ORKERS’

ZORUM,

Write to ws—tell ws what's going on in your part of the.
labor movemeni—what are the workers thinking abowtf—iell
sg wwhat the bosses are up to—and the G-men and the local copg—
and the Stalinisis—send ws that story the capitalist press didu't
print.and that story they burted or dislorled—our pages are open
to you. Letters must carry neme and address, but indicate if yow
do nol wand your nawme printed,

Bertram D. Wolfe Has
Resigned From the

Lovestone Group
Demar Comrados:
Wednesday, MNov, 13, at the som-
marizing of the Independent La-
bor League of America pre-con

[

#

. vention dizcussbon on the war s

sue, Bertram T. Wolle, reporier
for the minority, resigned Drom
the organizntion.

Reporting  for ihe wmajority
(Fovestone, Herborg, Herman ot
ald which represente  pro-Allled
views ranging from demands for
limited aid, to support of the re-
cent battleship gift and cdlls Tor
more, was I Herman, who holds
an extreme pro-Brivsh view,

Wolfe reported for the minority,
which supports an antl war posi-
tion contalning wvarlations from
the orihodex leninist position to
pacifism. Wolfe's resignation lefi
ithe bront of the fight on primorily
sounger elemments who, deprived
of his experienced pssisianee anid
paestige, will not be able to bring
any sort of ferceful oppositlon

ally sinee Lthe minorily has but
one member left on the leading
politieal Yara, Jim Cork.

Herman divected slanderous ac-
cngalions against the ¢hief min-
orily  spokeamen:  Waolle, Cork.
Stewnrt, Kone and Symonds, Part
of hle accusations were o accuse
minerily apokeamen of echoing
the Daily Worker, Herbert Hoover
opnd Lindberg and of acting in &
manrer that will plense Hitler, of
belieg Yiars and fakers. These tae-
ties arouscd (he anger of most of
the genercl membership bul most
of them can be counted on Lo fol-
low Lovestone.

In Waolfe's resigning  withont
feeling 1 necemsary to dignifv (e
minority's stand by presenting n
resclution or attempting to form
a minorlty facthon 1o fizght for an
onti war position ot the conveis
lien in late December, the [.L.
1.A. makes iz final bow and will
shorily, after the convenlion give
up any prelenses at being a paol-
ftienl organization it will conti-
nue solely az a “discussion and
publication society.” A statement
amoaounting to thls was made at

cantly resigned ns M. Y. Distriet
arganizer alter holding the posi-
tlon for o number of years,

We who write this feel the Tefi

wing movemment  shonld  know
abont Wolle's vesignation and 1he
pecompanying  situation even

Ihough he has ol mean il 1o pub-
lickze it nor haz Lthe Woerkeezs Ape
decmed i1 necessary 0 Anpnounees
it a8 yel,
N. Y. Nov. 26
For REVOLUTIONARY
Socialist Unity,
from a group who will
continue 1o seek it
{Upon being informed by us
of the receipl of the ahove fei-
ter, Comrade Wolfe confirmed
e Tact of hiz resipaation
from the Lovestone group, He
states that he does not plan ol
present to join another organ-
ization—EDITORS.)

Portrait of Trotsky
At Whitney Museum

Tacluded in the Whitney Mu-
goum’s annual exhibition of con-
temporary Ameriean  painting
current until Jaunary 8. ks a por-
trait of Leon Trotsky by Horold
Weslon. Alheugh the' picture ni-
traclia attention more becguse of
fis subject matier than ag an out-
slanding work of art, It is well-
painted amd expresses apprapriate
foreefulness, Comrades will iake
pleasure in seeing il The Whitney
WMugenm is on Bighth Sireel, near
Fifith Ave,, New York Cily.
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vention.)

jrdustries.

Oie ean hardly exaggerale the
eumnlative offoet of the speeches
of the pro.CIQ0 forces. It was

Ccertainly devastating to the Hill-

man  supporters.  The corridors
had been full of talk mowout de-
fections to Hillman among the
Hubber Workers, the Aouto Work-
ers, ete. I any of these had
wavered, it was not appavent
when the debate on unity tookl
place! When it came time to vobe,
net even the Amalgamated dele
pates chose to record themselves
in oppEsition.

The importance of thiz great
vietory is best realized if we ve-
eall the atmospliere in which the
convention mel. For months, the
ih=legates had been under govera-
moental and employer pressure to
effect “wmity™ with the AFL.

