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<Discussion of Our Party’s Immediate Tasks
Menacing Symptoms

By ALEXANDER BITTELMAN
If you want to know what the real

position of the minority is, read the
articles of the followers of the minor-
ity and not of the leaders. The lat-
ter are sufficiently trained in party
controversies to know what not to
say. The leaders of the minority,
whatever their Marxism and Bolshe-
vism, have been long enough in our
movement to understand that certain
things are simply incompatible with
a Communist conception of our tasks.
But the followers don’t know all these
things, and when they attempt to ex-
press an opinion as to what they un-
derstand the position of the minority
to be, they frankly and openly tell
the whole truth. It is therefore,
thru these open statements of the
followers of the minority that we
learn of the really menacing nature of
the minority position.
Capitalism is In Existence, Therefore
We Must have a Party

Read the article by Comrade W. J.
White, entitled "The Defeatist Thesis
of the Majority,” published in the
DAILY WORKER on Dec. 11. Read
it carefully and try to understand the
psychology of the comrade. He Is
so much overwhelmed with the magic
slogan of the minority that he simply
cannot imagine the class-struggle in
America without a farmer-labor party.
To him class-struggle and farmer-
labor party have become one and the
same thing. His reasoning runs, there-
fore along a short, straight line. If
you are opposed to the farmer-labor
slogan, you are opposed to the class-
struggle. I maintain that when Com-
munists get into such a state of mind,
there must be something radically
wrong with them.

Listen to the question that Comrade
White asks of the majority:

“Has this election (presidential
election) given the landless farmers
back their land? Has the pressure of
capitalism been removed from the
shoulders of the proletariat in the
mills and mines? Is the robbery of
these workers any less today than it
was before the votes were cast?”

This is the question. You would
imagine by the nature of the question
that Comrade White is trying to con-
vert a worker in his shop to the idea
of class-struggle. You might also
imagine that Comrade White is try-
ing to prove the existence of capital-
ism and the necessity for an organ-
ised struggle against it. And. finally,
you might also get the idea that Com-
rade White is putting up this question
in order to prove the necessity of the
Workers (Communist) Party as the
only possible leader of the proletarian
struggle against capitalism.

But, no! This is not Comrade
White’s intention. Comrade White
has already outgrown the illusion that
the Workers (Communist) Party is
the leader of the proletarian struggle
against capitalism. Comrade White
knows better. He has another party—-
a farmer-labor party—to conduct these
struggles. Comrade White shouts at
the majority the above question in or-
der to destroy the majority thesis
which denies the usefulness of the
farmer-labor slogan in the given situa-
tion.

Comrade White is not a defeatist.
Ecu Hg is buoyant, hopeful, and op-
timistic for the farmeMabor party.
But the C. E. C. is defeatist because
It is buoyant, hopeful and optimistic
for the Workers (Communist) Par-
ty. This is the substance of Comrade
White’s article.

Diluted Communism for the Masses
Comrade Anton Bimba is following

the minority. He published an
article in the Daily (December 10th)
entitled "Where do You Stand?” And
among other things, this is what he
lays:

“By raising the slogan *for a farm-
er-labor party’, which is much easier
for the masses to digest at the
present time, we, the Workers Par-
ty and under the name of the Work-
ers Party immediately advance to
them and acquaint them with the
leadership of the Workers Party.”
Comrade Bimba may not know it as

yet, but a litle thought will convince
him to the truth of the following pro-

V position: That the poaition of the
"Sjilnority is nothing else but a propoaal

fool the masses into following our
b y Slvlng ourselves another

name. >

«- Accordta* 1° Comrade Bimba the
masses will digest easier the slogan
"for » farmer-labor party” than they
will the slogan "for a Communist
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ILLINOIS EXPERIENCE SUBSTANTIATES
THE MAJORITY POSITION

Party.” The difference here is mer-
ely in name, isn’t It? Because the
slogan “for a farmer-labor party” is
raised by whom? By the Workers Par-
ty. Who is going to advocate it and
fight for it? Again, the Workers Par-
ty. Now, then, why does it not en-
ter Comrade Bimba’s mind that, un-
der these conditions, the slogan “for
a farmer-labor party” will immediately
become indentifled with the slogan
“for a Communist Party,” and that
whatever objections the masses have
to following the lead of the Workers
Party these masses will equally have
to following the lead of the farmer-
labor party. Comrade Bimba knows
that this is so. Only he believes that
somehow and in some mysterious way
the sound “farmer-labor” will be more
pleasing to the ears of the masses
than the sound “Workers Party.”

It is very, very funny. We seem to
be reaching a stage when our policies
are to be determined by musical mys-
teries instead of by an analysis of so-
cial forces and political situations.
The logic of the minority, expressed
very simply by Comrade Bimba, is
merely this: The combination of the
words farmer-labor will be digested
by the masses easier than the com-
bination of another group of words.
Therefore, a farmer-labor party.

And, mind you, Comrade Bimba is
not totally blind to facts. He sees, for
instance, the important fact “that a
great many workers voted for Mr.
LaFollette because they were told and
they themselves believed that they
were voting for independent political
action.” In other words, those work-
ers who felt the need for a new party
believe that the LaFollette movement
is going to bring them that party.
Comrade Bimba will have to agree
that these workers are wrong only in
one thing, namely, in their expecta-
tion that a LaFollette party will be
beneficial to the workers. But how
are you going to disabuse the minds
of the workers from this illusion?
Surely not by preaching the ab-
stract idea of a class farmer-labor.
Why? Because to advocate now a
farmer-labor party as against a LaFol-
lette party is the same as advocating
the Communist Party. And if the
slogan “for a Communist Party” can
have no mass appeal how will a Com-
munist farmer-labor party have such
an appeal?

Comrade Bimba would do well to
read again the thesis of the C. E. C.
He will find there that the way to
drive a wedge between the workers
and LaFollette is not by advocating
another name for the Workers Party,
but by mobilizing the masses for
struggle for such economic and politi-
cal demands as will expose LaFollet-
te’s hostility to the workers. Not by
changing names but by engaging in
elementary struggles will you raise
the consciousness of the American
workers and build your own party.
LaFollette ia "Already” Diacredited.
You, comrades, may not know it

that “the LaFollette movement is al-
ready discredited in many ways,” but
Comrade Candela knows. He says
so in his article, “Why I am for the
Minority,” published in the Daily
on December 11th.

Now, this is a totally different
proposition. If the class-struggle in
the United States has gone so far as
to discredit in many ways the LaFol-
lette movement in the eyes of the
workers, then we are actually nearing
a revolutionary situation in America.
Comrade Candela simply failed to
draw the proper conclusions from hia
analysis of the political situation.

