 
Stalin-Laval Communique. As reported in l ’Humanite and the Pravda 
practically the entire demonstration was devoted to expressions of love 
to Stalin. Wliat neither the l ’Hnmanite, nor the Pravda dared to 
roi>ort was that thousands upon thousands of workers, the left wing 
of the S.F.I.O., syndicalists, anarchists, Doriotists, and, of! course, the 
Bolshevik Leninists expressed themselves in no unmistakable way 
about the “ great Loader's” consummate betrayal. This time the im
port of the “ leader of the world revolution” was all too clear. And 
such slogans as “ Down with National Defense!’' “ C ivil Peace is W ar!” 
“ Down with the renegade S talin!'’, "Stalin sac an dos!”  (K ick Stalin 
out!) plentifully punctuated the line of march.

By no means the least, vociferous, was the detachment, of the first 
workers’ m ilitia, 3(H) strong that participated in the demonstration, 
carrying on high its own proletarian version of the Mosaic code: “ For 
one eye, both eyes, fo r <0110 tooth, tlie whole jaw.”

This iirst dutachmcnt comes as the result of the vigorous propa
ganda and work of the Young Leninists, who formed the in itia l nucleus 
of the present detachment.

The beginning is always the most diliieult. Having achieved the 
Iirst step, i t  w ill be much easier now to build and d rill subsequent 
detachments. Other iron detachments w ill come on the morrow.

spoke in the name of Constructive 
Revolution was compelled to disso
ciate liimself from the traitors in 
the P.O.B. (Belgian Labor Party).

He exposed the true depths of the 
reactionary nature of his tendency 
by coudemnilig as wild-eyed roman
ticism a ll the formulations relating 
to the arming of the workers.

Tlio Centrist Verbiage
Zyromski took the iloor as the 

spokesman for the motion of his 
tendency, the Itataille Socialiste. 
He began by stating that very rare
ly lie had found himself in so com
plete and close agreement with a 
motion. There is no doubt of it. 
The motion of the Itataille is the 
best possible specimen of centrism. 
I t  faces on the one side toward re
formism and on the other towards 
revolutionary ideas. I t  deals with 
reformism in the vaguest and most 
cautions manner possible, clothing 
itself w ith the vaguest formula
tions, and then deals a blow 
straight at the heart of revolution
ary ideas. I t  is in essence a collec
tion of phrases that binds those 
voting for i t  to nothing.

La Verite, in commenting on Zy- 
romsky’s speech, observes that after 
listening to Zyromsky speak so 
much about ’‘revolutionary force”  
it could not but recall Pi vert’s c rit
icism (which had appeared in the 
La Verite in a previous issue, as an 
answer to an open letter to him) 
of those who babble in general 
about arming, without envisaging 
the actual, concrete link in the

ichain. Says La Verite, “ the c rit i
cism applies perfectly to Zyromsky, 
whose sole reliance in the struggle 
is to arm himself w ith phrases.” 

The W ill to Revolution
I t  is significant that after the rev

olutionary phrase had its lling, 
'there was expressed before the Con
gress the w ill to revolutionary ac
tion. That is what comrade Balay 
did in his speech, in vigorous and 
concise terms. (Balay is a member 
of the C.E.C. of the Seine District, 
he is tlie leader of the T.P.P.S., the 
socialist, defense squads. He sub
sequently signed the resolution of 
the Bolshevik-Leninists). He point
ed out that those who had just 
spoken of revolutionary force never 
had the courage to take the slight
est political resiKtnsibility for the 
T.P.P.S., and he cited instances 
known to everybody: the rue Fey- 
duu affair, etc. (in the case of the 
rue Feydan, an attack by the Fas
cists occurred, while the party 
leadership refused to permit the T. 
P.P.S. to protect the places that had 
been designated fo r attack). Com
rade Balay supported the Bolshe
vik-Leninist motion because in his 
opinion i t  was tlie only one that 
poised the problem of tlie seizure of 
power in a lucid and responsible 
manner, and he was, entliusiasticalr 
ly  cheered by the revolutionists at 
Ihe Congress.

Severac (assistant secretary of 
the S.F.I.O.) then repeated his 
stock phrases against “ romantic in- 
surrectionalism." He expressed his

"“fto ta l lack of understanding of the 
situation in  a single phrase which 
threw the assembly into convul
sions. "Haven’t  we s till got plenty 
of liberties?”  asked Sevarac. Sev- 
erac can only propose to “ continue”  
and wait. Carry on propaganda. 
Undoubtedly Severac prefers the 
sanatorium to the concentration 
camp, but i f  he is permitted to 
' ‘continue,’’ it w ill be the concentra
tion camp. Nevertheless, contrary 
to what occurred during the last 
Federal Congress of the Seine Dis
trict, the impression was obviously 
conveyed that Severac this time did 
not rush to attack the vague motion 
of the Bataille, which smacks of 
the Toulouse, self-defense motion 
which Severac had himself voted 
for. I t  was against the concrete 
proposals and methods which find 
expression only in the motion of 
the Trotskyists that Severac aimed 
his tin;. Severae’s attitude once 
again testifies, to the fact that two 
policies are confronting one an
other, one tire policy of catastrophe 
and pacifism, the other, tire policy 
of the Bolshevik Leninists, the pol
icy of revolution. The motion of 
the Bataille Socialiste seeks to bal
ance itself in the middle; i t  is only 
a screen being erected to cover up 
the gulf between reformism and 
revolution.

Pivert on the Tightrope
Divert provided the “surprise” of 

lire conference, lie  did nothing 
more or less than defend the Bat
aille motion by means of the slo-. 
gans in the motion of the Trotsky
ists. I t  was with considerable as
tonishment, that those who ap
plauded Pivert during his speech 
heard as his conclusion, th.- t̂ he was 
supporting the Bataille Socialiste 
motion. A lter everything he had 
said and written to the contrary; 
after he had written and stated 
that he for one wanted a concrete 
and actuelle motion, that it  was 
necessary to tie up the seizure of 
power with the war (against na
tional defense) ; that one must not 
throw phrases about arming in gen
eral, hut build the real link in  the 
chain : the workers’ m ilitia—after 
all this, and more, Pivert signed 
and proclaimed his adherence to 
the motion which is in flat contra
diction to what he has said and 
written, and he refused to vote for 
that resolution which was fu lly in 
a word with his expressed ideas. . ..

In  other words, one advocates the 
concrete road of revolution, but 
while waiting, one takes to the road 
that runs hall’-way and in between.

This attitude on Pivert’s part is 
all the more damnable because it  
serves to screen from the eyes of 
the workers the real problems fac
ing them.

What is his motivation? He 
thinks by conciliating the prejudices 
of the province to “ capture the 
party.” The classic argumentation 
08 Centrism—always putting organ
izational questions as primary to 
the political issues.

