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With its next issue, to be dated Sathr-
day July 4, 1931, The Militant will begin
publication as a Week]y. This big step for-
ward is made possible only by the greatest
sacrifice on the part of the growing group
of comrades and sympathizers of the Com-
munist Left Opposition.

The progress indicated by the publica-
tion of the Weekly Militant can hardly be
overestimated. The need for a more fre-
quent issuance of our organ has never been
greater. Confronted by the situation in the
labor and revoliitionary movements, pre-
gnant with great events, all the obstacles
that stand in the way must be surmounted
or pushed aside. The voice of the Marxist
wing of the movement must now be heard
louder and more often. ‘We cannot stand
still. Events are multiplying in their sign-
ificance and The Militant must forge ahead
to keep pace with them.

The capitalist wor]d is in the throes-
of its severest crisis since the outbreak
of the war. The statesmen of the old order

are frantic in their impotence. The rotten
edifice of capitalism is crumbling under
their feet. In one country after another,
the elements of a revolutionary crisis are
maturing and the day nears when the pro-
blem of power is once more to be posed
© acutely for the revolutionary proletariat of
Rurope. Everywhere, the social democratic
agency of capitalism is manifesting its
treachery and bankruptcy. Only the revolu-
tionary Communists can deliver humanity
from the toils of misery and exploitation.

It is here that the great contrast of
the present decade is located: the gap be-
tween the revolutionary possibi]ities and
the inability of the official Communist move-
ment to seize thesé possibilities and util-
ize them to the maximum. The extension
of this gap will involve the greatest set-
back to human progress. The reformists
of all shades, inside and outside the rev-
olutionary movement, are intent upon wid-
ening this gap. The Marxist wing of Com-
munism, the Left Opposition, was born out
of the struggle to close this gap by regen-
erating the Communist movement, by purg-
ing it of opportunism, of adventurism, of
its bureaucracy, by shifting it back to the
granite foundations laid for the proletarian
movement by Marx, Engels, Lenin and
Trotsky.

The hope of the future lies in Com-
munism, in the Communist movement. All
the greater significance is therefore to be
attributed to the work of those rebels who
have banded together to strengthen Com-
munism by restoring its revo]utionary prin-
ciples. In the United States this work has
been done by The Militant, in the face of
all the obstacles deliberately placed in 1ts
path, despite the many-sided attacks, de-
spite the hopes of its numerous foes that

_its days were numbered. But our work has
been but a small part of what it must be.
It must be doubled and trebled, deepened
and extended to broader spheres.

The working class and the revolution-
ary movement in the United States stand
at the crossroads. The naroctic effects of
vesterday’s “prosperity” are beginning to
wear Off. The working class drugged by
the illusions of the bourgeoisie is rising out
its long sleep. Its first battles of resist-
ance to a capitalist classs seeking to un-
load its difficulties upon labor have al-
ready revealed its profound and hardly tap-
ped resources of militancy and its capac-
ity for action. A Communist movement,
aware of the possibilities, capable of util-
izing them, united on a principled basis,
would be in a position to guide this awak-
ening working class. Coming events may
follow in such an order that the historie-
ally backward working class of the United
States may leap to the forefront of the
international proletariat. The Communist
movement, which has so tragically missed
the opportunities of yesterday, must not be
allowed to miss those of today and tomor-
row.

There lies the main task of the Mili-
tant and the Left Oppesition as a whole:
to train up the revolutionary vanguard, to
olarify its purpose and to strengthen its
action. The task cannot be postponed. It
presses down upon the whole movement
with an urgency that cannot be denied.

- The Weekly Militant will be able to

Miners on the March'

Thousands on Strike Against Wage Cuts in Western Pennsylvania

The miners’ strike against inhumanbureaucratic administration which have
starvation conditions, from its inception stifled the N. M. U. up till now.
which began two weeks ago in Western The miners are on thé march. A move-
Pennsylvania has been spreading rapidly ment of real vitality has commenced, ex-

and is now extending to Ohio. At the mom-
ent of writing there are nearly 20,000 min-
ers out. They are fighting with a militancy
equal to the most glorious examples of
American labor history. This holds bright
prospects for further extention as the min-
ers elsewhere begin to learn that this 'is
their battle as well.

In another article in this issue we
give some figures of slashing .of the miners’
wgaes. These are taken from the Bureau
of Labor Statistics compilation. We no-
tice that during the period March 1930 to
March 1931 213,000 Bituminous coal miners
have suffered a 16.2 percent. reduction. Re-
cently the U. 8. Department of Labor con-
ciliator, Emmaline Pitt, expressed herself as
“horrified” at the starvation and wretched
living conditions of the miners and t(he
“terrible brutality” of the coal and iron
police as well as the state Cossacks. Miners
have been existing on the starvation level.
The most ruthless methods have been used
to smash their organization.

In western Pennsylvania the National
Miners Union has assumed the leading role.
With a genuine mass basis being accepted
and a genuine union democracy applied
there are prospects for success for the N.
M. U. But for this it will be necessary
to avoid the mistakes of policy and the

The Spanish Bourgeoisie Acts --

PARIS—

The news that reaches us from Madrid
confirms the hotice appearing last week in
all the papers and according to which 17
Communists were arrested in a saloon dur-
ing a meeting. Our Madrid comrades write
us: “After your delegate had delivered his
lecture at the cafe meeting place of the
Madrid ‘Agrupacion’, the police prohibited
the owner of the cafe from giving us the
hall for our meetings without authorization
from the police (Direccion General de
Seguridad). On May 15 the police arrested
17 of our comrades who were in the cafe
and they are now at the disposal of the
military judge. Among those arrested is
our comrade Lacroix and other militants of

— A
fulfill this task far better than the semi-
monthly. Events which yesterday could
only be mentioned—and sometimes belated-
ly—will be mirrored more completely and

. more in time in the columns of the Weekly

Every effort will be made by the Weekly to
deal with the important, the decisive strug-
gles in the labor movement as a whole. The
outstanding political events of the day will
be treated from the Marxian standpoint in
the Weekly with greater promptitude and
detail than before. The problems of the
Soviet Union, the workers’ fatherland, the
problems and struggles of the Communist
International and its American section,
will find an objective analysis in our col-
umns. The life of the Left Opposition
throughout the world will be recorded faith-
fully.

The step to The Weekly has been made
possible, we said, by the sacrifice of our
supporters. The greatest, most pressing
problem is still to be solved: the problem
of maintaining the Weekly on a strong
basis. Just as the publication of the Mili-
tant requires the written contributions of
all our comrades, so its maintenance de-
mands their constant assistance. Every
reader must become a supporter g member
of our small army of fighters. It is to
them that we make our appeal to increase
the circulation of The Militant, to spread
its influence, to extend its circle of read-
ers as widely as possible.

Swift, generous, steady support is im-
perative to maintain The Weekly Militant.
The first step is being taken—the advance
must be kept up. Every comrade to his
task!

—THE. MILITANT.

pressing itself in different forms in differ-
ent parts of the country. In Harlan, Ken-
tucky, 18000 miners already struck early in
May against starvation conditions. In
Illinois there is a revolt against the treason
of the Lewis-Fishwick-Walker reactionaries.
This movement found reverberations in the
southern part of West Virginia and Ohio
where sections of a new union are being or-
ganized in opposition to the old Lewis un-
ion. It found reverberations also in In-
diana and in the southwestern states where
also new union formation is taking place.

The U. M. W. is definitely discredited
in the eyes of the rank and file miners who
have learnd the lesson from the treason-
able career of its officialjom. The capital-
ist forces, particularly in Pennsylvania, are
now crying out for re-establishment of the
Lewis union. The bosses prefer no union
at all, but they will always be ready to ac-
cept the union of the A. F. of L. brand of
leader=hip and policies when thyy are
threatened with the alternative of the rank
and file taking matters into their own hands
and forming a militant union.

In western Pennsylvania the jails are
being filled with militant miners. In Har-
lan Kentucky, 50 of them are in prison, 20
charged with murder in the first degree.
All of these class war victims need defense

the Left Opposition.”

We have written last week that the
pres:ident of the Council, Alcala Zamora
and the minister of the interior, Miguel
Maura, announced repressive measures
against the ‘‘extremists of the Left”, that
is, against our Opposition comrades who,
in the absence of a Communist party, are
guiding with their feeble means the spon-
taneous struggles of the revolutionary pro-
letariat of Spain. Zamora and Maura have
kept their promise: to break the spirit of
the rebellious masses to leave them witheut
leadership and to throw them into confu-
sion, the provisional government has ar-
rested the best Communist militants. Our
comrade Lacroix who was released hardly
three weeks ago by the revolutionary work-
ers of Valencia, after having suffered long
months of detention in the prisons of the
dictatorship which considerably impaired
his feeble health, is today incarcerated by
the republican-socialist government.

With Lacroix, other militants, less ex-
perienced but just as devoted as he is to
the proletarian cause are incarcerated in
the prisons of the republic. Our duty, the
duty of every revolutionary worker, is tc
stir the opinion of the working class of
cvery country and te raise a vigorvous pro-
test against the repression of the Spanish
bourgceoisie whose vietims are today the
best revolutionary militants.

The Rcle of the Bourgeoisie

The Spanish bourgeoisie, supported by
the social democracy, is beginning to play
an openly and cyuically reactionary role.
The provisional government which is re-
vealing itself more and more as the watch-
dog of the feudal-capitalist bourgeoisie, is
deciving the popular masses by its hypo-
critical and lying decrees. As soon as the
rebellicus workers and peasants begin to
stir, the provisional government publishes
a dozen decrees in which it promises, in
nebulous and intentionally equivocal terms
the confiscation of certain lands under cer-
tain conditions; the confiscation of the
wealth of the fallen monarchy; the separa-
tion of the church and the state; the pun-
ishment of those responsible for the dic-
tatorship, etc.

The next day, after these decrees have
played their role as nareoties dulling the
vigilance of the masses, the government by
a “final word”, puts off these radical re-
forms to the Greek Calends of the Con-
stituent Cortes.

and deserve all possible working class ef-
fort on their behalf. Relief is needed for
the striking miners who already for a long
time have existed on the starvation level.
Workers should send such support to the
Miners Relief Committee at 611 Penn Ave.,
Pittsburgh, Pa.

In this situation of growing strike,
growing militancy of the miners and increas-
ing revolt against the old U. M. W. machine
there aqre real possibilities for a movement
which may assume titanic proportions.
There are real possibilities for a union built
on a class basis, functioning under the
banner of militancy and able to embrace
all the coal miners. The slightest conces-
sion to the outfit of John L. Lewis will be
wrong. To the miners it should remain
clear that now is the time to bend all ef-
fort to direct the various movements of
revolt against the old bureaucracy, of strug-
gle against the inhuman conditions and of
efforts to organize in various sections into
one mighty stream for the building of an
all-emrbacing class union. It is necessary
to particularly emphasize once again the
need of amalgamation of the various sec-
tional unions being organized together with
the National Miners Union into one such
organization. It 1is incumbent upon all
Communist miners to unite for the achieve-
ment of this goal as a part of the fight
to a finish against capitalism.

—A, S.

Against Labor

But on May 10, the workers of Madrid
and the provinces went out into (iie straets
to have the wil of the exploited masses
respecied by direct action. They thems-eivas
punishe:d] the most hated enemy of tha peo-
ple - -the clergy. Thereupon, the republican-
socialist government took off its mask of
laymanship and democracy and savagely
repressed the demonstrators. It directed
the point of its repression against the “ex-
tremists of the Left”, that is against the
Opposition Communists who have taxed
themselves with elaboratinmg a political and
sveinl program corresponding (o the vital
interests of the rebellious mas.ies, capatue
of making their demonstrations with a
clear-sighted 1:adership which jermits the
massey to conduct their reva:vtionary ac-
livity better and with great:r success.

The arrest of the revolutionary mlli-
tants can only increase the arger of the
workers., Indignation runs higch in the
workers’ circles and the campaign of pro-
Lest against the arbitrary act of the mia-
fstry is growing in the trade unions. The
workers of all tendencies organized in the
reformist trade union (General Union of
Labor) or in the anarchist trade uninns.
(Nationul Confederation of Labor) must re-
member that the socialist leaders., Cabal-
lero, Prieto and de los Rios share the same
responsibility in this arbitrary act as Zam-
ora and Maura. The Spanish workers today
must demand a reckoning from those who
claim to represent them in the provisional
guvcrnment. The gocialist ministers have
ranged themselves openly on the side of
the bourgecisie against the workers, against
the best defenders of the proletariat’s in-
terests. Every enlightened worker an-
derstands this now. But thkis truth must
be told to every stratum of the exploited
people. The revolutionary propaganda of
all the Spanish Communists, regardless of
their tendency must reveal to the workers
and peasants throughout Spain the trea-
sonable role which the socialist ministers
play in the provisional government.

* * *

It is very’ important that in this rev-
olutionary struggle unfolding under ex-
tremely painful conditions, the Spanish
Communists should not remain abandoned
to themselves and isolated from the prole-
tarian movement of other countries. The
Spanish Communist movement counts 2

(Continued on page 8)
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STRIKE “STRATEGY”

Among the absurdities spawned during
the third period of the Comintern’s mis-
takes, a prominent place belongs to the
new inventions in the field of trade union
policy ,relating to strikes, or as the gen-
erals say, “strike strategy”. During the
past few years we heard plenty about these
discoveries. Articles, resolutions, and pam-
phlets if not whole books—have poured
forth in a steady stream as evidence that
on this subject also the statesmen of Cen-
trism have something new to say. As was
to be expected, the new prescriptions have
fared badly in the test of experience. Mat-
ters were bad enough before the deluge of
theses on strike strategy; since then they
have been worse.

The central feature of the new reveia-
tion—as nobody has been allowed to tor-
get—is “independent strike leadersuip”.
Under this formula the tasks of the Com-
munists in strike situations are reduced to
an A B C simplicity: they simply take over
the direct leadership of the struxgle, re-
gardless of reformists reactionaries, fasc-
ists or “social-fascists” who .y opnose
the idea, and regardless also of the pro-
portionate influence they may wieeld at the
moment. But if the opponcats of Com-
munism control the union cunducting the
strike, what then? The answer is given in
all the theses: form a new strike commit-
tee. And if the workers do not understand
and support this action? That is their
fault.