The Communist International ad-
heres to the following theory that
when the petty-bourgeois, reformist
illusions become discredited, or are
beginning to become discredited in
the eyes of the workers, this is a sure
sign of the begining of a revolution-
ary situation. Comrade Candela
should know that. And since he was
able to detect the fact that “The La-
Follette movement is already dis-
credited in many ways,” he should
havo proposed another slogan, one
that would be more suitable to a
developing revolutionary situation, for
Instance, for a farmer-labor govern-
ment, instead of for a farmer-labor
party.

The followers of the minority have
a difficult task to perform. They have
got to re-educte themselves from farm-
er-laborism Into Communism. The
sooner they do it the better for Com-
munism and for the Communist Par-
ty.

FIRST CALL FUR HtLr
We have built. For nearly a year we have palnataklngly fashioned

a weapon every oomponent part of which we teeted and proved. Ex-
, penees—down to the bare bone. Service to the working elase—absolute

maximum. Attaeka upon the enemy—the llrr.lt. For nearly a year we
have labored unoeaelngly with a bucket of red paint In one hand, and
a large-alxed brush in the other.

IN ALL THIS TIME WE HAVE NOT SENT OUT A SINGLE CALL
FOR HELP! But today we ehout, HELP YOUR DAILY.
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By ARNE SWABECK.

AT the height of our farmer-labor
maneuvers, we organized the

Illinois labor party. It was made to
order like most of such parties were.
Altho, even at a time when there was
a movement making toward the form-
ation of such party, the Illinois labor
party never succeeded in rallying
great masses of workers despite the
sincere efforts for a united front dis-
played by our comrades. Neverthe-
less, it became recorded in our annals
as another “conquest.”

To our party the dangers were great
in this experiment: the advantages
were nil. Farmer-labor parties with-
out mass support do not offer a field
for maneuvering to broaden and deep-
en the struggles of the workers and
our participation therein tends to
seriously obscure the Communist aim
in the class struggle, even from the
view of our own comrades.

The Illinois labor party had to be
extremely carefully nursed for fear
that it would remain still-born. The
provisional committee launched to
form the party invited all labor and
fraternal organizations of the state to
participate. Some 3,000 local organiz-
ations were invited. About 30 local
unions responded, of which 25 were
of the United Mine Workers, some
workmen’s circle branches and other
fraternal groups. With few excep
tions the delegates who attended the
Peoria convention, at which the party
was formed, and who had also fought
in their locals to put the response
across, were either Workers Party
members or close sympathizers. The
fact that this convention was arrang
ed simultaneously with, and in the
same city as the convention of the
United Mine Workers, District 12,
helped to bring the delegates there.
And naturally, great care had to be
used to retain these few non-sympa-
thizing elements, in order to maintain
the farmer-labor appearance, which
was destined to rally the masses.

Care became so much more neces-
sary because immediately upon the
issuance of the call tor the formation
of the party, it became branded by
the reactionary trade union officials
as another attempt to split the labor
movement and to form another
"branch of the Communist Party,”
and one Chicago carpenters’ local
union even withdrew its elected dele-
gates. The situation was delicate.
To really interest the delegates—ex-
ceptions as well as party members
and sympathizers—and the unions
which had responded to the necessity
of the labor party it became necessary
to attribute to it the qualities of fight-
ing the battles of the workers and
to make it appear the real leader in
the class struggle. It was a natural
opportunistic outcome of odr general
opportunist method of applying the
united front tactics in this movement.

We were faced with a practical
problem. We attempted to form a
state farmer-labor party and the out-
come corresponded with the material
conditions available. The program
adopted, altho an improvement over
the many which our party at the time
was manufacturing wholesale, ex-
pressed not only the dangerous illu-
sion of a parliamentary emancipation
of the workers, but also the possibility
of the farmer-labor party leading the
struggle for emancipation.

One delegate at the convention
made the statement in a committee
that, In considering the program, one
vital point was overlooked, namely,
that of proposing an amendment to
the United States constitution which
would provide for the enactment of
the laws demanded. Undoubtedly, this
delegute, with many other workers,
was led to believe, helped along by
our policies, that emancipation by
way of parliamentary activities thru

nois labor party alive for the period
of its duration was the Workers
Party; it paid the bills. The sym-
pathetic elements took part because
of the Workers Party and could just
as easily have been rallied for the
struggle directly under our own ban-
ner.

The Illinois labor party seemed to
fit the description of the thing the
minority proposes to rear, the “left
block radical farmer-labor party,” and
yet the short experience was enough
to demonstrate that such party could
never give class political leadership
or fight for the class interests of the
workers, as also being proposed by
the minority. Such leadership can
be furnished only by a centralized,
disciplined party, based upon individ-ual membership, united ideologically
for a common goal—a Communist
Party. The Illinois labor party like
all other such parties would have been
shattered at the first pressure of a
real struggle. It could not even with-
stand the pressure from the appear-
ance of LaFollette on the stage. It
disappeared. Today it is non existent,
while the Workers (Communist) Party
lives and grows stronger.

A few days after our party had de-
cided to enter the presidential elec-
tion campaign under its own banner,
the Cook county branch of the Illi-
nois labor party held a conference. It
registered the fact that LaFollette
had announced his candidacy and
that the national committee of the
national farmer-labor party (organ-
ized at St. Paul, Minn.) had with-
drawn its candidates. Our party mem-
bers, who came there as delegates,
had finally come into their own. No
longer were they compelled to pro-
pose a farmer-labor party solution.
They could now make a Communist
criticism of the LaFollette movement
and also propose a Communist solu-
tion—the Communist candidates and
the Communist program.

An appeal for a farmer-labor party
at this juncture would have been a
dead slogan. It remained dead dur-
ing the election campaign in spite of
our efforts to revive it. Nothing has
happened since which could revive
it, except that our minority comrades
are set upon it. To the working
masses it is dead. “But,” say the min
nority comrades, "the class struggle
continues and will become ever more
intense.”—Surely, and that is just one
more reason why the Workers (Com-
munist) Party should consciously
strive to gain the leadership of the
proletariat in these struggles, direct-
ing them towards a real struggle for
their class-interests.

a farmer-labor party was quite a sim-
ple matter.