Rotten Arguments fo r a 
Rotten Cause-the Road from  
Class Struggle to Civil Peace

Question
Box

By A. WEAVER

Platform of the Bolshevik- 
Leninist Group in French S.P.

<»-
1. Pierce struggle against the 

Ideas and methods of reformism, a 
complete and final break w ith the 
advocates of collaboration with 
bourgeois parties (Neos, Gradual
ists, etc.) in France and throughout 
the . world. The struggle against 
reformism does not exclude, but 
demands the struggle for reforms. 
The reformists who stand on bour
geois legality betray the struggle 
for reforms. Condemnation of the 
method of the German Social-Demo- 
pracy, ‘“The Lesser Evil,”  which 
led to the worst possible evil, Fas
cism.

Hie Struggle for Power
2. Necessity of revolutionary 

struggle fo r power! of armed insur
rection for the establishment of the 
dictatorship of the proletariat, as 
the only method of transforming 
capitalist society into socialist so
ciety.

The struggle against bourgeois 
democracy does not exclude but de
mands the struggle for the defense 
and extension of workers’ rights In 
the democratic period. This strug
gle becomes a ll the more pressing 
as against the various forms of the 
dictatorship of finance capital (Fas
cism, Bonapatism, etc.)

Condemnation of the method of 
Austrian Social-Democracy in  at
tempting' to gain 51 percent of the 
electorate, a method of passivity 
and gradualism which can only 
lead to defeat.

Recognition of the soviet of work
ers, peasants, and soldiers as the 
form of the dictatorship of the pro
letariat: a form historically estab
lished by the experiences of the 
Russian revolution of 1005 and the 
revolutions at the close of the war.

3. Recognition of the interna
tional, and by the same token the 
permanent, character of the prole
tarian revolution, corresponding to 
the imperialist nature of the pres
ent epoch of capitalism. Condemna
tion of a ll deviations of. a national-

country,”  etc.)
Revolutionary Defeatism

4. Intransigeant opposition to 
national defense under a capitalist 
regime. Recognition of revolution
ary defeatism as the only consistent 
proletarian policy. Denunciation 
and complete break w ith hypocrit
ical and false social-pacifism as 
well as social-patriotism. The nec
essity of systematically pointing 
oqt to the workers that without the 
revolutionary overthrow of capital
ism, no international tribunal, no 
conference on the reduction of arm
aments, no “ democratic”  reorganiz
ation of the League of Nations, w ill 
save humanity from imperialist 
war.

5. Revolutionary defense against 
imperialism and against internal 
counter-revolution in the Soviet Un
ion, which remains a proletarian 
state because of its social basis and 
the predominant form of property.

Necessity of mercilessly unmask
ing the false methods of the Soviet 
bureaucracy and especially its for
eign policy. Tlie utilization, fo r the 
defense of the U.S.S.R., of the con
tradictions between the various im
perialist states must not in any case 
mean capitulation before the bour
geoisie of the proletariat of an im
perialist state temporarily allied 
with the Soviet Union.

Illegal Work
7. The revolutionary struggle 

fo r the dictatorship of the proletar
ia t demands secret, systematic and 
persevering propaganda in the 
army.

8. Necessity of supporting, not 
in words but in deeds, every move
ment for emancipation among col
onial peoples or oppressed national
ities up to and including the rig^it 
of these peoples to secede from the 
mother country. The right to self- 
determination of the peoples of A l
sace-Lorraine, including the right 
of secession from France i f  they 
wish.

Systematic propaganda among the 
French workers against all nation
alist and anti-foreign sentiment.

9. Persevering work in the trade 
unions, cooperatives, and other mass 
organizations to win them over to 
the cause of proletarian revolution. 
Systematic struggle against the re
formist bureaucracy of the trade 
unions.

Struggle for the realization and 
then for the preservation of trade 
uuion unity on the basis of workers’ 
democracy and the right of political 
groups.

Organization of a revolutionary 
group in the trade union movement 
in order to displace the class-collab
orationist leadership of the C.G.T. 
(reformist trade union center) and 
in order to reorient the latter on a 
revolutionary line.

10. United front policy toward 
other working class organizations.

11. Control of the activity of the 
lenders, the officials and of the press 
by the entire party. Control of the 
activity of every member of the or
ganization.

Necessity of lim iting the percen
tage of non-proletarian elements in 
the leadership, and among the can
didates for parliamentary election, 
etc.

Factory Nuclei
12. Orientation of the work of 

the »party sections toward the fac
tories. Setting up of nuclei In the 
factories.

Effective support by the party of 
strikes «and other economic strug
gles of the working class.

13. Condemnation of the federal
ist structure which is suited to a 
purely parliamentary activity under 
a bourgeois democracy. Necessity 
for a democratic centralist structure 
based upon a revolutionary policy 
and operating in conformity with 
the demands of such a policy.

14. Necessity of carrying on a 
struggle for the revolutionary re
groupment of the proletariat on an 
international scale, that is to say, 
as a consequence of the collapse of 
the Second and Third Internation
als, the building of a Fourth Inter
national based upon the theoretical 
and strategical principles laid down 
by Marx and Lenin.

A t the present time as during the 
war when Lenin denounced them, 
swarms of theoreticians rise to the 
theoretical and scientific defense of 
the fact that the Communist Inter
national has accepted national im
perialist defense.

The first ones to date are not 
worth much.

1. In his long speech at the gen
eral membership meeling, Thorez 
wrapped himself in the mantle of a 
“great historical example, com
rades.”  That is to say, the attitude 
of Marx and Engels who supported 
up to September 4, 1S70 the war 
against the French Empire. And 
consequently the Communists may 
support the war against Germah 
fascism.

Social-Patriotic Dis brags
The trouble with this threadbare 

argument is that i t  has already been 
worn to shreds in (lie hands of Vail
lant, Guesde, Scheidemann and 
Kautsky (luring the war of 1014. 
And i t  is a fact that iu the join t 
articles in “ Against the Stream,” 
Lenin and Zinoviev proved that the 
war of 1870 was a national war, 
resulting from the bourgeois na
tional movement of the German 
people, which was democratic, uni
fying and progressive. I t  is the 
class content of the war, its signi
ficance in the history of the eman
cipation of classes that dictated the 
attitude taken by Marx and Engels 
toward the close of the historical 
period of continental, national wars. 
Tînt w liat is the class content of a 
war of French imperialism? I f  
Thorez wants to use this argument 
in support of his position, it. is only 
fitting that he should follow Guesde 
and Scheidemann. Even Cachin can 
explain that to him.

Moreover, in this war of the pre
imperialist, ejxich, Marx and Engels 
supported Bebel and Liebknecht in 
their refusal to vote war credits to 
Bismark, not to be compared w ith 
Laval or Wiegand.

