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Five Cents

At First
GLANCE

By JAY LOVESTONE

ENERAL Secretary Browder has

just returned from Moscow a new-
ly tailored person in a political sense.
Confused as his language may be, yet its
newness and difference from the old
must be recognized. We must confess
that we were rather surprised at the
following statement made in the inter-
view given to the press by Browder.
“We are not so close to fascism in
the United States, but the same for-
ces are at work toward it here as
abroad. The bi-partisan coalition of
the American Liberty League is head-
ed toward fascism. All of the bloc
being gathered against Roosevelt is
headed towards fascism. One of his
weaknesses is that he hasn’t under-
stood how to fight it and has sur-
rendered to fascist tendencies in his
own organization. He is not a fascist,
but if he doesn’t oppose it, the fas-
cists will eat him up.”

In the Daily Worker of September 19,
Comrade Browder submits his new ideas,
somewhat more carefully, as follows:
“The Roosevelt administration has not
been an effective fighter for American
Liberties. . . . ”

ELL, well. Happy days are here
again! This is rather stunning.
We have before us a book entitled Com-
munism In The United States by the
same General Secretary Browder. In this
book, which is offered to us as an au-
thoritative, official expression of Com-
munism in the U. S., we read a poetry
of a different kind. In this book which
A. Bittelman characterizes as offering
“the key to an understanding of Com-
munism in the United States”, we find
the same General Secretary Browder
saying the following about fascism and
Roosevelt. The aim of the New Deal,
Browder tells us, “is to establish fas-
cism at home.” (Page 14) We, are fur-
ther told that Roosevelt’s “domestic poli-
cies are openly recognized as identical
with the measures of professed fascist
governments.” (Page 14) “The Socialist
Party”, continues Browder, supports
the A. F. of L. leaders and endorses their
activities supporting every bad policy of
the New Deal—inflation, NRA, AAA,
PWA, CWA, CCC, Wagner Bill, etc. hail-
ing these fascist and war measures as
‘steps towards socialism’” (Page 15).
The outstanding leader of official
American Communism goes on to be even
more explicit and wrong when he says:
“The New Deal is not developed fas-
cism but in political aim and direction
it is the same as Hitler’s program.”
(Page 31) “In Kentucky they already
have an open fascist dictatorship which
differs from capitalist ‘democracy’ in
Chicago, Detroit, and New York only by
its discarding. of all pretenses and brag-
ging about what others try to conceal.”
(Page 96) “It is clear that fascism finds
much of its work done in America and
more of it being done by Roosevelt.”
(Page 116).

F course even the General Secretary

of the Communist Party has a right
to change his mind. This right becomes a
duty when he is ordered to change his
mind. But, when a political party
changes its position, it should state why.
It should tell the working-class frankly
that it is dropping a mistaken policy.
Perhaps the Seventh World Congress has
instructed Comrade Brawder to come to
the conclusion that the Roosevelt Ad-
ministration has moved left since July
4. We are in full disagreement with such
an instruction. In our opinjon the
Roosevelt Administration
swinging to the right and is today more
openly anti-labor than in the honeymoon
days of the NRA when the C.P. branded
it as a fascist regime.

Another question that certainly should
disturb every C.P. member is the fol-
lowing: How can the CP. leadership
distribute at one and the same time
Browder’s book which brands the Roose-
velt Administration as a fascist regime
and Browder’s latest statement? The
latter rather bemoans the fact that
Roosevelt is not fighting hard enough
for liberalism and against fascism and
tends to make Roosevelt the spearhead
of resistance against the development
and encroachment of fascism in the Unit-
ed States.

We hope that every party member will
put on his or her thinking cap and real-
ly ‘make an honest effort to try to ans-
wer for themselves, if not for us, the
questions we have posed here.

The Liquidation of the “/Left’’ Groups

(AN EDITORIAL)

N the last few weeks Communist Party spokesmen in a

number of unions have made public declarations of in-
tention to dissolve the so-called Left Groups in these organ-
izations. This move can only be welcomed for, if properly
carried out, it will constitute a definite step towards a break
with the destructive policy and practise of the C.P. in the
trade union movement. In fact, the abandonment of these
“Left Groups,” originally created as an expression of the
dual unionist course and now thoroly identified with every
sort of irresponsible disruption, must be regarded as a neces-
sary and first prerequisite for anything the C.P. can do to
rehabilitate its followers in the unions and to undo the
accumulated damage which years of dual unionist sectarian-
ism have brought to the labor movement in general and to
the Communist movement in particular.

But the exact meaning of this step must be clearly under-
stood. It would be a gross opportunist error to conceive
of it as making for the liquidation of trade union groups
as such.  The “Left Groups” must be dissolved not because
aroups as such are in any way illegitimate or harmful but
because of their own hopeless record of disruptive, anti-
union activity. It would be monstrous to consider the dis-
solution of the “Left Groups” as a ground for the liquida-
tion of the progressive movement in the unions. Even the
slightest step in this direction would be disastrous, would
play right into the hands of the conservative officialdom and
seriously undermine effective union democracy. The condi-
tion in which trade unionism finds itself today, the many
grave and difficult problems facing labor as a whole, the
unbroken gravity of the economic crisis, the growing menace
of war and Fascism, all imperatively demand a virile, fight-
ing labor movement as the only salvation for the working
class—and this means, in the first place, the strengthening of
the existing trade unions and their transformation into pow-
erful, militant, industrial organizations. But this can be
accomplished only if the progressive and class conscious work-
ers unite their forces in an organized movement, striving in
a responsible and constructive manner to advance the cause
of progressive unionism. Indeed, it may be laid down as a
fundaniental truth in the present situation that the future
of unionism in this country is organically bound up with the
strength and development of the organized progressive move-
nient within its ranks.

Insofar, therefore, as it will help clear away from the scene

a hopelessly discredited but still damaging remnant of the old
sectarianmism, the liquidation of the “Left Groups” is to be
welcomed.  But liquidation is not enough. What is to come
after? To all intents and purposes, the “Left (Groups” have
been conducting themselves as closed C.P. organizations, as
mere party fractions. We hope that the new decision will

mark the end of the attempt of the C.P. to apply inner-|

party methods and procedure for the solution of the prob-
lems confronting the workers in the mass organizations.
Unfortunately, however, it is now necessary to raise a sharp
voice of warning against a serious danger already manifesting
itself—the danger that the liquidation of the “Left Groups”
will be followed either by unprincipled collaboration with
the most reactionary elements in the unions against the pro-
gressives or else by a new serics of disruptive mancuvers in
the form of unofficial “organization committees” or “active
members groups,” organized outside of and in opposition to
regular union channels—a new and degenerate version of
the policy of “independent leadership.” It is plainly up to
the members and followers of the “Left Groups” to do every-
thing in their power to head off this danger and to assure
a healthy and constructive outcome of the liquidation of the
“Left Groups.” In the final analysis, it should be remem-
bered, the real significance of this as of any other move on
the part of the C.P. will be determined by the character of
its practical activity in the unions, especially in regard to the
progressive movement. When this process is completed, the
workers, formerly in the ranks of these groups or following
them, will surely take the straight road leading them, as
responsible and constructive trade unionists, into the ranks
of the progressive movement. If they really want to be of
service to the cause of labor they have only to make a clean
break with the old methods and the old prejudices and to
find their place in the ranks of those who are fighting con-
structively for a better and more effective trade union move-
ment!

The events of the last few years are eloquent in their
appeal to all militant and class conscious workers in the
unions to band themselves together in a broad, non-partisan
movement on the platform of progressive unionism, to or-
ganize progressive groups where they do not exist, to join
hands with forces already thus organized, so as to speed
the building up of a mighty, aggressive and effectively organ-
ized trade union movement dedicated to resolute class strug-
gle on behalf of the interests of labor.

Ethiopia Disturbs

Europe’s Balance

By AUGUST THALHEIMER cerned.

The League of Nations is starting its
negotiations today* on Ethiopia. It is
useless to speculate about the possible
outcome of these negotiations since by
the time this writing reaches America
the results will already be known. In-
stead, I shall point out the effects of the
Ethiopian affair on European relation of

ally of Germany.

It is much more advantageous
and more favorable for Hitler Germany
to win colonies wtih the aid of England
than against the latter’s wishes.
value as an ally against Germany is
diminished for France and there is mno
serious threat that Italy will become an

known for their anti-Italian policies, and
for their insistance upon the strengthen-
ing of the League of Nations. These
two were also active forces in bringing
about the rapprochement between France
and the Soviet Union.

Italy’s
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powers which are already discernable.

EFFECTS OF WAR
IN ETHIOPIA

Let us start with France. Apparently,
she has to choose between Italy and Eng-
land. In reality, her choice has already
been made by the nature of things. The
rapprochement between France and Italy
was designed to prevent Italy from ally-
ing herself with Nazi Germany and to
have Italian' forces attack Germany in
case of war. Should there be an Ethio-
pian war, however, Italy will be stumped
as a serious military force in Europe.
Recent maneuvers in Upper Italy which
were to prove that Italy could simulta-
neously carry on a colonial war in Africa
and remain a full-fledged military force
in Europe did not prove anything of the
sort. To carry on maneuvers for a few
days is one thing, to wage a war is quite
another. The Ethiopian war will tax the
military, economic and financial resources
of Italy, as time goes on, to such an ex-
tent that she will be greatly weakened
if not paralyzed in Europe. Thus the
value of Italy as an ally against Nazi
Gearmany is lost for France. Then the
danger arises that Italy will again turn
towards Hitler Germany. But Italy and
Hitler Germany have no common aims in
this case.

