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Losovsky Unloads the Blame...

L R X 4

The Lesser Losovskys in their Old Role of «W hipping Boys

L A X J

When a false policy and a bureaucratic
regime end as they must in the ditch of
disaster—select the scape-goats and cast
the whole responsibility upon them. This
is the sacred creed of Stalinism. Losov-
sky, the General Secretary of the TPro-
fintern and consequently a wheel-horse
in the Centrist machine, is a very adroit
practitioner of this odious method. Things
have come to such an appalling state in
the American Left wing unions, despite
the most favorable cbjective conditions,
that some kind of an explosion could
not be avoided. In a properly adminis-
tered movement the situation would be
reflected by an upsurge from below.
Since that is forbidden we usually get
as a substitute the horse-play of “self-
eriticism” from above. Losovsky per-
formed this sickening ritual in his
speech at the Eleventh Plenum of the
Comintern. Speaking or the American
unions there as reported in the Inprecor,
he unburdened himself of the following
remarks:

“What is the fundamental weakness of
our American trade unions? They do not
krow how to intervene in the economic
struggle of the toiling masses, and when

they do intervene, they frequently do it

bureaucratically. Our trade unions lack
internal life and trade union democracy;
every union has the ambition of going
in for high politics, instead of concerning
itself with. the every day needs of the
workers. Party leadership consists in
the fractional nuclei substituting them-
selves entirely for the trade unions: the
trade union members suddenly hear that
since such and such a date not X, but
Y is chairman or Secretary of the un-
ion.

“Functionaries are removed anq a.p~
pointed behind the gcenes, as if this did
npot concern the rank and file members,
party and non-party, organised and e\'efl
unorganised workers who follow us.
‘Workers to whom membership in revo}u-
tionary trade unions is connect.ed w1t_h
privations, with the risk of 10§1ng t.hexr
jobs must have faith in their umoﬁns,
they must know where they are going
and whom they are following. Omne can-
not therefore reduce the trade union‘s to
a few officials and circular instructious.
Such a trade union cannot grow. A trade
union can grow in the midst of strug-
gle, it can grow through the de_velop-
ment of trade union democracy, it can
grow, if every worker, every member,
knows well his elective leading orgar‘n:
the union will grow, if the leadership
will carry every question to the masses.
Nothing of this kind is as yet t5) b(,
seen in the United States, and it is
not surprising that the Seamen’s anvd
Miners’ Unions have lost most of their
members.”

This is rather plain talk about the
state of affairs in the unions dire(fted
by the Communist Party of the United
States, and every word of it is true.
There is nothing new however, in the
revelation. And if Losovsky spealfs
openly about the gituation only now, it
is not because he was in the dark about
it before. Every one of the monstrous
practises he condemns in the speech at
the 1ith Plenum has been concretely
exposed time and time again in the
Militant. Of course, our exposition Of
the evils that are sapping the life out
of the Left wing unions was “countelj-
revolutionary slander.” But every mili-
tant engaged in trade union work knew
the truth and could testify to it out of
his own experience. The little Losov-
skys could confuse the issues with blus-
ter for a time, but they could not pre-
vent the policy from bringing forth its
inevitable fruit. ‘The tragic results of
Stalinist administration of the trade un-
jon work have accumulated on every
gide to such an extent that the truth
cannot be covered up any longer. Mat-
ters stood at this pass when the General
Secretary of the Profintern with th.at
pompous air of infallibility which dis
tinguishes all the apparatus men when
they criticize others, took occasion to tell
what everybody already knew.

What Losovsky said is true enough
but he did not tell the whole truth. 'To
be honest with the Communist workers
he would have to say that the Minks
and similar Overgaards, to say nothing
of the Sazers, who have been having
their fun with the Left wing unions, did
not arrive at their positions by their
own independent efforts and means. They
are merely the office boys who have been
appointed to these functions because of
their unfailing readiness to do what they
are told. The monstrous excesses they
have committed against the revolution-
ary labor movement only represent the
natural working of the nefarious system
in which they have small and inconspiea
ous parts. To single out these inconse
quential errand boys for attack while
leaving the system and its apparatus
which they represent untouched, and to
pass that comedy off as a serious remedy
for the prevailing evils, is to practise
deliberate fraud against the workers’
movement.

e Communist workers who nourish

the hope that Losovsky’'s speech sign-
ifies a better course in the trade union
werk are sure to be the victims of an-
other terrible disappointment. The man-
euver is designed to delude them and
to head off their threatening mutiny. It
may have a temporary success, as has
been the case beforé. The Communist
workers are long-suffering and patient,
They have a great faith in the Comintern
which has been disloyally and shamefully
abused by the usurping apparatus under
Stalin. But the day of reckoning draws
near. The very fact that Losovsky has
been driven to make these astounding re-
velations is an indication of its ap-
proach. No Losovsky, unloading the
whole responsibility for the debacle on
the little Losovsky, can affect the slight-
ext cure. Centrist bureaucratism is the
real disease. Losovsky and Company
are its fountain head. The revolutionary
workers must recognize this and direct
their blows at it.

—J. P. C.

Trotsky'sLettertothe
Pravda

Prazvda, No. 180 of July 2, publishes
an article by Yaroslavsky under the
heading: “A New Assistant of Pilsud-
sky”. According to this paper, I am
supposed to have written an article for
the Kurier Codzienny of Wursaw against
the Five Year Plan, against the Soviet
power, ete, and this article or some
other—Yaroslavsky is not very exact—
is supposed to have made the rounds
“of a considerable part of the bour-
geoisie press of America, of England, of
Poland, of Rumania” . . . Leaving aside
the political and other commentaries of
Yaroslavsky I confine myself strictly to
the material side of the affair.

I have given no article at all to the
Kuriod Codzienny, I have no relations
of any sort with this journal and I
learned of the very existence of Lhe
journal from Yaroslavsky's article. The
article published under my name in the
Kurier is a forgery which differs in no
way from the famous “Zinoviev letter”
and other similar documents. From the
information of friends, the Kurler con-
tinues to publish counter-revolutionary
articles attributed to me.

I know absolutely nothing of what “a
part of the bourgeois press of America,
of England, of Poland, of Kumania” pub-
lish under my name. I have given no
article to any journal of these countries
on the Five Year Plan. Thus, in this
case too it is a question of a forgery or
what is most probable of a reprint of
the article in the Kurier.

The Manchester Guardian is the only
bourgeois journal to which I have given
an interview on the Five Year Plan.
This interview is devoted to showing
the enormous historical importance of
the Five Year Plan and of the necessity
of collaboration between FEngland and
the U. 8. 8. R. This interview therefore
pursues an aim directly opposed to that
which is attributed to me by the forgers
who have long ago established themsel-
ves in Warsaw, Riga and other places.

By Yaroslavsky’s article, Pravda leads
millions of readers into error. I believe
that Pravda is obliged to publish my
denial-—out of respect for the millions of
workers of red soldiers and sailors, of
peasants, of students and of other citi
zens of the U. 8. 8. R. deceived by it.
Kadikoy, July 15, 1931

—L. TROTSKY.

78 Trotsky Votes

in Santander

We have received the following in-
teresting report from Spain:

In the city of Santander during the
elections to the national Cortes, 78 of
the ballots were demonstrately filled
out with the name of our comrade
Leon Trotsky. What lends added in-
terest to this report is the fact that
in Santander there is neither a Com-
munist party organization nor one of
the Left Opposition. No Communist
election propaganda, consequently, was
carried on in the city. The spontane-
ous and {demonstrative action of the
78 workers is therefore so much more
significant.

MINE STRIKE CALLED OFF

Opportunity for National Movement Missed by Party Blunder

Confronted with the fact that the
striking miners of Pennsylvania, Ohio
and West Virginia “find their ranks re-
duced from an original 40000 to a pre-
sent 10,000”, the National Miners Union
has issued a statement which is tanta-
mount to the ealling off of the strike in
the fields mentioned. No one even
slightly acquainted with the conditions
of this heroic battle can fail to see the
correctness of this step. The miners
fought courageously and unitedly, driven
to bitter desperation by conditions in the

The Revolution in Spain

Conflict of Tendencies in the Ranks of the Working Class

THE FORCES OF THE
SPANISH PARTY

The membership of the Spanish Com
munist Party has grown considerably in
the past two months. The bureaucracy
has seen in this flow of new elements a
motive for renewing a violent series of
attacks against the Communist Left. Our
Stalinists are very zealously seeking to
confuse us with the “splitters” of the
Agrupacion de Madrid and the Catal-
onian-Balearic Federation and accuse us
of having created a second Communist
party. HEverybody knows, and above all
the Stalinist bureaucrats, that the same
differences separate us fromn the Federa-
tions of Madrid and Barcelona. In
spite of this the argument is employed
in order to create confusion in the Span-
ish working class and they assert that
the party is growing and progressing
in spite of the Trotskyist maneuvers.

But in spite of all the scoundrelism of
the Stalinists, we are defending the or-
ganic and doctrinal unity of the Span-
ish C. P.

The 8. C. P. has had the number- of its
adherents increase and in spite of this,
it has admitted into its midst dubious
elements of the‘petty bourgeoisie and un-
scrupulous adventurers, For example,
it has admitted an individual who, dur-
ing the Primo de Rivera dictatorship,
sent from the prison where he was con-
fined a letter in which he renounces his
Communist ideas and promises to be a
“good boy” in the future. This indivi-
dual has subsequently been entrusted
with the management of one of the party
organs.

Another typical case: it s not very
long ago that the party expelled a bour-
gepis journalist, Antonio Ispina. Four
days later, this bourgeois journalist was
made civil governor of a provinece by
the Minister of the Interior, Maura, and
our goed journalist accepted with a
smile; today he is ready to have every
worker assassinated who does not de-
fend the bourgeois republic,

Such cases could be cited by the doz-
ens. Evidently, we are enemies of what
the bureaucrats call “progress” of the
S. C. P. We want the unjon of all
the Spanish Communists to cleanse the
party and make it stronger, but not that
anti-working class and bourgeois ele-
ments should inject themselves into the
ranks of the working class party.

PANIC IN THE TWO INDEPENDENT
FEDERATIONS

The Comintern has sent the C. P. of
Spain a delgation in order to settle the
internal crisis of Spanish Communisn.
They have taken gsome very adroit steps
around the Federation of Maurin by
proposing the dispatch of a delegation

to Moscow. But the delegates of the
Comintern proposed a delegation which
did not have the confidence of the ranks
and which the latter deemed inadequate.
The representatives of the C. I. having
set themselves against a meeting of the
Maurinist Federation, the rupture of rve-
lations was brought out.

As a result, Mundo Obraro has publish-
ed a resolution of the E. C. C. I. finally
expelling Maurin and all those in solid-
arity with him The resolution declares
that the C. I. disapproves in toto of Maur-
in’s policy, but that it can admit into
the ranks of the C. P. of Spain all the
militants of the Catalonian Federation
and the Madrid Grouping who request
it individually or collectively. Neverthe-
less, they will have to disapprove the
policy of Maurin and naturally of the
“Protskyists”.

The maneuver could not be more hypo-
critical. It aims at the disorganization
of the ranks of the Catalonian-Balearic
Federation by invoking a pretended good
will of the Stalinists for the unification
of the party. But the E. C. of the of-
ficial party reserves to itself the right
to call all those whom it does not want
to readmit “Trotskyists”. Thus, the un.
ity will be a fraud, a remedy without
any effect. Maurin has deceived the
rank and file militants of his Federation
by speaking clearly of technical and
not political differences. This could
well have been the beginning of the
struggle for the destruction of the un-
principled bloec of Maurin. But there
can be no doubt that the best Commun-
ists will not be admitted by the Stalin-
ist bureaucrats. They will be called
“Trotskyists’” and will join the Spanish
Left Opposition. Maurin runs the risk
of being left all alone. We recognize
that his conduct was courageous when
he demanded from the representatives
of the C. 1. the representation of the
Madrid Grouping in the delegation., We
cannot agree with Maurin, but it would
be wrong and we would not be recog-
uizing our duty as the genuine defenders
of the unity of the S. C. P., were we not
to denounce the attitude of certain
Madrid leaders who abandoned it.

For that matter, the unification of the
8. C. P. cannot be made by “royal de-
cree”’ from Moscow, nor by sending to
the U. 8. S. R. a delegation which is
dictatorially prepared and imposed, but
by the organization of a national con-
gress which will re-restablish the Com-
munist unity shattered by the bureau-
crats of Stalin. It is the comrades in
the ranks who must designate the dele-
gates to go to Moscow and the crisis
must be solved for us in 8pain.