Abusing a Good Example
2. Duclos comes next. He re

minds us that when the hangman 
Kornilov waged his offensive, Lenin 
practiced the tactic towards the 
Kerensky government, not of sup
porting the latter but directing all 
forces against the main enemy.

We popularized this example dur
ing the Ited Plebiscite and through
out the entire course of events in 
Germany: at that time the German 
Communist Party, instead of con
ducting against H itle r the tactic of 
Lenin against Kornilov, chose rath
er to make a united front w ith the 
German fascists against the sorry 
socialist government of Braun-Sev- 
ering in Prussia. This meant vic
tory for Kornilov-Hitler.

But today it. is Duclos who re
sorts to the example. I t  is no 
longer a question of the united 
front w ith the “ social-fascists” of 
yesterday upon the common class 
front, but of an improbable con- 
structioh in which a H itle r is al
ways tantamount to a Kornilov, 
but where the Kerensky “ to be sup
ported after a fashion,”  becomes 
Laval-Weygand. That is, not the 
puny reformist Kerensky of the 
democratic revolution who ' was 
smeared by history but mighty 
French imperialism.

Lenin’s “Conditions”
I t  must be addl'd that the wretch

ed numbskull remains triumphant to 
the end. He continues with the 
quotation : “Allowing for necessary 
changes, Ix>nin wrote, we equally 
push to the foreground at this time 
the redoubling of the agitation for 
what may be called ‘partial de
mands’ (there you see you have the 
immediate demands, etc. . . . ) ”

But the quotation does not end 
there, and here are the partial de
mands that Lenin listed : “ arrest 
Miliukov, arm the Petrograd work
ers, call in the troops of Kronstadt, 
Vyborg and Helingsfors, dissolve 
the Duma, arrest Itodzianko, legal
ize the transfer of the landed es
tates to the peasant^, establish 
workers control over food supplies 
and industry.”

Thus is i t  that Lenin, who goes 
on to exhort the soldiers to rise 
against the generals and officers 
who had declared themselves fo r 
Kornilov, rises to fling in Duclos’ 
face the call for a “ workers’ m ili
tia.”

3. Thorez, Duclos and Gitton 
keep repeating to anyone who lis
tens to them : “ we are no deserters. 
As Lenin called upon us, we shall 
participate In every war, no mat
ter how reactionary i t  may be.”  As 
a matter of fact, Lenin declared that 
the communists and the workers 
w ill itarticipate in wars imperialism 
may uuleash. Upon this point We 
must discuss with our comrades of 
the left wing of the Socialist party 
who declare themselves for “ the 
launching of an insurrectionary 
strike in reply to the war.”

General Strike Against War
I t  the Marxist-Leninists reject 

this slogan i t  is assuredly not on 
the grounds of principle. But the 
mechanism whereby wars are un
leashed by imperialist powers and

their material and moral prepara
tion result unfortunately in the 
fact that at the moment when war 
is declared ( if  there Is a declara
tion) is the very moment when the 
proletariat and its organizations 
are least apt to bring into play the 
instrument of such a scope as the 
insurrectional strike. Thus the slo
gan proves barren and consequently 
dangerous. The example of Jou- 
haux and the French anarchists re
veals what befalls the slogan of the 
''insurrectional strike” ahd its sub
sequent transformation.

Lenin said that the communists 
and the workers w ill «participate in 
the imperialist war like the slaves 
they are. But they w ill participate 
as implacable opponents of national 
defencism in order to continue the 
class struggle and work for the 
transformation of tlie imperialist 
war into the civil war.

That is not at all the way in 
which Thorez and others give proof 
of not being deserters. A t the gen
eral membership meeting of the C. 
P., Thorez made the following re
ply: “And now I answer a question 
that lias been put to me. ‘In case 
of a war launched by H itler against 
the U.S.S.R. would you apply your 
slogan: Transformation of the im
perialist war into the civil war?’ 
Well, no! Because in such a war 
it  is not an imperialist war that is 
involved, a war between two imper
ialist gangs, i t  is a war against the 
Soviet Union.”

“Revolutionary Defense”
4. Thus tlie conclusion remains 

the very same: involved here for 
the workers is the question of “ rev
olutionary defense.” In the name 
of this defense they must partici
pate in an imperialist war in the 
service of French imperialism.

Here we are not even discussing 
the dubious unstable and perfidious 
character of the alliance between 
French imperialism and the UiS.S. 
R. What, is under discussion is not 
the final ends pursued by the 
French bourgeoisie ns well as by 
every other bourgeoisie in Europe 
or elsewhere in the impending 
slaughter which w ill be unleashed 
by the capitalist crisis.

As i t  stands the leaders of the 
C. P. are pledging themselves to 
rivet the proletariat to the chains 
of their bourgeoisie up to and in
cluding a ll the slaughters of war, 
throughout all the crises of the 
war. And all this in the name of 
what kind of revolutionary de
fense? Of the French proletariat, 
of-their revolution which is or w ill 
be accomplished? No. I t  is in the 
name of the Russian Workers’ State 
which the French bourgeoisie means 
to strangle.

But w ill matters rest here?
The Logical Conclusion

Once on this road, i t  is fore
doomed that the Communist leaders 
w ill proceed much fu rthe r: at 
Prague, Sverna declared that the 
Communists would defend “ the in
dependence of Czechoslovakia.”  In 
Paris the expert P.V.C. writes: “ the 
(communists do not plant their ban
ner over a dung heap. They do not 
condemn the army as such. They 
do not disown the idea o f the fa
therland (no, since the time of 
Mane, they know that the workers 
have no fatherland). They want 
to conquer for the toiling masses 
the right to their own banner, the 
right to their own army, and the 
right to their own fatherand.”

And, W H ILE  WAITING, they 
want to safeguard all the material 
and cultural wealth of tlie country. 
“ W HILE WAITING,”  that, is to say 
while under the present domination 
of the imperialist bourgeoisie, of 
the bourgeois fatherland. Thus, 
revolutionary defense leaps over the 
chasm which divides i t  from social 
patriotism.

Tlie policy of “ revolutionary de
fense”  pledges the proletariat to 
war and to counter-revolution. I t  
is as inevitable for the French pro
letariat as it  is for the Soviet Un
ion. And all this in the name of a 
“ realistic” policy.

There is nothing more “ realistic” 
for the proletariat than Marxism. 
For ten years we have fought the 
theory and practise of “ socialism in 
one country.” Now more than ever 
we call upon the proletariat to join 
us‘ in the struggle for the regenera
tion of proletarian internationalism.

Question: Can we not get rid  of 
booms and depressions merely by 
putting nil taxes on land and not 
on the products of the workers?

