
War, Kellogg Pact and the Soviet Union
foreign policy of a revolutionary Workers’ 

»  State that is surrounded by imperialist powers 
was outlined a decade and more ago by the leaders 
Bolshevism, Lenin and Trotsky. Its course is di
rected to warding o ff all interventionist and coun
ter-revolutionary movements no matter what their 
form may'be, so that the Workers’ State may be 
.able to lengthen the period in which it strengthens 
the -socialist forces in the country as against-the 
forces of capitalism while the revolutionary pro
letariat in the imperialist countries gathers suf
ficient strength to overthrow their own bour
geoisie. The Soviet power must therefore aim to 
aid in every possible way the revolutionary move
ment in other countries, to help free the masses 
everywhere from the “democratic” and “pacifist” 
illusions cultivated by the bourgeoisie, to expose 
the, imperialist machinations of the foreign bour-

f oisie, to arouse the workers against them, and 
ireby hecpmé a rallying center for tjbe wgfkers 
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In  the offic ial reply of the Soviet Government, 
signing thfc-K^lp^'-Pacti given out jby Litvinov on 
August 31, 1928, is contained a series of-the most 
astounding statements.. Says the Soviet Commis
sar., for Foreign A ffairs on the reservations made 
by Great Britain:

“This reservation the Soviet Government cannpU 'bui. 
consider as an attempt to use the Compact -itself, as an 
instrument of imperialist policy.”  (Current History, Octo
ber 1928, page 6 .)

A n “attempt"! .W e must take it, therefore, that 
the “compact itself” is not an instrument of im
perialist policy, but that the rascally British are 
making an "attempt” to use it for this purpose. I f  
this analysis is advanced before the .working class 
w ith all the authority of the Soviet Union behind 
it, what becomes of the daily agitation in the press 
which continues to repeat— and correctly so—  
that “Versailles, Locarno, the Anglo-French agree
ment, the Kellogg Tcace’ Pact are all steps to
ward, a war o f all imperialist powers against Soviet 
Russia”? (See D ally W orker, March 6, 1929). 
Millions read the proclamations of the Soviet 
Union, where only a handful read the Communist 
press. Even if this were not so, the theory that 
the Workers’ State can talk one way and the wor
kers another way, is fundamentally false.

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

“ Nevertheless, in.-smuch as the Pact o f Paris objective
ly  imposes certain o b ! i~ r !on* on the powers before pub
lic  opinion and gives the Soviet Government a new 
chance to put before all the participants of the compact 
a question of disarmament,-the solution of which is the 
pnly guarantee of prevention of war— the Soviet Gov
ernment-expresses its willingness to sign the Pact of 
Paris.”  (Current History, October 1928, page 6 .) v
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poses upon its participants certain obligations of a peace
ful character, it has without delay adhered to it.” (Soviet 
Union Review, Feb. 1929, page 31.)

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

“ O u r . government took into consideration the fact that 
thè states signing thé Kellogg Pact thereby placed them
selves under a certain moral (so l) obligation to public 
opinion with respect to non-aggression.” (Inprecor, 
December 20, 1928, page 1703.)

I f  this is not enough to make a cat laugh, as 
Stalin would say, it  is at least enough to throw  
Messrs. Briand, Chamberlain, Stresemann, Musso
lin i and Hoover into convulsive fits. The Kellogg. 
Pact is Supposed to “impose upon its participants 
.certain Obligations erf a peaceful character”, yea, 
f io r a i oWigatians”! W hy doesn’t  thè Soviet 
sUnjóQ 'fig u ré e  inmamo Pact, or join the W orld  
Court, or the League of Rations? Don’t  they atì 
vimpo9e. p w f i dbligatiQQs p f a  peaceful character 
oo their participants”? C^r'perh^js Litvinov (read: 
S^hn-RyAov) would--have us 'believe-that the Kel
logg Pàct is less the instrument of the imperialist 
bandita and war mongers than the VersaillesTreaty 
and the League o f  Nations?

Does pot this babble fly  to the face of. all Boi

Lento said -ih»» toe .^ rie t-p bw eïv 'o h  the 
question ofpeace,

“W ould deelafe th^t-it expects-nothing good from the 
bourgeois, governments and proposes to thè workers of 
all countries to. overthrow them and transfer all political 
JHrwef to  Soviets of workers deputies.” (Lenin, - H ow  to 
Attain- Peace, March 29, 1917.)

I t  is true that the Soviet Union has a rcserva- 
titoi, ©ri the Pactt Its  note says further:

Summariring whatt has been said ’ above, one must 
state me; abseiice 'in  the-compact of . obligations concern
ing disarmaments,; whiçh ; is the only (I), essential ele- 
m e it of peace guarantee.”  (Current History, October 
: 1928* page 6 .)

- W e suppose that this, unbelievable clap-trap (we 
Will -not use a harsher term ) is accepted as very 
‘klever’’ Soviet diplomacy-m some quarter, a type 
of- Machiavellian stroke that outwits everybody—  
Except the bourgeoisie for whom it is apparently 
intended.

The Communists have persistently striven to per
meate the proletariat w ith the idea that disarma
ment talk under capitalism is the worst crime of 
the bourgeois pacifists. That capitalism, arma
ments, war and militarism arc synonymous and in-

separable. That the demand for disarmament al
ways results in actually disarming the working class 
before its class enemy, because capitalism w ill not 
and cannot disarm. That those who create the im
pression that capitalism can disarm “as the only es
sential element of peace guarantee,” are drugging 
the working class. That the only real road to peace 
is the overthrow of the bourgeoisie and the victory 
of socialism. That the appeal for disarmament is 
reactionary utopianism. Lenin said a thousand 
times:

“The Kautskyan preaching of ‘disarmament’, 'which is 
addressed chiefly to the present governments of the 
imperialistic great powers, is a vulgar piece of opportun
ism, pf bourgeois pacifism, actually calculated— in . spite 
of the good intentions' of the gentle Kautskyans— to di
vert the workers h-om the class struggle. For such a pro
paganda is calculated to inspire the workers with the 
thought that the present ■ bourgeois governments of the 
Imperialistic powers are N O T  bound b y . thousands - of 
threads, of finance capital and tens or hundreds ..of. cor
responding (i. e., predatory, greedy, preparatory.to  
imperialistic, agression) SECRET T R E A T IE S  between 
themrives ” (Lenin, The Disarmament Cry, SbotnikfSo- 

rrial-Demokrata, December 1916.)

I f  the Workers’ State does not constantly ex
pose tine inherent counter-revolutionary nature o f 
the imperialist powers, but, on the contrary, cre
ate^ .the impression thatthese powers can be made' 
.to.-disarm and establish peace, who is deceived? 
Certainly not the Hoovers, the Briands, the Cham
berlains •_ "  They laugh
to their sleeves atotfce'.''.fjpfy idea of disarmament 
or peace and at all. the .pitiful talk pf Litvinov. 
They are secretly or openly preparing'for the'next 
imperialist war as they must by their very nature, 
as well as for a war to crush the workers’ repub
lic. A ll their pacts, conferences and treaties are 
window-dressing to hypnotize the workers while- 
they themselves work feverishly for the proper 
moment. But the workers, to whom the authority 
of the Soviet Union" is great, .are. deceived by the 
disarmament palaver. Their illusions about peace 
under capitalism, about the possibilities of disarm
ament, are deepened when the Soviet Union; signs 
the Kellogg Pact. And the Communist Parties are 
disarmed. It  becomes almost impossible for them 
to denounce effectively the Kellogg Pac^ as an ini- 
perialist, war-mongeririg document, when the 
bourgeoisie can easi]y reply: “Dear friends, your 
own Soviet Union has signed it and hailed it as 
a step towards peace".

For when the Soviet Union praises the imperial
ists as “our friendly neighbors” how can the Com
munists in other countiies expose their bourgeoisie 
as enemies of the Soviet Union who are preparing 
to . crush it? W hen the Communist member of 
Reichstag, Stoecker, denounces German imperial
ism’s war preparations against the Soviet Union, 
the social-democratic Chancellor, Mueller, triumph
antly replies with

“The words of M .T .  Kalinin, president of the Soviet 
U n io n , who on his recent reception to the new German 
Ambassador to Moscow, D r. Herbert von Dircksen, as 
serted that the relations between the Soviet Union and 
the German Republic were thoroughly peaceful anc’ 
friendly.” (N ew  York Herald-Tribune. February 27, 
1929.)

The Communist deputy was unable to reply to 
this. Mueller could also have quoted Litvinov’.- 
speech (Inprecor, December 20, 1928, page 1706) 
in which the German bourgeoisie is praised as th-r 
friend of Russia. Mussolini, in reply to the Italiar 
Communists, can also quote Litvinov’s speech;

“A n example of the possibility of maintaining norma’ 
ahd perfectly correct ( ! )  relations to another state, ir 
spite of different social political systems, is offered b; 
our relations to Italy, which give rise to practically nt 
mutual complaints.” (Inprecor, ibid., page 1706.) -

And Herbert Hoover, who is denounced very 
properly in the Communist press here as an arch 
enemy of the Soviet Union and the working class 
can also reply to these attacks by quoting Litvtoo'

“We* must openly-admit that up to the..pceae«t; we-4a* 
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Who Supports Trotsky?
T IE liars who got their training in the five years 

campaign of falsifying and misrepresenting the 
viewpoint of the Russian Opposition are now ex- 
celling themselves. The paid scribblers of the Stab 
:inist press are seeking to cover up the shame of 
the regime that illegally exiled (in cahoots w ith 
Kemal Pasha, the Turkish Mussolini) the Sword 
o f October, L. D. Trotsky, w ith a barrage of the 
most revolting lies that ever disgraced a working 
class press. In  the United States, the leadership 
in the campaign is being taken by the Daily 
W orkèr and the Daily Freiheit. The editors of 
both of these papers, M iner and Olgin, are old 
hands at slandering and defaming Bolsheviks. They 
did it fo r years after thè Russian Revolution o f 
1917 before they found a comfortable place in the 
Central Committee of the Communist Party.

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

"T ro ts k y  has openly espoused the same slogans of 
Struggle and 'the same methods o f counter-revolutionary 
struggle against th e  Soviet power tha t are characteristic 
o f  the entire school o f agents o f capitalist reaction— the 
jnenshevilcs.”

Minor, like Olgin, is very careful not to quote 
a single sentence of Trotsky’s writings or the 
authoritative viewpoint of the bourgeois and so
cial democratic press on Trotsky. To do either 
would be to shatter the whole edifice of lies of 
the Stalinites. Since M inor w ill not quote, we will, 
and i t  w ill very easily be deteonstrated that every 
genuinely reactionary element in the world is im
bued w ith an ineradicable hatred of Trotsky and 
all he stands for..

Says Durànty, the Stalinized Moscow corre
spondent, of the big bourgeois New York Times: 

"Before  go ing fu rthe r i t  must fee understood that the 
R ig h t ‘O pposition  differs greatly fro n u th e  opposition o f 
the Trotskyists in  being conducted upon ‘legal’ party 
lines; tha t is, i t  represents criticism  o f current policies o f 
the K rem lin  by a m ajority  group w hich remains w illin g  
to  accept the m ajority  ru ling  even should tha t be ad
verse. T ro tsky, who was never a real Bolshevist, made the 
fatal e rro r o f continu ing his opposition, despité m ajority  
decisions, by ‘underground’ and ‘illega l’ methods." (Feb
ruary 27, 1929.)

Duranty-Stalin-Minor-Olgin sing in chorus that 
Trotsky was never a real Bolshevik.”  The Times 

writes editorially on the series of articles by T ro t
sky which it  printed:

"He, makes no attack upon the Soviet system, which he 
believes w ill endure in some form  or another, but he is 
b itte r enough and exp lic it enough in  condemning the 
men now at the head o f affairs in  Prussia, who are, to his 
m ind, betrayers o f the pure doctrine preached by Lenin, 
and really at heart enemies o f the true cause o f the 
Soviets.”  (February 24, 1929.)