(Continued on Page 2)

mine fields which human flesh and blood
could stand no longer. That they rallied
under the banner of the Left wing min-
ers’ union is tribute to their instinctive
feeling that to strike under the besmirch-
ed and treacherous flag of Lewis would
be equivalent to no strike at all.

The Heavy Odds

But the odds have proved too great for
the moment. Against the miners were
mobilized not only the bloated wealtn
and power of the coal barons, but also
the power of their police, of their state
and federal machinery, of their injuuac
tion judges ready for any arbitrary act,
and—not the least of them—the John L.
Lewis machine.  Physical exhaustion
from within, induced by years of unem-
ployment, deprivation and in some cases
downright starvation comditions, and
physical assault from without, in the
torm of police clubs guns and tear gas
bombs—these are the powers which, in
the first instance, relentlessly drove the
miners back to the pits. Out of the
thousands who came out during the
high point of the strike, only a small
and not decisive minority remained. The
call for a return quite properly acknow-
ledged the existence of this indisputable
fact and is the first measure to be tak-
en to conserve the remaining energies
of the coal miners in preparation for
the struggles that are coming with the
sureness of tomorrow,

Yet, before we refer to the pointed
lessons which the whole movement must
draw, one more aspect of the calling
off of the strike must be mentioned and
a warning raised against its consequ-
ences. The N. M. U, statement announces
that ‘“this change of tactics does not call
off the" strike, but only changes its char-
acter . . . The next phase of the strike
in the present strike zone will be pri-
marily struggles around individual mineg
and groups of mines for local demands

. These struggles will lay the basis
for broader and deeper strike strug-
gles.” The same issue of the Daily
Worker containing this statement (8-17-
1931) adds in verification that the plan
iy for “changing the basis of the strike
to a struggle for limited demands in
the various mines . This plan is
new [?] in labor struggles in America’.

Such a “plan” could have been evolved
only in the minds of people ignorant of
the ‘labor struggles in America” or so
irresponsible that experience and refléc-
tion signify nothing to them. It is the
custom of the labor skates to drag out a
lost strike and its participants to the
point of complete exhaustion, withont
ever calling it off definitely. The spirit
and energy of the workers are thus
smashed. A revolutionary leadership
must have the courage to call a defeat
a defeat, to explain its causes to those
who followed it to outline a wise course
for recovery. Our Stalinist “strategists”
do everything but this in their “plan”.
Further, the bankrupt policy of the I.

W. W. has always been to ‘transfer the
strike to the job.” Such a “theory” only
serves to spread deception and fatal il-
lusions among the workers, especially in
the present situation. The “new” plan
is only a variation on this exploded
theme. To encourage the dissipation of
the remaining strength of the returned
strikers in futile, isolated “struggles
around individual mines” right after the
defeat of the strike on a tri-district scale,
is a thoroughly blockheaded and—worse
yet—a criminal course for Left wing
leaders to advise.

Speak Out Frankly!

An honest, revolutionary leadership
must tell the coal miners: **A heroic and
militant fight has been fought. We were
overwhelmed by great odds. In addition,
we made the following mistakes: one,
two, three four. Now we must go back
in the most orderly retreat possible, for
this strike was only the beginning. Con-
ditions will not improve, Therefore, we
must conserve our strength, spread the
foundation of our organization as widely
and solidly as we can, and then, armed
with greater forces, we shall fight again
to wrest some of our demands from the
coal operators.” TUnless the miners are
told this the N. M. U. will again be sunk
into the sectarian slough from which
the strike raised it.

But that is not all. In eddition to the
external factors combining to crush the
atrike, there is another factor which
played a really tremendous role in in-
juring the struggle. The N. M. U. state-
ment explains that “only a lack of organ-
izing forces due to the youth and weak-
ness of the N. M. U, prevented the im-
mediate spread of the strike to include
at least several times as many miners",
What pitiful leaders are these who seek
to explain their failures by anything and
everything except an analysis of the
policy they pursued. The truth of ‘the
matter is this:

The leadership of the N. M. U. and of
the Communist party had an unparallel-
ed opportunity to spread the strike. They
could have sustained the movement by
spreading the strike to other fields and
thereby prevented three-fourths of the
men from returning in despair of the
outcome, a despair induced precixely by
the fact that the strike was not spread.
The Militant proposed the only effec-
tive maner at the moment of spreading
the strike. The Stalinist leaders, incom-
petent through and through and concern-
ed chiefly with the preservation of their
bureaucratic prestige, rejected thig pos-
sibility of spreading the strike. In this
way, they light-mindedly threw away one
of the best opportunities yot offered the
Left wing movement to set into motion
vast masses of workers.

Our Proposals

What did the Militant propose, not

(Continued on Page 4)

Try 35 Kentucky Miners

Red-Baiting Is Prominent Feature of New Frame-Up Attempt

In the midst of a fierce reign of ter-
ror to crush the fighting spirit of the
miners in Harlan, Kentucky 35 miners
have gone on trial for their lives, charg-
ed with the shooting of Deputy Sheriff
Jesse Pace. Raids by deputy sheriifs
and company gunmen on the miners con-
tinue unceasingly. Numerous arrests

SPANISH OPPOSITION PRESS FLIND INCREASING

'The internationalist spirit of the Left
clearly and concretely to the fore in tie
campaign we are now conducting to raise
a fund for our comrades in Spain which
will enable them to start with the pub-
lication of a weekly paper. The contri-
butions, received from all parts of the
country, are—we ardently hope—only a
beginning. Every American revolutionist
must bear in mind that the situation in
Spain is pregnant with magnificant rev-
olutionary possibilities. In the midst of
the torn and confused Communist move-
ment of that country, our militant Op-
position group alone is holding firmly t>
the banner of Lenin and Trotsky of Bol-
shevism, which they have unfurled. Acute
as is the need the Militant feels today
for financial support to maintain itself
we are nevertheless urging all our friends
to make an exceptional effort to make
the most generous contributions possible
to the movement in Spain.

Our appeal has already born gratify-
ing results. At meetings we have held
on street corners, at least in New York
workers in the audience have contributed
gonerously to the Spanish Oppositior

Press Fund. In Toronto, comrade Quarter
approached a number of Spanish-speak-
ing workers in a cigar factory who re
sponded immediately, with money and a
warm letter breathing the spirit of in
ternational solidarity. From London,
the Marxian League sends a money or
der for an English Pound, an answer
to the call issued by the Militant. The
response of our English friends is espe-
cially welcome. In their letter, the
British comrades write:

“Enclosed herewith is a money order
for five dollars—a contribution from the
League to the fund you are collecting
for the Spanish Opposition Press.

“We are following the movement wiil
intense interest and are thirsting for de-
tails regarding the precise position and
the chances for the future.

“We are asking to send our greetings
and tell them that since an wuprising in
Spain would have a deciding effect on
the world proletariat in general—the C.
I. in particular—their task is a noble
one and we are hoping for the very best
news.

“Max Nicholls, secretary.”

Our fund has already passed the one
hundred dollar mark. But this can only
be considered a small beginning. Our
Spanish comrades are making the great-
est sacrifices to advance the movement.
The very least that we can do in this
country is to support them with our
financial aid. Do not forget that diif-
cult as is the economic position of the
American workers at the present mom-
ent, they are still in a relatively better
state than are the terrifically underpaid
Spanish workers. The American dollar
(we do not say this out of national
pride!) goes a long way when translated
into Spanish pesetas. An gccumulation
of American dollars sent to our Spanish
comrades means that so much more of
the long road to proletarian victory is
cleared for the forward march. Do not
forget, further, that money sent now is
doubly valuable, for this is the time to
strike the hardest blows at reaction and
confusion in Spain. All funds should be
addressed to comrade A. Gonzales, c-0
The Militant, 84 Hast 10th St., New York,
N. Y.

Funds received since the acknowledge-

ments made in last week’s issue are
herewith recorded with thanks (unless
otherwise noted the donations are from
New York) :

James P. Cannon: $5.00—Winie: 50—
James Gilday: 5.00—S. M. Rose: 5.00—-
Nathan Berman: 5.00—A. Gomez: .15—
G. Sartori: 1.00—Hilda F.: 3.00 — Alm
ando Nacio: 2.00—Jose Vargas: .25—A
Diaz: .25—J. Salazar .25 P. Gomez: .25—
Sol Sarachik: 2.00—Minneapolis branch:
3.55—T. Boisnert, Los Angeles: 5.00—-
Boston branch:
(Opposition and C. P. members) : 9.25—
Toronto Spanish-speaking sympathizers,
2.40—Marxian League of London: 4.85—
YOUNGSTOWN : Denis Plarinos: 1.00 —
S. Frank: .50—Jos. Gottlieb: .25—Sym
pathizer: .25—P. Solis: ,25—Frank Chel-
off : .50—Christ Harris: .25—F. Altman:
50-—A. Canas: 50—Gabriel Hierro: .50—
Guillermo Coria: .50—M. Villalba: .15
Total this week: $62.85. Previous con
tributions: 81.91. Grand total to date

3.00—Toronto branch].

‘workers from the clutches

$144.76.

have been made on the flimsiest pretexts.
Jesse L. Wakefield, representative of the
Internaticnal Labor Defense, and Arnold
Johnsgon, of the American Civil Libertics
Union, have heen jailed, Boris Isracl,
correspondent of the Federated Press wag
forced into an automobile driven out of
the city limits and shot in the left leg.
The attempt to frame-up the 35 miners
and send them to the electric chair is
proceeding in an atmosphere of Iynch
terror. The court room and vicinity is
dptted with company gunmen armed with
rifles, machine guns and tear gas. The
Jud'ge, D. C. Jones, delivered 2 tirade
f}galnst the “Reds”, telling the jury that
Communism and law and order cannot
s!eep in the same bed . . . We have our
sins of course, but never wuntil these
snake doctors came here from New York
and taught these doctrines, have we been
troubled by Communism.” The States
At.torney, W. A. Brock, threatened the
miners with the “cold chills of steel.”
‘Workers everywhere must support the
defense of these 35 miners faced with
capitalist justice and death in the elec-
tric chair for struggling to improve thei.r
starving and miserable conditions. The
mass pressure of the workers is the
only method which can rescue these

of
barons, the coal

LR R J

SEE'PAGE FOUR for comrade Leon
Trotsky’s thorough analysis of the latest
speech delivered by Stalin before the

conference of the industrial managers
and economists.
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GERMANY

Communist
Suppression

The financial crisis in Germany has
continued to become more acute in the
last week. In spite of all the measures
(closing of the Exchange, restriction of
bankers’ activity, etc.) new crashes have
taken place. The National Bank of the
Rhine I’rovinces and the Shreider Bank
of Bremen have gone bankrupt. Both
are banks of great importance. There is
no doubt that the crushing of the Danat
Bank will involve the bankruptcy of
other banks.

The hope of the German bourgeoisie
in a prompt assistance on the part of
America, England and France, under the
form of a large loan, has not yet been
realized. The trips of Curtius and Bruen-
ing to Paris and to the London conference
yvielded only meager results and it is
only now that the question of aid to
Germany is posed effectively at the same
time as the guarantees which Germiny
can give in exchange. It is clear that
it is not a gquestion of guarantees of
security.

The Hoover moratorium was undouhi-
edly a victory for the German bour-
geoisie, while for ¥rance it was the
beginning of the liquidation of the re-
parations and of the Versailles Treaty.
The French bourgeoisie knew that it
would be compelled to capitulate before
American capitalism in the question of
the moratorium. But at the same time
it knew that Germany is on the thresh-
hold of financial collapse and that the
prolongation of the parleys is putting the
German bourgeoisie into a difficult posi-
tion. It is now seeking through the
lips of its representative, Laval, to ex-
ploit the situation in Germany to re-
pulse the demand of German imperiul-
ism which looks, in the first place, to-
wards the suppression of the repara-
tions and the Versailles Treaty. It de-
mands guarantees in order to have the
possibility of keeping in leash the im-
perialist appetite of the German bour-
geoisie. The success of all these plans
of the French bourgeoisie depends above
all on the position of America and Eng-
land. It is nevertheless clear that the
German bourgeoisie will be compelled to
capitulate, entirely or in part.

