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Som.eQuestions of Comintem and C.P.S. U. Policy 
The article below ia '[)Mt of the 

I he p C .(. •

::�t::7:t tn=-:=y c:u�!: n t ost- on, erence Discussion of the C.P.S.U. being cond�ted by the Communist Party of the U.S.A. ( Vpposition) . AU oom,rades and readers of the "Age" are • invited to participate. Art'ieles are trmited to 1,000 word.a.- Editor. 
• • •

by Herbert Zamtics to those in the capitalist coun­tries, are not offering a solution ; they are merely guaranteeing in advance incorrect tactics for the as ridiculous to demand an advance Soviet Union. The Communist in the capitalist countries, because Opposition s�nds for the elim�a- of conditions in the Soviet Union,i1on of the stick from the relations _ as the leaders of the c. P. s. u.

munist Opposition bases its poli­tical conclusions and whos& logic I have tried to follow in the fore­going lines, represents the weap­on which we must utilize. 

the "tightening of the belt" should rE:Jllember that, without it, the Five-Year Plan itself would have been impossible, which would have meant hardships and difficulties of an even greater and more in­tense character a little later, last­ing for a longer period of time. The strain, the sacrifices, the hard• ships, which the first mighty effort at the building of socialism called forth, have already justified them­selves. 
Every Communist organization should, from time to time, discuss in a cr,tical manner some of the most important problems confront-• ing it. :Such a aiscussion, conduct­ed in an objective manner, even i1serious differences manifest them• selves in the course of it, can onlyhelp clarify and explain the poli•cies of the o:rganization, with re­sulting improvement in its work.It is the absence of such discus­sions from the ranks of the · Com•munist Party today which makes itso extremely difficult for even themost serious and outstanding er•rors to be corrected. Within theranks of the Communist Opposi­tion we can never tolerate such asystem. Should serious differenceaarise, far from suppressing them,it is the duty of the leadership tobring them to the open, and, in thecourse of comradely discussion, en­deavor • to eliminate them. Thepresent discussion on the "Russianquestion," which the CommunistOpposition is conducting, will nodoubt help hundreds of Commu­nists and revolutionaty workersto a better understanding of thisimportant question.

• • • The Source of Many Difficulties

etw_een the �.P.�.U. and the_ Co�- are doing, as to demand a slowingmun1s� Parties ID the capitalist up or change in the socialist ad•countri.es. vance in the Soviet Union, because• • • of the slow development of the About "Turns and Twists" • revolution in the capitalist cou.n-We cannot be opposed to· "turns tries, as some of the comrades arti and twists" in policy in principle. doing in the present discussion. 0, The class struggle does not devel- course, the comrades will indig­op in a straight line at a uniform nantly deny this. But so ·will Stal­pace and Communist policy, to be in, Molotov, and the others den) correct, must follow the develop- that they are subordinating inter­ment of the class struggle. This national Communist policy to Sov­necessitates advances and re- iet Commurust policy. 'l'his is not treats, zig-zags and straight lines, a conscious process. Stalin, Molo­advancing at express speed or at a tov and the other Soviet comrades snail's pace. 'fhe same is true are influenced largely by develop­in the Soviet Union in the build• ments in the Soviet Union, and ing of socialism, but there is no their ideas come to predominate in relation between the two. -: (Nor the Communist International, due is there any absolute relation to the narrowing of leadership and among the capitalist countries.) the incorrect mutual relations be­At the same time that it is neces- tween the C. P. S. U. and the other sary to advance in the Soviet parties. In a similar manner, the Union, it may be necessary to re- comrades here are influenced treat in a capitalist country. At largely by the developments here the present time, an advance is and are unconsciously transferring taking place all along the line, and their political contjusions to the at a rapid tempo, in the Soviet disc;ussion on the "Russian ques­Union. Do the realities of the tion". This represents a great class struggle in the capitalist danger from both directions which countries necessitate a similar ad- should be guarded against. The vance? Obviously not l It is just "gap theory", upon which the Com-

