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Discussion of Our Party's Immediate Tasks
/ As to the “Marxian Trank” of the Party

Z. FOSTER. J
IF there is one thing in this discus

sion more than another that gives
me a gentle pain it is the high and
lofty air of intellectual superiority as
sumed by the leading comrades of the
minority. This is a hangover from
the reign of Comrade Pepper. At
that time it was Quite the mode for
the "intellectuals" of the minority to
ridicule with disdain the efforts of the
merely proletarian members of the
C. E. C.. as expressed by the various
theses, statements, etc., which they
submitted. This practice, which was
111-fated for those following it, we
thought had passed. But the party
discussion shows that it is still the
fashion with the minority leaders.

In mow many articles do we find
this anti-Communist attitude perme-
ating their arguments. With what as-
surance they brag of being the only
bonaflde Communists in the party
that they are the Marxian trunk of
our organization. That is the burden
of their whole song. Now, nauseating
though such an attitude may be, it
has at least one advantage for the
comrades of the minority to praisf
themselves so highly as Marxists. Ii
they did not tell us of this Marxism
it could not be known otherwise. Cer
tainly no one would discover much
Marxism in their advocacy of s
"class” farmer-labor party to "fight
the battles of the working class.’
The fact is not a single one of thf
minority leaders, despite their cease
less bragging, has ever written any
thing which would from a Marxian
point of view attract a moments no
tice outside of our party. This is true
also of the most outstanding "Marx
Ist” among them, Comrade Wicks, who
but a few weeks ago was urging the
left wing printers to vote for the
Gomperite, James Lynch.

Now what is there to this endless
claim of the minority, who never
cease blowing of their Marxism, that
they are the only element fit to direct
the policies of the Workers Party?
Fortunately we have a little some
thing to go on in this respect. This
question, too, has been passed upon by
the Comintern. It was when the last
delegation was in Moscow to get a de
ci-ion upon the moot question of the
‘third party alliance.” It came about
:his way: Comrade Pepper, on behalf
of the minority, carried on a vicious

mpaign of misrepresentation to dis-
odit the present C. E. C. as a lot

». syndicalists and opportunists. In
is campaign he was militantly, if

not very effectively, assisted by other
Members of the minority who sent to
Moscow the most bitter series of let-
ters it has ever been my unhappy lot
to encounter in a revolutionary organ-
ization. The writers not only gave
the most glowing accounts of their
own revolutionary activities, but they
assailed the majority from every point
in the compass, and from many that
the compas never heard of.

After this big barrage, which war
hoped would smash the majority's
poor defenses to the ground, Comrade
Pepper drew up his army in full array
and made a frontal attack upon the
present C. E. C. by demanding that
the Comintern removes it from power.
Although so badly discredited by the
convention, he demanded that the
party be turned over to the tends:
mercies of the minority. He asked
that the minority be given four add!
tional members on the C. E. C., full

control of the DAILY WORKER, and
other measures calculated to place the

, Minority fully in control of the party,
incidentally, as a sort of good meas
ure, he demanded that our unemplo:

, ment and other policies be reversed
Now here was the issue squarely

placed. The question of the fitness
of the two groups was fairly in ques-

i tion. And the Communist Interna-
tional was to judge. On the one side
as our minority comrades would have
it, there was the splendid "Marxian
trunk” of the party (which was inci
dentally the author of the Augus'
thesis, the third party alliance and
every other opportunistic move for
the past three years) and on the other
side, the present C. E. C. of “syndi-
calists” and “opportunists” and "non
Marxists.” The fate of the party was
at stake. If the party were turned
over to the minority, all would be
roses and progress; but if it were
turned over to the majority, every-
thing would be lost.

And what was the Comintern’s de-
cision? How did it choose between
the two groups? We all know that
the C. I. is a real International and
that it does not hesitate to re-organ
ize a central executive committee in
any country if such action is neces-
sary in order to put the party involved
back into Bolshevik control. Now il
the claims of the minority were true
the duty of the Comintern would have
been clear, and we know it would
have performed that duty relentlessly
by removing the present C. E. C. from
power. But the Comintern refused
to do this. Somehow it failed to get
the point that the minority were the
only Communist, Marxian branch in
our party. Possibly it may have
thought that there were just as good
Communists and Marxists among the
majority. But at any rate, and this if
the big thing, the Comintern rejected
completely the demands of Pepper
giving the minority a sharp censure
incidentally. It not only maintained
the C. E. C. in power, but it expressed
confidence in the present majority
This expression of confidence was
later reiterated by Comrade Zinoviev
at the Fifth Congress. Let the decis-
ion of the Comintern on their demand
for control of the C. E. C. be the ans-
wer to the eternal bragging of the
minority of their Communist superior-
ity.

No, the Comintern did not reject all
of the minority’s demands. There was
one that it granted, and in this we

1 joined; viz., that the Pepper-Ruthen
berg and Cannon-Foster groups b<
amalgamated. In making this demand
the minority showed the hypocrisy o'
their whole case. If the majority
were such non-Communists and sydi
calists as the minority said they were
why did the latter want to amalga
mate within them and thus possibly
poison their own purity? May be, it
the goodness of their hearts, they
were willing to adopt us poor orphans.
But if this was their benevolent in
tention the Comintern gave no encour-
agement to their gentle aspirations.
It seemed to think the majority quite
capable of sitting up and taking nour-
ishment. The minority have learner
this also during the past year. They
have learned that the proletarians of

! the majority can at the very least
hold their own with the "intellec
tuals” of the minority, and car punc-
ture their opportunism quite effec
tively.

RUTHENBERG’S “FARMER-LABOR AUDIT”
By JOSEPH MANLEY.

COMRADE RUTHENBERG, in the
DAILY WORKER of Dec. 9, seeks

to prove to our membership that I
am a common liar by his publication
of an alleged audit of farmer-labor <
expenses, supposedly, compiled with
the due care and accuracy that befits
his office of executive secretary of
our party.

It may come as a shock and a sur-
prise to our membership to find Com-
rade Ruthenberg using his high office i
to misrepresent facts and figures with
the end in view of destroying a politl- i
cal adversary. To substantiate this i
gr> ve charge 1 will analyze but a few
of the Items of the alleged audit pub-
lished by him as an answer to my
original estimate. In making my anal-
ysis I am at a distinct disadvantage,
I am living “on the road" at present
in the anthracite region. I crh call
no bat-tling bookkeeper or adding ma-
chine to my assistance.

