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Next Steps in the Needle Trades

The four-weeks' strike of the New York
dresamakers (February 185—March 18) af-
ford us a lesson from which every Left
wing worker should draw (he necessary con-
clusions, As has already been reported, the
results of the strike were miserable. The
N, T. W, I. U. lost a great deal of pres-
tige amonz the workers, thereby weakening
the whole Left wing, Numerically, the
Indusirial Union did not loze anything. The
number of shops under its eontrol remain
about the same, with n =light inerease in
memberszhip. But the morale of the workers
was lowered to a greal extent, and spread
gtill farther the sapirvit of pessimism and
apathy in the ranks of the membership,
Due to the strike, the Left wing was un-
doubtedly weakened. DBuat it has not yet
been crushed,

The objective conditions under which
the strike was ealled must be token Into
ponsideration. We cannot lose =ight of the
fact that the deep-going crisis, which
af the fact that the deep-going crisis, which
affected every industry, the needle trades
included, the prolonged and extensive per-
iods of slack time, paralyzed the fighting
capacity of the workers to a considerable
degree. The workers' conditions in the or-
ganized shops, under the control of either
the Right or the Left wings, declined about
thirty-five to fifty percent. To settle down
in the shops and make ends meet—rthis has
been the prevailing seoptiment among the
workers. Im such situation it becomes a
duty of the leadership to much serionsly,
deliberately and econsciously prepare to
sirengthen the morale, and the unity of the
workers ng a prerequisite for the strike.

The conditions won by the dress mak-
ers through many bloody fights against the
bhosses, such as a mindmum wage, a nomin-
ally established piece rate. shorter hours,
have been continnally taken away and ab-
olished. The Industrial Tnion failed to
carry on an intensive drive in the shops to
regist the lowering or breaking down of the
hard-won condition, and to extend the strags-
gle into the unorganized shopz and into the
shops where the Hight wing, with the help
of the bosszes and the police, gained con-
trol, amnd where the process of elimination
of working econditions has been going on
with the same rapidity and determination.

The workers felt that during these hard
times the Industrial Union allows the snme
atate of affairs to exist in the shops under
its control as do in those under Right wing
domination. The average worker looked
upon hoth unions in the same way, The
endeavor of the present leadership to make
up for these shorteomingz with an ill-pre-
pared strike, put the Industrinl Union into
further izolation.

Further, the Union leadership created,
at the very outset, a widespread confusion
by its wvacillation and uncertainty on the
question of strike demands. A leadership,
to be successiul, must have at least a4 meas-
ure of definiteness, 80 that the workers feel
confident in entrusting this leadership with
the conduct of its stroggles. The Union
firet proposed the conclusion of economic
demands, entirely essentinl under the ecir-
eumstances. Then, under the pressure from
the Right, the party decided upon giving
up the demands for week-work and the
shorter working day. Our comrades of the
Opposition, fighting in the General Strike
Committe, and in the Delegates Coungeil,
felt that the very foundation and the back-
bone of the strike had been removed. To
gitike for recognition of the uniom without
conditions meant the wvirtual disregard of
the unorganized workers and also of those
organized in the Right wing union.

The demand for shorter hours and week
work would at least have proved to the
workers that the N. T. W. I. T, iz champlon-
ing better conditionz and is ready to lead
the workers in struggle. The strike would
then have become o fight of the workers
for better conditions, and the forerunner of
the coming stroggles under the leadership
of the Left wing. Once these demands were
abandoned, the central point of the strike
removed, there was no valid reason for a
general strike. ‘The leadership ecould not
and did not expect a response. They gam-
bled with the life of the N. T. W. I. T.
That is why our comrades proposed that if
the party heads mnsisted upon eliminating
the economic demands, it would be better
to convert the movement info an intensive
organization campaign in preparation for
a really broad strike.

While the forees of the Union in the
shops were declining, no new adhekrents
were gained from the workers in the Right
wing unlon. Instead of building a Teft
wing in the I. L. G. W. TJ,, the leadership
sang In chorus: It's a company union; dont’
bother with it; kep away from it. For more
than a year, the Left Opposition hammered
away at the Left wing generally, and spe-
cifically at the Communist party members
in the needle trades, on the necessity to lead
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the struggle of the workers who had been
corralled again by the Right wing unions
and not to leave them g prey to the hosses’'
azents, the Schlegingers, the Kaufmans, the
Hillmans and others.

