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In at least the same ratio by which
growth of unemployment and wage cuts
go hand in hand increases also the im-
yortance of effecting unity of action of
the workers who are employed with the
unemployed. Moreover, when facing
the inescapable future prospect of a
standing army of unemployed, this issue
becomes one of major importance.

That unemployment is still increasing
is substantiated by the United States
Department of Labor. According to its
monthly report for September of statis-
tics obtained from the various manufac-
turing establishments throughout the
country, it is made clear that for every
100 persons employed 3.58 were taken
on as compared with 5.62 laid off. The
extent to which wage cuts inevitably
folow in the train of the increasing un-
employment by capitalism utilizing the
situation to shift the whole of its burden
upon the workers, is also revealed by
Department of Labor report. Thus dur-
ing the first eight months of 1931 there
were a total of 1,895 wage cuts, the av-
erage reduetion applied being about 10
percent.

All present indications bear out the
contention that with the continued re-
duction of the standard of living and
the increasing pressure upon the work-
ers( they will f{nevitably be set into
motion to resist. Nevertheless the dis-
tance still to be traveled to make this
resistance a broad and effective one be-
comes clear by an analysis the nurhber
lof wage -disputes during the prgsent
crisis as compared to the one of 1920-21.
These figures are illuminating. The
wage disputes listed by the Department
of Laber were:

First seven months of 1920.. .. 2,246

Finst seven months of 1921....1,790

First seven months of 1931 498

In the first instance it must be re-
membered that 1920-21 occured in a per-
lod when workers actually were in mo-
tion to maintain their most recent gains
and further elevate their position. It
was an aftermath of the great strikes
of 1919 and the methods - of militancy
still prevailing. In the intervening per-
fod the illusions of bourgeois prosperity
became deeply rooted. Deterioration of
the trade union’ - movement proceeded
apace, feeding upon the false sense of
security. But what cannot be overlook-
€d by revolutionists is the salient fact
that, growing out of this situation, the
working class enemy has made consi-
derable progress in its obvious designs
to separate*the unemployed from the
employed workers, to isolate the former
in order to facilitate the defeat of their
struggle for actual relief, and to utilize
their position to keep the employed in
submission.

Opponents Divert Unemployed Issue

Into False Channels

This prospect is fraught with serious
dangers to the American proletariat as
a whole. Worse, however is the fact
that the tactics and organization meth-
ods pursued by the official party leader-
ship have unwittingly played into the
hands of the class enemy, strengthening
them 'in their designs. While the party
is undisputably at the head of whatever
organized unemployed activities exist
today, it has failed in the main object
of uniting the employed with the unem-
ployed. If another sharp “turn” is con-
templated by the party leadership,
which, of course, is to be expected, we
ask emphatically that this be the first
turn to be considered without delay.

From its early stage of mass response
to party calls for unemployment de-
monstrations, the movement in every re-
spect, including its actual organized ex-
pression, has become reduced to a posi-
tion of vegetation. The center of the
stage has been taken by the reserves
mobilized by monopoly capitalism. The
so-called progressives from within the
class enemy’s camp have taken up the
unemployment issue and to a large ex-
tent have already succeeded in diverting
the objective away from struggle and
into the illusory channels of hope from
capitalist charity crumbs. They have
made themselves the spokesmen for re-
lief, in a manner seemingly occupying
an unusual radical position. Senator
Borah proclaims the necessity o tax
the rich for the benefit of the uenmploy-
ed but carefully avoids any concrete
steps in that direction. Governor Roos-
evelt made proposals for extended char-

ity measures of relief. Governor Mur-
ray (“Alfalfa Bill”) violently denounces
the bankers for their guilt in this sit-
uation. Senators and congressmen and
sections of the capitalist press speak vig-
orously for relief—alas, as opposed to
actual unemployment insurance. Un-
questionably there is much fishing for
issues and preparations for the 1932
elections.
inforces the conclusion that these spokes-
men for the petty-bourgeois interests,
caught in the squeezers of advancing
monopoly capitalism, have actually be-
come alarmed by the much more dreaded
spectre of potential proletarian revolt.
True to their position and driven by
these fears, they hurry to become the
seserves of monopoly capitalism and
forestall the greater danger.

Unemployed and Employed Must Be

United' In Struggle

On a whole these attempts at diverting
the issues into the channels of il-
lusions serve first of all to blunt the
edge of the proletarian . struggle. Sec-
‘ondly it serves to strengthen the en-
devors to diaslodge the Communist lead-
ership of the unemployed masses.
Thirdly, it serves to facilitate the gen-
eral efforts to separate the wunemployed
from their class brothers and to isolate
thein struggle for jeasier defeat:.

The enormous increase of productive
capacity under momopoly capitalism
creates all the conditions for the stand-
ing army of the unemployed. Its con-
stant overproduction can seek an out-
let in the recurring crises which accen-
tuate the unemployment problem. The
fact of the increase of output per man,
reliably calculated at from 48 to 50 per
cent during the last decade, just that
much more emphagizes the permanency
of unemployment even during the future
upward economic conjunctire. The vio-
lent slashing of the workers’ standard
of living, now so much intensified, ac-
centuates the indications of the capital-
ist preparations to gain a respite for
them from the crisis, But with the pro-
spects of the standing unemployed army
remaining under such a possible upward
economic conjuncture, there are reasons
aplenty for an ever sharper emphasis
upon the need of unity of employed and
unemployed workers. There can be no
successful struggle for relief, for actual
unemployment insurance, without it. To
the employed workers facing the inevit-
ability of resistance to the attacks, it be-
comes a question of serious magnitude.
Today the crowding of unemployed work-
ers at .the factory gates seeking work
is the club effectively wielded over their
heads to make them hesitate and sub-
mit. For tomorrow’s struggles it is
necessary that this threat be removed
by making clear the common objectives
of both categories of the class and unit-
ing their efforts for its realization.

Party Recognizes Narrowness of
_ Unemployment Movement
It appears that the party leadership

has learned at least one lesson from past
experiences. Piatnitsky, commenting
upon the “Weaknesses in Our Unem-
ployed Work”, say that the unemployed
workers movement in ‘“America was at-
tached to the weak red trade unions,
which are few enough®in number. The
association with the ‘red trade unions’
and ‘revolutionary trade umion opposi-
tio’ drove away the unemployed who be-
longed to other political parties and to
the reformist, catholic and other trade
union organizations.” (Daily Worker,
10-13-31).

Small and criminally belated as this
recogpition is, it is mnevertheless to be
welcomed. However, we <clearly and
much more emphatically warned against
precisely that at the time of the very
formation of the national unemployment
councils on July 4, 1930 in Chicago. We
said in these columms:

For a United Front

“Certainly the successful carrying on
of the struggle for the unemployed
means to spare no effort to really unite
T. U. U. L.” Further, commenting upon
the working class, which cannot be done
within the narrow framework of the
the detailed measures of organization,
we declared: “These added mechanical
limits isolate the movement and confine'
it within that section of the workers
ready to join the ‘revolutionary unions’.

(Continued on page 4)

But it just as assuredly re-|

En the Next Essue

‘We have received, at the moment of
going to press, a comprehensive and
brilliant review from Shanghai, China on
“The Manchurian Event, the Communist
Party of China, and the Left Opposition.”
by comrade Niel-Sih. Comrade Niel-Sih
is a leader of the Left Opposition in
China whose articles have appeared on
previous occasions in The Militant. We

are glad to be able to announce to our

On the Manchurian Events!

readers this significant and timely arti-
cle. Be sure to get your copy of The
Militant.
Russian Revelution Anniversary Issue
The next issue also will be an anniver-
sary number in commemoration and cele-
bration of the 14th Anniversary of the
Russian Revolution. The Militant will
contain important reviews of this his-
toric-event for the working masses.

LONDON.—

(As we go to press, a Conservative
victory is announced in the British elec-
tions, ‘together with am overwhelming
defeat for the Labour Party. Forth-
coming articles in The Militant will
carry an analysis of the British elections
and the perspectives for the labour and
revolutionary movement in Great Bri-
tain.)

When in 1867 the Tory government in-
troduced the second Reform Bill, Dis-
raeli described the innovation as a “leap
in the dark”. This epigram of the great
phrase-maker of British politics irresist-
ably occurs to one at the. present time
in connection with the forthcoming Gen-
eral Election in Great Britain. For the
British bourgeoisie this election also is
a “leap in the dark’”, and the British
ruling class hesitated on the brink, un-
certain whether to take the plunge.

Two prominent members of the “left”,
Messrs. J. Maxton, M. P, and W. J.
Brown, M. P., a clown and a career-
ist), boldly wagered in public speeches
that there would be no General Election,
and that formal democracy had shot its
bolt in Britain. But while superficial
reasoning pointed in that direction, one

does not change the regime in a day.
“In the beginning, the act”. The theory
comes afterwards. ‘While the British

ruling class is now more than ever re-
sorting to fascist methods of rule, it re-

After months of waiting the I. L. D.
of Chicago called a Mooney-Harlan Un-
ited Front Confernce Oct. 26 at the
Capital Building in a hall seating not
more than 200. The report of the cre-
dential committee showed forty seven
organizations represented: 8 A. F. of L.
organizations, 20 fraternal organizations,
18 branches of the I. L. D. and 1 un-
employment council. It was the driest,
deadest - conference held for some time.
The above represntation shows its nar-
rowness and where the policy of the
burocrats is leading the I. L. D., which
has such favorable opportunities at pre-
sent for growth and mass influence.

The credential committee and confer-
ence under protest of several delegates
refused to seat the representative of the
Communist League. Slander and the
usual abuse was used against the League
and its representative, comrade Oehler.
A delegate from the John Reed branch
of the I. W. O. took the floor and spoke
against the splitting, narrowing policy
of the bureauerats, po nting out what
a united front should be as well as what
it should not be. This was followed by
more attacks on the Communist League
and the speaker who only wanted a real
united front in the ILeninist sense.

The bureaucrats’ main arguments
against the Left was that we wanted a

united front from the top (?) and that
they Would always conduct their united

IBRINISEH

On October 10th, the Salonfica seq
tion of the Archio-Marxists (Left Bolsh-
evik Opposition) of Greece, distributed a
leaflet to visiting British sailors. The
leaflet contained an exposure of the labor
| traitors of England; it further pointed
out the errors and ctimes of the Stal-
inists in connection with the Anglo-Rus-
sian Committee and the betrayal of the
British General Strike by the British
labor fakers.

The Greek comrades called for sup-
port of the British Communist Opposi-
tion in order to regenerate the British
Communist Party and bailed the leader-
ship of comrade Trotsky.It expressed
the enthusiasm of the Greek Opposition

and world proletariat with the gallant

England Goes to the Polis

quires time for a conservative ruling
class to make up its mind formally to
discard those methods of democracy with
which it has achieved such immense
triumphs, and by means of which it has
gulled the working «class with such
triumphant success. The present regime
in Britain is a transitional regime be-
tween Democracy and Fascism; and it
is the essence of a transitional regime
that its agts are the acts of the future
while its words are echoes of the past.
(It is this phrase that in the crucible
of Stalinism becomes that monstrous
miscarriage ‘‘Social Fascism’!)

The essence of the Marxist method
consists in seeking for the concrete sit-
uation behind the abstract formula which
is too often merely apologetic verbiage.
If we apply this method—the only sci-
entific method—to the British Election,
we shall find that “appearances are de-
ceptive” and that the formulas of the
contending parties are by no means a
complete picture of the facts. Our meth-
od will consist in expressing first the
political situation as it appears to the
bourgeoisie, and then as it presents itself
from the viewpoint of Marxian science.

Labour Party Battles for Capitalism

Apart from the Communist Party
which has, in any case, no possibility
of parliamentary success, all the con-
tending parties go into battle under the

(Continued on page 3)

Chicago I.L.D. Persists in Isolation Policy

fronts from below.

A united' front implies unity of action
on 2 specific class issue by ORGANIZA-
TIONS of the working class.

The discussion from the floor was a
sad affair. No one wanted the foor;
only a few took the floor after much
coaxing and then they had to force
some to take the floor by mnominating
them to speak. They brought up no con-
crete proposals for the conference. The
Left Communists who had Marxian pro-
posals were denied the right to speak,
not only under discussion but also on
the motion not to seat them.

The conference is calling another con-
ference in December and elected a com-
mittee of 15 to carry out the work and
also to arrange a mass demonstration.
The bureaucrats could not obtain a com-
mittee of 15, the majority declined, they
were forced to reopen nominations three
times and ask for volunteers several
time. They finally obtained the 15 by
accepting names of delegates who were
not present. .

