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The period of progressi pitalist devel The publishers of Council Correspondence see in
is historically closed. The decline period of capi-  the acting self-initiative of the workers and in the
tal, a permanent condition of crisis, compels_to growth of their self-consciousness the essential ad-

ever greater convulsions of economy, fo new im-  vance of the labor movement. We therefore com-
perialistic and military conflicts, to ever increas- bat the leadership policy of the old labor move-
ing unemployment and to general and absolute  ment, and call upon the workers to take their fate
impoverishment of the workers. Thus is given the i their own hands, to set aside the capitalist
objective silf:?ﬁon f?r the Eomr;nhunisf rekw(oluholn in mode of producti “and #h h 25 Gl
the capitalist countries. For the working class, N ¥y ap v

indy i‘s’ only the revoiutionary way out, which and direct production and distribution in accord-
leads to the communist society. No one can de- ance with .socnal rules having universal validity.
prive the workers of this task, which must be As a fighting slogan and statement of goal we
carried out by the class itself. propose:

All power to the workers' councils! The means of production in the hands of the Workers!

THE END OF A STRIKE!

What are the results of the recent auto strike? To
Secretary Perkins the settlement between General Motors
and the Union is an achievement creditable to both par-
ties and the "finest exampls in labor history of coop-
eration between State and Federal officials,™ Bo th sides
are to be congratulated as far as the liberal bourgeois-
ie is concerned. William Green of the American Federa-
tion of Labor considers the settlement a surrender of
the Lewis unions and a defeat for the whole worki

class, The auto strir ~s and their union claim victory.
In reality, the strik. settlement was a compromise:both
factions wanted to bring the strike to an end and, at
the same time, save their faoces. The original demands
of the union were rejectad but the stubbornness of Gen-
efal Motors' officials was somewhat broken,For the next
8ix months,’ the individual plant managers in about twen-
ty enterprises will accept the union as the bargaining
agency for their members, Little was gained for the
Workers in the recent auto strike; it could have been
le8s: nor would it meen mwh if it had been more,

Union workers are paid higher wages than those unorgan-
1zed, The unions are job trusts, holding or attempting
%o hold a monopoly position to maintain higher wages

. for their members regardless of the position of the rest

Oof the workers., Union workers are likewiee'a minority, *
L »
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and it is worthwhile for the ruling class to grant

them privileges, the result of which keeps the work-
ing class divided., Privileges granted unionized
workers, including higher wages, are not very costly,
for what is given the unions ocan be taken from the low-

paid ununionized majority,.

The depression and inoreasing unemployment weakened

the A.F, of L. The disintegration of this organization
was in sight when the National Recovery Aot stopped

the process of its decline, The government favored or-
ganized labor in order to enforce ite policy of "fair
cémpetition," which meant ruination to the smaller en-
terprises, reducing their profits and helping big busi-
ness to pull thru the depression easier, The curbing of
competition and the growing power of monopolies makes
the workers powerless, Competition on the labor-market,
foroed upon the workers by necessity, brings about low
wages, The gains of the big enterprises made by those
low wages became 8o great that the "reduction of compe-
tition" became in reality an increase in cut-throat
oompetition, This situation had to be reversed in ordsr
to seoure a degree of balance in society. Too mmuoch had
been given to big business, and society is more than
just big business, The N,R.A, eliminated some of the
profits of the smaller capitalists,The government, there-
fore, had to reject the N,R,A, or it would have become
too destructive, In other words, the government had to
take back some of the gains from big capital and return
them to the emaller capitalists,