CAN THE NAZIS
WORK WITH ITALY

The Austrian question remains un-
solved. If Italy gave up Austria volun-
tarily to Germany this would be such a
heavy blow to Italy as a European power
that all possible gains in Africa could
not make up for the loss in prestige.
This is out of the question. But perhaps
there is a common interest that Italy
and Hitler Germany share in colonies in
Africa or elsewhere? As is well-known
Hitler Germany has already publicly
drawn the conclusion from the remarks
of the English Foreign Minister which
established the right of Italy for colo-
nial expansion, namely, that it is the
right of Germany for colonial expansion.
But the fact that both powers have colo-
nial claims does not mean that they will
work together in this particular case. In
addition, Hitler Germany values the
friendship of England much more than
that of Italy, England being the country
which must be taken into consideration
first as far as colonial expansion is con-

. This was written on September, 4, 1935.

FRANCE NEEDS
ENGLAND’S AID

On the other hand, the value of Eng-
land as a European pillar of support for
France remains. Moreover, France will
surely attempt to exact further pledges
from England as compensation for the
loss of Italy as an ally. Such attempts
judging from the French press are al-
ready being made. The French govern-
ment, so the press relates, has asked
England whether she would be willing
to participate in sanctions in case of a
European conflict as she did in the case
of the Ethiopian war. On the other hand,
France must seriously reckon with the
possibility of a rapprochement between
England and Germany.

All of which proves that the choice of
France as between Italy and England
was predetermined from the very start
in favor of England. This situation is
already reflected in the composition of
the French delegation to the League of
Nations. The delegation consists of For-
eign Minister Laval, Herriot and Paul
Boncour. Herriot and Paul Boncour are

The last-mentioned factor is not acci-
dental. If on the one hand Italy is being
eliminated as a military force, England.
not being a great power on land, is not
very useful for the specific military aims
of France. It therefore, follows that the
Soviet Union, the strongest European
land power will increasingly attract
France. This is true in even stronger
measure of the Little Entente. The lat-
ter is demanding the speedy conclusion
of the Eastern pact (and the Danube
pact). The situation created by the
Ethiopian war will therefore be very fav-
orable to Russian foreign policy. The
relative increase in power of Hitler Ger-
many thru the Ethiopian war is forcing
France and the Little Entente into closer
relations with the Soviet Union than has
previously been the case. France until
now hesitated to start concrete military
negotiations with the Soviet Union. It
is obvious that these matters are now be-
ing speeded up.

All these turns will not proceed along
perfectly straight lines; the basic line of

(Continued om Page 4)

In the Next Issue:

JAY LOVESTONE writes on “The Comintern And The Question

Of War.”

WILL HERBERG ends his article on “The Rise And Fall Of Dual

Unionism.”

ECONOMIST discusses the strengthening of the elements of state capital-
ism in an article entitled—“The Meaning Of The Banking Bill.”
JEAN LE GAULOIS, a newcomer to Workers Age, presents the first of

a number of short articles dealing with the veterans movements.

The

first one dealing with the myth of the unknown soldier is entitled “Dead

Men Are So Damned Funny.”

Beginning with Monday, September 30
WORKERS AGE, NEW WORKERS SCHOOL,
COMMUNIST PARTY (OPPOSITION)
RIVERA MURALS
will be located in much larger and more convenient
quarters at
17 WEST 17TH STREET
The old mail address (Box 68, Station “0”) is still good.
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on the Seventh Comintern Congress
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16th Street and Irving Place

General Strike
Hits Coal Mines

Conference Breaks Up Over
Rates For Piece Workers;
Roosevelt To Intervene

Four hundred thousand soft coal 1rin-
e.s are involved in a general strike in
the industry because the union leaders
and coal operators could not agree oz a
compromise of the 3c¢ difference per hour
as an increase in the rate of the piece
v.orkers,

So bitter was the resistance of the
operators to any improvements for the
miners that despite the concessions by
the union on almost all of the original
demands put forward no agreement
could be reached on the rate for the
piece workers. The union had agreed
that the agreement was to expire on
April 1, 1937 instead of September 16,
1936 as proposed. As against the de-
mands of 50¢ per day increase for men
paid on day rate basis the union was
ready to accept 40c. The union had also
accepted an increase of 10 per cent for
dead work and an increase of 6c on the
ton in the cutting and loading rate.

For the piece workers however, the
operators proposed an increase of 6.9c
per ton as against 10¢c demanded by the
union. On this the union would not com-
promise and the conferences were again
deadlocked. This time however no fur-
ther extensions were granted and the
miners began to pour out of the mines
at midnight of September 22.

However, it would not surprise us in
the least to see the U.M.W. officialdom
cook up some reason on which to send
the miners back to work pending further
negotiations.

Teachers Score
Union Splitters

NEW YORK, N. Y.—Under the sig-
nature of Louis J. Rosenthal, the Unit-~
ed Committee to Save The Union has is-
sued a detailed news release to the press
in which the charges of the Lefkowitz-
Linville faction in the New York Teach-
ers Union are taken up and thoroly de-
molished.

Strongly condemning the splitting tac-
tics of Lefkowitz and his supporters the
statement goes on to say: *To organize
a dual union movement against any sec-
tion of the A. F. of L. is treachery to
organized labor and no past record of
liberalism on the part of sponsors of this
dual union movement can change the
character of such anti-labor activity.”

The statement then goes on to ans-
wer in detail the following charges lev-
ied against the united committee; that
the A.F.T. is controlled by an unprin-
cipled machine; that 60% of the mem-
bership has repudiated the convention
decision and that “political left wing-
ers” control Local 5 in New York and
the A.F.T. as a whole.

The statement considers the main
charge to be that of control by “po-
litical left. wingers” and proceeds to
deal with this matter:

“In answer to the major charge that
the A. F. of T. and the New York local
is controlled by ‘political left wingers’,
we assert that the union is and will con-
tinue to be a non-political trade union,
affiliated with and loyal to the best tra-
ditions of the American Federation of
Labor. The teachers union movement
contains and seeks to include all teach-
ers irrespective of race, creed, color or
political opinion. Furthermore, the pres-
ent opposition groups have arisen on the
basis of differences on trade union poli-
cies affecting the immediate interests of
the teachers and the public school sys-
tem. The ‘reds’ issue has always been
raised by the enemies of free public edu-
cation in order to intimidate teachers de-
fending their interests and to prevent
their organization into the A. F. of T.
Because Dr. Lefkowitz and his associates
have been increasingly losing the support
of the union membership, they too, have
taken to calling those who refuse to sup-
port them, ‘radicals’ and ‘reds’.”

The statement ends with an appeal to
the teachers and to the general public to
continue their support of the teachers
union and the American Federation of
Teachers.

* * *

Mr. Lefkowitz received a severe blow
from an unexpected source in the course
of the last few days when he appeared
at the New York Central Trades and
Labor Council to bid his adieu. He was
severely criticized by delegate Shapiro,
an appointee of the Lefkowitz adminis-
tration, for his resignation from the
union. What is more significant, Mr.
Mulholland, vice-president of the Cen-
tral Trades and Labor Council, made it
known that it was his opinion that no
man was bigger than the labor 'move-
ment, and that no matter what the cause,
registration and splitting of A. F. of L.
locals were impermissible.
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THE ROAD OF STRUGGLE FOR FRENCH MASSES

With this article we conclude the series
of five on the opportunism of the French
Communist Party. Judging by the response
we are safe in stating that these articles
have made a distinct contribution towards an
understanding of the menace of opportunism
which threatens the Communist International.

. e
2. THE DEBATE OF
THOREZ vs. LEBAS

The first public criticism of ‘the
People’s Front policy did not come from
the CP but from the SP—from the leader
of the right wing, Lebas. “Whither the
Socialist Party?” asks Lebas in an article
in Populaire of June 24th. The highlights
of the article are:

“Whom can the exploited masses
rely on for action? (He means the
struggle for immediate demands and
for a way out of the crisis.) To lead
them to believe that their demands
can be realized thru the People’s
Front is to betray them. . . . What
Socialist, what Communist would
seriously maintain that we can count
on the Radical Socialist Party to wage
anti-fascist struggles and to initiate
deepgoing reforms. . . . And in this
period of confusion created by the

People’s Front, an attempt is made

to force the S.P. to follow the lead of

the Radical Socialist Party even to
the extent of drawing it into the gov-
ernment under the pretext of averting
the danger of fascism. The forces
working for, this, however, have seen
to it that they will remain outside the
government and do not even pledge to
support the government. They merely
promise °‘to support the measures’
without mentioning which ones, re-
serving the right to accuse the new
majority of cowardliness and luke-
warmness and to appeal to the dis-
appointed masses on that basis. Com-
rades, we are at a critical point as far
as our Party is concerned. Don’t let
the SP submerge itself in a People’s

Front which has no program and no

aims and is suited for all sorts of

maneuvers that will prove costly to

Socialism.”

Lebas’ criticism is apparently left. Ap-
parently he is criticizing the People’s
Front in the interest of immediate de-
mands and socialist aims necessary for
the struggle against fascism but not ac-
ceptable to the Radical Socialist Party.
_In reality Lebas’ main worry is the
fear that the SP, if it should form a
government with the Radicals would be
attacked by the Communists for failing
to meet the needs and expectations of
the working class and the petty bour-
geoisie. His criticism is made in order
to emasculate future Communist critic-
ism by urging the Communists to enter
a left government or by forcing them to
enter a new and more extensive non-
aggression pact.

