
For the Russian O pposition !
Against Opportunism and Bureaucracy in the Workers Communist Party o f A m erica !

A  STATEM ENT TO  A M E R IC A N  COM M UNISTS BY JAMES P. CAN N O N , M A R T IN  ABERN A N D  M A X  SH ACHTM AN.

1. In the view of the necessity of concentrating 
the fu ll attention of the Party on the election 
campaign, we have refrained up till now from any 
statement or step calculated to open a Party dis
cussion on disputed questions until the election 
campaign w ill have been ended and the pre-con
vention discussion opened.

2. We have definite views on a series of 
fundamental questions vitally affecting the. whole 
future of the Party and the Comintern which it 
was our intention to bring before the Party in the 
pre-convention discussion period.

3. The “ discussion”  of these questions con
ducted up till now has not been a real discussion 
since many of the documents—in our opinion 
some of the most important political documents of 
our time—have been suppressed and concealed 
from the parties of the Comintern or presented to 
them in garbled form. The opportunity which has 
come to us in the recent period to read a number 
of these documents, dealing w ith some of the most 
disputed problems of the Comintern in  the past 
five years, together with the rapid confirmation of 
their correctness by the whole course of events, 
have shaped our views and convictions. W e con
sider it our revolutionary duty to defend these 
views before the Party.

4. We had intended to undertake this task at 
the opening of the Party discussion after the 
election campaign. However, the arbitrary actions 
already taken against us (our removal from all 
positions on October 16) and the plain indica
tions shown in the present hearing of the inten
tion to take further organisational measures

Trotsky and Radek 
Seriously I l l

T he  most alarm ing reports have reached us concerning 
the condition o f health of Leon T ro tsky and Karl Radek, 
leaders of the Russian O pposition who were fo rc ib ly  
exiled tq  Turkestan, and W estern Siberia respectively. 
Both o f them are severely stricken w ith  malaria and unless 
they arc given the most careful medical attention grave 
concern is fe lt fo r the ir lives.

W e have just received a message from  Moscow, from  
unquestionably reliable and authentic sources, w hich tells 
o f the repercussions among the Russian workers. Despite 
the utmost o ffic ia l vigilance to hush up the story o f 
T ro tsky 's  and Radek’s illness, the entire c ity  of Moscow 
woke up th is m orning (i.e., the day th is le tter was w ritten ) 
to  find  the walls and build ings all over the c ity  placarded 
w ith  appeals by the O pposition workers to  the Moscow 
pro le taria t to  protest against the scandalous treatment 
accorded the exiled Bolsheviks in  the ir illness.

T he  Volkswille, organ of the German .opposition, re
ports a le tte r w ritten  by L . Sosnowski to  the Moscow 
Izvestia, o ffic ia l organ of the Soviet Government, in  which 
the seriousness o f T ro tsky ’s illness is confirm ed by in 
form ation received d irectly  from  A lm a A ta , T ro tsky ’s 
place o f exile. The banished revolutionst’ s malarial con
d ition  has been rendered more serious by other complica
tions. Sosnowski b itte rly  protests against the cold-blooded 
cynicism o f the present chairman of the Revolutionary 
M ilita ry  Council, Vorosch ilov, who made him self in 
famous w ith  his s teering reply at a meeting when a w o rk 
er asked about the c orb ing reports regarding Tro tsky 's  
health.

The life  o f Lenin's co-worker, one o f the geniuses of 
the revolution, lion-hearted T ro tsky, is in  im m inent dan
ger! The condition o f Comrade Radek is also serious. 
Should the o ffic ia l neglect that is being substituted fo r 
comradely aid prove fatal to  these revo lu tionary giants, 
th e ir  blood w ill be upon the heads o f those w ho persecute 
them  and chose who do not protest.

Communist workers of America:
Defend the lives o f T ro tsky and Radek!
Demand their return to Moscow and the provision of 

the best-medical aid in their illness!
A n  end to  the persecution o f the figh ters fo r  Bolshev

ism!

O n  October 27 the undersigned members of the Cen
tral Executive Committee were declared expelled from the 
Party for the views expressed in our statement to the 
Political Committee on the same date,’ which is printed 
below. This action, taken by the Political Committee in 
violation of the Party constitution, without even the 
formality of a meeting of the Central Executive Com 
mittee to which we were elected by the Party convention, 
was designed to deprive the Party members of the oppor
tunity to hear our views and to insure themselves against 
any opposition in the forthcoming Party discussion and 
elections to the Party convention... O ur views relate to 
principle questions upon which it is not possible for rev
olutionaries to remain silent... W e proposed to defend 
these views in the Party according to the rules for Party 
discussion laid down in the Party constitution... T he  
abrogation of the Party constitution and the denial of 
our rights as Party members compels us to take this 
method of direct appeal to the Party members in order 
to bring our position before them... W e will continue to 
expound our views in the columns of The M ilitant until 
our Party rights are restored,— Editor.

and to begin a public campaign against us in 
the Party press make it  necessary to’ state our 
position without further delay. I t  must be made 
clear to the Party that the measures are being 
taken against us solely because of our political 
views. These views must be presented to the Party 
as they really arc.

5. We present them here in outline form and 
w ill elaborate'em them moreTuil^ in:-our appeal -to 
the Central Executive Committee against the 
actions taken by the Polcom.

6. Sc stand on the main line of the document 
entitled “ The Right Danger in the American 
Party”  (excepting certain erroneous formulations 
dealing w ith the world position and role of Amer
ican imperialism), presented to the Sixth W orld 
Congress of the Comintern by the delegation of 
the Opposition, in the drafting of which we active
ly participated. As set forth in this document, we 
believe that the present leadership of the Party, 
mechanically imposed upon the Party by the E. C. 
C. I. against the w ill of the membership, is a con
sciously developing right wing, whose course and 
actions are all in the direction of undermining, 
the position of the Party in the class struggle. Its 
activities since the presentation of our document 
on “ The Right Danger in the American Party”  to 
the W orld Congress, have confirmed and not re
futed this estimate. The irresponsible adventurism, 
the factional degeneration and bureaucratic cor
ruption of the Lovestone group leadership are an 
organic part of its fundamental opportunist char-' 
actor.

7. The latest decision of the secretariat of the 
E. C. C. I. which undertakes to dismiss a whole 
series of principle questions raised in our indict
ment of the Party leadership with a formal motion, 
giving no answer whatsoever to the burning 
questions of the Party in all fields of the class 
struggle, serves only to strengthen the mechanical 
strangle-hold of the right wing leadership upon 
our Party. This bureaucratic secretarial method of 
dealing w ith disputed principle questions must be 
emphatically rejected by the Party both in form 
and content, since they have nothing in common 
w ith Lenin’s teaching regarding the ideological 
leadership of all Communist Parties by the Comin
tern and the unremitting struggle against opport
unism on all fronts.

8. The present attempt of some of the leaders 
of the Foster-Bittelman group who signed the doc
ument on the “ Right Danger”  to abandon that 
platform, to moderate the struggle against the 
Lovestone-Pepper right wing, and to effect a polit
ical coalescence w ith them in order to direct their 
attack against those who remain true to that plat
form and develop its logical and inevitabile inter
national implications, in no way alters the funda

mental correcteness of the document. It merely 
demonstrates the- political instability of these 
leaders which hampers the process of developing 
an opposition to the present right wing leadership 
and line of the Party on a principle basis. We 
have no doubt that the supporters of the Opposi 
tion who have regarded the struggle against the 
right wing leadership as a principle question w ill 
continue to adhere to this position - despite the 
vacillations and maneuvers of a section of the 
leaders.

9. The problems of the American Patty are 
organically bound up x(ith the fundamental ques
tions confronting the Communist Party of the 
Soviet Union and the Comintern, and cannot be 
solved separately from them. The left wing of the 
American Party, taking .shape in the principle 
struggle against the right wing leadership o f the 
Party (Lovestone-Pepper group) w ill go forward 
only insofar, as at recognises the necessity of a 
struggle against the right danger on an interna
tional scale and links up its fights in the American 
Party with the Bolshevik fight for the fundamental 
tenets of Leninism in the Communist Party of the 
Soviet Union and in the Comintern.

10. The Opposition in the Communist Party 
of the Soviet Union led by L. D. Trotsky has been 
fighting for the unity of the Comintern and all 
its sections on the basis o f the victory o f Leninism. 
The correctness of the position taken by- the Rus
sian Opposition over a period of five years of 
struggle has been fu lly confirmed by events.'

a) The struggle led by Trotsky since 1923 for 
Party democracy and against bureaucratism as the

M . Spector Expelled 
In  Canada

M aurice Spector, member o f the Executive Committee 
o f the Com munist In ternational has just been suspended 
from  the Com munist Party o f Canada fo r  his refusal to 
endorse the expulsion o f Cannon, Ahern and Shachtman 
from  the Com munist Party o f Am erica and fo r his state
ment defending his position and supporting our demand 
fo r the publication o f the suppressed documents o f  the 
Russian O pposition. H is  statement, a scathing arra ign
ment o f the bureaucratic regime, w ill he printed in the 
next number o f The M ilitan t.

The  great seriousness fo r the entire Communist move
ment o f N o rth  Am erica o f the action taken against com
rade Spector w ill be realized when it  is pointed out that 
he was unanimously elected to the Executive Committee o f 
the Communist In ternational at the Sixth W o rld  Congress 
on the nom ination oi the Canadian delegation. H e  has 
been the Chairman o f the Canadian Party fo r many years 
and the editor o f the Party organs, the Canadian W orke r 
and the Canadian Labor M on th ly . The  suspension o f 
comrade Spector, the po litica l leader o f the Canadian 
Party since its form ation, is fu lly  in line  w ith  that course 
o f desperate bureaucrats on an in ternationa l scale who are 
unable to  defend themselves in  open discussion and whose 
“ leadership" depends on an abrogation o f the democratic 
rights o f the party members.

W e send our wannest greetings to our fe llow -ligh te r in 
the Canadian Communist Party and express the con fi
dence that his f ig h t against our expulsion w ill be met 
w ith  reciprocal support from  the proletarian Communists 
in  the ranks o f our party. O u r cause is international and 
the Communist m ilitants of all countries must figh t to 
gether fo r  it.

