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OMRADE Chairman and Com-
rades: I feel it is my duty to say

at least a few things here tonight. If
it were any other meeting of the Par.
ty except the Young Workers League,
possibly I would mot feel the urge so

speak to. I should like to refer to

of. the things that have been
said by Comrades Bedacht and Can-
non. It is true, as Comrade, Cannon
has said, that sharp division has tak-
en place in the ranks of the former
majority. The division—I want to try
to show you some of the implications
of it if I can, The division took place
shortly after receipt of the cable-
gram from Moscow, upon a proposal
of Comrade Bittelman and I that on

to me necessary, comrades, in view of
the fact that I have been so closely
identified with such a very large sec-
tion of the Party, that something
should be said in addition to what
Comrade Cannon has said as to the
motive behind that motion.

Comrade Cannon has left the im-
pression as tho this motion was de-
signed to shirk respomnsibility of the
Party. I want to correct that. I want

the farthest thing from our minds.
When Comrade Cannon put forth the
idea of a fifty-fifty CEC, to me that

Comrades, as I read the de-
cision from the Comintern I under-
stood it to mean this—that the Com-

said, “that the Ruthenberg group was
tloser to the view of the Comintern,
more loyal to its decisions.” In this
situation, to my understanding, there

former minority, I think that was a
100 per cent correct Communist deci-
sion on our part. It was and still is
.my opinion that, in the face of the
decision, to try to hold on to the ma-
Jority of the CEC or even to set up
fifty-tifty CEC was a wrong policy

I don’t think it can be held st
us that we were sabotaging the Party
because of our interpretation of the
Comintern decision, namely, that it
calls upon the minority to take charge
of the CEC. Our position was this,
that to take a fifty-fifty CEC was not
going to facilitate matters. It would
put us in a false position and expose
us to the charges that we were block-
ing the Party work. The declsion said
the minority should control the Party,
and we should accept it as such. We
had to get ourgelves in the proper po-
sition in the Party, in the CRC of the
Party, which in the face of the de-
cisfon, could only be done by our tak-
ing a minority of the CEC. It is sig-
nificant that at the very first meet-
ing of the CEC, Comrade Green abol-
Ished the fifty-fifty arrangement and
gave the former minority a majority,

1 repeat, the farthest thing from our
minds was to shirk responsibility, Our
comrades generally have not shirked
responsibility, They have worked afl-
Agently since this decision.” As for
myself, I feel there is at least one
‘tlun; I am grateful to the -minority
for, that {s, the present majority of
the CEC, that they entrusted me with

ference and the handling of the I. I,
G. W. U. settlement to a great extent
in New York—a very difficult prob
lem—and I tried to put that into good
shape and my policies were endorsed
by the CEC almost completely. This
indicates that they never took any
stock in Cannon's argument that 1
was seeking to avoid responsibility in
the Party.

It was not with a desire to. shirk
responsibility that we made our propo-4
sition, nor could it possibly be given
the sinister twist of being in oppos-
tion to the Comintern. On the con-
trary it was, we feel, the other sec-
tion of the group, that were shirking
responsibility of the Party in spite of
their proposal. Why? Because these
comrades, notwithstanding all their
talk about sharing responsibility,
come forth with a proposition to send
all the leaders of their group off to
the school in Moscow—Cannon, Dun-
ne, Abern, Bell, Hathaway, Schacht-
man and Williamson. We argued un-
availingly against this policy of theirs.
Comrade Bedacht in the committee al-
80 impressed upon them that it was
impossible for all these leading com-
rades to go away at this particular
time—that they had to stay and help
do the work of the Party. If anybody
was shirking it was these very com-
rades who have tried to create the im-
pression that we were avoiding Party
responsibility, and to make such a
desperate issue of this matter. |
don’t say that they shirked responsi.
bility intentionally, but the CEC un-
derstood it as avoiding responsibility
and refused to let them go to Mos-
cow.