In the recent Duluth-Superior dock
strike we have seen a brilliant exemplifica-
tion of these tacties. In this strike, which
was s0 ably reported in the last number of
The Militant by Clem Forsen, the party
confronted a situation in which the senti-
ments of the workers were divided between
several grcups. There were supporters of
the Halonen group—the Finninsh variant
of the Loveston Right wing—among the
strikers, and the I. W. W. had a strong
infiluence over others. In this respect the
strike does not present an exceptional pic-
tare. It is rather typical. In the coming
wave of strike struggles the Communists
will rarely find a situation in which they
have no rivals. And in most cases they
will be more serious rivals, and better or-
ganized. For that reason the Duluth ex-
perience should not be overlooked.

The logic of the Duluth situation point-
ed to only one policy for the Communists
It was their task in the first place to raise
the slogan of unity and solidarity for a
common front agaiﬂst the employers in the
strike. From that it would follow that
they should demand a single strike com-
mittee, democratically elected by the strik-
ers in which each of the contending fac-
tions would have the right to make its pro-
posals and submit them to the decision of
the majority. By this means the unity of
the workers would be preserved, while they
would have the opportunity. at the same
time, to judge the proposals of the various
groups,.test them in action, and make their
own free selection assisted by their own
experience.

"This applies to the question of union
affiliation no less than to the other ques-
tioms. ‘Through their own experiences with
the representatives of the rival unions in
the strike, and the strike policies sponsor-
ed by them the workers would be in a bet-
ter position to decide whether they want
to join the I. W. \W. or the Marine Work-
ers Industrial Union. We have no right to
demand that they answer this question be-
forehand if they are not willing to do so.
And if they decide against us we have no
vight to split. Sooner or later the idea
must enter the heads of the Communists—a
small minority in the labor movement—that
ieadership of the workers cannot be secured
wvithout their knowledge and consent. We
cannot order them to follow us. They will
1n0f obey, and we have no power to enforce
fhe order.

These ideas are so elementary and ob-
vious that there should be no need of argu-
ment about them. But the Communists at
Duluth could not apply them. The “stra-
tegy” of “independent strike leadership”
atood in the way. With what result? They
left the slogan of unity to the I. W. W.—
and “the Marine Workers Union and party
apeakers are chased from the lot.”” The
Communists lost the confidence of the work-
ers, their speakers were isolated from the
strike . meetings. the strike was demoral-
ized and ended in the adceptance of a
wage cut. A defeat for the workers, a de-
feat for Communism. But what of that?
The new strike *“strategy’”, like the whole

policy of Centrism from the beginning to
end, takes ne account of such considera-

tions.
WA

ASSEMBLING THE FUTURE STAFF

The International Opposition has al-
ways proceeded from the assumption that
the regeneration of the Communist Interna-
tional can be accomplished only by the de-
feat and displacement of the upper stratum
of the Centrist bureaucracy. The degenera-
tion of the leading circle of Stalinism, con-
firmed in cvery decisive question of the
international revolution over a period of
years, is given a fresh confirmation in the
political resolution of the Eleventh Plenum
of the (. I., this utterly barren and worth-
less doeument is a striking revelation of
the unbridgeable chasm which stands Dbe-
tween the necessities of the movement and
the capacities of the official leadership. In
this respect it iz on a par with the contri-
butions, in theory and practice, of the
Stalin mercenaries directing the American
party.

It beeemes clearer by day that people
are not and cannot be the leaders of Com-
muaism. They are the chief obstacle in the
path of its development. If the kernel
of the future staff of Marxist revolutionar-
ies must be assembled in the strugcgle
against them-—and there is no other way—
then the real headway of the Opposition in
maturing and developing new lend'ing forces
ix a yardstick by which to measure its ac-
tual progress.

In this field our gains are indisputable.
The Opposition is barred by all the eir-
cumstances of the complicated fight from a
rapid numerical growth. We never pro-
mised that. The c¢risis is  too profound
to permit of a quick and easy solution. But
in the =tubborn aud irreconcilable strug-

¢le we are preparing the <cadres of the
{uture leadership. On¢ ha only to exam-
ing the recent issues of the Militant to

convince himself of this vital fact. An in-
creasing number of contributions of a high
political standard are coming from com-
rades who are writing for the first time.
Thix is the wunfailing sign of internal
growth of qualitative improvement and
strengthening in our ranks. It is the proof
that our forces, unavoidably limited as
they are. arve preparing for their great his-
toriec future and going out to meet it.

To record this wromising development
is not to rest content with it. Tor it must
be recognized that it marks only a begin-
ning of what we must accomplish if we
are to measure up to the magnitude of
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our tasks. It is oniy a beginning because
the education of new Communist propagan-
dists, organizers and politicians does not
keep pace with the expansion of our re-
sponsibilities, and because they still remain

amateurs devoting only their spare time to
the movement.

It would be fatal to stop there, and
doubly fatal to make a principle of such
a condition. “In order to be iully prepared

for his task” said Lenin, “the working-
class revolutionist must also become a pro-
fessional revolutionist.” We ought to steer
a dctiberate course in this direction. The
training of the young Communists in the
Marxist school of the Opposition should
proceed with this objective. The more earn-
estly we concentrate on this design fne
better will we utilize the opportunities of
the present to prepare the revolutionary
staff of the future. —J. P. C.

The Eleventh Plenum of the Comintern

(Continued from last issue)

On the question of social-fascism, the
resolution says:

‘Wherever the Communists apply mech-
anically the correct tactic of class against
class’ without taking into account the level
of the Communist movement, wherever they
identify fascism with social-fascism, the
social-fascst leaders with the social dem-
ocratic workers, the Communists weaken
their independent leadership of the -class
struggle thus permiting the social
democracy to maneuver by simulating a
struggle against faseism (Austria, Poland)
and to deceive the masses who follow them.”

In this formulation. there is an open
avowal that the identiication of fascism
with social-fascism was an error that cost
the Comimunist movement dear. Could it be
otherwise?

The social democracy is beyond dispute
a petty bourzeci: wing ahd the assistant
to the bourgeoisie, serving it as a power-
ful weapon in the struggle against the
revolutionary proletariat. Fascism is also
a wing of the bourgeoisie, even though of
a different type put forward by the bour-
geoisie also to battle against the proletar-
iat but under different conditions. The soc-
ial democracy is the party of the petty
bourgeoisie which supports itself primarily
upon the labor aristocracy and upon ‘its
great influence among the poor strata of
the proletariat. Fascism is a petty bourgeois
and of tfunctionaries, and possesses an influ-
arnong hroad xtrata of the middle pea-
sanftry.

Thesz two potiy bourgeois movements,
in spite of the fact that they support each
other subjectively and objectively, some-
times -collide bhecause of the diversity of
their composition, the differences in their
ideological traditions and the methods with
which they support the bourgeois regime
(bourgeois democracy or dictatorship). The
duty of the Marxists is to make clear these
differences and not to hide them, for other-
wise we might arrive at the conclusion of
a monolithic bourgeois class, without in-
ternal struggles without competition in the
struggle for naticnal and international
strugegles.

Ul

The pitiful results. not only of the bad
application, but of the theory of social-
fascism in general, proceed from the fuct
that every worker sees. even by observing
daily life, that in spite of all the Commun-
ist  arguments, in spite of the name of
social-fascist acute struggles still break out
between the two parties—fascist and social
democratic. The fascist party destroys the
hedaquarters of the social democrats and
their newspapers. arrests them somefimes.
and even tortures and Kkills them. The
worker revolts against this, but the Com-
munist movement does not draw him to-
wards it because. thanks to its ridiculous
theory of social-fascism., the Communist
party refuses to fight together with the
=ocinl democracy against fascism at the
moment when this becomes a vital neces-
sity for the proletariat. (An investigation

conducted by the central organ of the Ger-

man Communist Party. the Rote Fahne,
among the Social democratic workers
showed the correctness of our contention.
To the question: "What prevents vou from
joining the Communist party?’., many
workers replied: I am for yvou but against
the theory of social-fasecism.”?

Whart is responsible for the negative
results of our work?—The bureaucrats of
the Eleveuth Plenum of the Comintern re-
ply: It is the workers who do not under-
stand.” They do not want to acknowledge
that at the moment when they drew the
parallel between fascism and social dem-
ocracy, they drove towards the identifica-
tion of fascism and social democracy that
is. of the social democratic workers and the
fascists.

The casting of the responsibility for the
bad application upcen the national sections
is nothing but a retreat in the theory of
social-fascism. But as always, it is upon
the ranks that the responsibility is cast.

The bureaueracy is afraid of the truth
like an ape of his image, s0 as not to see
its own incompetence, otherwise it would
have seen that the weakness of the Com-
munist movement does not reside in the
ranks. But the bureaucracy is loyal to it-

self. For every mistake made it immedi-
ately finds a formula which frees it of re-
sgonsibility. In the long run, it always
finds a scapegoat (like Molotov, for exam-
ple) in order to ecrawl out of a bad situa-
tion.

Among other stupidities they never
forget to take a kick at the Russian Opposi-
tion:

“The work of construeting socialism
has finally destroyed all the hopes of the
capitalist world, and the ‘predictions’ of the
Trotskyists on the degeneration of Soviet
economy into capitalist economy.”

Here as everywhere, the bureaucracy
fights against the Left Opposition by the
solitary means of falsehood. Did the Left
Opposition foresee g degeneration of soc-
ialist economy into a capitalist economy?
Yes, but on one condition: that the policy
of Stalin and Bucharin of the years 1926-
1927, that is, the policy of “socialism at
a snail’'s pace” be applied. It is Stalin and
Bucharin who fought for this poiley and
slandered the Opposition as agents of the
bourgeoisie because of their proposals for
industrialization.

Does the Left Opposition today stili
sce a danger of degeneration of the Roviet
Union? Yes it sces dangers in the dis-
proportions between the different branches
of industry (which is sometimes directed
by concecaled Mensheviks) and in the extra-
ordinary strengthening of the apparatus.

Jesides this, the disappearance of the
control of the party masses is also a great
danger. The degeneration and the replace-
ment of the socialist economy of the U. §.
N. R. by a capitalist ecomony is related
above all to the militancy of the proletariat
and of its vanguard in the U. 8. 8. R. ae
well as outside of it.

The greater the vigilance shown by the
C. P. 8. U. the closer will be the decisive
victory of the proletariat.

The TLeft Opposition saw all the dan-
zers and called them to the attention of
the international proletariat. It will con-
tinue to do it, without looking forward to
eulogies from the narrow bureaucrats of
the Eleventh Plenum but in the interests
of the world proletariat. —JANIN.
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The A.F. of L and the Wage-Cut Drive

William Green has come forward with
a statement that the A. F. of L. Executive
Council will c¢all upon the workers, or-
ganized and unorganized, to ‘‘resist wage
cuts to the fullest extent”. If that was
meant to be taken seriously one would
assume that steps for through-going pre-
paration of all unions to adopt methods and
measures for effective resistance should fol-
low to correspond with such statements.
But this is not the case.

What the Executive Council has in mind
becomes clear from the editorials by Green
in the June issue of the American Federa-
tionist. His appeal is not at all directed
to the working class, not even to the un-
ions, but in the usual boot licking lackey
fashion +addressed to the employers. He
says in part, with regard to the present
crisis: “We look to gatherings of captains
of finance and leaders of industry to find
a way forward”. And then calling upon the
unions he says: “Get ready the facts to
show your community how many customers
are wage earners and what their wages
mean to the retail trade of the town, to
those who rent houses to insurance agents,
to automobile salesmen, etc. . . . Interest
community groups in this wage preservation

movement and get your statements into
the local papers. Remember you must
convince employers and the public. This

is a time to utilize the facts and put your
full strength behind them.”

The actual extent of wage-cutting can
perhaps best be gathered by referring to
the Bureau of Labor Statistics’ figures for
the month of January 1931. A total of 335
companies reported reductions affecting
43,507 workers. The same bureau also lists
the wage cuts in percentage for a number
of industries under the heading of per
capita weekly earnings of March, 1931, com-
pared with March 1930. We quote in part.

2,937,525 workers in the manufacturing
industry have had their wekly wage lower-
ed by 9.4 percent; 110.669 authracite miners
by 9.2 percent. 213,028 Bituminous miners
by 16.2 percent and so on for many other
industries. These outright wage cuts listed
by the bureau do not. however. at all in-
clude the many clever schemes which are

being applied by way af indirect wage
cutting of which many thousand workers

have become the victims.

Undoubtedly these figures by themselves
express a slashing capitalist offensive of a
terrific magnitude against the working class
standard. We might add that without a
doubt the A. F. of L. leadership has become
quite alarmed over the present situation.
Not so much over the reduction of the
working class standard as because of its
ravaging effects upon the union member-
ship. First, by the fact that large pro-
portions of this membership find them-
selves unable to meet their dues payments.
Secondly, and this is a well known fact
that the unofficial wage cuts are far heavier
than those registered by the Bureau of
Labor Statistics. Notably is this so in the
building trades unionsg, which form the
very backbone of the A. ¥. of L. These
unions are today unable to maintain the
wage scale which the official agreements
call for. Because of the failure of the or-
ganizations really to take any steps to repel
the capitalist offensive the members find
themselves face to face with the choice of
prolonged unemployment or whatever wage
the boss sees fit to pay. It is very natural
that under such conditions the unions
should experience heavy membership losses.

It should now be perfectly clear fthat
what we have clearly and distinetly emphas-
ized some time ago as an inevitable per-
spective, iz actually coming to pass. Capi-
talism is beginning its desperate efforts to
overcome its economic difficulties by saddl-
ing the burden more securely upon the work-
ers’ backs. They are aiming for a new sort
of stabilization level, many degrees further
down, based upon a drastically reduced
working class standard. The all-important
question now is: Will the workers resist
and attempt to prevent it?