As we go to press word comes also o f expulsion p ro 
ceedings beginning against other members o f the Com
m unist Party of Am erica and the the Y. W . L. 
who oppose our expulsion. I t  is being attempted to carry 
out this campaign o f d isruption behind a curtain o f silence 
in  the o ffic ia l party press. B ut this game w ill no t suc
ceed. T he  real facts about the attempt to  silence the 
voice o f Communist workers by expulsion, which the 
pa rty  bureaucrats have learned from  Sigman and Lewis, 
w ill be revealed in  the next number o f The  M ilita n t. 
The  expulsion o f the editors of^The M ilita n t is dealt w ith  
on another page o f th is issue.
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pressure oi another class upon the Party of the 
proletariat,-was absolutely correct then and is even 
more so now. The adoption of this position by 
Zinoviev, Kamenev and others in 1926, and the 
attempt of Stalin to adopt it  now, demonstrates 
the tremendous pressure of class forces which im
pel the Communist Party of the Soviet Union to 
this platform. The struggle for Party democracy, 
against bureaucratism and for a regime of genuine 
Leninist self-criticism are burning questions now 
for every Party and for the Comintern-as a whole.

b) The necessity for a more relentless struggle 
against the Kulak and the Nepman— for an orient
ation exclusively upon the workers and hired 
hands, united w ith  the village poor and lower 
peasantry and in alliance w ith the middle 
peasantry—proclaimed by the Opposition, becomes 
clearer every day. The trend of events and the 
irresistible' pressure of class forces is already driv
ing a deep cleavage in the leadership of the Com
munist Party of the Soviet Union, and is forcing 
the Stalin Group to struggle against the right wing 
(Rykov, etc.) w ith other elements (Bucharin) 
vacillating between the two. The platform of the 
Russian Opposition, prepared for the Fifteenth 
Congress of the C. P. S. U., indicates the revol
utionary policy for the present situation in Soviet 
Union. The prediction and warning contained in 
this .platform against the inevitable growth and 
aggressiveness of a genuine right wing in the 
Party (Rykov, Tomsky, etc.), has been precisely 
confirmed in- the intervening period, particularly 
in  recent months. The activities of this right wing, 
have already necessitated organizational meas
ures in. the Moscow and other organizations 
of the Party— a proof of the awakening of the 
proletarian masses of the Party to this danger. 
The “ le ft”  course of the Stalin group in the 
direction of a struggle against the right dangers, 
for Party democracy and self-criticism, against the 
bureaucrats, the Nepmen and the Kulaks, can be
come a real left course only insofar as it aban
dons zig-zag movements, adopts the whole plat
form of the Opposition, and reinstates the tested 
Bolshevik fighters, who have been expelled, to 
their rightfu l places in the Party.

c) The attempts to revise the basic Marxist- 
Leninist doctrine w ith the spurious theory of 
“ socialism in one country”  have been rightly resist
ed by the Opposition led by Trotsky. A  number 
of revisionist and opportunist errors in various 
fields of Comintern activity and its ideological life 
in general have proceeded from this false theory. 
To this in part at least can be traced the false line 
in the Chinese revolution, the debacle of the 
Anglo-Russian Committee, the alarming and un
precedented growth of bureaucratism in the 
Comintern, an incorrect attitude and policy in the 
Soviet Union, etc., etc. This new “ theory”  is 
bound up w ith an overemphasis on the power and 
duration of the temporary stabilization of capital
ism. Herein lies the true source of pessimism re
garding the development of the proletarian world 
revolution. One of the principle duties of every 
Communist in every Party of the Comintern is to 
fight along with the Opposition for the teachings 
of Marx, Engels and Lenin on this basic question.

d) The Opposition was absolutely correct 
when it  demanded the immediate rupture of the 
Anglo-Russian Committee and the concentration 
o f ■ all the fire of the Comintern and the British 
Party upon the leaders of the British Trade Union 
General Council (Purcell, Hicks and Co.) im
mediately after the betrayal of the general strike. 
The maintenance of the Anglo-Russian Committee 
after that event did not serve as a bridge to the 
British masses but as a partial shield of the 
traitorous leaders from the fire of the Communists.

e )  Rarely before in history has a Marxist-Lenin
ist appraisal and forecast been so completely and 
swiftly confirmed as in the case of the Opposition 
theses and proposals (Trotsky, Zinoviev) on the 
problems and tasks of the Chinese revolution. The 
line of the E. C. C. I., formulated by Stalin, Buch- 
arin, Martynov, etc., and the repection of the pro
posals of the Opposition, which were suppressed 
and concealed from the Parties of the Comintern, 
have brought catastrophic results and hampered 
the genine development of the Communist Party 
o f China and the revolutionary-democratic dicta
torship of the workers and peasants. In view of

PA M PH LETS C O M IN G
The Editors of T he  M ilitant are undertaking the task of 

publishing all the suppressed documents of the Russian 
Opposition, a treasure of Leninist literature, in pamphlet 
form as well as serially in  T h e  Militant* Your help is 
needed in  this revolutionary-work Follow the example of 
a group of Communist workers -in New York who are 
pledging a regular amount weekly.

its world historical importance, a real discussion 
of the problems of the Chinese revolution, with' 
all the documents being made available, is imper
ative for all Parties of the Comintern. The pro
hibition of this discussion must be broken down, 
the truth must be told and the enormous errors ex
posed down to their roots. Only in this way can 
the great lesisons of the Chinese revolution be 
learned by the parties o f the Comintern.

11. W e demand the publication of all the 
documents of the Russian Opposition without 
which the Party members do not and cannot know 
the essential issues of the struggle and cannot form 
intelligent opinions in regard to them. The dis
cussion of these issues heretofore has been conduct
ed in an atmosphere, of prejudice, misrepresenta
tion, terrorism, outlawing of all thought- and in 
quiry, the substitution of official say-so for the 
study of documents and facts on disputed 
questions. A ll this has been part of a campaign of 
unparalleled slander against Trotsky who, ofter 
Lenin, was the outstanding leader of the Russian 
revolution and the Comintern, and was accom
panied by the falsification of the history of the rev
olution itself.

12. W e intend, at the coming Plenum of the 
Central Executive Committee, to propose that our 
Party , shall take the initiative in demanding the 
return from exile and the re-instatement into the 
Communist Party of the Soviet Union w ith fu ll 
rights, of Trotsky and the other imprisoned and 
exiled members of the Russian Opposition. V io l
ence and persecution against counter-revolution
aries is a revolutionary duty; violence and per
secution against tried and loyal Bolsheviks is a 
crime.

13. The consolidation of the Opposition in the 
American Party, which logically and inevitably 
merges w ith the path of the Opposition in the 
Communist Party of the Soviet Union led by 
Trotsky, has developed in the struggle against the 
right danger. The p itifu l attempt to characterize 
this Opposition as a “ right”  tendency, related to 
non-Communist elements such as Lore who have 
been fighting the Party from the right, and anti- 
Communist elements like Salutsky, who have gone 
completely over to the side of the labor lieutenants 
of capitalism, does not in the least correspond with 
political reality and is designed to cover the pro
gressive d rift of the Party leadership to the right. 
On the contrary, the attempts to exclude us from 
responsible Party work, and even from the Party 
itself, along with the proletarian Communists who 
support us, while at the same time the control of 
the Party apparatus and the Party leadership in 
such unions as the needle trades consolidates more 
firm ly in the hands of the opportunists, who fight 
their Communist-worker critics w ith expulsion and 
physical violence—al this can only accelerate the 
rapprochement between the right wing leadership 
of the Party and right wing and petty-bourgeois 
elements now out-side the Party.

14. The Lovestone group leadership, by its 
opportunist political outlook, its petty-bourgeois 
origin, its corrupt factionalism, its careerism and 
adventurism in the class struggle, is the greatest 
menace to the Party. Its mechanical grip on the 
apparatus of the Party grows steadily tighter and 
chokes out is inner life. Capable, experienced and 
trustworthy comrades are one by one removed 
from responsible posts and replaced by faction 
agents, incompetents, upstarts, unknown and inex
perienced in any serious work in the class struggle. 
The Party itself, the mass work and the mass or
ganizations under the influence and direction of 
the Party, are thereby undermined.

16. By its whole character the Lovestone lead
ership is the “ logical”  American banner-bearer of 
the demogogic and unscrupulous international 
campaign against the leaders of the Russian Op
position. The aspirations of certain former leaders 
of the Opposition in the American Party to grasp 
this banner for themselves are pathetically futile. 
The hopes of the Foster group to escape thereby 
the factional persecution of the Lovestone group 
and to secure their organizational positions can 
succeed only insofar as they surrender their 'former 
opposition standpoint. The whole course of the 
Lovestone group, which has no roots in the labor 
movement, is toward a monopoly of the Party ap
paratus and cannot be otherwise.

17. We declare our intention to appeal to the 
Plenum of the Central Executive Committee to 
reverse the action of the Polcom against us, which 
is motivated by neither principle foundation nor 
Party interest, and is the result purely of factional 
considerations and bureaucratic fear of discussion 
and criticism.

18. The arbitrary decisions made against us 
cannot in the slightest degree change our position 
as Communists, since the Party we helped' to found 
and build is our Party. Reserving the right to 
express our viewpoint and opinion on these dis
puted. questions, we w ill continue to adhere to the 
discipline and decisions of the Party as heretofore. 
Under all circumstances we w ill continue to live 
w ith the Party and work for its future.

19. We demand that simultaneously w ith the 
announcement of the decision of the Polcom on 
the outcome of this hearing, our statement shall 
be given to the Party in the same manner.

~ JAMES P. C AN N O N , (Member of the Pol
itical Committee and C.E.C.).

M A R T IN  ABERN, (Member of the C.E.C.)
M A X  SH AC H TM AN , (Alternate to the 

C.E.C.).

Trade Union Questions
The past year has witnessed a sharp turn in the 

tactics of the party and the left wing in the direc
tion of organizing the unorganized and forming 
new unions. The sharpening of the class struggle 
and the crisis in the labor movement created the 
conditions for this turn and the Party was not 
ahead of the situation, but lagged behind it. This 
arose from the natural conservatism of the Party 
leadership and its inability to understand the pro
cesses going on in the working class and in the 
labor movement. I t  was the hammering of the 
Opposition and the pressure of the R.LL-U. which 
compelled the formal adoption of the new line—  
and this only after many favorable opportunities 
had been lost.

How has this new line been carried out? In 
the recent months the question of the new trade 
union policy passed over from the field of debate 
to the field of practice. The forces of the Party 
and the left wing have gone through some gruel
ling battles, and in at least three industries— Coal 
mining, Textile and Needle Trades— definite, ex
perience in the formation of new unions has been 
gained. The Communists and left wing workers 
again proved themselves to be the leading dynamic 
force in the labor movement in these struggles.

W hat, are the results and lessons of this ex
perience, the successes and the errors? One w ill 
seek in vain to find answers to these questions 
in the Party press or, for that matter, to find suf
ficient authentic information recorded there from 
which deductions could be made.

I t  is time now to review the experience and draw 
some necessary conclusions for the trade union 
work of the next future. Such indeed is the para
mount task of the Party. In  order to do this it w ill 
be necessary to proceed from an understanding of 
the situation as it actually exists; to know the sober 
facts which have been hidden behind the blatant 
press-agentry; to lay bare the enormous errors 
(and worse) of the Party leadership which have 
been covered up by optimistic official reports.

The document on die “ Right Danger -in the 
American Party,”  in the trade union section (w rit
ten by Foster) which is printed in this issue of 
The M ilitant, speaks warningly of the harmful 
consequences which ensue when irresponsible dil- 
lettantes and opportunist faction-mongers gain con
trol and direction of mass work. This warning, 
fraught w ith the gravest consequences for the 
future of the movement, is written in blazing 
letters in the experience of the past year, and 
particularly the past six months, of the Party’s 
trade union work. The longer this lesson remains 
unlearned the greater the prices to be paid for the 
knowledge.

In forthcoming issues of the M ilitant—while, we 
are denied our rights to expression in the Party 
press—we intend to deal at length with the ques
tion o f the Party trade union policy and work; 
and to do so not only from a general standpoint, 
but also from the standpoint of the concrete ex
perience and the actual facts connected with it—r 
and w ith specific and particular reference ’ to the 
Miners’, Textile and Needle Trades’ Unions.
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Concerning Our Expulsion :
Dear Comrade:—

We were very glad to receive your letter and 
to hear of your reaction against our expulsion and 
your wish to receive more inform ation and advice 
as to procedure. Enough of such letter.s have ah 
ready been received to make it  clear that the 
attempt to  dispose of the principle questions we 
have raised by the .simple mechanical expedient o f 
our expulsion from the Party w ill meet w ith  resist
ance from the worker Communists in the ranks.

Your statement that our expulsion took you by 
surprise and that the comrades there want to know 
more than they can learn from the o ffic ia l commu 
nications is echoed in other letters also, and quite 
naturally.* Another letter which came today from 
a Communist coal miner says, “ A t the beginning 
I  was tremendously surprised. The entire matter 
h it me so hard that I  don’t  know whether I  have 
come back to earth or not.”  The people who 
gamble w ith  the proletarian movement, regard the 
expulsion o f loyal fighters fo r the Party as a clever 
“ trick,”  a quick and easy solution of troublesome 
questions. The rank and file  m ilitants and the 
serious revolutionaries who have bu ilt the move
ment and stood loyally by it  in  its hardest days 
w ill take another view in exact proportion as they 
learn the facts and understand the disruptive con
sequences of this crim inal act. O ur foremost task 
is to make these facts known to the Party and 
we w ill endeavor to do this at all cost.

