.
:

Tn the October issue of the Com-

thru a long article entitled “The
Trade Union Linc of Lovestone and

ele is an astounding one for Comrade
Foster. [t marks a complele break
with everything Foster ever stoad for.
It is & franiic attempt on the part of
Foster to wipe out the very trade
,union policies the championship of
‘which over a long period of time
brought him prominently forward in
[the trade union movement. This ar-
iticle is used by the new Foster to slay
‘the Foster of old, to bury him in an
|ignub1e grave and, after having
thrown the last scornful shovelfuls
of dirt upan his own past, to recall
[the ghost of DeLeon in order to em-
I1hrace it and try to infuse life inte its
eold barven remains. Imagine Toster
itrving te revive the spirit of Deleon
‘and give it life and substance!
In this article T'oster directs his
fire against all proposals for the
building up of a left wing in the ex-
isting trade uniong, branding them as
reaning the liguidation of the Trade
| Union Unity League and of the rev-
colutionary  struggle in  the frade
- unions, The very policy of “duualism"
[Iwhich he attacked, and very correetly,

‘as a sectarian isolationist policy he
| new cloaks in the terminclogy of the
new trade unien line and champions
g the only eorreet trade union policy.
" This is the message of his article,

What Ave Trade Unions?

The fundamental basis of Fosler’s
argument is that the trode unions,
because of reactionary characler of
its burocraey, ure loday directfy oupi-

o,

Canngn-Muste Auxiliarvies.,” The arti-|

Foster Tries to Forget the Past

By Ben Gitlow

“apainst Lozovsky himself! He him-

| munist, William Z. Foster rambles self notes this fact in his article as;

| follows:

“Fu this controversy {the struggle
of the old leadership of the Party
aguinst the beginnings of the mew
trude  wnion  cowrse—Editor}
own positivn woy freorrect. ! polem-
dzed with Comrade Lozovsky or the
grounds that hiz criliciym of sur pasi

poliey was toe severe”
_ P

The Record of the Past

" Bat Foster cannot break with his
past so readily. In his article he is
foreed fo admit that the trade union
line of the Party from 1921 (o 1028
{up to the IV Congress of the RILU}
cwag correct.  About this he says the
“following:

YUl the modn this poliey wos eor-
irect, T encbled we to eonduel many
effeetive fights” : .

It iz not su easy to forget the plo-
rious pages of the history of the left
wing in the trade unions with the
amdélgamation movement, the  Labor
Farty campaign, the miners struggle,
the Russian recognition campaign, the
forriers strile, Tasszaie, New Bed-
!furd, the needle trades, and so on.
The old ling of trade union policy
mude labor history in this country
at a time when we did not have such
favorable objective conditions as we
have today. Il i3 no accident that
:lroster 1s unable to repister concrete
ipositive achievements such as these
|for the new line, the Losovskyan line
|for trade wnion work. No one can
|deny that theve wre wonderful oppor-
‘tunities. But the policy of withdraw-
ling left wingers from the mass or-

iy

The New Turn of the Party on Trade Union Policy

o

¢ “But since the 4th RILU Congress

our policy Aos token o sharp lurn,
Now otr Hne is to build independent,
|?'eua£1r.£-:'umry widong and (o combine
|ste tnte o new nationdd trade union
center . . . The work of owr orgunized
groups tn the reformist unions based
on the tuctic of the wunited fromt from
cbelow, s suberdinated to the build-
g of the revolufionury unions, It
i orientated upen drowing hese trade
nunior iworkers uader the ddewlvgica!
legdership of the TUUL, and, us
speedity ag practicalde, inte moss af-
fitiation with &."

What is the substance of this new
line? (1} 'f'o build independent rev-
olutionary unions all along the linoc.
{2} To build up the TUUL not us &
left wing center but as a dual center
(o the A F of L) of “revolutionary”
iunions. {3) Work in the reaction-
ary unipng is mot for the purpose of
buildiog a left wing but is subordi-
inz::t.cd to the building of revolutionary
voions.  {4) The left wingers in the
miass reactionary unions are us speed-
ily as possible to be withdrawn [rom
their unions and affiliated to the
TUUL “pevolutionary™ unions.