In spite of the tactics of the hureau-
crats, the Chicago League calls upon the
workers to support the I. L. D. in its
campaign, calls upon the workers to
correct the line of the I. L. D. on the

.united front and on the right of freedom

of expression of workers in the I. L. D.
D. who do not happen to agree with the

‘bureaucrats.

GRENK OPPrOSITION ACTIVE AMONG

SAIL ORS

strike recently of British sailors against}

wage cuts, etc., and exhorted them to
follow the example of the Potemkin
sailors in the latter’s struggle against
czarism.

The Greek comrades were especially
organized to meet the British sailors as
they landed. The sailors were surpris-
ed with the conspirative manner of dis-
tribution-and placed the leaflets in their
pockets. A British Oppositionist who
happened to be in Salonica distributed
the leaflet aboard the battleships. An
English provocateur in a sailor’s uniform
attempted to aatest the comrade and
to give him into the custody of the Greek
police, but failed to do so on account of
the interference of the British sailors.

IRush Funds to The Militant !

..The Militant needs your continued fin-
ancial support. Since our appeal in the
recent issue,t her has begun a response.
Through the New York branch, which
first received our appeal, a total of fifty
dollars to date has been raised. The
branch will speed up its drive in the
forthcoming week, and on Saturday and
Sunday, October 30 and 31st, the Com-
munist League members. will canvass all
readers and sympathizers for donations.
his example should be followed by all
branches.

OUR NEED YRT 1S GREAT. Much}

needs to be done and given by our sup-
porters to ensure the continued exist-
ence of The Militant as a weekly paper.
QOur only support comes from the rank
and file of the worker-revolutionists wno
ynderstand what The Militant means
the nsbnilding and regeneration of the

international Communist movement as it
was in the days of Lenin. Great tasks
remain for The Militant in giving ex-
pression and interpretation to the events
of the international labor and Commun-

ist movement, the policies and activities

of the Communist party, problems of the
trade unions, ete. Maintenance of our

Weekly Militant is the best way to en-
able us to carry through our_tasks and

LABOR TEMPLE, 14th St., and 2nd Ave.
Admission: 25 Cents

NEXT WEEK, Friday Nov. 6: 14 Years

* N. Y. OPEN FORUM x

Fri.. Oct. 30 : Tom Mooney's Appeal For A United
Front --- by James P. Cannon

Unemployed admitted free with Unem-
ployed Council ecard

Questions and Discussion

of the Russian Bevolution

by ARNE SWABECK

duties.

Contribute to the Sustaining Fund!

The best way in which our readers
and sympathizers can assist The Mili-
tant today is to make a contribution im-
mediately, and then pledge to make a
steady donation to the Sustaining Fund
for the continued and regular issuance
of the paper.

WE COUNT UPON YOUR SUPPORT!
What is your reply? Send money to The
Militant to help us in our task of the
preservation and propagation of ‘the
theories and practices of Communism,
as set forth by its leaders, Marx, En-
gels, Lenin and Trotsky.

SEND YOUR DONATION TODAY!

to
The Militant, 84 East 10th St, N. Y C.

Railway Bosses Drop
their Masks

a

A d

After four months of public hearings
and the presentation of bales of evidence
by railroad men, shippers, and bankers,
the application of the railroads for a
general 159 rate increase has been
denied, and instead an increase in cer-
tain lines permitted, averaging 3 to 4%
but subject to the condition that the
financially strong roads turn over the
profits from the rate increase to the
financially weak ones (cries of “Social-
ism!” from the Right).

The Railroad Age says to this, “How-
ever confusing it may be in Oother re-
spects, one thing that the decision of the
Interstate Commerce Commission in
the 159 rate advance case has made
clear and certain is that railway wages
must be reduced as soon as practicable.
The Commission could not have made
this more inevitable if it had been decid-
ing a wage case instead of a rate case.”

Three days after the decision was
handed down, three of the smaller sys-
tems had already announced wage cuts,
while the Association of Railway Execu-
tives still hypocritically refuses to take
up the wage question, Evidently they
want each road to deal piecemeal with
its own workers. The Brotherhood lead-

ers naturally support these tactics, con-
fining themselves to misty generalizations

about the maintenance of wages being in
capitalism’s own best interest.

The defense against wage-cuts must
be fought naticnally, and by concrete ac-
tion, not words; the railroad labor lead-
ership refuses to do either. If it were
to fight the cuts on a nation-wide scale,
even on a purely legal basis by invoking
the provisions of the railroad labor law,
which call for hearings ‘and eventually
a decision by the Railroad Labor Board,
the cuts could be postponed a year. Dur-
ing this time the railroads, would be
weakened and the workers could be
strengthened.

Splitting up the railroad workers’ re-
sistance into negotiations with individual
railroads means the immediate betrayal
of the workers, and is a living proof of
the worthlessness of legal safeguards of
wage standards where the leaders of
the workers refuse to assert their in-
terests against those of bondholders and
sotckholders. The only way for the
workers to see to it that their interests
are protected is to exert determined
pressure on their leadership, groupixllg
themselves around the Left wing ele-
ments in their unions who have a con-
sistent record of struggle against the
bosses. —B. J. F.

Trotsky Greets “El Soviet”

TO SPANISH WEEKLY
Dear Friends:

You are preparing the publication of
the weekly. Thig is a serious step for-
ward. Let us hope that the others will
follow swiftly, after this one.

In Spain, as elsewhere, communism is
divded into three factions: Right wing,
Centrist and Left. The Right repre-
sents a combination of communism and
social democracy, trade unionism or syn-
dicalism, functioning according to the
national conditions. In Spain, as in other
eoutres, the offical represetation of the
@Gomintern is in the hands of the Cen-
trists, that is, people who vacillate be-
tween revolutionary Marxism and var-
fous phases of ‘“Communist” opportun-
tsm. The strength of Centrism in the
Comintern is conditioned by the fuct that
it supports itself on the state power of
the U. 8. S. R. Under the present con-
dtions, Centrism is not only an ideolo-
gical current, not only a faction, but a
powerful bureaucratic ~state apparatus.
In conducting a perfunctory, confused
and contradictory policy, with not only
the authority but also by the material
means of the Comintern at its disposal,
Centrism has created cruel ravages in
the world vanguard of the proletariat,
and already led several revolutions to
catastrophies. In Spain, through the
fault of the Centrist bureaucracy, the
Communist party proved to be a miser-
ably small factor at the beginning of
the revolution. Imposing a false policy
on the mnational sections, the Stalinist
bureaucracy permits no criticism of itself
and thereby obstructs the education of
the proletarian vanguard, preventing
the formation of a vigorous Communist
party, independent and sure of itself.
Therein consists the chief danger threat-

ening the Spanish revolution which is

developing so powerfully before our ewn
eyes.

The principle position of the Leninist-
Bolsheviks (Left Opposition) has been
confirmed by the gigantic events of
world development, particularly by the
entire advance of the Spanish revolution.
The official Communist party, thrown off
guard at each step in the progress of the
revolution, corrects its mistakes in lit-
tle parcels, basing itself on our criticism,
utilizing our principle line, because Cen-
trism in itseif is empty and barren.

But, for the faction of the Leninist-
Bolsheviks, a correct prineiple position
does not suffice; it is necessary to apply
it precisely to the daily events. Revolu-
tionary strategy requires a corresponding
tactic.

The importance of the weekly consists

| therein, that it brings the Spanish Left

Opposition face to face with all the cur-
rent happenings and forces it to give its
immediate fighting reply to them. With
the creation of the weekly, the Spanish
Opposition rises to a higher stage.

To assemble the proletariat, especially
in an epoch of tempestuous convulsions,
can only be done on the basis of a con-
gistent revolutionary position. This is
your historic mission, Spanish Leninists
You must increase your efforts twofold,
threefold, tenfold. The voice of the
Leninist-Bolsheviks must resound in all
parts of the country, at all the mass
meetings. Yours are grandiose tasks, ®he
revolution does not wait. Woe to those
that lag behind! With all my heart 1
wish you that you may not prove to- be
lagging behind!

Yours,
1.. TROTSKY.

Kadikoy, September 29, 1931

Banking Crisis in theU.S.

Perspectives of Future Finance Developments
X

(Continued from previous issue)

The immediate perspectives of the
American banking crisis center around
three major phases: the outflow of gold,
the number and size of bank failures,
and the break in the price of bonds,
which constitute 20 to 25% of all bank-
ing assets. Any one or more of these
factors, taking the most unfavorable
turn possible, would paralyze the plans
of the finance-capital oligarchy for dom-
ination, (1) over the smaller aggregates
of finance-capital, (2) over industry as
a whole, through the maintenance of
boom values of claims expressed in dol-
lars in a time of crisis when dollars
are worth twice as much, (3) interna-
tionally, as against finance-capital, and
the indusirial capital which it repre-
gsents, in the other imperialist coun-
tries.

These are the stakes for which Amer-
ican finance-capital is fighting in its
struggle to overcome the present finan-
cial crisis.

1. The outflow of gold is contrary to
the general trend of American finance.
U. 8. A. normally imports more gold
than it exports, as a result of its ex-
cess of exports over imports, and of its
large investments abroad. A permanent
cessation of the flow of gold imports
into America, the most unfavorable var-
-iant for American finance, would result
only from the loss of its export markets,
.and from the refusal of foreign debtors
to pay interest or their loans. A tem-
porary outflow of gold, even on the un-

Federal Reserve system, througn rais-
ing the rediscount rate and substituting
eligible paper for gold, down to a min-
imum of 40% gold reserves, as the back-
ing for Federal Reserve notes. This is
being done, and has so far resulted in
the Federal Reserve system maintaining
an excess of ‘“free gold” above its re-
serve requirements not materially lower
than a year ago, when gold was flowing
freely into the U. 8. A. A further use
of the resources of the system, plus
1 1-2 billions of gold dollars in the U. 8.
Treasury, can take care of the with-
drawal of all the short-term gold claims
of foreign countries. It will be at the
cost of imposing fresh financial burdens
on industry through high interest rates,
but we believe the most probable vari-

‘ant is the continued maintenance of the

gold standard in U. S. A. in spite of

gold withdrawals.

2. The increase in bank failures is
caused by two factors—runs by deposit-
ors, and inability of banks to pay out
cash against deposits due to the “freez-
ing* of their assets, that is, the conver-
sion of good loans and investments into
poor ones ag a result of the crisis. Un-
questionably, even the strong banks could
not long resist the continued operation
of both factors. The higher interest
rates, however, are bringing deposits
back out of hoarding into banks to coun-
terbalance ' in part the continued with-
drawals from others; many of the weak-
est and -smallest banks have already
been closed; and the slowing down of

precedented scale of recent weeks, -can be

met by using the mechanism of the

the tempo of the crisis in the past three
(Continued on page 4)



PAGE 2

THE MILITANT

SATURDAY, OCTOBER 31, 1931

‘ON THE WORKERS FRONT

A AN AANASAAAAAAAANA,

AAA,

AAAAAAAN.

The Morgenstern-Goodman Case
and the |.L.D.

The Defendants Present a Statement of the Facts
cee

The Morgenstern-Goodman Defense
Committee has recently sent to The Mili-
tant a statement of facts and informa-
tion regarding the case of Goodman and
Morgenstern. It is a declaration by the
defendants themselves.

The Committee points out that Good-
man and Morgenstern were convicted of
violation of the Flynn Sedition Act of
Pennsylvania, at Philadelphia on June
18, 1931. It welcomes communications
from organizations and individuals rela-
tive to the case. The declaration of the
defendants has the complete endorsement
of The Militant. The Committee further
requests that workers and sympathizers
everywhere shall give publicity and sup-
port to the defendants. Letters and
funds should be sent to the Morgenstern-
Goodman Defense Committee. 327 South
11th Street, Philadelphia, Pa. The state-
ment follows: )

“On Monday, February 23, Bernard
Morgansternqand Leon (Goodman, mem-
bers of the Communist League of Am-
erica (Opposition) in Philadelphia, were
arrested while distributing leaflets en-
titled: “Unite the Masses in Struggle for
the Unemployed”—an open letter to. the
Communist Party of America, issued by
the National Committee of the Commun-
ist League of America (Opposition). The
leaflet presents the program of the Com-
munist Left Opposition towarg@ the pre-
sent unemployed situation. To this leaf-
let was pasted a sticker calling upon
the workers employed and unembloyed
to attend a demonstration on February
25, at City Hall; this demonstration was
called by the Unemployed Councils of the
T. U. U L.

