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1E foreign policy of a revolutionary Workers’
A State that is surrounded by imperialist powers
was outlined a decade and more ago by the leaders
Bolshevism, Lenin and Trotsky. Its course is di-
rected to.warding off all interventionist and coun-
ter-revolutionary movements no matter what their
form may be, so that the Workers’ State may be
able to lengthen the period in which it strengthens
the socialist forces in the country as against-the
forces of capitalism while the revolutionary pro-
letariat in the imperialist countries gathers suf-
ficient strength- to overthrow their own bour-
geoisie. The Soviet power must therefore aim to
aid in every ‘possible way the revolutionary move-
ment in other countnes, to help free the masses
everywhere from the “democratic” and : pacxflst
illusions eultivated by the bourgeoisie, -to expose
the 1mpenahst machinations of the forexgn bour-
: , 0 “arduse “the” workers against them, and
h y “become a -rallying center for. the Workers

an proples of the world, - Suck-a
@m:mﬁﬂe Brest«ht ok 2

from G.eorgx_a and thc estabhshment of a " Soviet
Fs“epnbhc In.the strqggle against' the Black In-
ternatianabiof the League of th;o'hs ‘the Commun-

o~ Of
Unmm——ﬁmﬁéﬁ R
inthe recdiit: p od; ‘i ,faqtmaxkg a. s
fro thns reyolut : d.of. ¢
ing,-hotirgeais Hlusions. i strengehens ﬂ;erm
stead .of. .,,stgeng;henmg the . revolutxon_ary move'
n;@nun .other.countries; it we;a.kens it. Mnstead of.
exposing:the.inherently reactionary and war-mak-
xn’g cba;racterof dhperialism: it/ conceald: it. - To be
sure, this is not:the. inteéntipn of the authors of this-
it it is-its inevitable reSult ~And the latter
18 -vthe xmportant ‘question, '

~Ini the officiak reply of ; the ‘Soviet (Government,
srgnmg the: Kellggg “Pact; given out by Lityinov 'on.
- August-31,: :1928,is contained:a serjes of -the most
astoundmg statements, .. Says the Soviet Commis:
gar. for Foreign’ Affam; on the reservaﬁms hade
by ( Gréat Britain:

“This reservation the Soviet Government cansiot bul.
‘consider. as an -attempt :to_ use . the %ompact -itsel. as ‘an
instrument . of imperialist policy.”™ (Current History, Octd-
ber 1928, page 6.} '

An “attemipt™ 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.. I
th1s analysis is advan¢ed before the working class

- with all the authority of the Soviet Union behind
it, what becomes of the daily agitation in th,z press.
wh1ch continues. to repeat—and correctly so—
that “Versailles, Locarng, the Anglo-French agree
‘thent, the Kellogg 'Peace’ Pact are all steps to
ward.a war of all imperialist powers against Soviet
Russia”? (See Daily Worker, March 6, 1929).
Millions read the proclamations of the Soviet
Union, where ‘only a handful read the Communist
press. - Even'if this wére not so, the theory that
the Workers® State can talk one way and the wor-
kers another way, is fundamentally false,

But this is not the worst. The Soviet note says
further:

“Nevettheless, m"qm"ch as the Pact of Paris objective-
ly imposes certain obliz: 'ons on the powers before pub-
tic. opinion “and gives the Soviet Government a new
chance to put before all the participants of the compact
-2 question "of disarmament,-the solution of which - is the
pnly ‘guarantee of prevention of war—the Soviet Gov-
ernment. expresses its willingness to - sign the Pact of
Paris."”" (Current History, October 1928, page 6.) .

T}us .amazing nonsense is repeated by Litvinov
the. Sqviet note to the Polish government of
cember 29,.1928:."

In s far;. l;owevgr, a8 the . feviet Government . ha,s
“deted ’t'batﬁ, Paris, Ag:eemaeﬁt AKellogg Paob) fmie

.shevik teaching,

iquestxon of peace,

By Max Shachtman

poses upon its participatits 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 Umon
on December 10, 1928:

“*Our. rgovernment took into consideration the fact that
the states signing thé Kellogg Pact thereby placed them-
selves under a certain moral (sol) obhgatxon to public
opinion with' respect to - non-aggression.” . (Inprecor,
December 20 1928, page 1703.)

. If -this. is -not cnough to make a cat- Iaugh as
Stalin would say, it is at least enough to throw
Messrs; Briand, Chamberlain, Stresemann, Musso
lini and Hoover into convulswe fits, . The Kellogg,',
Pact. is supposed to “impose upon its parti 1pants
certain dbligations :of a peaceful chasacter 3
*goral obligations™
Union sign-the Lacarno Pact, or join th
quic,or the Leagye of Hmons? Pon’t £
fémﬁom_ nosad obligations -of ; eful charastgr

participants? Q¢ perhags Litvinov (read:
S;a*hnfkykov) would-baye ‘us belicve-shat the Kcl-

eﬂ.
Why - doesn’t the Soviet
e World

ogg Pact is less- the instrument of the imperialist

bandlta and war miongers than the Versa.lltes Treaty’
and: the Teague of N 7
“Does not ‘this b

Pobicy? <Lenin. said i the, “Baviet ¢
*“Would-detlafe that it expetts: ﬂbﬁnbg ‘good from.the
bourgegx&, governierits ‘and. ‘proposes :to the workers of
all countries ta_ overthrow them and- transfer all political
‘powet .to "Soviéts . of ‘workers’ deputies.” '(Lenin, How to
Attain- Peace, March. 25, 1917.):
It is-true that the Soviet Union has a reservas:
tibn of thie Pact, Its riote says further: *
) “Summanuug what/ has ‘been “said” above, one must’
state ‘the Abseice 'in the: compact ‘of .obligations concern-

_ing dmarmaments wb:ch is the only (1), essential” ele-

mért’of pedce guatantes. *'(Current History, October

1928, page 6.):

: We: suppose. that this uhbelievable clap-trap (we
wxll not ‘use.a harsher. term) is accepted as very
“clever™ Soviet diplomacy.in some quarter, a type

-of-Machijavellian stroke thit outwits _everybody—
-€xcept the ‘bourgeoisie. for whom it is apparently «

intended,

~The:.Communists have. persistently striven to pet-
meate the proletariat with the idea that-disarma-
ment talk under. capitalism.is the .worst.crime of
the bourgems pacifists. That capitalism, arma-

: ments ‘war and militarism are synonymous and in-.
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. tHemelves.”
M~Demokrata, Degember 1916.)

’-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
is the overthrow of the bourgeoisie and the v1ctory
of socialism. That the appeal for disarmament is
reactionary utopianism. Lenin said a thousand
tlmeS .

“The Kautskynn preaching of ‘disarmament’, which is
-addressed “chiefly to th¢ present gover'xmenta of the
dmperfalistic great powers, fs a vulgar piece of opportusis:
ism, of bourgeois .pac msm, actually calcylated-—in  spite
of the good intentions of the gentle. Kautskyans—to di-
vert the workers “rom the class struggle. For such a pror
paganda s calcul sted to inspire the workers with' the
thought that the present- bourgeois governments of the
imperialistic powers ate NOT bound by. thousands- of

“$hreads of hnanre capital and teng or hundreds of. por'_;

responding (i, - ¢, predatory, greedy, preparatory: .to..
imperialistic agression) SECRET TREATIES between
(Eenin, The Disarmament Cry, Sbornik.So-

¥ 'the Workers' State does not constantly ex-
pose the inherent counter-revolutionary nature of
the Imperialist powers, but, on the contrary, cre-
.ates the impression that. thése powers can'be mad¢’
to.-disarm and- establish peace, who is deceived?
Cerrainly not the Hoovers, the Bnands, the Cham-
‘berlaing  and “the. Stresemanns. ” “They laugh”
in their sleeves at~the very idea of disarmament
or peace and .at all the pitiful ‘talk: of Litvinov.
They are sécretly of openly preparing’ for:the fiext
imperialist war as they must by.their very nature,
as well as for a war to crush-the workers’ repub-
lic. Al their pacts, conferences and treaties are”

;wmdow'dressmg to hypnouze the workers while-
“they, themselves work feverishly for the proper

moment. But the wor.kers, to whom the authority
of the Soviet' Union'is great, are deceived by. the.
disarmament palaver. Their illusions about. peace:
under capitalism, about the possibilities 6f ‘disarm-.
ament, are deepened when the Soviet Union signs
the Kellogg Pact. And the Communist Parties are
“disarmed. It becomes almost impossible for them
to denounce effectxvely the Kellogg Pact as an im-’
penahst war- mongermg document when the
bourgeoisie can easily reply: “‘Dear ftiends, your._
own Soviet Unijon hd.S signed it and hailed it:as
a“step towards peace™.