The increased unionization of workers in some of the in-
dustries was supposed to check the ruthless policy of

big capital; to keep big capital in check if the latter
should interfere with the general necessities of capi-
talism, Furthermore, Roosevelt and his administration
favored industrial ungons because the craft unions do

not fit into the requirements of big business, Craft
unions are too impractical, a waste of energy, money and
efficiency at this period of capitalist development,Con-
vinced that unions can be controlled sufficiently, Roose-
velt made his well-known promises to Lewis,The big trusts
piay too important a role in present-day society but are
not as yet well enough coordinated with the general needs
of capitalism. These trusts might embarrass the govern-
ment at any time and make it difficult to rule wisely,
Therefore, industrial unions, if properly controlled,
would become an instrument of the government, to balance
and safeguard itself against attacks from the "economio
royalists." That is why we have the amusing situation at

this time, namely: the best capitalist policy and govern-

ment that business can have are not only opposed by the
smaller bourgeoisie but also by a large section of the
big capitalists. The former were afraid of a new N,.R.A,
designed to cut down more of the extra profits of small
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capital, which paradoxicall can be

of crisis, Big oapitalists,yén the otg:gehgﬁgiggafimes
?hau the coordinating attempts of the governmént w o
inpair the rapid and wpward trand of their profite. Spo
fearcd the government's rerusal to serve big can;tél —
giusévgly. Recognizing in the government 's support ofex.
th:1r'o&g.p:w::rg%ta%%ain:znthem’ big capital ists tried
o emp g to oppose the government tg

The government has not as yet settled its

deginltely. It operates with the existent tggg:nggigoy
and forces, with an experimental attitude, It will
neither speak against nor foster uionization. It will
not, unless absolutely necessary, unmask its ieal char~
acter to aid big capital openly in subduing labor strug-
gles. The government will wemain ®neutral” to a certaig
extent, watching the development of situations and en-
forcing its own policy by taking advantage of rifts in
various groups of opposing interests, Of late, the war
danger makes it necessary for the government %o show a
?ore friendly attitude toward labor in order to be able
1; create proper unity should the war-need arise sudden-

The workers know that union wa es8 are higher w
e
;;ihitherefore, at first strii‘e for highggr wazgssb;nghe
e g§lunion form, In the big industries such as steel,
g 2 e, rubber, eto., craft unions are useless, The
us ;ial form was shown by the United Mire Workers,Or-
Egnling on industrial lines in the so-called vasic or
toysendx’zstrles Wwas looked upon as a more permansnt way
titudouzf better 1living conditions, More cf & modern at-
ol 2, 3akeg from the trade-union experienc.,s of Euro-
agreeagfltallsts, made one part of the capitalist class
ey & to unionization sven on an industrial scale,In
rulinong Tun, unionization is just as acceptable to the
Ouritg clags as was the eight-hour day or the social se=
y act, But ‘the bourgecisie is not unified. It 4is

forced to alwa
probleme . ¥8 act only on its immediate individual

The foregoing chan
ges will take time. Labor or iza-
gignsa:?d workers' action, which find the suppsgg of
ot tﬁe neof the ruling class, hastens the estabtlishment
s W instruments in labor relation policies, The
i rend in business, recognition by part of the
R o dig. that union policy had to change or the union
Bent o appsar, the supporting attitude of the govern-
d951£ Tuggle for control in the union movement itself,
8 of the workers to fight pauperization, new in-

~ $r°ased productivity - all these factors brought about

he existence of th
e C,I,0, and the strike wave,in whioh
trgeﬁore effeotive weapons such as the aitudown’ were
out on a larger scale. The strike \in the automobile
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industry was a struggle of more than forty days.As the
New York Times wrote, ",..by more apprehension than
violence, more threats than action, and a multjitude of
confersnces," None of the real demands, expressed in
wages, working hours and conditions were won, In some
of the plants compromise left the workers' real demands
to be met by further negotiations between union offi-
oials and officials of General Motors,