In answer to such a query we notice
some very encouraging signs. Strikes are
today on the increase. Workers are be-
ginning to resist the capitalist onslaughts.
The Department of Labor reports that there
were only 903 strikes during the year 1930
which records the lowest number since 1918,
During the most recent weeks, however
many strikes, mostly against age cnts,
have broken out. There have been several
strikes involving thousands of workers in
the anthracite section of the Pennsylvania
coal producing territory. Just now, about
ten thousand workers are on strke in the
Cannonsburg bitumous section in Pennsy-
lvania under the leadership of the Nation-
al Minergs Union. About 2,000 steel workers
struck in Mansfield, Ohio, against a 15 per-
cent wage cut. The latter have so far ex-

By ARNE SWABECK

perienced a total cut of 371, percent in
eighteen months. Several thousand miners
have been on strike for some time against
wage cuts in Kentucky. Several thousand
workers struck against the wage cuts in
the Mishawaka rubber and woolen factory
in Indiana. Hosiery workers in Pennsylvania
are still on strike. Building trades work-
ers in Indianapolis struck and prevented a
20 percent wage cut. Two thousand pocket
book workers in New York are on strike
against a 25 percent wage cut. Similarly
leather goods workers in Massachusetts are
out fighting wage cuts. The New England
machinists have decided to resist any wage
reductions. The street car workers of St.
Louis Mo., have decided to strike against a
10 percent wige cut if negetiations fail
them. These are only some of the present
examples.

The American workers are still fight-
ing on the defense. A change toward of-
fensive battles is of course not determined
only by the numbers involved the frequ-
ency of occurence, the industries involved
or even the specific nature of demands. It
is rather determined by the general charac-
ter and objectives of the struggles, not only
toward the immediate issues but also to-
ward the whole system of class society.
Nevertheless there are without a question

Communism

The programs of the different currents
of the working class movement are being
tested by the Spanish revolution—a rev-
olution whieh is now in Socialist-Repub-
lican hands, but a revolution these forces
are unable to solve, a revolution slipping
from their grasp. either to be carried to
tho successtul conclusion of a dictatorship
of the proletariat by a Marxian leadership
or to be spilled back in the hands of the
capitalist-feudalist forces.

In the onward march of the revelution
the syndicalists hold a key position not
because of their theoretical position, but
due to their lack of one and the fact that
they are the most powerfully organized
and militant proletarian force. The Com-
munist program that does not give special
attention to this part of the heterogenous
problem will be unable “to reduce all the
contradictions and tasks to one co-efficient—
the dictatorship of the proletariat”. Before
dealing with what kind of special attentjon
we must take up the syndicalist movement
of Spain.

The Russian Revolution and the Ger-
man revolutien had to contend with the
socialists as the most powerful organized
force with a non-Marxian position. The
Chinese revolution has a different relation-
ship of these forces. Although the present
Spanish revolution brings out a relationship
with the socialists resembling the German
and Russian revolutions it nevertheless
opens up a new problem when considering
the relationship of the socialists sydnicalists
and Communists in Spain as well as what
lessons revolutionists have already learned
about the role of the socialists.

We are actively participating in a rev-
olution that can be compared with the Rus-
gian revolution. If we are to list the strik-
ing differences between these two revolu-
tions special attention must be given to the
syndicalist problem, because the Left Op-
position has already dealt with the other

vital problems to a greater degree. The
capitalist press of the continent is com-
paring the ‘Spanizh revolution with the

French revoluticn and the American press
has followed its lead. What blindness and
lack of understanding of their own capital-
ist problems! The French revolution came
in the period of the birth of eapitalism and
the Spanish revolution breaks out in the
period of the decay of capitalism. The capi-
talist comparison holds no water.

The syndicalist movement took root in
Spain at the beginning of tho century, as
it did in most capitalist countries, as a
“healthy” reaction to the revisicn and op-
portunism of the Second International. The
“denial” of politics and the attitude toward
the State was the most favorable ground
for the philosophy of Anarchism. The old
problems of capitalism are incorporated in
the new problems of capitalism and the old
problems of the Marxian movement (Bakun-
in, Proudhon etc.) are incorporated in our
new problems. They are not to be dis-
missed as settled problems, as an unneces-
sary retracing of steps over ground covered
but to be treated as part of the contradiec-
tions of the present stage of imperilaism.
Stalinism as a revision of Marxism and the
tactics of the Comintern have been feed-
ing the stream of syndicalism. Driving

of a doubt great possibilities for devel-
opment in such direction. And it is parti-
cularly important to remember that upon
the revolutionary movement rests the task
of bringing forward the slogans and tactical

guidance which will furnish the bridge from
the defensive to the offensive.

It would be erronecus to draw ‘the
conclusion from the decrease of membership
of the A. F. of L. unions that it is definitely
facing an unbroken period of decline. Un-
doubtedly it is in a serious crisis. But it
is to be expected that the very pressure of
the capitalist onslaught will bring many in
the workers’ ranks to seek organizations
and will still throw many of them into the
tolds of the A. F. of L. unions despite the
treacherous career of its leadership. It is
particularly pertinent, however, at the pre-
sent moment to ecall the attention of the
workers to the fact that the fundamental
reason for the present plight of the A. F.
of L. unions is to be sought precisely in
the character of the leadelrship and its
policies. It is only a short time ago. at
the beginning of this present crisis, that
William Green promised the Hoover Con-
ference that there would be no strikes for
*“wage adjustments” during this period. And
that at a time when any worker with an
ounce of brains would know that precisely
this period would be utilized for a general
reduction of the working class standard.

It is to be expected that the present
period of such slashing attasks upon the
unions will bring forward new elements
with pretentions “progressive” declaratioas.
Such are merely the weathercocks of the
general trend of the working class movement
and serve as g mask cloaking the treason
being prepared by the reactionary leader-
ship whose color does not change. In that
respect, such elements become particularly
dangerous, as their fundamental outlook has
not changed either, but only their appear-
ance. They furnish the feeding channels of
social reformism, into which they endeavor
to direct the trade union movement to pre-
vent its development truly and genu.nely
in a Left direction.

The American working class has during
the past ‘“prosperity” period been lulled
into a false sense of security which to a
large extent accounts for the slow develop-
ments of resistance to the attacks upon it.
These workers have not suffered serious
defeats. All the more can it be expected
that with the increase of these attacks the
devlopments toward large struggles scale
and even offensive struggles will become
quite rapid. There are great prospects and
great encouragemnts in such a perspective.
But there are also immense responsibilities
resting upon the Communist movement. The
coming period will most likely hold rich
possibilities for the organization of the un-
organized industries for the building of new
unions. But it also holds similar possibil-
ities for development of militancy for buiid-
ing of a Left wing movement within the old
unions. Only a correct combination of these
two tasks can assure success.

and Syndicalism in Spain

workers to reformism and syndicalism is
part of Stalinism. To win the workers from
the reformist and anarcho-syndicalist lead-
ership, to the road of the proletarian rev-
olution is a task that falls upon the shoul-
ders of the Left Opposition. We must re-
member that the road does not lead around
the party but through the party. But we

must also add that “through the party”
does not exclude independent action—it

necessarily includes such.

The General Confederation of I.abor,
as a syndicalist organization, is far from
homegoneous. At present the anarcho-syn-
dicalists are in control but the very process
of the revolution and the wrong policies of
this leadership must accelerate the division
in the organlznt’ion. The 1919 Congress de-
cided to join the Third International, but
desiring to join and being Communist are
two different things. By 1920 the confed-
eration had over 800,000 members, accord-
ing to their reports, but the eventful years
and defeats since then have left them with
a small underground organization which is
rapidly growing in the present revolution.

The General Strike

The defeat of the general strike in 1923
in Spain and the general world effects of
the defeat of the October German revolution
enabled the dictatorship of Primo De Riv-
era to establish its rule on the backs of
the workers and peasants of Spain. The
syndicalist program is brought out in full
light in the events since 1923 as an utter
minus in relation to solving the problems of
the proletariat and peasantry. To the syn-
dicalist, the general strike means every-
thing. To us the general strike is a most
powerful weapon in the hands of Marxian
leadership; yet it only RAISES the ques-
tion of power but does not SETTLE it
Only the smashing of the capitalist state
machinery and its replacement with a vro-
letarian state machine, a dictatorship of
the proletariat in alliance with the peasan-
try in Spain, will settle the question of
power.

The “Syndicat” as a federated system
of autonomy i# the syndicalist structure to
take over preduction. Workers” federalism
Under

vs. centralism is  their keynote.
capitalism the organization of production

has already surpassed this syndicalist fed-
erated or local commune stage, Capitalism
has combined industry, etc., nationally and
internationally interlocking numbers of in-
dustries under finance-capitalism. The syn-
dicalist propesal is a step backward to the
organization of productive forces on a lower
level, while the socialist solution of the
proletarian problem lies in surpassing the
capitalist mode of preduction,. We must
build a higher stage of economic production
as well as distribution. The Centrist with
his theory of socialism in one country is
only different in degree from the syndical-
ist conceptiecn of the solution of the toil-
ing masses’ problems under the socialist
mode of production. Stalinism ecan Dbuild
socialism in an isolated economic backward
unit and the syndicalist can build social-
ism through local communes. The Left Op-
positien say the solution of cur problems
and of the Socialist mode of production lies
in the world areng through the world rev-
olution. The seizure of power in Spain

now by the proletariat wculd be another
step, a link in the chain of world revolu-
tion and would bring greater clarity to our
ranks and more unity between the prole-
tariat and peasantry—a unity with an ac-
celerated w=olution of the peasant problem.

Lenin wrote, ““The basic question of any
revolution is that of state power. Unless
this ix understood there can be no intel-

ligent participation in the revolution, let
alone direating it.” 'The leaders bf the

syndicalists have not learned this BASIC
question but fortunately the rank and file
fellowers of the syndicalist and some cap-
able proletarian leaders of their camp are
learning this basic problem not only in
Spain but throughout the world. The quick-
er we teach this basic point to the Spanish
syndicalist followers the faster will be the
development of a party, a Marxian party
of (C‘ommunists.

The capitalists may be “dumb” but they
at least can distinguish friend from foe.
They recognize the Soviet Union not as a
friend but as a foe, in spite of the blunders
of Stalin. But the syndicalist cannot un-
derstand this distinction. No matter how
far Stalin has gone up to now with his
theory of socialism in one country the in-
ternational capitalists will not confuse this
with capitalist rule even though they real-
ize hix policies are strengthening the ele-
ment that want the return of capitalist
rule, The syndicalists often say they would
rather have a capitalist dictatorship (U. S.
“democracy”) than the Russian dictator-
ship (Soviet power under Communist lead-
ership). Their actiens in Spain prove it.

“Freedom’” and Dictatorship

Postana, leader of the syndicalist says,
“A dictatorship of the proletariat is con-
tinually mentioned. We want no dictator-
ship. The workers must be educated for
freedom, not tyranny. ‘The syndicate is the
solution.” There is nothing in between the
dictatorship ef the capitalist today in Spain
and the dictatorship of the proletariat to-
mcerrow. The only cholce lies between rule
of the workers and peasants and the rule
of the c¢apitalist and feudalixt, We say to
the syndicalists: If you establish your ‘“fed-
eration ¢f syndicates” and the capitalists
endeavor to take them back, you must either
use force against them or give up—to use
force against them, to keep them from a re-
turn to private property is the dictation
of one class the working class cver the
capitalist class, and such, in plain English,
is the dictatorship of the proletariat through
‘he Soviets. You want freedom and we
tell you freedom for the ecapitalist and
feudalist is tyranny for the workers and
peasants and freedom fer the workers and
peasants is “tyranny” for the capitalist
and feudalist. Only, our rule is the rule
of the majority over the minority.

The objective conditions favor us, the
masses learn fast in g revolution and
through united fronts with revelutionary
syndicalists fighting the Socialist-Republican
government we can help them to discard
their anarchist prejudices.

Worker, peasant and soldier Juntas
with the Communist program presented by
the Left Opposition, is the road to power
in Spain for the workers and peasants.—H.

—HUGO OEHLER.



HE STRANGLED REVOLUTION

The book by André Malraux, “Les Con-
querants” [The Conquerors] has been sent
to me from various parts and, 1 even be-
lieve in four copies, but unfortunately I
read it after a delay of eighteen months or
‘two years. The book is devoted to the Chi-
nese revolution, that is, to the greatest sub-
ject of the last five years. A fine and well-
knit style, the discriminating eye of an ar-
tist, original and daring observation—all
confer upon the novel an exceptional im;
portance. If we write about it here it is
not because the book is a work of talent,
although this is not a negligible fact, but
because it offers a source of political les-
sons of the highest value. Do they come
from Malraux? No, they flow from the
racital itself unknown to the author and
they go against him. This does honor to
the observer and to the artist, but not to
the revolutionist. However, we have the
right to evaluate Malraux too from this
po:nt of view; in his own name and above
all in the name of Garine, his self self,
the author does not hesitate to expose his
judgments on the revolution.

The book is called a novel. In fact,
we have before us a romanticized chronicle
of the Chinese revelution, {rom its first per-
iod to the pericd of Canton. The chronicle
is not comple:e. Social v.cor is sometimes
lacking from the picture. But for that
there pass before the reader not only lum-
inous episodes of the revolution but also
clear-cut silhouettes which are graven in
the memory like social symbols.

An Unforgettable Picture

By little colored touches following the
method of stipplers, Malraux gives an un-
forgettable picture of the General strike,
not, to be sure, as it is below, not as it
is carried out, but as it is observed from
above: the Europeans do not get their
dinner, the Europeaus swelter in the heat,
the Chinese have ceased to work in the
kitchens and to make the veutilators work.
This is not a reproach tu the author: the
foreign artist could undoubtedly not have
dealt with his theme otherwise. But an-
other complaint can be made which is of
importance to him; the book is lacking in a
congenital affinity Dbetween the writer, in
spite of all he knows, understands and can
do. and his heroine, the revolution.