The “ suddenness”  w ith which the whole issue 
has burst upon the Party was unavoidable on our 
part. The Polcom m ajority declared us expelled 
from the Party fo r our .views w ithout even w ait
ing fo r the Plenum of the Central Executive Com
mittee, before the party members had the slightest 
inkling of the situation and before we had the 
opportunity to inform  them. Their object was to 
confront the Party members w ith  our expulsion 
as an accomplished fact and then to terrorize them 
into an endorsement o f it  before the slightest in 
formation is in  the ir hands. They expelled us, 
as they have expelled many good Communists be
fore, in order to deprive us o f the possibility of 
speaking to the Party as Party members. Then 
they te ll the Party it  has no righ t to listen to us 
because we are “ not members of the Party.”  Such 
shallow trickery can be based only on the most 
profound contempt fo r the intelligence of the rank 
and file  of the Party. To allow such methods to 
succeed would be to give the power of self-per
petuation to any clique which m ight gain control 
o f the apparatus and to ̂ reduce the principle of 
democratic centralism to a fiction. According- 
to such procedure the fact o f expulsion settles the 
question. But in  the absence o f any prelim inary 
discussion, the Party can decide the question wise
ly  and responsibly only i f  it  knows why the expul
sion took place and what the expelled members 
have to say. A  Party member who does not de
mand that right, who keeps quiet, or who votes 
to endorse this act of bureaucratic disruption fo r 
fear o f expulsion is not acting like an upstanding 
Communist whose vote meins understainding and 
conviction.

“ flo w  does it  happen that you became a sup
porter of the Russian Opposition' and insist so 
categorically on the righ t to  defend it— even up 
to the point o f temporary expulsion from  the 
Party?”  This is the question asked by many com
rades as w ell as by you. “ The question is five 
years old, Trotsky is expelled arid the questions 
are settled—why bring it  up again?”  W ell, it  is 
true that the question is old, but i t  is by no means 
“ settled”  and cannot be settled on the present 
basis. This is the answer. W e are late in learn
ing the tru th , late w ith  the performance of our 
international duty, but that is by no means entirely, 
or etfen mainly, our fault. I t  was possible fo r us 
to secure adequate inform ation and judge fo r our
selves only recently.

W e do not demand or expect anyone to accept 
our views on our say-so. A ll we ask of those who 
have stood closest to us in the past, and o f the 
broad circles o f the Party which are being stirred 
to a new interest in  the question by our stand and 
our expufeion, is that they study the question 
honestly and objectively on the basis of the ma
terial which we w ill provide. From honest study 
o f the material w ill come conviction as was the 
oase with-us. W e have no doubt, either, that they 
w ill defend these convictions as we do, regardless 
o f personal consequences, because the very essence 
o f the matter is die overshadowing importance of

Editors’ Note:— The following letter was written to an 
active party worker in reply’ to a letter from him in 
which he raised a number of questions similar to those 
dealt with in numerous other letters from comrades in 
various parts of the country who have asked information 
and advice on the question of our expulsion from  the 
party and the issues connected with it.

the issues involved.
The wisdom of our action in presenting a clear 

and direct statement o f our position was ques
tioned; but it  seems quite clear that its correctness 
has already been established. The Party needed 
an alarm bell; it  needed an awakening from the 
stupor of factional intrigue over small questions. 
The Party needs plain speech now above every
thing. Strategy, o f course, is not to be excluded 
in  such a figh t, but it  must be strictly  subordinated 
to the major task of te lling the tru th  and stimulat
ing the Party members to demand the tru th . This 
is the real duty of leaders now. I t  is from  this 
standpoint, in  our opinion, that you and the other 
leading comrades must decide your course—from 
the standpoint of your responsibility as leaders to 
the Party and to the rank and file  comrades who 
have confidence in you and look to you fo r 
guidance.

I t  is true that the raising of the fundamental 
questions of Bolshevism which have arisen on an 
international scale over a period o f five years plays 
havoc w ith  second-rate ând tenth-rate questions of 
controversy and the group which concerns itself 
exclusively w ith  them. The fate of the “ loyal”  
Opposition to Lovestone and Pepper is indeed a 
sad one. But the fate o f a ll groups which base 
themselves on purely local or national issues can
not be otherwise when the larger questions are 
“ brought up.”  A t the Chicago D.E.C. meeting 
the m ajority has already demanded “ united sup
port”  of the C.E.C. in  the figh t against “ Trotsky
ism.”  This only confirms what we predicted from 
the first, The group which wants to figh t “ T ro t
skyism”  and at the same time wants to figh t the 
Lovestone-Pepper group which has a copyright on 
that figh t and -makes its political living that way; 
the group which does not know from one day to 
another where the greatest “ danger”  lies and 
where to direct its blows, w ill naturally and very 
quickly demonstrate its complete bankruptcy. 
There is no place fo r it. Its elim ination from  the 
scene proceeds inevitably from the whole situation:

W e wish to say a few words regarding the a tti
tude of those comrades who seriously and from 
their own knowledge and conviction count T ro t
sky’s position, p rio r to 1917 against him. Such an 
attitude is in  no way contradictory to ours. W e 
know that Trotsky and Lenin had differences in  
the pre-revolutionary struggle and we know that 
Bolshevism took shape and the Comintern was 
founded on the basis of Lenin’s doctrine to which 
Trotsky came over. Do we not know also that 
Trotsky from 1917 fought side by side w ith  Lenin 
and that even when Trotsky differed w ith  him 
afterward Lenin never allowed a campaign against 
him, but on the contrary placed the greatest con
fidence in  him and helped to elevate him to the 
highest positions? To our own knowledge he 
spoke at the Fourth jCongress o f the Comintern as 
the outstanding leader (next to Lenin) and he 
made the main report. W e know that he had less 
differences w ith  Lenin after 1917 than any one 
o f the other leaders, although they do not te ll us 
that in  the o ffic ia l inform ation.

W e have not the slightest doubt, from a study 
of all the material dealing w ith  the period o f 1917- 
1928 that we have been able to secure, that “ T ro t
skyism”  as a political tendency in  conflict w ith  
Leninism was liquidated prior to the October rev
olution. The disputes o f 20 years ago are made 
the center o f thé fig h t against Trotsky in  recent 
years only because his opponents and defamers 
are not able to stand up against him on the actual 
merits o f the present controversies. W hat is the 
great historic significance o f the action of Zinoviev 
and Kamenev in uniting w ith Trotsky in  1926 but 
an acknowledgement that the campaign against 
Trotskyism ’ in  1923-4-5 had been a false one? 

Zinoviev, who above all others “ educated”  us in  
this campaign said so in  so many words.

The struggle o f the past five years has resolved 
around the liv ing  issues, o f the present period. I t  
is our absolute conviction, based on the most ob
jective study of a ll material w t could secure—and 
carried on in  the face o f a previous prejudice— 
that .on all o f thèse basic questions of the period the

questions around which the whole life  and future 
of the International Communist movement revolve 
—-Trotsky has been in  the main correct and the 
true defender o f Leninism.

Regarding our expulsion and the -expulsion of 
others which is already being prepared'a few words 
should be said. The great significance and un
bounded consequences o f such crim inal acts by the 
Political Committee cannot be overestimated and 
no kind o f diplomacy or expediency w ill be able 
to subordinate such an issue. I t  w ill inevitably rise 
up and confront the Party at every turn. The 
expulsion, fo r the ir views alone, o f, loyal Com
munists, founders of the Party, w ith  honorable 
records of 15-20 years of activity:—in contradistinc
tion to the shady records o f many o f those who 
expelled us— cannot be covered up or minimized 
by any kind of slander. For we are revolutionaries 
who w ill figh t fo r our righ t to belong to the Party 
and w ill not let anything tear us away from it. 
The Polcom “ settled”  the question by summarily 
expelling us, but it  w ill arise again immediately 
after the election campaign when others w ill de
mand our reinstatement and are also expelled.

Expulsion is a dangerous fire  to play w ith  in  a 
Party which has a ll too few forces o f the kirfd 
that are being expelled, forces loyal to  the Party 
and working fo r its future, who have cohtribdted 
not a little  in building the Party and establishing 
its prestige among the workers. As the struggle 
continues and our material is made available * •  
more and more Party members the issue w ill grow 
more acute. The wholesale expulsion of prole
tarian fighters while the petty-bourgeois careerists 
and adventurers are attracted and drawn to the 
center—this is the only possible logic o f the expul
sion course initiated by the Polcom.

W e do not believe it  is in  principle possible fo r 
any comrade who disagrees w ith  such a course and 
understands its unavoidable consequences to  give 
any kind of support to our expulsion. To say that 
a protest against our expulsion can be made only if  
one agrees w ith  the position of the Russian Op
position on all points seems to us to be putting the 
question upside down I t  would be more correct 
to say that the expulsion can be endorsed only if  
one is convinced that the position is wrong on all 
important points and that we have become enemies 
o f the Party, which no Communist adult believes.

W e surely intend to advise a certain tactical line 
to some o f the rank and file  comrades to avoid 
expulsion w ithout repudiating their principles, but 
leaders to whom the whole Party is looking are 
duty-bound to speak clearly and te ll the Party just 
what they th ink, even i f  it  is not a complete sup
port o f one position or the other. W hat i6 wrong 
about voting against expulsion when one does not 
know the facts and has not had sufficient oppor
tun ity to adopt a definite, position one way or the 
other? W hat kind o f an atmosphere is it  in  the 
Party, what form  o f Party democratic rights exist, 
when members feel compelled to-vote one way or 
the other on the spot w ithout any real knowledge 
o f their own? A  Party uprising against this whole 
system w ill be one of the most fru itfu l results of 
our fight.

I t  is to be expected that those who deprived us 
o f all rights to defend our views in  the normal 
Party way w ill now raise a great hue and cry be
cause we take other means of bringing our posi
tion to  the Party membership. They pervert the 
great Leninist principle of discipline based on a 
correct revolutionary policy in to an instrument fb r 
shutting the mouth o f the loyal Party member and 
protecting their opportunist policies and disloyal 
acts from any real criticism and exposure. Such 
bureaucratic machinations have nothing in com.- 
mon w ith  Leninist organization principles. We 
would be unworthy o f the name of revolutionists 
if  we allowed our views to be suppressed by such 
sophistical methods.

I t  is only miserable bureaucrats and philistine» 
who can keep silent about their views on principle 
questions. Revolutionaries advocate them. The 
issues o f the Russian Opposition, and their indis
soluble connection w ith  our own specific problems 
w ill be discussed by the Party in  spite o f all A *d  
it  is our task to  see to it  that this is not a one-sided 
discussion, or rather distortion, o f the questions, 
but a presentation o f them to the Party as they 
really are. The regeneration o f the Party and 
the reconstitution o f its leadership on a proletarian 
Communist basis w ill proceed from  this.

Yours fraternally,
J. P. C AN N O N .

A  Letter to a Comrade 
by  J ames P. Cannon
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T H E  DRAFT PROGRAM OF THE COMINTERN By L. D. TROTSKY
TH E draft program, that is, the most vital 

document which is to determine the work of 
the Comintern for many years to come, has been 
published only a few weeks prior to the convoca
tion of the Congress, *  1 ¡ch is being held t 
years after the Fifth Congress. No reference can 
h i  made to the fact that the first draft was 
published prioi to the Fifth Congress, precisely 
for the reason that it was done several years ago. 
The second draft differs from the first in structure 
and endeavors to sum up the -developments of 
recent-years. To pass this draft at the Sixth Con
gress, a draft which bears obvious traces of hur
ried, and even careless work, without a prelim
inary serious and scientific criticism in the press, 
or an extensive discussion in all Parties affiliated 
with the Comintern would be a very careless and 
precipitate act.

In the few days we had at our disposal between 
the receipt’ of the draft and the dispatch of this 
letter, we could deal only with some of the most 
vital problems which must be cludidated in the 
program.