The first fault 1 find with the “audit”
of Comrade Ruthenberg is that, as
usual with his estimates—as I will on
another occasion point out—no one
but himself can understand H and it
does not tell the story. My estimate,
on the contrary, took first the cost of
operating the rederated with which I
wus thoroly familiar, and the other
items with which 1 was most closely
associated and of which I had inti-
mate knowledge.
Comrade Ruthenberg accepts my es-

mate on the first item—the federated.
He knows my figure of $7,000 is a !
conservative one. *

Now let me ask Comrade Ruthen- i
berg if his figure of 96.532.41 I
—the alleged total labor party '
campaign expanse for 1924—includes: <
(1) The subsidy given the Minnesota I
Workers Party to help organize the
farmer-labor federation; (2) The sums ‘
advanced to the St. Paul committee (

»

wave of the hand and smiling counte-
nance wishes to hang something on
me. The item—Farmer-Labor Voice
deficit, $1,905.39: The Farmer-Labor
Voice—of which I was editor and
which by the way taught me more
about the extremes of opportunism to
which I was being driven than any
other one thing—had no real income
at all. It was financed entirely by the
Workers Party, and its mission was
to peddle farmer-labor damnfoolish-
ness to elements that in reality were
LaFollette bucolics. Its circulation
ran down from 20,000 in its first issues
to less than 10,000 in its closing
Issues. In all, 20 issues were publish-
ed. Comrade Ruthenberg must prove
it to me that the cost of printing,
mailing and the circular letters to
boost circulation was as low as he
claims.

Comrade Ruthenberg has completely
left out of his “audit," a reckoning of
the expense to our district organiza-
tions of participating in the farmer-
labor party campaign. All this is
done with a purpose, first, to make mo
appear a damnfool—tho when I was a
member of the Pepper faction he
thought me sensible enough to nomi-
nate me twice to be the secretary of
two of hia pet farmer-labor parties—-
and, second, to minimize the expense
to the Workers Party of that which
he was such a devout champion—the
farmer-labor party.

Until Comrade Ruthenberg pub-
lishes a complete itemized statement
covering all the items above enumer-
ated and showing that the total to the
Workers Party national and district
for its participation in the farmer-labor
party campaign was actually the sum
he claims, namely: $19,491.60, I will
continue to stand by my original esti-
mate, which I maintain is conserva-
tive namely: $50,000.

No sleight of hand audits; no insult-
ing remarks from Comrade Ruthen-
berg or some of his dear followers will
bluff me off. So Comrade Ruthenberg
pray let me advise you to get your
bat-tling bookkeeper and adding ma-
chines busy. The dead hand of the
farmer-labor party has lost its grip.
Down with its corpse! Up with the
Workers (Communist) Party!

HOW BITTELMAN PLAINLY LIED
ABOUT WHAT HAPPENED AT THE
HUNGARIAN COMMUNIST CONVENTION

By BEN GITLOW.

IN the wilderness of New York a sage
was found in all his naked inno

cence by the present majority of the
C. E. C. Because he became a mem
ber of the infallible flock he was ele-
vated by Comrade Cannon with the
approval of Comrade Foster to the
leading position in the party, thereby
becoming the grand apostle of Com-
munism in the country. So it came to
pass that he left New York for Chi-
cago. In Chicago where the stench
of the stockyards nauseates he raised
his sinewy arm felling with one fierce
blow the giant Pepper to the ground.
And behold, ye unsophisticated mem-
bers of the Workers Party, tjie giant
is no more. Comrade Bittelman, shy
and bashful like a maiden that know?
better, is now the political secretary
of the Workers Party of America.

Wearing the mantle of the great
and assuming the position of the po-
litical oracle among the Communists
in America it has become the painful
duty of Comrade Bittelman to supply
the magic words, both spoken and
written, that in their very utterance
destroy all opposition, particularly
that of the minority. We find this
firebrand speaking before the conven-
tion of the Hungarian section for over
two and a half hours on behalf of the
majority. After having spoken
thousands of words that would have
scuttled a pirate ship, leave alone the
minority, he was surprised to learn
at the end of it all that the delegates
were not overcome but soberly by £

vote of 23 to 1 supported the minority
Bittelman therefore in his anger de-

liberately forgets what actually took
place at the convention. The conven
tion was very orderly. It deliberated

on all matters before it Com-
rade Bittelman was given every op-
portunity to present his viewpoint.
Comrade Bittelman in his article ad-
mits that the discussion on the major-
ity and minority lasted over four
hours. That alone is sufficient proof
that every phase of the question was
considered.

Comrade Bittelman comes to the
following conclusion because the dele

to organize the St. Paul convention;
(3) The expenses of Comrade Wicks
and the several organizers while en-
gaged in the farmer-labor party cam-
paign work; (4) The sums we spent
on getting farmer-labor leaders (sev-
eral of whom double-crossed us and
the farmer-labor party, the darling of
their hearts) to the several confer-
ences held in St. Paul and elsewhere;
(5) The expenses of yourself, Comrade
Poster and others on the various trips
to confer with Mahoney and others;
(6) The expenses of other central
executive committee members while
on farmer-labor work and the
whole central executive committee tc
the St. Paul convention; (7) The
sums advanced to the various districts
to help finance delegates; (8) The
advance hall rent at St. Paul and all
the other incidentals while in St Paul
In connection with the actual con-
vention.

None of the above Items, and some
not mentioned, are Included in my
estimate of the cost of operating the
federated. Therefore, they must be
included in any real audit of the total
fartner-labor party expense. They
cunnot be included under the head of
“national farmer-labor party expense,
$990.66.” Because I remember being
the agent at the March St. Paul con-
ference thru which the Workers
Party pledged S6OO to the St. Paul
committee and I remember Comrade
Ruthenberg telling me shortly, after-
wards that he had to send another
S6OO. Neither of these items were
entered in the books of the federated
and, therefore, must be either in the
item of $6,632.41 or are entered in the
Workers Party books under some
other head that does not show up In
the farmer-labor party "audit."

One more item in the alleged
“audit” excites my suspicion that
Comrade Ruthenberg frith hie usual

REALISTIC SHREDS
By BUD REYNOLDS.

THE issue raised in the present
party discussion, is the possibility

for good or ill to the cause of Com-
munism, in the party’s reviving the
slogan, "For a farmer-labor party.”

The minority have, by the import-
ance they Bttach to it, practically rais-
ed this issue to the status of a Com-
munist principle. Reading some of
their contributions to the discussion,
one would gather that the farmer-
labor party was to Communism what
municipal ownership was to the old
S. P., a purgatory in which the metal
of the workers was to be tempered
to a revolutionary hardness. And as
the minority leadership had its roots
deep in the S. P., the possibility of
S. P. "political action” revised, creep-
ing into the party, is not too remote
to be considered. I understand the
F. L. P. slogan to be but a phase of
the united front tactic. If we define
the meaning and purpose of the unit-
ed front tactic, and examine it in
this light, testing how it meets the re-
quirements as compared to other
phases of the united front tactic, we
will be getting down to reality. If
we find only "realistic shreds,” let us
not let Comrade Lovestone scare us
from a calm consideration of them by
an inept quotation from Lenin.

The united front tactic has for,
purpose the attracting of workers who"
do not at present follow our leader-
ship, but who stand near to us or whr
may be brought into action in concert
with us, to achieve a common aim;
with the end in view of immediately
getting them into action and ultimate-
ly winning them to our party. This
leflnition is exact enough to serve
he purposes of this discussion. Let
is examine our experiences in De-
troit.

It is to be understood that Detroit
is an extremely industrialized city,
that its trade union movement has
been known for years as being very
progressive (comparatively) and that
Detroit has for years been a hot bed
of radicalism. These factors favored
us.

