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LEFT WING VICTORY OR
TREACHEROUS BARGAIN?

The recont elections in Loeal 9 of th'El
International Ladies Garment Workers
Union are an event of great significance
for the Left wing labor movement. Ib
these elections the Left wing, under the
direct leadership of the Communist Party,
glected five delegates to the national con-
vention of the union out of a total of
geven, Since Local § s ope of the larg-
est and most important locals in  the
unfon, having approximately T,HH) mem-
bers (cloak fAnishers), the momentous
Import of the clection result can be seen
at once. On the face of things it would
appear that the Left wing has captured
one of the main stronghoelds of the “eom-
pany union”. If this i3 really so, if the
Left wing, which was expelled from thed
Internationnl and compelled to form lts
own union, and, then, in its convention
two years ago, declared the I. L. G. W. 1L
to be a “company unlon" and forbade)
the formation of any organieed move-
ment within i, ¢&n come oof now L)
the wictor im the elections to the con-
vention-—then this iz Indeed an amazing
testimony of the strength of the Left
wing apd of the Communists in  the
needle trades. If it is a genuine victory
it portends momentons developments in
the entire movement.

But here we run into o nomber of dis-
turbing facts which are well known b0
the workers In the trade amd its close
observera. There are three groups in
the local which have tested their strengih
in & number of stroggles, The strongest
group is the so-called “Center™, consist-
Ing of anarchists supported by the Love-
gtoneites and thelr sympathizers In &
“Progreseive Blee”, and s strength is
certified by the fact that it conlrols the
present admindstration of the -local, The
gecond gproap, from the stondpolnt of
numerical strength, is eomposed of the
Bchlezinger Itight wing forces who have
conastituted the opposition to the ‘pro-
gresaive” administration of the local. The
third group, the weakest numerically
and one that came to life only recently
and has played wvery little part in the
life of the local, 18 the "Left wing™ group
directed by the Communist Party.

didates, and so did the Left wing. But
the Hchleslnger group, the black and yel-
low gang that has been distinguished
always by its voraclous appetite Tor
office, wns overcome with modesty and
put up no slate of its own! And Wwhen
this llluminating ecircumstance s Con-
gldersd in connection wth the result of
the election—the victory of the weak-
cat group over the strongest group—
there is only one possible conclusion : the
right wing forces voted for the Left wing

el idates !

Already the victory, so bright and
alluring at a distance, beging to  look
bad and to smell worse. However It
came about it is the port of thing which
ghames and diseredits the Loft wing
movement. The Communist leaders who
gained this shoddy suecess seem to be
anzions to avoid disenssion of it Per-
haps that is why the Dally Worker,
which usually screams i@ big headlines
about the smallest accomplishments, real
or lmaginary, passes  the cloakmakers'
cleciion of with a two inth nolice on
an Inside page_on April 8th. And even
that little motice containg an  ontright
e that cannot posslbly deceive any
worker who knows about the neesdls
trades. The left delegates were elected,
they say., “despite all efforts of Schles-
inger and the fake progressive anarch-
Ist-Lovestone combination™. Do they
want anylody to helleve that the Schles-
inger group vofed for the “Progressive
Bloe'" eandidates and that the Left wing
defegted their combined forees? That
requires more faith in human credulity
than even Rarnum had. The best that
any needle trades worker in the market
will say for that explanation i that it
is just another lie of the Daily Worker,
amd what's amother lie more or less?

The victory was a fake; that much is
abzolutely elear, Bot another guestion
remaing to be answered: Was it the re-
sult of a treacherouws horse-trade with
the Right wing fakers {Foster and Co.
have played that rotten game before), or,
was the Left wing the vietim of favors
it did not want? There are people who
say openly that it was a bargain. The
Lovestoneites, as iz their custom when-
ever anything happens, tell about a8 sec-
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are obligated to the Schlesingol gang
or not.
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WHAT HAPPENED TO THE “COM-
PANY UNION" THEORY?