. For when the Soviet Union pra.ises the imperial-
dsts 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 imperial-
ism’s war preparations “against the Soviet Union.
the social-democratic Chancellor, Mueller, triumph-
antly replies with

“The words of M.”1. Kalinin, president of the Soviet
Union, who on his recent reception to the new Geérman

* Ambassador to Moscow, Dr. ‘Herbert von Dircksen, as
. serted . that the relatxons between the Soviet Union and

the German Republic were thotoughly peaceful -and
ir;ezr;d)ly (New York Herald-Tribune, February 27,

The Commumst deputy was unable to reply tc
this. Mueller could also have quoted Litvinov*
speech (Inprecor, December 20, 1928, page 1706}
in which the German bourgeomle is pra;sed as th

-friend of Russia. Mussolini, in reply to the Italiar

Communists, can also quote Litvinov’s speech:

“An example of the possibility of maintaining norma!
and perfectly correct (1) relations. to another. state, ir
spite of different social polmcal systems, is - offered by
our relations to Italy, which give rise to practically nc
mutual complaints.”  (Inprecor, ibid., page 1706.) -

And Herbert Hoover who is denounced very

~ properly. in' the Communist press here as an arch

- enemy of the Soviet. Union and the. wOrkmg class
can also reply to.these agtacks by quoting Litvino:

We musf. apenly.admit that up to.the. pnesent we ha
NTINUED, .ON . PAGE 0O
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THE liars who got their training in the five years
campaign of falsifying and misrepresenting the
viewpoint 6f the Russian Opposition are now ex-
celling 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 Pasha, the Turkish Mussolini) the Sword
of October, L. D. Trotsky, with a barrage of the
most revolting lies that ever disgraced a working
class press. In the United States, the leadership
in the campaign is being taken by the Daily
Worker and the Daily Freiheit. The editors of
both of these papers, Miner and Olgin, are old
hands at slandering and defaming Bolsheviks. They
did it for years after the Russian Revolution of
1917 before they found a comfortable place in the
Central Committee of the Communist Party.

The Daily Worker of February 27, 1929, writes
these shameless words:

“Trotsky has openly espoused the same slogans of
struggle and the same methods of counter-revolutionary
struggle against the Soviet power that are characteristic
of the entire school of agents of capitalist reaction—the
mensheviks.” .

. Minor, like Olgin, is very careful not to quote
a single sentence of Trotsky’s writings or the
authoritative viewpoint of the bourgeois and so-
cial democratic press on Trotsky. To do either
would be to shatter the whote edifice of lies of
the Stalinites. Since Minor will not quote, we will,
and it will very easily be demonstrated that every
genuinely réactionary element in the world is im-
bued with an ineradicable hatred of Trotsky and
all he stands for..

Says Duranty, the Stalinized Moscow corre-
spondent. of the big bourgeois New York Times:

“Before going further it must be understood that the
Right Opposition differs greatly from.the opposition of
the Trotskyists in being conducted upon ‘legal’ party
lirfes; that is, it represents criticism of current policies of
the Kremlin by a majority group which remains willing
to accept the majority ruling even should that be ad-
verse. Trotsky, who was never a real Bolshevist, made the
fatal error of continuing his opposition, despité majority
decisions, by ‘underground’ and ‘illegal’ methods.” (Feb-
ruary 27, 1929)

Duranty-Stalin-Minor-Olgin sing in chorus that

Trotsky was never a real Bolshevik.” The Times
writes editorially on the series of articles by Trot-
sky which it printed:

“He makes no attack upon the Soviet system, which he
believes will endure in some form or another, but he is
bitter enough and explicit enough in condemning the
men now at the head of affairs in Russia, who are, to his
‘mind, betrayers of the pure doctrine preached by Lenin,
and really at heart enemies of the true cause of the
Soviets.,” (February 24, 1929.)

Says the organ of Al Smith “liberalism,” the
New York World:

“Trotsky belongs at the farthest extremity of the left
wing; he stands for the most radical interpretation of
Marxian principles. ... At any rate, there is no Thermi-
dor’ now in sight. All Russian reports agree upon the
strength of Stalin and his poliey.” (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
right’, that is toward conservatism and capitalism, will
interest America’s conservative. government. Stalin, in-
telligént Russian, knows that power without money is a
shadow, so he leans in the direction of money.” (Feb-
yuary 27, 1929)) :

The yellow socialist Jewish Daily Forward
writes in the same manner as Olgin does in the
Freiheit:

“We dre the last ones to regret Trotsky's fate, We
know very well that he is, perhaps more than anyone
else except Lenin, responsible for Russia’s calamities and
for the seas of innocent blood that were shed there. We
also know that if Trotsky should get the opportunity to
carry out his present program it would be a new calami-
ty for Russia as well as for the entire world.” (February
15, 1929.)
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Who Supports ’I:;otsky.?

And here is what the Forward reports on the
lecture Chernov, the counter-revolutionary Social
Revolutionary, gave in New York on Trotsky:
© “So far as Trotsky is concerned the lecturer believes
that he also has finished his role. e has no chance
of again becoming a part of the Russian power.” (Feb-
ruary 10, 1929.)

Here is what Alexander Berkman, the petty-
bourgeois anarchist, writes in the paper, The Road
to Freedoni:

“In reality the Trotsky element is more reactionary
than the present regime and therefore less dangerous to
Stalin than the Rights.” (February 1929.)

Let the Daily Worker and the Freiteit, and all
the other little Stalinites explain why it is that the
“counter-revolutionary Trotsky” has been refused
admission into the centers of reaction and coun-
ter-revolution throughout the world. Why he has
been rejected in Berlin, in Rome, in Vienna, in
Paris, in London, in Washington or New York.
Why have not the counter-revolutionary statesmen
of the world, Charmberlain, Briand, Mussolini 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 s the symbol of theproletarian revolution.

The Berliner Boerszenzeitung, which is the Ger-
man Wall Street Journal, writes as follows:

“Germany has enough to do in these difficult times
with the maintenance of its own internal equilibrium, and
we consider it superfluous to create new burdens artificial-
ly by a hospitality that will give the strongest propagand-
ist of Bolshevism (Trotsky) the opportunity of exercis-
ing his propaganda powers in a country which in his
opinion can be most swiftly ripened tor a Bolshevik harv-
est.” (February 1, 1929.) ‘

Its colleagues in the reactionary Preussische Zei-
tung write:

“We need hardly emphasize 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 consequences 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 tendencies, demands
that Stalin assassinate Trotsky, even as Minor
urges that the Opposition be executed by the gov-
ernment:

“It is possible that this element still sticking to the
Trotsky cause is-not numerically powerful when com-
pared with others. - Nevertheless the venom it steadiby
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 familiar. 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. MMustrierte Beobachter, the or~
gan of Adolph Hitler, the German anti-semite and
fascist, prints a picture of Trotsky with the fol-
lowing comment:

“Trotsky, the Soviet-Jewish bloodhound, wants to re-
side in Berlin during his exile. We will have to keep a
vigilant eye on this Jewish assassin and criminal.” (Feh-
ruary 9, 1929).

Hitler is not entirely alone. If you pick up a
copy .of the official “comic™ paper of the Finnish
section of the Workers Party, Punikki, you will
find its cover decorated with an anti Trotsky car-
toon drawn by A. K. Suvanto, one of the leaders
of the Finnish Stalinites here, which is permeated
with vicious anti-semitism. Anything goes in the
“ideological struggle™ against the Opposition.

Indeed, everything goes. Lies, distortion, inven-
tions. The official %?arty press tries to whip up a
hysteria over the appearance of Trotsky’s articles
in the New York Times. Trotsky has very cor-
rectly taken advantage of the extracrdinary “news
value™ of his exile—the greatest political sensation
of the year—to explain its political meaning to
millions of workers who read the bourgeois press,
just as Lenin and Trotsky made use of the bour-
geois press to broadcast the secret treaties, which
were first published 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 Soviét Russia in the bourgeols press. Lenin
even made use of the German monarchist govern-
ment in 1917 to travel in a sealed train through
Germany in-erder to participate actively in the

ussian revolution. In those days, Olgin, writing
in the Forward hailed the forged Sisson documents
that “proved” that Lenin and Trotsky twere agents

of the Kaiser’s imperialism; in the New York
World. Minor called Lenin and Trotsky “counter-
revolutionaries” because they put a few petty-
bourgeois anarchists in jail. Today Minor and
Olgin combine to call Trotsky a “counter-devolu-
tionary” once more. They know that Stalin is
writing against Trotsky for the bourgeois press
in Europe (in London Daily News, for instance).
They know that their own Party constantly em-
ploys publicity agents in important campaigns
whose sole duty is to get the Party’s viewpoint into
the bourgeois press. But they remain silent about
this. They are earning the right to the Brass
Check.

Many years have passed, and there has been a
change, but not in Trotsky, not in Minor, not in
Olgin. In 1917, Trotsky was writing and fighting
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 writing and fighting for Bolshevism. Minor
and Olgin are still fighting against Bolsheviks. The
difference is that they speak in the name of Stalin
now, and write in the Stalinite press. “It is the
march of events . ,.”

Hailtothe NewChief?

Great travail marks the Party convention now
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
séeking a convenient formula for capitulation and
Stalin has offered them one by which they may
gracefully retire from the fight with feeble shouts
of victory. The caucusés are now feverishly dis-
cussing the demand of Stalin trat Wm. Z. Foster,
the leader without followers, be made secretary
of the Party. Picture to yourself the touching
scene that may ensue: The “Right danger” which
each faction claimed the other personified wjll 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 Bittelman, make
preparations for the Long Journey to Moscow or
the Caucasus to rest for a year from their labors.

‘The fact that only yesterday during 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
Bittelmanites have formally read him out of the
barren “vineyard” because “he liquidates every-
thing connected with Communism,” surely make$
him the logical compromise candidate for these
apostles of Stalinism.

The meaning of this ten cent maneuver is ob-
vious. The shuffling 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 repudiated him, is entirely devoid
of principle and settles NOT ONE of the principle
questions raised by the Opposition or any one else
in the Party. This ntaneuver is designed to kill
two birds with one stone: to “establish™ unity in
the Party and to head off the Oppcsition’s steady
growth. It will accomplish neither. Foster is to
be surrounded by the old gang of opportunists and
bureaucrats, and be ab crbed by them, while the
minority is made to subordinate itself. Anyone
who wants such “unity” is welcome to it. As to
the Opposition we are told that a “'big drive” is to
be made after the convention to “win back”
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
foremost banner, flanked by the -few. remaining
Bittelmanites hoarsely echoing their shibboleths
and urging the errant to follow the new “leader.”

