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Five Cents

At First
GLANCE

By JAY LOVESTONE

F you want to know the folly of the

logic of liberalism pure and simple,
examine some of the activities of the
American Civil Liberties Union. In
behalf of freedom in the abstract—total-
ly divorced from class relations—this
organization will fight on Monday morn-
ing for the right of Communisis to as-
semble and on Monday night for the
right of Fascists to pour out their wrath
against all working class ofganizations.
The C.L.U. battles for the rights of
“minority opinion”, regardless of the
class interests it defends. Within twen-
ty-four hours these professional Civil
Liberty-ites, standing ‘“above” all class
struggles, can fight for one thing and
then turn around and fight for the very
opposite that will undo all their first
achievements.

This practice of the C.L.U. is once
again brought into unsavory relief thru
its insisting that the Chicago Park Board
grant Father Coughlin, incipient Amer-
ican Fascist, the right to use Soldiers’
Field for a meeting. Perhaps some C.
L.U. directors may think this a very
clever move on their part to prove to
the reactionaries that this organization
is not “Red”. Well, biting the nose to
spite one’s face is not a solution—not
even in a penthouse revolutionary sense!
Surely, the American Civil Liberties
Union, which has on occasion rendered
fine services to labor, can sometimes
forsake the folly of its dogma, should
sometime cast ‘“consistency” overboard
and not engage in such dangerous and
fantastic activities in behalf of the vip-
ers threatening labor.

MONG the kingpins of industry and

finance Henry Ford occupies a uni-
que position in especially one sense.
Ford has a knack for political idiocy,
and brazenness. Often one is inclined
to think that America’s wealthiest Hen-
ry studied to be a political idiot.

In the highest and palmiest days of
Coolidge we were never treated to such
down to the last syllable nonsense as
the latest panacea gratuitously offered
the world by Ford. The mighty over-
lord, watching the 2,000,000th V-8 auto
go down the assembly line at River
Rouge made this fervent plea: “The gov-
ernment ‘has attempted to meddle too
much with business. I'll make a mil-
lion cars next year, if they just let the
police run the country. They know how
to keep order.” When asked how the
police could help solve social problems,
Ford in his brightest brilliance, beamed:
“Why, the local police all over the coun-
try take care of just such things every
day. . . If the government would quit
meddling with us there wouldn’t be any
unemployment.” Further pressed for
evidence as to the efficacy of his solu-
tion for the crisis, Ford boasted: “If
anything is done here in the plant that’s
wrong, the police can take care of it.
They can do the same thing for the
whole country.”

It’s precisely these kind of brazen
idiots—flying in the face of all sound
economics and progressive social policy
—who lead the employing class of the
country against the workers and poor
farmers. Signs o1 the times. We should
watch these signs and answer not by
squeaking and gibbering but by organ-
izing and fighting.

HENEVER class relations tend to

assume tenseness Wall Street can
count on the Supreme Court Judges,
thru devious and even contradictory rea-
soning, to hand down a batch of reac-
tionary decisions. Has the Exccutive
Council of the A. F. of L. forgotten that
in the brief period of about fifteen
months, during the crisis of 1921-23, the
Supreme Court handed down such violent
anti-labor decisions as in the Duplex
vs. Deering Case, the American Steel
Foundries, Truax vs. Corrigan, the child
Labor verdict, and the Coronado decree?
Apparently the A. F. of L. has for-
gotten.

The sham and fraud of the whole busi-
ness of constitutionalism, the folly of
the whole strategy of Labor trusting in
Congress or the President, is glaringly
brought to light in a number of steps
taken by Congress immediately after
the Supreme Court’s decision pretending
to limit executive power, pretending to
prevent Congress from delegating pow-
ers to the President. The House of Re-
presentatives has just approved a recom-
mendation of its Military Affairs Com-
mittee to give the President “discre-
tionary power to declare emergencies
OTHER THAN WAR in which he might
DISREGARD STATE LINES in sum-
mioning National Guard officers out of
their own states to be mobilized for
military service wherever he thought the
peace-time emergency existed.”

(Continued on Page 2)

Lumber Strikers

InStubbornFight

Rank And File Workers Take
Over Strike Leadership;
Picketing Suppressed

EUREKA, Calif.—One was killed
and 10 seriously wounded during a
clash between strikers and scabs at
the Holmes-Eureka Lumber Mill.
For two and half hours the battle
raged with the police using riot
guns and clubs. Five police were in-
jured. 100 strikers were jailed.

OLYMPIA, Wash.—Units of the
National Guard are being hastily
assembled for duty in the lumber
strike zone, The support for the
strikers is becoming increasingly
more widespread. Governor Martin
declared that the troops are being
sent on petition of many lumber
mill owners who feel that their
scabs need protection.

By EARL LANE

PORTLAND, Oregon.—With the pass-
ing of the leadership of the lumber
strike from the hands of the Muir sell-
out leadership to that of the rank and
file controlled Northwest Strike Com-
mittee the lumber barons, acting through
the agency of their executive committee,
the state governments of Oregon and
Washington, loosed upon the Ilumber
workers a reign of terror so brutal and
undisguised that conservative A. F. of
L. officials branded it as Hitlerism.

Governor Charles HI. Martin of Ore-
gon had repeatedly assured the lumber
operators that he would use the military
forces of the state “to preserve law and
order and protect any honest laborer
who wanted to work.” When it Became
evident that the Muir sell-out tactics
had failed to get the men back on the
job the sheriffs deputies of the various
counties and the state police were thrown
into action to smash the picket lines.
Since they feared to begin the strike-
breaking war in the large industrial city
of Portland, where other unions might
become involved in the struggle in sup-
port of the lumber workers, the first
attempt to smash the picket lines was
made in the small isolated town of Till-
amook.

On Tuesday the scene shifted to the
small mill of the Bridal Veil Lumber
Co., at Bridal Veil, Oregon. This mill
which employs about 35 men was oper-
ating with a crew composed of mem-
bers of the 4 L (company union). Union
pickets had been attempting for some
time to pull out the drivers of the trucks
that were hauling lumber from this mill
to Portland, and a force of four men
were picketing the mill. Claiming that a
truck driver had been beaten up and his
truck driven over an embankment, al-
legedly by union pickets, Sheriff Pratt
of Multonomah County ordered the pick-

(Continued on Page 4)

NEXT WEEK

SIX PAGES

Besides the usual reading mat-
ter we will print in full the

Theses & Resolutions

to be submitted to the
C.P.0. CONVENTION

DON’T MISS THE NEXT
ISSUE

Woll Tries to Break
Unity in Fur Ranks

. — . |
Zimmerman Scores Anti-Com-;

munist Drive; Lucchi Says
All Will Be Admitted

Just when it appeared that the unifi-
cation of the ranks of the fur workers
was to be completed after a decade of
inter-union struggle a bomb shell was
thrown in the form of a statement by
Matthew Woll speaking for President
Green of the A. F. of L.

OPPORTUNISM CONTINUES IN
FRENCH UNITED FRONT
June 11, 1935

Laval’s cabinet has finally obtained full
power denied by parliament to Bouisson
and Pictri. The French' cabinet is once
more a government of “National Union”
including Marin and Flandin and Fros-
sard the former leader of the right wing
of the Socialist Party. As a result of the
pressure of the recent left swing in the
clections, the cabinet has been forced to
take on a somewhat left character. De-
flation will now set in. Big finance has
won its point.

1t was possible to form a cabinct be-
cause 75 representatives of the Radical
Socialist Party abstaincd from voting.
They submitted a declaration in the
Chamber—a most extraordinary proce-
dure—stating that for the time being they
would be content with watching Laval’s
experiment. Laval thercfore is by no
mcans firmly established.

On the basis of this, the attempts made
herc to form a “left wing cabinet” with
the support of the Communists are of
great significance to French politics.
The Communist Party took the initiative
in attempting to form a “left wing cabi-
net.” 1t expressed its willingness to sup-
port a Radical Socialist government un-
der certain conditions both in parliament
and in the country. Thorez, the leader
of the Communist Party, went so far as
to agree to the inclusion of a person like
Bonnevay, into the government. Bonne-
vay is a right winger opposed to Fascist
putsches,

The Socialist Party proposed a pro-
gram to the government which cannot
even be called reformist. It amounts to
financing of public works thru large state
loans. This program is far to the right
of Roosevelt's New Deal. It contains no
guarantees for wages and salaries of
workers and white collar workers. The
Communist Party approved of this pro-
gram. It justified its position by saying
that this program significd the extension

of the “Peoples Front” to parliament.

EUROPE TODAY

By August Thalheimer

In rcality this represents a crude op-
portunist falsification of the united front.
The present position of the C.P. is the
logical conscquence of the opportunist
deviations which were already contained
in the united front pact between the S.P.
and the C.P. We have emphasized and
criticized these weaknesses from the very
beginning, in this column. . If this pol-
icy is pursued further it can only lead to
a defeat of the French working class and
the victory of Fascism. The United front
tactics of the C.P. have led it into the
deepest opportunist swamp because the
crrors of the ultra-left course were never
openly admitted and the source of these
errors thoroly analyzed and because the
tactical turn in the application of the
united front was dictated by the burocra-

cy without any discussion or clarification’

on these questions in the Party. Thus
the ultra-left sectarianismm of the C.P.F.
turned into the most rotten opportunism.
The leadership of the C.P.F. and the
leadership of the C.I. are responsible for
this. The French example shows how
fatal can be the effects of the lack of
inner-Party democracy. Also how nec-
cssary it is to work out the tactical linc
of each Communist Party thru the dircct
participation of the cntire Party miember-
ship. Had inner-Party democracy becn
practised in the C.P.F. the original op-
portunist errors of thc united front pact
might easily have becn corrected. But
duc to the lack of democracy these errors
have been extended and deepened so that
it is quite certain that they cannot be
eliminated without scvere losses to the
C.P. and the French labor movement.