When arrested, we were booked for
“blocking .the highway and disorderly
conduct”. That night our branch sec-
retary, who knew of the intended distri-
bution, got in touch with the Interna-
tional Labor Defense. They would have
nothing to do with Left Oppositionists.
In order to have a lawyer at the hear-
ing the following morning, he then called
the American Civil -Liberties Union. At
the hearing the charge was changed by
the district attorney’s office to “disorder-
ly conduct and distributing seditfous lit-
erature”’—the latter charge based on the
entire leaflet, and particularly on the
following passages: “There can be mno
solution to the unemployment problem
under capitalism. The solution can be
found only in the socialist revolution,
and finally only on a world scale.” . . .
“QOur principle object is and remains the
proletarian  revolution”. Further, the
official (Jommunist Party must Tevive
and apply the united front as Lenin
taught us.” The hearing was postponed
to the following day to await further
action from the prosecutors’ office. The
A. C. T.. U. attorney was unable to get
the” case squashed. On the same day
comrade Goodman saw the district  or-
ganizer of the I. L. D., Jack Ross, and
tried to interest him in the case. He
was told that it would have to be “con-
sidéred” by the National Office of the
I. L. D.

The hearing resulted in dropping the
charge of “disorderly conduet” and hold-
ing us on $1,000 bail each for court.on
the charge of sedition (being members
of a Communist organization) and dis-
tributing seditious literature, these com-
ingg under violations of the notorious
Flynn Sedition Act of Pennsylvania.
Bail was furnished by relatives.

1. L. D. Refuses to¢ Aid Class War
' Victims

On Sunday, April 1st, the I. L. D. held
an Anti-Flynn Sedition Conference, sup-
posedly a “united front” conference, J.
Louis Engdahl was present as national
secretary of the 1. L. D. Our branch
sent two of our comrades -as delegates.
We were also present. Ross promised
to give us an answer to our request for
deferge by the I. L. D. This is the
“answer”’ we received: the conference, a
closed family affair, did not even men-
tion the case (only a few days old, and
the news of which appeared in all local
papers.) One of our delegates ‘‘remind-
ed” the conference of it. Our delegates
were denied a seat, and we were all re-
quested, after being denounced as coun-
ter-revolutionists, to leave the hall. We
did so without making any further ado.

This shameful conduct on the part of
the I.' L. D. bureaucrats created quite
a stir, not only locally but nationally as
well. The Militant rendered invaluable
gervice in giving pubicity to the whole
affair. We on our part kept asking the
I. L. D. to take up our defense as two
clags-war victims. To this date nof a
single word has appeared, even in men-
tion of the arrests, in any of the Com-
munist Party controlled organs. This
despite rumors outside of Philadelphia
to the contrary. ‘We all well know how
important publicity is in such cases. The
July 18 issue of The Militant contains
many letters passed between the I. L.
D, and those who had our defense at
heart. These letters expose the corrupt
maneuvers by means of which the bur-
eaucrats of the I. L. D. try to aveid the
issue of class defense of two Left Op-
positionists.

On Wednesday, April 15, Goodman and
Morganstern met with the I. L. D. organ-
izer, Jack Ross, and had a lengthy dis-
cussion with him. He was evasive but
we put him to the wall. We forced a
definite stand on the part of Internation-
al Labor Defefise. He was asked what
the policy of the I. L. D. here was on
the Flynn Sedition Act, arrests, etc. He
replied that they were -collecting sign-
atures on petitions for repeal. We ask-

ed if they would call any demonstration
or mass meetings. He said, No: they
were engaged in too many outdoor meet-
ings; it was inadvisable to have any
more until June 5, when the petition
campaign would be completed and a dele-
gation sent to the Governor. Indoor
meetings would not be a success, he
said, since it was too warm. What they
intended to do, instead, was to have open
air neighborhood meetings.

We asked Ross if the I. L. D. speakers
will mention our cases at such meet-
ings. He said they would (this he later
refuted). Would the Daily Worker men-
tion the case? “No.” Would the Labor
Defender? Also “No”. Would he have
one of us speak at the I. I. D. neigh-
borhood meetings? No, they could not
permit that.

\We proposed the following: 1. the hold-
ing of an open-air meeting or a mass
meeting at which one of us should speak;
2. a united front conference.

The first proposal he answered as re-
ported above. The second he ignored.
Finally he was forced to come out open-
ly and tell us that the I. L. D. would
give us “legal defense only” and no pro-
ganda of any kind.”

“Is this what you meant,”” we asked,
“when you told us at a previous meeting
that we would receive the same defense
from the I. L. D. as the other labor
cases, Ryder, Lynn and Lawrence?”’

‘“Yes, the same legal defense only”.

We then told Ross that our Commun-
ist League (Opposition) branch would
send the I. L. D. a letter giving the
points we proposed, and request an
answer. Ross told us we would get
an answer—the same he just gave us.
This letter was sent and no answer ever
received. Indeed, never at any time did
we receive a letter, visit or telephone
call from the I. L. D., this despite their
promise and the necessity for them to
do so.

Convicted on Sedition Charges

. Even the promise to furnish legal de-
fense was a lie. On June 18 we were in
court before judge Reed and were re-
presented by two lawyers from the Civil
Liberties Union, We were quickly found
guilty of sedition. The I. L. D. was not
represented, nor were any of its officials
even in court. This was complete sab-
otage on the part of the factionally blind
and corrupt bureaucrats of the officialdom
of the Communist Party and I. L. D.
Before the trial, and  upon getting notice
of it, we again paid a visit to the I. L.
D. Again no response. “They would
see” (?). They refused not only to give
us a working class defense, but even to
have a lawyer in court. Thig is the
absolute truth. Please refute all state-
ments to the contrary. They are lies
with which the wreckers try to cover
themselves and their treachery to the
cause of class-war prisoners. Similarly
the statements of these same people that
we gave them ‘“no chance”. Why then
no mention in their press of our case?

On May 25 the International Labor
Defense and the League of Struggle for
Negro Rights held a Scottsboro United
Front Conference. Bernard Morgenstern
was one of the delegates of the Com-
munist League of America (Opposition).
He, together with all our comrades, in-
cluding Goodman, were forecibly ejected
—despite the cries of worker-delegates
that Morgenstern be permitted to speak.
Forty delegates walked out of the hall
after us.

Rally to Defendants

In regard to our independent line of
defense. It became early evident to
ourselves and sympathizers what the
I. L. D. officialdom intended to do, or
rather not to do, on our case; we began
to propagandize here the idea an inde-
pendent working class defense for us.
The C. L. U., be it remembered, is fur-
nishing legal talent only. We, commun-
ists, well aware of the capitalist class
role of the courts, are not going to pin
our faith in their plea to the court’s
“fairness”. We know well that only the
protest of masses of workers can defeat
the attacks of the bosses on the van-
‘guard section of the workers. It is nec-
essary that we explain our case, as well
as all similar labor cases, to the work-
ers.

Locally we have a “Morganstern-Good-
man Defense Committee” It is to do the
work the I. L. D. is not doing: the work-
ing class defense of tWo victims of capi-
talist class justice-Goodman and Mor-
genstern. At the same time, we con-
stantly .advocate the necessity of united
action on the part of the I. L. D. We
have gotten out collection lists to raise
money for.the proper functioning of the
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defense work. We propose to develop
the work of the Committee local' to

the calling of a conference to support
the Committee. We will print leaflets
popularizing the case, call meetings,

speak before forums on labor defense,
appeal to trade unions and fraternal
labor organizations for support, arrange
speaking tours, etc. All this will con-
cern itself with the problemg of working
class defense, linking up our case with
others,

We «appeal for the
workers,

Rally to the defense of ALL class war
victims !

(Signed)

support of all

Leon Goodman
Bernard Morgenstern

Penn. Sedition
Victim Diesin Cell

Milan Resetar, Croatian baker aad
communist, who was serving five years
for sedition against the commonwealth
of Pennsylvania because he had Tom-
munist literature in his possession, died
of tuberculosis 1o the Alleghany county
workhouse October 19, after all efforts to
obtain adequate medical treatment for
him had failed. Appeals in Resetar’'s
behalf were made to judges, parole board
members, the workhouse superintendent
and Governor Gifford Pinchot, according
to the International Labor Defense, but
no action resulted. )

Resetar was arrested Dec.®13, 1929,
with two other Croatian workers—Tom
Zima and Peter Muselin—in ‘Woodlawn,
Pa. Leaflets had lately been distri-
buted protesting against low wages and
bad working conditions in the Jones and
Laugh b steel works, which dominate
the lives of Woodlawn’s working class.
Literature found in the homes of the
three defendants was the principal evi-
dence. The defendants were convicted
of utterances intended to overthrow the
government of Pennsylvania.

Efforts to obtain the release of Zima
and Muselin are now being made, and
a 'hearing before the parole board is
scheduled for November.

It is in Pennsylvania, through the in-
strument of the infamous Flynn Sedition
Act, that numerous working class de-
fendants have been gentenced to long
prison terms. There is need for the in-
itation of a genuine and broad united
front movement by the I. L. D. to arouse
the masses against the Flynn Sedition
Act and for the release of all the work-
ing eclass victims of the Pennsylvania
coal and steel bourbons. The most re-
cent victims, convicted for the distribu-
tion of ‘“seditious literature”, are Leon
Goodman and Bernard Morgenstern of
Philadelphia. They are members of the
Communist League of America (Opposi-
tion) whom the International Labor De-
fense, in outright violation of its prin-
ciples, refused to defend, with the re-
sult that it was necessary to organize
a special Morgenstern-Goodman Defense
Committee on béchalf M }the working
class victims of Pennsylvania’s capital-
ist justice.

DO YOUR SHARK
HIEILEF SUFPFrFORY
THE MINITANT

Serious Unemployrﬁent Problems Sulfer

Because of Stalinist Maneuvers

Left Opposition Brings Program Before Chicago Conference
cee

CHICAGO.—

A few additional words on the Un-
employment Conference that took place
in Chicago on October 18 might interest
readers of The Militant. It was grimly
humorous, if humor can be associated
with unemployment and the struggles of
the working class.

“SLIP UP” OF THE MACHINE

The conference which was to unite the
workers for a hunger march in Cook
County started at 11 o’clock, an hour
late. The attendance was not as large as
at the preceding conference. The pre-
liminaries being done away with, the
conference proceeded to the election of a
credentials committee. The committee
elected consisted of five: Rubicki, Brown,
Williams, O’Hare and Curtiss, the last
being a member of the Left Opposition.
It would be too much to say that this
was the result of pressure from the
ranks; it was evidently a slip-up of the
machine, although the Opposition’s stand,
particularly for unity, had a large follow-
ing also from the floor.

The credentials committee then con-
vened in a room above. Of course, there
was no great difficulty about seating
anyone; everyone was seated except the
delegates of the Communist League of
America (QOpposition) whose credentials
were taken up when all other business
was cleared away.

Rubicki then said, “I move that the
delegation of the Communist League of
America (Opposition) be not seated”
because it was an organization that was
against the Communist Party, the onmly
party of the workers, and he drooled his
litany on and on. Rubicki was very
anxious to go to a vote. The delegate
from the Opposition however got the
floor and spoke, in brief, as follows:

OPPOSITION ON FLOOR

“The statement of comrade Rubicki is
untrue. While the Communist League of
America (Opposition) is undoubtedly
outside the Communist Party against our
wish and action, because it disagrees
with the policies of its leaders, it still
recognizes the Communist Party as the
incarnation of the ideals of communism
which live in spite of the actions of the
leaders of the party. Comrade Rubicki
is challenged to prove that we, by word,
writ or deed in any way are against
communism. HEven if this statement were
true, which it is not, the call for the
conference specifies that all organizations
“regardless of the affiliations to unions
or political parties” are invited. Would
that mean that the Democratic, Republi-
can or ([Socialist parties or their controlled
organizations would be allowed to send
representatives and the Opposition not
permitted? Unity is the need of the
movement; rally the workers behind the
Communist Party and T. U. U. L.”