A  series of most important ideas of the draft 
which perhaps are less burning today but may be
come of extraordinary importance tomorrow, we 
are compelled, owing to the lack of time, to leave 
entirely without consideration. Suffice it to say 
we could not even receive the first draft program 
and we had to rely on our memory in dealing 
with it, as in two or three other cases. It  stands 
to reason that all quotations have been taken from 
the .originals after careful examination.

A Program of International Revolution 
or a Program of Socialism 

in One Country.
The chief question on the agenda of the Sixth 

Congress is the adoption of the program. The 
nature of the program can for a long time deter
mine and make up the physiognomy of the Inter
national. The significance of a program is not 
so much in the way it formulates the chief theoret
ical ideas, wjijch in. the final analysis is merely a 
question of ^’codification,'' namely a question of 
laying down in a concise form the concrete truths 
and generalizations .which have been definitely 
and firmly obtained; it is much more a question 
of summarizing the world economic and political 
experiences of the recent period, and particularly 
the revolutionary struggles of the last five years 
which were so rich in events and mistakes. The 
fate of the Communist International in the course 
of tlye coming years depends in the literal sense 
of, the term on how these events, mistakes and 
differences are understood and evaluated in the 

.program.

1.—G ENER AL STR U C TU R E OF T H E  
PRO G RAM

In our epoch which is an imperialist epoch, i. e., 
an. epoch of W O R L D  economics and W O R L D  
.pplitics, under the hegemony of finance capitalism, 

j?pt single national Communist Party can build 
■it̂  . program wholly or chiefly on the conditions 
and tendencies of national develpment. This fully 
holds good also for the Party that holds sway in 
the U. S. S. R. The death knell for national pro
grams was definitely sounded on August 4, 1914. 
The ̂ evolutionary Party of the proletariat can 
rely only on an international program correspond
ing to'the nature of ,th.e present epoch as an epoch 
of the apex and destruction of capitalism. A n  in
ternational Communist program is by no means a 
summary of national programs or of their common 
features. An international program is based direct
ly  on an analysis of the conditions and tendencies 
oTtl\e world economic and world political system 
as.a whole with all its points of contact ancf antag
onism. i. e., with all the antagonistic inter
dependence of its parts. In  the present epoch the 
national orientation of the proletariat must and 
can, to a larger extend than in the past, be based 
only on a world orientation, and not vice versa. 
Therein lies the basic and fundamental difference 
between the Communist International and all 
shades of national socialism.

Based on this, we wrote in January of this year 
the following:

" I t  is necessary to start to draw up a Program of 
the Comintern (Bucharin's program is a bad pro
gram of a national section of the Comintern.; it is 
hot a program of a world Communist Party).”—  
(Pravda, January 2T, 1928).

W e have constantly insisted on this on the 
same grounds since 1923-1924 when the problem 
of the United States pf America arose in its full 
scope as a problem of W O R L D  and, in the most 
direct sense of the word, EU RO PEAN POLICY.

In boosting the new draft program Pravda said 
that a Communist program.

“differs fundamentally from the program of interna
tional Social Democracy not only by the substance of 
its main ideas, but by the characteristic international
ism of its construction.” — (Pravda, M ay 29. 1928).

In this rather indefinite formulation is expressed 
the idea which we have outlined above and which 
was formerly stubbornly rejected. One can only 
welcome the departure from the first draft pro
gram presented by Bucharin which, properly 
speaking, did not rouse any serious exchange of 
opinion as it did not give enough cause for such. 
YVhile the first draft gave a vague schematic, 
reflection of the development of one abstract 
country toward Socialism, the new draft is trying, 
insistently and without success as we will unfor
tunately see, to take world economy as a whole 
as its starting point in determining the fate of its 
individual parts.

Linking up countries and continents of various 
stages of development in a system of mutual 
dependence and antagonism, levelling out the state 
of their development and at the same time enlarg
ing the differences between them and irreconcil
ably setting up one country against the other, 
world economy has become a mighty reality which 
holds sway over the economy of individual coun
tries and continents. It  is this basic fact that 
makes the very idea of a world Communist Party 
a reality. Bringing world economy as a whole to 
the highest possible phase of development on the 
basis of private property, imperialism, as the 
draft absolutely correctly states in its introduc
tions :

“ intensifies the contradiction between the growth of 
the productive forces of world economy and national 
State barriers."

Withouc fully understanding the meaning of 
this, which has for the first time been vividly 
revealed to humanity in the last imperialist war, 
not a step can be made in dealing with the big 
questions of world politics and world revolutionary 
struggles.

One would only have to welcome the bold re
placement of the axis of the program in the new 
draft- were it not for the fact that in the effort to 
conciliate this, the only correct position, with 
tendencies of an entirely opposing character, the 
draft has become an arena containing great con
tradictions which undermine the fundamental sig
nificance of the new statement of principles.

2. T H E  U N IT E D  STATES OF EUROPE

To characterize the first, fortunately discarded 
draft, it will suffice to say that, so far as we re
member, it did not even mention the United 
States of America. The cardinal problems of the 
imperialist epoch which, by dint of the very 
nature of the epoch, must be taken not only in 
their abstract theoretical but also in their material 
and historical aspect, were dissolved in the . first 
draft into a lifeless outline of a capitalist country 
“in general." However,, the new draft, and this 
of course is a great step forward, states that "the 
economic center of the world has shifted to the 
United States of America"; that “the "Dollar 
Republic’ has become the exploiter of all coun
tries"; that the United States “has already won 
world hegemony for itself,” and finally that the 
competition (in the draft it is wrongly stated “con
flict” ) between United States and European 
capitalism, primarily British capitalism, “is be
coming the pivot in the world conflicts." This 
has already become absolutely obvious, and a pro
gram which would not contain a clear and exact 
definition of these main facts and features of the 
world situation would not be a program of an 
international revolutionary Party.

Unfortunately the main facts and tendencies of 
the international development of the new epoch 
indicated -above are mentioned in the text of the 
draft, grafted on to it, so to say, in the way of 
theoretical back-writing without having any inter
contact with the rest of the structure and without 
leading to any perspective of strategical deduct
ions.

The N E W  role of America in Europe since the 
capitulation of the Communist Party of Germany

and the defeat of the German proletariat in 1923, 
has been entirely left out of consideration. I t  has 
not been made clear that the period of "stabiliz
ation,” “normalization,” and “pacification" of Eu
rope including the “regeneration" of Social Demo
cracy, has developed in close material and 
ideological connection with the first steps of 
American intervention in European affairs.

Furthermore, it has not been made clear that 
the inevitable further development of American 
expansion, the contraction of the markets of 
European capitalism, including the European 
market itself, entails the greatest military, economic 
and revolutionary disturbances such as will leave 
all disturbances of the past in the shade.

It  has not been made clear that the inevitable 
further onslaught of the United States will place 
capitalist Europe on a constantly more limited 
ration in world economy which, of course, does 
not involve a mitigation, but on the contrary, a 
monstrous sharpening of the inter-State relations 
in Europe with furious paroxysms of military 
conflicts, because States as well as classes, are even 
more frantically fighting for a hunger ration, nay, 
a diminishing ration, than for a lavish and growing 
ration.

In the draft it has not been made clear that the 
internal chaos of the State antagonisms of Europe 
render hopeless a more or less serious and success
ful resistance to the constantly more centralized 
North American Republic and that the over
coming of the European chaos in the form of the 
Soviet United States of Europe is one of the first 
tasks of the proletarian revolution, which in not 
the least degree as a result precisely of State bar
riers, is much closer in Europe than in America 
and which will therefore most likely have to be 
defended from the North American bourgeoisie.

On the other hand it has been left entirely un
mentioned— and this is not the least important 
phase of the same world problem— that it is 
precisely the international strength of th l United 
Staths and its unbridled expansion resulting from 
it, that compels it to include powder magazines 
throughout the world among the foundations of its 
structure— the antagonisms between the east and 
west, the class struggle in Old Europe, uprisings of 
the colonial masses, wars and revolution. This on 

jthe one hand transforms United States capitalism 
into the basic counter-revolutionary force in the 
present epoch, becoming constantly more interested 
in the maintenance of order in every corner of the 
globe, and on the other hand prepares the ground 
for a gigantic revolutionary explosion of this already 
dominant and still increasing world imperialist 
power. The logic of world relations leads to the 
idea that the time of this explosion cannot be very 
far apart from that of the proletarian revolution 
in Europe.

Our elucidation of the dialectics of the inter
relations between America and Europe resulted, 
during the last few years, in the most diversified 
accusations against us— accusations about our 
paacifist denial of the existence of European con
tradictions, our acceptance of Kautsky's theory of 
ultra-imperialism and of many other sins. There 
is no need (o deal here with these “accusation," 
which at best result from a complete ignorance of 
the real processes and of our relations to them. 
But we cannot refrain from mentioning, however, 
that it would be difficult to waste more effort in 
confusing and muddling up the most vital world 
problem than was wasted, by the way also by the 
authors of the draft program, in the petty struggle 
against our formulation of the problem which has 
been entirely confirmed by the course of events.

Efforts have been made— on paper— in the 
leading Communist press, also of recent date, to 
minimize the significance of American hegemony 
by referring to the imminent economic and indus- 
strial crisis in the United States. W e cannot enter 
into a consideration of the problem of the time 
of the American crisis and as to its possible depth. 
This is not a question of program but of conjunc
ture. For us, of course, the inevitability of a crisis 
is absolutely unquestionable and, considering the 
present world expansion » f American capitalism, 
its great depth and sharpness is not excluded. But 
the efforts to minimize or weaken the importance 
of North American hegemony on this ground is 
not justified by anything, and can only lead to 
most profound errors of a strategical character. 
On the contrary, IN  A  C R IT IC A L  EPOCH T H E  
H E G E M O N Y  OF T H E  U N IT E D  STATES  
W IL L  PROVE E V E N  M O R E COM PLETE,

F o r ward
W ith  isiue The M ili

tant beg . tbe publication 
"The D> • Piogram of the 
CommuiaF International: A  
Criticism of fundamentals" 
by L. D. Trotsky. This 
document, a nasterpiece of 
Marxist-Mninist literature was 
submitted by tomrade T ro t
sky to the Sixth W orld Con
gress of the Communist In 
ternational which finally 
adopted ihe (raft program 
dratted by conrades Bucha- 
rin and Stalin, without .any 
important-changes. The en
tire validity of this timely 
and fundamenbl criticism re
mains in spit« of the fact 
that it «as kept from the 
Congress and sever discussed 
by the delegates. The sole 
attention accorded it was its 
distribution to members of 
the Program Commission 
and a report on the docu
ment to (he ‘Senioren-Kon- 
vent” of the Congress which 
immediately "lettled” the is
sue without diicussion.

A  rigU control on this 
document1 was established 
forthwith a.nd t h e  few 
copies of he document which 
were diwibuied were re
called by ho Secretariat. O ur 
publication is an authentic 
copy wh&h w« have just re
ceived. dells chiefly with 
the role of American Im 
perialism aiid the prospect of 
new revojutioiary situations, 
the revisionist theory of "So
cialism in one country," with 
the Chinese revolution and 
its lesson«, an! with the for
mation o) woikers and peas
ants parties which Trotsky, 
in line w4h-L«nin, condemns 
in principle. Trotsky's com
ment on the “Third  Party 
Alliance’* with La Follette, 
the fight agaxist which was 
led by him, will be especially 
interesting to American com
munists. The entire docu
ment vnU be printed in full 
consecutively in this and the 
forthcoming issues of The  
M ilitant without any changes. 
Its basic importance for the 
international revolutionary 
movemert anc the unanswer
able correctness of its, posi
tion on tie  burning problems 
of the Comrcunist Interna
tional mdke is an invaluable 
contribution to the Bolshevik 
literature! of our period.

— Editor.

M o r e  o p e n , m o r e  r u t h l e s s , t h a n  i n
T H E  PERIO D OF BOOM . The United States 
will try to overcome and get out of its difficulties 
and helplessness primarily at the expense of 
Europe— regardless whether this will happen in 
Asia, Canada, South America, Australia or Europe 
itself.

