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SP Names Its
City Ticket

Thomas For Mayor But
May Be Withdrawn In
Pact To Help A.L.P.

At the meeting of its New York
central committee last week, the

Socialist Party adopted the fol-
lowing resolution dealing with the

coming municipal elections:

“That we nominate a full so-
cialist ticket for municipal offices,
Assembly and Constitutional Con-
vention, with the understanding,
however, that on the basis of dis-
cussions with the American Labor
Party we may withdraw candidates
in order to cooperate with it and
to make identical nominations with
it. Such action will be on the fol-
lowing conditions:

“1. No endorsement will be made
of candidates on any old party
ticket.

“2. Our candidate for Mayor
against LaGuardia may be with-
drawn if, in the course of discus-
sions with the A.L.P. and in the
development of the campaign, it
becomes apparent that such action
will strengthen the labor move-
ment and our hope of usefulness in
building a national labor party.

“3. Any and all changes must be
approved by the central commit-
tee.”

Among the designations made
were the following: for Mayor—
Norman Thomas; for President of
the Council—Murray Baron; for
Controller — Frank R. Crosswaith.
“We acknowledge that the La
Guardia Administration has
failures are inherent in its rela-
the LaGuardia Administration has
fought Tammany and many Tam-
many methods with energy and a
certain degree of success. Its
failures are inherent in its rela
tions with the Republican Party
and in its attempt to define good
government without asking ‘good
for what?’ and ‘good for whom?’

“In that campaign it (the Social-
ist Party) will take account of the
existence and wishes of the Amer-
ican Labor Party to which Mayor
LaGuardia gave general allegiance
in a speech in Madison Square
Garden in the campaign of 1936.
With this party the socialists are
not in complete agreement chiefly
because of its refusal hitherto to
cut itself completely loose from
the old parties and their can-
didates. But we do recognize the
importance of the A.L.P. now and
in the future in helping to build
that nationwide labor party to
which socialists are and long have
been committed.

“Therefore, in presenting muni-
cipal issues and arranging the final
personnel of our ticket, we shall
seek the maximum amount of
agreement with the A.L.P. con-
sistent with the socialist position.
We recognize the advantages, of
identical nominations wherever
possible by the only two working
class parties now on the New York
State ballot. But our desire for co-
operation with the A.L.P. does not
extend to including among our
candidates who are also on the old
party tickets.”

In a coming issue of the Work-
ers Age, we shall discuss the posi-
tion of the Socialist Party in the
coming municipal elections in New
York.

Powers Accept Plan
to Recognize Franco

Non - Intervention Committee Approves
Scheme; Spanish Government Protests Aid To
Rebels; Anglo-German Trade Pact With Franco

After weeks of behind-the-scenes
negotiations, the Spanish Non-In-
tervention Committee at London
finally adopted the British proposal
to grant Dbelligerent rights to
Franco on the basis of some vague
agreement for the withdrawal of
foreign combatants from Spain. In
this way British diplomacy has
succeeded, for the time being, in
preserving the sham of ‘“non-inter-
vention,” in conciliating Nazi Ger-
many and fascist Italy with the
minimum of sacrifice on its own
part, in damaging the cause of re-
publican Spain just a little more
without officially departing from
its pretence of “neutrality” and
in advancing its own interests all
around.

The English proposals were ac-
cepted at a brief session of the
Non-Intervention Committee on
July 16. Joachim von Ribbentrop,
Hitler’'s ambassador, and Dino
Grandi, Mussolini’s envoy, led off
the discussion by assenting in prin-
ciple to the Eden plan and com-
plimenting the British for having
brought it forward. Both em-
phasized the necessity of a “very
detailed discussion . . . of the form
of execution and the timing”” of the
plan.

Ten representatives of smaller
nations followed, all endorsing the
plan. After consultation with his
government, the French ambas-
sador, Charles Corbin, accepted the
plan in principle and agreed to
refer it to a sub-committee for
discussion. Ambassador Ivan M.
Maisky, of the Soviet Union, then
declared his acceptance of the
scheme as a basis for discussion,
giving notice that he would pro-
pose “certain important modifica-
tions at a later stage.”

The action of the Non-Interven-
tion Committee was immediately
praised in highest terms by the
Ttalian press, voicing the senti-
ments of the fascist dictatorship.
At Salamanca, General Francisco
Franco declared that his “govern-
ment” was “dissatisfied” with the
London decision and demanded full
recognition outright. He recogniz-
ed, however, he said, that the ac-
septance of the British proposal
was a bad blow to the Valencia
regime.

Spain Protests

The Spanish government at Va-
lencia bitterly protested against
the action of the London commit-
tee which, in the words of Claridad,
a Madrid paper under communist
influence, “places the Spanish gov-
ernment on the same level as that
gang of men who, like true
traitors, have not hesitated to
hand over their country to ambiti-
ous foreigners.” .

The British Labor Party prompt-
ly raised an outcry against the
whole scheme in the House of Com-
mons. But the greatest political re-
percussions of the action of the
London Non-Intervention Commit-
tee will undoubtedly be felt at
Paris. The recent congress of the
Socialist Party decided categorical-
ly against the extension of belli-
gerent rights to Franco under any
circumstances, while the opposition

of the Communist Party to any

British

such course is well known. And yet

the Chautemps People’s Front gov- |!

ernment of France, supported by
both the communists and the so-
cialists, has given its endorsement
to the Eden plan. It is reported
that the Communist Party of
France has issued a declaration de-
nouncing this action of the French
government as a virtual surrender
to fascism. But what will the,
C.P.F. do now—will it continue to |
support the Chautemps cabinet?
And what will it have to say about
the action of the Soviet ambas- !
sador, Maisky, in accepting the:
Eden plan even as a “basis for dis- |
cussion” ? [

* * *

British Supplies For Franco

All Madrid newspapers joined in
ironically pointing out that, the
very same day the text of the
British proposals was issued, the
first German ship bearing iron
from the British-owned Basque
mines left Bilbao for Hamburg.
As a matter of fact, a definite com-
mercial arrangement has already
been worked out between England,
Germany and the Franco clique
along the following lines, as
described by Frederick T. Birchall
in the New York Times of July 16:

“An agreement is understood to
have been made between an Anglo-
Netherland financial group on the
one hand and a syndicate of British
exporting firms on the other to
finance the export to General
Franco of large quantities of in-
dustrial products not covered by
the British ban on the export of
arms and munitions but neverthe-
less badly needed by the Insur-
gents. One effect of the transaction
will be to provide for Germany
large quantities of iron ore, copper
and other minerals she urgently
needs but which Great Britain
could also use to great advantage.

“The agreement apparently will
work this way: The Franco regime
will sell to Germany iron ore, cop-
per and other raw materials
against long-term bills. These bills
will be taken over by the Anglo-
Netherland syndicate, which will
discount them and deposit the pro-
ceeds in British banks to the credit
of the Franco regime, enabling
the money to be used in payment
for British exports. The initial sum
thus provided is said to be $10,-
000,000, but the provision has been
made that as business develops this
limit will be raised to $50,000,000.
The value of such aid to General
Franco at this time would, of
course, be enormous.”

ATTENTION!
In the next issue:

“Significant
Cross-Currents
In American Politics”
by
JAY LOVESTONE

%

Anti-Union

Mobs Meet

Johnstown Gathering
Plans Open YViolence
Against Labor

A new, “respectable” company-
mob outfit, carrying out the dic-
tates of Republic Steel, held a con-
vention in Johnstown, Pa. under
the name of the National Citizens’
Committee, to mobilize support for
smashing the labor unions.

The convention was called by
the Johnstown Citizens’ Committee
headed by the infamous Mayor
Shields; representatives from
the American Legion posts, cham-
bers of commerce, and ministers
attended.

Resolutions were adopted con-
demning the “lawlessness and vi-
olence which have marked the pre-
sent wave of strikes,” defending
“the right to work”, and demand-
ing “responsibility’ of labor
unions.

The major feature of the con-
clave was the preamble to the re-
solutions, wherein it is stated
that, since “certain public officials
. . . have failed to use the author-
ity given them . to protect
American citizens in their inalien-
able constitutional right to work

. therefore, as loyal American
citizens we feel it is our patriotic
duty to perfect a nation-wide or-
ganization whose function it shall
be to restore and protect those con-
stitutional rights that have been
taken from American citizens by
certain unworthy officials.”

As dangerous as are all company
mobs and vigilante movements for
their immediate opposition to the
labor movement, their potential fa-
scist character is most clearly out-
lined in this organization. Here
is developed the whole idea of
“extra-legal” action—that is, that
government no longer carries out
law and order and therefore private
organization is necessary for this
function. Such organizations, which
gain some support from sections
of the workers not yet capable of
realizing their own interests, can
be smashed only by extension of
the organization of the unorgan-
ized.