The semi-official Infartry Jowr
nel for Reptember-Detober 1940,
declares:  “Afer all, we Ill.'-'l'I:I-‘.‘:ﬂ'
beat the Germaens in 1918 and we|
can do IL again just o hen,'” Get |
peady for another 1918, beys! Hu-:
menihcr (lose billlons in war pro-

That Pressure had increased ten-

folid since Roosevell's electoral

victory. Would the delegates re.
-igt all that pressure?

Unfortunately  they, and &s-
perially their chief figures, had

APPEAL '

By FELIX MORROW )
(Thia Iz the =econd of a =eries of articles on the CIO Con-

I think il is worth dwelling again, as in my firat article,
great sighificance of the stand taken by the CIO convention on labor
anity, I have deseribed the dramatic segquence of speeches, culminat-
ing with that of John L. Lewis, affivming the continuance of the
fight for the victory of industrial unionism in the mass praduction
It iz worlh repeating that Lewis was so effective pre-
j cigely becpuse he told the whele truth when he told the CI0 uniems:
“There iz nn peace becanse you are not vel strong enough to com-
mand peace upon honorable terms,”

el |

on Lhe

zizt other kinds of pressure from
the same zources: they have been
cowed by the *national unity™
ballyhoo to the point of well-nigh
surrendsring the strike weapon.
have retreated or stood still on
all the major Tronts, and as a
result the CIO eould rveport dig-
hearteningly few gains during
Yag past year.

Fortunately, the convention
dolegations understood thal on
the guestion of “labor  umiby™
there could be no retreat: that il
they capitulated on this question.
there would be no industrial
union wmovemnent at all, And they
stood firmly by their guns.

It iz all too that
the conventiom did not  take
the steps mneecessary to  im-
plement its affiemation of the

true,

potten, and had to eome on the
floor the last day Dby unanimons
conzent of 1he delegutes—ap-
parently the UAW delegation hardl
forgotten 1o hand in any resolu. |
tionz on the Ford issue before
the convention!

It must be reported that, des-,
pite some perfunctory  specche;
which may look well in the print-
ed record, the entire peychology
of the convention leadegship, was
that of people om the defensive
who fens the consequences of
turning the tile toward an offen-
cive against the bosses and their
poditical agentz in Washington,

Thal wmeans that the pap bet-
ween Lewis, Murray and their
associates on the one hand. and
the Hillman breed on the other.
is by no means deep cnough to
assure the future of the CIO
Hillman iz satisfied by Washing-
ton"s handouts; Lewiz and Moy
ray aren't. But both Hillman and

Lewis-Murray think primarily in|
terma of handouts from Wash.
ington, are presccupied with aid
frem the NLRE and the govern-
mental agencies in  general.
rather thon i leading the or-
ganized workers to win their de-

raands by their own imle-pﬁndent-

strength.

All this is 1mﬁ.‘:r't'uhatel:r true.
But by the very decision to con-
tinwe the fAght for industrial
unionism, the convention com-
mitted itzelf Lo a road which will
Iestd many & labor Jeader who
qow thinks in Mwrray and Lewis
terma into realms he never ex-
pected to tread.

The road of industrial union-
i=m has a Ingie of its own, whick
iz not the present logic of Lewis
and Murray! It iz a logic of mili-
tant stragele for the great mass-
re, of class struzele, though
Lewis and Murray deny the real-

Its Defense of Industrial Unionism Must Be Backed W holeheartedly

Tha methods of elass collabora-
tiom, of currying Tavor with tha
bosses  and  Washington have
brought no results. Their bank-
rupley beeomes increasingly evi-
dent with every passing day. 7

In this epoch of the death
arony of capitalism the workers
ave literaliv dvivem to =
for very prescrvatiom of

the gpovernment and the ‘bosses.
Fight or die! Increasingly, these
become the only alternatives. The
deeision of the CIO convention
assures the workers of a powgr-
ful weapon in the coming great
battles.