The leftward sounding critical remarks
of Lebas will make a good impression
on the left wing and the real motive
behind this criticism will have its ef-
fect on the right wing of the SP.

The fact that criticism of the People’s
Front, of the collaboration with the
Radicals, is found much more among the
members of the SP than among the CP
is due to the organizational influence
these parties wield. The SP has very
strong organizations outside of Paris
which are in constant competition with
the Radical Socialist Party and its fol-
lowers, while the main strength of the
CP rests in and around Paris where the
Radicals are weak. The CPF has but
little outside of Paris.

THOREZ DEFENDS
OPPORTUNISM

Maurice Thorez, General Secretary of
the CPF defends the People’s Front in
an answer to Lebas in Humanite entitled:
“Whither the Working Class?” (June
£6th). The answer shows concretely
how far the leaders of the CPF have
progressed on the road of opportunism.

Thorez cites that part of the Com-
munist Manifesto which says that Com-
munists must fight for the immediate
interests and aim of the working class
but at the same time defend the future
of the movement. “The Future,” Thorez
explaing, “is Socialism; the present is the
modest demands of the workers, the
peasants, the small businessmen, etc.”

These general phrases fail to touch the
decisive point in the struggle against
fascism: namely, the concrete linking up
of the struggle for immediate demands
with Communist principles. This relation-
ship will not arise spontaneously as the
leaders of the CP seem to think, and as
they have assumed in the application of
the united front. This linking up must
be the result of conscious activity on the
part of the CP, the effects of the slogans
and aims advanced by the CP in its
struggle against fascism, and the effect
of the organizational set-up established
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It Is Not Too Late to Re-Form the Proletarian Fighting Lines

in this struggle.
The chief arguments employed by
Thorez against Lebas are as follows:

“Before the war as well as during
1924 and 1925, .during the period of
relative stabilization of capitalismj
parliamentarism in the form of a bloc
or cartel placed the working class
under the influence and leadership of
big bourgeoisie. The cause of social-
ism, the cause of the people was in-
jured. In 1935, in the period of the
growth of the labor movement and the
parallel growth of fascism, the policy
of the People’s Front cements the al-
liance between the working class and
the toiling masses of the petty bour-
geoisie, The People’s Front promotes
the cause of socialism.

“A Marxist cannot regard an agree-
ment with a democratic and progres-
sive movement as a form of class col-
laboration. Did not Engels repeatedly
boast of his participation in street
fights alongside of Democrats in 1848
during the revolution in Germany?
Can a Socialist rejedt such united
actions?”

And Thorez concludes: “The working
class is for the People’s Front, the work-
ing class is on the road to socialism, to
Soviet France.”

THOREZ IS
CONFUSED

Let us start with the last argument
—that of the participation of Engels in
the struggles of the democratic petty
bourgeoisie in 1848. He evidently means
the participation of Engels in the con-
stitution campaign of 1849. Thorez
might have added that the organizations
led by Marx and Engels in 1848-9 were
affiliated to the Democrats and formed
its left wing. The general secretary of
the CPF simply forgot that the revolu-
tion in Germany in 1848-49 was a bour-
geois revolution. Do we have the same
situation in France in 1935? Decidedly
not. The French bourgeois revolution
began in 1789 and lasted until 1849, The
first stage of the proletarian revolution
was the Paris Commune of 1871. Today,
France is faced with the proletarian rev-
olution. The struggle against fascism
can be successful only if it leads to the
proletarian revolution.

It is sheer nonsense to attempt the
proletarian revolution in alliance with a
bourgeois - democratic party. Thorez

of the fundamental tasks of the anti-
fascist struggle in present day France.

Take the second argument given by
Thorez: The bloc or cartel policy was
wrong and harmful during the war and
up to 1924-26 during the period of
relative stabilization. It is correct dur-
ing the crisis and the depression with
the growth of the working class move-
ment and the danger of fascism. It is
quite interesting to note that Thorez
looks upon the People’s Front policy and
the Blocs and Cartels as similar policies.
They are, indeed, essentially alike.

If the crisis is the decisive factor then
the left cartel policy of the SP from 1929
on is correct. The growth of the labor
movement and the fascist danger did not
effect the Radical Socialist Party as a
bourgeois party with a petty bourgeois
following led by the big bourgeoisie. If
the Radical party is ‘“democratic and
progressive” then what can one say of
the bourgeois democrats and the Center
(Catholic) of the Weimar Republic?

LEON BLUM
TAKES A HAND

Once on the dangerous road of oppor-
tunism there is no stopping—it leads to
death.

In a number of “subtle” articles Leon
Blum now develops the theory to justify
the participation in a left cartel govern-
ment. He makes a fine distinction be-
tween “conquest of power” and “occupa-
tion.” “Conquest” is the result of the
application of revolutionary means and
leads to revolutionary ‘measures—social-
ism. “Occupation” on the other hand
simply prevents the fascists from taking
power. Thus he justifies participation in
a left cartel government. Leon Blum’s
subtle distinctions between “socializa-
tion” and “nationalization” justify the
fact that a government for the purpose
of “occupation” would content itself with
passing ordinary nationalization measu-
res.

Thus the leader of the SP with the aid
of the “People’s Front policy,” initiated
by the CPF, travels with amazing speed
from the “principle” (i.e. on paper) re-
jection of class collaboration, coalition
policy, the gradual conquest of power,
back to the old coalition policy, the left
bloc or cartel policy. This policy is ab-
solutely no different from the policy of
the “lesser evil” as pursued by the
German and Austrian Social Democracy.

shows an amazing lack of understanding

It is the turn in Communist tactics from

_the ulfra-left to the ultra-right. If the
ultra-right tactics are continued the end
will not be better than that of the ultra-
left road.

* kX

VI. WHAT IS TO BE DONE

Must the CP continue on the road to
opportunism? Not at all. A right-about-
face is still possible. It is still possible
to establish a genuine broad anti-faseist
front which will ally the working class
with the petty bourgeoisiec on a basis
which will lead to revolutionary strug-
gle, to communism,

On July 16th Laval decided upon the
new emergency decrees and he issued
them on the 17th. These decrees are a
new and intensive attack on the working
class and the various groups among the
petty bourgeoisie (lower officials, peas-
ants, urban petty bourgeoisie, etc.). The
successful struggle against the emer-
gency decrees will be decisive for the
future fate of the anti-fascist fight in
France. Should [the anti-fascist front
prove to be incapable of leading this
struggle, Fascism would benefit from the
resulting disappointment. It would give
fascism a mass base which it so sorely
needs and as yet has not been able to
get. The Croix de Feu, the strongest
fascist league, is at present undergoing
a crisis. A section of the younger forces
demand a more direct and pseudo-rev-
olutipnary social demagogy. This phase
of the crisis in the Croix de+Feu will
ibecome’most dangerous to the working
{ class unless successful struggle is waged
' against the emergency decrees of the
government and for the revolutionary
way out of the crisis.

This struggle can be successful only
as an extra-parliamentary struggle. Only
an extra-parliamentary struggle can
wrest the workers and petty bourgeois
elements from the Radical Socialist Par-
ty and ally them with the class conscious
workers. Only an extra-parliamentary
struggle can make the transition from
bourgeois-parliamentary democracy to
the struggle for Soviets.

A PROGRAM
OF ACTION

What then is necessary?

1. A program of action which will link
up the most urgent political and econ-
omic immediate demands with the rev-
olutionary transition slogans of work-
ers, control of production, and for
soviets. The program of action of the

A statement by the “Committee to
Transfer the Members of the Indepen-
dent Industrial Union to the Joint Coun-
cil Knitgoods Workers Union” appeared
in the Freiheit of September 18th under
the title “Officers of the Knitgoods Work-
ers Union Are Placing New Obstacles in
the Way of Unity” The statement goes
on to say in “surprised” indignation that
the officers of the Joint Council are rais-
ing a new demand to the incoming mem-
bers of the defunct “Industrial” Union,
that is the payment of the day’s assess-
ment. Intent on trying to convey the
impression that they have been in nego-
tiations with the Joint Council, they de-
clare that they were never informed of
this tax during their conference with
Louis Nelson, Manager of the Joint
Council.

The Joint Council Knitgoods Workers
Union declares that neither of the facts
in their statement is true. The day’s as-
sessment is not a new innovation, nor
did we ever enter into negotiations or
confer with any official representative of
the “Industrial” Union. This statement
is a desperate attempt by the leaders of
the former “Industrial” Union to re-
cover their vanished prestige by pitting
the former members of their union
against the leadership of the Joint Coun-
cil on the trumped-up charges of “un-
fair” taxation. They also hope to use
this as a smokescreen behind which they
can hide their guilt of maintaining a
dual union, thus attempting to white-
wash themselves before the knitgoods
workers and the entire labor movement.
The day’s tax referred to in their
declaration is a tax that was decided

upon by the membership of the Joint
Council after the General Strike in 1934

Knitgoods Union Hits

as a means necessary to raise funds to
pay off the debts contracted by the Union
during the strike. Our membership is
still paying this tax and any new mem-
ber joining the Union since the decision
is also compelled to pay the assessment.
This is well known by the would-be de-
fenders of the rights of the former mem-
bers of the “Industrial” Union. They
argue that the “Industrial” Union mem-
bers paid a strike tax in the defunct
union. However, the defunct union also
collected a convention tax for a conven-
tion they held last year. Will they per-
haps demand that their membership
should not pay the convention tax of the
International Ladies’ Garment Workers’
Union of which the Joint Council is a
part? It ill becomes the leadership of
the “Industrial” Union to speak of “un-
fair” taxation, especially in light of their
unsavory record on this question. On
the eve of liquidation of the dual union
these people levied an “organization” tax
of $7.00, $5.00, and $3.00 on their mem-
bership and to this day they are forcing
the workers to pay this tax and are also
compelling the membership to pay up
their dues in the liquidated union before
transferring them to the Joint Council.
The defunct union is not conducting any
strikes or any organization work and
the workers have a right to know what
is being done with this money. Certain-
ly, they do not contemplate turning it
over to the Joint Council which must,
wage strikes for conditions in the shops
that were formerly of the “Industrial”
Union.