Rubicki constantly hurried the dele-
gates and begrudged them a few words
and demanded that a vote be taken. Dis-
cussion was for the moment cut short,

“All those in favor of the motion that
the delegates of the Communist League
of America (Opposition) not be seated,
raise their hands”., Two hands were

Siskind's Report: Party Failures
and New «Plans»

NEW YORK.—

At the convention of Section Two of
the Communist party in New York City,
George Siskind reported. He, spoke of
the necessity for the party to form its
base actually in the shops, which is
not the case today. The experiences in
the furriers’ strike must not be passed
by. Did the party appear in that strike
as an independent leader? In the min-
ers’ strike, in the sense the party melted
away its identity among the masses.
In the furriers’ strike, the party ab-
solutely failed, he declared; as a party
it had not succeeded in anything.

The party must now turn its face
to the shops. Toward the 13th Plenum,
it has shown itself capable of indepen-
dent leadership, as among the coal min-
ers and Paterson, but the party had
fajled to get results because of isola-
tion from the masses, and because our
unions are only skeleton organizations.
He said that the masses are assuming a
counter-offensive, but he corrected him-
self by saying that “if that is too much
to say, then they are revolting against
wage cuts, etc.” That, I thought, was
saying something else again. 230,000
workers had participated in strikes, one
third of whom had been led by the
T. U. U. L.

Siskind stated that the main weakness
had been the failure to organize the
workers on a national scale. We enter
strikes unprepared. There is need to
organize grievance committees, party
shop nuclei, etc. If we fail to lead the
workers, others will because the work-
ers are ready. In Paterson we did not
succeed to organize a single shop nuc-
leus. Lovestone and Muste took away
the workers from us after we had pre-
pared the strike. He failed to explain
Workers’ Union failure to apply a genu-
that the Party and National Textile
ine united front policy as advised in
Tlgo Militant toward the Associated Silk
Workers Union and the Musteites made
it very easy for the outright fakers,
Musteites and Lovestoneites to carry
through their aims and to isolate the
Party and N. T. 'w. U.

The sentiment that the A. F. of L.

is too discredited and that therefore we
don’t even have to think of it is wrong.
New Plans

Not enough attention was
penetration of the shops. Our few shop
nuclei became barren, impotent. They
lost any ability to conduct independent
strike struggles. He also spoke on other
party work, but I noted these peints as
of major interest in the attitude and
development of the party.

Siskind spoke in support of the draft
resolution of Section Two which laid out
a plan of work for the next four months.
“The methods of shock troops” are to
be applied, and concentration is to be
directed in the four months plan on two
needle trades buildings to be selected by
the union and section bureau, one dock
and the Nabisco ¢bmpany. Shop und
building nuclei are to be built at these
points—with shock troop methods.

These are some of the aims set forth
by the Tesolution for four months ac-
tivity. The resolution also dealt with
the work and proposals regarding Negro
work, unemployment and tenant leagues,
bureaucracy in the section, Y. C.” L.,
ete. By way of contrast there is a good
deal to be said concerning future hopes
and the plan, as can be seen by the re-
solution’s statement of failure on shop
work and other activity in the past. It
said:

‘fWe failed: (1) to build shop nuclei;
(2) to expand existing shop nuclei; (3)
lack of individual activity; (4) failure
to carry on work in company union
shops; (5) non-coordination between
section and union; (6) failure to par-
ticipate actively in the fur' strike; (7)
falure to recruit members into
to build party during the course of the
strike.”

Readers of The Militant on the basis
of Siskind’s report and excerpts from
the section resolution will be able to
note the extent to which the party bur-
eaucrats have learned from the -critic-
isms and advices from the Left Op-
position and The Miltant, and the great
extent to which the party still fails to
set forth correct policies and persists
in a false line.

—A PARTY MEMBER.

paid to

the |.

raised. Rubicki blinked in amazement,

counted again. There were yet two.

“All those opposed.” . . .

Three hands were raised. Rubicki
went pale with horror. It was bad
enough that he had had to sit on the
same committee with a ‘“rengade”, but
to have that committee go down and

‘recommend the seating of the delegates

of the Communist League of America
was more than flesh could stand. Three
to two the credentials committee stood,
for seating the delegates of the Left
Opposition.

RUBICZKI IN FRENZY

Rubicki now became interested in fur-
ther discussion. The Negro delegate,
Williams, was evidently a new party
member and instinctively he reacted to
the proposals of the Left Opposition for
unity. Upon him all the attention of

Rubicki was turned. Rubicki was in al-

frenzy. The delegate of the Left Opposi-
tion, calm, had no difficulty in refuting
Rubicki’s arguments. Rubicki had to
dig deep into the sewers of slander and
demagogy in order to bully ‘the Negro
delegate into voting to unseat the dele-
gates of the Left Opposition,

The Committee then stood three to
two on the question of seating the Op-
position. A demand for a minority re-
port was voted down-—a Jeffersonian
prejudice; it is all right for left wingers
to ask such rights from reactionary la-
bor unions, but quite differnt when the
Opposition demands it from the party
bureaucrats.

OPPOSITION’S PROGRAM

Meantime, down below the work of
the conference had begun. During the
discussion, comrade Oehler of the Opposi-
tion had put forth the position of the
Communist League: for the six hour day
and five day week without reduction in
pay; for social insurance; for the ex-
tension of long term credits to the Soviet
Union and development of economic re-
lations between the United States and
the U. 8. 8. R.; for unity of the work-
ers; for the ultimate goal of the prole-
tarian revolution. Oehler's remarks were
received with manifest applause by the
delegates. Following him, Gebert party
district organizer, spoke.

Gebert’s speeches never vary, especi-
ally against the “Trotskyites”: the same
adjectives, verbs, nouns, adverbs, etc.
He scarcely allows himself to give order
to his words of what he would like to
be “burning scorn”, but he only suc-
ceeds in boring his audience. Maybe
there is merit in Gebert’s methods. Since
he will never discover any new proofs
of the “renegacy” of the Left Opposition,
he will alsd not be guilty of deviations.

THE MACHINE “REPAIRED”

Finally the report of the credentials
committee was called for. Rubicki re-
borted and scarcely allowed himself time
to mention the number of delegates, 320,
before he attacked the “renegades”. The
slip-up of earlier in the day was not to
be repeated. The machine had been re-
paired, oiled and put again into first
Class shape, but in spite of all this, the
attempts at steam-rolling had quite a
bit of resistance. The unprecedented re-
fusal of a minority report abashed even
a4 number of party comrades. ‘“When
“Noes” were called for, there was quite
4 sprinkling of them throughout the hall.

Some of the die-hards then argse and
demanded that the unseated  delegates
leave the hall. The bureaucrats thought
better of it, the action would be too

obvious, and our support was not neg-
ligible. The die-hards, who plainly did
not have much support from the floow,
were quieted.

During all this hub-bub the delegates
from the Left Opposition recelved whis-
pered words of encouragement from
workers. Their attitude was admiration
of the more advanced communists and
their sincere proposals, so obviously im
vlace. The Opposition demand for un-
ity aroused many of the workers. Qur
support was larger than ever before.
In spite of the methods of the bureau-
crats, we advise all workers, especially
those who supported our seating, to re-
main in the Unemployed Conference for
these, among other, reasons: (1) It is
the only conference for unemployment
relief under the leadership of the rev-
olutionary party; (2) To fight from the
inside for the seating of the Left Op-
posifdan in the best interesys of the
immediate and historical needs of the
working class.— C. C.

The Bureaucmcy
n the LW.O.

The lengths to which the Stalinist
bureaucracy will go in order to prevent
workers from discussing the vital pro-
blems of ‘the revolutionary movement
has recently been demonstrated in Chic-
ago.

At the last meeting of the John Reed
branch of the Chicago International
Workers’ Order, the educational commit-
tee brought in a proposal to have among
the speakers at the branch meetings
comrade Hugo Oehler, of the Left Op-
position, to speak on the Five Year Plan.

The Stalinist watch-dog in the branch
is the party functionary, Sam Hammers-
mark, who has apparently left his RQest
days behind him and carried his worst
oues forward. Upon the proposal being
made, Hammersmark, at the end of a
long discussion, announced that if the
branch voted to allow ‘this gentleman”
to speak, the party would mobilize to
break up the meeting and to see to it
that comrade Oehler did not speak. Un-
der the influence of this papal decree,
a number of votes were cast against
the proposal by.members who were fav-
orable to the idea originally. Even then,
the vote stood 12 to 12, so that only the
vote of the chairman decided finally in
favor of submitting to threats of Stalin-
ist hoodlumery. Some of the workers who
voted against Oehler speaking said that
they knew the Left Opposition was not
counter-revolutionary, but that in order
to have peace in the branch they would
vote against his lecture.

Such a stand, while understandable,
is highly unfortunate. To obtain “peace”
in the movement by swallowing the in-
sults and despotic arbitrariness of a
high-handed Stalinist functionary is one
good way of destroying the movement.
Only. the most stubborn resistance to
such scandalous methods, which strike
for the *“peace” of the graveyard, can
deliver the movement from its present
state of confusion and impotence which
Stalinism has introdudced into it.

New International Bulletin
Out on Sale

International Bulletin No. 7 of the
Left Opposition is now out. This issue
contains documentary material on the
German Left Opposition and statements
by Leon Trotsky, as well as other ma-
terial of interest.

In order to insure the regular ap-
pearance of the International Bulletin,
we ask our readers and sympathizers to
subscribe. The rate is $1.00 for ten
issues.

Additional issues of the Imternational
Bulletin have already been received and
are now being translated into English.

Send subscriptions to the Interna-
tional Bulletin,. 84 Kast 10th St., New
York, N, Y.

FOR YOUR LIBRARY

Books by N eon Trotsky
THE STRATEGY OF, THE WORLD

REVOLUTION

86 pages, two-colored paper cover 25¢
Introduction by Max Shachtman

THE DRAFT PROGRAM OF THE
COMMUNIST INTERNATIONAL

140 pages hard paper cover

A Criticlsm of Fundamentals
Introduction by J. P. Cannon

35¢

THE SPANISH REVOLUTION

80 pages, paper cover

10¢

THE PERMANENT REVOLUTION

208 page book—cloth bound

1.00

paper bound .00

THE REAL SITUATION IN RUSSIA
Introduction by Max Eastman
864 page book formerly $2 now 1.00

MY LIFE—600 pages

COMMUNISM AND SYNDICALISM
The Trade Union Question
Introduction by James P. Cannon

64 pages, paper cover

15e

THE SPANISH REVOLUTION

64

IN DANGER

pages Dpaper cover 15¢

PRUBLEMS OF THE DEVELOP-
MENT OF THE U. 8. 8. R.

48 pages, paper cover

15¢

Special Rates in Bundles of § or more

SINCE LENIN DIED
By Max Eastman

1924 50¢

158 page book printed in London

FPioneer
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Publishhers
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THE BRITISH SCENE

England Goes to the Polls

v

(Continued from page 1)
banner of capitalist slogans. It does not
require a profound knowledge of Marx-
ism to see through the preténce of ‘“Soc-
falism” as advocated by the Labour
Party Congress at Scarborough. A very
slight knowledge of the record of the
.two Labour governments is sufficient to
reveal only too well the mature of the
“gocialism” that the Labour Party ad-
vocates in practice. It 18 a ‘“socialism”
that differs from capitalism precisely as
tweedledum does from tweedledee! The
Labour Party that was put out by a Red
‘Letter will not return by means of an
obvious red herring! The sight of Mr.
George Lansbury leading the Labour
Congress to the refrain of the “Red
Flag” no longer moves the British work-
ers. The excutioners of the Indian peo-
ple find it difficult to act a revolution-
ary part, and if Jesus fed the multitude,
his Labour disciples were quite prepared
to starve the unemployed!

All this cant about socialism cannot
hide the transparently obvious fact that
the Bocial Democracy 18 now a part of
the normal machinery of the capitalist
state. The slogans of the opposition may
have a “left” sound, but their program is
a program of capitalist reform and re-
construction, and we know that in prac-
tice such recomstruction will be at the
expense @f the broad working masses.
The General Electlon is, therefore, a
bourgeois election. The alternative pro-
grammes that are offered to the workers
are merely programmes for the recon-
struction of capitalism. In actual fact,
the workers are merely asked to write
ou the ballot the name of the party
which is to reduce their wages!