Our immediate practical experience
amounted to this. Our farmer-labor
party united front was at its very
best a parliamentary unity. The Illi-
nois labor party was organized while
the old farmer-labor party (Fitzpatrick
group) was still in existence. There
could be little difference between the
two as long as the farmer-labor ve-
neer had to be maintained. The rank
and file workers could discern no dif-
ference, except that the Illinois labor
party had been branded Communist
and we appeared as the splitters of
the labor movement who had to have
our own little labor party the same as
the Fitzpatrick group. The old farm-
er-labor party was discredited. The
Illinois labor party never succeeded
in rallying the masses of workers and
farmers: it did not give our party
connection with the wide masses. The
only active section keeping the 11U-

OPPORTUNISTIC CONCEPTION
OF POLITICAL ACTION

By JOHN WILLIAMSON.

WHERE are the minority members
of the C. E. C. leading their

followers with their confused the-
ories? We find an illuminating ex-
ample in the article of Comrade Karl
Reeve, printed in the Dec. 4, Issue of
the DAILY WORKER. Let us quote a
few of its gems:

“The C. E. C. majority statement
would lead us to believe that we
must have faith in the Workers
Party only on the industrial field.”
And again:

“For the C. E. C. majority thesis
. . . broaches no effort to win the

leadership of these misguided work-
ers and poor farmers thru the united
front on the political field." And in
conclusion:

“The majority emphasizes ‘the unit-
ed front from below.’ We must have a
united front to combat child labor
exploitation, ‘the Dawes’ plan,’ for na-
tionalization of mines, etc., we must
have a special C. E. C. sub-committee
to restate the old ways and to fer-
ret out new ways of applying the unit-
ed front. But we must desert the
united front on the political field.”

The most illuminating thing about
Reeve’s article is his utter misconcep-
tion of political action and what Com-
prises political demands. We find
him stating that attempts at forming
the united front on such issues as
"child labor, the Dawes’ plan and the

nationalization of mines” is limiting
3ur united front tactics only tq the
industrial field. Anyone with the
ilightest conception of Marxism or
:he elementary concepts of Commun-
ism knows that the greatest inter-
national political issue facing the
world proletariat today is the attempt
of American capitalism to enslave the
German working class thru the Dawes'
plan.

Need we go further to show the ut-
ter bankruptcy and misunderstanding
of the minority thesiß when such par-
ticularly obvious political issues as
those the C. E. C. majority thesis puts
forward as concrete issues upon which
we can form the united front, are
termed “deserting the united front on
the political field”?

The C. E. C. majority thesis states
very definitely that our united front
efforts must be from below and it
does not behoove Comrade Reeve to
sneer at this statement as this is the
basis of the united front as expound-
ed and understood by the Comintern.

This is only another Indication of
the idea of the minority that the far-
mer-labor party slogan is the only
form of the united front on the poli-
tical field. This theory leads directly
to a mere parliamentary conception
of political action, a very opportun-
istic and dangerous tendency, that
wants to limit our conception of po-
litical action to a farmer-labor party
or such a slogan.

UP WITH COMMUNISM!
DOWN WITH FARMER-LABORISM!

By J. B. WIRKKULA.

NEVER since I have been in the
labor movement, which has since

I was old enough to actively
participate in it, have I been con-
fronted with such a contrast as the
present controversy in our party, or
Communism vs. farmer-laborism. It
is so ridiculous. I cannot fathom it
In any other way than that in our
party there exists a certain element
which is utterly non-Communist. This
Is being demonstrated in the dis-
cussion.

Now, when we once have the Work-
ers (Communist) Party, even to think
of us advocating some liberal or any
other party but our revolutionary
purty, is a step aside from the cor-
rect route—let ulono to actively par-
ticipate in such foolish “maneuvers."

I, as a rank und-lller, look to any
advocate of coalition government (a
party Is a basis for a government) ns
an utterly dangerous political oppor-
tunist for our party. I maintain that'

Facts For Communists
The Foster-Lore Alliance and the Communist

International
Article 11.

By JAY LOVESTONE.

IN our first article on the Foster-
Lore alliance we tabulated the

number of votes cast for and meas-
ures proposed in behalf of Lore by
the Foster-Cannon group, in this ar-
ticle we tabulated the consistent
voting of Lore for measures proposed
in the central executive committee
by the Foster-Cannon group and
against proposals and policies of the
Ruthenberg group.

The Foster-Cannon group is now
throwing about such epithets as “so-
cial-democrat” and “right wing oppor-
tunists." The Comintern has brand-
ed Lore and his followers as a social-
democrat group. It it interesting to
note that Foster and Cannon are not
calling social-democratic and oppor-
tunists that group in the party which
has been labeled as such by the Com-
munist International. On the con-
trary the voting records of the central
executive committee show that those
who are now so lavish in evading a
discussion of the fundamental issues
thru hiding behind a smoke screen of
this sort, have been and still are.
despite empty pre-convention talk, in
an organic alliance with the social-
democratic and opportunist section of
our party.

11. Lore (Two-and-a-Half Interna-
tional tendency) votes for measures
proposed by Foster-Cannon group and
against Ruthsnberg-Pepper policies.

Date.
No. I—January 3, 1924. Central

Executive Committee.
Motion.

American delegation to Communist
International.

Vote.
Lore votes for Foster slate.

Date.
No. 2—February 16, 1924. Central

Exeoutive Committee.
Motion.

Foster Thesis regarding party
farmer-labor party policy towards pro-
posed May 30 convention refusing to
pledge party to go ahead with this
convention despite opposition of some
“progressive” leaders frightened by
LaFollftte.

Vote.
Lore votes for Foster motion.

Date.
No. 3—February 16, 1924. Central

Executive Committee.
Motion.

Pepper—Proposal to have Lore go
to Communist International and de-
fend his case.

Vote.
Lore votes with Foster group

against this motion.
Date.

No. 4—February 16, 1924. Central
Exeoutive Committee.

Motion.
Election of new party chairman.

Vote.
Lore votes for Foster.

Date.
No. 5February 16, 1924. Central

Executive Committee.
Motion.

Election of acting executive secre-
tary in absence of Ruthenberg.

Vote.
Lore votes for Bittelman and

against Bedacht.
Date.

No. 6—February 16, 1924. Central
Executive Committee.

Motion.
Cannon Motion to make Dunne

joint editor with Engdahl.
Vote.

Lore votea for Cannon motion.
Date.

No. 7—February 16, 1924. Central
Exeoutive Committee.

Motion.
Bittelman—Motion to table Pepper

motion expressing confidence in Glt-
tow and continuing Freiheit as organ
of central exeoutive committee.

Vote.
Lore votes for Bittelman-Foster

proposal.
Date.

No. B—February 16, 1924. Central
Executive Committee.

Motion.
Pepper—Plan for unemployment
mpalgn.