Says the organ of A l Smith “ liberalism,”  the 
New York W orld:

Tro tsky belongs at the farthest extrem ity o f the le ft 
w ing; he stands fo r the most radical in terpretation of 
M arx ian  principles. . . .  A t  any rate, there is no Therm i- 
dor now  in  sight. A ll  Russian reports agree upon the 
¡strength o f Stalin and his po licy.”  (February 27, 1929.)

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

"T ro ts k y ’s statement that Stalin and other Russian lead
ers that exiled him and his friends are leaning ‘to  the 
.r ig h t, that is toward conservatism and capitalism, w ill 
interest Am erica ’s conservative, government. Stalin, in 
te llig e n t Russian, knows that power w ithou t money is a 
shadow, so he leans in  the direction of money.”  (Feb
rua ry  27, 1929.)

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

“ W e are the last ones to regret T ro tsky ’s fate, W e 
know very well tha t he is, perhaps more than anyone 
else except Lenin, responsible fo r Russia's calamities and 
fo r  the seas o f innocent blood that were shed there. VVe 
also know that i f  T ro tsky should get the opportun ity  to 
carry out his present program  i t  w ould be a new calami
ty  fo r Russia as well as fo r the entire w orld .”  (February 
17, 1929.)
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And here is what the Forward reports on the 
lecture Chernov, the counter-revolutionary Social 
Revolutionary, gave in New York on Trotsky:

“ So far as T ro tsky is concerned the lecturer believes 
that he also has finished his role. H e has no chance 
o f again becoming a part o f the Russian power.”  (Feb
ruary 10, 1929.)

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

“ In  reality the T ro tsky element is more reactionary 
than the present regime and therefore less dangerous to 
S ta lin  than the R ights.”  (February 1929.)

Let the Daily Worker and the Freiheit, and all 
the other little Stalinites explain why it is that) the 
"counter-revolutionary Trotsky”  has been refused 
admission into thè centers of reaction and coun
ter-revolution throughout the world. W hy he has 
been rejected in Berlin, in Rome, in Vienna, in 
Paris, in London, in Washington or New York. 
W hy have not the counter-revolutionary statesmen 
Of the world, Charmberlain, Briand, Mussolini and 
Hoover extended an urgent invitation to Trotsky 
to stay and work w ith them? W hy does Strese- 
mann threaten to resign i f  Trotsky is invited to 
Germany? The bourgeoisie fear and hate Trotsky 
who is the symbol of the'proletarian revolution.

The Beriinter BoerszenzeitOttg, which is the Ger
man W all Street Journal, writes as follows:

"G erm any has enough to  do in  tfeeSe d iffic u lt times 
w ith  the maintenance o f its own in terna l equilib rium , and 
wé consider i t  superfluous to  create new burdens a rtific ia l
ly  by a hospitality that w ill give the strongest propagand
ist o f Bolshevism (T ro tsky ) the opportun ity  o f exercis
ing  h^s propaganda powers in  a country which in  his 
op in ion can be most sw iftly  ripened to r a Bolshevik h a rv 
est.”  (February 1, 1929.)

Its colleagues in the reactionary Preussische Zei- 
tung write:

“ W e need hardly emphasize that we would consider a 
lengthy stay o f T ro tsky, alias Bronscein, on German soil 
as h igh ly  undesirable and disagreeable.”

The Neukoelltter Tageblatt writes:
“ In  po litica l circles in Berlin the opin ion prevails that 

the presence o f T ro tsky would create a h igh ly  unpleas
ant incident. The possibility must be reckoned w ith  that 
T ro tsky m ight undertake something against the govern 
nient in  Russia w hile  in  Germany. Such a fact would 
bring  extremely bad consequences fo r Germân-Ruèsiaii 
relations. Germany would fina lly  be forced in to  the un
pleasant position o f ex iling T ro tsky again!”

The Hamburger Nachrichten, an arch-reaction
ary sheet w ith Bismarckian tendencies, demands 
that Stalin assassinate Trotsky, even as Minor 
urges that the Opposition be executed by the gov
ernment:

“ I t  is possible that this element still sticking to the 
T ro tsky cause is not numerically powerfu l when com
pared w ith  others. Nevertheless the venom it  steadièy 
ejects against Stalin and his crowd has its stinging effect. 
Stalin is getting the consequence o f his blunder in  not 
having sent T ro tsky and the T ro tsky crowd in to  the Great 
Beyond by methods as usual as they are fam iliar. The 
crowd now in power did not feel strong enough to  venture 
so far.”  (January 27, 1929.)

But i f  Stalin was not sure enough of himself to 
do away with Trotsky entirely, perhaps the fascisti 
w ill help him out. IHustrierte Beofcachter, the or
gan of Adolph Hitler, the German anti-sémite and 
i ascisi, prints a picture of Trotsky with the fo l
lowing comment:

“ T ro tsky, the Soviet-Jewish bloodhound, wants to re
side in Berlin during his exile. W e w ill have to keep a 
v ig ilan t eye on this Jewish assassin and c rim ina l." (Feb
ruary 9, 1929).

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

Indeed, everything goes. Lies, distortion, inven
tions. The official Party press tries to whip up a 
hysteria over the appearance of Trotsky’s articles 
in the New York Times. Trotsky has very cor
rectly taken advantage of the extraordinary “ news 
value”  of his exile—the greatest political sensation 
of the year—to explain its political meaning to 
millions of workers who read the bourgeois press, 
just as Lenin and Trotsky made use of the bour
geois press to broadcast the secret treaties, which 
\vere first published in the reactionary New York 
Evening Post and the yellow Mew York Call. Scores 
of Bolshevik documents first saw light of day out
side of Sòvièt Russia in the bourgeois press. Lenin 
even made use of thè German monarchist govern
ment in 1917 to travel in a sealed train through 
Germany in-order to participate actively in the 
Russian revolution. In  those days, Olgin, writing 
in the Forward hailed the forged Sisson documents 
that “ proved”  that Lenin and Trotsky were agents

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

Many years have passed, and there has been a 
change, but not in Trotsky, not in Minor, not in 
Olgin. In 1917, Trotsky was writing and fighting 
for Bolshevism. M inor and Olgin were writing 
and fighting against the Bolsheviks in the boUrg- 
geois and yellow socialist press. In 1929, Trotsky 
is still writing and fighting for Bolshevism. M inor 
and Olgin are still fighting against Bolsheviks. The 
difference is that they speak in the name o f Stalin 
now, and write in the Staiinite press. “ I t  is the 
march of events . . . ”

H a il to the New Chief ?
Great travail marks thè Party convention now 

in session. The mountain is groaning in labor, 
and may give forth a mouse at any moment.

As we predicted months ago, the minority is 
seeking a convenient formula for capitulation and 
Stalin has offered them one by which they may 
gracefully retire from the fight With feeble shouts 
of victory. The caucuses are now feverishly dis
cussing the demand of Stalin trfàt Wm. Z. Foster, 
the leader without followers, be made secretary 
of the Party. Picture to yourself the touching 
scene that may. ensue: The “ Right danger”  which 
each faction claimed the other personified w jll be 
completely liquidated and the hitherto estranged 
factions w ill fall on each other s neck in a blubber 
of unity as they look upon, the new born, while 
its fond parents, Lovestone and Bittelman, make 
preparations for the Long Journey to Moscow or 
the Caucasus to rest for a year from t^ieir labors.

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

The meaning of this ten cent maneuver is ob
vious. The shuffling of offices is the Stalinist 
method of “ solving”  political difficulties. The ap
pointment from above of Foster as secretary of the 
Party, although ninety-nine percent, of the Party 
membership has repudiated him, is entirely devoid 
of principle and settles N O T ONE of the principle 
questions raised by the Opposition or any one else 
in the Party. This maneuver is designed to kill 
two birds with one stqne: to “ establish”  unity in 
the Party and to head o ff the Opposition’s steady 
growth. I t  w ill accomplish neither. Foster is to 
be surrounded by the old gang of opportunists and 
bureaucrats, and be ab orbed by them, while the 
minority is made to subordinate itself. Anyone 
who wants such “ unity”  is welcome to it. As to 
the Opposition we are told that a “ big drive”  is to 
be made after the convention to “ win back”  
the Oppositionists. Foster is to be the decoy for 
the Communist workers who have revolted. The 
Lovestoneites w ill crusade up and down the land, 
with the image of St. W illiam  pasted on their 
foremost banner, flanked by the -few remaining 
Bittelmanites hoarsely echoing their shibboleths 
and urging the errant to follow the new “ leader.”

The crusaders w ill fail. The workers who have 
rallied to the banner of the Opposition on the 
basis of a principle fight that involves the entire 
course and fate of the revolutionary movement w ill 
not be deceived by this cheap stratagem so charac
teristic of the Stalin regime, Fake unity, unprinci
pled combinations arrived at behind the backs of 
the membership and a corrupt Lovestone regime 
covered w ith a new plaster w ill not be accepted as 
a substitute for the settlement of principle dis
putes On a Leninist basis. This maneuver Will 
fizzle like à penny firèeràtkèr; the fight fòr prin
ciple w ill go on.

It is a matter of little concern whether Foster 
or Lovestone fe thè hew secretary of thè Fàfty. 
The regime and its line remain the Stóhè, àftd We 
wont buy any bonds ftomi either of them.
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The Communists and the “ Progressives”
ON the heels of the recent convention of the 

American Federation of Labor which outdid 
all others in reaction there Have appeared a num- 
her of manifestations of a new “progressive” move
ment which call for the most serious consideration 
of the Communist and Left W ing1 workers.

The most important of these manifestations is 
the Manifesto, printed in the February number of 
the Lahac Age. This manifesto outlines -a platform 
of L6, points which is only a slightly modified, re
statement of the practical platform, of the Left 
Wing militants in the labor movement. It includes 
the. organization of the workers in the basic in
dustries into industrial unions, trade union democ
racy,, dm S-cfay week, independent political action, 
social insurance and most of the other standard 
demands of the Left wing. Action of a certain 
sort has accompanied this attempt to formulate the 
platform of the new “progressives.” The conflict 
between the Brookwood tabor College and the 
A. f . of L. Executive Conned, which has opened 
fite on it, Lt Ohe phtse- Qn March 2tnd» these 
aposties, of trade union reform yfMwded th^ir ban
ner at-a pnhfe htneheon in i W  Xorb City under 
the awp^e^ tit the League for industrial pemoc-
racyi an auxiliary of the Socialist Party headed by 
hiorman Thomas. Al®-0 should he mentioned the 
“crusade’’ Yihich fhe Socialist bifw bearer has been 
Conducting against the Civic federation policies of 
Matthew. Woll. In all these developments the 
trend toward'a crystallization of a respectable body 
of “progressive- opinion” within the labor move
ment can be plainly seen.

The Sponsors 0f this movement are the group 
around the Labor Age and the Brookwood Labor 
College—Muste, Budenz, and others, including 
quite a few such as Brophy and Hapgood who 
have had relations with the Communists in United 

-Front movements in the past; a considerable num
ber of trade union officials around the country; 
and the Socialists who have fought side by side 
with the A. F. of L. bureaucrats against us. Hill- 
quit, Thomas, Oneal and Co. are devoting much 
attention to the movement and are. aiming for the 
hegemony of it. It  would be erroneous, however, 
to regard the movement as simply the creation of 
the .̂ pciHfst Pnrty. ,Ifs, b r̂is appears to. be much 
broader and, if  it continues to develop, will very 
probably include.a much, wider circle.

These events are not accidental. They reflect 
in the first place the unmistakable growth of dis
content of wide sections of the workers and their 
impulse to, struggle a,gafnst the present state of 
affairs. They are a reaction to the position of the 
ruling officialdom which grows ever more brazenly 
reactionary, smothering these sentiments of the 
workers and giving them UP expression. The 
virtual abandonment of the old unions by the Com
munists, who have stood at the head of most of 
the opposition movements in the past five years, 
facilitates the emergence of the reformist group 
and affords the Socialists a,n opportunity to regain 
some of their lost positions. The new movement 
is a challenge to the Communists for the leader
ship of the coming fights.