• • •

Essentials And Non-Essentials 
Another error which comrades are apt to make is neglect essen­tials and to argue over matters of .iecondary importance. They can­,1ot "see the forest for the trees." ,hey argue about this or that fac­.;ory, or railway, or collective farm; .bey canont see that it is just as .. bsurd. for the comrades here to ;ry to draw conclusions from such ,ncidents, or to give advice about them, as it is for Stalin, let us say, to try to determine what. the tactics of the Communists should be in Local 22 of the I. L. G. W. U. In our estimates of Soviet de­velopments, we must confine our•selves to the main lines of devel­opment represented by the Five­year Plan, which is already sue· cessful beyond all expectations.The hardships and difficulties, in­herent in the. transition period, andexpressing themselves in a sharpform during the last period whichmarked a sharp break in the di­rection of building socialism, willbe largely eliminated in the Sec­ond Five-Year Plan, on the basisof the achievements of the First.But the comrades who sigh about It 8eems that a good deal of theconfusion on the "Russian ques- .tion" is due to a. mechanical unifi­cation of this question with theproblems confronting the Commu­nists in the capitalist countries, asort of inverted Stalinism. Com­rades start from the generally ac­�epted (in our group, of ·course)newpoint, that the general line ofthe Communist Party of the SovietUnion on questions of Communistpolicy in capitalist countries, asexpressed in the general line ofthe Communist International

The Advance Of Communism In India 

( which, we can agree, is largelydetermined. • by the C.P.S.U.) 1_ is in•correct. This line is ultra-len, that is, it tends to push forward Com­�uni11t tactics at a • pace so rapid as ·to isolate the Communists from the working masses. These tactics are, at present, advanced to an extent absolutely unjustified by the general conditions obtaining in most capitalist countries. And, on a number of specific matters, these tactics represent a departure from some of the accepted Lenin­ist tactical principles. . Starting from this generally .· correct criti· �ism, comrades then ask : "How is 

SOME PROBLEMS OF THE REVOLUTION IN INDIA 
We publish, below e:x:tract6 /Tom a recent letter from India. Com-­rode K., the. writer of the letter, is one of the leading figures in the growing Communist Oppositm in India. Th6 Indian Communist Op­position ia slowly reco-vering /Tom the disastroua blow of the arrest and imprisonment' of M. N. R01f.It has already ·established itself a,s the dominant Communl8t organiza,. tion m the political and trade union life of hldia.-Editor. 

• • • Bombay, India, September, 10, 1932. 

by K. (Bomba.y) 

N. Roy, adhering to his politicaland trade union point of view, al­tho some of them do not go along with us fully. Altho deprived of practically the whole of its executive and of most of its active workers, the trade union congress twelfth session had to meet under all circumstances. In Bombay the places <Jf the ar• rested comrades were immediately filled by the second line of de­fense and thus today, when I am writing to you, the Trade Union Congress is meeting at tweltfth session in Madras. 

The resolution of the National Committee on the "Russian ques­tion" is correct. It refuses to be led off the track of objective, Len• inist analysis by motives of revenge or factional bitterness. It refuses to blind itself to the wrong re­gime in the C. P. S. U. even while endorsing the general line of that party. It refuses to make the fight of the International Communist Opposition a function of differ­ences or struggle inside the C. P. S. U. Only firm adherence to this policy will make posible the vic­tory of the ideas of o·ur group. 
THE A. F. L. "TURNS 

LEFT!" 