Japan Pushes
War on China

Tokyo Demands “Local”
Pact; U.S. “Neutrality”
Policy Helps Japan

The Far-Eastern crisis reached
a very acute stage last week as
Japan massed some of the most
powerful units of its army, navy
and air force within striking dist-
ance of the most populous cities of
South and Central China in a new
effort to crush all opposition to its
provinces begun nearly two weeks
province begun nearly two weeks
ago. At the same time, Japanese
diplomatic officials warned the
United States and other powers
that the Sino-Japanese crisis was
none of their business.

Fighting continued near Peiping
in spite of a truce. Reports from
Tientsin stated that a clash of
major proportions was expected
any day.

Japanese army and diplomatic
spokesmen in North China insist
that the conflict be “localised,”
that is, that Japan be left to deal
with the local Chinese officials and
that the central Chinese govern-
ment not “interfere.” The Japanese
ambassador at Nanking has even
“warned” the Chinese Minister of
War that “Japan will not tolerate
the entry of military or aviation

units into Hopei Province” in
North  China! The Nanking
authorities, on the other hand.

with the support of the country
and some foreign backing, have
hitherto refused to yield, declaring
that “any negotiations in North
China are unauthorized and that
the nation will fight any Japanese
effort to enlarge their sphere of in
fluence in North China by includ-
ing Hopei and Chahar.” Mobiliza-
tion of Chinese military forces,
especially aviation, is going rapid-
ly forward.

Meanwhile, the North Chinese
crisis shows quite plainly the real
meaning of the “neutrality” policy
recently adopted by the United
States. Under this legislation, no
arms or military supplies can be
sold to the Spanish government en-
gaged in suppressing a fascist
rebellion; that would be a violation
of “neutrality.” But there are no
restrictions at all on what can be
shipped to Japan which is conduc-
ting a war of invasion against
China in direct contravention of
the Washington Conference treaties
to which the United States is a
signatory; to give Japan a free
hand is  obviously quite in the
spirit of “neutrality.” And, should
the President declare that a state
of war exists in China, thereby
putting the neutrality law in opera-
tion, all trade would be placed on a
cash-and-carry basis—which would
mean that Japan, possessing sea-
power in the Pacific, could get any-
thing it wanted from this country
but China nothing at all!

CIO TO ORGANIZE THE
LOCAL GOV'T WORKERS

The Committee for Industrial
Organization has moved into the
field of state, county, and muni-
cipal government employees, ap-
po'nting Abram Flaxer as direc-
ting head of the State, County and
Municipal Workers of America
during the provisional period of
organization,




BANNER OF THE REVOLUTION

The Lenin Barracks of the P.O.U.M. in Barcelona. This picture and

others of the P.0.U.M. were obtained by Bertram D. Wolfe from the

Generalidad when he asked for photographs of the best battalions in
Catalonia!

Paris Socialists Protest

Persecution of POUM, CNT

On June 20, 1937 the conference

of the Paris district (Federation
of the Seine) of the French So-
cialist Party, the biggest and most
important in the country, adopted
by an overwhelming majority a
strong resolution of protest against
the persecution of the P.0.U.M.
and other revolutionary wquing
class organizations in. Spain by
the reactionary Negrin govern-
ment. Similar protests have been
voiced by the Comite de Vigilance
des Intellectuels, a group embrac-
ing the most outstanding writers
and intellectuals of France, as w.ell
as by the Comite pour la Revolution
Espagnole, in which the left so-
cialists, Zyromski and Pivert, are

Again the Spanish
CP Exposes Itself

In the May 20, 1937 issue of
Treball, official organ of the P.S.
U.C. (the Comintern party in
Spain), there is a report of the
May 15 session of the Valencia
cabinet. A good deal of this report
we have already published in the
July 10 issue of the Workers Age
under the heading, “The Spanish
C.P. Stands Self-Exposed.” Here
we want to add another section of
this report casting a curious light
on how charges of “espionage” and
“relations with Franco” are manu-
factured:

“Thereupon Federica Montsenny
(C.N.T.-F.A.L. Minister of Health
in the Caballero cabinet.—The
Editor) produced a package of
leaflets bearing the coat of arms
of the monarchy. Some thousands
of these leaflets had been found in
the possession of members of the
P.S.U.C. and the Estat Catalla.
These people admitted that that
they were supposed to smuggle
these leaflets into the headquarters
of the revolutionary organizations
5o as to be able to denounce them
later on as allies of the monar-
chists.”

active. The resolution of the Paris
district follows:
* * *

Disturbed by the heavy accusa-
tions and persecutions against the
leaders and militants of the P.O.
U.M. and the C.N.T. in Catalonia,
who have been fighting in the front
line of the defence of the Spanish
republic, and who have assisted the
Spanish revolution in the difficult
days of the fascist rebellion, this
party conference, without taking
the side of any of the various sec-
tions of the Spanish working class,
implores the Negrin government
to preserve proletarian democracy
under all circumstances and to the
fullest extent, as the only guarantee
for the success of the war and
the revolution and not to settle
political differences between the
working class parties by the me-
thod of police suppression. The
party conference demands from
the Negrin government that it
guarantees to the accused the most
scrupulous democratic justice
(public defense, freedom in the
choice of lawyers, publication of
all documents, ete.). This confer-
ence proposes to the government
that an international working class
committeee be formed to examine
the accusations made against the
P.O.U.M.
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The Civil War in Spain

By BERTRAM D. WOLFE

(T his is the fijth article in the series by Bertram
D. Wolfe on “Civil War in Spain.” The sixth will
appear in a future issue.—EDITOR.)

(‘FIRST win the war; then make the revolu-

tion.”

The falsity and danger of this slogan becomes
obvious as soon as we put the question practically:
What is needed for the winning of the war?

To win the war, it will be generally admitted,
the following measures are necessary:

1. The creation of a strong government.

2. A powerful, unified and politically reliable
army.

3. A reliable safety corps for patrol behind the
lines and the ferreting out of fascist nests and
counter-revolutionary plots.

4. A unified economy completely subordinated
to the winning of the war.

5. An effective appeal to the foreign troops in-
vading the country and to the masses in the coun-
tries openly or coverly intriguing against Spain, an
appeal which will mobilize them against the
present policies of their governments and in favor
of at least decent neutrality.

6. A national and colonial policy proper to a
frec people: autonomy and the right of self-deter-
mination and free cooperation for all the national
regions of the Spanish peninsula—above all free-
dom for the Moors.

We have purposely stated these needs in as
“neutral” a form as possible. Except for points 5
and 6, they would be pretty universally accepted
in governmental Spain. Yet every one of the above
measures, upon closer analysis, reveals itself as
requiring the extension of the revolution.

A STRONG GOVERNMLNT

What is a strong government, One enjoynig the
full confidence of the masses! One able to mobilize
to the maximum that amazing energy, that rich
enthusiasm, that proud self-confidence and capaci-
ty for initiative that is characteristic of the masses
in revolutionary times. Once aroused, it has the
irresistible power of an avalanche. But such a
government is not something external to the
masses; it is the organization of the masses them-
selves: it is the Paris Commune; it is the faubourgs
and club and committees of 1793; it is the Soviets
of 1905 and 1917; it is the network of committees
that sprang up all over loyal Spain on July 19,
1936. Under the leadership of this embryonic
workers and peasants government, the Spanish
people armed themselves, recaptured Barcelona,
Madrid, Valencia, the whole of the provinces of
Castille, Castillon, Catalonia, Aragon, Biscay,
Asturias, Valencia, much of the rest of Spain.
Though still virtually unarmed and entirely un-
trained, they actually assumed the offensive and
defeated and rolled back the trained troops of the
professional army in more than two-thirds of
Spain! It is the only time, so far in the entire civil
war, that the loyal side has been able to assume
the offensive. Once the authority of the impotent,
discredited, non-revolutionary Azafia government
was restored and the overflowing tide of revolu-
tionary enthusiasm channelized in the moldy
ditches of bourgeois republicanism once more,
neither arms nor training, nor the fashioning of a
trained officers corps, has enabled the government
side to assume the offensive again. The systematic
sabotage of Catalonia by the Azana government,
precisely because it is the center of revolutionary
encrgy as it is of large scale industry, has not a
little to do with this. On the side of reaction is
necessarily the superiority in training, equipment,
professional officers, and support by foreign re-
action. On the popular side, the only offset lies
in numbers, in morale, in revolutionary enthusi-
asm, in the overwhelming tidal wave of the masses
in motion that can dissolve opposing armies, create
guerrilla support bchind the enemy lines, stir up
the masses to action in countries intriguing against
them, make foreign powers afraid to intervene or
paralyze their intervention because the “con-
tagion” of the revolutionary morale “demoralizes”

the armies of reaction.

