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Italy Breaks
With League

“Rome-Berlin Axis” Held
Strengthened By New
Fascist Move

Culminating a period of over a
year of virtual boycott of the
League of Nations and its institu-
tions, Premier Mussolini last Sat-
urday announced the withdrawal of
Italy from the League, to take ef-
fect two years after date, in 1939.
This action places Italy, together
with Germany and Japan, the other
signatories of the so-called “anti-
communist” pact, outside the
League of Nations.

Such a step on the part of the
Italian dictator was long ex-
pected. According to diplomatic
sources, a number of factors seem
to have entered to determine Mus-
solini’s action at this time. In some
quarters, it is regarded primarily
as a move to strengthen the “Rome-
Berlin axis” and therefore under-
taken largely under German pres-
sure. In the Nazi press, General
Goering has declared that “the
whole course of Italian foreign pol-
icy follows the line laid down in
the recent discussions with the
Fuehrer” (Hitler). On the other
hand, it is hinted in the British
press that the whole move may
have been undertaken by Mussolini
in order to exert extra pressure
upon Great Britain and France for
hutter terms. In London and Paris,
it is also suggested that Mussolini’s
action may be intended to “facili-
tate” direct negotiations and set-
tlement of outstanding issues, es-
pecially the Ethiopian question,
with England and France outside
of League channels and without
League interference. A number of
observers see also reasons of do-
mestic policy behind the move.

However that may be, Italy’s
action leaves the League of Na-
tions more than ever simply the
vehicle of Anglo-French diplomacy
and a not very useful vehicle at
that. Voices are already being raised
in influential circles of London and
Paris “noting’” the death of the
League and urging a new basis of
Anglo-French policy.

Manufacturers In
Anti-Labor War

The National Association of
Manufacturers, after a convention
whose keynote revolved around
“the vicious notion that a man has
a right to a job,” issued last week
a long “program for recovery” re-
iterating its traditional demands
for the open shop and reduction of
the living standards of the masses.

The program demanded the end
of government “stop-signals,” that
is, the abandonment of all policies
which “have the effect of redistri-
buting existing wealth and income
instead of endeavoring to produce
more national wealth and income.”
Denuded of its flowery phrases, this
signifies a clear call to business for
a drive to eliminate the undis-
tributed-profits tax and the tax on
speculative profits and to shift the
tax burden to the lower-income
brackets.

The nine-point anti-labor pro-
gram demanded the open-shop,
company unionism, legal responsi-
bility (incorporation) of trade
unions, etec.

Most of the convention was held
in secret session, especially those
discussions concerned with labor
relations.

THE A.L.P. CAN STAND
ON ITS OWN FEET

By M. PETERS

ITH the vote for the New

York City Council finally
completed, after nearly a month of
tallying, it is possible to sum up
the accomplishments of the A.L.P.
in the campaign and estimate the
extent of support the party has
achieved among the masses.

To begin with, a bird’s-eye view:
the A.L.P., has emerged with 482,-
459 votes, amounting to 22% of the
total vote cast for Mayor. This
vote, more than twice the number
cast on the A.L.P. line for Roose-
velt in 1936, was enough to insure
La Guardia’s majority, and brought
the A.L.P. to the position of third
place among parties, holding the
balance of power in the city. The
A.LP. has also elected five men
to the City Council who will act
as a group, led by B. Charney
Vladek.

The real importance of the
American Labor Party in the
working-class districts is hidden in
the city-wide totals and percent-
ages. To get a more significant
picture of what the A.L.P. amounts
to, it is worth while examining
the election results in the boros
of Manhattan, the Bronx, and
Brooklyn, where the mass of work-
ers live.

The A.L.P. In The Bronx

In the Bronx, where more than
200,000 votes were cast, the A.L.P.

got 32% of the total, bringing the
party up to second place. In the
thickly populated working-class
5th and 7th Assembly Districts,
the A.L.P. is the biggest party and
consequently succeeded in electing
an assemblyman from each. In ad-
dition, the A.L.P. is in the second
place in all districts except the
1st. In the two districts where
the A.L.P. achieved first place and
elected its assemblymen, the mar-
gin of victory was so great that,
even without Fusion support—and,
indeed, in the 5th A.D., the A.L.P.
did not get Fusion support—they
could easily elect their own men.
The contest for Boro President in
the Bronx is significant in reyeal-
ing the conscious and determined
character of the A.L.P. vote. Nag-
ler, the A.L.P. candidate, got 159,-
257 votes, not quite enough to elect
him, but about 12,000 votes more
than La Guardia got on the A.L.P.
ticket. The reason for this is to
be found in the failure of the
Fusion party to endorse Nagler,
thus causing many Fusion voters
to transfer to the A.L.P. line to
vote for Boro President. This shows
that the A.L.P. has great pcwer cf
attraction as such, even with-
out the blessing of old-party
endorsements. This fact is borne
out not only by A.L.P. experience
in the Bronx, but thruout the city.
Wherever the A.L.P. had an in-
dependent candidate, not endorsed

CIO Maps Drive
To Aid Jobless

Lewis Issues Call To Affiliated Unions To Act
In Crisis; Four-Point Program Drafted To
Heip Get Employment And Relief

Prompt action to help the near-
ly four million workers organized
in C.1.0. unions meet the challenge
of unemployment arising out of the
new depression, was taken by
C.I1.0. headquarters last week in a
circular letter issued by John L.
Lewis, chairman, and a series of
instructions dispatched to all af-
filiated organizations by John
Brophy, director.

Mr. Lewis’s letter calls sharp
attention to the ‘“new wave of un-
employment among American
workers” and declares that “the
C.1.0., 2s the main body of Amer-
ican labor, accepts the duty of re-

by any other party (and there
were dozens of such c¢andidates),
they got the same percentage of
the vote that La Guardia or the
other leading candidstes got on
the A.L.P. ticket in these distriets!

In Manhattan And Brooklyn
The showing the A.L.P. made in
Manhattan is nowhere near as
good as that achieved in the Bronx.
(Continued on Page %)

By LYMAN FRASER

EFORE the economic disaster

of the 1930’s is overcome, our

people are engulfed by a new dis-
aster.

The ol!d misery is renewed. A-
gain workers are being thrown out
of their jobs. Thru no fault of
their own, they are again losing
the right to work and to live.

During these past four months
of the newest economic brezkdown,
more than 2,000,000 manual and
white-collar workers have been
thrown upon the streets to swell
the already large numbers of the
unemployed and partly employed.
It was hard to find work; it is
becoming still harder.