Our first united front was for Rus-
sian relief. In this, we secured the
support of the Detroit Federation of
Labor and many local unions. Our
work extending over a year was high-
ly successful. We made many con-
tacts, gained many members and sup-
porters, and were in a greatly
strengthened position at the end o
the action. It was a success.'

Our next drive was for amalgama-
tion. In this we acted in the local
unions to get resolutions endorsing
same. We succeeded in getting the
Detroit Federation of Labor favorably
on record. Thru the Detroit delegation
to the Michigan Federation Conven-
tion, we succeeded In its adoption
there. (At this point, I can hear the
minority shout for action instead of
resolutions 11 may say that much
good propaganda was done In point-
'ug out the present organizational
weakness of the unions, the jurisdic-
tional disputes which divide the crafts

into warring groups anj the stumbl-
ing block to progress presented by the
reactionary officialdom in the various
craft divisions; weakness which
would be modified or eliminated by
amalgamation. More could have been
accomplished, had more of the minor-
ity leaders and their federation fol-
lowers been looking for action then.

Our next major problem was that
of defending Communists arrested in
an illegal convention with all the yel-
low pack of the kept press in full
cry. That we could organize a suc-
cessful united front on this issue, rais-
ing money and getting the Michigan
Federation of Labor to condemn the
law, the aiTests and the prosecution,
investigate the matter and bring in a
report of much value to the defense
in raising money and molding public
sentiment, is an indication that a
fairly healthy sentiment prevailed as
a result of our party’s activities. This
united front was a success. We
strengthened our position.

Now comes the farmer-labor phase
of the united front, which we are told
by the minority is to be the “seven
league boots” of Communism. While
the federation supporters of the mi-
nority were conducting their singing
societies, dramatic clubs, and real es-
tate ventures, not yet realizing that
the farmer-labor party slogan was a'

-«4snilar prelude to Communism, the
Detroit supporters of the majority
thesis carried on a militant campaign
lor a farmer-labor party. The report
:>f the July convention to the Detroit
Federation of Labor cost us our first
serious defeat. We accepted defeat
with a determination to come back
stronger to the next trial of strength,
believing that the fault lay with us
instead of the slogan.

When the June 17 issue came up,
the Detroit Federation of Labor tacit-
H refused to consider it. We called
our own conference. Those unions wi
controlled and a few others sent dole
gates. The action was condemned b;
the Detroit Federation of Labor, will
♦riling effect upon some of our affills
tions and some of our party member
The convention was held, with whn
results we are all familiar. It was
never possible to get the delegates to-
gether again, except our own party
members. The decision of the party to
run our own candfdnt.es pulled us out of
a hole that had become untenable, lo-
cally as it had become nationally. A’
the end of this "united front" action,
and particularly on this farmer-labor
issue, the party stood stripped of all
Its former supporters. At the end of
ihe action, we stood in a weakened
losition. The result was a united

front of our opponents.

We need not seriously regret this
isolation. It has clearly shown us
the nature of our struggle. It has
shown us how scant are the forces
now favoring a class party. Our ex
peri suer has been sufficient to dispel
the illusion that class elements si
to be conjured Into being by sound
ng the magic phrase, "class farmei
labor party."

gates by a vote of 23 to 1 supported
the minority. He is however afraid
to make a definite charge so he
frames it in the vague terms that it
seems as if.

Says Bittelman, “It seems as if
the farmer-labor party idea had be-
come an obsession with the com-
rades who cannot imagine the fur-
ther development of our movement
without this slogan.”
Please, Comrade Bittelman, don’t

tell us that it seemed so. What ac-
tually did the delegates say? Many
delegates spoke and pointed out why
it was necessary to continue the use
of the farmer-labor party slogan. Why
don’t you present quotations from
their arguments to prove what seemed
to you was actually so? The truth
of the matter is that Comrade Bittel-
man was either asleep while the dis-
cussion was on or that from the argu-
ments presented the above conclusion
can not logically be drawn. A mere
assertion, Comrade Bittelman, is no
proof.

Then Comrade Bittelman with his
political sagacity quotes from the C.
L and comes to another conclusion.
This time the political secretary of
our party gets an impression. Afte
all we are living in an impressionistic
age.

Thus states Comrade Bittelman:
“The impression forced upon me by
the debate at the Hungarian conven-
tion was that at least some sections
of our party are becoming contami-
nated with (petty bourgeois pacifist)
illusions. That this is a menace
to our party every one will admit.”
Comrade Bittelman, concretely, what

did the Hungarian section and its con-
vention do to warrant such a serious
charge? Why does not Comrade Bit
telman, the political secretary of the
party, bring definite motions before
the C. E. C. to eradicate the danger-
ous petty bourgeois pacifist tendencies
manifested at the Hungarian conven-
tion? To fall to do so in the face of
such a serious menace to our party is
to neglest one’s Bolshevik duty to our
party. For a C. E. C. member who
is aware of such a dangerous tend-
ency within our party and not to ac
tively combate it is a crime. But
Bittelman and the majority of the C.
E. C. will not take action against the
Hungarian section because the insiuu
ations of Comrade Bittelman contain
not one iota of truth. The damaging
insinuating charges that Comrade
Bittelman so carelessly indulges in
should be severely condemned.

The Hungarian convention and the
activities of the section conclusively
prove the opposite of what Comrade
Bittelman contends. The report of its
executive committee and the resolu-
tion passed proves that the Hungar-
ian section is Bolshevik, an active
section of the party and a whole-
hearted and loyal supporter of the
Communist International.

Comrade Bittelman, will you con
tend that a fight against the Two-and-
a-Half International ideology as pro
posed in the report of the federation
secretary, is a symptom of petty
bourgeois pacifist illusions? Or will
you hold that to insist upon a Marx-
ian-Leninist education of our party
membership together with the reor-
ganization of the party on the basis
of shop nuclei, also part of the report,
is a sign that the Hungarian section
iB petty bourgeois pacifist and there-
fore a menace to our party? Comrade
Bittelman is using methods that are
a real menace to the party in an at-
tempt to discredit a whole section of
party workers who are good Commun-
ists and who are acting as true 80l
sheviks only because he happens not
to agree with them on party tactic.

Comrade Bittelman then takes up
my presentation of the minority at
the convention. Says Bittelman in his
article:

"Comrade Gitlow resented very
much the charge of opportunism di-
rected by the central executive com-
mittee against the minority for its
policy of emasculating the Workers
Party and building a substitute for
it. In reply to this charge Comrade
Qitlow advised the Hungarian con-
vention to examine the personnel of
the majority and minority of the
central executive committee. To
assist the convention in this examin-
ation Comrade Gitlow volunteered
a bit of information. He said the
minority is composed of comrades
of long standing in the labor move-
ment, people who have suffered for
the movement, have served prison
terms for their ideas and have there-
by proven their fitness for leader-
ship in the Amorican Communist
Party. I do not recall whether
Comrade Gitlow volunteered any in-
formation on the record of members
of the majority. But the conclus-
ion that is to be drawn from his
statement was that members of the
majority of the central executive
committee do not possess virtues at-
tributed by him to the minority, at
least in the same measure and
tin i-efore the contentions of the cen-
tral executive committee must not
bf> taken seriously.’ 1

! r.i to -. that the shove is t
eomnlote distortion of what I did say
I protest most vehemently against
•ucu utuibwiaui faieuicul.on to dis-

majority. The first paragraph of the
resolution is proof sufficient to the
above contention. It is as follows:

"The convention of the Hungarian
section accepts the report of the cen-
tral executive committee submitted
to it by Comrade Bittelman and
pledges its full support to the pro-
gram of Bolshevizlng the party as out-
lined in the program of the central
executive committee particularly the
section which calls for an ideological
struggle against all opportunistic tend-
encies in the party."

