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Convention Resolutions Stress
|Fight on War, Mass Work, Defense
of Sovietv Union by New Party

—

The Convention. of the revolutionary socialists
meeting in Chicago over the New Year's Day
week-end devoted most of its sessions to a serious
vonsideration. of the problems facing the Ameri-
can and the international working class. - The

muits of, its deliberations,- embodied  in the: reso-:
Jutions adopted, will be published in full in sub-
In ‘the

sequent. jssues of ‘the Sacialist Appeal

“the most striking passages in the main resolutions

that -were passed, in order to give a general im-
pression of the spirit and policies of the convention.

Political Resolution Points to War
| s
Danger
The Political Resolution analyzes the role of

American imperialism and the task of the social-
ists in the coming war as follows:

“It i= entirely inconceivable that American im-
perialism can succeed in resisting the inexorable
tendencies that are pulling it into the vortex of
the coming World War. The United States is to-
day. the strongest:world power. The bases of its

economic. and political strength extend over every

continent, and the shocks and convulsions of ca-
;ntahsm an vher g_,,

-,. naxe hei e

countr‘y Thls is expressed in mlhtaxy terms by

the fact that, despite the virtually invulnerable
geographic positibn‘df the United States, its ar-
maments program today is the largest in its peace-
time history, adjusted to the .objectives of world
;onquest rather than to the myth of self-contained
isolation. Politically, it was expressed in the clear-

st terms in the aggressive, interventionist speech

of Roosevelt in Chieago, announcing the determi-
(Continued on page 2)

Appeal View Confirmedin|
“Robinson”-GPU Mystery

By Junius

While the powers that be in Washington and Moscow
continued all last week trying to make up their minds
what to do about the “Robinson”-Rubens case, which now
bids fair to be a Frankenstein monster capable of devour-
ing its creators, a few facts leaked into the capitalist press

for the first time, penetrating the wall of

NN N A A AN

Convenhon §

Sidelights

i AN A
P N o —

A A

Riding the rails, thumbing their
way, traveling by train and car,
Delegates coming to the conven-
tion represented all sections of
the country and a wide variety
of backgrounds, and experiences.
Here are a few, picked at random,

% koo

California: The honor .of tra-

veling the longest distance to the

silence which | Convention goes to two young

had previously prevailed. ®
" A significant dispatch from

upon foreign Trotskyist

move- | the trip the hard way, by hitch-

Washington, published in the
New York World Telegram of
January 4th, confirms the ana-
lysis of the affair made by James
P. Cannon on December
and repeated ‘in these columns
last week.

The World-Telegram dispatch
follows in part:

“Tnformed Washington circles
said today it is now believed that
the mysterious Donald L. Robin-
sons, Soviet prisoners in Moscow,
were former Soviet secret agents.

“The Washington theory, it
was learned, is that the Robin-
son arrests were to be followed

by a new series of confession
trials in Russia. _
“Major objects of the new;

trials would hatve been an atrack

17th;

ments and a spy scare against
Japan. It was reported that the
American publicity given the Ro-
binson case had been received
with great satisfaetion by Soviet
authorities as ‘a fine build-up.’....

“A series of coincidences, de-

veloped by the investigations
here, have drawn Washington’s
attention to the secret agent

theory, originally put forward by

Max Shachtman and other Ame- !

rican Trotskyist leaders.

Ravitch Linked to Foster

“It was learned that new study
has been given to the part play-
ed in the case by Helen Raviteh,
director of the
League Bureau,

(Continued on page 8)

iking and riding the rods. They’re
concentrating at the present time
on setting up party locals in the
agricultural villages in the sur-
rounding territory, a grape grow-
ing locality.
L

Minnesota: A leader in the
Minnesota Farmers Union, John
Enestvedt, of Olivia, Minn,, is a
living refutation of the Manhattan
notion that Scandinavians make
phlegmatic revolutionists. He’s
busy trying to convert what he
terms the petty bourgeois slogan
}“Land to the peasants” into
“Lahd to the Teamsters Joint
Council and the Farmhands.”

NewPartylFormed;
t War Plans

Left Wing Delegates Found

Socialist Workers Party
at Convention in Chicago

CHICAGO, IlIl. — The

most impressive convention

of the revolutionary movement in America during the

past decade was being held

and file of the Socialist party left wmg branches wh& Haﬂ’
been ex elled by Not

Over 100 regular and fr aternal’

delegates Tepresenting in tho'r
majority trade union workers
were registered and meeting in:
sessions that began promptly on'
Friday morning, December 31.
After a brief speech of wel-
come by Albert Goldman, Chica-
go labor attorney, the convention
plungad into the intensive and
extensive work before it.

War Crisis Looms

The first major report was de-
ivered by Max Shachtman,
editor of the New International,
on the political perspectives of

the United States and the tasks'

of the revolutionary movement.

“It is entirely inconceivable
that American imperialism can
succeed in resisting the inexorab-
le tendencies that are pulling it
into the vortex of the coming
world war,” Shachtman declared.

“If the working class is unable
to prevent the outbreak of war,!
and the United States enters di-
rectly into it, .our party stands

pledged to the traditional Sl-
comrades from Fresno, who made pledg po

tion of revolutionary marxism.

Defeatism Reaffirmed

“It will utilize the crisis of ca-
pitalist rule engendered by the
war to prosecute the class strug-
gle with the utmost intransigen-
ce, to strengthen the independent
labor and revolutionary move-
ments, and to bring the war to

'a close by the revolutionary over-

throw of capitalism ~and the
establishment of proletarian rule
in the form of the workers state,”
Shachtman said.

Speaking of the present eco-
nomic situation, the reporter
pointed out that, “it is possible

that the full development of the

The Twin Cities sent a delega- present recession into a deep crisis

! (Continued on page 2)

Drama Trav:l, tion of about 15 delegates and se- |jnay he temporarily arrested by
who  recein: ed(\eral alternates and visitors. It 4 certain period of economic up-,
rturn but the line of development '

here. this week by the rank

Ilet. LId H1d pate ‘ Ve e 04
his |TICLee TOT the advocacy ol their \ 'bh‘ary "Marxist
views. ® ' -

towards a laging crisis is already
unmistakable.”

Stressing the democratic ‘na-
ture of the inner life of the re-

volutlonaly party, Shachtman
said, “Democratic centralism,
which is our piinciple of orga-
nization, is based . in the first

place upon a common adherence
to the fundamental program of
, the party. It implies the free
\exchange of opinion, the right of
| discussion, presentation of and
defense of views within the
frame-work of the principles of
Irevolutionary Marxism, the un-
impaired right of the member-
ship to decide freely the policy of
the organization and to secledt
its leadership.”

Stalinist ‘Democracy’

“The ‘democracy’ of the Sta-
linist parties is confined to the
‘right’ of the party membership
to carry out unquestioningly all
‘the decisions arbitrarily arrived
‘at by a bureaucratically appoint-
'ed leadership over which the
ranks of that party have abso-
lutely no control.”

The resolution on political per-
I'spectives was adopted following
"a lengthy discussion.

A full day was devoted to the
problems of the labor movement
and the role of revolutionary so-
cialists in the unions. It began
with a report on the trade union
resolution by James P. Cannon,
national secretary of the Conven-
tion Arrangements Committee.

| “Unity of the labor movament
‘is a vital necessity and our party
must be in the forefront of the
struggle to achieve that unity,”
Cannon emphasized. He warned
that unity which did not include
a class struggle program against
the bosses, a recognition of the
'rights _ of industrial unionism,
and democracy for the rank and
file would become meaningless.

(Continned on page 2)




. dicectly=into it, our party stands pledged: to: the |-

SOCIALIST APPEAL

2
W The main responsibility for the split two years ago
{ s 0 c l A L l s T A P P E A L unquestionably lies on the shoulders of the A.F.
{701 IL. - No. 2. Saturday, Jan. 8, 1938 of L. bureaucracy. By its reactionary control of

~ Published every week by the

{ SOCTALIST APPEAL PUBLISHING ASS'N.

Published at: 116 University Place, N. Y.

Subscriptions:  $2.00 per year; $1.00 for 6
L menths. Fogeign: $2.50 per year, Bundle order
8 cents per copy. Single copies 5 cents.

All checks and money orders should be made
out to the Socialist Appeal.

Entered as second-class matter September 1,
1987 at the post office at New York, New York,
under the Act of March 3, 1879.

. )

Convention Resolutions Stress Fight
On War, Mass Work, Defense of
-Soviet Union by New Party

(Continued from page 1)‘

nation of American imperialism to take the lead-
ership in the struggle to keep its present most
dangerous rival, especially in the Far East, from
increasing its ration of the Asiatic market; earlier,
in Cordell Hull’s efforts to consolidate the domi-
nant position of American imperialism at. the
Latin American conference in Buenos Aires; and
subsequently by the sharp notes to Japan which
are only a reflection of America’s dogged inten-
tion of keeping the ‘Open Door’ open in China and
preventing any other power from shutting off the
United States from expansion upon the Asiatic
_ continent.”

“It is most unlikely that in the event of an
inter-imperialist war, the United States will be
one of the original belligerants. At the same time,
it is just as unlikely that she will wait, as was
the case in the last world war, for 32 months
before entering the hostilities in order to emerge
as the decisive victor. The comparative poverty
of the European imperialist powers, as well as
the speedier and more general destruction pro-
mised by the coming war,  will determine the
earlier intervention of American imperialism for
the purpose of delivering, as in 1917, the decisive
blow in the war and of having the decisive word
in the. division of the spoils.”

“If the working class is unable to prevent the
outhreak of war, and the United States enters

traditional position of revolutionary Marxism. It
will utilize the crisis of capitalist rule engendered
by the war -to. prosecute the class struggle with
the utmost intransigeance, to strengthen the in-
dependent labor and revelutionary movement, and
to bring the war to.a close by the revolutionary
overturn ‘of capitalism. and: the establishment of
proletarian rule-in the form of ithe workers’ state.
Combating the ‘chauvinistic wave, it will not only
reject any and every form of class-collaboration,
support of the war and of the capitalist govern- |
ment, but will work. toward the defeat of the
American capitalist class and its war regime by
the proletarian revolution. Even if the United
States were to be allied with the Soviet Union in
a_ war against another imperialist power, . this
circumstance would not for a.minute alter the
imperialist character and,aims of the war so far
as the United States is concerned; meither, there-
fore, would there be any alteration :in the position;
of pur party with regard to American capitalism
and its government and in our irreconcilable
hostility towards them. The practical steps which
our party would take in the course of its oppo-
sition to the war would, however, have to be de-
cided in consideration of the need of facilitating
the utmost material aid to the Soviet Union’s
armed forces in their war against an imperialist
power, in conformity with our position of defense
of the Soviet Union from imperialist assault.”