Vote.
Lore votes for Foster group propa-

ganda proposal and votes with ma-
jority to refer the whole question to
political committee.

Date.
No. 9—March 18, 1924. Central

Executive Committee.
Motion.

Pepper—Motion to make unemploy-
ment a major party Issue.

Vote.
Lore votes for Browder propaganda

thesis.
Date.

No. 10—March 18, 1924. Central

little, if any, results from them. Our
party’s past experiences should prove
this even to those who have so far
boen unable to think beyond farmer-
laborlsm.

Up with Communism by building
the Workers Party to a mass Com
munist Party!

Down with farmer-laborism (revi-
sionism) by defeating the sloganites
for • maaeclass farmer labor parly!

Executive Committee.
Motion.

Cannon—Motion to have London
("Loreite”) be sent as delegate to
Berlin conference.

Vote.
Lore votes for Cannon motion.

Date.
No. 11—March 18, 1924. Central

Executive Committee.
Motion.

Pepper—Motion to refer this ques-
tion back to propar department for
further consideration.

Vote.
Lore votes with majority to defeat

motion.
Date.

No. 12—March 18, 1924. Oentral
Executive Committee.

Motion.
Pepper—Motion to disapprove Can-

non’s conduct at Jewish convention.
Vote.

Lore votes with Foster majority to
defeat this motion.

Date.
No. 13—March 18, 1924. Central

Executive Committee.
Motion.

Foster—Motion to have Johnstons
be acting secretary of Trade Union
Educational League. Amendment by
Pepper to have Qitlow.

Vote.
Lore votes for Foster motion.

Date.
No. 14—March 18, 1924. Central

Executive Committee.
Motion.

Pepper—Motion to add Engdahl to
political committee.

Vote.
Lore votes with Foster to defeat

this motion.
Date.

No. 16—March 18. 1924. Central
Executive Committee.

Motion.
Peppsr—Motion to add Lovestone

to organization committee.
Vote.

Lore votes with Foster to defeat
this motion.

Dats.
No. 16—March 18, 1924. Central

Executive Committee.
Motion.

Cannon —Motion to make Bittelman
editor of magazine section of DAILY
WORKER. (Up to this time Love-
stone had been editor.)

Vote.
Lore votes for Cannon motion.

Date.
No. 17—March 18, 1924. Central

Executive Committee.
Motion.

Foster—Substitute for Ruthenberg
motion to change name of party to
Communist Party. Foster proposes
to seek advice of Communist Inter
national.

Vote.
Lore votes for Foster motion.

Date.
No. 18—May 2, 1924. Central E»

exuctivo Committee.
Motion.

Bittelman—Series of motions at
against Ruthenberg proposals regard-
ing national and state labor party
policies.

Vote.
Lore votes for Bittelman.

Dats.
No. 18—May 2, 1924. Central ■»

exuetive Committee.
Motion.

Cannon—Motion to havo subcom-
mittee examine Brom documents.

Lovestone Amendment —To oon-
aider ease closed In view of no now
evidence warranting reopening.

Voto.
Lore voteo for Cannon.

Date.
No. 20—May 2, 1924. Control Bar

exuotlve Committee.
Motion.

Ruthenberg Motion to publish
statement of District 3 regarding oon-
tral executive committee declaration
on factionalism.

Vote.
Lore votes with Foster majority to

defeat Ruthenberg motion.
Date.

No. 21—May I, 1924. Central Ex-
sxuctlve Committee.

Motion.
Eleotlon of DAILY WORKER man-

agement committee.
Vote.

Lore votes with Foster group to
defeat Engdahl.

Dats.
No. 22—May 3, 1924. Central E»

exuctivs Committee.
Motion.

Ruthenberg—Motion to havo tem-
porary Red Aid section for propa-
ganda purposes.

Vote.
Lore votes no with Foster group.

Date.
No. 23—May 3, 1924. Central Ex-

exuetive Committee.
Motion.

Bittelman—Motion to dtfer action
on Philippine program proposed by
Lovestone by referring same to politi-
cal committee.

Vote.
Lore votaa for Bittelman motion.

Date.
No. 24—May 3, 1924. "antral E»

(Continued on page |) 4
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there can exist only two kinds of gov-
ernments and they are: a government
based on proletarian dictatorship or a
capitalist government based directly
or indirectly on capitalist dictator-
ship. Mid-way governments are out
of date. "Big biz” is too strong for
them. We can’t go back to '76, thus
no midway government can serve the
workers.

Should we, therefore, kid ourselves
and the working class with some other
form of working class rule than the
dictatorship of the proletariat? I say:
No! We must build up the Workers
(Communist) Party to a Communist
mass party by carrying on tiniteo
front campaigns “from below," 1. e., to
secure Influence and members from
among the actual wage workers and
poor farmers and not maneuvers
"from the top” by trying lo capture
eomo political party from the hands
of professional politicians. Such ad-
ventures are too hard on the poor
workers' puraos and we have very
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(Continued from page 3)
icutive Committee.

Motion.
Cannon—Motion to Instruct Love-

itone to send his Pan-American report
snd material to Comintern delegates
and that no delegates be sent to Com-
munist International.

Vote.
Lore votes for Cannon motion.

Date.
No. 26—June 8, 1924. Central Ex-

ecutive Committee.
Motion.

Sub-committee report on party presi-
dential candidate for probable St.
Paul nomination.

Lovestone—Amendment for Ruthen-
berg.

Vote.
Lore votes for Foster.

Date.
No. 26—June 8, 1924. Central Ex-

ecutive Committee.
Motion.

Cannon—That Dunne be chairman
of American delegation to Communist
International Congress.

Vote.
Lore votes for Cannon motion.

Date.
No. 27—June 8, 1924. Central Ex

ecutive Committee.
Motion.

Browder—That Aronberg be given
credential as delegate to Communist
International Congress.

Vote.
Lore votes for Browder motion.

Date.
No. 28—October If, 1924. Central

Executive Committee.
Motion.

Bittelman—Series of motions re-
garding woman’s work.

Ruthenberg—Amendment—Series of
motions differing from Bittelman pro-
posals and providing for continuation
of existing proletarian women's or-
ganizations as one of mediums thru
which party work in this field is to
be continued.

Vote.
Lore votes for Bittelman motion.

Date.
No. 29—November 6, 1924. Polcom.

Motion.
Browder-Foster-Cannon election

statement proposed in which farmer-
labor party slogan and campaign are
ordered dropped.

Ruthenberg proposes minority elec-
tion statement to continue use of
slogan and united front farmer-labor
movement tactics.

Vote.
Lore votes for majority election

statement as against the minority
statement submitted by Ruthenberg.