He wanted the Hungarian conven-
tion to pledge itself for an ideological
campaign against opportunism and op-
portunistic tendencies in the party.
Opportunism Bittelman defined as par-
ticipation by the party in the farmer-
labor party movement and the oppor-
tunistic tendencies are the tendencies
of the minority. When the Hungarian
comrades suggested that Comrade Bit-
telman, if he did not want the Hun-
garian convention to go on record for
the majority, that he change that
clause in include acceptance of C. E.
C. report and a fight against the Two
and-a-Half International tendency, Bit-
telman refused. Bittelman, who re-
fuses to include in his resolution a
plank against Two-and-a-Half Inter-
national tendencies in our party
brands the Hungarian convention as
petty bourgeois paoifist and opportun-
istic because they insist that the C. I.
decision in this respect he carried
out The antics of Comrade Bittel-
man are really ludicrous. The trag-
edy of it, however, is due to the fact
that they are seriously considered by
our membership which holds in high
esteem whatever the political secre-
tary of the party has to say or do.

Comrade Bittelman objects because
the Hungarian convention wants to
see the decision of the R. I. L. U.
put into effect. The Hungarian com-
rades as well as all other comrades
would really like to know what the in-
dustrial department has actually done
to put the decision of the Profltern
Into effect. They know that unless it
is that our industrial work will con-
tinue to suffer severely. Don’t be-
come indignant Comrade Bittelman
but show us what the majority has
really done with this most important
decision affecting at the present time
one of our most important tasks.
Comrade Bittelman after distorting
everything that Comrade Amter said
at the convention objects because
Comrade Amter brought in Comrade
Pepper’s name in his speech to the
convention.

Comrade Bittelman, without the
wink of an eyelash, on the matter of
injecting Comrade Pepper’s name has
this to say:

“The point that I wish to raise
here is on what ground will Com- 1
rade Amter and the minority justi-
fy the raising of this issue in the
party? By what arguments will they
prove that such speches as Comrade
Amter’s are contributing to the well-
fare of the Workers Party? Fac-
tionalism as a rule is moßt ram-
pant in pre-convention periods but
it would seem that there must be a
limit to it somewhere."
It little behooves Comrade Bittel-

man to preach against factionalism in
our party. He has been an arch fac-
tionalist in the Jewish federation of
which he was secretary and at all
times in the party. The manner in
which the present majority of the
party succeeded in removing Comrade
Pepper from valuable service to our
party was a crime against the party.
It was actuated by the ugliest faction-
al motives. Comrade Bittelman was a
party to that crime. No single man
has rendered the American party as
much valuable service as did Comrade
Pepper. The majority of the C. E. C.
having closed an alliance in a bound
caucus with Comrade Lore branded by
the C. I. as a Two-and-a-Half Interna-
tionalist, unable to withstand the
Communist criticism of Comrade Pep-
per decided to get rid of him. The
mistake the majority made is that
they did not as they had hoped to,
get rid of the Bolshevik elements in
the party when they got rid of Pep-
per. And now after the majority has
been and still is guilty of a thousand
factional sins, after they have con-
taminated with their unholy alliance
the party with the ideology of the left
social democrats, they come out and
try to raise the cry of factionalism
against the minority. We hurl the
churge back into Bittelman’s teeth
and Into the teeth of the whole ma- j
Jority. Why does the inn Jority stUL '
support Lore and with his suppf ft
seek to crush the minority in spiff, of
the fact that the Communist Interna-tional, March, 1924, has ordered,* that
unity be established between tile ma-
jority and minority? )

Comrude Bittelman closes hjfs arti-
cle with a resume of the acti;flttea of
the Hungarian section. He cbmpltuos
that the membership of the Jflungarian
section is very small, and triss 4to im
ply that it is due to the tact that the
Hungarian section neglects to work
among the numerous Hungarian work-
ers who are employed tin the basic in-
dustries. In this respect Comrade Bit-
telman ignores completely the report
of the executive of the Hungarian sec-
tion to the convention. In that, report
it was pointed out that the Hungarian
section had made special efforts to
re ach the Hungarian workers employ-
ed in tho basic industries. But Com-
ri do Blttelmnn should not blnme the
Hungarian section of tho party for the

(Continued on Page 6.) ...

credit an opponent in a party discus
sion. Comrade Bittelman should
stick to facts. Comrade Bittelman
knows what I said.

What I said was in answer to the
charge that the majority calls the
minority liquidators. In reference tc
this I asked the delegates to examine
the personnel of the minority and
their service in the Communist move-
ment to determine whether or not th<
minority is made up of comrades who
want to liquidate the Communist
Party. I pointed out that the minor
ity was composed*of members who
had been active in the left wing of
the socialist party and in the organ
ization of the Communist Party of the
country. I stated further that t,hes<
comrades had fought for the party,
defended it lh all kinds of situations,
and had gone to jail for it. These are
facts. Blttleman and the whole ma-
jority cannot deny them. As a fur-
ther example let us take Comrade
Ruthenberg. Comrade Ruthenberg is
of the minority. The majority brands
him as a liquidator. Yet, after having
spent three years in prison for the
Communist Party he is again, as a re
suit of the Bridgeman trials, facing e
ten year sentence for his loyalty tc
the party. Nevertheless, Bittelman
and his supporters, many of whom are
recent adjuncts to the party, have the
audacity to brand him and others of
the minority like him as liquidators.
On the question of opportunism I will
answer Comrade Bittelman a little
further on.

Comrade Bittelman also distorts an-
other statement I made. He states in
his article that I said the following:
“That the Russian Communist Party
initiated a movement for the organiza-
tion of Soviets. Why did the Russian
party do it? Why did the Russian
party build non-Communist, non-parti
san political bodies such as Soviets?
Because the Russian party knew that
by meanß of these Soviets it will be
able to mobilize large masses of work
ers and poor farmers, organize them
around itself for revolutionary strug-
gles against capitalism. The Ameri-
can party has the same duties to per-
form in the United States. It must
therefore create non-partisan politi-
cal bodies in order to achieve the
above end. Consequently the Work
ers Party of America must carry on
a campaign for a farmer-labor party.”