Ne strike can ever be lost from a revolutionary point

of view; not only because daily oconflicts are precise-
ly the way in whioh 6lass consoiousness develops among
the workers and that those conflicts make for experi-
ence and are a necessary prerejuisite to greater and
more intense struggles, but also because each loss in
profits by withholding labor power sharpens the contra-
dictions within capital ism and forces the class struggles
to keener issues, Therefore, the strike, from a revolu-
tionary viewpoint, was not lost, It was a cheap comprom-
ise from a union point of view, It was not a defeat;for
the union leaders were able to save their faces and the
strikers displayed to a great extent an excellent fight-
ing spirit, a spirit which does not even becloud their
illusionary outlook towards the value of the C,I,O, in
spite of the compromise which had to be made, The newly
adopted and in the moantime already often repeated sit-
down method in Flint (compare Council Correspondenoce
Vol.III, No.-2) is an achisvement of great importance,
with unaccountable revolutionary possibilities.The work-
ers acted, and in so doing created for themselves, to an
extent, the instruments which shall be most necessary to
them in the future, The C,I1,0., is already recognizable
as an organization which will in the last instance serve
the interests of the ruling class. There remains,however,
the strike iteelf and ths fighting spirit of the workers
behind the present organization fetish. The illusions of
workers within the C,I, 0, will be shattered in time, for
it is impossible to organize & majority of workers and
secure for this majority what the C,I.0, calls an "Amer-
ican standard of 1iving", If workers are to de organized
into an independsnt organization, then this organization
will not be the present-day union; for such an organiza-
tion cannot function for long. The reason being that
capitalism is unable to better the 1iving oconditions of
the majority of workers. The unions can only grow 8O
long a8 it is objectively possible to increase the wages
by a simultaneously faster increase in prodwtivity, To-
day the producti®ity camnot be raised sufficiently to en-
able capital to give a bigger share of ocommodities to the
workers, While the unions may be able to develop further
to some extent, they will in time lose the character of
being labor organizations of any value to its members.
Union ideology will be dsstroyed in the actual struggle
for unionization itself. There is no hope for the work-
ers and no danger to the capitaliste that the C,I.0, or

o
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any other labor organization may become for

present steel drive is unlikely to lsad to g:iggé rff’
sults, no more so than the past automobile strike,Lewis
and Company know Quite well where the limits are .Thg
will be satisfied to have a part of the workers érganz
ized and to secure privileges for this part at the cost
of the masses, Even in sugh a situation they will be
able to exist, but only if they keep within capital igt
boundariew, With this in mind, the C,I.0. in its own
interests will turn against ite over-enthusiastic mem-
bers and become like the A,F, of L., a hindrance to the
emancipation of the working class, in spite of the fact
that today it 1s also am expression of the aspirations

move in the dﬁ:k. i ough the workers still

Meanwhile, the action of the workers, their direot ao-
tivity, is a8 important for the presént as it is fo:O
the future, Esch strike must be supported even if the
strikers want so little as the recognition of their
nion, and this paltry measure seems today a great deal
to the working clase, Each strike must be used to help
develop the self-initiative of the workers, to point
out that they themselves are able to deal with their
own problems; that they are best led and served when
they lead and serve themselves, Now that the automobile
strike is over, let us prepare for more strikes -~ for
anything that will bring olass-struggle to the recogni-

‘tion of every worker,

The next issue of Council Correspondence
wWill contain an article on 'Trotgky and
Pro}etarian Dictatorship"; also an artiole
on "Shop Delegations in France", as well
a8 other interesting sub jects,

..................

Don''t let your subscription expire. Send
in your renewal at oncg. o8 »

Internatiorai Council Correspondence
1237 K, Cslifornia Ave,,
Chicago, I11,




SUPREME COURT REFCRM
New Blood in the Judiciary

Rooseveltt's proposal to revamp the federal judiciary
is an attempt to remove an obstacle from the path of
further social legislation dictated oy the increasing
contradictions in the capitalist method of production.

The Presidentt!s plan in the main is to increase the
number of justices of the supreme court from nine to
fifteen; and this proposal has resulted in divergent
views among those in opposition to it, each opposing
point of view claiming to safeguard democracy.

Those Against the Reform

Groupe opposing the President'!s plan are the Republis-
an Party, bar associations, the Liberty League (big
businesei, bourgeocis liberals, as well as a number of
senators and congressmen in Roosevelt's own party,with
whom *the Chief" holds many conferences in the hope of
bringing them around to his way of thinking.