Answer: There are several falla
cies in this conception, which is 
held chiefly by the Single Taxers. 
The first consists in assuming that 
i t  is, ever has been, or w ill be, 
possible to tax anything which is 
not the product of a worker. Land, 
without labor, produces practically 
nothing for human use and i t  is 
only when tlie energies of man are 
combined with nature that articles 
of use are created. When the State, 
be it Slave, Feudal, Capitalist, or 
Proletarian, applies taxes, i t  merely 
appropriates that which has been 
created by the work of humans 
whether this tax is assessed in 
money or in kind, on land, incomes, 
inheritances, or any other form of 
wealth. Placing taxes on land 
aloné merely affects a change in the 
form of tax and therefore in the 
share of this burden which the d if
ferent elasscs in society must hear. 
No tiling else.

The second fallacy lies in the as
sumption that taxation can level 
out tlie economic cycles of capital
ism. ’faxes are merely part of t’he 
wealth which is created, and, mere
ly appropriating this- portion in no 
way changes the inode by which 
wealth is produced. Tax as you 
w ill, under capitalism, the anarchy, 
competition, and economic cycles 
w ill and must continue. Otherwise 
capitalism cannot exist.

I t  may here be argued that the 
intention is to tax the capitalists 
so heavily as to practically force 
th i system out of existence. Here 
we come to the chief fallacy implied 
in tlie above question. Who w ill 
do the taxing? The government? 
But the present .government is the 
instrument of the capitalist class, 
which has no intention of using its 
own weapons to commit suicide nor 
to permit others to use i t  in dealing 
i t  a death blow.

I t  is therefore indulging in use
less abstractions to attempt to fig
ure out how to get rid  of capitalism 
by means of a capitalist govern
ment. There is only one way: The 
capitalist state must be destroyed 
and be replaced by the workers 
state.

*  •  *

E. V., ST. PAUL—
Question: How do you account 

for the fact that the state of Ohio 
seems to be the center of strikes 
whereas these only seem to be flar
ing np spasmodically in other parts 
of the country.

Answer: We can only here ad
vance a supposition since i t  is im
possible to gauge at any particular 
time a ll the molecular processes 
that are generated by the class 
struggle. In all probability the 
tempo of the st Wiggles in Ohio, re
lative to the rest of the country, 
flows from two chief factors:

1. The objective factor, i.e., the 
concentrated nature of Ohio indus
try. I f  we take 1929 statistics as 
a basis, 24.2 percent of the workers 
in the manufacturing industries of 
this country worked in establish
ments employing each over 1,000 
people. As compared to this, 32.1 
percent of the workers in the man
ufacturing industries in Ohio were 
concentrated in such large indus
tries, arid this figure is exceeded 
by only three states in the Union: 
Michigan, with 48.3 percent, Conn
ecticut, with 34.2 percent, and In
diana with 34.1 percent.

2. The subjective factor. People 
with revolutionary consciousness, 
particularly members of the Work
ers Party, have taken leading posi
tions in the struggle.

In  this historical period, the en
trance of Marxism into the class 
struggle is, of course, the decisive 
element.

DETROIT (FP ). — Preparations 
are being made to chnrter an inter
national union of automobile work
ers w ithin the near future. Ques
tionnaires w ill be sent to the var
ious locals of the United Automo
bile Workers of America to ascer
tain whether these organized work
ers now desire an international un
ion and feel capable of the respons
ib ility  of directing its affairs.

The response w ill be for the im
mediate establishment of an inter
national, the Detroit office of the 
American Federation of Labor as
sumes. In anticipation of a large 
affirmative vote, preprations are 
now under way to call a convention 
in Detroit, starting August 26.

Question: Where can I  find the 
statement, attributed to Stalin, in 
which it Is stated that the Social 
Democracy and fascism are twins?

Answer: In tlie pamphlet “ What 
Is Happening in Germany?” by 
Fyitz Heckert, published by the 
Workers Library Publishers in June 
1933, Heckert states as follows (p 
20): “ . . . As early as 1914 ( ? )  
Comrade Stalin‘gave a definition of 
the development of social democra
cy into fascism that in its exactness 
and its clear-sightedness is unsur
passed ( ! ! ! ) ,  a definition that was 
made the basis of the Comintern 
and the policy of the C.P.G.:
• “  ‘Fascism—said Comrade Stalin 

—is a fighting organization of the 
bourgeoisie, an organization that 
rests on the active support of so
cial democracy. Social democracy 
is objectively the moderate wing of 
fascism. . . . These organizations do 
not contradict each other but com
plete each other. They are not 
antipodes, but twins. . . .’ ”

Further on in the pamphlet, 
Heckert, ranting against Trotsky, 
says: “The facts (??!!),  then, have 
in  a . cruel fashion unmasked the 
counter-revolutionary meaning of 
the ‘platform,’ of the social-Hitler- 
ite Trotsky, who has. striven to 
prove that social democracy and 
fascism are not twins, but anti
podes.”  (p. 23)
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Raise Banner o f Bolshevism 
A t French S. P. Congress
(Continued from Page 1)

agreement runs the risk of disrup
tion.”  The Radicals, however, de
spite the encouragements of the 
Communists and the promises of 
“ support”  from 1’Humanite, balked. 
They quit cold and capitulated to 
Laval who was finally able to form 
the new ministry, now in office, hav
ing obtained the extraordinary pow
ers previously refused Flandin and 
Buisson. What lesson must be 
drawn from this '"choice morsel?”  
For us i t  is simple and clear. The 
Radicals revealed what they are 
and what they are capable of when 
they are in power on Feb. 6, 1934, 
during the attempt to capture the 
Place de la Concorde by the reac
tionary troops. Faced w ith the 
danger of civil war the Radicals 
capitulated to Doumergue, to the 
mutinous forces, and to the reac
tionary coup d’etat. This attitude 
of the radicals flows logically from 
their class policy. Could they, would 
they, ever break with this attitude 
by involving themselves w ith the 
Socialists and the Communists in 
the struggle against the armed 
forces of reaction? That would be 
tantamount to their committing 
themselves to the road of civ il war, 
which is precisely what the Rad
icals do not want. And that is why, 
after many hesitations, the Radi
cals who refused extraordinary 
powders to Flandin and Buisson, 
perceiving where this road led them, 
turned ta il once more, by granting. 
Laval the extraordinary powers 
against which they had just voted 
twice in succession. Once more, the 
threat of armed gangs, of extra 
legal forces organized by fascism, 
called the cards in the parliament
ary game, demonstrating the com
plete impotence of the parliament 
which has outlived itself.

•  •  •
The Mulhouse Congress

The Mulhouse Congress, convened 
on the morrow of this ministerial 
crisis, should have been a tribune 
to broadcast to the country, to clar
ify  the country on the difficulties of 
the hour, to give the working mass
es the solution of these difficulties. 
On the contrary, the Mulhouse Con
gress took note only of the past, 
giving no directions for the future. 
The report of the parliamentary 
group was approved by 2584 man
dates against 427, 47 abstaining. 
In the course of the discussion on 
this report Leon Blum made a 
speech which, as usual, was canon
ized as a “ great”  speech, but whose 
greatness, again as usual, consisted 
in its absolute emptiness, and its 
complete lack of directives and 
perspectives.