That iz what the convention
will be rvemembgred for, that.is
what will be recorded in history
os its  enduring, contribu
when all the patriotic amd ¢
intory  speeches of Lewiz and
Murray will have been long for-

ity of that Lluss strugple.

gotben,

{Continued from Page 1)

¢il power Lo suspend international
tnione “in case where ¥ or more

principles of ndustrial unionism
and orgavizing the unorganized,

It was not aceidental, for in-
stance, that the key problem of

national and international unions
inite and conspive Lo oreats and
nuneh an organization for any
| purpese dual te the American Fed-
| eration of Labor"

apgaingt e sepsoned maneuver

ings of Lovestone and Co, Especi- | nation

the mecling afler Wolle's
by I). Benjamin, who re

FesiE-

fils?

ghown themselves unable to re-

organizing Ford was almost for-

| David Dubingky, head of the Tp-

Lenin, Trotsky and the First World War

By JAMES I'. CANNON
i1

In advancing our military transitional pro-
gram, we proces) Trom {be point of view that
permanent war and universal militarism have be-
come the dominant charactevistices of our epoch,
and we vizpalize the zocial revolution as the imme=
diate outecome of the imperialist war. We begin,
ag did Lenin, with a declarvation of irveconcllable
olass opposition 1o the imperialists and their war,
It is only by means of (s principled standpe.mt
of class oppozition that the cadves of modern
Bolsheviam are formed amd clearly delimited Drom
all other parties, groups.and fendencies, which
to one degres o another, tend toward conciliation
or collaboration with itheir national ruling <lass
in the war.

But the sltuation which confronts us today is
not an exact duplieatlon of that which confronted
the revolutionary Marxisie at the ouwibreak of the
firat World War in 1914, Por one ihing, the
capltalist order has reached a far more advanced
slage of decay and j8 more susceeptible (o revolu-
tionary overthrow. 1n addition, we have the ben-
efit of twentysix years of the richest histovical
experiences which have been generalized by the
Ereat Marxiast, Trotaky, These circomstances en-
able va 1o o farther, with more concretely workeid
ont alogans of agitation te advance the class
glruggle undeér eonditiong of war and militarism,

ciban was possible for the revolutionary Marxisis
at the beginning of the frvet World War,

Trotsky, the suthor of our program, contri-
buted extremely bmportant thowghts to the work.
ers’ vanguard facing the second World War: the
immediacy of the revelulionary perspective in con-
naction with i{he present war, and the necessily
for transilional slogans which can serve to mo-
bilize the massca for independent <lass action
leading up to it. It iz precizsely thiz immediacy
of the revolutlonary perspective that makes the
iransitional program a burning oecessity,

CONTINUING, NOT RE PEATING,
LENIN'S WORK

“Dur policy,” Trotaky wrote, “the policy of the
revolutlonary prolelariat toward (he second im-
perialist war is a continuation, of the policy ela-
borated during the last imperialist war, primarily
uwnder Lenin's leaderahip. Dul a continuation does
not elgnify a wepeiitlon. In this ease teo, con-
tinuation signifies a development, a despéning and
a sharpening” (Fourth Internatione], October,
1840). He reminded us, and we wepeated after
him, that not even Lenin had vienalized the
victory of the proletarian revolution as the im.
mediate outcome of the flret World War.

At this point Lenin suddenly acquired an ad-
vocate in a camp which hitherto lhas not been
distinguished by its fidelity to Leninism. Shacht-
man, comrade-im-arms of Lthe avowed antl-Bolshe-
vik Burnham, and the pressnt leader of the “Work-
ers Party"” (the Burnham gvoup minus Burnham),
eomes to Lhe defense of Lenin against us. The
“loating kidney," as Trotsky denominated Shachd-
mifn, hobs up in the mo=t unexpected places!

However, we have commitied mo assault on
Lenin, and he is in no way im need of the dubious
“defense” of this attorney. It i necessary to
take a little time ouwl Lo prove this, bechuse the
autherity of Lenin ie one of the greatest {rens-
ureg of the revelutionary movement. His name s
written beside that of Trotsky on the banner of
the Rumsian revolution. We proclaim the exten-
slon of this revolution throwghouwt the world in
the name of Lenin-Trotaky. We must not permit
the slightest confusion as to how we regard Lenin;
and it is a matter of simple reapect to his mem-
ory to protect him from the hypoeritical support
of an advocate who 1g known among Leniniats only
as o betrayer of Leninism.

It will take a little time and space, bumt this

=
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can't by helped, 1t is & simple dask——mainly work
with a shovel. His own confusion and instinct to
sow confugion—iwe qualitics always happily mar-
ried In Shachtman's factional “polemics’- plug
hiz unfailing twisting, falsifying and misrepres-
cnting the words of olhers and the evenls of the
past are all piled together here also. It is simply
necessary to dig this stafl away, amd Lhen to
unwind the “guotations” and replace the historical
incidents in thelr troe poesition. Then nothing
will D lefl af Lhe dirty mess that Shaeliman has
made of our ali-e-ged attack on Lenin and Shacht-
man's “briel” as atlorney for the defense,

WHAT LENIN REALLY SAID!