In spite of all the decrees of the Bruen-
ing government, the state of industry
has again become worse. Kvery day,
tl?ey proceed to new closing down of
factories and the discharge of workers
and employees. Almost the whole textile
industry of Saxony has closed its fac-
tories, not having the possibility of pro-
curing the necessary raw materials from
England with the present mark. The
car shops at Werdau (Saxony) have
closed at the same time that Krupp has
shut down part of its shops together
with Ford who did the same in his new
factory at Cologne. It is probable that
if the situation does not change, these
measures will take on unimaginable
forms and the army of four miilions of
unemployed existing today will be in-
creased by a new mass of jobless. The
need of paying social insurance to new
hundreds of thousands will render the
financial situation still worse.

The crisis in German capitalist econ-
omy has now attained its highest point.
The collapse of the banks and the fin-
ancial situation will certainly evoke in-
dustrial collapses on a greater scale.
The productive apparatus of German
economy cannot be maintained upon the
basis of world economy with its present
capacity and scope. It will be obliged
to retrench. Even if the large loans suc-
ceed the situation will not change much
by this fact, and the situation obtaining
before the crashes will not be re-estah-
lished.

Unemployment will increase in the
future. One -can also foresee great
struggles; what will be the results? This
will depend above all upon the attitude
of the masses and the policy of our party.
The Dbourgeoisie is preparing for this;
it has begun by a widespread attack upon
the proletarian press.

ABOLITION OF PRESS FREEDOM

On July 17, the new decree againsi
political excesses went into effect. This
decree is in actuality the abolition of
the freedom of the press in Germany.
Of the Weimar constitution, there now
remains not a trace so far as the free-
dom of the press is concerned.

Even the Berliner Tageblatt is compel-
led to speak out a few harsh truths on
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the subject of these decrees. In its even-
ing edition No. 365, it says: “The right
to express freely one’s opinion is today
practically abolished in Germany.”

And every new article, every position
of principle is threatened with the con-
fiscation of the paper; it is clear that ail
these measures are in the first place dir-
ected against the Communist press. Even
if the leaders of the German socialist
party defend this decree under the pre-
text that it is directed against the Fasc-
ist press, every German worker knows
that, in fact, it is aimed at the revolu-
tionary proletariat and only at it. With
the aid of this decree, the bourgeoisie
succeeds in stifling for a long time the
Communist press and by systematic pro-
hibitions to destroy it completely.

And the offensive of the bourgeoisie
finds no resistance for the moment. The
fight between the police and the workers
at Gelsenkirchen and Essen, at Leipzig,
Trier, etc., are still isolated incidents and
touch only a small part of the proletar-
jat. These struggles can have impor-
tance, but they are not struggles of the
masses of the German proletariat against
the policy of dictatorship and hunger of
,the Bruening government and of the Ger-
man bourgeoisie. If the situation is such,
the fault lies with the Centrist leader-
ship. But there is still time. The favor-
able situation in Germany has not yet
passed. A winter of great class strug-
gles is still before us. The future devel-
opment will depend upon the fighting
capacity of the party. A radical change
of its policy on the basis of the tactic
of the united front is the indispensable
pre-condition for it.

To the extent that our party draws
closer to the social democratic workers,
it will also draw closer to the seizure

of power, —ROMAN WELL.

The Bankruptcy of British Stalinism

On the shoulders of European revolu-
tions England for decades consolidated
her progressive development into an ever
more powerful imperialist power. But
her position as world’s banker is now
witnessing its eclipse. Her capitalist
economy is afflicted with the illness of
decay. Her dtatesmen, those who are
capitalist in name and those who are
labor in name, are at this present thoment
endeavoring to pool their resources to
overcome the much feared economic dis-
aster and to save the proud mother of
the capitalist empires from the humilia-
tion of a Hoover moratorium for Eng-
land. England’s present development is
toward a revolutionary situation at an
accelerated tempo.

However, so long that the British Com-
munist Party remains what is tantam-
ount to an impotent, isolated sect the
situation is not so hopeless for the
British bourgeoisie. However, it follows
that to get the Communist Party out of
its present stagmation is an imperative
task. But to this task, its Centrist lead-
ership does not at all measure up.

The disillusionment of two years of
the “labor” government, the innumerable
betrayals of the reactionary labor lead-
ers the growing discontent with unem-
ployment and a constantly reduced stan-
dard of living, are preparing the work-
ing masses for motion. A point has
already been reached where in situations
of labor conflicts these leaders speak to
empty halls or meet loud protests. Even

BOSTON—

On Sunday, August 16, the New Eng-
land Amnesty Conference called by the
1. L. D. was held at the Ambassador
Palace Boston. 34 organizations were
represented by 641 delegates. The com-
position of the conference was much
broader than previous conferences of a
similar nature, though the representa-
tion from the fraternal organizations
was not as strong as it could have been.
Delegates came from all sections of the
New England area. There was a good
percentage of Negro workers present.

After the report of the Credentials
Committee, all the delegates, including
the representative of the Boston Branch
of the Communist League of America
(Opposition) were seated. McCarthy was
chairman of the Conference and Cantor,
the main reporter.

Comrade Cantor dealt at length with
the numerous cases of capitalist repres-
sion and imprisonment facing the I. L.
D. at present and stressed the need for
a broad amnesty campaign for all class
war prisoners, regardless of their poli-
tical affiliation. He called for the co-
operations of all the organizations re-
presented to help make the campaign
effective.

In the course of the discussion on the
report, comrade Weiner, a delegate from
the Needle Trades Workers Industriai
Union and a member of the Opposition,
took the floor and spoke especially in
connection with the victims of the Penn-
sylvania Flynn Anti-Sedition Act men-
tioned in the report, and stressed the
fact that two workers, Leon Goodman
and Bernard Morgenstern, members of
the Philadelphia Branch of the Commun-
ist League of America (Opposition) were
also victims of this act and that they
had been denied a class defense by the
I. I. D. The delegates from the N. T.
W. I. U. related the history of the case,
told of the arrest of the two Opposition-

ists for distributing Unemployment leaf-

Opposition at Boston |.L.D. Conference

lets issued by their organization and for
calling upon the Philadelpbhia workers lo
join the February 25 demonstration of
the unemployed, called by the Commun-
ist party. Comrade Weiner also told of
the repeated attempts made to have the
I. L. D. take up their defense and of
their failure to date. She then called
upon the I. L. D. to live up to its prin-
ciples of class defense for all working
class prisoners and demanded that the
two Oppositionists be put on the Amnesty
List together with all the others. The
speech was greeted with the applause of
a majority of those present.

In his reply to comrade Weiner, the
reporter ciaimed ignorance of the facts
in the case and once more reiterated the
policy of the I. L. D. to defend all class
war prisoners without distinctions of
affiliation.

Comrade Cooperstein spoke in the name
of the Boston Branch of the Communist
League of America (Opposition). The
Opposition delegate hailed the seating of
the Opposition at the Conference as a
good step forward and as a sign that a
real effort was being made to extend
the class defense front of the I. L. D.
Comrade Cooperstein offered the com-
plete cooperation of the local branch of
the Opposition in the Amnesty campaign,
started the ball rolling for a campaign
fund with a contribution, pledged all the
financial and practical aid possible ana
offered to provide a speaker from the
Communist League of America (Opposi
tion) at the disposal of the Amnesty
Committee. The workers present demon-
strated their approval with applause fos
our representative and elected her as a
member of the Amnesty Committee.

After the discussion, the organizations
represented were called upon to con-
tribute to the fund, to hold meetings,
to affiliate with the 1. L. D., to distribute
leaflets and to prepare for the equally
important Anti-Deportation Campaign.
With that, the Conference was concluded.

The British Scene

the imperialist agents in the Trade Union
Council, sensing the danger, have on two
occagions come out in criticism of tne
“labor” government. It protested the
government attitude to the report of the
Royal Commission on Unemployment ; it
protested the liberal-labor agreement to
the bill of repeal of the anti-trade union
act. But these are merely the efforts to
construct if possible a safety valve for
reaction. Yet the Communist party has
not at all been able to supply leader-
ship in this situation of rich possibilities.

Pollitt Recites the Failures

At the Eleventh Comintern Plenum,
Harry Pollitt, the most perfect prototype
of a Stalinist third rate functionary, pre-
sented a tragic picture. His lamenta-
tions were: “The trouble is that our
comrades do not differentiate between the
workers in the I. L. P. and their lead-
ers and because of this we build up a
great barrier between ourselves and the
workers in the other parties . . . the at-
titude of nine members out of ten in
our party to a nmew worker, and particu-
larly to an I. L. P. worker is that if
they are not prepared to swallow the
whole 21 points of the Comintern pro-
gram they are social fascists . . . To-
day we have a big strike move in Eng-
land which has not been headed by the
party and the Minority Movement . . .
we are not able to develop the indepen-
dent forms of struggle, the independent
forms of leadership, so that we are nct
in a position to be able to give the call
—Strike on—we are not able to get the
lead of the strike movement. The re-
formists are able, on the whole, to eall
the workers out and cail the strikes
off.”

A dismal picture of failure indeed,
particularly when one considers the ob-
jectively favorable situation. But do
these leaders attempt seriously and thor-
oughly to account for the reasons? Not
at all. One may go further and ask:
What does the present Comintern leader-
ship propose to remedy the faults? From
the shameful combinations of the Anglo-
Russian Unity Committee, which served
to give the reactionary Trade Union
Council a Left covering and subjected
the Minority Movement and the Com-
munist party to these “Left” represen-
tatives of the Trade Union Council, the
Comintern commanded the party to ex-
ecute a sharp turn to “class against
class”. It instructed 4the party to as-
sume “independent leadership” a la the
“phird Period” style; not because of spe-
cific factors of the objective conditions
which were then particularly favorabile
to the reformists, but because of the pro-
clamation of the ‘Third Period”. It
becsme naturally translated, not intlo
struggle to prove the superiority of the
Communist program, but by arbitrary
division of separate strike commiteas,
of separating and isolating the militant
minority from the trade unions for crea-
tion of new independent unions. Thus
the blunderng stupidity of the British
party leadership must, of course, first of
all be traced to its roots of the Stalin
policies in the Comintern, and a correc-
tion must first of all begin with a de-
cisive condemnation of these false pol-
icies.

The Party Leadership Views

The opportunist nationally-limited posi-
tion inevitably flowing from the reaction-
ary theory of “socialism in one country”
invented and applied by the Stalinized
Comintern leadership has found its par-
ticularly crass expression in the whole
concept of the British party leadership.
In the cardinal question of the Indian
revolutionary perspectives, the party
leadership confines itself in the main to

demanding independence for India, that
is it calls upon the British workers (o
demand for the Hindus the same national
liberty which they have. This allows
for no distinction whatever from the
position of the “Left” I. L. P. But what
is yet worse it fails entirely to establish
the intimate connection which is so es-
sential between the British workers and
the Indian proletariat and poor peasan-
try. The continued subjugation of In<ia
remains one of the main pillars of the
British empire, and just as much so is
the development of the revolution in In-
dia—not merely its naticnal liberation—
one of the main pillars of the proletarian
revolution in England. A correct orizn-
tation on this question thus becomes a
cardinal task of the British Communist
Party.

However, the opportunist nationally-
limited position of the party leadership
applies also in a full measure to its
views of the situation of the British
working class. The axis of its presont
propaganda and activities is the fight for
shifting the burden of the growing crisis
from the working class (0 the bourge-
oisie. To this end it advances, as is for
example contained in the program of the
«Charter movement”, the slogans of the
partial demands for an increased dole at
the cost of the owners of industry, the
seven hour day, housing for workers,
reduction of rents, a guaranteed mini-
mum wage, repudiation of arbitration,
release of class war prisoners, repeal of
Trades Disputes Act, against tariff at-
thcks upon workers’ standard, added to
which are the slogans, for fight against
imperialism and for the defense of the
Soviet Union, ete.

“Simplifying” the Problems of Revolution

These leaders have arrived at an al-
together too simple rationalization of the
power and resources of imperialism and
the problems of the working class. Their
conclusions are that since capitalism in
its present declining stage cannot grant
the necessary reforms to the workers
hence every struggle for reforms be-
comes a revolutionary struggle. But
the problem is not quite so simple. 'While
struggles for reforms have a different
significance today than during the period
of organic development of capitalism;
while reformism could then lay a pro-
gresgive role but today will definitely
have to choose between the paths of
proletarian revolution or organic support
of capitalist reaction, and invariably
choses the latter, nevertheless, for the
Communist party, there still remains the
problem of giving the struggle for re-
form needs and democratic demands a
revolutionary content. Above all, there
remains the problem for the party of
building the forces which under its lead-
ership in the struggles must conscious-
1y select the road toward the revolution.
The party must establish itself as the
vehicle of the revolution.

