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™HE foreign policy of a revolutionary Workers’
State that is‘surrounded by imperialist powers

_was outlined a decade and more ago by the leaders
= Bolshevx<m Lenin and Trotsky. Tts course is di-
rected to warding off all interventionist and coun-
‘ ter'revolutmnary movements no matter what their
~form may be, so that the Workers™ State may be

] ..able to lengthen the period in which it strengthens-
e the socialist forces in the country as .against the

~ forces of capxtahsm while- the revolutionary pro-
letanat in “the imperialist countries gathers suf-
ficient -strength - to’ overthrow - their own bour-
geoxsm
aid in every possible way the revolutionary move-
ment in ‘other countries, to help free the masses
erywhere from the “‘democratic” and “pacifist”
Jusions cultivated by . the bourgeoisie, to expose
he: 1mfenahst machinations of the foreign bour-
1s1e to- arouse the workers against them, and
betome a rallying centér for the workers
d" oppressed -~ peoples: - of the world. - Such a
ceurse foHOWed in the 'Brest L1tovsk penod re-

ome time later th1s same pohcy resulted in the
ictoriows” ousting of Menshevism-and imperialism
from Georgia and the establishment of a Soviet
: lic. . In the struggle against the Black In-

n the recent period, in fact—marks a departure
from this revolutionary path. Instead of destroy-
tmc Jbourgeois illusions it strengthens them. . In-
- stead of strengthening the. revolutxonary move-
‘ ~ ment in other countries, it weakens it. Instead of
Wi exposmg the inherently reactionary and war-mak-
~ ing character of imperialism it conceals it. To be
sure, this-is not the intention of the authors of this
 course, but it is its inevitable result. - And the latter
" is the important question. -~

In the official reply of the Soviet.Government,
~ signing the Kellogg Pact, given out by Litvinov on
~.August 31, 1928, is contained a series of the most

: s astounding statements. - Says the Soviet Commis-
sar for Foreign Affairs on the reservations made
* by Gréat Britain:

“This reservation the.Soviet Government cannot but

consider as an attempt to use the compact itself as an
"instcument of imperialist policy.” (Cutrent Hxstory, Octo-
- ber©1928, page 6.)

An “attempt”! We must take it, therefore that
-the “compact itself” is not an instrument of im-
“ perialist- pohcy, ‘but that the rascally British are
making an attempt to use it for this purpose. If
- this analysis is advanced before the working class,

with all*the authority of the Soviet Union behind
it what becomes of the daily agitation in the press

i whrrh continues* to repeat—and - correctly - so—
 that “Versailles; Locarno, the AnglofFrench agree-
“ment, the Kellogg ‘Peace™ Pact are all steps to-
warda war of all imperialist powers against Soviet
Russia”? (See Daily Worker, March 6, 1929).

. Union, where only a handful read the Communist
- press.
- the Workers’ State cah talk one way and the wor-
i ‘kers another way, is fundamentally false, ’
; But this is not the worst. The Soviet note says
further:

5 “Neverthdeas inasmuch as the Pact of Paris objéctive-
1y imposes certain obhgatxom on the powers before pub-

lic “opinion and - gives the Soviet Government a new =

chance to put before all the participants of the compact
. a question of disarmament, the solution. of which is the
. only guarantee of prevention of war—the Soviet Gov-

ernment evpresses its willingness to sign the Pact of

Paris.’”  (Current History,.October 1928, page 6.)

: of the League of Nations the Commun' :

o act by the Soviet
¢ whole coufse of Soviet foreign policy

Even if this were not so, the theory that

The Soviet power must therefore aim to~

_opinion “with respect”

By Max Shaichtman

poses upon its participants certain obligations of a peace-
ful character, it has without delay adhered to it.”” (Soviet
Union Review, Feb, 1929, page 31.)

And this is not meant as polite diplomatic rig-
marole, for Litvinov repeats it in worse form to/ the
Central Executive Committee of the Soviet Union
on December 10, 1928:

- “Our gowernmenc took into consxdexauon the: fact that-
the statés signing the: Kellogg:Pact thereby placed them-
selves Under a certain, motal.-(sol) obhgatlon to public
‘to _non- aggressxon (Inprecor,
December 20 1928, page 1703)

- If this is not enough to make a cat laugh, as

3 Stalm would say, it is at least enough to throw

- Messrs. Briand, Chamberlain, Stresemann, Musso-

Millions “read the proclamations of the Soviet -

This -amazing nonsense is repeated by Litvinov '

“ini the Soviet note to.the" Polish government of
- December 29, 1928:

“In so. far, ‘however,
sxdered that the Paris Agreement

'u

as thé Sowet Govemment has e

lini and Hoover into” convulsive fits.

The Kellogg

Pact is supposed to “impose upon its participants

certain obligations of a peaceful character”, yes,”

“moral obligations™!  Why doesn’t the  Soviet
Uniont sign ‘the Locarno Pact, or join the World

Court; or-the League of Nations?  Don't they all

“impose moral obligations of a pedceful character

on their participants™? Or perhaps Litvinov (read: .
-Stalin-Rykov) would have us believe that the Kel-

logg-Pact is less the instrument of the imperialist
bandits and war mongers than the Versailles Trcaty
and the League of Nations?
es not this babble fly in- th face of all Bol-
the -

questron of peace '

“Would- declare that it expects nothmg good from the~
: bourng governiments and proposes to the workers of-
all countries to overthrow them and transfer all political

power to Soviets of wotkers deputies.”

Attain’ Peace, March' 25, 1917

(Lenin, How to

It is true that the Soviet Union has a reserva-

tion on the Pact.  Its note says further:
“Summarizing what - has -been said above, one must
state' the absence 'in the compact of obligations concern-
ing disarmaments, which - xs the only (!) essential "ele-
ment of peace guarantee.”  (Current History, QOctober
1928, page 6.) '
We suppose that this unbelievable clap-trap (we
will not use a harsher term) is accepted as very
“clever™ Soviet dlplomacy in some quarter, a type
of Machiavellian stroke that outwits everybody———

_except the bourgeoisie for whom it is apparently
N

intended.

The Communists have persistently striven to per-
meate the proletariat with the idea that d1sarmaf
ment -talk under capitalism is the worst crime of
the bourgeois pacifists. That capitalism, arma
ments, war and militarism-are synonymous and in-
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ar, Kellogg Pact and the Soviet Union

separable. That the demand for disarmament al-
ways results in actually disarming the working class
before its class enemy, because capitalism*will not

“and cannot disarm. That those who create the im~ -

pression that capitalism can disarm “as the only es-
sential element of peace guarantee,” are drugging
the working class. That the only real road-to peace.
i5 the overthirow of the bourgeoisie and the victory

" of socialism. That the appeal for disarmament is =~ |
Lenin said a- théusand

reactionary utopianism.
times: :

“The Kautskyan preaching of ‘disarmament’,
- -addressed chiefly to the present governments of “the

nnpenahstxc great powers, is a vulgar piece of opportunf ‘

ism, of bourgeois pacifism, actually calculated=—in spite
of the good intentions of the gentle Kautskyans—to di-
vert the workers from. the class struggle. - For such a pro-
paganda is calculated to inspire  the workers with the

" thought that: the present bourgeois governments, of the-

imperialistic powers. are. NOT bound by ‘thousands “of ©
threads' of finande capital and tens or hundreds of cor-
responiding” (i, e, predatory, greedy, prepara;tﬂry to’
Jmperla.llstlc agression)’ SECRET TREATIES “between”
themelves.” (Lenin, The Disarmament Cry, Sbormk See
’zlal-Demo'krata, Dccember 19167) -

If the Workers" qtalte does’ not constantly exs
pose the inherent counter-revolutionary nature of
-the 1mpenahst powers, but, on the contrary, cre-
ates  the impression that: these powers can be made
to disarm ‘and establish peace, who i deceived?

‘or peace: and at all .the pmful talk of Litvinov.

They are secretly or openly. preparing for,the next
imperialist war as they must by their very nature,
as well as for a war to crush the workers’ repub-
lic, All their pacts; conferences and treaties are -
window-dressing to hypnotize the workers whlle
they themselves work feverishly for the proper’
moment. * But the workers, to whoni the authority
of the Soviet Union is great, are deceived by the
disarmament palaver.’ Their illusions. about peace
under capitalism, about the possibilities of disarm-

ament, are deepened when the Soviet- Union signs -

the Kellogg Pact. And the Communist- Parties are
- disarmed.
to denounce effectwely the Kellogg Pact as an im-
perialist, war-mongering document, when .the

bourgeoisie can easily reply: “Dear friends, your -

own Soviet Union ha., signed it md hailed it as

j GRS

a step towards peace”.

For when the Soviet Union praises the 1mperxal'
ists as “our friendly neighbors” how can the Com-
munists in other countiies expose their bourgeoisie

- as enemies of the Soviet Union who are preparing
to crush it? When the Communist member. of

Reichstag, Stoecker, denounces-German imperials

ism’s ‘war preparations against- the- Seviet Union,"
the social-democratic Chancellor, Mueller, tnumph'
antly replies with’ '

“The words of M. I, Kalirfin, president of the 'So,vxet
Union, who on his recent reception to the new German
Anibassador to Moscow, Dr. Herbert von Dircksen, as
serted that the relations between -the Soviet- Union and
the German Republic were thoroughly peaceful- and
friendly.”  (New York "Herald-Tribune, February 27,
1929.) ‘ - - =
. The Communist deputy was unable to reply to
this. Muellet could also have quoted Litvinov’s
~peech (Inprecor, December 20, 1928, page 1706)
in which the German bourgeoisie is praised as the
friend of Russia. Mussolini, in reply to the Italian
Communists, can also quote Litvinov’s speech:

“An example of the possibility of maintaining normal
and perfectly correct (!) relations to another_ state, in
spite of different social political systems, is offered by
our relations to Italy, which give rise -to-practically no
mutual complaints.” (Inprecor, ibid., page 1706.)

And Herbert Hoover, who.is denounced very
properly in the Communist press here asan arch-
enemy of the Soviet Union and the working class, -
can also reply to these attacks by ‘quoting Litvinov:

4 We must openly admit that up to the present we. have
CO\ITIN UED O\T PAGF FOUR

which- is

It becomes almost- impossible for ‘them

‘Certainly not the Hoovers, the Brlands the Chamf ;
erlz ; th -
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of the Kaiser’s imperialism; in the New York
World. Minor called Lenin and Trotsky “counter-
revolutionaries” because they put a few petty- , b

bourgeois anarchists in jail. Today Minor “and Bt
Olgin combine to call Trotsky a “counter-deveolu-
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rotsky

And here is what the Forward reports on the

'ho Supports

HE liars who got_ thelr training in the five years

,N the hecls of the recent conver

) i Did we get our mﬂuence among the
American Federation of Labor which outdid

miners and-

By James P. Cannon

; %, Ve £ eventually gain - the leadership of a great ridss
#campaign of falsrfymg arid misrepresenting the - lecture Chernov, the counter-revolutionary Social tionary” aonce more. They know that Stalin is- 311 others in reaction there have appeared i I SU R S T . of Mmovement in 1928 by hnvmo “nothing to do with o
wiewpoint of the Russian Opposition are now ex- Revolutionary, gave in, MNew York on Trotsky: writing against Trotsky for the bourgeois press - ber of manifestations of a new “progressive” move- the Furom?an count(r’rresmovemel exists in any o “progressives”? Quite_the contrary. At the be* =

The fight thetre is be-
tween the Commumsts and the Social Detnocrats
for the leadershlp of the masses. This i§ so in
America only in the needle trades, a small sector
not representative. of the whole labor movement.

“So far as Trotsky is concerned the lecturer believes
that he also has finished his role. He has no ch‘ance
of again becoming a part. of the Russian power.” (Feb-
ruary 10, 1929.3

Here is what Alexander Berkman, the petty-

* «elling- themselves The paid scribblers of the Stal-
inist press are. seeking to cover up the shame of
‘the regime that illegally exiled (in cahoots with

Kemal Rasha, the Turkish Mussolini) the Sword
of October, L. D. Trotsky, with a barrage of the

ment which call for the most serious consideration
- of the Communist and Left Wing workers.