NORTHERN CHINA
A JAPANESE COLONY

On May 29th the Japanese Army in
Manchuria sent an ultimatum to the Chi-
nese governmeént in which it demanded
among other things: The rcsignation of
the governor of the Province of Hopei
(Tschili); The withdrawal of two Chi-
nese divisions stationed in that district;

(Continued on Page 4)

To All Readers of Workers Age:
Comrades and Friends:

which a weekly cntails.

and its continuation during 26 weeks.

friends a sufficient sum to bridge us
months.

no call for skipping a single issue of the

What shall it be?

With this issue (No. 26) Workers Age reaches the
half year mark in its life as a weckly, without having
missed a single issuc and without having come out late a
single time. A phenomenal record considering the meager-
ness of our resources and the steadiness in financial drain
This was made possible by the
self-sacrificing manner in which the members of our or-
ganization and the supporters of Workers Age contributed
in the drive for funds which began towards the end of
last ycar. This fund (we asked for 3,000 dollars and went
over the top) made possible the launching of the wecekly

Summer Months Difficult
The summer months are difficult months for cvery work-
ing class paper and ours is no exception to this rule. We
face the danger of being forced to suspend the weekly
during the course of the summer; to go back to a bi-weekly
status until the fall. We had hoped to avoid such dangers
but it is impossible for us to meet our financial obligations.
There is just one possibility of avoiding the summer-sus-
pension and that is to raise from among our readers and

We have estimated the amount necessary and
can pledge that if the sum of $1500is raised there will be

Answer Is In Your Hands

Return to a bi-weekly during the

summer or continued existence as a weekly? The answer

is yours and we are awaiting it with great impatience.
It is our belief that we have lived up to our pledge that

the weekly would fearlessly present a communist position

‘on the problems agitating the American working class.

Workers Age Calls for
As Summer Sustaining Fund

UNLESS FRIENDS AND SUPPORTERS RAISE FUNDS DURING MONTH OF JULY
WORKERS AGE WILL BE FORCED TO BECOME BI-WEEKLY DURING SUMMER

$1500

This we have done in the casc of NRA, the Wagner Bill,
craft vs. industrial unionism, social and unemployment in-

We have agitated
forces within the

surance and on a dozen other issues.
spoken up for trade union unity and against dual unionism.

We have tirclessly

for unity of all genuinely communist
Communist International. We have

spoken up against the slanderers of the Soviet Union and
have scored those who would travel the road of 1914 once
again under the mistaken belief that this might serve the
interests of the Soviet proletariat.
political confusion Workers Agc has presented, in a crystal-
clear manncr, a communist position on the problems agi-
tating the American and world working class.

In a time of great

It is this work which deserves your unstinting support.
We appeal to all our fricnds and readers to come to our

assistance.

month of July.

Workers Age.
over the summer

To make their contributions as large as pos-
sible andwto remembcr that time is an important element.

Let us try to raise these $1500 in the course of the
We are confident that Workers Age has
made for itself sufficient friends to raisc this sum.

*x k x

Usc blank below for sending funds. Make checks pay-
able to Workers Age.

All contributions will be listed in

weekly.

City

Name
Address

‘WORKERS AGE
51 West 14th Street
Ncw York City.
Enclosed find $.e
to the summer sustaining fund of Workers Age.

as my contribution

State

In this statement Woll threatened the
Fur Workers Union with the loss of its
charter if it admits avowed Commu-
nists. In this statement Woll also cre-
ated the impression that this opinion is
concurred in by Dubinsky of the LL.G.
W.U., Hillman of the A.C.W. and Zarit-
sky of the Cap and Millinery Union—the
three representing the triple alliance.
However, Dubinsky made his position
clear in a statement printed in Women’s
Wear (June 20) and in the Times of
June 21. In this statement Dubinsky
declares that this matter was never tak-
en up during any conferences he had
with Woll and therefore he had not ap-
proved the stand taken by Woll. No
statement has been forthcoming -from
Hillman and Zaritsky.

Lucchi For Convention
Decision

Pietro Lucchi, President of the Fur
Workers International Union of the A.
F. of L. made the following statement:

“With no wish to antagonize the
American Federation of Labor, of
which we are and always have been
a loyal and component part I must
state, however, as president of the
International Fur Workers Union, 1
must abide by the decision of the
International Union adopted by our
convention at Toronto opening the
union’s doors to all bona fide furriers,
regardless of political affiliation, who
seek admission. The convention of
our organization is our supreme body
and I am powerless to reverse any of
its decisions.

“I am hopeful however that all fur-
riers of Communist or other persua-’
sion will realize the stupidity of di-
vision in our ranks, or continued fra-
tricidal conflict, either inside or out-
side ofir organization, and will hence-
forth conduct themselves as genuine
trade unionists in the face of the em-
ployer class.

“Any other conduct will be de-
nounced as acts against the interests
of the workers in the fur industry.”
President Lucchi expressed the same

opinion at mass meetings of the union
on June 20, attended by about: 5,000
members.

Zimmerman’s Statement

Charles Zimmerman, Manager of Loc-
al 22 and vice-president of the I.L.G.
W.U., who had on previous occasions
sharply disagreed with the policies of
president Green now issued a protest
against the policy of Green and Woll
in the furriers industry.

The following statement was released
to the press:

“The declaration of Matthew Woll
ordering unions to bar Communists
from membership on pain of having
their charters revoked, is totally at
variance with the best interests of the
trade union movement and should
meet with vigorous protest and de-
termined opposition from all those
who have the welfare of unionism at
heart. It is the chief strength of the
trade union movement that it unites
in bonds of labor solidarity all those
who work for wages without regard
to race, color, creed or political opin-
ion. To attempt to exclude a whole
section of the working class simply
and solely because of their political

(Continued on Page 4)

Knitgoods Union
Strikes ManyMills

The Joint Council Knitgoods Work-
ers Union is at present conducting
strikes in a number of knitting mills.
The Union is conducting these strikes
in order to preserve and maintain Union
conditions against the attacks of the
employers.

The Joint Council calls on all knit-
goods workers to refuse to go to work
in the following shops that are now be-
ing picketed:

Mayflower Knitting Mills, 89 Bogart
Street, Brooklyn; Astor Knitwear, 476
Knickerbocker Ave., Brooklyn; Colberton
Knitwear, 12 West 32nd Street, New
York City; Ornstein Brothers, 59 Liber-
ty Avenue, Brooklyn; Industrial Knit-
ting Mills, 59 Liberty Avenue, Brook-
lyn; Sun Glo Knitting Mills, 312 Van Sin-
den Ave., Brooklyn; Sternberg Knitting
Mills, 134 West 26th St., New York City.

Due to the militant struggle conduct-
ed by the Joint Council in the last few
weeks the Union has been able to set-
tle and obtain Union conditions in the
following shops: Schwartz Garment
Company, Morab Garment Company;
Empire Manufacturing Co., Dover Knit-
ting Mills, Freegold Knitting Mills, '

The Joint Council calls on all its
members to report to the picket lines
in front of the shops that are on strike.
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SOVIET GETS BREATHING SPELL THRU PACTS

This is the fourth in a series of articles
by Jay Lowestone on “Soviet Foreign Policy
and the World Revolution.” Inr this article
Lowestone continues to amalyze the critics of
Soviet foreign policy.

By JAY LOVESTONE

What the opponents of Soviet foreign
policy forget is that in all essential re-
spects the present tactics pursued by the
Soviet government in its relations with
capitalist countries are identical with
those pursued in the days of Lenin. Here
are but a few incidents of Soviet diplom-
acy to illustrate this.

Early in 1919 Lenin accepted the in-
vitation tendered by President Wilson
and others to the Soviets to hold a con-
ference at Prinkipo at which ‘“the var-
ious Russian factions could iron out
their differences and come to an agree-
ment with the Allies.” Because the Bol-
sheviks accepted, the White Russian
groups refused to participate in the con-
ference. Just about this time (Fcbru-
ary 22, 1919) the Bullitt Mission brought
a definite offer from the Soviet govern-
ment but it was never considered by the
bourgeois governments.

LENIN STRIVES
FOR PEACE

So anxious for peace was Lenin that
on May 7, 1920, the Soviet government
even went so far as to conclude a treaty
of peace with Georgia. This treaty pro-
vided in part:

“There shall henceforth not be tol-
erated any military operations . . .
on the territory of Georgia . . . or
capable of transforming the territory
of Georgia into a base of operations
directed against the RSFSR or
against its allies, or against the pub-
lic order therein established. . . .