This is clearly the policy of secta-
rian dualism, the policy of abandon-
elng the mass uniens and chasing the
wili-v'-the-wisp of ideal “revoluticn-
rary” unions,  The same will-o™-the-
wirp was chused by Deleon thirty
yvears ago. Today, much less convine-
ingly because with much less convie-
tion, it is being advecated by boster
luz the new ling, the line of the RILT,
for the "third period of capitalism.”
In this country we have almost a
hatf a century of costly expericnce
with this policy, It was thru the
activitics of Lenin and Cominterve

tafist orpumizations, that nothing can | ganizations and n-f.builrlmg new li]ﬁ‘il]
be accomplished inside of them or se-called “revolutionary™ —organiza-
thru them. Therefore it has now be- tions does net bring any pesitive re-
| eomme the main trade union task of sults but on the eontrary brings de-
the Communists to build independent 'meralization, defeat and tsolation.

- T

-

. Miypovglutionary unions” amd to affiliate o
"them to the new “revolutionary (race
union eenter,” the Trade Union Unity
League. This is precizely the ossence
of the scefurian dualism  against
which Foster fought so vigorously
and so correctly for years. Just put
the Sociulist Trade und Labor Al-
lianee in place of the TUUL and you
have DeLeonizm  all
typically American trade union sec-
| tavianisu. -

The fight of Foster agaipst “in-
fantile leftist” scctarianizm is what

=
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Communist International.  He was
‘welenmed into Communist ranks be-

e

| inside the existing unions for the pur-
"pose of revolutionizing the wnions
Iza.nd bringing them under the infiu-
jence and leadership of the Commu-
| pists. Today Foster appears as the
champion of precisely the opposite

over again—

Lrgught him to the attention of the]

cause he conld best zerve to dramatize |
the imperative necessity of working

What Is the Mew Line,

Let Foster explain what this new
line of the Party officlaldem is. His
words give a definite answer to every
anxious lel{ wing worker who wants
"to know whether the Party is or iz not
considering a echange of ils trade
union policy. And the answer is an
emphatic WO! Iere is what Foster
hay to say: :

thit such suividul trade union tactics
were finally rejected and discredibed
in the revolutionary movement. Now
the leadership of the Communist In-
terpational and of the RILT arc try-
[ing to bring them back. This is Lhe
ireal meaning of the new trade wnion
line. :
* ¥ &

In fhe next tssne of (he Revolution-
ary Age Comratde Gitluw will consider
the problem of the progressives {in
purticuler of the Muste movemoent)
in relation to the trode wniong toshs
'of the Communists, Wateh for this
article.

-
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By LARRY MURPHY

Where di¢ this fight among the
marine workers spring from? IFor the
kst year and a half or two years o

FIGHT IN THE MARINE UNION
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.| article iz the Tact that is is a deeisive

X growth of genuine left wing in the

tH

COuUrse,

fight has been waged by the runk and

. i file of our union against the phoney
Is There A Change of Line? policies and Lactics of the bl.n:'cI:cJ:"a(:_','r
A second important feature of thisiUP to the present this has only ex-
pressed itself in individual actions,
in worlers leaving the uniim, in non-
payment of dues and go forth. How-
ever, the latest fiascoes of ihe bure-

i
answer to the persistent rumovs that,
the Party offieialdom has made a de-|
cided turn in its trade union poliey.

i1y Party and trade union circles such eracy in FPhiladelphia and New Or-

rumors have become gquite wide-spread |leans were too mueh., The rank andi
—ig the effcet that the Party official- | file ecould no longer tolerate these’
dum has come to the conclusion that|phoney and ruinous policies of those
its potiey of mechanically creating who unfortunately hgwe control of -
ltpovolutionary unions” and of with-|our union today, that is to say, Mink, ,
~drawing left wing workers from the Ine. Moch discussion and hot argu-|
reactionary unions is wreng and that,|ments follewed these disastrous af-
therefore, the TUUL is now revertinglfaira An appeal was made to the
to the old policy of building up o left Communist Party thru the fraction
wing in the reactionary unions. But]However the Party tock its usuil
any such ides is refuted not only by istand and in order to curry favor
the deeds but even by the words of fwith Lozevsky branded the appeal of
lthe Party oficialdern. We have al-lthe rank and file as C{)unter-revolu—l
j Teady printed cut more than once tionary and threw it inte (he waste- |
that the so-called *“united fronts” | basket. Unable to get any fustice from
‘concocted by the Purty officials for|the iron-bound Party burccracy the
the Amalgamated Clothing Workers,

|fcr the ILGU, for the millinery work-;
ers union, ete, are no more than
wanouvers to head off the

ingtructed them te draw up an ap-
peal to the membership.
The tacties of Mink and Company