At the convention of the Needle Trades
Industrial Unlon two years ago the 1. L.
G, W. 1. was brandml a “company un-
fon” and organlzed work within it was
forbidden as an opportunist illusion. At
that time, in our comments on the con-
vention, we polnted out the falsity of
this theory and the tactical conclusions
drawn from it. Qur argoments were nn-
availing and the theory and the tactics
had to run thelr course. This course,
strewn with tragedy for the Left wiog,
{s just about finished. The facts of life
have spoken their own  word agalnat
these conceptions. The most revealing
fuct of all 1z the clection in Local @
The Daily Worker's comments on this
event, miserable and scanty as they are,
leave very little to be spid for the “com-
pany union”™ idea.

If you hide a smile and admit their
claim that the Left wing has really car-
ried the clections in a genuine fight what
remaing of the dictum of two years age
that an organized Left wing struggle in
the International is not only wrong, but
also hopeless¥ This Local alone  has
fhres or four times as many members
as the Industrial Union, To win over
a majority of these members for the Left
wing, after the very attempt had been
forbidden as a deviation, shows a ter-
rible contradiction between the theery
and the avent.

And that is pot all. According to the
Dally Worker, the victorious left dele-
gates “ran on A program of class strog
gle, a program against clique control af
the Internationel, - for & real strike wn-
der rank and file lendership”. We think
the delegates were right in advocating
g program of colass struggle”. Bul a
company union has never yet been con-
verted to such g program. To advocate
guch a. program in the union iz to ad-
mit the pessibility of reforming its pre-
sent churacter. But the Stalinists pro-
hibited organized work in the Interna
Hopal precksely on the ground that It
wag a company unlon and therefore
couldn't be reformed.

Further, the Daily Workér says the
left candidates had a program “against
elque control of the International”.
Again we say they were right. But if
you are against cligue control of the

copception of “company unlondsm™. But
still the Party generals continee to mut-
ter the phrase. This |8 trying to walk
north and south st the same tlme

A third plank in the program “a real
gtrike under rank and fAle leadership” is
an expression of 1. W. W.ism that fAag-
rantly violates Communist fuondamentals,
It descrves n separate discusaion
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WHY DID THE RIGHT SUPFORT
THE LEFT?

If one aoquitz Foster of a backroom
bargnin with Hehlesinger the reasons
which prompled the black hundred forces
to support the Stalinist ecandidntes muast
be explained. These people are not gen-
erous; they don't give something for
nothing. And they are not foolish eil-
ther, FEven without a direct agreement
they could act in this case, in the way
they did, with foll deliberation, counting
gn the policy of the Staliniats to help
them as it has in the past. The Schles-
inger adminisiration In the International
I belng pressed hard in the pRe-o0mnyemn-
tion campaign by the “I'rogressive Bloe”
oppesltion. They have observed Lthe pre-
aent ulirn-radical polley of the I"arty noi
without Interest, and certainly not with-
out profit, According  to  the rullng
theory of the Party, (he Lenin teachings
on the united front are out of date; all
groups and factions not under the im-
mediate domination of the DPariy are
lnmped together in one “social-Fasclst”
mass; there ean he nog temporary agreas
ments, even on the smallest questions,
with any of them. Seeing this polley--
and no doubt agreeimg with It heartily
=fhe Bchlesinger forces, nnable to elect
their awn delegates in Local 9, set out
to cut down the representation of the
“Progressive Bloe,” To accomplish this
they wvoted for the Tetf wing delegates.

Iiid they get-a direct promize that the
Left wing delegates at the convention
will faliill thelr expectations that they
will confine themselves to phrase-mon-
gering denunelation and take md  prac-
tical steps to unite the opposition? This
question necd not be anawered In ad-
vance, But the Left wing workers in
the needle tradea have every right to
demand that the left delogates  clear
thomselves of this suspleion by their ace
tions. These delegates will occupy the
strategic poaition at & significant moment
in the needle trades atroggle. Many
workers will judge them and the move-
ment they represent, mot by what they
gy there but by what they do there, The
Left wing workers have heard enough of
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The Mooney Case and the Party

The hypocrlay of Governor Kolph of
California iz now clearly revealed by the
suctession of delays In announcing de-
cision In response  to  the pleas  of
Mooney's lnwyers for a pardon. At first
an anmouncement appeared of a declslon
to be reached by the emil of February.
It became next posiponed to the middle
of March, then to the end of March and
now agoin to April 2L will there be
further postponements?