The sympathies of the author, which
are active ones, for insurgent China are un-
mistakable. But chance bursts upon these
sympathies. They are correded by the ex-
cesses of individualism and by aesthetic
caprice. In reading the book with sustained
attention one sometimes experiences a feel-
ing of vexation, when, in the tone of the
persuasive recital one perceives a note of
protecting irony towards the barbarians
ecapable of enthusiasm. That China is back-
ward, that many of its political manifest-
ations bear a primitive character—nobody
asks that they be passed over in silence.
But a correct perspective .is needed which
puts every object in its place. The Chi-
nse events, on the basis of which the
‘“novel” of Malraux unfolds itself, are in-
comparably more important for the future
destiny of human culture than the vain
and pitiful uproar of European parliaments
and the mountain of literarv products of
stagnant wcivilizations. Malraux seems to
feel a vcertain timidity to take this into ac-
count,

In the novel, there are pages, fine in
their Intensity which show how revolu-
tionary hatred is born of the yoke, of ig-
norance, of slavery, and is {empered like
steel. These pages might have entered into
the Anthology of the Revolution if Mal-
raux had approached the masses with
greater freedom and intrepidity, if he had
not introduced into his study a small note
of Dblase superiority, seeming to excuse
himself for his transient contact with the
insurrection of the Chinese people as much
perhaps before himself as before the aca-
demic mandaring in France and the traffie-
kers in opium for the mind.

x kX

Borodin represents the Comintern in
the post of high counsellor in the Canton
government. Garine, the favorite of the
anthor, is charged with propaganda. All
the work is done within the framework of
the Kuo Min Tang. Borodin, Garine, the
Russian general Galen the Frenchman Ger-
@rd, the German Klein, conmstitute a pri-
mitive bureaucracy of the revolution rais-
ing itself above the insurgent people and
conducting its own “revolutionary policy”
instead of ‘conducting the policy of the
revolution.

The locall organizations of the Kuo Min
Tang are defined as follows: “Unionz of a
few fanatics, manifestly brave, of a few
moneyed men who seek consideration eor
security, of numerous students, of coolies”
(8ce pages 29 and 30). Not only do bour
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geois enter into each organization but they
completely lead the party. The Commun-
ists extol the Kuo Min Tang. The workers
and the peasants are persuaded to talge
no action that might rebuff the devoted
friends of the bourgeoisie. “Such are the
gocleties that we control (more or less, do
not deceive yourselves about it)” (see page
29). An edifying avowal. The bureaucracy of
the Comintern tried to “control” the class
gtruggle in the economic life of the back-
ward countries. But a revolution cannot
be controlled. One can only give a poli-
tical expression to its internal forces. One
must know to which of these forces te link
his destiny,

“The coolies are about to discover that
they exist, simply that they exist” (see
page 31). That’s well aimed. But to feel
that they exist, the coolies the industrial
workers and the peasants must overthrow
those who prevent them from existing.
Foreign domination is indissolubly bound
up with the domestic yoke. The coolies
must not only drive out Baldwin or Mac-
Donald but also overthrow the ruling class-
es. One cannot be accomjpllished without
the other. Thus, the awa¥ening of the hu-
man rersomality in the masses c¢f China,
who exceed ten times the population of
France, is immediately transformed into the
lava of the social revolution. A magni-
ficent spectacle!

But here Borodin appears on the scene
and declares: “In the revolution, the
workers must do the coolie work for the
bourgeoisie.”™ The social enslavement from
which they want to liberate themselves is
found by the workers to be transposed into
the sphere of politiecs. To whom do they
owe this perfidious operation? To the bur-
eaucracy of the Comintern. In trying to
“control the Kuo Min Tang"”, it actually

the Dbourzeolsie which seeks * consl-
deration fmth security” in enslaving the
co-lire who want to exist.

afds

Borodin, who remains in the background
all the time characterizes himself in the
novel as a “man of action”, as a “pro-
fessional revolutionist”, as a living incar-
nation of Bolshevism on the soil of China,
Nothing is further from the truth! Here
is the political biography of Borodin: in
1903, at the age of 19, he emigrated to
America; in 1918, he returned to Moscow
where, thanks to his knowledge of English,
he “insured contact with the foreign part-
fes’; he was arrested in Glasgow in 1922
then he was delegated to China as repre-
sentative of the Comintern. Having quit
Russia before the first revolution and hav-
ing returned there after the third, Borodin
appeared as the consummate representative
of that bureaucracy of the state and of
the party which recognized the revolution
only after its victory. When it is a ques-
tion of young people, it is sometimes noth-
ing more than a matter of chronology. With
people of the age of 40 or 50, it is already
a political characterization. 1f DBorodiu
rallied brilliantly to the victorious revolu-
tion in Russia, it does not in the least
signify that he was called upon to assure
the victory of the revolution in China.
People of this type assimilate without dif-
ficulty the gestures and intonations of “pro-
fessional revolutiqnists”. Many of them,
by their protective coloration, not only de-
ceive others but most frequentiy themselves.
The audacious inflexibility of the Bolshevik
is metamorphosed with them into that
cynicism of the functionary ready fer any-
thing. AlLh! to have a mandate from the
Central Committee! This sacrosant safe-
gunard Borodin always had in his pocket.

Garine's False Radicalism

Garine is not a functionary, he is more
griginal than Borodin and perhaps even
closer to the revolutionary type. But he
is deprived of the indispensable formation;
dilletante and transient sentry, he gets
hopelessly entangled in the great events
and this is revealed at every step. With
regard to the slogans of the Chinese rev-
olution, he expresses himself thus: “ . . .
democratic prattling, rights of the people,
ete.” (see page 36). This has a radical
ring but it is a false radicalism. The
slogans of democracy are execrable prat-
tling in the mouth of Poincare Herriot,
Leon Blum, sleight-of-hand artists of France
and jailors of Indo-China, of Algeria and
of Morocco. But when the Chinese rebel
in the name of the ‘“rights of the people”,
this has as little to do with prattling as the
8logans of the French revolution in the
eighteenth century. At Hongkong, the Bri-

* See the letter of Tchen Du-Hsiu to the
Chinese Communists in the Militant last
year.
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tish birds of prey threatened, during the
strike, to re-establish corporal punishment.
“The rights of man and of the citizen”
meant at Hongkong the right of the Chi-
nese not to be flogged by the British whip.
To unmask the democratic rottenness of
the imperialists is to serve the revolution;
to call the slogans of the insurrection of
the oppressed “prattling”, is to aid involun-
tarily the imperialists.

A good inoculation of Marxism would
have preserved the author from fatal con-
tempt of this order. But Garine in gen-
eral, considers that revolutionary doctrine
is ‘“‘doctrinary rubbish”. He is, you see,
one of those for whom the revolution is
only a definite “state of affairs”. Isn’t this
astonishing? But it is just because the
revolution is a ‘state of affairs”, that is,
a stage in the development of society con-
ditioned by objective causes and subjected
to definite laws, that a scientific mind can
foresee the general direction of processes.
Only the study of the anatomy of society
and of its physiology permits one to react
to the course of events by basing oneself
voon scientific foresight and not upon the
conjunctures cf a dilletante. The revolu-
tionist who “despises” revolutionary doc-
trine is wor h no more than the healer who
despizes medical doctrine which he does not
know or than the engineer who challenges
technology. People who, without the aid of
science try to rectify this ‘*state of af-
fairs” which is a disease, are called sorcer-
ers or charlatans and are prosecuted in
conformity with law. Had there existed a
tr:bunal to judge the sorcerers of the rev-
eluticn, it is probable that Borodin, like
his Muscovite inspirers, would have been
severely condemned. I am afraid that
Garine himself would not have issued un-
geathed from the affair.

Tcheng Dai and Hong

Two figures are opposed to each other
in the novel, like the two poles of the
national revolution: old Tcheng Dai, the
spiritual authority of the Right wing of the
Kuo Min Tang, the prophet :nd the saint
of the bourgeoisie and Hong, the young
leader of the terrorists. Both are depicted
with great force. Tcheng Dai embodies the
old Chinese culture translated into the
language of European culture; by this ex-
quisite garment, he “ennobles” the inter-
ests of all the ruling classes of China. 1o
be sure, Tcheng Dai wants national liber-
ation, but he dreads the masses more than
the imperialists: he ‘hates the revolution
more than the voke placed upon the nation.
If he marches ahead of it, it is only to
pacify it, to subdue it. to exhaust it. Ile
conducis a policy of rewistance on two
fronts, against imperialism and against the
revolution, the policy of Gandhi in India,
the policy which, in definite periods and in
one form or another. the bourgeoisie has
conducted at every longitude and latitude.
Passive resistance is born of the tendency
of the bourgeoisie to canalize the movement
of the masses and to forfeit it.

When Garine says that Tcheng Dai's
influence rises above politics, one can only
shrug one’s shoulders. The masked policy
of the “upright man” in China as in India
expresses in the sublime and abstractly
moralizing form the conservative interests
of the possessors. The personal disinter-
estedness of Tcheng Dai is in no sense in
oppesition to his political function: the ecx-
ploiters need *“upright men” like the ec-
clesiastical hierarchy needs saints.

Who gravitate around Tcheng Dai? The
novel replies with meritorious precision: a
world “of old mandarins, smugglers of
opium or of photographs, men of letters
who have become merchants, lawyers from
the faculty of Paris, intellectuals of all
sorts” (page 125). Behind them stands a
solid bourgeoisie bound up with England,
and which arms General Tang against the
revolution. In the expectation of victory,
Tang prepares to make Tcheng Dai the
head of the government. Both of them,
Tcheng Dai and Tang, nevertheless continue
to be members of the Kuo Min Tang which
Borodin and Garine serve.

When Tang has a village attacked by
his armies, and when he prepares to butcher
the revolutionists, beginring with Borodin
and Garine, his party comrades, the latter
with the aid of Hong, mobilize and arm
the unemployed. But after the victory won
over Tang, the leaders do not seek to change
a thing that existed before. They cannot
break the party which is doubly connected
with Tcheng Dai because they have no
confidence in the workers, the coolies, the
revolutionary masses, they are themselves
contaminated with the prejudices of Tcheng
Dai whose chosen arm they are.

In order not to rebuff the bourgeoisie
they are forced to enter into struggle with
Hosy;. Who is he and where does he come
from? “From misery” (page 41). He is
of those who are making the revolution and
not of those who rally to it when it is
v.ctorious., Having come to the idea of
killing the English governor of Hongkong,
Hong is concerned with only one thing:
“When I am condemned to capital punish-
ment, the young people will have to be told
to imitate nmie” (page 40). To Hong a clear
program must be given: to raise the work-
ers, to assemble them, to arm them and to
oppose them to Tcheng Dai as to an en-
emy. But the bureaucracy of the Comin-
tern looks for Tcheng Dai’s friendship, re-
pulses Hong and exasperates him. Hong
exterminates bankers and merchants one
after another, the very ones who “support”
the Kuo Min Tang, Hong kills missionaries:
“those who teach people to support misery
must be punished, Christian priests or
others . . .” (page 274). If Hong does
not find the right road, it is the fault of
Borodin and Garine who have placed the
revolution in the tow of the bankers and
the merchants. Hong reflects the mass
which is already rising but which has not
yvet rubbed its eyes or softened its hands.
He tries by the revolver and the knife to act
for the masses whom the agents of the
Comintern are paralyzing. That is, frank-
ly, the truth about the Chinese revolution.

* L 2 *

Nevertheless, the Canton government
“vacillates while seeking not to fall from
Borodin and Garine who hold the police
and the trade unions to Tcheng Dai who
holds nothing at all but nevertheless ex-
ists” (page 72). We have an almost per-
fect picture of the duality of power. The
representatives of the Comintern have in
their hands the trade uniong of Canton,
the police, the cadet school of Whampoa,
the sympathy of the masses, the aid of the
Soviet Union. ‘Tcheng Dai as a ‘“moral”
authority, that is, the prestige of the mor-
tally distracted possessors. The friends of
Tcheng Dai sit in a powerless benevolent
government supported by the conciliators.
But is that mot the regime of the Febru-
ary revolution, the Kerenskylat system,
with the sole difference that the role of the
Mensheviks is played by the pseudo-Bolshe-
viks? Borodin has no doubt of it even
though he is made up as a Bolshevik and
takes his make-up seriously,

The ruling thought of Garine and of
Borodin is to prohibit Chinese and foreign
boats, cruising towards the port of Can-
ton. from putting in at Hongkong. These
people. w!xo consider themselves realistie
revolutionists, hope, by the commercial
blockad:» to shatter Inglish domination in
gouthern (*hina. They never deem it nec-
essary first of all to overthrow the gov-
ernment of the (anten hourgeoisie which
only waits for the mnoment to surrender the
revolution to England. No, Borodin and
Garine knock every day at the door of the
“government”, and hat in hand, ask that
the saving decree be promulgated. One of
them reminds Garine that at bottom the
government is a phantom. Garine is not
disconcerted. Phantom or not, he replies, iet
it go ahead while we need it. That is the
way the priest needs reliec which he him-
self fabricates with wax and cotton. What
is concealed behind this policy which weak-
ens and debases the revolution? The consi-
deration entertained hy a revolutionist from
the petty bourgeoisie for a bourgeois with
a solid comservatism. It is thus that the
reddest of the French radicals is always
ready to fall on his knees before Poincare.

The Weakness of the Masses

But perhaps the masses of Canton are
not yet mature enough to overthrow the
government of the bourgeoisie? From this
whole atmosphere, the conviction arises
that without the opposition of the Comin-
tern, the phantom government would long
before have been overthrown under the
pressure of the masses. Let us admit that
the Cantonese workers were still too weak
to establish their own power. What, gen-
erally speaking, is the weak spot of the
masses? ‘Their inclination to follow the ex-
ploiters. In this case, the first duty of
revolutionists is to help the workers lib-
erate themselyes from servile confidence.
Nevertheless, the work done by the bureau-
cracy of the Comintern was diametrically
opposed to this. It inculcated in the mass-
es the notion of the necessity to submit to
the bourgeoisie and it declared. that the
enemies of the bourgeoisie were their own
enemies.

Not to rebuff Tcheng Dai? But if
Tcheng Dai moves off in spite of that,
which is inevitable, it would not mean that

(Continued to page 7)




America’s «Pacifism» in Europe and . . . Litvinov's

By MAX SHACHTMAN

The hubbub being created around the
issue raised by the likelihood that Germany
will be obliged to suspend reparations pay-
ments, a condition directly rtraceable to
the Versailles treaty provisions and ag-
gravated by the present world ecrisis,
serves to give new point to America’s im-
perialist role in Europe on the one hand,
and on the other to the outstanding fea-
ture of the recent Geneva conference—the
Litvinov proposals.

Germany’s Plight

The plight of German capitalism is un-
mistakably g serious one. For the four
years following the inauguration of the
Dawes Plan, Germany was able to meet its
involuntary obligations to its conquerors
by borrowing extensively from them. The
balance sheet remained virtually the same,
while Germany’s indebtedness was in real-
ity not diminished and no sound basis ac-
tually laid for its economiec recovery. With
the decline of Germany’s investment needs,
indeed, its decreased ability to absorb these
investments, plus the ensuing of capital-
ism’s most violent crisis, Germany has been
driven to the very brink of the abyss. The
world crisis has created a situation where
due to the fall of prices on the internation-
al market, the gold value provided for
under the Young Plan for reparations has
increased to an extent that makes them
equal . to the payments fixed under the
Dawes Plan which the former was intended
to modify.