“Russia undertakes not to permit
on its territory the sojourn and ac-
tivity of all groups and organizations

Answering Some Critics of Soviet Foreign Policy

pretending to the role of the govern-
ment of Georgia or of any of its
parts, as well as of all groups and
organizations which have as their ob-
ject the overthrow of the government
of Georgia.”

Given the conditions then at hand,
Lenin’s realism was magnificent and
very soon brought great results for the
Soviets.

The same line of strategy was pur-
sued in 1920 in the treatics with Latvia
and Poland providing in part as follows:
Article IV, Sec. 2—(Treaty with Lat-
via, August 11, 1920).

The two contracting parties under-
take “not to permit the formation or
residence in their territory of organ-
izations or groups of any kind claim-
ing to represent the government of
all or part of the territory of the
other contracting party, or of repre-
sentatives or officials of organiza-
tions or groups having as their ob-
ject the overthrow of the government
of the other contracting party.”
Article II—(Treaty with Poland, Oc-

tober 11, 1920).

“Each . .. is entering not to form
or lend support to organizations hav-
ing as their object the promotion of
armed action against the other con-
tracting party, the abolition of its
political or social regime. . .. ”
Here we have the Soviet government,

in Lenin’s days, making pledges not to
make revolutionary propaganda and not
to aid proletarian revolutionists. Really,
alongside of these pledges, some of the
assurances made by the Soviet govern-
ment nowadays appear anaemic and in-
significant.

BOLSHEVIK POLICY
IN RETROSPECT

The kernel of this policy is to be
found in the instructions prepared by
Lenin and Trotsky for the Soviet dele-
gation to the Genoa Conference in 1922.
Rakovsky, until recently an 18-karat
Trotskyite, was chairman of this dele-
gation. In its behalf, Chicherin declared
at Genoa:

“The Russian delegation recognizes
that, in the present historical period,
which permits a parallel co-existence
of the old social order and the new
one being born, economic collabora-
tion between the powers represent-
ing the two systems of property is
urgently necessary for general eco-
nomic reconstruction. . . The Rus-
sian delegation has come here not to
make propaganda for its theoretical
views but to set up practical rela-
tiong with the governments.”

Here we have an offer by the Bol-
sheviks to provide the bourgeoisie with
a program for “capitalist construction”!

But it is interesting to note that while
the Soviet government was making such
otfers to the capitalist governments at
Genoa, the representatives of the Com-
intern (Zetkin, Radek, Bukharin) were
almost simultaneously negotiating in
Berlin with the spokesmen of the Sec-
ond and Two-and-a-half Internationals
for a working class united front against
capitalist reaction and its instruments
of suppression—the various bourgeois
governments.

The Soviet government has rigidly ad-
hered to its “repeated declarations re-
garding the non-responsibility of the
government for acts of the Communist

International.” The vilest enemies of the

The Independent Labor Party Congress

This is the second and concluding article
on the Easter Congress of the Independent
Labor Party of Great Britain. In the first
article Comrade Cork took up the I.L.P.
decistons on international questions—Editor.

» » .
By JIM CORK

The debate and vote on the interna-
tional questions brought out most clearly
the political attitude and relative
strength of the different factions. The
basically, centrist character of the ad-
ministration, with its reactionary tail-
kites (McGovern and Stephen) has al-
ready been indicated in the previous
article. The Trotskyites as always were
the true consistent “internationalists.”
Whether in America, France, Germany
or England the same “international” de-
famations and slanders against the
Soviet Union and the C. I.:

“The breath of Moscow spells death,
beware the Communist Party of Eng-
land, dead section of a dead Interna-
tional. That way lies suicide. The ex-
istence of the Soviet Union is no
more a threat to world imperialism.
Life in Russia grows steadily
worse . ..”

There were none who cheered them-
selves hoarser at McGovern’s reaction-
ary attacks against the Soviet Union and
the C.I. than these self-styled “interna-
tionalists.”

R.P.C. Fights Trotskyism

The most consistent attackers of the
centrist International policy of the
N.A.C.,, the best defenders of the Soviet
Union, the sharpest fighters for a turn
toward the C.I. as the basic agency for
world revolutionary unity (tho not with-
holding criticism where criticism was
due) were the members of the Revolu-
tionary Policy Committee, especially
Comrades Cullen, Gaster and Hilda Ver-
non (the latter is to be commended upon
an excellent speech on the Soviet Union).

The N.A.C. carried its standpoint on
international questions overwhelmingly.
The Trotskyites received about a dozen
votes for their 4th International pro-
positions. The R.P.C. resolutions and
amendments received about two dozen
votes; a definite loss of strength since
last year. The Derby resolution on Soviet
Russia, noting its steady advance in
building socialism, and praising its peace
policy received 47 votes, a substantial
increase over the averagé R.P.C. vote,
but still defeated by a two to one vote.

Trade Union Policy

Aside from the International questions
the most important questions taken up
by the conference related to the trade
union, youth, and electoral policy ques-
tions.

The LL.P. lost most of its trade union
connections when it disaffiliated from the
Labor Party. Its trade union base today
is still very weak. This fact is undoubt-
edly one of the chief contributing factors
to its great loss of membership since
disaffiliation. A great deal of emphasis
in words has been placed upon the neces-
sity of improving the trade union base
of the party. The gap between words and
deeds is still very great. The discussion
on this question showed that in spite of
nominal lip service, there is a definite
lack of active trade union consciousness.
The organizational problems, facing a
revolutionary party turned toward the
trade unions, have hardly begun to be

tackled. To a certain extent there is
even a positive underestimation of trade
union work. The R.P.C. in insisting upon
trade union work as the chief single
type of activity for a revolutionary par-
ty, was even twitted once or twice about
overestimating trade union work, to the
extent of relatively neglecting other
fields of activity to wit: Parliament,
street work, New Leader, etc. The very
formulation in this fashion indicates
their attitude very clearly.

Not unconnected with this is a theo-
retical attitude in certain sections which
reminds one of the good old “social
;fascist” conceptions -of the trade unions.
Class-collaboration is characterized as a
téndency toward corporate unionism and
the reactionary burocracy as a fascist
itendency This weakness in theory and
practice presents the more conscious
revolutionary elements in the L.L.P. with
a real task.

. Electoral Policy .

In regard to Electoral Policy, the
LL.P. decided upon a practically indepen-
dent policy of running as many and
‘getting as many I.L.P. candidates elected
as possible. The R.P.C. presented a posi-
tion for a wider and more flexible policy,
including a program for locals where the
LL.P. couldn’t hope to have any success
.i.e. critical support to class conscious
{Labor Party candidates, etc. The Trot-
!skyites with their opportunistic inter-
‘pretation of “to the masses” swung way
over to an almost completely uncritical
support of the Labor Party and the (per-
haps) coming labor government. Both
‘R.P.C. and Trotskyite policies were de-
' feated.

War On Youth

The Youth question must be given a
little more extended treatment for I am
convinced that the decision arrived at
by the conference on this question cannot
but have serious negative results. The
Guild of Youth (G.0.Y.) has had a
measure of autonomy. Especially on in-
ternational problems (favorable attitude
toward the Soviet Union; its looking
toward the C.I. as the only possible basis
for a unified revolutionary movement)
has the G.0.Y. taken an independent
position, quite opposite to that of the
majority attitude of the IL.P. It has
engaged in close united front activity
with the Y.C.L. and has driven hard
for unity with the C.I. This conference
proposed to abolish the autonomy of the
G.0.Y., to subordinate it organizational-
ly to the party, and to force it to adopt
the party line on all questions.

The atmosphere developed in the dis-
cussion was sharp in the extreme. Sam
McKaskie, of the N.E.C. of the G.0.Y.
made a strong plea for continued
autonomy for the youth warning that:
“The N.A.C. is trying to block, with or-
ganizational methods, a political trend in-
the G.O.Y. which it doesn’t like.” The
plea was unavailing and the adverse
decision was made. There is a probability
that this decision may mean a split by

! sections of the G.0.Y. This has already

begun on a small scale. How substantial
1it may become is too early to forecast,
but large or small the results can only
be bad for the situation as a whole.
With the LL.P. having taken a step
backward on International questions it
was doubly necessary for the G.0.Y. ele-
ments, who have developed the relative-

ly healthiest attitude toward the C.I. and
the Soviet Union to stay in and continue
the fight to win adherents to their views.
There is to be feared also an uncritical
throwback to the Y.C.L., and the blunt-
ing of the necessary critical attitude to
the tactical weaknesses of the Commun-
ist movement in England as elsewhere,
which are necessary to raise in the inter-
ests of a healthy revolutionary future.

The I.L.P. Leadership

The N.A.C. elected by the conference
was practically the same as last year.
Gaster, a leader of the R.P.C., is the
only opposition member on it. Cullen
was barely nosed out for a place. Run-
ning for ‘chairman of the party against
Maxton, Cullen received only 11 out of
some 130 votes. The poor vote for Cullen
symbolized two things, first the senti-
mental hold that the centrist leadership,
typified most strongly by Maxton, still
has over the majority of the membership,
and second the weakness of the R.P.C.
Indeed it was painfully apparent that

outside of London the R.P.C. had nexti

to nothing.
speak of the R.P.C. as a national force.
They have definitely lost strength since
last year. It is to be hoped that the
R.P.C. draws the requisite conclusions
from these facts. That the R.P.C. grow
stronger is a prerequisite to the pos-
sible and hoped for progressive develop-
ment of the I.LL.P. as a whole.