Torles Shift to Protection “Issue”

The economic necessities of the bour-
geoisie find expression. in politico-econ-
omic formulas. The 17th century rev-
olutionary bourgeoisie put forward its
demands under cover of the demand for
the supremacy of the House of Com-
mons. To-day, the demand for tariffs
represents the necessity of the declin-
ing ruling class. of Britain. The desire
of the Tory party for protection pre-
cipitated the election, and protection ver-
sus free trade will form its chief bat-]
tle-cry. - (While the Beaverbrook w ing of
the party advocates Empire Free Trade
(protection) this does not seem likely to
become a practical issue.) Before Bri-
tish politics pass into the openly rev-
olutionary stage of fascism wersus com-
munism, it must be demonstrated that
capitalism is itself the inevitable cause

‘lock versus the people”, etc.).

of the terrific plight of the masses. It
is still possible to throw the blame for
the crisis not on capi.fallsm, but upon
its local form, i e., free trade. Until
protection also has demonstrated its
complete incapacity to restore Britain's
lost prosperity; British politics will not,
in the opinion of the writer, pass iamto
the revolutionary stage.

Protection has thus a twofold root. It
is a necessary prop to declining British
capitalism, (and is, as such, a convinc-
ing proof of the decline of British capi-
selism, which once arrogamntly spurned
all forms of protection). It is also a
psychologioal necessity to the Brtiish
bourgeoisie, in that it emables them to
offer free tr:.de as a scapegoat to the
starving masses who are thus prevented
from realizing that it is capitalism which
is the cause of the crisis, and that its
forms are immaterial. By this means,
the political representatives of the ruling
class are able to draw the masses from
the broad highway of revolution into
the side-track of tariff reform. It is not
until this also proves a blind alley that
the issue\ot revolution as the inescap-
able issue from permanent crisis will
raise itself with irresistable force in the
minds of the masses.

It a forecast may behazarded, it wowd
seem that a conservative victory at the
polls is indicated, backed as it is by a
terrific mass drive on the part of the
bress. It may also be predicted with
reasonable certainty that, in the event
of a decisive victory, the Tories will
serve MacDonald as in 1922 they served
Lloyd George when they no longer need-
ed him. An imperialist bourgeoisie in-
variably cherishes an immense esprit
de corps which makes it instinctively de-
spise Judas Isariots of the MacDonald
Thomas type whom it spurns when it
no longer needs them.

‘The opposition will consist of the
Laobur Party plus the free trade Liber-
als with a programme of free trade plus
a few platitudes about bankers (“Shy-
In this
opposition it is probable that Lloyd
George will swallow Henderson and be-
come leader of the Labour Party in fact
if not in name. In that case, Labour
would probably shed its “socialism”
(wihch is in any case too obviously ab-
surd to eontinue to be of any use; the
1 .L. P. and the “left” would be expel-
led, and the Labour Party would become
an avowedly liberal party; a position
which could not last long in the con-
ditions of British decline.

— CAIUS GRACCHUS.

A Communist Party - The Problem
of the Revolution in England

The contemporary situationm in Britain
can only be understood against its his:

toric background. Considered as a “thing ¢

in itself” the present crisis is as mean-
ingless as would be a single algebraic
formula deprived of its correlative fac-
tor. The problemgg of Britain are pro-
‘blems that history has placed on the or-
der of the day. And problems of suoh

an ordev are not to be arbitrarily check-|

ed or swept back by the broom of the
bourgeois Mrs. Partingtons.

The Industrial Revolution created new
conditions in Britain, its classical home.
To serve its newly-acquired worid mar-
ket, British capitalism brought into ex-
istence a population of wage slaves far
in excess of its domestic capacity te
maintain on even the barest subsistenee
level. Now that the Victorian age is gath-
ered to its fathers and the world hege-
mony of Britain is a thing of the past,
the British bourgeoisie finds itself faced
with a reaction of proportionate dim.
ensions to its previous glgantic action.
The markets have gone but the work-
ing class remains! The problem ef
British Impepalism, today, is to re-
duce its population in proportion to the
rapld loss of ‘its’ markets. How this
can be. done without riot, insurrection,
and, ultlmately, civil war; that is the
qudstien of the day fon t,he British
ruling class.

Taken in its broadest sgense (and
history, unliike the historian, is never
nargow) the present wrisis iy nterely
the first stage in this process. Now

that the 'World Bankeyr, London, hasj.

followed London, the commercial metre
polis, into limbo; the British bourge
ojsie has lost no time in reminding the
British working ¢lass that it must mo
longer remain on the stage mow that its
raison d’etre, the world market, is a
thing of the past. The comcerted attack
on the whole working elass, (unem-

ployed and employed alike) is merely
the first step in the process that will
render the socially unnecessary wqrk-
ing class soclally impossjbla The is
gue Is now {ransparently clear. If the
capitalists are shown in the light eof
Marxian science to be a soclally un-
necessary class, it is clear that the
continued existence of the working class
(in, at any rate, anything like its pre-
sent dimensions) is incompatible with
the necessities of the bourgeoisie, And
this fact is most of all evident in Bri-
tain, the -«classical parasitic rentier,
whose iWorld Empire has gone but whose
swollen glave class yet Temains.
British Sftuation Is Beyond Reform
Viewed from this angle, mothing could
be meore mechanical and ineane, than o
isolate tRd crisis both from what pre-
ceded it and also from what will eome

after it, The present attack on the

British workers ds merely experimental,
and, with an Imperialist bourgeoisis,
notoriously, “appetite domes with eat-
ing”. The British working class i{s not,
therefore, fighting merely for trade um-
lon standards. It is, ultimately, fight-
ing for bare existence. And this, save
the mark, is the time that the mandarins
of the C. P. G. B. deem fit and proper
for the slogan of a workers’ charter and
a guaranteed minimum wage! If the
fssue were left to reformism, the only
concessjon that the members of the
working .class are likely to get is a
“stake in the country” large enough to
contain their coffins!

It is clear that the situation has now
got beyond reform. It is no . accident
that there is a simultaneous collapse of
the bourgeois reformist ILjberal Party
and the working class -reformist Labour
Party whose policy is, in any case, mere-
ly the cast-off clothes of liberalism. It
is Soclalism or starvation, Communism
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‘and an epoch of revolution is

or chaos!
olution can be relied upon to cleanse

Only the iron broom of rev-

with complete efficiency,
Stables.

The events of the last few weeks have
shown that the “inevitability of gradu-
alness” only applies to overthrowing
Capitalism. There was nothing gradual
about the methods taken by Messrs.
MacDonald Snowden and Co., to save it!
Reformism presupposes a stable and ex-
panding capitalism as an essential pre-
Hminary to its reforms, and an even
relatively stable capitalism can in Bri-
tain only be achieved over a literally
decimated working class. The logical
eonclusion of reformism is, undoubted-
ly, that of MacDonald; since, unless
Capitalism can be first saved, obvious-

this Augean

ly, it cannot be reformed! The posi-
tion of the Fablans in their ‘cloud-
cuckoo-land” is, therefore, a fantastic

farce, and the attitude of the I. L. P.
in trying to pour the new wine of rev-
olution into the old bottles of reform-
ism, is merely a grotesque comedy.

If the I. L. P. is a comedy, the Com-
munist Party is a tragedy. In an era
when speedy revolution has become the
ene crylng necessity of the working
class, the only alleged revolutionary
party indulges in chartist antiqarian-
ism, converting the living slogans of the
period of capitalism’s rise into rmusty
falsehoods in the period of its decline.
When the proletariat needs its party as
never before in British history, the party
is skulking in a sectarian corner, striv-
fng vainly to cling to the coat-tails of
the militant workers outside.

Objective Conaitions Favorable to

Revolution

Indeed, 80 completely has a vulgar
empiricism succeeded and superceded a
Marxian analysid, that theory in the
C. P. G. B. is despised on the eminent-
ly bourgeois ground that it is “unpracti-
cal” In the laboratory of these alch-
emists, the word- “intellectual” has un-
dergone a “translation”. In the epoch
of Marx and Lenin, the term “intellec-
tual” denoted a revolytionary student
preoccupied (sometimes  excessively)
with the intellectual problems that are
inseparable from a revolutionary an-
alysis. In the epoch of Stalin and Pol-
litt, an intellectual is scouted and con-
demned as a counter-revolutionary
merely because he possesses an intel-
lect! It is only such an attitude that
could produce such theoretical Siamese
Twins as the Workers’ Charter and the
doctrine of socialism in one country,
with its corrollary of friendly (sic) com-
petition with the world bourgeoiste.

What is our eonclusion? It is that
the era of gradual reform is over, and
that of a swift reactton is .at hand. The
law of the pendulum applies to politics.
The decline of British imperialism will
be of a corresponding magnitude with
its unparalleled ascent, and the speed

-of its world decline will be matched by

the ferocity of its drive against the
working class. If the 2nd Labour Gov-
ernment represented the last ineffective
pplutterings of British democracy, the
“National” government represents the
first stage of British fascism, which only
requires time to become fully articulate.

Under these conditions, the period
when the working class mustered under
the banner of the Labour Party, with its
bourgeois outlook and ‘“evolutionary”
gocialism, is doomed to a speedy end,
already
Mising above its ruins. For that rev-
olution two things are indispensable,
militancy and a pgrty that is revolu-
tionary to the end. The militancy is
there, and grows rapidly—of that there
can be no doubt whatsoever. Only the
party is lacking, and the time is short.

If, as Disraeli once said, “adventures
are to the adventurous”, it is no less
true that revolutions can only succeed,
if, and when, they are led by revolu-
tionaries. From the era ot Wat Tyler to
that of the general strike of 1920, Bri-
tish history affords examples to show
what happens to a movement whose
leaders fear victory more than defeat!

For the solution of the revolutionary
problem in England, all the ingredients
are there except one; the most essential
of all; the party that_is mot afraid both
to think and fight out the problems of
the British proletariat to their revolu-
tionary end. The British revolution is
now attaining dramatic proportions;
but it is a drama without a centre;
Hamlet without the Prince of Denmark,
so to speak. All the problems of the
British revolution are now reduced to
this single problem. Without the lead
of a mass party, Tevolutionary energy
will “dissipate itself in abortive and
scattered riots. The problem of the
revolution is now, simply and solely,
the problem of a party.

—F. A. RIDLEY.

/7 CLASSES /7

Instruetor: Arne Swabeck

Fundamentals of Communism
Instructor: Martin Abern

Rigistration Fee: $1.00 — one dellar per
course — unemployed workers
— Special rates

Reglster at 84 Bast 10th St., at once

Boston Classes

THE HISTORY OF THE RUSSIAN
COMMUNIST PARTY
A Course by Antionette F. Konikow
Starting on
Tuesday, October 20, 1831, 8 p. m.
at Ambassador Palace — Berkeley and
Warren Sts, BOSTON, Mass.
Auspices : Communist League of Ameriac
(Opposition), Boston br.
Further announcements at lecture.

THE SITUATION |N GERMANY

The Electioni in Hamburg

Although it is a little late for dis
cussion, the Hamburg election’s arve
still of interest as a barometer of the
German political situation. -

According to the figures of the 83% of
the voters taking part in the elec-
tlon, the Nazis gained 58,000 votes (40%)
‘and took the second place with 202,000
votes against 214,500 for the 8. P. D.
which hemained first. The Deutsch-Na-
tionale, after a long period of defeats
also gained (12,000 votes). The 8. P.
D:. lost only 10% of its voters, which a
Berlin liberal newspaper justly described
as “surprising”; in fact, as a result of
their policy of tolerance and of using

the club, one might have expected al

much greater loss.

The same as in the elections of Sept-
ember 4th, 1930, these two factors, the
increased growth of Fascism on the one
hand and the large masses of workers
who are still] mpre numerous in the
S. P. D. than in the German Communist
Party, represent the unfavorable side for
comnjurfism, of ythe Hresent situation.
The C. P. G. gained 33,000 votes (25%) *
particularly at the expense of the S. P.
D. This is obviously an important suc-
cess.

But compared with the victory of the
Fascists, the C. P. G. on the contrary
has suffered a defeat, which becomes
still more serious if we examine the
figures since February, 1928: the Fase-
ists have gained 188,000 votes, the Com-
munists, 54,000. The real victors are
the Nazis,** They are on the upswing.
The tendency of the September 14th
elections has gone further. The elec-
tions in Oldenburg and in Brunswick
several months ago followed the same

The Abend, the eveninggedition of the
Vorwaerts in its issue of September 17,
claims that the socfl-democratic press
has retained all its readers, but that,
on the other hand, the economic crisis
has at the present caused g drop in
the sale of the various other papers.
It quotes the Frankiurter Zeitumg, the
Deutsche Tageszeitung, the Germania
and other paper trusts. Then the Abend
proceeds to the Communist press, on
which it says, it is in a position to give
annihilating figures. The material, we
are told, does not have its origin in the
police occupation of the party headquar-
ters during a period of ten days of the
occupation, according to the affirmation
of several party functionaries, no dom-
ination made itself felt and mothing pre-
vented the Central ‘Committee from be-
ginning to function either. There is a
central publishing house of the party,
the V. Z., where all the different pub-
lications of the party are required to
give an account every month, particu-
larly on the state of its readers in the
local groups. These reports are given
in terms understandable to all and kept
on file. A trunk full of these files was]
prebably carried off during the occupa-
tion in the haste, and no measures hav-
ing been provided for such a case, it was
entrusted just to any one at random.
After the evacuation of the Karl Lieb-
knecht House, when they wanted to
bring the trunk back, it could not be
found. According to information we re-
ceived, it was in this manner that the
S. P. D. got into possession of the exact
data on. the party press. *“A great part
of the RBote Fahne” the Abend says,
“goes to Russia and hundreds of copies
are read by the Russian embassy, the
trade representation and other organiza-
tions close to the party.”