The defense of Lenin is the second “point”
in Shachtman's Indictment of our military policy.
The oceasion for it was the pubiieation of my
apeech to our Chicage Conference which adopted
our resolution. SBhachiman made a blg “case™
ot of what [ sald abowl lenin, oF wather, what
1 didm't say. Here are the sentences which
Shachtman quoted from my speech: ““We sald and
those before ua sald tbhat capitaiiam hod ontlived
ita ngefulness. World eccnemy 8 ready for so-
cialism. But when the World War started in 1914
nowe of the parfles had the {dea that on the
agenda stood the siruggle for power. The stand
of the best of them was essentially o protest
against the war. It did not oecur éven to the
best Marxisia that the time had come when the
povwer must be gelzed by the workers In order
to save civillzation from degeneration. Even Lenin
did mot visvalize the victory of the proletarian
revelution as the immediste owlcome of the war"

Shachtman characterized this as o “"monstrous
falgehood,” and as a “eomplete misrepresentation
of thdé views and traditions ‘of the Bolsheviks In
the tast war." He offers a number of “guotations”
to prove that Lenin and the Bolsheviks advorated
revolition during the war, he Implies that Lenin
expected revolution as the war's immediate oul-
come, and finally asks: "And above all, what in
hemven's name was the meaning of Lenin's slogan,
repeated a thousand times during the last war,
“Turn the imperialist war into a civil war'?™

Our quoter undeubtedly establishes the fact
that Lenin was In faver of revolution, that he
had a program of revolution. And he tries o
make it appear that T denfed §t, or didn't know it
Shachtman's whole ease rests upon this false con-
gtruction. Lanln advocated the “pregram of revol-
wtion" not only during the World War but before
it, before 1505, from the wvery beginning of his
activity as a revolutlonary Marxist. Shachtman's
entire argument I8 divected ag:almt & contention
which T did not make,

He makes his argument appear superficially
plausible by the use of fwo well-known devices
of literary charlatans, First, he mutilated the
quotatlon from my speech, breaking it off short
and eliminating immediately following sentences
In the same paragraph which made my meaning
more clear and precise. I wrote: “Even Lenin
did not visvalize the victory of the proletarian ro-
volutlon as the immediate onteome of the war”
Shachiman twisted it and distorted 11 inig 2 denial
that Lenin had “a program of revolulion,” during
the war. But T think it {8 thoroughly clear Lo a
diginterested reader that 1T was speaking of some-
thing c¢lse, namely, Lenin's exrpectafions ag io the
immediate owlcome of the war, and not at all of
what he wanted and what he advocated,

LENIN'S OWN WORDS QUOTED

My meaning was made more precise by the
sentence” which Immediately followed: “Just a
ghort time before the owtbreak of the Fobruary
revolution in Russia, Lenin wrote in Switzerland
that his generatlon would most probably not see
the eocinlist revolution. Even Lenin had posi-
pened the revolution to ihe future, lo o later

:Im‘:ni-r." The conbext of my published apeech,
from which the sentences were extracted, makes
it even cleaver that the referenees 1o Lonin were
concerned not at all with differences of program,
but anly with the Immediate perspectives of the
revelutionary Marxists in this war and in the
first Waorld War, I don't see how anyone can
geriously dispute our contentiona onm this point
because the words of Lenin himself constitute the
basis for the reference, The October Fowrth fn-
ternalicnnl cites two exact guotations on the point
Lo which I referved without divectly quoling.

“It¥ iz possible, however, that five, ten and
even more years will pass before the beginning
of the socialist revolution.” {From an article
written in March, 1916, Lenin's Collected works,
vol. XIX, p. 46, Third Russian Edition).

“We, the older men, will perhaps not live long
enough to see Lthe decisive battles of the im-
pending revolution,” {Beport on 1805 Revolution
delivered to Swiss students, Januvary, 1917, idem,
page 356T).