Unable to pay from its dwindling gold
reserves (Germany has less than 5 per-
cent of the world’s gold holdings, compared
with more than 39 percent in the United
States and almost 20 percent in France),
it is more than ever compelled to pay in
goods. But at the present time, this in-
volves not only a decrease in German im-
ports—swhich does not help to liquidate ac-
cumulated world stocks by one iota!—but
an increase of its exports. The Austro-
German tariff union is but one step in this
direction; the contracted world market and
the growing customs walls throughout Eur-
ope—to say nothing of the United States—
demonstrates the improbability of effecting
a solution of Germany’s ills in the direction
of increased experts. The national deficit
of the Reich is mounting steadily and is
coupled with the failure of the new tax
measures to bring in even as much as the
previous taxes did. The rising unemploy-
ment. does not help the situation. The grow-
ing division of the nation’s forces into the
Fascist and the Communist camp serve as
the political reflection of the acuteness
which the contradictions in Germany’s posi-
tion are assuming at home.

With this distracting picture looming
before them. the German bocurgeoisie march-
es hat in hand from Geneva to Chequers
begging that the pressure be relaxed the
noose loosened, and Germany be allowed
once more to breathe lest the Eastern
“rampart of Furopean civilization be razed
by the fury of Bolshevism”. But in Gen-
eva, in Paris, in Chequers, it is met with
the same helpless shrugging of the shoul-
ders. Briand and Henderson express their
most deepfelt sympathies, but alas! they are
themselves heavily indebted to the rich
uncle across the sea, and if Germany is
not to pay the Allied debts to the TUnited
States under the euphemistic title of war
reparations who will? For out of Ger-
many’s annual “reparations’” payments of
appreximately a quarter of g billion . dol-
lars to the Furopean war victors, the lat-
ter are making annual ‘‘debt” payments of
approximately a quarter of a billion dol-
lars to the United States. And with Sec-
retary Mellon’s announcement of a treasury
deficit of a billion dollars, it is hardly
likely that the TUnited States, which is
itself the very soul of honor and punectili-
ousness in business matters, will consent
to remit the debts honorably incurred and
solemnly pledged for by the Allies.

But lest it be said that the TUnited
States is close-fisted, chauvinistic unrelent-
ing it takes the opportunity offered by Ger-
many’'s destitution to demonstrate to the
entire world its entirely pacific nature and
its magnanimity towards the oppressed
German people. This far from means feat
is now being acomplished by the Hoover
administration, if not officially, then just
as authoritatively through the mouth of
Senator Borah, who is at least as much the
Secretary of State as the formal occupant
of that post, Stimson. How? Simply as
follows:

The American Plan

1. We want not a cent from the Ger-
man people. We never started the war;
we were dJragged into it. We wanted a
peace without victory. We did not sign the
humiliating Versailles treaty. We have re-
ceived no reparations, and unlike other
nowers, we want no reparations. The others

av press the bled Germans for their re-

parations but we'll have nothing -to do
with the dirty business. It is true that
arguments are being made by ignoble pow-
ers that unless they get reparations from
Germany, they shall be unable to pay back
what they owe the United States. But we
have adopted a policy which says that
these arguments are false and may not be
advanced. Let the reparations business be
settled between Germany and England,
France and Belgium. We want none of
it. Our sympathies are with the cruelly
driven German people.

2. Germany’s annual $200 000,000 repara-
tions payment to the Allies is one thing.
But the shipment from the Allies to the
United States, containing exactly the game
sum, is another thing. It is an honorable
debt consecrated on the. battlefield. That
we want. Welching on debts is. not the
American style. It is true that Europe’s
economic system makes debt payments dif-
ficult. Good. We are an understanding
people. But the money is there from which
payments can be made. So we propose says
the ingenious Mr. Borah, alias Mr. Hoover,
that you cut down on your armament ex-
penditures! This will kill, in the best Am-
erican style of mass output, four
birds at once: (a) it will lighten -your
budgets and the burden upon your sorely
taxed people; (b) it will enable you to
maintain a good business name by paying
vour debts, which is good for the soul; (e¢).
it will give further security to the main-
tenance of world peace by softening the
belligerent mien of Europe; and (d)—
whieh is not the least important bird—it
will further insure the military predomin-
ance of American imperialism in the world
political struggle! '

These are the proposals of the United
States which have caused such consterna-
tion in European capitals. In a word: The
“European plan” is to link reparations and
war debts and keep disarmament schemes
separate; the “American plan” is to link
war debts and disarmament schemes (for
FEurope to be sure) and keep reparations
separate. What more profitable role than
this could the TUnited States wish for; a
role which calls for its assumption of the
peacemaker’'s garments? And what more
classic instance could Dbe giver since the
day when Wilson's fourteen peaceful points
were given to Furope as the basis for Am-
erica issuing out of the war with the
lion's share of the spoils. of the fact that
Ameriea’s pacifism is the handmaiden that
best serves the interests eof a repacious,
bandit imperialism. that most successfully
invests its progress with the treacherous
aura of benevolence?

America s pacifism in  “solving” the
European crisis or at least c¢ne highly im-
portant phase of it is its unique form of
expanding its imperialistic power and erush-
ing its rivals in the strugele for world
power. It is a sham pacifism., a scoundrel-
ly deception, a utopia as disastrous an
illusion for those whom it fools as was
Wilsonism for the war-weary masses of
Europe in 1917-1918.

Although not produced by =any imper-
ialist ambitions or requirements, a pacifist
cloudburst of another variety—equally nau-
seating. equally utopian, equally Wlusory—
has just drenched Europe and sent its
vapors around the world. Its artificer,
Litvinov alias Stalin, represents the poli-
tical antipode of the TUnited States——the
Soviet Unicn. Emanating from the spokes-
man for the Soviet Union, with its im-
mense prestige and authority in the world’s
working class, this variety of pacifism,
class-collaboration. can only have a more
nefarious effect if anything. Our refer-
ence is to the disgraceful conduet of the
Soviet delegation at the recenfly concluded
Geneva sessions of M. DBriand’s European
Commission, that is the anteroom of the
black League of Nations.

That the workers’ state is not only
justified, but js under compulsion to take
advantage of the world capitalist erisis in
order to improve its own position—even, if
necessary, at the cost of some assistance
to the werld bourgeoisie or sections of it
—can be denied only by dunderheads who
know nothing about the requirements of
revolutionary policy. But when g conces-
sion is given, it must be called a conces-
sion. When a deal is made its nature must
be established openly <o that the workers
the world over will have neither misgiv-
ings nor illusions. The vigilance of the
workers, concerned over the unflagging
hostility of the bourgeois world towards
the weoerkers’ state, must not be slackened
or lulled. In other words, the policy of
the Soviet Union in “foreign affairs”, which
can only be a linear extension of its policy
at home, must always have a clear class
basis.

As at Brest-Litovsk, as at Genoa, so
everywhere else the Soviets must shaw to
the whole working class that it deals with
the hourgeoisie not because it has an ounce
of faith in its professed intentions, its
good will, its ‘“friendliness” or “peaceable-
ness”, but because the solitary existence of
a capitalistically encircled proletarian state
compels negotiations, trade agreements,
commercial and diplomatic intercourse etc.,
etc. This at least, was the course in
Lenin’s time. The absolutely uncalled-for
Soviet procedure at the Geneva Economic
Conference in 1927, its egually baseless ac-
tien in signing the imperialistic Kellogg
“Peace Pact to Outlaw ‘War”, show how far
the present regime in Russia has strayed
from this course. Litvinov’s conduct at
Geneva last month has only meant that
the rudder is being pressed harder iP the
wrong direction.

The European Commission has been
established by French imperialism to pre-
side over the birth of Briand’s utopian
“Pan-Europa’—the: French plan for ex-
tending its “Little Entente” wuntil it covers
most, if not all of Europe. The official
Comintern press has even characterized it
as intended chiefly to organize the anti-Sov-
iet interventionist bloc. Some months ago,
this same press was filled with accounts ac-
cording to which the Moscow trial of the
sabotaging engineers has demonstrated that
Poincare, Briand, the French General Staff,
the Polish government the, Rumanian pup-
pets of France, etc., ete.,, were conspiring
for active intervention against the Soviet
republic. Here is a faet of no mean inter-
national political import. But at Geneva,
the Soviet representative not only fails to
put some pertinemnt questions, concerning
the conspiracy to the representatives of
France, but does not even refer to the
maftter at all. Worse than that, the speech-
es and the relations between the represen-
tatives of C(Communism and imperialism

are marked by a politeness and mutual

back-slapping which brings farce to the re-
lief of its tragedy.
A Congenial Commissioner

“It was not,” remarks the New York
Times (5-19-1931), “the Litvinov one was
used to hearing here in the Preparatory
Disarmament Cemmission who spoke today.
The Soviet IForeign Commissioner amazed
all by his conciliatory tone and by fore-
coing the opportunity to exploit capitalist
ills for the glory of Communism . . . If
stripped of a few [few indeced! S.] typic-
ally Communist expressions (his speech)
might have been spoken by some economist
of one of a number of bourgeois schools.”

And, Litvinov adds: “I do think how-
ever, that something might be done for the
removal of phenomena ununecessarily ag-
gravating our relations and prolonging the
world crixix. Thix requires the avoidance
of everyvthing tending to an al‘mosphere of
distrust.”

Distrust of whom and by whom? 'The
hourgeoisie will *“distrust” the Soviet Un-
ion so long as it exists, and for good cause.
The bourgeoixie laughs up its sleeve when
Litvinov or Stalin asks it to put “trust”
in Russia’s “readiness to adhere to the
principle of the peaceful [!] co-existence
of the two systems”. DBriand, Henderson.
Curtins  Zaleski and Ce. are quite willing
to «ign any document or “peace pact”. It
costs nothing and—this time with Soviet
aid—it helps them to pojson the minds of
the - masxses who are suspicious about the
bourgeoisie’s “pacifism”. Or does Litvinov
mean that the Soviet Union must stop “dis-
trusting” the Briands and MacDonalds?

Marters stand no better with regard to
the famous Litvinov ‘“protocol” itself.
“M. Litvinof proceeded to explain that his
protocol meant to do for economic warfare
what the Briand-Kellogg peace pact ddid
to  war—to outlaw it,” the Times (5-22-
1931) informs us. “It would . . . prevent
discriminatiocn against any one country or
group of countries saying in other words
that the main idea [so!] was to gssure
the peaceful co-existence of the Communist
and capitalist systems.”” That fhese two
systems eannot exist peacefully side by side
is an A B C truth for any Marxist, not
to speak of any class-conscious bourgeois;
the contrary idea is a stupid, reactionavy
invention of Stalinism upon which the
equally reactionary theory of “socialism in
one country” is founded. As to what “his
protocol meant”, let us withhold comment
for a moment until we read the miserable
manner in which the central organ of the
American Communist Party tries to palm
off this cheap pacifist counterfeit as good
Bolshevik coin: '

“The meaning of the Soviet proposais
is the revelation that only the Soviet sys-

tem can guarantee peace to the world’s:

peoples [A revelation indeed, for the pro-

posals say nothing of the sort! 8.}

What a crushing refutation of the ‘incon-
ceivably silly’ charge of ‘Soviet dumping’!
Do you want to stop dumping? Then let
all nations pledge themselves to sell no
goods in the world market cheaper than
they sell these goods in their own coun-
try! What could be more simple? [We
can really thing of nothing more simple or
more fantastic! 8.] What argument more
convincing? [To whom? Pioneers, perhaps?
S.] Although the Soviet proposal is the
very soul of logic [Ahem!], the imperialist
robbers and war-makers will undoubtedly
seek for some hole to crawl through in an
effort to explain to their peoples that the
Soviet proposal is ‘utopian!: The Soviet
in one blow has shattered the charge of
‘dumping’, proposed that the standard of
living of the toiling masses be raised trade
rivalries abolished and the danger of war
dispelled!” (Dadly Worker, 5-20-1931.)

At One Single Blow!

At one blow, neither mojre nor less!
According, then, to the new ‘“revelation”
from Mount Litvinov, if imperialism would
only consent to function without dumping
on the world market—a proposal which we
are assured is not utopian—trade rivalries
would be wiped out and the danger of war
dispelled. ‘This gospel—we want to call it
veactionary poison but it is simply crass,
abysmal ignorance—is taught to the work-
ing class not only by the “diplomatic rep-
resentative of the Soviet Union” who
“speaks to the world’s masses over the
heads of the bourgeois robbers”, but by the
central organ of official American Commun-
ism. But things cannot rest there. The
Soviet proposal, made, in the words of
Eriand, with that “moderation of M. Lit-
vinov to which we all pay homage”, is
meant to “outlaw” economic warfare just
as the Kellogg Pact “outlawed” war. Why
doesn’t the Daily Worker, which endorses
the one, also endorse the other? Is there
a fundamental distinction? We see none.
When Stalin signed the Kellogg Pact, the
Daily Worker at least had the . . . decency
to keep quiet and to cover mp the scandal
by heaping denunciation upon the Pact “in
general”. It is clear that the policies of
Stalinism are causing the Daily Weorker to
surrender even the last few tatters of de-
cency it had left.

One might continue with even more
detailed comment upon the Litvinov pro-
posal. There is, for instance, the illiterate
apology for Litvinov by Harrison George
(5-22-1931) who was transferred from his
cage on column seven to Amter’s place on
column one to explain—we quote literally—
that Litvinov “is only asking that the Un-
ited States obey its own law.” But there
has already been enough to show that the
socialist New Leader, usually rabidly anti-
Soviet, was eminently correct when it wrote
eulogistically (5-23-1931) that “Litvinov
spceke like a socialist who has belief in de-
mocracy. And the world listened seriously”.
Litvinov may consider this a complement
from a foe. We regard it as an epitaph for
the degenerated Centrist bureaucracy.

