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The Tragedy of the German Proletariat
By Leon Trotsky

The most powerful proletariat of 
Europe, by its place in  produc
tion, its social weight,, the strength 
of its organizations, has manifest
ed no resistance since the arrival 
of H itler to power and the first 
violent attacks against the work
ers’ organizations. This is the fact 
on which one must base a ll future 
strategical calculations.

I t  would be patently stupid to 
believe that the subsequent evolu
tion of Germany w ill go the Ita l
ian road; that H itle r w ill streng
then his domination step by step 
without serious resistance; that 
German Fascism w ill enjoy long 
years of domination. No, the fu r
ther fate of National Socialism 
w ill have to be drawn from the 
analysis of the German and inter
national conditions, and not from 
purely historical analogies. But 
this much is already evident; If. 
from September 1930 onwards, we 
demanded of the Communist Inter
national a short range policy in 
Germany, i t  is now necessary to 
work out a long range policy. Be
fore the decisive battle is possible, 
the proletarian vanguard w ill have 
to reorient itself, that is to say, 
i t  w ill have to understand what 
has happened, distribute the re
sponsibilities for the great histor
ic; defeat, trace out the new road, 
and in this manner regain confid
ence in itself.

The criminal role of the social 
democracy requires no comment
ary : the Communist International 
was created fourteen years ago

precisely in  order to snatch the 
proletariat from the demoralizing 
influence of the social democracy. 
I f  i t  has not succeeded up to the 
present time, i f  the German prole
taria t found itself impotent, dis
armed and paralyzed at the mo
ment of the greatest historical 
test, the direct and immediate 
blame falls upon the leadership of 
the post-Leninist Comintern. There 
is the firs t conclusion that must 
immediately be drawn.

Under the perfidious blows of 
the Stalinist bureaucracy, the Left 
Opposition maintained to the very 
end its fidelity to the official 
party. The Itolshevik-Leninists now 
-share the fate of a ll the other 
Communist organizations: the m ili
tants of our cadres are arrested, 
our publications forbidden, our 
literature confiscated. H itle r even 
hurried to suspend the Bulletin of 
the Opposition appearing in the 
Russian language. But if, togeth
er with the whole proletarian van
guard, the Bolshevik-Leninists bear 
the consequences of the first seri
ous victory of Fascism, they can
not and w ill not bear even a 
shadow of the responsibility for 
the official policy of the Comin
tern.

Since 1923, that is, since the 
beginning of the strnggle against 
the Left Opposition, the Stalinist 
leadership, even i f  indirectly, as
sisted the social democracy w ith  
all its strength to derail, to be- 
fudle, to enfeeble the German pro
letariat : i t  halted, i t  curbed the

workers when the conditions dic
tated a courageous revolutionary 
offensive ; i t  proclaimed the ap
proach of the revolutionary situa
tion when i t  had already passed i t  
by ; i t  worked up agreements w ith 
petty bourgeois phrasemonger's and 
windbags ; i t  limped impotently at 
the ta il of the sooial democracy 
under cover of the policy of the 
united fron t; i t  proclaimed the 
“ th ird period,”  and the struggle 
fo r the conquest of the streets un
der conditions of a political ebb 
and of weakness of the Communist 
party ; i t  replaced the serious 
struggle by leaps, adventures or 
parades ; i t  isolated the Commun
ists from the mass trade unions ; 
i t  identified the social democracy 
with Fascism and rejected the uni
ted front w ith the mass workers’ 
organizations in face o f the ag
gressive bands of the National So
cialists; i t  sabotaged the slightest 
initiative for the united front for 
local defense, at the same time it  
systematically deceived the work
ers as to the real relationship of 
forces, distorted the facts, passed 
off friends as enemies and enemies 
as friends—and drew the noose 
tighter and tighter around the neck 
of the party, not permitting i t  to 
breathe freely any longer, nor to 
speak, nor to think.

Out of the vast literature devoted

to the question of Fascism i t  is 
enough to refer to the speech of 
Thaelmann, official leader of the 
German Communist Party, who, at 
the Plenum of the Executive of 
the Comintern in A pril 1931, de
nounced the “ pessimists” , that is, 
those who knew how to foresee, in 
the following terms: “ We have not 
allowed the moods of panic to rout
us---- We have soberly and firm ly
established the fact that Septem
ber 14, 1930 was in a certain sense 
H itle r’s best day, and that after
wards w ill come not better days 
but worse. This evaluation which 
we have given to the development 
of this party is confirmed by the 
events. . . .  Today, the Fascists have 
no more grounds for laughing.”  
Referring to the creation by the 
social democracy of defense groups, 
Thaelmann demonstrated in the 
same speech that these groups d if
fer in no respect from the shock 
troops of the National Socialists 
and that both of them are prepar
ing in parallel formation to anni
hilate Communism.

Today, Thaelmann is arrested. 
Faced by the triumphant reaction, 
the Bolshevik-Leninists are in the 
same ranks as Thaelmann. But 
the policy of Thaelmann is the 
policy of Stalin, that is, the offi
cial policy of the Comintern. I t  
is precisely this policy which ds

the cause of the complete demoral- 
zation of the party at the moment 
of danger, when the leaders lose 
their heads, when the party mem
bers, disaccustomed from thinking, 
fa ll prostrate, when the principal 
historic positions are surrendered 
without a fight. A  false political 
theory bears w ithin itself its  own 
punishment. The strength and the 
obstinacy of the apparatus only 
augment the dimensions of the 
catastrophe.

Having surrendered to the eln- 
emy everything that could be sur
rendered in such a short space of 
time, the Stalinists are trying to 
rectify the past by means o f con
vulsive acts which only increasing
ly  clarify the whole chain of crimes 
committed by them. Now that the 
press of the Communist party is 
stifled, that the apparatus is de
stroyed, that the bloody pennant 
of Fascism waves w ith  impunity 
over the Karl Liebknecht House, 
the Executive Committee of the 
Comintern is starting out on the 

■road of the united front not only 
from below but also from above. 
The new zigzag, sharper than all 
that preceded it, has not, however, 
been effected under the impulsion 
of the Executive itse lf; the Stalin
ist bureaucracy has abandoned the 
iflltia tive  to the Second Interna
tional. The latter has succeeded

in taking hold of the 
weapon of the united front, of 
which i t  has been in  mortal dread 
up to now. To the extent that i t  
is possible to speak of political 
advantages under the conditions of 
a panicky retreat, they are to be 
■Jound exclusively on the side of 
reformism. Forced to reply to a 
direct question, the Stalinist bu
reaucracy chose the worst w ay: it  
does not reject an entente of the 
two Internationals, but neither 
does i t  accept i t ;  i t  plays hide and 
seek. I t  has come to such a lack 
of self-confidence, to such degrada
tion, that i t  no longer dares to 
show itself to the world proletariat 
•face to face wllth the leaders of 
the Second International, the 
branded agents of the bourgeoisie, 
the electors of Ilindenburg who 
blazed the tra il of Fascism.

In  a special appeal of the Execu
tive on March 5: “ To the Workers 
of A ll CotfntriesV, the Stalinists 
do not say a word about social- 
Fascism as the main enemy. They 
no longer speak about the great 
discovery of their leader: “The so
cial democracy and Fascism are 
not antipodes but twins.”  They 
no longer insist on saying that the 
struggle against Fascism demands 
as a preliminary the defeat of the 
social democracy. They do not 
breathe a word about the inadmis
sibility of the united front from 
above. On the contrary, they care
fu lly enumerate those eases in the 
past where the Stalinist bureau
cracy, unexpectedly for the work

ers and for itself, found itself 
forced to improvise proposals for 
the united front to the reformist 
summits. Thus do artificial, false 
and charlatanesque theories found
er in the fury of the historical 
tempest.

“ Taking into account the pecul
iarities of each country”  and of 
the impossibility, which allegedly 
flows from them, of organizing the 
united fron t on an international 
scale (the struggle against “ ex- 
ceptionalism” , that is, the theory 
of the Right wingers on national 
peculiarities, is suddenly forgot
ten), the Stalinist bureaucracy re
commends to the national Commun
ist, parties to address proposals fo r 
a united front to the “ Central Com
mittees of the social democratic 
parties” . Only yesterday this was 
proclaimed a capitulation to so- 
cial-Faseism! Thus do all the great 
lessons of Stalinism for the last 
four years fly under the table into 
the wastebasket. This is a whole 
political system reduced to dust.

Matters do not rest there: hav
ing declared for the moment the 
impossibility of the conditions fo r 
a united front on the international 
arena, the Executive immediately 
forgets i t  and no more than twenty 
lines further on i t  formulates the 
conditions under which the united 
front is admissable and accept
able in a ll countries, in spite of 
the difference in national contii- 
tions. The retreqj; before Fascism 
is followed by a panic-stricken re-
_____ (Continued on Page 4)

W h a t of Rakovsky?
Stalin is still silent. No news from Christian Rakovsky. The 

embassies keep still. In  spite of the numerous news items that have 
appeared in the press, the wreckers of the German revolution refuse 
to let go of their secret. IF  THEY HAVE ASSASSINATED RAK
OVSKY, THEY DO NOT DARE TO SAY SO. IF  HE IS  STILL  
ALIVE, THEY ARE AFRAID TO ADMIT IT . This fact alone gives 
the measure of their panic, their fear of the action of the Bolshe
vik-Leninists.

Let us speak frankly—By what right do the Stalinists complain 
that the H itler embassy refuses to give out news of the fate of 
Thaelmann, WHEN THEY REFUSE TO SAY WHAT HAS HAP
PENED TO CHRISTIAN RAKOVSKY? YES, in the name of what 
revolutionary conception?

Let us develop our campaign. THE CENTRISTS W ILL HAVE 
TO ANSWER FOR TH EIR  PAST. RAISE THE QUESTION OF 
RAKOVSKY AT EVERY MEETING!

VICTOR SERGE ARRESTED
V|cto(r-Serge has just been arrested in Leningrad. Once again, 

the Stalinist police is acting in the dark. I t  has been Impossible for 
us up to now to ob tan definite information as to his fate, nor the 
reas|oi» for his arrest. Back in 1928 Victor-Serge was arrested, short
ly after his expulsion from the party as an Oppositionist. After two 
months he was released, under the pressure of the campaign which 
was carried on at the time. Again we must rise up, demand an 4U> 
counting, help our comrades who struggle in the vanguard against 
those who are preparing the ruin of the October Revolution.

R IA Z A N O V  A N D  SM IRNO V ARE DEAD
N. Riazanov has just died in deportation, at Saratov, to which 

the vengeance of Stalin has exiled him. This Bolshevik, tins Marx
ian scientist, underwent the fate of a ll the intranSigeant Communists 
who struggle against the Stalinist bureaucracy. He died at his post, 
as a faithful disciple of Marx and of Engels, in the service of 
whose id««« he had spent his life- Stalin did everything to shorten 
his life, for his purpose remains the same: TO DESTROY THE  
BOLSHEVIKS PHYSICALLY. After trying to defile Riazanov by im- 
pUcathig him in the ‘‘Menshevik tria l”, Stalin banished him under 
police constraint, chased him out of the Marx-Engels Institute which 
he had entirely organized and created. And Riazanov died in de
portation, while Messrs. Ramzin and Co. have agahi become free en
gineers at Magnitgorsk.

V. Smirnov, former leader of the old group of “Decists” (dem
ocratic centralists), who was close to the Opposition in the years 
1926-1927, has also just died in exile.

And how many other revolutionary workers, how many of ours, 
are falling today, when more than ever their firmness, their experi
ence are-indispensable to the revolution.

A tenacious and persevering activity in support of our imprisoned 
and deported comrades is needed. We are at present considerhig the 
formation of a Relief Committee, about which we shall say more 
later.

Defend the Class W a r Fighters
SNEEVLIET UNDER ARREST

Comrade Sneevliet, president of 
the NAS of Holland (revolution
ary trade union organization), re
mains in  prison, accused of con
spiracy fo r the manifesto signed 
by him, appealing to the Dutch 
sailors to show their solidarity w ith 
the mutineers of The Seven Pro
vinces. The Centrists have not 
mentioned tide arrest in any one of 
their' publications! The workers of 
Amsterdam have held enthusiastic 
demonstrations for his release. We 
declare our complete solidarity w ith 
the revolutionary action of com
rade Sneevliet and a ll those Com
munists h it by the terror fo r their 
support of the rebellious Indones
ians.

SPAIN
Not a word from the IR A  on Nin 

and Lacroix
The International Red Aid con

tinues to maintain a shameful sil
ence on the fate o f our Spanish 
comrades, among whom are Nin and 
Lacroix, persecuted fo r inciting the 
m ilita ry to disobedience. The 
readers of the Miltiant w ill remem 
ber the viciouA way in which these 
comrades were arrested by the “so
cialist”  police and how they were,

for weeks, held incommunicado 
w ith no reason given fo r their in
carceration. We must also ask our 
comrades to recall that the Stalin
ists did not hesitate to call these 
and other of our comrades— coun- 
fcer-revolutionisQs. Speak up in 
yoyir I i, i)  branch and demand their 
immediate release. The ILD  must 
be a genuine class defense organ! 
zation and not a sectarian body 
for the defense of supporters of 
the official regime of Stalinism.

INDO-CHINA
For the Sending of a Workers 

Delegation!
The International Red Aid has 

slowly awakened to the case of the 
thousands of Indo-Chinese victims 
of French imperialism. But of 
course, they slander the imprisoned 
Left Opposition militants. That 
does not prevent the bureaucrats 
from being forced to accept in its  
entirety our slogan, send a workers 
delegation to Indo-China.

H itler and the 
R ed Army

America has reproduced Europ
ean capitalism on a grandiose 
scale, but i t  has reproduced Eur
opean socialism only on an in- 
rignificant scale. American social 
democracy has never been anything 
but a caricature of European so
cial democracy. ‘This “ law of un
even development”  has also retain
ed all its force so fax as Stalin
ism is concerned. The OPUS A 
is weaker than any of the Europ
ean parties yet the Stalinist bu
reaucracy in America carries out 
a ll the zigzags and all the mis
takes w ith a fabulous exaggera
tion.

A year and a half ago, the Stal
inists thought that an attack on 
the USSR by Japan was a matter 
of days, and on this “ prognosis” , 
dictated by the bourgeois press 
they tried to base their whole 
policy. We on the contrary de
clared that, as long as i t  had not 
assimilated Manchuria, the danger 
of an atack by Japan was abso
lutely unlikely. The American Stal
inists accused us in this connec
tion of being in the service of the 
Japanese general staff. In  general 
these gentlemen draw their argu- 
metns from sewers and drain-pipes.

We declared furthermore that 
the danger of a Fascist victory in 
Germany—-a danger for the world 
revolution and above all fo r the 
Soviet Union—was more real and 
more imminent than the danger 
of Japanese intervention. The 
European Stalinists shouted that 
we were “ panic-stricken” . The 
American Stalinists, moTe impud
ently, declared that we were con
sciously aiming to distract the 
attention of the world proletariat 
from the imminent danger in  the 
East to the Soviet Union. The 
events brought their vertification. 
For a year and a half, the “ immin
ent” Japanese aggression has fa il
ed to take place (obviously this 
does not mean that the danger of 
Japanese intervention does not 
exist in general). During this time, 
H itle r has come to power and, 
w ith  a few blows, has defeated the 
principal a lly at the USSR, the 
German Communist Party, weak
ened in  advance by the lies and 
the falsity of Stalinism.