The most important of these manifestations is
the Manifésto printed in the February number of
the Labor Age. This manifesto outlines a platform

in Europe (in London Eally News, for instance}.
They know that their own Party constantly em- i~
ploys publicity agents "in important campajgns
whaose sole duty is to get the Party’s viewpoint into - w £
the bourgeois press. But they remain silent about 1

gimning of 1926 the Left wing in the Mi :
- Union was demoralized and the Paraty was isolated.
It was the block with Brophy and other “progres-
sives” which gave us-dccess to thie masses of niiners,
who at that time wefe not “revolitionary. miners

bourgeois anarchist, wntes in the paper, The Road : T
most revoktmg lies that ever disgraced a working, to Ffeedom. Pap this.. They are earning the right to the Brass ¢ of 16 points which is only a slightly modified re- mlzfre:gl%gff }%ﬁ? \iforfléjgmtl;i dcrte}e]rgloel; 251;0;1&2; who have nothing but contempt for such spineless
class press. In the United States, the leadership “In reality the Trotsky element is more reactionary Chﬁck » statement of the practical platform of the Left D quitters,” but admrrers of theése saihe Brophys. At

,)

in the campaign .is being taken by the Daity
“Worker and the Daily Freiheit. The_editors of
- both Qf these papers, Miner and Oldm, are old
“hands at slandering and defaming Bolsheviks. They
did it for years aftet the Russian' Revolution of
1917 before they found a comfortable place in the
"‘Central Cormmttee of the Communist Party.

- The Daily Worker of February 27, 1929, writes
fhese shameless words: -
. has openl y\séspoused the same slogans of

éthEEE; g4 Ekle sam

r. that are charactensnc
caprtahst reactron—the

like Olgin, is very careful not to quote

le: sentence. of 'Frotskys writings-or the
authoritative viewpoint of the bourgeois and so-
Cial-democratic press on. Trotsky. To do either
would' “He to” shatter “the ‘whole edifice of lies of
“the ﬁtalrnites. Since Minor will not quote, we will,
ill very easily be demonstrated that every
genyipely reactionary element in the world is im-
bued with an era,dxcab];e hatred of Trotsky and

all he stands for,
Says " Duranty, the Stahmzed Moscow corre-

s

" /spond nt of the big bourgeois New York Times:

re_going further it must be understood that the
Rrght Qpposx on differs greatly from the opposition ef
-the Ttotsgyrsts in being conducted upon ‘legal’ party
lines; that is, it represents criticism -of current policies. of
the Kremlin by a majority group which remains willing
to atcept the majority ruling even. should that be ad-
verse.  Trotsky, who was never a real Bolshevist, made the
fatal .error- of. continuing his opposition, desprte ma}orxty
-decisions, by ‘underground’ and 1llegal methods (Feb-
«ruary-27,.1929.) .
Duranty -Stalin-Minor-Olgin sing in chorus that
“Trotsky was never a real Bolshev1k ? The Times
writes edrtorrally on the series of articles by Trot-
sky “which. it printed:.
“He makes no attack upon the Soviet system, which he
believes will eddure in some.form or another, but he is
_ bitter enough and. explicit enoagh in_condemning the

than the present regxme and therefore less dangerous to
Stalin than the Rights.” (February 1929.)
Let the Daily Wo;:ker and the Fre;hert, and all
the other little Stalinites explam why it is that the
“counter-revohutionary Trotsky” has been refused
admission into the centers of reactior™ and coun-
ter-revolution throughout the world. Why he has
been re;ected in Berlin, in Rome, in Vienna, in
Paris, in_London; in Washmgton or New York.
‘Why have nat the counter- revolutionary statesmen:
of the world, Charmberlain, Briand, Mt}asohm and
Hoover extended an urgent invitation to Trotsky
to stay and work with them? Why does Strese”
mann threaten to resign if Trotsky is invited to
Germany’ The bourgeoisie fear and hate Trotsky
who is the symbaol of the pro.letarran revolution. -
The Berliner B
man Wakl Stree‘t Journal, writés as follows:
Germany has enough to do in these difficult times
with the maintenance of its own internal equilibrium, and
we consider it superfluous te create new burdens artificial-
ly by a ho,sprtahgy that will give the strongest progagand
ist of Bolshevism'. (Trotsky) the opportunity of exercis-
lng hlS propaganda p()wers m a Country Whlch m hlS

opinion can be most ‘swiftly ripened for a Bolshevrk harv-
est.” (Bebruary 1, 1929.)

Its colleagues in the reactionary Preussische Zei-

tung write:

“We need bardly emphasu,e that we would consider a
lengthy stay of Trotsky, alias Bronstein, on German soil
as highly undesirable and disagreeable.”

The Neukoellner Tageblatt writes:

“In political circles in Berlin the opinion- prevails that
the presence of Trotsky would create a highly unpleas-
ant incident. The possibility must be reckoned with that
Trotsky might undertake something against the govern-
ment in Russia while in Germany. Such a fact would
bring: extremely bad- corsequences for German-Russian
relations. Germany would finally be forced into the un-
pleasant position of exiling Trotsky again!”

The Hamburger Nachrichten, an arch-reaction-
ary sheet with Bismarckian tendenciés, demands
‘that Stalin assassinate Trotsky, even' as Minor
urges that the Opposition be executed by the gov-

men-now at the head of affairs in Russia, who are, to h@\ ernment:

~.mind, betrayers of the pure doctrine preached by Lenin,
wind " 1eally at heart enemies- of the true cause of the
Soviets.” - (February 24, 1929.)

.. Says the organ of Al Smrth
~-New York Woild:

“Trotsky belongs at. the farthest extrerﬂty of. the -left
wing; he stands for the most radical interpretation of
“Marxian prmcrples At any rate, there is no “Thermi-
dor’ now in sight. 'All Russian reports agree upon ‘the
s/crength of Stalin and his pohcy (February 27, 1929.)

And Brisbane, the arch-jingo, writes in Hearst s
New York American:

Trotsky s statement that Stalin and other Russian lead-
ers that exiled him and his friends are leaning ‘to the
zight’, that is toward conservatism and capitalism, will
iinterest America’s conservative _government. _ Stalin, in-

- telligent Russian, knows that power. without ~money is a
shadow, so he Iea.ns in the direction- of-money.” -(Feb- "
guary 27, 1929.)

The " yellow socrahst ]ewrsh Daily . Forward

the

“liberalism,™

“It is possible that thls element strll sticking to the
Trotsky cause is-not numerically powerful when com-
pared” with others. Nevertheless the venom it steadily
ejects against Stalin and his crowd has its stinging effect.
Stalin is getting the consequence of his blunder in not
having sent Trotsky and the Trotsky crowd into the Great
Beyond by ‘methods as usual as they are familiarz The
crowd now in power did not feel strong enough to venture
so far.” (January 25, 1929.)

But if Stalin was not sure enough of himself to
do away with Trotsky entirely, perhaps the fascisti
will help him out. . Hlustrierte Begbachter, the or-
gan of Adolph Hitler, the German anti-semite and
fascist, prints a picture of Trotsky with the fo’
lowmg comment:

Trotsky, the Soviet-Jewish- bloodhou‘ d, wants to e
side "in Berlin dur'ng his exife. “We will have to kcep a

vigilant eye on this Jewish assassin and cri mmul (Eeh-
ruary 9, 1929). ’

rszenzeitung, which is the Ger-

~ Many years have ‘passed, and there has been a’
change, but not in Trotsky, not in Minor, net in
Olgin. In 1917, Trotsky was writing and ﬁghtmg
for Bolshevism, Minor and Olgin were writing
and fighting against-the Bolsheviks in the bourg-
geois and yellow socialist press. In 1929, Trotsky
is still wrrtmg and fighting for Bolshevrsm Minor
and Olgm are still frghtmg against Bolahevrks '
difference is that they speak in the na.me of Stalin
now, and write in the Stahmte press. "It is- the
march of events ., ,» o '

he >~

Hailtothe Ne

~ Great travail marks the FParty conventia
in session. The mountain is groaning in labor,
and may give forth a mouse at any moment.

As we predicted months ago, the minority is

seeking a.convenient formula for capitulation and
Stalin has offered them one by which they may

*

Uracefu}ly retire from the fight with feeble shouts

of victory. ‘The caucuses are now feverishly dis-
cussing the demand -of Stalin that Wm. Z. Foster,
the leader without followers, be made secretary
of the Party. Picture to vourself ‘the touchmg

scene that may ensue: The “Right danger” which

each faction claimed the other personified will be
completely liquidated and the hitherto estranged
factions will fall on each other’s neck in .a blubber

of unity as they look upon the new born, while

its fond parents, Lovestone and thtelman ‘make
preparations for the Long Journey to:Moscow or
the Caucasus to rest for a year from their Iabors

The fact that, only yesterday durmc the Party
discussion the Lovestoneites have strongly implied
that Foster is a social democrat, labor- faker and
was a social patriot during the war, and that the
Blttelmlmtes have formally read’ him out of the
barren “vineyard” because- “he liquidates every-
thing connected with Communism,” surely makes
him the logical compromise canchJate for these”
‘apostles of -Stalinism.

The meaning of this ten-cent -maneuver is ob~ -

vious: The shuffhng of offices is the Stalinist
method of “solving™ political difficulties. The ap-
pointment from above of Foster as secretary of the
Party, although ninety-nine percent. of the Party
membership has répudiated-him, is entrre;y devoid -
of principle and settles NOT ONE of the principle
questions raised by the Opposition or any one else
inn the Party. This maneuver is designed to“kill
two birds. with one stone: to “estab hsh unity ‘in
the Party and to head off the Opposition’s steady
growth. It will accomplish neither. Foster is to
‘be surrounded by the old gang of opportunists and’
-burcaucrats, and be ab:orbed by them, while the -

- - platform of theé mew “progressives.’

_fire on it, is one phaae

‘racy an quxiliary

*rrend toward a crySelh

- College—Muste, Budens, and others,

Wing militaiits in the tbor movement. It includes

- the organization of the workers in the basic in-

dust ies into industrial unions, tfade union democ:

“Tracy, the 5-day week, mdependent political action,

social insurance and most of the othér stanidard
demands of the Left wing. Action of a ceftain
sott has accompanted this attempt to formulate the
The conflict
between the Brookwood Labor College and the
A. F. of L. Executive Council, which has opened
On March 2ad, these
apostles of trade ufion refor unfurled their ban-
ner at a poﬁte lurichieon in New York City under
‘the. auspices ‘of the Leigue for Industrial Democ-
of the Socta st Party headed by
ian Thornas Also should be mentioned the
“crusade” which the Socialist New Leader has been
condticting against the Civic Federation policies of
Matthew Woll In all these developments the

of “progresgive opinfon™ within the labotr move-
rirentt can be plainly seen. - .

The sponsors of this thovethent are the group
around the Labor Age and the Brodkwood Labor
inctuding
quite a few siuch s Brophy_ and Hapgood who
havé had relations with the Communists in United
Front moveinents in the past; a considerable num-
ber of trade union offitials around the couritry;
and the Socialists who have fought side by side
with the A. F. of L. bureaucrats against us. Hill-
quit, Thomas, Oneal and Co. are devotmg much
attention to the movement and are aiming for the
heoemony of it.” It would Be efroiieous, however,
to regard the movement as simply the creation of
the Socialist Party. Its basis appears to be much
broader and, if it continues to develop, will very
probably inciude a much wider circle..

These events are not accidental. They reflect

_in the first place the unmistakable growth of dis-

content of wide sections of the worklers and their
impulse to struggle against the present state of
affairs, They are a reaction to the position of the
ruling officialdom which grows ever more brazenly
reactionary, smothering these ‘sentiments of the

wotkers- and giving them no expression. The
virtual abandonment of the old unions by the Com-
miunists, who have stood at thé head of most of
the opposition movemerits in the past five years,

 facilitates ‘the emergerice of the reformist’ gioup
and affords the Socialists an opportunity to regain

some of their lost positions. The new movement

" is a challenge to the-Communists for the leader-

~ship of the coming fights.