These “progressives” a,re weather-cocks who re
flect certain winds blowing in, the labor movement. 
Their emergence now with demands which' con
note militancy is an indicator of the radiealiration 
of the workers growing within the1 old unions as 
well as in the ranks of the unorganized masses. 
Their role, objectively speaking, is to express this 
radicalization in words, to harness it in action and 
to head it off Horn any real collision with the 
capitalists and the A. . of L. machine. And their 
field for this function is by no means confined 
to the old unions. A  strongly organized block 
of these elements in the A. F. of L. can also exer
cise a great influence on the struggles of the un
organized.

The question whether they will succeed in 
stultifying the promising movements of the prox? 
¡mate future or whether the very movements of 
the workers they express and, to. a certain .extent, 
help to create are developed in the direction of 
real class battles, depends very much upon the 
activities and tactics of the Communists. ‘ Com
munist tactics will have a tremendous bearing on 
the outcome of the impending struggles of the 
workers. And one of the most decisive aspects 
of these tactics is the question of our attitude to
ward the progressives and the movement which 
they indubitably express.

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

By James P. Cannon
of thç American labor movement exists in any of 

. the European countries. The fight there is be
tween thé Communists and the Social Democrats 
for the leadership of the masses. This is sp in 
America only in the needle trades, a small sector 
not representative of the whole labor movement. 
The struggle here is, for the creation of a class 
movement of the workers and the expansion of 
Communist influence within it. And this, of 
course, is alsp a.- struggle against reformism of all 
kinds. The events of the past few years have not 
altered, this basic perspective. Opr fundamental 
tactical line, modified in the light of experience, 
with the errors and distortions porrected; still holds 
good. Contrary opinions only substitute wishes 
for realities. We are not done with the progres
sives. Cta the contrary the question of oufattitude 
towards them and relations with them wall take on 
a ten-fold greater significance in the coming 
period of mass struggles than in the period behind 
us.

Let us look back:'at our established tactics on this 
question* _• Numerous resolutions, unanimously 
adopted by the Party, as well as resolutions of the 
C.I. on the American question, could be quoted. 
AM of these resolutions emphasized the tactic of 
the united front with progressive elements and in 
practice we followed this line.

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

In  applying this tactic of the united front the 
Party made many errors. The block with Bren
nan in the anthracite, for example, was formed 
under conditions which actually rehabilitated this 
discredited faker and failed to build the Communist 
influence. The non-crirical attitude toward Bro- 
phy, Hapgood, etc., worked against the militancy 
of the fight in the miners.’ union and the firmness 
and- cohesion of the Left wing. Some of the man
euvers in the needle trades were more disgraceful 
bapk-roppi) bargains w ith fakers than Communist 
actions; to. mobilize- the masses. But to. react against 
such distortions, w ith thç abandonment of the 
united front tactic is. like cutting of one’s head to 
cure a toothache. This, it seems, is what is noW 
being proposed, if  we are to judge by the Party 
comment on the new “progressive” manifestations.

The old tactic of united front w ith criticism and 
an independent policy is to be replaced: by the 
tactic of straight-out denunciation and completely 
independent struggle,, according to the comment on 
the “new. progressives.” which has appeared in the 
Labor U nity and the DaUy W orker. This looks 
simpler and easier,4 hut hew w ill it work out? It  is 
not without significance that the same comrades 
who wanted to pull the Party onto, this track in 
1925, come forward now as the spokesmen of the 
n.ew revelation. Now, as then, they see the “pro- 
gressive”leaders only as individuals and roundly 
denounce them as fakers. They fail now, as be
fore, to see the movement o f workers they express 
and, to a certain extent, represent. And that is 
the most important and decisive thing for the 
Communists,

Éàrl Browder, back from the Far East in a very 
revolutionary mood, makes short shrift of these 
new “progressives” in the D aily W orker of Feb
ruary 25, 26 and 27, 1929. Hé recites their past 
treacheries, vacillations apd cowardice w ith such 
indignation as to make one wonder what he ex
pected of them. Such conduct is the inevitable 
result of reformist policy. That is. why the revolu
tionary Marxists formed the Communist Party. 
The question is not what the. reformists w ill do 
when the fight grows hot— that should be' known 
in advance— but how can the Communists best de
velop the struggles of the workers and expand their 
influence? It  is from this standpoint that we must 
evaluate our past experience with the “progrès- 

. sives” and draw conclusions for the future.
Proceeding in this way we have to take issue 

with Browder's deductions. He says:
“W e will no longer waste pur energies and time in di

sastrous attempts to work with these fake progressives 
. . . .  W e will never again put forward such a ‘progres

sive’ as Brophy as leader for the tens of thousands of 
revolutionary miners who, have nothing but contempt 
for such spineless quitters.”  (O u r emphasis.)

What, pompous nonsense! What disregard of 
the facts of the protracted struggle to build the 
Left wing among thé miners! What a ridiculous 
attempt to punish the Party for his own illusions 
and disappointments about the “progressives.”
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-Did we get our influence among the miners and 
eventually gain the leadership of a- great mass 
movement in 1928 by having nothing (o do with 
“progressives” ? Quite the contrary. A t the be
ginning. of 192$ the Left wing ,iu the M Aers’ 
Union was demoralised and thé Party was isolated. 
I t  was the block w ith Brophy and other ’progres
sives” which gave us access to the masses o f ¿muera 
who at that time were not “revolutionary miners 
who have nothing but contempt for such -spineless 
quitters,” but admirers of these same Brophys. I t  
was the prestige of Brophy and others, and (she 
confidence the iftiners bad' in them primarily, that 
gave the movement its wide basis at the start. I t  
was only later, as the struggle grew sharper, that 
our direct influence grew and the true character 
of the- Bfophys was revealed to the miners, and they 
became alienated frpm them. Our mistakes, par
ticularly pur failure to criticize Brophy and others, 
hampered' this process, but in spite o f that, the 
united front yielded rich results and proved its 
validity by them. And that ig. precisely the value 
o f the united fropt faeries it  mobilizes the workers 
for struggle and strengthens the Communists., as 
against the reformists, However, to. say that "the 
“tens of thousands of miners”- even, now are “rev
olutionary” is. somewhat of an exaggeration.

The Communists must learn from th e , experi
ences in  the miners’ struggle and draw the conclu
sions, not to reject the tactic of the united; front, 
but to correct the errors in  its apphcation?knd Em
ploy it widely in  the future in ah fields.

Another stronghold of the n&\y sectarianism, re
mains. It  is the theory, that the shifting of the 
center of gravity in, our trade union y^prk fo the 
formation of new union#—an -absolutely necessary 
shift.— does away: w ith the troublesome problems 
of the “progressives.”

“We are entering upon a new course . . says 
Browder, “the course of independent struggle, in- 
dependent leadership, independent organization, 
inside and outside the existing trade Unions.” But 
are all the influential, leaders, we encounter in this 
new field to be pure Communists and Left wingers 
who will not “disappoint” us? Anybody who 
thinks so is working to build another Socialist 
Trades, and Labor Alliance and not a mass labor 
movement reflecting the stage of radicalizarioo 
and class çlçvetppment ° f  the progressive sections 
of the workers. And it is just this theory that is 
beginning to confront the new union movement 
as a real menace. The current practise of monopol
izing the control of the new unions in a mechanical 
way, of regarding every worker who is not a Party 
member as a faker, of arbitrarily excluding rela
tions and compromises with influential leaders who 
reflect the haZy development of masses of workers 
—this practise will’ be fatal for the movement. It  
disregards the stage of development, the relation 
of forces, and all the realities of the situation.
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On the Legend of “Trotskyism”
Deaf Comrades!. . ,

After a> tong pause, Comraa-s Zinoviev and 
l^amepev and the ir closest friends are a j^ b e g m -  
■nine w ith  the legend, o f Trotskyism . For the last 
tw o  years theylwent w ith  Us, together w ith  they 
! worked , out the most important documents of th 
Opposition, among them aiso the
that time there was no Trotskyism . But when, 
difficulties arose in  the struggle to c ir r y  out the 
lime; of: -the 'Opposition under the assau.t o. world 
reaction and attacks at home, comrades Zonrnev 
S  Kamenev turned ’ back to the bugbear o f 
r‘4iptsk7ism ’\  For this reason. I  would uke to es-

te r ‘m e n :'fche'SO'called “literary discussion” • (in  
j9 2 4 ) was kindled,, a number of comrades close 
to .o ü r'group declared that the puolication. of The 
lessons o f October was a-tactical error because u 
S t h e :  then: majority o f the Political Bureau the 
possibility tc open up the “literary discussion . On 
my part, Î  maintained, that the “literary discussion 
would have :cme in any case, on one ground or 
another 'The essence of the “literary discussion. 
Consisted in  hunting up as many facts and quo
tations. as ' possible against me and—-by outraging 
tiie  bérspëctives' arid historical trutn— to spread 
thêhi'hffiông-the'uninformed Party masses, the  
“literary discussion” had no connection at all w ith  
T h e  Lessons, o f O c to b e r. A ny one of my books and 
any of roy speeches could have served as the oc' 
cakfori tb  ‘ bb'g'in the hunt against “Trotskyism in 
the Party. That was my reply to those comrades 
w liovwere'inclined1 to view the publication of The 
Lessons of October as a tactical error. t j
''trA fte f‘dhif‘btoc w ith the Leningrad Group had 
tikè ri i:plàté,:' I  pût approximately the following 
•miestion?-ut>''& discussion with comrade Zinoviev: 

“'Tètethe',' jjléaséi if  I  had n o t published T h e  Les- 
4ôhs ljo f‘ October would the socalled ‘Üierary dis- 
¿¡¡r&ioft,;  against ‘Trotskyism’ have taken place in 
ijsite of'that or not?”
’- ‘ W ÎH ôU t hesitation, Zinoviev-answered:

The Lessons of October was- only a

gtexi,' Otlierwise- something else would have been 
'motive; ’tM  forms of die discussion would have 

different, nothing iriore.” 
the ¡July declaration signed' by Zinoviev 

sa^vK®feiéH)ev,' iti says: “ There can no longer be 
any-doubt that, as the development of the prés
ent leading faction has shown, the Opposition of 
1923.¡correctly warned against the dangers of the 
élepâftvîre from the proletarian line and the menac- 
irigr growth; of the-apparàtus regime. Yet dozens 
and hundreds of leaders of the 1923 Opposition, 
among them many workers, old Bolsheviks, steeled 
jn stniggltf apididiPridP careerism and servility, 
are kept’ 'kvJap worn all Party work despite their 
submission to all discipline.”

3. A t the jo int plenum of the Central Commit
tee and ..the Central Control Commission of July 
14 to July 23, 1926, Zinoviev said:

“I  have made many mistakes. But I  consider two 
&tëtâkèsi a£'ifiy -most important ones. M y  first 
mistake of 1917 is known to a ll.. . .  The second 
'¿oSstâké f  cdftddfer indre dangerous, since the first 
i^ ;^ a l^ iiifâ ifô '^ tie r\L e m ii, and was made good 
jfty ds ÿfÿeÿ'^fëw-dâ'yS even if it is was done with 
tiie  îielè ;o f TJèftïn] jÉut my mistake of 1923 con- 
fifsi:ed::lhr-:;'l,i,’ ‘ '

Ordjonikidze:1'“That you wanted to make the

1,0 Zirioihèvi“ !W !è1'say, there can no longer be any 
doubts now that the kernel of the 1923 Opposition, 
ksvtiï'é ^ V iti8 ^ ë n É ':'p r ':thër'tèilding faction has

the departure from  
tiië'htofétàtidri ’ and .'¿gainst the menacing
'grdmli" ofttbe' apparatus regim e.. . .  In  the ques- 
ttôn^d? (fitferioratiofi'and in thé question of bureau- 
Critty. “'̂ Îî âÎtsl̂ ÿîistkï* " Was right in the end against 

(Sttinôgram; Volume IV , Pagè 33.)
In  this manner Zinoviev admitted his mistake of 

1923 iri.th e  struggle against Trotsky, and even 
Characterised it as more dangerous than that of 
'1917.
!‘ 4. This acknowledgment of comrade Zinoviev 
called1 forth astonishment among many Leningrad 
Ôppositiôpista Who' had sincerely believe’cTïn the' 
legend of “Trotskyism.” Comrade Zinoviev told 
the repeatedly:

‘ “In 'K riin g rg d  we Mmmered it into the con- 
ScioGshess of the comrades more deeply than any
where else .and it is therefore-more difficult to 
learn anew there.”.
. Shortly-bet-ore the départi;«® of comrade Lashe- 

.■Wtch to the Chinese Easter*; jlw ay*(I cannot re

member the exact date) two members of the Op
position came from Leningrad to Moscow to ex
ercise pressure on the 1923 Group in the. question 
of “Trotskyism.” They repeated- all the stock 
phrases about the “permanent revolution”, about 
the insufficient estimation of the peasantry a-nd 
so forth.