The Joint Council believes that the
former members of the “Industrial”
Union who are now entering our Union

Chiselling

of their former leadership. We feel cer-
tain that they agree with the Joint Coun-
cil in that they, as well as the other
members of the Council, must assume
the responsibility as well as the advant-
ages of our Union and that they do not
desire to be set apart-as a privileged
section of the Union. We also feel cer-
tain that they will resist the attempt of
their former leadership to use them for
destructive purposes in our Union. The
Joint Council is sure that the workers
who formerly followed the leaders of the
“Industrial” Union will see in the present
actions of their ex-leadership a duplica-
tion of the disruptive tactics that have
kept us divided for so long, and will re-
pudiate them and label them for what
they are—disrupters and destroyers of
our Union.

The Joint Council on its part pledges
that it will not permit any diserimination
against those workers entering its ranks
from the “Industrial” Union and that
they will be accorded full rights of mem-
bership in the Council both as to bene-
fits and responsibilities; nor will the
Joint Council yield to the demands of
the leadership of the former “Industrial”
Union who would like us to excuse the

tax, thus making for discrimination
against those workers who built the
Joint Council and who are now paying
the day’s tax.

The Joint Council Knitgoods Workers
Union will make it its duty to welcome
into its ranks the members of the former
“Industrial” Union and to do all in its
power to weld the knitgoods workers to-
gether in a common, united front to
carry on the struggle for the betterment

are not in agreement with the attitude

of our conditions.

TAKE MY

By E. England

WORKERS AGE THEATRE BENEFIT
LABOR THEATRE PRESENTS TWO NEW PLAYS

UNTIL WE TURN

By Louis Vittes
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51 West 14th Street

new members from payment of the day’s|,

CGTU (revolutionary unions) needs but
minor changes in order to be ready for
use. The significance of revolutionary
transition slogans lies in the fact that
(a) they are actual and indispensable
means of carrying the mass struggle
beyond the frame of capitalism and the
bourgeois state; (b) to answer the ob-
jections of the SP leaders who maintain
that immediate demands alone are insuf-
ficieny and that they therefore support
“socialist measures” while the Commun-
ists reject the latter; (c) that the talk of
a “plan” by Socialists and young Radicals
be replaced by concrete revolutipnary
directives. -

2. Attempt on this basis for unity of
actions with the SP and with the CGT
(reformist unions).

3. Proposal to the Radical Socialist
Party to initiate an extra-parliamentary
mass struggle against the emergency
decrees of Laval, jointly with the CPF,
the SPF and the trade unions, and to
fight for a revolutionary way out of the
crisis.

4. If the Radical Socialist Party re-

jects this suggestion, as is to be expect-
ed, then the members and local organiza-
tions of the Radicals must be approached
and asked to participate in this struggle
without and against the will of its own
leadership and to replace the local, dis-
trict and central Party cartels with
united front organs which are directly
elected by the entire working class
population, and constantly instructed and
supervised by the latter.
" This will mean the liquidation of the
“People’s Front” as a parliamentary
party cartel between Radicals, Socialists
and the CPF. But instead a REAL
PEOPLE’S FRONT WILL BE FORM-
ED, a real alliance between the working
class and the petty bourgeoisie under
the leadership of the working class, an
alliance which will effectively fight big
capital and take the road towards a rev-
olutionary way out of the economic
crisis. At the same time, the question of
a government would be raised from a
revolutionary point of view. As long as
united front organs are not broad class
organs of the working class and do not
prove in life that they are the militant
organs of the working class, so long will
the question of the government lead
again and again to parliamentary coali-
tion politics. These united front organs
will become soviets—workers, peasants,
and soldiers soviets—dependent upon the
further development of the mass strug-
gle and the extent of the participation
of the masses and the aims set for the
struggle.

MUST BUILD
ORGANS OF STRUGGLE

Propaganda for soviets is always
necessary. Such propaganda will become
rooted among the masses to the extent
that parliament, because of its incapacity
to fight the emergency decrees and to
find a way of out of the crisis so as to
benefit the workers, will be discredited in
the eyes of the masses. As against the
counter-revolutionary anti-parliamentar-
ism of the fascists, soviets are necessary
and indispensabla as the concrete and
positive form of revolutionary anti-par-
liamentarism. )

Mere propaganda for soviets however
is not sufficient. Broad united front or-
gans must ve created to furnish the or-
ganizational means with which to lead
the extra-parliamentary mass struggle.
These organs become the starting point
for soviets. Not until then can the ques-
tion of the government be raised from
a revolutionary extra-parliamentary
point of view. Only in this manner can
the question of “orgunic unity” of the
working ciass and the alliance of the
working class with the petty bourgeois
classes be raised from a revolutionary
point of view. This concretely and posi-
tively explains what tactics the CPF
should have pursued both before and
during the cabinet crisis. Valuable time
has been lost, much confusion has been
created by the opportunist application
of the united front tactics and its climax,
the “People’s Front.” But it is not too
late to return to the correct path,
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ETHIOPIA AND THE LEAGUE OF NATIONS

.By WILL HERBERG

In the present Ethiopian crisis the
League of Nations is playing a more
prominent part than it has done for a
long time in international affairs. To
many minds, indeed, it seems well on
the way towards rehabilitating itself as
a decisive influence in world politics, es-
pecially after the Manchurian fiasco and
the defection of Germany and Japan.
What is the real role of the League in
the light of the Ethiopian events? Has
it proved itself a factor for peace? Are
we to take seriously its possibilities in
curbing the warlike tendencies of mod-
ern imperialistic states?

LEAGUE—INSTRUMENT
OF BIG IMPERIALISTS

In the abstract, the League is neither
an instrument of war nor an instrument
of peace, because in the abstract it is
nothing. In concrete fact, it has always
been the instrument of the big imperial-
ist powers dominating it, the officiul
arena of their diplomatic manouvers.
The role of the League at any moment,
its relative prominence in any siluation,
its efficacy for war or for peace, are
clearly all matters determined not by
abstract considerations but by the ever-
shifting relations of world poiitics.

Never was this more obvious than to-
day. Entirely in line with its imperialist.
ic interests, the British is determined to
prevent Italy from gaining dominion
over the Mediterranean and from expand-
ing its African empire to menucing pro-
portions. For France, on the other hand,
these same considerations, powerful as
they undoubstedly are, are co sou.c extent
counterbalancel by the urgent necessity
of retain'ng Ttaly as an ally against Ger-
many, especially in view of the British
flirtation with Hitler. The protracied
diplomatic wrangling behing the scenes,
carefully hidden from view iin a smoke-
screen of conventionally evasive phrases,
has been concerned largely with Britain’s
efforts to force France into line against
Italy. For this purpose, the League name
and the League machinery can be of the
greatest service; hence the high-sounding
appeals for support to the Covenant and
its sanctions on the part ‘of British im-
perialism, past master in the art of
transforming its interests into the dic-
tates of high moral duty. The League
is being retrieved from the dust-heap
of oblivion and driven to the forefront
in the present crisis primarily because
it suits British and allied interests to do
so.* Contrast the situation today with
that of a few years ago when Japan in-
vaded Manchuria, as flagrant a violation
of international “law” and League legal-
ity as ever there was. At that time the
League was ridiculous in its impotence,
apparently unable to do anything but is-
sue tiresome reports to which no one
paid the least attention. And why? Be-
cause England and France were “indif-
erent,” that is, were sufficiently pro-Jap-
anese to refuse to interfere. Today the
League seems to be regaining its power
and prestige, but only because Bri-
tain finds it a very.convenient means of
holding France in line and mobilizing all
possible forces against Italy. The League
still remains the puppet of those powers
strong enough to pull the strings; only
now it pays these powers to set it in
motion rather than to let it rot in dis-
use. Let us remember that the League
was called into action by Great Britain
only after the preliminary three-power
conferences (England, France and Italy)
outside of League channels had failed and
Mussolini had made perfectly clear his
determination to go right ahead with his
African adventure in spite of everything!

THE STRATEGY
OF THE LEAGUE

What is the general policy of the
League in this crisis? 1Is it to defend
Ethiopia against Italian imperialism? Is
it even to preserve peace? The dis-
patches from Geneva leave no doubt as
to the answer. The guiding principles
of the League in bringing about a settle-
ment of the Ethiopian problem are two:
(1) to prevent Italian colonial expansion
at the expense of Great Britain or
France; and (2) to satisfy the “legit-
imate ambitions” of Italy in a “quiet and
decent” manner so as to save the League
and preserve the status quo. Strictly
in line with this policy Mussolini is be-
ing offered every concession if only he
will call a halt to his war plans—for
example, the notorious “advisory com-
mission” plan, involving cessions of ter-
ritory to Italy and an Anglo-French-Ital-
ian stranglehold over Ethiopian economic
and political life.** In line with this pol-
icy, too, the League is said to be even
ready to wink at a “demonstration war”
on the part of Mussolini for the purpose
of “restoring national honor” by wiping

* To preserve the League in some sort of respectable
existence and to prevent its utter collapse, have al-
ways been guiding lines of British foreign policy since,
as Sir Samuel Hoare pointed out at Geneva, the League
constitute the ‘“main bridge between the United King-
dom and the Continent.”