THE ROAD TO VICTORY

It would have been only a short step from this
network of committees and spontaneously created
organs of the masses to the consolidation of dele-
gates from factory, village, militia group, into a
genuine workers and peasants government. Such
governments represent the highest form of demo-
cracy the world has ever known (unless we except
the primitive tribes). They spring from the masses,
are directly responsive to their wishes, subject to
direct instruction and instantaneous recall, are
really the masses themselves giving expression to
their aroused and ali-powerful will in organized
form. Such a government would have destroyed
the “fifth column” overnight by nationalizing the
land, the banks and the factories, the economic
basis of fascism and reaction. Only such a govern-
ment could have created a reliable army, not only
worker and peasant in its social composition (all
armies are that), but worker and peasant in its
officers corps and control-—which is decisive in
determining the class nature of the army. The
Durrutis and Ascasos and Grossis who led the at-
tacks upon the barracks on the first days of the
revolution would have become the high command,
and such professional military men as might have
been used because of their technical knowledge
would have been put under the strict control of
worker-officers or “commissars.” The restoration
of unreliable bourgeois officers to the supreme rank
and the abolition of control by the workers organ-
izations was to cost the government dear; the
betrayal of Malaga, the breach in the impregna-
ble “iron ring” around Bilbao, are only two of
the most conspicuous examples of a whole series
of betrayals that resulted from a failure to com-
plete the revolutionary reorganization of the army.

THE NECESsary PoLICIES

A workers and peasants government would have
freed the Moors, and by radio and proclamation
in the Moorish tongue would have mobilized all
North Africa in a wave of enthusiastic solidarity
and revolutionary fervor against Franco and his
little handful of foreign legionaries. Defeated in
the main centers of Spain, he would never have
been able to bring the Moors over from Africa.
His revolt would have collapsed before a single
black-shirt or brown-shirt could have arrived, and
swift revolutionary justice would have ended the
Spanish military menace forever. How clear it be-
comes as soon as we analyse the terms “war” and
“revolution” instead of treating them as meta-
physical abstractions, that to make the revolution
(even in this respect alone) would have meant to
win the war, and that “first win the war, then
make the revolution,” means to betray the revolu-
tion and to run the danger of losing the war. In-
deed, if the Republic had made the agrarian revo-
lution and freed the Moors, disarmed the fascist
officers, reorganized the army basing it upon the
armed masses, there would never have been any
possibility of fascist revolt at all. But a bourgeois
coalition government such as that of the People’s
Front by its very nature is a government of the
curbing of the revolutionary will of the masses
and a government of slow, concealed and in-
glorious surrender to fascism and reaction. Today,
after more than a year of civil war, the People’s
Front government has still stubbornly refused to
do elementary justice to the Moors and elementary
benefit to its own cause by setting them free! By
its nature it is a government bound hand and foot
by the miserable ambitions of Spanish capitalism
and imperialism and the voracious demands of
British and French capital, though both former
and latter have betrayed the cause of the Spanish
people at every turn.

“ A revolutionary government would have sent
the unreliable Azafias about their business, stripped
them of their power and prerogatives, including
their power to sabotage the will of the masses, to
intrigue with foreign powers, to negotiate possible
compromises at the expense of the workers and

peasants; in short, it would have stripped them.

instantly, as the Russian workers did Kerensky in

1917, of all their power to harm. But while militia-

men brave death in the trenches at 10 pesetas a
(Continued on Page 6)
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Disemployed Untouched By

Capitalism’s “Prosperity”

N the midst of the volumes of | 1920 to 1929 was a result of an

propaganda coming from vari-
ous sources about the return of
prosperity we are supposed to be
enjoying, there comes a report pub-
lished by the National Research
Project of the W.P.A. on “Unem-
ployment and Increasing Produc-
tivity” that sheds considerable
light on what this prosperity really
means to the masses of workers.
The report traces in a clear and
not too technical a manner the
main tendencies in the relation be-
tween employment and production
to be observed between 1920 and
1935. The authors, David Wein-
traub and Harold L. Posner, make
no pretense at conclusiveness but
the material they present is enough
to show that the masses suffer by
capitalist “prosperity” as well as
by depression.

The Chief Problems

The first two problems dealt with
are: (1) how has the volume of
goods and services produced varied
from year to year since 1920; and
(2) how much hired labor was en-
gaged in the creation of this an-
nual product and how much of the
labor available for employment re-
mained unused? No absolute
figures are given but, taking pro-
duction and employment in 1920 to
be 100 and correcting the figures
for changes in prices, average
hours per week, etc., we find:

Production Employment
1920 100 100
1921 90 81
1922 110 87
1923 122 102
1924 125 101
1925 132 104
1926 133 108
1927 135 110
1928 142 111
1929 146 116
1930 125 106
1931 108 90
1932 88 73
1933 97 72
1934 106 79
1935 114 82

What do these figures reveal?
They show that, when the trend in
production is downward (1920-
1921, 1929 -1933), employment
drops even faster and lower than
production and, when production
increases (1922-1929, 1934-1935),
employment lags far behind. This
ever-widening gap, expressed in
index numbers, would show the in-
crease in productivity (production
per employee) as follows:

1920 ... 100
1921 111
1922 . 126
1923 . 120
1924 123
1925 ... . 127
1926 .. 124
1927 . 123
1928 129
1929 .. . 126
1930 . 118
1931 .. 120
1932 .. . 120
1933 . .. 134
1934 .. 134
1935 .. 139

What these figures spell in terms
of speed-up and health-sapping
“efficiency” is well known to every
worker. At the same time, they
show the ever-declining employ-
ment opportunities in American
economic life.

”Basic” And “Service” Industries

These figures are for all
branches of production in general.
The report gives only one clue to
how these figures would be modi-
fied for different industries. In the
study of trends in the “basic” in-
dustries (agriculture. mining,
manufacturing, construction, trans-
portation, communication and pub-
lic utilities) and the “service indus-
tries (trade, professional services,
public service, personal and dome-
stic service), they find that the

.

1

increase in only 3% of basic em-
ployment and of almost 50% in
service employment. At the lowest
point of the depression,“service”
industries never fell to the 1920
level and stood 13% higher in 1935,
while employment in the “basic”
industries was, even in 1935, still

each industry, the white-collar
occupations suffered less in propor-
tion than the manual occupations
but recovery of the former lagged
behind general recovery by one
year,

The next problem undertaken by
the two research workers is that
“technological unemployment,” that
is: “How much of any year’s unem-
ployment can be ascribed to the
difference between the total num-
ber of jobs available that year and
the number which would have been
required for the production of that
year’s total output had the over-all
productivity remained at some
previous level ?”

This attempt to separate unem-
ployment due to the introduction of
new machinery from unemploy-
ment due to changes in managerial
efficiency, hours of work, better
utilization of existing machinery
or other reasons, is a difficult pro-
cess. The report gives only a gen-
eral idea of the direction of move-
ment. It discloses that, had produc-
tivity (i.e. production per employ-
ee) remained in 1921 at the level
of 1920, the volume of output pro-
duced in 1921 might have required
the employment of one-third of the

32% below 1920. Similarly, within|§

[

OHN L. LEWIS

unemployed. In 1922, 50% of the
unemployed could have been used
if productivity had not increased
within that year, while in 1933
there was 13% of this ‘“unrealized
employment.” Thus we see that the
continuous addition of new layers
of the “technological unemployed”
is one of the costs of technical pro-
gress under capitalism.

Fate of the Displaced Workers

And what happens to these dis-
placed workers? No nation-wide or
even industry-wide figures are
given but, on the basis of limited
studies made, the following ten-
dencies appear: when workers are
fired, it takes an increasingly
longer time to find a new job;
when a new job is found, it is in-
creasingly likely to be in another
industry, requiring less skill and
at lower pay. Among technological-
ly displaced workers, it was found

(We publish below the state-
ment issued to the press by JOHN
L. LEWIS con July 15, dealing with
o number of important questions
facing the labor movement—
signed contracts, exclusive bar-
guining power, the closed shop and
the check-off, and especially the
relutions between the C.I1.O. and
A. F. of L.—THE EDITOR.)

T is the opinion of the Committee
for Industrial Organization that
signed contracts are the essence of
mutual goodwill between unions
and employers expressed in collec-
tive-bargaining. No verbal con-
tract has any standing in business
outside of those verbal contracts
between individuals who have su-
preme confidence in each other.

Business men sign leases and
papers of incorporation and sales
contracts and it is regarded as good
form to sign marriage contracts.
Wills are signed. Finally, no treaty
of peace, whether to end a war or
threatened combat, is confirmed
without being set down in writing.
This is usually recognized as com-
mon sense proceeding.

Closed Shop Issue

In an employer-employee rela-
tionship, assuredly the most work-
able arrangement is one in which
a union is recognized as the ex-
clusive bargaining agent. Obvious-
ly, no employer could make a dif-
ferent kind of a contract with one
group of employees than with an-

(Continued on Page 5)

other.

