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Five Cents

At First
GLANCE

By JAY LOVESTONE

IGNIFICANT signs of a real change

of mood in the ranks of organized
labor in England are at hand. These are
especially welcome in view of the fact
that for some time the British Labor
movement has been going rightward.

Specifically we have in mind the very
cold reception which has been accqrded
to the “Black Circular” of the General
Council of the British Trade Unions,
providing for the wiping out of militant
forces in the ranks of organized ldbor.
Particular emphasis must, therefore, be
attached to the decision of the annual
convention of the National Union of
Railway Men rejecting this infamous
“Black Circular” and demanding the con-
tinuation of democratic rights within
the trade union movement. Alongside
of this powerful union there also must
be placed in the ranks of the labor or-
ganizations which have rejected thig
“Black Circular” the following powerful
bodies: Amalgamated Engineers Union,
the Transport and General Workers
Union, which has a membership of over
350,000, and the Amalgamated Society
of Wood Workers.

We record these facts at this moment
in a sort of anticipation of a fight which
the reactionary officialdom of the A. F.
of L. is preparing to make against pro-
gressive and militant trade union forces
at the forthcoming A. F. of L. Conven-
tion to be held in Atlantic City in the
early part of October.

EW YORK CITY boasts a very pro-

gressive mayor. LaGuardia is sup-
posed to be up to scratch in adopting all
the ideas for lightening the burdens of
Mr. Average New Yorker and making the
world’s wealthiest city better off. That
New York’s mayor is living up to the
property owners’ expectations of him was
indicated the other day in the proud an-
nouncement of the local police depart-
ment that it will soon use an electric
glove to subdue “rioters.” The glove will
issue a 1,500 volt shock to persons re-
sisting arrest or dispersement, the vol-
tage of the current used in the instru-
ment can be stepped up to any figure!

What a progressive city! And what a
progressive mayor! A real reformer,
indeed! This modern device is to aid
that old standby of law and order in
New York, the notorious nightstick—the
firmest day-in and day-out representative
of American democracy. Let no one
think for a moment that the cop’s club
is a soft proposition. Those of us who
havé experience with it can tell quite
a different story. Anent the primitive
efficacy and physical consequences of
clubbing at the hands of a policeman in
the service of our “radical” reform ma-
yor, we advise our readers to turn to the
June Survey Graphic. Here we find an
interesting and instructive article by Dr.
S. A. Sandler saying in part:

“It is a common legend that a blow
on the head is of no importance un-
less the skull is fractured. This is
entirely erroneous. . . . Studies of
brain injuries made in recent years
should revolutionize the attitude of
both the medical profession and the
public. . . . The physical injury and
social handicap resulting from head
injury are just as great and disab-
ling whether one is injured by a
policeman’s club or in some other
manner. Perhaps the after effects
of the policeman’s club are worse
because such victims are not likely
to receive proper medical attention.
I believe the time has come for a
new deal in clubbing. . . . A society
that permits the policeman’s night-
stick to be the arbiter of social and
economic problems surely cannot
deem itself civilized.”

Paste this in your hat for use when
the next big strike occurs—and when
La Guardia appears for your vote as a
friend and servant of labor.

most significant index of the trend

of the British foreign policy is to

be found in the plan of the Admiralty

to enlarge the fleet particularly in Baltic

waters. This course is fully in line with

the steadily developing anti-Soviet course

of Lombard Street. Symbolic of this di-

rection in foreign relations was the very

appointment of Sir Samuel Hoare as
Foreign Minister.

This gentleman has for years been a
bitter foe of the proletarian state in the
U.S.S.R. Minister Hoare boasts of hav-
ing organized and led the British secret
service. in Russia during the war. The
League of Nations once appointed him
Commissioner for Russian refugees—
because of his warm interest in the
White Russian emigres. Sir Hoare’s
work in behalf of the latter brought him
into constant friendly contact with the
blackest forces in Germany who today
run and ruin the Third Reich. His pio-
neer role as a boostér -of British air
power landed him in India where he

‘Hannah Wucher ....

Shoe Workers
Against Cuts

Lynn Joint Council of United
Shoe Takes Strong Stand
Against Concessions

The Lynn shoe workers will not be-
come a party to any schemes to induce
manufacturers to move to Lynn by
granting wage or other concessions that
would effect the living standards of the
workers. This is the gist of a statement
just issued by William Thornton, Pres-
ident of the Lynn Joint Council. The
occasion for this statement was the pub-
lication of news stories in several news-
papers stating that the various locals of
the United Shoe & Leather Workers’
Union in Lynn participated in confer-
ences for that purpose. These news sto-
ries gave the impression that the Lynn
locals were in accord with such plans.

“While we are more than anxious to
increase the number of shoe factories in
Lynn so as to put the unemployed shoe
workers to work, we do not feel that
granting concessions has ever been of
any benefit either to the employed or
the unemployed. Manufacturers mov-
ing into Lynn will receive every con-
sideration of continuous production but
not at the expense of other shoe workers
or at the expense of our own wages.
Legitimate manufacturers willing to
pay a decent wage are welcome in Lynn,”
Thornton said.

The statement in full is as follows:

“A meeting was called at the Mayor’s
office Monday afternoon, August 5 at 3
o’clock. The following people were
represented at that meeting:

Bankers, Real Estate Owners, Retail
Merchants of the City of Lynn, Attor-
ney Walsh, Perkins, Agent of the Cut-
ters’ Local, Dauphine and McNamara,
Stitchers’ Local, Henry, Lasters’ Local,
Tobin, Edgemakers’ Local, Duggan,
Walsh, Packers’ and Finishers’ Local,
Thornton, Joint Council,

“At that meeting, every agent and
Chairman of the Joint Council absolutely
refused to serve on any committee for
negotiating with the manufacturers to
bring them into the City of Lynn.

“We have determined and served no-
tice on this move that we will in no way
participate in any efforts to means of
granting concessions. Should any manu-
facturer, either as a result of these ac-
tivities or otherwise, move into the City
of Lynn, he will be presented with an
agreement and a price bill now prevail-
ing in the City of Lynn according to the
grade of shoes he manufactures and we|
will stand solidly for the introduction of
this price bill and agreement into any
shop that may decide to locate in Lynn.

“Should we find that any 'manufactu-
rer decides to move from another organ-

BENJAMIN BARAZ

Elected business agent by the furriers
despite slanderous attacks by Gold and
the Communist Farty.

FUR ELECTION SHOWS
PROGRESSIVE POWER

Baraz Elected Business Agent Despite Bitter Opposi.tion of
Communist Party; Full Count Of Vote For Joint
Council Shows Five Progressives Are Elected

As we go to press the vote for
Joint Council members is announced
and once again it is made clear that
the Progressives in the union enjoy
a considerable measure of confidence
of the workers. Five Progressives
were declared elected. These include
J. Cooperman and Simon Kass for
the cutters, Joseph Farber for the
operators, and Lena Greenberg and
Sarah Gross for the Finishers.

All these names appear on the
leaflet issued by Gold’s “Left Group”
calling on the fur workers not to

vote for them.

Two events of great significance broke
simultaneously in the capitalist press.
The widespread movement of protest
against wage cuts in France, resulting
in armed clashes between workers and
troops and the widespread resentment
among American workers against Roose-
velt’s “security” (hunger) wage, result-
ing in strikes of building trades work-
crs in many cities.

IMPORTANCE OF
STRIKE

The W.P.A. strike is of tremendous
importance for a number of reasons. It
constitutes a direct challenge to Roose-
velt’s relief program, a more effective
form of protest than any demonstration
in the streets could possibly be. It in-
volves building trades workers who in
the past had been considered as among
the aristocracy of labor. It indicajes the
severe toll which the crisis took in the
form of cutting the standards of the
workers even in such well organized in-
dustries as the building trades. The
leadership of the strike being in the
hands of men of the type of George
Meany of the New York State Federa-
tion of Labor, themselves loyal Demo-
crats, one can readily surmise what pres-

ized center where prices may be higher
than now prevailing in Lynn, the prices
prevailing in that locality will be en-
forced in the City of Lynn, and the orig-
inal crew that was employed by the firm
in their original location will be guaran-
teed first choice to the jobs in that fac-
tory.”

sure must have come from the ranks of
the workers to have forced them into a
position of fighting against the relief
program of “their” President.

One must not, however, conclude that
Meany and others leading the strike have
completely reversed their hitherto ultra-

The income daring the last -week of
the drive has been disappointing—a
mere $85 having come in. We had hoped
to be able to announce the closing drive
with this issue of Workers Age but this
is impossible because of the poor re-
sponse. The sum of $1600 set for the
drive is the absolute minimum, needed
to carry us over the summer and we in-
tend to continue the drive for another
week or so until that sum is reached.
Again we must call on our comrades
and friends not to drag out too long the
conclusion of an otherwise successful
drive. Send all funds without any delay.

CONTRIBUTIONS RECEIVED
(As of August 10, 1935)
PREVIOUSLY LISTED ......$1,23045
5.00

Ray Michaels .....

learned to become an expert opponent of
Indian national freedom. On this scqre,
Hoare became still more bitter in his en-
mity to the U.S.S.R. which he branded
as the source of all revolutionary nation-
alism in India.