(Contin-ueci Jrom Page 3)perhaps even turn into a boomer­ang, bringing disillusionment and demoralization in the wake of pa.;;­sivity. 
• • • Th,. Significance Of The Convention It would be a major error to estimate the Cincinnati cv,ivention in an abstract, static manner to limit ourselves to what is perfect­ly correct, that Green and Com­pany have not changed heart, that they are still in all essentials labor lieutenants of Big Business. True enough ; but that is not what is new in the present _ _§ituation, that is not what is spe�ftc in the pres­ent relation of forces. Let us learn from our enemies. The "Nllw York Times", in its issue of Nov­ember 30, comments editorialy in a very significant manner on what happened at Cincinnati : "��ch a militant attitude (as exh1b1ted at the convention.­W. H.) is fortunate. It can­not fail t-0 be disturJ--,jng to all who have thought of the Ameri­�an Federation of Labor, under its present leadership, as inclin­ed • . . (to) carefully studied means and . . . conciliatory me­thods . . . .  At the moment when all should be trying to work to­gether, when the order of the day ought always be . . . coop­eration between labor and capi, tal, President Green's extrava­gant and menacing words soundlike bells jangled out of tune."it posible for this same party to Ile • so wrong everywhere else, and tight in Russia?" And they an­swer for themselves, that it must therefore be wrong also in RuBSia. The Stalinist method of ara,unent is that, because the Russian par­ty has .been demonstrated to be generally correct in Russia, it must necessarily be correct also in other countries. We see that both these arguments are the same; It is one stick, . but Stalin is h°'1ing it by the thick .end and the comrades re­ferred to are holding it by the thin end. The Communist Oppo• sition has rejected and must reject the mechanical and rigid ''logic" represented by this stick. We draw " aluwp line of distinction between ,1eneral Communist policy, 118 ap­plied in the Swiet Union, wh,e,re the _building of socialism ia pro­ce�ing, and in the capitalist coun­triea, where we are still st,-uggling for the uverthroto of capitalism, or, to be more e�, where (in moat countnes) our taak ill not 'llflt even tlui uverthrow of capitaliam but the development of the Com­munist Parti.es into maas parti.es. To· mechanically unite the tactics in the Soviet Union with those in the capitalist countries, is to de­termine in advance that B11ch tac­tics will be wrong in one or the other place. At present they are wrong ID the capitalist countries because the thick end of the • stick is in Stalin's hands, but the com­rades who propose to reverse the stick and B11bordinate Soviet tac. 

You must, I believe, have heard about the arrest of several of our comrades in various parts of the country. In Bombay, where we are very strong, the attack on us was very prominent. Those of our comrades who are active workers in the trade union movement were· charged under Section 124 a (se• dition} and . Section 153 (creating class hatred) .  Four of our com· rades have been convicted for one year of rigorous imprisonment and a fine of 300 Rupees. All these comrades were at the head of the unions such as Girni Kamgar Union ("Red Flag Union"-a tex• tile union.-Editor), the Seamen's Union, the Dock Workers Union and the Municipal Workers Union. The arrest of these comrades took place at a time when the unity con­ference of the trade union move• ment was to meet. The reformists, afraid of our forces, did not dare hold the conference in Bombay and shifted the plac.e to Madras. The arrest of all these comrades, who would have presented a unit· ed front at the conference against the reformists, removed them and only one representative from Bom­bay and a few from Madras could form a revolutionary opposition inside the· conference. Moreover, the Executive Committee of the All-India Trade Union Congress, too, was to meet and possibly the government did not like the pres• cnce of these comrades on this committee which was to be follow· ed by the twelfth session of the A. I.T.U.C. at Madras. Those tradeunionists who have some inclina· tions towards us were cast into prison at this critical moment. Most of  them and our comrades were alleged by the government lawyers to be the followers of M. 

It is expected that the Trade Union Congress will adopt the. Platform of Unity of the (jirni Kamgar Union and will call upon the various unions to • unite under the banner of the A.-1. T. U. -C. Moreover, this session will bring in more unions which were· neutral all these months. 
• • *Our Campaign Of Unity �II. along the campaign of uni­ty m the ranks of the trade ·unionmovement in India, we have press-

LECTULE COURSE 

V. F. CALVERTON
"Liberation of

American Literature" 
New Workers School 228 Second Avenue New York City 

ed for the acceptance of the Girni Kamgar Union platform. We car­ried on an agitation for the with· drawal of attacks made on the Communists by the reformists in the report of the Trade Union Uni­ty Conference, and for the deletion of various reactionary suggestions made therein, viz., non-violence, "legitimate" methods in the trade union work, etc. The comrades ol our fraction in the trade union I movement were of the opinion that to break away from the Trade Union Conference, or from the Trade Union Congress, if ou1 point of view was not accepted, would be · a  fatal mistake. We showed our in tense desire for uni• ty in the ranks of the labor move­ment on the basis of the principles of class struggle as formulated in the G. K. U. platform of unity. And to break away from the Trade Union Congress would be falling in line with the ultra-leftist4, who have isolated themselves from the labor movement as well as from the movement for national libera­tion. 