That is not a1l The main quotation from Lenin
which Shachiman cites in hig polemic against usa
—a quodation which he alsoe mutiletes to Cwist the
meaning—showa that Lenin was not apeaking of
the revolution az an immediate perspective; that
is, the gquolailion will show it when we restore
ihe words which Shachtman cut off 40 the middie
af & senfence, He quotes from the article of Qe-
tober 11, 1915, which appears on page 2347 of the
English edition of Lenin's works, Valome XVINI:
* ... It is our bounden duly to explain o the
maszes the necessity of a revolution, to appeal for
it, to ereate the filling organizations, to speak
fearlessly and in the most concrete manner of
the various methoda of foreeful siruggle and of
its *technigue’ ™...There Shachtman ended the
guatation, breaking Lenin's szentence off at a
CoATIITAL

WHAT SHACHTMAN LEFT OUT!

Here are the immediately following wonds
which he left out: “This bounden duty of ours be-
ing independent of whether the revolution will
be sirong enough and whether it will come in
eonnection with the first OR SECOND TMPERE-
TALIST WAR, ete,” Lenin obvicusly was not ar-
guing about the immediacy of the revolution as
we visualize it in connection with the present
war, but about the necessily of advocating it and
preparing for it

If any further proof iz needed one only has to
read fhe resd of Lenin's arficle! In the very same
article, on page 349 of the same volume, Lenin
continued: "“Aa to ihe untimeliness of prenching
revolution, this objection rests on a confusion of
terms customary with the Roemapce Secialists:
They confuse the beglnning of a revolution with
itg open and divect propaganda. Tn Russia, no-
body places the beginning of the 1905 Revalution
before January 22, 1305, whereas the revolutlonary
mopaganda, in the narrow sense of the word, the
propagands and the prepavation of mass aclion,
demonsiralions, strikes, barricades, had hean con-
ducted for yemrs before that. The old Iskra, for
instance, presched this from the end of 1904, as
did Marx from 1847 when (here could have been
ng thought as vet about the beginning of @ revoli-
tion in Eurape”

Shachiman took my remarks about (he imme
diate perspectives of Lenin during the first World
War, lifted them ouwt of their context, mutilated
the paragraph from whith they were extracted,
twisted them into an attack on the program and
traditlons of the Bolsheviks which was not in-
tended or implied in any way by me, and then
Shachtman attempted to bolstor his thests by guo-
tations from Lenin which in reality prove the op-
posite—when they are honestly quoted witheut
breaking off semtences in the middie, and without
suppressing other sentences im the same article
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which make Lenin's real I'l'lE'R'I':Ii.HH oven clearor.

To top off hiz exercize in literary skulldug-
gery Shachiman refers (o the “outlived” Lenin,
neing quotation marks Lo convey the impression
ithal he Iz quoting mae, That iz an oolright liter-
ary forgery. 1 never used such an expression
and cauld pot do so; it is nol my opinfon.

HIS ATTACK AIMED AT TROTSKY

All this literary [akery and forgery in “de
fenze” of Lehin has a (undamental alm which
iz not frankly avowed, bot only thinly disguized,
Against whom is Shachtman really defemding Le-
nin? To be sure, he mentions only “Cannon,”
but it i perfectly obvions that Canron in this
case I8 only serving Shachtman as a psendonym
for the wveal target of his atteck. My remarks
about Lenin's perspective daring the Arst world
WaAT were 1o more and no less than a slmple rep-
etition of what Trolsky said on the subject. It
was he 'who called our attention to fhe rolevant
guotations and explained thelr preciae signii.
canee,

Im the Qetober number of oor magazine Foerth
Imbternationn] which Shachbman hod ot hand when
he wirole his article in Labor Actior of Movember
dth—he refers (o the Goldman-Trotsky corrcapon-
dence contained thereip—Troisky wrote: “Prior
to the February Revelution and even afterward,
the revolutionary elements felt themselves to be
not contenders for power, but the extreme left
opposition., Ewvea Lenin, relegated the soclallst
revolution to a more or feas distant [utare . . . If
that is how Lenin viewed the situation, then Chere
1z hardly any need of talking aboul the others,”

Here 18 the rveal mub of the wmatier. Shacht-
man's atiack of “Canron™ In behalf of Lenin
is in reality almed agalost Troisky in a cowardly
and Indivect manmer. He wamts o set lenin
against Trotaky, to make a division in (he minds
of the radical workers between Lenin and Trot.
sky, to sof himsell vp as a "Leninist"” with (he
sly Intimation that Leninism 15 not the samé
thing as Trotskylsm., There is & monstrous cri-
minality in this procedure. The names of Lenin
and Trotsky are inscparably united in the Russian
Revolution, its achievements, its doctrins and
iraditfons, and in the great struggie for bolsher
fgm waged by Trotshy sinee the death of Lenin.
"Lenin-Trotsky"—those two immortal names are
ong, Nobody yot has tried to separate them: Chai
i, nobody but seoundrels and traftors.