These “progressives”,are weather-cocks who re-

flect certain winds blowing in‘the labor movement.
Their emergence now with demands which con-
note militaricy is an indicator of the radicalization
of the workers growing within the “old unions as

ition of a regpectable body

Communist -influetice within it. And this, of
course, 15 also a struggle agdinst refortist of all
kinds. The events of the past few years have not
altered this basic perspective. Our fundainental
tactical line, modified in the light of experi
with the errots and distortions corrected, still kol
good. Contrary opinions only subs’frtute wishes
for realities. We are mot done with the progres-
sives. On the contrary the question of our attitude
towards them and relations with them will take ‘on
a ten-fold" greater significance in the coming
period of mass struggles than in the period Behind
us,

Let s Jook back at our established tactics on this -
Cunanimously -

question.  Numerous resolutions;
adopted by the Party, as well as resolutions of the
C1. on the Amefican question, could be quotefd
All of these resolutions emphasized the tactic of
the united front with progressive elements and in
practice we followed this line,

Such tactics, fundamentally correct, were the key
to much of our progress in the trade unions. There
were attempts to liquidate them, but these attempts
were defeated by a sharp Party struggle in 1925
and by the intervention of the Cominterh.

In applying this tactic of the united front the
Party made many errots. - The block with Bren-
nan in the anthracite, for example, was formed
under conditions which actially rehabilitated this
discredited faker arid failed to build the Communist
influenice. "The non-critical attitude toward Bro-
phy, Hapgood, etc., worked against the militancy
of the fight in the miners’ union and the firmness

and cohesion of the Left wing. Some of the man-~

euvers in the needle trades were more- disgraceful
back-room bargains.with fakers than Communist
actions to mobilizé the masses. But to react against
such distortions, with the abandonment of the
united front tactic is like cutting of one’s head to
cure a toothache. This, it seems, is what is now
being proposed, if we are to Judge by the Party
comment on the new *‘progressive’” manifestations.
The old tactic of united front with criticism and
an independ"ent policy is to be replaced by the
tactic of straight-out denunciation and completely
mdependent struggle, accordmg to the comment on
the “new progressives” which has appeared in the
Labor Unity and the Daily Worker.
simpler and easier, ‘but how will it work out? It is
ot without 51gmf1cance that the same comfades
who wanted to pull the Party onto this track in
1925, come forward now as the spokesmen of the
new revelation.
gressivelexders nly as individuals and roundly
denounce them as fakers. They fail now, as be-
fore, to see the movement of workers they express
and, to a certain extent, represent. And that is
the most important and decisive thing for the
Communists.

This looks

was the prestige of %rophy and others, and the
confidence the miners had in them pr;marﬂy, thay
gave the movemernt its wide basis at the start. It
was only later, as the struggle grew sharper,’ “that
our divedt inflaerice grew atid the true character
of the hys Was revéaled to the miners-and they:
‘became alierated from them. Our mistakes, pats
y otir failute to criticize Brophy. and others,
hatipersd this process, but in spite of that, the
Umted front yiclded rich results and p‘r’oved rts
validity by them. Amnd that is precisely the val
. of the united front tactic: it mobilizes the w
for struggle and strengthens the Communists as
againist the reformists. However to say that the
“tetis ‘of thousands of mirers” even now are Creve
ohutionaty” is somewhat of an exaggeration, -
The Communists must learn, from -t
énices in the miners’ struggle and draw the C
siofts, 1m0t to reject the tactic of the united

*but to correct the errors in its apphcatron and em-

ploy it widely in the future in all fields. -

Anecther stronghold of the new sectarianist. fe-
mains. It is the theory that the shifting of the
center of gravity in our trade union work t the

" formation of new unions—an absolutely nécessary

shift—does away Wrth the troublésoitie ‘pfl‘ﬁﬁems
of the “progressives.” .

“We are entering upon a new course . . .,
Browder, “the course of independent stragwl
dependent leadership, independent orgatiization,
inside and outside the existing trade unions.” But
are all the influential leaders we ercounter in this
new field to be pure Communists and Left wihgers
who will not “disappoint” us? Anybtdy who
thinks so is.working to build another Socialist
Trades and Labor Alliance and not a thass labor
movement - reflecting the stage of radicalization
and class developmen* of the progressive sections
of the workers. And it is just this theory that is
bemnmng to cohfront the néw tnion Hioventent
asa real menace. The curtent practise of mehopol-
iziig the control of the rew Gfifons ina fechanical -
way, of regardmg every worker who is tiota Party
metber as a faker, of arbitrarily excluding rela
tions and compromises with inflaential leaders who
reflect the hazy development of masses of workers
—Ithis practise will be fatal for the movement. It
disregards the stage of development, the relation
of forces, and all the realities of the situation,

“Whete to Buy THE MlLITANT

Now, as then, they see the “pro-

The following is a paitial list of newstands, bookstores,
and Agents from whom The Militant can be purchased.
The Militant is also obtainable from our Opposrtlon
Group Secretaries:

Boston, Mass.: Shapiro’s Bookstore, 8 Leverett St.
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writes in thé same manner as Olgin does in “the Hitler is not entirely alone H you pick up a minority is made to SUDO dinate meh Anyone ¥ ’ well as in the ranks of the unorganized masses. Ealrl Browder, bile fro{m th}el Fr‘:r }T:Jasftt 1nfat§ery New- York City and Brooklyn: , =
.fre&helt‘ ) - copy of the official “comic” paper of the Finnish who wants such “unity” is welcome to it. AS to Their role, objectively speaking, is to express this b utronary mog mah esDS 10 V(S/ nk © ¢ Fef_: At various newstands around Union-Square & T4th 4.

“We-are the Jlast opes to_regret. Trotsky's fate, We section of the Workers Party, Punikki, you will the Opposition we are told that a blg er |15 to radicalization in words, to harness it in action and 2V progressrves fe Ehe Ligcye Wor erho © & Broadway; Second & Third Aves. on 1l4th St.; newss
“know very well that he is, perhaps more than anyone 1id its cover decorated with-an anti-‘Trotsky car- 'be made after the convention to “win back” to head it off from any real collision with the [U317 25, 26 and 27, 1929. He recites their past -, 5dc in the Bronx, and other stands in New York: City

«else except. Lenin, tesponsible for Russia’s calamities and
for the seas of innocent blood that were shed there. " We ~
also kmow that if Trotsky should get the - ‘opportunity. to
carry out his present program it would be. a new calami~

?ubl;shed\gwce ‘a monsh by the- G)p‘ :

toon drawn by A. K. Suvanto, one of the leaders
of the Finnish Stalinites here, which- is permeated
wrth vicious anti-semitism. Anythmg goes in the
“ideological struggle™ against the ‘Opposition.

hysterka over the appearance of Tratsky's articles
in the New York Times. Trotsky has very cor-
rectly taken advantage of the extraordinary “news
value” of his exrlew—the greatest political sensation

the Oppositionists. Foster is to be the decoy for
the Communist workers who have revolted. = The
Lovestoneites will crusade up and down the land,
with the image of St William pacted on their

and-urging the errant to follow the new “leader.”
The crusaders will fail. The workers who have

rallied to the banner of the Oppdsition on the

basis of a principle fight that involves the entire

capitalists and the A. . of L. machine. And their
field for this function is by no nieans confined
to the old unions. A strongly -‘organized block

The question whether they will succeed in
stultifying the promising movements of the prox-
imate futute or whether the very movements of

treacheries, vacilla‘tiohs and cowardice with such
indignation as to make one wonder what he ex-
pected of them. Such conduct is the inevitable
resilt of reformist policy. That is why the revolu-

when the fight grows hot—that should be known

in advance—but how can the Cominunists best de-

velop the struggles of the workers and expand their
influence? Tt is from this standpoint that we must

and various stands in Brooklyn. Also, at The Mrhtmﬁ.

340 East 19th St., New York City.
Troy, N. Y., Allen’s Bookstore, Hendrick Hudson ﬂot&
New Haven, Conn., S. Gendelman, 393 Sherman Aye.v

"ty for Russia as well as for the entire worl& (February ' of these elements in the A. F. of L. can also exer-
15, 1929.) : ) " Indeed, everything goes. Lies, distortion, inven- foremost banner, flanked by the few remaining cise a great influence on the struggles of the un- I'CII‘Chnary 1\/tIaIXISlCs f(irmehi tt?hae ?gg)lr{rr;ﬁgtlstwi?rtgo IC)}lulaclleIP:ihlz’)hPa’ Leonh (I;(Oﬁdm?ﬁt 3\%'7 s?« lltL B
;....‘,__-...............u........,....“.,_..,_,,_____ tions. The official Party press tries to whlp up a Bittelmanites hoarsely echoing their shrbboleths P organized. e question is not wha evelan io., Joseph Keller ega Ave YAk

2211 East 55th St.. .
Yo‘ungstown, Ohio, Dems Plarinos, 387 East Federal 34

Detroxa, Mich., Barney Mass., ‘8720-12th’ St Apt b
“Aidas” Book Shop, 1713~ 24th St. -

— the -workers they express and, to a certain extent, . ‘Chicago, Hl., Cheshinsky’s € ity Store, 2720 ‘W
, W%kf—fs (Commupist) P ‘of the year—to explain its political meaning to ~course and fate of the revolutionary movement will help o create ;’re gevelop ol in the dfrectidn of e_"aluate é’lg past :lezlezcﬁo:]tl}tz fi“érepm"res W_‘CD%‘V’ISIOH’S,: %ngtg’lss g&ﬁég;g 13(2”66 S0 Ked‘geﬁ
Addgess all mail to: P. Q.- Bog 140, Mad;g@n Sauarg millions of workers who read the bourgeois press, not-be deceived by this Ch@B«P stratagem so cha,ra,o real class battles, depends very much upon the sives™ anc draw conclusion Ave., Albert Glotzer! 2610 Thomas Ave. nh A

Stath New York N. Y.

g Fore:gg, 51 50
rages, 3; per cogty .

just as Lenin and Trotsky made use of the bour-
- ‘geois press to brdadcast the secret treaties, which
were first pubhshed in the reactionary’ New York
- Evening Post and the yellow New York Call. Scores
of Bolshevik documents first saw light of day out-
side of Soviet Russia in the-hourgeois press. Lenin
even made use-af the German m@n&rchmt govern-
ment in 1917 ta travel in a sealed train through
Germany in order. to-participate actively  in the
. Russian revolution. In those days, Olgin, wrltmg

"in the Borward hailed the farged Sisson documents
~that “proved” that Lenin and Trotsky were agents

teristic of the Stalin regime. Fake unity, unpris
pled combinations arrived at behind the backs of
the membership and a corrupt Lovestone regime
covered with a new plaster will not be accepted as
a substitute for the settlement of pringiple dis-
putes on a Leninist basis. This maneuver will
fizzle like a penny fxrecracker' the flght for prin-
ciple will go on.

It is a matter of little concern whether Foster
or Lovestor P
The Tegime an en >
won't buy any “bonds from erther

activities and ‘tactics of the Communists. Com-
munist tactics will have a tremendous bearing on
the outcome of the impending struggles of the
workers.  And ong of the most decisive aspects
of these tactics is the question of our attitude to-
ward the progressives and the movement which
they indubitably express.

International experience will be wesful to ws in
this question but it cannot provide us with a
ready-made formula. Nothing approximating an
analogy to the situation and stage of development

Proceeding in this way we have to take issue
with Browder’s deductions. He says:

“We will no longer waste our energies and time in di-

sastrous attempts to- work with these fake progressives

We will never again put forward such a ‘progres-

sive’ as Brophy as leader for-the tens of thousands of

revolutionary . miners who have nothing but contempt

for stch spineless quitters.” (Our emphisis.)

What pompous nonsense! What disregard of
the facts of the protracted strugele to build the
Left wing among the miners! What a ridicalous
attempt fo punish the Party for his own 1"Hu‘s"1'0ns
ahd drsappom ments ‘about the “progressives.”’
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- On the Legend of “Trotskyism”
member the exact date) two members of the Op-
position came from Leningrad to Moscow to ex-
ercise pressure on the 1923 Group in the question
of “Trotskyism.” They repeated all the stock
phrases about the “permanent revolution™, about

the insufficient estimation of the peasantry and
so forth.

March 1, 1929.