Crisis—Before Fu'l Prosperity

And this newest economic break-
down takes place before the
wounds of the depression are com-
pletely healed, in the midst of a
wretchedly incomplete prosperity.

More than eight years after the
collapse of 1929 and after nearly
five years of recovery and pros-
perity, economic activity (average
first eight months of this year)
was still below the 1929 levels.
Unemployment was still around
8,000,000, three to four times as
great as in 1929. The small min-
ority of richer people again skim-
med the cream of recovery and
prosperity. Profits, dividends and
larger salaries soared beyond the
rise in employment, wages and
smaller salaries. While the na-
tional income increased 31% in

HOMES AND JOBS FOR LABOR

Rearmament or Government Housing

1935 over 1933, the income-tax re-
turns of $5,000 and up increased
51% and their total income in-
creased 47%. There were in 1936
around 5,500,000 working-class
families (with yearly incomes be-
low $1,000) and 3,500,000 farming
families (with yearly incomes be-
low $500), twice as many as in
1929, living in poverty moving
downward to sheer destitution.

No wonder the people could not
buy all the goods and services that
our economic resources are capable
of producing. No wonder that
wretched prosperity is breaking
down!

The significant point that must
be emphasized is this: Never be-
fore did a cyclical recession, after
the recovery of prosperity from
depression, take place while econ-
omic activity was still below the
pre-depression levels and with such
a large amount of unemployment.
That means that this is a per-
manent economic crisis. If and
when the recession is overcome,
the new prosperity will still be in-
complete, with about 7,000,000
workers still unemployed. But, if
there is an inability to restore full
prosperity, if millions of workers
cannot get the work they want and
need, then American capitalism is
clearly declining.

The inability of declining capit-
alism to restore full prosperity was
evident in the capitalist nations of
Europe before the economic break-
down of the 1930’s. Millions upon
millions of workers were perman-

ently disemployed. Capitalism was
unable to use all its economic re-
sources to provide work, because it
was unprofitable; now those econ-
omic resources are being used to
build up fascism and its new bar-
barism, to build up increasingly
larger armaments for new and
more destructive wars.

Rearmament creates more prod-
uction and work, but it is produc-
ing and working for death and not
for life.

Government Low Cost Housing Is
Labor’s Demand

The permanent American econ-
omic crisis cannot be eased by
business itself. Some other force
than the initiative of business is
needed to increase economic activ-
ity. There is one force, and one
only, that can increase constructive
economic activity, and that is a
large-scale program of low-cost
housing subsidized by the govern-
ment.

There is a tragic need of hous-
ing. The majority of the people
live in homes unfit for habitation.
Private housing enterprise has
never built homes for the two-
thirds of American families, over-
whelmingly of the working class,
with yearly incomes below $2,000.
The masses of workers have al-
ways been forced to move into
homes abandoned as unfit by the
more prosperous upper third.
Homes were not built for the mas-
ses during the building boom of

(Continued on Page 3)
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presenting its people who are out
of work.” “If the -corporations
which control American industry,
in the management of industry’s
affairs,” Lewis warns, ‘“fail to
provide . . . work, then there must
pe some power somewhere that will
go over and above and beyond these
corporations . . . and insure the
workcrs the right to live.”

The tietter of instructions was
issued to all local industrial
union:z directly affiliated with the
C.I.O. but copies were also sent
to the heads of international and
national unions with the suggestion
that they follow a similar proce-
dure. Tne main paragraphs of the
letter foilew:

“The C.I.O. feels that it is one
of the duties of its unions to give
all possible help to members who
become unemployed. This office,
therefore, strongly urges all local
industrial unions to establish un-
employment committees for the
purpose of serving the unemployed
miembers of the union.

“The ways in which the unem-
ployment committee can function
are:

“1, Register every man and wo-
man who has been laid off thru
curtailment of industrial opera-
tions.

“2, Keep an accurate list of all
layoffs . . . (and make) reports to
the national headquarters on the
extent of unemployment in your
local.

“3. When any rehiring is done,
urge that all laid-off workers be
rehired before any new employees
are put on. This can be done in co-
operation with your local grievance
conmittee.

“4. Represent the unemployed
members before public agencies in
an attempt to get proper unemploy-
ment compensation, adequate pub-
lic relief or W.P.A. employment. It
is highly important that the unem-
ploved union members use the
union as the agency for seeing that
they are justly treated by unem-
ployment compensation and relief
agencies.”

* % *

The action of the C.I.O. in the
present unemployment crisis is of
vast significance, passing far
beyond the immediate problem it-
self, important as it is. For it in-
dicates that the trade-union move-
ment, under the leadership of the
C.1.0., is beginning to awaken to
its responsibility of representing
its members and defending their
interests on every field of modern
industrial life. Only if the unions
themselves take up the problems of
their unemployed members will it
prove possible to avoid a dangerous
breach between employed and un-
employed, which, in these days of
permanent mass-unemployment, re-
presents a serious menace to the
whole labor movement. To allow
outside organizations to force
their way in and “take over” the
unemployed and their problems,
means to open the way for the de-
unionization of the jobless union-
ists, something that the labor
movement can not permit.

The C.I.O. has again shown the
way and all trade-union organiza-
ticas, C.I.O. and A. F. of L. alike,
should follow its lead.
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PEACE' CONGRESS FOR WAR

HE coming world war casts its sinister shadow
before. Under the auspices and guidance of

the Communist Party, there recently took place at
Pittsburgh a “People’s Congress for Peace and
Democracy” as the new incarnation of the old and
discredited American League Against War and Fas-
cism. The resolutions and program that emerged
from this Congress show how completely the real
purposes of the movement there initiated belie its
name. For, in its essential political significance, the
Congress for Peace and Democracy proved to be a
congress for war and for that form of military
dictatorship which modern war inevitably brings
with it. This is the rock-bottom fact which all our
considerations must take as their point of departure.

All the documents of the Congress have not yet
been made public. But, according to the Daily Work-
er, which should know, “President Roosevelt’s his-
toric Chicago peace speech, condemning the aggres-
sor powers and calling on the democratic nations to
quarantine the war-mongering fascist dictators, was
the main political note of this Congress.” And, in-
deed, the nine-point program, adopted at Pittsburgh,
includes, among a lot of irrelevant verbiage, the
significant phrase: “Demand a foreign policy based
on . . . the necessity of-concerted action to quaran-
tine aggressors.” Nothing could be clearer!