It must more consciously organize it-
self, it must grow stronger, it must seek
to develop its influence beyond London,
into the Midlands, and especially Scot-
land. It must take the lead in clarifying
all important theoretical questions, it
must constantly assume the initiative in
pushing the LL.P. along the necessary
path in practical work (trade unions,
etc.). It must resist to the full the pes-
simistic feelings for withdrawal from
the IL.P. which unfortunately have
cropped up even within its own ranks.
In view of the step back of the LL.P.
the responsibilities of the R.P.C. for the
future become doubly weighty. One can’t
overestimate the difficulties of the fight
ahead nor the importance of the fight.

AT FIRST GLANCE

(Continued from Page 1)

No one need waste a fraction of a
second worrying over what the Supreme
Court would say (if called upon) about
this enlargement of the president’s pow-
er. If a single Congressman had any
doubts about the Supreme Court ap-
proving such an obvious strikebreaking
measure, the Administration would nev-
er have dared rush this proposal. It is
patent that Roosevelt means business
for Big Business in the event Labor
should seek to defend itself against em-
ploying class aggression stimulated by
the recent chain of reactionary Supreme
Court verdicts.

Could there be a more timely occa-
sion for the working class organizations
breaking - all bonds and ties with the
agencies of their exploiters, with the
government and the two-party system?

JOIN
the
Communist Opposition

81 West 14th Street
New York City

One can’t by any means!

U.S.8.R. have always deliberately sought |

to blur or deny this distinction of organ-
isms and separation of responsibilities.
It is precisely on the basis of this dis-
tinction that on June 4, 1923, in Trot-
sky’s sunshine days, the Soviet govern-
ment, pursuing its peace policy, signed
a treaty with England providing:

“Not to support with funds or in
any other form, persons, or bodies,
or agencies, or institutions whose aim
is to spread discontent, or to foment
rebellion in any part of the British
Empire, and to impress upon its of-
ficers and officials the full and con-
tinuous observance of these condi-
tions.”

Indeed, a more sweeping pledge could
not have been exacted. But the Soviets
literally gave up nothing and gained
tremendously thru the re-establishment
of trade and diplomatic relations with
Great Britain. The Comintern continu-
ed its activities with industry and in-
telligence.

WHAT THE SOVIETS
GAINED

Even some keen bourgeois students
of international affairs could see what
the Soviets were driving at in these
agreements—in these forerunners of
present-day U.S.S.R. treaties with for-
eign powers. Said Professor Malhone

W. Graham, Jr. in his study of “The!

Soviet Security System,”
published in September 1929:

“In both these sets of agreements,
as well as in the now historic Anglo-
Russian Trading Agreement, there
were elaborated, in varying degrees,
the provisions which Russia thought
essential to her military security
against a renewal of aggressiong from
certain  quarters. By differently
pledging various nations, previously
in open or passive hostility to the
Soviet regime to a predetermined line
of conduct which would prevent mili-
tary aggression, Soviet Russia suc-
ceeded in breaking the iron circle
of her foes and in progressively iso-
lating the powers or groups engaged
in definite hostilities with her.

“A broad analysis of all the fore-
going agreements reveals the fact
that the Soviet government began to
elaborate its security policy by build-
ing, on the stipulations of conven-
tional neutrality, the broad outlincs
of a non-aggression system. In ad-
dition to converting the conception
of neutral obligation from a passive
one such as marked nineteenth cen-
tury ncutrality to one of an active
and positive character, the Soviet
government insisted on giving and re-
ceiving specific guarantces of non-
aggression and non-interference.”

(pp. 12-13)

SOVIET ALLIANCES
AND THE COMINTERN

The Soviet government was only
about two months old when it first con-
ceived the idea of being in alliance with
some capitalist countries for a certain
length of time. If ever there was the
slightest grain of truth in the nonsensi-
cal charge that the C.I. was a section
of the Foreign Office of the Soviet gov-
ernment, that was so in the early days
of the Soviets. To illustrate both phas-
es, let me cite the Decree of ithe Sov-
iet government, December 13, 1917, de-
claring that it is necessary

“to come forth with all aid, includ-
ing financial aid, to the assistance of
the left, internationalist wing of the
workers’, movement of all countries,
entirely regardless of whether these
countries are at war with Russia, or
in alliance, or whether they retain
their neutrality. With these aims the
Soviet Peoples’ Commissars ordain
the assigning of two million rubles
for the needs of the revolutionary in-
ternationalist movement, at the dis-
position of the foreign representatives
of the Commissariat for Foreign Af-
fairs.”

This was some time before the foun-
dation of the Communist International.
This was at a time when the interna-
tional proletarian revolutionary forces
had not yet suffered certain defeats.
Yet Lenin, author of this decree, saw
possible values for the proletariat in
such simultaneous alliances with bour-
geois powers. This, of course, didn’t
mean in the least an abatement of revo-
lutionary work. Today, with the Comin-
tern being an entity distinct from the
Soviet government, this is even more
true.

It was Lenin and not Stalin who first
conceived the possible necessity of the
proletarian government getting into an
alliance with jimperialist governments
in order to save itself from attack by
another imperialist government. Thus
Lenin said in February 1918.

“But what if the representative of
the exploited class, of those who suf-
fer, after that class has overthrown
the exploiters and has published and
annulled all secret and grasping
agreements is the object of a treach-
erous attack by the German imperial-
ists? Is he to be condemned for deal-
ing with the Anglo-French robbers,
for accepting their arms and potatoes
in exchange for the timber and so on?
And how timely is the following ad-

vice culled from Lenin’s letter to the

American Workers on August 20, 1918:
“He is no socialist who does not
realize that, in the interest of the
victory over the bourgeoisie, in the
interest of transferring power to the
workers, in the interest of the inter-
national proletarian revolution which
is commencing, one must not and
should not stop short at any sacri-
fices, even the sacrifice of territory
or the sacrifice of severe defeats at
the hands of imperialism. . . .

“They (hypocritical slanderets of
workers’ government) act as if they
do not understand the difference be-
tween a pact of the ‘socialists’ with
the bourgeoisie (native or foreign)
against the workers, against the toil-
ers—and an agreement which the
workers, who have overcome their
bourgeoisie, enter into with the bour-
geoisie of a definite color against the
bourgeoisie of another national color,
in order to protect the proletariat and
to take advantage of the antagonisms
existing among the various groups of
the bourgeoisie.

“There are agreements and agree-
ments; there are fagots et fagots, as
the French say....”

Today’s great prowess of the U.S.S.R.
in international affairs is a monument
to this dynamic realism of Lenin’s ap-
proach which has essentially character-
ized Soviet foreign policy thruout the
years. To day the Soviet government no
‘longer finds it necessary even to think
of territorial concessions. When Stalin
‘recently threatened to hit on the snout
any power threatening Soviet territory,
he wasn’t bluffing. The Red Army to-
day can well defend the Socialist father-
land.

WHY SOVIET POSITION
IS STRONGER

Less and less does the Soviet Union
have to beg the favors or fear the hate
of the capitalist countries. This stead-
ily improved international position of
the Soviet Republic is rooted in its tre-
mendously strengthened economic posi-
tion and in the resulting enhanced pop-
ularity of the Socialist Republic among
the proletarian and oppressed masses
the world over.. The big gains in social-
ist construction have simultaneously
proved a great stimulus to the interna-
tional labor movement as well as a boon
to the masses in the U.S.S.R.

All of the enormous changes in Sov-
iet economy have been in but one direc-
tion—the building up of socialized heavy
industry and the development of a cal-
lectivized rural economy. Thru the
smashing of Russia’s most dangerous
capitalist forces, the kulaks in the agrar-
ian areas, the Soviets have extended
the socialist revolution to the country-
side and have driven the final nail into
the coffin of the capitalist forces with-
in its own boundaries. And just as a
victory for the working class of any one
country is a victory for the workers of
all countries, so a defeat of the capital-
ist elements in any one country at the
hands of the proletariat is a defeat for
capitalism in all countries, a setback for
capitalism as a world economic system.

Only those who are hopeless calumnia-
tors or blind to facts can maintain that
recent Soviet economic progress has
been at the expense of socialist prineci-
ples. The development of a great sup-
ply of new basic capital has taken place
under great difficulties without any sub-
stantial aid from the outside and free
from the evils attendant to this process
under capitalism. The radical changes
in the social composition, in the class
makeup of the Soviet population, and in
the class relations in the U.S.S.R., with-
in recent years, have been entirely in
the direction of the proletariat in the
U.S.S.R. completing its victory. The ex-
traordinary progress registered during
this period in the life and culture of the
Soviet people has flown directly from
this socialist offensive in the urban and
rural areas. The marked strengthening
of the hand of the working class inside
of the U.S.S.R. has obviously served to
fortify the position of the Soviet gov-
ernment outside, in the international
arena, in its relations with the capitalist
countries.
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SHADOW OF 1914 FALLS UPON COMINTERN

(Continued from previous issue)

On May 21st following a few days of
silence Peri touches the question in an
Hitler as a revolutionary defeatism is a
er and We.” Peri is the author of a reg-
ular column on foreign affairs in Hu-
manite.