The main opposing view is held by those who assert
that the President has already too much leeway in
governmental affairs; that if congress authorizes him
to appoint six new justices to the court all funotions
of government will be vested in one man. The six ap-
pointees will be quite dependable upon the Presidsnt's
viewpoints; they will not whittle away the Chief's re-
form schemes by their interpretations of the Constitu-
tion. Two senators think the reform in this respect so
drastic a measure that they have offered a compromige
program 3instead,

Another reason for opposing the reform is the manner

in which the President presents his prpposal., This sec-
tion of the opposition are "stickers® for form. Their
opinion is that if the supreme court is to have fifteen
instead of nine justices, then let this addition be
made, after due deliberation, by ap amendment to the
Constitution and not by a show of hands by congress,
Note that this view does not oppose the judiciary ochange
itself, but the President'!s method in attempting to make
the change. They say, "If you insist upon having fifteen
justices, then Mr, President by all means go about such
work with a 1ittle more care; for we are a democratioc
people and oppese to the last dig anzoattempt at elimin-
ating our rights accorded us by the nstitution. Your

o T

scheme is, in no sense, an issue with us, I

pects we find it quite laudable, What we deplose’ 1o "~
your technique, the outoome of whioh will be the most
dangerous attack upon the government estalbl ished by the
people, for the people, etcetera, etcetera",

Those in Favor of the Reform

Those in favor of judicial reorganization are the
leaders in the Ameriocan Federation of Labor, the Cégggi_
tee for Industrial Organization and in the Labor Defense

League. The Progressives and Fa W
on the President's side, fmor-haborites are also

The labor leaders:! fight for the additi :
power coincides with Lewis' drive to 'cgggilig:%g%aig—
bor. In faot, the President must rely chisfly upon la-
bor (and farm lobbies) to put pressure on the members
of congress in his behalf, The support pf Lewis is a
foregone conclusion; for Lewis must balance his acoounte
with the President for the latter's so-ocalled support of
the C,I,0. in the recent automobile strike, Furthermore
labor leaders Jook in no favorable light upon the pres—’
ent justices who invalidated in the past a number of
their pet social legislative measures, In supporting the
measurs, labor leaders wnanimously agree (1) that the
g::posal in actual practice will not tinker with the
Constitution, neither will it curb the supreme court nor
geetroy the constitutional rights of the people;(2) that
f the bill is not passed by ocongress immediately, the

- President is sure to be frustrated in his large program

of economio recovery,

op For and Against the Issue

Considered from the standpoint of their own merit, the
opinione pro and con are contradiotory, In their attack
°§ aneé anothér, both sides of the camp employ the same
; 8%ract phraseology, similar in tone to ocampaign bally-
rgg. Those in opposition to the measure charge that the
i oTm is nothing short of political debauchery; that

® ochoice of the people is an indspendent supreme
Court and democratio government, not a one-man govern-
ment with a rubber-stamp supreme court, Those who sup-
goit the reorganization rlan maintain that there already
tg 8ts a handful of Justices who exceed their lawful au-
: ority by elevating their own personal opinions concern-
tpg ©conomic or social polioy above the Comstitution of
4€¢ United States, by stamping "unconstitutional®™ those
necessary legislative measures proposed by Roosevelt and
gacsed by congress; such as the N.R.A., A.A.A,, the
Mudey Coal Act, the Railway Pensions Act, the New York
tinimum Wags Law, moratorium on farm mortgages;and that
Wo bills at present in the mill are likely to be con- .
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sidered unoonstitutional -~ the Public Utility Aot of
1935 and the Wagner Labor Relations bill,

A Teply to the foregoihg is, "We have a liberal court
with statesmanlike achievements to its credit, -— the
reciprocal trade agreements, foreign polioy, revision
of the banking laws, reorganization of the federal Re-
serve System, regulation of the Stook Exchange,control
of the issuanoce of seourities, to say nothing of the
social security legislation®,

The Supreme Court is a Bulwark of Capitalism

The judicial, legislative and executive functions of
the government arise from the social relations of cap-
italist production, This three-fold superstruoture can-
not extend beyond the material boundaries of capitalist
production from which it springs. The supreme ocourt is
the most important part of capitalist legal machinery
in the Jjudiciary. It must interpret the Constitution,
and onoe a decision is made there is no repeal from the
supreme court., The nine trusties in the high tribunal
of capitalism are responsible to no one. The Questicn,
"How does the supreme court come by its power?", is an~-
other matter and cannot be discussed here, The fact re-
mains that the function of the supreme court is to in-
terpret the Constitution in the interest of capitalism,