## The September 20 issue of the Daily Worker, shows
how far the Communist Party has deviated from the
proletarian class line on the Ethiopian question. Not
only is FEmperor Haile Selassie hailed  and invited
to address by radio a C.P.-arranged meeting in New
York, not only is the, “rain of British battleships’
in the Mediterranean gleefully referred to, but, in-
credible as it may seem, the League plan, involving
cession of Ethiopian territory, is virtually endorsed by
the Daily Worker ‘‘expert’’, Harry Gannes. Declares
the Daily Worker: “In all of the ‘offers’ of the Five-
Power Commission Ethiopia has not spoken up of-
ficially yet. True, Emperor Haile Selassie has of-
fered Mussolini concessions, even territorial grants.
But Mussolini, with gnashing teeth, sees only too
well that only such territory was offered which would

Fight Over Sanctions Has Its Dangers for the Proletariat

out the “stain” of Adowa—provided he
will be “reasonable” afterwards. As the
New York Times correspondent cynically
points out (September 17), “virtually all
the sacrifices in it (the reported League
plan)—except dreams of conquest—are
on Ethiopia’s side.” Whatever protection
Ethiopia is getting from the League to-
day is exclusively a by-product of Brit-
ish opposition to unrestrained Italian ex-
pansion in Africa. It is not hard to
foretell that, if some sort of agreement
is reached with Mussolini, the League
will turn its other face to Ethiopia and
will virtuously authorize its partition and
subjection in the name of “peace” and
“world opinion”!

THE QUESTION
OF SANCTIONS

The underlying strategy of Great Bri-
tain in this whole situation has been to
effect a united front of the League pow-
ers against Italy by committing these
powers, especially France, to the applica-
tion of the sanctions provided for in the
Covenant “should it become necessary.”
In this it has proved largely successful.
The League is now virtually pledged to
the imposition of an economic and finan-
cial boycott, at the very least, should
Italy defy it and go ahead with an “un-
approved” war in Africa. In addition,
of course, Britain is taking its own meas-
ures, mobilizing tremendous naval
strength in the Mediterranean, prepar-
ing to close the Suez Canal and so on.
In other words, it 'is ready to go the
limit against Mussolini, hoping to drag
France along in spite of the ambiguity
of the latter’s position. Whatever may
be the motives behind it, British policy
is, at the moment, undoubtedly the most
serious obstacle to the war plans of the
Italian dictator and a valuable, if utterly
unreliable, aid to Ethiopia. It is by these
considerations that the Soviet Union has
steered its recent course in the League.
After the unfortunate impression made

by Litvinoff in the early stages of the

Ethiopian affair, the latest manifesta-
tions of Soviet diplomacy at Geneva are
to be ‘welcomed and certainly deserve
wide approval everywhere. For the So-
viet Union has shown that it will not let
itself be bound by its French alliance to
the exclusion of everything else. It has
come out vigorously, tho of course in
the conventional language of diplomacy,
against Mussolini’s African adventure
and against the system of imperialism
and colonies in general. It has pledged
its support to the League against Italy
even to the point of sanctions. Nay,
more; it has even placed its ally, France,
in the uncomfortable position where the
latter would either have to fall into }ine
or else remain intolerably isolated. All
this is good, practical Soviet diplomacy,
revolutionary diplomacy, and it is al-
ready winning favorable comment in la-
bor and liberal circles and among the
colored people.

SOVIET DIPLOMACY
AND PARTY POLICY

But just because it is good diplomacy
for the Sovet Union does not mean that
it is necessarily good policy for the work-
ing class in France or England or the
United States. The Soviet government
and the proletarian movements in the
capitalist countries have indeed the same
interests and the same aims but they
strive to realize them on different planes
and with different methods. Nothing
could be more fatal, as recent experi-
cnces in France and Czechoslovakia have
shown, than the mechanical translation
of Soviet diplomatic policy into strategy
for the labor movement outside of Rus-
sia. Inevitably this leads to the grossest
opportunism, to virtual capitulation be-
fore the bourgeoisie. For diplomacy is
necessarily  conducted  according  to
set rules, in which real international re-
lations manifest themselves in altoge-
ther deceptive, conventional forms Is

of working class strategy? Who would
propose that, since the Soviet Union
maintains “friendly” diplomatic relations
with Germany, for example, or with
France or the United States, the working
classes of these countries should drop all
opposition to the bourgeois regimes and
conclude peace pacts with the class en-
emy ?

But, if the point is clear in this case,
it should be equally clear in the matter
of sanctions in the Ethiopian ecrisis.
It is perfectly correct and proper for the
Soviet Union to press for sanctions
against Italy and to do what it can to
force France to take a decisive stand.
For the Soviet Union is a world power
among other powers and must use the
weapons diplomacy offers it. But should
the workers of England or France or
the United States, in imitation, launch a
campaign to force their respective gov-
ernments to threaten sanctions against
Ttaly? Politics has its logic and the sig-
nificance of a political slogan can be
judged only by its implications and con-
sequences. If carried out from threat
to practise, sanctions mean war, as Mus-
solini has so often emphasized. As a
matter of fact, the economic and finan-
cial measures grouped under the head of
“sanctions” are virtually war measures
in themselves. Any organization that
demands sanctions of its government
must likewise be ready to pledge its sup-
port in the war that may possibly result
from the policy it recommends. To
champion a slogan means to take politi-
cal responsibility for its consequences
The British Labor Party can hardly in-
sist that the Baldwin cabinet take certain
measures against Mussolini and then re-
fuse to support it if these measures lead
to war. War is the continuation of for-
cign policy by other means and, if you
endorse the policy, you endorse the war.
This is the inescapable logic of politics.

But, it may be asked, why not support

it possible to take these forms as a basis

the government in a war made neces-

formism.

with the Internationa - growing
is treading the same path which mev'lt-
ably brought the German and Austrian
Social-Democratic Parties to disas.ter. Its
reign in the Scandinavian count.nes has
already brought its dead-sea-fruit to the
workers. .

1 take the Danish Social-Democratic
Party as, completely representat}vg in
spirit and letter of this Nordic Socialism.
The Danish Social Democracy does not
command a majority in the country. In
the last national elections it rece‘lved
42% of the vote. It is, therefore, in a
coalition government with the big
agrarians. Stauning, leader of the pafty,
is prime-minister. The party has a major-
ity only in the second chamber whlle. the
first is dominated by the big agrarians
and bourgeoisie. In this parliamentax:y
setup no laws detrimental to the big
agrarians and bourgeoisie can be_passed.
The slightest efforts at improving the
conditions of the workers and poor
peasants is met by counter demands on
the part of the big landowners and the
bourgcoisie. Nor can the iron ring be
broken by methods limited to peaceful-
law-and - order - parliamentary - activity.
With Danish Social Democracy definite-
ly committed to such methods it is i.n-
evitable that Stauning and the Socia!
Democratic Party become the instru-
ments thru which the eclass-conscious
agrarians and industrialists attempt tc
stiflie and crush the struggles of the
workers.

That it is done in the interests of
“planned economy,” “ordered society,”
“social harmony,” “country of all the
people,” is strictly according to Hoyle
We have heard these catchwords before
A brief review of some of the more im
portant events during the “reign” of the
Social-Democratic Party testifies amply
to the thesis.

First, the unemployment situation
Denmark has an industrial proletariat of
about 350,000. With estimates of the un:
employed ranging between 65,000 anc
100,000, it would be about right to’ place
unemployment at 25%. Quite a figure
for an “ordered planned society.” The
demand for state appropriations for the
unemployed was met by g counter de-
mand from the agrarians for higher
prices for farm products. The agrarians
got their increased prices and the law
was passed. But notice the further little
joker. The fund for unemployment relief
is to be collected not by taxing the upper
classes but by taxation on the most im-
portant articles of consumption includ-
ing bread, butter, coffee, sugar, meat,
fruit, beer and cigarettes. The big
agrarians got their pound of flesh while

be a suitable burying ground for Fascism, . . . with
an entire desert stone to serve as a hideous monument
to the pioneers of Fascism’ (emphasis mine.—W. H.).

the workers, peasants and consumers
generally were doubly taxed.

e CORg “white hope” of 1d re

i jan Social-Democracy is today the new “white hope™ of world re-
Scandjgz}\;z:‘nthe disintegration of their once power?ul German ?md Austrian
sections, the reformist brethren of the Secqnd ]pternatlonal look w1th new .hope
to the north. And well they might. Here, in spite of the lesson_s of the Gelmaln
and Austrian events, the principles of {‘eforml‘sm. stubbornly»perslst—pcaceful c% -
laboration with the bourgeoisie; coalition socialism; unguestloned defgnse of t li
bourgeois fatherland; violent opposition (eyen.to the point of threaten_mg a })rga
1) to the growing united front movement. Nordic Socialism

Scandinavia - “Hope’’ of Socialists

The “reign” of Social-Democracy has
seen further a very dangerous develop-
ment towards curbing the struggles of
the workers and subordinating the trade
unions as such to the state. In 1933, in
the interests of class harmony, a law
against strikes was passed. In January
1934, a law was passed making it prac-
tically impossible for workers in indus-
trial disputes to avoid arbitration—
with the final say in the hands of the
state arbitrator. In early 1935 a law was
passed (the old 1933 strike law was only
for a year) giving the government the
right to declare any strike illegal, to stop
the conflict and to enforce a compul-
sory decision. The Social-Democratic
theory behind these accumulative attacks
against the rights of the workers is ‘made
crystal clear in the following: .