That Holph is able to postpone his de-
cision from month te month is damning
testimony to the wenkness of the move-
ment for Moone¥'s relense, This iz the
sixzteenth year of AMooney's Iimprison-
ment, Xa oneso mach as dares of queation
hia lonocence. It is o universally wie-
pepted fact, Alooney is the outstanding
gymbol of capitolist class vengeance, of
the Amerlean frame-up  system, His
cause ia dear.to the Ameriean workers,
Yet Holph can play “cat and mouse with
the Ufe of an innocent man . . . "

And the Daily Worker can say on April
11, “Governor HRolph hos been  walting
for a favorable opportunity to hand down
an unfavorable decision dorlng a moment
of working class passivity. ]Instend the
working cla=s is more alert than ever on
the Mooney Issue™! This gem of burean-

gates to the convemtion is to frusirate
the calculations of the Schlesinger ma-
ching ang to clear the Left wing of sus-
picion in the elections, They must raise
thers the banner of unity ln the necedle
trndea, and make the conventlom the
atarting point of a new campoign to
unite the needle trades workers into o
single organization for o common strug-
gle. The slogan of unity is the slogan
of the day. It has more power (0 move
the workers than any other becauss it
vorrcsponds most to their needs, By s
falze polley, the party leadership, which
ks alzo the leadership of the Left wing,
has surrendered this slogan. That is
one of the chief reasona for the defeat
of the Left wing and the advances of
the resctionaries. The left delegates at
the convention of the International, net-
ing In accord with the Industrial onlon
on the outside, have a rare opportunity
to turn the tide on thiz decisive question.
That will b a powerful Dlow 1o the

crntie optimism appears umder the head,
“Farce  Uneonditlonal Freedom  of
Mooney."

How do the C. I* and the 1. L. Ik peo-
pose to foree  Mooney's  uncondltional
friedom? The Daily Worker says (hat
only a mass movement enn force Mooney's
release. Huatb do they proposé the crea-
tion of o mass movement? Do they pro-
poge o series of onited front confercnces
to build this maszs movement? They do
not. They propose merely “This week
must e o speclnl  burst  of  protest,”
What form aball it tnke? “There must
b & rising Aood of letters, telegrams, reé-
solutions, to Governor Holph at Sacra-
mento, California, demanding immedinbe
and unconditional release . . . " And
that is all!

Are we for this rising tide of letters,
telegraoms and  resolutlons? We  are,
Wil they foree Mooiey's immediste nnd
upneomditional releass” They will if they
are backed by a unibed, Aghting working
claza movement. Mot otherwise,  This
must be organized at ence, [t 18 not too
lwte, The I. Y. In and C. . must take
the lend, Thelr leadership i3 making no
mowe in that direction. The ronk  and
fileg mu=i make it volee heard together
with thot of the Left Opposition.
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they eount on thelr refusal to combine
with the “progressive” opposition, then
that fact in itself {8 o sufficient condem-
nation of the poliey, The Party press
these days Iz fall of talk about “working
within the reactlonary unlona”, but this
talk doesn't menn much withont a real-
istie tactic. The united front of progres-
sivee gmil oppositionnl forees agnlnst the
reactionary leadership iz just a taetle,
and o moest pecessary ok, We have no
confidenece in the leaders of the “Froe-
grimeive Rlac™, But the very fact that
they come out a8 an  opposition  to
Srhlesinger and talk in radical terms is8
a proof of the sentiments of the workers
behind them. The Left wing must find
a road to these workers.

