At
First
Glance

'— By Jay Lovestone —

would be most surprised if

Hitler did not receive an-
other big concession very soon. The
economic situation in Germany is
grave, Opposition sentiment is
growing. Defeatist moods are mul-
tiplying, tho it is still too early to
speak of serious organized resist-
ance to the regime.

Time and again when Hitler was
in acute difficulties, the so-called
democratic powers rushed to his
rescue. Last January, when Hitler
had his conflict with the Reich-
swehr, last February when he made
his initial major assault on Aus-
tria, and a few weeks ago when the
anti-Semitic outrages stirred the
wrath of the world, the British
and French governments hastened
to help Hitler with handsome con-
cessions.

In this connection, the visit of
Schacht to London assumes first-
line importance. Schacht is one of
the slimiest figures that has come
out of the whole Nazi mess. For
some time, he sold the wealthier
Jewry the notion that he was go-
ing to be some sort of secret savior
of the persecuted by making Hit-
ler more responsible. All he did
was to italize the untold mis-
ery of the German Jews for Hit-
ler’s consolidation. Today, Herr
Schacht is playing the same game.
Germany’s exports are in bad
shape. At the expense of the Jews
in Germany, this “great financier”
hopes to give a lift to Nazi foreign
trade. We would rather be wrong
than right in this case but we fear
that the Chamberlain “appease-
ment” policy will be applied again
—to help Hitler in distress.

When we point out this danger,
we don’t, for even a split second,
want to leave the impression that
British and German imperialism
are not in sharp collision with
each other. A mighty trade war
is now in full swing—as a prelude
to a clash of arms on land, sea and
in the air—between these two tit-
ans of imperialist plunder. Just
new, however, the British imperi-
alfst game is to seek time for bet-
ter preparation by making conces-
sions to their Nazi competitors—
at the expense of others, the
weaker peoples, smaller nations
and colonial masses.

PAUSE IN
RECOVERY

HE swift and sharp recovery

from the steep industrial de-
cline of last year has come to a
pause. In the auto industry the
ball is losing its momentum. Steel
production has slackened. The ap-
parel trade has had shabby months
even during the upward trend.
Rural economy is facing new ag-
gravations of old difficulties. In
summary, the economic situation
continues sick and for many mil-
lions sickening, despite the “pump-
primed prosperity.”

We have a hunch that the Pres-
ident is aware of all this, tho the
Federal Reserve indices and Roper’s
rosy reports may give a glowing
picture. That is why we think that
Roosevelt’s next message will put
much faith in super-armament as
a stimulus to private industry and
economic recovery. Here we can-
not be too energetic in our remind-
ing the President that, in 1936, at
Buenos Aires, he very correctly
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CIO-AFL Hit
Oregon Law

United Action Is Taken
Against Anti-Union
Drive On Coast

By E4RL LANE

. Portland, Oregon.

Two identical suits filed by the
C.1.0. and the A.F. of L. in Circuit
Court on December 13 marked the
beginning of organized labor’s
fight against the Oregon anti-union
law.

The suits were filed following a
state-wide conference of C.I.O.
unions, at which a resolution was
passed declaring for cooperation
with the A.F. of L. on this issue
and urging Attorneys Padway of
the AF. of L. and Lee Pressman
of the C.I.O. to come iuto this case

‘together.

Both suits are directed against
District Attorney James R. Bain,
Sheriff Martin T. Pratt, Chief of
Police Harry M. Niles and
Attorney-General 1. H. Van Winkle.

The suits demand injunctions
against enforcement of the law and
point out that the law violates both
the Oregon and United States con-
stitutions by denying free speech,
free assembly and free press, and
in addition conflicts with the
Norris-La Guardia injunction law,
the Wagner National Labor Rela-
tions Act, the Clayton Anti-

(Continued on Page 2)

THAT MIGHT BE IT

NEWS ITEM: =

SOVIET SCIENTISTS CONCLUDE
THAT WORLD IS GROWING WARMER

Citervan

Elderman in The Washington Post

Students Against Warl

LL.L.A. Youth Statement Urges Support of Columbus Anti-War Meet

(We publish below a statement re-
cently issued by the Youth Section of
the Independent Labor League of
America—Editor.)

S the world crisis deepens and
the imminence of war as-
sumes greater proportions, the
need for a militant anti-war move-
ment among students becomes
more and more acute. The danger-
ous situation of the past months
served as a test to divide the pro-
war from the anti-war forces. The
jingoistic role of the American
Student Union in this crisis made
it without question of doubt the
leader in the ranks of the pro-war
elements on the campus. This came
as no surprise to those who under-
stood the forces behind the A.S.U.
and the direction in which it was
moving,

What Has Happened to A.S.U.?

In November 1937, one month
before the last convention of the
A.S.U., our organization published
a statement in which we analyzed
the nefarious role of the Young
Communist League in reversing
the anti-war position of the A.S.U.
and anticipated the consequences
of this betrayal unfolding them-
selves today. To understand what
has happened in the A.S.U. we

must, in the first place, realize that
it has become a camouflaged front
for the Y.C.L., whose members or
close sympathizers occupy all of
the leading positions in the A.S.U.
These individuals serve as political
commissars, who apply the Stalin-
ist political “line” energetically
and guard against the possibility
of popular expression of dissent
among the A.S.U. rank and file.

A comparison of the A.S.U. and
the Y.C.L. programs at once reveals
the close similarity between the
two. When, in 1935, the Oxford
Pledge was consistent with the
Y.C.L. political line, it was in-
cluded in the A.S.U. program.
With the change of Y.C.L. line to
“collective security,” it was neces-
sary to line up the A.S.U. behind
the foreign policy of the “de-
mocratic” nations. After crushing
the opposition of the genuine anti-
war forces in the 1937 convention,
the hurdle was cleared and the
A.S.U. burst forth as a champion
of Rooseveltian anti-Japanism, and
as opponent of the now-“fascist”
Oxford Pledge. Some vague
objections to the huge military
budget were included in the
program as a concession. The Lud-
low Amendment for a popular
referendum on war was deliberate-
ly sabotaged after the adjourn-
ment of the convention. The same
tactics were used with regard to

the point in the platform demand-
ing the withdrawal of American
armed forces from foreign coun-
tries.

The case is clear. As the Y.C.L.
turns, so turns the A.S.U. Today,
the A.S.U. is an openly pro-war
organization, still chanting the
“collective-security” war cry for
“unity of the democratic nations”
against the fascists, even after the
imperialist betrayal of Czecho-
slovakia by France and Britain.
Bewildered by this turn of events,
the A.S.U. has currently sought
relief from political frustration in
the profound arts of jitterbuggery.

The Eight-Point Program

The drive towards war has
crystallized militant anti-war sen-
timent among sections of Amer-
ican youth, particularly on the
campus. Anti-war clubs have
sprung up thruout the country to
take up the traditional struggle
against war abandoned by the
A.SU. and other Y.CL. “in-
nocents” organizations in the youth
movement, for example, the Amer-
ican Youth Congress. This new
development resulted in the forma-
tion of the Youth Committee
Against War—a united front of
liberal, pacifist, labor and socialist
youth organizations, cooperating
on the following program:

(Continued on Page 2)

Lima Parley

In Stg_l_emate

Meeting Ends With Big
Issues Shelved; Adopts
Argentine Draft

The deadlock at the Eighth Pan-
American Conference between the
group of Latin American nations
led by Argentina and those follow-
ing the lead of the United States,
continued last week as the sessions
were reaching their end at Lima.
As a result, most of the important
issues were sidestepped and others
“settled” by means of ambiguous
“compromise” formulas that left
matters very much as before.

The proposal advanced by Mex-
ico, Chile and Argentina to forbid
governmental intervention on be-
half of the foreign owners of ex-
propriated property, was shelved
“for study” until 1943 as a result
of American opposition. The same
fate, tho for different reasons, met
the plan for the creation of an
Inter- American Economic and Fi-
nancial Institute. Action on the
proposed formation of an Amer-
ican League of Nations was also
postponed for another five years.
Postponed also was final decision
on the “coordination” of inter-
American peace treaties and con-
ventions. The Cuban proposal for
mediation by the American nations
in the Spanish ¢ivil war was drop-
ped after some dispute. In fact,
most of the time of the conference
was taken up with long speeches
and the unanimous adoption of un-
important resolutions.

The big issue at Lima was the
so-called “continental solidarity”
declaration of the conference. The
United States sponsored a resolu-
tion referring specifically to a non-
American aggressor and providing
for joint action virtually amount-
ing to a military alliance. Argen-
tina, on the other hand, circulated
a statement among the delegates
that did not specify the direction of
the 'menace and refused to go
beyond the mutual consultations al-
ready agreed upon in 1936.

The sharp conflict at Lima re-
flected the hostility of the ruling
groups in Argentina and other
Latin American countries to the ef-
forts of United States imperialism
to extend and consolidate its eco-
nomic, political and military grip
over the western hemisphere. This
opposition was rooted in a number
of factors, among the most im-
portant being the influence of Wall
Street’s imperialist rivals in Latin
America, the old-established British
interests as well as the rapidly
growing interests of Germany and
Japan. Nor should the widespread
anti-imperialistic sentiment among
the Latin American masses be
ignored, even tho the delegations at
Lima represented only the ruling
groups of the various countries.