It is because of these qualifications
that Sir Samuel Hoare was chosen For-
eign Minister. The coming months will
be decisive in European affairs. Britain’s
newest turn in foreign relations may
prove the weight that will tip the scales

for the worst.

Workers Age Sustaining Drive
Slows Up During the Final Week

Income Falls Off Sharply Endangering Existence Of Age;
Friends and Sympathizers Urged To Speed Work
Completing Campaign For $1500

B. Baraz ......c.ocveeneeneenns 5.00
Lee Hall ..... Chereeesiaeeceans 1.00
Joe Davis ...occieiiiiiiiiiiiins 1.00
M. C. Stewart .........cc00vnen 10.00
R. and L. Michaels ............. 10.00
E. Frances ........ocevveennnnn 2.00
B. Lifshitz ........... [ 5.00
Cora JOnes .....oovevevrmeneranns 1.00
M. Mishkin ...............0000n 2.50
Robert Strong on list No. 11 ..... 5.00
Brown on list No. 86 ............ 1..00
Gerson ...... [N Cerereneans 1.00
Mollie Stone on list No. 77 ....... 2.00
H. Schlachter ............... ... . 2.00
Eva Schlachter on list No. 116 ... 3.00
J. Rosenfeld ............. veeess. 100
Jesse Lane ......ccccevvemennn . 5.00
Lawrence Davis ........c.co0vuen 5.00
M. S. Mautner .......cccovveeenn 5.00
Sympathiser, Boston ............ 1.00
M. Hittner .......ovvevevnenns .. 2.00
Detroit Unit .....ccoevvvnennenn. 5.00

GRAND TOTAL ......... $1,316.956

STILL TO GO .......... $ 184.05

Build the Weekly
“Workers Age”

PWA Strike Direct Challenge

To F. D.’s Starvation Program

“Security” Wage Arouses Nationwide Oppositigr_l; Green Says
1 Told You So In Recalling Fight On Prevalhng Wage;
Progressives Should Fight To Extend Strike

conservative position. Their conserva-
tism shows itself in other ways. For in-
stance, even during the course of the
strike, the appeal of the A. F. of L. is
being made only to those workers now
members of the various building trades
unions. No appeal has been directed
either to those who have dropped out of
the unions during the crisis because of
financial inability to continue dues pay-
ments, or to those who have remained
unorganized. To what extent can the
strike be successful if these groups re-
main at work? Why should these work-
ers participate in the strike if they are
not to be admitted to the unions, if they
may very well be left out in the cold in
case of a settlement? Again, the A. F.
of L. leadership has proven its conserva-
tive stand when it rejected any coopera-
tion of white collar groups which, dis-
atisfied with the “security” wage, were
ready to walk out and swell the ranks of
the strikers.

BUROCRACY DIVIDED

Nor is the burocracy of the A. F. of L.
agreed on the attitude towards this anti-
“security” wage strike movement, despite
the fact that the A. F. of L. as a whole
went down to defeat fighting for the
prevailing wage. Major Berry of the
Pressmen, was pushed forward by the
Administration high-pressure salesman
to state that he was opposed to the strike
against the security wage.' To which
President Green, who has suffered
many headaches from the building trades
unions, promptly replied that it was none
of Major Berry’s business. With a Vice-
President of the A, F. of L. scabbing on
the PWA strikers their case is certainly
not strengthened. However, there are
already increasing signs of the readiness
to compromise this strike. William
Green has already announced his will-
ingness to reopen negotiations with
Frances Perkins just as soon as the or-
ganizations involved in the strike au-
thorize him to do so.

LA GUARDIA ON
THE SPOT

The decision of President Roosevelt re-
fusing to recognize it as a strike and
instructing that no relief funds were to
go to strikers has aroused the building
trades workers even more. The cry of
“work or starve” is being heard as char-
acterising the attitude of President
Roosevelt.

At the same time Mayor La Guardia

is in a difficult spot. All his liberal and
pro-labor trappings are in danger if he
carries out the wishes of the Federal
Administration to starve the strikers
into submission. It remains to be seen
how this gentleman, who cashed in plen-
ty of votes on the strength of his close
relations with certain trade unions like
the Amalgamated Clothing Workers and
the International Ladies Garment Work-
ers will finally solve this problem.

SPREAD THE STRIKE

The militants and progressives thruout
the trade unions have the task of raising
the very issues which are cramping the
development of the strike and making
success doubtful. They must raise in
their unions and central labor bodies, the
questions of readmitting the dropped
members, organizing the unorganized,
and extending the strike into a general
strike of all workers on WPA projects
against the hunger wage. If the A. F.
of L. unions were to take the initiative
in such a movement it would lead to the
recovery of much ground lost during the

crisis.

The election of these five workers
to the Joint Council and of Baraz as
business agent constitutes a severe
blow to the prestige of the “Left
Group.”

NEW YORK, N. Y.—Partial returns
of the general elections of fur workers
for all union officials indicates that ‘the
C.P. ticket headed by Ben Gold as can-
didate for manager of the Joint Council
was elected in full. However, the C.P.
had placed in the field a ticket consisting
of only half of the offices to be filled.
In the remaining contests even the C.P.
was due for some big surprises.

Despite the fact that Gold and the
C.P. conducted a vicious campaign
against the Progressives or Lovestone-
ites, even going to the extent of pub-
lishing a leaflet the last day before the
election calling upon the furriers not to
vote for the candidates of the Progres-
sive group, Benjamin Baraz defeated a
C.P. endorsed candidate and was elected
business agent with a vote of 2,083.

As we go to press only about 2,000
out of over 9,000 ballots have been tabu-
lated in the vote for Joint Council. But
these partial returns also indicate that
the furriers, altho voting for Gold, did
not take seriously his slanderous charges
against the Lovestoneites, At least eight
Progressive candidates are running quite
strong and of these a number may se-
cure elections to the Joint Council.

The campaign conducted by the C.P.
was most peculiar. Usually the C.P.
shouts itself hoarse about economic is-
sues. In this campaign not a single eco-
nomic issue was raised or defended by
Gold. The chief strategy seemed to have
been to endorse certain hand picked right
wing candidates and concentrate full fire
against the Progressive Group and the
Unity Group (Zechtser) of the former
Industrial Union. It was because of this
strategy that the campaign closed with-
out a single attack upon the Jewish
Daily Forward, while the most vicious
attacks were unleashed against the Jew-
ish Day, because il k2 the temerity to
state that it believes it would be mote
healthy for the union not to exclude the
Lovestoneites. This strategy of Ben
Gold and the C.P. failed 'miserably since
Baratz smashed thru their opposition
and a number of candidates are in a
good position to be elected to the Coun-
cil. Again the furriers have shown that
what they desire is not a repetition of
the old, bitterly fought faction struggle,
again the furriers have shown that they
want an end of the splitting committees
and strong arm squads that ruled the
market. They showed that by also elect-
ing those whom Gold fought against
most bitterly—the Lovestoneites.

Incidentally this election has proven
as a lie the claims that the Lovestoneites
or Progressives are a mere handful. The
furriers have proven that next to the
C.P. the Progressives are the second
strongest force and must be reckoned
with in the industry.

(Next week Comrade Benjamin Ba-
ratz, will discuss the significance of the
furriers election in an article in Work-
ers Age.)

Bay State Labor
For Vertical Unions

SPRINGFIELD, Mass.—The Conven-
tion of the State Federation of Labor
shows indications of considerable pro-
gressive strength. A resolution for in-
dustrial unionism bearing the signatures
of 100 delegates has been introduced.
This in itself shows considerable senti-
ment among the Bay State workers for
industrial unionism. The resolution it-
self, however, is one of those things
which satisfies everybody but solves
nothing. In order to appease those who
feared for the loss of their jobs when
industrial unionism comes, the resolution
itself provides that industrial unionism
shall be tried where craft unions are in-
adequate to achieve success in organiza-
tion work.

Among those who came forward for
Industrial unionism was E. A. Johnson
of the Boston Building Trades Council.
He declared: “My opinion supports the
idea of an industrial union. I perceive
such advantages accruing to organized
labor from such a form of union that
whatever disadvantages may be stressed
fall far short of defeating the theory of
this new plan.”

The convention went on record reaf-
firming labor’s boycott of German goods.
The suppression of the trade unions by
the Nazis and their persecution of Jews
and Catholics called forth sharp pro-
tests.
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Soviet Foreign Policy And World Revolution

By JAY LOVESTONE

The Trotskyite theory that there is a
fundamental cleavage between the inter-
ests of “Russian state policy” and the
interests of the international proleta-
riat is false from top to bottom. Lud-
wig Lore, in the New York Evening
Post, lodges this accusation rather
crudely as follows: “Protection and safe-
ty for the Soviet is everything; the
movement is nothing, . . . ”

Let us see how much water and what
sort of water this theory holds. In a
long range sense, the foreign policy of
the U.S.S.R. is an essential and effective
weapon not merely of the Russian
workers but of all workers against
world imperialism. When the Sgviet
Union is strengthened, then, the efforts
of the workers in other countries to
establish proletarian dictatorships are
strengthened. When the Soviet govern-
ment throws its weight in the interna-
tional arena for peace—even for the
shortest time—it helps the proletariat in
the other countries to delay, check or
paralyze the war moves by their own
bourgeoisie.