To do this they must force the “Tro-
greszive Bloc” leaders to the wall with
proposnls of o fAghting  uwnited front
agalnagt Schleslnger and his gang, Who
gnins by the counterfeit radicalism which
rejects such a polley? The Schilesinger

This is the sltuation out of which the| ret meeting, about which they, s usual | International, you are saying thereby
alection “victory™ of the Left wing em-| bave “inszide information”, between the|that you are in favor of a different con-

erged lke a miracle. And as we CXAm-
Ine another fmct the sirange HLOTY iDL

Right and Left leaders where the deal |[trol by a different leadership. What has
was made. We can afford to pass this|this to do with the teaching that the
by. There are more rellable means of |union is a company unlon and, consequ-

comes stranger still. Despite the exist-| judping the gfair than the dubious gos- | ently, by its very nature, controlled by
ence of the three clearly-defined groups,!sip of the Lovestoneites. The Left wing|the bosses and sabjected to no change?

there were only two slates im the elec-; delegates will have

to show by their | The program of the left delegates iz In

tion. The “Progressives” had their can-|stand at the convention whether they | fact a direct contradiction to the whole

_——

fsm. In the meantime they have been|g,
compelled to yield position after post-
tion to the Rights, and through them
to tha bosscs It 5 tlme for a decisive

The second tosk

tlomal s the place for it

at the conventlon s to bring forward a

Bchlesinger machine, and a proof that| machine on the one hand, and the anos
the frothy pseudo-radicalism of Btalin-|it miscaleulated in the elections in Loeal | archist Lovestone combination on  the

other. The $Leoft wing and the woarkera
of thie left delegates | l08e all along the line. This is the bit-
tér history of the past few years, Is it
ngt time to torn the helm? The conven-

turn. The convention of the Interna-|united front program for the convention|yion of the International is the place to
struggle. If the Bchlesinger people canmake the turn.
The first duty of the Left wing dele- | vote for the Left wing delegsies because

—JI. P. C.
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DEMOCRACY AND FASCIS

I e

by LEON TROTSKY
®

(Continued from last issuc)

“As regards ‘the class content’ there are no dis-
tinctions between demoecracy and Fascism,” lectures
Werner Hirsch echoing Stalin (IME INTER¥ATIONALE,
Jan. 1932). The transition from democracy to Fasc-
ism may take the character of “an organic process”,
that is, it may occur “gradually” and “bloodlessly”.
Such reasoning might dumbfound anyone, but the epi-
gones have inured us from becoming dumbfounded.

There are no “class distinctions” between democracy
and Fascism. Obviously this must mean that dem-
ocracy as well as Fascism is bourgeois in character.
We guessed as much even prior to January, 1932, The
ruling class, however, does not inhabit & vacuum. It
stands in definite relations to other classes. In a
developed capitalist society, during a *democratic”
régime, the bourgecisie leans for support primarily
upen the working classes which are held in check by
the reformists. In its most finished form, this aystem
finds its expression in England during the administra-
tion of the Labor government as well as during that
of the Conservatives. In a Fascist régime, at least
during its first phase, capitel leans on the petty bour-
geoisie which destroys the orgamizations of the pro-
letariat. Italy, for instance! Is there a difference in
the “class content™ of these two régimes? If the ques-
tion is posed only as regards the ruling class, then
there is no difference. If one takes into account the
position and the inter-relations of all classes, from the
angle of the proletariat, then the difference appears
to be quite enormous.

In the course of many deeades, the workers have
built up within the bourgeois demoeracy, by utilizing
it, by fighting against it, their own strongholds and
bases of proletarian democracy: the trade unions, the
political parties, the educational and sport clubs, the
co-operatives, ete.  The proletariat cannot attain
power within the formal limits of bourgeois democracy:”
but can do so enly by taking the road of revolution:
this has been proved both by theory and expericnce.
And these bulwarks of workers’ democracy within the
bourgeois state are absolutely cssential for the tak-
ing of the revolutionary road. The work of the Sec-
ond International consisted in ereating just such bul-
warks during the epoch when it was still fulfilling its
progressive historic labor.