“The time has passed for liberalism
and we cannot any longer permit the
free interplay of forces. We are liv-
ing nowadays UNDER CONTROL-
LED AND REGULATED CAPITAL-
ISM and there cannot here be any
uncontrolled freedom for other forces
and tendencies.

“ _ . If the functions of society are
socialized, as is taking place mnow,
THE TRADE UNIONS MUST BE
SOCIALIZED AS WELL.” (My em-
phasis—J.C.)

So wrote Premier Stauning. And
Jocial-Democrater, the central organ of
Nanish Social-Democracy has the follow-
ng to say:

“Strikes and partial strikes in par-
ticular, were of great importance at a
certain stage of capitalist develop-
ment. But the tasks and forms of
work must be different under the con-
ditions of production controlled and
partly managed by a Social Demo-
cratic government.”

50V'T BROKE
VMARINE STRIKE

When the marine workers struck in
1934 the Social-Democratic government
leclared the strike illegal, protected the
strike breakers, attacked the picket lines
with state police and broke the strike.

The butchers’ strike a little later re-
quired, however, a little more delicate
handling. The butchers occupy a strate-
gic position in Denmark in view of the
fact that meat is the most important
single export of Denmark. Open terror
would not do here. Demagogic pleas for
peace, wheedling, etc. were more in
order. Stauning, ever ready, did his bit
dnce more:

“This strike disturbs the peaceful
development of society. THE GEN-
ERAL INTERESTS OF ALL THE

ANY SINGLE GROUP.”
Hearst couldn’t do any better! Arbi-
tration was forced upon the strikers
with the expected results.

NATIONAL DEFENSE

In the annals of Social-Democratic be-
trayal there is nothing crasser in regard
to the question of defense of the bour-
geois fatherland than the present posi-
tion of Danish Social-Democracy. At
the last party conference earlier this
year the rcsolution declared in part:

“That the Danish Socialists recog-
nize the duty to defend their frontiers
to the limits of possibility against
every aggression.”

1 quote further from the comments
made by De Brouckere, chairman of the
Executive Committee of the Second In-
ternational, on Stauning’s speech on this
guestion: '

“Account must be taken of the fact
that the workers are in the govern-
ment, that their influence is growing,
and that their achievements are in-
creasing in number. IT IS NOW
WRONG TO SAY THAT °'THEY
HAVE NOTHING TO LOSE BUT
THEIR CHAINS’. Our friends are
at this moment carrying on a cam-
paign with the slogan, ‘Denmark for
the people’ There would be a sin-
gular contradiction ift refusing to de-
fend this country which already so
largely bhelongs to the people, and
which the people want in its entirety.

“STAUNING ALSO INSISTS UP-
ON THE NECESSITY TO CONSI-
DER THE ARMY AND THE FLEET
IN FUTURE WITHOUT HOSTIL-
ITY. THEY MUST BE TREATED
AS ORGANS OF THE STATE AT
THE SERVICE OF THE PEOPLE
WITH A RIGHT BY THIS TOKEN
TO THE PEOPLES’ SYMPATHY
AND SUPPORT.”

CONCLUSION

Tn the April 27th issue of “our own”
New Leader, Abramovitch, member of
the Executive Committee of the Second
International, poses the tasks of the So-
cial-Democratic parties of the Scandi-
navian countries. He says: .

“Their immediate task is to fight
against the depression and its conse-
q for the p and the toiling
masses. In other words THE PROB-
LEM BEFORE THE LABOR PAR-
TIES IN THE SCANDINAVIAN
COUNTRIES IS TO SUPPLY COR-
RECTIONS FOR CAPITALISM. But
this modest reformist task as it pre-
sents itself in the present stage of
capitalist development can no longer
be carried out by capitalism itself. It
must be performed by the proletariat
thru the instrumentality of its own
parties.”

Never has the doctrine of helping capi-
talism out of its crisis been more clearly
and crassly put. How well Nordic So-
cialism is meeting its “task” can be clear-
ly seen from the incidents and facts
given. In so doing Social-Democracy can,
with justice lay claim to the title of

sary by an attempt to restrain the mad
imperialism of Italian Fascism? We are
no pacifists, opposing war as such—and
would not a war resulting from the ap-
plication of League sanctions against
Italy be a justifiable one? No!—for, no
matter how vicious may he Mussolini’s
intentions in Africa, Great Britain could
have no other aim in such a war than the
protection and advancement of its own
imperialistic interests. And this is true
of France and the U. S. A. as well; today
any war waged by an imperialist power
must necessarily be an impenialistic
war For the working class to support
such a war, no matter under what slo-
gans it might be waged, would be tanta-
mount to supporting the imperialist aims
of its own bourgeoisie. The plight of
Ethiopia would not change the situation.
The attack on Serbia and the invasion of

Belgium were also shameful outrages

but only those lost to all sense of revo-
lutionary internationalism dared advance
these as reasons for support to the Allied
cause in the late world war. In short,
for the working class to join in a cam-
paign for sanctions today would mean to
surrender its own class independence and
to convert itself into a pawn in the im-
perialist game of the bourgeoisie.

When the British Trade Union Con-
gress recently raised its voice in favor
of sanctions it did so in the full con-
sciousness that this implied support of
its government in a war against Italy
in the noble cause of “peace” and British
hegemony in the Mediterranean and
Africa! But then the British labor move-
ment is, in its majority, avowedly patri-
otic; indeed, outstanding labor leaders in
England are already collaborating with
imperialist spokesmen in mobilizing pub-
lic opinion for the coming war!

It is significant that the opposition in
Laborite circles to the official position is
precisely on the ground that support of
sanctions means a “united front with the
government on the Ethiopian question.”
“Labor can give no blank check to the
government,” declared Herbert Morrison,
on September 17. “We are not interested
in the struggles of rival imperialists and
we are not going to be drawn into them.”

“THE ENEMY
IS AT HOME”

All the more difficult, therefore, is it
to understand the attitude of the French
People’s Front which is reported to have
organized demonstrations in faver of
sanctions. Is the People’s Front, which
includes the Communist Party, ready to
turn chauvinist not only in case of a
Franco-Soviet war against Hitler but
even in the case of a League war against
Italy? And what shall we say of the
editorial in the September 12 issue of the
Freiheit, American C.2. organ, calling
upon Washington to follow the noble ex-
ample of Great Britain and threaten
Italy with economic and financial meas-
ures! Or of the appeal in the Daily
Worker of September 18 for the “clos-
ing of the Suez Canal to Italian troops
and arms shipments”? We can conclude
that, once the practise of mechanical
translation of Soviet diplomacy into
Communist policy is initiated, there is
no limit to how far it will go!

It is no aid to Soviet diplomacy to
imitate mechanically its every move. It
was certainly no help to the Soviet Union
when, three years ago, the American
Commmunist Party raised the cry for the
“expulsion of the Japanese diplomats,”
just because Japan was invading Man-
churia and Soviet-Japanese relations in
the Far East were at the point of rup-
ture. Nor is it any help to Soviet for-
eign policy today to ‘make a virtual
united front with the government under
the slogan of sanctions. Soviet interests
can never profit by opportunism ‘and
chauvinism in the ranks of the working
class!

In this situation, as in all others, the
working class must keep in. mind the
first principle of the class struggle: “The
enemy is at home!” No “sacred union”
in any cause—no collaboration with the
bourgeoisie in any form or manner! That
does not mean that the proletariat must
be indifferent to or neutral in matters
of ‘international politics. Just the con-
rary; the working class must gather its
forces for direct intervention at every
point but this intervention can be effec-
tive only if it is conducted on a inde-
pendent class basis, without any entang-
ling alliances with the bourgeoisie. Be-
fore the working class movement today
there arises the great historical duty of
doing everything in its power to stay
the heavy hand of Italian Fascism ready
to crush the Ethiopian people. Thus can
we cooperate with the Soviet Union
which is carrying on the same fight on
the wrena of international diplémacy.
We can fulfill this duty only by inde-
pendent international action of the work-
ing class, by helping to paralyze and dis-
rupt Mussolini’s war plans thru a labor
boycott, thru transport strikes, thru ex-
posing and defeating every pro-Italian
influence. We can fulfill this duty by
supporting with all our resources the
anti-Fascist movement in Italy, thru
which alone Mussolini can possibly be
overthrown. The power and influence of
labor in international affairs is great;
let us not forget that British labor. once
stopped a war of intervention against
Soviet Russia. The problem now is to
bring about the most effective organiza-
tion of this mighty power and to see that

PEOPLE STAND ABOVE THAT OF

“Watchdog of Capitalism.”

it is properly used!
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SPOTLIGHT ON THE SOVIET UNION

MOSCOW CARROUSEL, by Eugene
Lyons, New York, Knopf. $3.50.

A VAGABOND IN SOVIETLAND, by
Harry A. Franck, N. Y., Frederick A.
Stokes. $2.75.

1 SPEAK FOR THE SILENT, by Vla-
dimir T. Tchernavin, N. Y, Boston,
Hale, Cushman and Flint. $2.50.

RUSSIAN JUSTICE, by Mary Steven-
son Callcott. New York, MacMillan.
$3.00.

MOSCOW YANKEE, by Mpyra Page.
New York, Putnam’s. $2.50.

I CHANGE WORLDS, by Anna Louise
Strong. New York, Henry Holt. $3.00.