Recapitulation.
Total number of times Lore (Two-

and-a-Half International tendency!
voted for measures and policies pro-
posed by Foster-Cannon group against
measures and policies proposed by
Ruthenberg-Pepper group is 23.

Subscribe for the DAILY WORKER.

LENINISM OR DeLEONISM?
By JOSEPH SIMINOFF.

Consistency you are not found
in the majority theses. I quote

from the majority theses “The further
development of the class struggle may

eventually again create a mass senti-
ment for the formation of a farmer-
labor party.” Then further on in their
theses they speak of farmer-labor
Communists. Here the Foster-Can-
non group want to impress us that
LaFol etteism has swallowed up the
farmer-labor party movement and
therefore we must fold up our arms
and wait until the farmers and work-
ers free themselves from the LaFol-
lette illusion. The first is not correct
and the second is pure DeLeonism.

When we glance over the last elec-
tions we find that where the farmer-
labor party ran candidates as such
we find that they have polled a large
vote. Minnesota is a very striking
example. In this state we find that
the farmer-labor party state ticket ran
ahead of LaFollette. The majority
that Coolidge beat LaFollette was
much larger than the farmer-labor
party candidates, Mangus Johnson and
Olson. Another example is here in
Buffalo. The other day I spoke with
a worker who ran on the LaFollette
ticket in Erie county and he is thor-
oughly disgusted with the LaFollette,
movement and maintains that no one
leader can beat the capitalist machine
but a class farmer-labor party. He as
well as thousands of other workers
believed that LaFollette could delivei
the votes in the past elections and on
the basis of that would proceed to the
formation of a farmer-labor party. In
my connections as an active trade
unionist in my local union and the
Central Labor Council of Buffalo know
it to be fact.

Here in Buffalo we organized the
Buffalo labor party which was in
dorsed by the Central Labor Council
and every important local trade union
The Buffalo labor party was a mass
movement. In the county elections oi
1923, we ran candidates. The candi-
date for sheriff received 2,500 votes
which was acknowledged by the board
of elections and many more votes that
is known was stolen. Why has the
Buffalo labor party gone out of ex
istence? It was largely due to the
sabotaging methods of the majority
The same thing happened to |he Buf-
falo labor party that occurred to the
F. F. L. P. In spite of the fact that
the C. I. has recognized at the last
congress that the formation of the
F. F. L. P. was a victory for the Com-
munists, we find Comrade Foster and
the majority to date criticize the F
F. L. P. I quote from an article writ
ten by Comrade Foster in the DAILY
WORKER of Dec. 4. "This debacle
which left the Workers Party in a ser
lous crisis, cost us the loss of many
valuable sympathizing elements in the
trade unions and elsewhere among the
workers.” Yet Comrade Foster and
the majority maintain that there was
a sentiment for a farmer-labor party
and when eventually this sentiment ii
created again venture in this “de
bade.” Consistency where are you?
Yet the majority affords themselves
the rather expensive pleasure of call-
>g the minority the farmer-labor Com
.racists. It was only a short time
ago that the C. I. said that the major

ity in the united front maneuver;

have failed to maintain their Commun-
ist principles. It comes will ill grace
from the majority.

Trade Union Activities.
Comrade Foster in his article o'

Dec. 4 points with pride to the united
fronts on the industrial field. He
cites amalgamation as a glaring ex-
ample. Yes Comrade Foster, amalga-
mation is an important slogan. But
what has the majority to show in
their work on this slogan? Oh yes,
sixteen state federations of labor have
passed a resolution for amalgamation,
a few international conventions, cen-
tral labor bodies and so many local
unions. But how about some con-
structive amalgamation work? Oh no,
that would be dual unionism. But
we must stay within the A. F. of, L.
and organize for conventions. Last
year when we had the outlaw shoe
workers’ strike in Brockton, Mass.,
which offered the party a glaring op-
portunity to amalgamate the Brockton
District Shoe Workers, Amalgamated
Shoe Workers, and the Haverhill Pro-
tective Union in a united independent
shoe workers’ union. While organ-
izer of the T. U. E. L. I have send re-
port after report to the national of-
fice for policies in the situation, but
they are still forthcoming. Here were
30,000 shoe workers revolting against
the bureaucracy of the A. F. of L.
But of course, this was a dual union.

On Unemployment.
When millions of workers in the

textile, shoe, railroad, and mining in-
dustries were walking the streets, the
majority did not only fail to form-
ulate a policy to organize the unem-
ployed, but have actually denied that
such an unemployment existed. When
Comrade Pepper wrote an article
pointing out the unemployment situa-
tion in this country, Comrade Browder
answered with an article denying It.
The result was that the Profintern in
its last congress maintained the posi-
tion of the minority on the trade
union policies as correct.

Loreism.
In conclusion I want to write a few

words on the Two-and-a-Half Interna-
tional tendency in the party as rep-
resented by the Lore group. It did
not come as a surprise to me, the
Olgin article on Lore only on the eve
of a national convention of the party.
The C. I. at the last congress said
that the Lore group is a non-Com-
munist group and that the C. E. C.
of the Workers Party should carry on a
vigorous ideological campaign against
this Second-and-a-Half International
tendency in the party. Os course, the
majority maintains that has nothing
to do with maintining organizational
alliances with the Lore group. For six
months after the decision the majority
still kept members of the Lore group
in responsible party positions. It also
required the majority to meet with
Lore and his group in caucus to de-
cide that Comrade Gitlow could not
step into the T. U. E. L. office. This
is the promise of unity with the left
wing of the party as represented by
the Ruthenberg-Pepper group.

Comrades! The Issue of the minori-
ty is very clear. The minority is rais-
ing the slogan of a Leninist Party, a
party of action.

“CHVOSTISM” IN OUR PARTY
By QEORGE ASHKENUDSE.

‘class’ farmer-labor
party," gays Comrade Manley,

the leading spirit of the majority In
New York City. I would suggest that
Comrade Manley read more carefully
the thesis of the majority, which he
represents, for in this document he
will* find the following quotation, "The

spontaneously develops, then and only
then will they favor the farmer-labor
party policy.

This opportunist line of thought is
characteristic of the majority. Id
their thesis they say, “At the- time
when the farmer-labor movement was
developing a mass character, moving
in the direction of an independent
party, it was correct for our
party itself to raise the slogan of ‘a
farmer-labor party’ and participate ac-
tively in the movement for it. When
as became apparent in July, 1924, and
as it is apparent now, the idea of a
farmer-labor party lacks mass support
and appeal among the industrial work-
ers and poor farmers, the basic rea-
sons for our support of this move-
ment are not in existence.”
* Commenting upon this attitude of
“following the masses,” Comrade Sta-
lin says in his book on “Lenin and
Leninism,” "The theory of spontaneity
is a theory of opportunism, the theory
of bowing before the spontaneity of
the workers’ movement, the theory of
actual denial of the leading role o.‘
the vanguard of the working class,
the party of the working class . . .
The theory of spontaneity is the ide-
ology of trade unionism.”