The crusaders will fail. The workers who have
rallied to the banner of the Opposition on the
basis of a principle fight that involves the entire
course and fate of the revolutionary movement will
not be deceived by this cheap stratagem so charac-
teristic of the Stalin regime, Fake unity, unprinci-
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 principle dis-
putes on a Leninist basis, This maneuver will
fizzle like a pénny Firecracker; the fight for prin-
ciple will go on. ) _

It is a matter of little concern whether Foster
or Lovestone 15 the wew secretary of the Party.
‘The regime and its line remain the same, and we
won't buy any bonds from either of them:
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N the heels of the recent convention of the
O' American Federation of Labor which outdid
all others in reaction there have appeared a num-
ber of manifestations of a new “progressive” move-
ment which call for the most serious consideration
of the Communist and Left Wing workers,

The most _important of these manifestations is

the Manifesto. printed in the February number of
the Labor Age. This manifesto outlines a platform
of 16 points which is ‘only a slightly modified re-

statement of the practical platform of the Left
Wing niilitants in the labor movement, 1t includes -

the organization of the. workers in the basic in-

dustries inte industrial unions, trade union democ- .

racy, the 5-day week, independent political action,

social insurance and most of the other standard

demands of the Left wing. Action of a cgrtain
sort has accomipanied this attempt to formulate the

platform of the new “progressives.” The conflict

between the Brookwood Eabor College and the
A B of L. Executive Coungil, which has opened
fire op it, is one phase:  On March 2nd, these
apostles of trade union, zeform wafurled their ban-
ner at 4 polite luncheon in New York: City under
the auspices of the League for Industrial Democ-
1acy, an auxiliary of the Soci%ktsil?artyi headed by

Norman Thomas. Also should be mentioned the
“crusade™ which the Socialist New Leader has been |

conducting against the Civic Federation policies of
Matthew . Woll. In all these developments the
trend toward a crystallization of a respectable body
of “progressive opinion” within the labor move-
ment cap be plainly seen.

The sponsors of this movement age the group
around the Egbor Age and the Brookwood Labor
College—Muste, Budenz, and others, including
quite .a few such. as Brophy and Hapgood who
have had relations with the Communists in United
-Front movements in the past; a considerable num-
ber of trade union officials around the country;
and the Socialists who have fought side by side
with the A. F. of L. bureaucrats against us. Fill-
quit, Thomas, Oneal and Co. are devoting much
attention to the movement and are aiming for the
hegemony of it. It would be erroneous, however,
to regard the movement as simply the creation of
the Socialist Party. Its bags appears to be much
broader and, if it continues to- develop, will very
probably include a much, wider circle. ’

These events are not accidental. TFhey reflect
in the first place the unmistakable growth of dis-
content ‘of wide sections of the wor%éers 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
workers and giving - them no "expression.
virtual, abandonment of the old unions by the Com-
munjsts, who have stood at the head of most of
the opposition movements in the past. five years,
facilitates the emergence of the reformist group
and affords the Socialists an opportunity to regain
some of their lost pogitions. The new movement
is a challenge to the Communists for the leader-
ship of the coming fights. o

These “progressives” ate. weather-cocks who re-
flect certain winds blowing in the labor movement.

-Their emergence now with demands which' con- .

note militancy is an indicator of the radicalization
of the workers growing within the' old unions as
well as in the ranks of the unorganized masses.
Their role, objectively speaking, is to express this
radicalization in words, to harness it in action and
to head it off ffom any real collision with the
capitalists and the A. . of L. machine. And their
field for this function is by no means confined
to the old unions.” A strongly organized block
of these elements in the A. F. of L. can also exer-
cise a great influence on’ the struggles of the un-
organized, o _ .

The question whether they will succeed in
stultifying the promising movements of the proxs
imate future or whether the very movements of
the workers they express and, to. a certain extent,
help to create are developed in the direction of
real class battles, depends very much upor the
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 one 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 uesful to us in
this question "but it cannot provide us with a
ready-made formula. Nothing approximating an
analogy to the situation and stage of development.

. the European -countries.

The

The Communists and the “Progressives”

By James P. Cannon

of the American labor movement exists in any of
The fight there is be-
tween the Communists and the Social Democrats
for the leadership of the massgs. This is sp in
America only in the needle trades, a small sector
not representative of the whole labor movement.
The struggle here is for the creation of a class

‘movement of the workers and ‘the expansion. of

Communist influence within it. And this, of

course, is alsp a struggle against reformism of all -

kinds. The events of the past few years have not
altered this basic Qersgective. Ouyr fundamental

tactical line, modifiedt in the light of experience, "

with the errors and distostions corrected; stilf holds
good. Contrary opinions only substitute wishes
for realities. We are not 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.

Eet us look back at our established tactics on.this
question. _ Numerous resolutions, unanimously
adopted by the Paity, as well as resolutions of the
C.L on the American question, could be quoted.
All of these resolutions emphasized the tactic of
the united front with progressive elements and in
practice we followed this line,

Such tactics, fmadamentaﬂy correct, were the key

to much, of our progress in the trade unions. Fhere

were attempts to liquidate them, but these attempts
were defeated by a sharp Party struggle in 1925
and by the intervention of the Comintern.

In applying this tactic of the united front the
Party made many etrors.
nan in ‘the anthracite, for example, was formed
under. conditions which actually rehabilitated this
discredited faker and failed o build: the Communist

influence. - The non-critical attitude toward Bro--

phy, Hapgood, etc., worked against the militancy
of the fight in the miners’ union and the fizrmness
and: cohgsion 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. mobilize 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 topthache. 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 independent policy is to be replaced by the
tactic of straight-out denunciation and completely
independent struggle, according to the comment on
the “new. progressives” which has appeared in the
Labor Unity and the Daily Worker. This looks
simpler and easier, but how will it work out? It is

‘not without significance that the same comrades

who wanted to pull the Party onto. this track in

11925, come forward now as the spokesmen of the
new revelation. Now, as then, they see the “‘pro- -

gressive”leaders only as individuals and roundly
denounce them ag 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, _

Earl Browder, back from the Far East in a very
revolutionary mood, makes short shrift of these
new “‘progressives” in the Daily Worker of Feb-
ruary 25, 26 and 27, 1929. He recites their past
treacheries, vacillations' and cowardice with such

indignation as to make one wonder what he ex-
pected of them. Such conduct is the inevitable

result of reformist policy. That is why the revolu-
tionary Marxists formed the Communist Party.
The question is not what the reformists will do
when the fight grows hot-—that should be known

in advance—but how can the Communists best de-. |

velop the struggles of the workers and expand their
influence? It is from this standpoint that we must
evaluate our past experience with the “progres

_sives” and draw conclusions for the future.
take issue

Proceeding in this way we have to
with Browder's deductions. 'He says:
“We will no longer waste our energies and time in di-
sastrous ‘attempts to work with these fake progtressives:

... 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 such spineless quitters.”. (Qur emphasis.).

What pompous nonsense! What disregard of
the facts of the protracted struggle to build the
Left wing among thé miners! What a ridiculous
attempt to punish the Party for his own illusions
and disappointments about the “‘progressives.”

The block with Bren-

‘St. Louis,

-Did we get our influence among the miners and
eventually ‘gain the leadership of a. great mass
movement in 1928 by having nothing to do with
“progressives”?. Quite the contrary. At the be
ginning: of 1926 the Lef: wing in ‘the Miners’
Union was demoralized and the Party was isolated.
It was the block with Brophy and other “progres-
sives” which gave us access to the masses of miners
who at that time were not “revolutionary miners.
who have nothing but contempt for such spineless
quitters,” but admirers of these same Brophys.. It
way the prestige of Brophy and others, and the
confidence. the miners had' in them primaxily, that
gave the movement its wide basis at the stars. It
was only later, as the struggle grew sharpes, that
our direct influence grew and the true character
of the Brophys was revealed to the miners.and they
became alienated from them. Owur mistakes, par-
ticularly our failure to criticize Brophy and others,
hampered this process, but in spite of that, the
ynited front yielded tich results and prowved its
validity by them. And that is precisely the value
of the united front tactic: it mobilizes the workers
for struggle and strengthens the Commugists. as
against the reformists, Eowever, to say that the
“tens of thousands of miners™ even now are *‘tev-
olutionary™ is sémewhat of an exaggetation.

~ The Communists must learn from the. experie
ences in the miness’ struggle and draw the canclu-
sions, not to reject the tactic of the united; front,

‘but to correct the errors in its application dnd; ém-

ploy. it widely in the future in al fields.