Comrade Zinoviev asked me, together with the 
other leading comrades of the 1923 Group, to par
ticipate in a discussion that was to take place at 
comrade Kamenev’s home- The discussion assumed 
a rather violent character, mainly between Zino- 
.viev and Lashevitch on the one side and' the com
rades who had come from Leningrad on the other.

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

“Don’t stand the, matter on its head. W e in
vented ‘Trotskyism’ together with you in the strug
gle against Trotsky. W hy won’t you understand 
this? You are only helping Stalin!” And so forth.

Comrade Zinoviev said: .
“W e must acknowledge what happened. It  was 

a struggle for power. The trick was to combine the 
old differences of opinion with new questions. For 
this ‘Trotskyism’ was invented. . ,  ”

This conversation made a deep impression upon 
us, the members of the 1923 Group, even though 
we had already perceived the mechanics of the 
struggle against “¿ ’jjptskyism” before. On the way 
back we exchanged impressions and repeated the 
crassest expressions of Lashevitch and Zinoviev. 
Besides that, I  reported the discussion the same day 
to a few close comrades who had not participated 
in the conference. That 13 why many formula
tions of Zinoviev and Lashevitch have remained 
so well fixed in my memory.

Now that comrades Kamenev and Zinoviev are 
again trying to make use of the same “trick”, that 
is, to combine old differences of opinion with en
tirely new questions of capitulation, I  ask that you 
remember, what I  or an other participant in these 
proceedings reported to you on the expressions of 
Lashevitch and Zinoviev-. The exact establishment 
of these facts now has a great political stgniiieaRce 
and can he .useful in 4Uriiming up (¡Re results o f 
“Lessorisof Deeerftber” (i92?7),-

W ith  dorrimunist
E* Trotsky. .

Letter from Preobrazhensky
I  confirm everything brought out in this docu

ment. Only Lashevitch said: “W e invented. ‘T ro t
skyism.’ ” without the words “together;With you.” 
The two Leningrad comrades who are mentioned 
here were quite sincerely worried about “Trotsky
ism”. The meeting took place at Comrade Kam
enev’s about the 16th of October 1926, perhaps a 
few days before or after— I  cannot recall exactly. 
December 29, 1927.

E. A . Preobrazhensky.

Letter from Piatakov
You ask me to inform you what I  know about 

the speeches of Lashevitch' and Zinoviev on the 
occasion of a discussion w ith Leningrad comrades 
on “Trotskyism” which took place in Kamenev’s 
home. I  no longer remember all that was said. 
But since I  have always followed the question of 
so-called “Trotskyism” with ¡the greatest attention, 
and since the position of the Opposition of 1925- 
26 was of the greatest political interest for me, I  
■remember quite , clearly what comrades Zinoviev 
and Lashevitch said. The sense of their words was 
the following: “Trotskyism” had been invented 
so as to replace the real differences of opinion with 
alleged differences, that is, to utilize historical d if
ferences of opinion that had no relation to .the 
pre^nt, for definite purposes mentioned above. 
T h is , was told (fee comrades from Leningrad who. 
Hesitated on the question of ‘‘'trotskyism” arid 
they wanted to explain Co them who had invented 
“Trotskyism” and to w hat end  
Moscow, January 2,. I92&

G. Piatakov.

Letter from Elzin
Dear Leo Davidovitchl

I  remember very exactly an episode ■ that'-oc
curred in Kamenev’s home on the eye of the dec
laration of October 16th, during a debate on the 
“literary discussion” and The Lessons of October. 
On your question, as to whether the discussion on 
“Trotskyism” would have taken place even if- The

Lessons of October had not appeared,- Zinoviev 
then answered: “Qgrtainly it  would have taken 
place, for the plan to open up this discussion was 
already in existence and we only lay in wait for 
a pretext-.’’ None of the supporters of the 1925, 
Group- who were present expressed.ariy disaagree- 
meni w ith this; everyone received tins ttiforftution  
of Zinoviev äs a generally weif known fact. 
January 2, 192,8.

E. Efain,

Letter from Radek
I  was not present at the first conversation but 

I  heard about it after it took place from L. D., 
[Trotsky],.

I  was present at the conversation with comrade 
Kamenev when L. B. [Kamenev] said he would 
openly declare at the Plenum of the Central Com
mittee how they, that is, Kamenev, and Zinoviev, 
together with Stalin decided to utilize old differ
ences of opinion between Trotsky and Lenin so as 
to keep Trotsky from the leadership of the Party 
after Lenin’s death. Besides this I  heard repeated
ly from the mouth of Zinoviev and Kamenev how 
they invented “Trotskyism” as an actual slogan. 
December 25, 1927,

Karl Radek

Radek here recalls a striking incident that is not 
mentioned in my letter. During the July Plenum 
in 1927, Zinoviev and Kamenev were driven into 
a hail of quotations out of their own writings 
against “Trotskyism”. Since Kamenev hoped to get 
the floor again on the question of the Opposition, 
he wanted to take the bull by the horns and de
clare openly before the Plenum how and why the 
Trotskyist danger was invented. . But the speakers 
list was closed and -Kandenev did not-get the floor 
again.

L . Trotsky.

War, Kellogg Pact and 
the Soviet Union

C O N T IN U E D  F R O M  P A G E

not found the! government of the United States among 
those governments who are carrying- on iftfeigiies against 
dur Union, W e do not fòrgét't& it- during our most d if
ficult years, the famine '-years,'- the American jiebple came 
to our aid with the generous efforts of tSè ‘A ra ’’ organi
sation, headed'at that time Bÿ the future president of the 
United States, Hdover.”  (Iinprecor, ibid., page 1706.)

Is Hoover deceived by; these suave .words? Not 
for a moment! He retûetûbers very well the Ameni- 
cart* intervéntioii in Siberia. He knòws ihat it was 
through - his “generous'’ American Relief Admin
istration that thé Hungarian Sòvièt republic was 
drowned in blood. H e knows that the United 
States is financing the ànti-Sóviet activities of Po- 
lantb and Rumania. But the workers sfrho read the 
official pronouncements of Litvinov in the name 
of the Soviet Union will be deceived as to Hoover’s 
counter-revolutionary role, and the Communist 
Party , will be deprived of its weapons in fighting 
Hbovèr and American imperialism.

Thât is the practical result to the working class 
movement of the signing of the Kéllògg Pact by 
the Soviet Union and the “diplomatic" speeches of 
the spokesmen of the Stalin regime. The reason 
for this anti-Leninist course is the pernicious' theory 
of “socialism in One country". The-theory that 
socialism can be completed in Russia alone if  only 
military intervention is preventéd, inevitably leads 
to opportunism before the world bourgeoisie. It  
entails an accomodating attitude to the world bour
geoisie,. for if ari iéotstèa riatienaÎ soriaftsi economy 
is- to bfe built, then', accordmg to- Stàhrt^v mititary 
ifUèrvention mustfbe kept on ât anyprfce. Òtte è? 
these prices is the Kellogg Pàct a^#aS”éiat it iifc' 
volVes. But even this payaient cfeeàt tiédr “B uyriff* 
intervention because it undérmitìes tèVolution- 
ary capacities of the proletariat in' the imperialist 
countries, the strongest deterrent to war against 
Russia.' Another pride that revolutionary Russia, 
must pay is the drive to exteriiiinate the Leninist 
Opposition.

Trotsky, the living leader of world Bolshevism,, 
is deported to Turkey. ' Stalin, together with Kel
logg, Chamberlain, Briand and Stresemann, sign 
the. “great" Kellogg “peace" pact. »The one act 
supplements the order. Both are blows struck at 
the foundation oLLenip’s work.
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Epitaph for a Scoundrel
Pages from  the Record o f John Pepper

By Ladislaus Rucks, President of the International 
Lenin School of Moscow

N O T E : In  our Matform, published m the last issue of 
The M ilitant, we referred to , the malodorous records of 
the present leaders of the Party who are expelling pro
letarian Communists wholesale. M any comrades have been 
astounded at the statements we made and wonder if  it 
can be really true .that such people control the Party.

Can it  be possible, they ask, that people-branded by
their own past as Social Patriots, jailors of Communists, 
witnesses-for the (jbvemmenuagain.st Communists, craven- 
hearted cowards, Renegade. “Anti-Red crusaders, former 
enemies o f  the Ru^tan-.Revokition,'former, agents of H ill-, 
quit and Berger in  „the fight: against „the Communists, 
.etc., arc. parading as the ..“leaders" of. Communism and 
expelling; and .defaming, revolutionaries with honorable 
records1 behind them?

Yes,-all the statements-are true; Nobody dares to chal
lenge a. single one ot them; for they can all be proven 
by documentary evidence. '

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

Pepper is: the author of many of the slanderous de
nunciations of the exjbelled Communists and one of those 
who incited to to violence.: against, us. > H e  was selected 
by the C .E.C, at the last: Plenum to deliver the report 
against us and to demand- our'^expulsion as “counter-re
volutionaries", “renegades,'’ etc. »The document printed 
below shows that "he is well qualified, by experience for 
this kind .of a jo b ..

W e  quote here a number of extracts’ -from a book 
written by Ladislaus Rudas' one oh-the leaders of the 
Hungarian Revolution/ w ho ' knows ‘ Pepper well. The - 
book, entitled ( “Aeben-
teuerer urid ^qu ik tO reM u m '’ ) ‘'was published in iVenna 
in  1922 for p a r t y ^ r ^ ^ n '^ t h e - V A t o *  v j« |^  Verlag. 
Ladislaus RQdas■~u' howiftheehead: o f’ the International 
Lenin School at Moscow*.

Pepoet' before the W ar

T O conduct th is . sham's battle-- against a sham 
daiiittri Pepget; sought oufcsirvthe sWeat of Kis 

'R o w  th-rei!'paiMtjgds^Sut*6f  a hundred- articles. H e  
tb*e thesd tiUKtgQab&sfkhek context wiierqj alone, 
they migfer- He condemned. H e tore/ these pis- 

outt'Of little  • notices’:where“ they*wetS“ never 
intended as ‘'slogans’ '̂ but dsagitation)and too t the 
field against tfie p  with:’ all-the commonplacesof 
his Marxism, HSs-¡Marxism however-C9 nsistsj o f 
patterns w hich* fie applies ’ everywhere,' whether 
they fit or n o t ̂ H e gave 'long discourses on. Com
munism Standing-fbr’ the expropriation of the 
means o f' production, for large factories, etc., as 
though tfieSe wer&.n.otr ruapsgaljready w ell known 
to us when Pi^jper^was .«tiiTe&^r-in'clixfef.of the 
petty-boiirg'eois'Oo5jlevard,>sheet Fnss Ujsag, while 
I  had fo r some. n%et baen. editor ojE the: central or
gan of tlfe srcja^em ocracyin Budapest (190?). 
I t  is a piece qJL knavery when such as he would 
teach me abovitjmarchism.-and syndicalism, where 
i t  was I  who le ft, the social democracy for its, cor
ruption \wKen Pepper—-toumake a career— joined 
it! (page 191-2).