This idea of "following the masses”
was combatted by Comrade Lenin, and
called “Chvostism,” a real menshevist
position.

Mistakes of the Past.
So deep is the respect and worship

of the majority for the "sentiment” of
the masses, that it has led them to
commit a number of grave errors in
the past in the employment of the
united front tactics. Comrade Bittel-
man in his speech at the German con
vention makes this demand in regard
to the present policy of the party,
“Not negotiations with farmer-labor
leaders around the conference table
as was the case in about one-half of
our work for a farmer-labor party, but
actual struggle in the unions and
the shops and among the unemploy-
directly against the capitalists and
their servants, the reactionary labor
bureaucrats.” This is an admission
that our united front tactics were no
conducted until now in the unions, in
the shops and among the unemployed.
Therefore, we must state openly thatour C. E. C. and the T. U. E. L did
not understand the decisions of theComintern and the Profintern on ttactics of the united front. But to sitat the table with farmer-labor leaderswas not such a grave mistake. Comrade Losovsky in concluding his rport at the Fifth Congress States
do not sit down at the same tablewith him (Jouhaux) ‘for the sakehis beautiful eyes’ but because th<are millions of workers who followedhim and because there are tens ofmillions who are neither with us norwith him.” Saturated with the ide-ology of “Chvostism," our C. E. C•failed to criticize the leaders, (likeFitzpatrick, Hillman, Mahoney, etc )with whom they sat at the tablewhom the masses followed. Thusthey failed to prepare the masses forthe time when these leaders wouldbetray the workers, so that insteadof winning over these masses thru theunited front tactics, we remained iso-lated after the June 17 convention.

For instance, the statement issuedby Mahoney in regard to the St. Paulconvention was printed in our officialorgan, the DAILY WORKER of April17, without any challenge, or criticism,
regardless of the fact that comradesfrom New York and other cities de-manded immediate action. Let us re-peat a few extracts from this state-ment “There will no doubt, be Com-munists as there will be other schoolsof thought represented at the con-vention, but they will represent sucha small fraction that even if they sodesire, they would make no impres-sion on the great mass of farmersand of workers who are interested inpractical legislative measures and notin visionary doctrines . , . TheJune 17 convention has been sponsor-
ed by the farmer-labor movement ofMinnesota, which is in charge of acommittee of arrangements which isnot controlled by the Communists . .It will be impossible for any onegroup to control these proceedingsand the leaders in Minnesota andthe northwest have sufficient practi-
cal political experience to defeat any
attempt at the capture of the conven-tion of any element" This statementwas also signed by the secretary ofthe committee for the St. Paul con-vention, Comrade Hathaway, a mem-ber of the Workers Party, and an al-ternate to the C. E. C. This showsthat Mahoney knew better than ourC. E C. how to capitalize the unitedfront, by utilizing otir own official or-gan as well as the official representa-tive of our party, for the purpose ofdiscrediting us and winning over themasses.

The C. I. severely criticized the fail-
ure of the C. E. C. to challenge the
Mahoney-Hathaway statement. The
explanation given by our C. E. C.
to the C. I. was, that Comrade Hatha-
way signed this statement as a rou-
tine matter. There is ample reason
to believe that Comrade Hathaway’s
signature was not a mere matter of
routine, but that he as a member of
the majority group, was in agreement
with the sentiment expressed in the
Mahoney statement.

Here is what he wrote in Decern
ber, 1923, in the Labor Herald, official
organ of the T. U. E. L„ of which
Foster was then editor, “It la true.’

further development of the class
struggle may eventually again create
a mass sentiment for the formation
of a farmer-labor party.” To be con-
sistent with the policy of the majority,
Manley should say, "Auf wiedersehn!”

This statement means that when in
the opinion of the majority a sufficient
sentiment for a farmer-labor policy

that a few reactionaries have hurled
charges of Communism. The Minne-
sota Daily Star ran a series of ar-
ticles attempting to show Communist
domination of our recent convention,
but this has , been laughed out of
court by the trade unionists and farm-
ers alike. Many letters of protest
have been sent to the Star from all
over the state. The movement in
Minnesota has alawys been a con-
structive, aggressive movement.”
Does the sentiment expressed here
differ in any fundamental respect from
the Mahoney-Hathaway statement of
April 17, 1924?

Another example of the same ten-
dency is to be found in the statement
of Comrade Swabeck, district organ-
izer of Chicago, in his report to the
C. E. C. on the June 10, 1923, con-
vention of the Cook county labor
party: “We had decided and did pur-
sue the method of as much as possible
following the lead of the national offi-
cers of the F.-L. P. and mainly stress-
es the necessity of unity.” It is true
that Comrade Foster was forced to
admit at our last party convention
that the district committee of Chicago,
led by him, “did not direct any criti-
cism against the Fitzpatrick group,”
but his attitude towards leaders re-
mains the same.

In other words, the quotations giv-
en above as well as the past activity
of the majority and its leading spokes-
men, show very clearly, (1) That the
majority and its responsible spokes-
men are willing to sacrifice and belit-
tle the role of the Workers Party, in
favor of maintaining the united front
as an end in itself. (2) That because
the masses follow certain leaders, the
majority believes that we must not
criticize these leaders for their short-
comings, in order to maintain unity.
(3) That this tendency of “following
the masses1’ and their opportunist
leaders is nothing less than the policy
of Chvostism.

The fight against this attitude of
our majority, (Foster, Cannon, Brow-

/

Party Activities Os
Local Chicago

j

City Central Committee meeting on
Wednesday, December 17 8 p. m., at
722 Blue Island Ave. All delegates at-
tend!

Browder’s Class in Elementary
Economics, 2613 Hirsch Blvd., 8:10 p.
m., Wednesday, Dec. 17.

North Side English
Branch Overwhelmingly

For Majority Thesis
At the regular semi-monthly meet-

ing of the North Side English Branch,
Workers Party, Local Chicago, held
Monday, December 15, the branch
overwhelmingly endorsed the position
of the majority of the C. E. C. on the
question of the immediate tasks of
our party, after a thoro discussion of
the theses of both the minority and
the majority of the C. E. C.—Signed:
William Kuperman, Secretary, North
Side Branch, Workers Party, Local
Chicago.