The Trade Union Resolution

Among the most important passages of the
Trade Union Resolution are the following:

‘The outstanding characteristics of the working
class movement in the United States in the re-
cent period, are the enormous growth of trade
union movements which now embraces millions
of workers never organized in the past; the de-
velopment of the C.I.0. as the movement of the
workers in the basic key and mass-production in-
dustries, organized in industrial unions, as con-
trasted with the classic A. F. of L. form of craft
unions; .the violent conflict between the A.F. of
L. and the C.I.0., and the recent trend towards
the unification of the two bodies; and the expan-
sion of the powers.and role of the federal govern-
ment as ‘mediator’ in the econflict- between the
workers and the employers.”

\A. F. of L.

|to organize the unorganized,

|of impotent craft unions.

“A whole series of circumstances has now
brought prominently to the fore the question of
the unification of the A.F. of L. and the C.I.0.

IProduction!

the labor movement, the Executive Council of the
sought to stifle every attempt to
modify  the obsolete craft union structure upon
which it is based, and actively sabotaged all efforts
" especially in the
mass-production industries, on an industrial, that
is, on the only conceivable basis.

“The formation of the C.I.0., its fight against
the Green-Woll-Frey machine, its decisive plunge
into the work of organizing the masses of the
unskilled in the key industries, were progressive
steps and more than warranted the active support
given by the revolutionists to the C.I.0. as the
progressive section of the labor movement. In its
fight against the C.I.O., the leadership of the
A.F. of L. played a disloyal and reactionary role.
Instead of facilitating the work of organizing the
big industries of the country, it stood in the way
at every turn, joining in the union-breaking chorus
of the employers and their apologists. In many
cases, the A.F. of L. leadership even resorted
to downright strike-breaking in an effort to stem
the sensational advances made by the C.I.0.

“However, notwithstanding the wide rift that
developed between the two sections of the labor
movement, there are now strong forces at work
for their unification. The setbacks suffered by the
various sectors of the union movement in most
recent times has strengthened the feeling that
one united organization, instead of two antago-
nistic ones, would make it easier tp win labor’s
battles against the employers. The defeat regis-
tered by the workers in the “Little Steel’ and
similar strikes, has only served.to emphasize the
need of putting an end to the division in labor’s
camp. On top of this is the ominous deepening
of the new crisis, which weakens labor’s hold on
industry and foreshadows an employers’ offensive
to reduce the workers’ standards of living, annul
all the gains made in the past period, and wipe

out whatever union control has been established.

The dangers of the crisis are reflected in the
mounting sentiment among the organized work-
ers throughout the country for a speedy unifica-
iton of the A.F. of:L..and the C.I.0. so that
labor may be able to present.a sorely needed com-
mon front against the capitalist class.”

“Our party, together with. every revolutionary
and class conscious worker, takes a clear-cut
position in favor of the .earliest and completest
‘possible ‘unifieation..of .the ‘A, F. of. L. and the
C.I1.0., and also the hitherto unaffiliated Rail-
ryad Brotherhoods. The only condition, practically
speaking, under which such a unity would be a
step backward .would be one binding the former
C.I1.0. ynions to abandon the industrial form . of
organization.and to divide themselves into scores
Unification on such a
basis is, however, scarcely conceivable.”

“The reactionary role which the .A.F. of L.
leadership has played is clearly established in the
minds of the class conscious workers. From this
it should mot follow that the revolutionary van-
guard makes a fetish of the C.I.O. and worships
unquestioningly at its shrine. Prior to the estab-

lishment of the unity, of the two organizat‘ions,_

which the revolutionists must advocate as their
general line, they work
according to specific local ecircumstances.”

“The sit-down strike is not a universal substitute
for the classic form of strike action (quitting the
plant, mass picket line, etc.) but it is indubitably
a proved contribution to proletarian tactics and
an effective weapon in their struggle. Its initia-
tion and extension are a tribute to the resource-
fulness of the proletariat in finding new and
powerful methods of fighting its class oppressors.
It has served, moreover, the important end of
breaking down an awesome respect for bourgeois
private -property which the ruling class instills
in the proletariat from its childhood onward. It is
our duty to defend this weapon against all at-
témpts to suppress, discredit or outlaw it. This
does not signify that we advocate the indiscrimi-
nate use of the sit-down at all times and in all
cases. We judge its feasibility on the same gene-
ral consideration which determined our tactics in
strikes: general objective conditions, the state of
the union, mood of the membership, position of
the employers and the state, possibilities of achiev-
ing the wobjective, ete., etc.

“The sit-down strike has, however, an even
more significant future before it than the ordinary
strike. Precisely because it challenges the funda-
mental tenet of capitalism, the inviolable right
of private property in the means of production,
the sit-down strike seems to be one of the main
indicated means of mass action—by virtue of the
seizure of the plants and their temporary control
by workers’ committees—for realizing the slogan
in the coming period of: ‘Workers’ Control of
The deepening of the present evisis
will push this slogan to the foreground and, pro-

(Continued on page 3)

at Conventmn in Chlcago

(Continued from page 1)

.
“Deeper into the trade unions,”
was the slogan advocated by
Cannon, “We must root ourselves

in the mass movement in order

to guarantee the proletarian cha-
racter of our party,” he declared.

To Fight Stalinism

The resolution pointed out
that, “the idea that the Commun-
ist (Stalinist) party represents
a progressive factor in the trade
union movement is based upon
outworn memories’ of the past.
The C. P. today is a reactionary
force in the labor movement and

must be dealt with as such. It

is a pernicious influence which
the vanguard elements and mili-
tants must fight tooth and nail
to elinrinate from the working
class movement.”

The convention unanimously
adopted the trade union resolu-
tion.

Special supplementary rveperts
on various industrial fields were
given to the eonvention.

Glen - Talimble, Chlifornia So-
cialist Party secretary, outlined
the situation and the work in
the Maritime industry on the
West Coast where many' com-
rades are active ‘in building a
militant labor movement despite
the sabotage of the Stalinist
clique headed by Harry Bridges.
Work in the rubber-workers
unions and a critical analysis of
the role of the party during the

past thlee years was discussed

BB CA T i

Sassrey s

by B. J. Widick, former research
director of the United Rubber
Workers of America.

Dunne Reports

V. R. Dunne, outstanding lead-
er of the Minneapolis labor mo-
vement, pointed out the lessons
of the trade union work accomp-
lished in that area. He described
the treacherous role played by

the Stalinists in their efforts to

smash the union movement since
it rejected their policies of be-
trayal and fame-up.

The auto and steel union prob-
lems were described by workers
in' those fields; , union reports
from throughout: the country in
various fields followed. *

Specific | recommendations  on
trade union work were drawn up
by a committee elected at the
convention. They ecenter around
the idea of integrating and co-
ordinating the activities of the
party on a national scale.

The unemployed situation and
the need for revitalizing unemp-
loyed organizations like the Work-
ers Alliance through conduct of
militant action for relief demands
was stressed in that discussion
on the agenda. A committee
headed by Art Preis of Toledo
offered detailed recommendations
for work in the unemployed fields.

Discussions wcre to follow on
the  Soviet Unian, the Spanish
revolution, the war in the Far
East, party organization and the
pqrty press. -

- s

‘Convzntion Sidelight-s

in either organization,!

(Continuwed from page 1)

was Comrade Ted Dostal's first
experience at a convention of a
revolutionary party. Dostal is a
leader in the Warehouse Union
in St. Paul. We don’t. of course
have to tell here again the story
of Vinecent and Grant Dunne,
Farrell - Dobbs, Carl Skoglund,
and their co-workers in that
great Band of trade union lead-
ers who he‘xd the party in Min-
neapolis.

Ohio: Toledo sent to the con-
vention leaders in the auto and
unemployed fields. Art Preis,
active'in the first Chevrolet strike,
and the General Motors strike in
1935, editor of the official strike
bulletin, “Strike Truth” was the
delegate. Ted Selander, a lead-
er of the  Auto-Lite strike, and
now in unemployed work, extri-
cated himself from the
tangle long enough to attend the
convention.

Akron sent a delegation . of
members led by Comrade B. J.
Widick.

From Cleveland came a lead-
ing figure ‘in the United Auto
Workers and from  Youngstown
a member of the Teamsters” U-
nion.

New Jersey: Ruben Plaskett,
Negro worker from Newark, and
an Appeal member since last year

was a delegate. Purged from the |

TWOC, he is now in WAA work.
He characterizes the Newark
party members as not “just
theoreticians, but practical work-
ers.”
s o

Michigan: Active in the UAW,

and a worker in the Detroit Ford

WAA-

plant, Jemy Lamont is keeping
his hand on the pulse of the now
quiescent union .movement in
auto. Lamont joined the move-
ment: first as an YSLer. Also from
Detroit, a former European So-

} cialist who recently joined the

party, gave a demonstration not
long ago of Bolshevik trade union
tactics - .He joined the company
union which dominated an auto
parts factory,
weeks work brought the whole
plant into the UAW.

EE

Montana: From the desert and
mountains of Montana came two
revolutionists who have kept alive
their convictions and activities
since the early wobbly days,
Comrades Rodney Salisbury and
John Boulds. In the C. P. for
years, Salisbury held the elective
pvost of Sheriff in Sheridan County
(Billings) for a considerable
length of  time. This post he
abandoned along with his Stalin-
ist connections in 1934 when he
joined the Left Opposition. Now
he is doing important werk as
president of the Montana Farm
Holiday Association.

EE

North Dakota: With experience
in workers’ revolutionary organi-
zations since 1896, Comrade
William Beallou, of Fargo, who
participated - in the Debs cam-
paigns, was a delegate. There are
good prospects of building the
party in Fargo.

L S .

Missouri: St. Louis and Joplin
sent delegations who brought
news that penetration into the
mass fields is progressing in
Missouri. From Joplin, Comrade
H., active in the lead and zinc

junion was a delegate.

.

and after three.
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‘Minneapolis Unionists

gains

MINNEAPOLIS.—Instituting libel suit against the®
the Executive Board of General

Stalinist DazlJ Worker,
Drivers, Local 544, retained

Daily

Albert Goldman, noted Chi-

cago labor lawyer, to proceed with the case.

Suit will be filed in the names®

of Vincent, Grant,, and Miles
‘Dunne, Farrel Dobbs, Bill Brown,
and Local 544. Materials to be
used in the suit are the special
anti-Corcoran edition of the Daily
Worker and previous material of

" the same stripe.