As the sessions drew to a close,
it was apparent that the United
States had suffered a definite set-
back in its plans of imperialist con-
solidation. The real balance-sheet
of the Lima conference, taking into
account what went on behind the
scenes as well, will not, however,
be clear for some time to come.
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emphasized: “Armament employ-
ment is false employment. It builds
no permanent structures and cre-
ates no permanent goods for the
maintenance of lasting prosperity.
Nations guilty face the day when
their weapons of destruction must
be used against their neighbors or
when an unsound economy like a
house of cards must fall apart.”

The months that have passed
since this declaration was made
have been erowded with events to
make it even more sound and
weighty.

STALIN’'S NEW
GAME

do put some stock in the

report that Bluecher has

been assigned a post in the Mos-

cow War Office. Likewise, we at-

tach great significance to the re-

moval of Yezhov from the G.P.U.

What’s Stalin’s game? What’s he
up to now?

For the moment, Bluecher’s head
has probably been spared. Undoubt-
edly, Stalin is deeply disturbed at
the multiplying prospects of being
faced with a German assault on
the Soviet Ukraine. Considerable
strengthening of the purged and
much-weakened Red Army is the
first prerequisite for beating back
Hitler. This undoubtedly was an
element motivating Stalin’s putting
Bluecher in his new place—thru
removing him from his Far East-
ern command and momentarily
saving him by sticking him in the
War Office.

But the morale of the Red Army
cannot be improved merely thru a
single administrative measure.
There is incalculable opposition to,
and hatred of, Yezhov in the top
circles of the Red Army. Pursuing
his own policy of appeasement of
these circles, Stalin yanked Yez-
hov out of the G.P.U. office and
saved Bluecher from assassination.
In this fashion, Stalin pits one
against the other—the Red Army
against the G.P.U.—and utilizes
this conflict for dividing forees in

| DO YOUR SHARE TO BUILD A NEW SOCIALIST PRESS |
; The bigger Workers Age will appear during the first week

CIO Presents
Stalte > Planks

Leaders of the State Industrial
Union Council of the C.I.0. con-
ferred with Governor Lehman last
week on a twenty-three-point leg-
islative program drafted by the
council for presentation to the Leg-
islature in the session opening
January 4.

The measures to be pressed by
the C.I.O. at Albany include en-
actment of a state wage-and-hours
law providing for minimum hourly
pay of 40 cents and a maximum
work-week of forty hours; ratifi-
cation of the Federal Child Labor
Amendment; extension of the “lit-
tle Wagner Act” to cover workers
in governmental agencies and non-

_| profit organizations; and simplifi-

cation and liberalization of the
State Unemployment Insurance
Law.

A more rigid anti-injunction law
and legislation to safeguard the
rights of picketing, distribution of
leaflets and the holding of meet-
nigs as constitutionally guaranteed
under the free speech, press and
assembly statute, are other items
in the C.I.O. program,

The state will be asked to in-

order to continue and consolidate
his own power. This is not a new
game by Stalin. That manouver is
as old for Stalin as are his polities.

The whole sordid mess reveals
once more the true Stalin. The re-
gime he has foisted on the Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Union
and the U.S.S.R. is a blight more
pernicious in the minds, of the
masses and in the minds of many
people of more than average men-
tal calibre than was even Kaiser-
ism at its worst.

This latest move by Stalin con-
firms the continuous narrowing of
the base of his burocracy. The
coming months will be very criti-
cal in the life of the Soviet Union.
Therefore, the coming months must
be utilized to the end of every
second by the world labor move-
ment in preparing itself to face
unflinchingly gigantic tasks and
inescapable sacrifices. Only thus
can we assure a victorious defense
of the U.S.S.R. Dec. 21, 1938.

Give Your Answer Before the New Year

Students Against War!

LL.L.A. Youth Support Columbus Anti-War Meeting

(Corntinued from Page 1)

“1. A halt to the steady militar-
ization of the United States.

“The super-navy and all super-
armaments will never be used for
defense of our shores. Propaganda
for ‘national defense’ can aid only
in mental mobilization for war ab-
road. We accept our responsibility
in the fight to end R.O.T.C. and
remove the C.C.C. from army con-
trol.

“2, An end to protection of
American dollars at the risk of
American lives.

“Armed forces in Chinese war
zones, maintenance of the Philip-
pineg, ‘and other expressions of
‘dollar-diplomacy,” mean use of
governmental power to preserve

crease its contribution to home re-
lief costs from 40% to 60% and
labor representation will be sought
on the State Board of Social Wel-
fare and in the administration of
unemployment insurance.

Adoption of a compulsory health-
insurance system and establish-
ment of a minimum old-age relief
benefit of $60 a month, more than
double the present average, were
recommended by the C.I.O. It sug-
gested that the eligibility age for
old-age assistance be reduced from
65 to 60.

Severance pay to employees los-
ing their jobs thru mergers, con-
solidations or reorganizations or
thru old age, would be required
under another proposed law. Leg-
islation to halt wage “kick-backs”
and “runaway’ shops and to pro-
vide for the regulation and licens-
ing of fee-charging employment
agencies was also advocated, along
with state aid for small home-own-
ers, farmers and small business
men and repeal of the Ives loyalty
oath and the criminal-anarchy
laws.

The delegation urged a broad
public-housing and slum-clearance
program, application of workmen’s
compensation to domestic, agricul-
tural, white-collar and hospital
workers and a prohibition on the
use of illegally obtained evidence
in criminal trials.

of January — the new theoretical journal k-
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the status-quo at the risk of invol-
vement in war,

“3. Passage of a genuine war
referendum amendment.

“Democratic decision concerning
war is no panacea, but it will serve
as an obstacle in the path of the
war machine.

“4. Rejection of the dogma of
‘collective security.’

“The effectiveness of govern-
mental economic coercion rests on
the threat—and eventual use—of
military force. ‘Peace-loving na-
tions’ vs. ‘fascist war-making na-
tions’ is 1914 power-politics again.
It meant war then; it means war
now.

“5. Abandonment of all plans for
industrial mobilization.

“The May bill and other plans
for universal conscription will
bring a dictatorship as brutal and
as far-reaching as any existing to-
day. If we allow ourselves to be
throttled in the event of war,
we hasten the coming of war.

“6. Endorsement of the strike
against war.

“We favor extension of the stu-
dent strike to all sections of the
youth anti-war movement. We
urge use of the Oxford Pledge:
‘We refuse to support the govern-
ment of the United States in any
war it may undertake.’

“7. Promotion of alternatives to
armaments economics at home

“Jobs for the unemployed, homes
and education instead of battle-
ships, are the first steps toward
justice and security at home. We
advocate passage of the American
Youth Act, a program of racial
equality, and organization of farm
and labor groups as safeguards
against war abroad and fascism at
home.

“8. Advancement of real interna-
tionalism, based on peace with
justice.

“We find our internationalism
not in military alliances but in
basic world economic readjust-
ments, paving the way towards a
warless world. We propose elimi-
nation of tariff barriers and ex-
change restrictions, freedom from
racial oppression and colonial pos-
session, world disarmament and
pressing the fight for economic
security thruout the world. Realiz-
ing the culpability of all nations,
we urge the independent action of
the world labor movement, to-
gether with all groups who oppose
war, across national lines, in a com-
mon opposition to war and militar-
ism.”

Around this minimum program
of action are rallying youth from
farms, factories, churches and
schools. Following up the May
Congress of the Keep America
Out of War Committee at which
the Y.C.A.W. was founded, a con-
vention has been called for this
Christmas at Columbus, Ohio, to
consolidate the new forces won
over to this movement and to plan
for the work of the coming year.

It is vital for the future success
of the Y.C.A.W. that this congress
expand its program and activities
to include such demands for youth
needs as: increase in N.Y.A. ap-
propriations, the passage of an
American Youth Act, demilitariza-
tion of the C.C.C., expansion of
educational facilities, academic
freedom and democracy on the
campus, abolition of the R.O.T.C.
(a demand dropped by A.S.U.),
against racial discrimination, etc.

The Fight Against Fascism

In addition to this immediate
program, the fight against fas-
cism must become an integral part
of our daily struggle against im-
perialist war. All genuine peace
forces must realize that fascism is
a product of the economic decay
of capitalist society and that the
rocts of the international conflicts
of the day are to be found primari-
ly in the present social and eco-
nomic order. Therefore, youth

Always Ready for
A Sell-Out

ROM the United States News,
November 14, 1938:

“The British are prepared to
make a ‘deal’ with the Japanese on
the subject of future rule of Chi-
na, leaving the United States far-
ther out on a limb. This ‘deal,” how-
ever, has been delayed owing to
the harshness of Japanese terms.”

And here is how Chamberlain
explains it (New York Times,
November 2):

“After Clement R. Atlee, Labor
leader, had expressed gloom in Par-
liament today over British trade
prospects in China, Prime Minister
Neville Chamberlain indicated he
thought the situation would not
be so bad.

‘China cannot be developed into
a real market without the influx of
a great deal  of capital,’ he said,
‘and the fact that so much capital
is being destroyed during the war
means that even more will have to
be introduced after the war is over.
Il is quite certain that it cannot be
supplied by Japan.