What is the policy laid down in the Presi-
dent’s historic Chicago “peace” speech? As we have
already indicated on several occasions in the
columns of this paper and as we intend to prove
in detail in future issues, it is a policy deliberately
calculated to advance American imperialist aggres-
sion abroad, especially in the Far East. The Chicago
address was, on the very face of it, a plain decla-
ration on the part of the United States that it does
not intend to allow the Japanese militarists to en-
croach upon its “sphere of influence” in China and
that, to prevent any such thing, it is ready to resort
to whatever measures, economic or political, may
prove necessary—including war! Is it any wonder
that President Roosevelt’s words met with instant
and enthusiastic applause in the editorial columns
of the reactionary press, with the New York Times
and the triply-distilled anti-New Deal United States
News in the van? Is it wonder that it met with
the unreserved endorsement of Henry L. Stimson,
Herbert Hoover’s Secretary of State? To call such
an address a “peace” speech is not oniy a travesty
of the facts but an unscrupulous attempt to deceive
the masses of the American people and lead them
blindly into a situation from which war and war only
can emerge.

Even on the basis of the fantastically inflated
figures given in the Stalinist press, it is easy to see
that the Pittsburgh congress represents a movement
primarily bourgeois and petty-bourgeois in charac-
ter, with workers organizations in an entirely sub-
sidiary position. And it is natural that it should be
so, for middle-class “liberalism” and “pacifism” have
more than once in the past shown themselves to be
the most appropriate vehicle of “democratic” jingo-
ism and war. mongering. But it would be very short-
sighted, indeed, to overlook the fact that a move-
ment of such a character is likely to attract to its
support considerable sections of the working class
of this country. What is mere chauvinistic demagogy,
tricked out in “peace-loving” phrases, on the part
of the Stalinites, corresponds to genuine wunclarity
in the minds of the American workers, keenly desir-
ous of maintaining peace but also deeply aroused at
the shameless aggressions of the fascist powers. It
is precisely such moods of sincere indignation and
militancy that the Stalinist war-mongers will at-
tempt te exploit for their own sinister ends and with
not a little success, it is to be feared, in view of the
general situation in this country. Here is where the
Stalinites are going to get as much of a mass
movement as they are ever likely to have—a mass
movement rushing headlong over the precipice to
war and destruction.

But this only makes our tasks the more pressing
and indispensable. The Congress for Peace and
Democracy is the first big step of the Communist
Party to mobilize labor for war, the first big effort
to launch a mass movement in support of American
imperialism’s program of aggression. Our eriticisms
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(Statement by Fenner Brock-
way, in London New Leader,
Nov. 26, 1937.)

From an abso.utely auth-
orititave source in Spain, I
am able to report this week
news which is good and, at
the same time, unsatisfac-
tory. The Minister of Jus-
tice, Senor Irujo, has inform-
ed the Cabinet that, after
thoro investigation of the
charges made against the
five P.0.U.M. leaders, he
and his advisers have con-
cluded that there is no case
against them to present to
the Special Tribunal for es-
pionage. Following this re-
port, the Cabinet considered
what to do and decided, by

The P.O.UM. Vindicated |

seven votes to two, to liber-
ate the prisoners qu’etly one
by one. The minority of two
was composed of the Com-
munist Party representa-
tives, who wanted the
charges to be pressed. They
indicated at once that they
regarded the matter as a
major issue and that it
might simiiarly be regarded
by Soviet Russia. In view of
the importance of maintain-
ing the unity of the govern-
ment and the cooperation of
Russia, the question was re-
considered and it was finally
agreed to keep the prisoners
in confinement without penal
conditions but not to proceel
with the trial.

C.N.T. Calls For Unity
Against C.P. Splits

(We present below the leading ar-
ticle of the October 13, 1937 issue
of the Boletin de Informacion, issued
at Barcelona by the CN.T.-F.AI—
The Editor.) .

HE Spanish proletariat has un-

derstood for some time now
that, to emerge victorious in ‘the
fight against fascism, it must be
united. The trade union organiza-
tions, C.N.T.-U.G.T., in which the
entire Spanish proletariat is organ-
ized, formed a pact which, thru the
Relations Committee it created,
must bring the Spanish proletariat
to unity and victory.

The communists, who also speak
of unity in all their press, were
opposed to the C.N.T. and the U.G.
T. coming together. They resorted
to every tricky manouver within
their power to hinder it. At first
they tried to provoke the C.N.T,, in
order to destroy it by armed force,
but the C.N.T. masses understcod
the manouver and did nct allow
theinselves to be provoked. Then,
they began their manouvers aga’nst
the U.GT. Executive Committee,
because it did not want to follow
the dictates of Moscow. At first,
they began by carrying on a trs-
mendous campaign against Largoe
Caballero, secretary of the U.G.T.
and the other members who stoed
by him; after a number of threats,
when they saw that they could not
reduce Caballero to subservience,
they decided to split the U.G.T.

They made use of the right-wing
elements of the socialist movement.
They called a meeting of the Na-
tional Committee, altho this

of the old American League
Against War and Fascism, such as
its sectarian character, its petty-
bourgeois composition, its inability
to make an effective approach to
the labor movement, are now com-
pletely thrown into the shade by
the great fact that the League, in
its new form, is no longer opposed
to war in any, even the most
remote, sense but is, in fact as in
intention, a movement to foment
war and to open the way for a dic-
tatorial regime virtually indistin-
guishable in its operations from
fascism. The Congress for Peace
and Democracy thus becomes the
direct enemy of every friend of
genuine peace and democracy, of
every foe of war and fascism. It
must be exposed for what it is, the
sinister agency of American im-
perialism. It must be prevented
from extending its influence in the
labor movement and from getting
a foothold in the labor organiza-
tions. It must be fought on all
fronts and fought to a finish. The
masses of the workers must be con-
vinced, on the basis of the ex-
periences of the past and the events
taking place before our very eyes
today, that the road to which the

Stalinites are pointing is the road
to war and disaster.

was against the rules of the U.G.T.,
and set up a new National Com-
mittee and a new Executive Com-
mittee for the U.G.T.

The splitters met in October, in
Valencia. The communists, toge-
ther with the right wing of the so-
cialists, wanted to take over the
central headquarters of the union
in Valencia, without authorization
of the real Executive of the U.G.T.
The communists wanted to enter
the meeting rooms by force and
take possession of everything that
was there, but the real U.G.T.
workers would not let them enter.
The communists wanted to appeal
to the police and thus settle their
internal problems with the 2id of
the armed forces of the state but,
when they saw that the U.G.T.
workers were determined to defend
their headquarters and their inter-
ests with weapons in hand, they
turned yellow and withdrew the
police forces, proceeding to meet
in a theatre instead. There, after
endless harangues against the leg-
itimate Executive they elected =
new one and declared that they
were the only ones to speak in the
name of the U.G.T. and to repre-
sent it. As a result, there are now
two Executives: one the legitimate
one, elected in 1934, of which Largo
Caballero is secretary; and the
other, dualist, declared to be the
Executive of the U.G.T. on October
1st, under the control of the com-
munists.