Bhachtman's article in Labor Action serves the
anme aim as the special “Trolaky Memorial Jssue”
of their magazine which was published only o
defame the memory of Trotsky, to belitile him,
Lo justily themselves against him and, at the same
time-—like any shopkeoper looking for & Hitle ex-
tra profilt—io claim his “herftage.'”

Troteky, as if anticipaling such attempls. gave
this angwer In advance. Here is whal he wrote
in the Secialisi Appeal: “Only the other day
Shachtman referred to himself in the press as a
“Trotskyist.," If this be Trotskyism then I at least
am " no Trotskyist, With the present ideas of
Shachiman, not to mention Burnham, T have noth-
ing in common . . . Towards thelr new magazine
my attitede can only be the same as toward all
aLher patiy-bourgesis counterfeits of Marxism. As
for thelr ‘organizational methods’ and politieal
‘morality”; these evoke in me nothing but con-
tempt.”

The lterary manners and morals of petty bour-
peois dabblers in politics are no better than Uheir
theses, With such people, as Trolgky onee pe-
marked, il is not sufficlent to eheck their theses:
it iz necesgary to waleh ihelr fingers too!  IF we
keep Lhis salutary warning in mind the “thesos"
of Ehachtman directed againat onr military transi-
tional program c¢an be disposed of wihthount diffi-

AFL Convention. ..

tern'al Ladies Garment Workevs
who desoried the CIO indupstrial
vnions “in eases where 2 or more
of would be grecner pastures in-
ehde the AFL. attempled 1o oppose
this reszolution. Duabinsky com-
plained thal 1his resolution was an
cflort to skirt arownd a promise
which he alleges the Execullve
Counell made 1o him as o condi-
tion for his return (o the AFL
fald, 1hat no international union
wounld be suspended fram Lhe AFL
without Che majority approval of
# eonvention.

One fndication of how the in-
duostrial unions would he cut o
rishona If the CIO unions should
relurn Lo the AFL was glven dur-
ing the session of Novenmiber 28.

Hepresonintiven of several loecal
“Tedersl™ wnions, whiclh have p
semb-indusirial eharacter, ennsed

A minor storm in the convention
by charging ihe ¢raft anlons witl
raiding their membership,

CRAFT RAIDS PROTESTED

Michael d'Gorman, wepresenting
o federal union of ZED) members
at the Midvale Steel Co, in Philgs
deipitin, attacked the crafe anlons
on this s2ore and pleaded with the
craft internationals “fo  leave us
alone.” Morris Pratt, speaking
for the Rofinery Workere federal
uwnion of East St Lowis, charged
that the QOperating Engineers Un-
om was trying to “take over” his
organizalion. Other delegajes
from federal unions made (he
same plaint,

Even Twbinsky, making a viol
ent denunciation of the CIO and
Lewis on Lhe question of unity
negotiolions., was fovecd to eall
attention-—in his own cowardly
and fechle way Lo he sure=—io Lhe
real lhostility  toward udustrial
erganizatton =t burning fercely
among the AFL teps. During ihe
eessfon of November 28, Dubinsky
Meadod with the craft ehiefs, dee-
laring, “There 18 no need for dif-
ferencez hetween Iabor. RHuob there
nrust be a broader attitude fowsard
those whe faver industrial ovgan-
ization” He admitted sadly that
he would prefer a “more progress-
fve™ attiinde in the AFL toward
ithe problem of organizing ihe un-
orghnized and the industrial form
of wnion.

JIIM CROW CONTINUES

In striking comtrast with the
bratherhood with which the many
Negro delcgatles were treated at
the CLO eonvention, and (e vari
ons progressiva sleps taken by the
CI0 to unite the Negro and white
workers, the AFL convention ve-
affirmed its traditional Jhn-Crow
poliey., The modest proposal of
A. Philip Randolph, President of
ihe Sleeping Car Porters, for the
eelting up of an inter-racial eom-
mittes whthin the Federation to
remedy diserimination by nplons
eraingt Nogro workers, wag raject-
ed, The convention merely re
peiled the hands-off formuola o
bhng weed g0 often before, Ty
asking the internatfonal unions
e give most sincere considera-
tion™ to the problem-——ecarefully
cvniding the satting up of ATY TdL-
chinery which might actually do
romething on (he matier, The ae.
tiom of the convention brought a
Bitler and merited rebuke o |
Randolph who year after year has |
sainly aodght justice for his 0.
rle from {he crafi-moguls.