Experience itself is the decisive test
here. Mounting prestige, rising influ-
ence of the U.S.S.R., inspires the work-
ers of other countries in their daily strug-
gles. For instance, the strength of the
U.S.S.R. enabled it to form military al-
liances with the French and Czecho-Slo-
vakian governments. The effect of this
Soviet alliance upon the proletarian
masses of these countries was evidenced
in the last elections held there. The
primary reason for the gain in Commu-
nist votes in these elections was the
increased sympathy for and enhanced
prestige of the U.S.S.R. as a force for
world peace, as the force for prevent-
ing war. Were it not for this stimulus
given to the workers in France and
Czecho-Slovakia by Soviet foreign pol-
icy, there is every reason to believe that
the Communist strength in these elec-
tions would have been either stagnant
or receding.

Besides this, many sections of the
bourgeoisie, even in countries compelled
to form  temporary military aliances
with the U.S.S.R., dread the Red Army.
They realize that the Red Army is not
an instrument of imperialism, and would
engage only in a war whose interests
are totally different from those ani-
‘mating the capitalist ruling .classes.
Furthermore, many capitalists are scared,
because they fear that such alliances
might have a revolutionary effect on
their own armies.( For instance, during
the debate in France over the pact with
the U.S.S.R., Deputy Charles Relastey-
rie condemned the Soviet alliance and
complained that “encouragement is be-
ing given to revolutionary propaganda
by the entente with the Soviet.”

In this light only must we face the
problem of the defense of the Soviet
Union. Obviously, the C.P.S.U. defends
the Soviet Union with different tactics

Not Dying With Honor But Ultimate Victory Is Goal To Reach

than those employed by the Communist
parties which have not yet won power.
There is no such question as to “which
comes first,” the defense of the Soviet
Union or the revolutionary struggles in-
side any particular country. The two
are distinct but inseparable phases of
one organic task: the defeat of the in-
ternational bourgeoisie. A successful
defense of the Soviet Union by the
C.P.S.U. helps the revolutionary labor
movement in the capitalist countries,
that is, a rising revolutionary proletarian
movement is the best defense of the
U.S.SR. by the non-Russian workers.

When we make this point we do not
in the faintest way desire to minimize
the counter-effect, the negating influ-
ence, the weakening of the international
labor movement thru the false ‘tactics
pursued by the Communist International
in the various countries. Incidentally, in
speaking of factors responsible for the
present plight of the international labor
movement outside of the U.S.S.R., one
must not forget the disastrous caonse-
quences flowing from the principles as
well as tactics of Social Democracy the
world over. In the capitalist world, So-
cial Democracy is far more influential
and generally far stronger numerically
than the Communist. movement. The
Labor and Socialist International has
contributed more than its share to the
weakening of the world working class
movement, to the defeat of the prole-
tariat in Germany, Austria, Spain, and
elsewhere.

Again, we cannot stress too much one
very serious mistake that all Commu-
nist parties must avoid in the present
situation. This is the following: The
successes and achievements of the
U.S.S.R., whether on the economic field
or in international politics, can under
no circumstances replace the revolu-
tionary struggle in the other countries.
A correct foreign policy pursued by the
Soviet government, led by the C.P.8.U.,
can never be a substitute for correct
tactics by the Comintern or any of its
sections in capitalist countries. It is en-
tirely possible that, at a particular mo-
ment, thp Comintern as a whole may
have false tactics, while the tactics laid
down by the C.P.S.U. for the Soviet
government in its relations with capital-
ist powers may be sound.

It can also happen that the mechan-
ical, artificial transference of these
sound tactics from the U.S.S.R. would
in itself doom them when applied in
cther countries—would in itself be the
source of fatal harm to the C.P.’s resort-
ing to such a strategic course. In fact,
the recent history of the Comintern
abounds with costly errors emanating
from this source. Right in the Soviet
Union does not necessarily mean correct

KNITGOODS UNION PREPARES
FOR GENERAL ELECTIONS

The Joint Council Knitgoods
Workers’ Union announces that elec-
tions for all paid and unpaid officers
of the Union will be held in the near
future,

On August 15th, the three (3)
locals that comprise the Joint Coun-
cil will hold membership meetings to
elect an elections and objections
committee and to nominate candi-
dates for office.

A meeting of Chairmen of the big-
gest mills in the industry issued a
statement calling on workerg to sup-
port the candidates of the Progres-
sive Group. The call was signed
by: William Rubin, Berman Bros.;
Julia Valentine; Ben Sanberi, Jerry
Sportwear; Grace Amadeo, A. Wil-
son; Bob Kaufman, Grand; Albert
Rosner, Bethlehem; Jack Babits;
Fishman; Morris Geller, Lincoln;
Abe Amdur, Steifell} Healy ;Adelaide
Shroeder, Jack & Jill; Pauline
Browne, Ess Tee; Sam Miller, Ply-
mouth; Lena Nadel, Paramount; Ray
Kutz, Reliable; T. Kern, Rubinger;
Moe Cohen, Nomis; Moe Kravitz;
B & 8; Meyer Goodman, Coast;
Harry Marlow, Dorfman; Jennie
Lurie, Reo Sportswear; Fillersdorf,
Korris; Jack Parness, Assembly;
Samuel Cohen, Elgin; Isadore Brus-
man, Konefsky Bros.; Constance
Bubell, Epstein & Hammer; G. Wei-
ner, Benmore; Sam Sinensky; Gro-
blue; Al Lerman, Jay Bros.; Harry

lyn, the latter after a nine week strike.
As a result of the settlement, workers in
all three shops will obtain an immediate
betterment of their working conditions,
increased wages and shorter hours.

The unionization of the Fedora and
Windsor Knitting Mills represents a de-
cisive victory over company unionism for
the Joint Council. Both of these mills
have been strongholds of company
unionism in the knitgoods industry. The
Fedora Knitting Mill was previously an
industrial union shop, located in New
York, but when the mill moved to their
present location at 529—40th Street,
Union City, the leadership of the indus-
trial union proved incompetent to cope
with the situation. The employer of the
Fedora Mill lost no time in establishing
a company union, hoping in this way to
stem the demands of the workers for
better conditions and a closed union shop.
The Joint Council refused to permit
the employer’s scheme of lowering condi-
tions under cover of a company union to
go unchallenged. The Union established
contacts with the workers of the Fedora,
the workers soon realised the advantages
of a Union shop and agreed to strike for
Union recognition and conditions. After
a strike, during which several workers
were arrested, the employer was com-
pelled to concede the demands of the
union. The workers of the Fedora are
today rejoicing in their victory. :
Simultaneously with the report of set-
tlements, William Schaffer, Organizer of
the Joint Council, reports strikes being

Gorelick, Brosmith; Lou Schwan,
H&M.

The organization department of the
Knitgoods Workers’ Union is tak-
ing full advantage of the opening of the
season in the. knitgoods industry, and is
already showing notable results in the
organizing of the unorganized sections
of the industry.

Louis Nelson, Manager of the Joint
Council, reports the successful settle-
ment of strikes conducted by the union
against the Fedora Knitting Mill, Wind-
sor Knitting Mill, both of Union City,
New Jersey, and the K. & L. Knitting
Mill of 318 Van Sindern Avenue, Brook-

conducted by the Joint Council against:
Astor Knitting Mills, 476 Knickerboker
Ave., Brooklyn.

Sun-Glo Knitting Mill, 1823 - 8th Ave.,
Brooklyn.

Mayflower Knitting Mill, 89 Bogart St.,
Brooklyn.

Elton Knitting Mill, Hempstead, L. I.
Ornstein Brothers, 69 Liberty Ave.,
Brooklyn.

The Joint Council will continue to wage
these strikes until the employers settle
with the Union and grant Union wages
and hours to the workers.

The following mills have been settled:
Alma Knitting Mill and Sweaterkraft,

playing a certain dymamic and decisive
role in relation to other classes, etc. In
this sense, we can only repeat that con-
structing socialism in the Soviet Union
involves the ability of the Soviet prole-

in the other sections of the Comintern;
vice versa, wrong tactics in the other
sections of the Comintern, do not neces-
sarily mean wrong policies by the C.P.
S.U. Nor must anyone attempt to hide
or minimize the falsity of the line of
the Communist International at a par-
ticnlar moment behind the soundness
and  achievements of Soviet foreign
policy.

The question of constructing socialism
in the Soviet Union is much more than
an ordinary tactical problem confront-
ing the proletarian republic. In its many
ramifications it is a vital problem faced
by the entire international working class
and the many millions of oppressed co-
lonial peoples. The Russian workers
have seized political power. They now
rule one sixth of the earth. What should
they do with their power within the
Soviet Union? This is no abstract ques-
tion flourishing in a vacuum. To play
with state power is to play with fire.
Clearly, the question cannot be treated
abstractly, What should the Russian
workers do in the Soviet Union but
build socialism? For what other pur-
pose shall the Russian proletariat use—
inside the U.S.S.R.—the state power they
now wield except for constructing social-
ism? None of the critics of the C.P.-
S.U has to date offered an alternative
to the Russian proletariat.