Lessons of October had not appeared, Zinoviev
then answered: “Cgrtainly it would have taken
place, for the plan to open up this discussion was
already in existence and we only lay in wait for
a pretext.” None of the supporters of the 1925,
Group who were present expressed any disaagree-
ment with this; everyone received this information

. omrades! .
: 'l:,ql)v-ii;t”(e:r a,.long pause, Comrades Zinoylev apd
.-+ - Kamenev-and their closest friends are again beglm‘

_**ning with the legend of “Trotskyism™. For the ast,:
g ] together with us they
worked out the most important documents of the
)ppos among them also the Platform. At

:})11;5 2;21:?}1@3 was no “Trotskyism”, But when l?onl\raj? Zinoviev asked me, t(igether with the of Zinoviev as a generally well known fact. .
vt gifficulties arose in the struggle to carry out the  other leading comrades of the 1923 Group, to par-  January 2, 1928. oo
line of the Opposition under the assault of world ticipate in a dlSCL}SSLOﬂ that was to take place at E. Elzin,
He: 'O comrade Kamenev’s home. The discussion assumed

-7 wmyould have. come in any
G _icorsistedd in hunting up as many facts and quo- .

e Mliterary discussion™ had no connection at all with

S

- the Party. That was my reply to those comrades

“ ..4Tell me, please, if I had not published ‘The Les-

reaction and attacks at home, comrades Zoniviev
“ond Kamenev turned back to the bugbear of
- =Tiotskyism”. - For this reason I would like to es-
tablish a few facts, - o
t'Cﬂbllls}\lT\a hen the so-called “literary discussion™ (in
-+ 1924) “was kindled, a number of c.om.rades clo;e
- 16 our group declared that the publication of The
i Lessons of October was a _tactlcal_grror because it
. - gave the then majority of the Political Bureau the
.ipossibility to open.up the “literfqy discussion”. O{}
-my part, | maintained that the “literary discussion
case, on one ground or

s * o k)
The essence of the “literary discussion

Letter from Radek

I was not present at the first conversation but.
I heard about it after it took place from L. D.
[Trotsky]. ‘

I was present at the conversation with comrade
Kamenev when L. B. [Kamenev] said he would:
openly declare at the Plenum: 6f the Central Com-
mittee how they, that is, Kameney and Zinoviev,
together with Stalin decided to utilize old differ-
ences of opinion between Trotsky and Lenin so as’

. to keep Trotsky from the leadership of the Party
after Lenin’s death. Besides this-I heard repeated-

a rather violent character, mainly between Zino-
viev and Lashevitch on the one side and the com-
rades who had come from Leningrad-on the other.

I recall quite: accurately the words that Lashe-
vitch shouted out to the Leningraders:

“Don’t stand the matter on its head. We in-
vented “Trotskyism’ fogether with you in the strug-
gle against Trotsky. Why won't you understand
this? You are only helping Stalin!™ And so forth.

Comrade Zinoviev said:

“We must acknowledge what happened. It was
a struggle for power. The trick was to combine the
old differences -of opinion with new-questions. For

another.

this ‘Trotskyism’ was invented. . " ~
This conversation’made a deep impression upon
-us, the members of the 1923 Group, even though
we had already perceived the mechanics of the
struggle against “sI'gotskyism” before, On the way
back we exchanged impressions and repeated the
crassest expressions of Lashevitch and Zinoviev.
Besides that, I reported the discussion the same day
to a few close comrades who had not participated
in the conference. That is why many formula-
tions of Zinoviev and Lashevitch have remained
so.well fixed in my memory. ; .
Now that comrades Kamenev and Zinoviev are
again trying to make use of the same“‘trick”, that .
is, to combine old differences of opinion with en-
tirely new questions-of capitulation, I ask that you
remember, what I or an other participant in these
- proceedings reported to you-on: the-expressiotis. of:-
"Lashevijtch and Zinoviev. The exact establishment
of these facts now has agreat political significance

- fations: as: possible against me and—Dby outraging
« the perspectives and historical truth—to spread
.»them among the’ uninformed Party masses. The

they invented ““Trotskyism™ as an actual slogan,
December 25, 1927, _ : Y
A Karl Radek

The Lessons of October. Any one of my books and
any of my speeches could have served as _theﬁo.Cf | ' . ’
casion t6 ‘begin the hunt against “Trotskyism™ in mentloqed in my lette:r. - During the July Plenum.
in 1927, Zinoviev and Kamenev were driven into
who were inclined to view the publication of The 2 hail Of. quotations out of their owni weitings,
Lessons of October as a tactical error.

. After our bloc with the Leningrad Group had
taken - place, I put approximately the following

question in a- discussion with’ comrade Zinoviev:

%

the floor again-on the question of the Oppositios;-
. he wanted to take the bull by the hofns and de-
clare openly before the Plenum how and why the
Trotskyist danger was invented. But the speakers
list was closed and Kamenev did not get the floor -
again, ; -

_ sons, of October would the socalled ‘literary di‘s'
-cussion’ " against ‘Trotskyism’ have taken place in
_spite. of that or not?”
“Without hesitation, Zinoviev answered: ;
" *Naturally The Lessons of October was only a
pi;c;t;e;xt; otherwise something else would have been 2s 3. t pol :

: in-dumming up the results of

he. motive; the forms of the discussion would have a;nd‘ can be useful- in “dumi
b-eC&m&SQmeWhat different, n@thing,mg}’;g"" ¢ LCSSOHS of December"(l927). ) ; Lo ST ?"': 5 h Y . B - : . )
ST - the Soviet Union .
L. Trotsky. - . i e
"CONTINUED FROM PkGE ONE

k i

SRR i - L. Trotsky.

T
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[f T e h e
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. In the July declaration signed by Zinoviev With Communist greetings,
and Kamenev, it says: “There can no longer be - B S
any doybt that,- as the development of the pres-

Letter from.P réob'rat‘zlulehskv o

ent 18& d,ﬁ.}g _ilfaction'hgs shqwﬁ, ihezl()ppositiofntgf g ?}?t fopnd. the _gqver}x}r};en.t__ of the United States amosng ’
" 1923 correctly warned against the dangers o e, 1 . . o TRT s L enF L ose-governments -who ‘are carrying on inttigues agaifst
o 24 COTIRLUY W ol ~- confirm everything brought outin ‘this docu- ion. "We" fi “during :

: i » {ores srerel Tl s ¢ SIS aronpt L 15 our Union. 'We do nét forget that ‘during our most dif-

.. Sepitture from the proletarian and ment. Only Lashevitch said: “We invented “Trot- “

6 N

ing. growth .of the apparatus regime. Yet dozens
.and hundreds of leaders of the 1923 Opposition,
"among them many workers,.old Bolsheviks, steeled
* in the struggle and alien’to careerism and servility,

are kept away from all Party work despite their

subsmiseion sto alldiscipline.”

3. At the joint plenum of the Central Commit-

=~ tee and the Central Control Commission of July

14 to July 23; 1926, Zinoviev said:

% I have made many mistakes. But I consider two

‘mistakes as my’ most important ones. My first
o5 mistake of 11917 1s known to all.... The second

mistake T consider more dangerous, since the first
-jpone was -made under Lenin, and .was made good
s after a-few. days even if it is was done with
e help: of Lenin, but my mistake of 1923 con-
&Stcd'in S P TR R ’ ’
+- Ordjonikidzes: “That .you wanted to make the
Party believe something?” - :
sema ZinoYiey; TWe.say, there can no longer be any
adoubtssnow: that the kernel of the 1923 Opposition,
as the development of the leading faction has
#ig Shownggorrectly warned against the departure from

the - proletarian fne. and against the menacing
-of the apparatus regime.... In the ques
etertoration and in the question of bureau-
rotskyism’ was right in the end against
{Stenogram; Volume 1V, Page 33.)
.o w1 thist manner Zinoviev admitted his mistake of
1923 in the struggle against Trotsky, and even
.-ehatagterized it -as more dangerous than that of
e L2 T ;
=4 This. acknowledgment of comrade Zinoviev
«-catfed forth astonishment among many Leningrad
- ~Oppositionists: who™ had sincerely believed in the
~-legend: of “Trotskyism.” -Comrade Zinoviev told
- me-repeatedly: -
s “VIn Lenimgrad” we hammered it into the con-
o sciousness of the comrades more deeply than any-
where - else’ and it is therefore more difficult to-
learn anew ther&”. - ,
i Shortly béfore_ the depargu-e vof comrade Lashgc
.t witch to the Chinese Easters’ Ypilway (I €innot re-

ficult years; the famine years; the- American people camé” ™
to our-aid With the generous. efforts of

»

skyism’ ”-without ‘the words “together with you.”
The two Leningrad comrades who are mentioned
here were quite sincerely worried about “Trotsky-
ism”." The meeting took place at Comrade Kam- -
enev’s about the 16th of October 1926, perhaps a
few days before or after—I cannot recall exactly.
December 29, 1927, -

_ the *Ara’ orgapi- _
zation, headed.at that time by the future president of the
United States, Hoovet.” " ‘(Inprécor, ibid., page 1706.)

Is Hoover deceived by these suave words? Not
for a moment! He remembers véry well the Ameri- -
can intervention in Siberia. Hé knows that it was
through his “‘generous” American Relief Admin- °

_istration that the Hungarian Soviet republic was ~
drowned in blood. He knows that the United
States is finanging the anti-Soviet activities of Po-
land and Rumania. But the workers who read the
official pronouncements of Litvinov in the name-
of the Soviet Union will be deceived as to Hoover’s
counter-revolutionary role, )
Party will be deprived of its weapons in fighting - -
Hoover and American ‘imperialism, B -
That is the practical result-to the working class
movement of the signing of the Kellogg Pact by -

E. A Preobrazhensky.

Letter from.Piatakov. )

You ask me to inform you what I know about
the speeches of Lashevitch and Zinoviev on the
occasion of a discussion with Leningrad.eomrades .
on “Trotskyism” which took place in” Kamenev's
home. I no longer remember all that was said.
But since I have always followed the question of
so-called “Trotskyism” with the greatest attention,
and since the position of the Opposition. of, 1925
26 was of the greatest political interest for me; I
remember quite clearly -what comrades Zinoviev
and Lashevitch said. The sense of their words was
the following: “Trotskyism™ had been invented
50 as to replace the real differences of opinion with
alleged differences, that.is, to -utilize historical dif-
ferences of opinion that had no relation to the
present, for definite purposes mentioned above.
This was told the comrades from Leningrad who
hesitated on the question of “Trotskyism™ and
they wanted to-explain to them who had invented
“Trotskyism™ and to what end.
Moscow, January 2,°1928. .

the spokesmen of the Stalin regime. The reason
for this anti-Leninist course is the pernicious theory =
of “socialism in one country”,” The theory that ..
socialism can be completed in Russia alone if only
military intervention is prevented, inevitably leads
o opportunism. before the ‘world bourgeoisie, ~ It -
entails an accomodating attitude to the world bours
geoisie, for if an isolated national socialist economy
is to be built, then, according to Stalinism, military
intervention must be kept off at any price. One of
these prices. is the-Kellogg Pact and all ‘that it in-
yolves. But even this payment does not “buy off”-.
o intervention because it undermines the revolutiog-
" &. Piatakov, ary capacities of the proletariat in the' imperialist
s = o o : 'coun_trles, the strongest deterrent to war a)gamst
Letter fromElzm Russia. “Another price that revolutionary .Russia
e : 7 must pay is the drive to exterminate the Leninist
Deir Leo Davidovitch! - o7 Opposition.
Cuitex;?:nﬁber very ﬁxgct?y anh episode. that oc- . Trotsky, the living Ieader'of world Bolshevism,
' amenev's nome on the eve of the dec-  is deported to Turkey. Stalin, together with Kel-
‘I?Fatlon Qf‘ Octqbex: 16th, during a debate on the loge, Chamberlain, Briand: ar;d ér’esemann' sivﬁ
llgerary -discussion™ and The Lessons of October. the “great” Kellogg “peace” pact. The one gtv
Ori your question, as to whether the discussion on ‘ = ote ble ek 3
“Trotskyism™ would have taken place even if The

supplements the order. -~ Both are blows struck at .
the foundation of Lenin's work., .

against “Trotskyism”, Since Kamenev hoped to get

the Soviet Union and the “diplomatic” speeches of - -

ly from the mouth of Zinoviev and Kamenev how -~ *

Radek here recalls a strikihé inéident that is nof

and the Communist - -

T

_March 1, 1929.
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~ Epitaph for

a Scoundrel

v 'g‘;ll’ages from - the Record of Jobn Pepper

By Ladislaus Rudas, President of the International
Lenin School of Moscow = -

NOEE: In our Platform, published in the last issue of
The Militant, we referred to the malodorous records of -
the present leaders of the Party who are expelling pro-
tetarian Communists wholesale. Many comrades have been
astounded at.the statements we -made and wonder if it
can be really true that such people control the Party.

