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This is the concluding article
of omrade Foster on the issues
raised in his article “The Decline
of the A. F. L.’ in the Jan.-
Feb. issue of “The Communist”,
and in the editorial answer in the

same issue as well as in the state-
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DISCUSSION

| Bourgeois Reformzsm and Social Reformism

ment on it by Comrade Bittelman [Bourgeois reformism was a method |

and other comrades of the Oppo-
sition,
* *

A, F. of L. on a mass scale, in-
cluding not only skilled workers but

the

great sections of unskilled and semi- | !
|an era of “prosperity”, but direct

skilled.

Comrade Pepper's
out of the CEC Majority’s
economic analysis, which forsees a
long period of
the assumption is, the re-
formist unions will grow, more or
less as they did in pre-war periods
of industrial activity. But this the-
ory has many holes in it. To begin
with, it is based upon the usual
over-cstimation of the CEC major-

rectly

which,

- ily regarding the strength of Amer-

ican imperialism. e (! ignores the
deepening inner contradictions. It
also ignores the whole concrete pro-
cess of the grafting of the trade

od unions onto the organizations of the

employers. Finally, it is in conflict

. with the general trend of reformist

development in this country.

'while tipping the hat to the new|

Criticism of Majority of C.E.C.

'he CEC Majority statement cri-
ticising my art “The Commu-
nist” tries to defend this theory of
the re-building the A. F. of L.
by quoting the \" mintern theses to
the cffect that “the process of sta-
bilization creates an economic basis
for social democracy and, on the
other hand, the contradictions of
stabilization create a basis for the
development of the Communist

ol

Parties”. This Comintern analysis
is correct, but w “a; the Majority
comrades f2il ty see is thet the ex-

istence of such a base for reformism
does not necessarily imply a re-
growth of 1 A. F. of L. unions,

theory flows di- |

“prosperity”, during |

of struggle of the capitalists against
the trade unions in this period of
industrial activity.
th> open shop campaign, it drove !
them out of trustified industry and
into a precarious existence in
lighter, competitive industry, Not!|

pressure from the masses undergo-
ing radicalization, and the growin:

war situation, will make the em-
ployers use the A. F. of . move in
the industries against the workers,

and this will he along the lives of
company unionization that I have
indicated.

Here let me dispose of the eritic-
ism, made by both Majority and
Minority, that I challenge the ex-
istence of a real base for the revo-
lutionary unions by making it con-

tingent upon whether or not the old |

unions will grow.
misrepresentation of my position
For me the basis of the new unions
is clear, among the great masses of
unskilled and
which the A, F. of L.
ganize. What I do in my article is
to polemize against ‘“the writings

and speeches of Comrade Pepper, |

Lovestone and Weinstone” which,

unions, either directly propose or

{imply such theories of the rebuild-

az they foresee it. The elaborate
machinery of bourgeois reformism
must be reckoned with.

It is the characteristic of the
American situation that during the
past several years, when the baswl
of the corrupted upper strata of the |
working class was broadest, when‘
the cultivation of reformist illusions |
was not widespread, when “pros- |
perity” was at greater heights thany
ever before, that was exactly the
time of the decline of the A. F. of
L. The employers were able to sub- |
stitute their own direct bourgeois |
svstems of reformism for traditional |

social democratic trade unionism.

'Work 12 Hours a Da;

ing of the A, F. of L. on a mass
scale as to leave practically no base
whatever for the new unions. I am

correct in saying that the question | bourgeois reformism and social re-| We are now entering upon a pro-

This is direct |

semi-skilled workers |
cannot or- |

By WILLIAM Z. FOSTER.

A basic part of !

conceptions which look forward to|

.

¥, of L. unions.

Criticism of Comrade Bittelman.

what different line of trade union
development than Comrade Pepper, |
but also an incorrect line. He does
{not seem to anticipate the rebuilding
{of the A. F. of L., with the inclusion
jof great masses of semi-skilled and
{unskilled. Nor, on the other hand,
does he accept the company-unioni-
zation process which I have outlined.
| What he sees is a “strengthening of
the A. F. of L.” (citing the action
|of the Taylor Society and the growth
lof the Muste group as examples),
apparently in the direction of ex-

* | tending it along lines of craft unions

of skilled workers.

This theory of a new growth of
craft unionism, more or less of tra-
ditional type, is based upon a static
conception of the role of reformism.
It does not see crisis or decline pos- |
|sible with reformist trade unions.
| Moreover, it has only an abstract|
|conception of the actual process of

1longed period of dual unionism. The,hkewxse of our Party, will be to or-|
new revolutionary center, the T. U. 1gamze the unorganized masses of |

| B. L., will be based upon the masses unskilled and semi-skilled; but we|

{
I

|

|of semi-skilled and unskilled, and will also fight to win away the skil- |
|the old unions are based upon the |led and other workers affiliated to
of the base of the new unions is in- the inclusion of vast masses of un-|labor aristocracy. But this does not|the-A. F. of L. unions. On the other
volved when these comrades sponsor {skilled and semi-skilled into the A. limply that the division of skilled |hand, the A. F. of L. will fight not
xnnd unskilled between the two cent-,only to control the skilled workers,
ers is exact or that we shall ac- | but also to defeat our efforts to cr-

|quiesce in it. Such ideas lead

l

ganize the unskilled and to bring

Comrade Bittelman sees a some- |formism into a semi-company umon-'Stl‘atht to the abandonment of the |these under its own treacherous in-
ism form of social reformism. When‘(ﬂd unions to Green and Company. | f{luence.