The court must interpret capitalist law in a manner har-

monious with the general development of the system. The
interpretations of the court may vary as development
proceeds; that is, the ocourt's decisions may seem "re-
actionary"™ at one period and "1liberal" at another time,
Aside from this, supreme ocourt decisions cannot extend
beyond the boundary of capitalist i1deology. Remarks
dropped by the justices mow and then reassure us in
this respect, Chief Justice Hughes, for instance, said:
"We have a constitution, but the sypreme court says
what it is", From Justioe Brandeis: "A few years ago we
had a liberal court. Now it is reactionary; but in two

or three years there will be a change and the court will

be liberal again®,

These statements from the justices reflect the changing
sectional interests of the capitalist class, In actual
practice, the Constitution lends iteelf to so many var-
ied and sundry intergretations that the supreme court
in its decisions is "continuously making a new consti-
tution, changing it and rechanging it at will, so that
ite will is, in fact, the Bomstitution".

Because the will of the supreme court is the will of
capital ism regardless of whether the number od its
bench increases from nine to fifteen or from nine to
twenty-nine justioces, the two-fold phase of the much-

X

talked of judioiary reform is of no concern t :
whether there is need for an amendment to theocggitgta
tion to reduce the power of the supreme court to decls;o
laws unconstitutional or (2) whether it would be advis—
able to amend the Constitution, giving ocongress the
power whioh the supreme ocourt says it has not got. The
reform oan be of interest to us for two reasons only:
(1) it provides the opportunity to explain to fellow-
workers the necessity for capitalist politics, and (2)
it furnishes ample material for the study of the strug-
gles of small capitalists against monopoly capitalism
as *he system proceeds to the breaking-point,

As for the Comstitution - it is a document written
the interests of the petty bourgeoisie of 150 yearain
ago and has long sinoce out-lived its real use to the
petty bourgeoisise. It refeus to their rights, their
fresdom, their liberty to carry on trade and commeroe,
ard to exploit labor-power without governmental restric-
tions from domestioc or foreign powers., Anything further
~that the capitalist class might do 1s of little histori-
cal acoount. The greatest forthooming achievement of
magkind will have to be pexformed by the slave-class of
the capitalists when of necessity this olass will be
forced to examine not the Constitution but the wage—
labor and capitalist relations of social production and
find in these relations the contradictions that give

. rise to their class degradation,

LA B R SR B Y B B N N

WAR PREVENTION SCHEMES

There existe from time to time groups advooating meas-
ures for war prevention, The issues of these Qquasi-
pPublic organizations are usually the 1ukewarm anti-war
variety, or they may be political in point of view,

Take for example the ideas on war prevention in Amerioca
during the 19th oentury whioh were predominantly paci-
§ist. "Wars cause much suffering and death ané there-
zore must be eliminated®, reiterated the pacifists of
ifty years ago. The Brotherhood of Man and its ladies'
b 8uxiliarjes - Elihu Barritts' Olive Leaf COircles -
3 Spent countless hours chinwagging about the horrors of
war, There were the Jul ia War§ Howes of those days, as
Well as the celebrated Mothers' Day for peace about
the time American warships in the Bay of Yedo, at the
Command of Commodore Perry, foroced the Japanese capi- *
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talist class to open its markets to American capital-
ists,

As the further development of capitalism forced capi-
talist groups of the world to war, there arocse in re-
sponse to the international character of modern warfare
and its methods of destruction, organizations seeking
the cause and sure for war and to limit armaments, such
as the International Peace Congresses, the Hague Perma-
nent Court of Arbitration, the Permanent Court of In-
ternational Justioce, which later became the League of
Nations. These organizations, some no longer in exist-
ence, are aware that economio expansion - rivalry for
markets and fislds for investment capital, are among
the basic causes of modern wars, but the aoctions of
these groups are limited by the economic interests of
the particular capitalist nation which they represent;
hence their desire to arbitrate, disarm, intervene.Con-
fusion and misunderstanding is apparent from the meas-
ures they advocate as cure-alls for wara, Preparedness,
disarmament, government ownership of munition plants,
and the taking-the—profit-out-of-war idea, are some of
the sbhemes they advance as war preventatives,