According to the figures, some
900,000 workers are with Largo
Caballero and recognize only the
legitimate Executive of the U.G.T
legally elected, and about 300,000
workers in the unions controlled by
the communists and moderate so-
cialists.

With the split already an ac-
complished fact, the communists
are using every means within their
power to annihilate their enemies.
As soon as the new Executive Com-
mittee was designated, the Min-
ister of the Interior suspended in-
definitely the official organ of the
U.G.T. “La Correspondencia de Va-
lencia.”

To conclude: communist “unity”
consists in calumny, discrediting.
dividing and then suppressing the
voice of their opponents so that
they cannot defend themselves.

In spite of all this, the Spanish
working class cries out now more
than ever: Long live C.N.T.-U.G.T.
unity! It is the only way to achieve
victory and to overcome -all the
damage caused by the split.

CONTRIBUTE TO THE
$10,000 DRIVE

By Lambda

WORLD TODAY

French CGT Leaders Suppress Mass
Discontent With People’s Front

London, Nov. 22, 1937

HE mounting dissatisfaction of the workers with

the increased cost of living was expressed in
the demand of the metal workers of Paris for an
immediate stay-in strike. In this, they were sup-
ported by the building trades workers. The trade
union burocracy is doing its utmost to prevent any
serious struggles. So far they have succeeded. They
are planning to introduce “squads of order” to sup-
press any opposition at union meetings. The effect
of such methods might be different than expected.
The anarchists arc calling upon the membership to
form defense groups against the terror of the bu-
rocracy. Such is the sorry state of affairs in the
trade unions under the People’s Front regime.

When the Radical-Socialist Congress was only a
few days off, Chautemps and Blum came out for
the continuation of the People’s Front. Chautemps
clearly revealed the service rendered by the workers
parties to the bourgeoisie in a People’s Front gov-
ernment.

“In my estimation it would be dangerous to social
peace, and hence contrary to the interests of the
nation, to force political parties which have gained
the confidence of the working masses and have acted
along liberal lines, into opposition at this precarious
moment.”

As a result of the defeat of the C.P.F. in the can-
tonal elections, the S.P. has become more critical of
the C.P. The socialist answer to the C.P. on the
Spanish question was couched in very uncompli-
mentary terms. The socialist rank and file has also
undergone a change of heart towards the C.P. The
reason is not far to seek—the crude social-patriotic
demagogy of the C.P. and the Stalin terror in the
Soviet Union have repelled the best elements. Fur-
thermore, it must be remembered that members of
the S.P. can and do voice their opposition to the
People’s Front while C.P. members who disagree
have no opportunity to express their views and sim
ply drop out. The prospects for a “united proletarian
party” in France have disappeared.

The swing to the right on the part of the petty
bourgeoisie as a result of People’s Front politics is
progressing within the framework of the People’s
Front. Fascism is still in the background. At pres-
ent, the fascist movement is rent by internal con-
flicts, the latest outburst being the expose of Colonel
de la Rocque by Tardieu who disclosed that the
Colonel was the recipient of money from the secret
fund of the state during the Tardieu and Laval
regimes.

“I was glad to have at my disposal a group
pledged to order, to be used against the commu-
nists,” Tardieu testified in court.

And so Tardieu gave the head of the Croix de Feu
large sums of money from the treasury upon the
recommmendation of a “high-ranking military figure.”
.. . The present scandal was brought to light because
de la Rocque has not delivered the goods—as yet.

RADICAL-SOCIALIST CONGRESS
IN FRANCE

The Lille Congress of the Radical-Socialist Party
of France did not materially change the political
map. The People’s Front line as carried out by
Chautemps and Bonnet was endorsed. An attempt
on the part of the right wing to split the People’s
Front was rejected as premature. Herriot’s speech
was most indicative of the sentiments of the dele-
gates, inasmuch as he expressed the growing con-
cern of the French General Staff with the Mediter-
ranean question, thus revealing a thoroly imperialist
attitude and appealing, at the same time, to the
republican majority, that is, to the Flandin section
of the right-wing bourgeois parties. The result of
the congress was pretty much in line with the senti-
ment of the petty and middle bourgeoisie as mani-
fested at the recent provincial elections—namely, to
pursue a “conservative People’s Front policy,” as
the Paris correspondent of the Frankfurter Zeitung
terms it.

As a result of arbitration, the metal and con-
struction workers of Paris have been offered a six-
percent raise. This raise by no means offsets the
increased cost of living. The trade union leaders
have, nevertheless, decided to accept this proposal
and have also decided on a 24-hour protest strike
without any concrete objective, in an attempt to
give the workers a chance to vent their indignation
in an inconsequential manner,
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THE CASE OF LEON TROTSKY -areview

‘ Trotsky on "Mixed" WarJ

By WILL HERBERG
HE report! of the hearings
recently conducted by the so-
called “Dewey Committee” on the
charges raised against Leon Trot-
sky in the course of the Moscow
trials, makes very instructive read-
ing. The portion of the document
that is strictly relevant to the
purpose of formally disproving the
specific charges of treason, terror-
ism and sabotage, constitutes but
a small part of its more than 500
pages. At the hearings, the ques-
tions often wandered far afield
and the answers were even more
sweeping in their scope. Thus, an
opportunity was created for many
things to emerge that were not in
the official schedule—for Carleton
Beals to exihibit his political ob-
tuseness, for the other commis-
sioners to satisfy their curiosity as
to Trotsky’s theoretical concep-
tions and to air their own pet
doctrines, above all, for Trotsky
himself to repeat, expand and re-
formulate his views on the Soviet
Union and world affairs. And it
is, perhaps, in this “irrelevant”
material that the chief value of
the report lies.