What Happened To The Wage-Hour Bill
(Some Main Features Analyzed)

LABOR OPINION SENATE
PROVISION ORIGINAL BILL| John L. Lewis William Green COMMITTEE
BILL
“oppressive labor | labor espionage -
conditions” strike-breaking: approved approved ELIMINATED
banned
) RETAINED - but
child labor banned approved approved exceptions
permitted
WAGES not specified - but NO ROCK - BOT-
minimum wage: 40c an hour 40c (for 35-hour 40c TOM MINIMUM
lowest (“floor”) expected or 40-hour week) WAGE - discre-
tion of Board
(where collective a
minimum wage: bargaining is 46¢ (for 30-hour 40c
highest (‘“ceiling”) “inadequate”— week)
Section 5)
HOURS not specified - but NO TOP MAXIM-
maximum workweek | 40 hours a week 40 hours 40 hours UM WORK-
highest expected WEEK - discretion
of Board
maximum workweek | not specified - but {30 hours (average
lowest generally set at 30 35 hours) 30 hours 40 HOURS
hours a week
Section 5 - Board standards set by
WAGE-FIXING empowered to fix collective bargain-
above minimum “fair” wages and disapproved ing should be rec-| ELIMINATED
provisions hours where collec- ognized as “fair”
tive bargaining is standards
“inadequate”
geographical ]Board empov;'ered ;
differentials to establish such disapproved disapproved RETAINED
differentials

less than 40c¢ an hour.

torial differential.

16% increase of employment from

WAGES: The Board may fix minimum wages at
40c an hour or less—BUT NOT MORE. But,
except for some sweated industries and the
South, there are few industrial fields with wages

And the South is to

escape even the 40c minimum thru a terri-

HOURS: The Board may fix the maximum work-
week at 40 hours or more—BUT NOT LESS.
But the average industrial work-week is already
only slightly more than 40 hours.

CHILD LABOR: Child labor is banned—except
in the case of children working in agriculture

APPLICATION:

set minimum
limitations.
the operations

or for their own parents and except in periods
and under conditions (as certified by the Chil-
dren’s Buro) which will not “interfere with
schooling or health.”

EXCLUDED FROM ACT: Railroad workers (ex-
cept maintenance-of-way men), seamen, farm
workers, employees of retail stores.

the reduced minimum standards by regulation.
It must take up each and every trade and sit-

uation separately and, after a public hearing,

This means virtual paralysis in

The Board cannot impose even

standards within the statute

of the Board.

John L. Lewis Defines
CIO-AFL Relationships

A union representing a majority
of employees wants to be recog
nized exclusively by the manage-
ment in order to insure its right to
live and protect itself from the em-
ployer’s act of organizing counter-
agencies to supplant and displace
it.

Again, in collective bargaining.
it must be remembered that the
check-off is not necessarily an es-
sential but is merely a matter of
convenience. It can be entered in-
to by mutual agreement between
employer and employees union.

This is also true of the closed
shop. The closed shop is not fun-
damentally necessary. For ex-
ample, all publishers and printing
estabiishments have closed shop
agreements with the printing
trades unions. I assume this is be-
cause the contracting parties have
mutually agreed upon such pro-
cedure.

Business Convenience

On the other hand, in the coal
mining industry, contracts contain
no closed shop verbiage. We don’t
quibble over it and yet an efficient
union exists in the industry em-
bracing all the men who work in
the mines.

These two items—the closed
shop and the check-off—are only
incidental to the major problems
of collective bargaining. Unfor-
tunately, they are wo frequrntly
ued as red herrings by the em-
ployers and are given a degree of
consideration above their actual
importance.

In many industries the workers
will continue to demand continua-
tion of the check-off arrangement
for collecting of dues merely as a
matter of business expediency. Just
so long as the employers operate
their own check-off in deducting
from the gross wages of workers
all items of company charges—
which in many industries is a for-
midable list—it seems logical that
a similar convenience should be
afforded the union.

It is only one more charge—one
more deduction from the pay check.
Some companies now make a prac-
tice of not only deducting fees for
equipment—such as mining tools—
and insurance but also have check-
ed off for Liberty J.oan bonds or
church contributions.

You ask me whether members
of the Committee for Industrial
Organization who locally support
strikes called by the American Fed-
eration of Labor or other groups
will be encouraged or punished or
ignored for their sympathetic ac-
tivities. This is my answer:—

The C.1.0. has never opposed any
strike on the part of the American
Federation of Labor. It has co-

operated everywhere. It is our pol-
icy to be friendly to other labor
organizations and to assist and aid
them in obtaining improvements in
their wage structures and working
conditions.

Finally, this is the situation re-
garding the prospects of ‘“peace”
between the Committee for Indus-
trial Organization and the Amer-
ican Federation of Labor. Ten of
the thirty or more international
unions affiliated with the Commit-
tee for Industrial Organization
were suspended from the Amer-
ican Federation of Labor.

Theye were on the receiving end
of the act of ejection. They are
the injured parties.

Any talk of peace must come
from the American Federation of
Labor and any such talk of peace
must be predicated upon the ae-
ceptance of the principles laid down
in the minority report to the Fed-
eration convention in 1935 demand-
ing the recognition of industrial
unions in certain industries.

That is our position. Any talk

(Continued on Page 6)
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UNITY IN AND THRU THE C.LO.

NE aspect of the statements of John L. Lewis
and William Green released simuitaneously on
July 15 by the United Press is of particularly vital
interest at the moment—the views of these labor
leaders on cooperation between the C.I.O. and the
A. F. of L. in strikes as well as on the possibilities
of “peace” at the present time. On both questions,
the declaration of the C.I.O. spokesman is plain,
open and above-board and in full harmeny with the
best interests of the labor movement; unfortunately,
the same cannot be said of the sentiments voiced
by the head of the A. F. of L.

Could anything be ciearer than the words of John
L. Lewis? “The C.I.O. has never opposed any strike
on the part of the American Federation of Labor. It
has cooperated everywhere. It is our policy to be

friendly to other labor organizations and aid them
in obtaining improvements in their wage structures
and working conditions.” But William Green, can not
find it in his heart to say more than this: “The
American Federation of Labor has not disciplined
or penalized the members of the A. F. of L. unions
locally because of sympathy and cooperation extended
to workers on strike, regardeless of organization af-
gliation. Ordinarily, however, unions affiliated with
the C.1.0. have no claims for support or assistance
from the A. F. of L. . .. We desire the right . . .
to determine what organizations we will help and
what appeals for assistance and help will be re-
fused.” And even these grudging words must be in-
terpreted in the light of President Green’s infamous
utterances and actions in connection with the auto-
mobile, steel and other strikes conducted by the
C.1.O.

On the question of “peace,” Wiiliam Green ap-
parently has nothing to offer except some more
oily, Pecksniffian “hopes” and the indication that
the Denver convention of the A. F. of L. next October
will “decide what further action with be taken”
against the C.1.O. John L. Lewis, on the other hand,
presents a clear picture of the situation and formu-
lates the only realistic program for eventual peace
and unity in the labor movement. “Any talk of
peace,” he again emphasizes, “must come from the
A. F. of L. and any such talk of peace must be
predicted upon the acceptance of the principles laid
down in the minority report to the Federation con-
vention in 1933 demanding the recognition of indus-
trial unions in certain industries. . . . Any talk
without this basis is merely futile waste of time.”
This position, proclaimed very forcefplly at the
Atlantic City convention of the LL.G.W.U. in May,
has been thoroly confirmed by everything that has
happened since.

How striking is the contrast between the fun-
damental policies of these two organizations! The
C.1.0. stands for cooperation and solidarity in the
ranks of labor without regard to affiliation, for a
solid front against the employing class. It depre-
cates the atmosphere of civil war, of fratricidal
hatred that certain elements are very obviously
trying to create. At the same time, it is convinced
that ultimate unity can be achieved only on the basis
of industrial unionism, only in and thru the C.IL.O.
It is therefore obliged to reject decisively the empty
“unity” talk of those who, like Matthew Woll, would
insidiously undermine the C.I.O. with phrases, as
well as the fantastic schemes of which the hare-
brained plan of the Communist Party for a vast,
all-inclusive “unity congress” at the present time
is but the latest manifestation. The Executive Coun-
cil leadership, on the other hand, making hardly
more than a grudging verbal concession to the de-
mand for solidarity in action, have no other pro-
gram for unity than the smashing of the C.I.O. and
the industrial union movement it represents. They
say so in so many words.

The greai masses of American workers will know
which to choose!

and Walter Schwarz have been

for years, Hans Sittig and his

Franco rebe s.

for our arrested comrades.

released immediately.

ICO Demands Release Of German
“ Comrades Arrested by Negrin

We have received the news from Barce’ona that Ewald
Koenig and his wife, Hans Sittig and his wife, Karl Heidenreich,

having committed high treason against the Spanish Revolution.

As they are all German emigrants who are well known to
us and with whom we have entertained the closest political and
personal relations during many years we raise the most serious
protest against this accusation. Walter Schwarz and Karl Heiden-
reich, Ewald Koenig and his wife have been living in Barcelona

Autumn of 1936, in order to engage in the struggle against the
All of them have fought in the ranks of the
revolutionary workers since the uprising of the Generals.

We take upon ourselves any political and personal guarantee
They are antifascists and revolution-
aries incapable of any action that could be construed as high
treason against the Spanish Revolution.