On the other hand, according to in-
formation we have received from a well
situated comrade, the Rote Fahne has
18,873 subscribers and sells only from
5 to 6,000 copies besides, which shows
a great decrease with relation to the

Here is the informtaion of the Abend
which has been confirmed entirely by
the comrade mentioned above.

“There are several hundred local
groups,” says the Abend, “that do not
have in their ranks a single reader of
the Communist press, mainly in the fol-
lowing regions:

Munich—62 groups without a reader

Nuremburg-—44 “
Pomerania—34 “ “ “
Koenigsburg—34 “ “ “
Dresden—33 “ “ ¢
Essen —26 “ " “

as well as others. «n Brandenburg, the
domain of the Rote Fahne itself, the
greatest figure of all is attained with 154
groups without a reader. This—says the
Abend—is taken from a report to central
organg of the party.” *“Six months ago,
the administration of the R. F. was “re-
organized”. The new responsible dire
ector complained continually about the
lack of support from the party func-
tionaries. ‘If this continues,” he wrote,
‘the R. F. will soon fall down to the
level of a small provincial sheet.” On
solidarity days, the comrades who
went soliciting for the R. F. in the cof-
fee houses, were often thrown out. And

} still, how many organizations are kept

up by the party for its short-lived read-
ers, with an army of secretaries and em-
ployees: there is the Gecha, the United
Publishers, the Central Publications, A
G., the Vulkan and the Peuvag (the
central printing establishment).”
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A few remarks in regard to the notor-
ious demonstration of the Nazis on the

| the little employees have followed

lines. The relation of forces throughout
Germany, we can say definitely, is still
worse.

Thig situation ought to have determin-
ed all the policies of the C. P. G. but
what is it actually doing? It talks only

of “Communist victory”, “Red elections”,

“Red Hamburg”. They talk about the
victory of the Nazis casually, as a mat-
ter of secondary impertance, they laugh
at it (literally, Remmele in his speech
laughed at it), or they give irresponsible
explanations which are as ridiculous awm
they are stupid.

In the Communist press, they say that
“the success of Fascism is more an echo
(?) of September 14th than a new up-
swing”. The Communist newspaper at
Hamburg writes that “in spite of the
gain in votes, the Nagis even in Ham-
burg, have become not stronger but
weaker’™ (? 7), and so on. I do not take
the time for the other explanations, on
a level with these where with shrewd
sophistry they try to prove that Ham-
burg -is a commercial town, as if this
figure of 202,500 could represent the
votes of employees and petty bourgeois
only! At the same time the fact that
the
Nazis only speaks against it, the C. P.
G., which has not known how to at
tract them and has completely neglect-
ed this work as a Hamburg correspond-
ent t&1ls’ us.

By its policy of concealing the vic-
tory of the Fascists and of shouting
deafeningly about .its own victory the
leadership of the C. P. G. only demo-
bilizes and disorientates thg masses, in-
stead of orientating them and concen-
trating all its efforts oh the struggle

Notes from Berlin

Kurfuerstendamn, the day of the Jewish
New Year. The demonstration was well
organized, the demonstrators did mnot

‘gather in large masses, but formed lit-

tle groups shouting: “Deutschland Er-
wache, Juda, Verrecke!” and later on
mixed with the crowd, re-forming their
ranks again further on. For more than
an hour, the police, which arrived much
too late, could not reestablish ‘“order”
in the street, precisely because the de-
monstrations were held by little groups
and at different corners. What is note-
worthy in these demonstration is the

.fact that they were made up of young

unemployed workers and employees,—
partly also of rowdies, to be sure. Their
dress contrasted violently with the gar-
ments of the Kurfuerstendamm crowd,
and it was by this mark, cap and no
necktie, that they were recognized by
the police.

Part of these young Nazis, members
of the Sturm-Abteilungen (shock-brig-
ades) live®in armories, kept and fitted
out by the Nazzis. Very significant too,
was one of the remarks of an arrested
Nazzi before the bench: “We wante{i to
show the Jews, covered with diamonds
and with gold, who parade along the
Kurfuerstendamm, that there are people
in Germany who actually suffer from
hunger”.

- » ] -

A former ultra-leftist, a capitulationist
who lives in Moscow, said that all the
Opposition groups in Moscow are dead.
The only Opposition that exists ideol-
ogically and organizationally are the
“Trotskyites”, although to sympathize
with them means to go to jail or to be
sent to the deportation camps. He him-
self, according to his statement, agrees
with the Left Obpposition 98%. But
these two per cent are the ones that
count (these are probably the two p. c.
that include the isolators?).
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A letter from a village on t'he Baltic.

“During my vacations, which I spent
in my native village on the Baltic coast,
I noticed that the big landlord of the
locality allowed his fields _to lie idle.
He had no money to buy seeds. Natur-
ally, he is a.national-socialist. He can't
even keep up his poultry-yard and lets
his fowl starve to death. .One can hear
them crow of hunger. It is a village of
about 200 inhabitants and serves as a
residential section. for small employees.
This year, the railroad thas issded &
thousand tickets less for this station
than last year. However, the conditions
of the unemployed agricultural workers
are not very bad at present. They re-
ceive some relief, and they get little
jobs that cannot be submitted to control;
there are also a few opportunities for

‘them. . . .”

A comrade who works in the building
trades tells us, that despite the great
unemployment current in the trade,
there are still workers who work as
much as 17 hours a day. Formerly, it
was impossible for such elements to ex-
ist in the building trades. The con-
tractors use this mode of working, so
as to be able to save on.their part of the
contribution to the social insurance
funds, since they employ fewer workers.

The personnel of the police force will
not receive any furlough, beginning with
October 1. They say among themselves
that a putch from the Right is expected.
It is significant that the police is engaged
in* imprisoning the most active elements
by preventive arrests, etc. There is al-
ready a great number of these.

Some comrades say that there is a

against Fascism as the principal danger.
To put itself in position to subdue Fasc-
ism which has gone over to the offen-
sive on all fronts, the C. P. G. the only
one who can subdue Fascism, must make
a sharp turn in its policies. Today in
the face of the threat of counter-rev-
olution in Germany, this turn is more
indispensable than ever.

The first elements of this turn should
be, to tell the truth, not to understate
the success; to re-esablish Party dem-
ocracy; to break with National Com-
munism; instead of trying to gain Sch-
eringer’s on this soil, to find a way to
the Social-democratic worker; to give up
the theory of social fascism and the Red
Trade Union policies of the R. G. O.
The creation of the Workers' Socialist
Party (Seydowitz-Rosenfeld) is a strik-
ing proof of the crisis in the 8. P. D.
on the one hand and at the same time
a proof of the inability of the C. P. G.
to win the revolutionary workers away
from social democracy.

Without a sharp and immediate turn,
the C. P. G. will certainly not be able
to meet the enormous tasks which it
faces.

—M.
Berlin, Oct. 31st, 1931,

* All these figures are in comparison

with the elections of September 14th,
1930
** By the way, this shows that the

“defeat” of the Fascists loudly proclaim-
ed by the Soclal Democratic and Dem-
ocratic press after the plebiscite, did not
in any way correspond to the facts. The
party that realy lost, in the plebiscite,
was the C. 8. G.

strong tendency to leave the party amonz
many of its members. Theése elements
ae ready for ‘“action”, but cannot be
confined any lonser bv a political or-
ganization.

The party has implified and vulgarized
its propaganda methods. Instead of pos-
ters, they are now content with Inscrib-
ing slogans of a primitive character on
the walls and on the side walks.

The problem of the economic relations
between Soviet Russia and Germany
forms a very important subject for dis-
cussion between Communist and Social
democratic workers.

The social democracy has begun—ana
this shows how important and how dif-
ficult this question is foi them—a broad
press campaign on this question. At
times, it gives articles, like that by
Heinig, that credits, cannot be of any
use for the working class. Then, it also
has a supplement in all the papers: “Is
a Soviet Germany possible?”’, in which #
“proves” that the possibilities for mu-
tual economic work between Germany
and Russia are very narrow. This sul
ject has called forth a big discussion in
the factories. At the sessions of the BEx-
ecutive of the C. P. it has been recog-
nized for a fact that the party members
are not capable of giving an answer to
this question

An oppositionist member of the party,
who has been entrusted with a post, says
that the organizational gystem is very
weak. The work rests on the shoulders
of a few. The majority of the mem-
bership does mot participate actively.
Even the majority of the functionaries
—even they are only seen,on “parade”
(big meetings, etc.). For instance, the
problem of replacing the proscribed
newspapers by mimeographed sheets has
met with general apathy.

Berlin, September 31, 1931

Prepare for Third
Annual Dance

The second week i1n November marks
the third anniversdary of the issuance of
The Militant, official organ of the Com-
munist League of America (Opposition).
The first issue of the paper found in
our ranks only 'a handful of members
and just a very few sympathizers. To-
day our ranks have grown to more than
ten times thaﬁ number.

We are still a small group. But the
force of our ideas, the correctness of our
policles in given situations, and our
criticisms of the official party are pene-
trating daily into the rank and file of
the party members and the Left wing
weorkers who are willing to read and
think for themselves. The recent ban-
quet held in New York City, where more
than one hundred were represent and
eontributed over $200 testifies to the
truth of this claim.

The third anniversary of the found-
ing of The Militant will be a jubilant
affair where all the frlends, sympathiz-
ers and members of the organization
gather to get better acquainted with
‘each other. ‘

The next issue will carry the definite
date and place for the affair, #and it
is hoped that this third annual aftair
will prove another step in the growth of
our organization.

Watch for further announcements.

Circulate THIE
MILITANT Among
Your FKriemds
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AN APOLOGIST FOR
STALINISM.

One of the surest signs of the signi-
ficance of alien classes upon the course
of the Stalinist bureaucracy in the
Soviet Union is its rabid persecution of
the Left, proletarian wing of the Party.
It is the hounding, exiling, imprisoning
and murdering of the unwavering and
incorruptible defenders of the ideas and
the tradition of the October revolution
which give the lie to every pretended
“left” turn of the Centrist regime and
deprive it of the right to confidence. The
defense of the proletarian dictatorship
in the Soviet Union involves in = the
highest degree the unceasing exposure
of the reactionary terror against the Bol-
shevik-Leninists and the most energetic
defense of its victims. Every Opposi-
tionist worthy of the name counmts this
among his first duties.

_Weisbord, who assisted in the expul-
gion and terror campaign against the
American Oppositionists, turned up—it
will be recalled—two years later with
the offer to instruct us how to interpret
the principles of the Opposition in Am-
‘erica. Now he is enlarging his terri-
tory. First he wanted to correct our
misconceptions of the situation as com-
rade Trotsky explained it; now it s
gomrade Trotsky himself whom he takes
to task. Trotsky, who knows something
about the.bureaucratic degeneration .of
the Stalinist apparatus and its terror
against the Leninist Oppositionfand
not by hearsay—has again illun:inated
this side of the gquestion, ampng the
others, in his recently-published thesis
on the “Problems of the Development of
the U. 8. 8. R.” Therein he demon-
strates once more that “the Stalinist
plebiscitary regime has been converted
into a main.danger of the dictatorship
of the proletariat.” Against this rea-
soned and deliberate conclusion (Weis-
bord has intervened with a statement of
his own in which he corrects the “ex-
aggerations”.