THE UNIFICATION OF THE CHINESE
OPPOSITION
“Dear Comrades of the Secretariat and

Trotsky :

“The TUnification Conference of the
Chinese Opposition took place on the his-
torical day of May First in Shanghai. Sev-
enteen representatives were present, and
in addition from delegates with advisory
rights. They represented a total of 483 mem-
bers (all of four groups). The Conference
adopted our common platform and other
resolutions which were worked out by the
unification commission. A National Execu-
tive Committee (consisting of nine mem-
bers and four candidates) was elected,
from which a Secretariat of five was chosen.
The name of our organization was made
“The Left Opposition of the Chinese Com-
munist Party”. Its organ is to be called
“Spark”. Our platform and resolutions
will be translated into European languages
in the nearest future.

“The Chinese Opposition has been un-
ited. This has provoked a great deal of
attention both from the reaction and from
the working masses. We believe that under
the leadership of the International Left Op-
position, it can and will carry on its great
historical task. We hope that between the
Secretariat and the Chinese section there
will be a constant and close relation.

“The news about the burning of com-
rade Trotsky’'s library was brought us by
the bourgeois press and confirmed by your
circular. We have appointed a special com-
mittee for contributions.

“With Opposition greetings,
Secretariat of -the Left Opposition of
the Chinese Communist Party.

“Secretary, Tchen Du-Siu.



The Party's Unemployment Drive

The course pursued in the past period
by the party in its work among the un-
employed is rich in instructive material.
A survey of a number of its outstanding
features will be of help to the movement
in orientating itself in the future.

At the beginning of the struggle for
the unemployed stood the philosophy of the
“third  period” which though  dead,
revisits our press from time to time.
When the crisis came, the American *“theor-
eticians” came forward and from the bast-
ard philosophy of the “third period” fished
out as a basis for the party’s work the
absurd contention of a wide-spread, deep-
going radicalization of the American work-
ing class. They were followed by the “tac-
ticians” and from the above premise were
made the following deductions about un-
employment:

The Stalinist Analysis

In a period of such radicalization, the
workers are ready for action on the poli-
tical plane and those whose misery is great-
est, the unemployed, on the highest politi-
cal plane. The lever which can set them
immediately into motion on this plane is
the issue of unemployment insurance. This
will be the central slogan of our unem-
ployment work. the fight for unemployment
insurance from the city, state and na-
tional governments. With the workers ready
for action on this plane, it is unnecessary
to win influence over them by patient, day-
to-day, elementary educational and organi-
zational work in proletarian neighborhoods,
among the broad masses of workers of het-
erogeneous races, trades and varying ‘de-
grees of political development. We can
plant our banners almost anywhere and the
workers will rally around them. We have
only to call and the “radicalized” workers
will come. The greater their misery, the
prompter will be their response to our sum-
mons and the more *“radicalized” they will
be. We can recruit them from broadlines
flophouses, relief agencies, etc. The work-
ers will come but they are unorganized; we
must be ready for them.

In the equatorial jungles of Gauiana,
there are trees whose upper branches, close-
ly pressed by the surrounding vegetation,
send down air-roots which dangle above
ground, swaying in the air currents. After
this model the party organized its unem-
ployed apparatus. Before it numbered a
hundred unemploved workerg under its-in-
fluence in the fight for unemployment in-
gurance, it established a National Unem-
ployment Council which today, like the
“third period” and other inventions, is a
sensitive memory. From this center, it
gent down instructions to the party and ap-
peals to the masses to organize into district
unemployed councils on the basis of the
fight for unemployment insurance. Such
was the air-root procedure.

Nor were these councils deliberately
located in proletarian neighborhoods, where-
upon the application of correct policies and
tactics, they could have taken root and
grown into a genuine mass movement. They
were established on the principle of organ-
izational convenience. For the most part
they are ilocated in the headquarters of
party organizations a few of which are sit-
uated in working class residential neigh-
borhoods, and the greater number of which
are not. At the same time, the party was
mobilized, the cadres were sent into the
councils and from there to the breadlines
and flophouses to recruit “radicalized”
workers to fight for unemployment insur-
anct,

The strategy of this fight was of nec-
essity derived from the untrue estimate of
a wide-spread, deep-going radicalization of
the masses. It had, therefore, the impossi-
ble task of producing results commensurate
with that estimate. Any attempt to do so
would inevitably reveal the contradiction
between the estimate of such a radicaliza-
tion and the results possible in such a
period, and the party’s feeble influence over
the masses and ccnsequent failure to pro-
duce such results. Such failure would re-
sult in loss of prestige and influence of
Communism over the masses. Moreover
the strategy was to be applied at that stage
of the crisis when it was descending swift-
ly to even lower depths. The contradiction
betwegn estimate and results would there-
fore be emphasized sharply and more quick-
ly revealed. This factor imposed on the
strategy to be used the task of producing
quick results.

The Party’s Demonstrations

The strategy used against this impend-
ing and, under the circumstances, inescap-
able disaster gought to hide this contra-
diction. Action on the political plane made
the attempt possible. For quick results the
party decided on demonstrations. To hide
the feebleness of its influence, the party.
made the <demonstrations spectacular and

highly exaggerated the numbers who at-
tended.

There was a third tactic by which the
party sought to escape the consequences of
its false etsimate and incorrect policies.
From demonstrations against municipal gov-
ernments, the party leaped over the state
governments and demonstrated against the
federal government on February 10. It was
repulsed. It recoiled and demonstrated—is
still demonstrating-—in isolated, unco-ordin-
ated hunger marches against state govern-
ments. 'This strategy is manifestly incor-
rect. From demonstrations against ecity
governments, the movement should have
risen with the increasing depth of the
crisis, misery of the masses growing or-
ganizational strength, to a higher political
plane, in demonstrations against state gov-
ernments. And as these factor grew apace,
the movement hould have been brought to
a climax in a tremendous demonstration
against the national government.

But this is precisely what the party
could not afford to do. It would have been
to reyeal in a harsh light the feebleness of
its influence, the ineffectualness of its spec-
tacular campaign and as a conclusion, the
falsity and absurdity of its estimate. Yet
this essentially ecorrect strategy which the
party did not follow is claimed for it by
Wagenknecht in the March 26, 1931 issue
of the Imprecorr. In his article “The
Struggle Against Unemployment in the U.
S. A", he deliberately creates the impres-
sion, by inference, that this was the stra-
tegy followed by the party.

This strategy has not been discussed in
the party press. All articles of criticism
and (valuation ignore it. Why? Is it be-
cause the party considers this strategy
manifestly correct? Then why does ‘Wiagen-
knecht try to create the impression that
another strategy was used? Or is there
something to conceal, some weakness in it
known to the leadership which discussion
would reveal? Are they not silent, rather,
because, foreseeing failure for the fight for
unemployment insurance on the basis on
which it was conducted they arranged this
stpategy to provide g back door out of
which to draw the body of the movement
they almost wrecked? What other explana-
tion is there?

This program of demonstrations covered
more than a year, during which the roots
sent down from the national center took
no. hold in the masses and are today still
swayed by whatever bureaucratic current
blows.

The result in terms of relief and un-
emplolyment insurance is almost zero. The
party claiming one million unemployed in
New York City points with pride to the
million dollars appropriated by the ¢ity for
unemployment relief, following its October
16 demonstration. Yet, Wagenknecht, writ-
ing in the Daily Worker on March 7, 1931,
can say: “We fail to take cognizance of our
achievements!” Other achievements in this
direction even of the same microscopic na-
ture there are none.

The Decline of Support

Politically, the party ‘can justly elaim
one victory. By its demonstrations and
agitation it forced the issue of unemploy-
ment and its magnitude upon the conscious-
ness of all classes. Otherwise, the year
represents a minus. On March 6, 1930, the
party claimed it mobilized a million and a
quarter workers in its demonstrations for
unemployment insurance, etc.; in its Feb-
ruary 25, 1931 demonstratdions for essen-
tially the same demands it can claim only
four hundred thousand. Both figures, of
course, are highly exaggerated and intended
for Moscow consumption. Ineredible as it
may seem, this tremendous loss in influence
is made to prove the very opposite. Earl
Browder, in the Daily Worker of March 6,
1931, says: “Superficial examination can
easily make g case to show that the move-
ment has declined since March 6 of last
year . . . But we must look beneath the
surface, examine the realities and judge
the quality, the fighting power of the move-
ment., Such an examinatipn must, with
all allowances for serious weaknesses in
the movement, register g decisive advance
in the year.” So! A loss of sixty-seven
percent in revolutionary capital is now of-
fered to us as a “decisive advance”!

Nor has the party succeeded, as it
claims in expansive moments, in disillusion-
ing the American masses about the willing-
ness of American capitalism to relieve
their misery. This is g curious and inter-
esting point. To some extent the party
has demonstrated the anti-working class na-
ture of police, courts and municipal and
state governments and their relief agenvcies.
To a larger extent this disillusionment has
been the simple result of workers putting
two and two together. But neither the
party nor events have removed that basic

illusion of the workers that the ecrisis is
only temporary that they have only +to
hang on and weather the storm—*“prosper-
ity” will return. Until the party grasps
this, it will never be able to wunderstand
why the members of its Unempioyed Coun-
cils, men, many of tbem, with no economic
resources whatsoever, who eat on bread-
lines, have no homes and sleep in flophouses,
are not only not militant but apathetic.
And until the party attacks and with the
help of events, destroys this illusion, it will
call, in its unemployed Councils, upon dwin-

dling membershipg for its spectacular de-
monstrations and sorties against breadlines
and relief agencies.
—THOMAS STAMM.
*® * x®

(Note: This grticle, written by a com-
rade of the eft Opposition who is very active
in the work of the New York Unemployed
Councils, is to be followed by others in
coming issues. The next articles will deal
with other phases of the problem: the con-
dition of the Unemployed Councils, the turn
in the party’s policies etc., etc.—Ed.)
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- Organization Notes -

MILITANT SUB DRIVE

In the subscription drive the Chicago
branch is still maintaining its lead with a
fairly good mragin. Its total number of
subs collected up to date of going to press
is 44. However, it will now face a scrious
contest from the New York branch which
has begun to get real busy during the last
week and a half and as brougt its total
up to 30 subs.

The next branch in order of subs turn-
ed in S8t. Louis wit 23 which is but a
slight increase from the last report made.
The Minneapolis branch has remained static
since the last report, its total collected not
having reached abgve 22 subs. A number
of other branches have made a small begin-
ning bringing the total of subs collected
since the beginning of the drive up to 147.

This is entirely too modest an accomp-
lishment particularly in view of the fact
that the next issue of the Militant will
begin the weekly publication. But if we
are to take the splendid promises made by
the New York branch seriously they should
still get very close to reaching their total
of 100 subs pledged before the cvive con-
cludes. In other words if the New York
comrades keep their word they will by far
outdistance Chicago, that 1is, provided
Chicago does not meanwhile tighten up its
forces and continue in the lead. Ho vever
it by no means precludes that Minneapolis
and St. Louis may still become serious
contenders for the first prize.

PROGRAM OF EXPANSION CAMPAIGN

In previous issues we have been able
to announce that the accomplishments set
for the Program of Expansion to be real-
ized step by step are actually ahead of the
amount of contributions collected. The
Pioneer PPublishers are mnow distributing
literature on a more effective basis than we
have been able to heretofore. The Wekly
Militant, which we advanced to the second
step begins definitely with the next issue,
two weeks from today. '

A comparison of the main contributions
made on this Program by those branches
who have maintained the lead may give a
good deal of food for thought for those
who are entirely too far behind. New York
eomes in as the best to date with a total
of $451 collected. This is our biggest branch.
Minneapolis comes second with a total of
$152 collected. Third in 1line 1is Xansas
City, which is really our smallest branch
with $100 collected. Then follows Boston
with $40 collected, Montreal with $20,
Chicago with $18, Toronto with $12, the
balance being scattered amongst smaller
branch contributions and individual contri-
butions.

We are still $100 below the thousand
dollar mark which is the minimum prere-
quisite to assure The Weekly Militant. We
urge the comrades and sympathizers to speed
up and complete this second step and then
proceed onward.

Contributions received since last report
are as follows:

2,000—
—1,750
New York
(M. Engel) $5.00
1.500— New York
(Capelis) 6.00
—1,250 New York
(Lankin) 1.00
New York
(Burns) 1.00
1,000 New York
(Berman) 10.00
—750 Youngstown 2.50
Kansas City 17.00
$44.50
Previously
repoxfted 857.00
Total to
date $901.50

REACTIONARY FANATICISM

The Empres, official organ of the Greek
Bureau of the Communist party, is carrying
on a ecampaign for 1,000 new subscribers.
I was asked by some Greek comrades to
undertake getting a few subseriptions, since
the nature of my work brings me many
acquaintances and into close contact with
the Greek Workers and sympathizers in the
Communist movement. In a short time, I
was able to get two subscribers and intend-
ed to get more, but my activity was un-
expectedly wupset by the disturbed nerves
of a former Lovestoneite.

“You have no right to get subscribers
for Empros. You are a Trotskyist, an en-
emy of the Communist International’” he
told me in the real tone of the Stalinist
bureaucrat. He said that I was doing the
work mainly in order to take advantage of
it to propagate my ‘counter-revolutionary
Trotskyism”. So, in compliance with his
command, I had to return the subscription
receipt book. A sincere Greek comrade,
more realistic than the other, showed some
vigns of diseontent and disapproval and
condemned his sectarianism.

“Listen, if you don’t agree with me, bring
it up at the next Greek fraction meeting”,
this comrade was answered by the. newly
baptized Stalinist. who happeng to bear my
name.

Chicago JAMES ECONOMOU
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HOW THE I. L. D. DEFENDS
OPPOSITION WORKERS

The Inetrnational Labor Defense and
the League of Struggle for Negro Rights
had their Scottsboro Defense Conference on
May 25. At a previous meeting of the
Philadelphia branch of the Communist
League we elected comrades Morgenstern
and Whitten as delegates and LeCompte as
alternate.

At the conference, we handed in our
orgenization’s credentials to Leon Plott,
party district organizer, who was at the
door. We were told to go in. The confer-
ence began about 9 p. m. in a small hall
that was soon overcrowded. Delegates
were asked to remain and visitors to go
to another meeting room on the same floor,
whgre they were entertanied with speeches
of the opcn air “to the barrieades” type.

But in the conference hall itself, an-
other line entirely was pursued. Here
Lovestone’s famous ‘“united front confer-
ences’ were made to look sick by the bur-
saucrats of the erstwhile “third period”.
The conference was the biggest thing they
had in years. Ninety-eight organizations
with 191 delegates were announced.