We therefore request that these falsely arrested persons be

Paris, June 26th, 1937.

arrested. They are accused of

wife went to Barcelona in the

August Thalheimer
Heinrich Brandler

p—

CNT Urges?evolutionary

Policies To Win The War

(We publish below an article,
“To Win the War,” that appeared
in the June 6, 1937 issue of Soli-
daridad Obrero, official organ of
the C.N.T. [National Confedera-
tion of Labor in Spainl. This ar-
ticle outlines a course of revolu-
tionary economic, social and poli-
tical strategy necessary to win the
war, as opposed to the reactionary
course of the Negrin cabinet.
—THE EDITOR.)
* * *

O win the war, to end this
bloody conflict that is ruin-
ing our country with a complete
and legitimate triumph of the
people—that is the immediate
aspiration of all anti-fascists, the
objective upon which all the ener-
gies and all the wealth of the na-

tion should be concentrated.

But merely to bring many forces
into play and demand sacrifices of
the people is not enough. All the
factors of struggle must be put
together so that they contribute to
our goal, our triumph. The war is
not only fought on the battle
fields or with weapons. It is
also fought with morale in the
rear, with well-organized work,
with the perfect coordination be-
tween the economic and the mili-
tary forces.

These are the three essential
factors for effectiveness in the
war: a well-organized army; an
efficient economy, at the service of
the war; a healthy and united
rear.

Our army, which is being creat-
ed in the clash and clamor of bat-
tle, has already demonstrated its
ability to fight by grinding into
dust the hosts commanded by the
superior “technicians” of fascism.
Our army is not an ordinary army,
in the old style, but a revolution-
ary army superior to all other
armies because of the human
factor that it embodies. It is a
military organization of revolu-
tionary workers who know why
they are fighting, who have ideals,
who are capable of great sacrifices.
It is a proletarian army—and let
no one forget it. And, in view of
its effectiveness, it must never be
organized or governed according to
the old doctrines, with a purely
hierarchical discipline, inherited
from ancient monarchical eras. An
army animated with a new revo-
lutionary spirit as it faces the
barbarian invaders of our country,
must have new forms and methods
of organization and discipline, in
harmony with such a spirit. Only
thus will it maintain its extra-
ordinary morale, so important in
all wars, which gives us an ab-
solute superiority over the enemy.

The organization of our economy,

that is, making proper use of our
productive forces for the purposes
of war, is one of the most impor-
tant factors in our triumph. To
this end, we must plan on a really
ample scale, eliminating all nar-
row, - special interests; in other
words, we must create collectivized
foundations under the control of
those who have the greatest in-
terest in winning the war. Once
again we must emphasize the es-
sential character of our war, the
social factors at play, to conclude
that it is the workers, thru their
own organizations, who must have
the fundamental control of the
economic order, in which, by the
way, they have demonstrated such
ability, just as an examination of
the activities of the politicians and
burocrats will offer such over-
whelming proof of their stupidity.
It is, then, up to the workers or-
ganizations to carry out the con-
centration of industry, with all the
official controls they may deem
necessary, as the only mehod of
securing an efficient war economy.
Just as our army is not an or-
dinary army with a hierarchical
basis, our economy cannot be that
of the bourgeoisie in time of war.

Finally, morale, the atmosphere
in the rear, is of great importance,
since it not only has an influence
upon the effectiveness of the neces-
sary work in every field but it also
inevitably has its repercussions on
the battle-fronts. A healthy and
united rear is, then, a factor of
primary importance. How to
secure it? We could say much in
this respect but we will content
ourselves with pointing out some
negative aspects of the problem—
that is, what must be eliminated in
order to tend in that direction. And
what must be eliminated are the
intrigues, the disloyal polemics,
the insolent incitations, the at-
tempts to throw some sector of the
anti-fascist camp against others.

When the history of our present
struggle is written, the contribu-
tion of each organization toward
unity at home will be discussed.
And the work of those who col-
laborated with the enemy in this
field will become clear—is already
becoming clear now. And we have
the satisfaction of knowing that no
such work will be recorded in our
ranks.

To sum up: a revolutionary ar-
my, an efficient economy on a col-
lectivized base, and a healthy rear
—these are the guarantee of vie-
tory!

SUBSCRIBE NOW
TO WORKERS AGE

By Lambda

EUROPE TODAY

Stalin’s Removal Alone Can Erase
Loss Of Prestige Suffered By USSR

London, June 30, 1937.

T IS quite impossible to even record the daily in-

creasing number of arrests, demotions, etc., that
occur in the Soviet Union. To give something of a
general idea of what is going on it suffices to enu-
merate the following: the recently reported arrest
of Comrade Michalski (“Lapinski”), one of the
ablest Soviet publicists on the subject of foreign af-
fairs, and the arrest of Bela Kun. So far as Bela Kun
is concerned it is certain that he had been deprived
of all his offices and privileges for quite some time
and finally expelled from the party. Bela Kun was
not an opponent of Stalin but one of his most ar-
dent adherents and agitators. He was, however,
with all his faults it must be conceded, an old-time
communist. A son of Clara Zetkin, Maxim Zetkin,
who was active in the Soviet Union as a physician
for many years, has been arrested also.

The English Liberal paper “News Chronicle” pub-
lished a statement, allegedly given out by Stalin for
foreign consumption, according to which Tukhachev-
sky and the other generals had not surrendered
military secrets to Germany but had entermined im-
permissible connections with the German General
Staff and, opposed to the treaty policy with bour-
geois states pursued by the U.S.S.R., had conspired
to stir up hostilities between imperialist countries
and had planned to take advantage of these hos-
tilities by intervening in behalf of a world revolu-
tion as soon as the imperialist states had weakened
each other sufficiently.

In the meantime this allegedly official statement
by Stalin was officially denied by Soviet authorities.
It was probably not genuine as quoted in the “Chron-
icle.” Nevertheless it is not at all impossible that
it was based on “information” from official Soviet
sources who intended to alleviate the devastating
effect of the Tukhachevsky incident in such bour-
geois states as are on friendly terms or allied with
the U.S.S.R., and to suggest a more favorable eval-
uation of the Red Army and the Soviet Union as
factors of power.

This effect has nevertheless been created as a
result of the deeds of the Stalin regime. And it
cannot be neutralized with post-facto interpretations
no matter what they may be, but only by an addi-
tional act—namely the removal of Stalin and his
clique from the leadership of the Soviet Union.

AGGRAVATION OF THE
SPANISH CRISIS

ITLER and Mussolini have now put their cards

on the table as regards Spain. Hitler admitted
that Germany needs a victory of the fascists in or-
der to get at the ore deposits of Northern Spain.
Mussolini openly announced Italy’s intervention in
Franco’s favor and has thus registered his claim to
the spoils of an eventual victory. Why this sudden
display of candor? Because it has become neces-
sary, after the fall of Bilbao, ruthlessly to stake all
of Germany and Italy’s resources on a quick and
complete victory of Franco and to sweep aside the
last, feeble obstacles still maintained by England,
France and the U.S.S.R. The immediate objective
is now a blockade of the loyalist coast to cut off all
further importations of arms and ammunition for
the Valencia Government. A new and re-enforced
drive on Madrid is to be expected. The British and
the French governments are yielding more and more
to German-Italian pressure. The U.S.S.R. has to
swallow being treated as of no importance. This
is one of the results of the beheading of the Red
Army. English and French propaganda is again
panicking Europe with the bugbear that war or
peace is at stake, a sure sign that a new, rotten, im-
perialist compromise at the expense of the Spanish
Republic is in the making.

Neither Germany nor Italy is in a position to
wage war on England and France for the sake of
Spain, and the English-French bourgeoisie, of course,
knows this. Eden declared in the House of Com-
mons that neither England nor France will sell arms
and munitions to Republican Spain in case the Non-
Intervention Pact is scrapped. Meanwhile, however,
German, and most probably, Italian, submarines are
sniping at Soviet warships in the Mediterranean.

The counter-revolutionary activities in Catalonia,
in Valencia and in the rest of Spain precipitated and
carried out by representatives of the Soviet Union
and of the C.I., constituted a rash maneuver to gain

(Continued on page 6)
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NEW DEAL AIMS TOWARD
UNION INCORPORATION

By WILL HERBERG

( Concluded from last week)

Such is the real nature of “N.R.
A. unionism” as it was sponsored by
General Johnson in the name of the
New Deal and given “scientific”
theorization by Dr. Lorwin.2 What
does it mean, what are its implica-
tions? Dr. Lorwin himself gives us
the clue by referring to this new
type of “unionism” as existing in
Germany and Italy. In all essen-
tials, it is the “coordinated” “gov-
ernment unionism” of fascism; it
is fascist “corporative unionism.”
The ideal of New Deal labor policy
—labor organization with “over-
head control as responsible to gov-
ernment”’—is something that can
take on bodily form only as fas-
cism. In this there is nothing so
very remarkable in itself. Lewis
Corey long ago3 pointed out that
many of the liberal schemes of
“national planning” and “social
control’” are fully and properly
realizable within the framework of
capitalism only under fascist form.
‘The fact is that Dr. Lorwin made
a slight mistake in his historical
analysis. “Free” trade unionism is
historically associated with and
characteristic of not “laissez-faire
industrialism,” as Dr. Lorwin tried
to make out, but bourgeois-parlia-
mentary democracy. It gives way
to fascist “corporative unionism”
only as bourgeois democracy itself
Zives way to fascism. Fascism re-
quires “government unions” for its
very existence—and fascism is able
to bring such unions into being.
To destroy the independent class
character of even the most conser-
vative bona-fide union, to replace it
by or “convert” it into a “govern-
ment union” is a task that, since it
means the destruction of all rights
of free economic organization, only
fascism, in one form or another, is
able to accomplish—indeed, this is
one of the chief attractions of fas-
cism in the eyes of the bourgeoisie
as well as one its chief functions in
Holstering up the tottering system
of capitalist exploitation.