A year and a half ago, we wrote 
that the Red Army, in its principal 
mass, ought to turn its face to the 
West to have the possibility of 
smashing Fascism before i t  can 
destroy the German proletariat and 
unite w ith European and world im
perialism. In  answer to this, the 
American Stalinists, the most 
stupid and impudent of all, de
clared that we wanted to drag the 
USSR into a war, interrupt its 
economic upbuilding and assure 
the victory of imperialism. The 
old fable says tfiat nothing is so 
dangerous as an ignorhnt friend. 
To appeal fo r m ilita ry actions 
against Japan while there was 
not and could not be an immediate 
danger in that direction, meant to 
distract attention from the real 
danger of Fascism. Obviously the 
Stalinists carried out this task,

(Continued on Page 4)

Stalinists Beat Up 
Oppositionists

On Sunday, April 2, a group of 
members of the Spartacus Youth 
Club went to distribute Young 
Spartacus and the Militant to the 
New York D istrict membership 
meeting of the YCL held at Stuy- 
vesant Qasino. Our comrades 
waited until the intermission per
iod, and as the YCLers came out, 
we started to give out copies of 
our papers. We luld distributed 
some two dozen copies when a 
couple of the “ leaders”  came down 
and began to tell us that we were 
not to be allowed to distribute 
here. We tried to discu.^s in a 
comradely manner, asking them 
wbat valid reason there could be 
for attempting to prohibit this. 
The best way to understand the 
viewpoint of any organization is 
to read and study what they pro
pose. This was and is the only 
way in which any young Commun
ist can hope to combat the ideol
ogies which are alien to the inter
ests of the working class—by an
alyzing them.

Several of them, however, whom 
we have met before, of the fanta- 
tical type, refused to discuss w ith 
u,s at all. “We have instructions 
to prevent any distribution,”  one 
of them stated, “and i f  you con
tinue you w ill suffer the consequ
ences” ! ¡Meanwhile a “strong 
arm”  squad had been organized up
stairs by the bureaucrats in the 
membership meeting and they now 
came hurrying down the stairs. 
We had been pushed away from 
the entrance and now without any 
warning they began to rip  the 
papers from our arms. Working 
themselves into a fury, the young 
specimens of Stalinist argumenta
tion launched into an attack upon 
our comrades. Outnumbered many 
times and w ith papers under our

(Continued on Page 3)

New Organ of 
German Left
The first issue of the new pa

per of the German section of the 
International Left Opposition has 
just been received here. I t  is 
called Unser Wwrt, and is pub
lished in Prague. H itle r has ap
parently not been told that this 
is a counter-revolutionary organ
ization, and has therefore ban
ned the former publication of 
the German Left Opposition, Die 
Pgrmanente Revolution until May 
31, without any prospect that it  
w ill permitted to resume.

I t  w ill be recalled that ac
cording to the Stalinist press, 
the, German section of the Left 
Opposition capitulated to the of
ficial party and was liquidated 
shortly before H itler took power.

The new paper is the best 
proof of the v ita lity  of the Op
position in Germany. I t  contains 
an analysis of the perspectives 
of Communism under the present 
regime in Germany, letters from 
German workers, and comrade 
Trotsky’s “ Talk with, a Social 
Democratic Worker” .

In  acordance with the deci
sions of the International Pre- 
Conference of the Left Opposi
tion, all members! have been 
asked to contribute a day’s pay 
for the specific purpose of help
ing the German section. This 
money should be raised as quick
ly  as possible so that i t  can be 
transmitted at once, in view of 
the vital and urgent needs of the 
German Opposition and the enor
mous tasks which now face it.

The American League has set 
itself the quota of two hundred 
dollars to be raised for our com
rades in Germany and their work, 
and we appeal to a ll friends of 
the Opposition to help us reach 
the quota as soon as possible.

2nd Gillespie M eeting
Conference Again Rejects New Federation Plan

Kincaid Miners Trial Starts
Taylorville, HI.—The tr ia l of the 

22 Kinqaid miners, charged w ith 
murder, is under way in  the Chris
tian County Circuit Court. Its  
sessons occur w ith , a packed hall 
of miners from a ll parts of the 
Illinois coal fields. The first two 
up fo r tria l, whom the Peabody 
coal company intends to burn in 
the electric chair are Emil Dupire, 
coal miner and Mattozzo, chief of 
police in Kincaid and supporter of 
the P. M. A.

The tria l so fa r clearly reveals 
the frame-up evidence given by the 
Peabody Coal Company and the 
danger of conviction due to the 
legalistic position taken by the 
officials of the P. M. A. conducting 
the case. A ll stategieal vantage 
points are in the hands fcf the 
Peabody Coal Company. The P. 
M. A. officials do not seem to 
realize the significance of this.

John Hogan, Peabody attorney, 
has been drafted by the state at
torney and is leading the prosecu
tion. The ju ry  consists of eleven 
fanners and one clerk—an ideal 
reactionary ju ry  that can easily 
ignore all eontdadiotory evidence 
and frame-up material. A  fa r

greater danger than this is the 
position of the PMA officials that 
has put the damper on mass pres
sure. They are leaving the case 
in the hands of their attorney®. 
The bulletin of the Progressive 
Miner (March 31) speaks of the 
opening of the case as follows: 
“ The flimsiness of the state’s case 
has been well shattered in  the 
first stage of the tr ia l.”  Yes, to 
the workers, but we are not decid
ing the case. Eleven farmers and 
one clerk and the Peabody Coal 
Company arte deciding the case. 
The bulletin, in refering to t' e 
clear-out frame-up evidence, says 
the defendants are “ virtually clear
ed of all charges by the testimony 
of the prosecution”  These are 
dangerous statements because the 
cards are stacked against us. We 
cannot ta lk as though miners are 
trying the case and not farmers 
and the Peabody Coal Company, 
and their law and order. Where- 
ever there ate Peabody miners the 
m ilitia  or the sheriffs forces are 
holding down the miners and im
ported gunmen carry on a reign

Gillespie, III.—The April 2 con
ference called by the Gillespie 
Trades and Labor Assembly ad
journed, adopting a policy o f co
ordinating the work of the Left 
wing inside the A. F. L. w ith the 
work of building new iàdustrial 
unions from the nuorganized work
ers. The conference adopted the 
name of “ Progressive Trade Union 
Educational Committee” . I t  was 
attended by 164 delegates, repre
senting 20 organizations, w ith the 
Progressive Miners of America 
having 01 delegates, and the Un
employed Councils 30 delegates. 
The rest of the delegates were 
from AFL locals and some inde
pendent unions and several TUUL 
groups. The worker's political or
ganizations represented w ith fra t
ernal delegates were the Commun
ist League of America (Opposi
tion), the Young Spartacus League 
and the Young Peoples Socialist 
League.

The highlights of the conference 
were the struggle between the de
legates who wanted a new federa
tion of labor and those who wanted 
an educational committee ; by the 
fact that the Progressive Miners of 
America were the solid backbone 
of the conference, the heavy work 
on the floor fo r a correct policy 
carried on by a group of delegates 
around delegates Fraser and Steed 
of the Progressive Miners and the 
policies of the Left Opposition were 
vindicated 100 percent; and the 
action of the TUUL delegates and 
the Stalinists who had the largest 
caucus present, but had to tra il 
behind the policies of the Left Op
position and the m ilitant miners. 
One thing can be said for the 
Stalinists. W ith their new turn, 
they are doing fa r better than 
before, they are learning to work 
w ith other forces, they are learn
ing how to retreat as well as ad
vance but are s till very clumsy 
and antagonized a considerable 
number of delegates and le ft a 
bad taste in the ̂ mouths of many 
delegates when the conference ad
journed.'

The report of the policy com
mittee brought out the different 
tendencies at the conference and 
the main struggle of the day’s 
proceedings. A fter reaffirming the 
policy of the previous conference 
Weber, fo r the policy committee, 
read three proposals introduced by 
delegate Fraser as follows:

Policy Committee Proposals
1. The response to the initiative 

of the Gillespie Trade and Labor 
Council, as indicated by this con
ference representation, shows that 
a sufficient basis fo r the creation

of a new federation of labor is 
lacking and therefore this confer
ence definitely rejects this project.

2. Due to the limited and sec
tional character of this conference 
we cannot at the present time form 
,u permament organization. Such 
an organization of thè Left and 
progressive forces on a national 
scale is a perspective to be aimed 
at. The three conferences at Gil
lespie have taken the in itia tive and 
prepared the ground fo r one that 
w ill eventually develop upon a 
broader national scale through co
operation of a ll Left wing and pro
gressive forces.

3. The conference goes on re
cord as recommending the program 
of January 29 session to the con
sideration of the workers who are 
struggling fo r the regeneration of 
the labor movement and its libera
tion from Reactionary policies and 
leadership. This conference de
cides upon the continuation as a 
committee to keep in touch w ith 
sympathetic trade union bodies and 
w ill be ready to act jo in tly w ith 
them in the preparation of a 
broader conference on a national 
scale.

Around point one of these pro
posals the conference almost split. 
The “ new federa tionists”  were in
sistent, but finally the motion pass
ed with an amendment by delegate 
Lore. The amendment said we 
continue as an organization to 
carry on work in the trade unions 
and independent unions. These 
delegates aimed their amendment 
to the ta il of that organization.

(Continued on Page 2)
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The Tragedy of the 
German Proletariat

SHOULD A NEW COMMUNIST 
PARTY BE ORGANIZED 

IN  GERMANY? 

Speaker:

MAX SHACHTMAN

International Workers School Hall 
126 East 16th Street

Sunday, April 9, 1933, 8 P. M.
ADMISSION: 15 Cents 

Auspices: N. Y. Branch, Communist 
League of America (Opposition)

IN  THE NEXT ISSUE
The tremendous importance of 

the material contained in the 
present issue has compelled us to 
omit a number of items which 
we planned to include. We were 
anxious to include the very ur
gent and timely articles by com
rade Trotsky on Germany, parti
cularly the leading article which 
arrived just in time to be prin t
ed in this issue. Consequently, 
we must hold over for1 the next 
issue such articles as an examin-

Friday April i t ,  1933 at 8 p. m-
IR V IN G  PLAZA H A L L  15 St. &  Irving PL for the Benefit of T H E  M IL IT A N T ’

Jazz Orchestra -  Songs -  Other Features
Auspiees: New York Branch Communist League 
of America (Opposition) and Proteeoagia Club.

ation of the tendencies w ithin 
the Progressive Miners of Amer
ica, tlie second article on the 
German situation by Sam Gor
don, a reply to the second swin
dle of the Lovestone group in  at
tacking the stand o f the Left Op
position on the German question, 
etc., etc. We have been forced 
also to omit from this number 
the continuation of comrade Trot
sky’s article which began in the 
last issue (A Talk w ith a Social
ist Worker). The next issue w ill 
publish i t  in all likelihood, to
gether with a new article by 
Trotsky on the threatening sit
uation in Austria, which is gain
ing in  signflcance every day.
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LEAGUE ACTIVITIES

The Stalinist Shift 
To the Right

The second session of the Con
gress Organization Committee of 
the New York United Front Free 
Tom Mooney Conference revealed 
that the turn of the party on the 
united front is showing a danger
ous d r ift to the Right. Palmer of 
the Federated Press, chairman of 
the committee, reported the follow
ing: Some time between the first 
and second sessions a litt le  in
formal meeting took place in 
Palmer's office. There were pre
sent two members of the Commun
ist Party, Muste of the CPLA, and 
Palmer. They called Norman 
Thomas on the phone to discuss 
w ith him the question of drawing 
the S. P. into the Mooney move
ment.

Dicker w ith Thomas

Politically this meant that they 
wer’e asking Thomas to lay down 
the conditions on which the S. P. 
would participate. Thomas, ac
cording to the report, pledged him
self personally to work for the
participation of the S. P. on the 
basis of a management committee 
fo r the National Congress to be 
held in  Chicago, consisting of re
presentatives of the C. P-, S. P, 
ILD , LID , five trade unionists, and 
three liberals. This unofficial ar
rangement was submitted to
Mooney for his approval. He
wired back adding two representa
tives of the Mooney Molders’ De
fense Committee.

The Left Opposition immediately 
demanded that the entire proceed
ings be made public and that all 
future negotiations be conducted 
openly before the entire working 
class. This demand provoked a 
discussion. The discussion reveal
ed much confusion on the part of 
the Stalinists who are in control 
of the Committee. Politically the 
discussion revolved around the 
united front. The feeble attempts 
of the Molders’ Defense represen 
tatives to settle the matter on a 
legal-technical basis were simply 
brushed aside. I t  was obvious 
that the question could not be dis
cussed aside from its political es
sence. The Stalinists gave their 
political interpretation a Rightist 
content. They refused to put the 
conference on record against the 
slanderous attack on the Chicago 
Congress by the Labor Committee 
of the Socialist party. This state
ment, issued on March 24, says 
that the Communists use the Con
gress as a tool to wreck other 
working class organizations. Labor 
Action, Muste’s organ quotes the 
statement without comment, though 
i t  is an active participants in the 
conference and probably w ill be in 
the Chicago Congress.

Winter, Nessin, Moore, Ballam 
united to hamstring the attempt 
to make the negotiations public. 
They so qualified the conference 
pronouncements that what w ill be 
issued w ill omit the essential 
facts given above and give a high
ly  distorted picture of the proceed
ings.

I t  has come to this. Yesterday 
our Stalinist masters of revolution
ary strategy and tactics shouted 
down the wind that we could make 
no united front with the “social 
Fascist leaders” . Today they are 
beginning to crawl on a ll fours be
fore these treacherous fakers. They 
are trying to prove to the Thomas
es that they are good Communists! 
They are in fu ll flight from the 
ultra-Leftism of yesterday. And 
they bow down before the old idol 
of Right opportunism!

Bureaucrats Fall Out

In  the discussion Winter and 
Nessin once more took different 
stands. Nessin again advocated a 
Rightist position. Winter’s role is 
becoming clearer. He is carried 
along in the Right d rift. His job 
is to put a plausible face on the 
thing. His proposals are designed 
to make i t  possible to point to ef
fo rts  made for a genuine united 
rfreei. This may fool some fo r a 
dime but as the party swings fu r
ther to the right this false face 
artis t w ill be assigned other 
chores.

Chicago M eet Adopts 
Joint Protest

Ballam poured oil on the trou
bled waters and evoked the anger 
of Moore. I t  is a pitiable sight to 
see these bureaucrats fa ll out 
among themselves. How sharp 
must be the fight in the party if 
i t  is carried out into the open at 
every meeting! Why is i t  confined 
to _the top? Why isn’t  the party 
membership allowed to participate 
in  the discussions? Why is there 
no discussion in the party press?

The Stalinist bureaucracy cannot 
allow the party membership to in
tervene in its disputes. That would 
be disastrous fo r its position and 
prestige. So i t  maneuvers desper
ately to retain its weakening grip 
on the party But its base is nar
rowing and the day of reckoning 
is approaching. Then as now the 
Left Opposition w ill know how to 
act to build the party shoulder’ to 
shoulder with the party member
ship. —T. STAMM.

Communism and 
Syndicalism

by
LEON TROTSKY 

Some fundamental considera
tions on the relation of the party 
to the trade union movement 
w ith particular reference to the 
experiences of the French labor 
movement. . . .  . 1 5  cents

Pioneer Publishers 
84 Effist 10th Street, New York.

Chicago.— The mass meeting on 
the German situation held by the 
Chicago branch of the Communist 
League, proved to be a great suc
cess. Over two hundred workers 
gathered at Redifer Hall on March 
20, to hear the position of the 
Left Opposition on the united front 
¡md the turn of the Communist In 
ternational, presented by comrade 
Albert Glotzer.

The main feature of the meeting 
was the discussion that fallowed 
Glotzer’s speech. An invitation 
was extended to any party repre
sentative in the hall to take the 
floor and present the position of 
the party. One active party mem
ber, Hans Pfeifer was given twenty 
minutes in which to present the 
position of the party and to de
fend its line. His remarks only 
further strengthened the position 
ot the I. L. O. But l̂ e made a 
plea for the unity of the Commun
ist forces, and declared that he 
would investigate the charges of 
violence against members of the 
Left. Opposition and protest such 
methods of solving disputes be
tween Communists. As an active 
member of the Unemployed Coun
cils he extended a public invita
tion to the Opposition to partici
pate in the State Hunger March; 
an invitation that was at once ac
cepted by the Chicago organiza
tion.