It  must be clearly understood that if  the first 
period of American intervention had a stabilizing 
and pacifist effect on Europe, which to a consider
able extent is still alive today and may occassionally 
recur and even become stronger (particularly in 
time of new defeats of the proletariat), the general 
line of American policy, particularly in time of 
economic difficulties and crises, brings the greatest 
disturbances for Europe as well as for the whole 
world.

From here we draw the not unimportant con
clusion that there will be no lack of revolutionary 
situations within the next ten years any more 
than in the past. That is why it is so important 
to understand the mainsprings of development so 
that we may not be caught by their action un
awares. I f  in the past decade, the main cause of 
revolutionary situations lay in direct consequence 
of the imperialist war, in the second post-war de
cade the main causes of revolutionary situations will 
be in the relations between Europe and America. A  
big crisis in the United States will give rise to new 
wars and revolutions. W e repeat: There will be 
no lack of revolutionary situations. It  is all a 
question of an international'proletarian Party, the 
ripertess and fighting ability of the Comintern, 
the correctness of its strategical positions and 
tactical methods.

This trend of thought has found absolutely no 
expression in the draft program of the Comintern. 
The mentioning of a fact of such great importance 
as the fact that “the economic center of the world 
has shifted to the United States of America," ap
pears-as a mere superficial newspaper remark and 
no more. It  is of course absolutely impossible to 
say in justification of this that there was lack of 
space, for what are the questions that must find 
place in a program if not the principal questions? 
Besides, it should be added that too much space 
is given inYhe program to questions of secondary 
and third-rate importance— let alone the general 
literary looseness and the numerous repetitions, by 
a reduction of which the program might be con
densed at least one-third.

2a.—SLO G A N  O F A  S O V IE T  U N IT E D  
STATES OF EUROPE

The elimination of the slogan of a Soviet United 
States of Europe from the new draft program, a 
slogan which has already been accepted by the 
Comintern after a drawn-out internal struggle in 
1923, can by no means be justified. O r is it 
perhaps precisely on this question that the authors 
want to “return" to Lenin's position of 1915?

In regarding to the slogan of the United States 
of Europe, Lenin, as is known, vacillated at the 
beginning of the war. The slogan was at first 
included in the theses of the Social Democrat (the 
central organ of the Party at the time) and then 
rejected by Lenin.

This in itself shows that its suitability was not 
a question of a general principle; it was merely a 
question of tactics, a question of comparing its 
plus and minus signs from the viewpoint of the 
given situation. Needless to say that Lenin denied 
the possibility of a realization of a C A P IT A L IS T  
United States of Europe. That is also how I re
garded the question when I  advanced the United 
States slogan, exclusively as a perspective State 
form of the proletarian dictatorship in Europe.

“ A  more or less complete economic amalgamation 
of Europe A C C O M P L IS H E D  F R O M  T H E  T O P  
by means of an agreement o f Che capitalist govern
ments is a Utopia”— I  wrote. “"H ere it cannot go 
further than partial compromises and half measures. 
By this alone an economic, amalgamation of Europe 
such as would promise colossal advantages both to 
the producer and consumer and to the development 
of culture in general, is becoming a R E V O L U T IO N 
A R Y  T A S K  O F  T H E  E U R O P E A N  P R O L E T A 
R IA T  in its struggle against imperialist protectionism 
and its instrument— militarism". —  (Trotsky, The  
Programme of Peace: collected works, V o l. 3, part I, 
page 85. Russian edition).

Further:
" A  United States of Europe represents first of all 

a form— the only conceivable form— o f proletarian 
dictatorship in Europe."— (Ib id ., page 92 ).

But **ven in this formulation of the question

Lenin saw A T  T H A T  TIM E a certain danger. 
W ith  the absence of experience of a proletarian 
dictatorship in one country, the-absence of a theo
retical clarity on this question, even in the left 
wing of the social democracy of that period, the 
slogan of a United States of Europe might have 
given rise to the idea that the proletarian revol
ution must begin simultaneously at least on the 
whole European continent. It  is against this 
danger that Lenin issued a warning on this ques
tion there was not a shade of difference between 
Lenin and myself. I  wrote at the time:

“that not a single country must ‘wait' for the other 
countries in its struggle. This elementary idea it 
will be useful and necessary to repeat • so that the 
policy of international inaction may not be substituted 
for the conception of parallel international action. 
Withouc waiting for the others, we begin and con
tinue the struggle on national grounds with the full 
conviction that our initiative will give an impulse to 
the struggle in other countries."— (Ib id ., page 89- 
90 ).

Then follow my words which Stalin presented 
at the Seventh Plenum of the E. C. C. I. as the 
most vicious expression of 'Trotskyism," i. e., as 
a "disbelief" in the inner forces of the revolution 
and the hope for aid from without.

"And if  this" (development of the revolution in 
other countries— L .T .)  "will not occur, it is hope
less to think (this is borne out by history and by 
theoretical thought) that for instance revolutionary 
Russia would be able to hold out in face of conserv
ative Europe, or that Socialist Germany would be able 
to remain isolated in a capitalist world."— ilbid ., page 
89-90).

On the ground of this and two of three similar 
quotations is based the condemnation of 'Trotsky
ism” by the Seventh Plenum as having held in 
this “fundamental question” a position “which has 
nothing in common with Leninism.” W e will 
therefore stop for a moment and listen to Lenin 
himself.

On March 7, 1918 he said on the question of 
the Brest-Litovsk Peace the following:

"This is a lesson because the absolute truth is th rj 
without a revolution in Germany we Will perish."- -  
(V o l. 15, page 132, Russian Edition).

A  week later he said:
“W orld imperialism side by side with a victorious 

onslaught of the social revolution cannot get along 
together."— (Ib id ., page 175).

A  few days later on April 23, Lenin said:
“O ur B A C K W A R D N E S S  has thrust us forward 

and W E  W IL L  P E R IS H  if  we will not be able to 
hold out until we meet with the mighty support of 
the IN S U R R E C T IO N A R Y  workers of other coun
tries."— (Ib id ., page 187. Our emphasis).

But perhaps this was all said under the special 
influence of the Brest Litovsk crisis? No! In 
March 1919 Lenin again repeated:

“W e do not live merely in a State but in a system 
of states and the existence of the Soviet Republic 
side by side with imperialist states FO R  A N Y  
L E N G T H  O F T IM E  IS  IN C O N C E IV A B L E . In  
the end one or the other must triumph."— (V o l. 16, 
page 102).

A  year later, April 7, 1920, Lenin reiterates:
“Capitalism, if  taken on an international scale, is 

even now, N O T  O N L Y  IN  A  M IL IT A R Y  B U T  
A LS O  IN  A N  E C O N O M IC  SENSE, stronger than 
the Soviet government. W E  M U S T  BASE O U R  
P O L IC Y  O N  T H IS  F U N D A M E N T A L  ID E A  
W H IC H  W E  M U S T  N E V E R  F O R G E T.”— (V o l. 
17, page 102).

In  the same year of 1920 we find again:
“W orld imperialism cannot live together with the 

triumphant social revolution."— (Ib id ., page 197).

On November 27, 1920, Lenin, in dealing 
with the question of concessions, said:

“ W e have now gone over from the arena of war 
to peace and we have not forgotten that war will 
come again. As long as we still have capitalism and 
socialism we cannot live peacefully— either one or 
the other will*be the victor in the end. The obitua
ry will have to be sung either over the death of 
world capitalism or the death of the Soviet Republic. 
Now we have only a respite in the war."— (Ib id ., 
page 398).

But perhaps the further existence of the Soviet 
Republic made Lenin “realize his mistake" and 
discard his disbelief "in the inner force” of the Oc
tober revolution?

A t the Third Congress _ of the Comintern, to 
wit, in July 1921, Lenin declared:

"W e have obtained an extremely unstable, an ex
tremely unsound, but nevertheless an. equilibrium 
such in which the socialist republic can exist— O F  
C O U R S E N O T  FOR A  L O N G  T IM E — in capitalist 
surroundings."— (Theses on the Tactics of the 
C .P .S .U .).

Moreover, on July 5, 1921 Lenin squarely declar- 
ed at the Congress:

“ Ic was clear to us that without aid from the inter' 
national worldwide revolution a victory of the pro* 
letarian revolution is impossible. Even before the 
revolution, and also after it, we thought that the 
revolution either IM M E D IA T E L Y  O R  A T  L E A S T  
very soon will come also in other countries, in the 
more highly developed capitalist countries, O T H E R ' 
W IS E  W E  W IL L  P E R IS H . Nothwithstanding this 
conviction, we did our utmost to preserve the Soviet 
system under any circumstances and at all costs be' 
cause we know that we are not working only for 
ourselves but also for the international revolution." 
—  (V o l. 18, part 1, page 321— O ur emphasis).

How infinitely far are these words, so excellent 
for their simplicity and so permeated through and 
through with the spirit of internationalism from 
the present self-sufficient epigone machinations.

A t any rate, we have, the right to ask wherein 
do all these utterances made by Lenin differ from 
the ideas I expressed in 1915 that the coming re
volution in Russia or the coming socialist Germany 
will not be able to hold out alone if  “isolated in 
the capitalist world”? The time of realiiation is 
different from that outlined not only in my but 
also in Lenin's predictions. But the main idea re
mains in full force even now and perhaps at the 
given moment more so than ever before. Instead 
of condemning this idea as the Seventh Plenum of 
the E. C. C. I. has done on the basis of an incom
petent and unscrupulous speech, it must be in
cluded in the program of the Communist Inter
national.

In defense of the slogan of a Soviet United 
States of Europe we said in 1915 that the law of 
uneven development is in itself not an argument 
against it because the U N EVEN N ESS of histor
ical development in relation to the difference coun
tries and continents IS IN  ITSELF U N E V E N . 
European countries develop unevenly in relation to 
each other. Nevertheless it can be maintained with 
absolute historical certainty that it will not be 
the fate of a single one of them, at least in the 
historical epoch under review, to run so far ahead 
in relation to the other countries {is America has 
advanced in relation to Europe. For America there 
is one SCALE OF UNEVENESS, for Europe there 
is another. Geographically and historically con
ditions have predetermined such a close organic 
contact between the countries of Europe that by 
no means can they tear themselves out of it. The 
modern bourgeois governments of Europe are like 
murderers chained to one cart. The revolution in 
Europe, as has already been said, will, IN  T H E  
F IN A L  A N A LY SIS , be of decisive importance 
also for America. But D IR E C TLY , in the im
mediate historical course, a revolution in Germany 
will be of an immeasurably greater significance for 
France than for the United States of America. 
From this historically developed relationship fol
lows also the political vitality of the slogan of a 
European Soviet Federation. W e speak of its 
R E L A T IV E  vitality because it stands to reason 
that this Federation will extend, through the great 
bridge of the Soviet Union, to Asia and will then 
effect an amalgamation of the World Socialist Re
publics. But this will be a second epoch or a 
further great chapter of the imperialist epoch, and 
when we enter it more closely we will also find the 
corresponding formulae necessary for it.

That the differences with Lenin in 1915 on the 
question of the United States of Europe was a 
narrow tactical, and by its very essence, temporary 
character, can be proven without any difficulty by 
further quotations, but it is best proven by the 
further trend of events. In  1923 the Comintern 
officially adopted the slogan. I f  it is true that the 
slogan of the United States of Europe could not 
be accepted in 1915 on grounds of principle, as 
the authors of the draft program now maintain, 
then the Comintern had no right to adopt it eight 
years later. The law of uneven development, one 
should think, has not lost its force of action during 
these years. 1

The formulation of the question as outlined a- 
bove follows from the dynamics of the revolution
ary process taken as a whole. Jhe international 
revolution is regarded as an inter-connected 
process which cannot be predicted ’in all its con
creteness, but the general historical outlines of it 
are absolutely clear. W ithout understanding them 
a correct political orientation is entirely out of the 
question.