The depression years have enlarged
the market for books on Russia. This
increasing market -is not limited to eco-
nomic life alone. All phases of life in
the Soviet Union are finding a growing
appeal. Not only the extended and pain-
staking study of Anna Louise Strong but
even the brief sojourn and malicious
gossip of Harry Franck find a ready
sale in the United States. The appeal,
in reality, is made to two American pub-
lics—one that has suffered privation and
misery during these hungry years and
looks upon Russia as a shining beacon;
the other, also pinched by the crisis, also
groping for a clearer view of the world
we live in, but still unwilling to believe
that anything outside of America can
possibly equal or surpass it. Eugene
Lyons, Harry Franck and Tchernavin
write for the latter reading public. Anaa
Louise Strong, Myra Page and Mary
Stevenson Callcott write for both.

Eugene Lyons, United Press corre-
spondent in Moscow for six years, gives
a “moving picture” of Russian life in
his “Moscow Carrousel.” It is signifi-
cant to note that of the 24 chapters
which he dedicates to his task not a sin-
gle one is devoted to the workers or
peasants or to any phase of their collec-
tive lives or to any of their organiza-
tions. The great bulk of the book con-
cerns itself with the petty, malicious
gossip and chit-chat of the disgruntled,
declassed elements with whom Mr. Ly-
ons appears to have spent most of his
leisure hours. It was groups like these,
sighing for the past, that inspired “touch-
ing” paragraphs such as this one:

“The heaped up treasures of the past
in the different buildings are staggering.
Even more staggering are the unconcern,
the negligent disrespect, with which the
treasures are handled by their new mas-
ters. A bored peasant woman is shining
up a crown of Catherine the Great, gos-
gipping the while with a colleague. A
grimy worker is dusting the saddle of
Ivan the Terrible, passing his rag indif-
ferently over the precious and semi-pre-
cious stones with which the thing is
crusted, over the gold ‘and silver trap-
pings. Gorgeous carriages heavy with
precious metals are shifted about by
nonchalant workmen as though they were
ordinary livery-stable fixtures, There
are no anxious curators hovering loving-
ly over the collections of expensive im-
perial follies, there is no reverence—the
past has been reduced to its lowest phys-
ical denominations.” (p. 23).

None of this is said in jest. Mr. Ly-
ons, whose heart bleeds for the revolu-
tion, would like Russia better if the
peasant woman would only worship Ca-
therine as she dusts her off. It is this
“lack of reverence for the past” that
distresses him so much. Also the delay
in the installation of Mr. Lyon’s tele-
phone enlarged his spleen and his bitter-
ness overflowed engulfing all administra-
tive wings of the government. His book
is not a picture of Russia but a series of
grotesque, disconnected thumb-nail sket-
ches of small groups in the Soviet Union
which are about as representative of
Russia as pictures of Park Avenue
would be of America.

Vagabond In Sovietland

Harry Franck, America’s most ener-
getic globe-trotter, spent 31 days in the
Soviet Union and wrote a book about his
journey. His “Vagabond in Sovietland”
chronicles the subjective reactions to this
‘“strange land.” It was destined for light
summer reading and combines a facetious

Six Russian Studies—Reviewed by Ellen Ward

real privilege to see an immense, semi-
primitive land in the act of attempting
to raise itself, in a fraction of the time
it took the Western world to rise to its
present status, from medievalism. . . .
I don’t often go back. I rarely revisit
a foreign country. . . but I think [ would
rather go back to the Soviet Union next
summer than visit some part of the world
I have not seen.”

“I Speak For The Silent”

Professor Tchernavin is an icthyolo-
gist who devoted all his adult years to
fish. When the Bolsheviks took power
he chose fish research and for many
years served in the Soviet fisheries. The
opposition of the declassed elements to
the first five year plan brought about

stricter government surveillance and
the Tchernavin was caught in this
drag net, perhaps unjustly. The story

of his book deals with his impressions
during the months he spent in prison
and the brief period in a labor camp
prior to his escape into Finland. It is a
bitter indictment of the Soviet regime,
the G.P.U., the bureaucracy, of prison
control and labor camp management. He
relates his experiences in a forthright
manner. But even if every narrative
included were true—the fact that life in
prison and in labor camps is left alto-
gether unrelated to life outside—must
give a lopsided picture. The omissions
contradict the inclusions at every turn
and one is tempted to argue with the
author. One is tempted to ask the pro-
fessor whether he is familiar with capi-
talist prisons in Montreal or Quebec,
New York or Chicago, with our own
chain gangs in Alabama, not to speak
of Italian castor-oil or Nazi concentra-
tion camps.

When Tchernavin complains of the
meager prison rations, we want to ask
how about the food rations of the Soviet
worker during those difficult years?

When he speaks of the chess games in
prison, of the lectures arranged, of the
long afterngon discussions, of newspa-
pers, books, libraries, of their daily ex-
ercise, we want to ask—“Have you ever
seen a political prisoner treated so in
other countries?”

When he himself relates the story of
how the Soviet government ordered the
execution of 51 prison “corporals” found
guilty of corruption and cruelty toward
the prisoners—we want to ask him whe-
ther any capitalist government ever
hastened to cleanse itself of such cor-
ruption. But we shall ask all these
questions in vain, for Professor Tcher-
navin writes with his heart and not with
h.ls head and we cannot appeal to his
logic. His eyes and heart are glued to
the past and he cannot even glimpse the
future,

Russian Justice

This book has another story to tell
of Russian justice. In 'many instances
it contradicts Tchernavin’s testimony—

especially in the section dealing with
the Soviet attitude towards crime and
criminals.

It is a competent study summarizing
the Soviet theory of crime and punish-
ment. It presents a satisfactory descrip-
tion of the different courts and how they
function under the workers’ government;
of the methods of prosecution and de-
fense which have been completely strip-
ped of the bourgeois fetters upon justice.
It paints a frank picture of conditions
in the corrective camps, at Sokolniki and
in the camps of the child delinquent.

The present day approach to crime re-
pression is through educational and cor-
rective labor. The extreme penalty of
death is given only in 3 cases: crimes
against the state, military crimes and
armed robbery in which death occurs.
Between the years 1926 and 1930 only
0.1% were sentenced to death. We are
told that:

“When the State intensified its pro-
gram of collectivization in 1928 and
launched a campaign intended to crush
the kulak there resulted a sudden jump
in crime against the state: cattle were
killed, farm machinery destroyed and
plans were hampered in any way pos-
sible. There also appeared organized
theft of state property, sabotage in fac-
tories.”

This destruction assumed such propor-
tions that the Soviet government was
forced to decree the death penalty for
such offenses in 1932. Crimes in the
order of their importance in number, are
tabulated as follows: 1) counter-revolu-
tionary activities; 2) speculation; 3)
banditry; 4) “adventures”; 5) deser-
tion; 6) bureaucratism; 7) occasionally
bad conduct crimes.

“While severe measures still exist and
are used against counter.revolutionary
activities or crimes against the state,”
says Miss Callcott, “the emphasis in the
penal program is decidedly upon educa-
tional measures for reestablishing the
criminal as a useful member of society
in the Socialist State.”

The appendix to the book carries a
translation of the Soviet Criminal Code.

Moscow Yankee

This is a thinly fictionalized propa-
ganda novel about life in the Soviet
Union. It takes Andy, an average Amer-
ican worker, an unemployed mechanic
from Detroit to a job in Moscow. The
first few chapters in the book give a
close up of Andy’s childhood, yputh, and
sketch in the drab background of an
unorganized, non-conscious worker in
American industry, tied to a girl con-
sumed by the petty-bourgeois craving
for success, straining to push Andy into
the white collar class.

After months of unemployment and
much vacillation Andy finally decides to
take a job in Moscow. He arrives in
mid winter. At first he is distressed by
the monotonous food, the cheerless lodg-
ing, the annoying red tape, the slow
tempo, the “nichevo” (never mind) and

New Workers School
Begins Fall Term

The Fall term of the New Workers
School will open on October 14th, with a
curriculum aiming to meet the educa-
tional needs of the working class move-
ment at the present time.

The following courses are being offer-
ed: .

Marxism and Political Thought—Will
Herberg. An examination of the state,
its nature and forms, its history and
functions, from the point of view of
Marxism. Mondays at 7:00 p. m. 10
sessions, $3.00.

Fundamentals of Communism—Eve
Dorf. A basic orientation course for
those desiring to begin a systematic

narrative manner with some 40 illustra-
tions calculated to impress Americans
with Russia’s economic backwardness,
her great lack of worldly goods. It is a
curious ‘eclectic compilation of all that
seems good and all that seems unbeliev-

. ably bad to thes author—with heavier
stress on the bad. He sends up piercing
cries for toilet paper. He swears at the
filth—the same filth which he would call
“quaint” and “medieval” in Latin Amer-
ican countries. He can’t endure Russia’s
table manners; the pretty girls don’t
look dainty enough; the train and its
odors nauseate him, the informality of
the judges and the workers in the courts
distress him. His heart bleeds because
the “Soviet Union is steadily moving
away from Communism.” But in con-
clusion, by some queer mental quirk, he
invites all his friends to visit the Soviet
Union, assuring them that:

“Some of Sovietland’s social services
dwarf the recent social achievements of
any other country in the world. . . . I
have gone abroad 12 times since 1900,
sometimes for as much as 4 years at a
time. 1 have spent over 5000 days and
over 14 years of my life, outside of my
native country; I have seen most of the
countries on this earth, some of them
thoroughly, and I am inclined to say that
the month I spent in the Soviet Union
was the most interesting 31 days of all

study of Communist theory and practice.
Mondays at 8:40 p. m. 10 sessions, $2.50.