Can_jt be possible, they ask, that.people branded by
their own past as Social Patriots, jailors of Communists,
witnesses for the Governnient against Communists, craven-
hearted cowards, Renegade “Anti-Red” crusaders, former
enemies of the Russian Revolution,-former agents of Hill-
quit and Berger in the -fight against the Communists,
etc., are parading as the “leaders” of Communism and

. expelling and defaming- revolutionaries with honorable
" ¥+ pecords behind them? _
gt Yes, all the statements are true. Nobody dares to chal-
fenge a single one of them, for they can all be proven
by documentary evidence.. -

John Pepper, (now in. Moscow) whose record is set
forth below, is one of the main leadérs and is the Mos-
cow wire-puller of the present Party regime. He is one
of those scotindrels (there are many.of them) who have
‘taken the places in the Communist International of its
founders—the Trotskys, the Radeks, the Rakowskys—and
whose principal occupation is the fight against “Trots-
kyism,” the term which is being used nowadays to define
Leninism, . .

Pepper is the author of many of.the- slanderous de-
nunciations of the expelled Communists and one of those
who incited- to- to -violence against us. He was selected..
by the C.E.C. at the last Plenum to deliver the report
against Us and to demand our expulsion as “counter-re-
volutionaries™, ' ‘renegades,” etc. - The document printed
below shows that he is well qualified by experience for
this kind of a job, R
.. We quote here a number of extracts from a book
written by Ladislaus Rudas, one of the leaders of the
Hungarian Revolution, who " knows Pepper. well. The
book, entitled “Adventurers and Liquidationism™ (**Aben-.
teuerer-und Liquidatorentum™) was published in iVenna
in 1922 for party circulation’by the Votos Ujsag Verlag:
Ladislaus Rudas is now the-head of°the -International
Lenin School at Moscow, i 1 i B

Peppet before the War .

TO conduct this sham battle: against ‘va, sham -

e daniger, Pepper sought out in the sweat of his"
<brow three passages out of a hundred articles.. He
tore these pasages outof their context wheré, alone,
they might be condemned. - He tore.these pas-
. sages out of  little. netices where. they were never -
- intended as “'slogans™ but as agitation, and took the
field agiinst them with all the: commonplaces of -
-his Marxism.. His Marxism- however consists of
patterns which he applies' everywhere; whether
they fit or.not. He gave long discourses on Com-
munism standing . for the expropriation of the
means of production, for large factories, etc., as
though these were not ruisms,.already. well known
- to us when Pepper was still editor-in-chief of the
- petty-bourgeois boulevard sheet Friss Ujsag, while
I had for some time been editor of the central or-
gan of the social democracy in Budapest (1905).
It is a piece of knavery. when such as he would
teach me about anarchism and syndicalism, where
it was I who left the social democracy for its cor-
ruption when Pepper—to make a career—joined
it! (page 191-2). T
Pepper During-the War = =
Withdut investigation Bela Kun ordered the ex

pulsion from the Party of this'comrade {in charge -

- . of the Party’s illegal' work” Ed.) who had been-
active in the working class ‘movement:for twenty
years, who suffered a heavy prison- sentence’ for

. many months during the wir for the anti-militarist

. propaganda conducted while an-officer, - who. led

" - peasants’ revolts during the Karolyi revolution and

during the entire period of the dictatorship fought™ °

courageously and honestly “with ‘the Communists
despite the fact that he was a social democrat. He
. ordered this punishment—the severest that a-Com-

munist can suffer-—carried out by the same Pep- -

per who, as Royal and Impérial war-co¥réspondent

drank. toasts to Austrian-Generals while this com-

v .rade-risked his life in antimilifarist agitation!

(Page 118). . R
Pepper the Social Democrat -

On February 20, 1919, great masses moved dem-

onstratively before the building of the social de-

mocratic organ Nepszava.. Clashes took place with’

the police in which a number of them were killed,
«s. The day after the demonstration the Commun-
ist leaders were arrested and brutally beaten in
prison.. FEE o o VR

To characterize: the: conceptions ~of the social
democracy anothes article:by -John™Pepper, which

appeared-in-Nepszava-of February 2151919, 5hould”

- of January 2, 1919, wrote as

be indicated here. ‘Pepper, the most ambitious and

conscienceless demagogue ever to be found in the -

social democracy; whose “Marxism™ always con-
sisted in covering with a theory the basest instincts
of the dominant men in power in-the Party to
which he belonged; who in his writings always
found a formula precisely for the commonest and
most vulgar arguments—this Pepper strutted about
as the leadér. of the soldiers’ councils in the- first
days of the bourgeois revolution. . . . Even as the
workers’ councils were nothing but a pseudo-insti-
tution named by the party and trade union bureau-
cracy to hinder the creation of a real revolutionary
institution of the preletariat, a pseudo-institution
with no power at its"command and with no will
to exert influence,—just so was the soldiers’ coun-
cil seized by the social democratic party and served
only to divert the proletarian revolution. The in-
strument of the social democracy was John Pep-

< per,»whom the soldiers’ council served to satisfy

his personal lust for power. He worked with full
steam to become the war minister of the bourgeois
republic. To show that he would maintain this
post, not to the detriment, but to the benefit of
the bourgeoisie;, he stormed against the Commun-
ists whom he was the first to designate as “left
counter-revolutionaries”, His expressions best char-
acterize therefore the counter-revolutionary nature
of the social democracy, since he was always mere-
ly the empty-headed mouthpiece of the prevailing
demagogy. (Page 29-30).

 Pepper and the Bolsheviks )
.- While participating, at the beginning of Decem-

- ber 1918, in a meeting of the Ministry for Military

Affairs at which martial law against the: Commun-
-ists was considered, he ( Pepper) declared:
“.- “I consider -the whole Bolshevik movement, whose
feaders I know very well, to be harmless. . It is led by
-2 few immature persons who have returned. from
 Russia.” (Voros Ujsag, December 11, 1918), - |
~But when this movement led- by “immature per-
sons” began to bear ripe fruit, Pepper coined the
phrase “left-counter-revolutionaries” and was ready
to use the most shameless methods against them.

. He ordered out machine guns and armored cars

.against the soldiers. who demanded in a demonstra-
tion the dismissal of the-at that time openly coun-
ter-revolutionary = Minister of War Festetich
{Voros Ujsag, January 11, 1919); he ordered the
“arrest of comrades Tibor and Ladislaus Szamuely
(Voros Ujsag, January 15, 1919); in numerdus
speeches he summoned the soldiers to pogroms
.against the Communists. At the sime tife; nat-
urally, he sailed.in the filthiest--nationalist ‘waters
when he enjoined the soldiers: “Social democrat
-and Magyar mean the same thing.”” (Voros Ujsag,
March 6, .1919. This remark was made by Pepper
to incite the soldiers to the new imperialist war
against the Czechs in the interests of the Hungar-
ian bourgeoisie!); He had translated-this passage

- directly from the Communist Manifesto into Hun-

-garian -(Page 31). - - : B

P Pepper Imprisons Bela Kun

On January 2, 1919, the Communist soldiers in
one of the Bafracks”demanded the resignation’ of
the then reactionary War Minister. . Pepper there-
upon ordeféd the arrest of Bela Kun. = Az Est
) : follows on the mat-
ter: e
" John Pepper, government commissar of the sol-
"¢ diers’ council expressed himself to us about the de-
monstration of the Communist soldiers:

“The entire’ Communistic soldiers’ demonstration
only shows that the Communists cannot really in-
fluence the soldiers, that the soldier masses as-a

whole are supporters of the social democratic..party.

and are seldiers of the People’s republic.  Contrary

to the artificial blatherskiting, the-truth is that it

is just the soldier mases who were the ones that ar-
. rested Bela Kun and his colleagues, and-refused to
" give them the floor.” (Page 31). ’

Pepper Turns Cgﬁunissa‘r! ,

*Yesterday still “democrats” they (the social dem-
ocrats) today became supporters of the proletarian
dictatorship; yesterday still ministers of the bour-
geois government, they today became without
any transition “People’s Commissars”™ of the Soviet
government. On March 19, Siegmund Kunfi still
made a long speech at election meetings “where
I, he writes, “took a position everywhere against
the: dictatorship and for democratic socialism.”
John Pepper, however, still said- the same thing

* ds Kunfi“ord March ™19, 1919. © And" when a Com-

munist proposed at anelection meeting to set free
the imprisoned Communists, Pepper answered him
as follows: f

“T speak in the name of the Hungarian working
class movement (He always talked tall“—L. R.): in
the name of the social' democratic party, and these
will use mass terror against everyone who seeks ta
terrorize in any way the representatives of the Hun~
garian working class (namely: - himself, John Pep-
per!—L. R.)" Pester Lloyd, March 20, 1919.

Two days later they became—Pepper even with
“stormy enthusiasm™ - *people’s commissars
(Page 41-2). :
The Communists Force Pepper’s Resignation

The Communists were naturally embittered that
the fate of the Party should be decided over their
heads. . . . Mainly, however, did the Communists
feel bitter over the naming of John Pepper as
People’s Commissir for Military Affairs, the same
Pepper who, of all the social democrtas, had acted
most shamelessly and despicably towards the Com-
munists, who coined the phrase of “left counter-
revolutionaries” against them, who was prepared
to assume the role of Noske and to order.out mach-
ine guns against the revolutionary soldiers. The
Communists did not allow even the threats of
Kun to restrain them and moved en masse before
the building of the People’s Commisariat-of Mili-
tary Affairs and forced Pepper to resign. On: April
4, Nepszava published the report of his resignation.
(Page 58). . s

Pepper Wants a Second Party

There were many who blamed Bela Kun entire-
ly for the failure of the revolution. :
Thus, for example, John Pepper openly pro-
claimed that Bela 'Kun was a traitor, that he must
be eliminated from the movement, that a new party
must be founded. We all wanted a new party, but
Pepper immediately became a liquidator. He
wanted to found a party on new principles; and
that the new Communist Party should be a peas-
ants’ party. An open, legal peasants’ party--since
Hungary was an agrarian country! In this spirit
he drew up a memorandum and sent it—to Michael
" Karolyi, the former president of the People’s Re-
public, since he had chosen this gentlemdn as the
leader ‘of his “new” party! At any rate, it was re
jected by Karolyi, for Karolyi, personally one ef
the most honest bourgeois politicians, would net
for a single moment have anything to do with a2
Pepper. Then, said he, the proletariat needs pe
party, since every proletarian in Hungary is a
.Communist, it is only necessary to put arms im
his hands and the revolition is here again! At
one and the same time he was—a right and a left
liquidator! (Page-96-7). e

| Chig:agg Comrades Prdtéiii -

)

“To the District Convention Y TR
~ Workers Communist Party =, " §
District No. 8. B S 4
Dear Comrades:
"We. request that you
District Convention: = - . ~
1. We have witnessed recently a series of -expul-
sions of leading. and proletarian’ comrades, most of
whom participated in the formation of our Party,
and actively engaged in Party work. ~These-ex-
pulsions took place because of their political views

read the ifbll'owyl'n,g fo ths

“or protesting the expulsion pbdlicy. - T

2. The expulsion policy carries all the dangers
of destroying our Party and is the path to splitour
Pal’ty. '_ £ N ) »*‘ E A 5 5

. 3., In our opinion the expulsions are only an

_effort on the part of the CEC majority to conceal
their right wing errors. It’is an effort to hide the
real danger facing our Party, the right danger ex-
emplified by the Lovestone group. This has ouly

" the effect of perpetuating the right wing danger
in our Party and the continuance of their bureau-
cratic control. © s

4. The expulsion took place on the basis: that
these comrades adopted the position of ““Frotskyism™
or protested the expulsion of Comrades :Cannon,
Abern and Shachtman. It must be stated that the
discussion on Trotskyism was inadequate, and it is.
necessary to hold a free and open:discussion of the.
Russian Opposition with the documents present.

5. We wish to emphatically protest-against the
expulsions, and demand the reinstatement of these .
comrades to their former duties and Party posts:

ot - Fraternally yours, @ il
Jack “Cohen, Dan Polling Fannie NMinuk,
. Rebecca, Sacherqwy,--H. 'P.Clausen; 4.