Comrade Cannon said that after the
decision came I refused to partieipate
in the CEC. Altho that charge re-
lates to my personal attitude I must
answer it. His statement is correct
and a fact. I can assure you that
when I read that decision I was not
a bit pleased. When I saw the state-
ment “that the Ruthenberg group is
more loyal to the decisions of the
Comintern” than our group, it went
straight to my heart, because I want
to be loyal to the Comintern and as
tar as I understand its decisions I am
loyal to them. When the decision
came I said to myself “What value am
I in the movement if I am not loyal,—
If the position is taken that I am not
loyal to the Comintern? If that is the
case, of what value am I in the CEQ?"
It took me only an hour to get over
this wrong, but excusable conclusion
I think I recovered rapidly from that
subjective reaction,

7 /Comrldo Bedacht said much about
the army. I noticed that he used the
illustration of the army and general
staff constantly. In trying to picture
Party discipline, he said when the ar-
my staff gives the instructions the
soldiers must cbey. In a sense that's
true in our Party as it's true in an
army, But there is one important
difference not mentioned by Comrade
Bedacht. In our Party the discipline
Is selffmposed. The decisions are ar-
rived at by a com
policy with our
the decisions,
not forced upo
They are the r
derstanding a
tion in the va
ty. Like sol
CI. The
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uit of a common un-
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tional the more effective will be our
organization. But we have the right
to take up these questions of policy
with the heads of the Comintern and
that's what we are doing in our ap-
peal. In the meantime, however, we
must put the Comintern decision fully
into effect., In outlining the Party
conception of discipline{ this right
must be borne in mind.

believe we have¥beved the de-
on of the Comintern 100 per cent,

We have done the best we could

a difficult situation. I am sure we

made the effort to act in the spirit of

the decision when we refused to cone

tinue on as the majority of the Party.

Suppose we had tried to diplomatize

with the CI and said, “Well, this de-

cision doesn’t say we shall take a

minority of the CEC, so we shall con-

tinue as a majority.” Suppose we had

done that. Do you think the Party .
would be in a healthy condition at the

present time if we insisted on cling-

ing on to the majority? I don't think

it would. I think we took the proper

stand in taking a minority. I am

sure the Comintern will endorse it,

To call it opposition to the C. L is

ridiculous. R ¥

Now about the organized campaigd
in support of the appeal that is charg-
ed against us. It is true we have ask-
ed the Comintern to review the |de-
cision, which is a legitimate and pro-
per thing to do. But with one pro-
vision: that in the meantime we put
the decision into effect unquestion-
ingly and unequivocably, We have
done that, I think. And as far as an
organized campaign to develop the
Party in support of the appeal is con-
cerned, the thing has been enormous-
ly exaggerated, to say the very least.
The Party organizations all over the’
country that we were in control of,
afd are still to a great extent, ag well
as the mass membership meetings
recently held, have not gone on record
for the appeal, nor have we made any
effort to have them do so. Comrade
Cannon’s charges of an organized
campaign in support of the appeal is
incorrect. It is true that some com-
rades have made statements that
were improper, and for this these
comrades must be corrected. I refer
particularly. to the statements of
Comrades Kraska of Boston and Aron-
berg in New York. I think these
ments were inadvisable. But I am
sure these comrades had not the
slightest intention of admonishing the
Communist International. . I am sure
they are altogether loyal to the C. I
If I have made any incorrect state-
ments, I would want to be corrected

t them also, 'y

nt to say something about Moscow.
Comrade Bedacht said a few things’
to the effect that some comrades and
ex-comrades have slighting opinions
of the Comintern and the decisions it
makes. I don’t think he meant these
remarks for me, but probably for any-
one to put on the ‘shoe who might
find it a good fit. I bave the highest
appreciation of the C. I. I have been
three times to Moscow. I went the
first time in 1921 and learned a lot.
The second time in 1924 I learped
much more. And something else,
think our Party learndd a lot on the
question of the third party alliance,
! am convinoed that the leaders of
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the Commuhist International, even
tho they' were five thousand miles
away from here, or even six thousand,
understood the American situation far
better-than we did. They were able
to teach us with regard to the Ameri-
can situation. The decision which
they arrived at in the question of the
third party alliance greatly educated
our party in the fundamentals of Com-
munist tactics.