Revolutionary Traditions in American
History—Mac Stuart, A 'Marxist ana-
lysis of the class forces that have shaped
America, its economy, its ideology and
its politics. Tuesdays at 8:40 p. m. 10
sessions, $2.50.

Problems of American Trade Union-
ism—George F. Miles. An historic and
economic analysis of the background of
Ameriean trade unionism,  the various
tendencies in the trade union movement,
and the correct Communist tactics in the
unions Tuesday at 7:00 p. m. 10 ses-
sions, $2.50.

Theoretical System of Marxism—B.
Herman. A systematic examination of
the basic conceptions of Marxism as a
philosophy, as a scientific analysis of
capitalist society and a guide to action
for the proletariat. Fridays at 7:00 p. m.
10 sessions, $2.50.

Marxism and War—Bert Wolfe. This
course offers a historical and theoretical
background for the understanding of the
most critical problem facing the inter-
national labor movement today, its at-
titude towards war. Fridays at 8.40 p.
m. Alternating with Current Events.
5 sessions, $1.50.

Current Events—Jay Lovestone. The
methods of Marxism brilliantly applied
to illuminate history in the making,

my travels. It is a fascinating sight, a

Subjects to be announced later. Fridays

at 8:40 p. m. Alternating with Marxism
and War. Single Admission, 25 cents:
* * *

Registration has already opened. For
complete catalogue or more information
write to New Workers School, 51 West
14 St., or drop in to consult us.

Ethiopia Disturbs
Europe’s Balance

(Continued from Page 1)
strategy however has been predetermined
by the nature of the situation.

The Soviet Union will, of course, con-
tinue to do everything in its power to
prevent the Ethiopian war. The criticism
of certain Social Democrats in accusing
the Soviet Union of a lack of initiative
in the Ethiopian conflict is unjustified.
The Soviet Union is but one force in the
European set-up. England is unwilling
to apply sanctions against Italy- without
the support of the other powers, particu-
larly of France. The Soviet Union is
certainly in a much more isolated posi-
tion-and as such can do even less. Eng-
land might possibly close the Suez canal,
she might exert pressure on Italy by
refusing to grant credits and to supply
Italy with raw materials, ete. and force
other powers to do likewise. It is ob-

“zaftra budit” (it can wait until to-
morrow). But little by little, he learns
to understand his fellow workers, their
devotion to their work, their factory,
their government, their party, their coun-
try, the spunk with which they meet
their difficulties—finally when he grasps
this new world in its entirety he be-
comes converted and he marries a Com-
munist girl, a fellow worker in his fac-
tory.

The 'minor characters in the book in-
clude a few American and English work-
ers in Soviet industry. Some of them
are drawn as opportunists and careerists
balanced against numerous devoted fol-
lowers of the Party. Most of them are
types rather than real living people. The
book is overweighted with lkadjectives
and a little too much repetition—other-
wise pleasant summer reading.

I Change Worlds

An odyssey covering almost half a cen-
tury. A book built on a background of
memories drawn across as many years—
not thin memories, but full, rounded,
glowing and so vivid that they seem to
speak of events that occurred only yes-
terday. The book reflects two worlds
through the eyes of the author—a,woman
highly individualized by long years of
training in the philosophy of the fron-
tier; an American who for a long time
seemed incapacitated by this training
to comprehend all the complexities that
went to fashion the collective idea—who
resisted it for many years until this
collectivism penetrated her blood and
her bones and her very being.

The book takes us back to her earliest
ancestors who came to New England at
the beginning of the 17th century; her
own childhood and her periodic migra-
tions from the east to the west until
they reached and settled in Seattle; her
education and social work. Her close
up of her participation in the Seattle
general strike of 60,000 workers makes
exciting reading. It is an interesting
study of the technics of the strike itself,
of the political backwardness of the
American workers, of the reason for the
collapse and defeat; of the “woeful lack
of plan and program” and clear objec-
tives; of how the government helped
break the strike and of its methcdical de-
struction of the shipbuilding industry
and the scattering of Seattle’s most mili-
tant workers.

The next high spot of the book covers
the years of counter-revolution and fa-
mine in the Soviet Union; the heroic ef-
forts to pull this tremendous country out
of the swamps of misery and hunger and
to wrest it from the palsied claws of all
the dark forces of medievalism.

Then we read of the author’s own at-
tempts to organize collectives for Rus-
sia’s homeless children and of all her
heartaches in the organization of the
“Moscow News”; of her travels throughi
China and Mexico. Her reportage of
the growth of Soviet industry and com-
munications in all parts of the country
are fascinating chapters.

Her criticism of Soviet bureaucracy
minces no words and although we get the
feeling that the government is trying to
eliminate these drawbacks as quickly as
possible, we know that it has still a
long way to go. o

We heartily recommend this book to
our workers, for “I Change Worlds” is
certainly the most interesting and mov-
ing book on the Soviet Union this year.

vious that the Soviet Union can do noth-
ing of the kind. The Soviet state as
such can attempt to use its influence
for the prevention of the Ethiopian war
only within the League of Nations.

The position of the international work-
ing class of course is quite different. It
has the real possibility and therefore the
duty to mobilize broad masses for the
preservation of peace in Africa and Eu-
rope. This problem demonstrates again
that tho the aims and principles of the
foreign policy of the Soviet Union and
of the Communist Parties in capitalist
countries are alike, their tactics and
methods must differ. The Communist
parties must be aware of this and must,
on the basis of this knowledge, counter-
act the confusion created by certain So-
cial-Democrats.
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TRADE UNION
NOTES

CLEAN UP
THE RACKETS

Within the course of the last few
weeks the New York trade union move-
ment was made keenly conscious of the
menace which racketeering has become.

The Hotel and Restaurant Interna-
tional was forced to investigate several
of its locals here on the charge of gang-
ster control but as far as we know abso-
lutely nothing has come of it. The
Clothing Salesmen’s Union finally did
succeed in ousting the racketeer Nemser.
Altho we must state that the United
Hebrew Trades played the die-hard role,
supporting Nemser until it became too
hot even for them. Eleven locals of the
Retail Clerks’ International Protective
Association have uncovered a shocking
condition of graft, corruption and rack-
eteering on the part of their organizer
Denise. Among the Painters four offi-
cials of the District Council among them
the notorious and evil-smelling “Jake
the bum,” have been arrested and charg-
ed with bribery and racketeering. And
in the Schochtem’s Union where the
racketeering officials were ousted thru
the Dewey Committee, the International
officials (holding charter from Mr.
Green) intervened and gave these
racketeers a new local to fleece!

If Bill Green of the A. F. of L. were
only not so busy “ousting reds” perhaps
he might find time to do something about
this horrible conditions in the trade
unions,

DR. LEFKOWITZ
HAS HIS SAY

These are strange days in the Teach-
ers Union of New York. Dr. Lefkowitz
who for years stood at the helm of the
union is now busily engaged in pulling it
down—all bécause his popularity was
waning fast since he refused to meet
the new needs with new and progressive
tactics. He resorts to the time honored
ery of all black reactionaries—OUST
THE REDS! In his earlier days Lefko-
witz himself said that this cry is a fake
and should be exposed. It still holds
good today.

To Drs. Lefkowitz and Linville all of
their opponents are “reds” straight from
Moscow but to the Ryans and Quinns
even a Dr. Lefkowitz is a red when he
arises to demand a hearing at the State
Convention of the A. F of L., for the
proponents of a Labor Party.

WAR CHEST
AGAINST LABOR

While all this is going on in the trade
unions California has again moved into
a front line position in the struggle
against unionism. Under the excuse of
“Communism and radicalism” the big
bankers and ranchers have amassed a
gigantic fund to crush organized labor.

The exposure of this campaign and the
forces behind it, reveal the real source
of the intensified terror against trade
unipnists thruout the state. The recent
tar and feathering, and the destruction
of civil liberties in the state are a part
of the open shop drive. The A. F. of L.
would do well to turn its eyes also in
that direction where the real enemies of
labor are to be found.

GRIEVING FOR
HUEY LONG

We believe that it’s no secret that the
trade unionists of Louisiana were not
over-friendly. with their senator—Huey
P. Long. Only a few weeks ago the
vice-president of the State A. F. of L.
exposed Huey’s anti-labor record and got
himself promptly bounced out of his job
for his pains. Now that he is gone their
estimate of him has not changed one bit.

But quite otherwise is the estimate of
Huey coming from “progressive” trade
union sources. The official organ of the
Progressive Miners of America (Progres-
sive Miner, September 13, 1935) thus
captions the story of Huey’s demise:
“SENATOR HUEY LONG PASSES ON,
VICTIM OF AMERICA’S ENEMIES,
WHO REJOICE EVEN IN MURDER”
and the sub-head is even more enlighten-
ing—“DEFENDER OF THE UNITED
STATES CONSTITUTION AND DE-
MOCRATIC INSTITUTIONS, AND
ENEMY OF SPECIAL PRIVILEGE
AND PREDATORY WEALTH, DIED
IN THE SERVICE OF HIS STATE
AND COUNTRY.”

Now mind you, John L. Lewis is a
snake in the grass and an agent of the
bosses from whom one must split but
not so with the arch-demagog and high-
class racketeer Huey Long, who had
even accepted a tentative date to address
a P.M.A. function. Huey Long who was
to Louisiana what Capone was to Cicero
is the “defender of democratic institu-
tions.” The “enemy of predatory wealth”
died a millionaire six times over.

So much for the progressivism of the
P.M. of A, In case you have forgotten
this is the union organized by the Trot-
skyites several years ago.

G. F. MILES

JOIN
the
Communist Opposition
51 West 14th Street
New York City
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