In the course of the discussion 
a resolution on the German situa
tion was presented by a member 
of the Chicago Left Opposition, 
who proposed its adoption and sug
gested further that the resolution 
be sent to the German consulate 
and the Daily Worker and M ilitant 
for publication. This proposal was 
carried unanimously with an 
amendment that a committee elect
ed by the mass meeting go over 
the resolution before sending it  
out. As a reflection of the sent! 
ment of the meeting a committee 
was elected representing the Com
munist party, the Left Opposition 
and the Spartacus Youth Club. 
The party was represented by com
rades Hans Pfeifer (an aldermanic 
candidate who drew 1100 votes in 
his ward) and Norval Allen, a 
Negro comrade. They met to
gether with Joe Giganti and A1 
Glotzer of the Left Opposition, and 
Nathan Gould of the Spartacus 
Youth Club.

The resolution signed by the 
committee elected by the mass 
meeting represents further evid- 
enc of breaking down the walls 
between the party members and 
the Left Opposition. I t  signifies 
that the campaign on German has 
not been in va in ; that i t  has real
ly penetrated the ranks of the 
class-conscious workers. The bank
ruptcy of the line of Stalinism be 
comes more and more evident in 
the course of the active life  of the 
movement. —A. G,

*  *  *

Resolution Adopted
Approximately 200 workers!, re

presenting various revolutionary 
tendencies, gathered in mass meet
ing to discuss the German -situa
tion, at Redifer Hall, 30 North 
Wells Street, in Chicago, on Sun
day, March 20th, 1933, under the 
auspices of the Communist League 
of America (Opposition), record 
their strenuous protest against the 
Fascist terror reigning in Germany 
today against the proletariat of 
that country and its revolutionary 
leadership, the Communist party 
and_ the Young Communist League, 
also against the terror inaugur
ated against the class conscious 
working masses in the social dem
ocratic party and the trade unions 
that are struggling against Fasc
ism

The German bourgeoisie through 
its henchmen, H itle r and the Na
tional Socialists have been persist
ently attacking the German prole
tariat.

Today, aside from the hundreds 
and thousands whose “ heads have 
rolled in the sand” following the 
attacks of the Fascist forces, 
thousands of leaders and members 
of the Communist party are rotting 
in the Fascist dungeons and under
going tortures paralleled only by 
that of the medieaval period.

Comrades Thaelmann, Torgler, 
Pieck and Remmele, the leaders of 
the Communist Party of Germany 
are in prison. Direct information 
as to their condition is not avail
able. But that they are victims of 
the “ mustard-rub” and the “ castor- 
o il”  has already leaked out.

In this regard, we, assembled in 
mass meeting today, protest and 
demand the immediate cessation 
of the murder and torture of the 
German working class and its lead
ers, by the Fascists.

We demand the immediate re
lease of comrade Thaelmann and 
other leaders of the German Com
munist movement.

We demand the release of all 
victims of Fascism notwithstand
ing their political tendencies.

Forward to the revolutionary 
united front of the working class 
organizations against Fascism!

For the defense of the German 
working class against Fascist at
tacks 1

For the proletarian revolution in 
Germany.

Submitted by the Communist
League of America (Opposition) 

Signed The Committee elected by 
the meeting.
HANS PFEIFER, member of 
the Comunist Party of America 
NATHAN GOULD, member of 
the Spartacus Youth Club of 
Chicago.
.TOE GIGANTI, member of the 
Communist League of America 
Left Opposition).
•NO-RVAL ALLEN, member of 
the Communist Party of Amer
ica.
ALBERT GLOTZER, member 
of the Communist League of 
America (Left Opposition).

A«United Front» 
A t  A n y  Price

Davenport, Iowa^—A united front
conference was called for March 
27, 1933 by the official party. The 
conference was called a united 
front action against hunger. Again 
the party has shown how i t  zig
zags from one extreme to another. 
I  am going to give a review of. this 
conference as i t  is of great im 
portance to the workers, not only 
in the Tri-Cities but throughout 
the entire country. According to 
the number of delegates that 
voted there must have been 72 de
legates. There were many local 
unions represented w ith the Tri- 
City Federation of Labor also of
ficially represented.

While the Resolutions Commit
tee was meeting Tony Minerich, re
presenting the state anti-hunger 
march committee, was seated as a 
delegate and spoke fo r one hour. 
The p itifu l part of Minerich’s 
speech was that he actually said 
nothing of interest outside bf 
stressing the united front at all 
costs and making a bid for unity 
with the leaders of the Federation 
of Lq.bor in the Tri-Cities at a ll 
costs.

After that a general discussion 
took place w ith  several workers 
participating. Much confusion ex
isted. The representative of the 
Left Opposition spoke presenting 
the policy of the Left Opposition 
the name of the branch.

During the morning session the 
Credentials Committee tried to 
side-track the seating of the Left 
Opposition delegate by hemming 
as to the name of the organization 
and by anouncing that i t  has only 
ten members so it  is a question of 
whether it  should have a right to 
a seat or not. But upon a slight 
insistanee when i t  came to voting 
the delegate was recognized and 
had the fu ll right of the floor to 
the discomfort of the party leaders. 
The party itself was officially not 
represented, but its leaders were 
delegates from the Unemployed 
Council, and other party auxiliar
ies, some of them not even exist
ing.

Rank Stalinist Opportunism

International Workers9 School
A M E R I C A N  H I S T O R Y

A Series o£ Lectures, by JACK WEBER 
Given Every Monday, at 8 P. M.

April 3. European Background of American History
April 10. The Period of Colonization
A pril 17. The American Revolution
April 24. The Bourgeois coupd’Efcat—the Constitution
May 1. Economic Development up to the Civil War
May 8. The Frontier and Its Influence
May 15. The Civil War—the Conflict between Opposed Econom

ic Systems
May 22. The Reconstruction Period 
May 29. Agrarian Movements 
June 5. The Early Labor Movement 
June 12. The Modem Labor Movement 
June 19. American Imperialism

Outlines of each lecture and references w ill be given to a ll students.

THE HISTORY AND PRINCIPLES OF THE INTERNATIONAL 
LEFT OPPOSITION

A Series of Lectures by Max Shachtman, Editor of the M ilitant 
Four sessions have already been held on the following topics: The 
Fight for Party Democracy: “ The New Course”  by Leon Trotsky. 
The Defeat of the German Revolution, 1923:—“The Lessons of Oct
ober”  by Leon Trotsky. The Opposition Program fojr Industrializa
tion. The Left Opposition Pogram flor Collectivization. The Anglo- 
Russian Committee. The Chinese Revolution of 1925-1927.
The sessions are held on WEDNESDAYS, at 8 P. M.

Huan Ping and Chen Du-Siu

The Second Gillespie Conference
(Continued from Page 1)

After the discussion, the Resolu
tions Committee reported. Wilbon 
was the' reporter, bringing in a re
solution against intimidation of 
workers and against forced labor 
which was adopted unanimously. 
A resolution to endorse the state 
hunger march in  Illino is on April 
7 was also adopted by the confer
ence. Then a resolution on inves
tigation of the conditions of the 
unemployed and to bring in  sugges
tions as to remedies and to deal 
w ith unemployment generally was 
brought in, w ith clauses in the re
solution that one Catholic, one 
Hebrew, one Protestant, one 
Chamber of Commerce, one Retail 
Merchant Association, one Unem
ployed Council, one Federatoin of 
Labor be represented on this com
mittee to investigate these condi
tions. A healthy reaction on the 
part of the delegates was immedi
ately had, and on a motion of one 
of the trade unionists the resolu
tion was voted on paragraph by 
paragraph. The paragraph which 
dealt w ith the Chamber of Com
merce and the Retail Merchants 
Association came in for quite a 
discussion. On the motion of the 
delegate from the Left Opposition, 
seconded by several in the hall, it  
was moved to strike-out the Cham
ber of Commerce and the Retail 
Merchants Association. A  discus
sion took place where Left winger 
after Left" wihger, party members 
and sympathizers and some trade 
unionists opposed the adoption of 
the paragraph, with the reaction
ary leaders of the A. F. of L. fight
ing for its adoption, w ith the de
legate of the Left Opposition tak
ing the lead against its adoption. 
I t  looked as i f  the paragraph 
would be rejected by the confer
ence when Jack Wilson, the party 
organizer, made the closing speech 
which lined up the party and its 
followers who spoke against its 
adoption but who voted for it  
after the speech of Jack Wilson, 
w ith only the vote of the Left Op 
position against it.

Then the next resolution on Ger
many, against Hitlerism and Fasc
ism was recommended not to be 
adopted as i t  didn’t concern the 
workers of Rock Island County 
and was turned down by the con
ference with only the vote of the 
Left Opposition against turning it 
down. This was the statement of 
party representatives.

The Tom Mooney resolution was 
also brought up without recommen
dation by the resolutions commit
tee and here again the Left Opposi
tion, through its delegate, made a 
motion to adopt the resolution. 
The reactionaries made a fight 
against the adoption through mak
ing an amendment. The gathering 
fa irly  rocked as the struggle for 
the resolution was put up, and in 
a very sharp ta lk the representa 
tive of the Left Opposition made 
his position clear, not only on the 
German resolution which dealt 
with the German situation, but 
pointing out that i t  would be an 
actual betrayal i f  this resolution 
was voted down. This forced the 
party through Jack Wilson to come 
out in favor of the resolution. 
Then a compromise was made not 
to elect adelegate from the cofP 
ferenee but to endorse the resolu
tion and recommend i t  for favorable 
action to the local unions and the 
organizations represented at the 
conference.

The Party has gone from one 
extreme of no united front to uni 
ted front at a ll costs. I t  may be 
asked “ What price united front?”

The Right wing of the party can 
be seen by the actions taken at the 
conference. The party tried to 
hide its face even to the point of 
not sending official delegates. No
body spoke officially in the name 
of the party. Not one criticism

but behind this motion the “ new 
federationists” rallied against the 
combined forces of the other dele
gates.

After these motions passed the 
policy committee recommended 
that the conference endorse the 
TUUL. conference in Detroit in 
September and send fraternal de
legates. They read off the entire 
agitational call. The Stalinists 
saw no inconsistency in opposing 
a new federation along with the 
I .eft Opposition and other Left 
wing delegates, but at the same 
time asking the conference to en
dorse the TUUL conference. This 
gave ammunition to the Right wing 
elements and those who laid just 
advocated a new federation, and 
they used i t  effectively. The spirit 
of the conference went down a few 
notches. When delegate Fraser 
obtained the floor he moved that 
we cooperate and send fraternal de
legates, and pointed out why we 
should not endorse. The Stalinists 
compromised and agreed to this 
and i t  carried by 107 for and 15 
opposed, but only after much harm 
had already been done.

Next the policy committee asked 
for 15 fraternal delegates f^nd 
again the opposition forces made 
hay. But again, when delegate 
Fraser could obtain the floor, he 
moved that we send three dele 
gates. Again the TUUL support
ers compromised and this motion 
also carried by an overwhelming 
majority.

Later they elected the fraternal 
delegates to the TUUL conference. 
Five wore nominated and all un 
animously elected. The delegates 
are: Hugo Oeliler, Sol Larks, Hank 
Mayer, J. Crorkin and Hines

The conference unanimously 
passed resolutions in favor of the 
Franklin County strikers; Taylor- 
ville frame-up victims and fo r 
mass pressure; Mooney; and also 
elected delegates to attend the 
Chicago conference; for the Spring- 
field Hunger March and fo r the 
release of Minerich and others who 
were arrested; for the Scottsboro 
boys and against the danger of 
Fascism in Germany.

Another motion w;as passed to 
?et up a jo in t committee of action 
with the TUUL to carry on work in 
different areas. This is putting 
the cart before the horse and mak
ing a mechanical cafricature out 
of the motion quoted above. Uni
ted front action of such bodies 
must spring out of concrete strug
gles and not mechanical paper 
organizations to be established 
here and there. A ll through the 
conference a struggle had to be 
put up against the new “ federa
tionists” on the one hand, and 
the Stalinists who desired to hurry 
the process of development; and 
with their wrong tactics shifted 
the conference toward a new fed
eration under the arm of TUUL. 
Between these two forces flirting  
dangerously with a new federation, 
the young committee received some 
hard knocks.

The Stalinist Proposal 
. Another struggle developed over 
the motion presented by the Right 
wing socialists who asked fo r the 
endorsement and sending of dele
gates to the “Continental Congress 
of Workers and Farmers for Eco- 
omic Reconstruction” to be held 
in Washington, which is not a uni
ted front and has excluded all Leit 
wing and Communist forces. The 
Congress is a political rallying 
center to r reformism

delegates from the Left Opposition 
declined, stating that we welcome 
the attitude of the conference and 
that, there is no political discrim
ination here and hope this w ill 
continue to enable working class
political organizations to send
fraternal delegates, but i f  we go 
on tlie executive, our members w ill 
be elected through the different un
ions they represent.

The new committee received some 
hard blows from the “ new federa
tionists”  and the blunders of Stal
inism at the conference and al
though i t  crippled tlie work there 
are still sufficient signs of strong 
m ilitant life, that i t  can grow to 
be a force if  a corerct policy is 
applied. —HUGO OEHLEIt.

The Kincaid Trial
(Continued from Page 1)

of terror against tlie PMA miners, 
killing, raping, kidnapping, smash 
ing the union’s relief stations, 
bombing workers’ homes, beatih 
up progressive miners.

Evidence Proves Frame-Up
The three main witnesses of the 

state are Peabody men and the 
evidence consists of contradictory 
and frame-up material. But this 
does not mean we have “ practical
ly won” the case. Two doctors 
testifying for the state contradict 
each other on the shooting of the 
mine boss who was killed. One 
says tlie bullet came for the rear 
and the other said the shot was 
fired from the front. Another 
Peabody witness says he saw Mat- 
tozzo w ith a sub-macliine gun, 
while another says the defendant 
had a rifle. Further contradic
tions in the testimony of the Pea
body witnesses were brought to the 
surface. One says that Smith who 
was in the car with the mine 
boss, fired at the , relief station 
over his left shoulder while Smith 
says he fired ahead. The mine 
boss who was killed, was seated 
in the back seat of the same car.

I t  is a clear case of frame-up 
but this does not prove that Pea
body is losing. They had a flimsy 
case against Mooney and countless 
other class war prisoners and yet 
these men were sentenced. The 
workers must not leave the case in 
the hands of the courts controlled 
by the Peabody Coal Company.

We must use a ll legal means at 
our disposal but under and around 
these necessary defense measures 
a powerful mass movement of the 
American workers must be organ
ized to fight for the release of the 
frame-up Kincaid miners on tria l 
at Taylorville.

—HUGO OEIILER.

Stalinists and the 
Upholsterers

The attention of tlie entire New 
York movement should be called to 
the latest example o f how not to 
make tlie united front and the con
sequences. The scene is the Fur
niture Workers Industrial Union of 
the TUUL. On February 16, this 
union (ook the initiative and call
ed a shop ("united front” ) confer 
elite consisting of workers from a 
number of shops, union and non 
union, for the purpose of devising 
ways and means of effecting the 
unity of the entire trade into a 

a'minst* the1 sill»le m ilitant union. At the con-
revolutionists and class conscious 
workers and is to be used as au 
anti-Communist rally. Our dele
gates opposed this and pointed out 
what is meant, recommending that 
first a communication be sent ask
ing i f  a ll working class organiza
tions are invited, and i f  not, we 
do not send delegates. The Left 
wing socialists and other class con
scious workers supported this pro
posal. The TUUL delegates, the 
Stalinists and Gerry Allard sup
ported the motion to send two de
legates against the above recom
mendations. The motion to send 
two delegates was carried and 
Weber, and Allard were elected.

A t the beginning of the confer
ence a delegate from Georgia farm
ers had a proposal to tax the cap
italists out of existence. The re
solution was read and motion to 
endorse carried without the Stalin
ists saying a word.