Another stronghold of the new sectarianism re-
mains. [kt is the theory that the shifting of the
center of gravity in our trzade union werk to the
formation of new unions—an absolutely necessary
shift—does away with, the troublesome problems
of the “progressives.” ' o

“We are entering upon a new cougse . . ., " says :
Browder, “the course of independent struggle, in-
dependent leadership,. independent organization,
inside and outside the existing trade: tinions.” But
are all the intlyential leaders we encounter in this
new field to be pure Communists and Left wingers.
who will not “disappoint” us? Anybody who
thinks so is. working to buyild ancther Socialist
Trades and Labor Alliance and not a ‘mass labor
movement. reflecting the stage of radicalization
and class development of the progressive sectipns
of the workers. And it is just this theory that is
beginning to confront the new union movement
as a real menace. The current practise of monopol-
izing the control of the new unions in a mechanical
way, of regarding every worker who is not a Party
member as a faker, of arbitrarily excluding rela-
tiops and compromises with influential leaders who
reflect the ha%y development of masses of workers
—this practise will be fatal for the movement. It
disregards the stage of development, the relation
of forces, and all the realities of the situation.
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On the Legend of “Trotskyism”

ea¥ Comrades!. o
De;\};t%r ‘g fong - pause, ~Corpradps Zmoyze}; apc‘i
Kamenev ‘and their closest frzendg are again heglmt
ning with the legend of ‘“TerSkylsm . EO}i 3 ‘etha;s
two years they.went with us, together wit usf thz
~worked out the most important documefnts o e
Oppositien, among them aisojthg Iilat orm. .
that time there was no “Trotskyism”, But w tﬁr:
difficulties arose in the struggle to carry out the

line: of the Opposition undet the assault of world

p L
reaction. and attacks at home, comrades Zoniviev

and Kamenev, turned back to the blllgkbear of
“Trotskyism”. For this reason I would like to es
tablich a. e facts. L
ta}?ll;‘"s‘}\lfvaﬁexw the sa-called “literary discussion I(Jl
1924) was kindled, 2 numl;er of‘ gomyadesfc 'I(‘)}:L
to our group declored that the publication o The
‘Lessons of Ottober was s,"tagct-tcaF;.e.rr?r becauaelh.
gave the then majority of t‘x}e Political Bgrea:y tole
possibility tc open up the “.hterva;y discussion”. On
ny part, I maintained that the “literary discussion.
‘would ‘fiave comé in apy case, on ong g.rouncli or
anothet’ The essence of the “iterary discussion
consisted in hunting up as many facts and quo’
ta't"\ons‘,és’{;'os'éibte against me and—jby outragmg
the' perspéctives and historical  truth—to sprea
{Hiem' among the uninformed Party masses.‘ Thle
“Jiterary discussion” had no connection at all with
The Lessons. of Qctober. Any one of my books and
any of my spseshes could have sirved as .thg oce
ibfon 'th begin the hunt against “Trotskyism” in
the Party. That was my reply to tbosg comrades
who were inclined to view the publication of The
fe@s&ﬁs"&f"\()iﬁt’dber as a tactical error,
FA LYY Sur ‘bloc with the Leningrad Group had
'kéri'”‘gﬁld'é:‘é“ T ‘put -approximately the following
g estion i #- discudsion ‘with comrade Zinoviev:
oreTeiliig, please; if I had not publlslfgd The Les-
s “of October would the socalled ‘literary dz_s»
Sissiont’against ‘Trotskyism’ have taken place in
spite of 'that or not?”
VIRYEHOUE hesitation, Zinoviev: answered: ‘
+ Naptifally The Lessoris of October was orly a
erwise something else would' have been

S

erome dotiiwhat different; not'hing?_hiore.‘:_‘: -
32 9, Fithe  July declaration signed by Zinoviev

st Katherev, it seys: - “There can no longer be

ﬁnyi=‘ﬂﬁixb1: that, as the development of the pres-

ent leading faction has shown, the Opposition of -

1923:coirectly warned against the dangers of ‘the

Yepisbure from the proletarian line and the menac-.

Elgr growthi;of the:apparatus regime. Yet »dc_)z_ens
and hundreds of leaders of the 1923 Opposition,
among them many workers, old Bolsheviks, steeled

inﬂf’ ,gWgh; and:alien to careerism and servility,
are k val

‘kept wway from all Party work despite their
submission to all discipline.” '

- -3, At the joint ptenum 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
Thidtakips 46" fay ‘fost important ones.” My first
mistake of 1917 is known to all.... The second
Hifistake T consider more dangerous, since the first
orle'$as" niad8 "urider’ Lenin, and was made good
By us #ffet Pew/-diys even if it is was done with
the help of “Letiin| but my mistake of 1923 con-
fisted: @

Of,djoln.il’q‘dze:”t'“"f‘ﬁat you wanted to make the.

Patty befiede something?” |
1O ZitovievH*Wie 'say, theré can no'longer be any
doupts now that the kernel of the 1923 Opposition,

hs Vil ‘Jevelbpment “of “the leading faction has

gHotwh, Eottédtly Warned against the departure from
th toletatiin’ '_f_;-_rfle"‘a}rfql, against the menacing
growth’ of the' apparitus ‘regime. ... In the ques-

Lot

tién“of déterioration and in the question of bureau

ericy, 'Tidskyism’ was right in the end against
you.” ‘t@féfngram; Vélum%hw, Page 33.) gam
In this manner Zinoviev admitted his mistake of
1923 -ifi- the struggle against Trotsky, and’ even
¢haracterized it,as more dangerous than that of
1917. S
"' 4 "This ‘acknowledgment of comrade Zinoviev
called forth' 4stonishment among many Leningrad
Oppositionists’ who had sincerely believed in the
legend of "Trotskyism:” Comradé Zindviev' told
e repeatedly: v |
“In’ Lentigrad ‘we himmered it into the con-
&iotisfiess of the comrades more deeply than any-
where else and it is.therefore. more difficult to
Jearn anew there.” . )
. Shortly.before the departywe of comrade Lashe-
witch to the Chinese Easterg, ilway" (I cannot re-

rétext,-othe: me P oe W
%\mofiw: tha forms of the discussion would have

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 guestion
of “Trotskyism.” They repeated all the stock
phrases about the “‘permanent revolution”, about
the insufficient estimation of the peasantry and
so forth., 4

Comrade Zinoviev asked me, together with the
other leading comrades of the 1923 Group, to par-
ticipate in a discussion that was to take place at
comrade Kamenev's home. The discussion assumed
a rather viclent character, mainly between Zino-
wiev and Lashevitch on the one side and'the com-
rades who bad 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’ together 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
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 “aTgotskyism™ 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-
tifely new questions of capitulation, I ask that you
remember, what I or an other participant in these

proceedings reported to you on the expressions of

Lashevitch and Zinoviev; The exact establishment

of these facts now haa & great political significince
and’ can- Be useful in fmming vp he rsults of

“Lessons of Deecember” (1927),

With Communist greetings,
L. Frotsky.

: Letter from Preobrazhensky

I confirm everything broght out in this docu-
ment. Only Lashevitch said: “We invented ‘Trot-
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.. L
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 Lenjngrad comsades-

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

_sorcalled “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
s0 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
preééne, for definite purposés mentioned above.
This was told the comrades from Leéningrad. who
hesitated on the quéstion of “Frotskyism”™ and
they wanted to explain to thety who had invented
“Trotskylsm™ and to what end!
Moscowr, January.-2; 1928,

. G. Piatakov.

Letter from Elzin

Dear Leo Davidovitch! o
I remember very exactly an episode that oc.

curred in Kamenev's home on the eve of the dec-

laration of October 16th, during a debate on the

“literary discussion” and The Lessons of October:

On yotir question, as to whether the discussion on
“Trotskyism" would have taken place. even. if- The

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 liy in- wait for
a pretext.” None of the suppottess of ehe 1925,
Group who were present expressed aiy disaagree-
ment with this; everyone received this iiformation
of Zinoviev as a generslly well knower fact.
anuary 2, 1928, '

I i E. Bfzin,

Letter from Radek

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

I was present at the conversation with corrade
Kamenev when L. B. [Kamenev] said he would
openly declare at the Plenum of the Central Com-
mittee how they, that is, Kamenev and Zinoviev,
together with Stalin decided to utilize old differ-
ences of opinion between Trotsky amd Lenin so as
to keep Trotsky from the leadership of the Party
after Lenin's death. Besides this I .heard repeated-
ly from the mouth of Zinoviev and Kamenev how
they invented “Trotskyism™ as an actual slogan.

Karl Radek

‘December 25, 1927,

Radek here recalls a striking incident that is not
mentioned in my lettér, During the July Plenum
in 1927, Zinoviev and- Kamenev were driven into
a hail of quotations out of their own writings
against “Trotskyism™, -Since Kamenev hoped to get
the floor again on the question of the Opposition,
he wanted- to take the ‘bull by the horns 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:zet the floor
again. '

L. Trotsky. -

Wﬂ's Kellogg Pact and

the Soviet Union
CONTINUED FROM PAGE Sné:

not found the government of ‘the Uhnited Stézes among
those ‘governiments who are carrying- on ififigiies against

“our Unidn. - We do not forget-thit: during’ our most dif-

ficult years; the famine yéats, the ‘American. pedple came
to our aid with the generdus efforts of the ‘Ara™ organi-
zatiori, headed af that time By the future president of the
United States, - Hoover.” - “(Inprecor,-ibid., page 1706.)

Is Hoover deceived by these suave words? Not
for a moment! Me remetiibers Very well the Ameris
carrinterventioni' in Siberia, . He knows that it was
throdgh" lis “gerferous”: American ‘Relief Admin-

- istration that the Hungarian Soviet ‘republic vas

drowned in’ blsod.” "“He knows -that the United
States'is finafiging the anti-Séviet activities of Po-

lantand Rumania;  But tlié workers who read the

official pronouncemerits of Litvinov in the name
of the Soviet Union will be deceived as ¢o Hoover's
couiiter-revolutionary role, and the *Communist
Party . will be deprived-of its weapons in fighting
Hoevér and American imperialism,:

That is-the practical result to the working class
movement: of the signifig of - the Kellogg Pact by
the Soviet Union and the “diplomatic™ speeches of
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
to--opportunism before the world “bourgeoisie.” It
entails an accomodating attitude to the world bour-
geoisie,. for if an isolated natienat sociafst econoriiy
is-¢o'Be bilt, ther; according to-Stafittiest; militars
intervention iust be kept off at aiiy peive, One of
these prices is the Kellogg Pact and aff that it i
volves, But even this paymient does wet “buy off™
intefvention because it undermiries e tevolutions
ary capacities of the proletariat in' the imperialist
countries, the”strongest deterrent to war against

‘Russia. Another prite that revolutionary Russia

must-pay is the drive to exterminate the Leninist
Opposition, ) _ o

. Trotsky, the living leader of wotld Bolshevism,
is deported to Turkey. - Stalin, together with Kel-
logg,  Chamberlain, Briand and Sfresemann, sign

v

‘the “great” Kellogg- “peace!’ pact...The one ‘act
_supplements the.order.. Both are blows:struck at

the foundation of-Lenin’s-work,
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Epitaph for

a Scoundrel

Pages from - tﬁe Recora of Jobn Pepper

By Ladistaus Rudas,; President-of- the International
Len »School of Moscow -

NOTE: In‘our: Blatform. pubhshed in the last issue of
“The Militans, we, refetied to. the” malodorous records of
the present’ leaders of: the: Patty- who are éxpelling pro-
letarian Commutifits wholesale. Many Comirades have been
astounded at’ the' ¥tatéments we made and: wonder if it

can be really true-that:such people control the Party.