The above is a complete falsifica-
tion of what I said. When the politi
cal secretary of a Communist Party
resorts to such deliberate methods of
misrepresentation in the furtherance
Os factionalism, the party is bound to
suffer severely. Now what did I say
on the question of Soviets? I said
that the Russian Communist Party
participated in the Soviets even
though the Soviets were not Commun-
ist bodies and even though they were
not integral parts of the Bolshevik
Party. That did not stop the Russian
Bolshevik party from raising the slo
gan of all power to the Soviets
thereby through the revolutionary-
struggle that ensued making the So
viets the instruments of state power
and the basis of the dictatorship of
the proletariat. I used this argument
to counteract the sectarian poison
that is being injected into our party
by the majority that maintains that
only through its own organization can
the party wage a Communist politics l

struggle, and that it is opportunism
for the party to wage political strug-
gles thru the instrumentality of other
organizations. The farmer-labor party
I therefore contended could be made
an instrument of our political strug-
gle even though it is not a Communist
body. The British Communist Party
demonstrated that it is possible to do
so when it ran Communists on the
labor party ticket in England.

Comrade Bittelman follows up with
a statement that when a representative
of the minority finds it necessary to
resort to such arguments as those re-
lated above it would prove that his
cause is in a very bad way. But dear
Comrade Blttleman you are a member
of the C. E. C. of a Communist party
Don’t manufacture arguments your-
self and then credit them to some 1
member of the minority. They wil’
call your bluff every time. And don’t ;
wind up your argument by saying that
five or six delegates abstained fron
voting. You knov that all the dele
gates voted and it five or eight did J
not vote how comes it that you could 1
not convince them to vote for the ma '
Jority? In order therefore to infer '
that your imaginary live or eight (jrov '
are not sure) were for the majority
you end up by saying that it really •
required some courage for the one 1
lone delegate who voted for the major 1
ity to raise his voice against the ml 1
nority. That it took no courage tc
speak tor the majority Comrade Bit '
telman well knows. No blackjack) •
or guns were used. Even Comrad'
Bittelman was permitted over twf '
and a half hours to speak on the ma 1
Jority. The lone delegate got th« 1
same courtesy that all the other dele 1
gates received. If ho didn't lot him j
present churges to the C. E. C.and
the C. E. C. will act accordingly.

Comrade Bittelman introduced a <
trick resolution at the Hungarian i
convention. In his resolution he <
failed to include an out and out in i
dorsement by the delegates of the mu |
jority thesis. This resolution was si i
framed that supporters of the minor i
Ity position if they were not otr thr i
watch could enslly be foolod into vot i
ing for his resolution in the belie! ]
Um.l it was noi an indorsement of the
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THE PARTY DISCUSSION CONTINUED

THE LaFOLLETTE REVOLUTION
Y', By LUDWIG LORE.

(Article II.)

IT will be always a matter ot grati-
fication to me that in the period

when our executive committee and our
party allowed itself to be infected by
Comrade Pepper with the virus of the
third party madness, our group—the
New York group—had not only the po-
litical wisdom to come out immediate-
ly against the most dangerous piece
of opportunism, upon which any revo-
lutionary movement has ever em-
barked, but that it had the courage
to stand up under the wave of popular
disapproval and official ostracism that
is always the lot of those who dare to
oppose the decisions of our leaders,
before the latter have become con-
vinced, by the grim logic of circum-
stances, of the error of their ways.

In the discussions during and after
the L&Follette era, various motives
were imputed to me to account for
my stand on the petty bourgeois third
party. Nothing that I could say at
this time, I believe, could describe my
fundamental position that prompted
my opposition more convincingly than
brief excerpts from a number of ar-
ticles that appeared in the New
Yorker Volkszeitung on this subject.

On December 9, 1923, immediately
after the publication of the November
thesis, I wrote the following:
"... They (the present minority) say:

‘Where such third parties, calling
themselves farmer-labor parties, of
workers and exploited farmers come
into existence we must become a part
of them. But it must be our policy
to win all workers and exploited farm-
ers away from the third party and to
organize them in an F. L. P. class
party.’

“It is easy to see what the majority
(now the minority) of the executive
committee contemplates. It feels, right-
ly, that large proportions of the work-
ing class will be drawn by a so-called
F. L. P. under the control of petty
bourgeois elements and capitalist po-
liticians, and that it therefore becomes
necessary to adopt a tactic of boring
from within similar to that of the T.
U. E. L. in the labor unions But they
overlook the fact that labor unions
and political parties are two widely
different things, which certainly can-
not, in practical questions, be judged
by tho same standards.
“But there is a more important con-

sideration. The American worker must
not be confused. Neither directly nor
indirectly should the Communist move-
ment assist in wiping out the class
lines that the socialist movement, in
the many years of its pioneer work,
helped to draw. It is true, today the
American worker has not class feel-
ings. Only a exceedingly small per-
centage knows the word class con-
sciousness. Still, in the American par-
ty literature as well as in the heads
of the most progressive proletarian
elements this word has a very de-
finite concept which we all have
helped to establish in our fights
against Gompersiem, against the John-
stonian primary election policy, and
by the propagation for an independent
class policy directed against all capi-
talist parties.

. .
.”

On December 18 an editorial under
the heading, "The District Convention
of the W P.,” contained the following:

“.
.

. And even then the thesis
which provides for the possible entry
of the Workers Party into a petty
bourgeois third party would have been
voted down had not Comrade William
Z. Foster, who had come to the con-
vention as a guest, cleverly drawn
the red herring of anti-Gompersism in-
to the debate. This determined a num-
ber of delegates, who up to this time
had been in opposition to the thesis,
to tnrn. So, for instance, six delegates
from the Finnish branches, instructed
against the thesis, were won by Fos-
ter’s illogical Gompers argument.”

After expressing the hope that the
question will go by default, the ar-
ticle proceeds:

“The third bourgeois party will be
possible only if the democratic and re-
publican parties both nominate con-
servative reactionaries. The republi-
cans have their Coolldge . . , But if
the democratic party should be so
Incredibly stupid as to nominate an
Underwood—i. e. a reactionary whom
not even the A. F. of L. could support

—then, to be sure, t'he formation of a
third party becomes a possibility. And
since LaFollette is a warm admirer of
the A. F. of L. president, Mr. Gom-
pers would go with flying flags and
glaring trumpets into the camp of the
new party, having taken good care,
however, that the W. P. and the F. F.
L. P. have no place in this Illustrious
gathering. And again: LaFollette may
be very liberal and unprejudiced. But
serely he is much too good a mathe-
matician not to know that numerical-
ly the support of the A. F. of L. ma-
chine is much more important than
that of the leaders of the class con-
scious workers . . .”

%

On December 30:
“. - • For the simple reason that

there will be no third party of the
kind we are dreaming of, LaFollette
will have the masses behind him just
as little as did all other would-be
Moses of tho petty bourgeoisie, and
without the masses he will not leave
his republican flesh pots . . .”

“.
.

. It is a long way to Tipperary.
There are no short cuts. There is
only one way, the straight—and there-
fore the shortest way—to mass educa-
tion and to a mass movement of the
proletariat. He who believes that mass,
parties can be maneuvered out of the
ground is in danger of losing his way
and going dangerously astray.