" Bornstein, Elsie, Meyers, . Krenick, Os- - ’

hersff,  Leoi lmfz(s:vﬂ(’lf,i'ﬁizlfa7z" Borgeson.

o




" CONTINUED FROM PREVIOUS ISSUE

The Chinese bourgeoisie is sufficiently 1‘;&11§t1c
“and kaows closely énough the nature of;‘ wotld im-
-petialism to understand that a real serious ftmg»
ole against it requires such an up‘:hcav;il ?f the re-
wolutionary masses which would first of a;ﬂ _bgcpme
4 menace for the bourgeoisie seself. It the strt}«ggle
‘aainst the Manchu Dynasty was 2 task of smialler
historical importance than the ovgrthi'oiwiof czat
ism,- the -struggle against world npp_.?na_hsr.n. is a
2k on a much larger scale.  And il we taught
e wotkers of Russia from the very beginning
‘ot €6 Pelieve in the readiness of l‘i‘berahsm and
the ability of petty bourgedisie democracy to over:
the 3 and to destroy feudalism, we shoul\d
i 4 o less degree, have imt wed the Chinese work-
e with the same gpirit of distiust. The new, ab-
-gofidtely false, theory promulgated by Stalin Vand
- Bucharin about the “imminent” revolutionary char-
acter of the colonial bourgeotsie is, in substance,
-4 transhation of Menshevism into the, language of
- Chinese politics, it sefves only to make, on the
basis of the oppressed position of China an inter-
il political allowance for the Ghl;»nese'bourgeq}sie
_a0d to throw on its scale another weight against
the weights of the trebly oppressed Chinese pro-

etariats ‘ ‘ o N
But, say the authors of the draft program,
Sealin and Bucharin, Chiang Kaifshek’s noithetn
compaighi foused a powerful movement among the
. workers and peasants. ~ Of this"there is no doubt.
But did not the fact that Gutchkov and Shulgin
. brought to Petrograd Nicholas II's abdication play
a revolutionary tole?. Did it not arouse the most
_downtrodden and scared section of people? Did
not the fact that Kerensky, who but yesterday was
" & Laborite, became the President of the Ministers
Council and the Commander-in-Chief, rouse the
masses of soldiers? Did it not bring thein to meet-
s, did it not rouse to its feet the village against
" the landlord? The ‘question cotld be raised even
" wore widely. " Did not all workings of capitalism
reise the masses, did it not snatch them, to use the
éxpression of the Comnyunist Manifesto, out of
the idiocy of rural tife? Did it ndt move the pro-
etarian Battalions to the struggle? Does our his-
torical evaluation of the role of capitalism as a
" whole or the various actions of the bourgeoisic
" stop our active class revolutionaty attitude ‘to capi-
talisi or to the actions of the bourgeoisie? Op-
portunism was always based on this kind of non-
dinlectical - conservative Khvostist ‘‘objectivism.”
Marsish on the Conteaty invariably taught that the
“revolutionary results of one of amother act of the
bourgeoisie to which it is forced by its position
will be fuller, more decisive, less doubtful and
ficmer, the inore ifidependent the proletarian van

12

cuard will be in relation to the bourgeoisie, the
fess it will trust the bourgeoisie, the less it will be
inclined to play into the hands of the bourgeoisie,
to see it in bright colors, to overestimate its re-
volutionary nature or its readiness for a united
~ front or for.a struggle against imperialism.
* Neither theoretically nor historically nor politic-
- ally can Bucharin’s appraisal of the colonial bour-
" geoisie stand criticism, - However, this is exactly
the appraisal, as we have seen, the draft resolu-
" tion is seeking ‘to lay down.

" One uncondemned error always leads to another
“or prepares the ground for it.
: .

If yesterday the Chinese bourgeoisie was in-
cluded in the one revolutionary front, today it is
declared to have ““definitely gone over to the coun-
ter-revolutionary camp.” It is not difficult to find

_ how unfounded are these transpositions and inclu-
sions which have been effected in a purely admin-
istrative way, without a more or less serious Marx-
ian analysis. )

It is ahsolutely clear that the bourgeoisie in join-
ing ‘the revolution does so not accidentzily, not

owing to lizht mindedness, but under the pressure..

of its class interests. For fear of the masses the
‘bourgeoisie later deserts the revolution or openly
“displays its secret hatred for the revolution. But
to go over “definitely” to the counter-revolutionary
camp, that is, to free itself from the necessity to
““support” again the revolution or at least to flirt
‘rith it; this the bourgeoisie can do only in the
“event that, whether in a revolutionary or in any
“other way (for instance the Bismarkian way), its
_ main class requifements are satisfied.. We will re-
" call the history of the period of 1848-1871. We
- wwill recall that the Russian bourgeoisie received
3n opportunity to turn its back so openly to the

7
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revolution of 1905 only because it received from
" the revolution the Staté Duma, that it it received
4 opportunity to bring direct pressure to bear on
the bureauctacy and to comprouise with it.
when the war of 19141917 vevéaled the inabili-
ty of thie “new’ regime to secure the basic interest
of the bourgeoisie, the latter again turned towards
the revolution and became more-radical even than
in 1905.

Can it be considered that the revoldtion of 1925-
27 in China has at least partly satisfied the basic
interests of Chinese capitalism? No. China is now
just as far from national unity and from customs
independence &s it was prior to 1925. But as a
matter of fact the creation of one home market
and its protection from chedper foreign goods 1s
for the Chinese bourgeoisie a question of life and
death. Tt is a question only second in fmportance
to that of maintaining the basis of its class domina-
tion over the proletariat and the rural poor. But
also for the Japanese and for the British bour-
geoisie the maintenance of China in its colonial
state is a question of no less importance than the
question of economie._independenceyis for the
Chinese bourgeoisie. That is why the Chinese
bourgeoisie will still display many zig-zag moves
towards the left in its future policy. For those
who like united fronts there will still be many
chances in the future. To tell the Chinese Com-
munists today that their alliance with the bour-
geoisie during the period of 1924-1927 was cot-
rect but that notw it is no good because the bour-
geoisic has definitely gone over to the counter-re-
volutiopary camp, means to disarm the Chinese
Communists once again in face of the coming ob-

- jective changes in the situation and the inevitable
zig-zags of the Chinese bourgeoisie towards the
teft. The war now conducted by Chiang Kai-shek
fully disproves the mechanical scheme of the au-
thors of the draft program.

But, if you please, the fundamental error of the
official farmulation of the question will appear
ore glaringly, more convincingly, and more de-
finitely if we will remember the fact which is il
fresh in_our minds, and is of o little importarice,
nanvely, that czarist Russia was a combination of
oppressed and oppressor ndtions, thit s, it consist-
ed of Great Russians and othet fiationalities, ‘many
of whoth lived entirely in a colonial ot sethi-colo-
nial state. Lenin did not only insist ‘on the great-
est attention to the national problem of the nation-
alities of czarist Russia,but even proelaimed—
against Buchatin and others—the elementaty duty
of the proletariat of the domimant #ation to be
the suppoit ‘of the struggle of the oppressed ha-
tions for their self-determination, even to the ex-
tent of separation. But did the Patty conclude
from this that the bourgeoisie 6f the nationalities
oppressed by czarism—the Poles, Ukrainians, Tar-
tars, ]ews,'Armenians and others—were more pro-

“the first period.

qurotas of the $2,000 total.

thie goal is reached:

All together for the Weekly Militant!-

JOIN the CAMPAICGN for
: The fight for a Weekly Militant is now B‘e‘g';i‘n‘ni‘n’g in ‘earnest, ;
The goal of the campaign is the raising of a $2,000. fund to insure its existence over

The Chicago group of the Comimunist Opposition has started the bafl rofling with . |
a donation of $100. Ail the local groups are now taking the responsibility for definite ]

© Al the militants of the Communist Opposition must concentrate on this task. Our
future work and effectiveness depends on it. . ' S
The progress of the campaign will be reported in each issue of The Militant entil

‘The Weekly Militant will be a mighty weapon in the fight for the preservation of
the Communist movement in America. It wll be a powerful fighter on the side of the
heroic Russian Bolsheviks who defénd the basic principles of the Russian Revolution in
the face of expulsion, imprisonment, calumuny and exile.

~ In addition, the Weekly Militant will be able to present to its readers serious articles
and comment on the sititation in the United States, the latest developments in the labor
movement, and on the situation within the Workers Party which is not properly dis-
cussed in the official Party press, because a real discussion is forbidden. '

/ Answer the expulsions with a contribution to the 2,000 fund!

f the C()miﬁtﬁrﬁl

gressive; more revolutionary than the Russian bous-
geoisie? Historical experience bears out the fact
that the Polish bourgeoisie,—notwithstanding the
fact that it suffered from the yoke of the auts
cracy and national oppression, was rhore reaction-
ary than the Russian bourgeoisie and, in the State
Dumas, was always inclined, not towatds the
Cadets (liberals) but towards the Ostobrists {reac
tionaries). The same is true concerning the Tar-
tar boargeoisie. The fact that the Jews had ab-
solutely no rights whatever did not prevent the
Jewish bourgeoisie from being more cowardly, more
reactionaty, and more vile than the Russian bour-
geoisie. Or perhaps the Esthonian bourgeo sie,
the Lettish, the Georgian, or the Arienian bout-
geoisie were more tevolutiohary than the Great
Russian bourgeoisie? How can one forget such
historical lessons? 3

Or perhaps now, post factum, we should de-
clare that Bolshevism was wrong when—in contra-
distinction to the Bund, the Dashnjaks, the P.P.S,,
the Georgian and offier Mensheviks—it called
pon the, workers of ALL oppressed nitionalities,
of all colonial peoples of czarist Russia, at the
very dawn of the bourgeois democratic revolution,
to dissociate themselves from the other classes and
formm their independent class organizations, to break
ruthlessly all organizational ties not only with the
liberal bourgevisie, but also with the: revelitionary
petty-bourgeois parties, to win over the working
class in the struggle against those parties, and to
fight against them with the help of the workets,
for influence over the peasantry? Was it not a
“Trotskyist” mistake, did we not skip over, in re-
fation to the oppressed, including the extremely
Backward nations, the Kuomintang phase of devel-
opment? How easy it is after all to Say that the
P.P.S., the Dashjnaks, the Tsutun, the Burd and
others were “peculiar” forms of fecessary collabor-
atidn of the various classes in the struggle against
-the autocracy and against national oppression. Can
such historical lessons be forgotten?

For a Marxian it was clear even prior to the
Chinese eveiits of the last three years—now it
should become clear even to the blind—that for-
cign. imperialism as a direct factor in the internal
Tife of China, renders the Chinese Miliukovs and

Chinese Kerenskys in the final analysis even more.

vile than their Russian prototypes. It is not in
vain that the very first manifesto ‘of our Party
proclaimed that the further east we go the lower
and rore vile become the bourgeoisie, the great-
er become the tasks of the proletariat. This his-
torical law fully applies also to Chind.
. “Oar revolution is a bourgeois 'r_e‘vvo'lution‘, THERE-
FORE the workers must suppoit te boutgeoisie—
this 1s what the bankrupt politicians of the liquidator
camp say. Our revolution is a bourgeois revolution
is what we Marxians say. THEREFORE the workers

mist open the eyes of the people to the treachery

of the Bourgeois politicians, teach them not to believe
thern and to rely on their OWN forces, on their
‘OWN organizations, on their OWN unification, and
on-their OWN arms alone.” (Lenin. Vol. 14, part

' _v'l, Page 11). ' ) o
~ This Lenin thesis is obligatory for the whole of
the Fast and must by all means find a place in the
program of the Comintern. ‘
TO BE CONTINUED
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CONCLUDED FROM LAST ISSUE

The Party Organization
The™ organization of the Party, in the Party
units and in the trade union and language frac-

tions, represents today a state of chaos and de- -

moralization. The execution of the reorganization
and the functioning of the Party from t,O.p‘ to
bottom since that period have brought confusion,
inattion and indifference into the Party ranks.
The basis of Party organization today is the
shop nucleus and the street nucleus. (internatiopal
branch). This is correct. The organization of
street puclei (international branches), where shop
nuclei cannot be organized, had as its purpose an
accelerated political development and general
activity on the part of all members. The former
language branches formally. were liquidated in’
order that thg foreign-speaking member might

- be brought into the sphere of general American

labor and political ‘activity and Party life and get
away from the narrow existence of his national
grouping.