Thus the' Stalinists will have a
chance to try to stretch their
“information” to the legal rules
of evidence—and to pay a stiff
price when they flop.

Further Exposure of

West Coast Frame-Up

The whole mechanism of Sta-
linist frameé-ups in this country
was further blasted by testimony
obtained ftom George Cole; local
C.I.0. director. As readers of
the Socialist Appeal will recall,
the Wist Coast stooges of the
Communist Party attempted to
come to aid of their Minneapolis
brethren with the “confession” of
a certain Robert Bell that he was
sent by Minnesota labor leaders
to kill Harry Bridges, the C.I.0.
director on the Pacific Coast. This
“confession” was blasted at once

in San Francisco. (See the Social-
~ist ‘Appeal of Dec. 11, 1937.)

Cole’s revelations, made public
by the Northwest Organizer, or-

e of 'tHE T eamsters Joitit ‘Coain-
cil of Minneapolis, not only eéx-|

pose the frame-up but bring to
light the methods by which they
are concocted. We reprint the
Northwest Organizer’s article on
the subject, in fulls

How the Bell Affidavit
Was Cooked Up

That one C.I.0 official warn-
ed another against wusing the
phoney Bell affidavit cooked up
by The Stalinists; but that the
C.1.0. officials then got together
to render the frame-up more
plausible, was revealed when
George Cole; Regional Director
of the CH.0O., was recalled for
further examination last week
by the coroner’s jury investigat-
ing the murder of Pdt Corcoran.

Subpoenaed by the jury the
correspondence of the C.I.0.
officlals was introduced in the
record, and reveals the delibera-
teness with which the frame-up
was engineered,

Wanted “Right Kind”
Of Information

On November 17, Richard
Francis, Regional Director of the
C.1.0. in Seattle, Washington,
wrote a letter to Cole, asking
“him for information on Robert [J.
Bell. Cn the 18th Cole wired
Francis: “Party mentioned un-
reliable and no good.” But Fran-
¢is answered by wire,
his request and on the 19th Fran-

cis wired .Cole again for mate-
rial.
On the 20th Francis wrote

Cole, explaining that Bell had
sworn to an affidavit that Meyer
Lewis, A.F. of L. representa-
tive, had hired Bell to kill Harry
Bridges, and urging Cole that
“Any information you can furn-
ish us will greatly assist us in
our work to diseredit the Ameri-
can Federation of Labor and
break the Teamsters racket
under Dave Beck on the West

Coast.” In other words, despite
Cole’'s warning, Francis insisted
on the “right kind” of informa-
tion!

Cole’s Warning
Once more, on November 22,
Coleé' warned Francis:
mentioned treacherous chdracter.
Take no chances,” ‘and followed
up with a letter “to emphasize
my telegram that the man is no
good.” The next day Cole wrote

to Franeis, explaining to him
that *“The drivers (Local 544)
warned all locdls not to trust

Bell in matters of ‘ money 'and’

advised agrinst ‘hiring him as an
organizer.” However, Cole went
on to providé details useful to
Francis in building up a false
picture of Bell as an A.F. of L.
organizer. But he ended his letter,

uit for Libel

orker

“ Pal‘ty

ling here on December 1.

once again, with a
against Bell. .

But Francis—egged on by the
Stalinists who had provided the
phoney affidavit — insisted on
going through with it. His ans-
wer to Cole’s repeated warnings
was to send copies of the affi-
davit to all parts of the country
for release to the press. Obvious-
ly fearing negative comment by
Cole, Francis wired him instruc-
tions on November 29th to release
the affidavit to the press “with
no comments other than ask for

war mn{’

a federal investigation.”

But Francis was not the only
scoundrel.. Cole, after all his
warnings, himself read -the affi-
davit to a Stalinist mass meet-
But
confronted on the
withess stand at the coroner’s
inquest, Cole denied all know-
ledge and responsibility for the
affidavit. With the opening of
his files by the jury, however, it
is clear what his foul role was
in this filthy business.

two days later,

until  after the Goedyear

press.

LeadersAcceptSpeed: Up,
Akron Workers Aroused

AKRON.— Unionism in Aluon
suffered another setback last
week. when officials of Goodyear
local agreed to a company pro-
posal to speed up ploductlon and
ultimately cut wages.

Using the excuse of preventing
decentralization by cutting down
unit production costs, John House
the reactionary president of the
local No. 2, United Rubber Work-
ers of America, accepted the
management’s plan to increase
tire production seven per cent
per man each day.

The rubber companies, notori-
ous throughout American indus-
try for their speed-up system,
did not slow down production
strike
in 1936 and the series of sitdowns
which  followed it. )

Union' members placed an un-
official limit on the amount of
work to be done each shift. Al-

‘though House and his henchmen’

prévented the: “limit” from  be-
coming an official union policy,
the workers maintained it in the
shops.

The limit has become so ex-
plosive an issue, that the mem-
bership of the union were only
informed of the officialdom’s
capitulation through the daily
‘It is probable that it will

"u'mon 'tﬁ

‘the: Stalinist blreaticrdcy; or, on ‘the other hand,

repeating

CONVENTION

RESOLUTIONS

(Continued from page 2)

perly directed by the revolutionary party, it may
become the decisive popular slogan ‘with the masses

¥

of the wor }\els and abowe all oi thg mllxtan; t,zadgq_ g

'I‘he RUSSIan Resolution

After a thorough- éoing analysis of conditions
in the: Soviet Union, the Russxan Resolution draws
the following conclusiofis:

The Solution of the Present Ci‘isis
Of the Soviet Union ,

“The  present erisis - in the Soviet Union will
eventuate either in capitalist - restoration, which
will follow with certainty as the immediate result
of suceessful imperialist attack, or in the long run
with  eqaal certainty from the continued rule of

in the conquest of power by the workers, the re-
establishment of their own - democratically con-
trolled dictatorship as the State power, the re-
form of the ecomomy, and the reassertion of un-
ambiguous progress - toward socialism. Thé cha-
racter and' methods of the present dictatorship,
its armed suppression of all opposition or suspi-
cion of opposition, has done away with all possi-
bility of the peaceful reform of the State, and
leaves the masses only the road of political re-
volution.

The Defense of the Revolution

“The outcome of the present crisis in the Soviet
Union will be decided by international forces. The
Soviet Union is an integral part of the world
economy and polity, and cannot be artificially
isolated from the rest of the world in spite of
all the pretenses of the theory of socialism in one
country. The economic and social conflicts within
the Soviet Union are reflections and expressions
of the conflicts of dinternational economy and of
the international class struggle. The dependence
of the Soviet Union and its destiny upon interna-
tional forces is ninst strikingly of all shown in
the preparations for and probable events of the
coming imperialist war. Indeed, the international
policies of Stalinism are inescapably bound up
with its foreign policy, resting upon alliances with
the democratic imperialist powers and the social-
patriotic betrayal of the masses and of the work-
ers’ revolution.

“The military victory of one or more of the im-
perialist powers over the Soviet Union would gua-
rantee the immediate restoration of capitalism
within the Soviet Union. The unconditional defense

\

of the Soviet Union against imperialism is there-
fore the umperatnve duty of the mternatlonal pro-
letariat.: 5

“ Stahmsm howevex

llkewme m the long run

and the 1est01atxon of capxtahsm w1thm the- Sowet
Union. The revolutionary defense of the Soviet
Union, that is the defense of the remaining con-
quests of the Revolution of 1917—above all of the
nationalized economy and the mighty foundation
it provides for workers’ rule and progress toward
socialism—therefore requires no less imperatively
the struggle against Stalinism. This means, within
the Soviet Union, the political struggle to win the
decisive sections of the Soviet mas$és to the re-
volutionary program and upon that basis the over-
throw of the Stalinist bureaucracy and the re-
establishment of the democratically controlled
Workers’ State. The struggle against Stalinism,
far from being inconsistent .with the uncondi-
tional defense of the Soviet Union against impe-
rialism, is a necessary part of such defense: Theé
struggle for the revival of the Russian proletariat
and for the overthrgw of the Stalinist dicatorship
that will' ensure the socialist progress of the
Soviet Union, is impossible without the fullest po-
litical and material aid to the Bolshevik-Leninists
in the Soviet Union in their work to reconstitute
the revolutionary proletarian party of Marxian in-
ternationalism, section of the Fourth International.

"Tﬁe defense of the Soviet Union, of the Russian
Revolution, is inseparable now as always from. the
international revolution. The success of the revo-
lution internationally, in at least certain of the
advanced capitalist nations, is the only assusance
for the socialist development of the Soviet Union,
the only way in which to root out Stalinism and
regenerate the Russian Revolution. Defense of
the Soviet Union therefore excludes support of
any imperialist government, or capitalist govern-
ment within any imperialist coalition in the com-
ing war, whether or not allied with the Soviet
Union; but ‘requires the vigorous prosecution of
the class struggle within every country with the
aim of the overthrow of the capitalist government
and the establishment of a Workers’ State. Only
such a State can in actuality defend the rvevolu-
tionary interests of the Soviet Union.

“Within thé Soviet Union and internationally,
the indispensable condition of thé exténsion cf the
revolution is the building of the new party of
Marxian internationalism; of the Fourth Interna:
tional. The task of the defense of the Soviet Union,
the revolutionary struggle for workers’ power and
for socialism throughout the world, are sumnred
up in the building of the Fourth International,

and its sections throughout the world."

not be discussed at the business
meeting, but left to the plant
foremen to introduce.

“In event the program is work-
ed out, it will be handled depart-
ment by department, it was learn-.
ed. There will be no general pro-
gram to.cover the entire fac-
tory”, the Akron Times-Press
said. :

Since the limit was the great-
est single factor in building
unions in the- rubber industry,
its abolition will throw the U.
R. W. A. into further retreat.
Men with 10, 15, and 20 years’
service, who were about to be
lischarged in 1936 bécause they
could not compete with younger,
faster workers, joined the union,
because it saved their livelihood.
Now their future, and the future
of the loeal is imperiled by the
surrender of the officers.

If successful in bringing back
the speediup; thé companies will
cut wages. Before the days of
the U. R. W. A., the companies
often urged the men to produce
more.

The company would then cut
wages for each unit produeed.

Thousands of Akron workers
in the grip of the economic crisis
may accept this attack upon their
living standards. They may be-
lieve, at first, that more produc-
tion and longer hours may in-
crease their wages slightly.

“I ‘have worked one month in
the last five,” one Goodyear tire
builder stated. “My total wages
for this period were less than.
what a WPA 'labérer gets.” .