: ! . . . have nearly killed cur union and in
ireactionavy unions. The manifesta-

strike by having ten soumen Iarly
meambears vole for the lengshoremion
to go oub on sivike without even con-
“sulting the longshorement All this

‘hag piven our uniom a reputation of

fakery and burecraey anweng (he

iworkers of the Gulf coast and the

Philly waterfront.

We are determined to fight for the
following:

1. To replace the present buroeracy
with a proletarian leadership,

2. To build left wing groups in all
unions and to win over the rank anc
file to our working class program.

3. To earry on 2 eampaign for the
building . of vhe unien in the marin
indusliy.

4. To intensify our work among
the unerganized workers, especially
the unemploved.

EXPULSION POLICY ID
- 'THE TUUL-UNIONS

The expulsion policy which arouse
50 mueh indignation on the part of ths
workers when it was practised by th

raunk and file elected a cornmitles und reactionary union leaders against mili

tants has now been taken over by th
‘pificials of the Trade Union TFnit)
League unions to be used against al
workers who happen to disagree witl

tions of a genuine left wing tewdency
in the trade unions have lately be-
come guite apparent. In the reae-
tionary needle trade unions left wing
sontiment has already erystallized in-
to orgenization—entirely cutside of
the influence of the TUUL and of the
official Clomimunist Party. This s
-Inaturally viewed as a serious menace
to the whole line of the TUUL and
the "united fronts” of the TUUL ave
the answer. There is this fundamen-
tal difference: The PUUL propoves tv

sorme places it actually has killed it.
Mink and Company destroyed
gtrike machine of the uwnion built up
under terrific hardships, Harvey scot
out 2 fake reporl io the effect that
the union had won a 204, wage in-
crease in New Orleans when in re-
ality we suffered a miserable defent.
The uwnion was turned into a step-
child of the Parly, in an appendix
~of the Party. In our unien there is
reckless extravaganee and the utter
disregard of the most elemedtary
1deas and vights of trade unionismn, In

the '

| Frwark i the vepctiondiry WRIGRS in

not only -h-

i Philadelphia th i alled a fake |
grder to smash them and to “oarry Hadelphia the union called a fake|

over” the workers dnte the “revolu-
tignary PUUL wndens, The Lentnist
iting proposes to work in the reaclion-
wry nnions in order o defeal the re-
wclivnery burcerafs, in order fo win
tnfluenee over the workers, in order!
to win bhe wnions owd convert themt .
it enifitent  fighling  erganizations |
egeinst the bosses, Thig is a fumda-
mental difference. Foster's article as
well a5 the deeds of the TUUL prove
that the old seetavian peolicy of isola-
tion and division in the trade unions
is Leing carvied thru,

X ¥

The spacc allotted to this article
does not permit me to answer the bril-:
Iiunt remarks of Comrade, Foster,
about a “union” belween us and Can-|
non and about ux being “auxiliaries”
of Musie. The method of using labels
where arguments fail is an old one
but is hardly convineing. = But we
must recall to Comrade Poster that
heer, the traditional

Auvnalign 1 =
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rtheir policies or tacties.
The Pittston, Wilkes Barrc an
| Ashley locals of the (former) Na
'tisnul Miners Union wore bed by sup
iporters of the CP-Majority Groug
‘Thereupon the burocrats of the NML
rsimply cut off all connections witl
‘these locals and refused to have any
thing to de with them. Naturully thes
loeals ecould net continue to funetio
in such circumstances.

In the Marine Workers Industria
Union there has recently arisen
_strong rank and file opposition move
ment against the policies and method
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