Fo1; the militant workers the n:iean_mg of the Cincinnati conven­tioi:i 1s very great indeed. It callsstriking attention to the growth of11nrest and militancy in the ranksof the conservative unions, stillunformed and vague but tremend­ous in its potentialities. It marksa definite retreat on the part of�he labor officialdom. But, mostimportant of all, it points the wayto a magnif:cient OJ!portunity for the left wing and progressive for­ces in the A. F. of L. Upon theeffectiveness · of these forces willdepend, in the long run, whetherthe concessions wrung from the re­actionary burocrats in Cincinnatiwill . be turned into anything ofvalue for the American workers !

• • •Building The Party The effdrts in the direction of creating more party groups con­tinue and are pushed vigorously. Some of the remnants of the offi­cial line have nefariously disrupted some of our work and, on the other hand, the "law and order" crowd too is not slow in dealing a blow at us. We shall soon come out as an All-India organization-that is, the All India Communist Party or the Revolutionary Party of the Indian Working Class (R.P.I.W.C.) .  The draft program has been circulated 
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for acceptance and is now in print 1--------------­and will be available for the mem• bers and various groups in the country. There is a big controversy about tactics, methods and program of the C. P. between ourselves and the remnants of the official line. Some time back a fellow came from England. I knew him when I was in Frankfurt at the Anti­Imperialist Conference in 1928. He is an Indian. I met and I had a talk with him. When he saw the reality of the situation here he be­came to certain extent disillusion• ed about the line of the official leaders. But he insisted that the slogan of the "Soviets" was fit• 

ting the situation in India toda,and therefore we must give up theslogan of "Constituent Assembly".which, in his opinion, was conf�s­ing and attracting the petty middleclasses. I told him that that slog•an of "Soviets" must be linked upwith the slogan of the "dictat�r­ship of the proletariat" and, whenwe are organizing the anti-im_per­iali�t movement on the slogan ofnational-democratic revolution, theslogan of ''.Sovi•," would not fitin. 
K. 
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' 'Historically Inevitable and Correct ' '  

• • • • • 

The article below is par-t o I the post-con/eTence discussion on the geneTal line and inner-,OTty courBe of the C.P.S.U. being conducted by the Communist Party of the U.S.A. ( Upposition) .  Alt comTades and readeTB of the "Age" aTe invited to participate. Articles are li111ited to 1,000 words.- Editor. • * ,e: 

The resolution adopted at the last national conference of the C. P. U. S . .A. (OpposiJon) on the general line of the C. P. of the :soviet Union is inadequate. Some sect10ns of it are out of date. Chap­ter 3 is totally out of line with the resolution itself. It accuses the Central Committee, under the lead­ership of Stalin, of factionalism, at the same time avoiding to ex· amine the very basis and nature of it. It avoids to mention the struggle within the C. P. S. U ., the nature of disagreements, the branding of Comrades Bukharin, Kykoff and Tomsky as "right wingers" (borrowed from 'l"rot­sky•s arsenal) and consequently . their removal. Paragraphs 4, 5, 6 and 7 of the resolution (printed in Novembe:. 16, 19ml issue of the "Worker� Age") would have been timely fou. years ago as an historical estima(L of planned economy. Today th1. is not enough. '.l'oda_y when thL li'1ve-Year l'lan is bemg complet­ed, we· .must examine the policies and tactics applied and state our position, approaching the question critically, lrom the angle ol' draw• ing a lesson for ourselves, and, if mistakes in policies and tactics were made, criticize and help to correct them. This the resolution fails to do. 'l'he outline for a new resolu­tions, presented by Comrade liit­low ( which, l assume, is thru an unintended error entitled •·1teso­lut10n •· J should become the basts for a new resolution, because • it proposes to include in it whatever 1s tunely m the adopted resolution, and, in the second paragraph, pro­poses to deal with that which is left out from the resolution adopt· ed by the conference-to examme the policies and tactics which were app1ied in carrying our of the J!lVe-Year Plan. 
* • • 