". .
. And because we are in favor

of this mass education along the
straight path we wholeheartedly sup-
port the F. F. L. P. which will bring
those elements within the circle of
our influence, with whom we can and
must work, whom we must reach if
we wish to create a strong and in-
clusive labor and small farmer party.”

On January 2, under the title, "Good
News from Chicago”:

“. . . This proposition is fraught
with grave dangers for our party and
for the entire labor movement in the
United States It is based upon a (in
our opionion absolutely false) concep-
tion of the existing political situation,
upon an incorrect understanding of
the intentions of the radical bourgeois
politician of the LaFolletfe-Borah type
and a gross exaggeration of the in-
fluence of the left wing in a bourgeois
third party . .

On January 17, this was followed
by an article in answer to an editorial
published in the Hungarian “Uj
Elore” entitled, “The Workers Party
and the Middle Class,” from which
we quote the following:

“.
. . Our Hungarian party organ at-

tempts to create the impression that
the supporters of the third party al-
liance were in favor, and the op-
ponents of this unnatural union
against the bringing of the factory
workers into contact with the petty
bourgeoisie. That, of course, is not
he case. We, too, are very definite-

ly in favor of reaching the farmer
and the townsman who is doomed to
■disappear in the proletariat with our
propaganda, of making them,, if not
members of the Communist Party at
least sympathetic toward it. Not only
do we not oppose propaganda among
the farmers, but we have always ac-
tively supported it... The writer of
the Elore article overlooks another
fact which is strongly emphasized in
the thesis of the C. E. C. majority,
namely, that it is not the purpose of
this move to win the middle class or
working class elements, but that the
going into the LaFollette alliance is
intended only as a maneuverby which
the proletarian elements are to be
separated from the petty bourgeois
party and turned over to a working
class party. That would mean npt
only that we will not attempt to bring
the LaFollette movement under the
influence of our Communist ideas and
line of thought, but that, on the con-
trary, we turn them into our most in-
tense enemies, embitter them by rep-
resenting ourselves to them ip the
role of the splitters of a great united
front movement, thus hindering the
very things which Stalin and the Elore
editors consider asolutely essential for
the success of the American revolu-
tion . .

”

Need we say more to prove the ut-
ter fallacy of the argument that the
New York group was opposed to third
party participation because it was so
much like LaFollette, that it was
afraid to lose its identity? Is there in

<
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Meet me at the
T.U.E.L. BALL

at WEST END WOMEN’S CLUB,
;

r 37 So. Ashland Blvd.
where, all the live ones will celebrate in

; regular New Year’s Eve style.
«

50c A PERSON ADMITS YOU
; to the last dance of the season and the first
; one of the new year.
* • >

* —■■■■ —,——

: Auspices, TRADE UNION EDUCATIONAL LEAGUE.
« .■■ ■ ■ ■

; LOCAL CHICAGO
I WWWffW %el»<iiVS >»»»».fum9*ffPPPPPPifWHoWWiW

CLEVELAND COMRADES
WILL GREET THE NEW

YEAR WITH BIG DANCE
(Special to Tha Dally Worker)

CLEVELAND, 0., Dec. 29.—A
serpentin and confetti ball—this is
the affair to which all Workers
Party members and sympathizers
and lovers of a jolly good time
should come on New Years Eve,
Wednesday, Dec. 31, The commit-
tee has aranged for a peppy orches-
tra, there will be lots of refresh-
ments available, and In order to see
the New Year started on its way,
dancing will continue after mid-
night.

A large hall, with a splendid floor
has been secured at the Institute,
2491 East 55th St., opposite the
East Technical High School. Ad-
mission 50c per parson. Come and
bring your friends and help make
this the biggest affair yet held by
Local Cleveland.

these editorials anything that has not
been said in these columns again and
again during the last three weeks by
representatives of the majority thesis
in their opposition to new F. F. L. P.
overtures?

The consistent opposition of our
:roup to the “policy of maneuvers ” of
..hich Pepper and Ruthenberg were
jo proud, had brought down upon us
the accusation that we are opposed to
all maneuvers at all times, and are
herefore out of sympathy with an im-

portant phase of Communist policies.
Nothing can be further from the truth,
it so happens that some of the most
important members of the N. Y. group
are men and women whose entire
work in the party has consisted in the
direction of Communist maneuvers in
the labor movement. Practically
every one of us did valuable work in
the class farmer-labor party move-
ment, so long as we believed it had
a chance for success. I, myself, dur-
ing this time, together with the com-
rades of the German group, carried on
a campaign for increased propaganda
possibilities in an important German
working class organization, the Work-
ingmen’s Sick and Death Benefit
Fund, that has opened up for us a
valuable field for our work. What we
did oppose was the attitude assumed
by our comrades that “we would
maneuver capitalism into a corner,”
and that “we would maneuver LaFol-
iette out of the control of the work-
ig class and farmer elements in his
own party,” because we knew our
own weakness, and appreciated the
dangers attendent upon a policy of
alliance with this would-be farmer-
’.abor party under the control of the
petty bourgeois.

Nothing can be achieved by a tactic
of bluff. Some of us live under the
delusion that the political opponents,
whom we would outmaneuver, are ig-
noramuses, and look down upon them
from the heights of their superior wis-
dom. It is about time that we un-
derstood that our real strength is
known and that we are only hurting
ourselves when we insist upon exag-
gerating our accomplishments. The
time will come, when the Workers
Party will be able to undertake large
scale maneuver and to undertake
them successfully.
What Happened at the Chicago Con-

vention?
When I see the frantic efforts that

are being made by the two groups to
burden each other with the respon-
sibility for Lore’s misdeeds, I cannot
help but think mournfully of those
days, not more than a year or two
ago, when I was still the respected
friend and co-worker of the present
minority group. Until the national office
was moved to Chicago, I was Comrade
Lovestone’s trusted confidant, and al-
together was treated with a great
deal more consideration than has fallen
to my humble share since I cast my
lot with the "syndicalist" group. Be-
fore I left New York for the Chicago
convention, just a year ago, I was told
by a mutual friend here that Love-
stone would meet me at the Chicago
railroad depot on my arrival. Love-
stone, who bad been obliged to get
out ot bed at 4 o’clock of a very un-
pleasant December morning in order
to meet me, dangled, after a few
preliminaries, a most enticing list be-
fore my eyes, a list ot names in the
handwriting of Comrade Ruthenberg.
My name stood at the head of this
slate that the Ruthenberg-Lovestone-
Pepper group was prepared to propose
to the convention. I informed Love-
stone that I had one main purpose at
this convention, to oppose the LaFol-
lette alliance with all my might. At a
secret session of the convention Pep-
per moved that the entire third party
question be submitted to the C. I. for
final decision. It was, of course, un-
derstood by the entire convention that
this was the strongest possible bid
for our support. Aa is usually tha
case when Pepper maneuvers, he made
hie reokonlng without his host. Our
group unanimously voted to support
the present majority, because we felt
in general our orientation was more
In harmony with tha Foster-Cannon
conception.

Who was this Lore whom Pepper.
Ruthenberg, Lovestone were so anx-
ious to place at the head of their C.
E. C. slate at the end ot 1923? Tho
same Lore who had written the Ber-
ratti and Paul Levi articles that are
being used now to create the new
fake issue of Loreism in tha party!