‘Therefore, when any one ap-
pears to contemplate a future in
which Japan has a monopoly of
the Chinese trade and we shall be
excluded from it, I think it is fly-
ing in the face of facts. It is quite
cerlain that when the war is over
and the reconstruction of China be-
gins she cannot be recor ~tructed
without some help from Soun-
try.’ ”

must ally itself with the mighty
forces of labor in their struggle
for real economic progress and a
better world.

This alliance must include work-
ers and youth of all lands. The
Y.C.AW. can play a most im-
portant role in immediately setting
up relations with similar youth
movements in FEurope - and the
Americas, and in rendering sup-
port to the struggles of youth in
countries under the heel of Wall
Street imperialism. To the op-
pressed youth of Germany, Italy
and other fascist countries, as well
as to the embattled youth of
Spain and the anti-imperialist
youth of China, the Y.C.A.W. must:
extend aid and solidarity.

With such a program and im-
bued with the militant desire to
arouse American youth against im-
perialist war preparations at home
and abroad, the Y.C.A.W. will go
forward in building a mighty
movevent for peace.

C.I.0.-A F.L. FIGHT
OREGON LABOR LAW

(Continued from Page 1)

Monopoly Act and the Federal
Social Security law.

The law is also attacked as un-
constitutional and a violation of
federal statutes in those parts
where it restricts labor disputes to
controversies over hours, wages
and conditions, and where it defines
prohibited jurisdictional disputes
to include those with a company
union.

California voters in the Novem-
ber election decisively defeated
Proposition No. 1 which was an
even more vicious anti-labor
measure than is the Oregon law.
Voters of the state of Washington
also defeated a similar measure.
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In Defense of Independent Labor Politics
E Wages and Prices

By M. S. MAUTNER

OME days ago, John L. Lewis,
as chairman of Labor’s Non-
Partisan League, prescribed the
political extinction of that organ-
ization as the policy to be adopted
at its convention scheduled for
the Summer of 1939. In a statement
issued to the press and widely pub-
licized, Lewis declared the purpose
of the convention to be:

“To authorize the League mem-
bership and candidates designated
by the League to work within the
framework of the Democratic par-
ty in the selection of delegates to
the national convention of the
Democratic party in 1940.”

Such a policy means deliberately
spurning the entire experience of
labor in politics and indeed the
political experience of the country
as a whole during the past year.

The Lessons Of The Primaries

Labor’s Non-Partisan League,
which began hopefully as the most
likely base for a real national la-
bor party, has already gone thru
the disastrous experience of the
primaries in the last elections, of
which the horrible example is
Pennsylvania. Here, the League,
representing solely the C.I1.O.
unions, with the United Mine
Workers as the backbone, entered
a bitter primary struggle against
the corrupt and flagrantly undemo-
cratic machine of the Democratic
party. A it the miners and the
other unionists-mobilizing for their
candidate, Tom Kennedy, was ar-
rayed the entire force of the state
party machine, with Jim Farley
playing a very dubious role. The
campaign, whatever else may be
said about it, was as sharp as a
strike. Jones, candidate of the state
machine, was denounced, quite
rightly, as a bankers man and was
assailed by the miners with epi-
thets that were as astounding as
thay were deserved. ’

Tom Kennedy, candidate of the
riiners, was defeated; Jones, can-
didate of the bankers, won out.

And so the workers of Pennsyl-
vania, under the leadership of John
L. Lewis and Labor’s Non-Partisan
League, went to the polls in No-
vember meekly voting for the very
Jories whom they had exposed as
a puppet of the employing class
and the vested interests.

This is the logic of “primary
progressivism,” the blind alley into
which such entangling alliances
with the parties of the employing
clags quite inevitably lead. If you
participate in a primary at the ex-
pense of your own independent ma-
chine looking forward to complete
independence, then you are at the
mercy of the old boss machine
which you have yourself fought.
All such effort is so much waste
when it does not drive towards the
independent political organization
of labor.

The Roosevelt “Purge”

Even more striking in respect to
the attempt to effect a “progres-
sive reformation” of the Democra-
tic party is the Roosevelt “purge”
late this Summer. The Democratic
party, as everybody knows, is split
into two wings, the “liberal” New
Deal group and the party proper,
made up of the city and state ma-
chines such as Tammany and
Hague, Prendergast and the whole
Southern Bourbonocracy.

These latter, willing for a while
to go along with their national
leader, were disturbed and alien-
ated by the attempt to oust them
from their local patronage-dispens-
ing powers. Regardless of the qual-
ity of the “purge,” or of the basis
on which it was conducted, the fact
remains that it did appear to be
a ‘move to make the Democratic
party a New Deal party. It was a
movement led by the President and
openly participated in by him. Yet
even Roosevelt failed to reform

and reshape his own party accord-
ing to his professed desires. Can
labor hope to do better in a boss
party in whose highest councils sit
its bitterest enemies?

The whole trend of political de-
velopment in the Democratic party
is away from even the illusion of
progressivism, and, in this new
course, intimately bound up with
the war preparations and conse-
quent domestic reaction, the New
Deal wing itself is increasingly
losing any real political reason for
remolding the party. Labor, de-
manding some sort of “progres-
sivism” or seeking even limited in-
dependence within the party, be-
comes a menace to the real pro-
gram and interests of this employ-
ing-class party.

The American Labor Party

Thus, Lewis’s proposed imposi-
tion proceeds as if without a past,
apparently to insure that it shall
have no future. Yet, if this be dis-
missed as mere theorizing, then in
its practical application, its full
futility becomes glaringly clear.
There are two aspects of Labor’s
Non-Partisan League as an organ-
ization that must be taken into
account in devising any policy ded-
icated to independent labor politi-
cal action. First, that its most ad-
vanced, best-organized, and most
serious-minded section, the Amer-
ican Labor Party of New York, is
already outside of the Democratic
party and has come into electoral
conflict with it; second, that in
many important industrial centers,
the L.N.-P.L. was not the instru-
ment thru which labor expressed
itself politically in the last elec-
tions.

The day after Lewis’s pronuncia-
mento, at which Sidney Hillman,
treasurer of the L.N.-P.L., was re-
ported present, Sidney Hillman, as
a leader of the American Labor
Party, declared the policy inap-
plicable to New York State. We are
not here concerned with the prob-
lem of dual personality involved.
It is, however, a strange policy
which must be immediately repu-
diated by the most capable section
of a national organization. Why
was this necessary? Obviously, for
the A.L.P. to carry out Lewis’s
mandate would mean its liquida-
tion as a political force as well as
a political organization. The A.L.P.
is no longer merely an “experi-
ment” since it actually functions
as the political party of labor. It is
now the goal towards which exist-
ing labor political action commit-
tees and similar organizations are
or should be striving. To organize
and maintain A.L.P.s in the key
states is the most likely road to a
national labor party, an indepen-
dent political arm of the trade
unions, so pressing a need in the
coming period.

What happened to the L.N.-P.L.
in the recent elections? Consider
Michigan where it hardly func-
tioned on a state-wide scale, and
in such localities where it did, as-
sumed surprising shapes. In Lan-
sing and other centers, the L.N.-
P.L. was not an organization of
the trade unionists but merely a
“labor committee” of the Demo-
cratic party. In such an important
auto center as the Flint region,
the need for united labor action,
inclusive of the A. F. of L. unions,
called into being the Labor Political
Action Committee, which was one
of the best functioning machines
and. had no connection with Labor’s
Non-Partisan League. When the
auto workers and other unionists
sought to carry on an effective po-
litical campaign for Murphy, they
had to set up new machinery in
the form of Murphy-For-Governor
clubs in place of the Stalinist-
Democratic L.N.-P.L. The examples
along these lines are innumerable.

It becomes almost impossible to
avoid the conclusion that Lewis is
determined to steer those sections
of the labor movement that he in-

“Recovery” Thru
Armament

MPLOYMENT thru re-

armament is false em-
ployment; it builds no per-
manent structure and creates
no consumers goods for the
maintenance of a lasting
prosperity. We know that
nations guilty of these follies
inevitably face the day either
when their weapons of de-
struction must be used
against their neighbors or
when an unsound economy,
like a house of cards, will
fall apart.”

These words were uttered
by President Roosevelt just
two years ago in an address
at Buenos Aires. (December
1, 1936).

Let us remember these
words now when President
Roosevelt is trying to stam-
pede the country into a su-
per-armaments program in
the name of “Continental de-
fense.”

In Aulto

Industry

More Intense Exploitation Accompanies High Wages

By JOHN J. PARKER

HE true nature of the auto-

mobile magnates “high-wage

and low-price policy” is revealed

in a statistical study completed re-

cently by the U.A.W. Research De-
partment.

Henry Ford, Emperor of Dear-
born, has been extolled as the
practical pioneer who put into
operation that ideal economic
policy of raising wages while re-
ducing prices at the same time.

In more recent years, the auto-
mobile industry has been lauded
by numerous economists for its
alleged leadership in driving the
country out of the 1929-1933 de-
pression. In the majority of cases,
the leadership of the automobile
industry was attributed to its
“high-wage and low-price policy.”