The officers and committees were of
course party affairs—on the q.t. George
Powers was chairman. Everything was cut
to order. Not quite everything, howerver.
Two people were announced »s the Creden-
tials and Resolutions Committee: Jack Rose
of the I. L. D. and Coleman of the I. §.
N. R. Then, after a time they announced
that to sped the work of the committee.
four more delegfiates were to be elected
to each committee. That was their “devia-
tion”.

Comrade Morgenstern was nominated
for the Resolutions Committee and then
four others. Bill Lawrence, a C. P. bur-
eaucrat made a motion to ask the four
from the boftom of the list if they accept,
and put them on the committee. Our pro-
tests were of no avail—one, two three and
Morgenstern is out. Then, on nominations
for the Credentials Committee, comrade
Morgenstern was again nominated (the
fourth this time) along with four others.
Well, the same trick couldnt possibly be
repeated. And our motion that the five
stand as nominated for the committee was
declared absolutely out of order—impossi-
ble—the committee must have four and
four omnly. A vote is taken and the four
highest elected. Partyites—delegates and
non-delegates—voted and abstained in the
same way. The chairman announced 36
votes for Morgenstern. He had at least 56
votes.

This looked pretty suspicicus to every-
body not initiated into the factional trick-
ery of Stalinism. But nothing was said
at the time.

Comrade Walters reported—or rather
was supposed to report —on the work of
the joint committee of the I. L. D. and L.
S. N. R. As a matter of fact, he did noth-
ing with the exception of killing time. Sev-
eral Negroes got up timidly to speak. Noth-
ing of importance. No discussion. Justice,
Rights and Rights. The credentials Com-
mittee didn’t bring in its report until al-
most 11 p. m. Rose who is in charge of
sabotaging the defense of the Philly Op
positionists, made the report. He announced
98 organizations with 191 delegates distri
buted as follows: 11 churches, 19 delegates:
65 fraternal organizations. 126 delegates:
19 T. U.s and unemployed groups, 40 dele-
gates; 2 political organizationz. 2 delecates.
If you take the trouble to add up the num-
bers, yor get 97 organizations and 187 dele-
gatex. All however. were declared seated.
No names of organizations were mentioned.

Then resolutions and telegcrams were
read. Then organizational report. And
still nothing said or done,, All organiza-
tions must give money ;: must collect money ;
must sell Liberators; must distribute leaf-
lets, ete.

Here comrade Morgenstern finally man-
aged to get the floor to speak on organi-
zational proposals. Morgenstern has gome
concrete proposals on policy to put forth.
He shocks the Stalinists by telling the dele-
gates that this is a good conference, but
it does not yet represent the working class
in Philadelphia. He proposes to enlarge
the work and scope of this conference and
draw into it the workers in the A. F. of L.
unions and he proposes to send representa-
tives to the 8. P.

Then the bureaucrats began to beat the
hammer, to shout, etc. But they did not
succeed. despite their numbers 1in drown-
ine ont our comrade, and affer noints of
order, procedure and motions had been put

nd passed (?). he still held the floor.
T renresent the Communist T.eagne and 1
m mvself ane of those workers in Phila-

aeipuia arresyed and charged whin sedi-
tion, racing iIrom one (o twenty years in
prason ‘Lnese 'peOple are trying to
SLOp me because we have different proposals
than their’s,” etc.

The C. P. bureaucrats were wild. “If
you don’t shut up, welll throw you out”
they screamed, ignoring all protests and
motions from the floor to permit Morgie to
go on. “That’s the only way you can get
me away from this conference,” he replied,
“you'll have to carry me out.”

1t was a magniticent d.splay to the
workers present of the strangulation policy
of Stalinism. It warned the workers that
even here—at a meeting to protest lynch-
ing, they must be on their guard. Here
was raised the voice of a delegate of at
least one organization who gave expression
to those who voted for our comrade’s elec-
tion to the resolution and to the ereden-
tials committee: and who would not say
Yes, Yes. to all the stupid and criminally
incompetent work of the bureaucrat and his
puppets.

It was at the same time a fine display
of bnroletarian courage to stand up boldly
in the face of this howling mob (the “well-
known” Tasker Street gang was present
teo . . L)

The Stalinists rushed us and forcibly
ejected us from the hall. They would
surely have Dbeaten us up had there not
been so many people around. Cries were
raised in the hall: “Let him speak! He's
telling the truth! We want to hear him!”
and mingled with cries: “Kill him!”

Several delegates and others walked out
in protest against the bureaucrats’ “united
front” tactics.

After our ejection from the hall it
might have been expected that the ‘‘rene-
cades” were denounced. Not so. this is
not the party’s line here. On the demand
of delegates for an explanation, it was ex-
plained (!) that we were not delegates and
that all visitors had bheen asked to leave.
The bureaucrats were entjrely on the de-
fensive. The reason for the strange ex-
planation of what oceurred can be under-
teod from the following:

Throughout the entire evening, we never
once heard mention of even the word Com-
mnnist et alone Communigt narte) ar enn.
Onlv Rirhta,
Ri~hia MThece

huraanerate oven +onls +a tnodvine tn tha

inaliat, or clags  atrnocla,

Conrte. Tairmeas, Richta nto
Aalpratoas he ealline aarh athar. not

hnt “hrather? .
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comradan thhna, Taweanen +n

THE STRANGLED

(Continued from page 4)
Garine and Borodin will be delivered of
their benevolent wassaldom towards the
bourgeoisie. They will only have chosen
as the new channel of their activity, Chang
Kai-Shek, son of the same class and fellow-
cadet of Tcheng Dai. Head of the military
school of Whampoa founded by the Bol-
sheviks Chiang Kai-Shek does not confine
himself to a passive opposition; he is ready
to resort to bloody force, not in the pleb-
eian form, the form of the masses, but in
the military form and only within limits
that will permit the bourgeoisie to pre-
serve an unlimited power over the army.
Borodin and Garine, by arming their en-

emies, disarm and repulse their friends.
This is the way they prepare the -catas-
trophe.

But are we not overestimating the in-
flueuce of the revolutionary bureaucracy
upon the events? No. it showed itself
stronger than it might have thought, if not
for good then at least for evil. The coolies
who are only beginning to exist politically
require a courageous leadership. Hong re-
quires a bold program. The revolution re-
(quires the energies of millions of rising men.
But Borodin and his bureaucrats require
Tcheng Dai and Chiang Kai-Shek. They
suppress Hong and prevent the worker from
raising his hand. In a few months, they
will <tifle the agrarian insurrection so as
not to rebuff the whole bourgeoisie from
the army. Their strength is that they re-
present the Russian October, Bolshevism,
the Communist International. Having us-
arped authority, the banner and the sub-
sidies of the greatest of revolutions, the
bureaucracy bars the road to another rev-
olution which also had all chances of being
great.

The dialogue between Borodin and
Hong (page 181-182) is the most frightful
indictment of Borodin and his Moscow in-
spirers. Hong, as usual, is after decisive
action. He demands the punishment of
the most prominent bourgeois. Borodin
finds this wunique reply: ‘“Those who are
paying must not be touched”, the revolution

" Powers (both party members,

“brother
chairman”, ete,

The fear of our delegation, and the de-
gire to hide the very name “Communist”
are far from accidental. They are the
reasons why the names of the organiza-
tions represented were not mentioned. “T'wo
political organizations”—which two? Soec-
ialist, Democratic, Communist? Shall the
worker-delegates present know who defends
the workers? Sh-sh! ‘Nothing must be said.
Thus the national representative of the I.

Shall We Subordinate

The deep protracted crisis in America
has long ago blasted the 1928 platform of
Lovestone and his Right wingers. At the
same time, the longer the crisis lasts the
more is revealed the utter bankruptcy of
the policies pursued by the Stalinist (Cen-
trist) party bureaucrats since the erisis
set in. At a time (Winter of 1929-1930)
When the workers, after experiencing a long
period of prosperity (probably the highest
degree of prosperity ever experienced by
:lny‘working class under capitalism in any
country) were just beginning, in a bewild-
ered confused manner, to feel the effects of
the crisis, the party bureaucrats wrote in
their theses of the revolutionary upsurge of
the masses and came forward with their
now famcus slogan of “Fight for the
streets”. Thus the “third period” was
ushere.d in,

As the crisis deepened. the bureauerats
veered to the Right, following a policy which
was a mixture of S. P.ism and adventurism.
After giving birth to their flimsy “Insur-
ance bill” hunger marches Dbecame and
still are the order of the day. At the pre-
sent time, the question of Social Insurance
is mentioned with decreasing frequency in
the columns of the Daily Worker.

Lately the Left Opposition has also
manifested a strong tendency to minimize
the importance of social insurance. Is the
struggle for social insurance to be com-
pletely subordinated or given up entirely ?
What should our attitude to this question
be? Where do we stand to-day? How much
longer will the erisis last? With the ex-
perience of the last two years behind us
we should be able to analyze the present
situation and draw a few conclusions re-
garding the length of the crisis.

This much is certain: the crisis which
has lasted nearly two years at this time
shows no signs whatever of abating. The
lowest point so far reached by the crisis
was touched this Spring. The tendency is
still downward. The latter is shown by the
continued falling-off of exports, falling-off
of revenue by the so called “blue chip”
companies. continued unemployment and

L. D. announced that he and the I. L. D.
took the initiative to point to the necessity
of organizing a Scottsboro defense.

After we were thrown out there was
no more discussion (the delegates evidently
fear to make a suggestion, let alone to dis-
agree with anything). And the conference
that might have been a stepping-stone to
further education and organization of the
workers to the necessity of united workers’
defense was concluded.

Philadelphia, Pa. —LEON GOODMAN.

Social Insurance F ight?

the downsliding of stocks. The coming
Winter, (the third of the crisis) will unot
only be the most severe thus far but will
be one of the worst, if not the worst, ever
experienced by the American working class.

In view of the above facts, to subor-
dinate the struggle for social insurance is
a severe mistake.  Also to speak of such
strikes as the textile strike in Lawrence
Mass. as the beginning of the offensive
struggles of the working class in the period
of the upward curve as comrade Swabeck
recently wrote in the Militant is specula-
tive reasoning.

The working class is still entirely on
the defensive. The recent strikes which
are and will become more numerous, are de-
fensive strikes. The capitalist class having
failed to get out of its crisis by two years
of lay-offs and wage-cutting has decreed the
only “remedy” they know of, namely; more
wage cutting, thus seeking to load a great-
er share of the burden on the working class.
Lately they speak even more openly of the
need for further wage-cuts. The increas-
ing number of strikes are half-organized,
desperate attempts at resistance on the
part of the working class. The only unem-
ployed workers that the capitalists willing-
ly feed are those who will do strike-break-
ing duty. Big business is now rubbing its
hands and calculating that the unemployed
are now more hungry than they were two
Years ago, hence ready to work at any
price and under any circumstances.

The Communists must not only take a
greater hand in these defensive strikes but
must organize and lead them. Against the
wage cuts we must counterpose the shorter
working week with no reduction of pay.
We must not give up the ficht for social
i:surance but on the contrary we must keep
this issue in the foreground. Around this
fight and the fight for a shoerter working
week, the unemployed aund the employed
must be united in the Dbattles that will de-
velep during the coming Fall and Winter
over the question of wage reduction.

—MIHELIC.

REVOLUTION - - by LEON TROTSKY

is not so simple, says Garine for his part.
“The revolution means paying the army

dearly,” adds DBorodin. These gphorisms
contain all the elements of the mnoose in
which the Chinese revolution was stran-
gled, Borodin preserved the bourgeoisie
which, in recompense, made contributions
for the “revolution”, the money going to
the army of Chang Kai-Shek. The army
of Chang Kai-Shek exterminated the pro-
letariat and liquidated the revolution. Wasg
it really impossible to foresee? And was
it in truth not forseen? The bourgeoisie
pays willingly only for the army which
serves it against the people. The army of
the revolution does not wait for rewards:
it makes them pay. That is ecalled the
revolutionary dictatorship. Hong came for-
ward successfully in the yorkers’ meetings
and overwhelms the “Russians”, the bear-
ers of ruin for the revolution. 'The road
of Hong himself does not lead to the goal
but he is right as against Borodin. “Did
the Tai-Ping leaders have Russian advisors?
And the DBoxers?’ (page 189). Had the
Chinese revolution of 1924-1927 been left
to itself. it would perhaps not have come
to victory immediately but it would not
have resorted to the methods of Harikari,
it would not have known shameful capi-
tulations and it would have trained rev-
olutionary cadres. Between the dnal power
of Canton and that of Petrograd there is
the tragic difference that in China there
actually does not exist Boelshevism ; under
the name of Trotskyism, it was declared a
counter-revolutionary doctrine and was per-
secuted by every method of calumny and
repression. Where Kerensky did not suc-
ceed during the July days, Stalin succeeded
ten yeads later in China.

Borodin and ‘“all the Bolsheviks of his
generation”, Garine tells us, were marked
by their struggle against the anarchists.
This remark was needed by the author so
as to prepare the reader for the struggle
of Borodin against Hong’s group. Histor
ically it is false. "Anarchism was unable to
raise its head in Russia not because the
Bolsheviks fought successfully against it

but because they had first dug up the
ground under its steps. Anarchism, if it
does not live within the four walls of in-
tellectuals’ cafes or newspaper editorial
offices, but lhas penetrated more deeply,
translates the psychology of despalr in the
masses and represents the political punb-
ishment for the deceptions of democracy
and the ftreachery of opportunism. The
boldness of Bolshevism in posing the rev-
olutionary problems and in teaching their
solution, left no room for the development
of anarchism in Russia. But if the histor-
ical investigation of Malraux is not exact,
his recital shows admirably how the op-
portunist policy of Stalin-Borodin prepared
the ground for anarchist terrorism in China.

Driven by the logic of this policy, Bor-
odin consents to adopt g decree against the
terrorists. The solid revolutionists, re-
pulsed into the road of adventurism by the
crimes of the Moscow leaders, the bour-
geoisie of Canton, provided with the bene-
diction of the Comintern, declares them
outlaws. They reply with acts of terrorism
against the pseudo-revolutionary bureau-
crats which protects the Dbourgecisie that
pays. Borodin and Garine seize the ter-
rorists and destroy them, no longer defend-
ing the bourgeois but their own heads. It
is thus that the policy of conciliation slides
down fatally to the lowest degree of felony.