What did Leon Blum, the “ lead
er”  of the S.F.I.O. say? L ’Human- 
ite  gave his speech the most prom
inent display, as i f  he were a leader 
of the Communist Party itself. In 
reality both centrisms, one stem
ming from social democracy and the 
other from Stalinism, complement 
one another and merge in an amor
phous hash, so that it  becomes more 
and more difficult to tell them apart.

National Defense
But now we come to the question 

of national defense. This is the 
question which should have revealed 
a clear differentiation between com
munism and social democracy. But 
at the present time the position of 
Leon Blum is no different from that 
of Thorez, the Stalinist leader. 
LTIumanite rejoices in the rap- 
proa cliement of the two points of 
view, Socialist and Communist; but 
i t  fails to perceive that by this 
very fact it. avows the increasing 
alienation of the Stalinist parties 
from Leninism and from revolution
ary Marxism. Let Blum speak for 
himself;

“ The attitude of the party (on 
the question of national defense) 
conforms to tlin t of the Socialist 
international and the trade union 
international. We are ready to do 
everything in our power to avoid 
war. But this preventive attitude 
no longer suffices when war becomes 
a fact. . . .

“ The parliamentary group takes 
its  stand upon the position of the 
Tours congress of 1020. We de
clared then that we, Socialists, be
lieved that, under given conditions 
the national and international du
ties coincide. Under what condi
tions does this ■ coincidence exist? 
When there is a flagrant aggression 
and invasion of the national soil.

“ When this thesis was first pre
sented, Maurice Thorez (Secretary 
of the Communist Party) rose to 
the tribune and declared his oppo
sition to it. But since then things 
have changed. . . .”

Stalin Changes Thorez’ Mind
We know what this change is. 

Following the Stalin-Laval commun
ique the Communists also supported 
the idea that “ National Defense” 
c. n coincide w ith international ob
ligations. But let us allow Leon 
Blum to continue:

“ Shortly after my speech there 
appeared a series of articles in 
l ’Humanite which designated H itler 
as the hereditary enemy. From 
this time on the theory of revolu
tionary defeatism was no longer

s tric tly  maintained. . . .  I  said that 
in case of aggression by H itlerite  
Germany the whole proletariat 
would rise, together with the rest 
of the country. Now I  say that on 
the day of H itlerite  aggression, 
Russia would be threatened and 
therefore the proletariat of the 
world w ill rise. My statement was 
nothing but sort of a prophesy and 
events have vindicated it .”

AVliat events? The declarations 
of Stalin, naturally!

“ Have you noticed,”  Blum kept 
shouting at the Congress, “ the di
rect ion of the Communist formula
tions? Isn’t  i t  obvious today that 
Vaillant-Courturier employs almost 
the identical formulas which I used 
at Tours in 1020?”

And l ’Hnnmnite, its heart leaping 
with joy, applauds Blum for having 
“ said what we say” ! . . .

“ I  believe,” Blum went on to say, 
“ that, we should welcome the ex
planations given by the Commun
ists as a result of our united action 
and as something which w ill facil
itate organic unity. Common form
ulations are possible.”

Thus, on one of the most impor
tant problems which have divided 
the revolutionists from the oppor
tunists nnd centrists of a ll shades, 
the problem of national defense, the 
“ rapproachement”  between the 
Stalinists and social democrats be
comes not only possible but has in 
fact taken place. And not as Blum 
pretends “ ns a result of our united 
action” because the contrary is 
true, but rather because the sham 
“ unity of action”  is only a conse
quence of the latest evolution of 
Stalinism on to the positions of 
social-patriotism.

*  *  *

But on another question of the 
same gender a similar rapproache- 
meut between the “ Socialist”  and

“ Communist”  point of view is to be 
observed: the question of “ parlia
mentary collaboration.”  What did 
Leon Blum have to say on this sub
ject.? “The Communists were much 
more interested than we in getting 
the Lefts together. Nobody as much 
as they pushed for the constitution 
of a ‘Loft Government’ in which the 
Radicals would take the leading 
role. When Maurice Thorez said 
to the Radicals: ‘Go there,’ the 
Radicals asked: ‘W ill the Socialists 
come with us?’ In a word: the Com
munists pressed for a situation 
which would require our participa
tion.” (Whence the great embar
rassment of the Socialists.) “What 
would we have done i f  the Radicals 
had not evaded our proposals? I 
have lived,” Blum continued, 
“ through some very difficult days."

Naturally, fo r fear of his being 
called to assume direct responsibil
ity. But the Radicals, by cutting 
the matter short, freed Blum and 
his Communist colleagues from the 
fears of revolutionary hazards, from 
the fears of taking power.

What did the Mulhouse Congress 
say and what did i t  do in the face 
of this problem which is the central 
problem posed by the situation in 
France? I t  is already more than a 
year since the question of power 
has been posed in the sharpest 
manner following the coup of "Feb
ruary 0th.”  On February 12, 1934 
the toiling masses at the call of 
their organizations replied by a 
general strike all over France. But 
the Socialists and Communists, in
stead of making a bid for power, 
quit cold, capitulating before Dou
mergue who was placed in power 
by the forces of the reactionary 
coup d’etat. Doumergue, finally had 
to make room for Flandin and once 
again the Socialists and Commun
ists sighed, relieved of the fear of 
being the successors, and they con-

Eight-Page New M ilitant Is 
First Step Toward Daily Paper

(Continued from Page 1)
basis. A propaganda group might conceivably go along with a four 
page paper, reaching its readers once a week and confining Itself to 
some particular phase of revolutionary theory or activity. A party, 
winch in the nature of the case assumes responsibility for theoretical 
education of the advanced workers and also for leadership in the daily 
struggles of the working class, simply cannot begin to meet its obliga
tions with a four-page paper reaching its readers only once a week.

As a matter of fact, we should aim at a daily paper a t the earliest 
possible moment. That in a country as large as the United States and 
in such a period as this there should be only one general working class 
daily, and that a Stalinist one, is nothing short of tragic. A daily 
paper issued by the Workers Party of the U. S., raising aloft the ban
ner of the Fourth International, and presenting aj truthful report of 
national and international evients and an analysis of them based upon 
an uncompromising revolutionary internationalism, would have a na
tional, and in fact, international significance.

The first step toward the achievement of this goal is to carry out 
the proposal of the Political Committee to increase the weekly New 
Militant from four to eight pages by Anti-War Day, August 1. A ll the 
various types of readers of the New1 Militant w ill thus receive more of 
the material for which they have been asking. New readers can be 
enrolled by the hundreds, possibly even thousands. An immense stimu
lus can be given to a ll the (organization activities of the party itself 
and of the mass organizations in which it exerts influence.