“Hitler Germany is not an ordinary im-
perialist power. Hitlerism has introduced

a new factor into international relation-

ships. Hitlerism is counter-revolution come

fo power.® Hitlerism is at the same’ time
the leading, active, anti-Soviet force; the
cmbodiment of mad, barbaric awar propa-
ganda and of the struggle to destroy

‘Marxism’—to destroy all workers’ rights.

Other reactionary dictatorships have some

of these characteristics. The difference be-

taween the Iitler dictatorship and other
reactionary dictatorships is that the Hitler
dictatorship combines all these character-
istics as ene and the same time. ... We
accept neither conditional nor uncondi-
ticnal national defense. We are for revo-
lutionary defense. JF'¢ are determined to
fulfill our duty of revolutionary defense in
case of war in which revolutionary de-
fense would be opposed to so-called na-
tional defense. We are determined to ful-
fill our duty of revolutionary defense in
case of awar in which revolutionary de-
fense and so-called national defense coin-
cide. We reject and awill always reject
‘national defense. We shall always re-
main loyal to revolutionary defense. Rev-
olutionary defense demands that we de-
fend pcace against the Hitler counter-
revolution. Rewvolutionary defeatism de-
mands that we work for the defeat of the

Hitler counter-revolution. This is clear.”

Unfortunately, this is not clear.

The recognition of the possibility that
“revolutionary defense” might “coin-
cide” with the “national defense” leaves
room for the possibility of éndorsing na-
tional defense, the war policies cf the
bourgeois government and the bourgedis
army. The fact that in a concrete case
national defense might be termed revo-
lutionary defense so as to justify its en-
dorsement does not make things clearer
but tends to confuse them still more.

Revolutionary defeatism is the Bol-
shevik policy of fighting for the defeat
of one’s own government in time of
war. To speak of the attempt of French
communists to work for the defeat of
Hitler as revolutionary defeatism is a
confusion of terms. Revolutionary de-
featism demands that the German work-
ing class work for the defeat of the
Hitler regime and that the French work-
ing class work for the defeat of its
own bourgeoisie.

The Hitler dictatorship is counter-rev-
olution come to power. And what, if we
may ask, is the Italian fascist govern-
ment, or the Polish? And what was
the Ebert-Noske regime?

THOREZ PRESENTS
OFFICIAL POSITION

Finally, Maurice Thovez, the secretary
of the Communist Party broached the
subject at a meeting on May 17th. His
position can be considered to be the offi-
cial C.P. position at present.
below the decisive ‘sections of his speech
as printed in Humanite of May 24th:

“Comrades, some have said: ‘This is
no change’ . . . But it would be all too
simple to say with a mere phrase: ‘There
has been no change'. On the contrary, it
is mecessary to examine precisely how the
situation has changed. We must not hold
to the arqument: It is only a question of
a mere diplomatic declaration. . . . In the
present instance, we are concerned with an
entirely different thing than a simple dip-
lomatic communique. )

“In the event of a counter-revolutionary
awar against the country of Socialism, we
shall support the Red drmy of the Soviet
Union with cvery means at our command
and we shall struggle for the defeat of
any power whick leads in the war against
the Sowviet Union: . . . Therefore, we are
now faced with two factors which modify
the situation, as compared to 1914: One,
the existence of the Soviet Union, the coun-
try of socialism, and, two, the ravages of
fascism in Central Europe. . . . Commu-
nists judge a war always in relation with
the conditions awhich produce it and which
are capable of modifying it even during
the -course of the war. . . . The dangers
awhich menace the Soviet Union are grave.
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.
It is menaced on the West by Hitler fas-
cism, which seeks to draw with it Polish
fascism, and on the East by Japanese im-
perialism. 1f under these conditions war
breaks out against the Soviet Union, and
if on the side of the Sowiet Union there
awas to be found an imperialist state, this
war would not be a war of two imperial-
ist camps, since it would be monstrous to
consider a side imperialist which included
the country of socialism, the country of
the working class.

“And here I shall answer a question
which has been put to me: ‘In any war
unloosed by Ilitler against the Sowviet
Union, would you apply your slogan:
Transform the tmperialist awar into Civil
War'? \Well, no! Because in such a war
it would not be a question of an imperial-
ist conflict between two imperialist gangs,
it would be a question of a war against
the Soviet Union.”

Thorez then cites the well-known let-
ter of Lenin to the American workers
in which he declares that under certain
conditions he would even accept military
aid from French monarchists in order
to defend the Soviet Union. But Thorez
fails to see that this explanation is re-
levant only to the alliance between the
Soviet Union and imperialist France but
does not provide for the relation of
French Communists to their government
in such a case .

Thorez then continues:

“One instrument remained—the Mutual
Assistance Pact, allying the peoples de-
siring peace against those altempting to
foment aggression. This is why we are
for the Mutual .Issistance Pact. We de-
manded its enactment and we add that the
people in France do not on that account
have any greater confidence in Monsieur
Flandin's government or in any government
of the bourgeoisie. We have confidence in
the masses of the people who are the
guarantee of the defense of peace and
who will not allow the army to remain
an instrument of reaction and of fascism,
thus jeopardizing peace.”

It is obvious that the explanations of
Thorez contradict those of Vaillant-Cou-
turier. Thorez’ statement represents a
180 degree turn.

THE FALLACY OF
THOREZ’ POSITION

The following points are important in
Thorez’ explanation:

1. He declines to look upon Stalin’s
statement merely as a diplomatic docu-
ment; to him it represents the guide of
action for the Communist parties out-
side the Soviet Union, This viewpoint
is entirely false.

2. Thorez maintains that a war in
which imperialist France fights side by
side with the Soviet Union ceases to be
an imperialist war as far as France is
concerned.  This is an impermissible
simplification. Such a war cannot be
reduced to such a simple formula. Such
a war bears a complex character. It is
a reactionary war as far as bourgeois
France is concerned no matter what
form the bourgeois government takes. It
is an imperialist war because France
pursues imperialist war aims: i.e., the
defense of its position as a leading im-
perialist power in Europe, the defcnse
of its imperialist possessions in Africa
and Asia. In case of victory France
would aim for the partition of Ger-
many and the annexation of certain Ger-
man sections. It would, furthermore,
suppress the extension of the proletar-
ian revolution beyond the Rhine river.
The danger is not so much an alliance
of imperialist France with Hitler against
the Soviet Union; but rather an alliance
with a bourgeois counter-revolutionary
government (possibly having Social
Democratic leaders again) which would
replace Hitler and fight the German
working class and the Soviet Union.

“Revolutionary war” is not the start-
ing point but the aim of the French
working class. This aim can be realized
only in a civil war in which the imper-
jalist war aims of the bourgeoisie are
destroyed, in which bourgeois class rule
of France itself is overthrown. The con-
ception that a revolutionary war could
be waged by an imperialist government
is sheer nonsense.

3. Thorez expressly excludes the slog-
an of the transformation of the imper-
ialist war into a civil war in this con-

YOUTH CAMP OPENS

PIONEER YOUTH OF AMERICA,
INC., at 69 Bank Street is registering
children now for its camp at Rifton,
New York. PIONEER YOUTH CAMP
has a working class point of view and
is devoted to the interests of workers’
children. In this inter-racial, non-sec-
tarian cooperative children’s community
the methods of progressive education are
combined with the ideals of the labor
movement.

The camp is located in a delightful
spot in the Catskills and has every facil-
ty for games, sporks and creative work.
Boys and girls from six to sixteen years
of age are accepted as campers for
either the full season starting July third,
or for part time. A special rate is avail-
able to children of trade union mem-
bers. The Camp is non-commercial and
non-profit making and is heartily en-
dorsed by labor leaders and prominent
educators.

crete case. This is the direct opposite
of vaillant-Couturier’s statement and will
inevitably lead to class peace—official
or unofficial—because by rejecting civil
war in this case one must reject all
class struggle action which prepare civil
war, which at a certain point would turn
into a civil war.

We categorically reject this viewpoint.
The only change in the situation since
the world war consists in the fact that
the aim of the working class to over-
throw the bourgeois government must
not stop with the demand for peace with-
out annexationg but must be for the ini-
tiation of vigorous revolutionary war
campaigns on the side of the Soviet
Union, and this must become the domi-
nant force in the mobilization of the
workers against the bourgeois govern-
ment. We fight for the overthrow of the
bourgeois government of France in the
name of victory on the side of the Sov-
iet Union, in the name of defeat for the
Hitler dictatorship, in the name of vig-
orous and real revolutionary war cam-
paigns conducted by a working class
government and not by a bourgeois gov-
ernment. The slogan of civil war is
therefore to be retained.

4. Thorez’ remarks on the present re-
actionary character of the army are
closely linked up with his general posi-
tion. He makes it appear as it if were
the job of the proletariat to prevent the
bourgeois army from turning into a re-
actiohary tool: The bourgeois army,
however, is already a tool of reaction
and it is not the task of the proletar-
iat to prevent its possible development
into a reactionary force but to revolu-
tionize it.

That is not all.
await us.