The British party write voluminously
about the growing capitalist crisis and
the debacle of the MacDonald gradual-
ness. It quite corectly endeavors to un-
mask the “Left” of the 1. L. P. and
usually draws the conclusion formulated
in blanket statements to the éffect: Dhese
experiences will prove to the British
workers that the Communist party is
the only party fighting for their inter-
ests., This, however does not at all fol-
low. That is, it does not and cannot
follow unless the party also succeeds in
proving its worth as a revolutionary lead-
er,

What did Pollitt have to offer, at the
Eleventh Comintern Plenum, as a solution
for the present party difficulties? Of
course, one must not expect a serious
examination of possible failacies of past

and directives
And

and prevailing policies
from self-contented bureaucrats.

so, Pollitt, also remained true to the
established style of empty blatitudes. He
recommended to intensify work

. to lead workers’ economic strag-
gls . . . to build broad union front ac-
tivities from below . . . activities against
growing tendencies of fascism  against
growing war danger, etc.” The particu-
lar possibilities for this, I’ollitt saw in
the Charter Movement.

Alas, in the Charter Movement the de-
ceptive practise of, in view of all the
failures, to appear stronger prevailed
from its inception. In conformity with
the “Third Period” style the party lead-
ership set out to drum up a large dele-
gation at the initial charter conference.
It became a substitute for the reality of
mass influence which the party still has

to win: 788 delegates were secured, hut
only 68 representating trade union
branches 51 the unemployment move-

ment branches (a movement hardly ox-
isting in reality), 31 representing the
party and Y. C. L. the balance were
shpposed to represent various miscel-
laneous mass meetings sports clubs. Min-
ority Movements groups ete. This un-
doubtedly becomes its first fatal weak-
ness. The revolution cannot be organ-
ized by deceiving the workers. Secondly
one cannot yet notiee any visible effort
to correctly connect the economic necds
and demands of this movement with the
political issues. Thirdly, Dbeing borne
out of the conception of findling a substi-
tute for the ill-fated Minority Movement
and a short cut to mass influence, ihe
party’s problems have not been bhrought
nearer its solution. Essentially these
problems remain as before.

The Future Holds Great Possibilities

The future orientation of the party still
remains intimately bound up with the
lessons of the past from which it has not
yet drawn the necessary conclusions.
Particularly so with the lessons of the
1926 general strike and the Anglo Rus-
sian Unity Committee. Pressed by the
growing workers discontent, today, sim-
ilarly as prior to the general strike.
“Lefts” are again coming forward from
the reformist ranks to serve as a shield
for the reactionaries to endeavor to de-
feat the struggles growing out of the
discontent and to return to their original
camp when this “danger” again blows
over. The Communist party is yet cn-
tirely isolated. There is therefore =a
great danger that the struggle of the
discontented masses, which marks the
developing revolutionary forces, may bhe
swallowed in this “Left’™ reformist
swamp. The party canot prevent it Dby
its socalled “united front from below”
coupled with the perfidious practises of
what is called independent leadership.
This will only mean to substitute decep-
tion and cunning for the actnal unifica-
tion of the workers. Moreover it always
leaves the door wide open for the other
desperate alternative,—that is, to attempt
to overcome the isolation which will en-
sue by alliances behind the backs of the
workers with these Left coverings. In
other words to repeat the shameful al-
liance with the “Lefts”, the Hicks, Pur-
cells and Cooks in the Anglo-Russian Un-
ity Committee.

These “Lefts” in England have con-
siderable experiences preciscly in decep-
tion and cunning. The party has nothing
to gain by atempts to emulate them. 1t
has therefore become so much more :an
imperative duty for the British Com-
munist Party to conduct an extended dis-
cussion to enable it to draw the proper
lessons of 1926 so that it may arrive at a
position of correctly estimating the tu-
ture perspectives, correctly work out its
orientation for genuine unification of the
British workers which will in reality
mark the end of “Left” reformist. decep-
tion and lay the basis for Communist
leadership.

—ARNE SWABECK.
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The Revolution in Spain

(Continued from Page 1)

THE NATIONAL CONGRESS OF THE
SOCIALIST PARTY

On July 10 the extradrdinary congress
of the Spanish social democracy was held
in Madrid in order to establish its posi-
tion in the present political situation.
The June 28 elections to the Constituent
Cortes gave the most powerful parliamen-
tary minority, from the point of view
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Party. This fact puts the Spanish social
democracy before the dilemma of hold-
ing back from or of accepting full
power in a fairly short time. In this
respect, the declarations of the socialist
minister of finances, 1. Prieto, are al-
ready very significant when it pointed
out that the social democrats will not
give their adherence to a government pre-
sided over by the present minister of
foreign affairs, Lerroux, leader of the
minority closest to the socialists numeric-
ally.

Following I. Prieto, the socalists will
not vote for a Lerroux government. The
socialists express it from the lips of
one of their most representative men at
the same time that they declare that
the compromise reached at Saint Sebas-
tien over the collaboration with the pre-
sent government was a mistake of their
party.

On this problem, the congress will
have to pronounce itself on July 1$ when
it is opened up by the treacherous chief-
tains of Spanish socialism. What is
most probable is that they will adopt a
vague formula in order to elude ve-
sponsibility.

The Madrid organization of the soc-

ialist party has héld numerous meet-
ings which ended with no concrete re-
sult. Everything was left to the con-
gress.

The Spanish social democracy fears
greatly to take the power absolutely in-
to its hands and at the same time is
afraid of continuing to form a part of
a government which assassinates the
socialist workers. The problem is thus
pretty complicated and the worker mass-
es are precipitously deserting the sociil
reformist camp.

The C. P. of Spain must utilize the
situation in order to denounce the trea-
son of the Spanish social democracy. The
best means is to push the socialists to
the taking of power. It is the most
effective means of unmasking them.

Needless to say that nothing practical
will come out of the congress.

THE COMMUNIST OPPOSITION
IN THE N. C. L.

The Spanish Communist Opposition
has begun to work practically and ac-
tively in the National Confederation of
Labor.

Immegdiately, we have begun to register
successes. In Madrid the painters have
named a trade union leadership com-
posed entirely of comrades of the Op-
position, Francisco Garcia Lavid among
them.

After the interventipn of our comrades
at a meeting, our comrade Garcia Lavid
was named for the leadership by accla-
mation. So were two other comrades by
a great majority. The anarcho-reform-

ists were put in the minority.

The successes of our friends are dis-
turbing and irritating the anarchists
who made a great scandal and, assisted
by anarchists from other organizations,
went so far as to attack cur comrades.

At the present time, the anarchist
groups of Madrid have met in order to
remove cur friends over the heads of
the painters’ organization, under the
fraudulent pretext that Garcia Lavid
was a candidate in the last elections.

Our comrades were accused of belong-
ing to the Committee of Reconstruction
of Seville and violently expelled from
the lecal of the N. C. L. Naturally, the
painters will have their word and,
against the advice of the anarchist
groups, will ratify the nomination of our
comrades.

The following fact must be pointed
out: it is the first time that Communists
have won in Madrid an organization at-
tached to the N. C. L. and also the first
manifestation of our trade wunion ac-
tivity.

The triumph of our painter friends in
Madrid shows how the Communists have
to act in the N. C. L., but also shows
the anarchist phobia against Commun-
ism a phobia provoked in large measure
by the Reconstruction conference of Sev-
ille, convoked by the Stalinists. The
struggle is very difficult. It must be said
that a Stalinist present at the meeting
showed his agreement with the anarchists
So as not to give his vote to our friends
of the Communist Left Opposition.

At the same time that we obtained this

success at Madrid, our comrades have

obtained the direction of the People’s
House of Llerena (Bodajoze). The Left
Opposition is beginning to reap successes
on the trade union field.

NEW PERSECUTIONS AGAINST US

The news we receive from the pro-
vinces are more serious cvery day. Many
comrades do not receive Comunismo, in
spite of repeated mailings. The repub-
lican police confiscates (steals, for it
does it illegally) the copies of the- re-
view. Many letters from our comrades
arrive only after a long delay or do not
arrive at all. La Verite and La Lntte de
Classes come to us irregularly or “are
lost” . . . by the General Management
of the Republican Police. The struggle
and the persecutions continue.

OUR PROGRESS

The second number of Cemunismo
has been given a much better reception
than the first. Groups of vomrades con-
stantly arise throughout the country. At
Salamanca, the republican and political
bosses’ fief an important group of the
Spanish Communist Opposition has been
constituted.

At Bilbao, our group has doubled its
membership. In Estremadura, new groups
have been formed. At Segovia, the of-
ficial party group is on our side.

The second pamphlet by comrade Trot-
sky which our “Communist Publishers”
has just put out is receiving an excellent
reception and comments, The Spanish
Communist Opposition is showing itself
to be the only representative of Marv
ism in Spain.

“,

—HENRI LACP
Madrid, July 1931
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DISCUSSION ARTICLES

Reforms and Immediate Demands

I take advantage of an incorrect for-
mulation in the thesis in order to raise
more vital questions dealing with its
content. The thesis labels the practical
needs of the day, reforms. It says, “It
is the Communists who are the most
ardent and willing defenders not only
of their broad historical interests (the
social revolution) but of most narrow,
limited and practical needs of the day
(reforms). It is in this way of linking
the struggles for daily needs with the
final aim, of having the former pave
the way for the latter, that the strug-
gle for reforms can be carried on in a
revolutionary sense that s it can be
directed against the reformists.” Not
only is it improper to use the word or
impression “fighting for reforms” but the
way the problem is formulated the re-
lation of immediate demands with ulti-
mate demand, is wrong.

Can we Marxists use the word reform
in this sense? No, I think we have been
playing with this word long enough and
it is time /we start a thorough dis-
cussion in the Left Opposition, not on
the word reform, but what is more im-
portant and behind it—the understand-
ing of immediate demands and practical
needs of the class.

The Position of Negation

All working class organizations claim-
ing to fight for the class have stumbled
on this problem to a greater or lesser
degree. Outstanding in the Marxian
camp are De Leon and the S. L. P,
which, unable to find a way out, just
threw the whole thing overboard and
denied it all. But since practical needs
of the class todag are material things
and not ghosts their denial was to no
avail. The P. P, to this day, is follow-
ing the footsteps of the S. L. P, on
this vital class question. Both of these
organizations have taken a negative
position while the S. P., swinging to the
opposite direction, has transformed every
struggle for immediate demands into re-
forms of the worst kind. In the Com-
munist currents, sad to say, we find them
handling the question with kid gloves.

The three main currents of Commun-
ism take a correct abstract position on
the question of immediate demands but-
experience has proven that the Right
wing and Stalin Centrist are muddled
and confused when the guestion descends
to the sphere of practical life.

Experience has shown that the Left
Opposition understands what is meant by
immediate demands and its relation to
the social revolution. MKvents which
have followed the programs tactics and
strategy we presented for these class
battles vindicate our current; but the
way the thesis handles the question does
not come up to this standard.

We Marxists cannot borrow many dic-
tionary words and use them to define
things and conditions in the class strug-
gle. The word reform is one such word.
Congidering how the word is used in the
thesis (and not what you mean) I can
follow it to the logical conclusion and
add, the bigger and better and more re-
forms we fight for and gain the closer
we will be to the social revolution. But
facts prove this is far from the truth.

Is there any difference in the material
gains or practical needs of the day for
our class “given“ by the Losses or their
labor leaders or won by our class in
struggle? To every Marxist (and the
writers of the thesis have said such time
and again), we know there is a funda-
mental difference for our class position.
But the expression in the thesis does not
say this. Only by understanding the
class forces and causes for the way our
class receives these material gains from
“day to day” can we (after explaining)
use it in a “revolutionary sense”. This
understanding enables us to label the
kind of material gain to denote reform-
ist or revolutlonary action in the strug-
gle for immediate demands.