Funds for the small amount lof additional machinery needed in the 
print shop and to guarantee the steady issunnee of the enlarged weekly 
for a period must be in band before the change is inaugurated. To 
proceed in any other way would be to act irresponsibly. (Hence the 
financial eainiiaign for the eight-page New Militant which lias been 
inaugurated in recent issues and about which tlte branches of the party 
liavc been informed. Unquestionably the members and friends of the 
party, the workers who have seen the party in operation in many a 
struggle, can by united efforts make the realization of this new for
ward step possible. We call upon the party members and branches to 
carry' out swiftly and enthusiastically the directions which have been 
sent them. We call upon nil our sympathizers and friends to send in 
their contributions, large or small, without a moment’s delay.

No more appropriate day could be found to carry the banner of 
revolutionary intenintiomlism a long step forward than Anti-War Day, 
August 1.

Troops Smash 
Illinois S trik e

(Continued from Page 1)
sharp battle ensued in which sever
al workers were hurt after over
turning two trucks bearing depu
tized “company guards.”  Reedy’s 
injuries are grave.

The first to leave the county 
courthouse, where the Governor’s 
conference was held, was Sample, 
who told the workers to gather at 
Labor hall for a meeting w ithin an 
hoiir. Several hundred strikers had 
waited four hours in the rain out
side the courthouse for news of the 
meeting.

Next came the Governor, flanked 
by national guard officers. Including 
Captain Sherwood Dixon, Demo
cratic Central committeeman, of 
Dixon. Captain Dixon had the loud
est voice in Lee county during the 
campaign of 1932, shouting prom
ises of a new deal fo r “ the forgot
ten man.”

Horner, after posing Cor two pic
tures, was whisked away in his 
waiting automobile, acrompanied 
by Roy Bennethum, president of the

Stover organization. The Governor 
said before leaving that he was go
ing to place a wreath on the grave 
of Jane Addams. Bennethum didn’t 
announce his destination, but as the 
car sped away some of the workers 
said they hoped he would go to 
hell.
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NEW YORK (FP).—The United 
Textile Workers of America execu
tive board has proposed legisltation 
patterned after the Guffey coal 
bill, setting up a national board of 
control fo r the cotton textile indus
try.

fined themselves to demanding from 
Flandin the dissolution of the 
fascist hands and the guaranteeing 
of “ democratic” ' rights. Flandin, 
in.turn, fell. But despite the elec
toral victories of the “ Peoples 
Front”  in the municipal elections 
in May and June, the Socialists and 
the Communists agreed to do noth
ing, pushing the Radicals to take 
power, who in their turn quit cold.

In  the meantime the fascist bands 
did not cease from equipping them
selves, from taking to the road of 
civil war.

The Bolshevik Leninists
But, the Mulhouse Congress not 

only had nothing concrete to say on 
these questions but i t  revealed the 
desire to hear nothing about them, 
when a single voice and a single 
torce took the floor to remind it  of 
its duty: the voice and the force of 
tlie Bolslievik-Leninists.

Nothing reveals better the char
acter of the Mulhouse Congress 
than the reaction of the parliamen
tary high priests to the speeches of 
tile delegates representing the Bol- 
slievik-Leuinist tendency, the so- 
called Trotskyists. For the first 
time, since the split in Tours in 
1920, this tendency appeared on tho 
tribune of a Socialist congress. I t  
was represented by over a hundred 
mandates. But its real force rested 
in tlie ideas defended by it. The 
Stalinist degeneration, is proved, 
among other things, by this mutual 
approbation, by this feeling of mu
tual and compatible understanding 
which implies the reciprocal pardon 
fo r past errors between the Social
ist and Stalinist leaders. A t the 
present time they rest on the same 
centrist positions. On the other 
hand i t  is the Bolshevik-Leninlsts 
on whom fails the honor of raising 
the banner of proletarian interna
tionalism, the banner of commun
ism, the banner of those principles 
on which the Third International 
of Lenin was founded. When Paul 
Faure appealed to the congress for 
unanimty, he exhorted a ll the dele
gates, save the Bolshevik-Leninlsts 
“ who remain true to the 21 points 
of Moscow,”  that is to say, true to 
the principles which gave birth to 
the Third International. And when 
the “Trotskyist” delegates heckled 
Blum’s speech, calling the Stalln- 
Lavai communique a betrayal, Blum 
in a fit of anger replied : “ Should 
unity have to leave your small 
group outside the reunified party, I 
w ill take my party into it.”  Natur
ally ; and we are also ready. Blum 
warns us that the vaunted organic 
unity is the unity of the two bu
reaucracies against thè revolution
ary current. But the “ small group”  
which Blum would like to leave 
outside the unified party, has a l
ready won an important place for 
The Mulhouse Congress is proof of 
itself in the French labor movement, 
that.

The only clear and definite slo
gans; the only true and possible 
solutions for the working class 
were presented by the delegates of 
the Bolshevik-Leninist tendency. 
National defense? No national de
fense as long as the bourgeoisie is 
in power. Revolutionary defeatism 
is the only working class policy 
against imperialist war. The de
fense of the U.S.8.R. is the problem 
of the socialist revolution; is the 
question of the struggle for power. 
And for the conuqest of power : 
mobilize the masses l'or revolution
ary action (against all collabora
tion with the class enemy). The 
struggle for power is tlie immediate 
problem and not merely an object 
for discussion at a congress. Work
ers government (Socialist-Commun
ist government), that is the slogan 
of the hour. Ballots and parlia
mentary action w ill not bar the 
road to fascism and lead (he masses 
to power. Weapon against weapon: 
workers’ m ilitia. That is the task 
which falls on the working class 
parties at the present moment.

These slogans, broadcast from the 
Mulhouse tribune, distorted by the 
corrupt Social Democratic and 
Stalinist, bureaucrats, w ill make 
their way into the hearts of the 
workers, w ill create new and grand
iose opportunities : the only oppor
tunities for salvation. Numerical 
weakness is a good argument only 
for Blum ; but the “ small group”  in 
the turbulent conditions of today 
can become the nucleus around 
which all the revolutionary forces 
w ill be regrouped. The progress 
achieved by the Bolshevik-Leninist 
tendency in the course of seven 
months inside the S.F.I.O. proves 
how great are the possibilities of 
development for a genuine revolu
tionary current in the impending 
great working class struggles and 
the civil war. Days o f stress «are 
inexorably approaching for France 
as well. And the struggle for 
power remains the only way out 
for the working class. Which how
ever i t  w ill not be able to find w ith
out a party genuinely poised for 
this revolutionary struggle. That 
party w ill be created in the very 
fire of the struggle. I t  cannot raise 
any other banner than that of the 
Fourth International. Without that, 
the merger of the reformism of 
Blum w ith the bureaucratic cent
rism of Thorez w ill lead the work
ing class only to new defeats. I t  
is the grave task of the Bolslievik- 
Leninists to avoid this catastrophe.