However; not all' the unionists
will take the attack without re- -
sistance, Already several have

“beating + up - productién hogs”.
Resistance against the rubber
barons must be organized, direc-
teéd and done on a mass basis:

The organization of a progres-
sive bloc on the basis of retain-
ing wage and hour standards and .
for union dechra'cy, is the first .
step to be taken in combatting
the combined attack of the-com- -
panies and their stooges within
the umon
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MENSHEVISM AND BOLSHEVISM IN SPAIN

The military operations in Ethiopia, in Spain, in
ithe Far East are being studied closely by all military
staffs, preparing themselves for the great future war.
The battles of the Spanish proletariat, heat lightning
flashes of the future world revolution, should be no less
attentatively studied by the revolutionary staffs: only
under this condition will coming events not take us un-
awares. ’

Three conceptions fought—with uneven forces—
in the so-called republican camp: Menshevism, Bolshev-
ism and Anarchism. So far as as the bourgeois repub-
lican parties are concerned, they had neither indepen-
dent ideas nor independent political significance and
maintained themselves only on the back of the reform-
ists and anarchists. Furthermore, it would not be any
kind of exaggeration to say that the leaders of Spanish
anarcho-syndicalism did everything to repudiate their
doctrine and virtually reduce its significance to zero.
Actually in the so-called republican camp two doctrines
fought: Menshevism and Bolshevism. -

~'In accordance with the viewpoint of the Socialists
and Stalinists, i. e. Mensheviks of the first and second
mobilization, the Spanish revolution was to have solved
only its “democratic” tasks, for which a single front
with the “democratic” bourgeoisie- was necessary. From
this point of view every attempt of the proletariat to
go outside the limits of bourgeois .democracy is. not only
premature but fatal. Moreover, on the order of the
-day stands not the revolution but the struggle against
. the insurgent Franco. Fascism is “reaction”. Against
“reaction” it is necessary to unite all forces of “pro-
gress.” Menshevism, itself a branch of bourgeois
thought, does not have and does not wish to have any
" understanding of the fact that fascism is not feudal but
bourgeois reaction, that one can successfully. fight

- against bourgeois reaction ohly with the forces and

methods of the proletarian revolution.

The Bo]shevxk pomt of view, consummately express-
ed ‘only by the'young section of the Fourth Interna-
tional, emanated from the theory of p’ermanerit revo-
lution, that is, that even purely democratic problems,
like the liquidation of semi-feudal land-ownership, can-
not be solved without the conquest of power by the
proletariat; but this in turn places the socialist rev-
olution on the order of the day. Moreover, the Spanish
workers themselves posed practically, from the first
stages of the revolution, not only those problems simply
democratic but those purely socialist. The demand not
to step out of the bounds of bourgeois democracy sig-
nifies in actuality not a defense of the democratic rev-
olution but a repudiation of it. Only through an over-

turn in agrarian relations could the peasantry, the great

mass of the population, have been transformed into a

powerful bulwark against fascism. But the land-own-.

ers are tied with indissoluble bonds to the banking-
commercial-industrial bourgeoisie and bourgeois intel-
- ligentsia dependent on them. Thus the party of the
proletariat faced the necessity of a choice between being
with the peasant masses or with the liberal bourgeoisie.
. The inclusion of the peasantry and the liberal bourge-
oisie in a common coalition could have been done with

but a single aim: to help the bourgeoisie deceive the:

peasantry and thus isolate the werkers. The agrarian
.revolution could have been accomplished only against
the bourgeoisie, hence only through measures of the
dictatorship of the proletariat. There does not exist
any kind of middle, intermediate regime.

From the viewpoint of theory in Spanish politics,
Stalin more than anything astounds one by his complete
obliviousness to the alphabet of Leninism. After a lapse
of several decades—and what decades!—the Comintern
has fully re-established as proper the doctrine of Men-
shevism. More than that: it has contrived to give to
this doctrine a more ‘“‘consistent” and by that token a
more absurd expression. In Czarist Russia, on the eve
of 1905, the formula of ‘“purely democratic revolution”
had behind it in any case immeasurably more argu-
ments than in 1937 in Spain. No wonder that in con-
temporary Spain “the liberal workers’ policy” of Men-
shevism became a reactionary anti-working class poliey
of Stalinism. At the same time the doctrine of the Men-

sheviks, this caricature of Marxism, was transformed
into a caricature of itself.

THE “THEORY” OF THE PEOPLE’S FRONT

However, it would be naive to thing that at the basis
of the politics of the Comintern in Spain there lies a
theoretical ‘“mistake.”
theory of Marxism, or through any kind of theory in
generaf, but by the empirical interests of the Soviet
bureaucracy. In their own circle the Soviet cynics laugh
at Dimitrov’s ‘“philosophy” of the People’s Front. But
they have at their dispesal for deceiving the masses
numerous staffs of preachers of this holy formula, sin-
cere ones and cheats, simpletons and charlatans.
Louis Fischer with his ignorance and self-satisfaction,
with his provincial reasoning and organic deafness
to - revolution is the most repulsive representative
of this unattractive fraternity. “The union of pro-
gressive forces!” “The triumph of the idea of the People’s
Front!” “The assault of the Trotskyists on the unity of
the anti-fascist ranks!”.... Who will believe that the
Communist Manifesto .was written 90 years ago?

The theoreticians of the People’s Front in essence
do not go further than the first rule of arithmetic, that
is, addition: the total of “Communists”, Socialists, Anar-
chists and liberals is greater than each one separately.

Such-is all their wisdom. Arithmetic, however, is not suf--

ficient in this problem. Mechanics, at least, is necessary:

the law of the parallelogram of forces has validity also
in politics. The resultant, as is known, is the shorter the

more the competent forces diverge from each other. -

When political allies pull in opposite directions, the re-

~sultant can prove equal to zero. A bloc of different poli-

-

| - tical groups of the working class is completely indispens- -

able for the solution of common practical problems.
Under certain ‘historical conditions, such a bloc is ca-

pable of attracting to itself the oppressed and petty-

bourgeois masses whose interests are close to the in-

terests of the proletariat. The general force of such a bloc
‘can - prove to be immeasurably stronger than. .the force
‘of each of its component parts.

political union of the proletariat 'With,_the bourgeoisie,
whose interests in the present epoch diverge upon basic
questions at an angle of 180 degrees, is capable, as a
general rule, of only paralyzmg the revolutionary force
of the proletariat.

Civil war, where the force of bare coercion has
little validity, demands the spirit of the highest self-
denial from its participants. The workers and peasants
are capable of assuring victory only if they carry on a

struggle for their own liberation. Under these condi- -
tions, to subordinate the proletariat to the leadership of -
the bourgeoisie means beforehand to asSure- its defeat -

in the civil war.
These simple truths are least of all the fruit of pure

theoretical analysis. On the contrary, they represent the
- unassailable conclusion of the whole historical experience, -
beginning, at least, with-1848. The newest history of

bourgeois society is filled with- all forms of the “People’s

Front”, i.e., with the most diverse political combinations -
for the' deception of the toilers. The Spanish experience -

is but a new tragic link in this chain of crimes and be-
trayals. .

THE UNION WITH A SHADOW OF THE
BOURGEOISIE

Politically most striking is the fact that in the
Spanish People’s Front there was not in essence a par-
rallelogram of forces: the place of the bourgeoisie was
occupied by its shadow. Through the agency of the Stalin-
ists, Socialists, and Anarchists, the Spanish bourgeoisie
subordinated the proletariat to itself, not even troubling
itself to participate in the People’s Front: the over-
whelming majority of the exploiters of all political shades
openly went over into the camp of Franco. Without any
recourse to the theory of ‘“permanent revolution”, the

_ Spanish bourgeoisie from the very beginning understood

that the revolutionary movement of the masses, no matter
what is its initial point, is directed against private pro-

perty, in land and in the means of production, and that -
it ‘is utterly impossible te eope with this mevement by -
. democratic measures. In-the republican camp remained, -

therefore, only insignificant splinters from the posses-

Stalinism rules not through the

On the ,c,o,ntrary, the .

sing classes, Messrs. Azana, Companys, and their like—
political lawyers of the bourgeoisie but not the bourge-
oisie itself. Having placed its stake fully upon a military
dictatorship, the possessing classes were able at the same
time to make use of their political representatives of
yesterday in order to paralyze, disorganize and after-
ward stifle the socialist movement of the masses upon
“republican” territory. - -

No longer representing in the slightest degree the
Spanish bourgeoisie, the left Republicans still less re-
presented the workers and peasants. They represented
no one but-themselves. However, thanks to their allies:
the Socialists, Stalinists and Anarchists, these political
phantoms played the decisive role in the revolution. How?
Very simply: in the capacity of incarnating the principle
of the ‘“democratic revolution”, i.e. the inviolability of
private property.

THE STALINISTS IN THE PEOPLE’S FRONT

The reasons for the rise of the Spanish People’s
Front - and its .inner meehanics are entirely clear. The
problem facing the retired leaders of the left wing of

| the beurgeoisie consisted in stopping the revolution of
" the masses and thus gaining the lost confidence of the:

exploiters: “Why do you need Franco if we, the Repub-
licans, can do the same thing?” The interests of Azana
and Companys fully coincided:at this central point with
the interests of Stalin whe néeded to gain the confidence
of the French and British boukgeoisie by proving to them
in action his-ability to presepve “order’ against “anar-
chy”. Stalin needed Azana and Companys as a covering
before- the -workers: Stalin: himself, of course, is for
socialism, but one should not:push aside the republican

- bourgeoisie! Azana and Companys needed Stalin as an
-experienced executioner- withs:;the authority of a revolu-
tionist: without this-they, an insignificant lot, would -

never have been capable of aftacking the workers. They
would not have-dared. The ti#aditional reformists of the

-Second ‘International; ‘long ago thrown off .-the rails by
.the course of the class:struggle; began to feel a new tide " |-
of confidence, thanks. to-the support'of Moseow. However, -

this support was given not to all reformists but only to
the more reactionary ones. €aballero - represented that

face of the Socialist Party which was turned toward the

workers’ aristocracy. Negrin: and Prieto always looked
towards the bourgeoisie. Negrin won over Caballero

. ‘with the help of Moscow. The left socialists and anarch-

ists, the captives of the People’s Front, tried, it is true,
to save what could be saved of democracy. But since they
did not dare to mobilize the masses against the gendarmes
of the People’s Front, their efforts at the end were re-

duced to woeful jeremiads. The Stalinists thus proved -

to be in alliance with the more rightist, openly. bour-
geois, wing of the Socialist ‘Party. They directed their
repressions. agdinst the left: The POUM, the Anarchists,
the “left” Socialists, i.e., against the centrist groupings
who reflected, though in a remote degree, the pressure
of the revolutionary masses.