®*Can it be possible, they ask™ that ' people- branded by
their own past as Social. Pamots,daxlors of Communists,
witnesses: for the G‘overnment against Communists, craven-
hearted cowards, Rénegade *

quit and Berger .in .the fight: against. .the Communists,
etc., arei parading as the ‘leaders” of . Communism “and
expelling and defﬁmmg revolutionaries with honotable
“fecords’ behind 'them?

_ Yes; all the statements-are true” -Nobody. dares to. chal-
lenge a single one: ot tbcn", for they can all be proven
by docunentary evidence.

John Pepper, (novw in Moscow) whose record: is set
forth below, :is. one' of 'the main leaders and is the Mos-
cow wire-puller_of the present Party regime. He is one
of those scoundrels (there are many of them) who havs
taken .the places ‘in- the: Communist International of its
founders—the: Trotskys, the Radeks, the RakOWSkys——and
whose pnncxpal occupation is the'. fight against “Trots-
kyism,” the term which is being*used: nowadays to. dofxm
Leninism.

Pepper is the author of many of the slanderous de-
runciations of the expelled Communists and one of thofe
who incited”to to violence:against, us.
by the C.E.C. at. the last-Plenum to dehver the report
against us and Lo, démand-ourtexpuliion as . fepunter-re-
volutiondries™, rene gades," etc. » The document: printed
below shows that “he is. well qualified by experience for
this kind of a job.

We quote here a number of ‘extfacts-from.a book’

written by Lidislaus ‘Rudagi-one of~the: Jeaders of the
Hungarian' Reévolustiofiy who ~knows»Pepper.. well."-
book, entitled "Adgentyrersand:L
teuerer und . Lig uxda ntum
in 1922 for party cxtc
Ladistaus Ridas is’ how
Lenin School at Moscow.

Pefpies-before the Wai
TO conduct thxs;shamwkbattler agamatvf

;iquidationism®". ( “Aeben
“ was pubhshed in iVenna
on by the"Voros Ujsag Verlag.

s2Zes out: OF I1tt!e ces 'whiere” they: wes :
intended as “slogins’¥but dssaggitation; and took the
field against them: with' all*the commonplaces “of
his ' Marxism, His Mrxisin howevet cqnsxsts of

mumsm standmg‘
means of producti
though- -tRese were,
-td us when Peg

petty‘bourgeowggo

for large factories, etc., as
ismszalready well knows
tall ed'ltor'm'chxef of the

teach me about cahsm, Hwhore
it was T who Teff. the social. dernocracy fof its. cor-
ruption wheﬁ’“f’epper——-tod make a career—joined
it! (page 191*2) .
it investigation
pulston from ths;%rc
of the Party's:ltegal
+active in. the’ Wit ~
“years, who sufféred o’ heavy pnson sentefice. for
many months durmg the war for the anti-militarist
propaganda cond;éted ‘while an - officer, who led

v lthefaWar

peasants’ revoIts,.L ring: e Karolyl revolution and

during the entif ,
courageonsly afid*honestly w1th the’ Communists
despite the fact that-H¢ was a social démocrat. He
ordered this puntshmeérie—<the severest-that. a-Com-
munist can'SuffEt—cartied" tit by the same Pep-
per whoy ¢ Hogal dnd Imperial war correspondent
drank toas§ to" Agstrian Generals while this’ con-
rade risked” his life in ntiamlhtanat agitation!
(Page 8% "
Pepperthe. Social, Democrat

On Fébmary&@,.;l%&?) ‘great.masses. moved-dem-

onstratwely before sthe: building. of .the. social de-
mocratic organ:Neépszava.. Clashes took:place with
. the policerin whith ar nuriber of-them were killed.

- wie Theday aﬁtér“thademonstraaon the Commun- -

. st leaders wete' arrested - and ‘brutally: beaten. in
pnson

To ehk:acbex&c% the eont:e}mmrs cofthe:. socml“
democﬂw* another drticle by Jobn: Peppery which.
s 1919; .shou‘d :

. appeare&mrweps'ma of: *Febm&ty;?

‘Anti:Red™ crusaders, former -
enemies of the Russtan: ~Revohition, former. agents of Hill-,

» He was selected . .

-~ The -

+ the Beads of’. the. Intematxonal -

) phrase “left-ceunter-revolutionaries’
ned: . He torer W'Pé's‘ * He ordered out wiachine guns and artored “cars -
‘against the soldiers who demanded in a demonstra®

¢ the expropnatxon of the’

. upon ordered the arrest of Bela Kun.
of Janua;y; 2, 1919, wrote as féllows on the mat-

be irdicated 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 leader 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 proletariat. 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 sérved
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 tust for power. He worked with full
steam to become the war minister of the bourgeots
republic. T6 show that he would maint in this
post, not to the detriment, but to the benefit of

_the bourgeaisie, he stormed against the Commun-.
.ists whom he was the first to designate as

counter-revolutionaries”. His expressions best char-
acterize therefore the countet-revolutionary nature

of the social democracy, since he was always mete- -

ly the empty-headed mouthpiece of the prevaxlmp‘
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
leaders I know very well, to be harmless. It is led by

a few immature persons who have returned from”

Russia.” (Voros Ujsag, December 11, 1918).
But whert this-movement led by “immature per-
sons™ began ‘6 beéar sipe fruit, Pepper coined the

to use the mest shaiieless methods against thens.

tion the dismissal of the at that time openly coun-
ter-revolutionary . Minister of War Pestetich

" (Voros Ujsag; January 11, 1919); he ordered the
. arrest of comrades Tibor and . Ladislaus Szamuely
. (Voros Ujeag, January 15, 1919); in numerous

speeches he summoned the -soldiers to pogroms
against the Communists. At the same time, 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
dxrectly from the Communist Mamfesto into Hun—
garian (Page 31).

Pepper Imprisons Bela Kun
On January 2, 1919, the Communist soldxers in
one of the barracks demanded the resignation of
the then reactionary War Minister. Pepper there-

ter:
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’

onl'/ 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 soldiers of the People’s republic. Comtrary
40 - the agtificial - Blathrerskiting, . the: truth: ¢

is-just ther esidier inases ‘who were the ones that a

rested” Bela Kim' aird his colleagues, and réfused: to

give’ theirdie-floor” (Page 31). .
Pepper Turns Commissar!
Yesterday still “democrats” they (thz social dem-

ocrats) today became supporters of the proletarian:
dlctatorshlp, yesterday still ministers of the bour -
- geoiy - governmend “thely . today . became ~without
. any transition “‘People’s Commissars™ of the Soviet
On March 19, Siegmund Kunfl still-
“where

government. .
made a long sp°ex.h at. election meetings
" he writes, “took a position everywhere a,g:mmr

. the dictatorship ~and - for - democratic “socialism.”
John Peppery however, still caid the same’ thingy
‘as Kunfi.cnMacch 19, 1919: And- when-a Com-

“left -

‘andwanready Lo v Karolyi, for Kasolyi,

Az Bst

- Party.

A0

munist proposed at an election meeting to set free
the imprisoned Communists, Pepper answered him
as followss

“I speak in the name of the Hungarian working
class movement (He always talked :talll+-L, R.)¢;in
the name of the social democratic party, and.these
will use mass terror against everyone who seeks, to
tecrorize in any way the representatives of the- Huh*
garian working ‘class (namely: hinself, Iohn Pep>
per'—L. R.)" Peéster’ Lloyd, March 20, 1919,

Two days later they became—Pepper evén’ with"‘”
“stormy enthusiasm” — ‘“‘people’s comthissars”
(Page 41-2).°

The Communists Force Pepper’s - Resignation i

. The Communists were naturally embittered that
the fate of the Party should be decided over ‘their
beads. . . . Mainly, however, did the Communists
feel bitter over the naming of John Pepper as
People’s Commissar for Military Affairs, the same
Pepper who, of all the social democrtas, had acted
most shamelfessly and despicably towards the Com-
munists, who coined the phrase of “left counter-
revolutionaries™ against them, who was preparéd
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 Apnl
4, Nepszava published the report of his reszgnatxon.
(Page 58).

Pepper Wants a Second Party F

There were many who blamed Bela Kun entxtc’
Iy for the failure of the revolution. .

Thus, for example, John Pepper openly prcy
claimed that Bela Kun was a traitor, that he'r m

~ be eliminated from the movement, that a new party

must be founded. We all wanted a new party, but
Pepper immediately became a “liquidator.
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 sga
he drew up a memorandum and sent it—to-Mic
Karolyi, the’ former “president “of ‘the Peoplés Re-
public, sincé he had chosen ' this* geribleniinn “as £he”
feader of his"'new” party! At any rai®; i!:vwa% e
perdonslly one of

the most honest bourgeois’ politicidns,

“for & single moment have an%hmg"mi‘ d& W{ﬁi’«&

Pepper. Then, said he, the proletanat needs No
party, since. every proletarian 'in Hungary is,a
Communist, ‘it is only necessary to put armi in
his hands and the revolition is here again!. A€
one and the same time he was=a right and-a. deft
fiquidator! (Page 96-7).