The book is called “The Conquerors”.
This title which has a double meaning when
the revolution paints itself with imperiai-
ism, the author attributes to the Russian
Bolsheviks, or more exactly, to a certain
faction among them. The conquerors? The
Chinese masses rose for a revolutionary in-
surrection, under the unmistakable influence
of the October upheavel as their example
and with Bolshevism as their banner, But
the ‘“‘conquerors” conquered nothing. On
the contrary, they surrended everything to
the enemy. If the Russian revolution called
forth the Chinese revolution the Russian
epigones suppressed it. Malraux does not
make these deductions. He does not even
seem ta think of them. They only follow
all the more dlearly from the basis of his
remarkable book.



Comrades! The Sixth Convention of the
Young Communist League of the U. S. A.
meets at a time when the gap between the
rich opportunities for Communist advance
and the isolation of the party and League
is especially wide. This fact requires a
thorough explanation and therefore a thor-
ough examination by all young Communists
and by this convention.

The present leadership has shown itself
incapable of giving such an analysis. Its
theoretical ignorance and immaturity, its
lack of independence, its origin—appoint-
ment by party bureaucrats—disqualifies it
from the careful and objective study neces-
sary, and which alone can form the premise
of the growth of the Y. C. L.

Why the gap? Why has the party and
especially the Y. C. L. mdae no real pro-
gress?

To begin with, an understanding is nec-
essary of the reasons for the expulsion of
the supporters of the Left Opposition from
the American League and Party since the
latter part of 1928.

When leading comrades of the party
asked for a discussion of the questions
which were threatening the very founda-
tions and life of the Russian party and
the Comintern,—the policies pursued in the
goviet Union, China, England and else-
where by the Communist International, and
expressed their solidarity with the views
of the Russian Left Opposition led by com-
rade Leon Trotsky, they were summarily
expelled. This made any thorough and hon-
ost discussion of these vital matters im-
possible. The leadership of the American
party, at that time Lovestone and Foster,
used the methods of the Stalinist buerau-
crats in suppressing documents (in Russia:
Lenin’s Last Testament, Lenin’s speech
against Stalin on the mnational question
minutes of the April 1917 meeting of the
Central Committee of the Russian party,
the statements and theses of the Russlan
Left Opposition on the Russian and the
Chinese questions, Anglo-Russian Commit-
tee). Groups of party and League fune-
tionaries were sent to slug the comrades qf
our group. Raids were made on our head-
quarters where wholesale burglary took
place. This prompted many rank and file
members of the party and League to ask
for a discussion of the issues involved, and
to probtest against these anti-Communist
actions. ‘Such comrades were immediately
expelled. It is no accident that the direct-
ing force in our expulsion was the Love-
stone group. This faction, which repre-
sents most consistently the opportunist
tendency in the Communist movement, is
the most logical antagonist of the Left
Nor is it by chance that the most ardent
and violent organizer of the hooligan squads
employed against us, Bert Miller, is now
to be found in the ranks of social reform-
ism, the Muste movement.

Against Class Collaboration Policies

What are the views, the support of
which has led to the expulsion of many
tried revolutionists in every important
Communist party in the world?

Following the defeat of the German and
Bulgarian proletariat in 1923, the revolu-
tionary movement in the West experienced
a decided setback. Gradually the feeling
set in among the leaders of the Russian
party and Comintern, that the proletarian
revolution in the West, WHICH LENIN
AND THE DBOLSHEVIK PARTY HAD
COUNTED UPON TO AID THE RUSSIAN
REVOLUTION, was postponed for decades.
This essentinlly pessimistic and false view
led to the theory of the ability of the Sov-
iett Union, by dts own inner forces, to
counstruct an isolated socialist economy
within its national borders. That is that
Russia, after a few years, could separate
itself completely from the international
market and live in a self-sufficient, national
socialist economy. This reactionary and
utopian theory leads to the policy of class-
collaboration inside the Scoviet TUnion as
well as outside of it.

In the Soviet Union, the party was con-
fronted with the question of strengthen-
ing the proletarian state and the socialist
sector of economy, in a country with an
overwhelming peasant population and in the
midst of a capitalist encirclement.

The policy of the Left Opposition led
by comrade Trotsky signified a definite con-
tinuation of the policy of Lenin: the state
power of the working class to base itself
in the village on the agricultural worker,
and poor pedsant, form an alliance with the
middle peasantry and to carry on a class
fight against the kulaks, the exploiters of
the village, the course for a rapid increase
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of industrialization, especially in heavy in:
dustry, of the country; to collectivize agri-
culture on the basis of industrial progress,
so as to bring the peasants nearer to social-
ism. This internal policy was based on the
perspective of the development of the pro-
letarian revolution in the highly developed
capitalist countries, the victory of which
would bring immeasurably closer a radical
solution of the contradiction inherent in
an isolated workers’ state.

The Right-Center Dbloc (Bucharin-
Stalin—1925-28), on the basis of the theory
of socialism in one country which they de-
veloped jolintly left the path of Lenin
with his support on the agricultural work-
er and the poor peasantry, and instead
based i{tself on the middle peasant and
ylelded to the kulak. At the same time
the policies led to a tremendous growth of
th party and state bureaucracy, that is,
of a caste of officials who have become
accustomed to routine and peaceful func-
tioning and, living a life separate and apart
from the party members and Russian work-
ers, seek to raise themselves “above the
classes.” Thig not only weakens the pro-
letarian state but threatens its very exist-
ence.

Under pressure of events (for exam-
ple, the kulak “grain strike” of Feb. 1928),
and the proletarian element of the party,
the Left Opposition the bloc with the Right,
who believed in the possibility of the
kulax peacefully developing into socialism”,
was broken, and a course to the Left was
begun. However, the Stalinists regime is
incapable of a genuine Left policy. Instead
it led the country into ultra-Left adventur-
ism which threatened the alliance between
the proletariat and the peasantry as well
as to throw the country into a serious
crisis. The course away from the ultra-
Left was commenced with the change of
front on the “complete collectivization in
two-vears’” policy. The mass admissions in
to the party which has virtually liquidated
it, the inactivity of the proletariat, the abo-
lition of factory committees, the growth of
the party and state bureaucracy, the anti-
proletarian foreign policy (Kellogg Pact
Litvinov’s speeches), very sharply pose the

o the L eagu

e

serious dangers of the degeneration of the
Soviet State.

The theory of socialism in one eoun-
try and its logical conclusion of class colla-
boration, led to the defeat of the revolu-
tion in China 1925-1927, and the stultify-
ing of the tremendous possibility for growth
of the C. P. of England in 1925-1927.

In China, the leaders of the Comintern,
in order to extend the so-called “pro-soviet
front’” (for Chiang Kai-Shek was supposed
to be anti-imperialist, pro-soviet!) the work-
ers and peasants were subordinated to the
capitalist bourgeoisie, and their agents
were supported. In England because of the
so-called pro-Soviet character of the Anglo-
Russian Committee and the British trade
union fakers, Purecell, Hicks, etc., the Stalin-
Bucharin bloc supported it even after their
betrayal of the British General Strike. This
harnessed the big move to the Left con-
siderably.

The Y. C. I. and the Commutist Youth
Leagues are politically subordinate to the
Comintern and the Communist parties. This
political guidance and leadership by the
party should be maintained through a party
cadre in the League, correct policies, and
through discussion in the League of party
policies. Onmly by understanding the tactics
and policies can the youth be expected to
carry them out.

The Situation in the Y. C. L.

In the United States, the Young Com-
munist I.eague has been unavoidably in-
volved in these processes with disastrous
consequences. The period since the last
convention, two years ago, has been marked
by the ultra-Left zig-zag, the adventurism
of the “third period” which is now silent-
ly sneaking into oblivion. The sectarian
policies have resulted in an enormous de-
crease in membership in complete isolation
from the proletarian youth, loss of what
Itttle influence it had in the past. The ac-
tivity of the League in the past two years
is symbolized by the stupid and innumer-
able “shock-plans” which set fantastic and
unrealizable aims altogether out of pro-
portion to the realities of the situation, and
which always end fn miserable failures.

The YL.eague has failed to arouse any

The Spanish Bourgeoisie Gets into Action

(Continued from page 1)

great deal upon the support of the atrong-
est Latin sectlon in the Comintern—the
French Communist Party. However, the
bureaucratic spirit and the Stalinist degen-
eration which prevails at the present time
throughout the Comintern, are driving the
French C. P. to turn its back upon the
Spanish Communist movement which, a8 a
result of an intolerable regime of a few
“loyalities” in the Comintern apparatus, is
developing outside the ranks of the official
C. P.

The organ of the C. P. F., 'Humantite,
published the notice of the arrest of the
Communist group in the International Sal-
oon without comment like all the bour-
geois papers. Since then, it has shown no
interest in the fate of the arrested com-
rades. Why? Because these Communists are
not “loyalites”, are not 100 percent Stal-
inists. It matters little to the bureaucrats
that the whole party is behind these com-
rades, that the workers follow them in the
trade unions, that the republican-socialist
government persecutes them: they are in-
scribed in the archives of the Comintern
as “expelled”. That 1is enough for the
zealous bureaucrats of the C. P. F. not to
lend the slightest attention to these “here-

tics”. Now what does their heresy consist
of? Let us recall it briefly again to our
readers.

The “Crime” of the Expelled

The whole Madrid organization, as a
bloe, as well as the Catalonian-Balearic
Federation, has refused to follow the Ex-
ecutive Committee of the Communist Party
of Spain in its splitting adventure in the
National Confederation of Labor. The Ex-
ecutive Committee has succeeded only in
Seville where it was =able, thanks to the
entirely personal influence of Manuel
Adame, to create a trade union movement
under its leadership. In Madrid, as every-
where else, the Executive Committee was
not even followed by the ranKs of the
C. P. S. The whole organization was then
expelled. It is this organization (Agrupac-
lon Communista de Madrid) which now
leads a few trade union organizations and
which always places itself in the forefront
of the revolutionary struggles of the Madrid

proletariat. Is it “Trotskyist”? Does it
adhere to the Left Opposition? No! But
the Agrupacion, rid of the bureaucratic ap-
paratus of the Comintern, permits Comn-
munist discussion and the collaboration of
the Leninist Opposition within its ranks.
It conceives of workers’ democracy as Lenin
conceived of it in the Bolshevik party and
in the C. I. There is its whole “crime”!
It also seeks, on the basis of democracy, to
unify all the scattered Communist forces
to create a solid Communist party. The
Spanish Left Opposition, conscious of the
great importance of a unified party in
the present revolutionary situation, is help-
ing the Agrupacion de Madrid with all its
strength in the work of gathering up and
unifying the Communist forces.

It is the Comintern and its bureaucrats
who are the only obstaele at the present
moment to the creation of a solid Commun-
ist Party of Spain. This is a truth which
the Spanish Communists observe today with
considerable bitterness. As for us, it is
not surprising: it is the consequence of the
Stalinist degeneration of our Communist
International.

The Left Opposition in every country
considers ag its greatest duty the support of
the Spanish Communists persecuted by the
bourgeois republic. A campaign of sym-
pathy and financial aid must be organized
without delay. The International Red Aid
[International IL.abor Defense] must organ-
ize the defense of all the persecuted Span-
ish revolutionists, regardless of whether or
not they are partisans of the Executive
Committee of Madrid.

Whoever does not understand these ele-
mentary duties of international solidarity
is a traitor to the nascent revolution of
the Spanish proletariat!

May 22, 1931 M. MILL.
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substantial movement against the with-
drawal of mailing privileges for the Young
Worker. This is to be explained by the
fact that the Young Worker has no influ-
ence among the working youth, by its ex-
tremely poor contents, as well as by the
abandonment of the united front tactic by
the League leadership.

The special youth activities and youth
demands were practically abandoned, as
evinced by the elections of last .year and
the unemployment campaign. The Y. C. L.
became more and more only a junior ap-
pendage of the party Such phases of activ-
ities as opponents youth work have either
completely disappeared or are carried on
‘“spontaneously” The tactic of the united
front was discarded as a ‘“relic” of a pre-
vious period. Recently (and correctly) it
has been revived in connection with the
inviting of the Y. P. S. L. to the National
Youth Day Conference in New York. But
this has been done without explanation and
in complete contradiction to everything
that has been said in the last {wo years.

There has been no stable and compe-
tent leadership. Changes have been very
frequent with the purpose of concealing the
real nature of the crisis. Arbitrary ap-
pointments and removals by the party bur-
eaucrats have only plowed the ground for
careerism. In addition to big losses of
members the turn-over has been whirlingly
rapid, revealing the emptiness of the
League's inner-life. The ideological level
has never been so low, and the educational
work has never been so poor and scarce.
The right to question the correctness of
party declsions has been denied, thus crush-
ing the possibility of independent thought
and theoretical growth.

The pre-convention discussion thus far
has been of an extremely superficial char-
acter, as is to be seen from the contribu-
tions in the Daily Worker. It has not risen
above the level of a unit discussion on
some technical problem or other. From
reading the articles no one would suspect
that the Y. C. L. is afflicted with a poli-
tical and organizational crisis. No one
dares to make a true analysis of the condi-
tions of the League or to discuss its pro-
blems from a political point of view. It
is for the purpose of radically changing
this stagnant situation, of elevating the
discussion to g Communist plane, of arous-
ing every young Communist to a realization
of what confronts him that we address our-
selves to the Y. C. L. convention. But we
ecannot be satisfied with this alone We
want the right to participate in the strug-
gles of the young workers together with
the members of the Young Communist
League. We want united action of the Y.
C. L. and the youth of the Left Opposition.
We demand to know why the petty-boar-
geois Y P. 8. L. can be invited to a con-
ference called by the Y. C. L. and the
same right is not extended to the Commun-
ist youth of the Communist League of Am-
erica (Opposition) !

We call upon the Communist youth
once again to unfurl the banner of Marx-
Ism and to sfruggle in the front ranks
against opportunism.

We call upon the young Communists to
demand the reinstatement of the expelled
Left Obppositionists into the Ieague, the
Party. and the Comintern.

Forward to the revolutionary unity ot
the ranks of Communism!

National Youth Committee
Comniunist League of America (Opposition)
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