Rakovsky and Radek

French Marxist Veteran Describes Their Background

By CHARLES RAPPAPORT

(Charles Rappaport is a distinguish-
ed Marxist scholar, a veteran of the
Russian and French socialist mouve-
ment. He resigned from the French
Communist Party some months ago in
protest against the “Moscow trials.”
Other articles of his have appeared in
previous issues of this paper.

—Editor.)

KNEW Christian Rakovsky and

Karl Radek rather intimately,
particularly the former. In 1895,
more than forty years ago, when
T lectured to some hundred Russian
students in Montpellier, a univer-
sity town, Christian Rakovsky was
the only student who took the floor
to defend Marxism. It was an anti-
Marxist lecture on my part since
at that time I was a member of
the Social-Revolutionaries and had
founded the first branches of this
party abroad in 1891 or 1892. He
was very young and very inex-
perienced; hence I very easily suc-
ceeded in winning the debate, par-
ticularly, since the audience was
composed of liberal intellectuals,
mostly women. My female audience
applauded me very enthusiastically
and left poor Rakovsky to his own
devices. He became mv friend later
on and I often jokingly pointed out

fluences safely back into the in-
creasingly conservative folds of
the Democratic partv. Tho the
President confer with Barkley and
aporove “revision” of the Wagner
Act, tho the Administration slash
unemploved and work relief, tho
the New Deal forces the country on
the road to armaments, ignoring
and knifing much-needed housing
and sociallv-vital public-works
projects, yet it is proposed that la-
bor share this unclean bed.

Labor’s npolitical program can
onlv be realized thru increasing po-
litical independence, not by an ad-
vance promise of complete depen-
dence and surrender. Should La-
bor’s Non-Partisan League take
the course which Lewis proposes
in such an authoritarian manner.
its few slim remaining chances of
regaining the confidence of those
workers who seek a labor party will
be wined out. It is rather in those
new forms which labor itself de-
veloped in the last elections and
will continue to develon, and in
such organizations as the Amer-
ican Labor Party, that the real
future of a labor-party movement
in America lies.

to him that I owed my marital
bliss to him, since one of those
enthusiastic admirers of mine had
become my wife subsequently. I
met Rakovsky in Paris when he
was associated with George Plek-
hanov, who introduced Marxism in-
to Russia, and with Jules Guesde,
apostle of Marxism in France. He
was a very cultured person, very
active and a remarkable organizer,
thoroly devoted to the cause of la-
bor. He gave up a fortune inherited
from his father to pursue his so-
cialist ideas. He became the soul of
the socialist movement in Rumania
and very nearly its martyr. We
often feared for his life when he
was in prison. During the war, he
remained loyal to the International
and, if T am not mistaken, attended
the Zimmerwald conefrence in
1915. The Russian revolution in
1917 and the end of the war in
1918 found Rakovsky once more in
prison in Rumania, from which he
was freed by the victorious Red
Army.

In Russia, he threw himself into
the Russian revolutionary move-
ment body and soul. Since Lenin
appreciated his talent, devotion
and knowledge, he entrusted him
with the important task of ad-
ministering the Ukraine, a section
of Russia with about 25,000,000
population, one of the hot-beds of
the counter-revolution, and at that
time still under the influence of
Germany. It was to Rakovsky that
Lenin entrusted the extremely
dangerous Mirbach affair. Mirbach,
German ambassador to Russia, had
been assassinated by the Left So-
cial-Revolutionaries who were op-
posed to the Brest-Litovsk peace.
This, of course, created a very
serious diplomatic situation. Rak-
ovsky gave a brilliant account of
himself in settling this affair. He
was then sent to London as charge
d’affaires or ambassador—a post
which was no less delicate; here he
succeeded in laying the basis for
friendly relations between the So-
viet Union and Great Britain. Then
he was sent to Paris where he
made headway among the domi-
nant political circles except Poin-
care. who was the determined foe
of the Russian revolution. It was
precisely for this reason that the
latter found Rakovsky a dangerous
man and demanded his removal,
which the Soviet government
granted. He departed without tak-
ing leave in accordance with the
custom of the government of which

(Continued on Page 5)

The propagandists of the auto-
mobile industry usually present
data somewhat similar to the fol-
lowing index numbers of the
prices of automobiles as computed
by the American Manufacturers
Association and hourly wage rates
as issued by the National Indus-
trial Conference Board:

TABLE 1
Price Wage-Rate
1925 103.0 96.8
1927 100.0 100.0
1929 86.3 102.8
1931 78.5 100.8
1933 64.5 90.1
1935 67.4 111.8

Using the above figures, they
will point with pride that, while
wage rates were increased almost
3% from 1927 to 1929, the prices
of automobiles were reduced by
almost 14%; and that, while wage
rates in 1935 stood at a figure
approximately 12% above the 1927
level, the price of automobiles
had been reduced by about 33%
from the 1927 level.

That “miracle” of reducing the
price of ‘motor cars in the face
of rising wage rates, these
sycophants will ascribe to rugged
individualism, ingenuity or what-
ever they dig up from their bag of
hackneyed phrases.

The auto workers whose strength
was sapped by the tune played by
the conveyor before the U.A.W.
was organized, also ascribed that
supposed “miracle” to ingenuity—
ingenuity, inhuman and mer-
ciless, which took utmost advantage
of the speed-up system, and in-
genuity in propaganda which
skillfully concealed brutality and
spotlighted the virtues of a high
wage rate.

Something Amiss

The auto worker reasoned that
something must be amiss in all
this talk of reducing prices of
automobiles while increasing wage
rates. He wanted to know if there
is any difference between a wage
rate of one dollar an hour that
made so many pieces before and
the wage rate of one dollar an
hour when so many more units
of the product are exacted from
him by the new machine or the
conveyor geared up to a higher
speed.

Here the average automobile
laborer has observed something
that the average American and
even the Wall Street economist has
notoriously overlooked. It is er-
roneous, in his opinion, to con-
sider the wage rate by itself. It
must be related to something and
that something is production.

Taking the viewpoint of the
average auto employee, the U.A.W.
has constructed the following
indices for the automobile in-
dustry:

TABLE 1I.
A B B A
Production Wage Labor Cost

1925 123.5 110.5 89.5
1927 100.0 100.0 100.0
1929 156.9 111.7 71.2
1931 69.0 47.2 68.4
1933 55.5 30.6 55.1
1935 115.1 71.9 62.5

The figures in Table II. show to
what extent the total of wages
paid, not merely hourly wage
rates, has increased less than the
spurt in production or, during de-
pression, the greater proportional
fall in total wage paid thruout

(Continued on Page 6)
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THE ANSWER IS UNITY!

LTOGETHER insufficient attention has been
paid in the labor movement to a recent develop-
ment in California that may prove of considerable
significance in the months to come. A few weeks
ago, there was set up in the city of San Francisco
an Employers Council, a sort of master organiza-
tion of employers associations. Already affiliated are
established organizations of wholesalers, hotel
operators, building owners and managers, auto-
mobile dealers, general contractors, water-front em-
ployers and draymen. Other employers groups are
expected to join in the near future. The man behind
the venture is Roger D. Lapham, a well-known ship-
owner, and the official head of the council is Almon
E. Roth, now president of the notorious Pacific Coast
Waterfront Employers Association.

According to its sponsors, the San Francisco Em-
ployers Council is to serve as “the recognized
spokesman for all employers, whether group or in-
dividual,” particularly in their relations with labor.
It is, in fact, intended as a sort of “one big union”
of the employing class in dealing with labor organ-
izations. Mr. Lapham acknowledges that the idea was
suggested to him by a study of the reports of the
Presidential commissions on labor relations in Great
Britain and Sweden. Apparently, big business,
despite its well-known horror at “foreign ’isms,” is
quite ready to learn from abroad when it comes to
ways and means of fighting the trade-union move-
ment.

The “San Francisco idea,” as it is already coming
to be known, threatens to spread to other parts of
the country. The employing class is uniting its
forces, tightening up for greater effectiveness in
the industrial struggle. And labor? Labor remains
divided, split into two major camps between whom
an increasingly destructive civil war is raging. Some
of the worst excesses in this suicidal inter-union
conflict have been committed on the West Coast,
precisely where the employers are now setting the
pace in uniting their own forces. With an irrespon-
sible, Stalinist-dominated factionalist such as Harry
Bridges speaking for the C.L.O. out there, little else
could be expected.

The move of the San Francisco employers em-
phasizes the lesson of the recent elections: the
continuing disunity of labor is just so much grist to
the mill of big-business reaction. While the rival
factions in the labor movement are at each other’s
throat in the fury of fratricidal struggle, the em-
ploying class is busy devising new ways and means
of consolidating its fighting forces.

But from the West Coast there comes another
voice. If California has given birth to the “San
Francisco idea,” it has also given birth to the
“Stockton idea.” At Stockton, Cal., it will be
recalled, the trade unions—A.F. of L., C.I.O. and
the independent railroad brotherhoods alike—
recently got together to set up a United Labor
Council for joint action against the common enemy.
There is a lead that should be followed all over the
country. The only effective answer to the United
Employers Council is labor unity—united labor
councils on a local and regional scale, the reunifica-
tion of the labor movement nationally. There is no
time to lose!