False Abstractions

If the practical needs of the day are
“given’”’ by the bosses or their govern-
ment they are reforms; if they come
from the bosses’ labor leaders, trade
union or political, they are social re-
forms and if these gains are won by
our class in struggle led by its vanguard
they are sparks for revolution. Prac-
tical needs of the day for our class
cannot be abstracted from the class
struggle and the organizational and ideo-
logical position of the class. If we could
abstract these immediate demands or
gains from the position of battle of the
class forces we could say all these gains
are reforms. But such an abstraction is
false while other abstractions, such as
are explained in “Capital” are not false.

We know that reforms or social re-

forms do not come from the big kind

hearts cof the bosses and their flunkeys
We know they are granted from above
because the class pressure from below
compels them to relinquish this material
gain for our class in order to stem the
tide and check the growing opposition.
It is more profitable to “kill with kind-
ness” than to kill through white terror,
providing the position of the bosses en-
ables them to carry out the former. The
degree of class pressure determines, in
the majority of cases if the practical
needs will be direct from the bosses or
from their flunkeys or from the class it-
self through correct leadership. Reforms
can be said to result from class pressure
but class pressure without, or lack of,
or wrong pressure of the class vanguard
means a disproportion in the relation of
class and party.

The growth and decay stage of capital-
ism will cause a big variance in this dis-
proportion. In the growth stage of capi-
talism, the objective factors favor the
capitalist and naturally reforms while
the decay stage gives the objective factors
to the revolutionist to a far greater de-
gree, This brings to the fore the subjec-
tive factor, the vanguard as the vital de-
termining factor of the problem as Trot-
sky points out, not only in revolutions
but also in the struggle for immediate
demands.

The degree of class pressure does not
always determine the success of re-
formism, as the above will indicate. The
stage of capitalism we live in as well
as its ebbs and flows, and also its un-
even capitalist development, is no ab-
straction in the class struggle. In the
growth stage of capitalism, crumbs in
respond to class pressure were the least
evil for the bosses, because the very ex-
pansion and new markets more than
made up ior the loss. In the decay stage
reforms are bitter concessions from the
capitalist, knit to a higher degree not
only to the class pressure but more so
to the policies of the vanguard.

When Bosses Grant Reform

If capitalism grants reforms (beats us
to our point of advantage) this has its
ideological intluence upon our class or
section of the class as well as a nega-
tive organizational result, scattering our
forces and at the same time driving
these class forces into some form of capi-
talist controlled organization.

Such prevents the crystallization of our
class ideology and unless the vanguard
is wide awake and capable we lose even
the possibility of retrenching ourselves
for the next struggle. In this sense, as
a class problem and not as an abstract
material gain our class, which only
learns by experience, has lost by the
bosses’ coup and with it the vanguard
loses. Do not material gains even void
these above mentioned factors, gains and
a step toward revolution? No.

With the capitalist coup in reforms,
the class line re-forms with the bosses
at a more advantageous position than
before. A material gain given by capi-
talism as a reform is just so much labor
power (controlled by capitalism) spent
as it would, be spent on the battlefield
in destruction of the enemny forces by
shells and ammunition. But the com-
parison does not hold water. Because
a material gain even in relation to the
capitalist is just so much spent, in re-
lation to the workers it is a material
gain. Let us see. If the vanguard of
the workers moves up and intrenches the
class behind the material gain (reform
and not a spark) it is already a NEW
PROBLEM and especially a total differ-
ent struggle if the capitalists try to re-
take it. If the capitalists try to retake
what they gave, and not what we
won, it is no longer a question of re-
form in the sense of immediate demand
(offensive struggle) but a problem of
defensive struggles of our class.

How many material gains (regardless
of how they came) were retaken and
are being retaken by the capitalist in
the present crisis? Any thinking work-
er can answer this fairly well. In this
case if the vanguard does not measure
up to standards we can say, the greater
the number of these gains through re-
forms and social reforms, the easier it
is for capitalism to retake them and the
numbers that come to us as material
gains as sparks toward revolution the
harder it is for the capitalist to retake.

One only has to look at the sick coal
industry (favorable to the ecapitalist)
with past gains primarily through class
struggle and compare it with other heal-
thy capitalist industries (favorable to
the workers) where gains were mainly
reforms and realize the difference be-
tween the two. A comparison will show
reforms are relinquished easier than the
gaing through eclass battles unless the
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vanguard’s right or wrong policy alters
the problem.
The Communist Task

Can we, the Communists, lay down
definite plans to prevent our action from
following the reformist camp? We can
lay down principles in general, but it
is impossible to lay down a line of march
that is fool-proof. HKach concrete strug-
gle must have its tactics formulated on
the basis of Marxian analysis. A line
of demarcation between reformist action
(reforms) and revolutionary action can
be made in every struggle but every de-
veloping struggle will have forces and
action of both. It is up to the Com-
munist to move these struggles out of
the channels of REFORM into the chan-
nels of deeper class struggles. A simon-
pure struggle (made in the office of the
bureaucrats) is just as wrong (isolation)

as to enter movements which are or-
ganizationally part of the enemy forces
(Parliamentary action—charity organiza-
tions, etc.), the latter will not be iso-
lation from numbers but will be isola-
tion from the role of the Communist as
the vanguard toward revolution.

Has not the Militant time and again
pointed out through dozens of strug-
gles, the action of the Stalinite Cen-
trist and Lovestone Right wingers which
was a reformist and not & Marxian ac-
tion of class struggle? These are facts
and correct oemarcations between re-
forms and sparks, which the theses, in
its formulation, does not live up to.
Our relation to the U. S. S. R. is reform
and to American imperialism it is rev-
olution but the road to revolution docs
not lead through reforms.

—HUGO OEHLER.

1. The Meaning of the American Crisis

The thesis for the pre-conference dis-
cussion states that the Ainerican crisis
may show a decisive upward swing some
time after 1932, and that “whether or
not the United States in the next period
will reach the peak it attained toward
the end of the last decade cannot be
determined in advance.” “The vast re-
sources of the Unted States”, it says,
“its unique post-war position its gradu-
al displacement of England as the lead-
ing factor in world economy and politics

. . are still effective enough to war-
rant its ability to extricaie itself out
of its present crisis by shifting the bur-
den of it not only upon the working
class at home, but upon the nations of
Europe . . .” Nevertheless it sets forth
the perspective for the American work-
ing class movement of “rapid develop-
ment” and the ‘‘prospect of struggles
ahead that will increase in breadth and
depth and militancy”. The long-range
political conclusion does not follow from
the economic premise; we believe it to
be sound and believe that a restatement
of the economic premise will prove it.
It is not enough to state an immediate
prospective of struggle; it must be in-
tegrated into a longer-term perspective
of political activity.

The thesis nowhere indicates that the
present crisis of American capitalism is
to be understod in any different light
from such past crises as those of 1893,
1907 or 1921, from which American capi-
talism in each case rose to new heights.
To understand the present crisis mechan-
ically, as the bourgeois economists of
the “business cycle” do, to regard it as
a mere repetition of a pattern of rise
and decline and rise, is to deny the val-
idity of the dialectical method of his-
torical materialism. ¥or a Marxist the
question must be posed as an alterna-
tive: “Have the developing contradic-
tions within capitalism reached a new
stage, or are there still forces of growth
and stability within ecapitalism which
will enable it to overcome these contra-
dictions and prolong the period of pre-
Tevolutionary capitalist stabilization?”

New Facts As Base

The answer to the question will deter-
mine the correctness of the political and
strategic departure, and therefore this
answer must be based on ascertainable
fact. It cannot be based on a general
belief in the power of survival of capi-
talism, in the American or in the world
sphere, or on mere impressions or hunch-
es. The fact that there are many unknown
factors in the economic outlook is no
justification for a Marxist to avoid the
clear and provable implications of
many of the known factors, but places
on the objector the responsibility of
proving the existence, direction and
strength of the sustaining and stabiliz-
ing forces of capitalism.

In contradistinction to the statements
of the thesis quoted above, this article
will present facts leading to the fol-
lowing conclusions.

1. The best that American capitalism
can hope for as the outcome of the pre-
sent crisis is a temporary stabilization on
a lower plane.

2 While the economic contradictions
of capitalism will in all probability lead
to the classical solution of imperialist
conquest of markets the unique position
of America, as distinguished from the
older imperialist powers, will not enable
it to obtain the unmixed benefits of im-
perialism as did England in the nineteen-
th century. Therefore imperialist war
while a logical outcome of the ecrisis,
will not solve the crisis, but will merely
shift the center of gravity of American
capitalism increasingly to foreign coun-
tries, while aggravating the crisis at
home.

Theories of Self-Cure

As to 1. A. Some bourgeois econom-
ists, and we regret to say, some Com-
munists, have advanced the theory that
this erisis like preceding ones, will cure
itself when stocks of consumption goods
\shoes, shirts, hats) in the hand of
consumers and retailers decline to a
point where replacement demand is great-
er than the reduced volume of produc-
tion prevailing at the bottom of a crisis.
This will cause greater manufacturing
activity, more jobs, and the beginning of
the recovery. Ths theory is incorrect—
(1) because the demand itself keeps
decreasing through unemployment and
wage cuts, and the mere necessity for
a worker to buy a pair of shoes by no
means guarantees that he will be able
to pay for them—the appetite does not
make the dinner. (2) More important
—Consumption goods are purchased out
of income, not out of capital. The crisis
is a crisis of capital and its most signi-
ificant feature is the inability of capital
to find markets which permit it to ex-
ploit labor at a profit. Crizes historical-
ly have been solved by the increased pro-
duction of capital goods. not consumpton
goods—in Marxian terminology, by an in-
creased outlay of comstant capital not
of variable capital. In the past, this
has meant the comstruction, by capital-

ists, of goods of large capital value,
which are only slowly used up houses,
railroads, industrial plants mine devel-
opments, even automobiles. A capitalist,
seeing a situation where money mater-
ials and labor are all cheap, constructs
a house, a railroad or a factory, out of
capital, not income, anticipating a compe-
titive advantage because of low construe-
tion costs and financing charges.

At the present time, this solution of
the crisis is not available. Railroad
mileage has shown no significant increase
for thirty years; because of speed-up and
“rationalization” the record railroad
traffic of 1929 amounting to 447 billion
ton-miles against 339 billions in 1922
was hauled by 56,936 locomotives and
2,277,464 freight cars in 1929 against
64,140 locomotives and 2,293,389 freight
cars in 1922. In the first six months of
1931 the railroads placed 6951 new frei-
ght cars in service, compared with 49,
208 in the first half of 1930. and on July
1, 1931, had on order 8,963 new freight
cars compared with 24 649 on the same
date last year. It is therefore clear that
additional demand for capital goods by
the railroads is not tending to bring
about recovery.

In industry, most branches are over-
equipped not by standards of the crisis
alone, but even on the basis of actual
demand in 1929 and the years imme-
diately preceding. The soft coal indas-
try is equipped to produce 800 million
to a billion tons a year, against actual
output of 567 million tons in the best
year in its history. The automobile 1n-
dustry can produce 8,000,000 cars a year
against 5,600,000 in 1929, the record yegr.
The steel industry began 1931 with a
capacity of 62,000000 tons, against a
production of 56,000,000 in the boom
year 1929, 5,000,000 tons more than the
previous record and this year for pure-
ly competitive reasons, is adding an ad-
ditional 4,000,000 tons of capacity, know-
ingly adding to the excess capacity.
Copper mines, producing at an average
cost of 8.63 cents a pound against a mar-
ket price of 7 and a half cents, are not
adding to their productive facilities
least of all in the face of an imminent
and eventual increase of 200,000 tons
per year from Canada and 400,000 tons
from South Africa to the record 1929
production of 2,000,000 tons. In scores
of other industries the story is the same
—production facilities are too large for
even a boom-time demand, and will cer-
tainly not be added to now. Perhaps
electric refrigerators, washing machines
cigarettes, moving picture studios and
the like are prospering, but serious large-
scale industry has had its fill of expan-
sion, and will contribute no demand for
more production facilities to help end
the crisis.

Building construction has been notor-
lously overdone throughout the United
States, following on the post-1922 boom,
and this industry began having its own
private crisis as early as 1928. It is
still in the early stages c¢f readjusting
its rents and financial burden to the
lowered purchasng power of the country
and is in no position to attract addition-
al fixed capital. The building boom that
began in 1922 to make up for construc-
tion deferred during the war and the
high-interest period up to 1922 was one
of the potent factors that ended the
crigis of 1920-21, but is not in the per-
spective now.

One great force that ended past crises
is therefore not available to end the pre-
sent one—the investment of large am-
ounts of constant capital (not income or
variable capital)’ in producers’ goods
(not consumers goods).