A New Executive Committee was 
elected giving the miners the larg
est delegation. The Left Opposi
tion and Young Spartacus League 
were given the right to put repre
sentation op the Executive. The

was made of the reactionaries. A ll 
compromises were made in favor of 
the leaders of the A. F. of L.

—GEO. J. PAPCUN.

ferenee a Unity Committee of 32 
was elected to carry out the ideas 
of the conference, namely: M) the 
organization of united shop com-, 
mittees to fight against wage cuts 
and layoffs and (2) the organiza
tion of one strong union in the 
upholstery trade.

A sub-committee of 12 was also 
elected to v is it the membership 
meeting of Local 76 of the UIU of 
the A F of L. They were to ask 
for rhe endorsement of a printed 
leaflet calling for the unity of the 
trade. The leaflet called on a ll 
upholsterers in the shops to unite 
regardless of union affiliations, to 
organize shop committees and to 
fight wage cuts and lay-offs.

I t  passes human understanding, 
or just plain common sense why a 
committee from the A F  of L  un
ion was not invited to participate 
in the preparations. How can a 
union man or sympathizer under
stand that we are really fighting 
for unity when we fly in the face 
of this simple organization pro
cedure? So intimidated are the 
Stalinist union functionaries by 
“social-Fascism” that i t  was w ith 
the greatest difficulty that they 
could be induced even to SEND 
the leaflet to the union itself, that 
is to say, to the secretary of the

Fresh in  the memory o f all 
readers is the despicable role play
ed by the official Stalinist press in 
connection with the arrest and im
prisonment of our comrade Chen 
Du-Hsiu, leader of the Chinese 
Left Opposition This founder of 
the Chinese Communist movement, 
and the leader of the party during 
the whole of the revolutionary 
period, was the special object of 
Stalinist hatred because he honest
ly acknowledged the role he had 
played in the Chinese revolution 
and revealed at the same time that 
this was to be attributed to the 
fundamentally false and Menshe
vik policy of the Comintern. At 
the time of his arrest, the Stalin
ist journals a ll over the world 
could scarcely contain themselves 
with joy. Instead of helping 
arouse the spirit of solidarity of 
the workers to save comrade Chen 
from the imprisonment and execu
tion at the hands of the Kuo Min 
Tang butchers with which he was 
threatened, the Stalinists hastened 
to assure all and sundry that 
Chen was an agent of the Kuo Min 
Tang 1

Comrade Chen is s till imprison
ed, and' no news about him can be 
obtained.

But only a short while after his 
arrest, took place the arrest of 
one of the official party leaders, 
Iluan Ping, “Commissar of For
eign Affairs”  of the short-lived 
Canton Soviet of 1927. In  this 
instance, the case was made the 
subject, for an international agita
tion. In this protest movement, 
of course, the party was only do
ing it's elementary duty, in which 
they wove-criminally remiss with 
regard to the arrest of comrade 
Chen Du-Hsiu, and are so to this 
flay.

Now we receive the news from 
a Left Oppositionist in Shanghai 
that while comrade Chen’s fate 
continues to remain unknown, 
Iluan Ping, like so many Stalinists 
before him, has turned renegade 
and joined the Kuo Min Tang— 
thus escaping from the fate which 
the counter-revolution held in store 
for h im !

The organ of the Left Kuo Min 
Tangist, Wang Chin Wei, the 
People’s Tribune of February 16, 
1933, prints a sensational article 
by Iluan Ping—“ Why I  Left the 
Communist Party'’. In  this a rti
cle, the renegade repudiates 'his 
whole Communist past, “ exposes” 
the Communist International and 
the Chinese party and announces 
that “ as a result of my conversion 
to the Kuo Min Tang, I  was thus 
released, together with comrades 
Yu Fei and Hsu Shih-Keng, who 
have also come to the same eon 
elusions” . Yu Fei was nothing 
less than Chairman of the Central 
Executive Committee of the Chi
nese Communist Party and 
Hsu a member of the presidium of 
the Communist International and 
head of the red trade unions of 
Shanghai. “ I t  is essential” , con
cludes the turncoat, “ before any
thing constructive can be undertak
en, that the Communist movement, 
which in many respects is hardly 
distinguishable from common ban
ditry, be completely suppressed. I t  
was in order to assist the National 
Government in this campaign, and 
also to rectify my past errors, that 
I, together w ith comrades Yu Fei 
and Hsu Shih-Keng, have left the 
Communist party, and w ill strive, 
under the banner of the Kuo Min 
Tang, for the attainment o f the 
goal which I  have always had in 
view— the betterment of the condi
tions of the Chinese workers and 
peasants” .

Like Bessedovsky and other 
creatures of Stalinism, Huan Ping 
was a mighty Trotsky-Killer be
fore he jumped over the fence into 
the camp of the reaction. The bu
reaucratic regime in the Comintern 
trains up such types, whose only 
qualifications for leadership are 
their servility to the apparatus, a 
willingness to be made the scape
goat for the blunders of their su
periors in the machine, a cynical 
ever-readiness to sign statements 
“ to rectify my past errors”  unques
tioning obedience to which all 
careerists, adventurers and spine
less place-hunters are able to ad 
just themselves. The genuine rev 
olutionlsts, who think for them
selves and have the courage to ex
press unpopular opinions and de
fend them— are expelled from the 
party and consigned to the cate
gory of counter-revolutionists. 
Therein lies the essence of ex
planation of how the Chen Du- 
Hsius could be expelled from the 
party, baited by the bureaucracy 
and le ft in the lurch when attack
ed by the class enemy, while the 
Iluan Pings could rise to leader 
ship; be defended by the bureau
cracy and, having been trained in 
the school of irresponsibility, be
tray the revolution at a crucial 
moment....

The communication from our 
Shanghai correspondent, which 
contains some very interesting in
formation, w ill he found below.

(Continued on Page 3)

Shanghai. The Japanese drive 
into Jeliol is now in fu ll swing. 
The Chinese defenders have re
coiled before the first onslaughts, 
although there has been some 
fierce fighting. A combination of 
circumstances has acted to compel 
the Nanking Government and its 
cohorts in the North to make at 
least a show of resistance to this 
latest Japanese advance. There 
is no official sincerity. Nanking 
has no desire to fight and is put
ting up nothing more than a show, 
wantonly sacrificing the lives of 
countless Chinese soldiers in a 
struggle i t  does not take seriously. 
This lack of seriousness is suffici
ently indicated by the fact that 
not a single airplane has been sent 
into Jehol to aid the Chinese de
fenders, while the Japanese are re
ported to be using over 100 bomb
ers. The Nanking Government re
serves its airplanes for bombing re

calcitrant peasants in Kiangsi, 
Hupeh and other provinces.

Nanking’s lack of seriousness in 
the present campaign was even 
more clearly indicated by T. V. 
Soong, minister of finance and act
ing chairman of the government. 
He said to a local newspaperman: 
“ We simply have to put up some 
resistance this time. The public 
opinion of the world has turned 
against Japan. The League has 
given China a favorable verdict. 
How would i t  look;, in such cir
cumstances, i f  we failed to resist 
Japan’s invasion of Jehol?”

I t  is simply a matter of “ face” , 
to use a Chinese expression. But 
another important factor which 
has determined the government’s 
attitude is the popular clamor for 
resistance to Japanese imperialism 
which in recent weeks has grown 
more and more insistent. The gov
ernment could no longer, w ith 
safety, ignore it. This clamor has 
come from bourgeois and petty 
bourgeois circles who see their in
terests menaced by the further un
checked advance of Japanese im
perialism. They have been joined 
by tlie liberal Intelligentsia. But 
the workers’ organizations, the 
trade unions ( litt le  as they really 
exist today), Rave been silent. 
The mood of lethargic despair' 
which set in after the heavy pro
letarian defeat of 1927 has . s t il l 
not lifted. The workers are sunk
en in apathy and the Communist 
party has, as far as one can see, 
proved singularly incapable of 
penetrating their ranks and arous
ing them from their slumbers.

.Jehol w ill be taken by the Jap
anese. Of that there can be no 
doubt. Only a revolutionary awak
ening and a determined counter
attack by the masses of the work
ers and peasants could prevent it. 
The first step would have to be 
the overthrow of the Nanking Gov
ernment and its m ilitarist allies 
in other parts of the country. For 
flhis a Communist party is re
quired, and there is no Communist 
party, but only its caricature— a 
comparatively small group in the 
cities, torn by internal dissension 
and shot through with traitors and 
spies. The party, such as i t  Is, 
has obviously no clear understand
ing of the tasks of the Chinese 
revolution even at this late date, 
and spends much of| its time 
spreading made-to-order slanders 
of the Left Opposition. Leaders 
are arb itrarily changed on orders 
from Moscow and even more fre
quent changes in the leadership 
result from the constant arrests 
brought about by the betrayals of 
spies and traitors w ithin the ranks. 
Under such conditions, the party 
cannot possibly grow.

The arrest not long ago of Chen 
Du-Hsiu, a leading member of the 
Left Opposition, was used by tlie 
C. P. as an occasion for the spread
ing of vicious reports I t  was 
rumored that Chen had sold out to 
the Kuo Min Tang and was pro
ceeding to Hankow for a personal 
interview with Chiang Kai-Shek, 
who was then directing a m ilitary 
Campaign agaiinst tlie peasant 
armies in the interior. This cal
umny was published in the bour
geois press and sedulously spread 
by the C. P., which made no ef
fo rt to conceal its satisfaction at 
Chen’s fate. The Kuo Min Tang 
prison in Nanking to which he was 
sent has litera lly swallowed him 
up. Whether he is dead or alive 
is not known. No one but his ja il
ers, presumably, has seen him. No 
“ interviews” attributed to him 
have been published.

Now a contrast! On December 
14 Huan Ping, a prominent Stalin
ist “ Yes-man” who was Commis
sar for Foreign Affairs at Canton 
in 1927 during the December Com
munist putsch, and lately was pre
sident of the All-China Trade Un
ion Federation and a member of 
the presidium of the China branch 
of the League Against Imperialism, 
was arrested in Tientsin.

Tlie arrest of Huan Ping, a 
prominent member of CEO, arous
ed a storm of protest in Europe. 
Einstein, Russell, and others pour
ed in portests to the Nanking Gov
ernment, where they maintained 
silence over the arrest of Chen 
Du-Hsiu (Madame Sun Yat Sen 
alone made one feeble public pro
test at Chen’s arrest).

Meanwhile Huan Ping was taken 
to Nanking and there are reasons 
for believing that he has ratted to 
the Kuo Min Tang. I t  is reliably 
rejiorted that lie is living in a 
private residence in Nanking under 
surveillance, since the government 
is not satisfied as to the genuine
ness of his conversion to Kuo Min 
Tang principles. But that he is 
alive and not in ja il is definitely 
known.

Whether reports of Huan Ping 
having become converted to Kuo 
Min Tang principles ais a result 
of his arrest are reliable or not, 
tlie fact is there have been so many 
such “ conversions”  of late that one 
sounds quite credible. However, 
a statement entitled “ Why I  Left 
the Communist Party” , which 
seems to bear the stamp of auth
enticity, and purportedly written 
by Huan Ping, appears in the Feb
ruary 16 issue of the People’s T ri
bune, organ of the Kuo Min Tang 
“ Leftist” , Wang Chin Wei. I  en
close this article fo r your informa
tion and use. I t  speaks for itself. 
February 28, 1933 —ROBERT.

A ll comrades and readers of the 
M ilitant are requested to help us 
build up as large ais possible a 
section o f the paper devoted to the 
life and work of the Left Opposi
tion branches throughout the coun
try  and events in the class strug
gle. Report your activities 1 But 
bear in mind the limitations of 
space. Reports should be brief 
and to the point and as sparing 
abound secondary and extraneous 
matter as possible. Every comrade 
should feel himself a part of the 
paper and its contents, so that the 
Mutuant may accurately reflect the 
work and progress.
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*  WITH THE SPARTACUf YOUTH MOVEMENT *
Hathaway Before y.C.L. Membership

The speech of C. A. Hathaway, 
party d is tric t organizer at the 
New York Y. <5, L. membership 
meeting Sunday, A p ril 2, was in  
outline much the same as the one 
he delivered a t the recent party 
membership meeting. However, 
Hathaway has had two weeks in 
which to dig up new quotations 
and arguments. Therefore i t  took 
fou r and a ha lf instead of two 
hours to c larify the YCLers on the 
united fron t.

A fte r an hour and a ha lf on the 
banking crisis which he does not 
yet understand, Hathaway came to 
Germany. F irst, by a flock of quo
tations from  the 11th and 12th 
Plenums of the ECCI he proved 
that the question of H itle r’s coming 
to power was not a major one for 
the ECCI. As the forrces of rev
olution rise, the forces of counter
revolution come to  a head. Hath
away, therefore, concluded that 
the coming o f Fascism into power 
is a necessary prelude «to the pro
letarian revolution, and not a v ita l 
danger to the working class. He 
remarked tha t in  Ita ly  and in 
Poland, Communist parties s till 
exist and carry on activities. He 
regarded the fact that the German 
party is putting out an illegal pa
per as a proof that the party could 
adapt itse lf successfully to H itle r’s 
tactics.

But already the Nazis admit that 
there are 8,000 held in  the ir con 
centration camps, and Dutch Com
munists put the number at 80,000. 
D aily the German party loses its 
best members by arrest and mur
der ; its  weaker members drop out, 
discouraged or terrorized. I f  Fasc 
ism can consolidate its  power, the 
German party w ill be only a tiny 
nucleus, a ll hopes of immediate 
revolution lost. And Hathaway 
maintained that the party can 
function under H itle r w ithout ser 
ious losses!

Hathaway, as a good Stalinist, 
could not admit that there is a rev- 
lutionary crisis in Germany, and 
tha t i f  the party does not or can 
not act i t  w ill suffer practical an
nih ilation. Instead Hathaway took 
refuge in false sentimentalities and 
s till falser hopes. H is ‘‘The party 
is s till fighting” , sounds very much 
like a Communist equivalent fo r 
the New Leader’s jub ila tion after 
the Geriqan elections, “ The Iron  
Front stands like a rock” .

F ina lly Hathaway got to the uni
ted fron t, and here the finest re
sults of his two week’s research 
were revealed. The firs t was his 
argument to prove that there has 
been no change in  the basic posi
tion o f the Comintern on the uni
ted front. There are three forms 
of the united fron t, the united 
fron t from  below, the united fron t 
w ith  the reform ist leadership, and 
the intermediate form of united, 
fron t w ith  the leadership and rank 
and file . The united fron t w ith  the 
reform ist leadership was practic
ed u n til 1927 when the Anglo- 
Russian Trade Union Committee 
was dissolved—what th is led to 
Hathaway omitted to  say! Then 
at the 6th Congress o f the Comin 
tern - i t  was discovered that the 
social democrats had become the 
ru ling  parties, that they were so- 
cial-Fascists, and hence any united 
fron t w ith  the ir leadership was im 
possible, a betrayal of the prole
tarian revolution. But now the so
cial democratic parties are again 
in  opposition, and so a united 
fron t w ith  the leadership is again 
possible.

He forgot to mention that in  1917 
the Bolsheviks entered into a uni
ted fron t w ith  the Mensheviks and 
the Social Revolutionists, who con
stituted the provisional government 
against Kornilov. He forgot to  say 
that the Anglo-Russian Committee 
united fron t led to the betrayal of 
the general strike. He forgot a ll 
the blunders the Stalinists made in 
the united fron t from above. No 
—in 1928 the C. I. discovered the 
socia l' democratic party was in a 
bourgeois government. That’s the 
whole explanation of the turn !

Hathaway’s next argument was 
equally ingenious. The Trotskyists, 
he stated, believe that there are 
only m inor differences between the 
social democrats and the Commun
ists. Therefore they feel that c rit
icism in  a united fron t is useful, 
because they hope that thereby the 
social democracy w ill be reformed. 
But we real Communists (i. e. 
Stalinists) know that there can 
never be a real united fron t w ith

the social Fascists. Therefore the 
better to expose them, and the bet
te r to show our sincerity In mak
ing the united fron t call, we offer 
to refra in  from  criticism  of the 
social democrats during the united 
fron t action!