Fascism has for its basic and only task, the razing
to their foundation of all institutions of pru]q,-tarian
democracy. Has this any *class meaning” for the
proletariat, or hasn't it? The lofty theoreticians had
better ponder over this. After pronouncing the ré-
gime to be bourgeois—which no one questions—
Hirsch, together with his masters, overlooks a mere
trifle: the position of the proletariat in this regime.
In place of th~ historical process they substitute a

bald sociological abstraction. But the class war takes
place on the soil of history, and not in the stratosphere
of sociology. The point of departure in the ltFuEE]P
against Fascism is not formed by the abstraction of
the demoecratic state, but, by the living organizations
of the proletariat, in which is concentrated all its past
experience and which prepare it for the future.

The statement that the transition from democracy
to Fascism may take on an “organic” and a “gradual™
character can mean one thing and one thing only
and that is: without any fuss, without u fight, the
proletariat may be deprived not only of all its mater-
ial conquests—not only of its given standard of liv-
ing, of its social legislation, of its eivil and political
rights—but also even of the basic weapon whereby
these were achieved, that is, its organizations. The
“hloodless” transition to Fascism implies under this
terminology, the most frightful eapitulation of the
proletariat that can be coneeived.

Werner Hirsch's theoretical discussions are not ac-
cidental ; while they serve to develop still further the
‘theoretical oracle of Stalin, they also serve to general-
ize the entire present agitation of the Communist
party. The party’s chief resources are in fact hr.'iﬂgl
strained only to prove: that there is no difference be-
tween Bruening's régime and Hitler's régime. Thael-
mann and Remmele see in this the quinteueurf of
Bolshevist policy.

Nor is the matter restricted to Germany only. The
notion that nothing new will be added by the victory
of Fascists is being zealously propagated now in all
sections of the Comintern. In the January issue of
the French periodical Cahiers du Bolchévisme, we
read, “The Trotskyists behave in practice like Breit-
scheid; they aceept the famous social dJemocratic
theory of the “lesser evil”, according to which Brues-
ing is not as bad as Hitler, according to which it is
not so unpleasant to starve under Bruening as under
Hitler, and infinitely more preferable to be shot down
by Groener than by Frick.” This is not the most
stupid passage, although—te give it due oredit—
stupid enough. Unfortunately, however, it expresses
the gist of the political philisophy of the lewders of
the Comintern,

The fact of the matter is that the Stalimists com-
pare the two régimes from the point of view of vulgar
demoeracy. And indeed, were one to consider Bruening’s
régime from the eriterion of “formal” democracy, one
would arrive at a conclusion which 15 beyond argu-
ment: nothing is left of the proud Weimar constitu-
tion save the bones and the skin. But this does not
settle the question so far as we are concerned. The
question must be approached from the angle of pro-
letarian demoecracy. This ‘criterion is also the only

when and where the “normal” police methods of re-
action under decay capitalism are replaced by the
Fasecist régime.

Whether Bruening is “better” than Hitler (better
locking perhaps?) is a question which, we confess,
doesn’t interest us at all. But one need only glance
at the list of workers® urguni.z-u.‘t.iuns to assert, Fascism
has not cnn{unrqd yet in Germany. In the way of its
victory there still remain gigantic obstacles and forces.

The present Bruening régime is the régime of bour-
eaucratic dictatorship, or more definitely, the dicta-
torship of the bourgeoisie enforced by means of the
army and the police. The Fascist petty bourgeoisic
and the proletarian organizations seem to counter-
balance one another. Were the workers united by
Soviets ; were factory committees fighting for the con-
trol of production, then one could speak of dual power.
Because of the split within the proletariat, because of
the tactical helplessness of its vanguard, dual power
does not exist as yet. But the very fact that mighty
organizations of workers do exist, which wnder certain
conditions are capable of repelling Fascism with crush-
ing force, that is what keeps Hitler from seizing power
and impart s a certain “independence” to the bureau-
eratic apparatus.

Bruening's dictatorship is a caricature of Benapar-
tism. His dictatorship is unstable, unreliable, short-
lived. It signalizes not the initiation of a new social
equilibrium but the early crash of the old one. Sup-
ported directly only by a small minority of the bour-
geoisie, tolerated by the social demoeracy against the
will of the workers, threatened by Fascism, Bruening
can bring down the thunder of paper decrees but not
real thunderbolts. Bruening is fit for dissolving par-
liament with its own assent; he'll do to promulgate a
few decrees against the workers, to proclaim a Christ-
mas truce and to make o few deals under its cover;
to break up a hundred meetings, close down a dozen
papers, exchange letters with Hitler worthy of a vil-
lage druggist—that is all. But for greater things
his hands are too short.