What do we mean by the question:
can the proletariat build socialism in the
Soviet Union? The construction of sec-
cialism in the Soviet Union means the
overcoming of all capitalist elements in
the U.S.S.R., by the Soviet workers
themselves, with their own forces, with-
out armed proletarian aid from the out-
side. Hence, we pose the question: is
the proletariat of the U.S.S.R. capable
of uprooting completely its own bour-
geoisie? For years, the C.P.S.U. has
answered this question with an emphatic
yes. If the C.P.S.U. were not correct
in concluding that the Soviet proletariat
was capable of overcoming fully all
capitalist elements within its country,
that is of building a socialist society,
then, it would really have no reason for
maintaining power. We should then stop
fooling the workers in the U.S.S.R. and
everywhere else and give up power to
another class.
But living facts speak much louder
than sterile, false theories. Despite tre-
mendous difficulties, technical back-
wardness, the slowing down of the pro-
letarian revolution in Western Europe
and America, bitter imperialist opposi-
tion, the Soviet proletariat has remained
in power, has consolidated its position
and has splendidly utilized its power for
achieving remarkable progress in social-
ist construction. Witness the world-
astounding achievements of the First and
Second Five Year Plans in all walks of
life.
This policy has been persistently pur-
sued by the Bolsheviks from the very
moment of their assumption of power; it
was a policy which Lenin defended vig-
orously against Trotsky years before the
October Revolution. In 1915, in an ar-
ticle in the Social Democrat, then the
central organ of the Bolsheviks, Lenin
stated:

“Uneven economic and political de-
velopment is an absolute law of capital-
ism. From this it follows that the vic-

even in a single country taken separate-

of this country, (where the proletarian
dictatorship is in force.—J.L.), having
expropriated the capitalists and organ-
ized Socialist production in its own coun-

oppressed classes of other countries, raise
revolt against the capitalists of those
countries and, if necessary, take up arms
against the exploiting classes in those
states.” (Our emphasis).

And in 1919, in his article “Economics
and Politics in the Epoch of the Prole-
tarian Dictatorship,” Lenin further em-
phasized:

“From the point of view of funda-
mental economic problems, the victory of
the dictatorship of the proletariat in
our country, the victory of Communism
over capitalism is assured. It is pre-
cisely for this reason that the bourgeoisie
of the whole world is furious and raves
against Bolshevism and is organizing
military crusades, conspiracies, etc.,
against the Bolsheviks: it is because
they perfectly well understand that our
success in the work of reconstructing
social economy is assured, unless they
crush us by military force and to crush
us in this manner they will fail to do.”
No one should speak of the revolu-
tionary class struggle, its problems, dif-
ficulties and perspectives in the abstract
—divorced from reality. When we now
speak of constructing socialism we have
in mind not any one country in the ab-
stract, let us say Monaco or Luxem-
burg, but concretely the U.S.S.R,
abounding in natural resources, covering
one sixth of the earth, rich in certain
revolutionary traditions, having certain
historical features, having a proletariat

both of Union City, N. J.

tariat to defeat decisively its own (na-

tory of Socialism at first in a few, or|construction,

ly, is possible. The victorious proletariat|ening the proletarian positions of battle
against international capitalism as such.

critics of the U.S.S.R. base themselves
on the assumption that the Soviet gov-
try would rise against the rest of the|ernment is not revolutionary enough to-
capitalist world, attract to its side the|wards
precisely these people who have, for
years prior to the present juncture of

tional) bourgeoisie. This job the Rus-
sian proletariat can do with difficulties,
with mistakes, but even without the
armed help of the Western European and
American proletariat.

Naturally no one claims that the So-
viet proletariat alone, regardless of the
strength it has attained to-date, can
now destroy the entire international
bourgeoisie without the armed assistance
of the international working eclass.
Therefore, the final, complete and un-
breakable victory of socialism on a
world scale involves the victory of the
Soviet proletariat and the rest of the
international working class in a combat
with world imperialism. Surely many
of the critics of Soviet foreign policy
would hesitate advocating that the
U.8.S.R. should today, without the arm-
ed aid of the Western European and
American working class, launch a fron-
tal attack on the entire worll bour-
geoisie.

When the Russian proletariat snapped
the chains of Czarism and broke the
chains of .capitalism it was not a vie-
tory only for the Russian workers.
Russian October is, so far, the mightiest,
world-shaking, victory won by the en-
tire international working class and all
the world’s colonial masses. The U.S.S.R.
as the land of proletarian dictatorship;
is, therefore, the base, the center, the
inspiration of the international revolu-
tionary movement. Its gigantic suc-
cesses not only do not come at the ex-
pense of the world proletarian revolu-
tion but are milestones on the path of
and powerful stimuli to this revolution.

The situation in which the Comintern
finds itself today illustrates this very
clearly. Were it not for the great vie-
tories scored by the Soviet proletariat in
socialist construction, surely the false,
sectarian, adventurist—and now the
confused and opportunist—policies of the
Comintern in the capitalist and colonial
countries would by this time have re-
duced the C.I. to a mere memory. Here
again the Soviet Union has been a life-
saver for the revolutionary interna-
tional proletariat.

It is unchallengeable that the interests
of the Russian and the rest of the in-
ternational proletariat are inseparable
and harmonious. They supplement and
complete each other. There is no such
thing as Soviet nationalism. This is a
pure fabrication of enemies of the in-
ternational Communist movement, of the
Soviet Union, of the entire world labor
movement. The world proletariat has,
so far, not had as powerful a stimulus,
as powerful an impetus to its victory, as
its successes and achievements in Rus-
sia. On the other hand, if the prole-
tariat in the capitalist countries hadn’t
supported the Soviet Union, interven-
tion would have come extensively and
rapidly enough and the Soviet Republic,
under attack by the imperialist powers,
would have been overthrown,

If failure or disaster were ever to be-
fall the Soviet Union, it would spell the
darkest defeat for the workers and op-
pressed colonial peoples for many years.
Again, should the international sympa-
thy and support for the U.S.S.R. grow,
then, the growth of socialist construc-
tion in the Soviet Union, the socialist
victory, would be speeded up tremen-
dously. If the Soviet Union moves for-
ward swiftly in its drive for Socialist
these socialist victories
achieved go a long way toward strength-

It is amusing to find that most of the

capitalist governments. It is

The’

international relations, condemned the
Bolsheviks as too revolutionary. It is
the same people who now demand that
the C.P.S.U. should have the Red Army
march thru Germany to avenge the
wrongs and injuries inflicted on the Ger-
man proletariat by Hitler. There is lit-
tle room for doubt that if the Red Army
had marched, as some of these people
now say thay wanted it to march, most
of these critics would today be helping
their bourgeois governments against so-
called red imperialism, against the at-
tempts of the Russians to force a “die-
tatorship” on the rest of the world.
Surely, these critics will grant us that
sending the Red Army into Germany
would immediately 'mean a closed front
of German, British, Italian, Japanese and
American imperialism and all their lac-
keys against the U.S.S.R.

By the way, we wonder how some of
these Social Democratic opponents of
Soviet foreign policy would have liked
it if the Red Army were to have marched
on Berlin in 1929 when Zoergiebel shot
down thirty workers participating in a
May Day demonstration prohibited by
the Prussian “Socialist” government. No
one need have even the slightest doubt
that if this had occurred the Social De-
mocrats, the world over, would have risen
to the defense of German Social De-
mocracy against Bolshevik “dictator-
ship”!

It is just these people, who have yelled
for years that the Soviet Union should
not interfere in the affairs of other
countries, that are now criticizing Soviet
foreign policy and accusing the U.S.S.R.
of betraying the interests of the interna-
tional working class because the Soviet
government does not break diplomatic
relations with Germany and does go out
of its way to prevent an imperialist war
which would, in every likelihood, bring
about a concerted drive of the big capi-
talist powers against the Soviet Re-
publie.

To conclude, the foreign policy of the
Soviet Union is primarily a- weapon of
the Russian section uf the international
proletariat in the world struggle against
imperialism. It is a weapon different
from the weapons used by the workers
of other countries because the Russian
proletariat has already attained a higher
degree of class consciousness, has al-
ready won power. In the use of this
weapon the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union must take into considera-
tion the actual class relationships pre-
vailing inside the leading imperialist
countries, the differences amongst the
imperialist powers, the strength of the
international labor movement and the
economic and military forces at its own
command. This is the only sound, prac-
tical revolutionary approach. Abstrac-
tions without foundation in fact, shibbo-
leths as a substitute for reality, must
be discarded.

Trotsky once struck the proper key-
note in this field when he said: “It would
be childish to argue from the standpoint
of abstract revolutionary ethics. The
point is not to die with honor but to
achieve ultimate victory. The Russian
revolution wants to survive, must sur-
vive, and must by every means at its
disposal avoid fighting an uneven battle
and gain time, in the hope that the
Western revolutionary movement will
come to its aid.”

This has been and should remain the
foundation of Soviet foreign policy.
August, 1935.
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Jay Lovestone

movement,

It is called

—one of the most important factors in world politics is
the foreign policy of the Soviet Union. What is the for-
eign policy of the U.S.S.R.? What is its history, its back-
ground? What are the world forces for war and peace
with which it deals? And what are its relations to the
international revolutionary movement?

—has discussed these questions in a series of eight ex-
haustive articles in the Workers Age. Now they appear
as a 32 page pamphlet that is equally invaluable to a stu-
dent of world politics and to fighters in the world labor

- ed manner.
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In The Pre-Convention Discussion Of The C.P.O.