Confronted with the almost im-
possible task of giving positive
proof of a negative fact—that is, of
proving that he did net do this, that
or the other thing—Trotsky scores

1 The Case of Leon Trotsky—
Report of Hearings on the Charges
Made against Him in the Moscow
Trials. Harper and Brothers, New
York. 1937.

brilliantly. After reading these
pages, there cannot remain the
slightest doubt in the mind of any
literate person that the charges
and allegations made against
Trotsky and the other better-
known defendants at the Moscow
trials, are just a tissue of not very
cleverly concocted falsehoods. Not
a shred of “evidence” remains in-
tact under critical serutiny. On the
contrary, this “evidence” is demon-
strably shot thru with glaring con-
tradictions, material discrepancies
and sheer impossibilities. I need
only refer to Holtzman’s “rendez-
vous” in the non-existent Hotel
Bristol at Copenhagen, to Romm’s
“interview” with Trotsky in Paris
while Trotsky was actually some-
where else in France, to Pyata-
kov’s impossible “flight” to Oslo,
to indicate how completely Trotsky
has succeeded in establishing an
iron-clad alibi where it counts
most. The Moscow trials stand ex-
posed, beyond the shadow of a
doubt, as a very brazen tho not
very clever political frame-up.2
Many are the themes broached
and discussed in the cross-fire of
question and answer, and relatively
little attention is devoted by
Trotsky to rehearsing the well-
known articles of his political
credo— which, of course, is all to
the good. On the other hand, he
finds occasion to comment again
and again, and often at some
length, on the problems of buro-
cracy in the Soviet Union and it
objectivity and relative freedom
is interesting to note with what

HOUSING, JOBS AND
THE NEEDS OF LABOR

(Continued fiom Page 1)

thie 1920’s, and our slums became
worse and worse. Residential con-
struction practically stopped dur-
ing the depression years and there
was only a slight revival during
the recovery and prosperity years.
More than ten million new homes
are needed and less than half a
million have been built in the last
seven years. The housing shortage
is mounting frightfully. Rents are
rising. It becomes more and more
impossible for the workers to
secure decently livable homes.

Homes are not built for the
workers because their incomes are
too low to pay for new housing
But that means a low level of ac-
tivity in the construction industry
and, consequently, a low level of
general economic activity. Not
enough new homes—not enough
new jobs! It is a vicious circle
within which the workers are im-
prisoned.

Homes can be built for the
manual and white-collar workers
only by a large-scale program of
low-cost housing subsidized by the
government. Not the beggarly
several hundred millions of the
Wagner-Steagall Act, nor the
proposal of President Roosevelt to
“stimulate” private construction
by a trifling reduction of interest
rates. Neither plan can build
enough new housing to provide
homes for the people or to stimul-
ate prosperity. Several billion dol-
lars a year for many years to
come must be spent by the govern-
ment to subsidize housing.

Housing suffered most during
the depression, housing has since
recovered the least. Prosperity is
breaking down again because
production has broken down in the
heavy-goods industries. Activity in
those industries can be raised to
higher levels by now building
millions of homes and so stimul-
ating all other forms of economic
activity. A large-scale program of
low-cost housing would:

1. Create increasing employment
in the industries producing steel,
brick and other housing materials.

2. That renewed economic ac-
tivity and its increase of mass
purchasing power would increase
employment and purchasing power
everywhere.

3. And, at the same time, homes
would be provided for the masses.

But private business enterprise
cannot build low-cost housing. It
cannot build apartments to rent at
around $5 a room per month,
which is what workers can afford
to pay. It cannot build dweliings
that workers can buy. If the great
majority of workers could not af-
ford to buy or rent new homes in
the 1920’s, they cannot afford it
today when unemployment is much
greater and incomes much lower.
The government must spend to
provide homes and jobs for work-
ers.

Reactionary capitalist interests
will bitterly object to the govern-
ment spending large amounts of
money on low-cost housing. It will
be especially opposed by the spec-
ulative real-estate interests, and
the bankers, who have never built
and cannot build homes for the
masses of our people.

Reactionary capitalist interests
cry that it is wasteful for the gov-
ernment to spend money on hous-
ing. The true waste is the waste of
depression and unemployment.
During the seven years 1930-36,
there was a waste of nearly $200,-
000 million in goods and services
that might have been produced if
prosperity had not broken down in
1929. One-third of that waste of
resources and labor could have
built decent homes for all the 20,-
000,000 families that now occupy
homes that are unfit to live in. The
waste is still going on, and it is be-
coming worse: the waste of unem-
ployed productive equipment, un-
employed natural resources and un-
employed labor. That is because
high profits have limited mass pur-
chasing power while there is too
much idle capital unable to find in-
vestment. Tax the profits and the
capital and use them to build
homes and provides work!

But these same reactionary in-

(Continued on Page 4)

from distorting bias he does so.
A sober examination of the histor-
ica]l forces operative in the emer-
gence of soviet burocracy as an
institution, tends to replace tne
usual diatribes against Stalin:

“The growth of burocracy in the
Soviet Union is the result of the
backwardness of the Soviet Union
and its isolation....The germs of
burocracy were given in that situa-
tion (in the situation created by
the civil war of 1918-1920.—W.
H.).... We had the germs in our
regime at the beginning—the buro-
cracy. We tried to attenuate the
surocracy. ... Then came a certain
change and that change had a per-
sonification, a personified expres-
sion (Stalin).... The overthrow of
the burocracy by the people is pos-
sible only on a higher political and
cultural level of the people.”

In general, the impression creat-
ed by Trotsky’s remarks at the
hearings, as well as by some of
hi$ recent pronouncements, is that
he has grown considerably less
cocksure in his sweeping general-
izations about the utter hopeless-
ness of any regeneration of the
Communist Party of the Soviet
Union. The wide range of the
Stalinist terror in recent months,
swallowing up layers of the party
and state officialdom that had
never had the slightest connection
with the Trotskyist or any other
opposition, that had, indeed, al-
ways been among the most stal-
wart supporters of the Stalinist
general line, seems to have left
Trotsky in a somewhat chastened,
less absolutely positive mood. On
the basis of the conceptions champ-
ioned by him for so many years,
what should have happened in
Russia is a mass revolt of the peo-
ple against the burocratic “caste”
headed by Stalin. But actually
what we see is the beginning of
the shattering of the burocratic

2 It is entirely by weight of the
factual material that Trotsky is able
to prove himself innocent of the
charges brought against him and not
by the strength of his political argu-
ments. Here, indeed, he attempts to
prove too much and thereby damages
his own case. He is not satisfied with
demonstrating that the specific ac-
cusations of terrorism and sabotage
are false on the very face of them;
he must needs show that, as a Marx-
ist, he could not possibly resort to
such weapons at any time, at any
place, under any circumstances. But
here he is false to Marxism and not a
little disingenuous with his hearers.
Take individual terrorism, for ex-
ample. Trotsky knows, of course, that
there were times when the Bolsheviks,
as well as certain sections of the Men-
sheviks, officially endorsed the resort
to it as a weapon in the political strug-
gle. At the “unity” party congress,
held at Stockholm, in April-May 1906
the Bolsheviks introduced a resolu-
tion which I quote in part (with my
emphasis) :

“l1. Expropriations of private pro-
perty are not permitted at all.