Implications Of Policy

The guiding aim of New Deal
Jabor policy has always been and
remains today to incorporate the
trade unions as an integral element
into a governmental structure as a
vehicle for an official capital-labor-
government “partnership.” As an
ultimate ideal, it is not, as we have
seen, fully realizable within the
limits of the New Deal. Yet its
pursuit, as a part of the New Deal
labor policy, must necessarily re-
sult in certain direct and immediate
consequences of a very grave
<haracter. For one thing, it must
obviously bring with it a strong
tendency towards the imposition of
some sort of governmental control
over the trade unions. And, even
more immediately, it implies an ef-
fort to place governmental limita-
tions upon essential activities, to
restrict the more militant forms of
trade union struggle. This aspect
of the New Deal, existing for
several years merely as a danger-
ous possibility, now seems to be
becoming a practical reality. It is
only necessary to refer to the new
Michigan Labor Relations Act,
blessed by Governor Frank Murphy,
or to Secretary of Commerce Ro-
per’s indication that the adminis-
tration is now “receptive” to plans
for holding organized labor “re-
sponsible.” But perhaps most sig-
nificant is the editorial “Words of
Advice to Labor” that appeared in
the July 2, 1937, issue of the New
York Post, the semi-official organ
of the New Deal:

(2) For a fuller discussion of the
question, see my article, “The Real
Meaning of N.R.A. Unionism,” in the
Workers Age of October 1, 1933.

(3) See his article on “National
Economic Planning and the Liberals.”
in The Modern Quarterly (1931).

“The temper of the American
people .is approaching the point
where they’re about to call upon
the government to impose more
stringent regulations than ever
upon both sides in the labor
dispute. . . They want to see
unions made completely respon-
sible, along with employers, for
carrying out the provisions of
those contracts. . . . And as labor
grows stronger, it must expect
government regulation. . . .”

Completing the Circle

And so New Deal liberalism com-
pletes the circle and meets old-line
reaction on its own ground; the
New York Post and the State
Chamber of Commerce are at last
in agreement: the trade unions
must be regulated, they must be
made “responsible” by govern-
mental supervision. The reaction-
aries want to cripple and destroy
the trade union movement; the
New Dealers want to tame and
“domesticate” it—but the practical
implications are substantially the
same. The reactionary union-
smashers understand very well
that, altho it is the liberal Roose-
velt administration that now
fastens the yoke of governmental
control upon the neck of labor, it
will be a Republican-Liberty

League regime that will exercise
this control tomorrow. Nor is it
the first time, by any means, that
liberalism thus blazes ‘the trail for
reaction—with the best of inten-
tions, of course. Let us recall that,
as long ago as 1902, in an address
at Boston, Justice Brandeis ad-
vocated trade union incorporation
“3s a step that would tend in some
measure to prevent hasty, ill-con-
sidered or arbitrary action on the
part of labor unions.”® And just
about twenty years later, it was
none other that Samuel Unter-
myer who strove very hard to get
the New York State Legislature to
adopt a bill drafted by himself res-
tricting the rights and activities of
unions and subjecting them to the
rulings of a State Commission on
Trade and Commerce.5

If the labor movement is to make
any headway, it must face the
facts as they are and base its
policy on the realities of the situ-
ation. It is necessary to see the
New Deal in all its aspects, in
those that offer labor the oppor-
tunity for advantage as well as in
those that threaten danger and
disaster. But, as long as the trade
union movement preserves its own
class independence and freedom
of action, it can go forward with
confidence amidst the increasing
difficulties that surround it.

(4) See “Responsibility of Labor
Unions” by Buel E. Patch (Editorial
Research Reports No. 3), p. 56.

(5) See Morris Hillquit and Sam-
uel Untermyer: “Shall Trade Unions
Be Regulated by Law?” (1923).
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'BOOKS of the AGE

THE LETTERS OF LENIN, trans-
lated and edited by Doris Mudie
and Elizabeth Hill. New York,
Harcourt Brace and Company.
1937. -

From every viewpoint, this edi-
tion of Lenin’s.letters is a total
loss. Because of careless, stupid
and utterly factional selection and
editing, no just or adequate idea
can be obtained from this book of
Lenin’s personal life, party policies
or political activities. If an estimate
of the man had to be formed on the
basis of what is to be found within
the covers of this volume, it would
be just too bad!

Professor Frederick L. Schuman,
reviewing “The Letters of Lenin”
in the New Republic (June 9,
1937), found it possible, in his en-
thusiasm, to refer to the “honesty
and accuracy” of the editors and
to venture the assurance that
“their work rings true and will pro-
bably stand up well under the test
of time and textual criticism.” As
a matter of fact, it would be very
hard indeed to find an example of
greater carelessness and down-
right ignorance in editing than is
provided in this book. It is plain
that, whatever their knowledge of
the Russian tongue may be, neither
of the two editors has the slightest
acquaintance with the subject-mat-
ter of Lenin’s letters—the interna-
tional socialist movement, its in-
stitutions and personages. This can
best be seen from the incredible
way in which they transliterate
widely known names from the
Russian—they do so phonetically
without manifesting any acquaint-
ance at all with the actual names
of these people.

A few examples will illustrate
what I mean:

For Abraham Cahan, editor of
the Jewish Daily Forward, they
write—Kagan (page 324).

For Troelstra—Trul’stra (342).

For Guesde—Hyde (345). This
is indeed a miracle!

For Scheidemann — Scheider-
man (371).

For Hillquit, the well-known
American socialist—Hilkvit (381).

For Zeller—Tseller (461).

These are only some of the more
horrible examples scattered thruout
the book!

To illustrate the general ig-
norance the editors exhibit of their
subject-matter, it is only necessary
to call attention to their astounding
definition of the Economists,
actually reformistic syndicalists of
a sort, as “the Trade Unionist wing
of Russian Marxists” (18). I may
mention also that, on page 467 and
elsewhere, we meet the absurd and
misleading term “Council of Na-
tional Commissars,” altho on page
459 it is correctly given as “Coun-
cil of People’s Commissars.” Be-
sides this, such blunders in trans-
lation as “professional periodicals”
(254) for “trade union periodicals”
or party “Soviet” (184) for party
“council” pale into insignificance.

For the last, I reserve two ab-
solutely hair-raising specimens. On
page 246, we find a letter dated
“Stirsudden, June-July 1917,” in
which Lenin declares that he is
“against the boycott of the Third
Duma,” which subject he says he
is going to “develop in print.” Now,
in June-July 1917, the Third Duma
was long a thing of the past and
Lenin was certainly not thinking
of discussing any policy in con-
nection with it. The mystery is
solved by simply correcting the
date line to “June-July 1907.” By
turning to page 247, Letter No.
145, it can be seen that Lenin did,
indeed, spend parts of June-July
1907 taking a rest at Stirsudden,
whence this letter is dated; at that
time, the question of boycotting the
Third Duma was being vigorously
discussed in Russian social-demo-
cratic circles. That this is no mere
typographical error can be seen

TRADE UNION NOTES

OUNTAINS of evidence,
National Labor Relations

by George F. Miles

piled up in the course of the
Board hearings on Ford’s labor

policy, are all wrong according to an article in the Ford Al-

manac, issued last week.

To the superficial observer the accumulated evidence, in-
dicating slugging of union organizers, firing of workers inter-
ested in unionism and the extension of the service-men system,
since the General Motors strike, hight seem adequate proof of

Ford’s anti-labor policies. But in}
reality nothing could be further:
from the truth. According to Ford.
He is not really fighting against
labor at all but against a gang of
unscrupulous, hard fisted financi-
ers who, thru the unions, want to
lower wages in Ford factories in
order that they may not have to
pay such high minimum scales.

The article expands on this
theme in the following manner:

“If Ford should lower wages—
or should any law or agreement
restrict his freedom to raise wages
——wages would go down all over
the country.

“With Ford paying $6 a day, the
financiers also are forced to pay

high wages in their plants, to
attract labor. They want that
stopped!

“That’s why they are again try-
ing right now to force Ford to do
business their way.