Bruening is compelled to tolerate the existence of
workers’ organizations because he hasn’t decided to
this very day, to hand over the power to Hitler, and
inasmuch as he himself has no independent means of
liquidating them. Bruening is compelled to tolerate
the Fascists and to patronize them inasmuch as he
mortally fears the victory of the workers. Bruening’s
régime is a transitional, shortlived régime, preceding
the catastrophe. The present administration holds
on, only because the chief camps have not as yet pit-
ted their strength. The real battle hasn’t begun. It
18 still to come. The dictatorship of bureaucratic im-
potence fills in the lull before the battle, before the
forces are openly matched.

The wiseacres who boast that they do not recognize
any difference “between Bruening and Hitler”, are
saying in reality: it makes no difference whether our
organizations exist, er whether they are already de-
stroyed. Beneath this pseudo-radical phraseclogy
there hides the most sordid passivity; we can’t escape
defeat anyway! Read over carefully the quotation

reliable one on which to consider the question as to

from the French Stalinist periodical. They reduoce

—_——

the guestion to whether it is better to starve under
Hitler or Bruening. To them it is a question of under
whom to starve. To us, on the contrary, it is not
a question of under which conditions it is better to die.
We raise the question of how to fight and win. And
we conclude thus, the major offensive must be begun
before the bureaueratic dictatorship is replaced by the
Fascist régime, that is, before the workers’ organiza-
tions are crushed. The general offensive should be
prepared for by deploying, extending, and sharpening
the sectional clashes. But for this one must have a
correct perspective; and first of all, one should not
proclaim victorious the enemy who is still a long way
from victory.

Herein is the crux of the problem; herein is the
strategical key to the background; herein is the oper-
ating base from which the battle must be waged.” Every
thinking worker, the more so every Communist, must
give himself an accounting and plumb to the bottom
the empty and rotten talk of the Stalinist bureaueracy
about Bruening and Hitler being one and the same
thing. You are muddling!, we say in answer. You
muddle disgracefully because you are afraid of the
difficulties that lie ahead, because you are terrified by
the great problems that lie ahead; you throw up the
sponge before the fighting is begun, you proclaim that
we have already saffered defeat. You are lying! The
working class is split; it is weakened by the reformists
and disoriented by the vacillations of its own van-
guard, but it is not annihilated vet, forees are not
yet exhausted. No, The proletariat of Germany is
powerful. The most optimistic cstimates will be in-
finitely surpassed once its revolutionary energy will
clear the way for it to the arena of action.

Bruening’s régime is the preparatory régime. Pre-
paratory to what? Either to the victory of Fascism,
or to the victory of the proletariat. This régime is
preparatory because both eamps are only preparing
for the decisive battle. If you identify Bruening with
Hitler, you identify the conditions before the battle
with the conditions after the defeat; it means that you
admit defeat beforehand; it means that you appeal for
surrender without a battle.

The overwhelming majority of the workers, parti-
cularly the Commumsts, does not want this. The
Stalinist bureaucracy of course, does not want it
cither. But one must take into account not one’s
good intentions, with which Hitler will pave the road
to his Hell, but the objective meaning of one’s polic-
ies, of their direction, and their tendencies. We must
disclose in its entirety the passive, timidly hesitant,
capitulating and declamatory character of the pol-
itics of Stalin-Manuilsky-Thaclmann-Remmele,.  We
must teach the revolutionary workers to understand
that the key to the situation is in the hands of the
Communist party; but the Stalinist bureaucracy at-
tempts to use this key to lock the gates to revolu-
tionary action.*

—L. TROTSKY.

* The article “Democtacy and Fasclsm” is an extraet from
comrade Trotsky's larger work What Next?—Vital Questions
f:;' the German Proletariat. Others will follow in coming

ues,—Ed,