The slogan "arm for peace® was on the lips of millions
during the years 1910-14 when the great powers stepped
up their war appropriations for the forthcoming mass
slaughter. Expressing his approval of preparedness dur-
ing the Senate Munitions Investigation, Dupont, the
American armsmaker, contradioted himself in one breath:
" ..the only way to wage a war is to preparé in advanoce,
otherwise you are going to have a hell of a time. If we
are well enough prepared, we will never have a war,"
(New York Sun, Dec. 20, 1934).

But the World War illustrates the fallacy of prepared-
ness; arming to have peace is as meaningless a state-
ment as it is a sad reminder to the world working class
that preparedness is the step best caloculated to pre-
serve the world for capitalist democraoy.

After the war to end war, the greatest concern of the
rul ing classes was to settle their economio differences
without resorting to arms. International lawyers of the
World Court (part of the machinery of the League of
Nations) were engaged to write treaties. Treaties, in-
deed! Treaties which soom brought their authors face to
face with the claptrap of ocapitalist legality. For in-
stance, when English capitalists in their dispute about
the Mogul case Questioned the Court's legal authority
to define the meaning of a boumdary.

While the matter of disarmament was up for settlement
by the League, the manufacture of armaments continued

- 10 -

unabated; in fact, increased during the five-

year y
1925-30 and continued to increase after the Disarmggg;gd
Conference of 1932,

Along with the other war prevention schemes, the idea of
disarming to have peace is utopian. Armed forces are es.
sential to the rule of the capitalist class; at home, to
suppress the rebellions of the working olass; and on the
1nte;national field the armed forces are used by the cap-
italist class to open trade routes, to protect invested
capital in foreign countries, such as the o0il interests of
British and American capitalists in South America and in
China. This two-fold funotion of the armed forces explaina
the inability of capitalist nations to disarm.

Government ownership of munitions is no war preventative,
A nation at no time depends entirely upon private con-
cerns to furnish munitions, Up until recently, the United
States Government has made contracts with 15,000 indus-
trialiste, instruocting them in detail what will be ex-
pected of them in war, International loans require the
backing of goveruments and bankers and this money is in
many cases used for the makigg of armaments, German and
French munition manufacturers were in competition for the
armament contracts of pre-War Serbia, Krupp, the German
armsmaker, was the lowest bidder yet did not receive the
orders, A French loan had been made to Serbia with a stip-

_ulation that the loan must be used in part for French ar-

maments, Bolivia was granted a private loan ffom the Eng-
lish munition makers, Armstrong-Vickers, with the under-
standing that the entire amount must be spent in England
for Engl ish-made munitions,

The taking over of munition plants by the government may
facil itate the manufacture of arms and eliminate the po-
litical entanglements of private munition makers, but
whether government or privately owned, munition indus-
tries manufacture war materiale for modern warfare.

Taking the profit out of the manufacture of armaments is
also a meaningless proposition. A capitalist country fin-
ances wars from taxes which the capitalist class pays.
gapitalists are, therefore, interested in saving on this
urdensome item, Hence the attempts to prevent a seotion
of their class from making huge war profits which in-
greases the total cost of war. Profit elimination from
he arms industry is not the solution; for wars are not
made by munitions makers alone, but arise out of the con-
flicting interests of the world oapitalist olass.