The central executive committee of
the party, in addition to decisions
already announced in the party press
made the following decisions in meet-
ings held between Dec. 7 and 13: ,

Slovak Federation—Sent .invitation
to the Slovak federation, which is not
affiliated with the party, inviting
federation to affiliate with our organi-
zation and outlining certain points of
policy in relation thereto.

Sacco-Vanzetti Campaign—Set the
second Sunday in February for mass
meetings thruout the country in sup-
port of the defense of Sacco and
Vanzetti. Authorized the arrangement
of united front conferences to conduct
such meetings. Complete statement
of the campaign will appear in the
party press in a few days.

New York Propaganda Paper—
Authorized the district executive com-
mittee of Now York to publish a small
size propaganda paper after the
present DAILY WORKER drive is
completed.

Italian Section—Approved the new
bureau and officers of the Italian sec-
tion of the party.

Elected a special committee to in-
vestigate a certain article written by
A. Capraro in which it is claimed
statements were made violating the
discipline of the party.

Armenian Section —Approved of the
action of the New York branch in
expelling Comrades Sunarian, Gaha-
uian and Demlrjjan from the party
for publication of the paper in oppo-
sition to the Armenian section of the
party and for organizing a group in
opposition to the Armenian section.

Advertisements in Party Paper*—
Decided that party papers should not
carry the advertisements of public
service corporations. The question
arose thru offers to the Freihelt of
advertisements of the New York Tele-
phone Co. and the Consolidated Gas
Co. of New York

Shop Nuclei Organization Ap-
proved of thesis and program of im-
mediate work and for submission to the
next national convention The thesis
will appear in an early issue of the
party paper.

Educational Work—Reaffirmed ap-
pointment of Comrade John Brahtin
os educational circuit lecturer in
Cleveland over the protest of the city
central of Cleveland as per statement
sent to the party press

German Section Convention—Ap-
pointed a subcommittee consisting of
Comrades Cannon, Krumbeln and
Gitlow, to investigate the charge that
a certain comrade had called Comrade
Bedacht an “agent of Moscow” at the
German section convention.

Local Elections—Sent an Inquiry to
all district organizers inquiring what
elections would take place in their
territory during the coming year am'
asking for a full report to the central
executive committee on these elec-
tions, the character of the vote and
issues which might exist locally so
that policies might be formulated.

Position of Comrade Lore on Party
Discussion —To question Comrade
Lore within a week to register his
vote on the theses submitted for
party’s discussion or to submit a
thesis of his own.

Anthracite Coal Situation—Author-
ized Comrades Manley and Myers-
cough to take charge of the situation
in the anthracite coal fields in relation
to the outlaw strike and to work out
a program of assisting the workers in
their struggle against the Lewis
machine. ,u .

Russian Section Party Dlseusslon-t-
Called attention to the editor of Novy
Mir that all articles in the party dis-
cussion must be signed and appointed
a subcommittee constating of Com-
rades Oblan, Chramov. Brailovsky, for
he majority, and Comrades Ash-

kenudae, Golos and Bourgtn, for the
minority, to make arrangements for
the discussion before the branches in
district No. 3.

Massachusetts Conference for Pro-
gressive Political Action—Sent the
following Instructions to District Or-
ganizer Ballam as our policy for the
conference for progressive political
action in Massachusetts: You are in-
structed to put into effect policy Work-
ers Party and should have done so in

PARTY ACTIVITIES]
NEW YORK CITY

-■■ - - *

Bronx Attention.
Sunday, Jan. 4, 1347 Boston Road

3 p. m., W. W. Weinatone will lector*
on "World Court and World War.’’
All welcome.

I • •

Tuesday night, and every Tuesday
night at 1347 Boston Road. Class In
A. B. C. of Communism, Dr. I. Stem-
ler instructor. All new members ol
the party must attend: others should.

• • •

Bronx Conoart and Ball.
Saturday, Feb. 28; good music, good

concert; proceeds to raise funds for
section, and for library at Workers
Hall. . Comrades keep this day it
mind.

Decisions of the Central Executive Committee
At Meetings Held December 7 to 13.

eague meeting. Following are Instruc-
tions for conference: Introduce resolu-
tion criticizing futility petty bourgeois
reformism LaFollette movement.
Brand alliance between union reac-
tionaries and socialists and petty bour-
geoisie as class collaboration and
betrayal of working class. Take
uncompromising stand for class
struggle and present Workers (Com-
munist) Party as only political party
standing for working class interests.
Fight socialist party resolution for far
farmer-labor party as fake phrase
mongering covering alliance with pet-
ty bourgeoisie. Call for united front
action of all labor organizations
around Workers Party upon program
contained in central executive com-
mittee statement on conference for
propressive political action published
in DAILY WORKER Nov. 29. Make
strong fight for this resolution.
When defeated make statement that
you will not participate in betraying
workers. Leave conference. District
committee should immediately pre-
pare for calling united front confer-
ence for child labor campaign.—C. E.
Ruthenberg, Executive Secretary.

ground upon which the principles of
Communism are based; the remaining
six lectures are devoted to establish-
ing the tactics of the revolutionary
worktngclass parties; the difference
between reformist and revolutionary
parties, etc. etc.

To date every city has shown a
growing interest in the course by an
increased attendance. Baltimore,
where there were about 28 present
for the opening lecture showed 35 at
the second lecture. Washington, with
35 at the first lecture almost doubled
its attendance at the second one with
60 present, a large number of whom
were non-party members. Chester
(where the W. P. Is very small and
Just recently organized) had 10
present at the first meeting and 13
at the second. In Philadelphia, the
opening class began with about 35
members. At the conclusion of the
meeting a motion was made from the
floor of the meeting that the lecture
be given over again for the benefit of
'hose who were unable to atend the
irst meeting. A new group of about
'0 have been obtained who will attend
he second delivery of the opening
ecture and then become a part ot she

regular class.
The interest in the classes has been

growing steadily. Every member who
has attended one of the classes has
expressed complete satisfaction with it.
time" has been the expression of
comrades in all of the cities where
the course has been started.

The system of instruction used by
Comrade Carlson consists in giving a
lecture of from one hour to one and
a half hours on the subject to be con-
sidered , then follows a period In
which the students ask him questions
appertaining to the subject matter
discussed, or they discuss those points
on which they are in disagreement
with the speaker. He then makes
closing remarks. All students are ex-
pected to be supplied with notebook
to write down the main points made
in the course of the lecture. They are
also supplied with a list of references
wihch can be used to verify the mat-
ter dealt with by the lecturer as well
as to get a more complete under-
standing of the subjects dealt with.
Certain texts which are inexpensive
and classics are given as essential, but
besides this a more complete list of
reference books is also given.

The following class is opened by
luestlons from the lecturer to the
members of the class on the main
points dealt with at the previous meet*
ing. Following this all members are
presented with a mimeographed syn-
opsis of the proceeding week’s lecture.
Then follows the current lecture; ,
questions, discussion, etc.