. This political fact, very. significant in‘it,self,;reveals

at the same time the extent of the degeneration of the

Comintern during the past years. We once-defined Sta-

linism as bureaucratic centrism, and events gave a series -
of proofs as to the correctness of this definition. But -

now it has obviously become-obsolete. Already the. in-
terests of the Bonapartist bureaucracy will not recon-
cile with the centrist half-way policy. = Searching
for reconciliation with the bourgeosie, the Stalinist
clique is capable of entering an alliance only with the
more conservative groupings of the international work-
ers’ aristocracy. Thus the counter-revolutionary cha-
racter of Stalinism on an international arena expressed
itself definitively.

THE COUNTER-REVOLUTIONARY ADVANTAGES
OF STALINISM

We thus closely approach the solution of the enig-
ma of how and why the leadership of the “Communist”
Party of Spain, insignificant in numbers and level, prov-
ed capable of gathering into its hands all levers of power,
in face of the incomparably more powerful organiza-

- tions of -the- Socialists -and Anarehists. The usual expla-
‘nation that the Stalinists merely bartered Soviet-weapons -

for power is extremely -supeificial. - For the supply of

arms Moscow received Spanish gold. According to the
laws of the capitalist market, this is sufficient. How

* then did Stalin contrive to get power also-into the bar-

c¢ain? In reply to this we are commonly told: having
raised its authority in the eyes of the masses by furnish-

“ing military supplies, the Soviet government asked as

the condition of its ‘‘collaboration” drastic measures
against revolutionists and thus removed dangerous op-
ponents from its path. All this is -completely indisputable
but this is but one, and at that the less important, aspect
of the matter. In spite of the “authority” created by the
Soviet supplies, the Spanish Communist Party remain-
ed a small minority and met with ever-growing hatred
on the part of the workers. On the other hand, it is in-
sufficient that Moscow put up conditions; it was neces-
sary that Valencia accept them. In this is the essence
of the matter: Not only Zamora, Companys and Negrin,
but Caballero, during his incumbency as premier, all of
them more or less readily met the demands of Moscow.
Why? Because these gentlemen themselves wished to
keep the revolution within bourgeois limits. Not only the
Socialists but the Anarchists as well did not seriously

 oppose the Stalinist program. They feared a break with
. the bourgeoisie. They were deathly afraid of every re-

volutionary onslaught of the workers.

Stalin with his arms and with his counter-revo-
lutionary- ultimatum was a savior for these groups. He
guaranteed. them, as they hoped, military. victory over
Franco and at the same time he freed them from res-
ponsibility for the course of the revolution. They hasten-
ed-to put their socialist and anarchist masks into the.
closet in the hope of making use of them again when
Moscow : re-established bourgeois democracy for them.
As the finishing touch to their comfort, these gentle-
men could from now on justify their- betrayal to the
workers by the necessity for a military agreement with
Stalin. Stalin on his part justified his counter-revolution-

ary politics by the necessity for an agreement with’ the :
-repubhcan bourgeoisie.

~~ Only from this wider point of view does that _ang'el‘ie‘
toleration ‘which -such knights of right and freedom as

Azana, Negrin, Companys, Caballero, Garcia Oliver and

' others showed toward the crimes of the G.P.U. become

clear to us. If they had no other choice as they affirm,
it was not at all because they could not pay for the air-
planes and tanks other than with the heads of the re-
volutionists and rights of the workers, but because their
own “purely democratic” i.e.,, anti-socialist program,
could not be realized by any other measures except
through terror. When the workers and peasants enter

on the path of their revolution, i.e., to fake possession -

of the factories, property, drive out the old owners, seize
power in the provinces, then the bourgeois counter-re-
volution—democratic, Stalinist, or Fascist, there is no
difference—has no other means to stop this movement
except by bloody force, complemented by lies and deceit.

The advantage enjoyed by the Stalinist clique on this-
road censisted in its ability to use at once methods which -

were: nat within the eapacity of Azana, Companys ‘Ne-
grin and-their left allies.

STALIN IN HIS.  OWN WAY CONFIRMS THE

CORRECTNESS OF THE THEORY OF
PERMANENT REVOLUTION

Two irreconcilable programs thus fought on the
territory of republican Spain. On the one hand, the pro-
gram of saving private property from the proletariat
at any cost and— to the extent possible— saving demo-
cracy from Franco; on the other hand, the program of
abolishing private property through the conquest of
power by the proletariat. The first program expressed
the interests of capital through the agency of the work-
ers’ aristocracy, the top circles of the petty bourgeoisie
and especially through the Soviet bureaucracy. The
second program translated into the language of Marx-
ism expressed the not fully conscious but powerful ten-
dencies of the revolutionary movement of the masses.
Unfortunately for the revolution, between the handful
of Bolsheviks and the revolutionary proletariat, stood
the counter-revolutionary wall of the People’s Front. -

The politics of the People’s Front was defined, in

turn, not at all by the blackmail of Stalin-as a supplier -

of arms. There was, of course, no lack of blackmail. But

i kyism

he Lesson of Spain-—-the Last W afning -: By Leon Trotsky

the reason for the success of this blackmail is lodged
in the inner conditions of the revolution itself. The grow-
ing onslaught of the masses against the regime of semi-
feudal and bourgeois property was, during six whole
years, its social background. The need to defend this
property by the severest means threw the bourgeoisie into
the embrace of Franco. The republican government pro-
mised the hourgeoisie to defend property by “demo-
cratic” measures but revealed, especially in July 1936,

. its full bankruptcy. When the situation on the property

iront became still more threatening than on the military
front, the democrats of-all colors, including the Anar-
chists, bowed before Stalin; and he found no other
methods in his own arsenal than the methods of Franco.

The baiting of the “Trotskyists”, POUMists, revo-
lutionary Anarchists and left Socialists; the fiithy

slander, false documents, tortures in Stalinist holes, -

murders in dark-alleys—without all this the bourgeois
regime, under the republican flag, could not have lasted
even two months. The G.P.U. proved to be the master
of the situation only because it defended more consistent-
ly than the others, i.e., with the greatest baseness and
bloodthirstiness, the interests of the bourgeoisie against
the proletariat.

In the struggle against the soecialist revolution the
“democrat” Kerensky at first sought support in the mi-

“litary dictatership of Kornilov, then tried to enter: Pe-
trograd in the baggage-train of the monarchist general

Krasnov. On the other hand, the Bolsheviks, in order to
bring the demoeratic revolution to a conclusion, were

‘compelled to overthrow the government of “democratic”

charlatans and babblers. Through this they incidentally
put an end to every kind of attempt at military (or

- “fascist”) dictatorship. iy
The Spanish revolution again demonstrates that’ it

is 1mp0s51ble to defend democracy against the revolu-

iionary masses other than by the methods of fascist reac-
tion.  And vice versa, it is impossible to lead the actual
struggle against fascism other than by methods of the :
proletarian revolution. Stalin waged war against “Trots-. ,
(proletarlan revolution), destrovmg democracy - ;
by the Bonapartist measures of the G.P.U. By this
again and definitively is overthrown the old Menshevik :

theory, adopted by the Comintern, which divides the

democratic and socialist revolutions into two independent -
historical chapters, separated in time from each other.

The work of the Moscow executioners confirms, in its
own way, the correctness of the theory of permanent
revolution.

THE ROLE OF THE ANARCHISTS

The anarchists had no independent pesition of any
kind in the Spanish revolution. They- did no more than
waver between Bolshevism and Menshevism. More pre-
cisély: the anarchist workers instinctively tried to go
on the Bolshevik road (July 1936, the May days 1937)

- mde

.while their leaders, on the contrary; with all their might

drove the masses into the camp of the People’s Front,
i. e., the bourgeois regime.

The Anarchists revealed a fatal lack of understand-
ing of the laws of the revolution and its problems when
they tried to limit themselves to their own trade unions

 permeated with the routine of peaceful times, ignoring

what went on outside of the bounds of the trade unions,
in the masses, in the political parties and in the appa-
ratus of the government. Were the Anarchists revolu-
tionists they would first of all have called for the crea-
tion of Soviets, uniting the representatives of all the
workers of the city and the country, including the more
oppressed strata who had never joined a trade union.
The revolutionary workers would naturally occupy the
dominating position in these Soviets. The Stalinists would
prove to be an insignificant minority. The proletariat
would convince itself of its own invincible strength. The
apparatus of the bourgeois state would be suspended in
the air. One strong blow would be needed to pulverize
this- apparatus. The Socialist revolution would have re-
ceived a powerful impetus. The French proletariat would
not for long have permitted Leon Blum to block the pro-
letarian revolution beyond the Pyrenees. Neither could
the Mescow bureaueracy permit itself- such a luxury.

The most difficult questions would prove soluble of them- . -
- selves.

(To be Concluded Next Week)
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In The Teachers Umon

PEOP

NEW YORK.—The honeymoon’
period in the 'Teachers Union of
New York City is over. Once
more the battle for progressive
policies in the largest and most
important organization of the
American . Federation of Teach-
ers in being waged with full vi-
gor. In order that the reader
may gain an understanding of
why the progressive forcés are
fighting the present leadership
we present a restume of the im-
portant issues that have arisen.

Period of Growth

+

S FRONT POLICIES OF
TALINIST ADMINISTRATION

thought is expressed not to ex-'chairmen and in other posts that

cuse the course of the leadership
but to explain the vicious role of
people’s frontism. The Rank and
File “lions”
mass action and nothing but
mass action now become mild
parliamentarian lobbyists at Al-
bany and at City Hall and at the
| Board of Education.

Mr. Isadore Begun, the leader
‘of the Rank dnd File Group, who
was ousted from his teaching
]Ob by the Beard of Edueation
because of his dramatic espousal
of the cause of a dismissed teach-

In 1985, the combined efforts
of the various groups that were
opposed to the Lefkowitz-Lin-{
ville, leadership resulted in sav-
ing the Teachers” Union from

disruption. Dué to the progress-

ive . policies that were adopted
and to the inner democratic re-
gime that was instituted by the
new administration which con-
sisted of representatives of the
various groups, there followed a

period of rapid growth of the |

Union from a mniembership of
about 1400 after the split to a
membership »f over 6,000 in less
than two years. Recruits were
obtained from employed and un-
employed public school teachers
in the elementary and high school

divisions,:from the school clerical |

staffs; a college section was de-
veloped which has since grown
into a separate local, and da pti-
vate school section was set up
to organize teachers employed in
private schools.