“2. Expropriations of state pro-
perty are not recommended but
merely permitted under the condi-
tion of party control and the use of
the funds for the uprising.

“3. Terroristic acts against govern-
mental bearers of power and against
active Black-Hundred people are re-
commended but only under the con-
ditions that: (a) account is taken
of the sentiment of the broad masses;

(b) the relations in the local labor
movement are taken into considera-
tion; and (c) care is taken that the
forces of the proletariat are not ex-
hausted in vain.”

Commenting on this resolution.
Lenin says (“On Guerrilla Warfare,”
Proletaryi, September 30, 1906) :

“The practical difference between
this draft and the resolution adopted
at the unity party congress consists
exclusively in the fact that expropri-
ations of state property were not per-
mitted.”

The following remarks of Leon
Trotsky on the question of prole-
tarian policy in a “mixed” war (a
war between the Soviet Union in
alliance with one imperialist power
against another imperialist power)
are taken from the proceedings of
the hearings of the Preliminary
Commission of Inquiry (the
“Dewey Commission”) held recent-
ly in Mexico. Benjamin Stolberg
had asked the question: ‘“What
would you say to the French work-
ing ciass in reference to the de-
fense of the Soviet Union? ‘Change
the French bourgeois government,’
would you say?” Trotsky’s reply
follows (page 289):

“In France, I would remain in
opposition to the government and
would develop systematically this
opposition. In Germany, I would do
anything I could to sabotage the
war machinery. They are two dif-
ferent things. In Germany and in
Japan, I would apply military
methods as far as I am able to
fight, oppose and injure the ma-
chinery, the military machinery of
Japan, to disorganize it, both in
Germany and Japan. In France, it
is political opposition against the
bourgeoisie and the preparation of
the proletarian revolution. Both are
revolutionary methods. But in Ger-
many and Japan I have as my im-
mediate aim the disorganization of
the whole machinery. In France, 1

have the aim of the proletarian
revolution.”

All this is quite sound and every
revolutionary Marxist will agree
with it entirely. But how long ago
was it that the American Trotsky-
ites and certain Left socialists
under their influence denounced us
because we made a sharp distine-
tion between the line of policy to
be followed in the imperialist ally
of the Soviet Union (¥France) from
that appropriate in the imperialist
enemy of the Soviet Union (Ger-
many) ? In both cases, of course, we
reject chauvinism or the support
of the bourgeois regime in the war;
in both cases, we urge the con-
tinuation and intensification of the
class struggle to the point of revo-
iution (civil war). But the policies
and methods of struggle are quite
different and this difference is well
indicated in the above words of
Trotsky.

We understand that the Amer-
ican Trotskyites are now beginning
to revise their views “a little”—
having received a gentle hint from
Mexico City. Only a few months
ago, they branded us as “dis-
guised chauvinists” for taking the
standpoint to which Trotsky now
seems to be coming around. We
await with interest what the So-
cialist Appeal will have to say
about the whole matter.

apparatus thru the irresistible
pressure of mass unrest; the ulti-
mate expression of this unrest in
and thru the various elements of
the burocracy, tho necessarily in
distorted form; and Stalin’s frantic
attempt to liquidate the crisis of
his regime by means of unrestrain-
ed terror against the very offici-
aldom that has always been the
bulwark of his power.

Trotsky has, indeed, plenty of
reason to begin thinking things
over again....

In the light of what has been
happening in the Soviet Union in
the last few months, I think it is
now possible to make a more or
less definite statement as to the
essential political character of the
Moscow trials. In an editorial that
appeared in the Workers Age on
February 20, 1937, the following
two propositions were laid down as
basic: (1) that, fundamentally, the
Moscow trials must be judged from
an historico-political rather than a
juridical point of view; and (2)
that, politically, the trials repres-
ented the last and concluding
phase of Stalin’s protracted strug-
gle against the Trotskyist opposi-
tion. Today, nine months Ilater,
knowing what we do now, we can
only reiterate the first point—
with the reservation, however, that
the resort to certain methods is in
itself of major symptomatic signi-
ficance in pointing to a thoroly
unhealthy state in the regime and
even suggesting the dangerous
character of its policies. But, on
the second point, we must admit
we were seriously mistaken. The
Moscow trials were much more
than the last phase of Stalin’s
long struggle against the Trotsky-
ist opposition; they mark the
opening phase of a new terrorist
offensive bearing but little real
relation to Trotskyism, an offen-
sive arising out of Stalin’s desper-
ate effort to preserve intact an
oppressive regime that has already
exhausted whatever progressive
role it once played and that is to-
day a grave obstacle to any fur-
ther advance of the Soviet people
on the political and economic
fronts. As Bertram D. Wolfe has
well pointed out in his review in
a recent issue of the New Repub-
lic (November 24, 1937): “Thru-
out the hearings, he (Trotsky)
maintains that the others were
being tried and executed merely to
make a case against him. Now it

is becoming clear that he has been
made into a devil largety to make
a case aganst others—Ileaders of
a new opposition which has grown
up against Staiin and his methods
among his closest supporters.”

If this is true, then we must
radically revise our estimate of the
Moscow trials as expressed in the
editorial statement referred to
above. It is no longer of any per-
tinence to point to the undoubted
soundness of the Stalinist general
line of socialist construction as
against the Trotskyist line. For,
at bottom, the Moscow trials were
not aimed at Irotskyism at all,
no matter what may have been
the appearance deiiberately created
by those who stage-managed the
atfair. They were aimed at the
deeply rooted and growing mass
opposition to the historically ob-
solete Stalinist regime expressing
itself thru anti-Stalinist move-
ments among various sections of
the soviet and party officialdom.
By and large, Trotskyism was
dragged in only in order to
‘“smear” the new oppositional el-
ements and discredit them in the
eyes of the people who had for
vears been taught to see Trotsky
as the veritable anti-Christ. In a
word, the Moscow trials were
thoroly reactionary in their politic-
al significance and content; they
were the initial stage of a thoroly
reactionary wave of terror reflect-
ing the last stand of an outlived
burocracy fighting tooth and nail
to preserve its power and status.