Matters, however, appear quite differently i f  we 
proceed from the idea of socialist development

A  C R IT IC IS M  OF  
F U N D A M E N T A L S
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which transpires and is even being completed in 
one country. W e have now a “ theory”  which 
teaches that it is possible to build up Socialism in 
one country and that the inter-relations of that 
country with the capitalist world can be built on 
the * basis of “ neutralization”  of the world 
bourgeoisie (Stalin). Advancing this essentially 
national-reformist and not revolutionary interna
tional point of view, the necessity for the slogan 
o f a United States of Europe falls away or is at 
least diminished. But this slogan is, from our 
viewpoint, important and vitally necessary pre
cisely because it condemns the idea of afi isolated 
socialist development. For the proletariat of every 
European country, even to a greater extent than 
fo r the U.S.S.R. — the difference is only of degree 
— it w ilt be of the most vital necessity to carry 
the revolution to the neigbouring countries and 
to support insurrections in them with arms in hand 
not' because o f abstract international solidarity, 
which- is in itself unable to move the classes, but 
because of the vital considerations which Lenin has 
fohSiulated hundreds of times—namely, Without 
T $ f f iL Y  aid from the international revolution we 
willhnot be able to .hol'd out. The slogan of the 
Soviet United- States corresponds w ith the -dyn
amics of the proletarian revolution which does not 
break out simultaneously in all countries, but 
passes on from country to country and requires 
closest class contact among them, especially on 
European territory, both w ith the object of defense 
against die. most-powerful- foreign foes, and with 
economic objects.

<D‘ne may, it  is true, try  to object, declaring that 
since the period of the Ruhr crisis which was the 
very last impulse for the adoption of that slogan, 
thp latter has not played a big role in the agitation 
of--the Communist Parties of Europe and has, so 
to-speak, not taken root. But this is fu lly  true also 
o f -the slogans of a Workers Soviet Government, 
etc., i. e., of all slogans to be used ON THE 
VERY EVE OF REVO LUTIO N. This may be 
explained by the fact that since the end of 1923, 
notwithstanding the mistaken political expectations 
o f the F ilth  Congress, the revolutionary movement 
on the European continent has been on the decline. 
But that is exactly why it is detrimental to build 
a program, or some of its parts, under the impres
sions received only in that period. I t  Was not by 
mere accident that, despite all prejudices, the 
slogan o f a Soviet United States of Europe was 
accepted precisely in 1923 when a revolutionary 
outburst was expected in Germany and when the 
question of State inter-relationships in Europe as
sumed an exceedingly burning character. Every 
new accentuation of the European, and, parti
cularly, the world crisis, is graye enough to be able 
to- raise the main political problems, and to advance 
again the slogan o f the United States o f Europe. 
I t ‘ is therefore fundamentally wrong to keep silent 
oyer the slogan without having rejected it, that is, 
to keep it somewhere in reserve, to be used “ in 
emergency.”  On questions of principle the keep
ing in reserve policy does not hold good.

3. TH E  CRITERION OF INTER
N A T IO N A LIS M

The draft, as we already know, is making an 
effort to proceed in its construction from the view
point of world economy and its inner tendencies—  
a thing which deserves recognition. The Pravda 
is absolutely right when it says that therein lies the 
basic and fundamental difference between us and 
national - patriotic Social Democracy. O nly by 
taking world economy, which dominates over all 
it§ parts, as a basis can a program of the interna
tional- proletarian Party be built. But precisely in 
analysing the main tendencies o f world develop
ment the draft displays ftot only an incompleteness, 
which depreciates its value, as has already been 
pointed out above, but also falls into gross one
sidedness leading to grave blunders.

The draft refers many times, and not always in 
the proper place, to the law of uneven develop
ment? t>f capitalism as to the main and almost all- 
determining law of that development. Many mis
takes in the draft including the fundamental error, 
ace theoretically based on the one-sided and mis
taken non-Marxian and non-Leninist interpretation 
o f the law of uneven development.

In  the first chapter the draft says:
“ Uneven economic and po litica l development is 

an a isolute law o f capitalism. This unevenness be
comes still more accentuated and intensified in  the 
epoch o f im peria lism .''

This is true. This formula in part condemns 
Stalin's formulation of the question, according to 
which Marx and Engels did, not know the law of 
ufteven development and that it  was first discover
ed by Lenin. • On September 15, 1925, Stalin

wrote that Trotsky has no reason to refer to Engels 
who wrote at a time “ when THERE COULD B£ 
NO QUESTION of the-knowledge of the law of 
uneven development of capitalist countries.”  Un
believable as these words may be, Stalin, one of 
the authors of the draft, has nevertheless repeated 
them more than once. The text of the draft, as 
we have seen, has taken a step forward in this res
pect. I f  however, we leave aside the correction of 
this elementary mistake, what is said in the draft 
about the law of uneven development is in essence 
one-sided and insufficient.

I t  would have been more correct first o f all to 
say that the whole history of mankind is governed 
by the law of uneven development. Capitalism 
finds various sections of mankind at diverse stages 
of development w ith grave internal contradictions 
in each onje of them. Great diversity in the var
ious levels, and extraordinary uneveness in the rate 
of development of the different parts of mankind 
in the various periods of time, is the STARTING 
PO IN T of capitalism. The latter gains mastery 
gradually over the inherited unevenness. I t  breaks 
and alters it, employing thereby its own methods 
and its own ways. In contradistinction to the econ
omic system which preceded it, capitalism is con
stantly aiming at economic expansion, at the pene
tration of new territories; the mitigation of econ
omic differences, the conversion of hemmed-in pro
vincial and national economies into a system of fin 
ancial inter-relationships and thereby brings about 
their approchement and equalizes the economic and 
cultural levels of the most progressive and backward 
countries. W ithout this main process, the relative 
levelling out of, at first, Europe w ith Great Britain 
and then America w ith Europe, the industrializ
ation of the colonies, the diminishing distance be
tween India and Great Britain, w ith all the conse
quences arising from the enumerated processes 
upon which is based not only the program of the 
Communist International, but also its very exist
ence, would be ificonceivable. By bringing the 
countries economically nearer to each other and 
levelling out their state of development, capitalism 
acts however, by methods of its O W N, that is by 
anarchistic methods which constantly undermine 
its own work by playing up one country against 
another and one branch of industry against an
other, developing some parts of world economy, 
while hampering and throwing back the develop
ment of some of its other parts. O nly the merging 
of these two main tendencies—the centrifugal and 
centripetal, the levelling and equalizing tendencies 
which equally arise from the nature of capitalism—- 
explains to us the live texture of the historical 
process of the last centuries.

Imperialism, thanks to the universality, pene
trability and mobility, and the break-neck-rapidity 
in the formation of finance capital as the driving 
force of imperialism, lends vigor to both of these 
tendencies. Imperialism links up ¿incomparably 
more rapidly and more deeply the individual nat
ional and continental units into one, bringing them 
into closest and most vital dependence upon each 
other and rendering their economic methods, social 
forms and levels of development more identical. I t  
attains this “ aim”  at the same time by means of 
such antagonist methods, such jumps, and such 
flights on the backward countries and districts, 
that the unification and levelling of world econ
omy effected by i t  is upset by themselves even 
more rapidly and in a more convulsive manner than 
in preceding epochs. Only such a dialetical and 
not purely mechanical understanding of the lay; of 
uneven development can make possible the avoid
ance of the fundamental error which the draft 
program, submitted to the Sixth Congress, has 
failed to avoid.

Right after the one-sided characteristic of the 
law of uneven development pointed out by us, the 
draft program says:

“ From  th is i t  follows tha t the international pro le
tarian revo lu tion must not be regarded as a single 
simultaneous and universal act. * T he  v ic to ry  o f 
socialism is at firs t possible in  a few o r even in  one 
capitalist coun try .”

That the international revolutions of the prole
tariat cannot be a simultaneous act, of this, it  
goes without saying, there can in general be no' 
dispute among grOwi. up people after the ex
perience of the October Revolution effected by the 
proletariat of a backward country under pressure 
o f historical necessity, without having in the 
least waited for the proletariat of the advanced 
countries “ to even out the front.”  To that extent 
the reference to the law of uneven development 
is absolutely correct and quite in place. But mat
ters stand quite differently w ith the second half 
of the deduction—namely, the meaningless state

ment that the victory of Socialisfn is possible “ in 
one capitalist country.”  To prove its point the 
draft program simply says— “ From this it follows.”  
One gets the impression that it  follows from the 
law of uneven development. But it does, not follow' 
at all. “ From this follows”  something quite the 
contrary. I f  the historical process would be such 
that some countries develop not only unevenly, hut 
even INDEPENDENTLY OF EACH OTHER, 
isolated from each other, then from the law of un
even development would no doubt follow the pos
sibility of the building up of Socialism in one capit
alist country—at first in the most advanced country 
and then, as they mature, in the more backward 
ones. That was the customary, so to say, average 
idea of the transition to Socialism w ithin the ranks 
of pre-war social democracy. This idea was 
precisely the theoretical basis of social patriotism. 
O f course the draft program does not hold this 
view. But it  is inclined towards it.

The theoretical error of the draft lies in the fact 
that it  seeks to deduct from the law of uneven 
development something which the law does n®t 
imply and cannot imply. Uneven or sporadic 
development of various countries constantly upsets 
but by no means ELIM INATES the growing 
economic ties and inter-dependence of these coun
tries which the very next day after four years of 
hellish war were compelled to exchange their coal, 
bread and oil for powder and suspenders. On this 
basic question; the draft expresses the idea that 
historical development proceeds only on the basts 
of sporadic jumps while the economic basis 
which gives rise to these jumps, and upon which 
they occur, is entirely left out of sight by the 
authors of the draft, or-is forcefully eliminated by 
them. This is done with the sole object of defend
ing the undefendable theory o f Socialism in one 
country.

A fte r what has been said, it is not d ifficu lt to 
understand that the only correct way to formulate 
the question would be that Marx and Engels had 
even prior to the imperialist epoch arrived at the 
conclusion that on the one hand uneveness, i. e., 
sporadic historical development, stretches the. pro
letarian revolution through a whole epoch in the 
course of which the nations w ill enter the revolu
tionary flood one after another, while, on the other 
hand, the organic inter-dependence of the various 
countries, the developing international division of 
labor, excludes the possibility of building up So
cialism in one country, the more so now in the 
present epoch when imperialism 'has developed, 
deepened and sharpened both these antagonistic 
tendencies and has rendered the Marxian doctrine 
that the Socialist revolution can begin only on a 
national basis while the building up o f a Socialist 
society withing national boundaries is impossible, 
DOUBLY A N D  TREBLY TRUE. On this ques
tion, Lenin merely developed and put in concrete 
terms Marxist formulations and Marx’s answer t *  
this question.

Our Party program is entirely based on the un
derlying international conditions of the October 
revolution and Socialist construction. To prove 
this, one would only have to copy the theoretical 
part of our program. Here we w ill merely point 
out that when at the Eighth Congress of the Party, 
the late Podb'elsky alluded that some formulations 
of the program refer only to the revolution in Rus
sia, Lenin replied in his concluding speech on the 
question of the Party program (March 19, 1919) 
the following:

“ Podbelsky raised objections to  the paragraph 
w hich speaks o f the P E N D IN G  social revolution. H is 
argum ent is obviously unfounde_d because IN  O U R  
P R O G R A M  IT  IS A  Q U E S T IO N  O F T H E  SO 
C IA L  R E V O L U T IO N  O N  A N  IN T E R N A T IO N 
A L  S C A LE .” — (V o l. 16, page 113).

I t  w ill not be out of place to point out here that 
at about the same time Lenin suggested that our 
Party change its name from Communist Party of 
Russia to Communist Party so as to emphasize still 
further that is a party o f IN T E R N A T IO N A L 
REVO LUTIO N. I  was the only one voting for 
that motion at the C. C. However, he did net 
bring the matter before the Congress in view of 
the foundation of the Third International. This 
position proves that there could not even have 
been a thought of Socialism in one country at that 
time. That alone is the reason why the Party 

< program does not condemn this “ theory”  but 
merely EXCLUDES it.