PROLETARIAN REVOLUTION IS
THE BEST DEFENSE OF U.S.SR.

DEFENSE OF SOVIET UNION

IS THE C

By JACK SMITH

The Franco-Soviet military pact and
the statement of Stalin has raised a very
important issue in the Communist move-
ment of the world. The question of what
shall be the tactics of the C.P. of France
or any other imperialist country tbat
may be allied with the U.S.S.R., during
a war is of importance and must be
answered in no evasive or rubber stamp-

The thesis of the National Bureau is
absolutely correct when it states, that,
“the “basic Communist slogan of trans-
forming the imperialist war into a civil
war remains unchanged but assumes a
new, concrete form for the Communist
parties in countries having an alliance
with the Soviet Union.”. What, how-
ever, this “new, concrete form” is, the
thesis, unfortunately fails to state. In-
stead, it proposes the same tactics f.or
the Communist Parties of all imperialist
countries, whether allied with the
U.S.S.R. or not. Such a proposal is too
simple and dangerous.

1914 and 1935 .
The thesis of the National Bureau 1s
based on the assumption that the same
dangers (social chauvinism, etc..), thz_it
confronted the Sccond International in
1914, is facing the C.I at present
(“Shadows of 1914 hover over th_e Com-
intern”—Workers Age). Despite the
differentiation made time and again .by
Comrade Lovestone and other. !eadm;:
comrades of the group in explaining th.e
foreign policy of the U.S.S.R. :vet th_ls
differentiation is forgotten entirely in
proposing the tactics for the CI o

Undoubtedly, the present situation in
the C.I., the puppet leaderships in .the
various parties, the various mech.amcal
turns and returns tqking place in the
Communist Parties, helped to confuse the
French C.P. on the important problem
raised by the Franco-Soviet pact, gnd
created the danger of serious right wing
deviations, which must be guardgd
against. To say, however, that the dis-
cussion taking place in the French C.P.
and various confused statements made
in the communist press, (Hathawz.xy,
ete.) contain dangers of social-chauvin-
ism is entirely incorrect.

The term “social-chauvinists” was ap-
plied by Lenin and the Botsheviks in t}'le
pre-war period of 1914 to the social
democratic representatives of the Ger-
man and other parties who voted for the
military budgets of their governments,
and instead of fighting for the
defeat of their own bourgeoisie supported
it in the war under one pretext or an-
other. By doing so the social democrats
in question became tools of their bour-
geoisie. They betrayed the interests of .
the working class in their own country
as well as internationally. They were
working, pure and simple,.for th.e vie-
tory of their own imperialist natlor} as
against the other imperialist nations.
The slogan of “defeat your own bour-
geoisie” and “turn the imperialist war
into a civil war” applied to all parties
equally in the period of 1914-1918. Would
this same slogan, however, apply equally
to the parties of all countries that 'may
be involved in the coming world war,
with the same force and effect? Would
this apply equally to the party of the
U.S.S.R. as well as to the parties of _the
imperialist nations? The Trotskylsts
might answer this in the affirmative—
they are for civil war in the U.S.S.R.
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ENTRAL PROBLEM

and for the overthrow of the present
government. What, however, shall be
our answer to this question? Surely,
every comrade will answer: “We must
fight for the U.S.S.R.” But, how? In
order to answer this question one must
again review the different characteristies
between the situation in the last world
war and the present situation.

1 The war of 1914-1918 was a purely
imperialistic war. All the countries par-
ticipating were pursuing purely impe-
rialist aims. All participating countries
were imperialist countries. The prole-
tariat of each country was fighting
against its own bourgeoisie. The prole-
tariat had no fatherland to defend. It
had a common cnemy—the world bour-
geoisie. Any attempt on the part of the
proletariat of any country to weaken the
struggle against the bourgeoisie of that
country, only meant the strengthening
of that bourgeoisie as against the bour-
geoisie of another country. It meant
the weakening of the class struggle gen-
erally. It was social-chauvinism. The
defeat or weakening of the bourgeoisie
of any country was a victory for the
workers of that country as well as in-
ternationally. The duty of the revolu-

poses of protecting and defending the
U.S.S.R., and participating in a war as
ally of one or more imperialist govern-
ments against other imperialist powers.

Such a war although a purely impe-
rialistic one on the part of both the
“allies” and cnemies of the U.S.S.R,
would be a revolutionary one on the part
of the U.SS.R. The characteristic fea-
ture of such a war would be the military
alliance of the U.S.S.R. with some im-
perialist power.

3. The existence, at present, of the
C.I. and Communist Parties, with their
revolutionary thcory and cxperience de-
spite all its present and past mistakes,
a condition which did not exist in 1914.

Would such an alliance be permanent ?
Certainly not. The imperialist nation
being allied with the U.S.S.R. will seek
to utilize its assistance only insofar as it
will profit them and will use the oppor-
tune moment to turn its guns against
the U.S.S.R. in order to crush it, and
vice-versa. This temporary nature of
such an alliance, however, in no way
changes the fact that such an alliance
is possible for a time.

What then, shall be the duty of the
Communist Party of the country having
an alliance with the U.S.S.R. in time of
actual warfare?

The task of the Communist Parties in
countrics fighting the U.S.S.R. is clear.
They have to fight for the defeat of
their own country, turn the war into a
civil war and seek to establish the dic-

United States wage a war as an ally of

By B. HERMAN

The Communist Party leadership.
after six years of ultra-left sectaranism
has made ils long-awaited right tlurn,
and has swung to the right with such a
vengeance that the leftward moving ten-
dencies in the Social Democracy in the
various countries find themselves, to their
amazement, far to the left of the Com-
munist International on such decisive
questions of principle as the attitude
toward bourgeois democracy, imperialist
war and defense of the bourgeois father-
land. Even Norman Thomas is able to
twit the C.P. on its “mere acceptance of
bourgeois democracy that has failed so
many times as a weapon against Fas-
cism.” Even the lukewarm Socialist
Party “Militants” are able to place the
Communist Party leadership in a posi-
tion where it rejects a united front on
the basis of “opposition to, and refusal
to support, any war that the United
States Government may undertake,” be-
cause, as the represcntatives of the
American League Against War and Fas-
cism and the Friends of the Soviet Union
declared, the U. S. government may wage
a “progressive war” and should the

in the labor movement.

pressive name for our organization.

dent, that is, of the official Communist
struggle, with (4) our activities aimed
labor organizations; yet (5) rejecting at

tention at playing the role of a rival part
tionary” party.

fications.

“convincing” it of its errors.

In the last year or so, it has become clear that the name
of our group—Communist Party (Opposition)—is not only
subject to serious misunderstanding but no longer corresponds
to the main forms of our activity and to the role of our group
It is therefore necessary at this
time to adopt a more appropriate and politically more ex-

The name of our organization should reflect the following:
(1) the fact that we constitute a Communist organization,
a part of the world Communist movement, but (2) at the
same time an independent Communist organizationy indepen-

selves and winning influence in the trade unions and other

It is clear that our present name does not meet these speci-
Its chief defects are: (1) On the one hand it gives
the impression that our group constitutes an “opposition
party” to the official C.P.; and (2) on the other, it gives the
directly opposite impression that our group is a sort of
shadow of the C.P., mainly engaged in debating with it and
Both of these conceptions are

C.P.O. National Buro Submits
Resolution To Change Name

false and misleading and are bound to be detrimental to our

activities.
To correspond wi

LABOR LEAGUE.

C.1,, on the one han

in the name would
movement in which

Party and the -C.I.,

with (3) our independent pplicy and activities in the class

at entrenching our-

this time, any pre- Strike out the last

y, of a “new revolu-

The voting in the
resolution, 3 for the

group, the most appropriate name would be—COMMUNIST

ganization would be indicated by the term “Communist,”
while “League” would make clear our independence of the

“New,” rival party on the other.

‘militancy and revolutionary clarity.

Strike out “Labor” and substitute “Unity,” i.e. COMMU-
NIST UNITY LEAGUE.

“Unity” in the name would emphasise our struggle for trade
union unity and for unity of the revolutionary Socialist or
Communist movement into a single united Communist Party
with sound tactics -and a healthy inner life.

ty (Opposition), and one each for Workers’ Communist
League, and Communist League.

th the present nature and role of our
The basic principles underlying our or-
d, and our refusal to play the part of a
Finally the term “Labor”

emphasize our orientation to the labor
we are striving to become a force for

AMENDMENT

sentence and substitute: Finally the term

* * *

National Buro resulted in 8 votes for the
amendment, 2,votes for Communist Par-

tionary vanguard was therefore clear:
fight against all war preparations, for
the breakdown of the army and for the
defeat of the bourgeoisie by the prole-
tariat of each country.