Some better gems

CZECHOSLOVAKIA SHOWS
SAME CONFUSION

According to a report in Le Temps
of May 24th the Communist deputy
Sverma of Czechoslovakia made the fol-
lowing statement in an open meeting
in Prague:

“We are for the maintenance of the in-
dependence of Czechoslovakia which can
be defended only by a strong army purged
of fascist elements and in which workers'
political rights are granted. We demand
the restoration of suffrage for the soldiers.
We are for the unity of the workers at
any price.”

Humanite printed this statement in an
article of May 26th and fully endorsed
it with the following expanation:

“They (the Communists) are not con-
ducting a pacifist sham fight which would
be directed against the technical measures
of defense only and which would actually
mean the renunciation of any real fight
against Hitler and in the final analysis
amount to an encouragement of Hitler. The,
Communists raise the question of defense
as a political act so that the defense will
be assured under the control of the work-
ers.”

On this basis they demand that the
army be purged of fascist elements and
that the right to vote be restored to sol-
diers.

“To us revolutionaries a strong army
for the defense of the rewvolution means
above all an army, purged of reactionary
officers, which grants all civil rights to
the soldiers so that it is possible for us to
awin over this army.”

It is completely beside the point to

pose the defense by a bourgeois army
as a technical question. This is a most
important political question, of course.
It is a question of which class controls
the armed forces.

The leader of the right wing of the
French Social Democracy, Frossard, cor-
rectly calls attention to the fact that the
position taken by the Humanite in its
article amounts to the well-known army
reform act of Jaures. He points this
out to show his agreement with such a
position.

Hitherto the Communist slogan pro-
pagated in all bourgeois armies was the
formation of soldiers’ councils and not
that of demanding democratic “civil
rights”. We see no reasoning for chang-
ing the original slogan.

CONFUSION DANGEROUS
FOR WAR THREATENS

It must be emphasized that the con-
fusion in the C. P. of France and the
C.P. of Czechoslovakia created by Stal-
in’s statement is suicidal since a war
may break out any day. Such confusion
can be eliminated only by the creation
of the prerequisites needed for the cor-
rect solution of such weighty problems
by the C.I. and its sections—namely, in-
ner-party democracy and the replace-
ment of the monopoly of the C.P.S.U. in
the C.I. by a real collective leadership.

The statement of Stalin tho it has
created confusion among the Communist
parties outside the Soviet Union has a
positive phase inasmuch as it has raised
these questions and has unwittingly
caused a discussion. It is up to us, the
C.P.O., to lend comradely aid towards a
rapid and correct solution in the inter-
est of clarity of the communist move-
ment inside and outside the Soviet
Union, in the interest of a genuine, revo-
lutionary defense of the Soviet Union

and the advance of the world revolution.

In One of the Blind Alleys

By E. BRAND

An orthopaedist diagnoses and treats
painful feet. An orthopsychiatrist diag-
noses and treats painful behavior. That
was the original idea at any rate. On
February 21-23, the American Ortho-
psychiatric Association assembled for its
twelfth annual session in Hotel Penn-
sylvania, New York City to hear the re-
ports of what its member psychiatrists,
psychologists, social workers, educators,
are deing or have done, and particularly
in this session, to evaluate some of their
results.

Results Do Not Count

The Child Guidance movement pio-
neered by Dr. Healy in connection with
the Chicago Juvenile Court in 1909 has
been functioning for 25 years. It should
have some progress to report.

Said Dr. Hartwell, of the Worcester
Child Guidance Clinic, “It is too early
to evaluate our work. And what differ-
ence does it really make? If the statis-
tics show we are not getting anywhere,
we know we’'ll keep right on just the
same.”

Dr. Hartwell, honest, blunt, voicing
what many felt but none seconded, was
reacting to the Gluecks’ recent book
“One Thousand Delinquent Boys” (or
rather to Taylor and Elkind’s scholarly
statistical discussion of it) in which an
exhaustive follow-up study demonstrated
that many juvenile delinquents studied
by the Judge Baker Foundation and
treated by Juvenile Court stopped being
juveniles but not delinquents. The phen-
omenon of continued recidivism, report-
ed by the Gluecks’, is an unhappy fact
for the Orthopsychiatrists and much of
the first session was spent explaining it
away in statistical terms . . . We need
new criteria of recidivism, new norms,
new differentiations, new techniques, new
self-criticism—everything but a new so-
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Study In Delinquency

After lunch, the ball room audience
broke up into smaller conference groups
to talk over the field problems of their
daily work. The one on delinquency was
a beautiful cross section of honest, eager
workers bucking their heads again and
again against harsh realities which they
saw but did not understand.

“What shall be our role?” a young so-
cial worker asked and repeated with an-
noying insistence every time he could
get the floor—annoying because no one
knew the answer. But he kept asking:
“What shall be our role? A boy gets
out of a corrective institution, gets along
all right, doesn’t want psychiatric help,
then he gets into trouble again. What
shall be our role? Shall we force psy-
chiatric help on him?”

“You think he would not get into
trouble if he had psychiatric help?” Dr.
Healy, the chairman injects mildly, to
clarify the issue. Nobody answers. No-
body knows, Dr. Bronner, who with Dr.
Healy, has worked in the ficld for over
twenty years finally tries to soothe the
lad. “After we have experimented an-
other six or seven yecars,” he says, “we
may be able to answer your question
‘What shall be our role’? ”, The young
man shuts up but his question, like a
persistent mosquito, bites on.

Facts are presented: 90 to 95% of
adult criminals were juvenile delin-
quents. In certain areas, those contigu-
ous to the Loop of Chicago, 90% of the
boys are delinquents. It is the norm.

Where Is The Remedy?

A remedy! Dr. Robie suggests steriliz-
ing defectives. “Then the next genera-
tion will not be satisfied to live in such
areas as the Loop!”

Dr. Doll, whose special competence is
work with defectives, scotches this no-
tion. “The defective delinquents are the
ones who get caught, but feebleminded-
ness is no explanation or direct cause
of delinquency. Delinquency is a social
problem.” No one mentions that the
existence of such slum areas as border
the Loop is also a social phenomenon
depending on a far flung industrial sys-
tem more than on the eugenic output
or‘ preferences of its local population.

Dr. Healy inserts, in wise, modest,
rambling fashion, a story of a group of
delinquents studied under his direction.
“When these children were placed in
decent homes, there was a cessation of
delinquency in 95% of the cases. Then
these children returned to their bad
homes. The results were appallingly
bad. . . Can Child Guidance render ado-
lescents immune to conditions society al-
lows to exist?”

Areal Cleaning

A real clean-up, Dr. Healy suggests as
a way out. He turns to the Gluecks’ fig-
ures on recidivism .(it is hard to get
away from them); “Gluecks’ figures are
taken five years after treatment ceased.
What can you expect when an individual
is left in the same environment of in-
fection? How can you evaluate the
Court (Juvenile Court and Child Guid-
ance Clinic) in such situations? The
conditions breed delinquency and con-
tinue to do so no matter what we do.
Until a real work is done (cleaning up
local areas breeding delinquency) we
will breed continued  armies of delin-

quents”,

The question was not raised as to the
size or source of these areas, whether
they were coterminus with the social
system which breeds them.

* * *

“Why did you do this?” Dr, Healy
asked some boys caught stealing:

“We hadn’t anything else to do” they
explained. “Why does not the school in-
terest these adolescent boys—many of
them are not dull. Perhaps if the school
led to a job or taught something use-
ful, they would find interest jn it.”

Apprentice System

Healy suggested to the mceting the
usefulness of the old apprentice system
for lads like these.

An immediate enthusiastic response
from the audience. One leader in the
field rose to outline just how this could
be effected. “The State and the Employ-
er can pay [or the apprenticeship of all
boys and girls coming thru the Juvenile
Courts”. It sounded very plausible. One
of the uncmployed fathers of a 4th grade
student might have taught this sheltered
high I. Q. some of the facts of industrial
life where experienced adults cannot get
jobs and the skill lines are breaking
down.

Dr. Healy brought up the “Solution
Thru Education.,” “We were going to
solve everything by education. Crime
existed because there wasn’t enough edu-
cation. 'We have the most education and
are the most crime ridden country.”

“We have found” said Dr. Wile of Mt.
Sinai, brilliant and debonair, “that edu-
cation is a push button that does not
work.”

A man rose in the front row. “Next
month” he said, “a commission on de-
linquency is to meet in New Jersey.
There will be a section on the preven-
tion of delinquency. I came here to-
day to find out what constructive ideas
I might report to that section and I
find nothing. Nothing.”

In A Blind Alley

Silence. A few sketches of isolated
successful projects as in Rochester. Si-
lence. A man rises to speak: “It amazes
me that Dr. Healy and Dr. Bonner can
keep their cheerful smiles when year af-
ter year they come to these conventions
with reports on fine pieces of individual
study and treatment they have done but
with complete pessimism about the gen-
eral problem. How do they keep their
smiles ?”

To find an answer to this major prob-
lem, T stayed and asked Dr. Healy how
he felt about Dr. Frankwood William’s
thesis that the problem is a reflex of
our social system, that all we workers
can hope to do under this set-up is to
help’ possibly a few individual cases, that
a new social order is necessary to yield
new statistics on delinquency and men-
tal hygiene.