This miserable rationalization is 
either a denial of the possibility 
of the united front, or else i t  is a 
camouflage fo r such united fronts 
as that in  China where the C. P. 
entered and merged in  the Kuo 
M in Tang. (W ithout Communist 
criticism  betrayals such as tha t by 
the Kuo M in Tang and by the B rit
ish trade union leaders are inevit
able. By criticism  we can loosen 
the hold o f the reform ists upon the 
masses, and by our afcts we can 
make these masses accept Commun
is t policy and leadership, jus t as 
the masses o f Russia came to ac
cept the Bolsheviks.

This four and a half hour speech, 
filled w ith  confusion, contradic
tions and outright mis-statements 
was supposed to c la rify  YCLers, 
many of whom are so new in the 
movement that they do not even 
know the previous united front 
from  below policies, and have al
most no idea of Communist his
tory. Is it  be wondered that they 
were s till confused when they le ft 
the hall? Is i t  to be wondered 
that even the S talin ist bureaucrats 
themselves bewail the low political 
level o f the Y. C. L.?

A YCLer.

N. V. YOUTH CLUB SOCIAL
The New York Spartacus Youth 

Club w ill hold an a ffa ir fo r the 
Young Spartacus, Saturday even
ing, A p ril 8th, at 126 East 16th 
Street. There w ill be dancing, en
tertainment and refreshments. A ll 
comrades are urged to attend.

SEMI-MONTHLY YOUTH PAGE 

IN  M ILITA NT
The National Youth Committee 

of the Communist League of Amer
ica (Opposition) is planning to 
p rin t semi-monthly a youth page 
in the Militant. This w ill be sup
plementary to its  regular monthly 
organ, Young Spartacus. The page 
w ill give the youth an opportunity 
to publish tim ely and ’  interesting 
events o f importance to the entire 
revolutionary movement. I t  w ill 
fu rther cement the ties between 
the youth and general working 
class movement.

Comrades are urged to send in  
a ll m aterial fo r the youth page 
of the Militant and Young Spar
tacus to : Joseph Carter, Young 
Spartacus, 126 East 16th Street, 
New York C ity.

SPARTACUS YOUTH CLUB 

ACTIVITIES
On Marcn 30th the New York 

Spartacus Youth Club held a meet
ing preparatory to the A p ril 1st 
demonstration w ith  Joe Carter, 
secretary of the National Youth 
Committee, Le ft Opposition, as 
speaker. The proceedings of the 
United Youth Conference Against 
Fascism and the ir meaning were 
discussed. The meaning of the 
united front, the false policies of 
the YCL and the activities of the 
Left Opposition were elaborated 
on.

A number of questions and some 
discussion followed.

YCL OFFERS UNITED FRONT
In  line w ith the turn of the Com

munist party and Young Commun
is t League, comrade Helen North, 
in the name of downtown section 
of the YCL, appeared before the 
Spartacus Youth Club meeting of 
March 30th and asked the Club to 
elect delegates to a prelim inary 
conference fo r youth unemployment 
re lie f to be held A p ril 9th. She 
stated that a ll youth groups, clubs 
and Yipsels circles in the neighbor
hood were being approached fo r 
this Conference.'

Comrade B ill Dansker, chairman 
of the meeting, greeted the offer o f 
the YCL and pledged the whole
hearted cooperation of the Spar
tacus Youth Club.

This is the firs t time tha t the 
YCL has officially appealed to any 
section of the Left Opposition fo r 
a united fron t. I t  is not merely a 
result of the new policy of the of
ficia l party but also a sign of the 
growing influence o f the L e ft Op
position in the Young Communist 
League.

1,000 N.y. Youth Protest Fascism
Over one thousand young work- [ participation, four o f the five elect- 

ers and students massed before ed were among those who were
strongly against a ffilia tion to the 
Youth Committee Against German 
Fascism.

The Yipsels, the Young Circle 
League—youth of the Workmen’s 
Circle—and the League fo r Indus
tr ia l Democracy have arranged fo f 
a mass demonstration against Ger
man Fascism for Saturday, A p ril 
8 in  Union Square. The Youth 
Committee Against German Fasc
ism has offered to elect a jo in t 
arrangements commttees to  con
duct th is demonstration, and in  any 
case, has pledged the cooperation 
of its  affiliated organizations.

Members and sympathizers of the 
New York Spartacus Youth Club 
w ill meet at 12b East 16th Street 
at 11:30 A. M. to go in a body to 
the Union Square demonstration.

APRIL ISSUE OF THE  

YOUNG SPARTACUS
A general appeal for funds for 

Young Spartacus has been sent out 
to a ll branches of the Communist 
League and the Spartacus Youth 
Clubs. As yet the response has 
been negligible. Although our 
costs of publication are small, i t  
is not very easy fo r us to cover 
them. We appeal to a ll sympath
izers to get subs—‘fifty  cents a 
year, bundles—three cents a copy, 
and donations fo r Young Spar
tacus.

I f  the response does not improve 
in  the next week, the A p ril issue 
of Young Spartacus w ill be a four 
pager. I t  »w ill include an article 
on K a rl Marx, America’s entrance 
into the World War, reports of 
youth activities in industries and 
on the jobless line. Scottsboro and 
Mooney cases. An analysis o f the 
Young Communist League and the 
united fron t against Fascism, and 
the situation in Germany as well 
as the latest developments w ith in  
the YCL w ill be covered.

the German consulate last Satur
day noon and marched to Rutgers 
Square, in  a protest demonstration 
against Fascism. A delegation of 
thirteen which included a repre
sentative of the Left Opposition 
youth, was elected to present a re
solution protesting the terror cam
paign of the H itle r regime, de
manding an immediate step to the 
terrorism , and the release of a ll 
po litical prisoners. M r. Swartz, 
the German consul, refused to 
listen to the resolution.

The demonstration was organized 
by the Youth Committee Against 
German Fascism elected at the 
United Youth Conference Against 
Fascism held in  New York, March 
24th and 25th, as a united fron t of 
a ll youth organizations. For the 
firs t time in the history of the Left 
Opposition, i t  signed a jo in t call 
fo r the Conference w ith the official 
Young Communist League. The 
demonstration was the firs t genu
ine united fron t action yet organ- 
ied against German Fascism. The 
various organizations participating 
marched under the ir own organi
zation banners and the leading 
groups, including the Left Opposi
tion had speakers at the various 
meeting places. Comrade George 
Clarke spoke fo r the Left Opposi
tion.

As yet the Youth Committee 
Against German Fascism repre
sents predominantly Left wing and 
Communist groups. The Rand 
Schol Students Ass’n., which to the 
shame of the Young Communist 
League had in itia ted the united 
fron t, withdrew at the eleventh 
hour, the Friday before the demon
stration, under the pressure of the 
leaders o f the Socialist party, by a 
vote of 32 to 23. This pressure i i  
shown by the false report in  the 
A p ril 1st issue of the New Leader 
that the Rand School students had 
decided to w ithdraw from the uni
ted front on the previous Tuesday. 
The students of Brookwood Labor1 
College who had participated in 
the Conference, walked alongside 
the Saturday parade in order not 
to break Socialist party discipline. 
The New York Yipsels were defin
ite ly instructed to boycott the de
monstration under threats of dis
ciplinary action. One Yipsel who 
had voted at the Rand School stu
dents meeting fo r a continuation 
o f participation in the united front 
was officially criticized by the 
C ity Central Committee of the Y. 
£. S. L. A t the same meeting of 
the Central Committee, where a 
delegation of the Youth Committee 
Against German Fascism appeared 
once again to offer the Yipsels a 
places on the Committee and in its 
work, a sub-committee of five was 
elected to take up the question w ith 
the Socialist party. Although the 
sentiment was strongly in  favor of

The Morale of the Russian Proletarian Youth
I t  is d ifficu lt to speak about the 

morale of the youth. Among the 
young people, there is a process of 
differentiation going on a ll the 
time. One section isi evolving to 
the side of the opposition but i t  
remains dissatisfied w ith  critica l 
discussions only, and demands ac
tion and organizational form ula
tions. However, many are frig h t
ened by the experiences o f opposi
tions in  the past, and therefore, 
although fu lly  aware of the 
seriousness of the entire situation, 
they seek fo r some other new way 
out. For1 the last period, there 
has begun an increasing, in flux to 
the Le ft Opposition o f new people 
who were never before Bympatn- 
etic to us. Thus, fo r instance, re
cently I  had the occasion to meet
some youngers from the N------
Printing p la n t; in the past, they 
answered a ll objections w ith  the 
reply, “Hold your horses!—The 
Five Year Plan w ill show you.” 
but now one of them took the floor 
at a party meeting and announced 
that “ the Opposition was correct 
op many points, and i t  was time 
to take stock o f thie past” . An
other comrade (from  the same 
place) le ft the party and to a ll 
objections to the effect tha t his 
attitude was wrong and no meth
od o f flp litica l struggle, he replied, 
“ I  refuse to bear responsibility fo r 
the strangling o f the party and of 
the working class.”  Both were

Oppositionists Slugged at YCL M eet
(Continued from  Page 1)

arms, we defended ourselves as 
best we could. We were glad to 
noté that even during the fracas, 
some of the YCLefls there tried to 
stop the fight and said we should 
be allowed to distribute the paper.

Someone had put in  a call fo r 
the rio t squad, and we heard the 
sirens of the approaching automo
biles. We had time to distribute a 
number o f papers to workers who 
came up to us gnd asked fo r them,, 
adding the ir protest against the 
shameful conduct of the attackers.
We le ft almost immediately fo r we 
had no desire to give the cops any 
excuse for interfering in  our dis
pute w ith  the YCLers and possibly 
cause the membership meeting to 
be disturbed.

An hour or so after, when the 
meeting adjourned, three o f us 
went back and walked down Sec
ond Avenue and met the YCLers 
leaving the meeting. A number of 
the comrades stopped to speak to 
us and te ll us that they in  no way 
supported the physical attack upon 
us ; and did not th ink that the 
YCL leadership would condone the 
action or had done so.

These comrades were mistaken 
in  the la tte r opinion. We have it  
trom  several of the members o f the 
YÇL present, that toe group went tical grounds

over to Hathaway and asked him 
if  they should stop us from  d is tri
buting. Hathaway shrugged his 
shoulders and by not attempting 
to explain to these hotheads tha t 
this was no way fo r workers, le t 
alone Communists, to settle the ir 
disputes, thereby lent tac it support 
to the action. Hathaway may evade 
or deny th is but his words a t the 
Party membership meeting two 
weeks ago are on record; “ We 
should have a lynching attitude 
toward the ‘Trotskyist’.”  That is 
clear and indisputable. W ith such 
direction and leadership one can 
hardly blame only the young com
rades who took the words a t their 
face value and proceeded to carry 
out the shameful and anti-Com- 
munist action at the Stuyvesant 
Casino. How much they hartned 
the YCL and the ideas of Com
munism in  the eyes o f the workers 
who witnessed the attack, they 
cannot understand. Such hoodlum 
and gangster methods can only re
pel any Jionest worker. He knows 
too well tiie  club and the fis t of 
the police to  be convinced simply 
because it  is a so-called Communist 
who uses the same method.

We warn these young people: I f  
they have the interests o f the YCL 
at heart, they w ill stop these hool
igan tactics and meet us on poli-

expelled from the party and fired 
from  their jobs.

Another section of the youth 
seeks its  way out of a ll that is 
occurring by switching over to 
another track, chiefly, to study—  
in  sdience is the only genuine 
salvation fr'om a ll po litica l in tr i
gues.

Thus, for instance, one of the 
workers in  the Control Commission 
of the Ukrainian Regional Com
m issariat o f Agriculture, apropos 
o f the expulsion o f a number of 
youngsters said, “ I  agreed w ith  
them-in a great deal, but i f  I  don’t 
do the expelling, I ’l l  be expelled 
myself.”  And, continuing the con
versation, v he added, “ I f  I  thought 
I  would be permitted to  finish the 
university course, ^’d leave party. 
I ’m tired  of a ll these interminable 
turns. What is white today was 
black yesterday and so on to in 
fin ity  . . .  .Jrat who’l l  guarantee 
that another leadership w ill be any 
better? No, as I  see it. the only 
way out fo r me personally liés in 
the sphere of science.” The com
rade who told me this had spent 
ten years in  the YCL, working 
throughout a ll this time in indus
try  and conjointly w ith  his work 
studying firs t in  the Workers’ Fac
u lty and la te r in  the university. 
There is le ft only to add that many 
others find the ir way out in  drunk
enness and debauchery. But, fun
damentally the youth tends to be
come m ilitant, assuming a critica l 
attitude to what is transpiring, 
and seeking to formulate them
selves theoretically as well as or
ganizationally.

Ad among the yfoutn so also 
among the party members the same 
processes are to be observed, only 
in much “m ilder” forms. The dis
satisfaction w ith  conditions in  the 
party and in  the country surges 
over tiré bartiérs o f party disci« 
pline. And on the other hand, 
there is also to be observed apathy; 
people have grown tired of w ait
ing fo r the promised boons of the 
firs t five year plan, a ll the more 
so as the scissors in  the meantime 
have spread unbelievably, which Is 
to be gathered both from  press re
ports and the conditions as they 
actually obtain.

The authority o f the “chief” is 
now no longer equal to zero but 
to some in fin ite ly great negative 
quantity. There was a period 
when "he was spoken Of w ithout 
malice, and Without much consi
dera tipn— that is to say, as some
thing inevitable, but now a ll that 
has changed. Now the “Chief”  is 
at times spoken of as the greatest 
wrecker o f the revolution. I  have 
had the occasion to  hear from 
many— even from workers in the 
apparatus— that his removal would 
be a ll fo r the best, lead to the 
rehabilitation of the party regime, 
etc., etc., December 1932 —R-ov.

From Exile
Throughout the last period there 

i 1» to be observed, with an ever

increasing tempo, the return from 
exile of many former Opposition
ists, now “ form er” dapitulators. 
Most recently there have arrived a 
great mahy from  Kharkov—many 
had been arrested there—and chief
ly  among the arrivals are the 
repeaters, i. e., “ former”’ capitu
lators. The returning tourists 
land directly—in solitary confine
ment. In  exile, there are those 
who are not admitted into the 
colonies. 1— either because the 
statements they have filed regard
ing the ir captiulation, and the ir 
admission o f the correctness of 
the . general line were deemed in 
sufficient; and a “complete dis
arming”  was demanded from them.* 
(The authorities as a rule deal 
much more harshly w ith  such peo
ple than w ith  the exiles; their 
position is made more unendurable 
w ith  every passing month— if  they 
refuse to disarm (e. g. the case of 
V. Borschev, a worker from a 
prin ting plant in  Sytinsk). 2.—  
or because they disagreed w ith  the 
political classification o f the Op
position, and do not reckon them
selves as such, fo r instance, V. 
Zurachov and Magarik in  Tash
kent. (They were exiled fo r the 
second time because suspected of 
renewing their Oppostion activ
ities.)

The colonies live in  isolation un
der conditions of semi-starvation; 
fo r instance Katya X . w ith  her 
year-old infant was sent to Cher- 
d in ; she was given no w ork; her 
husband was placed in  solitary 
confinement. Her only request in  
letters to friends has been that 
her baby be looked after and not 
allowed to die. A t the end of her 
three-year term of exile, she was 
sent away under convoy to Central 
Asia, w ith a daily allowance o f 
fifty  kopeks (a pound of bread 
costs two to three roubles). The 
picture of other Colonies ip not 
brighter. The m aterial conditions 
of the exiles are—horrible.