But what do we find actually? The street nuclei -

or interpational branches, are for the most part
non-functioni
izationally, there is the anomaly that three, four or
five street nuclei, with 20 or more: members each
on the record book, will meet in the same room
or hall at the same hour, often mixing or combin-
ing their work. (New York district). Presumably
the street nucleus is organized on the territorial
(living_area) basis of the members. Generally
throughout the Party the street nuclei are formally
organized in that manner. Actually the street nu-
cleus (international branch) loosens this practice
and membership becomes general regardless of
residence. This, however, is not the main defect.
The defects are so outstanding, and known to ary
member who wants to see, that it is but necessary
to mention them in general outline form. The
functions conducted by the street nuclei are
mockeries of working class activity and political
life. It is common practice that the Party mem-
bers at their unit meetings find themselves con-
fronted with an orgy of ticket-selling, money-col-
lecting andrsimilar technical activities, till they feel
that they are petty salesmen and agents instead of
active Communists concerning themselves with the
vital issues of the working class. Bureaucratism is
rampant, the functions of political activity, discus-
sion and decision are usurped by the committees

_and officials.

It is necessary that the Party organization be
overhauled. Shop nuclei must be formed in such
places where there are sufficient members working
to make it possible for the nucleus to function
actively (issuance of a shop paper; .organization
of the unorganized, etc.).

The street nuclei (international branches) must
be constituted on a genuine teiritorial basis and
have a membership of not less than 25 or more
than 50. The Party shall emphasize the character
of work of the nucleus. Namely, that the units
shall concern. themselves with political and labor
problems (discussion and action on shop problems,
trade union questions, parliamentary activity,
strikes, etc.) All technical work, such as payment
of dues, other financial collections, etc. shall be

. placed as a subsidiary part of the agenda and con- -
ducted at specific periods only, and in such a .

manner as in no way to interfere with the main
tasks. ' 3 '

The’ general vitalization of Party life for each
member is essential. FEach member must feel him-
self as a factor and contributor to the life and
needs of the Party. The pfactice of thinking and
administering from above, without real consulta-
tion and participation by the membership, must
give way to the opportunity” for each member to
contribute his ideas. Mere orders are not suffi-
cient to praduce healthy Party life and participa-
tion in the class struggle. Thought from the mem-
bership is a prerequisite. The membership must

‘have the gpportunity through more frequent mem-

bership meetings (on a -city or section scale, de-
pending upon the size of the membership) to take
up the major issues and campaigns of the Party

“in order that they may thoroughly understand the
" Party’s ghjective and better be able to carry out

it€ aims.- The practice which has made the meet-
cials) almost.the mam

ings of functionaries (offi '
and the only medium of discussion must be liquid-
ated~-~Such  practices. are breeding grounds for

s
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ing bodies in a political sense. Organ- -

bureaucracy, for separation of the rank and file
members from the officialdom, bot high and lowsg
More frequent mémbership meetings will make it
possible for the rank and file worker %o contri-
bute his views and to check the functionary; -at
the same time the officials thereby can obtain a
clearer picture of the actual views of the mem-
“bership, the resources and capacities of the Party,
and the Party work can thus be better carried out.
All organizations, and the Party organization too,
tend to develop always a certain inertness and
tradition that conservatize. These tendencies must
be guarded against by a continuous re-invigoration
from below. -
TRADE UNION FRACTIONS

The trade union fractions of the Party, where
they are not utterly liguidated, are lifeless, func-
tioning usually oply in time of union elections.
In a large measure this is due to the virtual liquida- -
tion of the work in the existing trade unions and
the wrong hine being developed in the Party in this
respect. Punctioning trade union fractions in every
trade and industry, in each local union, district
council, etc., are absolutely essential for the ex-
tention of Party inflaence in the trade unions. Life-
less or non-functioning trade union fractions foster
the development of a non-critical attitude toward
so-called progressives and Left wingers 1n the labor
movement, of an easy-going opportunism and
adaptability on the one hand and completely
“Leftist” or sectarian attitude on the other. The
latter tends to confine activity in the trade unions
and among the unorganized to the Communists
alone. ' : _

The trade union fractions must be organized and
brought to life in the unjons. The T.U.E.L. must
become a genuine organization and not remain
just a Communist body. ~The Party center must
put this work in the foreground, and work out
also for each industry a concrete program around
which and through which the fractions may be
vitalized and become the real instruments of the
trade union work.

Agrarian Work

The severe crisis in agriculture, with all its sharp
consequences for the masses of poor farmers and
farm wage workers, has not been entirely overcome
by American capitalism. It has remained one of
the chief sources of weakness in the armor of the
American bourgeoisie, and a broad field for agita-
tion and organization for the Communist movement
which has not been taken advantage of except to
an insignificant extent.

The Party has indeed, followed a consistently op-
portunist line in this field of work, having gone
so far as to give virtual endorsement to the hypo-
critical McNary-Haugen Bill and other bourgeois
“remedies.” It has further failed to separate the
various strata of the agricultural population from
each other, and has therefore not succeeded in ap-
proaching any of them properly. The farmers
have been looked on “as a mass” solely as objects
for maneuvering in Farmer-Labor Party movements.
It is necessary to change the course of the Party
in this rezpect, -

The first step the Party must take is to obtain
contact with the agricultural wage workers, the
proletarians on the farm. It is the primary duty
of the Party to carry on this work, and especially
to have a correct approach to the syndicalist wor-
kers (the LW.W.) who have been the only organ-
izing force in this {ield up till now. '

The ranks of the Party must be open to only
those farmers who accept the proletarian viewpoint
on property. It mu& concentrate itsfchief efforts

among the farmers upon organizing the tenant and

heavily-mortgaged farmers who feel the heavy op-
pression of the bankers, railtoads, mill-owners, and

“big farmers. A guarintee for the proper function-

ing of the movement of the poor farmers, that they
will remain on the correct path of struggle instead
of succumbing to the pgessure-of the big farmers,
is that the proletarians and semi-proletarians on the
land shall have the preponderance.of leadership in
the movement. : S E
The Negro tenant farmers, share croppers, and
those who are slaving under a system of virtual
peonage in the South, must receive the special

~attention of the Party. It is possible to organize
‘them: this has heen demonstrated in the past by -

the fact that organizations of the Negro poor
farmers. have arisen spontancously. in the Soyth.

Platform of the Communist Opposition

It is possible to unite them with the poor white
farme_rs: this has also been demonstrated by past
-experiences even in the reactionary South, where,
in Texas for example, strong organizations of Ne-
gro and white poor and tenant farmers existed and
functioned effectively for some time.

Young Workers League

The situation in the Young Workers (Com-
mupist) League merits the deepest attention of the
entire movement. The leadership and line of the
League have, merely been a miniature replica v
the factional and corrupt Party regime. The eviis
of the Lovestone-Pepper leadership in the Party
have appeared in an even more grotesque form in
the Zam-Herberg (Lovestone), leadership in the
League. Rampant factionalism, petty-bourgeois
cynicism and supet-sophistication, occupation with

" “high™ politics, are corrupting the League like so

many diseases. The League has become nothing
more nor less than a faction agency for the Love-
stone regime. Instead of the League being in. the:
forefront of the struggle against opportunism ir
the Party, it is always ready to endorse it uncon-
ditionally.* ‘ g

In every struggle where splendid opportunities
for growth were presented, the League failed sig-
nally to take advantage of them. In the face of the
growing explqitation of the \’No}:{{ing youth and the
possibilities for the development of St,‘rhggl;e,,th’r;
League has either lost membership or stood still.
There is an increase in the mood of passivity
among the League members, and the inner life of
the League becomes constantly more barren and
withered. The leadership of the League has been
a dead hand on the organization. .

A symbol of the situation is the fact that the
founders of the Communist youth movement in
this country, and;*igs leadership at the period of itz
swiftest and healthiest development (Abern, Cari-
son, Edwards, Shachtman, etc.) have now been
expelled. In their stead have been placed a leader-
ship which cannot have the confidence of the mass

’ of the membership or the young workers, which

has brought only disintegration, factionalism and
degeneration into the League. Instead of helping
to turn out this leadership, and replacing it with
a sound proletarian core which alone is able to
solve the difficulties with which the League. is
pressingly confrontéd, the Executive Committee of
the Young Communist International has followed
a course which has in actuality resulted in the en-
trenchment of the Zam-Lovestone leadership in
the League. The same course has been followed
by the Party leadership in its relationship to the
Youth. '

The League (and even the Pioneers!) is at pres-
ent being mobilized against, so-called “Trotskyism,”
that is, against the fundamental tenets of Lenin-
ism. Instead of the Communist Youth being per-
mitted to develop freely their natural inclinations
against opportunism and revisionism, they are
herded into blind support for the liguidation of
the basic teachings of Bolshevism. The main task
of the League members is to fight relentlessly for
the line of revolutionary principles now being de-
fended by the Leninist Opposition. An a'dd:i‘tional
prerequisite is the eradication of all corrupt petty-
bourgeols te cies in the League, of opportunies
ollowing in the path of the Party faction regime,
of “smart-Aleckism,” cynicism and playing with
the working class movement. :

PHILADELPHIA MEETING

A

James P. Cannon will speak in Philadelphia on
Sunday, March 17 at 7:30 P. Mi. at the. Friend-
ship Liberal League Forum, Clayton Hall, 9th 3t,
and Girard Ave. The subject of the lesture lilt
be “The Truth about Trotsky and the Platform
of the Russian Opposition.”

CANNON MEETINGS IN BOSTON
Friday, March 22, Chelsea, Mass., Chelsea Labor
Lyceum. :

Saturday, March 23, Boston, Mass., at Militant
“Vetcherinka”, '

Ready Now——

THE DRAFT PROGRAM OF THE

COMMUNIST INTERNATIONAL
; By L. B, TROTSKY =
W ith an Introduction by James-P. Cannon
THIRTY-EIVE CENTS PER CORY -
In lots of 5 or more 25 cents per Copy
Order now from . - -
THE MILITANT -
Bex 120, Madisen Square Station
i w York Y.

-




THE MILITANT

March 1, 1929.

k A VOICE FROM PRISON '
o o - Sing Sing Prison,

QOssining, New York,
February 12, 1929.

Comrades; _ = | o »
“ 1 have received your letter and also the editions of the
Milicdnt -arid you don’t know how happy I was when 1
read about the wonderful work our Group is doing. Dear
Jim, -when 1 read about the deportation of L D. and
ahott the way the Thetmidorians and the Caesars of the
Lesent regime in the C.P.5.U. are doing with the Lieut
enants of Lenin and the leaders of the Oc_tqber, it made
v blood Boil, but as L. D. has foreseen this very tactic
of theire before it is not surprising to us. Lenin said in
1923 to remove, Stalin from his present position and that
he m time split our Party. : ' ‘
to, predict and foresee that. Lenin said that this cook will
feed us.a ‘peppery soup and he will yet b.reak the Party.
f‘é,r}’fa’f v Lenin’s death, this same Stalm. collected all
| haf were against Lenin in October (in those days
“dounted, and not -words) like Zinoviev, Ka-
%ov; etc, and fo his collection he added the
‘s1¢° phraseologist,” Bucharin, who was out
4 1918 at Brest Litovsk, propagating against
saying that Lenin' is misleading Russia and will
fuin. Togéther they started the attack against
od with Lenin -side ‘by side at-all times in
{ frofn 1917 until his death. B
ntiy Pepper's goys “started the pot boiling

list Party then with the sending of
‘Party members into the S. P., then with the
o -and ‘most“of all ‘the main.- important task
o obey the Master's voice in the liquidation of the
yites. . They ‘are” so eager in doing it that they
ad up ‘with the expulsion of all the proletarian mem-
> and remain with the City College of
“Weinstone, -Miller, Wolfe, Benjamin,
e, Ragozin, Trachtenberg and a few
Tawyers-and petty-Bourgeois. When Pepper
with those he will be able to repeat those
“Wirote-in- 1918 agairst all Bolsheviks.
oticlide “with- the “words- of  Lenin plus a
A : Witch théese cooks for they will feed us
with peppery soups. - Théy will ruin the Party. 2

. 1 romain yourk for the victory of the Opposition and

the hea'kh of ;L: ‘D‘, o S
TORRYTRLL Maurice L. Malkin.