But Trotsky does not see this,
refuses to see this. He is still
firmly convinced that the Moscow
trials and the many hundreds of
executions and thousands of ar-
rests and removals that have fol-
lowed, are somehow a part of
Stalin’s unremitting crusade a-
gainst Trotsky and his friends!
The disproportion here is almost
ludicrous. Dominated by preccn-
ceptions naturally generated out of
many years of bitter political
struggle and probably reinforced
by certain features of his psych-
ological make-up, Trotsky seems
utterly oblivious to what is radic-
ally new in the present situation
and is therefore utterly incapable
of making the necessary shift in
orientation. If, as Trotsky says,
Stalin is the captive of his own
burocratic regime, Trotsky is him-
self undoubtedly the prisoner of
his own ideological system!




WORKERS AGE

Which Road Shall the ASU Take?

(We publish below the declaration
issued by the Student Section of the
Independent Communist Labor
League on the occasion of the con-
pention of the American Student
Union, to take place at Vassar during
Christmas week.—THE EDITOR.)

* * *
OR the past few months, it has
become obvious to active

‘A.S.U.ers that the American Stud-
ent Union is going thru a crisis.
This crisis has its roots in the very
formation and foundation of the
American Student Union. The A. S.
U. has never been able to outgrow
the sectarian inheritance of its two
parent organizations, the socialist
Student League for Industrial De-
mocracy and the communist Na-
tional Student League. The mere
fusion of the two radical student
bodies, which took place at the
Columbus, Ohio, conference in
December 1935, could not solve the
problem of building a mass Ameri-
can student movement. The com-
bined membership of the N.S.L.
and the S.LID. was approxim-
ately five thousand at its high
point. The present membership of
the A.S.U., with two years of ex-
jstence behind it, is far less than
that. A mass student movement is
yet to be built in America.

The Student And the Labor
Movement

The American student move-
ment has never developed a clear
conception of the role of the stud-
ent in our present-day society and
thus the student has been offered
no positive perspective at all. In
place of this, the student has been
offered mnothing but a chance to
sit in on radical factional strug-
gles within the student move-
ment.

The student body in this coun-
try does not constitute a class by
itself, or even a distinct section of
a real class. The student body as
a whole, regardless of its class
background, aspires to rise to the
level of the middle class. Yet,
whatever his aspirations may be,
the student cannot reverse the
process actually at work within
capitalist society, that is, the tend-
ency towards the gradual absorp-
tion of the middle-class elements
by the working class. The primary
task of the American Student
Union should be to point out this
reality—that the great majority of
students upon graduation will find
themselves thrown into the ranks
of labor. Because of this, and be-
cause labor is the only great prog-
ressive force in modern society,
the A.S.U. must break down the

petty-bourgois illusions of the ma-
jority of the student body and
make it aware of its identity of
interest with labor.

The A.S.U.s support of labor
must not be confined to theor-
etical expressions of sympathy but
should be given concrete form as
aid to specific actions of organized
labor—guided by a student-labor
coordinating committee. This sol-
idarity should express itself also
on the political field—in a labor
party. This does not mean the
support of “liberal,” “progressive”
politicians, who use labor as an
instrument for obtaining office.
The A.S.U. must not “reaffirm its
non-partisanship.” It must be a
frank partisan of the growing
labor party movement. A student
movement aiding and participating
in the growth and development of
a genuine labor party, rooted in
the trade unions, can build itself
into a healthy mass student organ-
ization.

The Student and War

No one can approach the war
question today, when we are en-
tering upon the Second World War,
without an acute consciousness of
the gravity of the situation and of
the great responsibility involved
in formulating a program for the
fight against imperialist war.
Among the most treasured tradi-
tions of the student movement, and
of the A.S.U., in particular, has
always been its militant struggle
against imperialism and war. To-
day, in our efforts to rally the
students against war, we unfortu-
nately find among our opponents
not only the imperialist war-mong-
ers but a section of the student
movement itself—the Young Com-
munist® League.

As an inevitable corollary of its
defense of “democratic” imperial-
ism, the Y.C.L. has become the
sponsor of discredited imperialistic
maneuvers and alliances, dignified
by the name of “collective secur-
ity.” “Collective security” means
support of and dependence upon
agreements and pacts of “democ-
ratic” capitalist powers and, con-
sequently, also of armaments and
the building up of war machines.
In the United States, ‘“collective
security” would mean placing our
reliance upon the dead Kellog
Peace Pact and the moribund Nine-
Power Treaty, which, to mean any-
thing, must be implemented by a
strong military force. It is pre-
cisely here that President Roose-
velt finds his most ardent support
in’the Y.C.L.—support for a policy
which increases appropriations for
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the R.O.T.C. and puts over the big-
gest peace-time war budget the
United States has ever known,
while slashing N.Y.A. and other
relief appropriations. It is no
wonder that the Y.C.L. finds itself
in outright opposition to, and is
intent upon sabotaging, the anti-
war program of the American
Student Union.

Nothing could be more explicit
than the following section of the
program of the A.S.U., adopted at
its first convention in 1935:

“The present heightened inter-
national tension should make us
more alert to the peril of Ameri-
can conflict with Japan or other
imperialist nations over the econ-
omic stakes in the Orient and
South America—stakes which are
of b.nefit, as in the case of all
wars fought by imperialist nations,
not to the American people but to
a handful of powerful American
financial and industrial groups.
The present boldness of fascist
Italy and the belligerence of other
fascist nations merely reveal that
the internal conditions in these
countries are most acute. But
basic to the present insecurity of
peace is the far-flung struggle to
maintain colonial privileges and
possessions. In these bitter clashes,
the Ameriean financial barons are
directly involved. The approach of
another European war hastens th=
day when these interests wili again
dictatz American entrance—uness
they are fought rclentlessiy now.

“The A.S.U. uncompromisingly
opposes the war preparations of
our own government. It under-
takes to organize the collective
resistance of students now against
the steps which lead to war and,
in the event of war, to the war
itself. Education on causes of war
is an essential factor in a peace
movement. The A.S.U. will, in its
educational work, seek to revea!
the inefficacy of such “peace
agencies,” as the League of Na-

own economical aims.

ALP Assemblymen
Map Program

The Assemblymen-elect nominat-
ed by and elected thru the ef-
forts of the American Labor Party
held their first caucus some weeks
ago, in the office of Alex Rose, State
Executive Secretary of the Labor
Party, at the Hotel Claridge. They
formulated a tentative program in-
cluding legislation on:

1. Ratification of the Child Labor
Amendment.

2. A housing program.

3. State health insurance laws.

4. To amend the existing old age
pension law to begin operation for
persons at 60.

6. To give municipalities power
to build or acquire electric power
plants on a self-sustaining basis
without pledging the city’s credit,
which would otherwise threaten
sound municipal finances.