But the Young Communist League program 
which was adopted two years later had to issue a 
direct warning against home-bred illusions and 
narrow-mindedness on the question of proletarian 
revolution, w ith the object of training the youth 
in the spirit o f internationalism. But we Will still 
speak of this later. (T Q  8 £  C O N T IN U E D )
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The Right Danger in the American Party
THE main danger in the American Party comes 

from the right. This is due to the changing 
objective conditions of the class struggle in the 
United States and the opportunist political line 
of the Lovestone group which is the majority of 
the Central Committee.

The maturing inner contradictions of American 
capitalism and the leftward d rift of the masses 
produce a turning point in the class struggle. From 
a long period of retreat before the onslaught of 
capital the American workers are passing over into 
a period of defense and resistance preliminary to 
a higher phase of offensive and aggressive strug
gle against capitalist exploitation.

In  this period of increasing sharpness o f class 
relations and class struggles in the United States, 
requiring a reorientation of the Party’s perspec
tives to changing conditions and a reformulation 
of Party policy toward more aggressiveness, in i
tiative and militancy, we confront the danger of 
holding on to old perspectives, outworn policies 
and methods of work, which prevent the fu ll un
folding of the Party’s leadership in the developing 
struggles.

The danger in such a period as we are entering 
in the United States comes from the right. This 
danger becomes real and actual because the Love- 
stone group, which constitutes the majority in-the 
Central Committee, refuses to orientate itself to 
the changing conditions of struggle and pursues 
an opportunist line, as w ill be proven in the fo l
lowing points.

1.—Overestimation of the Reserve Powers of 
American Imperialism.

Two basic factors determine 'the condition of 
American capitalism in the present period: 1) The 
maturing inner contradictions of American capital
ism (disproportion between the rate of expansion 
of productive capacity and rate of growth of 
volume qf production, disproportion between the 
growth of production and consumption, unemploy
ment, the contradictions of rationalization, capital 
export, polarization of wealth and poverty, etc.) 
are beginning to produce qualitative changes in 
the whole economic system; 2) These inner con
tradictions are maturing in the surroundings of a 
declining world capitalism and the Socialist growth 
of the U.S.S.R. which sharpen, intensify and 
accelerate the development of the contradictions 
of American capitalism, hastening the coming of 
its downfall.

A n  analysis of the degree of ripeness of those 
contradictions, w ill show that American capitalism 
is about to reach the apex of growth and that fu r
ther expansion leads American capitalism to fur-, 
ther and more drastic attacks upon the standards 
®f life of the American masses and to an attempt 
at an armed redivision of the world market and 
spheres of imperialist domination, both of which 
only further intensify these contradictions leading 
to the downfall of American imperialism.

In the light of the above, the present economic 
depression must inevitably become the forerunner 
of a deep-going crisis, even though American 
capitalism may succeed 'in  postponing its coming 
with the help of the reserve powers which it still 
enjoys. This depression cannot be viewed mere
ly as a “ normal”  cyclical depression having only 
slight and passing effects.. On the contrary, be
cause of the qualitative changes which are taking 
place in American capitalist economy every such 
cyclical depression intensifies to the highest de
gree the contradictions of capitalism, undermines 
deeper the entire structure, eventually leading to 
deep-going crises.

The Lovestone group has an entirely diffent 
conception of the position and present phase of 
American capitalism. This conception is marked 
by the following characteristics:

1. The  main emphasis upon the tendencies mak
ing fo r the growth and power o f Am erican capitalism.

2. T o ta lly  inadequate emphasis upon the force 
and cumulative effect o f the contradictions o f A m e r
ican capitalism, w hich are already producing qual
itative changes.

3. The  Lovestone group sees no qualitative 
changes taking place m Am erican capitalism.

4. Lack o f proper evaluation o f the inner con
tradictions o f Am erican capitalism as d istinct from  
the underm in ing effects o f the 'd e c lin in g  w orld  cap
italism  and the growth o f the U.S.S.R.

7. V iew ing  the com ing o f deep-going crises in 
Am erica m ainly as a result o f the disintegrating in 
fluences o f declin ing w orld  capitalism, relegating to 
the background the effects q f the inner contradic
tions o f  A m erican  capitalism.

6. Follow ing the lead o f bourgeois economists in

The following document was submitted by the delega
tion of the Opposition in the American Party to the 
Sixth W orld  Congress of the Communist International, 
in July 1928 and signed by James P. Cannon, W illiam  
Z . Foster, W illiam  F. Dunne, Alex Bittelman, J. W . 
Johnstone, Manuel Gomez and George Siskin. This 
serious and powerful political indictment of the line 
and activities of the Lovestone-Fepper leadership of 
the American Party was dismissed—  after the sessions of 
the Congress had been concluded— with a ten line set of 
motions which were adopted by the Political Secretariat of 
the K .C .C .I. Neither the scant treatment accorded to 
this document by the E.C .C .I. nor the present attempt of 
some of the former “ leaders” of the Opposition in the 
American Party to depart from this platform in any way 
disturbs the essential validity of this indictment and its 
proposals. Events in the Party since its presentation to 
the E.C .C J. have entirely confirmed the correctness of 
the line of the document, and excepting certain wrong 
formulations contained in it on the world position and 
role of American imperialism, we contiue to stand on it.

The Lovestone-Pepper m ajority has voted to prohibit 
the publication or circularization of this document in the 
ranks. W e w ill p rin t it consecutively in “The M ilitan t.” 
The follow ing is the first installment.-—E D IT O R S .

evaluating the present depression only as. a “ reces
sion.”  O n this the Lovestone group persisted as late 
as February, 1928.

7. Accepting the “ theory o f spottiness”  o f the 
capitalist press and capitalist economists to  explain 
the nature o f the present depression and refusal to  
see its special characteristic as a forerunner o f a 
deep-going crisis.

8. Underestim ation of the great significance in 
the im peria list epoch o f the s tr ik in g ly  uneven devel
opment o f industry (coal, o il, textiles, etc.) in  con
nection w ith  other inner contradictions o f Am erican 
capitalism.

9. Failure to  understand the processes o f ra tion 
alization, the menacing nature o f the movement 
designated as capitalist-engineering-efficiency-social- 
ism and the in tegra tion o f the labor aristocracy and 
bureaucracy in to  the im peria list machine o f Am erican 
capitalism.

10. Failure to  understand, the fu ll effects o f the 
rationalization drive upon the workers particu larly 
as represented by the large extent o f wage cuts, 
espe’cia lly piece rates.

11! Assuming tha t the course o f Am erican im 
perialism w ill proceed m ainly along the lines of 
development o f B ritish capitalism and fa ilure to  
understand the basically d iffe ren t present w orld  situ
ation.

The to ta lity  o f these characteristics make fo r  a 
dangerously opportunist conception o f present-day 
Am erican capitalism and fo r a grave overestimation 
o f its reserve powers.

Th is tendency o f the Lovestone group finds its 
expression in the. orig ina l d ra ft o f the February 
thesis, the C.E.C. plenum resolution o f M ay 1927, 
and in  the w ritin g  and speeches of Comrades Love
stone, Pepper, W o lfe , N earing, e tc , etc.

II .— Underestimation of the Leftward D r ift of 
the Masses.

The murderous effects of the rationalization 
drive of American capitalism upon the masses 
(4,000,000 unemployed, speed-up, wage-cuts, etc.), 
the sharpening imperialist aggression of the Amer
ican ruling class (Nicaragua, China, Philippines, 
etc.), the success of Socialist construction in the 
U.S.S.R, the systematic breakdown of the effects 
of capitalist and reformist propaganda, are all pro
ducing a widespread leftward d rift of the masses 
in the United States.

There is a general growth of discontent, m ili
tancy and readiness to struggle among the rerv- 
skilled and unskilled workers (the bulk of the 
American proletariat). A  process of widespread 
and general radicalization is taking place in all 
industries among the most exploited sections of 
the workers.

This leftward or radicalization d rift of the masses 
came to most active expression in the struggle of 
the mining, textile, and neetlle trades workers, 
and in the widespread foment and prospects for 
struggle in the automobile, shoe', oil, meat packing, 
rubber, and other industries.

The A pril letter of the E.C.C.I. to our Party 
characterizes this general leftward d rift as “ a rap
idly growing participation of the workers in mass 
struggles.”

Similar signs of foment and leftward develop
ment are shown among the working farmers who 
continue to suffer under the effects of the agri
cultural crisis which though somewhat retarded, 
has not been liquidated.

This leftward d rift means a definite break in 
the mood of the American masses. A  break from 
passivity and retreat to increasing militancy and 
struggle.

The Lovestone group does not share this point 
of view. Its conception of the mood of the Ameri
can masses is marked by the following character
istics :

1. Failure to  sec the break in  the mood o f the

Am erican masses and the coming o f a tu rn ing  po in t 
in the class struggle.

2. Denial o f the existence o f a widespread and 
general le ftw ard or radicalization d r if t  among the 
bu lk  o f the Am erican workers, covering it  up w ith  
a demagogic and false charge against the m ino rity  
that i t  believes in  a- deep-going “ revolutionary”  
radicalization o f the "e n tire " American w orking 
class.

3. C arry ing over in to  the question of the mood 
o f the masses the bourgeois “ theory of spottiness,’ ’ 
insisting upon the "spo tty ”  nature o f radicalization 
in  the sense that i t  is found only among the workers 
in  the m in ing, textile  and needle industries.

4. Failure to recognize a leftward d r ift  among 
the w ork ing  farmers. Failure to  develop an effective 
agrarian program. Failure to  treat the agricultural 
workers as part o f the proletariat!'

5. Instead o f taking advantage o f the obvious 
manifestations o f the radicalization d r ift  >4 the masses, 
the Lovestone group underestimates it, and con
tin u a lly  and systematically ( in  speeches, articles,! 
resolutions, etc.) issues warnings and concentrates 
its attack against those, w h o ,a re  .seeking to  attract 
the Party’s attention and orientate its policy on the 
grow ing favorable cond ition  fo r struggle resulting 
from  this radicalization.

The sum of these characteristics constitute a, 
serious underestimation of the leftward d rift o f 
the American masses.

I I I .— Lack of Perspective of Struggle.
The growing aggressiveness of American capital 

ism, internally against the masses, externally 
against its imperialist rivals, chiefly England, and 
the leftward d rift o f the masses, constitute the main- 
basis for a perspective of sharpening class strug; 
gle and an increasing degree of leadership of Our 
Party in the struggles of the masses. This follows 
from a correct analysis of the diminishing reserve 
powers of American capitalism and the growing 
leftward d rift o f the masses.

The E.C.C.I. letter to our Party of A p ril 13, 
1928, states in the following way this perspective 
of struggle in America:

“ A m id  an atmosphere o f grow ing deep depression 
developing towards a crisis and more acute and 
aggressive po licy on the part o f Am erican im 
perialism at home and abroad (naval budget, perse
cution o f the workers through in junctions, N icara
gua, Philippines, M exico and so o n ); and under 
conditions o f a rap id ly  grow ing partic ipation of the 
workers in  mass struggles, as shown by the heroic 
struggle o f the miners in  Pennsylvania and O hio , by 
the Passaic textile  workers strike, the fig h t in  the 
needle trades, the historic Sacco-Vanz<tti agitation; 
the W orkers ’ (C om m unist) Party, which has already 
played, the leading role in these struggles, and was 
able also to take a p rom inent part in the miners’ 
struggle in Colorado, has now as its 'major task to 
m obilize and organize the workers under its banm r 
against the capitalist offensive and against the re
form ist supporters o f capitalism, namely, rhe A m er
ican Federation! o f Labor, and the Socialist Party 
o f Am erica.”  (T O  BE C O N T IN U E D )

O U R  N E X T  IS S U E
The next issue o f The M ilita n t w ill contain: A no the r 

installm ent of T ro tsky ’s Critic ism  o f the D ra ft Program 
of the Communist In ternational. A  review of the Pres
identia l election results. A no the r section of the “ R igh t 
Danger in  the Am erican Party.”  A n  article on trade 
union questions. Reports and comm eijt on the struggle 
against bureaucratic expulsions o f Communists from  the 
Party. M ore documents o f the Russian O pposition; and 
ether material and comment fo r the Party discussion.
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ELEVEN years have gone by since the Russian 
workers took the hammer of revolution in 

their haftds and broke the chain of W orld Im- 
penalising at its weakest link. The history of the 
whole intervening period represents on the one 
hand -the efforts o f the imperialists to forge that 
chain together again and bind i t  tighter around 
the erfslay^ masses. and, on the other hand, the 
strujggle'or the proletariat to tear it  apart from the 
whole of humanity.