Subsequent eventz have borne out this
poliey toe T. An organized and developed
apposition in the Right wing union, would
afford moral and organizational help for
every atrnggle of the N, T. W. I U.
Throngh =uch an opposition we would have
been able to earry on g united front poliey
with the workers in the old union. Not a
fake “rank and file united front committee”
to snateh a few workers away from fthe
ereat majority, bt a genunine united front
to carry on a fizht azainst the bosses on
the basis of specific demands., for instance:
a shorter working day. the abolition of piece
work, improved conditions, ete.

The Imdustrinl Union, which iz a min-
ority section, mnst follow the path of anited
front action. The hesitation and delay of
the leadership (party and T. U. U, L.} te
adopt thiz course, contributed largely to the
present weakened condition of the N, T.
W. I, 7, The fundmmentally  erroncons
policy of: Hands off the “company un-
ions" !, 1 medicine given to the workers in
biz dosez at very short intervals, is coming
back to the same leadership at present. The
workers gre confused. Only yesterday, the
workers avere told to keep away from the
“soclal fazecist company union” ; without any
explanation, they are told today by the
zig-zagezing leaders, that the poliey must be
to work within these organizations. Na-
turally. there iz skepticism amd further con-
fusion. The proper way to make the work-
erz understomd the significance of the new
poliey iz to admit to them that the “com-
pany union” theory was wrong from the
hegimming, and to inaungurate a thorongh-
roing disenssion on how to earry on the
building of an opposition in the unions con-
trolled by the reactionaries.,

What 15 the situation now? The pre-
sent situation is by no means hopeless, even
thongh the wwrong policies have driven the
Union into isolation and made the siruggle
more involved. The existing unions, on a
eraft basls, have not solved the problems of
the workers., The problem of building an
Industrial Union embracing all needle trades
workers 1z still on the order of the day.
Whether the present unions will constitute
the foundation for one industrial union or
whether it will be built through the vast
majority of the unorganized through united
front strogegles cannot be deeided in ad-
vinee, DBut onr course muzt be to build
one industrial union, the tacties to be deter-
mined by prevailing conditions. To achieve
this aim. we must not relax for one mom-
ent, nor must we eapitnlate before the hard-
ships. The tendency of the Right wing has
always been to capitunlate before the
fakers, expressed today by the Lovestone
group proposal to liquidate the Industrial
Union. This proposal aims at the lignida-
tion of the organized Left wing, and in-
volves a submission to the Right wing bur-
eancrats or their “Left” assistants. Such
a way out of the situation must be repudi-
nted.

The Left wing and Communist workers
should exert all pressure to eliminate such
n capitnlationist ideology. Our TUnlon has
auffered enough from such defeatism in the
past.

The poasibilities for building the new
union arve at hand. There are thousands
upoen thonzands—ithe majority in the indus-
try—who are unorganized. The knit goods
trade, for example, is an outstanding in-
stanee. There we ean begin our organiza-
fional work with the help of those ¢loak-
makers who went through a training in the
strugegle and are even now, after all the
defeants, still sympathetie to the cause of
the Teft wing. They did not exchange
the banner of the Left wing for that of
reformizsm. This industry now comprizes
from 30,000 to 35,000 unorganized workers.
The =ame iz true of other branches even
though there has been some organization.
The dress, the fur, the raincoat, the mil-
linery, the white goods, ete., ebte, are not
even half controlled by the Right wing.
Here iz our field for work, of course, if
we actually do the work and do not wait
for miracles.

The organization work will have to be
carried on in a planful and construoctive
wiay. The tactics nsed up to now must be
discarded, and instead a broad policy of
establishing contaets with the shops, -of
preparatory work, of single strikes, sheould
be adopted. The conditions of the workers
have almost reached rock bottom. The same
standards prevail in both union and open
shops. This creates a condition where the
future struggle of the workers, in both the
Left and Right unions and in the open

shops, will be for the same improvements.
To be more specifie, all the enumerated
groupsa will have to make the same demands
in order to regain the lost standards and
further to improve conditions.