6. A bill proposing the state re-
gulation of fee-charging employ-
ment agencies.

7. A bill proposing state regula-
tion of private detective agencies
employed in industrial disputes.

8. A bill proposing that the Al-
lied Printing label be required on
state printing.

9. And to sponsor all such other
legislation organized labor will
plan prior and during this legis-
lature.

tions and the Kellogg Pact, which
have so plainly failed in a previous
crisis; this failure arises directly
from the domination of the League
by the governments which are im-
perialist and which are now util-
izing the League to further their
The war
which we shal: be called to wag.
must be aggressive in character
and purpose, and the ‘interests’ we
shall b: asked to defend wil b:
those of the few, not of the many.
These circumstances demand in-
dependent organization and action
against war by the anti-war forces
of the world, preeeminent among
which is the organized labor move-
ment.”
(Concluded mext week)

A.L.P. Can Stand
On Its Own Feet

(Continued from Page 1)

Just 99,972 votes were polled,
amounting to 18% of the total in
that boro. The A.L.P. did not
achieve first place in any of the
Manhattan assembly districts and
consequently did not elect anyone
to the State Assembly there. The
A.L.P. is the second largest party
in the 1st, 4th and 8th Assembly
Districts, which cover the whole
lower end of Manhattan, including
the slums of the lower East Side
where the poorest sections of the
workers live. The poor showing of
the A.L.P. in Manhattan, compared
with Bronx and Brooklyn, is prob-
ably the result of lack of proper
organization and lack of trade-
union leadership in the branches.

In Brooklyn, the A.L P. got 199,-
822 votes, or 229 of the total, and
proved to be the biggest party in
five assembly districts. In three of
these districts, A.L.P. assembly-
men were elected; in one, the
A.L.P. candidate ran behind the
ticket and was defeated and, in the
other, the A.L.P. did not put a
candidate into the field. The story
behind this last district, the 18th,
has an important lesson for the
party. The leadership of the
A.L.P. involved in so many “deals,”
bargained away the right of the
branch in the 18th Assembly Dis-
trict to run a candidate against
Irwin Steingut, the Democratic
minority leader in the Assembly.
As a result, Steingut was elected
practically without opposition and
the A.L.P. was done out of another
assemblyman. In that district, the
A.LP. got 28,155 votes, leading
the Democrats by 5,000. Such a
margin was a sure guarantee of
victory for an A.L.P. candidate

and the defeat of Steingut at the
hands of the A.L.P. would have
done more than anything else to
enhance the prestige of the party.
There is evidence now that the
lesson has been learned and such
obviously unprofitable deals wil
not be repeated. In only one of the
districts of Brooklyn, where an
A.L.P. assemblyman was elected,
were Fusion votes really needed.
In the others, as was the case in
the Bronx, the A.L.P. was strong
enough to elect its man alone.

It 1s clear now that the Ameri-
can Labor Party is in a good posi-
tion to elect some labor Congress-
men in the 1938 campaign if only
it does not tie its hands by making
deals, in this case, with the Democ-
rats. The letter that was sent to
Roosevelt, reassuring him that the
A.L.P. was not in a permanent
alliance with the Republicans, is in
itself not reassuring. The muni-
cipal election campaign, in which
the A.L.P. made such a fine show-
ing, proves that the party is strong
enough and has a working-class
following broad enough to be able
to stand on its own feet and carry
on real independent working class
politics in the next campaign.

MEMORANDUM
for You & You & You
Remember to save New
Year’s Eve for the stu-

pendous Party and
Dance at the New
Workers School, 131

West 33rd St.
Band, Buffet and Bar
Balloons, Blowers—and

Free Beer. Get your
ticket now for fifty-five
cents.

—

Housing and Jobs
For Workers

(Continued from Page 3)
terests will not oppose government
spending on rearmament. The ar-
gument will be used that arma-
ments help raise levels of economic
activity and make work for the
unemployed. Already, there are
sinister people who point out that
there is no business recession in
England or France or Germany
because there governments are
“helping business” by spending
more and more money on arma-
ments. Already, there are sinister
whispers that “what this country
needs is a good war.” Already,
relief funds have been used for
rearming purposes, while the War
Department calls for a bigger army
and bigger armaments.

Why should the reactionary in-
terests oppose government spend-
ing on homes and favor govern-
ment spending on armaments?
The economics of one and the other
are exactly the same. In both
cases the gove:nment spends, and
there must be bigger loans and
bigger taxes; in both cases heavy
industry is stimulated. The differ-
ences are human and social; they
express different class interests.

The reactionary interests prefer
to spend on armaments because
that hurts neither the real-estate
speculators nor the bankers nor
any other exploiting group. They
prefer to spend on armaments be-
cause that means huge profits for
the Morgans and the Du Ponts and
all their tribe. They prefer to
spend on armaments because that
means more power in the imperial-
istic struggle for the redivision of
the world. They prefer to spend
on armaments because that means
militarizing our people and making
easier the stifling of discontent.

The reactionary interests prefer
government spending on armar -
ents, while they oppose spend
on homes, because militarism a1
war create an authoritarianism
that today breeds fascism, because
a program of rearmament calls in-
to being the conditions and the
mood for the development of an
American fascism sworn to protect
capital and enslave labor,

Labor wants none of that devil’s
btrew! Labor is unalterably opposed
to government spending on armam-
ents and war.

The forces driving toward war
are multiplying. They will be
strengthened by a depressed pros-
perity in which levels of economic
activity are low. That will create
an economic drive for rearmament.
‘The only immediate alternative is
subsidized low-cost housing.

An all-embracing struggle
against war is necessary. That
struggie is being betrayed by an
incitement of peace sentiment in
favor of war—and imperialism. To
depend wupon capitalist govern-
ments to insure peace means to
make war. Those governments
follow only their own reactionary
interests, as is fully proven by
their behavior in Spain and China.

England and France are now
preparing a new and final betrayal
of the Spanish workers and peas-
ants.

We can depend upon no other
force than labor to fight war. That
fight must be linked to the con-
crete needs and struggles of the
working class. The demand for a
large-scale government program
of subsidized low-cost housing is

an economic form of struggle
against war, capable of being
broadened into a general class-

political struggle against war and
capitalism, for socialism.

Homes and jobs for workers!
Upon that basis labor must strug-
gle for a greater prosperity and
a greater share in prosperity, must
struggle against rearmament and
war. Labor demands that our econ-
omic resources be used for the
constructive purposes of peace and
not for the destructive purposes
of war. Build homes and not
cannon!
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