Mistakes Must Be Examined 
When we .are examining the poli­cies and tactics applied in the .J, •ive­Year Plan and, it we detect that as as a result of the application of a wrong policy or tactics, the build­ing of socialism has met with les­ser success than it should, or that it strained the relations between the city and village, or it has creat­ed within the working class it.elf s·.1ch a condition which is tempo­rarily retarding the tempo of the building of socialism, we should examine it and find the cause. "Blaming the switchmen" will not help matters. To hide such mis­takes that cause the hardships is doing no good to the Soviet pro­letariat. You cannot hide it from the enemy. He will find it out. The hiding will then be done from the proletariat and from its par­ty. In this case it will only -do harm. A wrong policy applied, or a mistake made and not explained to the proletariat that holds the state power in its hands, will pre­vent the party and the workjng class to speedily correct the errors and will serve only to aggravate the situation. Likewise, we should remember, that in a Communist Party at no time before was there a faction· al struggle, unless there were se· rious political disagreements. Therefore the factional struggle that took place in the C. P. S. U. should not be attributed to bad temper, ill health or bad manners. Instead, the differences which ex· isted or still exist", should be ex­amined. In a political party there can be only a 12_olitical basis for an inner struggle. 

• • •

It The General Line Correct? 
The resolution states, that the general line of the C. P. S. U. is corect. What is the general line? To say, as Comrade Herberg does, that : "The general line re­presents the main strategical 

In the Post-Conference Discussion 
ed with the building of socialism. Any estimation of the general line must give an answer to the following : (1)  To what extent did 

course of socialist construction for the specific period under considera­tion", is not saying much. One does not become more enlightened after he fmds out from Comrade Herberg that "at one time the gen­eral line was War Communism; at another, the New Economic l'oli· cy ; in 1927-28 the general line was changed again, this time towards a direct socialist offensive." Try• ing to concretize the general line Comrade Herberg devotes a chap­ter to "the main features of the ;seneral lme." It is to be regretted chat this chapter about the gene­al line is too general. 
Then what is the general line? In brief it is as follows : ( 1) '.Che Jevelopment of heavy industry as a guarantee for the successful ou11ding of socialism; (2) The �reation of a mechanical base un­Jer agriculture, to make collectiv· ,zat1on possible and to ( 3) In· •irease the production of commodi­,;ies (light mdustry) ; (4) the at· ,itude towards the poor and middle ,Jeasant ; ( 5) the elimination of .ulak as a class ; ( 6) the estima­,on of the Nep ; (7) the standard ,f living of the proletariat, and 

, 8) the theoretical basis for the ;,ruggle against the "right wing." N ooody can claim to be original ,vhen saying that the fastest pos· ;ible building up of the heavy in­dustry will insure the wiping out 

by L. Becker 

of the capitalist elements in city and countryside and the establish­ment of socialism. . 'l"his was the problem right after the October Revolution. It was stressed at every party plenum, conference and congress of the C. P. S. U. But to say "the speediest" does not explain anything. To this you must add : urider the existing con­ditions. The the question is : What are the existing conditions? If we should take as a criterion of the correctness of the "carrying over of the revolution in the village" then the Trotsky opposition should have presented in the years 1926-27 the most "correct" general line. '£he Trotsky position was rejected and correctly so. If adopted, it would have broken the alliance be­tween the proletariat at the peas­antry, ha--.e thrown the middle peasant into the kulak arms and endangered the dictatorship. The success of building socialism in the Soviet Union depends on the firmest alliance between the proletariat and the peasantry, un­der the guidance of the proletar­iat. 
"To cry about the 'sacrifices' while shouting loudly about social­ism, is the veriest petty bourgeois philistinism," says Comrade Her• 

h•  • 1 ("A ., D the general hne strengthen the berg in 18 artic e ge • ecem- bond between the proletariat andber 1, 1932) . To assure Comrade the peasantry? (2) To what ex·Herberg : Nobody is crying. Bui tent was the party able to mobilizethis must be remembered : the de- the membership and the workingcisions of the party must be car- class at large for the policies o:tricd out not by and thru type, the ·party? (3) To what extentbooks, resolutions, but by real live did the standard of living of thepeople, who react towards every- h thing that takes place. These re- proletariat rise? (4) To w at ex­
actions play a very important role. tent did the productivity of labor
The best general cannot carry out and discipline of the workers in•
the most ingenious plan if the ar- crease? (5) Whether, during the