“That is the true meaning of
this drive to force Ford to accept
an outside party as a wage dicta-
tor for Ford employees when, for
many years, Ford voluntarily has
paid his employees the highest in-
dustrial wages in the world.”

In other words: you are asked
to believe that Ford. in all the

| kindness of his heart, is resisting

unionism in order to maintain the

“high” wage level. And when he’s

got you believing that, he'll think

up another one.
* * *

A strange event took place in
Philadelphia a couple of weeks ago.
About 25,000 union teamsters de-
clared a holiday and succeded
pretty thoroly in paralyzing trans
portation. Nor was this an outlaw
strike. It had the full sanction of

among the other 1917 letters and
is given a consecutive number with
them. Evidently the editors could
see nothing incongruous in includ-
ing in Lenin’s 1917 correspondence
a letter discussing the boycott of
the Third Duma!

On page 228, in the editorial
“summary” preceding the new
section, we are informed that:

“Qct. 13-Dec. 3: . . . Formation
of Executive Committee of the So-
cial Revolutionary Democrats. The

from the fact that the alleged 1917,
but really 1907, letter is placed i

S.R.D. paper ‘Izvestia’ is publish-
ed.”

An, on page 229, this bit of in-
formation is added: “Trotsky at
head of S.R.D.”

Now, anyone who knows any-
thing at all about Russian revolu-
tionary history, knows that there
never was any such monstrosity as
“Social Revolutionary Democrats”
and that Trotsky was certainly not
at the head of it. What is the key
to this curious mystery? The
Izvestia was published by, and
Trotsky was at the head of—The
Soviet of Workers Deputies. In
Russian, the initial letters of the
mythical “Social Revolutionary De-
mocrats” and the very real “Soviet
of Workers Deputies” are the
same. Evidently the editors met
these strange letters in the Rus-
sian original but, knowing nothing
at all of the subject-matter of the
work they were translating and
“editing,” not even enough to know
that Trotsky was at the head of
the Petersburg Soviet, they very
ingeniously invented “Social Revo-
lutionary Democrats” to meet the
emergency!

By this time it should be clear
that the present edition of Lenin’s
letters is nothing short of a
calamity. Let us hope that some-

j thing tolerable will be forthcoming

Soon.

Apex

President Daniel Tobin, which, in
itself, is quite an historic event.
What was the cause of the strike?
Was it a strike for better condi-
tions, union recognition or enforce-
ment of contract? Was it a sym-
pathetic strike in solidarity with
the embattled steel workers? But
the strike was called for no such
worthy cause. Instead, this display
of militancy has been placed in the
service of the craft unionists in
their fight against the organizing
efforts of the C.L.T.

This is characteristic of the
A. F. of L. today. In decay, even
such militant acts as the sym-
pathetic strike are placed at the
service of reaction. Incidentally,
what becomes of the cries of “ir-
responsibility” leveled at the C.I.O.
by Wm. Green? Did he not en-
courage “irresponsibility” by sanc-
tioning or tolerating a “holiday” in
an industry where contractual rela-
tions with the teamsters is a mat-
ter of long standing? Or are all
methods fair where the C.I.O. is
concerned ?

* * *

Unionists flirting with the idea
of “independent” unionism (inde-
pendent of the A. F. of L. or the
C.I1.0.) would do well to read the
opinion given on this question by
Dr. David J. Saposs, the well-
known labor economist.

Questioned on this topic during
the Inland Steel hearings, Dr.
Saposs stated that these “indepen
dents” have neither strength nor
resources to withstand boss press
ure. Unless they affiliate with some
national or international union,
they wind up “at the merey of the
employer.”

* * *

In case you haven’t noticed it.
the Industrial Workers of the
World (I.W.W.), meeting in Spok-
ane, Washington, decided to go
out and organize all American
workers. Apparently an anti-CIO
move, the convention was, never-
theless, thrown into a panic by a
resolution abusing John L Lewis.
Fsts flew eyes were blackened and
noses reddened—and the resolution
was not voted on.

Prosperity and
Unemployed

(Continued from Page 3)
that women and young workers
were reabsorbed into industry
sooner than older workers.

This, then, is the story of the
much heralded American economic
system,—a system which, during
periods of “prosperity,” provides
the masses with only the crumbs
from the table of the capitalists—
while, in depression (really the
“normal” period) it denies them
even that! M. S

ANNUAL PICNIC
Workmen’s Sick and Death
Benefit Fund - Greater Detroit
will be held at
A. B. C. SUMMER HOME
(near Mt Clemens)

Sunday, Aug. 1, 1937

Good Music - Dancing

Refreshments - Sports
ALL KINDS OF GAMES FOR

YOUNG AND OLD
Directions—Follow Schoenherr Rd.
to Moravian Drive, just before
Bridge—crossing Clinton River—
or Gratiot Ave. to Mt. Clemens
City Hall, west about two miles on
Cass Ave. Watch for signs.
Admission 15c¢ Free Parking
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WORKERS AGE

Farm and Cannery Workers

Form New Union, Join CIO

One hundred delegates from 22
states, representing 56 different
groups with a collective member-
ship of 100,000, attended the first
national convention of the Agri-
cultural, Cannery, and Fruit and
Vegetable Packinghouse unions,
held in Denver. July 9-12.

The two main objectives of the
convention—formation of an inter-
national union and affiliation with
the Committee for Industrial Or-
ganization—were achieved prac-
tically unanimously.

“] want to make it clear that in
undertaking the organization of
agriculture and cannery workers
the Committee for Industrial Or-
ganization hopes and expects to
cooperate with the organized work-
ing farmers,” John Brophy, C.I.O.
director, declared in his speech
delivered after the convention had
voted to affiliate with his organ-
ization.

“The agricultural workers and
the farmers have many problems
and interests in common. The
farmer cannot pay decent wages
to the men who pick lettuce or
fruit unless he gets enough money
himself for his crop. Both the
working farmer and laborer alike
must be concerned with improving
the whole agricultural situation,”
Brophy said.

The resolution in favor of affili-
ation with the C.I.O., passed 93 to
1, with two delegates not voting,
stated:

“Resolved that this first nation-
al convention of cannery, agricul-
tural, packing shed and allied
workers apply to the Committee
for Industrial Organization for an
international charter covering our
field.”

Delegates to the convention, re-
presented fruit, vegetable and can-
nery workers from New Jersey;
citrus and packing house workers
from Florida; cotton field labor-
ers and share croppers from Ala-
bama ; cannery workers from
Maryland; cotton field laborers,
share croppers and cannery work-
ers from Arkansas, Tennessee and
Missouri.

From the west and middle west
came representatives of sugar beet
and other agricultural workers in

A.F.L. TRIES TO
BREAK N. Y. STRIKE

The Joint Council XKnitgoods
Workers Union sent a letter to the
Central Trades and Labor Council
of New York and Local 20728, A.
F. of L, denouncing their activities
in attempting to organize a union
dual to theirs and presenting low-
er terms to the employers of the
Consolidated Trimming Company
to gain a contract.

According to the letter, signed
by Manager Louis Nelson, the A.
F. of L. local offered a forty-hour
week to the bosses although the
thirty-five hour week is prevalent
“in the industry here, and attempted
to discredit the C.1.O. The Knit-
goods Union declared that through
the LL.G.W.U., affiliated with the
C.1.0., 250,000 workers had won
closed-shop conditions, and that it
would call upon the workers “not
to be intimidated or terrorized” by
the A. F. of L. union and the Cen-
tral Trades and Labor Council,
“acting as strikebreakers and dual
unionists.”

JOHN L. LEWIS ON
CIO - AFL RELATIONS

(Continued from Page 3)
without this basis is merely futile
wase of time.

Of course, if the American Fed-
eration of Labor should desire to
join the Committee for Industrial
Organization, we would be glad to
make known to them the terms
upon which they could enter.

Colorado, Wyoming, Montana,
Texas, Oklahoma. Nebraska and
Minnesota; and fruit and vegetable
packers from Arizona, California,
Oregon and Washington.

Dairy, greenhouse, landscape,
nursery and horticultural workers
will also be included in the new
international union, Henderson
said.

Officers elected at the convention
in addition to President Henderson
were: J. D. Butler, vice president,
and Conrad Espe, secretary-
treasurer.

Temporary headquarters of the
new union, to be known as the
United Cannery, Agricultural,
Packing & Allied Workers of
America, will be in the Heurich
Bldg., 1627 K St., N. W., Wash-
ington. O. C.

EUROPE TODAY

(Continued from Paae 3)

the good-will of the English-French
bourgeoisie. By now it has be-
come quite clear, however, that
this was a failure and that it
achieved the opposite effect. The
betrayal of the Spanish revolution
has grown into something which
looks very much like a betrayal of
the bourgeois republic.