“To the District Convention
Workers. Communist Party
District No. 8. ‘

Dear Comrades:

We request ‘that you read thc followmg«to the
District Convention: .

1. We have witnessed recently a series of equl—
sions of leading and proletarian comrades, most of
whom participated in the formation of our Parfy,
and actively engaged in Party work. T,hese‘(qc-'
pulsions took place because of their polmcaL vleys
or protesting the expulsion policy. CN

2. ‘The expulsion policy carries a.ll the dmm
of destroying our Party and is the. path to. split our

.3." In our opinion. the expulsmns are qnffr‘ n‘n
effort on the part of the CEC majority to conceal
their right wing errors. It is an effort to 'hldc the
real danger facing our Party, the nght daﬂger ex-
emplified by-the Lovestone ‘group. as only

“the effect of perpetuatmg the nght wmg danger

it our Party and thé contimiante of their buréau-
cratic control.

4. The expulsion took place on" the basis. that
thiese comrades adopted-the position of “Trotskynsm
ot protested the expilsion of Comrades Cannon,
Abern and Shachtman. It must be stated thlt the'
discussion on Trotskyism was inadequate, anu ,.L is
necessary to hold a free and open dxscmsron of r~51c
Russian Opposition with ‘the dacuments. pry

‘We wish to emphatically protest agairn,
expulsions and’ demand the rematatement‘ e
comrades to their former dutiés and Party. pom

Fraternally yours, =~ ", '
Jack Cm’zen, Dan Poliin, Fannie }l/[zml'
- Rebecca Sacherow, H. . P. Gluiser, A
Bornstein, Elsie, Meyers, o K'*eﬁzé}é O:—
heroff, Leon” Altsssel ‘Lilkian Borgeson: .
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The Draft

CONTINUED FROM PREVIOUS 1SSUE

* The Chinese bourgeaisi¢ is sufficiently realistic.

20d knows closely enough the nature of worl im-
periatism to understand that a real serious strug
gle against it requires .su,_ch an uphequ_x} of th? re-
volutionary masses which would first of all become
2 menace fot the bourgeoisie iself. It the struggle
against the Manchu Dynasty was 2 task of smaller
histarical importance than the o.vgrth_rgwpf czar-
jem, the struggle against world ‘1mp;na,hsm is a
t2sk on a much larger scale. And-if we t;aught
the - workers of Russia from the very be.gmmng
g0t to believe in the readiness of liberalism and
the ability of petty bourgeoisie democracy to over:
throw czarism and to destroy. feudalism, we should
iis a no less degree; have imbued the Chinese work-
ers with the same spirit of distrust. The new, ab-

sotutely false, theory promulgated by Stalin and

Bucharin about the “imminent’ revelutionary char-
“acter of the Colonial bourgeaisie is, in substange,
5 translation of Menshevism into the language-of
Chinese politics, " it serves only to 'm_a.ke,. on the
basis of the oppressed position of China an inter-

nal political allewance for. the Chinese bourgeoisie -

and to throw on its scale another weight against
the weights of the trebly oppressed Chinese pro-
letariat.

But, say the authoss’ of the draft program,
Stalin and Bucharin, Chiang Kai-shek’s nosthern
campaign roused a powerful movement among the
workers and peasants. Of this there is no doubt.
Hut did ‘not the fact that Gutchkov and Shulgin
tivaught to. Petrograd Nicholas II's abdication play
a revolutionary role? Did it not arouse the most
dowsitradden and scared section of people? " Did
not the fact that Kerensky, who but yesterday was
-2 Laborite, became the President of the Ministers
Council and the Commander-in-Chief, rouse the

masses of-soldiers? Did it not bring them to meet-

ings, did it not rouse to its feet the village against
the landlord? The question could be raised even
more widely. Did not all workings of capitalism
rouse the masses, did it not snatch them, to use the
expression of the Communist Manifesto, out of
the idiocy of rural life? Did it not move the pro-
fetarian battalions to the struggle? Does our his-
togical ‘evaluation of the role of capitalism as a
whole or the various actions of the ‘bourgeoisie
stop our active class revolutionary attitude to capi-
talism or to the-actions of the bourgeoisie? Op-
portunism was always based on this kind of non-
dialectical congervative Khvostist = “‘objectivism.”
Marxism on the contrary invariably taught that the
revolutionary results of one or another act of the
hourgeoisie to which it is forced by its position
will be fuller, more decisive, less doubtful and
‘firmer, the more independent the proletarian van-
guard will be in relation to the bourgeoisie, the
less it will trusg the bourgeoisie, the less it will be
inclined to play into the %ahds of the boufgeoisie,
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

ar prepares the ground for it. '
* oK %

If yesterday the Chinese bourgeoisie was in-

cluded in the one revolutiopary front, today it is

declared to have “definitely gone over to the coun-
‘tersrevolutionary camp.”™ It is not difficult to find
how unféunded 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 accidentally, not
owing to light mindedness, but under the pressure
of 1ts 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
with 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 requirements are satisfied. We will re-
call the history of the period of 1848-1871. We
will recall that-the Russian bourgeoisie received
an opportunity to turn its back so openly to the

A CRITICISM OF
FUNDAMENTALS

By L. D. TROTSKY

" revolution of 19,05 only because it received from

the revolugion the State Duma, that it, it received
an opportunity to bring direct pressure to bcar_ on
the bureaucracy and to compromijse with it. But
when the war of 1914-1917 revealed the inabili-
ty of the “‘new” regime to.secure the basic interest
of the bousgeoisie, the latter again turned towards

the revolution and became more radical even than -

in. 1905, _ _

Can it be considered that the revolution 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 as it was prior to 1925. But as a
matter of fact the creasion of one home market
and its protection from cheaper foreign goods is
for the Chinese bourgeoisie a question of life and
death.. It is a question only second in importange
to that of maintaining the basis of its class domina-
tion owver the proletariat and the rural poor. But
also, for the Japanese and for thé British bour-
geoisie the maintenance of China in its colenial
state is 2 question of no less importance than the
guestion of economic independence is for the
Chinese bourgeoisic. - That is why the Chinese
bourgeoisie will still display many zig-zag moves
towards the left in jts future policy. For those
who like united fronts there will still be many
chances in the future. To tgll the Chinese Com-
munists today that their alliance with the bour-
geoisie during the pertod of 1924-1927 was cor-
rect but that now it is no good because the bour-
geoisie has definitely gone over to the counter-re-
volutionary 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
left. The war now conducted by Chiang Kai-shek
tully disproves the mechanical scheme of the au-
thors of the draft program. '
* K %

But, if you fleas.e,. the fundamental error of the

’ofﬁgial formulation of the queéstion will appear
more glaringly, more convincingly, and more de-
finitely if we will remember the fact which is still
fresh in our minds, and is of no little importance,
namely, that czarist Russia was a combination of
oppressed and oppressor nations, that is, it consist-

ed of Great Russians and other nationalities, many.

of whom lived entirely in a colonial or semi-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 ¢éven proclaimed—
against Bucharin and others—the elementary duty

of the proletariat of the domjnant nation to be -

the support of the struggle of the oppressed na-

tions for their self-determination, even to the ex- -

tent of separation. But did the Party conclude
from this that the bourgeoisie of the nationalities
oppressed by czarism—the Poles, Ukrainians, Far-
tars, Jews, Armenians and others—were more pro-

the first period.

quotas of the $2,000 total, '

the goal is reached.’

All together for the Weekly Militant!

JOIN the CAMPAIGN for a WEEKLY MILITANT
The fight for 3 Weekly Militant is now beginning in earnest.
The goal of the campaign is the raising of a $2,000. fund to insuré its existence over

The Chicago group of the ‘Commun,ist Opposition has started. the ball ralling with
a donation of $100. All the local groups are now taking the responsibility for d%a

All the xr}ilitants'of the Communist Opposition must concentrate on this task. Our
future work and effectiveness depends on it.

The progress of the campaign will be rep'orted: in each issue of The Militant until

The Weekly Militant will be a mighty weapon in the fight for the preservation of
the Communist movement in America. It will be a powetful fighter on the side of the
ieroic Russian Bolsheviks who defend the basic principles of the Russian Revolution in
the face of expulsion, imprisonment, calumny and exile.

. - In addition, the Weekly Militant will be able to present to its readers serious. articles
and. comment on the situation in the United States, the latest developments in the labor
movem?xlt,‘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!