Twice during tile course the mem-
bers will be asked to supply written
answers to a series of questions that <
will be presented to them a week in
advance.

Comrade Carlson stated that he was
more than pleased with the progress 1
that the classes are making.

"My lectures" said Comrade Carl- i
son, "are merely the connecting links
between our membership and the vast j
literature which wo possess that will
give to our membership that fuller
understanding which they neod to car- 1
ry on the struggles of our party and
Young Workers League in the midst i
of the world's strongest and most
ruthless Imperialism. Os course many <

Philadelphia Y. W. L.
To Hold Liebknecht

Memorial Meeting
January 10 is to be the date of the

Liebknecht memorial meeting in Phila-
delphia. Arrangements are now being
made to stage a real demonstration
on that occasion.

Harry M. Wicks of the Workers
Party, Oliver Carlson, former member
of the executive committee, Young
Communist International wilt speak in
English. Ludwig Lore, editor of the
Volkzeitung, will speak in German
The Philadelphia Juniors will also be
represented by a speaker, Comrade
Naomi Litwakoff.

The meeting will be held at Eagler
Temple. 13th and Spring Garden, Sat
urday, Jan. 10, 8 p. m. Admission, 10
cents at door. Auspices Young Work
ers League Local Philadelphia.—Mor
ris Yusem.

Watch for the Special
First Anniversary

Edition of the
DAILY WORKER

January 13,
1925

PHILADELPHIA EDUCATIONAL WORK
GOING STRONG WITH CARLSON IN

CHARGE; CLASSES GROW STEADILY
PHILADELPHIA, Pa., Dec. 29.—There may be doubting Thomases who

say that study class work is unessential or that it attracts the attention of
very few of our members. The C. E. E. of the party thinks otherwise. And
so do the members in the Philadelphia district now that their lecture-study
circuit has gotten under way under the leadership of Comrade Oliver
Carlson.

Baltimore, Washington, Chester, and Philadelphia are already holding
their classes, while additional classes are being arranged for Bethlehem and
Wilmington. The course consists of eleven lectures on the "Elements of
Communism”—the first five of which are devoted to establishing a back-

*- -

CHICAGO COMRADES!
KEEP JAN. 11 OPEN

FOR LIEBKNECHT DAY
January the 11th will be one of

the red letter days for the Commun-
ist movement in Chicago. It will
be on this day that the International
Karl Liebknecht Day will be cele-
brated. This will be the day on
whieh the Young Workers League
of Chicago will rally the working
class youth to protest the foul
murder by the social-traitors of the
two valiant fighters and leaders of
the Communist youth movement and
to mobilise our forces for a deter-
mined fight for our demands.

Foremost of these demands is our
slogan against capitalist wars and
militarism and against the enslave
ment of German workers thru the
Dawes plan, then our struggle for
the abolition of child labor, mainte-
ance by the state of all school chil-
dren of workers under sixteen years
of age, and the six hour day, five-
day week for all youth labor with
full pay, an'd for a workers' republic.

The Karl Liebknecht celebration
will be held In the Northwest Hall,
corner North and Western avenues.
Admission is 25c. Tickets can be
secured In advance In the local
offioe, room 303, 156 W. Washington
St., or at the door on the eve of
the day.

The speakers for this affair are;
Comrades Shaehtman, of the Young
Workers Lesgue, and Alexander
Bittelman, of the Workers Party.
There will also be an appropriate
musical program, and a demonstra-
tion by the junior section of the
league.

of our members have done a goo
deal of reading but it has not been
done In an organized fashion and for
that reason they fail to get that firm
grasp of the principles of Commun-
ism without which we are completely
at sea. My lectures can do no more
than touch the high points of each
subject to be dealt with—but In doing
that It enables them to understand the
continuity of social development, to
get an idea of the play and Interplay
of social forces (economic, geographic,
biollglc, and ideologic) which are
totally unexpllcable to the average
layman. It helps them to think, to
observe, to anallse and to synthesise
—and Is doing this it is helping to
make more competent Communists in
this section of the country.”

The complete course of lectures fol-
low;

1. Class struggle In past history.
2. The state. Its origin and func-

tioning.
3. The economics of capitalism.
4. The dialectics of capitalism
5. The materialist conception of

history.
6. Historic role of a revolutionary

working class party.
7. The party in the political strug-

gles.
8. The party in the trade unions.
9. Strategy and tactics ot the par-

ty
10. The First and Second Inter-

national and the world war.
11. The Russian revolution and the

Communist International.

OMAHA COMRADES
DISCUSS THESES
AT SPECIAL MEET

OMAHA, Nebr., Dec. 29.—The Oma
ha branches of the Workers Party
will meet at the party headquarters
tonight to discuss the theses of the
majority and minority of the central
executive committee. The meeting
will begin at 8 p. m. sharp, and all
members will be expected to attend

Unemployment Serious In Omaha.
District Organizer, Comrade J. E

Snyder, visited Omaha last Wednes-
day on his way to open the district
office at Kansas City. While here
Comrade Snyder reorganized the local
general group of the Trade Union Ed-
ucationnl League, which will immedi-
ately plunge into the issues facing tht
local trade unions, particularly the un-
employment problem, which was nevei
so serious in this locality as now.

• • *

Help Wanted Ad Brings 1,000.
An advertisement inserted in a io

cal dally for 250 men to cut ice brot
a response of a thousand. The same
story repeated itself at every scene
of ice-cutting operations. In the first-
mentioned case, there were angry
mutterings among the crowd, until the
superintendent came along in his car.
announcing a “free ieed” for every-
body at tho “company hotel.” Dissat-
isfaction was then forgotten in th«
pell-mell rush for the "feed."

Gitlow Replies to
Bittelman on Hungarian

Convention Report
(Continued from page 4)

neglect of the central executive coni
mittee. The central executive com-
mittee did not submit any plan to the
Hungarian convention for work
among tha workers engaged in the
basic industries. It was the duty of
the central executive committee real
izing that many Hungarian workers
are engaged in the basic industries, to
submit such a plan for work among
them. After all the central executive
committee is the leading and directing
body in our party. It must initiate
and direct important work of this kind
for our language sections. When it
doesn’t do so it has no business to
blame a particular section of the party
for not making progress in that direc-
tion.

The whole article written by Bittel-
men on the Hungarian section conven-
tion is an example of how an article
should not be written. To have to
answer such an article is bad enough.
3uch articles make it impossible to
conduct the discussion on serious
lines. If Comrade Bittelman will con-
.inue to write such articles the whole
discussion will degenerate into an
expose of the methods used to distort
and confuse the real and important
issues involved.

When a discussion was decided
upon I thought that there were funda-
mental issues involved that had to be
seriously discussed. And there are.
real fundamental issues involved. In
order to discuss in a manner that
would be beneficial to the membership
and to the party a consideration of’
facts and their application to tactics
is necessary. To divert the discussion
into a misrepresentation of facts, mud-
slinging, unfounded charges, as the
charges made by Comrade Bittelman
against the Hungarian convention, and
the issuance of empty, inapplicable
fake slogans, is to greatly hurt the
discussion, to confuse the membership
and to injure the party.
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