d period under consideration, the my is not in a fighting moo • ·'scissors" between prices on manu-The question here is not what factured and agricultural pro­was achieved during this period ducts narrowed or widened? (6)in this or that branch of the na- '.J.'o what extent did the total out­tional economy (and no one can put of commodities increase? minimize the great achievements '!'he answer to these questions in electrification and heavy indus- will at the same time be an an­try) but how was it consolidated? swer as to whether the general Not the achievements in one line was correct or not. branch, but taken as a whole as a The Soviet Union is confronted national economy. In this case it today with severe difficulties. Let is not a question of hardships to us state here that, even if the most be associated with the building of correct policies were applied, there socialism only. Now the Soviet would still, because of the back• Union is faced with a commodity I wardness of the country, of its in• famine, with the result that the · dustry. exist hardships. The work• proletariat, which has only so re- j ing class would have to "pay" for cently strained itself in order to, its "apprenticeship." in the shortest period, complete the The question : Are these difficul­Five-Year Plan, showing__ disci• ties only a result, "pains of social­pline and self-sacrifice, today this ist construction, of socialist growth same proletariat is going from fac- and success" (Lovestone) or, that tory to factory and no discipline the degree of difficulties are to be can be maintained. This is some- associated with wrong policies and what more than just ordinary tactics? In my opinion a number hardships which is to be associat- of mistakes, not mistakes in appli-cation of correct policies, which happened at the best of times, but 
In The Post-Conference Discussion 

mistakes in policies were made. Comrade Kaganowich, reporting to the Moscow district organization stated : "Productivity of labor does not increase, the cost of produc­tion does not decrease, and the re· sult is-the plan is not carried out"-low· discipline, a 100% turn• CLEAR THE ISSUES OF THE "RUSSIAN QUESTION" 
The arti>cle below is pa,rt of the post-confeTence discussion on the general line and inneT-paTty course 1f the C.P.S.U. being conducted by ,he Communist Party of the U.S.A. (Opposition) . AU comrades and :eadeTs of the "Age" aTe invited to participate. A Tticles a Te limited to 1,000 V1ords.- Editor. 

• • *

The National Committee of the Communist Party (Opposition) is to be commended for its action in throwing open the columns of the ''Workers Age" for an unhamper-2d discussion on the so-called "Rus­sian question". Never before is such a discussion as vital as it is �oday. It goes without saying that in doing so it has opened an ave­nue of expression not only to its members but to the members of the party whose voice has been stifled by a party which would not dare to attempt an unhampered discussion .1·ee rrom expulsions on so pro­found a subject. In order that the discussion have the broadest possible basis there is a need to clear the issue. A thoro examination of the resolutions of the National Committee and that of Comrade Gitlow shows to the careful reader a similarity in many respects and yet a diver­gence that must be clarified. 
• • •

The Two Resolutions Taking the resolutions and com­paring them we find that both resoluti<;>ns are identical in "that we reaffirm our position in favor of the Five-Year Plan." Both reso­lutions point to the "factional abuse" suffered as a result of the "factional use of the Five-Year Plan", and point its finger at the party regime for its "factional at­titude towards criticism and sug­gestions, aggravating differences instead of settling them . . . .  " One speaks of the gap between capital­ist countries and that of the Sov­iet Union :is being "the basic cause of the cri.,i � in the Comintern" and continues t,, say, "in actual fact, the leader&hip of the Comintern today lies e>. �1.usively in the hands of the C.P.S. TJ. which exercises a monopoly of lPP.dership" while the other wishes tl• "point out . . .  our disagreement " i+h the line of the leadership of tl,P C. P. S. U. on the questions of tlie Comintern." Further, we noti> Comrade Git­low in his resoluti1>n says "thal we point the difficulties faced by 