We know now, without g shadow of a
doubt, that the reactionary officials will not
promote such strageles. On the contrary,
they will do all in their power to divert
the militaney of the workers. Therefore,
it remainsg for the Left wing to help the
workers in the old unions to orgonize and
fight =ide by =ide with the other militants
for their own inferests. From this strug-
gle, new oppositions will emerge, with whom
the N. T. W. I. 1T, will have to carry on
fizhts for improvement on the basis of un-
fred front<. Not aueclh united fronts as

Potash is now proposing with the discredit-
ed labor skate Sorkin (of the Furriers).
It seems that the Potashes have learned
nothing from the past betrayals. Again we
hear the voice of the Lovestone ideology
in the party:United fronts with “progrea-
give” cliques. Lovestone unites with Levy
and Potash proposes that the N. T. W, 1. T.
unite with Sorkin A schooling in Love-
stoneism geems to be hard to live down.
We want nnited front with tke rebellious
workers in the ranks of the Right wing
unions, The Left Opposition will ficht with
the help of the Left wing workers agninst
suech “united fronts™ as are propozed hy
the Lovestone Right wing or the Sralinist
"otnshes.

Sterring elear of corrupting inlluences
in our own ranks, the Left wing can win
it#= strugele to build one powerfnl indos-
trinl union of the necdle trades: workers
if it is able to wlopt a course that will
lead it with surenes< in the right direction,

The Daily Worker Explains Some Differences

“A worker in South Bend, Washington,”
the Daily Worker (3-17-1931) informs its
readers, “writes: What iz the difference
between a Lovestoneite and 5 Musteite? 1
have been reading the Dally Worker for a
year now, bt T have never seen this ques-
tion answered.”

The perplexity of the Souih Bend work-
er |5 easily to be understood and sympath-
ized with. After reading the Dally Worker
for a4 vear, he has not been nble to fAnd
an explanalion of the difference between
the Right wing of the Communizt move-
ment and the Left wing of reformism. That
the oraecle who replies to him in the
“Onestionz and  Answers”  eolumn ety
accepts the implication of the worker's
Auestion iz already an illuminating revels-
tion of the confusion and iznoranee that
Stalinism sows in every important political
question? How could it be otherwise? To
expeet elaritve n sneh prohlems from these
professional  incompetents iz b look for
milk from n bull. Ts it not the beginning
amnd end of all their wisdom that there is
no differenee between anyvbody and every-
body wha opposes the “line” that prevails
for the moment, regardless of the nature
of the oppogition? Doez not “every work-
er know"” that Hoover, Fizsh, Rorah. Green.
Thomas,, Hillguit, Muste, Lovestone and
Trotzky are one and the same person, ma.:-
quernding a8 many only awith the miszchie-
vons purpose of confounding philosophers
of the “third period™? It wonld appear that
questions zettled =0 long ago by the Dally
Worker no longer required t(he elaborate
reply which it devotes to the Routh Bend
worker, especially when the reply consists
principally of the nsual superficial jonrnal-
istie denunciation of Tovestone and Co.,
which are repeated a1l the more violentl
the more the author seeks to make hiz read-
era forget that only yesterday the Stalin-
lats were s0 amorously celebrating with
Laovestone the their joint pogroms agninst
the expelled Left Opposition And these
“settled questions” wonld  really  reqnire
no reply but for two rensons: the faet that
they are not yet “settled”, and secondly, the
need felt by Stalinism, in order to hold its
own head above water, to promote the
campaign of slander and falsehood against
the Left Opposition. That is why, in the
midst of his reply. the anonvmous writer
in the Daily Worker presents his readers
with the following information:

“Lovestone stopped all his Ceriticism’
of the Musteites and the soealled ‘Lefts' in
the socialist pariy long age. Nor was Tove-
stome alone in this. The Trotskyites who
considered themselves the ‘Communist leav-
en (in) the new progressive movement®
made overtures to the Lovestoneites on the
basis of work within the AMuste movement
and against the Communist party.

“In the summer of 1930 con%ersations
were held between Cannon, leader of the
Trotskyites, and Lovestone. The purpose
of these parleys was to work out a common
bage of strugzgle against the Communist
party amd the Communist International.
While they had to keep this allinnce more
or less secret from their followers, the
spirit of ‘cooperation’ on the basis of the
Muste program became g0 prevalent in the
Trotskyite group that Cannon, on pressure
from Shachtman, et al, was forced to casti-
gate hi= followers who, like Bart Aliller of
the Lovestone group, took the ecue of their
leader without its diplomatie trimmings and
went too openly into the Muste eamp. The
fleah and blood alliance of the Trotskyvites
with the Muste group did nat mature. They
could not travel quite so fast as the Love-
stone group had done, but their hearts
were set on the distant green fields of the
Musteite ‘mass movement’. They had an
international anchor.”