Due to the effedtive use of
mass pressure tactics a ‘number

of noteworthy victories were
won: the restoration of salary
cuts, the appointment of hund-

reds of new teachérs and the re-
instatement of dismissed college
teachers.

A monthly organ,
York Teacher, and a weekly news
-letter were  issued regularly.
The educational authorities were
compelled to recognize the ex-
istéricé of this new factor by thé
granting. of various other con-
cessions to the teachers inecluding
.a form of semi-recognition grant-
ed to the Teachers Union in offi-
cial and semi-official conferences,
etc.

Role of “Rank and File”
Group

In the phenomenal growth of
the Union the chief beneficiary
was the Rank and File Group—
the largest, the most influential
and best organized of the former
opposition groups —developed ori-
ginally on the basis of a “third
period” trade union, and political
program. Despite the fact that

its dual union policies and ad-

venturistic tactiecs drove hund-
reds of old members out of the
“Union and into the camp of the
Teachers Guild -splitters (Lefko-
witz-Lihville), its  essentially
militant program and the atdor
with which it carried it out at-
tracted many of the younger
teachers to whom trade unionism
was a novel experierce.

But the militancy and progres-
siveness of the “Rank and File”
leadership did not last very long. :
People’s froiitism and class' col- |
laboration policies were imposed
from without upon a young lead-

ership that basically desired to‘

follow a progressive policy. This | sives to functxon as committee 'exploitation

The New |«

er, now began preaching soft-
speaking and collaboration with
certain members of the Board
'of Edueation. He, who hauled
"Dr. Lefkowitz over the coals for
his defensé of Mayor LaGuardis,
now became lyrical over the vir-
tues of the people’s front mayor.

Defend American Legion

It not only issued invitations
to the Ameriean Legion, but de-
fended this exponent of Ameri-
can militarism from hostile cvi-
ticism of its anti-labor policies.
To the dual union splitters, the
Teachérs Guild, it offered the
liquidation of groups in the
Union, one of the basic demo-
uatlc 1ssues in the confhct

United Progresswes
Organize

In opposition to these policies,
there was orgénized the United
Progressive Group, which was a
merger of various tendencies in
jthe Union who were opposed to
the unprincipled, demogogiecal
and class collaborationist policies
of the ° “Rank and File” leadership.
But the United Progressives were ]
unable
aiainst the influence of the

ank and Filé” because within
the former was a distinctly
right wing tendency, (Davidson-
Beigle leadership)  which believ-
ed in collaboration with the

hope of réforming it.

This right’ wing eriticized the
Rank and Filé, nét with the ob-
jectivé of convincing it of the
superiority of its poilcies. When
the Union elections of June 1936
took place, it executed a right
about face agreement with the
Rank and File Group for a com-
mon slate. This agreement was
an unprincipled one; because of
the basic différences that exist-
ed between the two groups, but
it was brought about because
the leadership of the Rank and
File and of the right wing of
the United Progressives found it
[more convenient to divide the
posts between themselves with-
lout a principled struggle in full
view of the membership.

That the Davidson-Beigel lead-
ership of the United Progressives
had sold the birthright of the
Group for a mess of pottage wasg
revealed soon after the election
was over. The “Rank and File”
leadership proceeded not only to
|tear up the comnion program
lagieed to as a basis of the slate,
ibut in place of the collective
leadership in the Union which
was to beé the concrete expres-
sion of the deal, they proceeded
to make it imposgible for the
adherents of the United Progres-

who' once roared forl

o

to make any headway-

Rank and File leadership in the||

had been allotted to them. Their
resignation, one by one, was
clear proof of the unsoundness
of such a course. The bankruptcy
of the David«on-Beigcl of course
\\as appalent

Stlong protest movementq
within the membeérship of the
United Progressives against such
election deals: soon developed,
but the struggle against the
Davidson-Beigel leadéership came
to a head; whenh ih violation of
the clearly expressed policy of
the United Progressive Group on
the question of independent po-
litical action, this leadérship
broke away from the Group' to
form a bloc with the “Rank and
File” in support of the Amétiean
Labor party’s Roosevélt-Lehman
Campaign of 1936.

Emergence of the Inde-
pendent Group

The chief issue in the union
elections of May, 1937 was the
problem of dealing with unemp-
loyment among teachers which
has been acute since 1929. New
York City teachers obtain re-
gular positions in the service
after passing civil service exami-
nations conducted by a Board of
Examiners. After that they must
it ““for “appointment by  the
i Board of Education, which ap-
points only when vacancies exist
or when vacancies are created by
it due to furtds made available

vetnment in the annual b'ud'.é‘et
During the past economic crisis,
the Boaird made relatively few
appointments with the result that’
the classes became
{on the one hand and on the other
hahd thousands of unemployed
teachers wilked the stidets.

In the elemiéntary school divi:

beén waltmg for appointment
since 1930, not to speak of many
théusdhds of quakified teachers
in this branch of the service who
have been failed arbitrarily by,
the Board of Examiners and who
have been driven out of the pro-
fession altogether.

In the high school - division
there are a few thousand unemp-
loyed teachers who have been
failed by the Bosdrd for regular
positions but who are employed
as substitutes on temporary
jobs as these arise, at a fraction
of the salary of the regular
teacher. This is clearly a wage
cutting device. During the session
of the State Legislature the Ad-
ministration of the Union pro-
posed a bill requiring the Board
of Examiners to place subsitutes
with three years experiénce on
regular list even though they
had not passed written civil ser-
vice examinations.

| Measure Deceives

On the surface, this appeared
very attractive to many substi-
tutes who thought that now their
troubles would be over. But a
closer examination' of this mea-
sure will show that it virtually

abolishes the civil service system-|

of New York State, a system
whieh furnishes a certain mea-
sure of protection for some 200,-

’OOO civil service employees fromi

by corrupt politi-

for that purpose by the city go- {§|

overcrowed |{§{

sion there are thousands of teach- [§i
ers now on regular lists who have |}

cians,—a system which is essen-
tially progressive because it is
based on merit rather than on
political pull or favoritism. Be-
side, the measure, if passed,
would benefit only a few teach-
ers at the top of the list who had
secured their temporary posi-
tions chiefly through favoritism.
The bill did not provide a single
dollar for jobs by which appoint-
ments could be made and which
is the nub of the whole matter.
This measure appeals as we have
said before, to the substitute be-
cause of its apparent concession
in the matter of exemption from
examinations, but the opposition
by exposing the peoplé’s front
demagogy as a fraud, and by
proposing a program of fair ex-
aminations and appropriations of
millions of dollars with which
to make more appointments was
able to poll 44 per cent of the
voté cast in a referendum vote
f the membership.

The opposition t5 the Adminis-
tration measure was so great
that they did not dare to intro-
duce it in the legislature. Besides,
a modified bill, passed by the
State Legislature, was vetoed by
Gov. Lehman, the people’s front
Governor, at the request of
Mayor LaGuardia, the people’s
front mayor. Together with this
legislation, he also vetoed other
législation raising the per diem
wages of the underpaid substi-
tutes and the annual salary of
certain categories of underpaid
school teachers.

It was from this debacle that
‘he Independent Group arose and
conducted an election campaign

the end of over-crowded classes
by the reduction of classroom re-
gisters and the applopuatlon of

based upon a program calling for.

millions of dollars with which to
make appointments of substitute
teachers to regular positions.

In addition, the program called
for independent political action
and against the policy of the Ame-
rican Labor Party in endorsing
the candidates of capitalist par-
ties. It also called for opposition
to imperialist wars and against
affiliation with the American
League Against War and Fase
ism with its collective security

‘program.

Independents Show
Strength

In opposition to the Admini-
stration, and in opposition to the
Progressive Group, which agreed
with the Administration in its
support of the policies and can-
didates of the American Labor
Party, the Independent slate was
able to poll over 20 per cent of
the vote and to elect several of
its candidates to the Executive
Board, a remarkable showing
considering the grip which the
Administration has had on the
membership in the past.

In the national ¢onvention of
the - American Federation of
Teachers at Madison, Wis., which
followed, the delegates of the
Independent Group, combined
with ‘other delegations to form:
a national caucus in advocacy of
a progressive program calling
for a national campaign for the
purpose of organizing the more
than one million teachers of the
country and in opposition to the
people’s front on the war ques-
tion. (See Socialist Appeal Sept.
11, 1937 for an account of this
convenhtion.) -

Another article dealing

with the Teachers -Union will

appear in the next issue.
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EAST SIDE LABOR FORUM

announces

““§'EABOR TOUR OF THE WORLD”

Surveying the labor movement in the world’s
“hottest spots”

ON FRIDAY EVENINGS AT 8:00

Jan. 7 — U. S. 8. R. — John G. Wright
(Translator of Trotsky’s Works)

Jan. 14 — CHINA — Robert Graves
(Authority on Far East)

- Jan, 21 — SPAIN — Harry Milton
(Fxrst hand report from the front)

: Jan. 28 — U. 8. A.
i (Prof. of Philosophy - N. Y. U.)

E. 14th St. at Second Ave,

— James Burnham

TEMPLE
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Excluswe Phlladelphia Showmg'

13

again!”’

- and again.”—

POPLAR TF

TSAR TO LENIN

Compiled Over A Period Of Thlrteen Years
HERMAN AXELBANK
Edited, With Commentary Written a.nd Narrated By
MAX EASTMAN

. Who knows when he will have a chance to view
an unexpurgated story of the Russian Revolution
Ludwig Lore, N. Y. Post.

“....A film that is so impressive,
thrilling that it immediately goes on your list of
" photoplays that must be seen—not once, but again
William Boehnel, N. Y. World-Telegram

SATRE, N. 6 at Poplar

- SUNDAY MONDAY AND TUESDAY Only

3y

so exciting, so
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Popular Fron
French Sit-Downs;

Gov’t

French labor was given an-
other bitter and illuminating les-
son in the real nature of Popular
Frontism last week when their
P. F. Government smashed with-
in 24 hours the general strike of
Paris municipal workers.

Opposed by the trade-union
bonzes, and only tardily support-
ed by the band-wagon Stalinists,
the strike was forced by the mi-
litant pressure of a rank and file
fed up with the failure of pro-
tracted class-collaborationist ‘ne-
gotiations’. More than 120,000
responded to ‘the strike call: all
transport service, by subway,
by bus, and tram, was completely
stopped; gas, electricity, and
sanitary services were cut to the
minimum; and only skeleton ser-
vice was maintained in street
lignting, water, etc.