New Italian Branch,
Philadelphia, Gives

Dance, Sat., Dec. 20
PHILADELPHIA, Pa., Dec. 16.—The

newly organized third Italian branch
of the Workers Party of West Phila-
delphia is celebrating its joining the
Communist ranks by giving a dance
on Saturday, Dec. 20, 8 p. m. at Cu
sano Hall, 4862 Lancaster Ave.

The third Italian branch was re-
cently organized with twenty members
which in a short time increased to
more than thirty. It is at present one
of the liveliest branches of the party
in Philadelphia and surely deserves
the heartiest support of all Italian and
non-Italian comrades and sympathizers
of our party. Let us all come to the
dance to extend our greetings to the
new comrades. A good time is as-
sured us the arrangement committee,
which consists of a number of live
wire comrades, tells us. Admission is
only 35c.

Russian Mass Meeting.
A mass meeting with a musical pro-

gram is called by the Russian branch
of the W. P. for next Saturday, Dec.
20, at 8 p. m., at the Soviet School,
1902 W. Division St. Speakers will
talk on the situation in the United
States and the program of the Work
ers Party. Admission free. Send
your friends who speak Russian to
this meeting.

Klan Rooters Arrested.
NILES, Ohio, Dec. 16. Eleven

more persons were arrested here
charged with taking part in the riots
caused by Ku Klux Klansmen. Thirty-
nine persons have been arrested
charged with rioting to date.

EVANS, ATTENTION I
The Chicago Bazaar Committee,

Room 307, 166 W. Washington Bt.,
wants to get In touch with—-
"Evans, 6908 W. Harrison Bt."
owner of traveling set.

der, etc.) was conducted by Comrade
Pepper and this fight against the op-
portunism of the majority prompted
them to use every possible means to
get rid of a comrade who helped sub-
stantially to build the Workers (Com-
munist) Party.

The majority never learned to un-
derstand and correct its mistakes. At
this time when the prime duty of
our party here and thruout the world,
is to Bolshevize and Leninize it from
top to bottom, it would be appropriate
to listen to what Lenin has to say
on this question, “The attitude of a
political party towards its errors is
one of the most important and surest
criterions of the seriousness of the
party, and of how it fulfills in prac-
tice its obligations towards its class
and towards the laboring masses. To
admit a mistake openly, to disclose its
reasons, to analyze the surroundings
which created it, to study attentively
the means of correcting this mistake—(

these are the signs of a serious party,
this means a performance of its
duties, this means educating and train-
ing the class and consequently the
masses,” (Infantile sickness of "left-
ism” in Communism).

A Marxian Analysis.
The majority does not analyze its

past errors in accordance with the
teachings of Lenin and does not dis-
close the reasons for our present iso-
lation. The majority says, “As the
farmer-labor movement developed, the
LaFollette third party movement de-
veloped simultaneously and threaten-
ed to absorb it” .

. . And later, “It
was a recognition of the fact that the
farmer-labor movement was being ab-
sorbed by the LaFollette movement,
and that the former no longer had
the proportions of a mass movement,
that dictated the actions of the Work-
ers Party on July 8, in withdrawing
its support from the farmer-labor can-
didates and nominating candidates of
its own . .

. The Workers Party,
therefore, cannot advantageously pro-
mulgate the slogan of a ‘farmer-labor

party’ at the present time.” This is
merely a statement of what happen-
ed without attempting to give the
underlying reasons and causes for
the desertion of the masses to LaFol-
lette. On the other hand the minority
gives a Marxian explanation and ana-
lysis. They say, “One of the most
important factors which made this
possible was the error of our party
after the convention of July 3, 1923,
in which the F. F. L. P. was organ-
ized, in not carrying on an energetic
organization campaign and actually
creating an organizational basis for
the farmer-labor movement. Had we
crystallized and organized the senti-
ment, before the LaFollette movement
had developed in definite form, we
would have undoubtedly been success-
ful in preventing the LaFollette move-
ment from establishing its leadership
over the farmer-labor forces, which
stood for a class party to such an ex-
tent as to leave us isolated during
the election campaign. Opposition to
the organization of the F. F. L. P.
based upon a misconception of the
united front tactic on the part of the
Foster-Cannon group in the C. E. C.
of our party, was responsible for this
failure.” This policy of crystallizing
and organizing the sentiment of the
masses, is a real Bolshevik, Leninist
policy in direct contrast to the ma-
jority policy of “Following the 'mass-
es” or pure Chvostism.

As to the correctness and advisa-
bility of the formation of the F. F.
L. P., Comrade Zinoviev in answering
the majority representative in the
American commission, where the lat-
ter submitted all his facts, said, “We
must not regret that we formed the
F. F. L. P. We are glad about this
fact, that we have a farmer-labor
party as the basis for our movement.”

Build the Workers Party.
“The campaign for a farmer-labor

party was a correct estimation of the
situation in the United States.” (Pro-
gram of action of the C. E. C. before
the presidential election campaign).

We Receive a Letter!

Dear Juniors: —I know all of you
will be happy to hear that we, the
readers of the junior column, have re-
ceived a letter from Odessa, Russia.
It was sent to us by the editor of
Molodaya Gvardia, (the Young Guard)
the daily newspaper of the Odessa
Young Comrades. Take out your at-
las or geography book and look up
Odessa. Not that you have the lo-
cation clearly fixed in your mind, let
us proceed with the letter.

The letter tells us that our Russian
comrades are eager to learn more
about the Pioneers (Juniors) in the
United States. It says that Russia
wants to keep in close contact with
every Communist children’s move-
ment in every part of the world. It
asks the children to write to the edi-
tor of the Molodaya Guard telling how
they live, work and fight for the work-
ers’ cause. The editor promises to
publish all the letters that we send
and furthermore, we will receive a
letter from him telling us about the

Chicago Lettish
Branch Endorses

Minority Thesis
The Lettish branch held a special

membership meeting, Friday night
Dec. 12, to discuss the thesis as pre-
sented by the majority and minority
of the C. E. C.

At this meeting representatives
from both fractions were invited.
Comrade William Z. Foster spoke for
the majority of the C. E. Q. and Com
rade C. E. Ruthenberg championed the
minority.

After both comrades had spoken the
discussion was continued by the
branch members, the main issues
thoroly discussed, and the following
motion unanimously adopted:

The Lettish branch endorses the
minority thesis and instructs the
branch executive committee to pre-
pare an article in which they en-
dorse the principles of the minor-
ity thesis and outline the branche’s
position in the party controversy.
At the same meeting a motion war

carried to send one hundred dollars
from the branch treasury to insur<
the DAILY WORKER’S existence and
fighting spirit for 1925.