Mexican Labor Movement 
Unites Against Reaction

BEAD TH E NEW  M IL IT A N T .

MEXICO CITY (FP).— Sudden 
threats of a violent capitalist offen
sive have quickly jerked labor in 
Mexico into unified action, produc
ing almost overnight the formation 
of a permanent united front group 
known as the National Proletarian 
Defense Committee.

The recent sharp menace to or
ganized labor came in the wake of 
a heavy strike movement since the 
first of the year. During this time, 
1,200 strikes have been called 
throughout the country, including 
sympathetic strikes.

Because many of these have been 
directed against foreign capitalists 
who control Mexican industry and 
commerce, insistent pressure has 
been brought on all governmental 
departments by employers’ organ
izations which have been trying to 
inject a “ red scare” Into the situa
tion. They have been aided by 
sympathizers of the clergy opposed 
to the government's church policy.

Growing dissension w ithin the 
ranks of the official government Na
tional Revolutionary Party recently 
came to a head in a political crisis 
which produced resignation of the 
Cardenas cabinet and incorporation 
into it  of elements regarded as fav- 
orble to certain conservative groups.

The crisis, which on the surface 
was a split between followers of 
Pres. Cardenas and Political Dicta
tor Plutarco Elias Calles, former 
president and “ strong man”  of 
Mexico, developed around- the cap
ital-labor issue. To the uninformed 
observer i t  appeared that. Calles 
was attacking labor and that Car
denas was defending labor.

Mexico’s “New Deal”
Labor spokesmen, however, point

ed out that the situation was in 
reality one which might be com
pared w ith an open declaration of 
hostility between progressive Re
publicans in the U. S. and New 
Dealers. The issue, labor leaders 
said, was whether labor should be 
treated openly as a factor which 
opposed capitalist encroachments 
or whether i t  should be “ given 
greater doses of demagogy in order 
to make i t  appear that the govern
ment is really a labor government.”

The situation showed plainly that 
labor w ill not retreat, and that i t  
does recognize a common class men
ace requiring ■united action. Calles 
assailed the recent strike wave, cit
ing by name strikes which he con
sidered unjust, such as those 
against the telephone company (U. 
S. capital) and the Huasteca Petrol
eum Co. (U. S. capital), and added 
that labor should show Itself more 
grateful for the concessions gained 
in the past and should not “ seek to 
embarrass the government which is 
working in their interests.”

Organized labor was not partic
ularly inetrested in the fights among 
the politicians, but i t  certainly 
talked in  plain language about those 
aspects of the fight which might af
fect workers. The united front im
mediately issued the following 
statement after Calles’ declarations 
had been made public:

“The organized labor and peasant 
movement .of Mexico energetically 
protests the declarations of Gen. 
Calles, and declares that it  w ill de
fend t he rights of the working class, 
such as strikes without restrictions, 
association in unions, and others: 
and w ill not cease fighting for the 
economic and social betterment of 
wage earners. Strike movements, 
assailed as due to collective uneasi-

R eport Activities  
of Boston W .P . B r.

ness and to a state of social injus
tice, are phenomena slurred over 
only by those who represent capital- 
st interests.

“ Strikes w ill end when there is 
achieved a transformation of the 
bourgeois system in which we live.

“ The organized labor and peasant 
movement of Mexico, aware of the 
historical moment in which i t  lives, 
declares that it. w ill oppose all 
transgression of its rights, u tiliz
ing, at the proper time, the general 
nationwide strike as I he only means 
of defense against the possible im
plantation of a Fascist regime in 
Mexico. And facing the threat, of 
seeing its interests jeopardized, de
clares its firm intention of main
taining class unity.”

The united front which signed 
this statement represented the ma
jo rity  of organized labor, ranging 
from the radical Unitary Confeder
ation of Mexico to the more power
fu l but less radical General Work
ers and Peasants Confederation 
(headed . by Lombardo Toledano 
and generally characterized as syn
dicalist-reformist). This was the 
first time that this important con
federation joined the united front 
movement in Mexico.

Among the points in the pact of 
solidarity signed by the National

Proletarian Defense Committee are: 
1. One representative from each or
ganization forms the committee. 2. 
The member groups w ill mutually 
respect their ‘integrity and abstain 
from attacking one another. 3. vD if- 
ficulties between labor organiza
tions w ill be referred to the com
mittee in an effort to settle them 
without attacking each other and 
thus hurting the workers’ move
ment. 4. No interference in auton
omy of member groups. 5. Ample 
basis for solidarity action, (i. 
Agreement that upon appearance of 
any fascist or sim ilar organizations 
threatening workers or peasants or 
their fundamental right to strike, 
liberty of association, liberty of ex
pression, right to public demonstra
tion, or “ i f  Che state tolerates or 
foments organizations whose aims 
or tendencies are openly against 
such rights, the member organiza
tions of the committee w ill declare 
a general strike in opposition to a 
tyranny of this nature.”  7. Convo
cation of a National Workers and 
Peasants Congress. 8. Tlie signa
tory groups declare that “ they are 
opposed to collaboration with the 
capitalist class and w ill adjust 
(heir acts to revolutionary tactic 
and under the principle of the class 
struggle.”

Two well-attended classes were 
held during the winter season 
which were fru itfu l in organizing 
a Spartaeus group and gaining new 
members and sympathizers fo r the 
branch. The class on tlie History 
of the American Labor Movement 
w ith comrade Ivonikow as instruc
tor w ill continue as previously on 
Wednesdays at our headquarters. 
On Saturdays, our active members 
study and practice public speaking 
for service in the labor movement.

Two W. P. members spoke at a 
meeting of ERA workers on May 
24 held in Lynn, Mass. They de
scribed the general conditions fac
ing the unemployed and urged or- 
ganizatfon into an unemployed 
league. About 40 attended.

Following up this step in Lynn 
is the meeting of ERA workers or
ganized in Boston on June 21 at 
8:15 P.M. at 995 Washington St. 
under the auspices of the National 
Unemployed Committee League. 
Four of our comrades w ill speak 
at this meeting.

The headquarters of the W. P. 
branch and the S.Y.L. is 12 Hay
ward place. Branch educational 
meetings to which sympathizers and 
friends are invited are held every 
Thursday at 9:30 P.M. Spartaeus 
meets on Tuesdays. Literature, the 
New M ilitant and the New Interna
tional can be purchased at the 
headquarters.