Savage Threats

The answer of that great friend
of labor, the People’s Front Go-
vernment, was instantaneous and
savage: it called out the Mobile
Guards, bréught in 1,000 troops
ready to break the strike (as
they were already doing in the
truck-drivers’ strike), and to cap
all, threatened to call the strik-
ing workers (who are army re-
servists) to the colors for strike
duty, so that, as French sbldiers,
they had either to act as their
own strike-breakers or face court-
martial ‘for ‘desertion or mutiny

—a method of repression .which’

marks a new low in the hypocri-
tical cynicism of class-collabora-
tionist reformism.

But a strike is a strike, ‘The
superiority of genuine class-
struggle mass action over round-
table deals is shown by the fact
that fear forced the P. :F. :to

couple to its military threats a-
. half-way concession—it is report-
ed that they offered the Paris:
~workers between 50 and 70 francs

(1:85 to 2.31) a month instead
of the demanded minimum of
between 100 and 150 -francs as a
special high-cost-of-living grant
(the French price-index has in-
creased 50 per cent in the last
vear). But the reports are con-
flicting; and, as matters stand
in France, even this wretched
amelioration may well be stolen
from the workers, now they
have returned to work, in the
final negotiations.

Stalinist  ‘Explanations’

French labor will not soon
forget this lesson, following im-
mediately upon the government’s
use of the army as strike-break-
ers in the walkout of grocery
workers and truck drivers. Even
the Paris council of the C.G.T.
(French equivalent of the A.F.
of L.) has sharply protested
against the Popular Front’s fa-
seist threat to mobilize the work-
ers into the army to break their
own strike. The Stalinist news-
paper I"Humanité, however,
makes the following statement

under the heading “People’s Front

Victory”:

“The workers’ wvictory is a
victory of the. People’s Front.
Doriot, de la Rocque, the trusts
and the newspapers all urged
the government to use force,
to throw itself into the arms
of reaction.

“But the government, re-
flecting the extent of the mo-
vement, its echoes and reali-
zations, realized this must not
be done.”

Calls

roops

eys;

-and . clags-consciousness

By Terence Phelan

Do these bland liars think the
French working class is deaf,
dumb, blind, and feeble-minded?
The Popular Front government
mobrilized the Gardes Mobiles and
1,000 troops against the strike,
prepared for even heavier army
repression; and these cynical
Stalinist editors proclaim ‘the go-
vernment. ... realized this must
not be done. ‘A People’s Front
Victory’ alas it was—a victory
over the Paris municipal work-
ers by ‘French capital acting
through its Popular Front lack-
that even a compromise
settlement has been precariously
obtained is because the govern-
ment of the Front Populaire,
though promising its finance-
capital masters that it would
‘use the utmost vigor...’ ‘and
despite all resistance ensure the
resumption of public service’ ete.,
was afraid both of provoking the
militancy of the aroused workers
too .far and of revealing too
plainly to its deceived working-
class following the mailed fist
within the famous ‘outstretched
hand’.

The Lesson

The hammer-blows of these
facts are reforming the militancy:
of the
French workers. The government

they--eleeted ««and ~re-slected - to] I
protect. parliamentarily the gains

~on in the revolutionary struggles
of May-June 1936 has given them
the diametric opposite results:
he vicious law of December -30,
1936 which established the fascist
principle of compulsory arbitra-
tion and outlawing of  strikes;
the -devaluation of the franc and
the unchecked
the cost of living; leniency to the

|fascist gangs coupled with savage

repression of workers’ mass ac-
tion. The lesson is simple: class
struggle won the gains; class-
collaboration lost them.

Tragically, however, the unin-
formed worker turned naturally
to the powerful C.P., which to
him represented the extreme left;
and here the Stalinist bureau-
cracy, prostituting the prestige
of the October Revolution it is
now liquidating, again tried to
canalize the worker’s revolt into
class-collaboration with its tactic
of what the French worker calls
‘headstuffing’, bourrage de crane.

But that even this will not any |

longer hold back the indignant
French worker is demonstrated
these days, as predicted in these
columns, by a rising strike-wave.

As soon as the department
store sit-ins win their gains, the
truck-drivers and  warehouse-
men strike in Paris; then the
transport workers in Valencien-
nes. No sooner have these been
‘settled’ by the army than the

coal-miners are out.at Anzin. As|

we write, the ship-strike at Rouen
goes on; the food-handlers walk

fout at Grand-Combe; the power-

fully organized metal-trades vib-

{rate with rank-and-file pressure
following.

for real strike-action
singularly provocative lock-outs.

The opportunist Stalinist tops
and their trained seals in the
trade-unions alternately soothe,

sabotage, or jump on the band-
wagon; government arbitrators
hastily throw clean collars and
assorted sell-out plans into their
suitcase and entrain for troub-

{workers must be ready:

skyrocketing of |

led points; the Populay Front

talks of its Jove for labor and
democracy, and calls out the
troops.

Leadership Needed

The wave is yet a ground-swell
only, but it surges and mounts.
Whether it will be flattened again
by the disillusion of repeated be-
trayals, or sweep up into a tri-
umphant wave like that of May-
June 1936, depends above all upon
the workers’ finding true revo-
lutionary leadership. In factories
and mines where the Bolshevik-
Leninists of the IV International
have not even been heard of save
through the filthy slanders of the
Stalinist press, the workers, kick-
ing over the traces of their re-
formist leaderslyp, are instinct-
ively carrying out the precise
slogans of the rapidly growing
but still small Bolshevik-Lenin-
ist party, the P.0O.I. (Workers
Internationalist Party). Only the
monstrous incubus of Stalinism
stands between, slandering, be-
traying, defeating.

Time is short. French finance
capital, though ‘it still hopes to
retain its choking grasp on
French economy through its left
hand, the Radical-Socialist Party
and the Popular Front, before
venturing on the more expensive
and risky expedient of rule
through its right hand, Fascism
of . Mv}l Hitler -and--Franco- va-’
rieties, will yet inevitably, by the
very nature of ecapitalism, be
forced to go Fascist. The French
ready
with workers’ militias, with na-
urally linked factory and soldiers’
committees, ready above all this
time to carry through to the end,
the socialist revolution.

Time is shortening, but there.

is yet time to save France from
the fate of Spain. P.0O.1. led, or,
gropingly, self-led or leaderless,
the French workers are begin-

3reaks!

Mavesquier and a nmﬁf;er

Army for Fascist Coup,

By Pierre Naville

PARIS. — The recent trials
stemming from the revelation of
ex-Premier Andre Tardieu that
he had paid out secret funds to
de la Rocque  have strikingly
confirmed the repeated warnings
of the P.O.I. (Workers’ Inter-
1ationalist Party) concerning the
preparation of a fascist coup
under the cover of the admini-
stration, the police and the army.

While de la Rocque was plead-
ing not guilty in the affair of
the secret funds, Pozzo di Borgo
and his followers were arrested
on charges of plotting - “the ve-
establishment of the monarchy.”
A number of arms depots were
uncovered. A third trial was
meanwhile going on against the
French Social Party on the charge
that it was guilty of “reconsti-
tuting a dissolved league™ (the
Croix de Feu).

The witnesses who came to
these trials to justify and glorify
their plans for massacring the
workers, fully confirmed our ac-
cusations. The official commun-
ique issued by Marx Dormoy, so-
cialist Minister of the Interior,
spoke of a “monarchial plot.”
But it also revealed something

far more substantial than a
threatened resurrection of _the
Orleans family. The plotters

‘modelled their organization on
that of the army.” This little
phrase really means that the plot
was organized by the army chiefs
themselves.

Army Chiefs ‘Involved

General Dusdhgneul Gapt.
business n¥en who .hre reserve
fficers, were arrested. These of-
ficers are not on active service,
any more than Gen. Weygand
who, along with Tardieu, was
probably at the head of the mo-
vement.. But their activity would
be inexplicable without the sup-
port and cooperation of officers

»n active service, of the higher- |

ranking officers. Who prepared
the training of cadres, the ar-
maments, the connection with
aviation centers the arsenals and
artillery bases? It was the same

ning to find the way.
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WORLD REVOLUTION: 1917-1936

The Rise and Fall of the Communist International
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rench Hearings Reveal

group of men whom M. Thorez
describes daily as the “elite of
the Republican army.”

Daladier, the minister of “na-
tional defence,” in reality covered
up the preparations of which he
could not have been ignorant.
Under the debonair gaze of the
People’s Front Government the
plans for the barbarous assault
ripened. Thorez and Guyot preach-
ed discipline and. “pride in being
a soldier”; and the minister of
the soldiers encouraged his Ge-
neral Staff to prepare bloody re-
pression against the workers.

At the de la Rocque trial, Poz-
zo, addressing the Croix de Feu
chief, said® “When we spoke to
you about arms, you adepted a
modest air and said: ‘Don’t worry
about that—in any case I have
many acquamtances in the army.
All that will be arranged. > Pazzo
thus quite .cynically revealed the

tliaison between the army and the.

merdenaries of capitalism. The
plot of the “Cagoulards™ (Hood-
ed Ones) is the plot of the Ge-
neral Staff!

By the same blow, the role of
the bourgeois army in civil war
became plain to the blindest,
despite the camouflage of Hu-
manite and Populaire, who on
this point are no different from
the rightist press. When the mi-
nwister of the Interior admitted
that the plotters “modelled their
organization on that of the army,”
he was obliged thereby to admit
that the army functions and is
organized for combat against the -
workers. The myth of the army
as an instrument of external de-
i%P e_of the ‘fatheriand’ vanish-
gwe way to wahty

The trial of the French Social
Party also revealed what we
knew quite well: that Roger Sa-
lengro, the late socialist minister
of the Inteiior, and Leon Blum
themselves legalized and covered
the organization of the French
Social Party when the Coix de
Feu was dissolved. The testimony
of Ybarnegaray and Ottayi, both
leaders of the F.S.P. establish-
ed this beyond question.

Helped Found Party

Ybarnegaray told how Salen-
gro and Blum together approved
the creation of the F.S.P. as
successor. to the Croix de Feu
and assured him that “we have
neither the intention nor the de-
sire to make your party subject
to the decree of dissolution,”
even though admittedly, it was
“born of the Croix de Feu.”

Ottavi related that he had two
interviews at the ministry of the
Interior with Magny, director of
the Surete Generale (police),
Langeron, prefect of police, and
Verlomme, chief of Salengro’s
staff. They were discussing the
methods of dissolving the Croix
|de Feu and Ottavi raised the
question of the so-called “bene-
volent”™ organizations of the
Croix de Feu: " ‘Why don’t you
attach them to the party you are
i going to establish?’ they said to
‘me,” related Ottavi.