Thfe Russian Revolution was not merely a na- 
tiorial event—‘it  was'the beginning of and signal 
lor the International Proletarian Revolution. Here
in  lies its true meaning, its great historic signific
ance. Froth ’ this standpoint the revolutionary 
workers o f the. world hail the cause of Soviet Rus
sia as th e ir  cause on the eleventh anniversary of 
her “ October.”

The’ Russia* Revolution broke forever the 
‘ 'unity v' of the world and divided it into two hostile 
camps-i-the Camp of imperialist exploitation. and 
the camp of social revolution. A t one polar ex
treme stands America, the strongest imperialist 
Woild power. A t the other stands the U.S.S.R., 
the land df the workers rule. The antagonism be
tween them and the systems they represent is 
irreconcilable. They cannot live together per
manently Side by side. The victory of the Soviet 
system on a world scale means the liberation of en
slaved,humanity and its ascent to heights of culture 
■and achievement beyond our dreams—to socialism 
and beyond’(that to communism. The victory of 
•imperialism would hurl civilization into the abyss. 
Such is the; ¡¿sue o f “ the epoch of wars and revolu
tions”  in which we live and fight.

Slogans for Today

A Moscow wireless to the Daily W orker (11-1- 
1928) reports that the leading article of the 

Pravda of October 31, has raised the following 
slogans as “ ntost apt to the present”  for the elev
enth anniversary of the Bolshevik revolution: 
Against the Kulak! Against the Nepman! Against 
the Bureaucrats!

Less than a year ago, at the 15th Congress of 
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, the 
leaders o f ; the Opposition raised precisely these 
slogans to be adopted by the Party. For this ser
vice Trotsky, Radek, and dozens of the best and 
most loyal Bolshevik fighters were expelled from 
the Party, and many of them sent into exile and 
worse.

The adoption of these slogans now, after a 
harmful delay of tw o1 or three years, is a typical 
example o f the zig-zag policy that has characterized 
the > course of the Central Committee in general, 
and the Stalin group within it  in particular. And 
even' their • adoption at this point cannot, in the 
face -of what 'has happened in the past, be taken at 
fu ll face' value.

A t  the T4th Party Conference the decision on 
t3ie-leasing of land and the employment of wage 
wOrk^Fs ifi the village was a concealed concession 
td the Kulaks. The consequence of this false 
measure^-the extension of the franchise to exploit
ing eleiriehtsi in the village—was only a logical step 
in the direction of the course which yielded to the 
pressure of the private-capitalist elements in town 
and-Milage. Aimed iVith Stalin's slogan at the 
1’4‘th Conference of the Party of “ Fire against the 
Left'1—which he later attempted to deny having 
iSsued—the Opposition was made the object of 
the Party’s Jjlows while the Kulak’s and the Nep- 
man’s strength waxed under the false policy of the 
Central Committee.

The demands of the Opposition for a struggle 
against the Kulak so as to weaken- his power and 
influence and prevent his growth at the expense 
of the poor and middle peasantry were violently 
rejected. As late as 1926, Stalin denounced 
them as raisers of “ alarm,”  of "panic.”  A t  the 
15th Party Conference (November 1926) Buch- 
arin asked triumphantly: “ Since the Kulak has be
come so formidable, why has he not played us 
some nasty trick?”  A  new, anti-Leninist and 
revisionist (conception of "the Kulak began to ap
pear in the ranks of the Party. “ The Kulak is 
growing into socialism,”  announced Bucharin. 
“ The Kulak is a bogey from the old w o rld . . ,  
only represented by a few individuals already in 
the. process o f extinction,”  wrote Boguschevsky. 
“ Our policy w ith regard to the village must ad

The Russian Revolution revivified the revolu
tionary movement of the world and inspired the 
proletarian masses w ith new confidence and hope. 
I t  lifted up the banner of socialism, trampled in 
the mud of social-patriotism by the traitor leaders 
of the “ socialist”  parties, and made it  again syn
onymous w ith Internationalism. Lenin; the leader 
of the Russian Revolution, was also the leader of 
the Communist International which arose out of 
the ruins brought about by social treason in the 
war. Eleven years of the dictatorship of the pro
letariat has confirmed everything that Lenin taught 
about the international significance of the revolu
tion and the indissoluble bonds between it  and the 
world proletariat.

Soviet Russia is the fortress of the W orld Rev
olution. W hile it stands the imperialist system 
shakes on its foundations. Every attempt at “ stab
ilization”  brings greater insecurity and deeper con
tradictions. The example and the brotherly help 
of Soviet Russia inspires and strengthens the move
ment of the workers and oppressed peoples 
throughout the world. The flag of our Socialist 
Fatherland is the flag of our hope and on this 
eleventh anniversary we again hail it  as our own.

Between the Soviet Republics united in the 
U.S.S.R. and the international revolutionary pro
letariat there is an organic connection. They are 
hound together spiritually and politically. They 
are united by ties of mutual solidarity which no 
power on earth can break. Just as the Soviet Re
publics constitute an impregnable fortress of the 
world revolution so is the international proletariat 
the protector of the Soviet Republics. The rev
olutionary workers see in every blow aimed at

vance along the line of removing and restroying 
the many restrictions hindering the growth and 
undertakings of the well-to-do peasants and Ku
laks,”  said Bucharin at the 14th Party Conference, 
“ we must say to the peasants, to all the peasants: 
Enrich yourselves, develop your undertakings, have 
no fear that you w ill be repressed.”  As late as one 
year ago, the five year plan of national economy 
proposed by Rykov and Kchichanovsky hailed the 
“ decline in the private capitalist elements in town 
and couhtry.”

The repeated warnings of the Opposition not 
only went unheeded, but were denounced as “ de
featism, pessimism, hopeful speculation on a crisis”  
and in similar slanderous manner. ‘ “ The Opposi
tion proposes to deprive the peasants of their last 
penny.” The Opposition was endeavoring to in- 
duce us “ to bleed the peasantry to the utmost, to 
squeeze everything possible out of him.”  The 
Stalin-Rykov-Ruibyschev economy proclamation 
said that they were “ proposing to plunder the peas
antry.”  The Pravda sneered at the Opposition 
for “ its super-industrialization, its noise about Ku
lak and NEP dangers.”

But events have their logic, and class forces and 
relations their irresistible pressure. The grain 
requisitions of this year demonstrated to the h ilt 
the correctness of the Opposition’s estimate o f the 
growing strength and aggressiveness of the Kulak. 
The conspiracy in the Donetz Basin tore aside the 
veil that concealed the bureaucratic corruption 
that had seeped into the State, the economic and 
the Party apparatus.

The slogans adopted on the 11th anniversary, 
under the pressure of the Party masses and the 
persistent fight of the Opposition, w ill acquire 
content, point and driving power when the entire 
line of the Opposition w ill be adopted along with 
them. They w ill receive their guarantee of realiza
tion w ith the return to the Party of their original 
protagonists and most stubborn and consistent-sup
porters w ith whose fight they have always been 
associated. Unless Stalin—who has zig-zagged 
from “ Fire against the Left!”  to “ Fire against the 
R ight!”— capitulates to the. Rykov-Tomsky-Kalinin 
right wing in the Polburo he w ill be forced to the 
left, to the line of the Opposition. The latter 
alternative is the logical outcome of the tendencies 
and situation in the Soviet Union and its Com
munist Party.— m.s.
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Soviet Russia a blow aimed at their own cause and 
react against it  as such. Te defense of the Soviet 
Union is our own fight. I t  is and w ill be a central 
rallying slogan of the labor militants of the entire 
world. “ Defend the Soviet Union!”  is a slogan 
leading the workers to follow the example of the 
Russian Revolution. So they must conceive it. So, 
w ill the victory of socialism in Russia and through
out the world be finally secured.

The victory of the Russian proletariat grew out 
of the W orld War. The establishment of the 
dictatorship of the proletariat in Russia and the 
organization of the Communist International—two 
vast achievements historically linked toge the r- 
are the plus signs against the slaughter of the mil
lions and the collapse of the Second International. 
The imperialist war makers and their “ socialist”  
lackeys unleashed forces which they could not 
conrol.

The imperialist masters of the world want to 
take back these gains of the workers wrested out 
of the bloody pit of . war and revolution. Arma
ments are being multiplied on an unprecedented 
scale. W ar clouds darken the skies. W ar plans 
grow apace. They are aimed primarily at Soviet 
Russia and through it  at the entire international 
labor movement.

The celebrations of the workers throughout the 
world on this eleventh anniversary of the Russian 
Revolution must therefore be dominated above all 
by the solemn realization of the war danger and 
the steel resolve to meet i t  by revolutionary’ means; 
by the resolve to put all our weight and all our 
sacrifice in the scale for the cause of Soviet Russia 
which is the cause of the oppressed and exploited

The ‘Outlook’ Expose
The revelations contained in the current number 

of The Outlook on the innocence of the martyred 
Vanzetti in the Bridgewater hold-up and the 
scoundrelly cynicism of the authorities to whom 
the facts were vailable can only serve as corrobor
ative evidence. The certainty of the entire inno
cence of Sacco and Vanzetti of any of the crimes 
charged against them was long ago firm ly estab
lished in the eyes of the, militant working class. 
The Outlook, a rabid supporter of the very sys
tem that murdered the two Italian rebels, is con
cerned only w ith covering the hideous, festering 
sores on the body of capitalist “ justice,”  to tie the 
working class to the chariot of confidence in the 
corrupt institutions of the masters. The duty of 
every class-conscious worker, on the other hand, 
is ceaselessly to point out that the legal assassina
tion of Sacco and Vanzetti was entirely in harmo
ny with the processes of "justice”  as it is regularly 
dispensed to workers by the courts of their class 
foe.

There is no doubt that there w ill be more evi
dence forthcoming in the future that w ill strike 
further blows at the toppling edifice of lies under 
which the martyrs were buried. Unfortunately, 
nothing can bring the two fighters back to the 
ranks of the working class. Their memory must 
serve not only as a permanent indictment against 
capitalism and an inspiring example of rebels’ con
duct, but as a mute appeal to every worker to take 
up and continue the fight for the defense of all 
class war prisoners. The case of Tom Mooney 
and Warren K. Billings, buried alive in Califor
nia’s prisons for more than twelve years, is in point. 
The over abundant proofs of their innocence, and 
the frame-up that almost sent them to the gallows 
have been made public long ago. I t  is the duty 
of every worker to aid with all vigor in the fight 
for their belated release.

The campaign of International Labor Defense 
for Mooney and Billings follows the right line in 
proceeding from the standpoint of the class strug
gle. The essence of the task is to make the case 
of Mooney and Billings again , a burning issue of 
the labor movement. A  militant fight, led and 
organized by the class-conscious elements, is the 
best assurance for a speedy victory in  this fight. 
A  prerequisite for this is a recognition of the great 
importance and potentialities of this issue. The 
opinion that the mass interest in this historic case 
cannot be revived is profoundly false. I t  is a 
question only of correct tactics and organization 
methods and energetic work, The hope of Mooney 
and Billings, of the Centralia I.W .W . and of every 
other labor prisoner in  the country lies in  the pro 
test movement of the masses.

The Fortress of the World Revolution