Program of the Comintern

gressive, more revolutionary than the Russian bour-
geoisie? Historical experience bears out the fact
that the Polish bourgeoisie,—nottvithstanding the
fact that it suffered from the yoke of the auto-
cracy ang national oppression, was more reaction-
ary than the Russian bourgeoisie and, in the State
Dumas, was always inclined, not towards the
Cadets (liberals) but towards the Octobrists, (reac-

“tionaries). The same is trye concerning the Tar

tar bourgeoisie. - The fact that the Jews had ab-
solutely no rights whatever did not prevent the
Jewish bourggoisie from being more cowardly, more
reactionary, and more vile than the Ruyssian bour-
geoisie. . Or peshaps the -Esthonian bourgeo.sie,
the Lettish, the Georgian, or the Asmenian bour-
geoisie were more revolutionary than the Great
Russian bourgeoisie? How can one forget such
historical lessons? . i

Or perhaps now, post factum, we should de-
clare that Bolshevism was wrong when—in contra-
distinction to the Bund, the Dashnj;fkfs@ the PPS,
the Georgian and other Mensheviks—it called
uf,on the workers of ALL oppressed nationalities,
of alt cofonial peoples of czarist Russia, at the
very dawn of the bourgeois democratic revolution,
4o dissociate themselves from the other classes and
form their independent class prganizations, to break
ruthlessty all organizational ties not only with the
libetal bourgeoisie, but also with the revolutienary
petty-bourgeeis parties, to win over the working
class in the struggle against those pasties, and to
fight against them with the help of the workers,
for influence over the peasantry? ‘Was it not a
“Frotskyist” mistake, did we not skip aver, in re-
lation to theé oppressed, intluding the extremely
backward nations, the Kuomintang phase of devel-
opment? Iow easy it is after al% to say that the
P-P.S., the Dashjnaks, the Tsutun, the Bund and
others were “peculiar” forms of necessary collabor-
ation of the varjous classes in the struggle against
the autocracy and against national oppression. Can
such historical lessons be forgetten? ,

For a Marxian it was clear even prior to the
Chinese events ‘of the last three years—now it
should become clear even to the blind—thag for-
cign imperialism as 3 direct factor in the intesnal
lite of €hina, renders the Chinese Wiliukeys and
Chinese Kerenskys in the finai analysis ¢ven more
vile than their Paussian prototypes. K is mot in
vain that the very-firs¢ manifesto. of our Party
proclaimed that the further east we go. the lower -
and. more vile become the bourgeoisje, the great-
er bgcome the tasks of the proletariat. This his-
torica’ law fully applies also to China. '

“Our revalution is a bourgeois revolution, THERE-
FORE the workers must support the bourgeoisie—
this is what the bankrupt politicians of the Hquidator
camp say. ©Our revolution is a bourgeois revolution
is what we Marxians say. . THEREFORE the workers
must open the eyes of the people to the treachery
of the bourgeois politicians, teach them not to believe
them and to rely on their OWN forces, on théir
OWN organizations, on their OWN unification, and
on their OWN armg alone.” ¢kenin. Vol. 14, part
1, Page 11). : ) : .

This Lenin thesis is obligatory for the whole of
the East and must by all means find a place in the
program of the Comintern.

TO BE CONTINUED -

finite

Send Contributions tp
THE MILITANT
Box 120, Madison Square Stagion,
New York City.
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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 tunctioning of the Party from top to
bottom. since that period have brought confusion,
inaction and indifference into the Party ranks.

The basis of Party organization today is the
shop nucleus and the street nucleus. (international
branch). This is correct.
street nuclei (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 the foreign-speaking member ‘might
be brought into thé 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 international branches, are for the most part
non-funictioning bodies in a political sense. Organ-
izationally, there is thelanomaly that three, four or
five street nuclei,.with 20 or moré metbers 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 any
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 and similar technical activities, til] 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 .ierritorial 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 wunion 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.

The general vitalization of Party life for each
member is essential. Each member must feel him-
self as a factor and contitbutor to the life and
needs of the Party. The practice of thinking and
administering from above, without réal” 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 produce healthy Party life and participa-
tion in the class struggle. Thought from the mem-
bership 'is a prerequisite. The membership must
have thé opportunity through more frequent mem-
bership meetings (on a city or section scale, de-
penditg wpon ‘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 objective and better be able to carry out
its aims. The practice which has made the meet-
ings of fumctionaries (officials) almost the main
and the only medium of discussion must be ¥iquid
ated. Such practices are breeding grounds fer

The organization of-

bureaucracy, for separation of the rank and file
members from the officialdom, bot high and low.
More frequent membership meetings will make. it
possible for the rank and file worker to 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 liquidated, are lifeless, func-
tioning usually only 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 line being developed in the Party in this
respect. Functioning trade union fractions in every
trade and industry, in each local union, district
counctl, etc., are absolutely essential for the ex-
tention of Party influence in the-trade unions. Life-
less or fon functioning trade union fractions foster
the development of a non-critical attitude toward

so-called progressives and Left wingers mn the labor

movement, of an easy-going opportunism and
adaptability on the one hand and comptetely
“Leftist” or sectarian attitude on the other. The

-latter tends to contine 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 unions, 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 wérk.

~Agrarian Work

The severe crisis in agriculture, with all its sharp

consequences for the masses of poor farmers and
arm 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
Anmerican 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 Firmer-Labor Party movements,
It is necessary to change the course of the Party
in this respect.

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 field up till now.

The ranks of the Party must be open to only
those farmers who accept the proletarian viewpoint
on property. It must concentrate its chief efforts
among the farmers upon organizing the tenant and
heavily-mortgaged farmers who feel the heavy op-
pression of the bankers, railroads, mill-owners, and
big farnrers. A guarantee 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 pressure of the big farmers,
is that the proletarians and semi-proletarians on the
land shall have the preponderance of leadership in
the movement.

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 been demonstrated in the past by
the fact that organizations of the Negro poor
farmers have.arisen spontaneously in the South.

It is possible to unite them with the poor white
farmers: 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
tunctioned effectively for some time.

Young Workers League

The situation in the Young Workers . (Com-
munist) 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 grotésque form in
the Zam-Herberg (Lovestone) leadership in the
League. Rampant factionalism, petty-bourgeois
cynicism and super-sophistication, occupation with
“high™ politics, are corrupting the League liké so
many disenses. The League %1&*5 become nothing
more nor less than a faction agency for the Love
storre regime. Instead ‘of the League being in the
forefront of the struggle against opportunism in
the Party, it is always ready to endorse it wncon:
ditionally. . '

In every struggle where splendid opportunities
for growth were presented, the League failed sig-
nally Yo take advantage of them. In the face of.the
growing exploitation of the working youth and the
ossibilities for the development of struggle, the

eague 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 tho
founders of the Communist youth movement ir
this country, and its leadership at the period of itz
swiftest and healthiest development (Abern, Cari-
son, Edwards, Shachtman, etc.) have now beé:n
expelled. In their stéad have béen 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 sourid proletarian core which alone is able ‘to
solve the difficulties with which the League . is
pressingly confronted, the Executive Committee of
the Young Communist International has followéd
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 tencts of Lenin-
ism. Instead of the Communist Youth beifig per-
mitted to develop freely their natural inclinations
agairist opportunism and revisionism, they dre
hérded into blind support for the liquidation o
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 additional
prerequisite is the eradication of all corrupt petty-
bourgools tendencies in the League, of cpportunic:
following in the path of the Party faction regime,
of “smart-Aleckism,” cynicism and playing with
the working class movement.

PHILADELPHIA MEETING
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 5t.,
and Girard Ave. The subject of the lecture will
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,
“Vetcherinka™,

THE DRAFT PROGRAM OF THE
COMMUNIST INTERNATIONAL
By L. D. TROTSKY
With an Introduction by James P. Cannon
THIRTY-FIVE ‘CENTS PER COPY,
In lots-of 5 or more-25 cents per Copy
Order new from.
THE MILITANT
Box 120, Madison Sguare Station

Mass., at Militant
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- Letters from the Militants

. A"VOICE FROM PRISON
‘ Sing Sing Prison,
‘Ossining, New York,
: ' February 12, 1929.
rades:
Delarlxalc\;zczalieceived your letter and also the editions of the
Militant -and you ‘don't khow how happy 1 was. when ¥

read about the wonderful work our Group is doing. Dear. .

Jim, when 1 fead about the deportation of L. D. and
about thie way the Thermidorians and the Caesars of the
present regime in'the CP.S.U. are doing with the Lieut-
enants of-Lenin and the leaders of the October, it made
my blood boil, ‘but as L. D. has foreseen- this very tactic
of theirs before it is not surprising to us. Lenin said in
1923 to remove Stalin from his present position and that
he will in time split our-Party. Lenin was the first one
to predict-and foresee that. Lenin said that this cook. will
feed us a peppery soup and he will yet break the Party.
Later, after - Lenin’s death, this same Stalm‘ collected all
those that ‘were -against Lenin in October (in those days
whén - deeds counted, and " not words) like Zinoviev, Ka-
Kamenev; Rykov, etc., and to his collection he added the
“theoretician™ and phraseologist, Bucharin, who was out
of the Party in 1918 at Brest Litovsk, propagating against
Lenin by saying that Lenin is misleading Russia and yv:ll.
bring it .to ruis. | Together they started the attack against
thoge  that stood with Lenin side by side at all times in
all"emergencicy from '1917 until his death. -
ydn-this country- Pepper’s Joys stirted the pot boiling
first-with the iminers, then with ‘the endorsement qf Pan-
keny.and thie Socfalist Party then with the sending of
Communist Party méimbeis into the S. P., then with the

textile: uniorrand 'tost’ of all the main. important task.

ismnowito obéy the Mastér’s voice in the liquidation of the
Trotskyites:. . "They 'are¢ s0 eager in doing it that they
will,end up with the expulsion of all the proletarian mem-
.bersrofi theo Rurty $nd: remain with the City College of
New; York:boys like Weinstone, Miller, Wolfe, Benjamin,
WeishordyLovestene, Rigozin, Trachtenberg and a few
angreitencivérs; dawyte and petty-bourgeois. When Pepper
sgate thsough with  those he.will be_able. to_repeat, those
1Worde that \he iwrote in' 1918 against all Bolsheviks.

vuNaw:d will ltanchide with the words of Lenin plus a

-

eahany; awn:Wdtclshese_cooks far they will feed us

Sithopegpedy:soups: {They will ruin.the Party. :
e QWM i ;ﬁ*@i%onﬂfé wictorw of .the Qipposition. and
cateh pbelii D,

" Maurice ‘L. Malkin,

CNOTE; "Comeade Malkin has been transferred from
3 inlg prison to the prison at Gomstock, New York.
Adgithér-With him went the two otheér neédle trades work-
ers: - Leo. Franklin. and \Sam_Kurdand. Al comrades are

urged. to write toléun  regularly at his new address:: Ma-
yﬂi‘ké)f. mﬂn," Q. 1%{ y'Bmx 51, Comstock, New
York, . :