Dr. Healy smiled and answered with
quiet seriousness: “A group of leaders
in the field met privately in Chicago re-
cently and you might be surprised to
know how general that point of view
was.”
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A Victory for Hitler

HE Anglo-German naval agreement just concluded is perhaps the most sig-

nificant, victory scored by Hitler in his foreign relations. In all its implica-
tions and potentialities it far transcends the Polish alliance. Hence, given the
present international situation, this agreement will prove a powerful force making
for war.

To some shallow and wishful observers this British move towards a rap-
prochement may come as a harbinger of peace. This is a most untenable con-
clusion. Separation of England from France is a cardinal aim of German im-
perialism on the warpath. Had the Kaiser been able to achieve this, German im-
perialism would have been victorious in 1914. Had Germany not been relatively
sure of being able to keep Great Britain from lining up with France, there is
good reason to think that the Hohenzollern armies might not have moved when
they did in the last world conflict.

A brief analysis of what this pact may bring will suffice to put in bold re-
lief some of the aggravated dangers. First, the much-heralded “united front”
established at Stresa has collapsed like a house of cards. It is certain that Hit-
ler will, at his first available moment, put a match to it. Secondly, it encourages
the German Fascist regime to speculate and calculate on divisions among other
powers and strengthens its world position. Thirdly, thru this naval agreement,
Germany is tremendously strengthened against France. Fourthly, it raises to a
high point of acuteness the menace of the Hitler government against the Soviet
Union. Fifthly, it marks another stage in the burial of the corpse called the
Versailles system. Finally, when the “mistress of the sea” with such a great
flourish of virtue and magnanimity accorded German imperialism the “de jure”
right to a 35% naval ratio and a 45% submarine strength (in comparison with
Great Britain’s) it supplied.a terrific stimulus to a world naval race. Certain-
ly, U. S. and Japanese imperialism will take note and push their naval programs
even further upward.

This arrangement with Germany throws considerable light on British imper-
jalist strategy. There are powerful forces at work driving it towards an anti-
Soviet and pro-Hitler orientation. For one thing, England dreads an independent-
ly strong France (independent of British support) as much as an independently
strong Germany. If Lombard Street imperialism were only sure that German
aggression would go eastward and not westward, the London bankers would utter
no fears and shed no tears over a bellicose Third Reich. The fact that German
aggression means a drive against the U. S. S. R. is, to scy the least, of no con-
cern to England. In fact Great Britain would welcome and might even support
such a “punitive” expedition against Bolshevism.

The only reason Great Britain looks askance at a German thrust westward, at
a direct attack on France, is that such a move would bring the menace of Hitl-
ler’s military prowess closer home. Indeed, it is for its own skin and not love for
France, its “great democratic ally” in the last war, that impells England to ally
herself today, even on a limited scale, with the Quai d’Orsay.

* * *

THE mainspring of foreign policy in every country, of every government, is to
be found in the dominant class interests of the respective land. Shibboleths,
demagogic slogans, expensive “ideals” are only instruments utilized to express
and defend these class instruments and are never in themselves decisive forces.
Vows of loyalty by one government to another in international relations are as
false as the dicer’s oaths. In this sense, one cannot underscore too heavily the
character of the French government’s interests in its pact with the U.S.S.R.
France, unlike England, fears a German thrust eastward almost as much as
westward. A Hitler drive eastward means an attack on the French system of al-
liances—either frontally or thru disruption. French imperialism realizes that
alone, without the aid of its system of alliances, it stands no chance against the
German imperialist robbers.

Hence, it is not in the least any solicitude for the defense of the Soviet
Union but only their own interests that have driven the French bourgeoisie into a
limited pact with the U.S.S.R. Here we have an accurate estimate of how little
real and lasting value such mutual aid pacts have for the Soviet Republics. Here
we likewise have an idea of the essential worthlessness of such treaties as in-
struments of peace. At best, such pacts, once in while, serve only to delay imper-
ialist war, as the Soviet Union fully realizes. It would arouse no surprise for us
if this Anglo-German naval arrangement would prove the first of a series of such
gains by Hitler Germany to break its relative isolation in the international arena.
The conflict with Italy over plundering of Abyssinia, the increasingly grave chal-
lenge of Japan in the Far East are only some of the many complications which
Hitler will exploit towards this end. Besides, sentiment among those who count
in Great Britain has, for some time, been going in the direction of Hitler. The
foreign policy of the Labor Party, which has a reasonable chance of winning the
next elections, suffers in no small measures from such a tinge. The invitation of
the Prince of Wales to German war veterans to visit England was another sig-

nificant feather in the wind. Even the “London Economist” recently broke with! ™ 4 g
e ‘right to strike and picket has been as-

its anti-Hitler orientation and hailed the “Fuehrer’s” last foreign policy speech
with the following extravagant praise:

“Up on our minds—and, we believe, upon the great majority of Eng-

lish minds—the speech makes an overwhelming impression of sincerity . . .

Herr Hitler is here speaking with the sane and simple voice of the common

man. . . . Are these declarations either less credible or less valuable because

their maker consistently repeats them? . .. Herr Hitler has repeatedly been

told of his duty to give a lead to Europe. This week he has given the lead.”

This whole situation adds further confirmation to the soundness of the Com-

munist conclusion: that only the solidarity of the international proletariat, only

the militant action of the workers of all countries can really prevent imperialist

war and most effectively insure the defense of the Soviet Union. MORE than

that. Only revolutionary proletarian struggle, bringing on the defeat and de-

struction of all capitalist governments and the establishment of proletarian dic-

tatorships, can guarantee the end of capitalism and the beginning of a peaceful

world, a classless, a socialist society. Hourly it becomes more urgent for all
workers organizations to strive toward the achievement of this goal.

National Guard in Lumber Strike

(Continued from Page 1)
eting to cease.

Union leaders called upon the sheriff
Tuesday morning and after denying that
the union was involved in the alleged
beating up of the truck driver declared
that the union was going to maintain a
picket line at the Bridal Veil mill and
would put new pickets on the line as'fast
as the sheriff made arrests.

By nightfall Tuesday 23 pickets had
becn arrested and charged with disorder-
ly conduct. Wednesday the sheriff’s de-
puties moved into Bridal Veil en masse
and drove the workers from the picket
line and land they had rented near the
mill, rounded them up and herded them
down the highway nine miles, raining

blows upon their backs with riot clubs
when they did not move fast enough to
suit them. One picket testified at a
subsequent court hearing that he had
been struck no less than one hundred
times. He stripped to his waist in the
courtroom to exhibit his bruised body
as mute testimony. By Wednesday night
a total of 237 workers had been ar-
rested.

In referring later to this brutal at-
tack, B. A. Green, attorney for the union,
said, “The- procession driving the men
down the highway the other night was
like old Russia, it was Hitlerism.”

On Thursday union forces moved in-
to action on two fronts. An injunction
suit to restrain the sheriff of Multono-

EUROPE TODAY

(Continued from Page 1)

The dissolution of all Kuomintang or-
ganizations in the territory; The dissolu-
tion of all anti-Japanesc sccret leagues
(Blue Shirts, etc.); The withdrawal of
the political and military staff of the
Nanking government in Deking; The
banning of the anti-Japancse boycott.

Less than 8 days later the Nanking
government was forced to grant these
demands. Japan had prepared this coup
d’etat for some time. In order to cnable
the Nanking government to “save its
face” the ultimatum was withdrawn and
the Chinese government “voluntarily”
granted the Japanese demands. The Jap-
anesc Manchurian army, to all appcar-
ances, confronted Tokyo with an accom-
plished fact. This, however, did not pre-
vent the Tokyo government from ap-
proving the action of the Army imnie-
diately after it had been taken.

North China has thus passed out of
the hands of the Nanking government to
become a Japanese colony. The terri-
tory is as large as Italy and includes the
old capital of North China, Pcking (now
Peiping), as well as the port of Tientsin.
It extends as far as the Yellow River
(Hoang-Ho). It is now mercly a mat-
ter of form whether or not the Japanesc
will proclaim their puppet Pu-Yi as em-
peror of North China.

The tension prevailing in Europe has
cnabled Japan to conquer North China
in a few days, mceting no resistance.
America and England are worried. The
leading French and English press writes
that no Europcan power can afford at
the moment to force Japan to give up
its prey by violence. (And they harbor
no illusions that only the application of
force can bring any results.) The “Man-
chester Guardian” predicfs that Japan
after consolidating its forces in Ho-Pel
will proceed to occupy the provinces of
Shantung and Shansi which adjoin Ho-
Pei in the south and the west.

TRADE UNION

CHINA AGREES!

NOTES

By GEORGE F. MILES

Almost Unanimous

We have examined dozens of trade
union journals, practically all speaking
for A. F. of L. organizations and must
confess that with only one exception all
A ) of them speak up for the Wagner Labor
Ing = Relations Bill. Especially now, with the

D — N NRA: knocked out, the unions seem to

/ b have grown even fonder of this lat-
Al est Wagner product. The one exception
“ J we have seen—The Progressive Miner—
}v’ ; is not to be taken seriously. It is well
/ = | known that its editor arrives at an opin-
_‘ N jon by finding out what John L. Lewis
- e thinks and then taking the opposite point

of view.