Pepper» During' the^W ar 
W ithout investigation BelaJCunordered th *  ex

pulsion from tiie  Phrty of this eomrade (m  charge 
o f the Party’s ’il^al.'W oric'.h id ;) who had been 
active in  the'working class movement for tw enty' 
years, Who suffered a heavy. prison sentence for 
many months during the war for the anti-militarist 
propaganda conducted whale an officer, who led 
peasants’ revolts during the” Karolyi revolution and 
during the entir^period of the dictatorship fought 
courageously and’ honestly w ith the Communists 
despite the fa e tjh a th e  was a social democrat. H e  
orcferecf tKis punishment—the severest that a Com
munist cWBr-sufl^r^carried“ out By1 the same R ip
per who, asRbyal and Imperial war 'correspondent 
drank toaStf td Austrian Generals while this cofflt- 
rade risS#sd": his life in . anti-militarist- agitation! 
(Page

Pepper- theSocialD em ocrat
O n February.^0?itftl9i: greafc,masses. moved: dem

onstratively beffitecstheirbuilding., o f the- social de
mocratic organ NypszavaC. Clashes-took-„place w ith  
the polkrdn, whiEh arnurhberof them' were ¡killed.

Thciday a^ir-tfei'de'ftionstratipn the Commun
ist leaders wefe? arrested and''brutally beaten, in 
prison. ,
• -To  ¡characterize-? the’’ conceptions i.*fv.;tht. .-social 
idethoertey-another article« by. -John-Pepperi’“w hich. 
•appeaire#!» N ip a d n  of -Febrts»y-'2,1{ i9l9;-shou!d-

be indicated here. Pepper, the most ambitious and 
conscienceless- demagogue ever to be found in the 
social democracy; whose “Marxism" always con
sisted in covering with a theory the basest instincts 
of the dominant men in power in the Party to 
which he belonged; who in his writings always 
found a formula precisely for the commonest and 
most vulgar arguments— this Pepper strutted about 
as the leader of the soldiers’ councils in the first 
days of the bourgeois revolution. . . . Even as the 
workers’ councils were nothing but a pseudo-insti
tution named by the party and trade union bureau
cracy to. hinder the creation of a real revolutionary 
institution of the proletariat, a pseudo-institution 
with no power at its command and with no w ill 
to exert influence,— just so was the Soldiers’ coun
cil seised by the social democratic party and served 
only to divert the proletarian revolution. The in
strument of the social democracy was John Pep
per, whom the soldiers’ council served to satisfy 
his personal lust fo r power. He worked with fu ll 
steam to become the war minister o f the bourgeois 
republic. T6 show that he would maint.in  this 
post, not to the detriment, but to the benefit of 
the bourgeoisie, he stormed against the Commun
ists whom he was the first to designate as “left 
counter-revolutionaries”. His expressions best char
acterise therefore the counter-revolutionary nature 
of the social democracy, since he was always mere
ly  the empty-headed mouthpiece of the prevailing 
demagogy. (Page 29-30).

Pepper and the Bolsheviks
W hile participating, at the beginning of Decem

ber 1918, in a meeting of the M inistry for M ilitary  
A ffairs at which martial law against the Commun
ists was considered, he ( Pepper) declared:

“I  consider the whole Bolshevik movement, whose 
leaders I  know very well, to be harmless. I t  is led by 
a few immature persons who have returned from  
Russia.” (V o ix»  Ujsag, December H ,  1918),

But -tribal this movement led by “immature peri- 
sons'' began to bear ripe fru it, Pepper coined the 
phrasé “Mt-counfe-reyolutionariea’ ’ a M  wa» resSd̂  
to  use the most shameless methods against them. 
H e ordered machine guns and armored cstrt 
against the soldiers who demanded in a demonstra
tion the dismissal of the at that time openly coun
ter-revolutionary M inister of W ar Festetich 
(Voros Ujsag) January I I ,  1919); he ordered the 
arrest o f comrades T ib o r and Ladislaus Szamuely 
(Voros Ujsag, January I I ,  1919); in numerous 
speeches he summoned the soldiers to pogroms 
against the Communists. At the same time, nat
urally, he sailed in the filthiest nationalist waters' 
when he enjoined the soldiers: “Social democrat 
and Magyar mean the same thing.” (Voros Ujsag, 
March 6, 1919. This remark was made by Pepper 
to incite the soldiers to the new imperialist war 
against the Czechs in the interests o f the Hungar
ian bourgeoisie!) H e had translated this passage 
directly from the Communist Manifesto into H un
garian (Page 31).

Pepper Imprisons Bela Kun 
O n January 2, 1919, the Communist soldiers in 

one of the barracks demanded the resignation of 
the then reactionary W ar Minister. Pepper there
upon ordered the arrest of Bela Kun. Az Est 
of January. 2, 1919, wrote as follows on the mat
ter:

John Pepper, government commissar of the sol
diers’ council expressed himself to tis about the de
monstration of the Communist soldiers:

“ The entire Communistic soldiers' demonstration' 
onty shows that the Communists cannot really in 
fluence the soldiers, that the soldier masses as a 
whole are'supporters of the social democratic party 
and are soMfersOf the People’s republic. C o atfa rf  
to  the artificial fektherskiring, the treth i t  t l r t f  <*■ 
i s w e r e  die ones A t  a*c 
rested Bela K im  and his colleagues, and refused to  
¿we thern dse f l o o f ( P a g e  31 ).

Peppier T  urns Commissar!
Yesterday, still “democrats" they (the social dem

ocrats) today became supporters of the proletarian 
dictatorship; yesterday still ministers of the bour- 

; geoia) government!, they . today became without 
any transition “People’s Co'mmissars" of the Soviet 
government. On March 19, Siegmund Kunfi still - 
made a long speech at election meetings “where 
I,"  he writes, “ took a position • everywhere’ against 
the dictatorship .and: fo r. democratic .socialism.’* 

vJohiY Pepper* howevcrl still said the same’ thii)g 
'■'as Kunfi.On March 19, L9i9:-/:Atld when a Com-

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

“I  speak in the name of the Hungarian working 
class movement (H e  always talked tail!— L. R,-)ç ¡in 
the name of the social democratic party, and'these 
will use mass terror against everyone who seeks, to  
terrorise in any way the representatives of the Huh- 
garian working class (namely: himself, John : Pep
per!— L. R . j” Poster Lloyd, March 2Ò, 1919.

Two days later they became—Pepper even w ith 
“ stormy enthusiasm" — “ people’s commissars’’ ! 
(Page 41-2). '

The Communists Force Pepper’s Resignation!
The Communists were naturally embittered that 

the fate of the Party should be decided over their 
heads. . . . Mainly, however, did the Communists 
feel bitter over the naming of John Pepper as 
People’s Commissar for M ilitary Affairs, the same 
Pepper who, of all the social demoertas, had acted 
most shamelessly and despicably towards the Com
munists, who coined the phrase of “ left counter
revolutionaries" against them, who was prepared 
to assume the role of Noske and to order out mach
ine guns against the revolutionary soldiers. The 
Communists did not allow even the threats of 
Kun to restrain them and moved en masse before 
the building of the People’s Commisariat o f M ili
ta r / A ffa irs and forced Pepper to resign. On A p ril 
4, Nepszava published the report of his resignation.; 
(Page 58).

Pepper Wants a Second P a r ty

There were many who blamed Bela Kun entire
ly  for the failure o f the revolution.

Thus, for example, John Pepper openly pro
claimed that Bela Kun was a traitor, that he mqst 
be eliminated from the movement, that a new party 
must be founded. W e all wanted g new pgriy. ^Ut 
Pepper immediately . became a iiquidgtor.,. IJe 
wanted to found a party on new principles; and 
that the new Communist Party should be n peas
ants’ party. An open, legal peasants’ party—sipçe 
Hungary was an agrarian country! In  this spirit 
he drew up a memorandum and sent .it—to -Michael 
Kafólyi, thé' form erpresidenttif ttô  lèlà Re-- 
public, since he had chosen this gcriÜeittBm a» thb 
leader of his “’new" party! À t ang faitè; ft  wa§ ieë~ 
jectèd by Karolÿi, ' fori Karòlyi, peiSomìBIy © ftC tìi 
thè most hónest bourgeois pbliticiàns-,; wbûld' ftÔ'Î 
for a singki moment bave aaÿthin|piioi c&y>
Pepper. Then, said he, the proletariat need? nò 
party, since every proletarian in Hungary is »a 
Communist, it is only necessary to put arma in  
his hands and the revolution is here again!/ A *  
one and the same time he was—a right and-a left 
liquidator! (Page 96-7).

Chicago Comradfes Protest
“To the District Convention 
Workers Communist Party 
District No. 8.
Dear Comrades: .

W e request that you read thè following! to ,tlid 
District Convention: \  ,

1. W e have witnessed recently a series q| expul
sions of leading and proletarian comrades,, most of 
whom participated in the formation of our Parfi/» 
and actively engaged in Party work. These.'ex- 
pulstons took place because of their political YJCJP' 
or protesting the expulsion policy. : ^

2. The expulsion policy carries all the dangers 
of destroying our Party and is the path to split our

■■ Party, . :: t . : ,, >j
3. In  our opinion the expulsions are qmy sui 

effort on the part of the CEC majority to conceal 
their right wing errors, i t  is an èffort to ljidç .tb? 
real danger facing our Party, the right .danger ex
emplified by the Lovestone group. This Has only 
the effect of perpetuating the right wirtg danger 
m  our Party arid’the continuance df thtëir büféau- 
cràtic control.

4. The expulsion took place on the basis that 
these comrades «ldjftéiPâtè i ^ i t i o r i ^ ^ T ib ls k jw ' '  
or protested the expulsion of Comtades Cannon, 
Abern and Shachtman. I t  must he stated that the’ 
discussion on Trotskyism was inadequate,'.apu iii^s 
necessary to hold a free and open discussiqn.pf ,tj)c 
Russian Opposition with thé documents-,;pfjès^î.t.j

5. W e wish to emphatically protest .against;1 the 
expulsions and demand the reinstaféfherifj ot':, these 
comrades to their former duties and Party .posts..

Fraternally yours, . 
Jack Cohen, Dan Pollin, Fannie Minóri, 
Rebecca Sacherow, H . P. 'A.
Bbrtistein, Elsie, 'Meleti,:I f l  Kfèftìtlkl Os- 
hervff, Leon ‘Mtiisel/ LHH&A H&rfréìó*:--
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C O N T IN U E D  F R O M  P R E V IO U S  IS S U E

The Chinese hdur'geoiste is 'sufficiently realistic 
and knows closely enough the nature of world im
perialism to understand that a real serious strug' 
cie against it requires sqch an upheaval of the re' 
volutionary masses which wQuJd fits i of all become 
a menace for the bourgeoisie itself, It.-the strugg e 
■against the Manchu Dynasty was a task of smaller 
historical importance than the overthrow of czar-
ism, the struggle against world imperialism is a
task on a much larger scale. And i f  we taught 
the ‘ vvofkers Qf  Russia from th? V W  beginning 
not to believe in the readiness of liberalism and 
the ability of. petty bourgeoisie democracy to over
throw czafism and to destroy, feudalism, we should 
in a no Ipss degree, have imbued the Chinese work
ers w i|h  the same spirit of distrust. The new, ab
solutely false, theory promulgated by Stalin and 
Buch.irin about the “ imminent revolutionary chat' 
acter of the colonial bourgeoisie is, in substance, 
a translation of Menshevism into the language pf 
Chinese politics, i t  serves only to make,, on the 
basis of the oppressed position of China an inter
nal political allowance fo r the Chinese bourgeoisie 
and to throw on its scale another weight against 
the weights of the trebly oppressed Chinese pro
letariat.