2

A LEAGUE'MEMBER ON THE NEW YORK" '

Blo'rhe Pditor of the “Daily Worker”
Dty Comrade: C , '
-The Loccurfences at -Jast Tuesday's . Troskyit® meeting
held at the Labor Temple will repay the scrutiny. of Party
apd. Laague members... The disgusting, spectacle enacted
as -ar consequence ‘of Party tactics'was surpassed only by
thie: hutrid report of the affair which appeared in the next
gy scissne-of the Daiy Worker, If nothing else was ac-
complished, -it".gave . conclusive proof that certain Party
elomients : have . nothing more to learn from capitalist
teachers;as far. as gangster m'etho%s and maliciously false
néwspaper. .Lepotting -are concerned. -
R ?scﬁf; -'gllcgaciénsf='in‘t'he Daily Worker article give
auite the oppesite of the truth. In all cases the disturb-
anggs wege iprovoked by Party or League members, The
first blow: of the eveéfiing ‘was struck at the ticket-taker

byﬁ’hhwwl\o, alleged: himself to ‘be unemployed and tried -
to &

roehis. way* into the hall. Most ridiculous of all is

theyaccusation ‘that the presence of ‘police was due to a
telephone:cali from :Cannon asking. for police protec
tion «Inradjourning’ the ‘mécting, the chairman explained
_that ;the .reason - for adjournitig “at that time was due to
the prescnee of police. ' The Daily Worker article omits
-to mention ‘this but: declired: that the adjournement was
forc.‘gzl
presgnt-at'many* 4 Party mass ‘meeting, however, which
was considefed ;a ‘success, ‘and ‘which did not have more
of an: audience than was present at the adjournment of
the Cannon: meeting.

‘The; success of’ 2 Communist: movement is not based on
a policy - of - distorting facts : or obscuring issues. The
movement thrives only to the extent that workers are pre-
pented wwith “the | fdcts and
‘basis;j “There: are' enough’ capitalist agencies thru which
the minds of ‘workers aré doped with fals¢hoods. ’

The-Laber ‘Temple mecting is not important in itself,
but there: is2something “setiously’ wrong with the sort of
tactics>thiat “Were ¢miployed. ‘These same tactics are hav-
ing thely deplorablé effects in all Party and League units.
A comvade: is not '¢éven ‘Permitted to present an opposing

stand ton " vital ‘quéstivhs; ‘and if he votes ‘according to’

his conwiction;- he is‘dbnveniently expelled. v
I plotest against such €actids jand in’ doing so0 I know
- that Isam| expresding ‘the attitude of many members whe
are aci yptprepated to' speak openly, '
Paul Green, member Y.W.L.

FROM A DETROIT COMMUNIST
. Detroit, Mich., Feb. 9, 1929.
Dear Comrade Cannon: ‘ .
I wish to inform Yyou that I was expelled from the
Workers Party for holding certain views regarding Trots/
_ky. 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.
Afteéra‘thorough study of both sides, i.e., Stalin and

‘the Opposition, I came. to the conclusion that the Oppo- .

‘wition is. more capable”of applying Marx's and Lenin’s

»hy rthe departire’ of thé audience. I have been-

given a sound ideological

teachings to the world situation 'and.E’gussia in_particular.
To my understanding the Opposition is the real Bolshevik
group. I am organizing an Opposition group; there is
a large field to work on and 1 need information regard-
ing its-organization. For that reason 1 ~would' like to
keep in touch with you. 1 regretted very 'much that 1
missed the opportunity to arrange a meeting for you
when you were in Cleveland a. short time ago. If you
intend to come to Detroit, please let me know so that 1
will - arrange a well-attended meeting of workers who
sympathize with Trotsky’s views.

find them very promising supporters. -
. They have requested for all kinds of literature that will
enlighten them about the present situation in the move-
ment. - There is 2 big demand for the book “The Real
Situation in Russia” .by Leor 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.
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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‘ly' re-
quested to send them to us. Even single copies v\.u_ll be
greatly appreciated as our file copies were stolen in tl_n_e
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 Platform of
the Russian Oppdsition. Behind all the hypocritical bun-
combe about “Party unity” the campaign of expulsions

and. Rartysplitting s continuing: ip. fulk blast. . New ex

ulsions about which. the Militant -has .recently been in-
?ormed are as follows: ) :
B COOPERSTEIN.

+HAROLD ROBBINS, Young Worketé League.
JOHN -JUSTIN, Young Workers League.
“SAM WATTS, Young Workers League.
GEORGE CLARK, Young Workers eague.
MAX WALDMAN, of the Furriers’ Union.
ST. LOUIS T
ELMER -McMILLAN, Communist candidate for Mayor
MARTIN . PAYER, © Acting sub-district organizes
Y. W. L .
H. L. GOLDBERG. - .
,CHARLES MAHLER, Young Workers League.
E.: CARLSON, Young Workers League.
" ’ DETROIT
ALEX SCHRIBER.
JULIUS ROSEN, Section ‘Agit-Prop ‘Director.
o .RICHMOND, CALIF.
ROSA POWELL.
, - WILLISTON, N. DAKOTA
A. C. MILLER, first Communist legislator in U. S.°
- BIRMINGHAM, ALABAMA
SARAH F. J.-LINN. -
' TORONTC, CANADA
S. QUAELER. . L

WHO ARE THE EXPELLED COMMUNISTS -

VINCENT R. DUNNE--Member Western Federation
of Miners, 1905; joined L. W.W. at foundation; "in LW.
W. actions in Missoula, Spokane, . Seattle, Fresno and
San Prancisco. 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-
Joosa, 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. Expelled 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-
neapalis. €.C.C. for three years. - Member District Exec-
utive Committee, 1923-8; of District. Polcom, 1926-28;
member ' District secretariat, 1927-8,  Delegate National
Convéntion, 1927. Delegate to every "convention of
Tarmer-Labor Federation and Association. Member of
National Party Elaction Campaign Committee, 1928,
Communist candidate for Congressman in 1928, - Ex-
pelled from Party, November 14, 1928, v
HELEN' JUDD—Secretary 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, S8eymour, Sted-
man and others were trying to hold it in line for the
Socialists. - Indicted in the .Palmer Raids, held under
$10,000 _bnnds, Secretary of Local_ Chicago, National

" Defense  Committee, for two years, while Party was

u_nde‘rgrml_nd. Afterward  active , for sevég'al years - in
formine pioneer groups. At the time of second expulsion

‘by, William F. Kruse;. was secretary ‘'of Nucleus 31, one
.of the Jar#est and most. active in Chicago, and also a mem-

Ber of = Control ‘Commission’ of. District -Bight of ‘¢h<
Party : S

I am sure you will

~and fin’ 4h, 18, or; 20«"3’}»“}%

_‘the unions, a5’ Wl 28" ob: \
" democratic-eentralized. form’ of

-ter-revolutionary .w,

A MINNEAPOLIS MILITANT

” _ “Minneapolis, Minn,

Dear +Jomrade: L :
Our Communist work s’ going~ongin Minneapolis de

spite the ‘expulsion, ‘slande_'jr'ahdﬁﬁnally;xthe fascist methe

ods to which-our Party has degeperatediin District Nine.
Bureaucratic, * gangster,_and ‘supgressive  methods workers
bhave to_be fought Whéther in” our” Party*or in other wor-
kers’ organizations,

A short time.ago; in;fact. on'fheCvening of the same
day -on ‘which’ I ws _gngt_l’gigg “by,sthe. little bureaucratic
Devine, District izer here,athat; I 5vas expelled from
the Party,” the, pamphlet gntitled’ ¢*Briiotion Hides Com-
munist Trickery” -issuéd, by “Green wrid -Morrison of the

A. F. of L, ,Wais}'.r,ead}b:efqte_.myﬁyfmon.@ I took the fioor

~ OSCAR.COOVER .
Slugged.' by - Lovestons-Foster gangsfers at Minneapolis

. Imeeting,

. ssed -the: lies, in-
n”’?%'

muendo, and"ieheafi %k
and . also ‘explaine; {%h

ts stood . for in

pa 7y

lemocratic-ce L rginization, the dictator-
hip ‘of.'the proletaryat, ‘et
"~ Probably our Partyb

the mirids, Jf the

mirids, otkers.” Their -saying we are not Come
munists -d - make: .
; Yaen

. 50;-and Isam:satisfied that by
erawe will-Mave it made it s6 hot
ts, of ; the sCGammunist movement
¥ #4ry:the suppression ‘of real
atform, honestly«put forth.

*" O%GAR-COOVER,

Proletanian 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 . 4o, 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 secretaty .of the Party.in New York. . They . did
not come in order tg ‘argue.or .discussithe issues intelli-
gently -or in a- manner:..that would:cotivince 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 such activity can :only bring the -greatest harm to
the movement and -help to discredit it”before the cyes
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 import»
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 isithe pamphlet by
Betram D. Wolfe on the “Trotsky Opposition™ which
didn’t cach us anything. Otherwise ‘we simply bicome
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 thatthe Party carried
on at the Tuesday meeting.

JOE BURTON, memher of Executive Board, American
Association of Plumbers -Helpers.

MAC KUDLER, .member of Executive ‘Board American.

Association .of. Plumbers Helpers, ‘
. IRVING SPREIREGEN, vice-president, American. As
"t tepor 50al]
EPH POX,.League unituldysteial:C ittee.
HAROI._I)}}RQI}I.N.S{ nit ddpdysteial :Committee
- JEAN TISHMAN,

n the pamphlet.

‘necessity for our

e same. it helps to clear