How About Some Fair Play?

have been very patient with the Trotskyites.

We understand what an unhappy tradition of
factional sniping they have to live down. We feel,
too, that the class-conscious groups in the American
labor movement, weak and isolated as they are, have
something better to do than to engage in endless
mutual squabbling over what often turn out to be
mere trifles. But beyond a certain point, even
patience ceases to be a virtue.

In a recent issue of the Trotskyist Socialist
Appeal (December 10), a letter from Dwight
Macdonald was published protesting against the
Appeal’s factional misrepresentation of our position
during the September crisis. “During the crisis,
their paper (the Workers Age) too failed to appear,”
the Appeal had written. “And, when it did—a
faltering voice, a party afraid of its own shadow...”

WORKERS AGE

Stalinism In Cuba

CP. in Deal With Dictator Batista Against Masses

By ARTHUR PINCUS

(These paragraphs are from an ar-
ticle, “Cuba’s Puppet Democracy,”
by Arthur Pincus, in the Nation of
December 12, 1938.—Editor.)

HE deal with the Communist

Party, granting it legal status,
was of an extremely startling
character. Tho it has been said
that Batista was not especially
favoring the Communist Party in
allowing all Cuban parties to fune-
tion, he had been using it as a
shield to avert from himself the
blame for the terrible economic
plight of the Cuban workers.
Moreover, the party’s complete
about-face is not limited to the
island alone but parallels similar
action taken by Stalinists in South
America, so much so as to indicate
a general trend. . . .

“Defender Of Democracy”

The plain fact seems to be that
Stalinism in Hispano-America has
made its peace with imperialism.
That is to say, with American im-
perialism; the Japanese, Italian
and Nazi varieties are castigated
daily. Not a single Communist
Party organ in any of the countries
to the south of us raises its voice
today against the Yanqui, altho
such abuse was once the party’s
greatest stock in trade. In Cuba,
for example, the party press at-
tributes all the island’s troubles to
big sugar men like Montsalvo and
Casanova and Pepin Rivero, editor
of the Diario de la Marina,
Havana’s largest and most reac-
tionary paper, without a word
about the American imperialist in-
terests of which it was once the
most outspoken critic. The reason
would appear to be that the vari-
ous Stalinist parties are acting
only to gain a powerful ally on the
side of Russia in a future Euro-
pean conflict. Our State Depart-
ment’s bid for a pan-American
navy receives from no other group
anywhere such wholehearted in-
dorsement as it gets from the com-
munist parties of Latin America.

The tenth national convention of
the Cuban Communist Party was
held last August. Out of that con-
vention, the following formulation
of policy appeared in Hoy, a Com-
munist paper published in Havana:
“The Communist Party of Cuba
will adopt a more positive attitude
toward Batista, since he is no
longer the focal point of reaction
but the defender of democracy.”

What this was to mean was illus-
trated a few days later when the
truck and bus drivers of Oriente
province suddenly struck against
the hated highway-tax bill design-
ed to finance payments on the
$85,000,000 Cuban bond issue.
Springing up spontaneously, this
strike was the first workers move-
ment, indeed, the first strike move-
ment of any consequence, since the
bloody repression of the general
strike in May 1935. The strike
spread like a brush fire thru the
entire province, and flared up
briefly in Camaguey and Santa
Clara. At the height of the tension
which gripped the island, Hoy de-
clared: “This strike is led by fas-
cist elements interested in pro-
voking disturbances and thereby
impeding the convening of the
Constituent Assembly.” But this
brake had little effect. Cuba was
careening toward a crisis. Batista
had to act quickly. The highway
tax was provisionally withdrawn,
and in the American market the
price of the bonds tailspinned dis-
astrously.

Batista Hails C.P.

Less than a week later, Franci-
sco Calderio, national secretary of
the Communist Party (known in
Cuba as Blas Roca) and Joacquin
Ordoqui, a well-known communist
speaker, were invited to confer
with Batista at Camp Columbia.
To the assembled Cuban press Ba-
tista said: “The Communist Party,
according to its constitution is a
democratic party, which pursues its
ends within the framework of a
capitalist regime and renounces
violence as a political means, and
consequently it is entitled to the
same status as that of any other
party in Cuba.” The Communist
Party has, indeed, achieved the
Popular Front it has so long
‘worked for; not a common front
in opposition to the military rule
of Batista, but with Batista and
the army itself.

Decree-laws, tho not now en-
forced, are still the basis of Cuban
government. The university, center
of revolutionary upheaval in by-
gone days, is dominated by a reac-
tionary faculty appointed by Ba-
tista. Censorship hangs over the
press. The one paper, the Prensa,
that dared denounce Carbo’s and
the P. R. C’s shameless sellout
to Batista as a manouver to fore-
stall the return of civilian rule to
the island, was peremptorily sup-

(Continued on Page 5)

Dwight Macdonald had no dif-
ficulty in pointing out that the
Workers Age had appeared
regularly right thru the crisis as
it had before and has since, and
that its “voice” was by no means
“faltering”; if it was, then the
same must be said for the Appeal
as well, for the two papers fol-
lowed very much the same general
line in the situation. And how did
the editor of the Appeal reply to
this reproof? In a very character-
istic manner. “Factually,” he con-
ceded, Dwight Macdonald might
be right, but then how about the
“Lovestoneite” policy on the elec-
tions, how about the ‘Love-
stoneite” support of the K.A.O.W.
C., etc., ete.? Not exactly relevant,
it is true, but quite in line with
the miserable tradition of factional
unscrupulousness to which we have
referred.

Or take the Socialist Appeal of
December 17. In an editorial
devoted to the refugee question, we
note the following paragraph:
“Where [on the list of unions on
record favoring the dropping of
immigration restrictions for re-
fugees] is the name of Local 22 of
the LL.G.W.U. or the Knitgoods
Workers local, both led by the
Lovestoneites whose political orga-

nization has publicly declared for

the opening of the doors to the U.
S.? ... The workers in these and
other unions should demand an
accounting from their leaders.”

Words to characterize this per-
formance easily come to mind, but
we will restrain ourselves. The
Socialist Appeal knows, or as a
labor paper should know, that both
Dressmakers Union Local 22 and
the Knitgoods Workers Union were
among the first to adopt resolutions
calling for the opening of the gates
of this country to the victims of
fascist terror in Europe. To single
out these unions in an editorial, as
does the Socialist Appeal, is
certainly a new low in irresponsible
journalism.

But it is not our desire to give
way to resentment, however
justified it may be. There are
other, far more important issues
involved. What profit do such
practises bring to the labor move-
ment or, for that matter, to the
Trotskyites themselves? Nothing
is more demoralizing in its short-
sighted factionalism than what
Dwight Macdonald refers to as the
“tendency on the part of Marxist
groups to blackguard each other
with more enthusiasm than sense
of responsibility.” Isn’t it time to
call a halt? Let us have polemics
by all means, but let us also have
fair play.

Talking It Over:
Free Art for Revolution
———=DPBy Bertram D. Wolfe

(We publish below the manifesto, “Towards a Free
Revolutionary Art,” issued recently by Diego Rivera,
the world-famous Mexican painter, and Andre Breton,
a founder and leader of the surrealist movement. In the
next issue of this paper, Bertram D. Wolfe will comment
on the ideas advanced in this manifesto and the move-
ment which it represents.—Editor.)

E can say without exaggeration that never has
civilization been menaced so seriously as to-
day. The Vandals, with instruments which were bar-
barous, and so comparatively ineffective, blotted out
the culture of antiquity in one corner of Europe.
But today we see world civilization, united in its
historic destiny, reeling under the blows of reaction-
ary forces armed with the entire arsenal of modern
technology. We are by no means thinking only of
the world war that draws near. Even in times of
“peace,” the position of art and science has become
absolutely intolerable.

NSOFAR as it originates with an individual, in-
sofar as it brings into play subjective talents to
create something which brings about an objective
enriching of culture, any philosophical, sociological,
scientific or artistic discovery seems to be the fruit
of a precious chance, that is to say, the manifesta-
tion, more or less spontaneous, of necegsity. Such
creations cannot be slighted, whether fron stand-
point of general knowledge (which interprets the
existing world), or of revolutionary knowledge

(which, the better to change the world, requires an
exact analysis of the laws which govern its move-
ment). Specifically, we cannot remain indifferent
to the intellectual conditions under which creative
activity takes place, nor should we fail to pay all
respect to those particular laws which govern intel-
lectual creation.

In the contemporary world we must recognize th=
ever more widespread destruction of those condi-
tions under which intellectual creation is possible.
From this follows of necessity an increasingly
manifest degradation not only of the work of art
but also of the specifically “artistic” personality.
The regime of Hitler, now that it has rid Germany
of all those artists whose work expressed the
slightest sympathy for liberty, however superficial,
has reduced those who still consent to take up pen or
brush to the status of domestic servants of the
regime, whose task it is to glorify it on order, aa
cording to the worst possible esthetic conventions.
If reports may be believed, it is the same in the
Soviet Union, where Thermidorean reaction is now
reaching its climax.