+96NOTE: Comrade Malkin has been transferred from
Siig Sing :prison to-the prison-at_Comstock, New York.
Together with him went.the two other needle trades work-
i Leo Franklin and Sam.Kurland. -All comrades are
jrdedto wiite:to- him regularly at his new address: Ma-
e L *Malkin, No.. 10061, Box 51, -Comstock, Neéw

... A .LBAGUE MEMBER ON THE NEW YORK
H‘(: 7‘9 _7 ; EE
§fehe Editor of the “Daily Worker™ |

;

currences at last Tuesday's Troskyite meeting
: t'the Labor Temple will repay the scrutiny of Party
and League members. The disgusting ‘spectacle enacted
a5 3 consequence, of Party tactics was surpassed only by
fhe puttid report. of the affair which appeared in the next
day’s issue of the Daiy Worker. If nothing -else was ac-
éomplished; fr gdve conclusive proof that certain Party
elements ‘have nothing more to learn from capitalist
;éééhér’;;f‘asﬁfa; as gangster methods.and maliciously false
\ewspaper reporting are concerned.

_theallegationis in the Daily Worker article give
“the ‘opposite of the truth. In all cases the disturb-
were provokéd by-Party or League members. The
v of the evening was struck at the tigket-taker
who alteged himself to be unemployed and tried
"his 'way into the hgll. Most ridiculous of all is
c that the presence of police was due to a
one call’ from. Cannon asking for -police :protec
" In_adjoutning the meeting, the chairman explained
th¢ reason for adjourning-at that time was due to
cnce of police. The Daily Worker article omits
on’ this but declared that the adjournement was
by "the departuré’ of ‘the audiente. I have been
present at mdny a Party mass meeting, however, which
Was congidered a2 success, and which did- not have more

of

non méeting.

stccess of 2 Communist movement is not based on
cy -of distorting facts or obscuring issues. The
ignt thrives only to the extent that workers are pre-
with “the facts and given a sound ideological
There. are enough capitalist agencies thru which
he.minds of workers are doped with falsehoods.

.. +The 'Labor Temple meeting is not ifiportant in itself,
yut. there! is something seriously wrong with the sort of

tactics. that ‘were employed. These same tactics are hav-
ing their déplorable effects in all Party and League units.
A/comrade is not even permitted to present an opposing
stand on vital questions, and if he votes according to
his conviction,. he is dbnveniently expelled.

I protest against such tactics ,and in doing so T know
that I am expressing the attitude of many members who
are not yet prepared to speak openly.

Paul Green, member Y.W.L.

" FROM A DETROIT COMMUNIST
- : Detroit, Mich., Feb. 9, 1929.
Dear Comrade Canton: :
__I wish to inform you that 1 was expelled from the
) ers Party for holding certain views regarding Trots
Ey. Two years I have been fighting to express my views
and I was suppressed. The Party removed me from all
activities and on February 3, 1929, I was expelled.
After a thorough study of both sides, ie., Stalin and

the Opposition, I cafme to the conclusion that the Oppo--

~ #ition~js ‘more ‘capable of ‘applying Marx’s and Lefin’s

Lenin was the first one -

dience than was present at the “adjournment of’

from the

teachings to the world situation and Russia in particular.
To my underStanding the Opposition 1s the real Bolshevik
group. I am organizing-an Opposition group; there is
a large field to work on and I need information rggard*
ing its organization. For that reason 1 would like to
keep in touch with you. I regretted very much that 1
missed the opportunity to amange a
when you were in Cleveland a short time ago. If you
intend to come to Detroit, please let me know so that I
will arrange a weﬂ;attended )meeting"f)‘f workers who
sympathize .with Trotsky's views. 1 ani sure you will
find them very promising supporters. )

They have requested for all kipds of literature that will
enlighten them about the present situation in ‘fhe move
There is a big demand for the book The Real
Situation in Russia” by Leorr Trotsky. A lot of these
books can be sold here. I read that book, and I‘thmk
it will clarify some comrades who are misled by Stalin.

Comradely yours,
Alex Schriber.

ment.
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COPIES OF FIRST ISSUE OF MILITANT WANTED
All readers of the Militant who have on hand copies of
the first issue dated November 15, 1928 are u.rgent!y re-
quested to send them to us. Even single copies “"lu be
greatly appreciated as our file copies were stolen in the
burglary conducted by the professionals hired to do this
job by the Central Executive Committee of the Party.

NEW EXPULSIONS

On the eve of the Party Convention, which is to mark
the fake “internal consolidation” of the Party, we have

to record numerous other expulsions of active workers

from ' the Party for their support of the Plgt.form of
the Russian Opposition. Behind -all the hypocritical: bun-
combe about “‘Party unity” the campaign of expulsions
and Party-splitting is " continuing- i full blast. -New ex
pulsions aboue which the Militant has recently been ip-
formed are as follows:

] COOPERSTEIN. .
: ' © - NEW YORK
HAROLD ROBBINS, Young Workers League.
~JOHN..JUSTIN, Young Workers League.
‘SAM 'WATTS, Young Workers League.
GEORGE"CLARK, Young Workers eague.
- MAX WALDMAN, of the.Furriers’ Union.
o ' -+ -ST. LOWIS . .. ,

BOSTON

ELMER McMILLAN, Communist candidate for Mayor. -
PAYER, Acting sub-district organizer

. MARTIN
Y.W.L .
H. L. GOLDBERG. ,,
CHARLES*MAHLER, Young Workers League.
E. CARLSON, Young Workers Lcague.
e DETROIT -
ALEX SCHRIBER.
JULIUS ROSEN, Section Agit-Prop Difector.
RICHMOND, CALIF. :
ROSA POWELL.
WILLISTON, N. DAKOTA
A. C. MILLER, first Communist legislator in U. S.
: "BIRMINGHAM, ALABAMA E
"SARAH F. J. LINN. :
TORONTO, CANADA
S. QUAELER.

- WHO ARE THE EXPELLED COMMUNISTS

VINCENT R. DUNNE=Member Western Federation
of Miners, 1905; joined IL.W.W. at foundation; in IL.W.
W. actions in Missoula, Spokane, Seattle, Fresno and
San Francisco. Participated in 1. W. W. strikes and free
speech fights, 1906-8. Served -sentences in Seattle and
Los Angeles for street spegking. Worked in lumber
camps, ‘mines and construction camps in- Idaho, Wash-

_ ington, Montana, California, Texas and Arizona. Mem-

ber of strike committee of Saw Mill-Workers at Boga--
loosa, La., 1908. Express wagon driver and messenger
for Northern Parific, Wells' Fargo, Adams Express, dis-
charged several times for organizing workers, - finally
blacklisted and forced out of industry. Active in Mooney
Defense fight and-in Friends of Soviet Russia. Charter
member Minneapolis Office Workers Union, financial
secretary and delegate to Central Labor Union, 1922-24.
Removed from office and expelled from C.L.U. for Com-
munist activity by order of Executive Council of A.F. of
L. in 1924. Secretary of 12th” Ward Farmer-Labor Club
(Minneauolis) 1924-8. Removed from office for fighting
F.L.P. bureaucrats and labor fakers Shipstead, Cramer,
Weir, Starkey, Lundeen, etc. Expeled from union Nov-
ember 11, 1928 for opposing Shipstead as Senatorial
candidate, just three days before expulsion from Party.
Joined Workers Party, held minor offices, secretary Min-
neapolis C.C.C. fox three yéars. Member District Exec-
utive Committee; 1923-8; of District Polcom, 1926-28;
member District secretariat, 1927-8. Delegate - National
Convention, 1927. Delegate to every convention of
Farmer-Labor Federation and Association. c
National Party Elaction Campaign Committee,
Communist candidate for Congressman in 1928.
pelled from Party, November 14, 1928.

HELEN JUDD—Secretaty of North Side English
branch of Socialist Party in 1919 and helped to swing
it into Communist Party when William F, Kruse, J. Louis
Engdahl, Victory Berger, Adolph Germer, Seymour, Sted-
man and others were trying to hold it in line for the
Socialists. Indicted in the Palmer ‘Raids, held under
$10,000 bonds. Secretary of Local Chicago, National
Defense Committee, for two years, while Party was
underground, - Afterward active for sevepal years in
forming pioneer groups. At the time of second expulsion

1928.
Ex-

by William F. Kruse, wa3 secretary of Nucleus 31, one -

of the largest and most active in Chicago, and also a mem-

meeting for you-

- With Comradely greetings,

Member of

ker ‘of the Control ‘Commission of District Eight of the- »

- Party., s

ilitants

A MINNEAPOLIS MILITANT
Minneapolis, Minn,
Dear Comrade: Zrey

.Our Communist work is going 6n in Minneapolis” de-
spite the expulsion, slander and finally the fascist meth-
ods to which our Party. has degenerated in District Nine.
Bureaucratic, - gangster and suppressive methods workers
have to be fought whether in our Party or in other wor-
kers’ organizations. , '

A short time ago, in fact on the evening of the same
day on which 1 was notified by the little bureaucratic
Devine, District Organizer here, that I was expelled from
the Party, the pamphlet entitled “Emotion Hides Com-
munist Trickery’, issued by Green and Morrison of the
A. F. of L., was read before my union. I took the floor

Foster gangsters at Minneapolis

T mecting.

“and" in" an 18 or.20 :rﬁin}lte'su fali:; :Exi)osed the Yes, in-

nuendo’ and “cheap trickery. containéd in the pamphlet
and also explained “what we 'Communists stood for in
the unions, as well as our final-aim, the necessity for our
democratic-centralized: form ofsorganization, the dictator-
hip of the proletariat, etc., etc.. L %

Probably our Party bureaucrats will claim this is coun-
ter-revolutionary work. but, just'the same it helps to clear
the minds of the wgrkers. > Their saying we are not’Com-
munists. do¢sn’t make” it so, and.Iiam satisfied- that® by

the time this fight is over:we.willhave’it made it so hot - -

for the. little. -bureaucrats - of - the Communist movement
that they will never-again dare try-the suppression of real
Communists or.their platform honestly put forth.

) "~ OSCAR COOVER.
Proletarian -Youth Against

| . Gangsterism

A STATEMENT TO DOWN-TOWN UNIT NO. 2,
. YOUNG WORKERS LEAGUE OF N. Y.
-~ At the Tuesday. night  (February 26) meeting of the
Opposition - to .. protest -the » deportation “of Trotsky, we
saw the kind of activity. that the officials of the Party and
League carry on:against the ‘Opposition. - A-big squad
was sent down to the meeting by Bert Miller, the organ-
ization secretary of -the Party in New York. They did
not come in order to argue or discuss the issues. intelli-
gently or in a manner.that would convince workers of
the correctness of the Party position. -On the contrary,
they came there-only for the purpose of breaking up the
meeting by violence and physical attacks on. the sup-
porters of the opposition. We are absolutely convinced*
that~suchactivity can only bting the greatést Harm to
the movement and help -to discredit it before the eyes
of the workers. It will bring about a situation where
the cops and dicks will become the judges and final
settlers of all disputes in the ranks of the movement and
the working class. We are abolutely opposed to such
tactics.

We believe further that a real discussion of the importe =

ant issues, should be conducted, especially for the young
comrades in the League. Such a discussion can be worth
while only if both sides of the-issues are clearly presented
to us, and all.the material made available for study and
discussion. All we have had so far is the pamphlet by
Betram D. Wolfe on the “Trotsky Opposition” which
didn’t each us anything.: Otherwise we simply become
automatic hand-raisers who endorse everything .that the
Party and League Officials instruct us to do. We pro-
pose the immediate opening of -such a real discussion _

“and the end of the kind of work that the Party carried

on at the Tuesday meeting.

JOE BURTON, member of Executivé Board, American
- Association of .Plumbers Helpers. ~ ’

MAC KUDLER, member of Executive Board American

“Association. of Plumbers Helpers.

sociation -of Plumbers Helpers.- ~ -
JOSEPH FOX, League unit<ndustrial Committee.
HAROLD ROBINS, . - . A
JEAN -TISHMAN. v wgps o

- IRVING SPREIREGEN, vice-president, American As