But, say the authors’ of the draft program, 
Stalin and Bneharin, Chiang Kai-shek’s northern 
campaign roused a powerful movement aitipng the 
workers and peasants. O f this there is no doubt. 
But did not the fact that Gutchkov and Shulgin 
brought to. Petrograd Nicholas IPs abdication play 
a revolutionary rpje? piid it  not arouse the most 
downtrodden and scared section of people? Did 
not the fact that Kerensky, who but yesterday Was 
a Labprite, became the President of the Ministers 
Council and tire Commander-in-Chief, rouse the 
masses of-spldiers? Did it  not bring them to meet
ings, did it  not ro.use to its feet the village against 
the landlord? The question could be raised even 
more widely- D id n°t all workings of capitalism 
rouse the masses, did it not snatch them, to use the 
expression o f the Communist Manifesto, out of 
the idiocy of rural life? Did it  not move the pro
letarian battalions, to the struggle? Does our his
torical' evaluation of the role of capitalism as a 
whole or the yariqus actions of the bourgeoisie 
stop bur active class revolutionary attitude to capi
talism or to the actions o f the bourgeoisie? Op
portunism was always based on this kind of non' 
dialectical conservative Khvostist “ objectivism.”  
Marxism on the contrary invariably taught that the 
revolutionary results of one or another act of the 
bourgeoisie to which it is forced by its position 
w ill be fuller, more decisive, less doubtful and 
firmer, the more independent the proletarian van
guard w ill be in relation to the bourgeoisie, the 
less it tyill trust the bourgeoisie, the less it w ill be 
inclined to play into the hands of the boufgeoisie, 
to-see it  in bright colors, to overestimate its re 
volutionary nature or its readiness for a united 
front or for a struggle against imperialism.

Neither theoretically nor historically nor politic
ally can- Bucharin’s appraisal of the colonial bour
geoisie stand criticism. However, this is exactly 
the appraisal, as we hqve seen, the draft resolu
tion, is seeking to lay down.

A  C R IT IC IS M  O F
f u n d a m e n t a l s

By L. D. TRO TSK Y
revolution of 190? only because it  received from 
the revolution the State Duma, that it, i t  received 
an opportunity to bring direct pressure to bear on 
the bureaucracy and to compromise w ith iy  But 
when the war of 19}4-1917 revealed the inabili
ty  of the “ new”  regime to secure the basic interest 
of the bourgeoisie, the latter again turned towards 
the revolution and became more radical- even than ■ 
in 1905.

Gan it  be considered that the revolution o f 1925- 
27 in China has at least partly satisfied the basic 
interests of Chinese capitalism? No. China is now 
just as far from national unity and from customs 
independence as it  was prior to 1925. But as a 
matter of fact the creation of one home market 
and its protection from cheaper, foreign goods is 
fo r the Chinese bourgeoisie a question o f life and 
death. I t  is a question only second in importance 
to that of maintaining the basis o f its class domina
tion over the proletariat and the rural paoj. Rut 
also,, fo r the Japanese and fo r thè British bour
geoisie the maintenance of China in its colonial 
state is a question of no less importance than the 
question pf economic independence is for the 
Chinese bourgeoisie. That is why the Chinese 
bourgeoisie w ill still display many Jdg-zag moves 
towards: -the left in its future policy. For those 
who like united fronts there w ill still be many 
chances in the future. T o  tell the Chinese Com
munists today that their alliance w ith the bour
geoisie during the period of 1924-1927 was cor
rect but that now it is no good because the bour
geoisie has definitely gone over to the counter-re
volutionary camp, means to disarm the Chinese 
Communists once again in face of the coming ob
jective changes in the situation and the inevitable 
zig-zags of the Chinese bourgeoisie towards the 
left. The war now conducted by Chiang Kai-shek 
fu lly  disproves the mechanical scheme o f the au
thors of the draft program.

*  * .  *

But, i f  you please, the fundamental error of the 
official formulation of the question w ill appear 
'more glaringly, more convincingly, and more de
fin ite ly i f  we w ill remember the fact which is still 
fresh in our minds, and is of no little  importance, 
namely, that czarist Russia was a combination of 
oppressed and oppressor nations, that is, it  consist
ed of Great Russians and other nationalities, many 
of whom lived entirely in  a colonial or sepii-colo- 
nial state. Lenin did. not only insist op the great
est attention to the national problem of the nation
alities o f czarist Russia, but èven proclaimed— 
against Bucharin and others— the elementary duty 
of the proletariat of the dominant nation to* Re 
the support of the struggle o f the oppressed na
tions for their self-determination, even to the ex
tent of separation. But did the Party* conclude 
from this that the bourgeoisie of the nationalities 
oppressed by czarism— the Poles, Ukrainians, Tar
tars, Jews, Armenians and others—were more pro

gressive, more revolutionary than the Russian bour
geoisie? Historical experience bears out the fact 
that the Polish bourgeoisie,—notwithstanding the 
fact that it' suffered from the yoke of the auto
cracy and n t̂iona,! pppression, was more reaction
ary than the Russian bourgeoisie and, in the State 
Dumas, was always inclined, not towards the 
Cadets (liberals) but towards the Octobrists, (reac
tionaries). The same is. trqe concerning the Tar
tar heurgeoi«©. The fact that the Jews ab
solutely no rights whatever did not prevent the 
Jewish hqurgçoisié from being njore cowardly,, more 
reactionary, and wore vile than the Russian ho.ur- 
geoisie- Or- perhaps the Estonian baurgeouie, 
the hettish, the Georgian, ox the Armenian- bour
geoisie were more revolutionary than the Great 
Russian bourgeoisie? Flow can one forget such 
historical lesspns?

Or perhaps now, post factum, we should de
clare that Bolsheyisin was wçqng wh,en—fn contra- 
distinction to the the Rashnjik% the P:P.S., 
the Georgian and other Mensheviks—it called 
upon the workers of ALL oppressed nationalities, 
pf ah colonial peoples of czarist Rqssf§, the 
very. d$wft of th®. bourgeois democratic revolution, 
to dissociate themselves from the other classes and 
form their independent class organizations, to break 
ruthlessly all organisational ties, not only with the 
liberal bourgeoisie, but also with the revolutionary 
petty-hourgepis parties, to w in over the working 
class in the struggle against those parties, and to 
fight against them with the help of the workers, 
for influence over the peasantry? Was it not a 
“Trotskyist-’ mistake,, did we not skip over, in re
lation to thé oppressed, including the extremely 
backward nations, the Kqomintang phase of devel
opment? How easy it is after all to say that the 

X P.P.S., the Dashjnaks, the Tsutuu, the Bund and 
others were “peculiar” forms of necessary collabor
ation of the various classes in the struggle against 
the autocracy apd against national oppression. Can 
such historical lessons be forgotten?

For a Marxian it was clear even prior to the 
Chinese events of the last three years—now it 
should become clear even to the blind—that for
eign imperialism as a direct factor in the internal 
life of China, readers the Qhineat Miliukpys and 
Chinese Kerenskys to the. final analysis even more 
vile than their Russian prototypes. It  is not in 
vain that the very first manifesto of opr Party 
proclaimed that the further east we go the lower 
and- more vile become the bourgeoisie, the great
er bçcome the ta?k§ of the proletariat;. This his
torical law fully applies to China. .

“ O ur revolution is a bourgeois revolution, T H E R E 
FO R E  the workers must support tbe bourgeoisieU- 
this is what the bankrupt politicians of the liquidator 
camp say. O ur revolution is a bourgeois revolution 
is what we Marxians say- T H E R E F O R E  the workers 
myst open the eyes of the people to. the treachery 
of the bourgeois politicians, teach them not to believe 
them and to rely on their O W N  forces, on their 
O W N  organizations, on their O W N  unification, and 
on their. O W N  arms alone.” fLenin. Y o l. 14, part 
1, Page 11).

'Flu's Lenin thesis is obligatory fop the whole of 
the Fast and must by all means find a place in (he
program of the Comintern.

T O  BE C O N T IN U E D
*  *  *

One uncondemned error always leads to another 
or prepares; the ground for it.

*  *  *

I f  yesterday the Chinese bourgeoisie was in
cluded in the qne revolutionary front, today it is 
declared to have “definitely gone over to the coun- 
ter/revolutionary camp.”' It is not difficult to find 
how unfounded are these transpositions and inclu
sions which have been effected in a purely admin
istrative way, without a more or less serious Marx
ian analysis.

I t  is absolutely clear that the bourgeoisie in1, jo in
ing the revolution does so not accidentally, not 
qvving to light mindedness, hut under the pressure 
qf its class interests. For fear of the masses the 
hourgeoisie later deserts the revolution or openly 
displays its secret hatred for the revolution. But 
to go over “ definitely”  to the counter-revolutionary 
camp, that is, to free itself from the necessity to 
“ support”  again the revolution or at least to f lir t 
w ith it, this" the bourgeoisie .can do only in the 
event that, whether in a revolutionary or in any 
other way (fb r instance the Bismarkian way), its 
main class requirement's are satisfied. We w ill re
call the history of the period of 1848-1871. We 
w ill recall that "the Russian bourgeoisie received 
an opportunity to turn its back so openly to the

JO IN  the CAMPAIGN Cor a W EEKLY M IL ITA N T
The fight for a Weekly M ilitant is now beginning in earnest.
The goal of the campaign is the raising of a $2,000. fund to insure its existence over 

the first period.
The Chicago group of the Communist Opposition has started the ball rolling with 

a donation of $100. AH the local groups are now taking the responsibility fbr definite 
quotas of the $2,000 total.

A ll the militants of the Communist Opposition must concentrate on this task. Our 
future work and effectiveness depends on.it.

The progress of the campaign will be reported in each issue of The M ilitant until 
the goal is reached.

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

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

A ll together for the Weekly Militant!
Answer the expulsions with a contribution to the $2,000 fund!

Send Contributions tp 
T H p  M I L !  T A N  T  

Box .120, Madison Square Station,
New York City.

The Draft Program of the Comintern
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Platform of the Communist Opposition
C O N C L U D E D  F R O M  L A S T  IS S U E

The Party Organization
The organization of the Party, in the Party 

units and in  the trade union and language frac- 
tions, represents today a state of chaos and de- 
moralization. The execution of the reorganization 
and the functioning of the; Party from top to 
bottom, since that period have brought confusion, 
inaction and indifference into the Party ranks.

The basis of Party organization today is the 
shop nucleus and the street nucleus, {international 
branch). This is correct. The organization of- 
street nUdei (international branches), where shop 
nuclei cannot be organized, had as its purpose an 
accelerated political development and general 
activity on the part of all members. The former 
language branches formally were liquidated in ' 
order that the foreign',speaking member might 
be brought into thè sphere of general American 
labor and political activity and Party life and get 
away frote the narrow existence of his national 
grouping.

But what do we find actually? The street nuclei 
or international branches, are foT the most part 
non-fondtioning bodies in a political sense. Organ- 
izatidnally, thère is the lanomaly that three, four or 
five street nuclei,.with 20 or moré metebèrs each 
on the record book, w ill meet, in thè same room 
or hall at the sàme hour, often teixing or combin
ing their work. (Nèw .York district). Presumably 
the street nucleus is organized on the territorial 
(living arèa) basis of the members. Generally 
throughout the Party the street nuclei are formally 
organized in that manner. Actually the street nu
cleus (international branch) loosens this practice 
and membership becomes general regardless of 
residence. This, however, is not the main defect. 
The defects are so outstanding, and kuown to any 
member who wants to see, that it is but necessary 
to mention them in general outline 'form. The 
functions conducted by the street nuclei are 
mockeries of working class activity and political 
life. I t  is common practice that the Party mem
bers at their unit meetings find themselves con
fronted with an orgy of ticket-selling, money-col
lecting and similar technical activities, t il l they feel 
that they are petty salesmen and agents instead of 
active Communists concerning themselves w ith the 
vital issues of the working class. Bureaucratism is 
rampant, the functions of political activity, discus
sion and decision are usurped by the committees 
and officials.