It goes without saying that we do not identity
ourselves with the currently fashionable catchword:
“Neither fascism nor communism!”—a shibboleth
which suits the temperament of the Philistine, con-
servative and frightened, clinging to the tattered
remnants of the “democratic” past. True art, which
is not content to play variations on ready-made
models but rather insists on expressing the inner
needs of man and of mankind in its time—true art
is unable not to be revolutionary, not to aspire to
a- complete and radical reconstruction of society.
This it must do, were it only to deliver intellectual
creation from the chains which bind it, and to allow
all mankind to raise itself to those heights which
only isolated geniuses have achieved in the past.
We recognize that only the social revolution can
sweep clear the path for a new culture. If, however,
we reject all solidarity with the burocracy now in
control of the Soviet Union, it is precisely because,
in our eyes, it represents not communism but its
most treacherous and dangerous enemy.

HE totalitarian regime of the U.S.S.R., working
thru the so-called “cultural” organizations it
controls in other countries, has spread over the entire
world a deep twilight hostile to every sort of
spiritual value. A twilight of filth and blood in
which, disguised as intellectuals and artists, those
men steep themselves who have made of servility a
career, of lying for pay a custom, and of the pal-
liation of crime a source of pleasure. The official art
of Stalinism mirrors with a blatancy unexampled in
history their efforts to put a good face on their
mercenary profession.
(Continued on Page 5)
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Radek and
Rakovsky

(Continued from Page 3)
he was an accredited representa-
tive.

A faithful friend of Leon Trot-
sky, Rakovsky allied himself with
the latter. Rakovsky was in my
opinion a better theoretician than
Trotsky but did not possess his
practical understanding. Rakovsky
was not an authoritarian type of
person; he was rather human and
sentimental. The stupid campaign
of persecution initiated by Stalin
and his clique as well as Rakovsky’s
profound knowledge of the inter-
national situation drove him to-
wards a firmer alliance with Trot-
sky.

As is well known, Rakovsky was
exiled and, despite his retraction
and his obvious desire to remain
loyal to the Stalin government, he
was forced to admit fantastic
“crimes.” He was then condemned
to twenty years in prison—another
counter-revolutionary ecrime on the
conscience of the Stalin clique!

Karl Radek, tho he did not pos-
sess the high moral character of
Rakovsky, was an unusually cap-
able journalist and an expert on
international diplomacy. His bril-
liant studies on international ques-
tions, with which he made his debut
in the German social-democratic
press in the end attracted the at-
tention of the entire diplomatic
world. He alwavs defended the for-
eign poli~ f the Soviet Union.
His whowe , rit was biting, and
sarcastic and he did not always
know when to hold his tongue. A
man like Radek was naturally a
thorn in the eyes of narrow-minded
Stalin who is lacking in humor
and in liveliness of mind. In sacri-
ficing Radek, the Stalin regime de-
prived the Soviet state of what it
most sorely needs, men with real
and comprehensive knowledge of
Europe.

SUBSCRIBE TO THE
WORKERS AGE

Spy Scare On West Coast

Arrest Of Russians May Have Political Significance

Los Angeles, Calif.
December 15, 1938.

OS ANGELES last week was
the scene of the latest de-
velopment in the nation-wide “spy-
scare” when government agents
arrested Mikhail Gorin, 34, a Rus-
sian citizen, Pacific Coast manager
for Intourist, Soviet travel agency,
and Hans Salich, 33, a native of
Russia but a naturalized American
citizen, educated in Japan and
formerly attached to the United

States Naval Intelligence Depart-
ment on charges of espionage.

They were pccused of transmit-
ting to a foreign power—the So-
viet Union—*“documents, writings
and instruments vital to the na-
tional defense of the United
States.”

Bond was set at $25,000 each
and they will be taken before the
Federal Grand Jury, probably early
next week.

Following their arrest, appeal
was made to the Soviet ambassador
for aid. In response to this call,
Mikhail Ivanovich Ivanushkin, So-
viet vice consul in New York City,
accompanied by T. Baranov, who
described himself as an “Amtorg
engineer,” and J. Michael, attorney
and interpreter, flew here from
New York arriving late last night.

When interviewed at the Soviet
consulate today, Ivanushkin stated:
“We have no report to make. Our
investigation is not completed.”

This was all he had to say,
except that his government “would
look out for the interests of Gorin,
a Russian citizen.”

According to the stories in the
local press, Salich not only sent to
Russia tactical secrets of the
United States fleet, including data
on armaments, ships, new inven-
tions and manouver plans, but thru
his connections as an employee of
the United States Naval Intel-
ligence Department, secured much

secret information held by the
United States regarding Japan’s
military plans which he, thru
Gorin, transmitted to Russia.
The arrest of Gorin and Ivanush-
kin was the second local “spy-
scare” within the month. Karl Al-
len Drummond, 2l1-year old in-
spector at the Northrop aircraft
factory, is under arrest on charges
that he attempted to sell plans of
military aircraft to Japan.

As this is the first time that the
Soviet Union has been involved in
the current spy-scare, Japan and
Germany being the sole bogeys so
far, there is considerable specula-
tion as to whether the arrest of
the two Russians by local
federal agents, which unquestion-
ably took place only with the
knowledge and support of Wash-
ington, does not presage a new
twist in the Administration’s for-
eign policy. Is a new incident
along the lines of the notorious
“Zinoviev letter” being prepared?

STALINISM IN
CUBA

(Continued from Page 4)
pressed, and a decree-law detailing
don’ts for newspapers, under pe-
nalty of confiscation, was imme-
diately promulgated. The commu-
nist organ, Mediodia, while piously
lamenting the fate that had over-
taken the Prensa, nevertheless re-
proached its editor for “misrepre-
senting Batista’s democratic ad-
vances.” Only a few months ago,
Felipe Rivero, publisher of the
weekly Jorabemos, a paper which
has carried mild articles criticizing
the government, was forced to
drink a liter of castor oil at the
point of a gun by four men who
represented themselves as members
of the Military Intelligence Ser-
vice. Such is the present condition
of “democracy” in Cuba.

AGAINST
ANTI-SEMITISM

N December 14, at the Capitol

Hotel in New York, Bertram
D. Wolfe spoke on the anti-Jewish
pogroms in Germany and the need
for helping the refugees as well as
the underground movement in Ger-
many. The meeting adopted a reso-
lution asking the United States
government to open wide the doors
of the country to all vietims of
fascism. A collection was made to
be used for the benefit of refugees.

Other steps have been taken by

the I.L.L.A. in New York to aid the
campaign for the refugees. Reso-
lutions have been adopted by many
unions and neighborhood organiza-
tions. Dressmakers Union Local 22,
the Knitgoods Joint Council and
other unions are in the forefront
of the movement to ask the Pres-
ident to admit the refugees in
without any restrictions.

JANUARY SCHEDULE
IN NEW YORK

January promises to be as busy
a month as December. Already
plans are under way for two spe-
cial membership meetings. One is
being scheduled for Thursday,
January 5, on important interna-
tional questions with Jim Cork as
the reporter. Later in the month,
George F. Miles will report on de-
velopments in the auto industry.
In addition, a public meeting will
be held on some issue of current
interest.

“YOUTH
FRONTIER”

The second issue of Youth Fron-
tier, the official publication of the
Youth Section of the L.L.L.A., will
soon be available for sale and dis-
tribution. This issue should prove
a real sensation. Among the lead-
ing articles are: Lewis Corey on
“The Cultural Crisis”; Lucian
Weitz, national secretary of the

The ILLA. at Work
.

by D. Benjamin

Youth Section of the French So-
cialists Workers and Peasants
Party, on “Recent Developments
in France and the Problems of the
French Working Gdass”; and a
leading editorial, “The National
Convention of the Youth Commit-
tee Against War Challenges the
American Students Union.” The
cover page and format mark a
vast improvement over that of the
first issue. Branches of the I.L.L.A.
are asked to send in their orders
and make arrangements to organ-
ize as wide a distribution as pos-
sible.

BAZAAR FOR
REFUGEES

On Sunday, December 18, there
was concluded a very successful
bazaar in New York City. Large
crowds were present on Thursday
and Friday evenings and on Satur-
day and Sunday. Special commen-
dation must be given to those who
were responsible for bringing in
contributions, dresses, furs, toys,
knitgoods and other articles that
were on display. A large sum of
money was netted that will be sent
to aid the German refugees and
underground fighters.

PHILADELPHIA
LABOR INSTITUTE

The Philadelphia Progressive
Labor Institute completed its suc-
cessful Fall term on Friday, De-
cember 16, with Jim Cork speaking
on the war in China. Over 100 at-
tended the session. The committee
in charge of the school is now
working on plans for the Spring
term.

FORT
WAYNE, IND.

The Fort Wayne branch is ar-
ranging a Sunday night labor dis-
cussion group. Among the topics
scheduled for discussion are: pros-

{Continued on Page 6)

Free Art for Revolution

(Continued from Page 4)

The repugnance which this
shameful negation of the prin-
ciples of art inspires in the artistic
world—a negation which even
slave-states have never dared carry
so far—should give rise to an
active, uncompromising condemna-
tion. The opposition of writers and
artists is one of the forces which
can usefully contribute to the dis-
-crediting and overthrow of regimes
which are destroying, along with
the right of the proletariat to
aspire to a better world, every sen-
timent of nobility and even of
human dignity.