2. The situation at present is quite
different from that of 1914. a) There is
the existence and growth of the U.S.S.R.,
the only workers fatherland. b) The
coming war will in all probabilitics have
a double purpose: to achieve the im-
perialist aims of the various fighting im-
peralist nations and to crush the Soviet
Union, if possible. ¢) Due to the strug-
gle and antagonism between the various
imperialist powers, it is possible. that
for a time certain imperialist govern-
ments will find it profitable and advis-
able to forget for the time being their
hatred against the U.S.S.R., and seck its
military aid in the struggle against its
enemies. d) Due to the contradictions
in the present economic and political
structure—the fact that the U.S.S.R. is
existing side by side with imperialist
powers, and due to the foreign policy of
the U.S.8.R. (with which our group fully
agrees), a situation may arise where the
U.S.S.R. will utilize the friction and
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struggle between imperialist nations and
enter into military alliances with one or
another imperialist nation for the pur-

tatorship of the proletariat there, or at
least weaken its imperialistic govern-
ment, thereby defending the U.S.S.R.
What shall, however, the workers do in
countries allied to the U.S.S.R.? Shall
they, during the time of actual warfare
seek to disrupt the army of their bour-
geoisie, which is at the same time the
ally of the U.S.SR.? Suppose a de-
tachment of the U.S.SR. and detach-
ment of its allied bourgeois army are
actually engaged in a battle against the
enemy—should the communists and work-
ers in the bourgeois detachment seek
to demoralize and weaken that detach-
ment of the bourgeoisie? Such an act
may weaken also the detachment of the
U.S.S.R., with the result that the battle
of both the U.S.S.R. and its allied bour-
geoisie would be lost, and the only real
viector would be the imperialist power
attacking the U.S.S.R. Suppose the
same thing happened on a largerAscale
—may it not mean, that while applying
the slogan “defeat your bourgeoisie” the
communists of that country would at the
same time fight against the U.S.S.R. and
possibly help defeat it? Would this be
proper revolutionary tactics? Any tac-
tics leading to the defeat or weakening
of the U.S.S.R. are counter-revolution-
ary.

The Bureau thesis correstly points out
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that: “in any war in which the Soviet
Union is involved, the highest interests
of the entire international proletariat
are expressed in the complete victory of
the U.S.S.R. waging a revolutionary war.
The progress of the world revolution in
other countries is organically bound up
with such a victory by the Seviet pro-
letariat.”
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statement the Bureau thesis proceeds to
state the tasks of the Communist Parties
of the world during such a war. It
states:

“The best way to hasten and insure
such a victory is the seizure of power
by the workers of other countries and
then allying themselves with the
U.S.S.R. in a revolutionary war. This
strategy holds just as much for .the
Communist Parties operating in im-

the Soviet Union such a war, forsooth,
would receive the support of the official
Communist Party and its auxiliary or-
ganizations. As Comrade Hathaway de-
clared in the Daily Worker, July 8, 1935,
“We are not going to call for the defeat
of the country that is helping us.”

DESERTION OF

COMMUNIST PRINCIPLES .
The leadership of the Communist In-
ternational is deserting the most elemen-
tary principles of class struggle, and is
proposing a coalition policy—a policy of
class truce and support of the bourgevisic
in those countries entering into alliances
with the Soviet Union. The slogan, of
“turning the imperialist war into civil
war” is converted into the slogan of
“support the progressive war being waged
by our government.” Just as the Social
Democracy tried to cover up its social
patriotic policy in 1914 by pointing to
the horrible deeds committed by the im-
perialist powers with which their gov-
ernments were at war—the regime of
Czarist Russia, the imperialist rape of
Belgium and Serbia, the militarism of
the German Kaiser,—so today the Com-
munist Parties travel the road of social
patriotism under the banner of fighting
Hitler counter-revolution and defense of
the Soviet Union. Revolutionary de-
featism is being forsaken, that is, the
defeat of the bourgeoisie of one’s own
country as the primary task of the pro-
letariat of that country. The Commu-
nist Party leaders try to cover up the
fact that their imperialist governments,
whether it be France, Czechoslovakia or
the United States, have been preparing
for the next imperialist slaughter from
the moment the last war ended, that they

imperialist plunder even where they hap-
pen to be fighting momentarily on the
side of the Soviet Union, and that when
they enter into alliances with the Soviet
Union they do so not as defenders of so-
cialism and the proletarian power but as
bandits who find it more profitable to
direct their pillaging today against Ger-
many and Japan, and tomorrow may
find more profitable plunder in warring
against the Soviet Union. They close
their eyes to the fact that until but yes-
terday, the French bourgeois democratic

engage in the next war for purposes of

ing of the imperialist bloc against the
Soviet Union, and that the very moment
its fear of attack from Nazi Germany is
lessened, it will again assume the role of

champion in the struggle against what

Herriot calls “the Fascism of the left.”
They cover up the fact that France is
the ally of Fascist Italy, which is al-
ready engaged in a bloody expedition of
rape, pillage and imperialist plunder in
Ethiopia. [s it thus that France defends
the sacred rights of small nations? Can
such a government fight a progressive
war? Can such a government “defend
the Soviet Union”? Emphatically no!
And no sophistries borrowed from the
theoretical arsenal of Social Democracy
in 1914 can cover up the social patriotic
desertion of principle by the leadership
of the Communist International.

MECHANICAL TRANSFERENCE

OF SOVIET DIPLOMACY

The leadership of the Communist Par-
ties is mechanically aping the diplomatic
maneuvers of the Soviet Government
which is correctly trying to use the con-
tradictions among the imperialist pow-
ers to get aid from one bandit in killing
off another competing bandit which is
attacking it. The puppet leaderships of
the various Communist Parties have
never understood the differences between
the tactics of a prolctarian state, be-
sieged by a capitalist world, utilizing
inter-imperialist contradictions and the
tactics of the Communist Parties in the
various capitalist countries which can
under no circumstances consist of re-
liance upon or utilization of such antag-
onisms among the capitalist powers.
Such a policy can only lead to class
truce. It is worthy of Social Democratic
leaders cringing before their bourgeoisie
to cite the correct tactics of the Soviet
State in its diplomatic maneuvers as
justification for their own policy of sup-
port of their capitalist governments.

LENIN ON SOVIET

FOREIGN POLICY

Lenin repeatedly pointed out the per-
missibility and necessity, on the part of
the Soviet Union, of utilizing the contra-
dictions among the imperialists—in the
interests of the toilers, and at the same
time the impermissibility of the Social-
ists entering into agrcements with the
bourgeoisie to strengthen their own ex-
ploiters. Lenin wrote in 1918 to the
American workers, regarding those who
croaked over this apparent contradiction
in policy:

“O hypocrites! O scoundrels, who
slander the workers’ vovernment. . . .
They pretend not to understand the
difference between an agreement made
by ‘Socialists’ with the bourgeoisie
(native or foreign) against the work-
ers, against the toilers, and an agree-
ment for the safcty of the workers
who have defeated their bourgeoisie,
with a bourgeoisie of one national
color against the bourgeoisie of an-
other color, for the sake of the utili-
zation by the proletariat of the con-
tradictions between the different
groups of the bourgeoisie. When the
German imperialist robbers in Febru-
ary, 1918, threw armies against de-
fenseless, demobilized Russia, which
staked its hopes upon the interna-
tional solidarity of the proletariat be-
fore the international revolution had
completely ripened, I did not hesitate
for a moment to come to a certain
‘agreement’ with the French monar-
chists. To throw back the rapacious
advancing Germans we made use of
the equally rapacious counter-inter-
ests of the other imperialists, thereby
serving the interests of the Russian
and International Secialist revolution.
. .. I would not hesitate a single sec-
ond to come to the same kind of an
‘agreement’ with the German imperi-
alist robbers, should an attack upon
Russia by Anglo-French troops de-
mand it.”

What was the policy of the revolu-
ttunaries, the Communists in France,
England, and Germany, at that time?
To support their imperialists under the
pretext that they were fighting a “just”
and “progressive” war because their
capitalists, for their own imperialist
ends, were ‘'momentarily in “agreement”
wilh the Soviet State? Nothing of the
sort. They saw clearly that Soviet
Union’s policy weakened the world bour-
geoisie by dividing it, and that their own
policy must be to weaken the bourgeoisie
by working to overthrow the capitalist
class in their own land. It is as imper-
missible in principle for the Communists
to maneuver and support their capitalist
government, and enter into “agreements”
with it because the Soviet Union has a
certain “agreement,” as it was for the
Social Democratic leaders to justify their
social patriotism by referring to the ex-
ample of Soviet “agreements” with capi-
talist groups.

“PROGRESSIVE” IMPERIALISMS
& REACTIONARY IMPERIALISMS
Moreover, this quotation of Lenin tho-
roly exposes the hypocricy of the C.P.
leadership when it speaks about “reve-
lutionary defense aganist the Hitler
counter-revolution, against the Hitler re-
actionary dictatorship.” (Peri in Huma-
nite). Surely, if it was permissible for
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government was the leader in the build-
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Louis Hyman

Broad

If something is to get a laugh out of
you these hot days, it 'must be pretty
good, believe me! And Louis Hyman,
ex-president of the late-lamented In-
dustrial Union, is pretty good-—as an
unconscious humorist!

In the Freiheit of July 12, 1935, Bro-
ther Hyman devotes his column—for a
change!—to the Lovestoneites and to
Zimmerman in particular. This time it’s
about that notorious leaflet issued by
the “Lefts” of Local 22, 1.LL.G.W.U,, in
which they tried to stir up race hatred
and suspicion by alleging that the Negro
members of the dressmakers unions were
being discriminated against and left in
the lurch by the progressive administra-
tion. The executive board of Local 22
did not lose any time in branding this
piece of irresponsible trickery on the
part of the “Lefts,” exposing their reck-
less slanders and fabrications and em-
phasizing once again the absolute equal-
ity of all workers and the complete ab-
sence of any racial lines in the ranks of
the union.