Nevertheless, the morale among 
the comrades is m ilitan t. Many 
are ailing, in particular, Solontzev 
(scurvy) ; notwithstanding the 
fact that the la tter has served his 
time, he remains' in confinement. 
H is w ife wanted to apply fo r a 
transfer to exile but he refused to 
make any statements whatsoever.

As a result of a hunger strike— 
three men who were sick were le t 
out. Of them, one died.

Musya was freed after she had 
la in  in  bed fo r1 six months; she 
wa^ pent off, under convoy, to 
Minusinsk, where she is now to
gether w ith Kossior. She is again 
sick in bed. Her sp irits are s till 
high but in  her letters to relatives 
she writes, we shan’t  see each 
other1 soon. Geyev has been 
brought back to Moscow from 
solitary confinement in  Upper 
Urals. Because of pernicious an
emia, he has lost his eyesight. 
November, 1932. ONE OF US.

New Expulsions in 
Brownsville

The advice o f comrade Hath
away to “ arouse a lynch attitude 
in  a ll Communists” against the 
L e ft Opposition has been taken up 
by the aspiring bureaucrats of 
mass organizations affiliated to 
the Communist party. So fearfu l 
have the “ leaders” of the Ameri
can Youth Club become of “T ro t
skyist” influence that they have 
actually whipped up a veritable 
lynch campaign against those mem
bers yvho question the ir policies, 
and refuse to kow-tow to a party 
controlled executive machine. The 
member’s cry fo r more discussion 
on the differences between the of
fic ia l party and the Le ft Opposition 
is met w ith  slander and expulsion. 
The member asking fo r debate has 
the finger of expulsion pointed at 
him. A  few of the more energetic 
bureaucrats have discovered a re 
markable method of serving the in 
terests of the club—spying on their 
fellow members. Thisf spy system 
is working havoc w ith  club activ
ities. Members fear to confide in  
each other. Suspicion rides high.

The club executive committee 
meets behind closed doors. Its  
snobbish members have divorced 
themselves from  the rank and file, 
ha lf of whom consist of raw work
ers w ith  no po litica l background. 
A ll th is is furthering the discon
tent o f the membership, which is 
realizing that the present policies 
of the American Youth Club are 
leading to its  speedy corruption 
and demoralization.

The result o f the attempts “ to 
protect the members from  Trot
skyist influence”- has been an ex
ceedingly low level o f po litica l 
education which is superficial be
cause of its  one sidedness.

Two expulsions have occurred in 
the past month, comrades Layton 
and I. We were excluded, under 
the all-embracing danger of dis 
ruption. Both were known to have 
sympathies fo r the Le ft Opposition. 
A campaign of discrim ination and 
slander was conducted against both 
of us prior to our expulsion.

I t  was decided a t an executive 
meeting during my absence, to  re
commend to the membership my 
removal from the post of assistant 
organizer and to place me on a 
three months probation in  the Un
employed Section of the club. My 
case was.postponed three or four 
times, u n til I  was expelled from  
the YCL. I  was expelled from  the 
YCL fo r refusing to fight against 
the Left Opposition. When my 
sympathies fo r the Le ft Opposition 
were firm ly established the Execu
tive Committee changed its  recom
mendation to that of removal from 
offiice; three months’ activ ity in 
the Unemployed Section; and_ no 
voice in  any o f the other activities 
fqr the duration of these three 
months. One Executive Committee 
member, who was opposed to the 
last proposal, was rebuked by the 
organizer fo r his willingness to 
allow such elements who are 
against the interests of the club 
“ fu ll freedom to break up our or
ganization” . I t  was a clear case 
not of punishment fo r a crime but 
of punishment “to  prevent 
crime”—~of hanging firs t and de
term ining (he gu ilt afterward,

During the' tr ia l the organizer 
accused me of believing that there 
should be reports of m inority op
inion on the Executive. When 
questioned by a member’ as to 
when the membership had passed 
a resolution forbidding m inority 
reports the organizer explained 
tha t the constitution contained 
nothing concerning that point but 
that he was acting according to 
his knowledge of working class 
organizations. This reveals the 
high handed, arbitrary, bureau
cratic rulings of the S talinist 
clique.

Members now assure me that I 
would have remained in the club 
had I  not attempted to organize a 
M arxist class outside the club. Dis
covery of th is fact caused the 
Executive to make an amendment 
asking fo r expulsion. Their “ ex
planation”  is that such a step is 
an attempt to create factions in 
the club. To these epigones the 
formation o f a M arxist class re
moved from  Stalinist influence con
stitutes a counter-revolutionary 
act.

The expulsion o f comiade Lay- 
ton and I  are but precedents and 
warnings to a membership that is 
being driven to a point where they 
w ill soon be too cowed to raise 
the ir voice in  protest. But that 
there are s till m ilitants le ft in  the 
club is evident by the discontent 
of the rank and file  and the ir con
tempt fo r the “ aristocracy of la
bor” , as ‘hey term the snobbish 
leaders.

— 3. E L IIO TT .

Joint M eet of League and Weisbord 
Lays Ground for Close Collaboration

A meetng held on Saturday, 
A p ril 1, 1933 between representa
tives of the National Committees 
o f the Communist League of Am
erica (Opposition) and the Com
munist League of Struggle (the 
Weisbord group), adopted a jo in t 
declaration on the relationships 
between the two groups Which 
we p rin t below, as the firs t step 
towards a fu rthe r consolidation of 
the Left Opposition in  th is coun
try.

As is known, our League has 
been engaged fo r some time in  a 
dispute on fundamental questions 
w ith  the Weisbord group, concern
ing which our readers have been 
informed in the columns of the 
Militant. In  the course o f th is dis
pute, a considerable degree of 
c la rity  has been attained wih’ch 
now makes possible another step 
forward in  the collaboration of 
the organizations and the ir event
ual fusion.

The jo in t meeting was made 
possible by a declaration from the 
CLS to the National Committee of

Stalinists and the 
Upholsterers
(Continued from Page 2) ~

union. “ Only to the rank and file ; 
to hell w ith  the leaders” , argued 
the “ Third Period” heroes. These 
mass leaders “ knew in advance” 
that the “ united fron t”  would be 
a fa ilure, since that is what the 
party line had taught them. And 
so, inspite of their1 good intentions, 
they made it  easier fo r Thiez, the 
corrupt A F of L  union local bu
reaucrat in consultation w ith  
Deamer o f the Upholsterers In te r
national, to break the negotiations 
w ith the Unity Committee and the 
Furniture Workers Industria l Un
ion, w ithout a legitimate protest 
from  the rank and file  who might 
have been attracted by our appeal 
for the unity of the trade.

And this is exactly whab hap
pened. Our committee appeared at 
the membership meeting w ith  its 
credentials. They were not adm it
ted to the membership meeting 
but their credentials were taken, 
and the matter was referred to 
the ir executive board meeting 
which met ten days later. The 
U nity Committee met and again 
elected a committee to go before 
the Executive Board.

Here again the committee, out 
of u ltra -Le ftis t disdain fo r ele
mentary trade union procedure, le ft 
itse lf open to the indignant attacks 
of Thiez. The haughty credential 
addressed “ to whom it  may con 
cern” instead o f to the union, as an 
example, aroused a sneering attack 
which had its  effect on the mem
bers o f the union as another at
tempt to ignofie the ir organiza-' 
tion. The spokesmen fo r the Un
ity  Committee made agitated and 
defiant “ anti-leadership” speeches 
which allowed the bureaucrats im 
patiently to wave aside the dele
gation by saying: “The Upholster
ers Union w ill take in  every work
er at the trade. We always have 
and always w ill : every upholsterer 
as an upholsterer.” One delegate 
asked i f  they would extend the 
same invita tion to the . Furniture 
Workers Industria l Union. They 
answered that they do not recog
nize this organization but w ill ac
cept only individuals. The commit
tee could not present the unity pro
posals, and le ft.

The U nity Committee then decid
ed on a “ demonstration” before 
the membership o f Local 76. As 
some comrades expressed them
selves, i t  m ight even be necessary 
to “ forcé”  their way into the 
meeting i f  the officials would not 
allow them to enter. A number of 
leaflets were issued by the Unity 
Committee calling on the member
ship of the AF of L  local to repudi
ate their leadership, to hear1 and 
support the committee when it  
comes before them, over the 
heads of the ir leaders. “ Don’t  let 
Thiez dictate to you any longer” ; 
fight fo r your rig h ts !”  and sim ilar1 
slogans were broadcast in  the 
shops

But by this time Thiez was able 
to so rile  his follow ing against the 
party bunglers that there was ab
solutely no protest from the mem
bership when he ordered the man
ager of Manhattan Lyceum to put 
the entire “ mass” delegation out 
on the street. The more serious 
Left wingers in  the delegation went 
home feeling tha t the fa ilu re  of 
the unity negotiations m ight have 
been prevented. The party mem
bers on the other hand were 
triumphant. “ D idn’t  we te ll you?” 
they kept repeating jub ilantly, 
“ Didn’t we say that a united fron t 
is impossible w ith  the leaders?.. . .

*  •  •  •
The un ity Committee has called 

a mass meeting to  agitate fo r the 
organization of shop committees of 
the rank and file, to unite against 
wage-cuts knd lay-offs. Such meet 
ings are always beneficial and are 
in  order. But i f  these meetings 
are organized as a substitute fo r a 
genuine united fron t of unions and 
shops, or w ith  the understanding 
that a ll fu rther attempts a t unity 
are to be dropped, they w ill not 
alchieve the success we are a ll 
striving fo r. We, the Left wing 
union, w ill be reduced or w ill re
main a small group of Left wing
ers closely sympathetic to Com
munism.

I t  is above a ll important that 
these questions be thrashed out 
thoroughly and openly on the floor 
of the union and that a ll points of 
view be heard before final action 
Is taken in the futnre.

—UPHOLSTERER-

our League which marked a new 
advance on its  part towards our 
fundamental position, especially on 
the question of Centrism. The fo r
mer position of the C. L. S. and 
of Weisbord on. this question, is 
rejected and the declaration says 
that “ the group as a whole fu lly  
accepts comrade Trotsky’S views on 
th is question as obtained through 
reports of his discussion w ith  com
rade Weisbord last summer through 
his letters to us and his discus
sion of the question in  p rin t, par
ticu la rly  in his pamphlet “What 
Next’.”

In  reply our National Committee 
proposed a jo in t meeting w ith  the 
C. L. S. asking its  cooperation w ith 
the League in the next period on 
the follow ing basis:

“ (a) Acceptance by the Weisbord 
group of the theses adopted by the 
Prelim inary International Confer
ence of the I. L. O. (b) that i t  
adopt an attitude toward the 
League as the American section of 
the International Left Opposition 
and cease differentiating between 
and contrasting the one to the 
other; (c) that the Weisbord group 
discontinue its  claims to be a sec
tion of or to represent the I.L .O .; 
that after a transition period of 
cooperation between the two or 
ganizations on this basis, during 
which the possibility o f jo in t work 
is tested, the question o f a fusion 
between the two organizations be 
referred to the National Conference, 
of the League fo r discussion” .

The jo in t meeting which A llow 
ed resulted from an acceptance of 
the proposal of the C. L. A. by the 
Weisbord group. Following a dis
cussion, the nature of which is ' in 
dicated by the declaration printed 
below. A declaration was fina lly  
adopted unanimously, which in 
dicates the nature of the discussion 
and the fu rther steps that are to  
be taken. We p rin t the fu ll de
claration beolw:* * * *
RESOLUTION OF THE JOINT 
CONFERENCE OF REPRESEN
TATIVES OF THE COMMUN
IST LEAGUE OF AMERICA

(OPPOSITION) AND THE  
COMMUNIST LEAGUE OF 

STRUGGLE
1. Previous discussions and 

correspondence between the Com
munist League of America (Op
position) and the Communist 
League of Struggle have establish
ed the principle ground fo r com
mon work and a possible eventual 
fusion of the two organizations.

2. W ith this fact as the point 
of departure the jo in t conference 
ef representatives of the two or
ganizations agrees upon a program 
of collaboration.

3. In  th is collaboration the 
Communist League of Struggle 
adopts the fo llow ing standpoint:

(a) I t  accepts the theses of the 
International Prelim inary Confer
ence of the International Le ft Op
position.

(b) I t  regards the Communist 
League of America (Opposition) 
as the American section o f the 
International Left Opposition and 
supports i t  as such.

(c) I t  w ill enter in to  collabor
ation w ith  the Communist League 
of America (Opposition) in  va ri
ous activities w ith  the objective of 
a fusion w ith  i t  and w ill conduct 
itse lf accordingly in  this collabora
tion.

(d) C riticism  of the uommun- 
is t League of America (Opposition) 
on the secondary points of d iffer
ence, which may appear' in  the 
IClasa Struggle” , w ill be regulat
ed in  content and tone by the 
above standpoint.

4. The Communist League of 
America (Opposition), on its  part, 
w ill welcome the cooperation of 
the pommunist League of Strug
gle in concrete activities and w ill 
fac ilita te  the fusion of the two 
organizations after the actual pos- 
sb ilities of common work have 
been sufficently tested in  the per
iod o f collaboration between the 
organizations.

5. I t  is  agreed that t(he Com
munist League of Struggle shall 
be given the opportunity to bring 
its  special point o f view on the 
remaining differences before the 
membershp of t)he Communist 
League of America (Opposition) 
in  the forthcoming pie-conference 
discussion and a t the national con
ference.

5. The decision on the question 
o f the integration o f the Commun
is t League of Struggle in to  the 
Communist League of America 
(Opposition) is to be made by the 
forthcoming national conference of 
the la tte r after opportunity has 
been given, by the intervening per
iod of collaboration and discus
sion, to judge the m aturity o f the 
condtiions for this action and the 
necessity fo r i t  The undersigned 
representatives o f the two organi
zations at the jo in t conference w ill 
work fo r this consummation.

FOR THE COMMUNIST 
LEAGUE OF AMERICA 

(OPPOSITION)
(Signed) Max Shachtman 

J. P. Cannon 
M artin Abern 

FOR THE COMMUNIST 
LEAGUE OF STRUGGLE 

(Signed'» A lbert Weisbord 
Sam Fisher 
Vera Buch
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Leon Trotsky: The Tragedy of the German Proletariat
(Continued from Page 1)

treat from the theoretical com
mandments of Stalinism. Chips and 
fragments of ideas and principles 
afe thrown out along the road like 
so math ballast.

The conditions for the united 
fron t put by the Comintern for1 all 
the countries (committees of ac
tion against Fascism, demonstra
tions and strikes against wage re
ductions) present nothing new, on 
the contrary, they are the schema- 
ticized and bureaucratized repro
duction of the slogans that the 
Left Opposition formulated much 
more clearly and concretely two 
and a half years ago and for which 
i t  was registered in  the camp of 
social-Fascism. The united front 
on such bases could yield decisive 
results in  Germany ; but for that 
end i t  should have been carried out 
in  time. Time is an important 
factor in  politics.

What is therefore the practical 
value now of the proposals of the 
Executive? For Germany, i t  is at 
a minimum. The policy of the 
united fron t assumes a “ front” , 
that is, stable positions and a cen
tralized leadership. The Le ft Op
position put fo rth  the conditions 
fo r the united fron t as conditions 
for an active defense w ith the per
spective o f passing over to the 
offensive. Now, the German pro
letariat has reached the state of 
a disorderly retreat, without even 
rearguard battles. In  this situa
tion, voluntary unions of Commun
is t and social democratic workers 
may and w ill be realized fo r vari
ous episodic tasks, but the sys
tematic realization of the united 
fron t is inexorably thrust hack for 
an indeterminate future. There 
must be no illusions on this score.

About fifteen months ago, we 
wrote that the key to the teitua- 
tion is in the hands of the Ger
man Communist Party. The Stal
in ist bureaucracy has now lost this 
key out of its hands. Great events 
outside of the w ill of the party 
w ill be necessary to give the work
ers the possibility of drawing up 
short, of fo rtify ing  themselves, of 
rebuilding their ranks and of pass
ing over to  an active defensive. 
When this w ill occur, we have 
no way of knowing w ith precision. 
Perhaps much quicker than the 
triumphant counter - revolution 
hopes. But in  any case, i t  is not 
those who issued the manifesto of 
the Executive who w ill direct the 
policy of the united front in  Ger
many.