The communist revolution is
not afraid of art. It realizes that
the role of the artist in a decadent
capitalist society is determined by
the conflict between the individual
and various social forms which are
hostile to him. This fact alone, in-
sofar as he is conscious of it, makes
the artist the natural ally of revo-
lution. The process of sublimation,
which here comes into play, and
which psychoanalysis has analyzed,
tries to restore the broken equili-
brium between the integral “ego”
and the outside elements it re-
jects. This restoration works to
the advantage of the “ideal of self.”
which marshals against the un-
bearable present reality all those
powers of the interior world, of the
“gelf,” which are common to all
men and which are constantly
flowering and developing. The need
for emancipation felt by the indivi-
dual spirit has only to follow its
mnatural course to be led to mingle
its stream with this primeval
necessity: the need for the eman-
cipation of man.

The conception of the writer’s

function which the young Marx
worked ocut is worth recalling.
“The writer,” he declared, “natu-
rally must make money in order
to live and write, but he should
not under any ecircumstances live
and write in order to make money.
. . . The writer by no means looks
on his works as a means. It is an
end in itself and so little a means
in the eyes of himself and of
others that if necessary he saeri-
fices his existence to the existence
of his work. . . . The first condi-
tion of the freedom of the press is
that it is not a business activity.”
It is more than ever fitting to use
this statement against those who
would regiment intellectual activ-
ity in the direction of ends foreign
to itself, and prescribe, in the guise
of so-called “reasons of state,” the
themes of art. The free choice of
these themes and the absence of
all restrictions on the range of his
explorations—these are possessions
which the artist has a right to
claim as inalienable, In the realm
of artistic creation, the imagina-
tion must escape from all con-
straint and must, under no pretext,
allpw itself to be placed under
bonds. To those who would urge
us, whether for today or for to-
morrow, to consent that art should
submit to a discipline which we
hold to be radically incompatible
with its nature, we give a flat
refusal, and we repeat our delibe-
rate intention of standing by the
formula: complete freedom for art.

No Dictation From Above!

We recognize, of course, that
the revolutionary state has the
right to defend itself against the
counter-attack of the bourgeoisie,

even when this drapes itself in the
flag of science or art. But there is
an abyss between these enforced
and temporary measures of revolu-
tionary self-defense and the pre-
tension to lay commands on intel-
lectual creation. If, for the better
development of the forces of ma-
terial production, the revolution
must build a socialist regime with
centralized control, to develop in-
tellectual creation an anarchist
regime of individual liberty should
from the first be established. No
authority, no dictation, not the
least trace of orders from above!
Only on a base of friendly coopera-
tion, without constraint from the
outside, will it be possible for
scholars and artists to carry out
their tasks, which will be more
far-reaching than ever before in
history.

It should be clear by now that,
in defending freedom of thought,
we have no intention of justifying
political indifference, and that it
is far from our wish to revive a
so-called “pure” art which gen-
erally serves the extremely im-
pure ends of reaction. No, our con-
ception of the role of art is too
high to refuse it an influence on
the fate of society. We believe that
the supreme task of art in our
epoch is to take part actively and
consciously in the preparation of
the revolution. But the artist can-

not serve the struggle for freedom
unless he subjectively assimilates
its social content, unless he feels in
his very nerves its meaning and
drama and freely seeks to give his
own inner world incarnation in his
art.

In the present period of the
death agony of capitalism, demo-
cratic as well as fascist, the artist
sees himself threatened with the
loss of his right to live and con-

tinue working. He sees all ave-
nues of communication choked with
the debris of capitalist collapse.
Only naturally, he turns to the
Stalinist organizations, which hold
out the possibility of escaping
from his isolation. But if he is to
avoid complete demoralization, he
cannot remain there, because of
the impossibility of delivering his
own message and the degrading
servility which these organizations
exact from him in exchange for
certain material advantages. He
must understand that his place is
elsewhere, not among those who
betray the cause of revolution and
of mankind, but among those who
with unshaken fidelity bear witness
to this revolution, among those
who, for this reason, are alone able
to bring it to fruition, and along
with it the ultimate free expres-
sion of all forms of human genius.

A Common Ground

The aim of this appeal is to find
a common ground on which may be
reunited all revolutionary writers
and artists, the better to serve the
revolution by their art and to de-
fend the liberty of that art itself
against the usurpers of the revolu-
tion. We believe that esthetic,
philosophical and political ten-
dencies of the most varied sort can
find here a common ground. Marx-
ists can march here hand in hand
with anarchists, provided both
parties uncompromisingly reject
the reactionary police-patrol spirit
represented by Joseph Stalin and
by his henchman, Garcia Oliver.

We know very well that thous-
ands and thousands of isolated
thinkers and artists are today scat-
tered thruout the world, their
voices drowned out by the loud
choruses of well-disciplined liars.
Hundreds of small local magazines

are trying to gather youthful
forces about them, seeking new
paths and not subsidies. Every
progressive tendency in art is des-
troyed by fascism as “degenerate.”
Every free creation is called “fas-
cist” by the Stalinists. Independent
revolutionary art must now gather
its forces for the struggle against
reactionary persecution. It must
proclaim aloud its right to exist.
Such a union of forces is the aim
of the International Federation of
Independent Revolutionary Art
which we believe it is now neces-
sary to form.

We by no means insist on every
idea put forth in this manifesto,
which we ourselves consider only a
first step in the new direction. We
urge every friend and defender of
art, who cannot but realize the
necessity for this appeal, to make
himself heard at once. We address
the same appeal to all those pub-
lications of the left wing which
are ready to participate in the
creation of the International Fede-
ration and to consider its task and
its methods of action.

When a preliminary interna-
tional contact has been establish-
ed thru the press and by corres-
pondence, we will proceed to the
organization of local and national
congress on a modest scale. The
final step will be the assembling of
a world congress which will official-
Iy mark the foundation of the In-
ternational Federation.

Our aims:

The independence of
for the revolution;

The revolution—for the com-
plete liberation of art!

art—

(This manifesto, translated by
D:cight Macdonald, first appeared in
the Fall 1938 issue of the Partisan
Review.—Editor.)
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New Trends of Industrial Growthj

By ALBERT EASTON

XTREME concentration is so
characteristic of America
that one Broadway columnist de-
fined the United States as a wild-
erness between New York and
Hollywood. Theatrical America
merely represents the ultimate in
the mad centralization of Amer-
ican business enterprise. But even
madness must be studied with
method. In a recent study on the
subject,* Glenn E. McLaughlin has
dug deep.into that mine of inform-
ation to be found in Census reports
and has compressed the vast store
of raw material into a meaningful
pattern of industrial America, past
and present. He has sought to point
out the economic, geographic and
historical, as well as the causal and
accidental’ factors responsible for
industrial growth and for wvari-
ations in growth among manufac-
turing centers.

The industrial unit under discus-
sion is an “industrial area,” de-
fined by the Buro of the Census as
“an area having as its nucleus an
important manufacturing city and
comprising the county in which the
city is located, together with any
adjoining county or counties in
which there is great concentration
of manufacturing industry. The
number of wage-earners employed
in each area is at least 40,000.”

All but three of the 33 industrial
areas are located in the north-
eastern quarter of the country.
None of these major manufactur-
ing districts are situated south of
Potomac or the lower Ohio, except
for a minor part of the Cincinnati
area in Kentucky. The remaining
three areas are Seattle, San Fran-
cisco and Los Angeles, industrial
areas on the Pacific Coast. South-
ern New England, the Middle
Atlantic and Ohio contain all or
part of 22 of the 33 areas. From
Boston to Baltimore stretches an
almost continuous belt of manufac-
turing territory- About half the
areas are located on deep water,
and many of the remainder have
access to navigable rivers. These
33 areas are not only the great
centers of manufacturing activity
in the United States but also the
great centers of population, trade
and most forms of economic act-
ivity, excepting the extractive in-

_ dustries.

Taken as a group, these areas in
1929 accounted for 56.2% of the
total number of ~manufacturing
wage-earners in the United States
and for 63.4% of the total value
added by manufacture.

The rapid industrialization of the
United States since the Civil War
is expressed in the rise of the
urban population from 28.6% in
1880 to 55.9% in 1930. But this
growth of population and number
of manufacturing wage-earners
was not even among the industrial
areas under discussion. The older
industrial areas had reached a peak
in the trend in manufacturing em-
ployment by the end of the World
War. In only four of the areas did
the trend in manufacturing em-
ployment continue to rise thru
1935. These were the Los Angeles,
Detroit, Cleveland, and Chicago
areas in the order named.

The author gives as the most
widely held explanation for dif-
ferences in rate of industrial
growth, the shift in population, in-
cluding the accompanying changes
in the relative consuming im-
portance of the areas most affec-
ted. But population movements are
a result, as well as a cause, of dif-
ferential rates of growth in in-
dustrial activity- The more funda-
mental reason, it appears, lies in

* Growth of American Manufac-
turing Areas, by Glenn E. McLaugh-
lin. Buro of Business Research, Uni-
versity of Pittsburgh, Pittshurgh, Pa.
1938.

differences among areas in costs of
production for given products and
in changes in these differentials. A
related consideration is the great
variation-in natural advantages for
industrial production. Cost of
production is determined as much
by labor costs and proximity to
markets as by advantages in
transportation and availability of
raw materials. As examples, we
may cite the textile industry in the
South which moved away from
New England in search of cheap
labor rather than. because of any
desire to be closer to the cotton
fields, since the market for textiles
still remained in the populated
East.