The counter-revolution in Spain
is gaining ground every day. Its
latest manifestation is the forma-
tion of a new Catalan Government
which is composed entirely of mem-
bers of the Esquerra, the P.S.U.C,,
the Rabassaires and the Estat Ca-
tala (“republican” reactionaries)—
with exclusion of the C.N.T. The C.
N.T. at first, expressed its willing-
ness to participate but later it with-
drew—obviously under pressure of
its own members in view of the
participation of the Estat Catala.
Thus the Catalan government is a
replica of, and of one mind with,
that of Valencia. But in Catalonia
as well as in the rest of Spain the
resistance of the working-class
against the counter-revolutionary
course of the government is on the
increase. The vicious assault on
the P.0.U.M. has not succeded in
crippling its activity and has caus-
ed additional resentment among
the workers. Under pressure of
popular sentiment Companys saw
himself obliged to demand that
Nin, the leader of the P.O.U.M.
must be brought back to Barce-
lona. Grave misgivings, however,
persist and are justified, because it
is not at all unlikely that Nin was
summarily shot in the meantime.
Militant action to check the coun-
ter-revolutionary terror, unleashed
against the P.0.U.M,, is involving
ever wider circles internationally.
It appears that the Stalinist meth-
ods, when sprung on the interna-
tional working-class, are not swal-
lowed hook, line and sinker without
a protest. It looks very much as
though the counter-revolutionary
bowstring were strained to the
breaking point. Although the same
people who organized the cam-
paign to exterminate the P.O.U.M.
also had contrived and even an-
nounced a similar drive against
Caballero, Araquistain and Llopis,
the leaders of the left-wing Social
Democrats in Spain, they deemed
it wiser to renounce carrying out
their threat.

It is necessary to continue and
to intensify with all the might at
our disposal the international ac-
tion for the defence of the P.O.U.M
and for the suppression of the
counter-revolutionary terror iu
Spain.

The advancing counter-revolution
in Spain under the guidance of
Stalin and his henchmen entails
grave peril from a military angle.
But it may happen that this very
circumstance will give a new im-
pulse to the revolutionary forces
in Spain.

Pocketbook Union
Wins New Contract

A new collective agreement be-
tween Toronto, Canada, pocket-
book manufacturers and the In-
ternational Ladies’ Handbag,
Pocketbook and Novelty Workers
Union, providing for an average

eight per cent wage increase for
all workers, was made public this
week.

Terms formerly contained in
the old agreement which expired
the first of this month, including
the maintenance of the closed
union shop, are renewed under the
new contract. In addition, wage
increases up to to 10% are granted
and the employers agree to the
establishment of minimum wage
scales in the trade.

——W

DRIVE TO ORGANIZE 100,000
TOY WORKERS BEGUN BY CIO

WASHINGTON (UNS)—Union
organization of toy and novelty
workers throughout the country is
to be undertaken by the Commit-
tee for Industrial Organization,
through an organizing committee
appointed by Chairman John L.
Lewis, following a conference in
Washington with Allen S. Hay-
wood, C.I.O. Regional Director
from New York City, and Alexan-
der Ravitch, secretary-treasurer of
the Doll and Toy Workers Union
of New York City.

Representing the C.1.O. on the
committee are Haywood, Homer
Martin, president of the United
Automcbile Workers of America,
and a representative to be selécted
by the International Ladies’ Gar-

ment Workers’ Union. Represent-
ing the workers in the industry on
the committee are A. Esposito and
Alexander Ravitch, of New York;
Morris Malgimatti, Trenton, N. J.;
and Fred Fulford, South Bend.
Ind. -

The purpose of the committee is
to organize the 100,000 toy and
novelty workers of the country,
under the guidance of the C.I.O.,
with the object of establishing an
international union when a sub-
stantial number are organized.

Already organized are four fed-
eral locals, with a membership ot
4,000, which left the American
Federation of Labor in June and
joined the C.I.O.

Civil War In Spain

(Continued from Page 2)

day. and workers behind the lines are paid less for
their herculean efforts to organize a supply service
for the war, Azafa still draws his 1,000,000
pesetas a vear in wages and an additional equal
sum for expenses, while a horde of budget-hungry
officials and deputies continue to drain huge sums
needed for the conduct of the war, and Negrin
threatens to revive the Chamber of Deputies whose
discreditable past should have been sufficient to
bury it forever.

A revolutionary government would have nation-
alized the banking system, thus stopping the flight
of capital and devoting all economic resources as
well as human to the winning of the war The
present government, despite the pusillanimity of
its petty-capitalist soul, is a veritable lion in the
persecution of those who would take such revolu-
tionary measures.

A workers and peasants government would have
devoted all the economic resources of the land to
the winning of the war. It would have socialized
and centralized under its control the whole of
industry. Even bourgeois nations establish state
capitalism and centralized economic control when
they are engaged in life and death struggles—
witness the “state socialism” of the world war.
Louis Fischer, who cannot be suspected of part-
isanship in favor of a revolutionary policy in Spain
since he has not even hesited to invent “facts” and
slanders against it, was forced to admit that “the
stores in Madrid still have heavy stocks of winter
underwear, warm blankets, and flannel garments
while four kilometcrs away the men who are de-
fending the city sleep lightly clothed in frozen
trenches” (The Nation, December 12, 1936).
Even a capitalist government with a bit of energy
would have seized “everything for the boys at the
front” and not let the militiamen in the snow-
covered Guadarrama mountains spend the winter
in the same overalls in which they had seized the
strategic mountain range during the previous July.

REVOLUTIONARY GOVERNMENT

But all thesc revolutionary policies and others
which will suggest themselves to the reader if he
peruses again the six-point program at the head
of this article, require for their conception and ex-
ecution a revolutionary government with rcvolu-
tionary policies. As we have seen, it was but a
little step from the network of committees, to a
permanent government based upon those commit-
tees, a workers and peasants government. But this
was not done because the syndicalist and anarchist
organizations were prevented by their anarchist
prejudices, the socialist and official communist
parties by their reformist theories, from taking that
next step. The syndicalist workers and peasants
were hindered by anarchist training from even con-
templating the problem of proletarian power. As
usual, “no politics” in working class theory means
bourgeois politics in pratice. Only proletarian
politics (in the rcvolutionary, not the reformist
sense) can prevent the proletariat from being
dragged in the political train of the bourgcoisie.

On the other hand, the socialist workers werc
hindered from understanding the needs of prole-
tarian government by decades of social-democratic
teachings in favor of bourgeois coalition govern-
ment. The left wing, of the Spanish Socialist
Party was just beginning to approach a commun-

ist position on the question of class struggle and
state power, when it was suddenly confused, de-
moralized and debauched by an aggressive attack
on communist principles, made by the Communist
Party itself, which had abandoned them in favor
of class-collaboration under the hegemony of the
petty bourgeoisie, and the disastrous theory of the
People’s Front government. The Communist Party
was the main driving force both in 1935 and in
1936 to rehabilitate the discredited Azafia.

Only the Workers Party of Marxist Unity (the
P.O.U.M.) remained true to communist principles
and clearly placed the problem of proletarian
power and program. It was not strong enough at
this stage to swing it alone but by that single act
it made itself the revolutionary leader of the
Spanish working class, a position that it has bril-
liantly maintained despite slander, provocation and
persecution by the Republican-Communist Party
coalition and it has manifested the requisite re-
volutionary realism and flexibility to give concrete
expression to the needs of the Spanish civil war
and revolution at every turn in the complicated
events. Slowly it wins ground for this program
among the syndicalist, anarchist and socialist
workers and the communist youth. We can fit-
tingly close this article by reprinting the program
which it offered in April 1937 during the Catalon-
ian cabinet crisis of that month. That it should
have had to advance such a program almost a year
after the civil war and revolution began, indicates
how the People’s Front government and its sup-
porters, by sabotaging the revolution have hinder-
ed and imperilled the winning of the civil war.
Tue P.O.U.M.'s PRoGRAM FOR THE APRIL CRISIS
Socialization of heavy industry and transport.
Nationalization of banking.

Municipalization of real estate.

Building of an army controlled by the work-
ing class.

. Constitution of a single Interior Security
Corps, based on the Guard Patrols and the
Investigatior: Corps, created by the revolution
and incorporating the old police organizations
that have demonstrated their loyalty to the-
working class.

Immediate offensive on the Aragon front.

. Reduction of high salaries.

. Monopoly of foreign trade.

. Creation of a powerful war industry, social-
ized and rigorously centralized.
Nationalization of the land, insuring the pro-
duct to those who work it and granting them
the necessary credits. Collective cultivation of
large estates and economic aid for those col-
lective farms created during the course of the
revolution which have demonstrated their
vitality.

11. Implacable fight against monopolists and
profiteers by means of a rigorous direct con-
trol of the distribution and price of food-stuffs.
Rapid and efficient organization of aerial and
naval defense of all our territory.
Convocation of a congress of delegates of
workers’ and peasants’ unions and soldiers
to lay the fundamental bases of the new regime
and from which would arise a workers’ and
peasants’ government—a government which
would be the most democratic possible, which
would express unequivocally the will of the
great majority of the people, and which would
have complete authority to cnsure the new
revolutionary order.
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