I f  the centrai position has sur
rendered, one must fo rtify  oneself 
In the approaches, one must pre
pare points of support for the fu 
ture offensive. This preparation 
signifies, inside of Germany, the 
critica l clarification of the past, 
support to the vigorous spirt of the 
vanguard of the militants, their re
assembly, the organization of rear
guard combats wherever i t  is 
possible vyaiting meanwhile for thè 
moment when the various fighting 
groups w ill draw together into a 
great army. This preparation sig
nifies at the same time the defense 
of the proletarian positions in  the 
countries closely connected w ith  
Germany, or located right near i t :  
in  Austria, in Czechoslovakia, in 
Poland, in  the Baltic countries, in 
Scandinavia, in Belgium, in  Hol
land, in France and in Switzerland. 
Fascist Germany must be sur
rounded by a powerful circle of 
proletarian fortifications. Without 
for an instant ceasing the attempts 
to ha lt the disorderly retreat of 
IJhe German wdrkers, i t  is neces
sary forthw ith to create fortified 
proletarian positions around the 
frontiers of Germany fo r the strug
gle against Fascism.

In  the firs t rank comes Austria, 
which is immediately threatened 
by the Fascist cataclysm. One can 
say w ith certitude that i f  the Aus
trian  proletariat were to seize 
power now and transform its 
country into a revolutionary bat
tleground, Austria would become 
fo r the revolution of the German 
proletariat what Piedmont was for 
the revolution of the Ita lian bour
geoisie. I t  cannot be predicted 
how fa r the Austrian proletariat, 
pushed forward by the events but 
paralyzed by the reformist bureau
cracy, w ill advance along this 
road. The task of Communism is 
to help the events against Austro- 
Marxism. The policy of the united 
froh t is one of the means. The 
conditions which the manifesto of 
the Executive takes over so tard
ily  from the Le ft Opposition thus 
retain a ll their force.

However, the policy of the uni
ted front embraces w ithin itself 
not only advantages but also dan
gers. I t  easily gives birth  to com
binations between leaders behind 
the back of the masses, to a pas
sive adaptation to the ally, to op
portunist vacillations. This danger 
cannot be warded off save under 
the condition of two express guar
antees : the maintenance of fu ll 
freedom of criticism of the ally 
ind the re-establishment o f the fu ll 
;reedom of criticism w ith in  the 
ranks of one’s own party. To re
fuse to criticize one’s allies leads 
directly and immediately to capi
tulation to reformism. The policy 
of the united front without party 
democracy, that is, without the 
control of the apparatus by the 
party, leaves the leaders a free 
hand for the opportunist experi
ence which supplement the adven
tu ris t experiences.

How has ,the Executive acted in 
this case? Dozens of times ¡the 
Left Opposition predicted that un
der the blows of events, the Stal
inists w ill be compelled to recoil 
from their ultra-Leftism and that, 
placing themselves on the road of/

the united front, they w ill com-

mence to commit a ll the opportun
ist treason which they attributed' to 
us only yesterday. This time too 
the prediction has been realized 
literally.

In  making a dizzying swing to
wards the positions of the united 
front, the Executive tramples upon 
the fundamental guarantees which 
alone can assure a revolutionary 
content to the policy of the united 
front. The Stalinists take into con
sideration and accept the hypo
critical and diplomatic claims of 
the reformists to a socalled “mu
tual non-aggression” . Breaking 
w ith a ll the traditions of Marxism 
and of Bolshevism, they recom
mend to the Communist parties, in 
case the united front is realized, to 
' ‘abandon all attacks against the 
social ' democratic organizations 
during the jo in t action.”  That’s 
just what i t  says: To abandon .all 
attacks ( ! )  upon the social dem
ocracy (what a shameful form
ula !) means to abandon the free
dom of political criticism, that is, 
the principal function of the rev
olutionary party.

The capitulation is engendered 
not by practical necessity but by 
the i>anicky state of mind. The 
reformists come and w ill come to 
an agreement to the extent that 
the pressure of events and the 
pressure of the masses force them 
to. The demand fo r “ non-aggres
sion”  is blackmail, that is, an at
tempt of the reformist leaders to 
extort an auxiliary advantage. To 
submit to blackmail means to build

up the united front upon rotten 
foundations and to give the re
form ist business men the possibil
ity  of blowing i t  up under some 
arbitrary pretext or another.

Criticism in  general, a ll the more 
so under the conditions of the uni
ted front, should obviously corre
spond. to the real relationships and 
preserve the necessary proportions. 
The absurdities about “ social- 
Fascism”  must be refuted: I t  is a 
concession not to the social dem
ocracy but to Marxism. I t  is not 
for the treachery of 1918 but for 
its  evil work in  1933 that the 'a lly  
must be criticized. But criticism, 
like political life  itself, of which 
criticism is the voice, cannot be 
halted fo r an hour. I f  what the 
Communists disclose corresponds to 
the reality, they serve the purposes 
of the 'united front, pushing for
ward the provisional a lly and, 
what is more important, giving a 
revolutionary education to the 
whole proletariat. To abandon this 
fundamental duty is the first stage 
in that criminal and shameful pol
icy which Stalin foisted upon the 
Chinese Communists w ith regard 
to the Kuo Min Tang.

Matters stand no better wna re
gard to the second guarantee. Hay
ing denounced criticism of the so
cial democracy, the Stalinist ap
paratus does not even th ink of giv
ing the right of criticism to the 
members of ts own party. The 
turn Itself is effected, as is the 
custom, after the manner of a bu
reaucratic revelation. Not a sin

gle national congress, no interna
tional congress, nor even a plenum 
of the Executive, no preparation 
in the press of the party, no an
alysis of the policy of the past. 
And there is nothing astounding in 
th is: at the very ffrst steps in a 
discussion in the party, each think
ing worker would ask the function
aries: why have the Bolshevik- 
Leninists been expelled from all 
the sections and why are they sub
jected in  the USSR to arrests, to 
deportation and to firing squads? 
Is i t  only because they dig deeper 
and see further? The Stalinist 
bureaucracy cannot permit such a 
conclusion. I t  is capable of no 
matter what flop or turn, but to 
present itself honestly before the 
workers, to face the Bolshevik- 
Leninists— that’s something i t  can
not and does not dare to do. Thus, 
in the struggle for its own pre
servation, the apparatus depreci
ates its new turn by ..undermining 
in advance the confidence in i t  not 
only of the social democratic work
ers but also of the Communists.

The publication of the manifesto 
of the Executive is accompanied by 
yet another circumstance, extrane
ous to the question we are ex
amining, but which throws an ex
ceedingly glaring light on the pre
sent position of the C. I. and on 
the attitude of the leading Stalin
ist group towards it. In  Pray da 
of March 6, the manifesto is pub 
lished not as a direct and open ap
peal of the Executive of the Com
intern situated in Moscow—as was

The Crisis in German Communism
Continued from last issue

Within these general workers’ 
organizations the Communists have 
played their role; but the “ th ird 
period”  policy shows its disastrous 
results. The Stalinist party lead
ers, w ith the inauguration of this 
“ period” , began to interpret its 
aim of winning the workers to 
Communist leadership not by main
taining its activities w ithin these 
mass organizations and in this 
manner winning them over, but by 
splitting away the Left wing and 
the Communist opposition to form 
their own small organizations in 
every field. I t  resulted, even 
though not always in new organi
zations at least in every case in 
an exodus of a ll Communist ele
ments. Rival trade unions were 
formed the R. G. O.), riva l free
thinkers, football clubs, anglers’ 
clubs, etc. But the overwhelming 
majority of the workers remained 
in the social democratic organiza
tions and by and large also under 
their ideology and leadership. The 
new opposition organization vege
tated in an isolated* and sectarian 
existence.

Stalinist Leaders Prevented
Trend Toward Communism

The Stalinist leaders, caught in 
the vise of their own policy, could 
not tolerate criticism ; they made 
a bureaucratic caricature of the 
correct principles of centralization 
and disipline. The membership 
within these riva l organizations 
were deprived of all rights of seri
ous discussion and participation in 
decisions. They could not find 
themselves at home in  these or
ganizations which were stripped 
of their function and stagnated. 
The party bureaucracy became 
most strongly expressed in the 
struggle against criticism of and 
opposition to its false policies. For 
example, Schulz would become an 
Oppostionist. He would be expel 
led from the party. Next the de
mand would be made for his con
demnation and expulsion from all 
other organizations under party 
direction, from the RGO, from its 
freethinker society, from its chess 
players’ clubs, anglers’ clubs, etc. 
Such a method could only help to 
alienate the workers from Com
munism and benefit the treacher
ous social democratic chiefs.

These are only some of the ex
amples of the Stalinist methology 
considered apart from the general 
strategy, by which the party lead
ers sought in their’ way to prepare 
the proletariat for its present fate
fu l situation. In  no wise could i t  
correspond to the rhythm of work
ing class developments. While the 
German workers went through a 
period of radicalization culminat
ing in the great strike wave ex
tending throughout Germany dur
ing the latter part of last year1, 
in many instances forcing the trade 
union bureaucrats into the fight, 
the disastrous and criminal Stal
inist. party leadership policy and 
the independent trade union sects 
could only ser've as a brake upon 
the general movement. The social 
democratic leaders, despite all 
their sell-outs were not dislodged 
from their positions but had their 
authority re-inforced. For the 
workers there was no other choice 
than to remain w ithin their fold.

In this sense the Stalinist Cen
trism circumvented the constantly 
growing working class trtend to
ward Communism. That sympathy 
for Communism increased, is 
proved by the various parliament
ary elections where the party, with 
certain temporary retreats, con
tinued to record gains, not at a ll 
commensurate with the Nazi gains, 
but gains nevertheless. One can 
say that election after election 
strengthened the party victories in 
the field. But not so in actual 
struggle or in  trade union and 
working class contact w ith in  the 
industries. Despite the parlia
mentary election victories the party 
could not lead in struggle against 
the constantly growing Fascist re
action. I t  remained paralyzed and 
powerless. By its policy and 
methods thie Sltalinist. leaders 
sayed the social democratic bi> 

-reaucracy, enormously strengthen-

The Alternatives in the 
Decisive Class Battles

ed Fascism and seriously weak
ened the Communist yanguard.

Again and again the solid hold 
which the social democracy has 
upon the workers in the industries 
has been proved. Most recently in 
the Betriebsraete (factory coun
cil) elediions in the Berlin mun
icipal electric and gas works held 
March first. One may say that 
workers employed by a municipal
ity  tend to conservatism but nev
ertheless the results are illum in
ating.

in  the gas works 3,838 votes 
were counted, of which the social
ists received 2,352, Communizts 
1,298, and Nazis 101. The Com
munists lost the absolute majority 
which they had formerly held 
her’e. In  the electrical works 
3,32© votes were cast, of which 
the socialists obtained no less than 
3,034, the Communists 156, and the 
Nazi 83.

Within the clerical staff of the 
municipal gas and the electric 
works the council elections gave 
the following results. In  the gas 
section out of a total of 2,064 votes 
cast, the socialists obtained 1,151, 
the Nazi 413, and a neutral mod
erate ticket 459. There was no 
Communist ticket. Among the 
clerical staff of the electrical sec
tion out of a total of 2,547 votes 
the socialists polled 1,916, the 
Nazis 443, and the Communists 
135. In  a ll four elections there 
was a 90 percent participation.

Here is again telling proof of 
workers following the social dem
ocratic leaders and not at a ll con
sidering themselves partner's in the 
same camp with the hated Nazi. 
On the contrary. I t  proves that 
the workers are holding fast to 
the socialist party just at the 
period of its severe persecution by 
the Fascists and their campaign 
fo r the H itle r parliamentary tic 
ket. But i t  also gives telling 
proof of the weakness of the Com
munist party among the workers 
in the industries. A ll in  all, how
ever, i t  is one more excellent 
reason for a genuine united front 
between the C. P. and the SP. That 
is yet the key question. No other 
way exists to defend the German 
working class, its rights and its 
organizations against the murder
ous onmarch of the brown batal- 
lions than through a united work
ing class.

Socialist Bureaucrats and
Stalinists Partners in  Betrayal
The social democratic leaders 

complacently accept the H itle r 
Reichstag election victory. They 
seek solace in  their own statement 
that, “ Germany is not Ita ly ” , 
meaning thereby that H itle r cannot 
accomplish the destruction of work
ing class wrought by Mussolini. 
While this is true in the sense 
that H itle r faces a fa r more pow
erful working class, a potentially 
far stronger antagonist than did 
Mussolini, yet the Wei»; ■ Braun 
and Severing gentry repeat the 
treason of their Italian fraternity. 
They have succeeded in maintain
ing their party intact but they 
continue to sabotage a ll struggle. 
They thereby keep the road open 
for Hitler.

But we have sought in vain also 
for any sign of struggle initiated 
by the- Stalinist party leadership. 
By their own course they have 
arrived at a situation where the 
party is unable to fight, where i t  
is being'' shattered and wiped out 
by the first heavy blows of Fasc
ism in power. The party leaders 
parasphrased the social democrats. 
They said: “ The difference be
tween Mussolini and H itle r is 
basically that the latter , has no 
economic conjuncture ahead of 
him” . Trhe as this is in  its ab
stract sense, when substituted for 
measures of struggle i t  becomes 
entirely false. The economic con
junctures alone w ill not defeat 
H itler. For that is required a 
united working class, oriented, or
ganized and prepared fo r such a 
huge task. In  that the party

leadership failed completely to 
even take the in itia l steps for 
working class defense. Thereby 
i t  also laid the road open for 
H itler to smash the workers’ or
ganizations beginning w ith the 
party itself. The extent of its 
destruction is illustrated by the 
one example among many others 
of an imjjortant functionaries’ con
ference called in the Ruhr region 
by special" courier from the Central 
Committee. I t  was called shortly 
l>efore the elections and sixty 
functionaries were to jwirticipate. 
Of this number only five showed 
up.

The sad truth is that today, at 
the time of this writing, the party 
which should function as the pro
letarian vanguard exists no longer. 
Its press, its meetings and a ll its 
public activities are completely 
prohibited. But. i t  issues no leaf
lets, i t  gives no leadership what
ever, its own leaders are either 
under arrest or fugitives, its head
quarters are taken over by the pol
ice, its nuclei are disorganized and 
a frigh tfu l demoralization has 
seized its membership. The party 
is betrayed by its Stalinist leader
ship, i t  is sacrificed by an incom
petent bureaucracy, the strength 
of its numbers faded to the vanish
ing point because i t  meant nothing 
when associated w ith  an utterly 
false ideology, false perspectives 
and policies. Today is being re
corded in Germany and with fate
fu l consequence to the working 
class throughout the world the 
greatest crime of Stalinism.

What is becoming of the Com
intern? Undermined and almost 
reduced to impotence by its con
trolling Stalinist clique i t  has like
wise failed to functoin and to show 
the way. When feeble attempts in 
regard to the German situation 
were made by i t  they were made 
upon a false road. What w ill be 
its future i f  the Fascists finally 
conquer1 in Germany? This ques
tion embodies such serious conse
quences that i t  is difficult to fu lly  
contemplate today. One thing is 
certain. /We see now the eclipse 
of Stalinism in Germany and per
haps in the whole Comintern. But 
a far more serious aspect of the 
present situation is the question of 
the eclipse of the Comintern itself, 
i f  not of the Soviet Union. The 
Stalinist regime has long ago re
duced the Comintern to an ap
pendix purely of the interests of 
its own bureaucratic clique in the 
Soviet Union. What w ill the de
struction of strongest Comintern 
party outside of the’ Soviet Union, 
the only nlass party outside of the 
Soviet Union, mean? The mere 
practical aspect of this question 
rolls up enormous difficulties. 
Through the German party were 
maintained the solid contacts with 
the proletariat o f -the western 
world despite the white terror rule 
of Poland and the Baltic states in 
between. Germany being added to 
that iron ring of Fascist and semi- 
Fascist dictatorships practically 
destroys this contact. The 
Stalinist regime w ill concentrate 
yet more purely w ithin the Soviet 
Union in  an attempt to give life  
to its reactionary utopian theory 
of socialism in one country. I t  
w ill pay even less attention to the 
Comintern than before. Hence its 
utterly criminal complacency in 
face of the mortal danger threat
ening the world proletariat And 
what of the political consequence 
of the destruction of the strongest 
party existing w ithin a capitalist 
country? W ill that not mean al
most a death blow to the Comin
tern additionally weakened by the 
effects of a defeat of such gigantic 
consequences as a defeat in Ger
many today?