Some of the exaggerated notions
that have grown up about de-
centralization, are dispelled by the
author when he points out that
“most geographical shifts in indus-
trial activity do not represent a
general spreading out over the
country; they are primarily in one
direction rather than dispersive—
the boot-and-shoe industry shifted
from New England to Cincinnati
and then to the St. Louis region.
The decentralization of industry
refers to a variety of movements,
‘which may be characterized as
suburbanization, ruralization, or
intercity shifts. It has also given
rise to satellite cities—a belt of
small industrial towns around a
large city.”

Of new industries arising in the
past three or four decades, localiza-
tion has been far more char-

acteristic than dispersion. Motion-
picture and airplane production in
Los Angeles are to be explained
by favorable climate; Detroit and
Akron owe their prominence in
their fields to the impetus of an
early start. The extent of localiza-
tion can be seen in Detroit, where
the motor-vehicle industry em-
ployed 54% of all manufacturing
wage-earners in the Detroit area
in 1929. Since that date, there have
been renewed efforts to decentralize
automobile production as well as
successful shifts of the rubber
industry from Akron.

It is interesting to compare the
time required to build heavy in-
dustry in the United States with
the attempt to rush thru a similar
program in the Soviet Union- From
the Civil War to 1900, the greatest
percentage increases in industrial
activity occurred in capital-goods
areas. Thus, between thirty and
forty years were required to build
a heavy industry capable of the
mass production of consumers
goods, for it has been only in the
past three decades that the increase
in the production of consumers
goods has been greater than the
growth in production goods.

Those who are deluded into
thinking that war might bring
prosperity should ponder over the
fate of the war-boom-baby—the
shipbuilding industry, in which
wage employment increased by
347,000 from 1909 to 1919 and
declined as rapidly from 387,000 in
1919 to 55,000 in 1929.

Wages and Hours in Auto

(Continued from Page 3)

the whole year as compared with
production. Thus, it should be
observed from the table that, while
production in 1929 stood at a level
57% over 1927, wages paid thru-
out 1929 were only 129
over the amount paid in 1927.
When the index of production is
divided into the wages index, the
result for 1929 shows a decline in
the labor cost per unit of output
of almost 29%.

Let us assume that the 1927 base
of 100 for production and wages
paid represents 100 units of out-
put and $100 paid in wages for
labor producing the product.
Dividing 100 units of the product
into $100 paid for wages, we ob-
tain a labor cost of $1 per unit
of output. Consequently, the in-
dices for 1929 represent 157 units
of output and $112 paid in wages.
Dividing the number of units into
wages paid, we secure a labor
cost of $0.71 per unit of output.

Reduced To Absurdity

Further, observing the figures in
Table II, one will note that in 1931
the decline in wages paid exceed-
ed the decrease in production in
relation to 1927, resulting in a
further decrease in labor cost. In
1933, further cuts in the labor cost
per unit of output were effected
by the auto magnates at the ex-
pense of labor.

The boast of the auto magnate
of his ability to reduce prices in
the face of higher wage rates is
reduced to absurdity by a com-
parison of the following index
numbers:

TABLE IIL
Prices Labor-Cost Wage-Rate
1925 103.0 89.5 96.8
1927 100.0 100.0 100.0
1929 86.3 71.2 102.8
1931 1785 68.4 100.8

1933 645 55.1 90.1
1935 674 62.5 111.8

It should be observed that, in
the face of a rise in wage rates of
almost 3% from 1927 to 1929 and
a fall in the price of the automo-

bile of about 14%, a decline of
approximately 29% in the labor-
cost per unit of output was obtain-
ed, and that even tho wage rates
in 1935 exceeded the wage rates of
1927 by about 12% and prices of
motor cars stood 33% below the
1927 level, the laborer’s stamina
was sapped for a 38.59% reduction
in the labor-cost per unit of output.

Eloquent evidence of the heart-
lessness of the speed-up system
over which the U.A.W. has obtained
some control in most automobile
plants and the humanization of
which is the prime objective of
the U.A.W. in the Ford organiza-
tion drive.

(The above article first appeared in
the October 16 issue of the United
Automobile Worker, official paper of

the U.W.A.—Editor.)
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Martin Wins First Round

In Battle to

Control UAW

Membership Resents Sabotage Of Vice-Presidents

Detroit, Mich.

RESIDENT Homer Martin ap-

parently won the first round
in the new battle for control of the
United Automobile Workers of
America, when Vice-Presidents
Frankensteen, Mortimer and Hall
found themselves unable to reverse
Martin’s appointments even after
an appeal to the Coordinating
Committee of the C.I.O., which in
the past had backed them.

Since the C.I.O. forced the In-
ternational Executive Board to re-
instate the five suspended officers
of the U.A.W,, the latter had ener-
getically applied themselves to the
task of rebuilding their faction
machine while religiously abstain-

Can We Copy
Fascism?

(The question raised in the follow-
ing letter will be discussed in a com-
ing issue of this paper—Editor.)

N its rise to power, fascism has
used the methods which revolu-
tionists have always rejected,
namely, demagogy, opportunism,
false promises, race prejudice and
nationalism. Upon gaining power,
the fascists have repudiated their
fine-sounding promises and have
instituted their real program, the
preservation of the capitalist sys-

| tem, using terror and dictatorship

to maintain their power.

Don’t you think it possible for
a revolutionary party to counter-
act the methods of fascism by
using those same methods, hiding,
for the time being, the real aim of
socialism, only to institute a sys-
tem of socialism once it has gained
the power?

Do you think the Communist
Party has arrived at this conclu-
sion and that its present program
is a result?

If a revolutionary power gained
mass support by using the methods
of fascism, do you think it would
be possible for it to retain its revo-

6P ELIEF funds in the

amount of $94,870,853
have been allotted to the
Navy Department, the annu-
al report of Rear Admiral
Ben Moreel, made public re-
cently, states.”—News item.

Thalheimer

Lewis Corey

« « « « « . Emerson

« « « « « .« . Aristotle -
Thomas Paine

Voltaire

« « + « « « + . Rousseau

Labor Literature)

ing from engaging in any useful
union activities. The climax came
last week when President Martin
made specific assignments for each
of the vice-presidents and ordered
them to immediately take their
posts in the field. Richard Franken-
steen was ordered to California
to assist in the aircraft organiza-
tion drive; Wyndham Mortimer
was given the same task on the
East Coast and Edward Hall was
assigned to assist in handling Gen-
eral Motors relations. R. J. Tho-
mas was made administrative as-
sistant to President Martin and
Mr. Wells was given the tool-and-
die field as well as parts-plants or-
ganization.

Frankensteen, Mortimer and
Hall refused to accept their ap-
pointments and dashed off to com-
plain to John L. Lewis and to Sid-
ney Hillman and Phil Murray, who
had helped put them back on top
some time ago. This time Hillman
and Murray declined to take a hand
and the appointments of President
Martin stand, unless the Interna-
tional Board which is slated to con-
vene on February 1, should reverse
them.

The appointed officers, however,
did not assume their posts. In-
stead, they showed a desire of tak-
ing this fight into the ranks, and
a number of their foi’~vers pro-
posed in local uni m = ..ags to
reject President Martin’s appoint-
ments. This attempt was every-
where defeated. Even in the former
“unity” caucus stronghold—the
West Side local—the Joint Council
overwhelmingly defeated their mo-
tion and in turn passed a motion
ordering the officers to get to work
on the positions to which President
Martin had assigned them. .

lutionary aims, or do you think
that it would have created som. e-
thing that would prevent the car-
rying out of those aims—a Fran-
kenstein monster, so to speak,
which would become the master of
its creator?

We are not all made of the stuff
of martyrs. At the risk of seeming
to beg the question, do you not
think that we should, as certain
cynies advise, ride with the current
and “heil” whatever group or
party gains the power; or do you
believe that we should continue the
battle for what we know to be
right; that Truth finally will be
the victor?

C. C

LLLA. At Work

(Continued from Page 5)
pects of labor unity; the general
strike in France; the results of the
elections.

BRONX FORUM

On Sunday morning, January 8,
the New York Dressmakers Branch
of the I.L.L.A. will inaugurate a
regular bi-weekly forum in Jewish
for the workers living in the
Bronx. Ben Lifshitz will speak on
“The A.F.L. and C.I.O. Conven-
tions—What Next?” On Sunday,
January 22, George Halpern will
be the speaker on “The Pogroms in
Germany and the Plans to Solve
the Jewish Question.” These for-
ums should certainly arouse a
great deal of interest and be the
means of carrving on important
educational work in that section of
the city.

MEETING IN DETROIT

The dance and lecture arranged
by the Detroit branch for Decem-
ber 10 was attended by over 150
workers. George F. Miles, labor
editor of the Workers Age, spoke
on the big problems facing organ-
ized labor.
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