The Agrarian Crisis

3. The increasing sharpness of the
agrarian crisis constitutes another dif-
ference between past crises and the pre-
sent one. An alleviating factor in past
crises was the ability of the farmers to
raise their purchasing power through
increasing the size of the crop. Since
1919 this has no longer been the case.
In that year, the total agricultural out-
put was no larger than in 1915, but the
higher average prices created the larg-
est crop values in American history. In
1926 the crops were larger than in 1919,
but the contradictions of the world agra-
rian ecrisis had reached a point where
the declining prices caused by the larger
crops nullified the effects of increasing
output and resulted in lower crop values.
In the same way the bumper crops of
1928 brought in less purchasing power
than the smaller crops of 1927. At the
present time 50-cent wheat has brought
the question of farm mechanization de-
cisively to the foreground. One author-
ity estimates that 1,000,000 farm families
will be displaced within the next few
years by mechanized farm corporations
able to raise 20 bhushels to the acre and
having a present acreage of 10,000.000
acres, that is, nble to turn out 20 per-
cent of the biggest wheat crop ever made
in America.

The permanent army of the unemplay-
ed will be increasingly swelled by re-

cruits from the farm, unable to stand
the burden of mortgages and taxes with
their low technical level of efficiency as
compared with giant corporations, and
unable to exist on 50-cent wheat.

Increased crops in the future, even if
possible, will not mean increased pur-
chasing power for farmers, but merely
an increased export surplus for large
farming corporations to dispose of in
competition with Russia, Canada, Aus-
tralia and the Argentine. This way out
of the crisis is closed.

C. Capitalism, to protect its profit
margins (or surplus value), unable to
extend its markets and consegently its
production in the immediate, will extend
and deepen its assaults on wages. From
the international viewpoint, capitalism
in one country under Hoover is as fall-
acious a slogan as socialism in one coun-
try under Stalin. With increasing tech-
nical and economic development, both
must become ever more deeply involved
in inextricable ties with the outside
world. High tariffs and State control of
foreign trade do not alter this situation.
In relation to wages, capitalism can
either pull Epropean wages up to the
American standard, which is a futile
dream, given the nature of capitalism,
or it can tear down American wages
toward European standards, which is
what capitalism is actually engaged in

stage of growth and

doing. This involves it in a major con-
tradiction—to maintain profits it cuts
wages, and as it cuts wages it reduces
purchasing power and hence the possi-
bility of profits, whence follow further
wages cuts, less profits, more wage cuts,
etc. Eut this is only the reverse of the
ascending spiral of capitalism in its
stability—more
wages, more prefits, more wages, etc.
Wages were not seriously cut in past
crises, not even in the 1921 crisis after
commodity prices had fallen 40 perceat,
and bourgeois economists wgere shouting
the necessity of “adjusting wages fo
prices”. At that time prices had risen
sharply. During the boom period, and
wages with them. In the 1929 boom,
neither prices nmor wage levels rose to
anything like the extent of the 1919-20
boom, but the crisis has already resulted
in sharp wage cuts, and more and deep-
er ones are likely to follow.

From this standpoint, we have further
reason to believe that the century-long
upward curve of American capitalist de-
velopment has passed its peak and that
the present crisis is distinguished from
all past American crises, not by its
planetary character, as the thesis states,
but by the fact that it is the first of
the crises on the downward swing of
American capitalism.

—B. J. FIELD.

Shortcomings in the Youth Thesis

The thesis on the youth question on
the whole treats the problem well. How-
ever, in trying to be concise and to the
point, a number of things were either
omitted or insufficiently explained.

1. We must always remember that al-
though, because of the special charac-
teristics of youth, we approach the youth
of the working class on a special basis
with special issues, they nevertheless
form an important part of the working
class as a whole, Our aim is always not
only to appeal to the youth of the work-
ing class on their particular problems as
young workers, but also to link their
struggles with those of the whole class,
to bind together the young and the old.
This the thesis fails to take cognizance
of treating the youth as though it were
some queer product of society complete
in itself, and having no relation to any-
thing else.

Equal Pay for Equal Werk

2. An excellent slogan that has its
appeal for both the young and the old,
that can help cement their cooperation
in the class struggle, is the slogan that
the Y. C. L. has advanced—equal pay
for equal work. We see over and over
again the displacement of older work-
ers, better paid, by young workers who
are still further speeded up and given a
lower wage. The fight for equal pay re-
gardless of age means a fight against
wage-cuts, against speed-ups, against the
playing off of one section of the working
class against the other, a relative secur-
ity for the older workers, a material
advantage for the younger workers.

The promulgation of this slogan and
the actual fight for it is of course based
on the actual activities of the Commun-
ists young and old, in industrial and
trade union life. The reason why the
Y. C. L. has made no headway with it
is that they have not prepared the ground
for any kind of slogan, for any kind of
mass following, by actually entering into
the life and struggles of the working
class. The worker is not held by the
Young Communist League, its members
are not given the education essential for
correct participation in the day to day
life of our class. No matter how correct
one isolated slogan may bappen to be,
the general approach to the young work-
ers makes even the correct slogan worth-
less.

It is important that our Opposition
youth comrades should join the wunion
of their trade, take part in its activities,
and there carry on the fight for equal
pay for equal work. The thesis cor-
rectly puts the additional task of the
young Communists in the unions the one
of fighting for equality in union condi-
tions for the young and the old—this also
includes the youth of the opposition.

3. The thesis takes the position that
the formation of youth auxiliaries to the
various organizations (I. L. D., I. W. 0.,
etc.) is not only superfiuous, but actu-
ally harmful to the Leagua. With this I
disagree. Even as the auxiliaries are
conducted now absolutely controlled by
the party and the Y. C. L., they attract
young workers who would not otherwise
be brought to the Y. C. L. Properly con-
ducted, these youth auxiliaries should be-
come a recruiting field for the Young
Communist League. The young worker
who enters the League is ready to asso-
ciate himself with a Communist organ-
ization under the direct leadership of the
Communist party; he is ready to accopt
the policies of the party, and is anxious
to train himself to take his place in it.
The auxiliary organizations will draw
in young workers in whom the first faint
stirrings of class consciousness are felt,
but who would not come to the Y. C. L.
direct, who are not ready to declare
themselves Communists. The nucleus of
Leaguers in these various youth groups
—these nuclei should of course always
be present, and should consist of ex-
perienced and trained young Communists
—should serve as the recruiting officers
for the League.

A Nucleus in the League

4. The thesis sets forth as one of our
immediate tasks the formation of a nuc-
leus in the Young Communist League.
But we have always been advocating
that, as well as the building of nuclei in
the party. The question has been, and
remaing, how is this to be done? We
can gain contact with members of the
Young Communist League by participat-
ing in these youth auxiliary groups by
taking up the tasks of an active member
of the group, and meanwhile attempting
to get our policies across, especially to

discuss the problems of the movement
with the members and sympathizers of
the Y. C. L. whom we find in the youth
groups. Another way of “boring from
within” is to send our youth members
who do not come from the League into
it. This of course depends a great deal
upon not only the external conditions,
but upon the ideological maturity, etc.,
of the comrade. But wherever it is
found possible, this method of coloniza-
tion should be followed. Thirdly, we
should make a very serious attempt to
draw in members and sympathizers of
the Y. C. L. into our classes. The class-
es held in New York were attended for
the most part by members of our own
branch. In addition, of course we should
follow the usual methods of approaching
Communists and Communist sympath-
izers in general. We should issue leaflets.
from time to time expressing our views
on current problems.

5. More emphasis should be placed
on the need of our group to ecarry on
education for the youth. (Of course, the
adult Communists are certainly not to
be cut off from these undertakings—they
often need just as much education as
the youth!) KEspecially because of the
failure of the Y. C. L. to supply elemen-
tary Marxian training, it is necessary
for the Opposition to conduct a funda-
mental education among the Young Com-
munists. We cannot approach the great-
est number of young Communists with
essential international questions and get
them to support our platform because
they lack the necessary background of
Marxian understanding. We must, where-
ever our forces permit, institute classes
not only on the issues of the factional
struggle, but also of the most element-
ary Communist education. We must at-
tempt to issue pamphlets on the latter
subjects. The Young Vanguard should
deal largely with such education. We
must bear in mind that in order to judge
of the correctness of one or the other
platform a certain minimumm of Commun-
ist knowledge is indispensible, and we
must therefore help to spread and popu-
larize Communism in its most funda-
mental form among the members of the
Young Communist League. All this
means that much more of a chance to
establish nuclei within the Y. C. L.

6. Our work is not restricted only to
the Y. C. L. Just as with all other
work, our youth work takes place in the
class as well as in its vanguard. Par-
ticipation in trade unions in youth clubs,
spreading of the first steps of Commun-
ism, etc.—in other words, we should ap-
ply the formulation of the role of the
Opposition elaborated by comrade Oech-
ler (in his discussion article) and trans-
late it into terms of youth work. Our
range of activities is naturally limited
because of the lack of sufficient youth
forces. But youth work is not earried
on only by the young. The general ac-
tivity of the Opposition is caleulated to
affect not only the party but the League.

Youth Clubs

7. A youth club should not be at-
tempted until there is a basis for it.
That means we must carry on the activ-
ities indicated above, and when sufficient
following has been gained, both among
Young Communists and sympathize«s,
and among workers influenced directly
from the shops, schools, etc., then and
then only should we launch such a group.
The group will concern itsclf with sports
and cultural activities but should be a
recruiting ground for members of our
classes, should be a training and recruit-
ing field for Communists and Opposition-
ists. Most likely New York will be the
only section for a long time to come
that can offer real possibilities for such
a group. Youth comrades should be de-
finitely assigned to take part in it, this
being just as important a task as any
other.

8. We cannot set any definite time for
the isshance of a youth paper. This
also depends entirely on what basis we
have for it. When we have really begun
to do youth work, and have some grounds
to base our paper on, then only should
a separate youth paper be begun. How-
ever, the suggestion for an internal youth
bulletin is a good one, and should be
put into effect as soon as our finances
permit. —LILLIAN BORD.
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V-BERNARD SHAW ON RUSSIA

"fhe Russian revolution is making its
way in the world. After fourteen years
it has received the honor of a tep-day
inspection by George Bernard Shaw and
Lady Astor, and that in itself—as Amos
and Andy would say—is “somethin’ .
1t is not every revolution that wins such
signal honors and passes the inspection
with such flying colors. If Lady Astor,
as befits one of her exalted station, re-
pressed her emotions and said little,
the great play-writer gave a flattering
endorsement to the Soviet enterprise.
The revolution got a fifty-fifty break in
the examination.

But if you will pardon us for saying
so we are not entirely satisfied with
the report. iWhen Shaw sums up his
conclusions with the advice to young
men in the Western countries to “go
to Russia and settle there”, we beg leave
to break into the happy rarty with an
objection. And once having disturbed the
atmosphere of mutual felicitation with
the well-known Opposition quarrelsome-
ness, we may as well speak bluntly. The
whole idea is reactionary nonsense.

Russia is not a separate planet, which
can devlop a socialist society while the
Western countries are surrendered to
capitalism. Russia is bound up insep-
arably with them . The struggle for soc-
jalism is not a mational but an interna-
tional struggle — as Marx and Engels
said. The Russian revolution marks only
the beginning of the international rev-
olution and will find its fulfillment in
it—as Lenin and ‘Trotsky said. The big
task is yet ahead, that is, to make the
revolution in the capitalist countries. The
workers of the West must do this at
home. This is the only way they can
help Russia and also help themselves.

No matter how it is camouflaged with
big talk about working for socialism,
emigration to Soviet Russia represents
—in 99 cases out of 100—a flight from
the class struggle at home. On the part
of socalled revolutionists it is little less
than desertion. Who will organize the
revolution if everybody runs away?

The appeal of George Bernard Shaw
for this exodus from the West is regard-
ed by shallow-minded people as a sign
that the Fabian has become a Commun-
ist. It is nothing of the kind. He has
only become an advocate of socialism in
one country. And that is much nearer
to Fabianism than to Communism.