by Al Schaap 

the . C. P. S. U. in carqbg· out the Five Year Plan . . . . ' and this is also done in the resolution of the National Committee whe1_. it- points to "the strain" that the ::loviet masses are undergoing as a tempo­rary sacrifice "in their specdiP at completion of the Five-Year Plan . . . .  " And lastly each pledges that re­gardless of the errors and mistakes made we firmly hold to the mast of ,he Soviet Union and stand ready to defend it as the fatherland of .he working class. Eliminatmg therefore the ob· ;ious agreements as expressed in ;oth resolutions, what then is there Jiat needs to be cleared up? Just his-Comrade Gitlow's resolution liffers from that of the National �ommittee in precisely the follow­ng points (quoting from his reso· ution) : 1. '1.'he mistakes towards he peasantry in the collectiviza­ion of agriculture ;  2. on the mis­akes made in the collectivization f agriculture ; 3. on the question ,f quality of industrialization ; 4. ,n the question of light industries. 
* * •Clear The Issue ! It appears to the writer that no 
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thorogoing discussion can be had over of workers in the factories, unless we.examine the above enum- shortage of food, manufactured erated points and are prepared to goods. present these problems bel'ore our In my opinion the present diffi. readers, the party membership and culties are largely due to mistakes vurselves. in policy. What are they? 
Therefore we are dependent up- 1. The deviation from the fif. on the comrades in the center, who -teenth party • congress in relationshow an eager desire for such a to building of heavy industry, in discussion to furrush us with such the direction of Trotskyism. material as would permit us to dis- 2. The underestimation of the cuss the matter with intelligence. importance of the light industry, n stands to reason that we can not as a means of exchange of manu­expect such information from the factured goods, for agricultural viitc1al party as they do not watch products and raw material. events in the Soviet Union with a 3. The uprooting of the capital­critical and constructive eye, but ist elements--the almost total abo­w1th rather a hasty one in which lition of the_ private, non-�overn­,hey can cable their "Amen". ment production o� �he hand1crafts-
·.1 here, of course, is the danger , man and �he aboht_1on of the open that this discussion may deter us market, without bemg ready to re­irom our everyday work and this place sam� by goods of the social­the National Committee should 1st factories thru government or,l"llard against. cooperative .apparatus. 4. The deviation from the Len­inist line in regard to the middle peasant. There need be no fear, however, of factional groups cropping up on this issue for the very method tha� ,he National Committee has adopt­ed, as announced in the "Age" which gives the broadest possible basis for a discussion, can set such fears aside. 

Winnipeg, Canada. Judge Stubbs of Winnipeg, Man., is being investigated under orders by the Federal Department of Jus• tice. Complaints were first made by several of his fellow-judges, who resented some of the state­ments of Stubbs apropos of cer­tain judgements. But the climax has undoubtedly been reached by a decision of Stubbs which freed six strikers who were charged with rioting and possessing dangerous weapons. 
Not only were the men rileased 

but his lordship handed out a few 
j olts all around. The police, he 
declared, "used more physical 
force and violence than was neces­
sary, or proper, and some of it was 
used for purely punitive purposes". 
"By society", said Stubbs, "is 
meant the few who rule and con­
trol the many . . . " Pulpit and 
bench were both included in his
judicial strictures. It is little won­
der that his confreres are after
his scalp ! 

'l'he revision of Leninism and also of the fifteenth party con­gress was made by the Stalin lead­ership in the direction of Trotsky­ism. Not only this. But in the struggle against the so-called "right wing", Trotsky's theory of Ther-midor was paraphrased. Comrade Stalin, before he had adopted '.rrotskyism as the best means of socialist construction, thus characterized Trotskyism : "In what consists the dan­ger of left (Trotsky) deviation in our party? ln that that they overestimate the forces of our enemies, the forces of capital­ism, they see only the possibili­ty of capitalist restoration, but they fail to see the possibilities of building up socialism with the forces of our own country, they became desperate and they find consolation in babbling about Thermidorianism of our party. While we 1.ive in a petty peasant country, there is a much more solid base in Russia for capitalism than for Commu­nism-from these words of Len­in the left deviationists are drawing the wrong conclusion, that it is generally impossible to build up socialism in the U. S. S. R., that nothing can be done with the peasantry, that the thought of an alliance be­tween the working class and the peasantry is outlived, that if (Continued on Page 8) 