F. Zelms, Branch Secretary.

Colds That Lead to
PNEUMONIA

Wo have known men nnd women who
have taken cold compounds, syrups,
creosates, piasters, etc., with no abate-
ment whatever of the trouble.

When these same people tried DRUO-
I.ESS METHODS they made quick re-
coveries from their colds.

No matter whnt the ailment, try first
Chiropractic and Electrotherapy (natural,
drugless methods).

Consultation and advise free to all
comrades on matters pertaining to health.

DR. J. J, SGHOLTES
Epstein Bldq., Cor. W. 25th A Wade Ave.

Phone, Lincoln 5340
CLEVELAND, OHIO

inglish, German and Slovak Spoken.

children’s movements and activities
in Russia. The editor further states
that he would especially be delighted
to receive cartoons by the children.

Os course, this letter, tho coming
from the editor of a Communist paper,
tells us that the Communist children
of other countries want to get ac-
quainted with us. And we want to
get acquainted with them too, I am
sure. So we will correspond with
them, not tomorrow, not next week,
but today, now, because it takes a
long, long time for a letter to reach
Russia and they are anxiously waiting
to hear from us.

All right then, let’s go! >

Address your letters and drawings
to the editor of the Children’s Column,
DAILY WORKER, 1113 W. Washing-
ton Blvd., Chicago, 111. Be sure to say
that the letter is for our Russian
comrades, not on the envelope, but on
the top line of your letter. The most
interesting letters and the best car-
toons will be sent to Russia and the
names of the juniors who sent them,
will be printed in o\ir column.

Meat Cutters Gain
Wage Increase in

New Agreement
(Special to the Daily Worker)

SPRINGFIELD, 111., Dec. 16—The
Meat Cutters’ Local Union,. No. 61,
signed an agreement with the Spring-
field Master Butchers’ Association
here, which granted the meat cutters
the closed shop, and a wage increase
of $2.50 per wefek.

The Saturday night closing time
was changed from 9:30 to 9:00 p. m.
The meat shops are to remain closed
on New Year’s Day, Memorial Day,
July 4, Labor Day, Armistice Day,
Thanksgiving Day, and Christmas.

The agreement with the meat cut-
etrs ran out on Dec. 1. While the
butchers were individually dealing
with the 'union, they banded together
in the master butchers’ organization.

Subscribe for “Your Daily,"
the DAILY WORKER.

COMRADE CUTLER
Phone Lakeview 7282 between
7 and 8 p. m., Wednesday. Ask
for Room 38.

PITTSBURGH, PA.
• DR. RASNICK

DENTIST
Rendering Expert Dental Servlet

for 20 Yeare.
•45 SMITHFIELD ST.. Near 7th Ave.
’*27 CENTER AVE.. Cor. Arthur St.

ROOMS FOR RENT.
6 cheerful and deairable rooma, com-

pletely furnished, for at least 3
months or longer If desired, stove
heat—s3s a month. Phone Diversey
6034. Fred Ellis, Clybourn, nesr
Larrabee.

it helped to build the Workers Party,
it made our party stand as the leader
in the struggle in the interests of
the workers and poor farmers. To-
day we must carry out the promise
given in the program of action, “that
the campaign for the farmer-labor
party must be continued and will be a
major campaign of the party in the
future.” The economic and political
conditions at present are more favor-
able now than they were a year ago
for the crystallization of the senti-
ment for independent political action
of workers and poor farmers. Reac-
tion is growing .thruout the world.
Capitalism is on the decline and this
is the time when the political con-
sciousness of the masses is awaken-
ing. The fact that two resolutions for
a labor party were presented at the
recent A. F. L. convention by two
important national unions proves that
there exists a basis for the crystal-
lization of the labor party slogan.
The stand taken by the progressive
miners gives additional evidence of
my contention. Their program, which
was sent by Comrade Foster to all
party editors with instructions to give
proper publicity, calls for independent
political action. Regardless of the
fact that the reactionary clique has
betrayed the movement for the or-
ganization of the labor party, the
progressive miners are “convinced
that the organization of a political
party of the working class and the ex-
ploited farmers is more necessary now
than ever before.” We must continue
the use of the farmer-labor party slo-
gan, on the basis of immediate de-
mands in tfee shops, unions and among
the unemployed, carefully avoiding
the Chvostist tendencies of the ma-
jority. This will help us to rally the
workers around the Workers (Com-
munist) Party and will build up the
party of the Communist International
in this country.

• * •

♦Chvosticism comes from the Russian
word “chvost,” which means tail.

NEW YORK GREEK
BRANCH VOTES 20

TO I_FOR MAJORITY
The following resolution was

adopted by the Greek branch of
New York:

“The New. York branch of the
Greek Federation of the Workers
Party of America, after careful and
practical discussion of both C. E. C.
and minority theses, does hereby
approve and stand for the thesis of
the majority as the only correct
and practical Communist policy
which our party must follow and
recommends that all branches of
the Greek Federation support this
policy."

Twenty voted for the above reso-
lution, oAe against and four de-
clined to vote.

Are You Going to the Open Forum
Sunday Night?

HELP! HELP!
Give Us a Hand—•
We are swamped again.

There is just a load of work
piling up .in our office and our
small force is struggling hard to
get it done. If any comrades
have a day, an hour or a minute
to spare, COME ON OVER—-
GIVE US A HAND!

t

betrayed
Their first conversation
betrayed the fact that
she was not fastidious
AT a distance she had appeared

- unusually near, immaculate.
But upon their first face-to-face
meeting he discovered that herteethwere not clean. And he soon lost /
interest. fSo manypeople overlook this one /
matter of fastidiousness. And do soin spire of the fact that in conversa-
tion the teeth are the one mostnoticeable thing about you.

Notice today how you, yourself,
watch another person s teeth when
he or she is talking. If the teeth are
not wejl kept they at once becomea liability.

Litter!»a Tool* Past, chans t„tk a n,wway. At la,t our chtmltlt have discovered a 1;Pali,hint incredlent that nally chant with-
out,cratekin, th, tnamd -a difficult proklem
finally talvtd.

You will notice the improvement
even in the first few days. And you H
know it ij cleaning safely.

So the makers of Listcrine, the
safe antiseptic, have found for you
also the really safe dentifrice.

What arc your teeth saying aboutyou today t—LAMBERT PIIAR-MACAL CO., Saint Louis, U. S. A.

LISTERINE
TOOTH PASTE
Large Tube—2s cents
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