Fall of Stalinism Signals
Rise of Left Opposition

These, o f course, are considera
tions arrived at on the basis of 
the furious onmarch of German 
Fascism capturing one strong posi
tion after another and already 
having eliminated its .main oppon
ent— the Communist party. Tlfey 
must yet take into account the 
possibilities which despite a ll s till 
exists of the German working class

always the case— but as the trans
lation of a document from i ’Hu- 
inanite, transmitted from Paris by 
the telejyaphic agency Tass. What 
a stupid and humiliating ruse! A f
ter a ll the successes, after the real
ization of the first Five Year Plan, 
after the “disappearance of the 
classes” , after “ the entry into so
cialism” , the Stalinist bureaucracy 
no longer dares to publish. in  its 
own name the manifesto o f the 
Executive of the Communist Inter- 
nationaf—that’s how i t  feels itself 
on the international arena.

The manifesto is not the sole 
reply to the initiative of the Sec
ond International. Through the in
termediary of paper organizations 
— the revolutionary trade union 
oppositions (R. G. O.) of Germany 
and Poland, the Anti-Fascist a lli
ance and the socalled Italian Gen
eral Confederation of Labor, the 
Communist International is con
vening for the mouth of A p ril a 
“ Pan-European Workers’ Anti- 
FascisJ, Congress” . The lis t of 
those invited, as is proper, is con
fused and vast: factories (they 
say “ factories” , although by the 
efforts of Stalin-Losovsky the Com
munists have been ousted from 
practically a il the factories in the 
world), local labor organizations, 
revolutionary, reformist, Catholic, 
belonging to a party or not, sports, 
anti-Fascist a'nd peasant organiza
tions. And more: “ We wish also 
to invite a ll those individuals who 
are really fighting for the cause of 
the workers.”  Having comprom-
yet being able to rally in time the 
powerful resources lying dormant 
w ithin its ranks. But i t  is neces
sary to be prepared for the worst 
variant. For such possibilities, how
ever, tile party of Stalinism w ill no 
the party of Stalinism w ill no 
longer give the initiative or lead
ership. Now there remains as the 
revolutionary hope only the Inter
national Left Opposition. I t  is 
true that compared to the giant 
task our ranks are s till extreme
ly feeble. But the Left Opposition 
possesses the first and most impor
tant rerequisites. We possess the 
weapon of a Marxian approach, of 
Marxian analysis and of a Marxian 
program. Of tru ly monumental 
importance is such a weapon to
day.

It. was by virtue of this that the 
Left Opposition in the past, facing 
the failures of Stalinism. cofild 
show the correct road. When the 
Comintern, hamstrung by the Stalin 
regime, failed in this Beeisive sit
uation to give leadership or even 
to speak to the world proletariat, 
the International Left Opposition 
began seriously to solidify its ranks 
in the international conference held 
recently. Delegates from eleven 
different countries participated 
and began in a small measure to 
prepare our organization fo r its 
great tasks | When viewed in con
tradistinction to the silence and 
failure of the Stalinist Comintern 
one must say that in that fact 
alone lies an enormous importance. 
That was a signal fo r tl^e new 
epoch wilich are now entering. A 
signal for the falling of Stalinism 
and the rise of the Left Opposi
tion.

— ARNE SWABECK.

Three Expulsions
Davenport, Iowa»—On Marcjti 18, 

1933 the Left Opposition Branch 
of the Tri-Cities was forced to ex
pel S. R. Claussen for cowardice, 
moral and physical degeneracy, for 
breaking the discipline of the 
branch and attacking the Left Op
position publicly. The expulsion 
also took place of H. and J. Behr 
for connection w ith the Police De
partment and agents of the Cham
ber of Commerce, This was done 
after a tr ia l where these people 
practically admitted the charges. 
Claussen is 21 years of age, a fel
low who thinks he is a little  bit 
better than the ordinary worker. 
He is about 5 f t  4 in in height. 
Mr. and Mrs. Behr are husband 
and wife who have had and are 
having contact w ith the police 
and carried information to agents 
of tlie Chamber of Commerce.

These three individuals atacked 
Communism openly in the press 
when they were confronted with 
facts. The party, through the un
employed Council and through Tony 
Minorich who is at the present 
time the organizer of the TUUL in 
the mining regioh, have made open 
attacks against the Left Opposi
tion, and have used every method 
possible to takd away a ll halls 
from the branch of the Left Op
position in the city of Davenport. 
They have further attacked 
through personal slander the com
rades of the Left Opposition, w ith 
the assistance of the local news
papers and the local Chamber of 
Commerce plus the American Leg
ion. This was done through the 
|act that the three above men
tioned people were officers'- of the 
U^iion of Unemployed, and had a 
special meeting «'here we were 
barred by the police of this city.

The Union of Unemployed Rank 
and File held a meeting where 109 
workers were present and con
demned their action. The branch 
of this city warns a ll workers 
against these degenerates and calls 
on all party members to demand 
of the party the reason fo r the 
united front between these indivi
duals and the organizers of the 
Party. We call upon a ll workers 
to repudiate this leadership which 
is undermining Communism in its 
desperate attempt to stop the in
fluence of the ideas of the Left 
Opposition in (life Tri-Cities.

Communist League of America 
(Oppositon) Tri-City Branch

iscd for a long time the cause of 
the masses, the strategists appeal 
to the “ individuals” , to those her
mits ^vho have found no place in 
the ranks of the masses but who, 
just the same, “ are really fighting 
fo r the cause of the workers— 
Barbusse and General Schoenaich 
w ill once mofe be mobilized to 
save Europe from H itler.

Here we have a re’ady-made 
libretto for one o t those charlatan- 
esque presentations w ith which the 
Stalinists are in  the habit of mask
ing their impotence. What has 
the Amsterdam bloc of the Cent
rists and the pacifists accomplished 
in the struggle against the aggres
sion of the Japanese bandits 
China? Nothing. Out of respect 
fo r Stalinist “ neutrality” , the paci
fists have not even issued a mani
festo of protest. Now a new edi
tion of the Amsterdam Congress 
is being prepared, not against war* 
but against Fascism. What w ill 
the anti-Fascist bloc of vacated 
“factories”  and impotent “ ind ivi
duals”  do? Nothing. I t  (will is- 
sue a hollow manifesto, if, as a 
matter of fact, things go this time 
as far as the holding of a Con
gress. The tendency towards in
dividuals has two faces: opportun
istic and adventurist. The Russian 
¡Social Revolutionists in  the old 
days extended the Right hand to 
the liberals and held a bomb in  the 
Left hand. The experience o f the 
last ten year's attests that after 
every great tragic defeat provoked 
or at least aggravated by the pol-

H itler andthe 
Red A rm y

____ (Continued from Page 1)____
not because they desired the vic
tory of H itler, but out o f political 
blindness. A t the same time, we 
must be just to them: i f  they had 
desired the victory of H itler, they 
could not have acted otherwise 
than they did. Now that H itler 
is in power, and his whole policy 
compels him to prepare a coup to
ward the East (the revelations of 
the Polish-Ukraiuian program of 
Goering are sufficiently eloquent) 
the ¡Stalinists say, *Hc who pre
pares to call on the Red Army in
ures socialist construction.”

But even leaving aside the ques
tion of help to the German prole
tariat., there remains the question 
of tlie defense of socialist construc
tion against German Fascism, the 
shock troops of world imperialism. 
Do the Stalinists deny this dan
ger? The most that they can say 
is that H itle r is not yet, today, 
capable of carrying on a war. That 
is true, and we said so some time 
ago. But i f  H itler, today incap
able of carrying on a war, w ill be 
capable of i t  tomorrow—and he 
w ill not be able to avoid carrying 
on war—does not a correct strat
egy demand that H itle r be prevent
ed from preparing his blow, that 
is, that the German workers get 
rid of H itle r before he gets rid  of 
the German workers? Marxists 
have often made fun of “ parlia
mentary cretinism” , but kolkhoz 
cretinism is not worth a b it more. 
One cannot sow grain and plant 
cabbages with his back turned to 
the West, from which, for the first 
time since 1918, comes the greatest 
threat, which can become a mortal 
danger i f  i t  is not paralyzed in 
time.

Or have the Stalinists perhaps 
assimilated the pacifist wisdom of 
the “ purely defensive”  war being 
tile only permissible one? “ Let 
H itler attack us first, then we w ill 
defend ourselves.”  This was al
ways the reasoning of the German 
social-democracy: let the National- 
Socialists first openly attack the 
constitution, then, w e l l . .etc. 
Still, when H itlec openly attacked 
the constitution, i t  was already too 
late to think of its defense.

He who does not outstrip the 
enemy while he is s till weak; who 
passively lets him strengthen and 
reinforce himself, protect his rear
guard, create an army fo r himself, 
receive support from abroad, as
sure himself of allies; who leaves 
to the enemy the complete liberty 
of in itia tive ; such a man i)g a 
traitor, even i f  the motives fo r his 
treason are not to render service 
to imperialism, but consist of petty 
bourgeois weakness and political 
blindness.

The “ justification”  of a policy of 
waiting and evasion under these 
conditions can only be weakness. 
This is a very serious argument, 
but we have to give a clear ac
count to ourselves of it. We must 
say: the Stalinist policies in  the 
USSR have so thoroughly disor
ganized economy and the relations 
between proletariat, and peasantry, 
have so badly weakened the party, 
that the necessary premises fo r an 
active foreign policy do not exist 
today.

We take into consideration the 
force of this argument. We know 
that the consequences of a lying, 
policy become transformed into 
objective obstacles along the road 
But we draw the conclusion: a 
fundamental change in the policy, 
the methods, the leadership of the 
party is necessary, in  order to as
sure the Soviet State, in addition 
to everything else, o f a real cap
acity fo r defense and freedom of 
initiative internationally, 
l ’rinkipo, March 21, 1933.

—L. TROTSKY.

Laying a stable basis under the 
M ILITANT is the best way of as
suring its regular and unhamper
ed appearance. The most stable 
basis for the M ILITANT is a large 
subscription lte|. Get subs from 
your friends and comrades i

icy of the Comintern, the Stalin
is t bureaucracy sought implacably 
to refurbish its reputation w ith  the 
aid of some grandiose adventure 
or another (Esthonia, Bulgaria, 
Canton). Doesn’t  this danger ex
ist now too? In  any case, we 
deem i t  necessary to raise a voice 
of warning. Adventures which aim 
to replace the action of the paral
yzed masses, disorganize the mass
es s till more and aggravate the 
catastrophe.

The conditions of the present 
world situation, as well as the con
ditions of each country in particu
lar, are just as deadly for the so
cial democracy as they are favor
able to the revolutionary party. 
But the Stalinist bureaucracy has 
succeeded in converting the crisis 
of capitalism and of reformism into 
a crisis of Communsm. Such is the 
balance sheet of the uncontrolled 
command of the epigones fo r the 
last ten years.

Hypocrites w ill be found to say: 
The Opposition is criticizing the 
party which has fallen into the 
hands of the executioner. Black
guards w ill add: The Opposition 
is helping the executioner. By 
combining a specious sentimental
ism with venemous falsehood, the 
Stalinists w ill qpdeavor1 to hide 
the Central Committee behind the 
apparatus, the apparatus behind 
the party, to eliminate the ques
tion of responsibility fo r the cat
astrophe, for the false strategy, 
for the disastrous regime, for the 
criminal leadership: that means 
helping the executioners of yester
day and today.

The policy of the Stalinist bu
reaucracy in China was no less 
disastrous than i t  is at the pre
sent time in  Germany. But there, 
the affair took place behind the 
back of the world proletariat, un
der conditions which were incom
prehensible to it. The critical 
voice of the Opposition hardly 
reached beyond the USSR to the 
workers of tlie other countries. 
The Chinese experience went prac
tically unpunished fo r the Stalin
ist apparatus. In  Germany, i t  is 
entirely different. A ll the stages 
of the drama developed before the 
eyes of the world proletariat. A t 
each stage, the Opposition raised 
its voice. The whole course of 
development was announced in ad
vance. The Stalinist bureaucracy 
calumniated the Opposition, im
puted to i t  ideas and plans alien 
to it, expelled a ll those who dared 
to speak of the united frout, help
ed the social democratic bureau
cracy demolish the united local 
defense committees, cut the work
ers off from the slightest possibil
ity  of emerging upon the road of 
the mass struggle, disorganized the 
yanguard, paralyzed the proletar
iat. In  this way, opjiosing the uni
ted front of defense with the social 
democracy, the Stalinists found 
themselves with the latter in  a 
united front of panic and of capi
tulation.

And now, finding itself right in 
front of ruin, the leadership of the 
Comintern fears light and criticism 
more than anything else. Let the 
world revolution go lost, provided 
that vain prestige may live : the 
bankrupts sow contusion and 
smear up the traces. The fact 
that the Communist Party of Ger
many lost “ only”  1,200,000 votes at 
the first blow, with a general rise 
in  the number of voters of from 
three to four millions, is proclaim
ed by l ’ ravda as an “ enormous 
political victory” , in  the same 
way, in 1924, Stalin proclaimed as 
an “ enormous victory”  the fact 
that the workers in Germany, who 
were withdrawing without battle, 
had s till given the Communist 
party 3,<*00,0 votes I f  the prole
tariat, deceived and disarmed by 
both apparatuses, has this time 
given the Communist party almost 
five million votes, this signifies only 
that i t  would have given i t  twice 
or three times that number’ i f  i t  
had been able to show that i t  is 
capable of taking and holding the 
power. But i t  gave the proletariat 
nothing save confusion, zigzags, de
feats and distress.

Yes, five m illion Communists s till 
succeeded in  reaching the ballot 
box, one by one. But in  the fac
tories and on the streets, there 
aren’t  any. They are disconcerted, 
dispersed, demoralized Under the 
yoke of the apparatus, they have 
lost the habit of independence. The 
bureaucratic terror of Stalinism 
has paralyzed their’ will-power be
fore the turn came for the terror 
of the Fascist bands.

I t  must be said clearly, plainly, 
openly: Stalinism'in Germany has 
had its August 4th. Prom today 
on, the advanced workers of this 
country w ill speak' of the period 
of the domination of the Stalinist 
bureaucracy only w ith  a burning 
sense of shame, only w ith  words of 
hatred and curses. The official 
German Communist Party is doom
ed. From now on i t  w ill only de
compose, crumble and melt into 
the vofd. German Communism can 
be reborn only on a new basis and 
with a new leadership.

The law of unequal development 
acts also upon the fate of Stalin
ism. In  the various countries, i t  
finds itself in different stages of 
decomposition. To what degree 
the tragic experience of Germany 
will, serve as an impulsion to the 
rebirth of the other sections of the 
Comintern— the fnture w ill show. 
In Germany in any case the swan 
song of the Stalinist bureaucracy 
has been sung. The German prole
taria t w ill rise again, Stalinism 
never. Under the terrible blows of 
the enemy, the advanced German 
workers w ill have to build up a 
new party. The Bolshevik-Lenin- 
ists w ill give a ll their forces to this 
work'.
Prinkipo, March 14, 1933.

—LEON TROTSKY.