These are two statements that
ought to go down in history. The
French Social Party was an in-
contestable advance for Fascism.
While preserving intact its secret
military organizations and its
connections with the General
Staff, it developed more broad-
ly under the cover of “legality”
its propaganda among the masses.
The disagreements inside its
putschist wing do not change any-
thing: in the regroupment of
fascism under the People’s Front

Government, Blum and Salengro
'held the baptismal font for the
new infant.
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“Rohinson’-

GPU Mystery

(Continued from page 1)

the Robinson passports sent in
her care.
‘Washington advices recalled

that Dr. Solon S. Bernstein, hus-
band of Miss Ravitch, had been
physician to Willlam Z. Foster,
American Communist leader,
during his Presidential campaign
in 1932.

Another “Visit to
Trotsky”

“They also revealed that the
Robinsons had spoken in Moscow
of extensive travel in®he United
States .and of a visit to Leon
Trotsky-in- Mexico. In the United
States, they were said to have
spent ‘sme time inxfalifornia,
believed* to be a- subnter -
espionage activity. -

“In checking the strsnge career
of Adolph Arnold Rubens in New
York, believed in some investi-
gating quarters to be linked to
the Robinsons, it was learned he
had told friends here he was a
foreign correspondent, an ident-
ity which would be useful in
espionage.”

It is not diffiucult to,imagine
who the “informed Washington
circles” are. The Department of
State, the Department of Justice,
and the Post Office Department
have all had agents working on
this case in New York and else-
where for about a month. In all
the heads of these
Departments, or at any rate, Mr.
Hull, know exactly what is at the
yottom~ ‘of the “Robinson”-Ru-
bens “mystery”. They are pro-
bably doing their best to bottle
up the truth, but a faint glimmer
of it seems to have come through.

What Is State Depart-
ment Aiming At?.

The State Department has ob-
viously not made up its mind
whether to go along with Stahu
in the international united front
for peace via war. Nor has it
lmade up its mind whether to
i cooperate with the G.P.U. in
staging the projected “Robin-
son”-Rubens frame-up. The State
Department may well feel that
the typica] G.P.U. frame-up
botch works in Russian, but that
it doesn“t “stick” very well in
the United States.

While it tries to make up its
mind, however, the State Depart-
ment is playing its own game.
Beginning with the “Robinson™-

'of | Rubens angle, and working down

through former Tammany County
Clerk Marinelli’s office, the Fe-
deral men, according to the press,
have come upon a chain of small-
time East Side Democrats, who
seem to be less than 1,000 miles
removed from some kind of pass-
port racket, and for whom there
would be plenty of room, ac-
cording to Dimitroff’s latest ef-
fusion, in the People’s Front.
|What the press does not record
iis that a state of jitters prevails
in eertain Stalinist .circles.
According  to rumor, the
rnervous way in which some people
'take a glass of tea these days
would seem to indicate that the
Federal men are getting on to a
few things. Of course, this may
just be Union Square - chatter,
but one can hardly believe that |
the G.P.U. is ‘entirely ‘pleased
with the fact that a lot of inve-
stigators are busily digging-in.

Dr. Bernstein’s Connec-
tions Well-Known

The World-Telegram is entirely

The G.P.U. government is
arranging a new frameup. The
press, and particularly the Hearst
press, has been giving them a
“build-up.” A number of ex-
amples of Hearst’s distortion of

correct in pointing out that Miss
Ravitch, the lady who now re-
members that she signed the re-
ceipt for the “Robinsons™ pass-
ports, is married to none other

the news on this case along lines
suitable to the G.P.U. were cit-}
ed in last week’s Appeal. On:
December 380th, the New York!
Mirror (Hearst) added another |
touch to the “build-up.” Theirl
“reporter” approached Professor
Horace M. Kallen of the New
School for Social Research. 'Dr.
Kallen is well-known in the co-
operative movement. He is a
liberal who does not endorse so-
cialist doctrine, and who has re-l

_peatedly and publicly expressedI

strong political opposition to the
left-wing, which in turn is un-
compromisingly opposed to Dr.|
Kallen’s politics. Dr. Kallen,
however, is a member of the
American Committee for the De-
fense of Leon Trotsky, having
associated himself with it for
the same reasons awhich moved
many other well-known liberals.

The Hearst reporter asked Dr.
Kallen whether he was acquaint-
ed with Mr. “Robinson”-Rubens.
Acecording to the Mirror, Dr.
Kallen stated that. he was not.
Apparently Dr. Kallen was sur-

the “reporter” what gave him
the idea. In any event, the “re-
porter” pointed out in his article
that he thought Dr. Kallen’s
connection with the American

‘A

than Bill Foster’s physician. The

physician, incidently, also has
had some connection with the
International  Workers  Ovder

The Daily Worker of September
1932 made Dr. Bernstein rather
famous.

Foster was then running - for
president, bit he wasn’t putting
on much ofa campaign. The
Daily Worker said he was sick.
columnist named Heywood
Broun, who has since grown up
to -be an ardent admirer of the
Daily Worker, printed a charge
that Foster was in excellent
health but in the political dog-
house. The Daily Worker printed
a cartoon showing Broun as a
drunk and called him liar. In or-
der to support its position, the
Daily printed a number of bul-
letins from a doctor who declar-
ed that Foster was in a real
physical decline, in addition to

his other troubles. The doctor|
was none other than Dr. Solon,
Bernstein.

Completing the Frame-
" Up Formula...

The World-Telegram makes a
most interesting remark when
it says that the “Robinsons™ told
people in Moscow that they harl

Committee might give him infor-
mation about the mysterious
Rubenses. One may wonder

whether even the Hearst imagi-
nation could have produced such
a result without a little hint
from some good “friend of the

Soviet Union.”

visited Trotsky in Mexico. This
is all that was nceded to comp-
lete the picture! There always
has to be a visit to Trotsky.
Sometimes it is in a non-existent
airplane and sometimes in a non-
existent hotel. But usually one
(doesn’t hear about it until the
| “defendant”, having thought oro-
foundly on the subjeet of Stalin’s

‘»yintues'uin <the  secret .chambers;

Fellow Travelers!

of the G.P.U., grabs a micro-
phone in a Soviet court and “con-
fesses.”

This time, however, since what
is wanted is an American *build-
up”, we are told that the “Ro-
binsons”, after having registered
in November at a Moscow hotel,
under a name which the whole
world knew since last July was
proseribed by the G.P.U., ran
around the city telling Ameri-
cans that they were pals of Trot-
¢ky. The indictment seems to be
not that Trotsky has secret
agents, but that he has secret
agents who are first-class idiots.

What About the Califor-
nia Rumors?

It is not quite clear what the
Telegram is saying about Cali-
fornia. It is reporting that in
Moscow people say they were in
California? Which people? Who
told them? Or does the Telegram
mean that in the United States
it is being said that they were
in California? Either is possible.
In any case, in New York
number of Stalinists have been
whispering the glorious name of
California in connection with the
“Robinson” case. This at a time
when not a single newspaper
prints any indication as to who
the “Robinsons”™ or Rubens really
are.

- How do American Stalinists
know that California ‘enters the
picture? Why hasn’t the Daily
Worker printed the great reve-
lations ? Why is the Daily Worker
printing on the whole less news
about this affair than any other
paper in New York? Ave they
afraid of spoiling the first night
by a pre-view?

The new frame-up. as the
Hearst approach to Dr. Kallen,
and other developments indieate, |
is not to be directed primarily
at opposition elements in the
Soviet Union nor solely at Leon
Tretsky and his political asso-

ciatez. [t iz to be a grand affair,

a

xrun.ons:theprinciple that if you

throw enough mud some of it
sticks. While it is still too early
to. say. whether the G.P.U. has
“discovered” that the defense of
the Oxford Pledge made by the
Quakers, the liberals, the Tho-
masites, the Lovestonites and
other anti-Trotskyite groups at
the recent American Student
Union convention at Poughkeepsie
was really a Japanese plot ar-
ranged by the Trotskyites, it is
at any rate clear that if the So-
viet Government finally decides
to dig up the mysterious “Ro-
binsons "-Rubens, the latter may
be expected to tell a juicy story
involving definitely non-Trotsky-
ite circeles which the Kremlin
regards as an obstacle to its
plans for a totalitarian People’s
War Front in the United States.

It is reported that the World-
Telegram article .and other deve-

have
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of well-known'.
liberals, particularly some asso-.
ciated with the “small” navy:
movement, to begin to-watch the
development of the “Robinson”
mystery with interest. What they
are particularly wondering about
is whether the “confessions” now
being rehearsed in Moscow will
be released for public consump-
tion at the time of the scheduled
Congressional debate on the
Naval Appropriations Bill. Both
Stalin and the reactionary big--
navy crowd in this country would .
welcome a Japanese $py scare at
that moment more than at any
other. But the whole fabric of

holes that one wonders whether

a “Robinson”-Rubens trial for

some time to come.

Party

ctivities

ST. LOUIS.—Fifteen Socialist

children, uniformed in blue work-
shirts and red ties, sang work-
ers’ songs at a Christmas party
for 300 children of striking Ford
workers in St. Louis. Comrades
Von Romer, Kern, Mrs. Von Ro;
mer, Mrs. Saunders and other
members of the Appeal group,
got the idea of a Christmas party
for the Auto Workers’ children
to bolster the morale of the
strikers and they made it a tre-
mendous success. Over 300 child-
ren attended, and there was no
room for their parents to get in
the hall. The uniforms, discipline,
ind working class enthusiasm of
the young Socialist entertainers
made a big hit with the other
children and their parents.

The children’s group consists
of children of both right and left
wing Socialists and of a few Sta-
linists. It has been functioning
here for several years.

“C.I.O.-A.F.L. Unity —its

Real Meaning™ will be the sub-
ject of a talk in St. Louis January
11, 8 p. m., at -Olive Hall, 3830
Olive Street, under the auspices
of the Socialist Party (Left wing).
The speaker will be Arne Swa-
beck, well known as a Marxist
authority on trade union ques-
tions.

This talk will start a-series of
meetings on Marxism. The meet-
ings, have been arranged in the
form of a course sponsored by
the Marxist School of St. Louis.
The first six classes run weekly
from January 18 to February 22
and take up such subjects as the
materialist interpretation of his-
tory, labor theory of value and
surplus-value, capitalist accumu-
lation and crisis, the class strug-

‘gle, and the theory of the per-
,manent revolution and the dic-.
itatorship of the proletariat. The
 teacher of this series will be R.
i’S. Saunders, well known St. Louis

“trade union leader.

the case seems to be so full of ..

Moscow can get ready to stage -
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