In thig statement we read the follow-
ing: “Comrade Trotsky declares there is
not a trace of party democracy. Local
organizations are selected and automa-
tically reorganized by secretaries. Local
gecretaries are appointed, Congresses are
arbitrarily postponed, delegates gselected
from the top, every spark of those fea-
tures which go to make up the nature
of a revolutionists crushed; Blumkins are
shot down, Bessedovskys direct the purg-
ing of the oarty, etc.” All this isllit-
eral quotation from the thesis of Trot-
sky, but it is quoted with disapproval.
Things are not so bad as Trotsky makes
them out. Like the impartial judge who
“gees both sides” he comments: “We
submit (1) that this evidence is exag-
gerated (2) that while some .of the
above is true in part, yet this Is not
decisive as to whether there Is a party.”

Exaggerated? Only “some” of it true,
and that only “in part”? Where, how
and in what way, the Weisbord state-
ment does not say, and cannot say. We
kpnow that the monstrous accusations
against the Left Opposition (The “Wran-
gel Officer” and so forth) were all ex-
posed and refuted, but we do not know
of a single instance where the Opposi-
tion was convicted of falsifying or “ex-
aggerating”. Is there a trade of party
democracy? Can a worker Bolshevik
stand up and speak out for the basic
ideas of the October revolution without
being sent to- prison or Siberia? Was
not the heroic Blumkin assassinated?
Was not the organizer of the October
revolution and the Red Army exiled to
Turkey by a dicker with Kemal Pasha
and kept there by an agreement with
the Bourgeois governments of Europe?
Did mnot Bessedovsky help to purge the
Party of “Trotskylsts” before he jump-
qd over the fence into the camp of the
‘White Guard?

We have one more question that is of
the deepest concern to every revolution-
ist of the entire world: Is not the sick
Rakovsky, the great hero and warrior of
the revolution, being slowly and deli-
perately done to death right now in the
bitter cold of Siberian exile? Exaggera-
tions? No! We “submit” that com-
rade Trotsky has only told the indis-
putable truth and that this truth must
be made known to the proletarian van-
guard without any mitigation or gloss-
ing over of the cruel factg. It is not
Trotsky who exaggerates the burean-

cracy and the terror against the Bol-
shevik-Leninists, but (Weisbordd who
minimizes and thereby apologies for

them.

The Weisbord statement is, of course,
no accidental error. If has an intimate
connection with the whole campaign
he has conducted against the American
section of the Opposition with ideas and
slanders borrowed from the - Centrists
and the Right Wing. Our National con-
ference unanimously rejected the pro-
posal of Weisbord to present his “views”
before it. And rightly - so. We have
nothing 'in common with such “views”.
It would have been a disgrace if a
single delegate had expressed any
doubts on this question. For our part,
if we have to choose between the out-
and-out Stalinist henchman who defends
everything and the camouflaged apologist
who blunts the edge of criticism—if we
have to choose between the one who
justifies the crimes and the one who
“gubmits that fhey are exaggerated”—
we prefer the former. It is best to have
enemies out in the open. And if they
conceal themselves behind the pretence
of “adherence to the International Left
Opposition” it is all the
gary to drag them into the open.

THE DRESSMAKERS' SYMPOSIUM.

The symposium held last_Sunday under
the auspices of the “Dressmakers’ Un-
ited Frant Committee” represents a step
forward. Under certain conditions it
dan become the starting point of the
revival of the militant union movement
in the industry and-a gtimulus to the

more neces-p

left wing labor -movement in generai.
The “United Front Committee”, as ev-
erybody knows, is under the leadership
of the Stalinists. It is a long way from
their mad hounding campaign of yester-
day against everyone who differed with
the official party in the slightest de-
gree to today’s polite invitation to all
factions to meet together and talk things
over. This inconsisency only reveals
once more the instability of Stalinist
policy, in the trade union field as else-
where. It does not alter the correct-
ness of the action in calling the sym-
posium. Every revolutionary worker in
the trade—and in the first place ' the
group of the Left Opposition—should
welcome and support and strengthen this
trend.

The leaflet issued by the committee,
inviting the workers to the symposium,
is well worth reading—especially by
those. who want to check up on the is-
sues of controversy on trade union pol-
icy in the Party and, consequently, in
the Left wing labor movement. 'L'he
leaflet says: “The present state of af-
fairs in our industry is, to a very large
extent, the result of the split and the
artificial division in the ranks of the
workers which the bosses are taking
advantage of’*sIn our . opinion this
statement is incontestable—even though
it was written by, or at the direction,
of, people who made a virtue, and even
a' fetish, of the split at the last con-
vention of the Needle Trades Workers
Industrial Union. And following that
there 13 another complete right-about-
face, when the leaflet says: “Dressmak-
ers representing all shades of opinion
will be called upon to come and present
their views and proposals .. .” (Our
emphasis). On this point also the leaf-
let is just as correct as yesterday’s sec-
tarianism was false.

How were the infallible leaders of the
Party induced to approve such a com-
plete reversal of policy? The answer is
simple. In this inétance, as always,
they did it under the whip of necessity.
The results of the old approach have
been so catastrophic that further steps
on that ro#d became impossible. Even
a blind man knows he has reached a
blank wall when he bumps his head
against it. When it came to the point
that the Kaufman gang of boss-and-
police agents were able to appropriate
the slogan of “unity” and make fun of
the left wing workers in the fur trade,
a revolt from below against the suicidal
policy of the leadership was no longer
to be avoided. It was this logic of
events and the pressure of the workers
that persuaded the bureaucrats to ap-
prove the symposium and the properly-
worded invitation to it. The criticism
of the Opposition played its part in
enlightening the workers, a part which
would have been greater and would have
brought results soomer if, while remain-
ing entirely loyal to the Party, it had
been sharper, more aggressive and more
ruthless against the leadership. Stalin-
ist bureaucrats cannot be cured with
kindness.

An interesting question arises: Does
this action in the dressmakers’ signify
a deliberate change of policy motivated
by a principle conception, or is it merely
a panicky “goat-leap” in an isolated case
under the compulsion of necessity? Most
likely the latter. Centrists -in general
are incapable of following a consistent
line of policy, and xstill less a prin-
cipled one. They live from day to day,
attempt to solve each problem separate-
ly and move one way or the other ac-
cording to the pressure of the moment.
Hence their repeated contradictions, the
attempt to escape from which only leads
to others. This is the case right now
with their policy toward trade un-
ions and non-pary mass organizations in
general. If they have purchased a re-
spite in the dressmakers’ situation by
the policy implied in the conduct of the
symposium it is only at the price of
multiplying their complications in the
broader field.

Here is their dilemma: If the policy
of the symposium is defended as a cor-
rect one, if they claim that it repre-
gsents a worked-out line, then it must
be applied generally, But such a gen-
eral application would bring them to
a head-on collision with their present
course in the other mass organizations
where yesterday’s policy in the dress-
makers’ still survives, and with similar
results. They are erying out loud these
days to the effect that the skeletons of
left wing trade unions must take on the
flesh and blood of membership and that
such organizations as the I. L. D. must
be transformed into “mass organiza-
tions.” But such a consummation must
logically presuppose—since only a com-
parative few of the workers are as yet
Cbmmunists—that other workers are
given a chance to live and breathe and
feel at home there, that “all groups and
shades of opinion”—to quote the invita-
tion to their symposium—are made free
to “present their views and proposals.”

But this is precisely what their fear
of criticism and discussion impels them
to deny, as the expulsions in the Mar-
ine Workers’ Union and the I. L. D.
so eloquently testify. This is one of the
reasons why the “mass movements” do
not materialize, or if they do take mom-
entary shape as a result of a spontane-
ous activity of the workers they are
quickly wrecked.. The bureaucratic re-
gime narrows down and defeats the
movement everywhere. A Tregime of
workers’ democracy, which is the prere-
quisite for the healthy growth and de-
opment of the Left wing organizations
in the labor movement, is at the same
time incompatible with the survival of
a leadership by appointment and com-
mand. All the Browders are stranded
on this contradiction. —J. P. C.
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From an LLD.
])elegate

NEW YORK.—

Logic is a most consistent touchstone
—but experience is more so. Facts make
logic genuine. For about a year or so
1 have been reading The Militant. My
ideological knowledge of Communism be-
ing in a sorry state, somewhat akin to
Earl Browder’s education along party
lines, my political attitude was undeter-
mined, vacillating. The logic as pre-
sentedl by The Militant seemed logical
enough. My mind was turning towards
Marxism-Leninism, but my feet as yet
resisted—until—October 11, 1931, when 1
attended, the I. L. D. “Mooney-Harlan-
Scottsboro” conference as a duly acere-
dited delegate.

This meeting was an eye-opener and
also affected my mind. The bureaueratie
manner, the steam-roller tactics employ-
ed, the railroading through of motions,
was, to say the least, disgusting. No
open election of a chairman, no open
election of a credentials committee; all
appointed by the leadership, this smelled
of the sewer, but the absolute refusal
to seat mnon-party or sympathetic dele-
gates, smacked of the A. F. of L. cess-
pool. But to cap the climax, one smirk-
ing, wash-faced bureaucrat, rattling inm
his master’s empty shoes, had the colos-
sal effrontery, the brazen gall, to threat-
en to report back to that delegates’s
local his actions at the conference and
thereby to have him thrown out of the
local and possibly out of his job! All
this before a Communist audience. But
this is not all. After the
ganizer of the I. L. D., Carl Hacker har-
anguing his audience after the fashion
of a William ‘Green, proposed a motion
to put four delegates, refused seats, out
of the hall, and the Stalinist myrmidons
began to applaud franticaly, one bellicose
individual, seeing me mnot applauding,
turned towards me with threatening ges-
tures and even went so far as to poke me
in the side, meanwhile saying, ‘“Why
don’t you applaud?”’, thereby trying to
force me to justify the criminal motfon
of the D. O. . .

As soon as the expelled four left the
hall, or rather were forced to leave (they
were threatened to be thrown out by
force), I left the hall in disgust. At any
event, a change in the party must take
place, if it must prevent being. smashed.
The day draws near and the rope hangs

district or-{.

We notice by the current issue of the
Revolutionary Age that it has scooped
the whole labor press with an exclusive

interview, obtained at great cost and
travail, granted to a special correspond-
ent by . . . Ben Gitlow. We are told

that “your correspondent ook the in-
itiative in interviewing Gitlow . . . he
stated . . . he stated further . .. Gitlow
further stressed . .'. he further stated”
and so on and more of the same. We
were naturaly deeply chagrined at hav-
ing been beaten to the draw by the Age

matter as an interview with Gitlow.
How the correspondent got to him and
managed to turn the trick, continues to
mystify us beyond words. In a feeble
attemmpt to stage a cameback, we will
enviously try to emulate the enterprising
and successful staff of the Age by pub-
lishing a wholly imaginary interview with
the same Gitlow. The fact thai our in-
terview was never given is no great
shakes as an argument; the truth of the
matter is that Gitlow would have been
better off if he had not given any inter-
view at all in the first place.
* * * *® .

‘WH: What is your general view of
the present situation, Mr. Gitlow?

BEN: These are times which try men's
souls. What is needed is a concrete pro-
gram of action adapted to the physidlogy
of the American working class. We stand
foursquare on the platform of pasteurized
Leninism.

WE: What is going to come out of the
‘erisis in this country?

BEN: It is clear to all of us that one
of two things will happen for sure: the
crisis will either blow over, or it will
not blow over. In the meantime, htings
look pretty bad. ;What we need is less
theory and more action. Theory is all
right in a way. I used to make speeches
about it myself years ago. But as Marx
said, we need action and a mass labor
party.

WE: What about the socialist party?

BEN: We have nothing against the

socialists. Some of my best friends are
socialists. I was once a socialist my-
self. But it appears to us that the Soc-

ialist party is getting too conservative.
We need a new party, a more radical
party. We stand for that, too.

WE: What about the Left wing in the
WNocialist party?

BEN : These are times which try men’s

high for the Stalinist misleaders.
—A OONFERENCE DNRELRGATR

NEW YORK.—

The Communist Party’s New York
forum on Sunday, October 17, at their
headquarters was attended also by two
members of the Left Oppositon and their
experience is worth recounting.

William Weinstone was the speaker
on the subject “Capitalism or Socialism
—Which Road Out of the Crisis?”’ Ex-
cept for two important points his speech
was the usual one, that of contrast of
‘the Soviet Union with the capitalist
world.

The first point of interest was Wein-
stone’s constant repetition of the nec-
essity of the use of the united front tac-
tic by the party, before it oculd hope to
organize the American working masses
He likewise pointed this out for the
English Communist Party. But Wein-
stone’s explanation of what he meant
by the united front was “penetrating
| the shops and uniting the workers
against their enemy, the bosses” (!)