FAWNING UPON ROOSEVELT
One of the most disgusting as-
pecte of the convention was the
manner in which Green aml o,
fawned and scraped before the
povernment and {3 vepresenta-
tives. While graciously accepiin-:
on FR000 increase, bringing his
yeurly sakary o 520,000, Greon
was enger to offer the “sacrifices™
of the workevs for the sake of
“national defense.™
Green went a6 far as to state:

cufly, As I sald before, it 13 mainly work wilh
a showvel,
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“There are a number of wivs in

Negro Delegates
Jim Crowed by AFL
Central Labor Body

A. Philip Randolph and H'ﬂ;.'
tom Wehster, the lone Negra

lives agsinst the war machine of -

n

o i

e

.

delegates at the AFL conveh- g
tion at New Orleans, in the -
midat of their vain fight %o
wipe out the “lily white®
policy of the AFL erafts,
found themselves Jim Crowed
oput of an enieriainment for
the convention delegates ar-
ranged by the New Orleans
Central Labor Council, h

Then the New Orleans cen- ¥
tral hody had the gall to send
Randolph and Webster a check
providing for their separate
enteriainment. Needless to
say., Randolph and Webster
sent the check hack.
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O
der and by preventing the Inter-
ruption of production  throwgh
sloppages for any trivial :‘l:a&nﬁi—-
or far amny reaset”

The next day, 1t iz true, Grain#iﬂ:':;
hack-watered on this extreme ag
sertion by exeltedly informing the
press, I meant no euch ithing 'ﬂ!ﬂ‘f
glving up the right 1o strike, 1~ "
was referring (o the need of sot- 1
ing up teibhunalzs or olther machin- |
ery o safeguard geainst the nmee-
essity for strikes.” No doabt a
lot of hept Twd been durned on
Gresn by some of the delegates
Lelween Lthe two statements.

THE “RACKETEERING"”
I88UE

The sorriest spectacle at the
convention was Dubinaky.

e

He introduced a resolution to
give the AFL cxecntive couneil
power to oust any unien officlal
found guilty of “any offense if-
volving moral turpltade.

All Dubinsky recelved for hiz -
efforts was a good sock in the
mouth and the enmity of all his
“friends” among the AFL offlelal-
dom. ’ :

The officlaldom, in turn, pres-
ented a cowardly front on the
whole matter, Instead of telling
the bossos to go to hell and keep
Ltheir snovts out of the Internal
affaies of the uwnions; demouneing
Lhe smesr campaign "{o help La-
bar [or ils own good"” a8 mothing
huat an aitempt by ihe bosses to
get their fingera inta the union
aftaivs: amd l'l'lﬂﬂll."tl.nﬁ the bank-
ers and imdustrializiz (o0 have & .
mind for 1helr own rackelsering
which takes hillions [or the thou-
sands taken by the relatively few -
Iator vacketcers; the AFL logdars
passed a feeble resolution eom-
demning racketeering in general

% A concession to thia boss pres.
HBUTE.

Naothing is more condemn

of the entlre condict of thiz cons
vention than the facl that a major
ghare of its time was apent
fichting and fambling aver the 8-
site of “racheteering.”

1l

Te add splee to the mess con-
cocted at the convention by the
craft  ehiefs, Madame Perkins,
Milo Warner, head of 1the Amerl-
ern Leglon, and Sir Walter Ot-
ling, and # whole parade of sims
ilar types, whooped it up for war,
unlimited support to the Roosevelt
adminisiration and s anti-labor
pro-war program, and for m

“saerifices™ from the workers,

rime, who was Enighted by the
Dritish monarchy and net Withs
out caunse, deseribed “with pride™

the “voluntary™ snrrendet by Brit- 7 “1'
ish labor of the vight to strikeand ¢
the accepiance of “practically wn- © .

limited” working hours in the tne =
terests of British imperialism, !

In every respect this A®L oons ‘
vention demonstraled that the GIO
is still the basic and progressive

which we () ean sacrifice—by
giving service of the highest o

unkon  erganizatlon of Amnrlcm
labor,