VWA

DEBATING THE DOLE

The debate over the question of wun-
employment insurance has held the cen-
ter of tue stage in recent days in the
camp of the .capitalist politicians. An
important section, headed by Governor
Pinchot of Pennsylvania, has come out
in outspoken advocacy of the federal dole
for the unemployed. On the other hand,
the dominating elements of finance eapi-
tal—renresented by President Hcover—
have taken a number of measures to
dramatize their opposition to federal in
surance and to set in motion a counter-
propaganda. Outstanding in these man-
euvers was the conference with the head
of the national Chamber of Commerce
and the resultant statement in favor of a
hundling of next Winter’s probiem by
the states and cites shrough emergency
ajpropriaticns and charity. The teaaing
nevspapers of the bourg:oisie support
thic view. The Times snoke for it, eit-
ing the rurbersomeness of the faderal
mtchinery v.hich could 1ot be wheeled
into shape in time to meet the winter
e¢m~sis; and the Hersid-Tribune, in its
issue of August 17th, argued against the
federal dole from a principle stand-
point. As matters stand now, the op-
ponents of national insurance for the un-
employed have the upper hand and it is
hardly within the range of probability
that the next Congress will pass such
a Jneasure.

But the matter does not end here. All
the arguments against unemployment in-
surance are predicated on the assump-
tion that rmoss unemployment is a tem-
porary phenomenon. The spokesmen of
the ruling class see the black shadow of
the Winter crisis. But they do not see
beyond it. They think their problem con-
sists in the feeding of hungry masses
for a brief period. Beyond that they do
not sce and do not calculate. And just
because their premise is false they will
be compelled to revise their conclusions.

In our opinion the ruling class of
America in the last resort will not be
able to avoid the establishment of a
federal system of unemployment insmr-
ance. ‘Their blind opposition to it at the
present moment is only a. reflection of
the hopeless anarchy of capitalist pro-
duction out of which not even their
wisest men can see an issue. They are
stalling for time in the hope that some-
thing will happen to free them from this
terrible contradiction which has arisen
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out of the very nature of the system and
cannot be exorcised. If we take the most
probable development of the next future
——a further deepening of the economic
crisis then it becomes obvious that the
stop-gap policy of state and municipal re-
lief “for the Winter” will fall to pieces.
Or, if we grant the prospect of a slow
recovery—and that is the most optim-
tstic hope expressed by any serious econ-
omist in the capitalist camp—it implies
a further rationalization of industry and
a residue of unemployed workers run-
ning into the millions. Sporadic charity
will not be able to cope with such a
situation. Either the federal government
will feed them or they, to quote the
words of Engels, “will take matters into
their own hands”. Faced with this al-
ternative the masters of America will
most probably reconcile themselves to a
system of unemployment insurance.

They will do this all the sooner if the
¢lass movement of the workers presses
upon them, organized and menacing. The
prospect that the ruling class will resort
to this remedial measure in any case
does not in any way argue against the
necessity of a working class fight for un-
employment insurance. On the contrary.
The harder the fight of the workers the
sooner will they wrest this concessiou.
And the more will their morale be
strengthened by the victory. Moreover,
the passing of an unemployment insur-
ance law—which, as has been said, we
believe to be in the cards—in itself means
little. The fight will take place over
the nature and extent of the relief pro-
vided by it.

In the last resort the reformists, who
are shouting now for unemployment in-
surance, will support a law which gives
the shadow without the substance. It
will be the duty of the Communists to
organize the masses for a fight to com-
pensate the unemployed millions with
an insurance relief which will afford
them an existence under the conditions

which capitalism has forced upon them.

The fight for unemployment insurance
a8 such at the present time and for ade-
quate relief under its provisions at the
time of its enactment, remains a cen-
tral issue of the revolutionary vanguard.
This goes hand in hand with the strug-
¢gle for real and immediate relief in the
present situation.

—J. P. C.

Leon NTrotsky Writes on Stalin’s Latest spLeecll

(Continued from Last Issue)

SOCIALIST ENTHUSIASM
AND PIECE WORK

Nine-tenths of the new program of
Stalin amounts to the re-establishment
of piece work. All the rest, in the
meantime, has an extremely confused
character and, in part, only serves to
mask the turn to the Right.

Stalin makes his new turn depend up-
on the “new epoch” and the “new tasks”
which require “new methods”.

But that is too crude a deception. We
have seen, in a whole series of questions
of the world labor movement that the
turns of the Stalinist bureaucracy flowed
in no way from the changes in the world
situation but, on the contrary, they were
very often accomplished in opposition to
these changes and flowed from the pre-
ceding errors of the bureaucracy itself.

We believe the same thing today. We
were told that at the thivd year of the
Five Year Plan, the Soviet Union had
entered into socialism. If this was right,
we should have witnessed a tendency
towards the gtadual -equalization of
wages. This tendency should have justi-
fied itself and be supported more and
more by socialist emulation and by shock
brigades. Absurd as it may appear, it
was nevertheless we, the Left Opposi-
tion, who were accused by the Stalinist
bureaucracy of lack of contidence in the
socialist enthusiasm of the Russian
workers. By the power cof inertia and
in order to preserve the seeming continu-
ity Stalin today repeats the empty for-
mulations of bureaucratic idealism. “Do
not forget,” he says, “that the vast maj-
ority of the workers have accepted thesc
conditions of the Soviet poter (discip-
line, tension, emulation, shock brigades)
with enthusiasm, and they fulfill them
heroically.” Now, if this is true if we
have entered into socialismi, if the ‘‘vast
mpjority” (mark it well: the vast maj-
,ority!) of the workers fulfill their tasks
“with enthusiasm” and even ‘“heroically”,
one asks himself why this same “vast
majority” wander from one factory to
another in the search for fortune? And
why are they obliged, precisely now, af-
ter all the successes obtained to pass
over to the system of piece work which
is, after all, the most refined capitalist
method of the exploitation of the work
ers’ forces?

“The principle of the Left Opposition

Miners’ Strike

(Continued from Page 1)

once but many times, from the very in-
ception and during the course of the
strike? Speaking of the danger of hav-
ing the N. M. U. movement separated
from the Kentucky movement, from the
Keeney movement in West Virginia and
the rank and file rebellion in Illinois, we
jssued the “warning that unless swift
and resolute measures were taken to
overcome the . prevailing disunity, the
strikes would be threatened with the
poison of slow disintegration and de-
feat.,” We proposed that the N. M. U.
“take the initiative to address the or-
ganizations conducting the strikes and
rebel movements with the proposals for
a joint conference to unify them all
This, together with agitation in the ranks
everywhere to have the workers exercize
pressure upon their leaders, is the first
real step towards a genuine united front,
desperately needed by the miners”
(Militant, 8-8-1931).

"Three weeks before that, making the
same imperatively needed proposal, we
said: ‘“‘Strike while the iron is hot . . .
The worst thing the Left wing can do
is to grow intoxicated with an inflated
idea of its own strength or position. 1t
is not leading the whole miners’ move-
ment but only a part of it. It can win
its way to leadership if it pursues the
right policy mow—and not after the
strike in the ‘self-critical’ articles of the
press. The Left wing dares not be de-
ceived by cheap phrases, by boasting, by
ruinous self-contentment wiith the big
achievement it can legitimately * record
now . . . Will the party have to draw
up its balance sheet when the coal strike
ig concluded with the limping apologetic
remark that ‘a small measure of organ-
izational success was secured’? . . . The
party is pursuing a course of conceit, of
separatism, which is false and unworthy
of Communists. Its leadership of the
miners can not only be extended but made
firm and lasting. The tens of thousands
of miners in West Virginia, in Kentucky,
in Illinois—and the other sections which
can be won on the basis of the appeal for
unity and solidarity, must not be ignor-
ed.” (Militant, 7-18-1931).

The party ‘strategists” rejected these
proposals with a lofty contempt. These
people who make a profession out of be-
ing wrong on every important question
were too infernally wise to adopt the
course we proposed. Their policy of iso-
lation was advanced as vastly superior
to ours. The vials of scorn were poured
upon the “counter-revolutionary Trotsky-
ists” who, “together” with the Lovestone-
ites “wail for the return of the ‘good
old united front’ with the ‘progressives’
[and] unite in labelling the real united
front from below of the workers as ‘sec-
tarianism’ ¥ (Browder, August Comn-
mimist). Following Browder, Foster
(who has his own differences with the
focrmer over the “counter-offensive char-
acter of the strike”) announced that the
Stalinist policy “provides a means to un-
ite the various disconnected strike move-
ments and rank and file upheavals in
the U. M. U.” (Foster, August Commun-
ist), and proclaimed that the fundamental

“if not the decisive” weakness of the
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strike was not its wrong policy but . . .
lack of relief.

The final outcome of the strike says
more than we can say to controvert the
cheap braggadocio of these Stalinist stal-
warts. The counterposed policies have
been tested. The bureaucratic, meaning-
less “united front from below” failed to
give the N. M. U, a solid foothold in
the other movements. The strike was
not . extended, but narrowed down to the
point where it had to be called off, which
in turn, will have the gravest effects on
the West Virginia strike. The N. M. U.
did not make a particle of the gains that
were made possible by the whole splen-
did situation. The Fosters and Browders
stood like a huge boulder in the path of
progress.

By superior force, by the apparatus
strength which has been granted them
through the usurpation of the interna-
tional Communist movement by the Stal-
inist faction, by misrepresentation and
demagogy in the press under their con-
trol—the Stalinist agents in the United
States succeeded in suppressing our pro-
posals during the strike, in preventing
the Left wing from adopting the only
course that could lead to a successful
issue. Let them be proud of their short-
lived triumph over the “counter-revolu-
tionary Trotskyists”. They won their
victory at the cost of the movement to
which they dealt such brutal blows, and
no revolutionist will find in such a vie-
tory a source of rejoicing. They piled
blunder upon blunder, and crushed the
promising movement under a mountain
of error. They bear the terrific respon-
sibility of misleadership.

Fortunately for the movement as a
whole even the heavy blows inflicted up-
on it by Stalinism are not yet mortal.
The vitality of the workers’ movement
is still strong enough antidote to the
corrosion of the bureaucrats. The min-
ers’ movement is not dead—far from
it. It will experience a resurgence, and
that in short order. The next explosion
in the coal fields may take place in Color-
ado, where Rockefeller has again cut
deeply into the wage scale. It may
break out elsewhere. In any case, the
Communists and the Left wing must be
on the watch and adequately preparoed.
The miners need a revolutionary leader-
ship which is capable' of leading; the
Lewis machine or the various timid and
treacherous reformist movements offer
the miners no way out at all. In the
coming struggles, entirely inevitable, of
the miners, they will anew be impressed
with the fact that only the domination of
a national movement, unified militant
class conscious can guide them out of the
cruel misery to which a ruthless capital-
ist system has condemned them. = The
day of the isolated struggle has come to
a close, particularly among the miners.
Broad and fierce battles are on the hori-
zon. The road to their victorious conclu-
sion leads through the united front. The
Left wing, learning from its own bitter
experiences, must find the courage to cast
off the shackles of dead and arbitrary
formulae which fetter it, and strike out
boldly on the right path.

—THE MILITANT.

A New Zig-zag an

is to say what is,” declares our platform
draft.

The proletarian revolution has no need
of the bureaucratic hotch-putch of ideal-
ism. We want the truth.

To be sure, the enemy w'il rejoice over
the obscure sides of this truth. It is
obvious that it will seize upon certain
elements of our criticism, like it seizes
upon certain sections of Stalin’s revela-
tions today. When the enemy uses frag-
ments of truths in order to weave a
system of falsehood it is not serious.
But when the workers themselves do not
know the truth and do not know where
to seek it, that may have tragic conse-
quences.

Heroic enthusiasm can draw behind it
the masses for relatively short historical
periods.

A small minority is capable of mani-
festing enthusiasm for a whole historical
epoch: it is upon this that is based the
idea of a revolutionary party as the
selection of the best elements from the
class.

Socialist construction is a task for
decades. One cannot guarantee the solu-
tion of this task except by the systematic
raising of the material and cultural
standard of living of the masses. That
ig the principal condition, more impcr-
tant than the gain in time in the con-
struction of a Dnieprostroy, of a Turk-
sib or of a Kuzbas, because with the
fall in the physical and moral energy
of the proletariat, all the gigantic en-
terprises may remain withcut a tomor-
row,

Stalin relishes his bearers with quota-
tiong from Marx and Lenin, according to
which the differentiation of wages is
inevitable for the period of the passage
to socialism.