Were it not for certain unintended
avowalz contained in these. sentences, it
would hardly be worth refuting the fantas-
tic fabrications out of which they are com-
mosed. But the Communist movement Is
living through a perlod where lying iz In-

vissted with the cloak of official anrhority
and backed by an anprecedented apparatns
for “distribution™.

Falgsehood No. 1 is o distorted guota-
tiom from an old Militant in which we =aid
fthat *““the Communiztg must establish con-
tact with the workers in the ranks and
combine with them for a common strnggle.
Without the Communist leaven the new
progressive movement will have no back-
home . . . Without asking anvbody's per-
mis=zion the Commnodists st become a
part of it, influence it from within, push it
to the Left and help to zhape it into an
effective fighting force. Ruthless criticism
of the Muste leaderghip Is an indispensable
part of this wark for the future of 1he
movement™  (9-15-18520 ). Wi have not
changed  onr  opinion on this point. The
party leaders. who change their opinions
every week, will yet be compelled to accept
our point of view—without nndersranding
it, it is true, and without being able to
execnte the policy ns Bolsheviks.

Falsehond XNo. 2 iz the alleged “snmmmer
of 1930 conversarions” between Cannon and
FLovestone to negotiate “n common base
of struggle™ against the Comintern. Why
in 10307 Did not the Daily Worker inform
u= for a year prior to that date that “the
Trotskyites and  Lovestoneites have con-
cluded a united front of repegacy arainst
the party™? If it waz “concluded” early
in 192, why the 1930 conversations? Are
we to draw the daring conclusion that the
Worker was Iving abont the “mmited front"
at least between the summer of 1929 and
the suwmmer of Y Rash ax aach a de-
dnetion may appear. we enn come to e
ather! And while conversations gre belng
taenssed, will the Daily 'Worker e kind
enongh to inquire of comrnde Ritteliman
about some “conversations” ihat N certain
representative of rhe Cominiern had—not
in 1930, imt in the late winter of 1931 —with
the “Right wing in Canada abont g COmMmon
hase of struggle”? Such o report would
make more interesting, more valuable and
more trothful reading. | . .

Assorted falsehood=: Just where did
the “spirit of cooperation on the basis of the
Muste program” become prevalent in our
group. and require “Cannon. on pressure of
Shachtman. er al [who is this ‘ot al'?] to
castigate his  followers™¥ Which of the
Oppositionists “went too openly into the
Muste camp”, or into that camp at alr?
Hasn't the Worker writer confused ns here
with his yesterday’s comrade-in-arms in the
strogele against Trotskyism, Bert Miller,
who is now fizhting “Trotskyigm™ on the
other =ide of the barricades. ns many of

In an wnguarded moment., the Worker
makes a damaging confession: We did not
o over to Muste, that is, to the Left winge
of social demoeracy, becausge we “had an
international anechor™,  If this has any sense
at all, it means that onr association with
the Russian and International Lefr Opposi-
tion “is keeping us" in Communist wiaters,
But, dear Messrs. Browder and Co. it is
precisely because we proelaimed onr solidar-
ity with the Russian Opposttion, beeause we
“tiad ourselves to the international anchor™,

that you expelled uws on charge of being
“rounter-revolutionizts™ !

Well, there's nothing that can be done
about it. A feeling of hopelessness  over-
comes one when confronted with these wen-
tlemen of the Stalinist school, It is poli-
tieally impossible to have them stop lying
—they wonld first have to stop living poli-
tically. It iz even impossible to have them
tell one lie and stick to it. But then, that
is the curse of the liar's life: he can never
remember accurately the lie he told res-
terday, and what is even more distressing,
he is in the Stalinist concentration caAmps
with the competition of his fellow-tailers
who are constantly trying to “eatch up with
and ourstrip”™ him in their products. Agaiost
such convict labor we ralse our volee in
protest. In vain. The Browders really en-
Joy their abominable labors, -8,