The causes of modern wars are (1) rivalry among nations
for the possession of sources of raw materials, such as
011, coal, ?1n, iron; (2) the protection of foreign in-
vestments; (3) the sale of the products of heavy indusec
(continued on page 19)
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WHAT NEXT IN SPAIN?
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#

In ooncluding our last article on Spain (Council Corres-
pondence Vol.II, No,l1l) we sdid, "from a military point
of view, the fascists seem to be gaining the upper
hand. Toledo has fallen; the march upon Madrid oontin-
ues", Since then - again from a military viewpoint -
almost nathing has changed, Malaga is in the hands of
the fascists; the siege of Madrid continues, Lately at-
tempts were made by the loyalists to go into the offen-
sive, at the Madrid front as well as near Oviedo, but
in genaral the odds are still against them in spite of
their strengthened resistance., As we said in the ocon-
olusion of the article mentioned above, so we have %o
say again today, that the further course of the Spanish
civil war cannot as yet be accurately predicted. How-
ever, at present thers are less probabilities to be
taken into consideration than five months ago.

"Non-intervantion® is again the topic of the day. Once
again all capitalist powers, including the Russian,want
to leave Spain to the Spaniards, Even the fasoist coun-
tries speak about stopping the further influx of mili-
tary aid to Franoco, but this renewed play with non-in-
tervention agreements should not be taken seriowly.As
before, "non-intervention® is just another form of in-
tervention. The old rivalries among the imperialist
gowers are still in foroe. Italy still expects its pay,
hat is Ceuta; and Germany still hopes to get some of
the islands of the Baleariocs and Fernando Po before
Africa. England is still unwilling to yield these ocon-
cessions. France and alsc Russia maintain their position
on the side of England,

Italian and German interests are opposed to French and
English interests, but these two fronte are of a tem-
porary charaoter, Changes in the present allignments

are not excluded; only the actual outbreak of war would
exclude further variations, The German-Italian front may
De broken at any serious danger of war, Russia's support
of England is explained, on the one hand, by Frenoh nec-
essity to support its interests in the Mediterranean,
which run parallel with the English interests, and on
the other hand as an attempt to urge England into Russia's
"United Front of the White Powers" against the "Yellow
Menace", by playing England‘'s game of today.

- 1l2 -
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Obviously, the imperialist powers are not as yet r

for war, Their present poligias are reduced tge exo;::gu
of one compromise solution with another, The general
show-down is to be delayed. The unwillingness of England
to go to war at present allows Italy and Germany to do
some blackmailing, It is not always possible, but some-
times necessary, to ocall their bluff which then means a
new "non-intervention" pact. The blackmailers have to
withdraw temporarily just as much as England and France
have to become very ene::ﬁetio from time to time. Situa-
tions are thereby created which seem to lead directly
toward war; but up to now all powers have not really
been interested in its early outbreak, and each preocar-
jous situation was dissolved into another compromisse,

The Juestion of ®prestige®, behind which economio inter-
ests are hidden, plays also its part in the game, Situa-
tions arise from which a fast withdrawal might prove to
be impossible, The gamblers might become victims of
their own game. The fascist countries may be willing,and
yot unable, to reverse their policies soon enough, and
find themselves in a real war before they can help it.To
eliminate the war-danger implied in the question of pres-
tige, attempte are made to allow the fascist countries ta
retreat without harm to themeelves, "Fg&ce-saving" comprom=
ises are discussed which, however, neoessitate some more
bleeding on the part of the Spanish workers, Although
there may be more reasoms to explain the poliocy of hesi-
tation on the part of the different imperialist nations
it is obvious that as yet @each country carefully avoided
to overdo itself,

England's position (and with this Franoce' and Russia's)
is not one-sided, There are strong tendencies within
these powers te favor Franco rather than to help the
loyalists to regain their former position. It looks as
if Italy and Germany are foroed to play into the hands
of England, There is no reason why a fascist government
in Spain, brought into power with the help of Germany
and Italy, should, after that, remain the servant of
those countries, A Spanish fascism might call for cred-
ite and protection from England and France; proteotion
even against their present allies, This explains also
the attitude of Franoe and England to remain as much as
pPossible "neutral". Franco may beocome the vassal of Eng-
land for which minor concessions may be granted to Ger-
%any and Italy, so that everybody mig:: gain from the
bloodshed in 8pain., The Questiors in in would then
01l down to the one: will Franoo be able to bring a
Périod of "peace" and "reconstructién®., And this 1s

. 8%11]1 questionable.

France must have a friendly Spain for her neighbor, She
must be able to rush her Africam troope unimpaired to *
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