Tomorrcw Stalin will quote to us
Marx and Lenin to show that during the
passage to socialism the small producer
of commodities, the peasant, inevitably
gives birth to the kulak. These general
truths are indisputable, it is precisely
we who recalled them during the *“diz-
ziness” which, unfortunately, is not yet
at an end today. But it is precisely the
Stalinist bureaucracy which contrary to
us, posed for itself as a practical task
the liquidation of the kulak, that is, of
the differentiation of the peasantry, with-
in the limits of the Five Year Plan in
four years. Contrary to ourselves the
Stalinist bureaucracy affirmed that the
essential difficulties on the road to soc-
falism are overcome that we had already
entered into socialism, that the realiza
tion of the Five Year Plan automatically
improved the conditions of the workers,
and that one could “outstrip” the Five
Year Plan in four years. How, then,
could the question of piece work be posed
with such acuteness at the end of the
third year? There is a question which
every conscious worker will put to him-
self.

On July 7, Pravda quoted the follow-
ing lines from the organ of the People’s
Commissariat for Labor: “The develop-
ment of technique and the growth of the
role of transports of electrification, etc.
narrow the field of piece work.,” Is this
not a Marxian truth? But Pravda calls
this truth a “Trotskyist assertion”. This
strange conflict between the official or-
gan of the People’s Commissariat for
Labor and the official organ of the Cen-
tral Commitee of the party is explained
by the fact that the second number of
Questions of Labor appeared before Stal
in’s speech, while No. 185 of Pravda ap
peared two days after the speech. Why
was Pravda obliged to transform this
simple truth of Marxism into a ‘‘Trotsky-
ist” heresy? Because the new turn of
Stalin does not flow at all from the de-
velopment of socialist construction, but
from the acute contradiction between the
erroneous course of the bureaucracy and
the vital needs of economy.

Piece work wages are not in princi-
pled contradiction with the conditions of
transitional Soviet economy; it would
be stupid doctrinarism to oppose them.
But the abrupt turn towards piece work
and the extreme accentuation of the
capitalist features of this system pre-
sent today, in the summer of 1931, ai
the end of the third year of the Five
Year Plan after the uninterrupted suc-
cesses, after we have “entered into soc-
ialism”, one of the harshest blows
against the workers, from the material
as well as from the moral point of view.
It is not surprising that the weather-
cocks and the chameleons of the press
are obliged to denounce the elementary
positions of Marxism in the field of
wages in order to cover up, be if but
for a day, the blow dealt to illusions.

* * % =

That the old method of wages was
bad from every point of view, has been
obvious to us for a long time. One can-
not work out a rational, living and pro-
gressive system of wages without the
collaboration of the masses themselves.
The trade union bureaucracy is no bet-
ter than any other bureaucracy. Collec-
tive contracts and wage scales are ela-
borated in the offices and imposed upon
the workers like all the other decisions
of the infallible center. Without the re-
birth of workers’ democracy, a correct
policy of wages is absolutely unrealiza-
ble. “Collective contracts,” says the
Platform of the Russian Opposition,
“must be submitted to a genuine and
not a fictitious discussion at the work-
ers’ meetings. The work of the trade
unions must be determined above sll by
the defense of the economic and the cul-
tural interests of the workers within the
framework of the given economic possi-

d the New Dangers

bilities. The trade unions must fulfill
their functions on the basis of genuine
election, submitting everything to the
control of the trade union members
giving accountings, bearing the respon-
sibility at every degree of the hierarch-
ical scale. An article must be inserted
into the Penal Code punishing as an
offense against the state any persecution,
direct or indirect, open or concealed, of
a worker for his criticism, for his in-
dependent proposals, for a vote.” How
vengeful are these words today!

* * *

But the sharpness of the present turn
towards piece work is the result not of
a system of wages, but of a more pro-
found reason of the lack of material
wealth to satisfy the needs of the
workers. The wrong method of the
plan the incorrect adjustment in the
course of its realization, the absence of
genuine control of the masses, the ab-
sence of the party, the struggle for ab-
stract figures of the plan in the name of
prestige, the administrative command-
ment under the lash, braggadacio, blus-
tering, the stifling of criticism—all these
combined have led to a false distribu-
tion of the forces and the means and
has created—in view of the extremely
rapid growth of the number of workers
—ihe intolerable contracting of the real
wage funds. That is why the workers
do not feel at ease. That is why they
run from one factory to the other. The
excessive pressure on the one hand and
the degeneration of the trade unions on
the other, have provoked the anarchic
repction called the fluctuation of labor
forces. Stalin has shown us the enor-
mous extent of this reaction. “You will
fing few enterprises”, he says, “where
the personnel is not renewed every half
a year, and even every quarter by at
least thirty to forty percent.” There is
the threatening extent attained by the
disease which the bureaucracy has sought
to bring to an end. The shifting from
one factory to another, from one town
to another, means moreover the enormous
waste of productive forces, the needless
loss of time for the shifting itself as
well 4s for the adaptation to the new
working conditions. That is the princi-
pal reason for the fall in returns and
the increase in the net costs. But the
greatest danger of the fluctuation — in
the hunt for fortune!—consists of the
moral wear and tear on the proletariat.

The mere aggravation of piece work
settles nothing. It can only create a
stratum of more favored workers. The
tendency toward creating a labor bur-
eaucracy in the factories could not cor-
respond better to the procedure of the
Stalinist bureaucracy. From this angle,
piece work is a purely political means.
As a panacea, it completes the evolution
of Stalinism. The tradition of Bolshev-
ism is a tradition of struggle against the
aristocratic castes within the working
clags. On this basis is erected the struc-
ture of the dictatorship of the proletar-
iat. The program . ~¢.the Stalinist bur-
eaucracy leads it inexorably to the nec-
essity of supporting itself upon the ever
more privileged labor aristocracy. Here
lies hidden the immediate political dan-
ger for the dictatorship of the proletar-
iat!

A PERSONAL REVELATION

The new policy is decreed in the same
way as the old policy: as a personal re-
velation. Stalin informs us that the un-
interrupted working week was introduced
“too precipitately and without the pre-
paration of appropriate measures”. What
were the results? Stalin is compelled
to point them out: “lack of a spirit of
accountability for the work, neglected
maintenance of machinery, considerable
accidents to the machines and absence
of stimulation for raising the produec-
tivity”. Stalin generalizes it all in a
single phrase: “Nobody is accountable
for anything”. A terrific avowal, or ra-
ther a disavowal of his own policy.
“Nobody is accountable for anything”—
that always happens when a single in-
divdual wants to be accountable for ev-
erybody.

The uninterrupted weck was intro-
duced too precipitately. PRut who intro-
duced it? The General Secretary. Was
the interrupted week discussed among the
working masses before its introduction?
Not at all. Everything was prepared
secretly. The masses accepted the un-
interrupted week “with enthusiasm”, ac-
cording to the official communications.
And are things happening differently
now? Just yesterday, all these calam-
ities of which Stalin speaks today were
not dealt with at all in the press. We
have already said and written more than
once that among the Stalinist burean-
cracy everything proceeds marvellously
five minutes before everything begins to
proceed very badly. In enumerating the
disastrous results of the bureaucratic un-
interrupted week Stalin touches in pass-
ing upon the most ticklish and the most
dangerous question. It is beyond doubt
—he says—that our directors understand
all this very well. But they hold their
tongues. Why? From all evidence, be-
cause they are afraid of the truth, But
since when have Bolsheviks begun to
fear the truth?” Since the Stalinist ap-
paratus, by its cretinism, by its lack of
ideas and principles, stifled the Bolshe-
vik-Leninist faction. Precisely since
that moment! The directors, according
to Stalin, “fear the truth.” What a per-
fidious formula! It is not the truth they
fear; they are afraid of falling victim
for the truth because Rakovsky, Sosnov-
sky, Muralov, Eltsin, Gruenstein, Kas-
parova, Kossior and together with them,
hundreds and thousands of the best Bol-
sheviks—the very ones who do not fear

*

the truth and know how to defend it—
populate the prisons of Stalin and the
places of deportation and exile. There
lieg the knot of the problem of the party.

After having crushed the Left Opposi-
tion, the Stalinist bureaucracy has stifled
the party. It no longer exists, this ani-
mated, sensitive, supple and flexible or-
ganization which lived the life of the
masses, which saw all, which eriticized
which generalized, which signaled the
dangers in time and collectively clabor-
ated the new roads. “Now that the Centr-
ist bureaucracy has strangled the party,”
says the draft platform of the Interna-
tional Left Opposition, “that is, has re-
mained without eyes and ears, it moved
along gropingly and determines its path
under the direct pushes of the classes,
oscillating between opportunism and ad-
venturism.” Even more within the ap-
paratus itself, the fear of the lower fune-
tionary for the superior funetionary has
reached such a point that nobody dares
any longer to look facts in the face and
to point them out to the superiors. At
the lower rungs, they acquiesce in every-
thing asked of them at the higher rungs
and the latter regard it as the voice of
the ranks themselves. In order to work
out the measures for applying the new
policy, the Plenum of the Central Control
Commission has been convoked. They
seek to give this event an exceptional
significance, for this time not only the
members of the C. C. C. are called, but
also the representatives of the regional
organs and of a series of rank and file
organizations. In other words, the sup-
erior functionaries call to their aid the
inferiors. Both are dcesignated from
above. DBoth are united by subordination
and mutual responsibility. And this
council of functionaries is represented
as the supreme expression of democracy!

* * %

Does not the new abrurt turn justify
the convocation of an extraordinary con-
gress of the party? Dut the regime of
personal revlations (each time after a
delay of a few years) does not tolerate
the regime of party democracy, nor the
existence of the party itsclf. Then are
the “Bolsheviks really afraid of the
truth?’ The name of the Dolshevik who
today most fears the truth is Stalin.
Otherwise he would not fear to consult
the congress, that is the party, in this
new abrupt turn in policy.

In recent months, we have received a
number of letters which relate conversa-
tions which our correspondents have had
with party bureaucrats at various de-
grees of ossification. They are for the
most part terribly frightened people.
They see and understand a great deal, but
their will is broken. Their philosophy

*

is the philosophy of adaptation. Here-
is what they say most frequently: “You
speak of the party regime. To be suve,

it is very heavy. Everyhody feels it.
But you must know that it cannot be
otherwise. Witheut an iron hand we
would not overcome the difficulties. Your
criticism of Stalin’s mistakes is right on
the whole, and the events have confirmed
it. We have no illusions about Stalin.
Of course, he will never set the Thames
on fire: from the intellectual point of
view, he is a mediocre man, with an in-
adequate theoretical preparation without
broad perspectives. We frequently feel
these defects on our own backs. But he
has indispensable positive qualities: firm-
ness, tenacity, perservance. Besides, he
is entirely bound up with the apparatus.
And whatever you may say, the appar-

atus now is everything.” Thus speak
many bureaucrats. It seems to them
that the stifling of the party, painful

though it is, is justified by the circum
stances and later -, . oh well! later
socialism will come and will change ev-
erything.

Here lies the fundamental mistake.
Socialism is no ready-made system which
can spring full panoplied from a head,
even the most gifted one. The task of
the rightful division of the forces and
means of production can orly be solved
by means of constant criticism, by veri-
fication by the ideological struggle of the
various groupings within the proletariat.
If we reject formal democracy which,
in the framework of capitalism, means
to hand over the keys to the enemy arm-
ed to the teeth, we affirm, on the other
hand, that without class democracy we
will not only not succeed in building
socialism but we will not e¢ven maintain
the dictatorship of the proletariat.
Stalin’s zig-zags cost more dearly every
time. Only fools and blind men can be-
lieve that socialism can be vouchsafed
from above, that it can be introduced hy
the bureaucratic way. ILouder than ever
before, we warn the advanced workers
of the U. S. S. R. and of the wholé world :
The new zig-zag of Stalin, regardless of
the manner in which it will develop in
the next period will lead inevitably to
new and still sharper contradictions at
the next stage. We must bedin with
the revival of proletarian democracy.
That is now the decisive link in the
whole chain. The problems of economy
must be put for discussion in their full
scope before the party and the trade
umions. For this it is necessary that the
Bolsheviks cease to fear to speak the
truth. This can be attained only by re-
moving the chains from those who fought
and still fight for the right to speak
the truth. The Left Opposition (Bol-
shevik-Leninists) must be re-admitted in-
to the party. A discussion must be
opened on the fundamental questions of
economic and politics. A new parfy con-
gress must be prepared upon the basis
of party democracy!

) —IL. TROTSKY.
Kadikoy, July 15, 1931