Wagner Bill Passes

Right here we must make a confes-
! sion, namely: that we are very glad that
‘the Wagner Bill is passed. Not that
we believe that the Wagner Bill will
give anything or do anything for la-
bor but rather because the labor move-
ment seems to have set its heart on it.
Who was it said that labor learns thru
feeling the whip of experience on its
own back? We believe therefore that
the very passage of the Bill, its being
written into the law of the land, will
have a sobering effect upon the trade
unions for it won’t be long before the

In the long run this step of Japan
makes a conflict with America and per-
haps also with England inevitable. War
in the Far East is a ccrtainty of the fu-
ture.

/The shameful act by the Nanking gov-
ernment of letting North China go is a
new and serious blow to the prestige of
Chiang-Kai-Shek and the Kuomintang.
The Chinese Soviets thus appear as the
only force capable of carrying thru the
national defensc of China.

UNITED FRONT NOT UNITY

Writing in the “Socialist Call” on or-
ganic unity between the Socialist and
Communist Parties, Herbert Zam goes on
to say:

“These sects (Trotskyites and
Brandlerites) howled for unity when
the two big parties were at each
other’s throats. But when an approach
to unity is actually being made they
hasten, to put obstacles in the way.”
The Trotskyites we will leave to Zam

who flirted long enough with them to
have learned their stand. But the posi-
tion of the Brandlerites, this newly dis-
covered, abbreviated Oneal deliberately
distorts and he knows that he does.

There was a time when Zam knew the
difference between the united front and
organic unity. He also knows or knew,
before his political senses were dulled by
his entry into the Socialist Party, that
while we tirelessly worked for the united
front we definitely repudiated and
fought against any rapprochement with
Social-Democracy on the basis of ¢om-
promising the principles of communism.
Against this type of organic unity we
continue to fight now as we did in the
past.

mah County and the superintendent of
state police from interfering with the
right of the union to picket at Bridal
Veil was filed, and the strategy com-
mittee of the Portland Central Labor
Council that had been set during the
marine strike last year, was revived.
“To prepare plang for a, program to
protect the right of workers to strike
and maintain peaceful picketing, the
strategy committee of organized labor
which functioned during the waterfront
strike last year will resume operations,”
declared D. E. Nickerson, president of
the State Federation of Labor, and chair-
man of the strategy committee. “The

sured by law and is one of the vital
and fundamental rights given workers,
and it will be defended on all fronts in-
cluding the courts and picket lines.”
Governor Martin answered Nickerson’s
statement by reiterating his determina-
tion to break the strike.

“This threat of the strike leaders
means nothing but insurrection and de-
fiance of the constituted authorities,”

he declared. “There is no strike at the,

Bridal Veil mill. The employees of the
mill are back at work and they are go-
ing to be protected. No crowd will be

permitted around the mill to disturb the,

(3R]

peaceful workers.

Judge James W. Crawford denied the
union’s plea to enjoin the sheriff of Mul-
tonomah county and the superintendent
of state police from interfering with
their right to picket the Bridal Veil mill
on Monday, thus throwing the fight back
to the picket lines.

Immediately following the judges rul-
ing, Sheriff Pratt called in union lead-
ers and told them he would permit
“peaceful” picketing, which probably
means he will allow but one picket.
Whether the strategy committee will
continue to rely on one man picket and
efforts to obtain injunctions through the
capitalist courts depends upon how much
pressure the rank and file can bring to
bear on them. The strategy committee,
which was nicknamed the “tragedy com-
mittee” by the militant workers during
the marine strike last year because of
it’s do-nothing policy, is composed of
old line leaders, who, while they will
issue statements bristling with left

phrases to try and hold in line the more

militant workers will never take the next
logical step, which is to call a general
strike in support of the lumber workers,
unless forced to do so by pressure from
below. The rank and file must demand
that their leaders cease to fritter away
time and funds on legal battles and
fight to maintain mass picket lines, and
attempt to win every workers organiza-
tion in the state for a general strike.

Woll Attacks

Furriers Unity

(Continued from Page 1)
views is to undermine the very foun-
dations of unionism precisely at the
time when all efforts should be made
to strengthen it against the vicious
attacks of the employing class.

“Workers of Communist beliefs
have just as much right to belong
to the trade unions as workers of any
other political viewpoint or none at
all. Whatever differences there may
be among workers on political or
other questions of concern to labor,
can be discussed within the trade
union movement itself without any
detriment to its unity, discipline or
fighting power. Persecution of work-
ers for their views can only create
disunity and demoralization and keep
the ranks of organized labor weak and
divided. Does the leadership of the
A. F. of L. realize that, in taking
such action, it is merely copying the
tactics of the worst open shoppers in
the steel and textile industries who

_are attempting to outlaw a large sec-
tion of their employees merely be-
cause they believe in the benefits of
organization and unionism?

“The tendency to eliminate dual
unionism should be greeted and en-
couraged for it will remove one of
the worst obstacles to the building
up of a strong and united trade union
movement in this country. Especially
is this true in the fur trade where
dual unionism has meant a bitter ten-
year internal struggle bringing untold
misery to the fur workers. The ac-
tion taken by the Toronto convention
of the International Fur Workers
Union in laying the basis for unity
in the fur trade was therefore a very
welcome step and it is now up to
everyone concerned to see to it that
the unification of the fur workers,
within the A. F. of L. is carried thru
sincerely and honestly. Hindrances
thrown in the way of such unity can
bring benefit only to the employers
and the enemies of unionism.

“At the present moment the labor’
movement is confronted with a con-
certed drive of the employers to slash
wages, increase hours and destroy

Wagner-Connery Law is put to the test.
It will then be discovered that where
labor is not strong enough to take what
it wants thru economic struggles, the
Wagner Law will be useless and very
likely even worse than that.

Cooling Labor’s Ardor

Bob Wagner is no mean politician. In
order to line up labor’s support he got
everybody in the A. F. of L. all worked
up about the abolition of company unions

‘|and the strength to organized labor

which would come from putting teeth
into 7a (that’s what the Wagner Bill
set out to accomplish). But in the face
of employer critics Wagner times a press
statement to appear just before the
House is to vote on the Bill and proves
conclusively that the employers have
everything to gain from this Bill. Just
listen to Wagner do his stuff:

“, .. THE BILL GIVES ADDED
PROTECTION TO WORKERS WHO
WISH TO EXERCISE THEIR FREE
CHOICE TO REMAIN COMPLETE-
LY UNORGANIZED.”

* * *

“ . . THERE IS NOTHING IN
THE BILL WHICH FAVORS THE
CLOSED SHOP. IT PROVIDES
MERELY THAT CLOSED SHOP
AGREEMENTS MAY BE MADE,
BUT ONLY IN THOSE STATES
WHERE THEY ARE NOW LEGAL,
BY VOLUNTARY AGREEMENTS
BETWEEN EMPLOYERS AND EM-
PLOYEES. IN FACT THE BILL
SOMEWHAT NARROWS THE NOW
EXISTING LAW SANCTIONING
SUCH AGREEMENTS BY STIPU-
LATING THAT THEY SHALL BE
VALID ONLY WHEN DESIRED BY
THE EMPLOYER AND THE MAJ-
ORITY OF THE WORKERS TO BE
COVERED BY THEM.”

We would urge trade unionists who
are for this Bill to read these excerpts
and do some heavy thinking.

Connery Has His Say

Mr. Connery stepped forward to as-
sure the employers (incidentally, how
solicitous everybody is of the employ-
ers!) that the chief aim of the Bill is
“To Stop Strikes” and that the em-
ployers have not lost any rights and
“therefore need have no fear.”

This business of stopping strikes is
nothing new. As a matter of fact it is

the main feature of the Bill. But what

does interest us is the following very
complicated problem: The employers

need have no fear, they are losing noth-

ing; labor should be joyful because its
gaining something, say both Wagner
and Connery. And where, we'd like to

‘know is “it” coming from?
Guess Who?

We present the following excerpts and

we ask you who said it.?

“The Wagner-Connery labor disputes

act does not in any way infringe upon
the rights of corporations and employers
of labor.”

If the employers of labor accept this

measure “they will find that it will serve
to promote industrial peace, cooperation
and economic efficiency.”

From what has gone before you will

probably guess that either Roosevelt,
Wagner or Connery made these state-
ments and yowll be wrong three times
running. The proud author of those
sentiments is none other than William
Green who shows much greater sensi-
tiveness to the opinions of the employ-

unionism. Having at last seen the]ers than to the desires of his own mem-
folly of depending for salvation upon|bership. -
any “magna chartas” such as the
NRA, having at last learned that its|“Magna Charta* Of Labor

only reliance can be on its own or-| We imagine that everybody is pretty
ganized might, labor must now ans-|weary of watching Green stick “Magna
wer this attack with a determined|Charta” labels on anything and every-
nation-wide campaign’ to organize|thing that comes within his reach, but
the millions of unorganized workers|history, dear reader, must be recorded.
into the A. F. of L., to protect and|On this 20th day of Jane, 1936, William
extend the gains made in the last two| Green decorated the Wagner-Connery
years. Unity in the ranks of labor|Bill with the order of the “Magna Char-
can make this struggle successful|ta”.

while disunity, as fostered by the| Heres’ hoping the progressives get to-
attitude of Matthew Woll, may ser-|gether and hang a few decorations on
iously cripple labor’s efforts and lead | Green. We're speaking politically of
to defeat and disaster.” course.
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