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

The street nuclei (international branches) must 
be Constituted on a genuine territorial basis and 
have a membership of not less than 25 or more 
than 50, The Party shall emphasise the character 
of work of the nucleus. Namely, that the units 
shall concern themselves with political and labor 
problems (discussion and action on shop problems, 
trade union questions, parliamentary activity, 
strikes, etc.) A ll technical work, such as payment 
of dues, other financial collections, etc. shall be 
placed as a subsidiary part of the agenda and con
ducted at specific periods only, and in such a 
manner as in no way to interfere w ith the main 
tasks.

The general vitalization of Party life for each 
member is essential. Each member must feel him
self as a factor and conti fbutor to the life and 
needs of the Party. The practice of thinking and 
administering from above, without real consulta
tion and participation by the membership, must 
give way to the opportunity for each member to 
contribute his ideas. Mere orders are not suffi
cient to produce healthy Party life and participa
tion in the class Struggle. Thought frote the mem
bership is a prerequisite. The membership teust 
have thè opportunity through more frequent mem
bership meetings (on a city dr section scale, de
pending Upon the size of the membership) to take 
up the major issues and campaigns of the Party 
in order that thèy may thoroughly understand the 
Party’s objective and bettèt be able to carry out 
its aims. The practice which has matte the taeet- 
ings of functionaries (officials) almost the main 
and the only medium of discussion must b¿ liquid 
ated. Such practices are breeding grounds for

bureaucracy, fo r separation of the rank and file 
members from the officialdom, bot high and low. 
More frequent membership meetings w ill make, it 
possible for the rank and file worker to contri
bute his views and to check the functionary; at 
the same time the officials thereby can obtain a 
clearer picture of the actual views of the mem
bership, the resources and capacities of the Party, 
and the Party work can thus be better carried ctet. 
A ll organizations, and the Party organization too, 
tend to develop always a certain inertness and 
tradition that coiiserVatize. These tendencies must 
be guarded against by a continuous re-invigoration 
from below.

T R A D E  u n io n  f r a c t io n s

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

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

Agrarian W o rk
The severe crisis in agriculture, w ith all its sharp 

consequences for the masses of poor farmers and 
farm wage workers, has not been entirely overcome 
by American, capitalism. I t  has remained one of 
the chief sources of weakness in the armor of the 
American bourgeoisie, and a broad field for agita
tion and organization for the Communist movement 
which has not been taken advantage of except to 
an insignificant extent.

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

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

The ranks of the Party must be open to only 
those farmers who accept the proletarian viewpoint 
on property. I t  must concentrate its chief efforts 
among the farmers upon organizing the tenant and 
heavily-mortgaged farmers who feel the heavy op- 
nression of the bankers, railroads, mill-owners, and 
big farmers. A  guarantee for the proper function
ing of the movement of the poor farmers, that they 
w ill remain on the correct path of struggle instead 
of succumbing to the pressure of the big farmers, 
is that the proletarians and setei-proletarians on the 
land shall have the preponderance of leadership in 
the movement.

The Negro tenant farmers, share croppers, and 
those who are slaving under a system of virtual 
peonage in  the South, must receive the special 
attention of the Party. I t  is possible to organize 
them: this has been demonstrated in  the past by 
the fact that organizations of the Negro poor 
farmers have arisen spontaneously in the South.

I t  is possible to unite them with the poor white 
farmers: this has also been demonstrated by past 
experiences even in the reactionary South, where, 
in Texas for example, strong organizations of Ne
gro and white poor and tenant farmers existed’ and 
functioned effectively for some time.

Young Workers League
The situation in the Young Workers •(Com

munist) League merits the deepest attention of the 
entire movement. The leadership and line of the 
League have merely been a miniature replica \’ f, 
the factional and corrupt Party regime. The evite 
of the LoVestone-Pepper leadership in thè Party 
have appeared in an even more grotesque forte in  
the Zam-Herberg (Lovestone) leadership in the 
League. Rampant factionalism, petty-bourgeois 
cynicism and super-sophistication, occupation with 
“ high”  politics, are corrupting the League, liké so 
many diseases. T¡he League has become nothing 
more nor less than a faction agency for the Love 
stone regime. Instead -of the League being in the 
forefront of the struggle against opportunism in 
the Party, it  is always ready to endorse it uncon
ditionally.

In every struggle where splendid opportunities 
for growth were presented, the League failed sig
nally to take advantage of them. In the face o f  the 
growing exploitation of the working youth and. the 
possibilities for the development of struggle, 'the 
League has either lost membership or stood still. 
There is an increase in the mood of passivity 
among the League members, and the inner life of 
the League becomes constantly more barren and 
withered. The leadership of the League has been 
a dead hand on the organization.

A  symbol of the situation is the fact that' the 
founders of the Communist youth movement in. 
this country, and its leadership at the period of vt? 
swiftest and healthiest- development (Abern, ’Carl
son, Edwards, Shachtman, etc.) have now been 
expelled. In their stead have bèen placed a leader
ship which cannot have the confidence of the mass 
of the membership or the young workers, which 
has brought Only disintegration, factionalism and 
degeneration into the League. Instead of helping 
to turn out this leadership, and replacing it with 
a sound proletarian core which alone is able to 
solve the difficulties w ith which the League. is 
pressingly confronted, the Executive Committee of 
the Young Communist International has followèc! 
a course which has in actuality resulted in the en
trenchment of the Zam Lovestone leadership in 
the League. The same course has been followed 
by the Party leadership in its relationship to the. 
Youth.

The League (and even the Pioneers!) is at pres
ent being mobilized against so-called “ Trotskyism,”  
that is, against the fundamental tenets of Lenin
ism. Instead of the Communist Youth being per
mitted to develop lreely their natural inclinations 
against Opportunism and revisionism,' they áre 
herded into blind support for the liquidation o 
the basic teachings of Bolshevism. The main task 
of the League members is to fight relentlessly for 
the line of revolutionary principles now being de
fended by the Leninist Opposition. A n  additional 
prerequisite is the eradication of all corrupt petty- 
bourgeois tendencies in the League, of opportune : 
following in the path of the Party faction regime, 
of “ smart-Aleckism,”  cynicism and playing with 
the working class movement.

P H IL A D E L P H IA  M E E T IN G
James P. Caftnon w ill speak in  Philadelphia on 

Sunday, M arch 17 at 7:30 P. M i at the Friend
ship Libera l League Forum, Clayton H a ll, 9th St., 
and G irard Ave. The subject o f the lecture w ill 
be “ The T ru th  about T ro tsky and the P latform  
o f the Russian O pposition .”

C A N N O N  M E E T IN G S  IN  B O S T O N
Friday, M arch 22, Chelsea, Mass., Chelsea Labor 

Lyceum.
Saturday, M arch 23, Boston, Mass., at M ilita n t 

“ V e lchcrinka ” .

Ready Now a
T H E  D R A F T  PR O G R A M  OF T H E

C O M M U N IS T  IN T E R N A T IO N A L  
By L. D . T R O T S K Y

W ith  an Introduction by James P. Cannon 
T H IR T Y -F IV E  C E N T S  PER CO PY .

In  lots of 5 or more-25 cents per Copy
Order now from  

T H E  M I L I T A N T  
Box 120, Madison Square Station 

New York, N . Y .
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Letters from the M i l i tan ts
A  V O IC E  F R O M  P R IS O N

Sing Sing Prison,
Ossining, New  York, 

February 12, 1929.
Dear Comrades: , ,

' I  have received your letter and also the editions ot the 
M ilitant iind you don’t  know how happy I  was when I  
read about the wonderful work our Group is doing. Dear 
Jim, when 1 read about the deportation of L. D . and 
about the way the Thermidorians and the Caesars of the 
present regime in the C.P.S.U. are doing with the Lieut
enants of Lenin and the leaders of the October, it made 
my blood boil, but as L. D . has foreseen this very tactic 
of theirs before it  is not surprising to us. Lenin said in 
1923 to remove Stalin from his present position and that 
be will in time split our Party: Lenin was the first one 
to  predict an<J foresee that. Lenin said that this cook will 
feed us a peppery soup and he w ill yet break the Party. 
Later,, after Lenin’s death, this same Stalin collected all 
those that were against Lenin in October (in  those days 
when deeds counted and • not words) like Zinoviev, Ka- 
Kam enev, Rykov, etc., and to his collection he added the 
‘ 'theoretician'’ ‘and pbraseologist, Bucharin, who was out 
¿rf the Party-in 1918 at Brest Litovsk, propagating against 
Lenin ;by saying that Lenin is misleading Russia and will 
Jaring .it to fUin. . .Together they started the attack against 
those'that stood1 with Lenin side by side at all times in  
all emergendes' from 1917 until his death.

o ln  this cpUntry1 Pepper’s feoys started the pot boiling 
f  irqt with : the 1 miners, then with the endorsement of Pan- 
,ken| and,-the .Socialist' Partjf then with the sending of 
Communist Party members into the S. P., then with the 
jtejctde ‘ union ; and [ most Of all the main, important task 
«¡now ito  obey the- Master’s voice in the liquidation of the 
Trotskmtes;;, T h e y  are sO eager in doing it that they 
w i^  end up with1 the expulsion of all the proletarian mem- 
¿ersuoi the> Partyl ¿rid remain with the City College of 
¡J^CWjjYoik boys like .Weiristone, M iller, W olfe , Benjamin, 
\y«i^ordvriLbvestbne;’Ragorin, Trachtenberg and a few 

jtyai Pft^tbourgaois, V/hen Pepper 
uggjs : thdié ,4>e . will be , able „to. .repeat, those
i |^ 4 w t t e t \h e .JWfSbté-in'' 1.9.18 agsdnst all Bolsheviks. 
««vWfflksI’ vwlTidaeljjtie -with the .words of J U iu n  plus; a 
j j j j l r i i r f  -thejr -wp* feed ,u»
xjU ^ :peppéiy'spups. / 'T h e y  'will, ru in . the P w ty . 
hi iwctorv. of Ltfô Qppositian.aftd-
« ib i Thealrh of ‘î :  D .

Maurice L. Malkin,

*<!NOTE; Comrade M alkin has been transferred from  
IStng ‘Sute'Ptison to the prison aj Comstock, New  York. 
T&gOThéè w ith  h im  went the two other needle trades work- 
ers: Leo Franklin and tSain Knriand. A ll comrades arc 
urged tpw rite .to .Jrân , regularly at his new address:- M a- 
uricV t . ’ M à Îk fn /N O . ÏO O él, Box 51, Comstock, Nqw  
York.),

A  Le a g u e  o n t h e  n e w y o r x

M E E T IN G

T o r h e  fiditor of the "Daily W orker"
Dfeat' Comrade:

'TOè'-ocCuri'ences at last Tuesday’s Troskyite meeting 
held at the Labor Temple w ill repay the scrutiny of Party 
ag^L;League members. The disgusting spectacle enacted 
as w  consequence o f Party tketics : was surpassed only by 
tlje.puCrid report of the affair which appeared in the next 
”d§y'» i8sue of the Daiy  W orker. I f  nothing else was ac- 
çomplished, it.gave conclusive proof that certain Party 
elÿm&nts : .have nothing more to learn from capitalist 
teacher*: as fà r  aS''gangster methods and maliciously false 
newspaper reporting are concerned.
'...Â^Ii'^ u î riUfgatiim* in  : die Daily W orker article give 

qn^>: the, opposite ,df the truth. In  all cases the disturb
ances .were tprovoked by Party or League members. The  
first'blow ; o f1 the!evening was struck at the ticket-taker 
by pne wnn alleged himself to  be unemployed and tried  
to force his way into the h jll. Most ridiculous of all is 
the; accusation that the presence of police was due to a 
telephonei call from  Cannon asking, for police protec
t io n  (In'acjjcn^nitig'the meeting, the chairman explained 
thaJjrthe r«sisop .for adjoUtnihg at that time was due to 
the presence of police. The Daily  W orker article omits 
to mention this but declared that the adjournement was 
forced:hytphe departure of the audience. I  have been 
prespnt at many a Party mass meeting, however, which 
was ¡(Considered - a success, ançl which did not have more 
of an; audience than was present at the adjournment of 
the Cannon meeting.