The second point centered on Wein-
stone’s remarks on conditions in the
Soviet Union today. “No strikes take
place”, said Weinstone, “because the
workers -don’t go on strike. If they are
dissatisfied with conditions in their fac-
tory, they simply move and shift from
one factory to ancther, as was pointed
out in the latest decree on wages and
by comrade Stalin in his speech before
the XIth Plenum”. For an analysis of
this question of migration of workers
from job to job, see comrade Trotsky’s
article on Stalin’s speech in The Mili-
lant,

I took the floor and endeavored to
state some of the tasks of the Com-
munists in this present crisis, upon
which point the speaker had concluded.
Stressing the question of unemployment
relief, the immediate importance of the
‘slogan and -demand for unemployment
insurance, I also emphasized the slogan
of the six hour day and five day week
without reduction of wages, and the
slogan of the extension of long term
credits to the Soviet Union by the Uni-
ted States, as one of the means for the
development of economic relations be-
tween the two countries-and the amelior-
ation of thousands of unemployed in
the United States, etc. I stated also
that there were demands  of the Left
Opposition, of which faction I was a
member; and that these were some of
the tactical questions on which we dif-
fered from the position of the official
party. There was no disturbance when
.I spoke and evidently these correct
slogans had aroused some thought and
questions in the minds of the workers
present,

Wihen I sat down, several workers
around me questioned me about the
Communist League (Opposition). I gave
cards ‘advertising our forum to them,
One Young Communist League member
took the floor and warned the audience
to beware of “social demagogy’. About
a third of the audience applauded hun.
Following him, one confused young chap
took the floor and argved against our

of its inapplicability in the jewelry in-
dustry!

Discussion was closed with one or two.
additional speakers and then Weinstone
| proceeded to apswer a number of ques-

! the stupidity of the

slogan of the six hour day on the basis|

souls., Live and let live. We are against
Communists.. We

The Opposition at Party Forum

Then began another of these exhibi-
tions by some party members whose con-
duct. only serves to disgrace the party
before its sympathizers and the work-
ers. I was attacked by the brother of
young Harry Eisman. This was the
signal for several more who surged
vaMantly to the aid of* Eisman in his
“struggle” against the “Trotskfists”.
Comrade Morris likewise was set upon
and had his copies of The Militant torn
up. Before altercations became worse,
a number of party members and sym-
pathizers intervened and compelled the
attackers to stop.

We remained then and discussed the
Opposition proposals with a number of
workers who remained and distributed
the remaining copies ‘of The Militant
and ounr open forum cards.

When we left, we said we would be
around again to help to clarify the dif-
fernces before the Communist workers
and sympathizers. —H. C.

Unitein Unemployed
Relief Struggle

(Continued from page 1)

There could be no better way of actually
preventing a mass basis of struggle for
the unemployed. The social reformists
will thus have a free field to rally all
those workers who in vain search for a
job are turning away from their capi-
talist ideology, but are not yet ready
to join the  ‘revolutionary unions’. In
that broad field the social reformists can
continue to sow their seeds of illusion
and deceit. But it is precisely also in
that field that a united front struggle
around the burning issues of unemploy-
‘ment as well as the very question of
Communist aetivities has such rich pot
entialities.” (The Militant, July 26,
1930).

However, despite this present recog-
nition by the party leadership, it pro-
ceeds yet essentially on the same bdsis.
It is now intensifying the activities of
hunger marches and connecting it with
punblicly arranged hearings on the mis-
ery of unemployment. This serves to
emphasize the needs of the unemployed
but still ignores the essential aspect of
the needs of the class. When standing
alone it lends itself to facilitate all the
efforts )t capitalism ‘to sgeparate the
unemployed from the employed and to
isolate the struggles of the former.

It is necessary for the Communist
movement to fight relentlessly for miti-
gation of the misery of unemployment.
It must, however, to be successful, be
done in such a way as to provide for
the maximum of working class unity.
It is necessary to repeat again that in
this field especially there is an oppor-
tunity of a broad united front poliey.
It is the one where the most elementary

ities of the workers can be united. The
Hecent A. F. of L. convention again de-
monstrated its servile capitalist charac-
ter and refused to consider even the need
of ‘unemployment insurance. So much
more should that now be considered an
opportunity to press forward for Com-
munist leadership on this issue. An

( tions.  Comrade Morris and myself went
- downstairs and proceeded to distribute:
‘free copies of The Militant. We had

MILITANT DANCE

ficulty.

 actual united front foundation. for the

uemployed movement embracing also the

-—ARNE SWABECK.

in so difficult, and yet so important, aj

clags objectives, aspirations and activ-{

F. of L. unions would be a good}
given away about 30 without any dif. ‘beginning ‘

1
are against the stupidity of the Norman;
Thomas group. We are against stupidity
altogether. .We also stand against Mos-
cow dictation if it's we that are dictated
to. The Communist International is a
noble experiment.

We: What has happened to your own
International, Mr. Gitlow?

BEN: We are against foreign inter-
vention. We stand foursquare with the
father of our country: no entangling for-
eign alliances! §Siam for the Siamese!
America for the Americans! Russia for
the Stalinists! See America first! From
the sunny pines of Florida to the ever-
greens of Maine, we must build up the
united front of all the workers. Brand-
ler is a nice fellow. I met him once.
Some of my best friends are Brandler-
ites. We believe in live and let live.

WE: What do you think of Stalin and
the Five Year Plan?

BEN: Stalin is a nice fellow. I met
him in Moscow. I was once a delegate
to the Communist International. Stalin
is a Russian, but he is also a leader of
men. He invented the Five Year Plan,
although Lenin invented Leninism,
Bucharin is also a nice man. Some-
times I find it hard to say which of
the two is nicer. But they ought to let
the Americans work out their own his-
toric destiny. What does Stalin know

The Party on the
Pk o] o .
zlzppmes

In a declaration (Daily Worker,
23 31) addressed to the
Party of the Phillippine Islands by the
Central Committee, Communist Party of
U. 8. A, a large share is devoted by
way of advice to the Phillippine com-
rades on the lessons afforded by the
Chinese Revolution of 1925-27. The de-
claration refers to “especially the treach-
erous role of the bourgeois nationalists’,
the butcheries of workers and peasants
by the Kuo Min Tang and the servility
of its factions to one or the other of
the imperialist bandits,” all of which, it
appears, has finally become known to
the' American Communist Party. The
years are not so many, however, since
the Stalinized Communist International
and its American lackeys, saw in thesge
bourgeois ‘‘nationalists” the leaders of
the Chinese Revolution, permitted the
butchery of the Chinese proletariat and
peasantry in order not to break up the
grotesque ‘‘united front” of the *“bloc
of four classes”, and deliberately held
back the agrarian uprisings. The reso-
lution of the Comintern in those stirr-
ing days said: “The apparatus of the
national revolutionary government (of
Chiang Kai-Shek) offers a very real road
to solidarity with the peasants”. Chiang
Kai-Shek was hailed as a “warrior
against imperialism”. Many little Stal-
inists—the Browders and Neumanns—
were in China in these days to avow
such theories and thereby to aid in the
treacheries to and butcheries of the
workers and peasants.

10-

“Above -all else’ continues the de-
claration to the Philippine Communist
Party, “the lessons of China should teach
the Filipino masses the danger of fol-
lowing the leadership of the national
bourgeoisie which chatters of ‘opposi-
tion to imperialism’ . . . . the example
of, China should prove to the Filipino
workers and peasants the imperative
need of their own reovlutionary mass
movement, organizationally and politic-
ally independent of and opposed to the
vacillating and compromising leadership
of the national bourgeolsie, their own
movement which -is positive of success
only when led by the proletariat whose
guide and leader is the Communist
Party of the Philippine Islands.”

But, we ask in all humbleness, have
the American Communist Party and its
Browders really accepted these ideas in
regard to China and which they now
advise for the Phillipines?

. Does the American Communist Party,
in defiance of the conceptions of Stalin,
Bucharin, the VIth Congress of the
Comintern, now agree with the Left
Opposition that the subordination of the
Communist Party to the Kuo Min Tang
was unqualifiedly wrong; that the ae-
ceptance of the leadership of the Chi-
(ne;e revolution placed a noose around
the necks of the Chinese proletariat and
peisantry and the young Communist

Party? Or do we have a case of Love-
stoneian exceptionalism in upside down
form? Does the American Central Com-
mittee have one theory regarding the
role of a Communist Party in China and
another for the Philippines? Perhaps,
like Minor, the comrades will change

Communist|,

Our Own Interview with Ben Gitlow

about the situation in the Amalgamated
Clothing Workers Union? You can’t ex-
pect him to know anything about it. He
is too busy with Russian problems. Rus-
sia has many problems. All the Rus-
sians are busy with them. We are busy
with ours. When the Five Year DP’lan is
completed we have every reason to be-
lieve that it will come to an end. Then
there may be another Five Year Plan.
We do not know for sure, but whatever
happens is all right with us. We stand
foursquare on the platform of Marx:
Live and let us live. The American work-
ers are very backward and we must keep
up with them. The Five Year Plan is
a great success. We say: Long live the
Soviet Union! Quote me if you like.
We: What do you think of Trotsky?
GEN: Trotsky has made a lot of mis-
takes. Trotsky is not Stalin. Stalin is
not Lenin, Lenin was not Bucharin. In
one word, that sums up the situation, al-
though we hope that better times are
ahead. That is the position of the Com-
munist Party of the United States (Maj-
ority Group). These are times that try
men’s souls. Trotskyism is not Lenin-
ism. One is Trotskyism and the other
is Leninism. I met Lenin once at the
Third Congress. He was a nice fellow.
He was a Russian too. The Russians are
all right for Russia. Trotsky didn’ fit
into the Russian situation. That’s why
he’s in Turkey now. Turkey is a semi-
feudal country, bounded on the North by
Bulgaria, on the South by Africa, on the
East by Afghanistan and on the West
by the Bosphorus. It is populeted main-
ly by Turks who eat halvah. 'Trotsky is
a sectarian. He does not know the sit-
uation in the Amalgamated Clothing
Workers union. There is quite a strug-
gle there between Hillman' and Orlof-
sky. I wrote an article about it, but
Trotsky hasn’t written any. We are not
sectarians. 'We make alliances with any-
body except with the Communists. They
are stupid. .We are against stupidity. I
said that in one of my other answers.
WE: What about the Paterson—
BEN: Glad you called. Have a cigar
—a friend of mine from Havana makes
them up for me. Drop in to see me
again some day.

Banking Crisis in the
United States

(Continued from page 1)
months has kept the percentage of “fro-
zen” paper from increasing. The Hoover
National Credit Corp., will probably not
be of much help ito the banks as a whole,
but will transfer some of the excessive
strength of the stronger banks to the
weaker ones, helping along the process of
-concentration and monopolization of fin-
ance-capital. The turn from the stage
of crisis to the stage of depression,
whenever it comes, will ‘“thaw out”
some of the assets of those weaker banks
who can survive, or be kept alive, be-
tween now and that time., The most pro-
bable variant is a continuance of an ab-
normal number and size of bank fail-
ures, but not on a scale that will threat-
en American finance-capital as a whole.

3. The price of bonds has an immedi-
ate bearing on the position of the banks.
Many bank failures have been due to a
decline in the vhlue of bond investments
to a point where the surplus was wiped
out and the capital impaired, under
which conditions a bank is technically
insolvent, has no right to accept further
deposits, and must close down. Bond
prices have recovered since the first week
in October—the campaign of wage-cuts,
by increasing the slrplus values* accru-
ing to industry, has strengthened the
standing of bonds whose interest is paid
out of such surplus values, and the an-
ticipation of wage-cuts on the railroads
has strengthened the prices of railroad
bonds, which constitute the largest sin-
gle group of bond investments next to
government bonds. A renewed Intensi-
fication of the industrial crisis toward
new depths will of course reverse this
tendency; in the absence of present in-
dications of such a turn, the most pro-
bable variant appears to be a siabiliza-
tion of the value of the investment as-
sets of the banks.

The immediate perspective of the Am-
erican banking crisis, based on these
valuations, is one of increased hegemony
over. indudstry, of increasing monopoli-
zation nationally, and of maintaicing its
international position, through the main-
tenance of the gold standard, to a point
where América can go forward, under
the leadership of its oligarchic finance-
capital and its highly developed and mon-
opolized inddustry, toward imperialist
expansion and inevitable conflict with
the declining imperialism of X ngland
and the rising capitalism of France.

their minds a little more. —A.
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