Apparently the statement of the Local
22 executive board made quite an im-
pression for the “Lefts” seem to be in
quite a stew over it. One article after
the other in the Freiheit, one leaflet after
the other in the market! And now Louis
Hyman’s brilliant masterpiece!

Brother Hyman is a skilled logician
and a trained journalist; above all he has
a knack of getting right to the heart of
any question he is discussing. At any
rate he is sure to get within a hundred
miles of it at the very least! Let us
listen to his words:

“But the Lefts are not making up
any stories about Negro discrimina-
tion and Zimmerman’s demagogic
cries will not solve the Negro ques-
tion.

- The Man Of

Vision

“For example, a committee of the
American Federation of Labor is now
conducting an investigation of dis-
crimination against Negroes in the
unions.

“Before this committee there ap-
peared people who were not Commu-
nists or lefts but such loyal A. F. of
L. supporters as Philip Randolph and
Johnson of the Urban League, Davis
and other reformists. They proved
what horrible discrimination the Ne-
gro workers are subject to. They
showed, for example, that most of
the railway unions do not admit Ne-
groes at all. In many unions, where
there is no ban against Negro mem-
bers, all sorts of difficulties are put
in their way.

“And, of course, there is no ques-
tion of the South. In Atlanta, Geor-
gia, a group of Negro painters or-
ganized themselves and asked for a
charter from the Brotherhood of
Painters. They were told to apply to
the hod-carriers union. . .. ”

Notice the directness and clarity of
Brother Hyman’s argument. To prove
that there is discrimination against No-
groes in the dressmakers union and that
the progressive administration is re-
sponsible for it, he parades before us ex-
amples of jim-crowism—in the railway
uniong and among the painters of At-
lanta! At least no one can charge Bro-
ther Hyman with being a man of narrow
vision!

We are familiar with the fact that, for
the Freiheit, Zimmerman is responsible
for ecverything that happens anywhere
in the I.L.G.W.U. or in the ncedle trades
unions as a whole. But we must protest
that it is a little too much glory for
Comrade Zimmerman to make him re-
sponsible for the whole A. F. of L. and

for the entire United States!

YOUNG SOCIALISTS SCORE C.P.
WAR POLICIES

We are glad to print the following
resolution received from a Branch of the
Young Peoples Socialist League in St.
Lovis, Mo.

* * *
STATEMENT

On Friday, July 19, 1935, a delegation
of the Young Communist League came
to a meeting of Circle No. 2 of the
Young Peoples Socialist League, inviting
us to elect delegates to arrange an anti-
war demonstration for August 1, 1935.

Our organization consisting of young
workers who . are conscious of the fact
that they will be the first to be called
for slaughter in the next imperialist war,
unanimously decided to participate in
the conference and elected three dele-
gates for said purpose.

We took this action because at the last
meeting of the State Executive Commit-
tee of Mo. it was decided to allow every
S.P. branch to decide whether or not it
wishes to participate in a united front
against war. We also realize the mistakes
made by Social Democratic Parties thru-
out the world in 1914, such as German
Party supporting its government against
Czarism, the S.F.UI.0. (French Party)
supporting its government against the
German Kaiser, etec.

That is why our representatives at this
conference took the stand that altho we
are for the unconditional defense of the
Soviet Union, we are also for conducting
a fight against war even if our own gov-
ernment will ally itself to the Soviet
Union. We believe that the tasks of all
revolutionists ih this country will be to
mobilize the workers and farmers to de-
feat their own capitalist government, re-
gardless of the fact that it may be a
liberal democracy or a brutal fascism.

Many statements have been made late-
ly by influential leaders of the Commu-
nist Parties that in case of a war be-
tween fascism and the Soviet Union and
her allies it will be the task of the revo-
lutionists to support their government in
this war. We have considered these
statements as mistakes by individual
leaders, but, in today’s press, there is a
cable from Moscow that at the opening
of the Seventh World Congress of the
Comintern it was officially announced
that it will be the job of the Communists

in case of a war between fascism and’
“democratic” countries in alliance with
the Soviet Union to participate in it de-
fending their respective governments.
We are absolutely against this policy
and we state openly that we are not go-
ing to defend any kind of a capitalist
government during war regardless of
what kind of a capitalist government it
is or what country it is allied with.

Therefore we withdraw from the Con-
ference Against War and Fascism unless
the leadership of the conference differ-
entiates itself from the statement made
at the Seventh World Congress.

Be it resolved that this statement be
sent to all organizations participating in
the Conference Against War and Fas-
cism and to the labor press.

(Signed) Francis X. Morrison
Y.P.S.L. Circle No. 2, St. Louis, Mo.
July 26, 1935.

U.S.S.R. Defense Is
Main Problem

(Continued from Page 3)
perialist countries which have military
agreements with the U.S.S.R. The
task of such Communist Parties is
also to transform the imperialist war
into a revolutionary war.”

This statement is way too simple to
solve the problem. Such tactics, if fol-
lowed blindly may bring the opposite re-
sults. Instead of a revolution and the
establishment of more Soviet republics
it may for a time only weaken the exist-
ing Soviet Republic, strengthen its en-
emies and aggravate the danger of a
defeat for the U.S.S.R. Not every revo-
lution brings forth a Soviet government,
and not every defeated country neces-
sarily becomes a Soviet territory. While
during the war of 1914-1918 the defeat
and revolution in any eountry was a
step forward, during the coming war the
defeat of the temporary ally of the
U.S.S.R., may at the same time prove
a defeat for the U.S.S.R. proper—it may
be a step backward instead of a step
forward.

“The highest interests of the entire

international proletariat are expressed

Books of

the Age

LEAN MEN. Novel by Ralph Bates,

MacMillan, 555pp. $2.50.

The world crisis plunged the landlord
and church-tormented country of Spain
into chaos. Alfonso and his governing
clique used the strongest mecasures of
oppression without avail. The workers,
cspecially on the docks and in the mines,
resorted to illegal actions and armed re-
volts. But tha revolutionary actions
were headless and disunited. The Com-
munists were weak and impotent, the
anarcho-syndicalists political madmen.
The monarchy fled the country, and the
revolt of the workers bogged down in
a reactionary constitutional republic.

This is the background and period of
the book, but so occupied is the author
with the loves and tastes of his hero
that the 'meaning of the Spanish cvents
are almost completely submerged. The
hero—TFrancis Charing, is an KEnglishman
sent into Spain as a representative of the
Communist International. By the way,
it is doubtful (altho it may be a matter
of record somewhere) if any Comintern
representative had less necessary politi-
cal and cconomic knowledge of the coun-
try of his activities than Francis had of
Spain.

Unless the reader is well fortified with
such knowledge the story must appear
to be a thoughtful, sensitive and in many

places beautiful narrative of personal
adventure. Even in this respect it is un-
even. Subjective discussions of music,
Charing’s love of three women (two of
them in-London) at the same time, dilute
the interest of the revolutionist’s work
among the dock laborers of Barcelona.

It may be true that the “Church Eter-
nal” in Spain has the devotion only. of
old and idle women who cackle and hiss
like geese: That the old handicrafts give
way before the machine. But these stu-
dies of deccay and advance are not in-
tegrated and hamper rather than help
the dynamics of the story.

But is the Barcelona dock worker’s
Spain more or less important than
Charing’s? Is his personal life of equal
importance with the events that culmi-
nated in the Republican revolution? The
author has failed to decide. Balance has
been sought by making everything of
equal import. The result is lack of bal-
ance: and some excellent creation of
character has not saved the novel from
being diffuse, varying in interest and
much less a piece of solid work than the
theme gives opportunity for.

A gifted pen is not enough. Prole-
tarian novels, too, require the exercise
of sclection. As in revolutionary work,
so also in art, “Better less but better.”

Mac Stuart

Proletarian Revolution Is
Soviet Union’s Best Defense

(Continucd from Page 3)
Lenin to use either French monarchists
against Germany or German imperial-
ists against France and England in 1913,
it ig just as permissble for the Soviet
Union to attempt to use the Hitler dic-
tatorship against the Mussolini dictator-
ship or vice-versa as the situation may
require. But should the proletariat in
Germany or Italy become defenders of
their respective fatherlands because of
the temporary exigencies and maneuvers
of Soviet Diplomacy? Must they be-
come defenders of good dictatorships
against bad dictatorships?

A UNIQUE POSITION
IN THE C.P.0.