The, success of: a Communist’movement is not based on 
a pofipy ■ ofudistorting ' facts ’ or obscuring issues. The  
¡movement thrives Only to the extent that workers arc pre
sented w ith '.the  ! facts and given a sound ideological 
basis.;' .There are Enough ,capitalist agencies thru which 
the ip inds-of‘workers are doped with falsehoods.

Thp Labdr''Temple meeting is not important in itself, 
but there, ie ! something' seriously'wrong with the sort of 
tactics' ¡that W'eie ¡employed; These same tactics are hav
ing theif deplorable effects in all Party and League units. 
A  comrade- is !nOt ‘étfbri ‘jStrmitted to present an opposing 
stand‘lon ' Vital1 qüéStiOhs,-'and i f  he votes according to 
his conviction,1 he isr<Mmvcniéritly expelled.

I  p incest'agklhsit èiicti tactics ¿arid in doing so I  know 
that I  »ami expressing thë Attitude of many members who 
are not'yet’ prepared'10'speak openly.

Paul Green, member Y .W .L .

F R O M  A  D E T R O IT  C O M M U N IS T
Detroit, M ich., Feb. 9, 1929.

Dear Comrade Cannon:
I  wish to inform ÿou that I  was expelled from the 

Workers Party for holding certain views regarding lrocs- 
ky. Tw o years I  have been fighting to express my views 
and I  was suppressed. , T h e . Party removed me from all 
activities and on February 3, 1929, I  was expelled.

A fte r a'thorough study of both sides, i.e., Stalin and 
the .Opposition, I  came to (he conclusion that the Oppo
sition is more capable of applying M arx’s and Lenin’s

teachings to the world situation and Russia in particular. 
T o  my understanding the Opposition is the real Bolshevik 
group. I  am organising an Opposition group; there is 
3  large field to work on and 1 need inforni&tioii regard 
ing its organisation. For that reason 1 would like to 
keep in touch with you. 1 regretted very much that I  
missed the opportunity to arrange a meeting for you 

„when you were in Cleveland a short time ago. I f  you 
intend to come to Detroit, please let me know so that 1 
will arrange: a well-attended meeting of workers who 
sympathise with Trotsky’s views. I  am sure you will 
find them very promising supporters.
. They have requested for all kinds of literature that will 

enlighten them about the present situation in the move
ment. There is a big demand for the book “The Real 
Situation in Russia”  by Leoir Trotsky. A  lot of these 
books can be sold here. I  read that book, and I  think 
it  will clarify some-comrades who are misled by Stalin.

Comradely yours,
A lex Schribcr.

C O P IE S  O F  F IR S T  IS S U E  O F  M IL IT A N T  W A N T E D  
A ll readers of the M ilitant who have on hand copies of 

the first issue dated November 15, 1928 are urgently re- 
quested to send them to us. Even single copies will be 
greatly appreciated as our file copies were stolen in the 
burglary conducted by the professionals hired to do this 
job by the Central Executive Committee of the Party.

N E W  E X P U L S IO N S
O n the eve of the Party Convention, which is to mark 

the fake “internal consolidation” of the Party, we have 
to record numerous other expulsions of active workers 
from the Party for their support of the Platform of 
the Russian Opposition. Behind all the hypocritical bun- 
cpmbe about “Party unity”  the campaign of expulsions 
fttrd. Partyisplitting,»* continuing, in.,fqtt blast. New. ex-

fgfajqns about which the M ilitant jhis recently been in
armed are as follows:

B O S T O N -
: 1 -G O 0 P E R S T E IN .

N E W  Y O R K
H A R O L D  R O B B IN S , Young Workers League. 
J O H N  J U S T IN , Young Workers League.
' S A M  W A T T S , Young Workers League.
G E O R G E  C LA R K , Young Workers eague.
M A X  W A L D M A N , of the Furriers’ Union.

S T . L O U IS
E L M E R  M c M IL L A N , Communist candidate for Mayor 
M A R T IN  P A Y E R , Acting sub-district organise»

y. w. l .
H . L. G O LD B ER G .
C H A R L E S  M A H L E R , Young Workers League.
R. C A R L S O N , Young Workers League.

D E T R O IT
A L E X  S C H R IB ER .

JU L IU S  R O S E N , Section Agit-Prop Director.
R i c h m o n d , c a l i f .

R O S A  P O W E LL .
W IL L IS T O N , N . D A K O T A  

A , C. M IL L E R , first Communist legislator in U . S.
B IR M IN G H A M , A L A B A M A  

S A R A H  F. I  L IN N .
T O R O N T O , C A N A D A  

S. Q U A E L E R .

W H O  A R E  T H E  E X P E LL E D  C O M M U N IS T S
V IN C E N T  R. D U N N E — Member Western Federation 

of Miners, 190S; joined I.W .W . at foundation; in I.W . 
W . actions in Missoula, Spokane,. Seattle, Fresno and 
San Francisco. Participated in I .  W . W . strikes and free 
speech fights, 1906-8. Served -sentences in Seattle and 
Los Angeles for street speaking. Worked in lumber 
camps, mines and construction camps in Idaho, Wash
ington, Montana, California, Texas and Arizona. M em 
ber o f strike committee of Saw M ill Workers at Boga-- 

loosa, La,„ 1908. Express wagon driver and , messenger 
for Northern Parific, Wells Fargo, Adams Express, dis
charged several times for organising workers, finally 
blacklisted and forced out of industry. Active in Mooney 
Defense fight and in Friends of Soviet Russia. Charter 
member Minneapolis Office Workers Union, financial 
secretary and delegate to Central Labor Union, 1922-24. 
Removed from office and expelled from C .L .U . for Com
munist activity by order of Executive Council of A .F . of 
L. in 1924. Secretary of 12th 'W ard  Farmer-Labor Club 
(Minneauolis) 1924-8. Removed from office for fighting 
F.L.P. bureaucrats and labor fakers Shipstead, Cramer, 
W eir, Starkey, Lundeen, etc, Expelfed from union N ov
ember 11, 1928 for opposing Shipstead as Senatorial 
candidate, just three days before expulsion from Party. 
Joined Workers Paity, held minor offices, secretary M in 
neapolis G.C-C. for three years. Member District Exec
utive Committee, 1923-8; of District Polcom, 1926-28; 
member ¡District secretariat, 1927-8. Delegate National 
Convention,__1927. Delegate to every convention of 
Farmer-Labor Federation and Association. Member of 
National Party Elaction Campaign Committee, 1928. 
Communist candidate for Congressman in 1928. Ex
pelled from Party, November 14, 1928. t

H E L E N  J U D D — Secretary of N orth  Side English 
branch of Socialist Party in 1919 and helped to. swing 
it  into Communist Party when W illiam  F. Kruse, J Louis 
Engdahl, V ictory Berger, Adolph Germer, 8eymour, Sted- 
man and others were trying to hold it in  line for the 
Socialists. Indicted in the Palmer Raids, held under 
$10,000 bonds. Secretary of Local, Chicago, National 
Defense Committee, for two years, while Party was 
underground. Afterward active, for several years in 
forming pioneer groups. A t  the rime of secqnd expulsion 
by W ilia m  F. Kruse, was secretary of Nucleus 31, one 
of the largest and most active in Chicago, and also a mem
ber o f■'*' Control Commission o f  District Eight o f ’ life e 
Party

A  M IN N E A P O L IS  M IL IT A N T
Minneapolis, M inn.

Dear Comrade:
O ut Communist work is going on in  Minneapolis de

spite the expulsion, slander and finally the fascist meth
ods to which our Party has,, degenerated in District Nine. 
Bureaucratic, gangster and ;snp^ressi,ve methods workers 
have to be fought Whether in ' pur Party' or in Other wor
kers' organisations.

A  short time, ago, »n .facton  the "evening of the same 
day on which. I  ,was»rioti|ifd by,,the«_little bureaucratic 
Devine, District. Orgarijier here, \thatiI  was expelled from 
the Party, the,pam phlet .entitled /'Emotion Hides Com
munist Trickery" issued,by Green ¡and Morrison of the 
A . F. o f ,L., was r.ead »before-my*unjOn. I  took the floor

O S C A R  C O O Y E R
Slugged, by Loveston«-Foster gangsters at Minneapolis 

meeting.

a n d 'in ' an .-18, or; 2 0 /n ù t^ é V  ;t^.,-ej|Dçsed-the- lies, In*

and -also e t^ w n eq  .what we .C ^ m u i^s ts  stood for in 
the • union«, p br;nq4tAthJ>:'j|^necessity for our
^m pcs«dè'éhnt9% tld;  the dictator*
fcïp of the

Probably qur Party îbt^éâü'çraw ..wi)l,ç^ini this is coun* 
ter'rewlutiqnaprsWqrlÇjbut^iHsf^tbé.^i^é • it  helps to clear 
the minds, df the .wofk.ets. ' T lie ir saying we are not Com* 
munists dqêstii^-’çisJse that by
the time '¿ t iM g - Æ ^ ^ s ^ ^ y ^ ^ ^ ÿ ^ i i^ ' i jn a d é  it  so hot 
for the -)gBle movement
that they a g ^ t |^ ^ J g ^ ^ ^ e % y ^ ^ s q p p r e s « o n  of real

f ° é .
•With .'Ootttgü^lÿtfgqeetjngs; -

O SC A R  T O O  V E R .

Proletarian Youth Against 
Gangsterism

A  ' 'STTATE?j!J^^^.T0''’È iÇ fW fti- i'O ^ p i„ U N IT  N O . 2, 
Y O U N G  W O R K E R S  L E A G U E  O F  N . Y .

A t  the Tuesday , night ^February, 26) meeting of the 
Opposition .,tov protest^the .deportation of Trotsky, we 
saw the kind of activity, that the officials of the Party and 
League carry on ,against , the Opposition. A  big squad 
was sent down to the meeting by Bert .Miller, the organ
isation secretary of. the Party in bTew Y ork . They did 
not come in order tç argue or discuss'¿the issues intelli
gently o f  in a manner -,,that would ¿ . convince workers of 
-the correctness, of, the Party position.- O n 'th e  contrary, 
they came there only for the purpose of breaking up the 
meeting by violence and' physical attacks on the sup
porters of the opposition. W e  are absolutely convinced 
that such activity can only . bring the -greatest harm to 
the movement and help to discredit it before the eyes 
of the workers. T t  will bring about a situation where 
the cops and dicks will become the judges and final 
settlers of all disputes in the ranks of the movement and 
the working class. W e are *  bolutely opposed to such 
tactics.

W e believe further that a real discussion of the import
ant issues, should be conducted, especially for the young 
comrades in the League. Such a discussion can be worth 
while only i f  both sides of the issues are clearly presented 
to us, 3nd all'the materiaj made available for study and 
discussion. A ll we have had so far .is ■•the" pamphlet by 
Bctram D . W olfe on the "Trotsky Opposition" which 
didn’t each us anything. Otherwise we simply become 
automatic hand-raisers who endorse everything that the 
Party and League Officials instruct us to 'do . W e pro
pose the immediate opening of such à real discussion 
and the end of the kind of work that-'’the Party carried 
on at .the Tuesday meeting.

JOE B U R T O N , member of Executive Board, American 
Association of Plumbers, IJelpers.

M A C  K U D L E R , member of Executive Board American. 
Association of. Plumbers Helpers.

IR V IN G  SP R E IR E G E N , vice-president, American. As
sociation of Plumbers Helpers.

i 9 8 K £  F O X , League uqit JpdhstrialiCommittee. 
H A R O L D  R O B IN S .
JE A N  T I& H M A N .