A case in point of the wisdom of
the Comintern—the second congress
of the C. I. We had a delegation over
there—Reid, Fraina and others, I
don’'t remember the personnel exact-
ly. The debate was on the trade uni-
on question. Our delegation took a
dual union standpoint. It was very
typical what the Russian leaders said
to them. They said: “You say you
cannot work in the trade unions in
America and you have made a lot of
arguments to that effect. We don't
know the exact details of the sltua:{m
but we are certain nevertheless that
you can work in the trade unions of
America.” Experience hag proven
the correctness of this position, in the
trade unions .of America. It was the
Russian leaders who taught the Am-
erican Party to work in the unions.
It was Lenin and Lozovsky and other
Russian leaders who freed us from
our infantile dualism and instructed
us in the fundamentals of trade union
work., We did not understand the first
principles of this basic task. The Com-
intern taught us how to work in the
unions.

The last trip I made to Moscow was
in 1925. Again we learned many
things about our own Party dnd the
American situation. On the question
of the labor party—now the comrades
of the minority, the former minority,
had searched around with a micros-
cope to find every conceivable argu-
ment for the advocacy of the slogan,
vet we found that the leaders of the
Comintern even 5,000 miles away,
were able to educate the comrades of
the minority very much on the ques-
tion of the necessity to advocate the
labor party. They had more faith in
the certainty of a labor party than our
comrades. The best arguments were
made by Zinoviev, Stalin and Kuusi-
nen, not by the American delegates of
the minority, and I think it is not tell-
ing any tales out of school to say that
vhen the former minority delegates
‘ame to Moseow they were criticized
)y the Comintern leaders for yielding

too much to us on ce question of the
labor party. ‘

I am not one of -tixo who say that
when you go to ;Eow you meet
with a lot of men 'who make hasty
factional decisions. Quite thSe con-
trary. The leaders,of,the C. I. are re-
sponsible, intelligent leaders, and
when they make decisions, their de-
cisions are based upon real facts and

their decisions on American problems |

have been far more intelligent than
we have been able to arrive at as a re-
sult of counselling among ourselves.

1 am not going to say what happen-

ed at the Young Workers League cau- |
Comrade Canron pictures a

/But that is ri-|
diculous. I will pass déver that for the |
present. On my 'previous trips, I}

cus.
desperate situation.

learned much, and’the fourth time I
shall probably learti a lot more. I do
want to say this: every time I have

gone to Moscow I have learned much. |
Once I really contributed something—
the first time I went over—the other |
two times I was defeated, but the sec-
ond time I'was in pretty respectable |
company—Comrade, Pepper, both fac-

tions. In all these cases, I have at
least tried to correct my policy in ac-
cordance with the Comintern and to

get in line with the Comintern. On |
our next visit over there, I will assure ¢

you the same thing will happen. I am

for the Comintern from start to finish, |

I want to work with the Comintern,
and if the Comintern finds itself criss-
cross with my opinions, there is only

one thing to do and that is to change |

my opinions' to fit the policy of the
Comintern,

You Colt iiford to
Miss Y. W. L. Ball
This Saturday Night

The third annual youth ball of the
Young Workers League of Local Chi-
cago will be held on Saturday, Oct.
10 at the Roosevelt Hall, 3437 W.
Roosefelt Road. Comrades who have
attended league affairs need no fur-
ther introduction to .them. They
know that a good time awaits them,
Admission 35 cents, =

That worker ngxt door to you
may not have anything to do to-
night. Hand him this copy of the

DAILY WORKER.
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