That the Communist Party puppet
leadership should be unable to compre-
hend the difference between the tactics
of the Soviet State and the tactics of a
revolutionary party in a capitalist coun-
try is easy to understand—the lack of
collective leadership in the C.I., years
of mechanical transtcrence of policy from
the Soviet Union to the patties in the
capitalist countries have tended to create
such a condition. But that a member of
the C.P.O. should be unable to compre-
hend the difference is much harder to
understand, if it were not unique. Com-
rade Smith in his article in this issue is
ready to give up the slogan of revolu-
tionary defeatism and “turn the impe-
rialist war into a civil war” in those
countries allied with the Soviet Union
under the banner of “defense of the So-
viet Union.” His position is even cruder
and has less qualifications than that of
the C.P. leadership. We need only refer
to the article of Vaillant-Couturier in
Humanite: “We have no confidence in
the French bourgeoisie or in the fascist
cadres of the French army adhering to
the treaty, and we act accordingly. . . .
We will continue to fight chauvinism.

in the complete victory of the U.S.S.R.
waging a revolutionary war”—the tac-
tics of the Communist Parties must be
such as to protect the “highest interests”
of the proletariat. A differentiation must
be made between the tactics of the
Communist Parties in countries fighting
against the U.S.S.R. and tactics of Com-
munist Parties in countries fighting as
allies of the U.S.S.R., even though fol-
lowing imperialist aims.

Certainly, the Communist Party in
such a country must not for a moment
give up its struggle to win the masses
for the overthrow of its bourgeoisie. It
must double its efforts to win the work-
ingclass to its side. It must fight against
the imperialist aims of its own govern-
ment. It must carry on a relentless
struggle against fascism and all reac-
tionary forces. It ‘must constantly work
to prepare the ground for the success-
full victory of the proletarian revolu-
tion in that country. Insofar, how-
ever, as the army of its bourgeoisie is
fighting side by side with the Red Army,
the Communist Party of that country
cannot simply call upon the workers
and soldiers to leave the battlefields—
as it would be proper for the Commu-
nist Parties in countries fighting against
the U.S.S.R. to do, on the contrary, it
must point out that the bourgeois army
although being utilized to advance the
aims of the imperialist rulers of that
country at the same time, however, helps
to defend the U.S.S.R., and it is the duty
of the worker to fight side by side with
the U.S.S.R., while at the same time or-
ganizing and preparing for the over-
throw of its own bourgeoisie.

It is the duty of the parties in such
countries to point out clearly and un-
hesitatingly the contradictory conditions
existing and to show the way out of it.
The thesis of the C.P.O. should be

amended in this respect.

. . . We will continue to fight against
extension of military service, against
war credits, against the treacherous pol-
icy of class peace in time of war.” Even
Comrade Bittelman in his crude and cva-
sive article on the “United Front Against
Imperialist War” in the Communist,
August 1985, raises the question: “To
what kind of government can the French
masses entrust the task of fighting for
peace, of utilizing the armed forces not
for imperialist purposes? .. . And the
French Communists understood the ques-
tion and gave the answer: these tasks
and these armed forces cannot be en-
trusted to governments of the French
imperialist bourgeoisie.” Of course, Bit-
telman is wrong inasmuch as the French
Cemmunists did not answer in just such
terms—rather the slogan of a coalition
government, a Daladier regime instead
of a Laval regime was taken to signily
the end of imperialist bourgeois rule!
But at least Bittelman raises the ques-
tion of power ‘n cennection with a real
defense of the Soviet Union, even theugh
he does not answer 1t correctly.

HOW DEFEND THE
SOVIET UNION?

Comrade Sraith fuils to do evern this
He supposes a detachmert of the beur-
geois army lighting side by side wich the
Soviet army against the common foe.
Weuld not the stogan of revoiutionacy
defeatisin demoralize the bourgcois ar-
my, weaken the support of the Red Ar-
my, and lead to the victory of the fascist
cnemy? Would not therefore the slogan
of “revolutionary defeatism” be counter-
revolutionary ?

Comrade Smith merely fails to sce that
defcat of the bourgeoisie, the establish-
ment of the prolctarian dictatorship in
the country allied with the Soviet Union
in the war, and the transformation of
the bourgeois army into a proletarian
revolutionary army, does not weaken the
Soviet army but strengthens it many
times over, and therefore ensures the
defeat of the common enemy. He fails
to see that which the C.P. leaders still
have an inkling, that the bourgeois army
is no reliable ally of the Soviet Union.
Otherwise, why refuse to vote war
credits? Does this not also help the
common enemy ?

To raise the question of a detachment
is practically and ‘'methodologically
wrong. - Revolutions are not made by a
detachment—they are made by working
class leading the loiling masses against
the bourgeoisie, supported by the revo-
lutionary armed forces. Revolutions are
not simply made—they “grew,” as Lenin
said. Let us pose the opposite question:
Given the revolutionary uprising in the
working class and in the army of the ally
of the Soviet Union, should the Red
Army try to crush the uprising because
it may help the enemy win a victory?
When we compare the two questions, it
is clear which policy is counter-revolu-
tionary.

IMPERIALIST WAR AND
REVOLUTIONARY WAR

The policy of turning imperialist war
into civil war remains the only correct
revolutionary policy, and is the only real
defense for the Soviet Union even in
those countries allied with the Soviet
Union. Comrade Smith asserts that the
thesis of the Nalional Bureau does not
stale the new, concrete form this siogan
must assume in such countries. On the
contrary, the thesis clearly points out
that the problem here is not merely the
defeat of one’s own bourgeoisie and the
seizure of power by the working class,
but concretely the slogan of transform-
ing the imperialist war into a revolu-
tionary war fought along side of and to-
gether with the Soviet Union against
the bourgeois enemy, the transformation

of a vacillating and unreliable bourgeois

TRADE UNION
NOTES

By GEORGE F. MILES

Any physician will tell you that vio-
lent changes in temperature are the signs
of an unhealthy condition in the human
body. Also any doctor of polities in the
revolutionary movement will agree
(whether he admits it or not is quite
another matter) that the sharp swings
from right to left, and from left to right
(as at present) ordered from on high, are
a sign of the discased condition within
the Communist International.

C. P. GIVES UP
FRACTIONS IN UNIONS

One of thesc breathtaking wild swings
to the right (without any quotation
marks around the word) is now taking
place on the trade union question. That
the red unions had begun to weigh heavy
on their hands is no news. It is also no
news that in many countries these unions
were just choked in the dark of night and
any opponents were met with the same
vilification which fell to the lot of those
who were opposed to red unions in the
first place.

What is new however, is that the
Communist International and the Red In-
ternational of Labor Unions have pledged
not to organize groups within the trade
unions. We could of course understand
it if the C.P. were to say that it was a
concession in order to achieve unity with
the reformist unions in France but no,
with the brazen cynicism which charac-
terizes the C.P.s turns and returns, we
are assured that that is done because it
is in the interests of the workers, etc.,
etc. ad nausea. :

Despite all our criticism of the sec-
tarian wnion-splitting stupidities of the
official Communists we must just as
strongly condemn their present policy
to which they have pledged themselves.
We do not believe that the reformist
unions in France present no need of mil-
itant, constructive fighting groups to sti-
mulate leftward development. Let us
not forget that despite the tremendous
pressure in France for the United Front,
the reformist trade unions under Jouhaux
have refused to this day to join the
united front between the Socialists and
Communists.

Its decision in France on the trade
unions is a case of disarming the militant
and Communist workers and making it
difficult indeed for them to make them-
selves felt in the organizations.

LOOKING BACKWARD

Once again a case of blowing on cold.
Once again a swing from the extreme
position of union busting to the equally
extreme position of complete and un-
qualified toleration of all the misdeeds
of the burocracy. And in order to find
some basis for this change of policy our
good comrade Wilhelm Pieck has to
trudge clear back”to 1925 to find some
plausible quotation from Stalin. And
what happened in between let us say
1928 and 1935? The weirdest concoc-
tions, the most fantastic products of
feverish imaginations were palmed off
on the Communist movement as profound
Communist thought. To deny or to
doubt the validity of these spurious theo-
ries was tantamount to political snicide.
Listen to thesc brilliant words of wis-
dom {rom the bearded oracle of the
R.I.L.U.—Lozovsky:

“The election of the gtrike committee

FROM BELOW (those were the days

when everything flourished from be-

low) by the whole mass of the work-
ers concerned—that is the slogan!. ..

What about the union? Is it to be

given a seat on the strike committee

or not? From the example of the
Lodz strike ONE SEES HOW DAN-

GEROUS IT IS TO ALLOW THE

REPRESENTATIVES OF THE RE-

FORMIST TRADE UNION ON A

STRIKE COMMITTEE.”

* * *

“Once a strike committee has been
elected on a democratic footing the
question of representing the union or
unions is thereby closed.”

* * *

“A strike committee is an instru-
ment of struggle and for that very
reason NO PLACE FOR ANY
STOOL-PIGEON OF THE BOSSES”
(representative of the reformist
union) (R.I.L.U. Magazine, Decem-
ber, 1928).

From this position which actually de-
nies not only the role of reformist union-
ism but of unionism generally, and dei-
fies the unorganized mass (which: elects
the strike committees democratically)
Lozovsky is now satisfied to be the lac-
key of the “Bonzen” (burocrats).

We are as much opposed to smashing
the militant groups in the trade unions
today as we were opposed to the C.P.s
policy of smashing the trade unions yes-
terday.

ally into a firm and powerful support—
into a revolutionary ally. Must we wait
until the bourgeois ally unites with the
fascist enemy against the Soviet Union
and against the proletarian revolution
occurring in one or all of the bourgeois
countries involved in the war to see that
the policy of national defense and class
peace is even more ruinous than the
former errors of union splitting and
“united front from below”? The
lesson of the Paris Commune, where the
warring bourgeoisies united against the
menace of proletarian revolution must
not be forgotten.
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