Pledge Support 
to C. S. Victims

(Continued from Page 1) 
of America, Spartaeus Youth 
League, Young Peoples Socialist 
League and Communist Party Op
position (IiOvestntieit.es). The Am
erican C ivil Liberties Union and 
tlie General Defense Committee 
(I.W.W.) have already appointed 
observers.

A meeting w ill be .held shortly in 
this city to add these organizations 
to the temporary committee. Steps 
w ill be taken immediately there
after to add trade union delega
tions, nnd there w ill follow the 
work of providing Mini w ith appeal 
counsel and launching a m ilitant 
protest campaign against the eight 
convictions and the criminal syndi
calism law. The appeal argument 
w ill be very substantial due to er
rors made by the tr ia l judge and 
also due to the affidavit obtained 
from a juror by the N.P.L.D., which 
impeaches the entire verdict as an 
illegal horse-trade. W ith active 
popular backing, the defense w ill 
have a fighting chance.

More I.L.D. Sabotage
According to an announcement by 

the N.P.L.D., Mini, “ placing polit
ical integrity above legal expedien
cy,”  to use his own words, has flatly 
rejected attempts of the Interna
tional Labor Defense and the Com
munist Party to bribe and threaten 
him into becoming a silent partner 
in their efforts to make ofl the Sac
ramento criminal syndicalism ap
peal fight a political football.

The I.L.D., the Western Worker 
(mouthpiece of the C.P.), and other 
Stalinist, institutions have made a 
united front in playing down the 
Sacramento appeal fight. Ignoring 
William Randolph Hearst’s chal
lenge that tlie Sacramento convic
tions const itnte a national test case, 
the C. P. is playing up, not tlie 
Sacramento ease, but the Gallup 
affair, in order to publicize Bob 
Minor, one of its leading bureau
crats.

The I.L.D. which, during the 
tria l, slandered the youthful Mini 
as a “stool-pigeon,” was compelled 
to hack down at tlie time ofl his 
conviction. I t  then characterized 
him as “an honest misled class 
prisoner.”  I.L.D. attorney Loo Gal
lagher proposed a join t defense. 
The O. P. set on foot a rumor that 
M ini had “ repented” of his political 
“ errors,”  and that lie was “ no worse 
than Jack Warnick,” tlie solitary 
C. P. Sacramento defendant, who 
had the moral courage to defend 
Mini against the malicious on
slaughts of the Darcy-controlled 
Stalinist machine.

Now tlie C. P. has expelled Warn- 
iek because he refused to back down 
on his support of Mini, and, discov
ering that Mini is no less intransi- 
geant, the C.P. has also turned on 
him again.

Tlie Western Worker, which for 
a few weeks urged readers to send 
comradely letters to Mini, has 
turned its back on him. Endeavor
ing to escape in advance the blame 
due i t  for dividing the appeal move
ment, the C. P. now “ charges” that 
M ini has “ decided to go i t  alone” 
on the appeal.

I.L .D . Tries Terror
Nevertheless, the I.L.D. is collect

ing funds in M ini’s name without 
authorization and without account
ing to anybody. This is revealed by 
a number of documents, including 
the mimeographed program of a 
“ benefit dance”  held at Eagles Hall 
in San Francisco on June 8th by 
the so-called State Conference for 
United Action, a C. P. “ united

front.”
For a while after its flattery 

failed to win Mini over, the C. P. 
endeavored to silence him by ter
rorization. The organization which 
withheld hail from its jailed mem
bers in Sacramento because some 
of them imd dared challenge the 
bureaucratic regime of the C.P., 
did not hesitate to try  to terrorize 
M ini into a fear that i f  he did not 
knuckle under to them, he would 
have no defense at all. The I.L.D. 
sent to San Quentin Leo Gallagher, 
its tr ia l attorney whose court-room 
tactics were such a miserable com
bination of opportunistic backslid
ing and provocative nonsense, to 
state that M ini could ride along on 
the I.L.D.’s appeal for his seven 
co-defendants, only on condition 
that the Non-Partisan Labor De
fense, which handled Mni’s tria l 
defense and in a score of ways aid
ed the whole defense movement, 
have no part in the case.

Mini Stands Firm
Mini was informed that the al

ternative would be renewed ostra- 
i cism by the I.L.D., and his aban- 
| donment to the “ shady characters”  
i of tlie N.P.L.D. who are “ impotent, 
• counter-revolutionary”  etc. A ru
mor was set on foot and peddled to 
Mini through his fellow prisoners 

| and otherwise, that the N.P.L.D. 
was “ abandoning” him. When Mini 
proved as impervious to this panic- 
agitation as lie had to flattery, the 
unprincipled C.P.-I.L.D. bureaucrats 
turned on him venomously once 
again.

in  a letter to Leo Gallagher, Mini 
has stated his position in unmis
takable language as follows:

. . At tlie time when the ques
tion of joint appeal first came up,
I  took It for granted that an 
agreement for close collaboration 
between (the I.L.D . and the N.F. 
L.D. could easily he worked out. 
But apparently this part of the 
question was never considered by 
members of the I.L.D . ruling 
group; and the idea became gen
eral that tlie N.P.L.D. had ‘aban
doned’ the case, and that I  had 
turned over my defense lo the I. 
L.D.

“This was a mistake, of course. 
How could anyone he so naive as 
to believe that I  would entrust 
my entire defense to the I.L.D.? 
Especially after the four months 
display of tlie honesty and polit
ical ability I  had just seen in 
Sacramento?

“You can see that with me it is 
a question of placing political in
tegrity above legal expediency. 
I f  the I.L.D. refuses to acknow
ledge that an organization that I  
belong to exists, then it seems 
logical that they should ignore 
my existence also since I  believe 
in the principles and policies of 
tlie organization^ Under those 
circumstances, any gesture by tlie 
LL.D. to let me in, while leaving 
my political beliefs out, must be 
classed as hypocritical opportun
ism. And I  can not be part of it.

“From now on, then, to avoid 
any (misunderstanding, any legal 
actions on iny behalf must have 
the approval of the N.P.L.D.”

I.S.U. STRIKES CITIES SERVICE
BOSTON (FP).—'With 10 Cities 

Service oil tankers already idle in 
five ports from Boston to Port A r
thur, the interfiiational Seamen’s 
Union looks forward to a complete 
tieup of the company’s 14 ships.

The strike was ordered to force 
the company—thé only oil company 
of importance still unsigned—to ac
cept a union contract. Wages on 
its ships are some $15 a month 
lower than on other tankers, union 
officials state.

Cities Service ships are tied up in 
Boston, Providence, New York, 
Philadelphia and Port Arthur, Tex.

A. J.  Muste 
Max Shachtman

Protest Persecution of Bolshevik 
Revolutionists in Soviet Russia

Irving Plaza H all 
15th St & Irving PI. 

Sunday, June 30th at 8 P.M.