Failure to see this over-

|the Comintern speaks of this graft-| We must realize that there will be|lapping struggle means not to under-

ing on tendency it does not mean

only that the trade union and social

democratic party leaders are being

|war to the knife between the two
centers for control of the masses.
The major task of the T. U. E. L.,

vdrawn into the government to facil-|

itate war preparations, which
‘about all that Comrade Bittelman’s
theoxy sees, but also that the “graft- |
'ing on” process proceeds directly in
.the industries in movements for “in-
(dustrial peace,” “industrial demo-|
lcracy”, ete. Neither Comrade Bittel- |
man nor Comrade Pepper explains
the latter process, which I have con-

cretized under the formula of the|

company-unionization of the trade
unions.
sal of the president of the Taylor
Society for the recognition of the.
trade unions by big capltal (which |
{Comrade Bittelman cites in support
of his proposition) is exactly com-
pany unionization, not the rebuilding |
{of old line craft unionism.

|the grafting of the trade unions on- |

to the organizations of the capital-‘»

ists. It does not see the merging
deeologlcally and organizationally of

Comrade Bittelman’s theory also
tends too mechanically and too com-
pletely to separate the unskilled and
|skilled in the national union centers.

is |

The meaning of the propo-|

8.

stand the strike-breaking role of the
A. F. of L. It leads to quitting the
old unions.

In Conclusion.

Now let me briefly summarize byunions upon the gkilled and unskilled,

{indicating the strong and weak
| points ‘of my article in “The Com-
munigt”. In spite of a number of
hastily written phrases, the article
iis correct in pointing out, among
lother things, the decline of the A,
|F. of L. as an organ of struggle of
|the workers, its erisis as a reformist
organization, the incorporation of
the A. F. of L. bureaucracy into the
|war machine of American imperial-
1sm, the concrete process (company
|unionization) of the grafting on of
|the reactionary trade unions to the
‘omplovcr° industrial organizations,
|the exposure of the fallacies uf the
| rebuilding of the A. F. of L. on a
{mass basis, the surrender of the
F. of L. bureaucracy to bourgeois
reformism and the emergence of a
new fascist-like social reformism,
the basing of the new revolutionary

|

ete.

As for the criticisms to thie effect
that T have made the growth of the
new unions contingent upon no
growth of the old unions, that I do
not see the economic base of social
reformism, and that I ignore the de-
cisive role of the Party in the strug-
gle, I have shown in the above that
they do not apply. The weak spot
in the article is its failure to make
clear the fact that although there
has been such a vast growth of open
bourgeois reformism, social reform-
ism, centering in the A. F.
of L. bureaucracy, remains the
main danger and that we must con-

A. [centrate our main fire against it.

Of course, the article calls for the
most relentless struggle against this

1

SECTION

But my critics have no groun
{or such heat and self-praise a:
they display. They would  d«
well to indulge in some health;
self-criticism, for they have als
Imade the mistake of failing to cen
ter the attack upon the A, F. of I
bureaucracy and the S. P. The fact
ave 'these: The 6th World Congres
Theses laid the utmost stress upo:
the necessity for struggle agains
social democracy. But neither th:
Majority nor the Minority of ow
CEC took this seriously as apply
ing to the United States. Doubt
less this was because of the weak
ness of the A. F. of L, and the S. P.
the liquidation of the labor part;
movement, on the one hand, and th
luxuriant growth of open bourgeoi
reformism on the other. So, instea
of directing the main fire agains
social reformism, it continued to b
directed against capitalist reformisn
in general. Many documents (in
cluding the Majority and Minorit)
theses and my own article now un
der fire) were written around thi:
wrong line. It was another case o
American exceptionalism to the lin
of the Comintern. Only when th
mistake was pointed out by con
crete criticism (which I agree with
from the Comintern, contained i
a draft of the approaching decisio
received several weeks ago, did th
comrades make a quick “about face’
and try more or less futilely to re
orientate themselves to the nev
line. They have thereby not only
made new mistakes, which I hav
eriticized in the foregoing, but the:
have also exhibited a pitiful lacl
of Bolghevik self-eriticism by failing

corrupt leadership, but this is not|to point out their own errors wher

enough.

they changed their line.

SLAVE20 YEARS

“Broadway Melody” Excellent

WORKERS FIRED Fare Now at the Astor Theatre

Make $w’) in 2 Weeks;|

v

NE of the best ‘“all-talkie” pro-
grams yet to be presented on
| Broadway is now being shown at
the Astor Theatre.  This is “The
Broadwav Melodv” a Metro talkine

JEANNE GREENE

“MATI HARI” at the Burke
Theatre, Bronx.

“Mati Hari,” the Red Dancer, a
film which deals with a spy’s career
during the war, will be shown at the
{ Burke Theatre on Sunday and Mon-
day, February 24 and 25. Mata Hari
has been called by many historians
the most sinister spy of the great
war. A great number of legends

hawma antitads 1m asmansnd Mata ITael

YOUR LAST CHANCE TO
SEE THE REMARKABLE

SOVIET FILM!

LAST DAY!




